arXiv:2407.09737v1 [math.AP] 13 Jul 2024

NORMALIZED SOLUTIONS FOR INLS EQUATION WITH CRITICAL HARDY-SOBOLEV TYPE NONLINEARITIES

M. CARDOSO, J. F. DE OLIVEIRA, AND O. H. MIYAGAKI

Abstract. We are interested in finding prescribed L^2-norm solutions to inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger (INLS) equations. For N ≥ 3 we treat the equation with combined Hardy-Sobolev power-type nonlinearities −Δu + λu = μ|x|^{−b}|u|^{q−2}u + |x|^{−d}|u|^{2∗d−2}u in R^N , N ≥ 3 where λ ∈ R, μ > 0, 0 < b, d < 2, 2 + (4 − 2b)/N < q < 2 + (4 − 2b)/(N − 2) and 2^∗_d = 2(N − d)/(N − 2) is the Hardy-Sobolev critical exponent, while for N = 2 we investigate the equation with critical exponential growth − Δu + λu = |x|^{−b}f(u) in R^2 where the nonlinearity f(s) behaves like exp(s^2) as s → ∞. We extend the existence results due to Alves-Ji-Miyagaki (Calc. Var. 61, 2022) from b = d = 0 to the case 0 < b, d < 2.

1. Introduction and main results

Let us consider the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger (INLS) equation with combined power-type nonlinearities (1.1) iψ_t + Δψ + μ|ψ|^{q−2}ψ + |ψ|^{p−2}ψ = 0, x ∈ R^N , t > 0. The study of equations like (1.1) started with the fundamental contribution by T. Tao, M. Visan and X. Zhang [26] and there are a lot of recent advances, see for instance [1, 2, 18, 22, 24, 25] and references quoted therein.

The solutions for the equation (1.1) of the form ψ(x, t) = e^{iλt}u(x), where λ ∈ R and u : R^N → R is a time-independent function are called of standing waves. So, to find standing waves, it is sufficient to solve the stationary problem −Δu + λu = |u|^{q−2}u + |u|^{p−2}u in R^N . (1.2)

When it comes to equation (1.2), there is a large number of researches on normalized solutions which means that

(1.3) ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = a^2, a > 0. 2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35B08, 35J75, 35J92, 35B33.

Key words and phrases. Normalized solutions; Nonlinear Schrödinger equation; Elliptic equations; Laplace operator.

Second author was supported by CNPq grant number 309491/2021-5.

Third author was supported by Grant 2019/24901-3- São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP) and Grant 303256/2022-2 - CNPq/Brazil. 1

Normalized solutions to semilinear elliptic problems are investigated in different applied models [6, 23] and the conditions on N, p and q has strong repercussions on the existence of solution u and in aspects of it itself, see [1, 2, 17, 24, 25] and references therein.

In order to be clear our aims, let N ≥ 3, 0 ≤ b < 2 and 2 < q ≤ 2 + (4 − 2b)/(N − 2). According with [7, 14] there exists unique positive radial solution U ∈ H^1(R^N ) to the elliptic equation −ΔU + U = |x|^{−b}|U|^{q−2}U in R^N \ {0} having mass (1.4) m := m(b, q) = ∫ R^N |U|^2dx > 0. For λ > 0, we can verify that the scaling (1.5) v_λ(x) = λ^{2−b2(q−2)} U(λ^{12} x), x ∈ R^N satisfies the equation (1.6) −Δv + λv = |x|^{−b}|v|^{q−2}v in R^N \ {0} and (1.7) ∫ R^N |v_λ|^2dx = λ^{2−bq−2 − N2} m. Consequently, for q ≠ 2 + (4 − 2b)/N and ρ > 0, there exists unique λ_ρ > 0 such that v_{λρ} given by (1.5) solves (1.6) and has mass ∫ R^N |v_{λρ} |^2dx = ρ. In addition, for the limiting case q = 2+(4−2b)/N, there are infinitely many solutions (one for each λ > 0) of (1.6) of the form (1.5) having mass m. If b = 0, the value q = 2 + 4/N is the so-called L^2-critical exponent which plays a special role in the study of (1.2), see for instance [1, 23, 24] for deeper discussion.

On the other hand, we can consider the value of the best Hardy-Sobolev constant [5] on a domain Ω ⊂ R^N , N ≥ 3 containing 0 in its interior (1.8) μ_s(Ω) = inf { ∫ Ω |∇u|^2dx : u ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) and ∫ Ω |x|^{−s}|u|^{2∗s} dx = 1 }

where 0 < s < 2 and 2^∗_s = 2(N − s)/(N − 2) is the Hardy-Sobolev critical exponent. It is well known that (c.f [16]) μ_s = μ_s(Ω) does not depend of Ω and it is attained when Ω = R^N by the functions (1.9) v_ε(x) = (ε(N − s)(N − 2))^{N−24(2−s)} (ε + |x|^{2−s})^{2−N2−s} for some ε > 0. Moreover, the functions v_ε are the only positive radial solutions of (1.10) −Δu = |x|^{−s}|u|^{2∗s −2}u in R^N . For a more in-depth discussion on this topic, we recommend [13, 15, 16] and references therein.

Motivated by the above discussion, we are mainly interested in the existence of normalized solutions for the following inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger (INLS) equation with Hardy-Sobolev combined power-type nonlinearities (1.11) − Δu + λu = μ|x|^{−b}|u|^{q−2}u + |x|^{−d}|u|^{2∗d−2}u in R^N , where N ≥ 3, μ > 0, 0 ≤ b, d < 2 and 2 + (4 − 2b)/N < q < 2^∗_b . For N = 2 we also treat the equation with critical exponential growth (1.12) −Δu + λu = |x|^{−b}f(u) in R^2 , where 0 ≤ b < 2 and the nonlinearity f(s) behaves like exp(s^2) as s → ∞.

Our first result is about Hardy-Sobolev combined power-type nonlinearities and reads below:

Theorem 1.1. Let N ≥ 3, a > 0, 0 < b, d < 2 and q ∈ (2 + (4 − 2b)/N, 2^∗_b ). Then, there exists μ^∗ = μ^∗(a, b) > 0 such that for all μ ≥ μ^∗ the problem (1.11) has a solution (u, λ) ∈ H^1(R^N ) × R with u satisfying (1.3).

For N = 2, it is well known that the critical growth is no longer determined by any function of the power-type, but rather by exponential growth as seen by the so-called Trudinger-Moser inequality, see for instance [10, 11, 20] and references therein. In this sense, for 0 ≤ b < 2, we say that a continuous function f : R → R has critical exponential growth if

(1.13) lim_{|t|→+∞} |f(t)| e^α (_{1− b} 2 )_{t2} = 0 if α > 4π and lim_{|t|→+∞} |f(t)| e^α (_{1− b} 2 )_{t2} = +∞ if 0 < α < 4π.

We also consider the following assumptions on f:

(f_1) lim_{t→0}^{|f(t)|}_{|t|τ} = 0, for some τ > 3 (f_2) There is θ > 4 such that

0 < θF (t) ≤ tf(t), for t ≠ 0, where F (t) = ∫_t 0 f(s)ds. (f_3) There exist p > 4 and μ > 0 such that sgn(t)f(t) ≥ μ|t|^{p−1}, for t ≠ 0 where sgn : R \ {0} → {−1, 1} is such that sgn(t) = −1 if t < 0 and sgn(t) = 1 for t > 0. Theorem 1.2. Let 0 < b < 2. Assume that f satisfies (1.13) and (f_1)-(f_3). If a ∈ (0, 1), then there exists μ^∗ = μ^∗(a, b) > 0 such that for all μ ≥ μ^∗ the problem (1.12) admits solution (u_a, λ_a) ∈ H^1(R^2 ) × R, with u_a satisfying (1.3) and λ_a > 0. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present some preliminaries results. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The existence of normalized solutions for critical exponential growth stated in Theorem 1.2 is established in Section 4.

Notation: Throughout this paper, unless otherwise stated, we use the following notations:

• B_r(x) is an open ball centered at x with radius r > 0 and B_r = B_r(0). • ‖ ‖_L^p_b denotes the norm of the weighted Lebesgue space L^p_b (R^N ) = L^p(R^N , |x|^{−b}), for b ≥ 0 p ∈ [1, ∞] and ‖ ‖_Lp = ‖ ‖_L^p_0 .

• ‖ ‖ denotes the usual norm of the Sobolev space H^1(R^N ). • C, c, C_1, c_1, C_2, c_2, . . . denote any positive constant whose value is not relevant. • o_n(1) denotes a real sequence with o_n(1) → 0 as n → ∞. • → and ⇀ denote strong and weak convergence.

2. Preliminary results In this section, as an application of a Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequality present in [7, 8, 12], we provide a compactness result that will be used below.

Let us introduce the weighted Lebesgue space L^q_b (R^N ) as the set of all measurable functions u such that ‖u‖_L^q_b = ( ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u(x)|^q dx ) 1_q < ∞. We start by recalling the Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequality.

Theorem 2.1 ( [7,8,12]). Let 0 < b < min{N, 2} and 2 < q < 2^∗_b , then for all u ∈ H^1(R^N ) ‖u‖^q_Lq_b ≤ K_{opt}‖∇u‖^{N(q−2)2 +b}_{L2} ‖u‖^{q− N(q−2)2 −b}_{L2} , (2.1)

where K_{opt} = ( N(q − 2) + 2b 2(q − b) − N(q − 2) )_− N(q−2)−4+2b_4 2q (N(q − 2) + 2b)‖Q‖^{q−2}_{L2} and Q is the unique positive radial solution to the elliptic equation, −ΔQ + Q = |x|^{−b}|Q|^{q−2}Q. (2.2)

As by-product of the Theorem 2.1 we have the continuous embedding

(2.3) H^1(R^N ) → L^q_b (R^N )

in the strict case 2 < q < 2^∗_b . We observe that, although Theorem 2.1 does not include the critical case q = 2^∗_b , the embedding (2.3) remains valid for N ≥ 3 and q = 2^∗_b . In fact, we are able to prove the inequality

(2.4) ‖u‖_L2∗_{bb} ≤ c‖∇u‖_L2 , for any u ∈ H^1(R^N ).

Indeed, from Hardy (cf. [13, Lemma 2.1]), Sobolev and Hölder inequalities we can write ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u|^{2∗b} dx = ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u|^b|u|^{2∗b −b}dx ≤ C_1 (∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx ) b_2 (∫ R^N |u|^{2∗} dx ) 2−b_2

≤ C_1 (∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx ) b_2 (∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx ) 2−b_2 2^∗_2

= C_1 (∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx ) N−b_{N−2} . Thus, (2.4) holds. Now, according with (2.4) we obtain a positive constant Λ given by

Λ = inf

0≠u∈D^{1,2}(R^N ) ‖∇u‖^2_L2 ‖u‖^2_{L2}∗_{bb} > 0. (2.5)

We recommend [16], for further discussion on this subject.

Next, we present a significant compact embedding between the Sobolev space and the weighted Lebesgue space L^q_b (R^N ).

Proposition 2.2. Let N ≥ 3, 0 < b < 2, 2 < q < 2^∗_b and 2 < p < 2^∗. Then, the Sobolev embedding

Ḣ^1(R^N ) ∩ L^p(R^N ) → L^q_b (R^N ) (2.6)

is compact.

Proof. Let (u_n) be a bounded sequence in Ḣ^1(R^N ) ∩ L^p(R^N ). Then, there exists u ∈ Ḣ 1(RN )∩Lp(RN ) such that u_n ⇀ u in Ḣ 1(RN )∩Lp(RN ) as n → ∞. Defining w_n = u_n −u, we will show that ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|w_n|^q dx → 0, as n → ∞. (2.7)

First, from the weak convergence, (w_n) is uniformly bounded in Ḣ^1(R^N ) ∩ L^p(R^N ), and thus, using the Sobolev embedding, we get that

(w_n) is uniformly bounded in L^r(R^N ) for all p < r < 2^∗.

(2.8)

Moreover, for all R > 0 and α > N, we have that ∫ R^N \B_R |x|^{−α} dx ≤ C R^{α−N} , (2.9) for some C > 0 depending only on α and N. Since q < 2^∗_b , we get 2(N − b) − q(N − 2) > 0. Thus, for any 0 < ε < 2(N − b) − q(N − 2) we are able to choose γ_1 and γ^′_1 such that 1 γ^′_1 = b N − ε, i.e γ^′_1b > N p < qγ_1 < 2^∗ 1 γ_1 + 1 γ^′_1

= 1.

Thus, by Hölder’s inequality, we have ∫ R^N \B_R |x|^{−b} |w_n|^q dx ≤ (∫ R^N \B_R |x|^{−bγ′1} dx ) 1_{γ′1} (∫ R^N \B_R |w_n|^{qγ1} dx ) 1_{γ1} , (2.10)

for all R > 0. From (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10), we can choose R > 0 such that ∫ R^N \B_R |x|^{−b}|w_n|^q dx < ε/2. (2.11)

Now, we are going to estimate the integral on the ball B_R. For R > 0 chosen in (2.11), consider η ∈ C^∞_0 (R^N ) a cut-off function such that

(2.12) η(x) = { 1, if x ∈ B_R, 0, if x ∈ R^N \B_{2R} and |∇η(x)| ≤ cR^{−N} for all x ∈ R^N , for some constant c > 0. Thus,

ηw_n|_{BR} = w_n, ηw_n|_{B3R} ∈ H^1_0 (B_{3R}) and ηw_n ⇀ 0 in Ḣ^1_0 (B_{3R}).

By compactness of the Sobolev embedding H^1_0 (B_{3R}) → L^r (B_{3R}), it follows that ηw_n → 0 in L^r (B_{3R}) strongly for 2 < r < 2^∗.

(2.13)

Again, since q < 2^∗_b , we obtain 2(N − b) − q(N − 2) > 0. Then, we can choose γ_2 and γ^′_2 such that γ^′_2 ≥ 1, γ^′_2b < N, 2 < q < γ_2 < 2^∗ and^1_{γ2} +^1_γ′_2 = 1. Hence, by Hölder’s inequality we have ∫ B_R |x|^{−b} |w_n|^q dx ≤ (∫ B_R |x|^{−bγ′2} dx ) 1_{γ′2} (∫ B_R |w_n|^{qγ2} dx ) 1_{γ2} (2.14) ≤ (∫ B_R |x|^{−bγ′2} dx ) 1_{γ′2} (∫ B_{3R} |ηw_n|^{qγ2} dx ) 1_{γ2} , (2.15)

and thus, together with (2.13), there exists n_0 such that for any n ≥ n_0 ∫ B_R |x|^{−b} |w_n|^q dx < ε/2. (2.16)

Thus, the result follows from (2.11) and (2.16). □

3. The minimax strategy Throughout this section we are assuming N, a, b, d and q under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1. Let us denote (3.1) f(x, t) = μ|x|^{−b}|t|^{q−2}t + |x|^{−d}|t|^{2∗d−2}t, x ∈ R^N and t ∈ R and its primitive

(3.2) F (x, t) = μ q |x|^{−b}|t|^q + 1 2^∗_d |x|^{−d}|t|^{2∗d} . In order to get our existence results we will apply the minimax approach. In fact, the aim is to obtain a nontrivial critical point u ∈ H^1(R^N ) of the functional J : H^1(R^N ) → R be defined by

(3.3) J(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − ∫ R^N F (x, u)dx submitted to the constraint (3.4) S(a) = { u ∈ H^1(R^N ) : ‖u‖_L2 = a } . We observe that (2.1) and (2.4) yield the well-definition of J and if u ∈ H^1(R^N ) is a critical point of J submitted to the constraint S(a), then there exists a Lagrange multiplier λ such that (u, λ) satisfies (1.11).

In order to follow the variational procedure in [17], we will introduce the space H = H^1(R^N ) × R equipped with the scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩_H = ⟨·, ·⟩_H1_{(R}N_) + ⟨·, ·⟩_R and the application H : H → H^1(R^N ) given by (3.5) H(u, s) = e^{Ns2} u(e^sx). Note that

(3.6) ∫ R^N |∇H(u, s)|^2dx = e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx,

(3.7) ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|H(u, s)|^qdx = e^{[N(q−2)+2b]s2} ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u|^qdx. In particular,

(3.8) ∫ R^N |H(u, s)|^2dx = ∫ R^N |u|^2dx. Then, if J̃ : H → R is defined by

(3.9) J̃(u, s) = e^{2s} 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx − 1 e^{Ns} ∫ R^N F (e^{−s}x, e^{Ns2} u(x))dx

= e^{2s} 2 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − μe^{[N(q−2)+2b]s}2 q ‖u‖^q_Lq_b − e^{[N(2} ∗ d−2)+2d]s 2 2^∗_d ‖u‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} we obtain (3.10) J̃(u, s) = J(v), for v = H(u, s).

Lemma 3.1. Let u ∈ S(a) be fixed arbitrarily. Then (i) If s → −∞, then ‖∇H(u, s)‖_L2 → 0 and J(H(u, s)) → 0. (ii) If s → ∞, then ‖∇H(u, s)‖_L2 → ∞ and J(H(u, s)) → −∞. Proof. Note that 0 < b < 2 and 2 + (4 − 2b)/N < q < 2^∗_b yield N(q − 2) − (4 − 2b) > 0. Also, it is clear that N(2^∗_d − 2) − (4 − 2d) > 0 for any 0 < d < 2. In addition, from (3.9) and (3.10)

(3.11) J(H(u, s)) = e^{2s} 2 [ ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − 2μe^{[N(q−2)−(4−2b)]s} 2 q ‖u‖^q_Lq_b − 2e^{[N(2} ∗ d−2)−(4−2d)]s 2 2^∗_d ‖u‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} ] . Then, (i) and (ii) follow directly from (3.6) and (3.11). □ Lemma 3.2. There exists K = K(a, b, μ) > 0 small enough such that 0 < sup_{u∈A} J(u) < inf_{u∈B} J(u)

with A = { u ∈ S(a) : ‖∇u‖^2_L2 ≤ K } , B = { u ∈ S(a) : ‖∇u‖^2_L2 = 2K } . In addition, K(a, b, μ) → 0 as μ → ∞.

Proof. Fix u, v ∈ S(a) with u ∈ A and v ∈ B. From (2.1) and (2.5)

(3.12) ∫ R^N F (x, v) dx ≤ μ q K_{opt}a^{q− N(q−2)2 −b}(‖∇v‖^2_L2 )^{N(q−2)+2b4} + 1 2^∗_dΛ^2 ∗ d 2 ( ‖∇v‖^2_L2 )^{2∗}d_2 . Since F (x, u) ≥ 0 for any u ∈ H^1(R^N ), we have J(v) − J(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇v|^2 dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 dx − ∫ R^N F (x, v) dx + ∫ R^N F (x, u) dx ≥ 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇v|^2 dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2 dx − ∫ R^N F (x, v) dx, and so, J(v) − J(u) ≥ K 2 − μ q K_{opt}a^{q− N(q−2)2 −b}(2K)^{N(q−2)+2b4} − 1 2^∗_dΛ^2 ∗ d 2 (2K)^2 ∗ d 2

= K [ 1 2 − μ q K_{opt}a^{q− N(q−2)2 −b}2^{N(q−2)+2b4} K^{N(q−2)+2b−44} − 1 2^∗_dΛ^2 ∗ d 2 2^2 ∗ d 2 K^2 ∗ d−2 2 ]

Thus, since N(q − 2) − (4 − 2b) > 0 we can choose K > 0 small enough J(v) − J(u) ≥ 1 2 K > 0. Indeed, we can pick K = K(a, b, μ) given by K(a, b, μ) = min {( q 8μK_{opt}a^{q− N(q−2)}2^{−b}2^{N(q−2)+2b}4 ) 4 N(q−2)−4+2b , (2∗_dΛ^{2∗d}_2

2^2 ∗ b 2 8 ) 2_{2∗d−2} } . (3.13)

Moreover, (3.13) yields K(a, b, μ) → 0 as μ → ∞. □

As by-product of the last lemma is the following corollary.

Corollary 3.3. There exists K = K(a, b, μ) > 0 such that J > 0 on A. In particular,

J_∗ = inf { J(u) : u ∈ S(a) and ‖∇u‖^2_L2 = K 2 } > 0. (3.14)

Proof. Fix u ∈ A and let K be given by (3.13). Arguing as in the last lemma (cf. (3.12)) we can write J(u) ≥ 1 2 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − μ q K_{opt}a^{q− N(q−2)2 −b}(‖∇u‖^2_L2 )^{N(q−2)+2b4} − 1 2^∗_dΛ^2 ∗ d 2 ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2 )^{2∗}d_2

≥ ‖∇u‖^2_L2 [1 2 − μ q K_{opt}a^{q− N(q−2)2 −b}K^{N(q−2)+2b−44} − 1 2^∗_dΛ^2 ∗ d 2 K^2 ∗ d−2 2 ]

≥ ‖∇u‖^2_L2 [1 2 − 1 2^2 ∗ b 2 8 − 1 2^{N(q−2)+2b}4 8 ]

≥ ‖∇u‖^2_{L2} 4 > 0. In addition, we can conclude that J_∗ ≥ K/8. □ In what follows, we fix u_0 ∈ S(a) and apply Lemma 3.1 to get two numbers s_1 < 0 and s_2 > 0, of such way that the functions u_1 = H(u_0, s_1) and u_2 = H(u_0, s_2) satisfy

‖∇u_1‖^2_L2 < K(a, b, μ) 2 , ‖∇u_2‖^2_L2 > 2K(a, b, μ), J(u_1) > 0 and J(u_2) < 0.

Now, following the ideas from Jeanjean [17], we fix the mountain pass level given by γ_μ(a, b) = inf_{h∈Γ} max_{t∈[0,1]} J(h(t))

where Γ = {h ∈ C([0, 1], S(a)) : h(0) = u_1 and h(1) = u_2} .

From Lemma 3.2, max t∈[0,1] J(h(t)) > max {J(u_1), J(u_2)} > 0.

Therefore, γ_μ(a, b) ≥ J_∗ > 0. (3.15) Lemma 3.4. We have that lim_{μ→∞} γ_μ(a, b) = 0.

Proof. Indeed, fix u_0 ∈ S(a) and define the path h_0(t) = H(u_0, (1 − t)s_1 + ts_2). Then, from (3.11) we get

γ_μ(a, b) ≤ max_{t∈[0,1]} J(h_0(t)) ≤ max_{r≥0} {r 2 ‖∇u_0‖^2_L2 − μr^{N(q−2)+2b}4 q ‖u_0‖^q_Lq_b } . (3.16)

Now, the function r →^r_2 − μcr^{N(q−2)+2b}4 , with c > 0 and q > 2 + (4 − 2b)/N admits a global maximum on (0, ∞) at the point

r^∗ = ( 1 μc 2 N(q − 2) + 2b ) 4 N(q−2)−(4−2b) . Consequently, from (3.16) we obtain the existence of C_2 > 0 such that γ_μ(a, b) ≤ C_2 ( 1 μ ) 4 N(q−2)−(4−2b) . (3.17)

Taking μ → ∞, it follows the result. □ Remark 3.5. We observe that for our combined power-type nonlinearity (3.1), the general argument in proof of Proposition 2.2 in [17] remains hold. Next, we will use that Proposition without further comments.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (u_n) a (P S) sequence associated with the level γ_μ(a, b), which is obtained by making u_n = H(v_n, s_n), where (v_n, s_n) ∈ S(a) × R is the (P S) sequence for J̃ obtained by [17, Proposition 2.2], associated with the level γ_μ(a, b). More precisely, we have (3.18) J(u_n) → γ_μ(a, b) as n → ∞, and ‖J^′_{|S(a)} (u_n)‖ → 0 as n → ∞. Setting the functional ψ : H^1(R^N ) → R given by ψ(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |u|^2 dx, it follows that S(a) = ψ^{−1}({a^2/2}). Then, by Willem [28, Proposition 5.12], there exists (λ_n) ⊂ R such that ‖J^′(u_n) − λ_nψ^′(u_n)‖_H−1 → 0 as n → ∞.

Hence, for any φ ∈ H^1(R^N )

(3.19) ∫ R^N ∇u_n∇φdx − ∫ R^N f(x, u_n)φdx − λ_n ∫ R^N u_nφdx = o_n(1)‖φ‖. Arguing as in [3, Proposition 1] and [9, Lemma 1.1], we can see that if u ∈ H^1(R^N ) is a solution of −Δu = g(x, u) in R^N , then the following identity holds

(3.20) N − 2 2 ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx = N ∫ R^N G(x, u)dx + N∑ i=1 ∫ R^N x_iG_{xi} (x, u)dx, where G(x, t) = ∫_t 0 g(x, τ)dτ. Then (3.21) N 2 ∫ R^N g(x, u)udx − ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx = N ∫ R^N G(x, u)dx + N∑ i=1 ∫ R^N x_iG_{xi} (x, u)dx.

If G(x, t) = μ q |x|^{−b}|t|^q +^1_2∗_d |x|^{−d}|t|^{2∗d} − λ 2 t^2 in (3.21), it follows that

(3.22) ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx + μ (N − b q − N 2 ) ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u|^qdx − ∫ R^N |x|^{−d}|u|^{2∗d} dx = 0. Motivated by the equality above we define Q : H^1(R^N ) → R by Q(u) = ‖∇u‖^2_L2 + μ (N − b q − N 2 ) ‖u‖^q_Lq_b − ‖u‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} . Another important limit involving the sequence (u_n) is

(3.23) Q(u_n) = ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 + μ (N − b q − N 2 ) ‖u_n‖^q_Lq_b − ‖u_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} → 0, as n → ∞, where u_n = H(v_n, s_n), which is obtained using the limit below ∂_sJ̃(v_n, s_n) → 0 as n → ∞, which can be proved by using [17, Proposition 2.2].

Arguing as in [17, Lemmas 2.3, 2.4 and 2.5], we know that (u_n) is a bounded sequence in H^1(R^N ), and so, the number λ_n must satisfy the equality below

λ_n = 1 ‖u_n‖^2_{L2} { ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − ∫ R^N f(x, u_n)u_ndx } + o_n(1),

From (3.8) we have ‖u_n‖^2_{L2} = ‖H(v_n, s_n)‖^2_{L2} = ‖v_n‖^2_{L2} = a^2. Thus, we also can write

(3.24) a^2λ_n = ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − ∫ R^N f(x, u_n)u_ndx + o_n(1) = ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − μ‖u_n‖^q_Lq_b − ‖u_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + o_n(1). Since (u_n) is a bounded in H^1(R^N ), the continuous embeddings (2.3) and (2.4) imply (λ_n) is bounded, so that, λ_n → λ. On the other hand, we have u_n ⇀ u weakly in H^1(R^N ) and from the compact embedding H^1(R^N ) → L^q_b (R^N ) we get ‖u_n‖^q_Lq_b → ‖u‖^q_Lq_b . By using the definition of Q(u_n), from (3.24) we have

a^2λ_n = Q(u_n) − μ (N − b q − N 2 + 1 ) ‖u_n‖^q_Lq_b + o_n(1)

= Q(u_n) + μ N − 2 2q ( q − 2^∗_b ) ‖u_n‖^q_Lq_b + o_n(1).

From (3.23), letting n → ∞

a^2λ = μ N − 2 2q ( q − 2^∗_b ) ‖u‖^q_Lq_b .

Since q < 2^∗_b , it is immediate that λ ≤ 0. We claim that u ≢ 0 and u_n → u strongly in H^1(R^N ) if μ^∗ > 0 is chosen such that γ_μ(a, b) < 2 − d N − d Λ^{N−d2−d} 2 , for all μ ≥ μ^∗.

(3.25)

Thanks to Lemma 3.4, such a choice is possible. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that u ≡ 0. Then, u_n → 0 in L^q_b (R^N ), Q(u_n) → 0 and there exists m ∈ R such that ‖∇u_n‖^2_{L2} → m as n → ∞. Thereby, from this and by (2.5) and (3.23) we deduce that

m + o_n(1) = ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 ≥ Λ (∫ R^N |x|^{−d}|u_n|^{2∗d} dx ) 2_{2∗d}

= Λ ( ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 + μ (N − b q − N 2 ) ‖u_n‖^q_Lq_b − Q(u_n) ) 2_{2∗d}

= Λm^{22∗}d + o_n(1).

We have either m = 0 or m ≥ Λ^{N−d2−d} . If m = 0, from (2.4) we obtain J(u_n) → 0 as n → ∞, which is a contradiction. If instead m ≥ Λ^{N−d2−d} , it follows that

γ_μ(a, b) = lim_{n→∞} J(u_n)

= lim_{n→∞} [Q(u_n) 2^∗_d + 2 − d N − d ‖∇u_n‖^2_{L2} 2 + o_n(1) ]

= 2 − d N − d m 2 ≥ 2 − d N − d Λ^{N−d2−d} 2 , which gives again a contradiction from (3.25). Thus, u ≢ 0. Furthermore, by the weak convergence we deduce from (3.19) that u is a solution non-null to equation −Δu − f(x, u) = λu in R^N (3.26)

and from Pohozaev identity (3.22) we have Q(u) = 0 and from (3.26)

(3.27) J(u) = λ 2 ‖u‖^2_L2 + μ (1 2 − 1 q ) ‖u‖^q_Lq_b + (1 2 − 1 2^∗_d ) ‖u‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} > 0 for μ > 0 large enough. Now we will show that u_n → u in H^1(R^N ). Defining v_n := u_n − u, then up to a subsequence, there exists l ∈ R such that lim_{n→∞} ‖∇v_n‖^2_L2 = l. Note that v_n ⇀ 0 in H^1(R^N ), u_n → u in L^q_b (R^N ),

‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 = ‖∇u‖^2_L2 + ‖∇v_n‖^2_L2 + o_n(1),

(3.28)

and by Brezis-Lieb Lemma [4] ‖u_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} = ‖u‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + ‖v_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + o_n(1). (3.29)

Thus, since Q(u_n) → 0 and u_n → u in L^q_b (R^N ) we get

‖∇u‖^2_L2 + ‖∇v_n‖^2_L2 = Q(u_n) − μ (N − b q − N 2 ) ‖u_n‖^q_Lq_b + ‖u‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + ‖v_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + o_n(1) = −μ (N − b q − N 2 ) ‖u‖^q_Lq_b + ‖u‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + ‖v_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + o_n(1). That is,

Q(u) + ‖∇v_n‖^2_L2 = ‖v_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} + o_n(1)

Consequently, since that Q(u) = 0 we obtain

lim_{n→∞} ‖∇v_n‖^2_L2 = lim_{n→∞} ‖v_n‖^{2∗d}_{L2}∗_{dd} = l,

(3.30)

and thus, either l = 0 or Λ ≤ lim_{n→∞} ‖∇v_n‖^2_{L2} ‖v_n‖^2_{L2}∗_{dd} = l^{2−dN−d} . (3.31)

If it occurs (3.31), then from (3.28), (3.29) and (3.30)

γ_μ(a, b) + o_n(1) = 1 2 ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − μ q ∫ R^N |x|^{−b}|u_n|^q dx − 1 2^∗_d ∫ R^N |x|^{−d}|u_n|^{2∗d} dx = J(u) + 1 2 ‖∇v_n‖^2_L2 − 1 2^∗_d ∫ R^N |x|^{−d}|v_n|^{2∗d} dx + o_n(1) ≥ J(u) + 2 − d N − d Λ^{N−d2−d} 2 + o_n(1).

Hence, follows by (3.25) that γ_μ(a, b) ≥ J(u) + γ_μ(a, b) which is a contradiction since J(u) > 0. Therefore, (3.30) yields ‖∇v_n‖_L2 → 0 and also v_n → 0 in L^q_b (R^N ) and L^{2∗d}_d (R^N ). By using the test function φ = u_n − u in (3.19) and (3.26) and subtracting the obtained expressions we can write ∫ R^N |∇(u_n − u)|^2dx − μ ∫ R^N |x|^{−b} ( |u_n|^{q−2}u_n − |u|^{q−2}u ) (u_n − u)dx = ∫ R^N |x|^{−d} ( |u_n|^{2∗d−2}u_n − |u|^{2∗d−2}u ) (u_n − u)dx + ∫ R^N (λ_nu_n − λu)(u_n − u)dx + o_n(1). Letting n → ∞ we obtain

0 = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^N (λ_nu_n − λu)(u_n − u)dx = λ lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^N (u_n − u)^2dx. Hence, we conclude that v_n → 0 in L^2(R^N ) and thus u_n → u in H^1(R^N ) which ensures u ∈ S(a). □

4. Normalized solutions: the singular exponential critical growth In this section we are assuming N = 2, 0 < b < 2, a ∈ (0, 1) and that f has (singular) critical Trudinger-Moser growth (1.13) and satisfying (f_1)-(f_3). By (f_1)-(f_3) and (1.13), fix q > 2, for any ζ > 0 and α > 4π, there exists D = D(q, α, μ, b) > 0 (4.1) |f(t)| ≤ ζ|t|^τ + D|t|^{q−1} ( e^{α(1− b2 )t2} − 1 ) , ∀ t ∈ R and (4.2) |F (t)| ≤ ζ|t|^{τ +1} + D|t|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )t2} − 1 ) , ∀ t ∈ R. In particular, from (4.1) (4.3) |f(t)t| ≤ ζ|t|^{τ +1} + D|t|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )t2} − 1 ) , ∀ t ∈ R. Now, let us recall the following particular case of singular Trudinger–Moser inequality, see for instance [19, Theorem C] and [20, 21, Theorem 1.1]. Lemma 4.1. Let 0 ≤ b < 2. Then,

(i) For any α > 0 and u ∈ H^1(R^2 ) there holds (e^{αu2} − 1) ∈ L^1_b (R^2 ).

(ii) For 0 ≤ α < 4π, denote AT(α, b) = sup_{‖∇u‖} L2 ≤1 1 ‖u‖^{2−b}_{L2} ‖(e^{α(1− b2 )u2} − 1)‖_L1_b .

Then, there exist positive constants c = c(b) and C = (b) such that, when α is close enough to 4π c(b) ( 1 −^α_{4π} ) 2−b_2 ≤ AT(α, b) ≤ C(b) ( 1 −^α_{4π} ) 2−b_2 . Moreover, the constant 4π is sharp in the sense that AT(4π, b) = ∞.

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < b < 2 and let {u_n} be a sequence in H^1(R^2 ) with u_n ∈ S(a) and (4.4) lim sup_{n→∞} ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 < 1 − a^2.

Then

(a) there exist t > 1 and C = C(t, a, b) > 0 such that ‖ ( e^{4π(1− b2 )u2n} − 1 ) ‖^t_Lt_b ≤ C, ∀ n ∈ N; (b) if u_n ⇀ u in H^1(R^2 ) and u_n(x) → u(x) a.e in R^2 , then

(i) there exists α > 4π such that for all q > 2 |u_n|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )u2n} − 1 ) → |u|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )u2} − 1 ) in L^1_b (R^2 ). (ii) F (u_n) → F (u) and f(u_n)u_n → f(u)u in L^1_b (R^2 ).

Proof. (a) We have lim sup n→∞ ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 < 1 − a^2 and ‖u_n‖^2_L2 = a^2 < 1.

Hence, there is η > 0 and n_0 ∈ N such that (4.5) ‖u_n‖^2 < η < 1, for any n ≥ n_0.

We recall that (e^s − 1)^t ≤ e^{ts} − 1 for t > 1 and s ≥ 0. So, for t > 1 such that tη < 1 ∫ R^2 ( e^{4π(1− b2 )u2n} − 1 )_t dx |x|^b ≤ ∫ R^2 ( e^{4tηπ(1− b2 )} (_{|un|} ‖un‖ )_2 − 1 ) dx |x|^b , for any n ≥ n_0.

Thus, from Lemma 4.1, there is C = C(b) > 0 with ∫ R^2 ( e^{4π(1− b2 )u2n} − 1 )_t dx |x|^b ≤ C_1 = C_1(t, η, a, b) = C(b)a^{2−b} (1 − tη)^{2−b}2

, for any n ≥ n_0.

Now, we can pick (4.6) C = max { C_1, ‖ ( e^{4π(1− b2 )u21} − 1 ) ‖^t_Lt_b , · · · , ‖ ( e^{4π(1− b2 )u2n}0 − 1 ) ‖^t_Lt_b } . (b) First, we recall that according to [27, Theorem 1.2] we have the compact embedding (4.7) H^1(R^2 ) → L^q_b (R^2 ), for any q ≥ 2 and 0 < b < 2. Hence, up to a subsequence, we can assume that (4.8) u_n → u in L^q_b (R^2 ), q ≥ 2.

(i) Let η > 0 be such as in (4.5). Since η < 1, for α > 4π with α close to 4π we can take t > 1 such that tαη < 4π. Set h_n(x) = e^{α(1− b2 )u2n(x)} − 1.

We have h_n(x) → h(x) = e^{α(1− b2 )u2(x)} − 1 a.e in R^2 .

Also, arguing as in the proof of item (a), we get h_n ∈ L^t_b(R^2 ) and sup_n ‖h_n‖_Lt_b < ∞.

So, up to a subsequence h_n ⇀ h in L^t_b(R^2 ).

From (4.8) we get |u_n|^q → |u|^q in L^{tt−1}_b (R^2 ).

Thus, the Riesz representation theorem yields lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^2 |u_n|^qh_n dx |x|^b = ∫ R^2 |u|^qh dx |x|^b . Since |u_n|^qh_n ≥ 0 and |u|^qh ≥ 0 we obtain ‖|u_n|^qh_n‖_L1_b → ‖|u|^qh‖_L1_b . Since |u_n(x)|^qh_n(x) → |u(x)|^qh(x) a.e in R^2 we conclude |u_n|^qh_n → |u|^qh in L^1_b (R^2 ).

(ii) For α > 4π close to 4π and q > 2 as in the item (i), by (4.2) we can write |F (u_n)| ≤ ζ|u_n|^{τ +1} + D|u_n|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )u2n} − 1 ) . By item (i) and (4.8) we have |u_n|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )u2n} − 1 ) → |u|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )u2} − 1 ) in L^1_b (R^2 ) and u_n → u in L^{τ +1}_b (R^2 ).

Now, we can apply the generalized Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem to derive that F (u_n) → F (u) in L^1_b (R^2 ).

From (4.3) and item (i), by similar argument one has f(u_n)u_n → f(u)u in L^1_b (R^2 ). □ 4.1. The minimax strategy. In order to get our existence results we will apply the minimax approach. We will use the same notations:

(1) S(a) = {u ∈ H^1(R^2 ) : ‖u‖_L2 = a}, where ‖ ‖_Lp denotes the usual norm of the Lebesgue space L^p(R^2 ), p ∈ [1, +∞)

(2) J : H^1(R^2 ) → R given by J(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^2 |∇u|^2dx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u)dx (3) H : H = H^1(R^2 ) × R → H^1(R^2 ) with H(u, s) = e^su(e^sx) (4) J̃ : H = H^1(R^2 ) × R → R is defined by J̃(u, s) = e^{2s} 2 ∫ R^2 |∇u|^2dx − 1 e^{(2−b)s} ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (e^su)dx = J(H(u, s)). Note that (4.9) ∫ R^2 |∇H(u, s)|^2dx = e^{2s} ∫ R^N |∇u|^2dx. and (4.10) ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}|H(u, s)|^ξdx = e^{(ξ−2+b)s} ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}|u|^ξdx, for all ξ ≥ 2 and 0 ≤ b < 2. Lemma 4.3. Let u ∈ S(a) be arbitrary but fixed. Then we have:

(i) If s → −∞, then ‖∇H(u, s)‖_L2 → 0 and J(H(u, s)) → 0. (ii) If s → +∞, then ‖∇H(u, s)‖_L2 → +∞ and J(H(u, s)) → −∞. Proof. From (4.9) and (4.10) with ξ > 2 we obtain (4.11) ‖∇H(u, s)‖_L2 → 0 and ‖H(u, s)‖_Lξ_b → 0 as s → −∞. Thus, since a ∈ (0, 1) and, from (4.10) with b = 0 and ξ = 2, ‖H(u, s)‖_L2 = ‖u‖_L2 = a there are there are s_0 < 0 and η ∈ (0, 1) such that ‖H(u, s)‖^2 ≤ η < 1 for all s ∈ (−∞, s_0]. Arguing in Lemma 4.2-(a), for α > 4π with α close to 4π we can take t > 1 close to 1 such that tαη < 4π and ∫ R^2 ( e^{α(1− b2 )H2(u,s)} − 1 )_t dx |x|^b ≤ ∫ R^2 ( e^{tαη(1− b2 )} (_{|H(u,s)|} ‖H(u,s)‖ )_2 − 1 ) dx |x|^b , for any s ∈ (−∞, s_0].

Thus, from Lemma 4.1, there is C = C(t, η, a, b) > 0 with ‖ ( e^{α(1− b2 )H2(u,s)} − 1 ) ‖_Lt_b ≤ C, for any s ∈ (−∞, s_0].

Now, from (4.2) and the Hölder’s inequality, for any s ∈ (−∞, s_0] ‖F (H(u, s))‖_L1_b ≤ ζ‖H(u, s)‖^{τ +1}_{Lτ +1b} + D‖|H(u, s)|^q ( e^{α(1− b2 )H2(u,s)} − 1 ) ‖_L1_b ≤ ζ‖H(u, s)‖^{τ +1}_{Lτ +1b} + CD‖H(u, s)‖^q_{L qtt−1} b . By (4.11) ‖∇H(u, s)‖_L2 → 0 and ‖F (H(u, s))‖_L1_b → 0, as s → −∞. from where it follows that J(H(u, s)) → 0, as s → −∞. This proves (i). To show (ii), note that (4.9) yields ‖∇H(u, s)‖_L2 → +∞ as s → +∞. In addition, the assumption (f_3), (4.9) and (4.10) ensures

(4.12) J(H(u, s)) ≤ 1 2 ‖∇H(u, s)‖^2_L2 − μ p ‖H(u, s)‖^p_Lp_b = e^{2s} 2 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − μ p e^{(p−2+b)s}‖u‖^p_Lp_b → −∞ as s → +∞, where we have used p > 4 in (f_3). □ Lemma 4.4. There exists K = K(a, b, μ) > 0 small enough satisfying (4.13) 0 < sup_{u∈A} J(u) < inf_{u∈B} J(u), where A = { u ∈ S(a) : ‖∇u‖^2_L2 ≤ K } and B = { u ∈ S(a) : ‖∇u‖^2_L2 = 2K } . Moreover, K(a, b, μ) → 0 when μ → ∞.

Proof. From [5], we derive the following Gagliardo–Sobolev type inequality (4.14) ‖u‖_Lξ_b ≤ C(ξ, b)‖∇u‖^γ_{L2} ‖u‖^{1−γ}_{L2} where γ = 1 −^2_ξ (1 −^b_2 ), with ξ > 2. For u ∈ S(a) with ‖∇u‖^2_{L2} < 1 − a^2, from (4.2), Lemma 4.1 and the Hölder’s inequality (4.15) ‖F (u)‖_L1_b ≤ ζ‖u‖^{τ +1}_{Lτ +1b} + D_1‖u‖^q_{Lqt}′_b , where q > 2, t^′ =^t_{t−1} , t > 1 closed to 1, ζ > 0 does not depend on μ, while D_1 depends on μ. By using (4.14) and (4.15)

(4.16)

‖F (u)‖_L1_b ≤ ζ‖u‖^{τ +1}_{Lτ +1b} + D_1‖u‖^q_{L qtt−1} b ≤ ζC(τ + 1, b)^{τ +1}‖∇u‖^{(τ +1)(1− 2τ +1 (1− b2 ))} L^2 ‖u‖ (τ +1)(^2_{τ +1} (1−^b_2 )) L^2 + D_1C^q(qt^′, b)‖∇u‖^{q(1−} 2 qt′ (1−^b_2 )) L^2 ‖u‖ q^2_{qt′} (1−^b_2 ) L^2

= C_1 ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2 ) τ −1+b_2 a^{2−b} + D_2 ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2 ) q_{2 −} 1_{t′ (1−} b_{2 )} a^2t^{′ (1− b2 )}, where C_1 = ζC(τ +1, b)^{τ +1} and D_2 = D_1C^q(qt^′, b). Since F ≥ 0 on R, for any u, v ∈ H^1(R^2 ) we have (4.17) J(v) − J(u) ≥ 1 2 ‖∇v‖^2_L2 − 1 2 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − ‖F (v)‖_L1_b . Let 0 < K = K(a, b, μ) <^{1−a2}_2 to be determined later. For ‖∇u‖^2_{L2} ≤ K and ‖∇v‖^2_{L2} = 2K, (4.16) and (4.17) yield J(v) − J(u) ≥ 1 2 K − C_1(2K)^{τ −1+b2} a^{2−b} − D_2(2K)^{q2 − 1}t^{′ (1− b2 )}a^2t^{′ (1− b2 )} = K [ 1 2 − C_12^{τ −1+b2} K^{τ −1+b2 −1}a^{2−b} − D_22^{q2 − 1}t^{′ (1− b2 )}K^{q2 − 1}t^{′ (1− b2 )−1}a^2t^{′ (1− b2 )} ] . Since 0 < b < 2, q > 2, τ > 3 and t^′ =^t_{t−1} with t closed to 1 we have τ − 1 + b > 2 and q 2 −^1_{t′} (1 −^b_2 ) > 1. So, we may choose (4.18) K(a, b, μ) = min { 1 − a^2 4 , [ 1 2^{τ −1+b}2 8C_1a^{2−b} ] 2_{τ −3+b} , [ 1 2^{q2 − 1}t^{′ (1− b2 )}8D_2a^2t^{′ (1− b2 )} ] 1 q 2 − 1 t′ (1− b2 )−1 }

to obtain J(v) − J(u) ≥ K 2 > 0. This prove (4.13). At least, for u_0 ∈ A the assumption (f_3) and (4.15) imply μ p ‖u_0‖^p_Lp_b ≤ ‖F (u_0)‖_L1_b ≤ ζ‖u_0‖^{τ +1}_{Lτ +1b} + D_1‖u_0‖^q_{Lqt}′_b .

Hence, we must have D_2 = D_1C^q(qt^′, b) → ∞ when μ → ∞. So, (4.18) shows that K(a, b, μ) → 0 when μ → ∞. □ Corollary 4.5. Let K = K(a, b, μ) be given by (4.18) and A as in Lemma 4.4. Then J > 0 on A and

J_{∗∗} = inf { J(u) : u ∈ S(a) and ‖∇u‖^2_L2 = K 2 } > 0. Proof. For any u ∈ A with K be given by (4.18), we are in a position to repeat the argument in (4.16) to obtain J(u) ≥ 1 2 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − C_1 ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2 ) τ −1+b_2 a^{2−b} − D_2 ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2 ) q_{2 −} 1_{t′ (1−} b_{2 )} a^{2t′ (1− b2 )} ≥ ‖∇u‖^2_L2 [1 2 − C_1K^{τ −3+b2} a^{2−b} − D_2K^{q2 − 1}t^{′ (1− b2 )−1}a^2t^{′ (1− b2 )} ]

≥ 1 2 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 [ 1 − 1 2^{τ −1+b}2 4 − 1 2^{q2 − 1}t^{′ (1− b2 )}4 ]

≥ 1 4 ‖∇u‖^2_L2 > 0. Of course, we have J_{∗∗} ≥ K/8. □ Now, for fixed u_0 ∈ S(a) we can apply Lemma 4.3 and Corollary 4.5 to obtain two numbers s_1 = s_1(u_0, a, b, μ) < 0 and s_2 = s_2(u_0, a, b, μ) > 0 such that the functions u_{1,μ} = H(u_0, s_1) and u_{2,μ} = H(u_0, s_2) satisfying

(4.19) ‖∇u_{1,μ}‖^2_L2 < K(a, b, μ) 2 , ‖∇u_{2,μ}‖^2_L2 > 2K(a, b, μ), J(u_{1,μ}) > 0 and J(u_{2,μ}) < 0. Following [17], we fix the mountain pass level γ_μ(a, b) = inf_{h∈Γ} max_{t∈[0,1]} J(h(t))

where Γ = { h ∈ C([0, 1], S(a)) : ‖∇h(0)‖^2_L2 < K(a, b, μ) 2 and J(h(1)) < 0 } . For each h ∈ Γ, Corollary 4.5 yields ‖∇h(1)‖^2_{L2} > K(a, b, μ) and there is t_0 ∈ [0, 1] such that ‖∇h(t_0)‖^2_{L2} =^{K(a,b,μ)}_2 and consequently max t∈[0,1] J(h(t)) ≥ J(h(t_0)) ≥ J_{∗∗} > 0. So, γ_μ(a, b) > J_{∗∗}. Lemma 4.6. For any 0 < b < 2, we have lim_{μ→∞} γ_μ(a, b) = 0.

Proof. Let us fix the path h_0(t) = H(u_0, (1 − t)s_1 + ts_2) ∈ Γ. The assumption (f_3) (cf. (4.12)) implies

γ_μ(a, b) ≤ max_{t∈[0,1]} J(h_0(t)) ≤ max_{r≥0} { r 2 ‖∇u_0‖^2_L2 − μ p r^{p−2+b2} ‖u_0‖^p_Lp_b } .

Since we are assuming p > 4 we can write γ_μ(a, b) ≤ C_2 ( 1 μ ) 2_{p−4+b} → 0 as μ → ∞ for some C_2 that does not depend on μ > 0. □ Arguing as [17, Proposition 2.2, Lemma 2.4] we can apply the Ekeland’s variational principle to functional J̃ in order to get a Palais-Smale sequence ((v_n, s_n)) ⊂ S(a) × R which can be used to construct a Palais-Smale sequence u_n = H(v_n, s_n) with (u_n) ⊂ S(a) for J at the level γ_μ(a, b) satisfying (4.20) J(un) = γμ(a, b) + on(1) and, for any φ ∈ H^1(R^2 ) (4.21) ∫ R^2 ∇u_n∇φdx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)φ − λ_n ∫ R^2 u_nφ = o_n(1)‖φ‖. for some sequence (λ_n) ⊂ R. By (3.21) with G(x, t) = |x|^{−b}F (t) −^λ_2 t^2, we can verify that any solution u ∈ H^1(R^2 ) of (1.12) we must satisfy the identity ∫ R^2 |∇u|^2dx + (2 − b) ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u)dx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u)udx = 0. Analogously to (3.23) the limit (cf. [17, Proposition 2.2]) ∂_sJ̃(v_n, s_n) → 0 as n → ∞, implies (4.22) P (u_n) = ∫ R^2 |∇u_n|^2dx + (2 − b) ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx → 0 as n → ∞, where u_n = H(v_n, s_n). Also, (u_n) is bounded in H^1(R^2 ) and from (4.21) the sequence (λ_n) satisfies (4.23) λ_n = 1 a^2 { ∫ R^2 |∇u_n|^2dx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx } + o_n(1) Lemma 4.7. Let θ > 4 be given by assumption (f_2). Then (a) lim sup n→∞ ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx ≤ 2 θ − 4 + b γ_μ(a, b). (b) lim sup n→∞ ∫ R^2 |∇u_n|^2dx ≤ 2(θ − 2 + b) θ − 4 + b γ_μ(a, b). In particular, there is μ^∗ > 0 such that lim sup n→∞ ∫ R^2

|∇u_n|^2dx < 1 − a^2, for all μ ≥ μ^∗.

Proof. From (4.20) and (4.22), it follows that 2J(u_n) + P (u_n) = 2γ_μ(a, b) + o_n(1) which yields 2 ∫ R^2 |∇u_n|^2dx − b ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx = 2γ_μ(a, b) + o_n(1). By using J(u_n) = γ_μ(a, b) + o_n(1) we also can write

4γ_μ(a, b) + (4 − b) ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx = 2γ_μ(a, b) + o_n(1). Hence, for θ > 4 given by (f_2) 2γ_μ(a, b)+o_n(1) = ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx−(4−b) ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx ≥ (θ−4+b) ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx which proves item (a). Now, J(u_n) = γ_μ(a, b) + o_n(1) ensures ∫ R^2 |∇u_n|^2dx = 2γ_μ(a, b) + 2 ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx + o_n(1). Thus, item (a) implies lim sup n→∞ ∫ R^2 |∇u_n|^2dx ≤ 2(θ − 2 + b) θ − 4 + b γ_μ(a, b). This proves (b). Further, the existence of μ^∗ > 0 is ensured by Lemma 4.6 and (b) . □ Lemma 4.8. Let μ ≥ μ^∗, where μ^∗ is given by Lemma 4.7. Then, the (λ_n) is a bounded sequence such that lim sup n→∞ |λ_n| ≤ 4 a^2

(θ − 1 + b/2) θ − 4 + b γ_μ(a, b) and lim sup_{n→∞} λ_n = − 2 − b a^2 lim inf n→∞ ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx. Proof. Firstly, from (4.22) and Lemma 4.7 we obtain lim sup n→∞ ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx ≤ 2θ θ − 4 + b γ_μ(a, b). From (4.23) we get (4.24) a^2λ_n = ∫ R^2 |∇u_n|^2dx − ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx + o_n(1). By using Lemma 4.7 again, it follows that (λ_n) is a bounded sequence such that lim sup n→∞ |λ_n| ≤ 4 a^2

(θ − 1 + b/2) θ − 4 + b γ_μ(a, b). In addition, by combining (4.22) and (4.24) we have lim sup n→∞ λ_n = − 2 − b a^2 lim inf n→∞ ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx. □

Now, since (u_n) is bounded in H^1(R^2 ), we can assume u_n ⇀ u in H^1(R^2 ). The next result shows that u ≢ 0, at least for μ ≥ μ^∗.

Lemma 4.9. Assume that the Palais-Smale sequence (u_n) is such that u_n ⇀ u in H^1(R^2 ). Let μ^∗ be given by Lemma 4.7. Then, for any μ ≥ μ^∗ we must have u ≢ 0. Proof. From Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.7 it follows that F (u_n) → F (u) and f(u_n)u_n → f(u)u in L^1_b (R^2 ).

By contradiction, suppose that u ≡ 0. Thus, lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx = 0 and Lemma 4.8 ensures lim sup n→∞ λ_n ≤ 0. By using Lemma 4.2 again and the identity (4.24) we conclude that λ_na^2 = ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 + o_n(1) and consequently 0 ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 ≤ lim sup_{n→∞} ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 = lim sup_{n→∞} λ_na^2 ≤ 0 which leads to ‖∇u_n‖^2_{L2} → 0 and contradicts γ_μ(a, b) > 0. Thus, we must have u ≢ 0. □ 5. Proof of Theorem 1.2 Let u be the weak limit of the Palais-Smale sequence (u_n) ⊂ S(a) such as in (4.20), (4.21), (4.22) and (4.23). From Lemma 4.9, we must have u ≢ 0. For μ > μ^∗, Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 imply

lim sup n→∞ λ_n = − 2 − b a^2 lim inf n→∞ ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u_n)dx = − 2 − b a^2 lim inf n→∞ ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}F (u)dx < 0. Thus, up to a subsequence, we can assume lim_{n→∞} λ_n = λ̃_a < 0.

From (4.21), u satisfies the equation −Δu − |x|^{−b}f(u) = λ̃_au in R^2 from which (5.1) ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − λ̃_a‖u‖^2_L2 = ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u)udx. But, ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − λ_n‖u_n‖^2_L2 = ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx + o_n(1) which also yields ‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − λ̃_a‖u_n‖^2_L2 = ∫ R^2 |x|^{−b}f(u_n)u_ndx + o_n(1).

Thus, from Lemma 4.2 and (5.1) we also have

lim_{n→∞}(‖∇u_n‖^2_L2 − λ̃_a‖u_n‖^2_L2 ) = ‖∇u‖^2_L2 − λ̃_a‖u‖^2_L2 .

Since λ̃_a < 0, the expression ‖u‖_{λa} = (‖∇u‖^2_L2 − λ̃_a‖u‖^2_L2 )^{1/2} defines a norm on H^1(R^2 ) which is equivalent to the classical ‖u‖. So, the above limit implies that u_n → u strongly in H^1(R^2 ). Hence, u ∈ S(a) and it is a non-trivial solution for the equation in (1.11) with λ = λ_a = −λ̃_a > 0.

References

[1] Alves, C.O., Ji, C., Miyagaki, O.H. Normalized solutions for a Schrödinger equation with critical growth in R^N . Calc. Var. 61, 18 (2022) 1, 2 [2] Bartsch, T., Molle, R., Rizzi, M., Verzini, G. Normalized solutions of mass supercritical Schrödinger equations with potential. Comm. Partial Differ. Equ. 46, 1729-1756 (2021) 1, 2 [3] Berestycki, H., Lions, P.-L. Nonlinear scalar field equations, I existence of a ground state, Arch.

Rational Mech. Anal. 82, 313-345 (1983) 10 [4] Brezis, H., Lieb, E. A Relation Between Pointwise Convergence of Functions and Convergence of Functionals. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 88, 486-490 (1983) 12 [5] Caffarelli, L., Kohn, R. Nirenberg, L. First order interpolation inequalities with weights. Compositio Mathematica. 53, 259-275 (1984) 2, 18 [6] Cirant, M., Verzini, G. Bifurcation and segregation in quadratic two-populations mean field games systems. Esaim: Cocv. 23, 1145-1177 (2017) 2 [7] Combet, V., Genoud, F. Classification of minimal mass blow-up solutions for an L^2-critical inhomogeneous NLS. J. Evol. Equ. 16, 483–500 (2016) 2, 4 [8] De Bouard, A., Fukuizumi, R. Stability of standing waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with inhomogeneous nonlinearities. Ann.I. H. Poincaré. 6, 1157–1177 (2005) 4 [9] De Figueiredo, D.G., Lions, P.L., Nussbaum, R.D. A priori estimates and existence of positive solutions of semilinear elliptic equations. J. Math. Pures Appl. 61, 41-63 (1982) 10 [10] De Figueiredo, D.G., Miyagaki, O.H., Ruf, B. Elliptic equations in R^2 with nonlinearities in the critical growth range. Calc. Var. 3, 139–153 (1995) 3 [11] De Figueiredo, D.G., do Ó, J.M., Ruf, B. On an inequality by N. Trudinger and J. Moser and related elliptic equations. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 55, 1–18 (2002) 3 [12] Farah, L. G. Global well-posedness and blow-up on the energy space for the inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equation. J. Evol. Equ. 16, 193–208 (2016) 4 [13] García Azorero, J.P., Peral Alonso, I. Hardy Inequalities and Some Critical Elliptic and Parabolic Problems. J. Differential Equations. 144, 441-476 (1998) 2, 5 [14] Genoud, F. An inhomogeneous, L^2 critical, nonlinear Schródinger equation. Z. Anal. Anwend. 31, 283–290 (2012) 2 [15] Ghoussoub, N., Kang, X.S. Hardy–Sobolev critical elliptic equations with boundary singularities. Ann.

I. H. Poincaré. 21, 767-793 (2004) 2 [16] Ghoussoub, N., Yuan, C. Multiple Solutions for Quasi-Linear PDES Involving the Critical Sobolev and Hardy Exponents. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 352, 5703-5743 (2000) 2, 5 [17] Jeanjean, L. Existence of solutions with prescribed norm for semilinear elliptic equations. Nonlinear Anal. 28, 1633-1659 (1997) 2, 7, 9, 10, 11, 19, 20 [18] Jeanjean, L., Le, T.T. Multiple normalized solutions for a Sobolev critical Schrödinger equation. Math.

Ann. 384, 101–134 (2022) 1 [19] Lam, N., Lu, G. A new approach to sharp Moser–Trudinger and Adams type inequalities: A rearrangement-free argument. J. Differential Equations. 255, 298-325 (2013) 14

[20] Lam, N., Lu, G., Zhang, L. Equivalence of critical and subcritical sharp Trudinger-Moser-Adams inequalities. Rev. Mat. Iberoam. 33, 1219–1246 (2017) 3, 14 [21] Lam, N., Lu, G., Zhang, L. Sharp singular Trudinger-Moser inequalities under different norms. Adv.

Nonlinear Stud. 19, 239–261 (2019) 14 [22] Li, X. Existence of normalized ground states for the Sobolev critical Schrödinger equation with combined nonlinearities. Calc. Var. 60, 169 (2021) 1 [23] Pellacci, B., Pistoia, A., Vaira, G., Verzini, G. Normalized concentrating solutions to nonlinear elliptic problems. J. Differential Equations. 275, 882-919 (2021) 2 [24] Soave, N. Normalized ground states for the NLS equation with combined nonlinearities. J. Differential Equations. 269, 6941-6987 (2020) 1, 2 [25] Soave, N. Normalized ground states for the NLS equation with combined nonlinearities: the Sobolev critical case. J. Funct. Anal. 279, 108610 (2020) 1, 2 [26] Tao, T., Visan, M., Zhang, X. The nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined power-type nonlinearities, Commun. Partial Differ. Equ. 32, 1281-1343 (2007) 1 [27] Zhang, C., Chen, L., Concentration-Compactness Principle of Singular Trudinger-Moser Inequalities in R^n and n-Laplace Equations. Adv. Nonlinear Stud. 18, 567–585 (2018) 15 [28] Willem, M. Minimax Theorems, Birkhauser, 1996. 10 (M. Cardoso) Department of Mathematics Federal University of Piauí 64049-550 Teresina, PI, Brazil Email address: mykael@ufpi.edu.br

(J.F. de Oliveira) Department of Mathematics Federal University of Piauí 64049-550 Teresina, PI, Brazil Email address: jfoliveira@ufpi.edu.br

(O.H. Miyagaki) Department of Mathematics Federal University of São Carlos, 13565-905 São Carlos, SP, Brazil Email address: ohmiyagaki@gmail.com