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1 Introduction

Let Ω be a bounded domain in R3 with a smooth boundary Γ := ∂Ω, Ω1 ⊂ R3 be a subdomain
of Ω with a smooth boundary Σ := ∂Ω1 and Ω1 ⊂ Ω. Assume that Ω2 = Ω \Ω1 is connected.
Obviously, Γ ∩ Σ = ∅ and ∂Ω2 = Γ ∪ Σ. In the present paper we study the existence of
solutions for the following Kirchhoff-type transmission problem

α

(∫
Ω1

g2(u)|∇u|2
) [
−div

(
g2(u)∇u

)
+ g(u)g′(u)|∇u|2

]
= f (u) + λφ(u), in Ω1,

β

(∫
Ω2

g2(v)|∇v|2
) [
−div

(
g2(v)∇v

)
+ g(v)g′(v)|∇v|2

]
= h(v) + λψ(v), in Ω2,

v = 0, on Γ,

u = v, on Σ,

α

(∫
Ω1

g2(u)|∇u|2
)

∂u
∂ν

= β

(∫
Ω2

g2(v)|∇v|2
)

∂v
∂ν

, on Σ,

(1.1)

where λ ∈ R+ := [0, ∞) and ν is the unit outward normal vector to ∂Ω1. This system is a
modified version of Kirchhoff-type transmission problem because the appearance of nonlocal
terms

∫
Ω1

g2(u)|∇u|2 and
∫

Ω2
g2(v)|∇v|2.
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There are two motivations for studying equation (1.1). The first one is the generalized
quasilinear Schrödinger equations. The second one is the classical Kirchhoff-type transmission
problem.

In 2015, Deng, Peng, and Yan in [9] researched the generalized quasilinear Schrödinger
equations

− div
(

g2(u)∇u
)
+ g(u)g′(u)|∇u|2 + V(x)u = f (x, u), x ∈ RN , (1.2)

where N > 3, the potential function V ∈ C(RN) and f ∈ C(RN ×R). If we take g2(t) =

1 +
[
(l(t2))′

]2 /2 for t ∈ R and l being a suitable function defined on R+, then the equation
(1.2) turns into

− ∆u + V(x)u− ∆[l(u2)]l′(u2)u = f (x, u), x ∈ RN . (1.3)

Solutions of (1.3) is related to the existence of solitary wave solutions for the following quasi-
linear Schrödinger equation

i∂tz = −∆z + V(x)z− f (x, z)− ∆[l(|z|2)]l′(|z|2)z, x ∈ RN . (1.4)

This quasilinear version of Schrödinger equations is derived from several models of various
physical phenomena. The equation (1.4) is called the superfluid film equation in plasma
physics when l(t) = t for t ∈ R+, see [13] or [14, 15]. If l(t) = (1 + t)1/2 for t ∈ R+, the
equation (1.4) was used for the self-channeling of a high-power ultrashort laser in matter, see
[4,5,7,24]. In mathematics, many results about the equation (1.3) with l(t) = tα for some α > 1
have been obtained, see [1, 2, 6, 8, 10, 18–20, 22, 23, 29–31] and the references therein. Equation
(1.3) with a general l was studied in the recent papers [9, 25]. We can see that the equation
(1.2) is more general and more practical than the equation (1.3).

If we choose g(t) = 1 for t ∈ R and λ = 0, then the equation (1.1) becomes the classical
Kirchhoff-type transmission problem

−α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∆u = f (u), in Ω1,

−β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∆v = h(v), in Ω2,

v = 0, on Γ,

u = v, on Σ,

α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∂u
∂ν

= β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∂v
∂ν

, on Σ.

(1.5)

It is well known that this problem is related to the stationary analogue of the problem

utt − α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∆u = f (u), x ∈ Ω1, t > 0,

vtt − β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∆v = g(v), x ∈ Ω2, t > 0,

v = 0, on Γ,

u = v, on Σ,

α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∂u
∂ν

= β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∂v
∂ν

, on Σ,

u(0) = u0, ut(0) = u1, x ∈ Ω1,

v(0) = v0, vt(0) = v1, x ∈ Ω2,

(1.6)
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which models the transverse vibrations of a membrane composed of two different materials
in Ω1 and Ω2. According to [21], we call the problem (1.6) a transmission problem because the
boundary conditions u = v and α

( ∫
Ω1
|∇u|2

)
∂u
∂ν = β

( ∫
Ω2
|∇v|2

)
∂v
∂ν on Σ. This transmission

problem (1.6) arises in physics and biology phenomena, such as in the study of electromag-
netic processes in ferromagnetic media with different dielectric constants [3], and in thinking
about the population distribution of subjects living in an environment composed of different
ecological media. In 2003, Ma and Muñoz Rivera [21] discussed the existence and nonexistence
of positive solution to the Kirchhoff-type transmission problem (1.5) by using minimization
arguments with f and g having subcritical growth. In [16], Li, Zhang, Zhu, and Liang investi-
gated the existence of the ground-state solutions to the following Kirchhoff-type transmission
problem with critical perturbation

−α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∆u = f (u) + λu5, in Ω1,

−β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∆v = g(v) + λv5, in Ω2,

v = 0, on Γ,

u = v, on Σ,

α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∂u
∂ν

= β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∂v
∂ν

, on Σ.

(1.7)

Here, we will establish the existence of ground-state solutions to Kirchhoff-type transmis-
sion problem with more general g and more general perturbation terms φ and ψ. To obtain the
existence of ground-state solutions to the more general Kirchhoff-type transmission problem
(1.1), we assume that four pairs of functions (α, g, f ), (β, g, h), (α, g, φ), and (β, g, ψ) belong to
the set A, where a pair of functions (α, g, f ) is said to belongs to A, if (α, g, f ) satisfies the
following assumptions

(A0) α ∈ C1(R+) is an increasing function and α(0) > 0;

(A1) there exists γ ∈ (0, 2) such that [α(s)− α(0)]/sγ is decreasing on (0, ∞);

(G) g ∈ C1(R, R+) is even with g′(s) > 0 for s ∈ R+ and g(0) = 1;

(F0) f ∈ C1(R, R) and lims→0 f (s)/s = 0;

(F1) there exists l f ∈ R such that

lim
|s|→∞

f (s)
g(s)G5(s)

= l f ,

where G(s) =
∫ s

0 g(t)dt for s ∈ R. And if l f = 0, we call that f has a quasicritical
growth; if l f 6= 0, we call that f has a critical growth;

(F2) f (s)/(g(s)|G(s)|2γG(s)) is nondecreasing on (0, ∞) and nonincreasing on (−∞, 0), and
lim|s|→∞ F(s)/|G(s)|2γ+2 = ∞, where F(s) =

∫ s
0 f (t)dt for s ∈ R and γ is as in (A1).

Remark 1.1. Assuming that g satisfies (G) and γ ∈ (0, 2), let f (s) = g(s)|G(s)|2γG(s) ln |G(s)|
and φ(s) = g(s)(G(s))5 for s ∈ R. Then f and φ satisfy (F0), (F1), and (F2).

Example 1.2. Let α(s) = 1 + s2 for s ∈ R+, and for γ ∈ (0, 2), define g(s) = s2 + 1, f (s) =

(s2 + 1)
∣∣s3/3 + s

∣∣2γ (s3/3 + s
)

ln
∣∣s3/3 + s

∣∣, φ(s) = (s2 + 1)
(
s3/3 + s

)5 for s ∈ R. Then
(α, g, f ) and (α, g, φ) belong to A.
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Example 1.3. For a, b > 0, let α(s) = a + bs for s ∈ R+, and for γ ∈ (0, 2), define g(s) =√
2s2 + 1,

f (s) =
√

2
4

√
2s2 + 1

∣∣∣√2s
√

2s2 + 1 + ln
(√

2s +
√

2s2 + 1
)∣∣∣2γ (√

2s
√

2s2 + 1

+ ln
(√

2s +
√

2s2 + 1
))
× ln

∣∣∣√2s
√

2s2 + 1 + ln
(√

2s +
√

2s2 + 1
)∣∣∣ ,

φ(s) =
√

2
4

√
2s2 + 1

[√
2s
√

2s2 + 1 + ln
(√

2s +
√

2s2 + 1
)]5

for s ∈ R. Then (α, g, f ) and
(α, g, φ) belong to A.

Remark 1.4. We know that the critical exponent of equation (1.7) is 6 which has a significant
influence on the properties of the solution. The critical exponent of equation (1.1) is different
for different g and the critical exponent depends on G6. This is an interesting phenomenon.
For example, when g(s) =

√
2s2 + 1 for s ∈ R, the critical exponent is 12; when g(s) = s2 + 1

for s ∈ R, the critical exponent is 18.

For any given subdomain D of R3, the standard norm on Lp(D) is denoted by | · |p,D for
p ∈ [1, ∞). Let H1(Ω1) and H1(Ω2) be the usual Sobolev spaces. Then H1(Ω1)× H1(Ω2) is
also a Sobolev space with the norm

‖(u, v)‖ =
(
|∇u|22,Ω1

+ |u|22,Ω1
+ |∇v|22,Ω2

+ |v|22,Ω2

)1/2
, (u, v) ∈ H1(Ω1)× H1(Ω2). (1.8)

Our analysis is based on the following Sobolev space

E = {(u, v) ∈ H1(Ω1)× H1
Γ(Ω2) : u = v on Σ},

where
H1

Γ(Ω2) = {v ∈ H1(Ω2) : v = 0 on Γ}.

In [21] Ma and Muñoz Rivera established the following lemma which gave the definition of
norm for the Sobolev space E.

Lemma 1.5 ([21, Lemma 1]). E is a closed subspace of H1(Ω1)× H1(Ω2), and

‖(u, v)‖E =
(
|∇u|22,Ω1

+ |∇v|22,Ω2

)1/2
, (u, v) ∈ E,

defines also a norm on E, which is equivalent to the standard norm (1.8).

Remark 1.6. From Lemma 1.5, we know that the space E is embedded into Lp(Ω1)× Lq(Ω2)

for all p, q ∈ [1, 6], and these embeddings are compact for all p, q ∈ [1, 6). In particular, for
each p = q ∈ [1, 6], there exists νp > 0 such that

|(u, v)|p :=
(
|u|pp,Ω1

+ |v|pp,Ω2

)1/p
6 νp‖(u, v)‖E, (u, v) ∈ E. (1.9)

In order to solve the transmission problem (1.1), due to the appearance of nonlocal terms∫
Ω1

g2(u)|∇u|2 and
∫

Ω2
g2(v)|∇v|2, the potential working space seems to be

E0 =

{
(u, v) ∈ E :

∫
Ω1

g2(u)|∇u|2 < ∞,
∫

Ω2

g2(v)|∇v|2 < ∞
}

.
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Obviously, E0 may not be a linear space under the assumed condition of (G). To avoid this
drawback, we gave a change of variables,

(u, v) =
(

G−1(u1), G−1(v1)
)

, (u1, v1) ∈ E,

which is motivated by [9, 25]. According to the properties of g, G, and G−1 which will
be given in Section 2, if (u1, v1) ∈ E, then (u, v) = (G−1(u1), G−1(v1)) ∈ E (see Remark
2.3),

∫
Ω1

g2(u)|∇u|2 =
∫

Ω1
g2(G−1(u1))|∇G−1(u1)|2 = |∇u1|22 < ∞, and

∫
Ω2

g2(v)|∇v|2 =∫
Ω2

g2(G−1(v1))|∇G−1(v1)|2 = |∇v1|22 < ∞. Thus, it follows from the change of variables that
E can be used as the working space and the transmission problem (1.1) turns into

−α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u1|2
)

g(G−1(u1))∆u1 = f (G−1(u1)) + λφ(G−1(u1)), in Ω1,

−β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v1|2
)

g(G−1(v1))∆v1 = h(G−1(v1)) + λψ(G−1(v1)), in Ω2,

v1 = 0, on Γ,

u1 = v1, on Σ,

α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u1|2
)

∂u1

∂ν
= β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v1|2
)

∂v1

∂ν
, on Σ.

(1.10)

Furthermore, we can prove that if (u1, v1) ∈ E ∩
(

H2
loc(Ω1)× H2

loc(Ω2)
)

is a strong solution to
the equation (1.10), then (u, v) = (G−1(u1), G−1(v1)) ∈ E ∩

(
H2

loc(Ω1)× H2
loc(Ω2)

)
is a strong

solution to the equation (1.1). Here, we call that (u, v) ∈ E∩
(

H2
loc(Ω1)× H2

loc(Ω2)
)

is a strong
solution to the transmission problem (1.10) or (1.1) if the first two equations in (1.10) or (1.1)
hold in the sense of almost everywhere. Actually, we only need to verify that for any an
open bounded set D ⊂ R3 if u1 ∈ H2(D), then G−1(u1) ∈ H2(D)(see Lemma 4.2). Moreover,
because of the continuity of g, G, and G−1, to obtain a strong solution to the transmission
problem (1.10), it suffices to seek for the weak solution to the following transmission problem

−α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u1|2
)

∆u1 =
f (G−1(u1))

g(G−1(u1))
+ λ

φ(G−1(u1))

g(G−1(u1))
, in Ω1,

−β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v1|2
)

∆v1 =
h(G−1(v1))

g(G−1(v1))
+ λ

ψ(G−1(v1))

g(G−1(v1))
, in Ω2,

v1 = 0, on Γ,

u1 = v1, on Σ,

α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u1|2
)

∂u1

∂ν
= β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v1|2
)

∂v1

∂ν
, on Σ.

(1.11)

In fact, if (u1, v1) ∈ E is a weak solution to the transmission problem (1.11), then it should
satisfy, for all (w1, z1) ∈ E,

α
(
|∇u1|22,Ω1

) ∫
Ω1

∇u1 · ∇w1 + β
(
|∇v1|22,Ω2

) ∫
Ω2

∇v1 · ∇z1

=
∫

Ω1

f (G−1(u1))

g(G−1(u1))
w1 +

∫
Ω2

h(G−1(v1))

g(G−1(v1))
z1 + λ

∫
Ω1

φ(G−1(u1))

g(G−1(u1))
w1 + λ

∫
Ω2

ψ(G−1(v1))

g(G−1(v1))
z1.

Hence, u1 ∈ H1(Ω1) weakly solves the equation

−α
(
|∇u1|22,Ω1

)
∆u1 = a(x)(1 + u1), in Ω1,
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with

a(x) =
1

1 + u1(x)

(
f (G−1(u1))

g(G−1(u1))
+ λ

φ(G−1(u1))

g(G−1(u1))

)
=:

1
1 + u1(x)

(
f̃ (u1) + λφ̃(u1)

)
,

where f̃ (s) := f (G−1(s))
g(G−1(s)) and φ̃(s) := φ(G−1(s))

g(G−1(s)) for s ∈ R. The condition (F2) implies that

a ∈ L3/2
loc (Ω1). By the Brézis–Kato theorem, see also [26, Lemma B.3, p. 244] , we know that u1 ∈

Lq
loc(Ω1) for any q ∈ [1, ∞). Theorem 8.8 in [11, p. 183] shows that u1 ∈ H1(Ω1) ∩ H2

loc(Ω1)

and
−α
(
|∇u1|22,Ω1

)
∆u1 = f̃ (u1) + λφ̃(u1), a.e. x ∈ Ω1.

Similarly, we can prove that v1 ∈ H1
Γ(Ω2) ∩ H2

loc(Ω1) such that

−β
(
|∇v1|22,Ω2

)
∆v1 = h̃(v1) + λψ̃(v1), a.e. x ∈ Ω2,

where h̃(s) = h(G−1(s))
g(G−1(s)) and ψ̃(s) = ψ(G−1(s))

g(G−1(s)) for s ∈ R. So the problem (1.11) holds in the sense

of almost everywhere and (u1, v1) ∈
(

H1(Ω1) ∩ H2
loc(Ω1)

)
×
(

H1
Γ(Ω2) ∩ H2

loc(Ω2)
)

is a strong
solution to the equation. Here, let (u, v) = (G−1(u1), G−1(v1)). Then (u, v) is a strong solution
to the transmission problem (1.1). For the convenience, removing the subscripts of u1, v1 , we
rewrite (1.11) as the following transmission problem

−α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∆u =
f (G−1(u))
g(G−1(u))

+ λ
φ(G−1(u))
g(G−1(u))

, in Ω1,

−β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∆v =
h(G−1(v))
g(G−1(v))

+ λ
ψ(G−1(v))
g(G−1(v))

, in Ω2,

v = 0, on Γ,

u = v, on Σ,

α

(∫
Ω1

|∇u|2
)

∂u
∂ν

= β

(∫
Ω2

|∇v|2
)

∂v
∂ν

, on Σ.

(1.12)

In the following, we make our efforts to find the weak solution to the transmission problem
(1.12). To this end, we define the energy functional I : E→ R associated with the transmission
problem (1.12)

Iλ(u, v) =
1
2

A
(
|∇u|22,Ω1

)
+

1
2

B
(
|∇v|22,Ω2

)
−
∫

Ω1

F(G−1(u))−
∫

Ω2

H(G−1(v))

− λ
∫

Ω1

Φ(G−1(u))− λ
∫

Ω2

Ψ(G−1(v)), (u, v) ∈ E,

where A(s) =
∫ s

0 α(t)dt, B(s) =
∫ s

0 β(t)dt for s ∈ R+, and H(s) =
∫ s

0 h(t)dt, Φ(s) =
∫ s

0 φ(t)dt,
Ψ(s) =

∫ s
0 ψ(t)dt for s ∈ R. It can be verified that Iλ is of class C1. And for all (u, v), (w, z) ∈ E,

〈I′λ(u, v), (w, z)〉 = α(|∇u|22,Ω1
)
∫

Ω1

∇u · ∇w + β(|∇v|22,Ω2
)
∫

Ω2

∇v · ∇z−
∫

Ω1

f (G−1(u))
g(G−1(u))

w

−
∫

Ω2

h(G−1(v))
g(G−1(v))

z− λ
∫

Ω1

φ(G−1(u))
g(G−1(u))

w− λ
∫

Ω2

ψ(G−1(v))
g(G−1(v))

z.

Let F̃(s) = F(G−1(s)), H̃(s) = H(G−1(s)), Φ̃(s) = Φ(G−1(s)), and Ψ̃(s) = Ψ(G−1(s)) for
s ∈ R. Then, for all (u, v), (w, z) ∈ E, we have that

Iλ(u, v) =
1
2

A
(
|∇u|22,Ω1

)
+

1
2

B
(
|∇v|22,Ω2

)
−
∫

Ω1

F̃(u)−
∫

Ω2

H̃(v)− λ
∫

Ω1

Φ̃(u)− λ
∫

Ω2

Ψ̃(v),
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and

〈I′λ(u, v), (w, z)〉 = α
(
|∇u|22,Ω1

) ∫
Ω1

∇u · ∇w + β
(
|∇v|22,Ω2

) ∫
Ω2

∇v · ∇z

−
∫

Ω1

f̃ (u)w−
∫

Ω2

h̃(v)z− λ
∫

Ω1

φ̃(u)w− λ
∫

Ω2

ψ̃(v)z. (1.13)

Then we say that (u, v) ∈ E is a weak solution to the transmission problem (1.12) if and only
if (u, v) is a critical point of the functional Iλ in E, i.e., I′λ(u, v) = 0. To sum up, it suffices to
seek a critical point of the functional Iλ in E to achieve a strong solution to the transmission
problem (1.1).

Now, we state our main results through the following theorems.

Theorem 1.7. Assume that (α, g, f ), (β, g, h) ∈ A with l f = lh = 0, (α, g, φ), (β, g, ψ) ∈ A with
lφ, lψ 6= 0, and φ(s)s > 0, ψ(s)s > 0 for s 6= 0. Then there exists λ0 > 0 such that both the problem
(1.12) and (1.1) have a ground-state solution (uλ, vλ) for all λ ∈ [0, λ0). Furthermore, it holds that
(uλ, vλ)→ (u0, v0) in E as λ→ 0, where (u0, v0) is a ground-state solution to the problem (1.1) with
λ = 0.

Corollary 1.8. Let Ω2 = ∅, α(s) = 1, g(s) =
√

1 + 2s2, f (s) = |s|q−2, and φ(s) = |s|10s for s ∈ R.
Then the following equation has a ground-state solution uλ for all λ ∈ [0, λ0),{

−∆u− ∆(u2)u = |u|q−2u + λ|u|10u, in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω,
(1.14)

where q ∈ (4, 12). Furthermore, it holds that uλ → u0 in H1
0(Ω) as λ→ 0, where u0 is a ground-state

solution to the above problem with λ = 0.

Remark 1.9. According to [8], for a single quasilinear Schrödinger equation (1.14) in a bounded
domain in R3, there exists a suitable energy level c∗ such that if c(λ) < c∗, then the associated
energy functional satisfies the (PS)c(λ) condition, where c∗ = S3/6 and S is the best Sobolev
constant for D1,2(R3) ↪→ L6(R3). However, a large amount of calculations is required to prove
that c(λ) < c∗ by verifying

sup
t∈R+

Iλ(tuε) < c∗,

where uε is a modification of U and U attains the best Sobolev constant S. In this paper to
avoid this difficulty, we adopt the perturbation method from [12, 32].

Remark 1.10. Let g(s) = 1 and φ(s) = ψ(s) = s5 for s ∈ R. Then by Theorem 1.7, we have
that the transmission problem (1.1) also has a ground-state solution, which has been achieved
in [16]. Thus, Theorem 1.7 could be regarded as a generalization of Theorem 1.1 in [16].

This paper is organized as follows. We give some preliminaries in Section 2. Theorem 1.7 is
proved in Section 3. Throughout this paper we denote Ci for i ∈ N := {1, 2, . . . } as constants
which can be different from line to line.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we first give some properties of the functions α, g, f̃ , and A, G, G−1, F̃ via the
following lemmas.
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Lemma 2.1.

(i) Assume that α satisfies the condition (A0). Then A(s) > α(0)s for s ∈ R+.

(ii) Assume that α satisfies the conditions (A0) and (A1). Then [A(s) − α(0)s]/sγ+1, α(s)s −
(γ + 1)A(s) + γα(0)s, and A(s)/sγ+1 are decreasing on (0, ∞). Furthermore, we have that

(γ + 1)A(s)− α(s)s > γα(0)s, s ∈ R+, (2.1)

and
α′(s)s 6 γ[α(s)− α(0)] < γα(s), s ∈ R+. (2.2)

Lemma 2.2. The functions g, G, and G−1 have the following properties under the assumption of (G):

(i) G and G−1 are both odd, and

t 6 G(t) 6 g(t)t, t ∈ R+, s/g(G−1(s)) 6 G−1(s) 6 s, s ∈ R+;

(ii) lims→0 G−1(s)/s = 1 and lims→∞ G−1(s)/s = 1/g(∞), where g(∞) = lims→∞ g(s);

(iii) G−1(s)/
[
|s|2γsg(G−1(s))

]
is nonincreasing on (0, ∞) and nondecreasing on (−∞, 0);

(iv) [G−1(s)]2 − G−1(s)s/g(G−1(s)) is nondecreasing on (0, ∞) and nonincreasing on (−∞, 0);

(v) if f is a continuous function and (F2) holds, then f (G−1(s))s/[(2γ+ 2)g(G−1(s))]− F(G−1(s))
is increasing on (0, ∞) and decreasing on (−∞, 0).

Proof. (i), (ii), and (iv) can be derived from [17, (1), (2), and (4) of Lemma 2.2]. As for (iii),
because g is even, we need only to prove that the conclusion holds on (0, ∞). In fact, since
[G(t)/t]2γ+1g(t) is nondecreasing on (0, ∞), [G(t)]2γ+1g(t)/t is also nondecreasing on (0, ∞),
and then G−1(s)/[s2γ+1g(G−1(s))] is nonincreasing on (0, ∞).

Finally, we prove that (v) holds. Indeed, since f (t)/[g(t)|G(t)|2γG(t)] is nondecreasing on
(0, ∞) and nonincreasing on (−∞, 0), according to [17, Lemma A.1], f (t)G(t)/[(2γ+ 2)g(t)]−
F(t) is nondecreasing on (0, ∞) and nonincreasing on (−∞, 0), and then f (G−1(s))s/[(2γ +

2)g(G−1(s))]− F(G−1(s)) is nondecreasing on (0, ∞) and nonincreasing on (−∞, 0), that is,
(v) holds. The proof is complete.

Remark 2.3. Let (u, v) ∈ E. Then it follows from g(t) > 1 for t ∈ R+, and (i) of Lemma 2.2
that (G−1(u), G−1(v)) ∈ E.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that g satisfies (G) and f satisfies (F0), (F1), and (F2). Let f̃ (s) = f (G−1(s))
g(G−1(s)) for

s ∈ R. Then f̃ has the following properties:

(F′0) f̃ ∈ C1(R) and lims→0 f̃ (s)/s = 0;

(F′1)

lim
|s|→∞

f̃ (s)
s5 = l f ;

(F′2) f̃ (s)/(|s|2γs) is nondecreasing on (0, ∞) and nonincreasing on (−∞, 0), and

lim
|s|→∞

F̃(s)/|s|2γ+2 = ∞.
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From [16], the function f̃ possesses some other properties as mentioned in the following
Remark 2.5. With those properties, we know that Lemmas 2.6–2.8 hold.

Remark 2.5. It follows from (F′2) and [17, Lemma A.1] that f̃ (s)s− 2(γ+ 1)F̃(s) is nondecreas-
ing on R+ and nonincreasing (−∞, 0], and then

f̃ (s)s− 2(γ + 1)F̃(s) > 0, s ∈ R, (2.3)

and
f̃ ′(s)s− (2γ + 1) f̃ (s) > 0, s ∈ R+. (2.4)

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that f satisfies the conditions (F0) and (F1) and g satisfies the conditions (G).
Then for each u ∈ H1(Ω), one has that

lim
t→0

∫
Ω1

f̃ (tu)u
t

= 0.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that f satisfies the conditions (F0) and (F1) and g satisfies the conditions (G). If
un ⇀ u 6= 0 in H1(Ω) and |tn| → ∞, then

lim
n→∞

∫
Ω

f̃ (tnun)un

|tn|2γtn
= ∞.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that f satisfies the conditions (F0) and (F1) and g satisfies the conditions (G).
Then for each u ∈ H1(Ω) and u 6= 0, it holds that

lim
|t|→∞

∫
Ω1

f̃ (tu)u
|t|2γt

= ∞.

3 Existence and convergence of ground-state solutions

In this section, assuming that the all conditions of Theorem 1.7 hold, we will establish the
existence of ground-state solutions to the problems (1.12) and complete the proof of Theo-
rem 1.7. First, we verify that the functional Iλ has a mountain pass geometric structure and
the functional I0 satisfies the Palais–Smale (PS for short) condition.

For each λ ∈ R+, let

Γλ = {γ ∈ C([0, 1], E) : γ(0) = 0, Iλ(γ(1)) < 0}

and define
c(λ) = inf

γ∈Γ
max
t∈[0,1]

Iλ(γ(t)).

Lemma 3.1. Γλ 6= ∅ and c(λ) > 0 for λ ∈ R+.

Proof. For any given ε ∈
(
0,
[
2(1 + λ)ν2

2
]−1 min{α(0), β(0)}

)
and p ∈ (2γ + 2, 6], we obtain

from (F′0) and (F′1) that there exists Cε,p, Cε > 0 such that

| f̃ (s)|, |h̃(s)| 6 ε
[
|s|+ |s|5

]
+ Cε,p|s|p−1, s ∈ R, (3.1)

|F̃(s)|, |H̃(s)| 6 ε
(
s2 + s6)+ Cε,p|s|p, s ∈ R,

|φ̃(s)|, |ψ̃(s)| 6 ε|s|+ Cε|s|5, s ∈ R, (3.2)

|Φ̃(s)|, |Ψ̃(s)| 6 εs2 + Cεs6, s ∈ R,
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where F̃(s) =
∫ s

0 f̃ (t)dt, H̃(s) =
∫ s

0 h̃(t)dt, Φ̃(s) =
∫ s

0 φ̃(t)dt, and Ψ̃(s) =
∫ s

0 ψ̃(t)dt for s ∈ R.
Then it follows from the Sobolev inequality (1.11) that for (u, v) ∈ E,∣∣∣∣∫Ω1

F̃(u) +
∫

Ω2

H̃(v)
∣∣∣∣ 6 εν2

2‖(u, v)‖2
E + εν6

6‖(u, v)‖6
E + ν

p
p Cε,p‖(u, v)‖p

E,

and ∣∣∣∣∫Ω1

Φ̃(u) +
∫

Ω2

Ψ̃(v)
∣∣∣∣ 6 εν2

2‖(u, v)‖2
E + ν6

6Cε‖(u, v)‖6
E.

Thus, combining this and (i) of Lemma 2.1, we have that for (u, v) ∈ E,

Iλ(u, v)

=
1
2

A
(
|∇u|22,Ω1

)
+

1
2

B
(
|∇v|22,Ω2

)
−
∫

Ω1

F̃(u)−
∫

Ω2

H̃(v)− λ

[∫
Ω1

Φ̃(u) +
∫

Ω2

Ψ̃(v)
]

>
1
2
[
α(0)|∇u|22,Ω1

+ β(0)|∇v|22,Ω2

]
− (1 + λ)εν2

2‖(u, v)‖2
E

− ν
p
p Cε,p‖(u, v)‖p

E − (ε + λCε)ν
6
6‖(u, v)‖6

E

>
(

1
2

min{α(0), β(0)} − (1 + λ)εν2
2

)
‖(u, v)‖2

E − ν
p
p Cε,p‖(u, v)‖p

E − (ε + λCε)ν
6
6‖(u, v)‖6

E.

Hence, letting ρ > 0 small enough, it is easy to see that inf{Iλ(u, v) : ‖(u, v)‖E = ρ} > 0.
Next, for each (u, v) ∈ E \ {0}, according to (ii) of Lemma 2.1, the following limits exist

a∞ := lim
t→∞

A
(

t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
2t2γ+2 ∈ R+, b∞ := lim

t→∞

B
(

t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
2t2γ+2 ∈ R+.

For any given M > (a∞ + b∞)
[
(1 + λ)

(
|u|2γ+2

2γ+2,Ω1
+ |v|2γ+2

2γ+2,Ω2

)]−1
, it follows from (F′2) and

(F′0) that there exists C > 0 such that

F̃(s), H̃(s), Φ̃(s), Ψ̃(s) > M|s|2γ+2 − C, s ∈ R.

Thus, we have that

Iλ(t(u, v)) 6
1
2

A
(
t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
+

1
2

B
(
t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
−M(1 + λ)t2γ+2

[
|u|2γ+2

2γ+2,Ω1
+ |v|2γ+2

2γ+2,Ω2

]
+ C(1 + λ)[|Ω1|+ |Ω2|]

= t2γ+2

A
(

t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
2t2γ+2 +

B
(

t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
2t2γ+2 −M(1 + λ)

[
|u|2γ+2

2γ+2,Ω1
+ |v|2γ+2

2γ+2,Ω2

]

+
C(1 + λ)

t2γ+2 [|Ω1|+ |Ω2|]


→ −∞, t→ ∞.

The proof is complete.

Lemma 3.2. For each λ ∈ R+, any PS sequence of the functional Iλ is always bounded. Particularly,
for λ = 0, the functional I0 satisfies the PS condition.
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Proof. As for the boundedness of PS sequence, one only needs to observe that (2.1) and (2.3)
imply the AR condition. Here for the completeness, we sketch out the proof. Assume that
λ ∈ R+, c ∈ R, and {(un, vn)} is a (PS)c sequence of Iλ. Then according to (2.1) and (2.3), for
sufficiently large n we have that

c + 1 + ‖(un, vn)‖E > Iλ(un, vn)−
1

2γ + 2
〈I′λ(un, vn), (un, vn)〉

=
1
2

A(|∇un|22,Ω1
)− 1

2γ + 2
α(|∇un|22,Ω1

)|∇un|22,Ω1

+
1
2

B(|∇vn|22,Ω2
)− 1

2γ + 2
β(|∇vn|22,Ω2

)|∇vn|22,Ω2

+
∫

Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
f̃ (un)un − F̃(un)

]
+
∫

Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
h̃(vn)vn − H̃(vn)

]
+ λ

∫
Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
φ̃(un)un − Φ̃(un)

]
+ λ

∫
Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
ψ̃(vn)vn − Ψ̃(vn)

]
>

γα(0)
2γ + 2

|∇un|22,Ω1
+

γβ(0)
2γ + 2

|∇vn|22,Ω2

>
γ

2γ + 2
min{α(0), β(0)}‖(un, vn)‖2

E. (3.3)

It follows that {(un, vn)} is bounded in E.
Now, we illustrate that the functional I0 satisfies the PS condition. In fact, let {(un, vn)} be

a PS sequence of I0. First, from the above conclusion we can get the boundedness of {(un, vn)}
in E . Without loss of generality, there exists (u, v) ∈ E such that (un, vn) ⇀ (u, v) as n → ∞.
Owing to (3.1) and the compact embedding E ↪→ Lp(Ω1) × Lp(Ω2) for p ∈ [1, 6), we can
derive that

lim
n→∞

∫
Ω1

f̃ (un)(un − u) = 0, lim
n→∞

∫
Ω2

h̃(vn)(vn − v) = 0. (3.4)

Thus, similarly to Lemma 3.2 in [16], we can prove that ‖(un − u, vn − v)‖2
E → 0. The proof is

complete.

It follows from the mountain pass theorem that the following corollary holds.

Corollary 3.3.
Kc(0) := {(u, v) ∈ E : I′0(u, v) = 0, I0(u, v) = c(0)} 6= ∅. (3.5)

Define

Nλ =
{
(u, v) ∈ E \ {0} : 〈I′λ(u, v), (u, v)〉 = 0

}
, d(λ) = inf

Nλ

Iλ. (3.6)

We now prove that Nλ 6= ∅ and provide some properties of the mapping d(·).

Lemma 3.4. Let (u, v) ∈ E\{0}.

(i) For each λ ∈ R+, there exists a unique t(λ) > 0 such that t(λ)(u, v) ∈ Nλ, 〈I′λ(t(u, v)), t(u, v)〉
> 0 for t ∈ (0, t(λ)), 〈I′λ(t(u, v)), t(u, v)〉 < 0 for t ∈ (t(λ), ∞), and Iλ(t(λ)(u, v)) =

maxt∈R+ Iλ(t(u, v)).

(ii) The function t(·) : R+ → (0, ∞) is continuously differentiable and

t′(λ) =

∫
Ω1

φ̃(t(λ)u)t(λ)u +
∫

Ω2
ψ̃(t(λ)v)t(λ)v

W1(t(λ), (u, v))
, (3.7)
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where W1 is defined by

W1(t, (u, v)) = − 2γt
[
α
(
t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
|∇u|22,Ω1

+ β(t2|∇v|22,Ω2
)|∇v|22,Ω2

]
+ 2t3

[
α′(t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)|∇u|42,Ω1
+ β′(t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)|∇v|42,Ω2

]
+ (2γ + 1)

[∫
Ω1

f̃ (tu)u +
∫

Ω2

h̃(tv)v
]
−
∫

Ω1

f̃ ′(tu)tu2 −
∫

Ω2

h̃′(tv)tv2

+ (2γ + 1)λ
[∫

Ω1

φ̃(tu)u +
∫

Ω2

ψ̃(tv)v
]
− λ

∫
Ω1

φ̃′(tu)tu2 − λ
∫

Ω2

ψ̃′(tv)tv2.

Particularly, t(·) is decreasing on R+.

Proof. (i) Let (u, v) ∈ E\{0} and λ ∈ R+ be fixed, and let w(t) = Iλ(t(u, v)) for t ∈ R+. Then
w ∈ C1(R+) and we have that for t > 0,

w′(t) = 〈I′λ(t(u, v)), (u, v)〉

= tα
(
t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
|∇u|22,Ω1

+ tβ
(
t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
|∇v|22,Ω2

−
∫

Ω1

f̃ (tu)u−
∫

Ω2

h̃(tv)v

− λ

[∫
Ω1

φ̃(tu)u +
∫

Ω2

ψ̃(tv)v
]

. (3.8)

By applying (A0) and Lemma 2.6, we obtain that w′(t) > 0 for small t > 0. And by applying
(ii) of Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.8, we obtain that w′(t) < 0 for t large. Thus, there must be
some t(λ) > 0 such that w′(t(λ)) = 0. Therefore, t(λ)(u, v) ∈ Nλ.

Furthermore, we can also derive the uniqueness of t(λ). In fact, suppose by contradiction
there are t1, t2 ∈ (0, ∞) with t1 < t2 such that w′(t1) = w′(t2) = 0. Then we have thatα

(
t2
1|∇u|22,Ω1

)
t2γ
1

−
α
(

t2
2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
t2γ
2

 |∇u|22,Ω1
+

β
(

t2
1|∇v|22,Ω2

)
t2γ
1

−
β
(

t2
2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
t2γ
2

 |∇v|22,Ω2

=
∫

Ω1

[
f̃ (t1u)

t2γ+1
1

− f̃ (t2u)

t2γ+1
2

]
u +

∫
Ω2

[
h̃(t1v)

t2γ+1
1

− h̃(t2v)

t2γ+1
2

]
v

+ λ
∫

Ω1

[
φ̃(t1u)

t2γ+1
1

− φ̃(t2u)

t2γ+1
2

]
u + λ

∫
Ω2

[
ψ̃(t1v)

t2γ+1
1

− ψ̃(t2v)

t2γ+1
2

]
v,

which is absurd in view of (A1), (F′2), and t1 < t2.
(ii) Let us define a function W(t, λ) = 〈I′λ(t(u, v)), (u, v)〉 for (t, λ) ∈ (−1, ∞)2. Then

W(t(λ), λ) = 0 for λ ∈ R+ and by calculation we know that for (t, λ) ∈ (−1, ∞)2,

∂W
∂t

(t, λ) = α
(
t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
|∇u|22,Ω1

+ β
(
t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
|∇v|22,Ω2

+ 2t2
[
α′
(
t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
|∇u|42,Ω1

+ β′
(
t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
|∇v|42,Ω2

]
−
∫

Ω1

f̃ ′(tu)u2 −
∫

Ω2

h̃′(tv)v2 − λ

[∫
Ω1

φ̃′(tu)u2 +
∫

Ω2

ψ̃′(tv)v2
]

(3.9)

and
∂W
∂λ

(t, λ) = −
∫

Ω1

φ̃(tu)u−
∫

Ω2

ψ̃(tv)v.
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Moreover, it follows from (3.9), (3.8), (2.2), and (2.4) that for λ ∈ R+,

∂W
∂t

(t(λ), λ) =
∂W
∂t

(t(λ), λ)− 2γ + 1
t(λ)

W(t(λ), λ)

= − 2γ
[
α
(
t2(λ)|∇u|22,Ω1

)
|∇u|22,Ω1

+ β
(
t2(λ)|∇v|22,Ω2

)
|∇v|22,Ω2

]
+ 2t2

[
α′
(
t2|∇u|22,Ω1

)
|∇u|42,Ω1

+ β′
(
t2|∇v|22,Ω2

)
|∇v|42,Ω2

]
+

1
t(λ)

∫
Ω1

[
(2γ + 1) f̃ (t(λ)u)− f̃ ′(t(λ)u)t(λ)u

]
u

+
1

t(λ)

∫
Ω2

[
(2γ + 1)h̃(t(λ)v)− h̃′(t(λ)u)t(λ)v

]
v

+
λ

t(λ)

∫
Ω1

[
(2γ + 1)φ̃(t(λ)u)− φ̃′(t(λ)u)t(λ)u

]
u

+
λ

t(λ)

∫
Ω2

[
(2γ + 1)ψ̃(t(λ)v)− ψ̃′(t(λ)u)t(λ)v

]
v

< 0.

Hence, the implicit function theorem and (i) imply that t(·) : R+ → (0, ∞) is continuously
differentiable and (3.7) holds. Particularly, recall that φ(s)s > 0 and ψ(s)s > 0 for s 6= 0, so
t′(λ) < 0 for λ ∈ R+. Thus, t(·) is decreasing on R+.

Lemma 3.5. For each µ > 0, it holds that ρµ := infλ∈[0,µ] dist(0, Nλ) > 0.

Proof. Let λ ∈ [0, µ] and (u, v) ∈ Nλ. Then for each ε ∈
(
0,
[
(1 + µ)ν2

2
]−1 min{α(0), β(0)}

)
, it

follows from (3.6), (3.1), and (3.2) with p = 5, and the Sobolev embedding theorem that

min{α(0), β(0)}‖(u, v)‖2
E

6 α(0)|∇u|22,Ω1
+ β(0)|∇v|22,Ω2

6 α
(
|∇u|22,Ω1

)
|∇u|22,Ω1

+ β
(
|∇v|22,Ω2

)
|∇v|22,Ω2

=
∫

Ω1

f̃ (u)u +
∫

Ω2

h̃(v)v + λ

[∫
Ω1

φ̃(u)u +
∫

Ω2

ψ̃(v)v
]

6 (1 + λ)ε
[
|u|22,Ω1

+ |v|22,Ω2

]
+ (ε + λCε)

[
|u|66,Ω1

+ |v|66,Ω2

]
+ Cε,p

[
|u|pp,Ω1

+ |v|pp,Ω2

]
6 (1 + µ)εν2

2‖(u, v)‖2
E + (ε + λCε + Cε,6)ν

6
6‖(u, v)‖6

E.

Thus, there exists a positive number σ independent of λ such that ‖(u, v)‖E > σ for (u, v) ∈
Nλ. Hence, ρµ > σ.

Subsequently, we will obtain a minimax characterization of d(·) given by the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.6. d(λ) = c(λ) = inf(u,v)∈E\{0}maxt∈R+ Iλ(t(u, v)) for λ ∈ R+.

This lemma can be achieved from (i) of Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.1. Here we omit the
proof, and for the concrete process readers can refer Lemma 3.6 in [16].

According to the above lemma, since c(·) is nonincreasing on R+, we know that d(·) is
nonincreasing on R+ and d(λ) 6 d(0) for λ ∈ R+. Similarly, to establish the right continuity
of c(·) at λ = 0, it suffices to prove that d(·) is continuous at λ = 0 from the right.

Lemma 3.7. limλ→0 d(λ) = d(0).



14 Y. Zhang, Z. Liang, X. Zhu and F. Li

Proof. Let {λn} ⊂ (0, µ] satisfy λn → 0 as n → ∞. Then for any given ε ∈ (0, d(0)) it follows
from the definition of d(λn) that there exists (un, vn) ∈ Nλn such that for all n,

Iλn(un, vn) 6 d(λn) + ε. (3.10)

We note that as in (3.3), for fixed λ ∈ [0, µ],

γ

2γ + 2
min{α(0), β(0)}‖(u, v)‖2

E 6 Iλ(u, v), (u, v) ∈ Nλ.

Then it follows from (3.10) that for all n,

‖(un, vn)‖2
E 6

2γ + 2
γ min{α(0), β(0)} (d(λn) + ε) <

4(γ + 1)d(0)
γ min{α(0), β(0)} .

Hence, there exist (u, v) ∈ E and a subsequence of {(un, vn)}, still denoted by {(un, vn)},
satisfying that (un, vn) ⇀ (u, v). Particularly, it holds that (u, v) 6= 0. Otherwise, by (1.13),
(3.4), and the fact that λn → 0, one can conclude that

min{α(0), β(0)}‖(un, vn)‖2
E

6 α
(
|∇un|22,Ω1

)
|∇un|22,Ω1

+ β
(
|∇vn|22,Ω2

)
|∇vn|22,Ω2

=
∫

Ω1

f̃ (un)un +
∫

Ω2

h̃(vn)vn + λn

[∫
Ω1

φ̃(un)un +
∫

Ω2

ψ̃(vn)vn

]
→ 0.

This contradicts the fact that {‖(un, vn)‖E} has a positive lower bound which can be derived
from Lemma 3.5.

For (un, vn) ∈ Nλn chosen above, by 〈I′0(un, vn), (un, vn)〉 > 〈I′λn
(un, vn), (un, vn)〉 = 0 and

(i) of Lemma 3.4, there exists a unique tn(0) > 1 such that tn(0)(un, vn) ∈ N0. Therefore,

0 6 d(0)− d(λn) 6 I0(tn(0)(un, vn))− Iλn(un, vn) + ε. (3.11)

It follows from Lemma 3.4 that there exists tn(λ) > 0 such that tn(λ)(un, vn) ∈ Nλ. Let us
define gn(λ) = Iλ(tn(λ)(un, vn)) for λ ∈ R+. Then the fact tn(λ)(un, vn) ∈ Nλ implies that

g′n(λ) = 〈I′λ(tn(λ)(un, vn)), (un, vn)〉t′n(λ)−
[∫

Ω1

Φ̃(tn(λ)un) +
∫

Ω2

Ψ̃(tn(λ)vn)

]
= −

[∫
Ω1

Φ̃(tn(λ)un) +
∫

Ω2

Ψ̃(tn(λ)vn)

]
, λ ∈ R+.

Thus, it follows from (ii) of Lemma 3.4 that

I0(tn(0)(un, vn))− Iλn(un, vn)

= gn(0)− gn(λn)

= −
∫ λn

0
g′n(s)ds

=
∫ λn

0

[∫
Ω1

Φ̃(tn(s)un) +
∫

Ω2

Ψ̃(tn(s)vn)

]
ds

6 λn
(
t2
n(0)

[
|un|22,Ω1

+ |vn|22,Ω2

]
+ Cεt6

n(0)
[
|un|66,Ω1

+ |vn|66,Ω2

])
. (3.12)

By (3.11), (3.12), and the Sobolev embedding theorem, to establish that d(λ) → d(0) as
λ → 0, it suffices to prove that {tn(0)} is bounded. We assume toward a contradiction that



Ground-state solutions with critical perturbation 15

there exists a subsequence {ni} of {n} such that si := tni(0) → ∞ as i → ∞. Then by the fact
that tni(0)(uni , vni) ∈ N0 for all i and (1.13), we have that

α
(

s2
i |∇uni |22,Ω1

|
)

s2γ
i

|∇uni |22,Ω1
+

β
(

s2
i |∇vni |22,Ω2

|
)

s2γ
i

|∇vni |22,Ω2

=
∫

Ω1

f̃ (siuni)

s2γ+1
i

uni +
∫

Ω2

h̃(sivni)

s2γ+1
i

vni . (3.13)

Moreover, it follows from (uni , vni) ⇀ (u, v) 6= 0 and Lemma 2.7 that the right-hand side of
(3.13) converges to infinity. This contradicts the fact that the limit superior of the left-hand
side is finite by (A1). Hence, {tn(0)} is bounded. The proof is complete.

We now establish the existence of ground-state solutions to the problem (1.1). Motivated
by [16,32], we first study the distance between any (PS)c(λ) sequence of Iλ and a compact set
Kc(0) defined in (3.5). Here, the existence of a (PS)c(λ) sequence can be derived from Lemma
3.1 and a general minimax principle [28, Theorem 2.8, p. 41]. The compactness of Kc(0) follows
directly from the fact that I0 satisfies the PS condition.

Lemma 3.8. For each λ ∈ R+, let {(uλ
n , vλ

n)} be any (PS)c(λ) sequence of Iλ. Then

lim
λ→0

lim sup
n→∞

dist
(
(uλ

n , vλ
n), Kc(0)

)
= 0.

Proof. It just needs to repeat the proof of Lemma 3.8 in [16].

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For each λ ∈ R+, let {(uλ
n , vλ

n)} be a (PS)c(λ) sequence of Iλ. We note
that {(uλ

n , vλ
n)} is bounded by Lemma 3.2. Then there exist a subsequence of {(uλ

n , vλ
n)}, still

denoted by {(uλ
n , vλ

n)}, and (uλ, vλ) ∈ E such that (uλ
n , vλ

n) ⇀ (uλ, vλ) as n → ∞. We will try
to find a λ0 > 0 such that (uλ, vλ) 6= 0 for λ ∈ [0, λ0). In fact, since c(0) 6= 0 and Kc(0) is
compact, it holds that

δ0 := dist(0, Kc(0)) = min
(u,v)∈Kc(0)

‖(u, v)‖E > 0.

Moreover, according to Lemma 3.8, for any given ε0 ∈ [0, δ0), there exists a λ0 = λ(ε0)

such that when λ ∈ (0, λ0), there is some nλ := n(λ) such that dist((uλ
n , vλ

n), Kc(0)) 6 ε0

for all n > nλ. Fixing λ ∈ (0, λ0) and by the compactness of Kc(0), there exists a sequence
{(wλ

n , zλ
n)} ⊂ Kc(0) such that ‖(uλ

n , vλ
n) − (wλ

n , zλ
n)‖E 6 ε0 for all n > nλ. Furthermore, for a

subsequence of {(wλ
n , zλ

n)}, still denoted by {(wλ
n , zλ

n)}, and some (wλ, zλ) ∈ Kc(0), it holds that
(wλ

n , zλ
n)→ (wλ, zλ) as n→ ∞. Hence, we have that (uλ

n , vλ
n) ∈ Bε0(wλ, zλ) for sufficiently large

n. Thus, (uλ, vλ) ∈ Bε0(wλ, zλ) because Bε0(wλ, zλ) is weakly closed. Therefore, ‖(uλ, vλ)‖E >
‖(wλ, zλ)‖E − ε0 > δ0 − ε0 > 0, that is, (uλ, vλ) 6= 0.

We now prove that I′λ(uλ, vλ) = 0 and Iλ(uλ, vλ) = d(λ), that is, (uλ, vλ) is a ground-state
solution to the problem (1.1). Without loss of generality, we may assume that the sequence
{(uλ

n , vλ
n)} satisfies that

(
|∇uλ

n |22,Ω1
, |∇vλ

n |22,Ω2

)
→ (a, b) as n → ∞ for some (a, b) ∈ R2

+ \ {0}.
For all (u, v) ∈ E, let

Iλ,(a,b)(u, v)

=
1
2
[
α(a)|∇u|22,Ω1

+ β(b)|∇v|22,Ω2

]
−
∫

Ω1

F̃(u)−
∫

Ω2

H̃(v)− λ

[∫
Ω1

Φ̃(u) +
∫

Ω1

Ψ̃(v)
]

.
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Then I′λ,(a,b)(u
λ
n , vλ

n) → 0. Hence, I′λ,(a,b)(uλ, vλ) = 0. We claim that
(
|∇uλ|22,Ω1

, |∇vλ|22,Ω2

)
=

(a, b). In fact, it would follow from (uλ
n , vλ

n) ⇀ (uλ, vλ) that |∇uλ|22,Ω1
6 a and |∇vλ|22,Ω2

6 b,
and then

〈I′λ(uλ, vλ), (uλ, vλ)〉 6 〈I′λ,(a,b)(uλ, vλ), (uλ, vλ)〉 = 0.

Since (uλ, vλ) 6= 0, which is obtained on the above paragraph, by (i) of Lemma 3.4 there exists
a unique t(λ) ∈ (0, 1] such that t(λ)(uλ, vλ) ∈ Nλ. Furthermore, the monotonicity obtained
in Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.5, the weak lower continuity of norm, Fatou’s lemma, and the
choice of {(uλ

n , vλ
n)} imply that

d(λ) 6 Iλ(t(λ)(uλ, vλ))−
1

2γ + 2
〈I′λ(t(λ)(uλ, vλ)), t(λ)(uλ, vλ)〉

=
1
2

A
(
|t(λ)∇uλ|22,Ω1

)
− 1

2γ + 2
α
(
|t(λ)∇uλ|22,Ω1

)
|t(λ)∇uλ|22,Ω1

+
1
2

B
(
|t(λ)∇vλ|22,Ω2

)
− 1

2γ + 2
β
(
|t(λ)∇vλ|22,Ω2

)
|t(λ)∇vλ|22,Ω2

+
∫

Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
f̃ (t(λ)uλ)t(λ)uλ − F̃(t(λ)uλ)

]
+
∫

Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
h̃(t(λ)vλ)t(λ)vλ − H̃(t(λ)vλ)

]
+ λ

∫
Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
φ̃(t(λ)uλ)t(λ)uλ − Φ̃(t(λ)uλ)

]
+ λ

∫
Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
ψ̃(t(λ)vλ)t(λ)vλ − Ψ̃(t(λ)vλ)

]
6

1
2

A
(
|∇uλ|22,Ω1

)
− 1

2γ + 2
α
(
|∇uλ|22,Ω1

)
|∇uλ|22,Ω1

+
1
2

B
(
|∇vλ|22,Ω2

)
− 1

2γ + 2
β
(
|∇vλ|22,Ω2

)
|∇vλ|22,Ω2

+
∫

Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
f̃ (uλ)uλ − F̃(uλ)

]
+
∫

Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
h̃(vλ)vλ − H̃(vλ)

]
+ λ

∫
Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
φ̃(uλ)uλ − Φ̃(uλ)

]
+ λ

∫
Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
ψ̃(vλ)vλ − Ψ̃(vλ)

]
6 lim inf

n→∞

[
1
2

A
(
|∇uλ

n |22,Ω1

)
− 1

2γ + 2
α
(
|∇uλ

n |22,Ω1

)
|∇uλ

n |22,Ω1

]
+ lim inf

n→∞

[
1
2

B
(
|∇vλ

n |22,Ω2

)
− 1

2γ + 2
β
(
|∇vλ

n |22,Ω2

)
|∇vλ

n |22,Ω2

]
+ lim inf

n→∞

∫
Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
f̃ (uλ

n)u
λ
n − F̃(uλ

n)

]
+ lim inf

n→∞

∫
Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
h̃(vλ

n)v
λ
n − H̃(vλ

n)

]
+ λ lim inf

n→∞

∫
Ω1

[
1

2γ + 2
φ̃(uλ

n)u
λ
n − Φ̃(uλ

n)

]
+ λ lim inf

n→∞

∫
Ω2

[
1

2γ + 2
ψ̃(vλ

n)v
λ
n − Ψ̃(vλ

n)

]
6 lim

n→∞

[
Iλ(uλ

n , vλ
n)−

1
2γ + 2

〈I′λ(uλ
n , vλ

n), (u
λ
n , vλ

n)〉
]

= c(λ) = d(λ).
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Thus, there exists a subsequence {(uλ
ni

, vλ
ni
)} of {(uλ

n , vλ
n)} such that

1
2

A
(
|∇uλ|22,Ω1

)
− 1

2γ + 2
α
(
|∇uλ|22,Ω1

)
|∇uλ|22,Ω1

= lim
i→∞

[
1
2

A
(
|∇uλ

ni
|22,Ω1

)
− 1

2γ + 2
α
(
|∇uλ

ni
|22,Ω1

)
|∇uλ

ni
|22,Ω1

]
=

1
2

A(a)− 1
2γ + 2

α(a)a

and

1
2

B
(
|∇vλ|22,Ω2

)
− 1

2γ + 2
β
(
|∇vλ|22,Ω2

)
|∇vλ|22,Ω2

= lim
i→∞

[
1
2

B
(
|∇vλ

ni
|22,Ω2

)
− 1

2γ + 2
β
(
|∇vλ

ni
|22,Ω2

)
|∇vλ

ni
|22,Ω2

]
=

1
2

B(b)− 1
2γ + 2

B(b)b.

It follows from the monotonicity of (γ+ 1)A(s)− α(s)s and (γ+ 1)B(s)+ β(s)s that (|∇uλ|22,Ω1
,

|∇vλ|22,Ω2
) = (a, b) holds, and then (uλ

n , vλ
n)→ (uλ, vλ) in E. Moreover, since Iλ is continuously

differentiability, one can also conclude that I′λ(uλ, vλ) = 0 and Iλ(uλ, vλ) = c(λ) = d(λ). Thus,
(uλ, vλ) is a ground-state solution to the problem (1.1).

Finally, we will end the proof of Theorem 1.7 by proving that (uλ, vλ)→ (u0, v0) as λ→ 0,
where (u0, v0) is a ground-state solution to (1.1) with λ = 0. Actually, let {λn} ⊂ [0, λ0) such
that λn → 0 as n → ∞. Then as a consequence of the fact that (uλn , vλn) is a ground-station
solution to (1.1) with λ = λn, it hold that I′λn

(uλn , vλn) = 0 and Iλn(uλn , vλn) = c(λn). By
Lemma 3.7, similar to (3.3), we have that as n→ ∞,

c(0) + o(1) = c(λn)

= Iλn(uλn , vλn)−
1

2γ + 2
〈I′λn

(uλn , vλn), (uλn , vλn)〉

>
γ

2γ + 2
min{α(0), β(0)}‖(uλn , vλn)‖2

E.

This yields that {(uλn , vλn)} is bounded in E. Hence, it follows from the Sobolev embedding
theorem that as n→ ∞,

I0(uλn , vλn) = Iλn(uλn , vλn) + λn

[∫
Ω1

Φ̃(uλn) +
∫

Ω1

Ψ̃(vλn)

]
→ c(0),

and 〈
I′0(uλn , vλn), (w, z)

〉
=
〈

I′λn
(uλn , vλn), (w, z)

〉
+ λn

[∫
Ω1

φ̃(uλn)w +
∫

Ω1

ψ̃(vλn)z
]

= λn

[∫
Ω1

φ̃(uλn)w +
∫

Ω1

ψ̃(vλn)z
]

= o(1)‖(w, z)‖E, (w, z) ∈ E.

Thus, {(uλn , vλn)} is a (PS)c(0) sequence of I0 in E, and then by Lemma 3.2, there exists a sub-
sequence of {(uλn , vλn)}, still denoted by {(uλn , vλn)}, and (u0, v0) ∈ E such that (uλn , vλn)→
(u0, v0) and I0(u0, v0) = c(0), that is, (u0, v0) is a ground-state solution to (1.1) with λ = 0.
The proof is complete.
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4 Appendix

In this section, some regular properties of compound functions will be proved.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that f ∈ C2(R) and f ′, f ′′ ∈ L∞(R). If u ∈ W2,p(Ω) and 2(N − p) < N,
then f (u) ∈W2,p(Ω) and

Dα( f (u)) =


f ′(u)Dαu, |α| 6 1,

f ′′(u)(D1u)2 + f ′(u)Dαu, α = (2, 0, 0, . . . ),

. . .

Proof. According to [27, Theorem 2.5.1, p. 70], we have that f (u) ∈ W1,p(Ω) and D( f (u)) =

f ′(u)Du. When |α| 6 1, we have that Dα( f (u)) ∈ Lp(Ω). Assume that |α| = 2, without loss
of generality, let α = (2, 0, . . . , 0). Then we could calculate D1( f (u)) as follows. Actually, for
any given φ ∈ C∞

0 (Ω), because f (u) ∈W1,p(Ω) and D1φ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω), we have that∫

Ω
f (u)Dαφ = −

∫
Ω

D1( f (u))D1φ = −
∫

Ω
f ′(u)D1uD1φ. (4.1)

Let g(s) = f ′(s) for s ∈ R. Since f ∈ C2(R) and f ′′ ∈ L∞(R), then g ∈ C1(R) and
g′ ∈ L∞(R). Thus, g(u) ∈ W1,p(Ω). It follows from the weak derivative product formula
that g(u)D1u ∈ W1,p(Ω) and D1(g(u)D1u) = D1(g(u))D1u + g(u)Dαu = g′(u)(D1u)2 +

g(u)Dαu = f ′′(u)(D1u)2 + f ′(u)Dαu. Moreover, (4.1) can be written∫
Ω

f (u)Dαφ = −
∫

Ω
(g(u)D1u)D1φ =

∫
Ω

D1(g(u)D1u)φ =
∫

Ω

[
f ′′(u)(D1u)2 + f ′(u)Dαu

]
φ.

Thus, Dα( f (u)) = f ′′(u)(D1u)2 + f ′(u)Dαu.
Next, we prove Dα( f (u)) ∈ Lp(Ω). In fact, because f ′, f ′′ ∈ L∞(RN) and Dαu ∈ Lp(Ω), we

need only illustrate (D1u)2 ∈ Lp(Ω), that is, D1u ∈ L2p(Ω). In fact, since D1u ∈ W1,p(Ω) and
2p < Np/(N − p), it follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem that W1,p(Ω) ↪→ L2p(Ω),
and then D1u ∈ L2p(Ω). The proof is complete.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that there exists M > 0 such that |g′(s)/g3(s)| 6 M for s ∈ R. If u ∈ H2(D),
then G−1(u) ∈ H2(D), where D ⊂ R3 is an open domain with ∂D ∈ C1.

Proof. Let f (s) = G−1(s) for s ∈ R. Then the conclusion holds by Lemma 4.1.

Acknowledgements

This work was partially supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant
Nos. 11801338, 11671239), and Science Council of Shanxi Province (Grant Nos. 201801D221012,
201801D211001, 201801D121002). The authors are grateful to the anonymous referees and the
editor for the careful review and the valuable comments.

References

[1] S. J. Adachi, T. Watanabe, Uniqueness of the ground state solutions of quasi-linear
Schrödinger equations, Nonlinear Anal. 75(2012), No. 2, 819–833. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.na.2011.09.015; MR2847460; Zbl 1232.35067

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2011.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2011.09.015
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2847460
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1232.35067


Ground-state solutions with critical perturbation 19

[2] C. O. Alves, Y. J. Wang, Y. T. Shen, Soliton solutions for a class of quasilinear Schrödinger
equations with a parameter, J. Differential Equations 259(2015), No. 1, 318–343, 2015.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2015.02.030; MR3335928; Zbl 1317.35225

[3] M. Borsuk, Transmission problems for elliptic second-order equations in non-smooth domains,
Frontiers in Mathematics, Birkhäuser/Springer Basel AG, Basel, 2010. https://doi.org/
10.1007/978-3-0346-0477-2; MR2676605; Zbl 1202.35001

[4] H. S. Brandi, C. Manus, G. Mainfray, T. Lehner, G. Bonnaud, Relativistic and pon-
deromotive self-focusing of a laser beam in a radially inhomogeneous plasma, Phys. Flu-
ids B 5(1993), 3539–3550. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.860828

[5] X. L. Chen, R. N. Sudan, Necessary and sufficient conditions for self-focusing of short
ultraintense laser pulse, Phys. Review Letters 70(1993), 2082–2085. https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.70.2082

[6] M. Colin, L. Jeanjean, Solutions for a quasilinear Schrödinger equation: a dual ap-
proach, Nonlinear Anal. 56(2004), No. 2, 213–226. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2003.
09.008; MR2029068; Zbl 1035.35038

[7] A. D. Bouard, N. Hayashi, J. C. Saut, Global existence of small solutions to a relativistic
nonlinear Schrödinger equation, Comm. Math. Phys. 189(1997), No. 1, 73–105. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s002200050191; MR1478531; Zbl 0948.81025

[8] Y. B. Deng, S. J. Peng, J. X. Wang, Nodal soliton solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger
equations with critical exponent, J. Math. Phys. 54(2013), No. 1, 011504, 27. https://doi.
org/10.1063/1.4774153; MR3059863; Zbl 1293.35292

[9] Y. B. Deng, S. J. Peng, S. S. Yan, Positive soliton solutions for generalized quasilinear
Schrödinger equations with critical growth, J. Differential Equations 258(2015), No. 1, 115–
147. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2014.09.006; MR3271299; Zbl 1302.35345

[10] X. D. Fang, A. Szulkin, Multiple solutions for a quasilinear Schrödinger equation, J. Dif-
ferential Equations 254(2013), No. 4, 2015–2032. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2012.
11.017; MR3003301; Zbl 1263.35113

[11] D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Classics
in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001, Reprint of the 1998 edition. MR1814364

[12] W. J. Jeong, J. Y. Seok, On perturbation of a functional with the mountain pass geometry:
applications to the nonlinear Schrödinger–Poisson equations and the nonlinear Klein–
Gordon–Maxwell equations, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 49(2014), No. 1–2, 649–
668. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-013-0595-7; MR3148130; Zbl 1288.35216

[13] S. Kurihura, Large-amplitude quasi-solitons in superfluid films, J. Phys. Soc. Japan
50(1981), 3262–3267. https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.50.3262

[14] E. W. Laedke, K. H. Spatschek, L. Stenflo, Evolution theorem for a class of perturbed
envelope soliton solutions, J. Math. Phys. 24(1983), No. 12, 2764–2769. https://doi.org/
10.1063/1.525675; MR727767; Zbl 0548.35101

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2015.02.030
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3335928
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1317.35225
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0346-0477-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0346-0477-2
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2676605
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1202.35001
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.860828
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.2082
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.2082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2003.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2003.09.008
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2029068
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1035.35038
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050191
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050191
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1478531
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0948.81025
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4774153
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4774153
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3059863
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1293.35292
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2014.09.006
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3271299
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1302.35345
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2012.11.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2012.11.017
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3003301
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1263.35113
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1814364
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-013-0595-7
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3148130
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1288.35216
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.50.3262
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.525675
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.525675
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=727767
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0548.35101


20 Y. Zhang, Z. Liang, X. Zhu and F. Li

[15] H. Lange, M. Poppenberg, H. Teismann, Nash–Moser methods for the solution of quasi-
linear Schrödinger equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations 24(1999), No. 7–8, 1399–
1418. https://doi.org/10.1080/03605309908821469; MR1697492; Zbl 0935.35153

[16] F. Y. Li, Y. Zhang, X. L. Zhu, Z. P. Liang, Ground-state solutions to Kirchhoff-type
transmission problems with critical perturbation. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 482(2020), No. 2,
123568, 20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2019.123568; MR4016509; Zbl 07138416

[17] F. Y. Li, X. L. Zhu, Z. P. Liang, Multiple solutions to a class of generalized quasi-
linear Schrödinger equations with a Kirchhoff-type perturbation, J. Math. Anal. Appl.
443(2016), No. 1, 11–38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2016.05.005; MR3508477;
Zbl 1341.35069

[18] J. Q. Liu, Y. Q. Wang, Z. Q. Wang, Soliton solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger equa-
tions. II, J. Differential Equations 187(2003), No. 2, 473–493. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0022-0396(02)00064-5; MR1949452; Zbl 1229.35268

[19] J. Q. Liu, Y. Q. Wang, Z. Q. Wang, Solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger equations via
the Nehari method, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 29(2004), No. 5–6, 879–901. https:
//doi.org/10.1081/PDE-120037335; MR2059151; Zbl 1140.35399

[20] J. Q. Liu, Z .Q. Wang, Soliton solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger equations. I, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 131(2003), No. 2, 441–448 (electronic). https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-
9939-02-06783-7; MR1933335; Zbl 1229.35269

[21] T. F. Ma, J. E. Muñoz Rivera, Positive solutions for a nonlinear nonlocal elliptic trans-
mission problem, Appl. Math. Lett. 16(2003), No. 2, 243–248. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0893-9659(03)80038-1; MR1962322; Zbl 1135.35330

[22] A. Moameni, Existence of soliton solutions for a quasilinear Schrödinger equation
involving critical exponent in RN , J. Differential Equations 229(2006), No. 2, 570–587.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2006.07.001; MR2263568; Zbl 1131.35080

[23] M. Poppenberg, K. Schmitt, Z. Q. Wang, On the existence of soliton solutions to quasi-
linear Schrödinger equations, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 14(2002), No. 3, 329–
344. https://doi.org/10.1007/s005260100105; MR1899450; Zbl 1052.35060

[24] B. Ritchie, Relativistic self-focusing and channel formation in laser-plasma interactions,
Phys. Rev. E 50(1994), 687–689. https://doi.org/10.1103/physreve.50.r687

[25] Y. T. Shen, Y. J. Wang, Soliton solutions for generalized quasilinear Schrödinger equa-
tions, Nonlinear Anal. 80(2013), 194–201. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2012.10.005;
MR3010765; Zbl 1278.35233

[26] M. Struwe, Variational methods. Applications to nonlinear partial differential equations and
Hamiltonian systems, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1990. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
662-02624-3; MR1078018

[27] M. X. Wang, Sobolev space, Higher Education Press, Zhongke Printing Limited Company,
Beijing, 2013.

https://doi.org/10.1080/03605309908821469
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1697492
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0935.35153
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2019.123568
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4016509
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:07138416
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2016.05.005
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3508477
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1341.35069
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0396(02)00064-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-0396(02)00064-5
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1949452
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1229.35268
https://doi.org/10.1081/PDE-120037335
https://doi.org/10.1081/PDE-120037335
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2059151
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1140.35399
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-02-06783-7
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-02-06783-7
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1933335
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1229.35269
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0893-9659(03)80038-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0893-9659(03)80038-1
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1962322
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1135.35330
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2006.07.001
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2263568
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1131.35080
https://doi.org/10.1007/s005260100105
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1899450
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1052.35060
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreve.50.r687
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2012.10.005
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3010765
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1278.35233
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-02624-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-02624-3
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1078018


Ground-state solutions with critical perturbation 21

[28] M. Willem., Minimax theorems, Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and their
Applications, Vol. 24, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1996. https://doi.org/10.
1007/978-1-4612-4146-1; MR1400007

[29] X. Wu, Multiple solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger equations with a parameter, J. Dif-
ferential Equations 256(2014), No. 7, 2619–2632. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2014.
01.026; MR3160456; Zbl 1286.35089

[30] J. Yang, Y.J. Wang, A. A. Abdelgadir., Soliton solutions for quasilinear Schödinger equa-
tions, J. Math. Phys. 54(2013), No. 7, 071502, 19 pp. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4811394;
MR3114201

[31] M. B. Yang, Existence of solutions for a quasilinear Schrödinger equation with subcritical
nonlinearities, Nonlinear Anal. 75(2012), No. 13, 5362–5373. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
na.2012.04.054; MR2927594; Zbl 1258.35077

[32] X. R. Yue, W. M. Zou, Remarks on a Brezis–Nirenberg’s result, J. Math. Anal. Appl.
425(2015), No. 2, 900–910. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.01.011; MR3303899;
Zbl 1312.35104

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-4146-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-4146-1
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1400007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2014.01.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jde.2014.01.026
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3160456
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1286.35089
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4811394
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3114201
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2012.04.054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.na.2012.04.054
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2927594
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1258.35077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.01.011
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3303899
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1312.35104

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Existence and convergence of ground-state solutions
	Appendix

