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Abstract

We consider the equation
—u” = g(u), u(z) € H'(R). (0.1)

Under general assumptions on the nonlinearity g we prove that the, unique up
to translation, solution of (0.1) is at the mountain pass level of the associated
functional. This result extends a corresponding result for least energy solutions
when (0.1) is set on RY.
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1 Introduction
This note is a continuation of our study [7] on the nonlinear scalar field equations:
—Au = g(u), u(z) € H (RY). (1.1)

In [7], we showed, when N > 2, that least energy solutions of (1.1) admit a mountain
pass characterization under the conditions:

(g0) g(s) € C(R,R) is continuous and odd.

(gl) —o0 < limi(r)lf @ < lim sup @ <0 for N > 3,
S s—0
lin%@ € (—00,0) for N = 2.
S— S

(g2) When N > 3, lim 9(1;922 =0.
§—00 |S|N—2

When N = 2, for any o > 0

i 908

2
s—00 XS

=0.

(g3) There exists sop > 0 such that G(sg) > 0, where
G(s) :/ g(7)dr.
0

More precisely, under the above conditions, we observe that the natural functional
corresponding to (1.1):

I(u) = %/RN |Vu|? de — /RN G(u)dx € C*(H'(RN),R), (1.2)

has a mountain pass geometry and that defining the mountain pass value by

= inf I 1.
b inf max (v(®)) (1.3)

where
I = {y(t) € C([0,1], H'(RY)); 7(0) = 0, I(y(1)) < 0},

the following result holds.

Theorem 1.1 ([7]) Assume N > 2 and (g0)—(g3). Then least energy solutions of
(1.1) have a mountain pass characterization, that is,

b=m, (1.4)
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where b > 0 is defined in (1.3) and
m = inf{I(u); u € H*(R)\ {0} is a solution of (1.1)}. (1.5)

Moreover, for any least energy solution w(x) of (1.1), there exists a path v € T’ such
that

w € ([0, 1]) mdtg$HW@»SHM- (1.6)

We remark that

(i) Exactly under the conditions (g0)—(g3), the existence of a least energy solution
of (1.1) is shown in Berestycki-Lions [2] (for N > 3) and Berestycki-Gallouét-
Kavian [3] (for N = 2). It is also observed that these conditions are almost
necessary for the existence of a solution.

(ii) To get a mountain pass characterization, we remark that we do not assume
the monotonicity of
_, 90s)
5

; (0,00) — R.

(iii) In the study of non-autonomous elliptic problems, informations on the least
energy level of associated autonomous problems often play a crucial role. For
a discussion of this feature, on problems of the type

—Au=g(z,u), u(z)e H'(RN),

we refer to [6]. For an application to singular perturbation problems for
nonlinear Schrédinger equations of the form:

—2Au+V(z)u=g(u), u(x)c H(RY),
we refer to [8, 10].

In view of Theorem 1.1, it is natural to ask if there is a corresponding result when
N = 1. The purpose of this note is to study this problem and to show the following:

Theorem 1.2 Assume N =1, (g0) and

(g1) co = —lim,_o 22 € (0, 00).

(82") There exists so > 0 such that

G(s) < 0 forallse(0,s0),
S()) = 07
50) > 0.

Then
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(i) (1.1) has a unique positive solution w(x), up to translation. Moreover, after
a suitable translation, w(x) satisfies

w(0) = so,

wg(x) > 0 in(—00,0),
wy(r) < 0 in(0,00),
w(—z) = w(z).

(ii) The set of all solutions of (1.1) is {xw(x —t); t € R} U{0}. In particular all
(non trivial) solutions of (1.1) are least energy solutions.

(iii) The corresponding functional I(u) defined in (1.2) has a mountain pass ge-
ometry and
b=m, (1.7)

(b > 0 and m are defined in (1.3), (1.5)). In addition for any least energy
solution w(x) of (1.1) there exists a path v € T’ such that (1.6) hold.

Remark 1.3 In [2], Berestycki and Lions showed that for a locally Lipschitz contin-
uous function g(s) satisfying g(0) =0, (g2’) is a necessary and sufficient condition
for the existence of a non-zero solution of

—Upr = g(u), inR,
u(z) — 0 asz— too,
u(zg) > 0 for some xg € R.

Moreover under (g2°) they show the existence of a unique (up to translation) positive
solution. It was also shown that the solution and its derivative decay exponentially
if we assume (gl’) in addition to (g2’).

Theorem 1.2 has connections with the work on second order autonomous Hamil-
tonian systems by variational method. See, for example, Ambrosetti-Bertotti [1],
Bolotin [4], Caldiroli [5], Rabinowitz-Tanaka [9] and references therein. Actually for
proving Theorem 1.2 we do use techniques and results developed in [9, 5]. However,
the main focus when dealing with systems is on the existence of homoclinic orbits.
In particular, in [1, 4, 5, 9] Hamiltonian systems of the type

i+VV(g) = 0, (1.8)
q(t) — 0 ast— +oo (1.9)

are studied and the existence of a nontrivial homoclinic solution is shown under the
following assumptions:

(v0) V € C*(RM,R),
(vl) V(0) =0 and V"(0) is negative definite,
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(v2) Q= {z e RN; V(x) < 0} U{0} is bounded and VV (q) # 0 for all = € 9.

In our paper, in contrast, our focus in not as much on the existence (and uniqueness)
but on proving the mountain pass characterization of least energy solutions. In
that direction we remark that functional I(q) : H*(R,RY) — R defined below has
a mountain pass geometry and that it can be used to find homoclinic solutions of
(1.8)—(1.9).

<1
Iw= [ Sl -v@a (1.10)
— 00
However, mountain pass characterization for least energy solutions is not true for
systems. Indeed we have
Theorem 1.4 When N > 2, there exists a potential V(q) satisfying (v0)—-(v2) and
b>m,

where b is the mountain pass value and m is the least energy level for I(q) given in
(1.10).
We shall give an example of such potential at the end of the paper.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 crucially relies on the conservation of total energy, a con-
sequence of the fact that (1.1) is autonomous. Points (i)-(ii) are somehow classical
to establish. To prove (1.7) we first use an idea from Caldiroli [5] to obtain a path
satisfying (1.6) and this proves that b < m. The proof that b > m (remember we
do not know in advance if b is a critical value) relies on a result by Rabinowitz and
Tanaka [9].

2 Uniqueness of homoclinic and periodic
solutions

From now on we assume N = 1 and (g0), (g1’), (g2’). Since we do not assume a

Lipschitz condition on g(s), some justifications are required for the uniqueness of

homoclinic and periodic solutions of (1.1).
By (g2’), we can find 6y > 0, £y € (0, do] such that

(i)
sg(s) < —%082 for |s| < 24y, (2.1)

g(s) > 0 for s € [so — 2dp, o). (2.2)

(ii) In particular, G(s) = [ g(7)dr is monotone in [0,28] and [so — 20, so].
(i)
For any C € [G({y),0), the equation G(s) = C has exactly 2 solutions.

One of them — denoted by 1o(C') — belongs to (0, o] and the other
— denoted by 11 (C) — belongs to [sg — do, So)- (2.3)
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Proposition 2.1 For any C € [G(4y), 0], the following problem has a unique solu-
tion u(x) up to translation.

—Ugx = g(u) n Ra
%|um\2+G(u) = C in R,
W(R) M (0,50] # 0.

Moreover, if C = 0, u(z) is a homoclinic solution emanating from 0. If C €
[G(4y),0), it is a periodic solution.

Proof. We first deal with the case C' € [G({y),0). It is easily seen that u(z) €
[0(C), p1(C)] for all . By (2.1) and (2.2), u(z) cannot be constant and we can
find a maximal interval (a,b) C R, where u,(z) > 0. We remark that

Uy = V2/C — G(u) in (a,b).

Thus setting Fo (s ¢ (po(C), 11 (C)) — R, we have

—[s 1
)= b0 oo

%Fc(u(a:)) =1 in (a,b). (2.4)

Thus, we have for a suitable constant A

Fo(u(z)) =2+ A in (a,b).

A

We remark that Fg is a strictly increasing function and that —oo < Fe(po(C))
Fo(u1(C)) < oo since g(po(C)) < 0, g(p1(C)) > 0 (this follows from (2.1) an
(2.2)). By the maximality of the interval, we observe that u(a) = u1(C), u(b
p1(C).

In a maximal interval (a’,b’), where u, < 0, we can repeat the same argument
and observe that

[}

%Fc(u(x)) — 1 in(d,b) (2.5)

and that u(a’) = p1(C) and u(b') = po(C). Thus in any maximal interval (e, 3),

where uz(x) # 0, we have either (2.4) or (2.5). This shows that u(x) is periodic
and unique up to translation.

. - _ . _rs 1 .

We argue in a similar way when C' = 0. Setting Fy(s) = f%O oW dr :

(0,50) — R, we have

d

& Ro(r) = 1. (2.6)
We also observe that —oco = Fy(0) < Fp(sp) < oo by (g2’). Thus any maximal
interval, where u, > 0 (u, < 0 resp.), must be of a form (—oc0,a) with a < oo
((b,00) with —oo < b resp.) and thus u(z) is a homoclinic solution. Uniqueness
also follows from (2.6). |
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Corollary 2.2 The set of all solutions of (1.1) is
{tw(z —y); y e R}U{0},
where w(x) is the unique positive homoclinic solution of (1.1) satisfying w(0) = sq.

Proof. Let u(zx) be a non-zero solution of (1.1). Since u(z) and u,(z) decay to 0
exponentially as |z| — 0o, we have

1
5|ugc|2 +G(u)=0 inR.

We assume that wu(z) is positive somewhere and take a maximal interval (a,b)
((a/, ) resp.), where u > 0 and uy > 0 (u, < Oresp.). As in the proof of Proposition
2.1, we can see that (a,b) = (—o0,zg) ((a',b') = (x9,00) resp.) for some xy € R.
Thus u(z) is a positive homoclinic solution and u(z) = w(x — y) for a suitable
y € R, by uniqueness. In the same way, we can also see that if u(z) is negative
somewhere, then u(x) is a negative homoclinic solution and u(z) = —w(z —y) holds
for a suitable y € R.

3 A mountain pass geometry for /(u) and proof
that b =m

In what follows we use the notation:

lilfacy = [ fuPda,
A
ul 0y = /A i ? + [uf? d

for A C R.
First we claim that I(u) has a mountain pass geometry under (g0), (g1’), (g2’).
We say that I(u) has a mountain pass geometry if

(i) I1(0) = 0.
(ii) There exists pg > 0 such that

I(w) > for all ||ul| g1 r) < po, (3.1)
>

I(u)

||uHH1(R):p0

0
0.
(iii) There exists up € H(R) such that

l[uollmriry > po and  I(ug) < 0. (3.3)
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In fact, I(0) = 0 is trivial. By (2.1) we have
—G(s) > %082 for |s| < 2dp.

Choosing pg > 0 so that |[u]|g1r) < po implies |[ul|pe®) < 200, we have
HuHHl(R):pO H“HHl(R):PO 2 4

. 1o 2
min{ . )53

%

Thus (3.1)-(3.2) holds. Choosing ug(z) = hr(z), where hr(z) is given in (3.6)
below, we can also see that (3.3) holds. Thus I(u) has a mountain pass geometry.

Let w(z) be the unique positive homoclinic solution of (1.1) such that w(0) = so.
We shall construct a path v € I" such that

w

v([0,1)), (3.4)
I(w). (3.5)

IAN M

I(~(t
Jnax, (v(t)

For this we use an idea from Caldiroli [5] and define h: R — R by

w(x) in [0, 00),
h(z) = a*+ 59 in [—eg,0),

ed+ 50 in(—oo, —&g].
Here ¢ > 0 is chosen so that
%|hf,3(;r)|2 — G(h(z)) = 82° — G(a* +50) <0 for x € (—&p,0)].
By (g2’), we can choose such an g9 > 0. For y € R, we also define

() h(z —y) forz >0,
€r) = ~
Y hy(—z) for x <O.

We easily observe that

1y |51 )

— 0 asy— —oo,
Wyl — oo asy— oo,
ho(z) = w(x),
I(hy) < I(w) forallyeR,
I(hy) — —o00 asy— oo,

Thus, choosing a large L > 1 such that I(hz) < 0 and defining

Y()(@) = hyen (@),
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where ¢ : (0,1] — R is a continuous function such that lim; g p(t) = —oo and
©(1) = L, we have (3.4) and (3.5). Summarizing our study, we get that b < m,
where b and m are defined in (1.3) and (1.5).

At this point to end the proof of Theorem 1.2 we just have to show that b > m. We
shall now prove this inequality.

For every v € T" one has that ||7(0)||cc = 0 and ||7(1)||cc > so. Hence, by continuity,
there exists o € (0,1) such that ||v(to)|| = so. Thus

7(10,1]) N Xo # 0, (3.7)

where
Xo = {u € H'(R); [|ulloc = 50}-

This implies

b> inf I(u). .
> inf I(w) (3.8)

Now thanks to a result by Rabinowitz and Tanaka, Theorem 2.2 in [9], there exists
a homoclinic orbit @ € Xy such that I(@) = inf,ex, [(v). Then, by (ii) of Theorem
1.2, & = w(- + to) for some ty € R and therefore b > I(u) = I(w) = m. |

4 A counter example for systems — Proof of
Theorem 1.4

We end the paper by showing that the mountain pass characterization of least energy
solutions established in Theorem 1.2 do not hold any more if (1.1) is replaced by
a system. In this case the uniqueness (up to translation) of solutions (see (ii) of
Theorem 1.2) may fail, and, as we shall see, the minimizer in X, obtained in [9]
may not be a least energy solution. According to the proof of b > m this shows
that in general b > m.

To construct a counter example, we use an idea from singular Hamiltonian systems.
Let

4§+ VVig) =0. (4.1)

Choose e € R¥\ {0}, N > 2 and let V(q) € C*(RV\ {e},R) be a potential satisfying
for a small A > 0

(V1) V(q) <0 for all ¢ € RY and V(q) = 0 holds if and only if ¢ = 0.
(V2) V(g) = 1 in BN\ (By(0) U Ba(e)).

(V3) V"(0) is negative definite.
(

V4) V(q) = —ﬁ for g € By )s(e).
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Here we use the notation: Bj(y) = {z € RY; [z —y| < h} for y € RY. By the
result of Tanaka [11], we know that (4.1) has at least one non trivial homoclinic
orbit go(t). We remark that go(t) satisfies

lgo(t)| < le| +h forallteR.
Indeed, suppose that ¢ty € R satisfies |go(to)| = maxier |qo(t)|. Then
14 2
5 9z |90 (o)
(Go(to), q0(t0)) + Ido(to)|* = —=(VV(qo(t0)), q0(t0)) — 2V (go(to)) < 0.

Here we used the fact that 3|d|? + V(qo(t)) = 0. By (V2) it can take place only in
B}, (0) U Br(e) and we have |qo(to)| < |e| + h.

Set do = min[go(t) — e| and modify V'(q) in Bs,/2(e) to get a smooth potential
V (q) satisfying V(q) < 0 for all ¢ # 0. Next for a large R > 0 we set

. V(q) if ¢ <R,
V; =
=) {<q|R>21 iflg] > R,

< 0 and thus we have

and we consider the following Hamiltonian system
i+ VVr(q) = 0. (4.2)

Let us show that for sufficiently large R > 1 the mountain pass level br associated
with (4.2) satisfies bg > m where m is the least energy level associated with (4.2).
Indeed, go(t) is still a solution of (4.2) and thus the least energy level for (4.2)
is bounded from above by a constant independent of R. On the contrary for the
mountain pass level bg in a similar way to (3.7)—(3.8), we have

b2 inf [ Sl - Vel dr
where
Xr ={qt) € H(0,00;RY); |¢(0)] = R+ 1,|q(t)] < R+ 1 for all t € [0,00)}.
Let ¢ € Xg be any function, we choose [sg, s1] C (0,00) so that
lq(s0)| = R, q(s1)| = R/2, |q(t)] € [R/2, R] for t € [s0, 51].
Since we may assume V' (q) = —1 in Bg(0) \ Br/2(0), we have

oo 1 . S1 1 . S1 1 .
/ Sl =Vigdt > / §|Q\2*V(Q)dt:/ Slal* + 1t
O S0 S0
S1
> V2|l dt > v2[q(s1) = q(s0)]
S0
s B
iy \/i'

This shows that bp — co as R — oo and thus by > m for R > 0 large enough. |
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