
GROUND STATES FOR STRONGLY INDEFINITE SCHRÖDINGER
EQUATIONS WITH COMPETING NONLINEARITIES

BARTOSZ BIEGANOWSKI

Abstract. We survey recent variational methods for strongly indefinite Schrödinger equations
with sign-changing nonlinearities. The main object is an energy functional of the form

J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 −
∫
RN

F (u) dx + λ

∫
RN

G(u) dx,

where the splitting X = X+ ⊕ X− is induced by a spectral gap of the linear Schrödinger operator,
and where the nonlinear part

I(u) =
∫
RN

F (u) dx − λ

∫
RN

G(u) dx

is allowed to change sign. We discuss the generalized linking theorem developed for such functionals,
and the abstract multiplicity theory for critical orbits in dislocation spaces. In the final part, we
prove a new ground state result for the competing pure-power case

f(u) = |u|p−2u, g(u) = |u|q−2u, 2 < q < p < 2∗.

More precisely, for λ > 0 sufficiently small, the corresponding strongly indefinite functional possesses
a nontrivial critical point of least energy among all nontrivial critical points.
Keywords: variational methods, nonlinear Schrödinger equations, strongly indefinite problems,
sign-changing nonlinearities, ground state solutions
AMS Subject Classification: 35J20, 35Q55, 58E05

1. Introduction

We consider the nonlinear stationary Schrödinger equation
(1.1) −∆u + V (x)u = f(u) − λg(u), x ∈ RN ,

where N ≥ 3, λ ≥ 0, V : RN → R is a periodic potential, and f, g : R → R are nonlinearities of
subcritical growth.

Equations of the form (1.1) arise naturally in nonlinear optics ([10, 15]). Indeed, consider the
time-dependent nonlinear Schrödinger equation
(1.2) i∂tΨ = −∆Ψ + V0(x)Ψ − h(|Ψ|)Ψ, (t, x) ∈ R × RN ,

where the nonlinear term h describes the nonlinear polarization of the medium. Searching for
standing waves of the form

Ψ(t, x) = u(x)e−iωt,

we obtain
−∆u +

(
V0(x) − ω

)
u = h(|u|)u.

Thus, after incorporating the frequency shift ω into the potential, one is led to an equation of the
form (1.1). When the potential is periodic, localized standing waves are usually referred to as gap
solitons ([5]).

The main purpose of this paper is to survey recent variational results for strongly indefinite
Schrödinger equations with competing nonlinearities and to provide a new ground-state result.
More specifically, we summarize the results obtained in [2, 3], where an existence theory and a
multiplicity theory were developed for strongly indefinite functionals whose nonlinear part may
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change sign. The new contribution concerns the existence of a ground state in the pure-power
case. More precisely, for sufficiently small λ > 0, we prove the existence of a least-energy nontrivial
solution for the model problem
(1.3) −∆u + V (x)u = |u|p−2u − λ|u|q−2u, x ∈ RN ,

where
2 < q < p < 2∗,

with
2∗ = 2N

N − 2 .

Here the term |u|p−2u is focusing, whereas −λ|u|q−2u is defocusing. From the physical point of
view, this corresponds to the competition of two different mechanisms of nonlinear polarization
([18]).

Throughout the paper, we assume that V is ZN -periodic and that 0 lies in a spectral gap of the
self-adjoint Schrödinger operator

L := −∆ + V

on L2(RN ), see [17] for the full description of the spectrum of the periodic Schrödinger operator.
Consequently, the natural energy space admits an orthogonal spectral decomposition

X = X+ ⊕ X−,

where X+ and X− are the positive and negative spectral subspaces associated with L, respectively.
We are interested in the genuinely strongly indefinite case in which both X+ and X− are infinite-
dimensional.

Writing u = u+ + u−, where u± ∈ X±, the corresponding energy functional takes the form

(1.4) J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 − I(u),

where
I(u) =

∫
RN

F (u) dx − λ

∫
RN

G(u) dx,

and
F (t) :=

∫ t

0
f(s) ds, G(t) :=

∫ t

0
g(s) ds.

Since the quadratic part of J is positive on X+ and negative on X−, the functional is unbounded
both from above and from below on infinite-dimensional subspaces. Hence neither direct minimiza-
tion nor the classical mountain-pass theorem [1] can be applied directly.

Among the standard variational tools for strongly indefinite problems are the generalized linking
theorem of Kryszewski and Szulkin [9], the Nehari–Pankov method [15], and the approach of Szulkin
and Weth [19]. In many classical applications, the nonlinear part I is assumed to be nonnegative.
This assumption is technically convenient, it yields suitable upper semicontinuity properties with
respect to product-type weak topologies and facilitates the comparison of minimax levels with
minimization levels on the Nehari–Pankov manifold. In this case, the existence of ground states
and multiplicity of solutions have been studied by many authors; see, for example, [11, 13, 14, 16, 7]
and the references therein.

The situation studied here is more delicate. Although F ≥ 0 and G ≥ 0, their difference may
change sign. For the pure-power problem (1.3), one has

F (t) − λG(t) = |t|p

p
− λ

|t|q

q
,

which is negative for sufficiently small nonzero |t| and positive for large |t|. Therefore, the usual
strongly indefinite variational machinery cannot be applied without substantial modifications.



STRONGLY INDEFINITE SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS 3

In [2], Bernini and Bieganowski established a generalized linking theorem for strongly indefinite
functionals with a sign-changing nonlinear part. In particular, they obtained a nontrivial critical
point for sufficiently small λ > 0. Subsequently, in [3], Bernini, Bieganowski, and Strzelecki devel-
oped an abstract multiplicity theory for critical orbits in this setting, based on dislocation spaces
and discrete group actions.

The new ground-state result proved in the final part of this paper is not an immediate consequence
of the existence theorem from [2]. The critical point obtained there is produced by a linking
argument and is not identified as a least-energy solution. Moreover, the direct comparison with the
Nehari–Pankov manifold is available only in the limiting case λ = 0.

For the pure-power problem, we show that this difficulty can be overcome by adapting the
minimization-on-critical-points strategy of Jeanjean and Tanaka [8]. The proof combines a pos-
itivity estimate for bounded Palais–Smale sequences whose norm stays away from zero with a
concentration–compactness argument and a Brezis–Lieb type splitting procedure. This yields com-
pactness modulo lattice translations and allows us to identify a least-energy nontrivial critical point
of J .

We impose the following assumption on the potential V .
(V) The potential V ∈ L∞(RN ) is ZN -periodic,

0 /∈ σ (−∆ + V (x)) , σ (−∆ + V (x)) ∩ (−∞, 0) ̸= ∅.

The natural energy space is
X := H1(RN ).

Throughout, | · |r denotes the norm of Lr(RN ), and a ≲ b means that a ≤ Cb for a positive constant
C independent of the quantities under consideration. Under (V), the quadratic form

Q(u) =
∫
RN

(
|∇u|2 + V (x)|u|2

)
dx

has a spectral decomposition into positive and negative parts. More precisely, one obtains an
orthogonal splitting

X = X+ ⊕ X−

such that Q is positive (respectively, negative) definite on X+ (respectively, X−). For u± ∈ X±

we define
∥u±∥2 = ±

∫
RN

(
|∇u±|2 + V (x)|u±|2

)
dx,

and
∥u∥2 = ∥u+∥2 + ∥u−∥2.

We denote by ⟨·, ·⟩ the scalar product associated with this norm. The presence of the spectral gap
around zero implies the existence of a constant µ0 > 0 such that
(1.5) µ0|u|22 ≤ ∥u∥2, u ∈ X.

Moreover, the projections u 7→ u± are continuous in Ls(RN ) for every 2 ≤ s < 2∗, see [21,
Proposition 7].

The nonlinearities considered in [2, 3] satisfy the following hypotheses. There are exponents
2 < q < p < 2∗

such that:
(F1) f : R → R is odd, continuous, and

|f(u)| ≲ 1 + |u|p−1, u ∈ R;
(F2) f(u) = o(|u|) as u → 0;
(F3) F (u)

|u|q → +∞ as |u| → ∞, where F (u) =
∫ u

0 f(s) ds, and F (u) ≥ 0;
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(F4) the map

u 7→ f(u)
|u|q−1

is nondecreasing on (−∞, 0) and on (0, ∞);
(F5) there exists ρ > 0 such that for |u| ≥ ρ,

|u|p−1 ≲ |f(u)| ≲ |u|p−1.

For g one assumes:
(G1) g : R → R is odd, continuous, and

|g(u)| ≲ 1 + |u|q−1, u ∈ R;
(G2) g(u) = o(|u|) as u → 0;
(G3) the map

u 7→ g(u)
|u|q−1

is nonincreasing on (−∞, 0) and on (0, ∞), and
g(u)u ≥ 0.

These assumptions imply
(1.6) 0 ≤ qF (u) ≤ f(u)u,

and
(1.7) 0 ≤ g(u)u ≤ qG(u).
Furthermore, for every ε > 0 there are constants CF,ε, CG,ε > 0 such that

(1.8) F (u) ≥ CF,ε|u|q − ε|u|2, G(u) ≤ CG,ε|u|q + ε|u|2.

The main example is given by pure powers, see (1.3).
The energy functional associated with (1.1) is

(1.9) J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 −
∫
RN

F (u) dx + λ

∫
RN

G(u) dx.

Under (F1)–(F2) and (G1)–(G2), J ∈ C1(X,R), and its critical points are precisely the weak
solutions of (1.1). For the functional (1.9) one may write

J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 − I(u),

where
I(u) =

∫
RN

F (u) dx − λ

∫
RN

G(u) dx.

In the classical strongly indefinite theory, one often assumes I(u) ≥ 0. This is a powerful technical
assumption because it yields good upper semicontinuity properties with respect to the product
topology

u+
n → u+, u−

n ⇀ u−.

For competing nonlinearities, however, the term λG may dominate locally, especially near the
origin, so I need not be nonnegative. Thus one cannot directly apply the classical Kryszewski-
Szulkin linking theorem or the Nehari-Pankov method.

This obstruction is the central point of [2]. The authors replace the missing τ -upper semiconti-
nuity by a stronger geometric condition in a generalized linking theorem. This produces a Cerami
sequence which is bounded away from zero. A careful boundedness argument and a concentration-
compactness procedure then yield a nontrivial critical point.
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The paper is organized as follows. Sections 2 and 3 recall the abstract critical point theory and
its applications to existence and multiplicity. Section 4 contains the new ground state result for
pure-power nonlinearities.

2. A generalized linking theorem and the existence result

Let X = X+ ⊕ X− be a real Hilbert space. On X one introduces the τ -topology generated by
the norm

|||u||| = max
{

∥u+∥,
∞∑

k=1
2−k−1|(u−, ek)|

}
,

where (ek) is a complete orthonormal sequence in X−. For bounded sequences one has

un
τ−→ u ⇐⇒ u+

n → u+ in X+, u−
n ⇀ u− in X−.

For u ∈ X \ X− and R > r > 0 define
S+

r = {v ∈ X+ : ∥v∥ = r}
and

M(u) = {tu + v− : t ≥ 0, v− ∈ X−, ∥tu + v−∥ ≤ R}.

This is the linking cylinder generated by the direction u and the space X−. The main abstract
theorem of [2] may be summarized as follows.

Theorem 2.1 (Generalized linking, [2, Theorem 2.1]). Let J ∈ C1(X,R), J(0) = 0, and assume
that J ′ is sequentially weak-to-weak∗ continuous. Suppose that there exist δ > 0, r > 0, and a
nonempty set P ⊂ X \ X− such that for every u ∈ P one can choose R = R(u) > r satisfying

inf
S+

r

J > max
{

sup
∂M(u)

J, sup
|||v|||≤δ

J(v)
}

.

Then there exists a Cerami sequence (un) ⊂ X such that

sup
n

J(un) ≤ c, (1 + ∥un∥)J ′(un) → 0, inf
n

|||un||| ≥ δ

2 ,

where
c ≥ inf

S+
r

J > 0.

The level c > 0 is a minimax level introduced in [2]. We omit its precise definition here and refer
the reader to [2].

The importance of this theorem lies in the fact that it does not require τ -upper semicontinuity
of the functional. Instead, the geometric condition contains the additional inequality

inf
S+

r

J > sup
|||v|||≤δ

J(v),

which prevents the minimax sequence from collapsing to zero in the τ -topology.
For the functional (1.9), one may take P = X+ \ {0} and verify the following three parts of the

linking geometry.
First, there exists r > 0 such that

inf
S+

r

J > 0.

This follows from the fact that, on a sufficiently small sphere in X+, the positive quadratic part
dominates the nonlinear terms, since f(u) = o(u) and g(u) = o(u) as u → 0.

Second, for every u ∈ X+ \ {0} there exists R(u) > r such that
sup

∂M(u)
J ≤ 0.
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Here the crucial point is that F grows faster than |u|q at infinity, whereas λ > 0 is sufficiently
small. The focusing part forces the energy to go to −∞ on the boundary of the linking cylinder.

Third, for some δ > 0,
sup

|||u|||≤δ
J(u) < inf

S+
r

J.

This condition is directly connected with the construction in [2], originally introduced in [6]. It
substitutes the missing upper semicontinuity.

Once the Cerami sequence bounded away from zero is obtained, one proves its boundedness.
The key boundedness statement is the following.

Theorem 2.2 (Boundedness of Cerami sequences, [2, Proposition 5.2]). Assume that λ > 0 and
the parameter ρ > 0 from (F5) are sufficiently small. If (un) ⊂ X satisfies

J(un) ≤ β, (1 + ∥un∥)J ′(un) → 0,

then (un) is bounded in X.

The proof splits the domain into the regions {|un| < ρ} and {|un| ≥ ρ}. On the first region, the
nonlinear terms are small with respect to the linear part. On the second region, condition (F5)
allows one to control g by f , provided that λ is sufficiently small.

Having boundedness, one uses a concentration-compactness principle. If the sequence vanishes,
then

|un|s → 0, 2 < s < 2∗,

which contradicts the fact that the sequence is bounded away from zero in the τ -topology. Hence,
after translations in ZN , the sequence has a nontrivial weak limit. By weak-to-weak∗ continuity of
J ′, this weak limit is a nontrivial critical point.

Thus, we obtain the following existence result.

Theorem 2.3 (Existence of a nontrivial solution, [2, Theorem 1.2]). Assume (V), (F1)–(F5), and
(G1)–(G3). If λ > 0 and the parameter ρ > 0 from (F5) are sufficiently small, then (1.1) has a
nontrivial weak solution.

3. Multiplicity of solutions

The paper [3] develops an abstract multiplicity theory for strongly indefinite functionals with a
sign-changing nonlinear part. The main point is that the lack of compactness caused by translations
can be handled by combining a profile decomposition with a suitable deformation argument. In
contrast to more classical strongly indefinite theories, the functional is not required to be upper
semicontinuous with respect to the τ -topology.

We first introduce the notation needed to formulate the abstract result. Let X be a real separable
Hilbert space endowed with an orthogonal decomposition

X = X+ ⊕ X−.

We assume that a group G acts unitarily on X. Thus, there is a group homomorphism

G ∋ γ 7−→ Tγ ∈ GL(X)

such that every Tγ is unitary. For simplicity, we write γu instead of Tγu.
A functional J : X → R is called G-invariant if

J(γu) = J(u), γ ∈ G, u ∈ X.

If J is G-invariant, then its gradient is G-equivariant, namely

∇J(γu) = γ∇J(u), γ ∈ G, u ∈ X.
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Consequently, the set of critical points
crit(J) := {u ∈ X : J ′(u) = 0}

is G-invariant. For u ∈ X, we denote by
O(u) := {γu : γ ∈ G}

the orbit of u under the action of G. Two critical points u, v ∈ crit(J) are called geometrically
distinct if

O(u) ̸= O(v).
In the periodic Schrödinger setting, we take

G = ZN ,

acting on X = H1(RN ) by integer translations,

(k ∗ u)(x) := u(x − k), k ∈ ZN .

We identify the action of k ∈ G with the operator u 7→ k ∗ u and write ku := k ∗ u when using
the abstract notation. Since V is ZN -periodic, the operator −∆ + V commutes with this action.
Hence the spectral subspaces X+ and X− are ZN -invariant, and the functional J is ZN -invariant.
Moreover, since f and g are odd, their primitives F and G are even, and therefore J is even:

J(−u) = J(u), u ∈ X.

3.1. Dislocation spaces and G-weak convergence. The relevant compactness notion is stronger
than ordinary weak convergence. For a sequence (un) ⊂ X and u ∈ X, we write

un ⇀G u

if
lim

n→∞
sup
γ∈G

⟨un − u, γφ⟩ = 0

for every φ ∈ X. Thus, un ⇀G u means that no nontrivial weak component can be recovered from
un − u after applying an arbitrary element of the group G.

We also use weak convergence of operators. A sequence (γn) ⊂ G satisfies
γn ⇀ 0

if
γnφ ⇀ 0 in X

for every φ ∈ X.

Definition 3.1. The pair (X, G) is called a dislocation space if, for every sequence (un) ⊂ X and
every sequence (γn) ⊂ G,

γn ̸⇀ 0, un ⇀ 0
imply, up to a subsequence,

γnun ⇀ 0.

This condition expresses the fact that weakly convergent profiles cannot be changed into new
nonzero weak limits by a bounded sequence of group actions. It is precisely the structural assump-
tion needed for abstract profile decompositions.

For the translation action of ZN on H1(RN ), one has
kn ⇀ 0 ⇐⇒ |kn| → ∞.

Moreover, if (un) is bounded in H1(RN ), then
un ⇀ZN 0 ⇐⇒ |un|s → 0
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for every
2 < s < 2∗.

Hence, in the periodic Schrödinger case, G-weak convergence to zero is equivalent to Lions-type
vanishing in all subcritical Lebesgue spaces.

3.2. Profile decompositions. A basic consequence of the dislocation-space structure is that every
bounded sequence can be decomposed into a family of asymptotically separated profiles.

Theorem 3.2 (Profile decomposition, [20, Theorem 3.1]). Let (X, G) be a dislocation space and let
(un) ⊂ X be bounded. Then, after passing to a subsequence, there exist

K ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .} ∪ {∞},

nonzero elements
wj ∈ X \ {0}, 1 ≤ j ≤ K,

and sequences
(γj

n) ⊂ G, 1 ≤ j ≤ K,

such that, if K ≥ 1, then γ1
n = Id and

(γj
n)−1un ⇀ wj

for every j. Moreover, for j ̸= ℓ,
γj

n(γℓ
n)−1 ⇀ 0,

and
K∑

j=1
∥wj∥2 ≤ lim sup

n→∞
∥un∥2.

Finally,

un −
K∑

j=1
γj

nwj ⇀G 0.

The condition
γj

n(γℓ
n)−1 ⇀ 0

means that the profiles are asymptotically separated by the group action. In the periodic case, this
amounts to saying that the corresponding translation parameters diverge from one another. Thus,
distinct profiles concentrate in mutually diverging lattice cells.

For Palais–Smale sequences, the profiles inherit the critical-point property. Indeed, suppose that

J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 − I(u)

is G-invariant, I ∈ C1(X,R), and J ′ is sequentially weak-to-weak∗ continuous. If (un) is a bounded
Palais–Smale sequence, then every profile wj in the preceding decomposition satisfies

J ′(wj) = 0.

Furthermore, if
η := inf{∥u∥ : u ∈ crit(J) \ {0}} > 0,

then only finitely many profiles may occur, since

K ≤ lim supn→∞ ∥un∥2

η2 .

The stronger conclusion needed in the multiplicity argument follows from the following uniform
continuity property.
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Definition 3.3. We say that I ′ satisfies the G-weak continuity property, abbreviated by (GWC),
if, whenever (vn) ⊂ X is bounded and

φn ⇀G 0,

one has
I ′(vn)(φn) → 0.

If, in addition,
inf{∥u∥ : u ∈ crit(J) \ {0}} > 0,

and I ′ satisfies (GWC), then the G-weakly vanishing remainder in the profile decomposition con-
verges strongly to zero. Thus, for a bounded Palais–Smale sequence one obtains

un −
K∑

j=1
γj

nwj → 0 in X.

This strong profile decomposition is the main compactness ingredient in the multiplicity theory.

3.3. The discreteness property. The multiplicity proof requires a strengthening of the fact that
individual orbits are discrete. Let A ⊂ X be finite and let ℓ ∈ N. Define

[A, ℓ] :=


j∑

i=1
γiui : 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ, γi ∈ G, ui ∈ A

 .

Thus, [A, ℓ] consists of all superpositions of at most ℓ group translates of elements of A.

Definition 3.4. A dislocation space (X, G) is said to have the discreteness property if, for every
finite set A ⊂ X and every ℓ ∈ N,

inf {∥u − v∥ : u, v ∈ [A, ℓ], u ̸= v} > 0.

In particular, taking ℓ = 1 shows that the orbit
O(u) = {γu : γ ∈ G}

of every u ∈ X is a discrete subset of X. The full discreteness property is substantially stronger. It
also ensures uniform separation of all finite superpositions of translated profiles. This is important
because a Palais–Smale sequence may split into several spatially separated critical profiles.

For the periodic problem, (
H1(RN ),ZN )

is a dislocation space with the discreteness property; see [3, Example 2.13]. Therefore, the abstract
result applies to the translation action induced by the periodic potential.

3.4. Abstract multiplicity theorem. We now state the abstract result from [3] in a form adapted
to the present setting. Let

J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 − I(u), u = u+ + u− ∈ X+ ⊕ X−.

For r > 0, put
S+

r := {u ∈ X+ : ∥u∥ = r}.

Theorem 3.5 (Multiplicity of critical orbits, [3, Theorem 3.2]). Suppose that the following condi-
tions hold:

(A1) (X, G) is a dislocation space with the discreteness property, and X = X+ ⊕ X− is an
orthogonal decomposition into G-invariant subspaces, with X+ infinite-dimensional;

(A2) I ∈ C1(X,R), I(0) = 0, I ′ is sequentially weak-to-weak∗ continuous, and I ′ satisfies
(GWC);

(A3) J is even and G-invariant;
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(A4) J possesses at least one nontrivial critical point;
(A5) there exist r > 0 and r0 > 0 such that

inf
S+

r

J > sup{J(u) : u ∈ X, ∥u+∥ < r0};

(A6) whenever
∥u−

n ∥ → ∞
and (u+

n ) is bounded in X+, one has
J(un) → −∞;

(A7) J is bounded from above on bounded subsets of X;
(A8) if (u+

n ) is contained in a finite-dimensional subspace of X+ and
∥u+

n ∥ → ∞,

then
I(u+

n )
∥u+

n ∥2 → ∞;

(A9) for every β ∈ R, there exists Mβ > 0 such that every sequence (un) ⊂ X satisfying
lim sup

n→∞
J(un) ≤ β, J ′(un) → 0,

also satisfies
lim sup

n→∞
∥un∥ ≤ Mβ.

Then J has infinitely many geometrically distinct critical points.

The proof is based on a Benci-type pseudoindex construction. Assuming that there are only
finitely many critical orbits, one chooses a finite set A ⊂ crit(J) containing representatives of these
orbits. The profile decomposition and property (GWC) imply that Palais–Smale sequences at a
fixed level are asymptotically close to sets of the form

[A, ℓ]
for a suitable ℓ ∈ N. The discreteness property gives a positive uniform distance between distinct
points of [A, ℓ]. This makes it possible to construct odd admissible deformations avoiding neigh-
borhoods of all critical profiles. The resulting pseudoindex argument yields a contradiction with
the assumption that only finitely many critical orbits exist.

3.5. Application to the periodic Schrödinger equation. We now return to the functional

J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 −
∫
RN

F (u) dx + λ

∫
RN

G(u) dx.

Under assumption (V), the spectral splitting
X = H1(RN ) = X+ ⊕ X−

is invariant under the action of ZN . Moreover, the periodicity of V implies that J is ZN -invariant,
while the oddness of f and g implies that J is even.

The nonlinear part
I(u) =

∫
RN

F (u) dx − λ

∫
RN

G(u) dx

satisfies the property (GWC). Indeed, if (vn) is bounded in H1(RN ) and
φn ⇀ZN 0,

then
|φn|p → 0, |φn|q → 0.
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The growth assumptions on f and g then imply
I ′(vn)(φn) → 0.

The remaining assumptions of Theorem 3.5 follow from the linking geometry, the anti-coercivity
of J in X−, and the boundedness result for Palais–Smale sequences established in [3]. Consequently,
one obtains the following multiplicity result.

Theorem 3.6 (Multiplicity for the periodic Schrödinger equation, [3, Theorem 4.7]). Assume (V),
(F1)–(F5), and (G1)–(G3). If λ > 0 and the parameter ρ > 0 from (F5) are sufficiently small,
then

−∆u + V (x)u = f(u) − λg(u)
has infinitely many pairs ±u of geometrically distinct weak solutions.

4. A new result: ground states in the pure-power case

We now turn to the new part of the paper. We consider the pure-power nonlinearities
f(u) = |u|p−2u, g(u) = |u|q−2u, 2 < q < p < 2∗.

These nonlinearities satisfy (F1)–(F5) and (G1)–(G3); in particular, (F5) holds for every choice of
ρ > 0. The energy functional becomes

(4.1) J(u) = 1
2∥u+∥2 − 1

2∥u−∥2 − 1
p

∫
RN

|u|p dx + λ

q

∫
RN

|u|q dx.

Its derivative is

(4.2) J ′(u)[φ] = ⟨u+, φ+⟩ − ⟨u−, φ−⟩ −
∫
RN

|u|p−2uφ dx + λ

∫
RN

|u|q−2uφ dx.

Let
K := {u ∈ X \ {0} : J ′(u) = 0}

be the set of all nontrivial critical points.

Definition 4.1. A point u ∈ K is called a ground state if
J(u) = inf

v∈K
J(v).

We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 (Existence of a ground state). Assume (V). Let
2 < q < p < 2∗

and
f(u) = |u|p−2u, g(u) = |u|q−2u.

Then there exists λ∗ > 0 such that for every λ ∈ (0, λ∗) the functional (4.1) possesses a ground
state. Equivalently, the corresponding strongly indefinite Schrödinger equation admits a nontrivial
solution of least energy among all nontrivial solutions.

We start with a simple interpolation-type estimate.

Lemma 4.3. Let 2 < q < p. For every ε > 0 there exists Cε > 0 such that
|t|q ≤ ε|t|p + Cε|t|2, t ∈ R.

Consequently,
|u|qq ≤ ε|u|pp + Cε|u|22

for every u ∈ Lp(RN ) ∩ L2(RN ).
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Proof. Since 2 < q < p, the quotient
|t|q

|t|p + |t|2
tends to zero both as t → 0 and as |t| → ∞. A standard splitting into the regions of small and
large |t| gives the pointwise inequality. Integration gives the asserted estimate for functions. □

Since the projections onto X± are continuous in Ls(RN ), for every s ∈ [2, 2∗) there exists Ds > 0
such that
(4.3) |u+ − u−|s ≤ Ds|u|s, u ∈ X.

Lemma 4.4. There exists η0 > 0, independent of λ ∈ (0, 1], such that every u ∈ K satisfies
∥u∥ ≥ η0.

Proof. Let u ∈ K. Testing the equation J ′(u) = 0 with φ = u+ − u−, we obtain

∥u∥2 =
∫
RN

|u|p−2u(u+ − u−) dx − λ

∫
RN

|u|q−2u(u+ − u−) dx.

Hence, by Hölder’s inequality and (4.3),

∥u∥2 ≤ Dp|u|pp + λDq|u|qq.

Using the continuous embeddings X ↪→ Lp(RN ) ∩ Lq(RN ) and λ ≤ 1, we get

∥u∥2 ≤ C(∥u∥p + ∥u∥q),
for some C > 0. If there were a sequence un ∈ K such that ∥un∥ → 0, then after dividing by ∥un∥2

we would obtain
1 ≤ C(∥un∥p−2 + ∥un∥q−2) → 0,

a contradiction. □

The following estimate is the key point of the proof.

Proposition 4.5. There exists λ1 > 0 such that, for every λ ∈ (0, λ1) and every η > 0, there is a
constant cη > 0 with the following property. If (un) ⊂ X is bounded, J ′(un) → 0 in X∗, and

lim inf
n→∞

∥un∥ ≥ η,

then
lim inf
n→∞

J(un) ≥ cη > 0.

Proof. Let (un) be a bounded sequence such that
J ′(un) → 0, lim inf

n→∞
∥un∥ ≥ η > 0.

Testing J ′(un) → 0 with u+
n − u−

n gives

∥un∥2 ≤ Dp|un|pp + λDq|un|qq + o(1).

By Lemma 4.3, with ε = 1, and by (1.5),

|un|qq ≤ |un|pp + C|un|22 ≤ |un|pp + Cµ−1
0 ∥un∥2.

Hence
∥un∥2 ≤ C|un|pp + λC∥un∥2 + o(1).

After fixing λ1 > 0 sufficiently small, the last term can be absorbed into the left-hand side. Thus,
for a constant C > 0 independent of n and λ ∈ (0, λ1),

(4.4) ∥un∥2 ≤ C|un|pp + o(1).
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Set
α := 1

2 − 1
p

> 0, β := 1
2 − 1

q
> 0.

For every u ∈ X,

J(u) − 1
2J ′(u)[u] = α|u|pp − λβ|u|qq.

Using Lemma 4.3 with a fixed sufficiently small ε > 0, then (1.5) and (4.4), we obtain

|un|qq ≤ C|un|pp + o(1).

After decreasing λ1 if necessary,

J(un) − 1
2J ′(un)[un] ≥ α

2 |un|pp + o(1).

Since (un) is bounded and J ′(un) → 0, we have J ′(un)[un] = o(1). Moreover, (4.4) gives

lim inf
n→∞

|un|pp ≥ η2

C
.

Consequently,

lim inf
n→∞

J(un) ≥ αη2

2C
=: cη > 0.

□

By Theorem 2.3, there is λex > 0 such that K ̸= ∅ for every λ ∈ (0, λex); here we use the fact
that, in the pure-power case, condition (F5) holds for every ρ > 0. Set

λ∗ := min{1, λ1, λex},

and fix λ ∈ (0, λ∗) for the remainder of this section. Define

m := inf
u∈K

J(u).

Corollary 4.6. For λ > 0 sufficiently small there exists c0 > 0 such that

J(u) ≥ c0, u ∈ K.

Proof. Apply Proposition 4.5 to the constant sequence un ≡ u ∈ K with η = η0 from Lemma 4.4.
The resulting constant c0 = cη0 is independent of u. □

By Corollary 4.6,
0 < c0 ≤ m < ∞.

Choose a minimizing sequence (un) ⊂ K such that

J(un) → m.

Lemma 4.7. The sequence (un) is bounded in X.

Proof. Since un ∈ K, we have J ′(un) = 0. Repeating the first part of the proof of Proposition 4.5,
now without the o(1) term, yields

∥un∥2 ≤ C|un|pp.

Likewise, the second part of that proof gives

J(un) = J(un) − 1
2J ′(un)[un] ≥ α

2 |un|pp,

where α = 1
2 − 1

p > 0. Since J(un) → m, the sequence (|un|p) is bounded, and the first estimate
implies that (un) is bounded in X. □
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Lemma 4.8. The sequence (un) does not vanish. More precisely, there exist R > 0, δ > 0, and a
sequence (zn) ⊂ ZN such that, up to a subsequence,∫

B(zn,R)
|un|2 dx ≥ δ.

Proof. By Lemma 4.7, the sequence (un) is bounded. Suppose by contradiction that (un) vanishes,
namely for every R > 0,

sup
z∈RN

∫
B(z,R)

|un|2 dx → 0.

By Lions’ concentration–compactness argument ([12]),

|un|p → 0, |un|q → 0.

Since J ′(un) = 0, testing the equation with u+
n − u−

n gives

∥un∥2 ≤ Dp|un|pp + λDq|un|qq → 0.

This contradicts Lemma 4.4. Hence there are R > 0, δ > 0, and points yn ∈ RN such that∫
B(yn,R)

|un|2 dx ≥ δ.

Choosing zn ∈ ZN with |zn−yn| ≤
√

N/2 and enlarging R if necessary yields the asserted conclusion.
□

By Lemma 4.8, after translations we may assume that

vn(x) := un(x + zn)

satisfies ∫
B(0,R)

|vn|2 dx ≥ δ.

The functional is invariant under ZN -translations, hence

J(vn) = J(un), J ′(vn) = 0.

The sequence (vn) is bounded, so, up to a subsequence,

vn ⇀ u∗ in X.

By the local compactness of the embedding into L2
loc(RN ) and the lower bound on the local L2-mass,

u∗ ̸= 0.

Moreover, the weak-to-weak∗ continuity of J ′ gives

J ′(u∗) = 0.

Thus u∗ ∈ K, and therefore
J(u∗) ≥ m.

To prove the reverse inequality, we use a Brezis–Lieb splitting.

Lemma 4.9 (Splitting lemma). Let
wn := vn − u∗.

Then, up to a subsequence,
J(vn) = J(u∗) + J(wn) + o(1),

and
J ′(wn) → 0 in X∗.
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Proof. Since vn ⇀ u∗ in X, the orthogonality of the splitting gives

∥v±
n ∥2 = ∥u±

∗ ∥2 + ∥w±
n ∥2 + o(1).

Moreover, after passing to a subsequence, vn(x) → u∗(x) almost everywhere, and the sequence is
bounded in both Lp(RN ) and Lq(RN ). By the Brezis–Lieb lemma [4],

|vn|pp = |u∗|pp + |wn|pp + o(1), |vn|qq = |u∗|qq + |wn|qq + o(1).

Substitution into the definition of J yields the energy splitting.
For the derivative, the quadratic part splits linearly, while the power-type nonlinearities satisfy

the dual Brezis–Lieb splitting

|vn|r−2vn − |wn|r−2wn − |u∗|r−2u∗ → 0 in Lr/(r−1)(RN )

for r ∈ {p, q}. Since J ′(vn) = 0 and J ′(u∗) = 0, we conclude that

J ′(wn) → 0.

□

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let λ ∈ (0, λ∗). The preceding construction provides a sequence (vn) ⊂ K
such that

J(vn) → m, vn ⇀ u∗ ̸= 0.

Moreover u∗ ∈ K and J(u∗) ≥ m.
Let wn = vn − u∗. By Lemma 4.9,

J(vn) = J(u∗) + J(wn) + o(1).

Hence
J(wn) = m − J(u∗) + o(1).

Since J(u∗) ≥ m, we get
lim sup

n→∞
J(wn) ≤ 0.

At the same time,
J ′(wn) → 0.

We claim that wn → 0 strongly in X. Otherwise, after passing to a subsequence, there is η > 0
such that

∥wn∥ ≥ η for every n.

The sequence (wn) is bounded and J ′(wn) → 0, so Proposition 4.5 gives

lim inf
n→∞

J(wn) > 0.

This contradicts lim supn→∞ J(wn) ≤ 0. Therefore wn → 0 in X.
Consequently,

m = lim
n→∞

J(vn) = J(u∗).

Since u∗ ∈ K, the point u∗ is a ground state. □
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