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Abstract. This paper is concerned with the following quasilinear Schrödinger equations
of the form:

−∆u − u∆(u2) + u = |u|p−2u, x ∈ R3,

where p ∈ (2, 12). By making use of the constrained minimization method on a special
manifold, we prove that the existence of positive radial solutions of the above problem
for any p ∈ (2, 12).
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are devoted to studying the following quasilinear Schrödinger equations:

−∆u − u∆(u2) + u = |u|p−2u, x ∈ R3, (1.1)

where p ∈ (2, 12).
Set

E :=
{

u ∈ H1
r
(
R3) :

∫
R3

u2 |∇u|2 dx < ∞
}

,

where
H1

r
(
R3) :=

{
u ∈ H1 (R3) : u (|x|) = u (x)

}
with the norm

∥u∥ =

(∫
R3

(
|∇u|2 + u2) dx

)1/2

.
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A function u ∈ E is called a weak solution of equation (1.1), if for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0
(
R3) it holds∫

R3
∇u∇ϕdx +

∫
R3

uϕdx + 2
∫

R3
u2∇u∇ϕdx + 2

∫
R3

|∇u|2uϕdx =
∫

R3
|u|p−2uϕdx.

Define the functional I on E by

I(u) =
1
2

∫
R3

(
|∇u|2 + u2) dx +

∫
R3

u2|∇u|2dx − 1
p

∫
R3

|u|pdx.

It is easy to check that I is continuous on E. Furthermore, given u ∈ E and ϕ ∈ C∞
0
(
R3), we

can compute the Gateaux derivative of I in the direction ϕ at u:

〈
I′(u), ϕ

〉
=

∫
R3

∇u∇ϕdx +
∫

R3
uϕdx + 2

∫
R3

(
|∇u|2uϕ + u2∇u∇ϕ

)
dx −

∫
R3

|u|p−2uϕdx.

Hence u is a weak solution of equation (1.1) if and only if this derivative is zero in every
direction ϕ ∈ C∞

0
(
R3).

When V(x) = 1, α(s) = s and f (x, z) = |z|p−2z, solutions of equation (1.1) are standing
waves of the following quasilinear Schrödinger equations of the form:

izt + ∆z − V(x)z + ∆α
(
|z|2

)
α′ (|z|2) z + f (x, z) = 0, x ∈ R3, (1.2)

where V(x) is a given potential, α and f are real functions. Equation (1.2) has been derived as
models of several physical phenomena, such as [1, 4–6]. It began with [11] for the studies on
mathematics. Several methods can be used to deal with problem (1.2), such as, the existence of
a positive ground state solution was studied by making use of the constrained minimization
method in [8, 12]; Liu et al. in [9] and Colin et al. in [3] obtained the existence results for
equation (1.2) through making a change of variable and reducing the quasilinear problem (1.2)
to a semilinear one; Nehari method was used to obtain the existence results of ground state
solutions for equation (1.2) in [10]. Moreover, in [7], the existence results for the general form
of quasilinear elliptic equations were studied by means of a perturbation method. Especially,
in [13], Ruiz et al. proved the existence of positive radial solutions for the Schrödinger–Poisson
equation by using the constrained minimization argument on the Nehari–Pohožaev manifold.

In the present paper, inspired by [13], our goal is to prove the existence of positive radial
solutions for equation (1.1) via the constrained minimization method on the Nehari–Pohožaev
manifold. Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. For 2 < p < 12, problem (1.1) possesses one positive radial solution.

2 Preliminaries and proof of main result

Lemma 2.1. For p ∈ (2, 12), I is unbounded from below.

Proof. Let u ∈ E be radial and positive, and ut = t1/2u
(
t−1x

)
for t > 0. To facilitate the

estimation of I (ut), we firstly compute:∫
R3

|∇ut|2 dx = t2
∫

R3
|∇u|2dx,

∫
R3

u2
t dx = t4

∫
R3

u2dx,∫
R3

u2
t |∇ut|2 dx = t3

∫
R3

u2 |∇u|2 dx,
∫

R3
|ut|p dx = t

p+6
2

∫
R3

|u|pdx.
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Then one has

I (ut) =
1
2

∫
R3

|∇ut|2 dx +
1
2

∫
R3

u2
t dx +

∫
R3

u2
t |∇ut|2 dx − 1

p

∫
R3

|ut|p dx

=
t2

2

∫
R3

|∇u|2dx +
t4

2

∫
R3

u2dx + t3
∫

R3
u2 |∇u|2 dx − 1

p
t

p+6
2

∫
R3

|u|pdx.

Since (p + 6)/2 > 4 for p ∈ (2, 12), we easily infer that I (ut) → −∞ as t → +∞.

Lemma 2.2. Let c1, c2, c3, c4 be positive constants and p > 2. Then for t > 0, the function

η(t) = c1t2 + c2t3 + c3t4 − c4t
p+6

2

has a unique positive critical point which corresponds to its maximum.

Proof. The conclusion is easily obtained by elementary calculation.

Now, in order to define the Nehari–Pohožaev manifold, we firstly need to introduce the
following Pohožaev identity (see, e.g., [13, p. 1224]).

Lemma 2.3. If u ∈ E is a weak solution to equation (1.1), then the following Pohožaev identity holds:

P(u) :=
1
2

∫
R3

|∇u|2dx +
3
2

∫
R3

|u|2dx +
∫

R3
u2|∇u|2dx − 3

p

∫
R3

|u|pdx = 0.

Proof. The proof is standard, so we omit it.

As mentioned in the introduction, we will use the constrained minimization argument on
a special manifold to prove the existence result of equation (1.1).

Let us justify the choice of the manifold. Assume that u ∈ E is a critical point of I. Define,
as above, ut(x) = t1/2u(t−1x), and consider

η(t) = I (ut) =
t2

2

∫
R3

|∇u|2dx +
t4

2

∫
R3

u2dx + t3
∫

R3
u2 |∇u|2 dx − 1

p
t

p+6
2

∫
R3

|u|pdx.

Obviously, η(t) > 0 for small t and η(t) → −∞ as t → +∞. Moreover, it follows from Lemma
2.2 that η(t) has a unique critical point which corresponds to its maximum. But since u is a
critical point of I, the maximum of η(t) should be achieved at t = 1 and thus η′(1) = 0. Thus
we can define the manifold T as

T :=
{

u ∈ E\ {0} : J(u) = 0
}

,

where

J(u) := η′(1) =
∫

R3
|∇u|2dx + 2

∫
R3

u2dx + 3
∫

R3
u2 |∇u|2 dx − p + 6

2p

∫
R3

|u|pdx.

Clearly, J(u) = 1
2 ⟨I′(u), u⟩+ P(u). If u is a nontrivial solution of problem (1.1), then u ∈ T .

The manifold T can be viewed as the combination of the commonly used Nehari manifold and
Pohožaev manifold. Such manifold was first introduced in [13], in which the Schrödinger–
Poisson system was studied.

Lemma 2.4. If p ∈ (2, 12), then T is a C1-manifold and every critical point of I|T is a critical point
of I.
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Proof. Step 1. 0 /∈ ∂T . By Sobolev’s inequality, one has

J(u) ≥ ∥u∥2 − C1
p + 6

2p
∥u∥p,

where C1 is a positive constant. Choosing R small enough, then there exists ρ > 0 such that
J(u) > ρ for ∥u∥ < R, that is, 0 /∈ ∂T .

Step 2. inf I|T > 0. For any u ∈ T , for convenience, we set

α =
∫

R3
|∇u|2dx, β =

∫
R3

u2dx, γ =
∫

R3
u2 |∇u|2 dx, θ =

∫
R3

|u|pdx, s = I(u). (2.1)

Then α, β, γ, θ are positive, and we get{
I(u) = 1

2 α + 1
2 β + γ − 1

p θ = s,

J(u) = α + 2β + 3γ − p+6
2p θ = 0.

(2.2)

By solving the system (2.2), we obtain

γ =
2(p + 6)s − (p + 2)α − (p − 2)β

2p
(2.3)

and
p + 2

4
α +

p − 2
4

β +
p
2

γ =
p + 6

2
s. (2.4)

Since α, β, γ > 0 and p > 2, we follow from (2.3) and (2.4) that

(p − 2)(α + β) < (p + 2)α + (p − 2)β < 2(p + 6)s (2.5)

and
γ <

p + 6
p

s. (2.6)

Moreover, it follows from Step 1 that there exists ε > 0 such that α + β > ε. Therefore, by (2.5)
we get

I(u) = s >
p − 2

2(p + 6)
(α + β) > 0, (2.7)

which means I|T > 0.

Step 3. T is a C1-manifold. It suffices to show that J′(u) ̸= 0 for any u ∈ T by the implicit
function theorem. Suppose that J′(u) = 0 for some u ∈ T . In a weak sense, the equation
J′(u) = 0 can be written as

−2∆u − 3u∆(u2) + 4u =
p + 6

2
|u|p−2u. (2.8)

Multiplying (2.8) by u and integrating, one has〈
J′(u), u

〉
= 2

∫
R3

|∇u|2dx + 4
∫

R3
u2dx + 12

∫
R3

u2 |∇u|2 dx − p + 6
2

∫
R3

|u|pdx = 0. (2.9)

The Pohožaev identity corresponding to (2.9) is∫
R3

|∇u|2dx + 6
∫

R3
u2dx + 3

∫
R3

u2 |∇u|2 dx − 3(p + 6)
2p

∫
R3

|u|pdx = 0. (2.10)
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Thus, using the same notations defined in (2.1), we follow from (2.9) and (2.10) that
I(u) = 1

2 α + 1
2 β + γ − 1

p θ = s,

J(u) = α + 2β + 3γ − p+6
2p θ = 0,

2α + 4β + 12γ − p+6
2 θ = 0,

α + 6β + 3γ − 3(p+6)
2p θ = 0.

It can be checked out that for p ∈ (2, 12), the above system of equations admits one unique
solution on θ, given by

θ =
−24ps

(p − 2)(p + 3)
.

Since s > 0, we infer θ < 0, which is impossible. So J′(u) ̸= 0 for any u ∈ T , and then we
conclude that T is a C1-manifold.

Step 4. I′(u) = 0. Assume that u is a critical point of I|T . Depending on the Lagrange
multiplier argument, there exists µ ∈ R such that I′(u) = µJ′(u). We claim that µ = 0.

As above, I′(u) = µJ′(u) can be written, in a weak sense, as

−∆u − u∆(u2) + u − up−2u = µ

[
−2∆u − 3u∆(u2) + 4u − p + 6

2
up−2u

]
,

which means

− (1 − 2µ)∆u − (1 − 3µ) u∆(u2) + (1 − 4µ)u =

(
1 − p + 6

2
µ

)
up−2u. (2.11)

Combining (2.2) and (2.11), we get
I(u) = 1

2 α + 1
2 β + γ − 1

p θ = s,

J(u) = α + 2β + 3γ − p+6
2p θ = 0,

α + β + 4γ − θ = 0,

(1 − 2µ)α + (1 − 4µ)β + (4 − 12µ)γ −
[
1 − p+6

2 µ
]

θ = 0.

(2.12)

The third equation corresponds to ⟨I′(u), u⟩ = 0 for u ∈ T . The fourth one follows by
multiplying (2.11) by u and integrating. Now we deal with this system. Considering α, β, γ, θ

as unknowns and denoting by D the coefficient matrix, we can get

det D =
(p − 2)µ

2
.

Therefore, for p ∈ (2, 12) we infer

det D = 0 ⇔ µ = 0.

Now we prove that µ = 0 by contradiction. If µ ̸= 0, then det D ̸= 0, which means system
(2.12) has a unique solution. So we can obtain

θ = − 12s
p − 2

.

This is impossible since θ must be positive. Hence µ = 0, and then I′(u) = 0.
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Lemma 2.5. If p ∈ (2, 12), then cT is achieved, where cT := inf {I(u) : u ∈ T }.

Proof. Let {un} ⊂ T be a minimizing sequence of I|T , namely that I (un) → cT . Referring to
(2.5) and (2.6), in a similar way we can deduce that

∥un∥2 <
2(p + 6)

p − 2
I (un)

and ∫
R3

u2
n |∇un|2 dx <

p + 6
p

I (un) .

Then {un} is bounded in E and
{
∇

(
u2

n
)}

is bounded in L2 (R3). Moreover, by the continuous
Sobolev embedding E ↪→ L6 (R3) and Hölder’s inequality, we conclude that there exists a
positive constant C such that

∫
R3

∣∣u2
n
∣∣2 dx ≤

(∫
R3

|un|2 dx
) 1

2
(∫

R3
|un|6 dx

) 1
2

≤ C∥un∥4,

which together with the boundedness of
{
∇

(
u2

n
)}

in L2 (R3) means that
{

u2
n
}

is bounded
in E. Therefore, by using the compact embedding H1

r (R
3) ↪→ Ls (R3) for any s ∈ (2, 6) and

interpolation inequality, we get
u2

n ⇀ u2 in E,

un ⇀ u in E,

un → u in Lq(R3), for q ∈ (2, 12),

un → u a.e. in R3.

(2.13)

We claim that u ∈ T and un → u strongly in E.
Similar to (2.1), we define

αn =
∫

R3
|∇un|2dx, βn =

∫
R3

u2
ndx, γn =

∫
R3

u2
n |∇un|2 dx, θn =

∫
R3

|un|pdx

and
α̃ = lim

n→∞
αn, β̃ = lim

n→∞
βn, γ̃ = lim

n→∞
γn, θ̃ = lim

n→∞
θn.

In order to show un → u in E, we just need to prove ∥un∥ → ∥u∥ by the Brezis–Lieb Lemma
in [2], that is, α + β = α̃ + β̃. From (2.13), we infer that α ≤ α̃, β ≤ β̃ and γ ≤ γ̃. Suppose by
contradiction that α + β < α̃ + β̃.

Noting that limn→∞ I (un) = cT and J (un) = 0, we infer{
1
2 α̃ + 1

2 β̃ + γ̃ − 1
p θ̃ = cT ,

α̃ + 2β̃ + 3γ̃ − p+6
2p θ̃ = 0.

(2.14)

We first show u ̸= 0. By (2.13), we easily infer that θ = θ̃. Thanks to Step 2 in the proof of
Lemma 2.4, we get α̃ + β̃ > ε > 0, which together with (2.14) yields to θ̃ > 0. Thus we infer

θ =
∫

R3
|u|pdx > 0,
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which means u ̸= 0.
Set

g(t) =
1
2

t2α +
1
2

t4β + t3γ − 1
p

t
p+6

2 θ, g̃(t) =
1
2

t2α̃ +
1
2

t4 β̃ + t3γ̃ − 1
p

t
p+6

2 θ̃.

Depending on Lemma 2.2, we know that both g and g̃ have a unique critical point, correspond-
ing to their maxima. From (2.14), we get that g̃′(1) = 0, namely that g̃(1) = cT . Moreover,
since α + β < α̃ + β̃, γ ≤ γ̃ and θ = θ̃, then g(t) < g̃(t) for all t > 0. Let t0 > 0 be the
maximum of g. Then g′ (t0) = 0 and g (t0) < cT .

Define v0(x) = t1/2
0 u(t−1

0 x). Then one has

I (v0) =
1
2

t2
0α +

1
2

t4
0β + t3

0γ − 1
p

t
p+6

2
0 θ = g (t0) < cT

and
J (v0) = t2

0α + 2t4
0β + 3t3

0γ − p + 6
2p

t
p+6

2
0 θ = g′ (t0) t0 = 0.

Then v0 ∈ T and I (v0) < cT , which is a contradiction. Therefore α + β = α̃ + β̃, and then
un → u in E.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 2.5, we know that I|T attains its minimum at u and u ̸= 0,
namely that u is a nontrivial critical point of I|T . And then from Lemma 2.4, we get that u is a
nontrivial solution of equation (1.1). Since the functional I and the manifold T are symmetric,
we easily deduce that |u| is also a nontrivial solution of equation (1.1). Hence we may assume
that such a solution does not change sign, i.e., u ≥ 0. Depending on the strong maximum
principle, u must be strictly positive, and then u is a positive solution of equation (1.1).

Acknowledgements

This research was funded by the Natural Science Research Key Project of Universities in Anhui
Province (No. KJ2020A0016). The authors would like to thank the referees and editors for
carefully reading this paper and making valuable comments and suggestions, which greatly
improve the original manuscript.

References

[1] A. V. Borovskii, A. L. Galkin, Dynamical modulation of an ultrashort high intensity
laser pulse in matter, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 77(1993), 562–573.

[2] H. Brezis, E. Lieb, A relation between pointwise convergence of function and conver-
gence of functional, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 88(1983), No. 3, 486–490. https://doi.org/
10.2307/2044999; MR0699419; Zbl 0526.46037

[3] 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

[4] B. Hartmann, W. J. Zakrzewski, Electrons on hexagonal lattices and applications to nan-
otubes, Phys. Rev. B 68(2003), 184–302. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.68.184302

https://doi.org/10.2307/2044999
https://doi.org/10.2307/2044999
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0699419
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0526.46037
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/10.1103/PhysRevB.68.184302


8 Z. Wang, G. Jia and W. Hu

[5] 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

[6] 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; MR0727767; Zbl 0548.35101

[7] X. Liu, J. Liu, Z. Wang, Quasilinear elliptic equations via perturbation method, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 141(2013), No. 1, 253–263. https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-
2012-11293-6; MR2988727; Zbl 1267.35096

[8] J. Liu, Z. Wang, Soliton solutions for quasilinear Schrödinger equations: I, Proc. Amer.
Math. Soc. 131(2003), No. 2, 441–448. https://doi.org/10.2307/1194312; MR1933335;
Zbl 1229.35269

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

[10] J. Liu, Y. Wang, Z. 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

[11] M. Poppenberg, On the local well posedness of quasi-linear Schrödinger equations in
arbitrary space dimension, J. Differential Equations 172(2001), No. 1, 83–115. https://
doi.org/10.1006/jdeq.2000.3853; MR1824086; Zbl 1014.35020

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

[13] D. Ruiz, G. Siciliano, Existence of ground states for a modified nonlinear Schrödinger
equation, Nonlinearity 23(2010), No. 5, 1221–1233. https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/
23/5/011; MR2630099; Zbl 1189.35316

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=0727767
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:0548.35101
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-2012-11293-6
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9939-2012-11293-6
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2988727
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1267.35096
https://doi.org/10.2307/1194312
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1933335
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1229.35269
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/10.1006/jdeq.2000.3853
https://doi.org/10.1006/jdeq.2000.3853
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1824086
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1014.35020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s005260100105
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1899450
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1052.35060
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/23/5/011
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/23/5/011
https://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2630099
https://zbmath.org/?q=an:1189.35316

	Introduction
	Preliminaries and proof of main result

