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DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR A CLASS OF NONLINEAR DEGENERATE ELLIPTIC
OPERATORS WITH CRITICAL GROWTH AND LOGARITHMIC PERTURBATION

HUA CHEN, XIN LIAO AND MING ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the existence of weak solutions for a class of degenerate
elliptic Dirichlet problems with critical nonlinearity and a logarithmic perturbation, i.e.

{ —(Agu + (a+ 12 z[**Ayu) = + Aulogu?, 0.1)
u =0 on 01, '
where (z,9) € 2 C RY = R™ x R™ withm > 1,7 > 0, QN {z = 0} # () is a bounded domain,
the parameter o > 0 and Q = m + n(a 4 1) denotes the “homogeneous dimension” of RYY. When
A = 0, we know that from [23] the problem (0.1) has a PohoZaev-type non-existence result. Then for
A € R\{0}, we establish the existences of non-negative ground state weak solutions and non-trivial
weak solutions subject to certain conditions.

Keywords: Degenerate elliptic operators, Dirichlet problem, critical nonlinearity, logarithmic perturbation,
homogeneous dimension.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we investigate the weak solutions u = u(z) = u(x,y) of the following degenerate elliptic
critical problem with logarithmic term

Q+2

{ —(Azu+ (a+ 1)?|z|>**Ayu) = w32 + Aulogu?,

1.1
u =0 on 012, (4.1

where z = (x,9) € Q C RN = R™ x R™ with m > 1, n > 0, ) is a bounded domain with measure |(2| that
satisfies QN {z = 0} # (), the parameter & > 0, A € R\{0} and @ = m+n(a+ 1) denotes the “homogeneous
dimension” of R”. In addition, the partial differential operator A, := A, + (a + 1)?|z[?* A, is often called
Baouendi-Grushin operator (cf. [1], [20] and [21]).

We denote by D}(€2) the Sobolev space obtained as the completion of C§°(£2) with respect to the norm

1 1
lullpya) = (/Q(IVIUIQ + (a+ 1)2|I|2a|vyu|2)dxdy) - (/Q |Vau|2da?dy) : (1.2)

Here, we use the notation V,, := (V, (a+1)|z|*V,) to denote the Grushin gradient. Thus, D} (£2) is a Hilbert
space endowed with the inner product (u,v) = [, VauVavdzdy.

We emphasize that it is not necessary to assume (2 is bounded in the definition of D}(£2). Furthermore,
u € D§(Q) is called a weak solution to problem (1.1) if for every ¢ € C5°(£2), we always have

/Vauvacpdxdy = / gou% + \pulog u>dady. (1.3)
Q Q

v
S

In this case, we denote 27, := as critical exponent, we call the problem (1.1) is critical because the

=2
embedding from D} (£2) to LP(Q) i

is continuous and compact for 1 < p < 27 and is merely continuous when

o
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p = 27, (cf. [23]). In the absence of compactness, we need to consider the extremal function for the following
sharp Sobolev-type inequality (cf. [28]):

Cm,n,a”UHL?Z(RN) < ”VaU”N(JRN)a Vu € O((J)O(RN)a (1.4)
where ¢, .o > 0 is the largest constant such that (1.4) holds, i.e,
Cm,n,a = uegg‘}f(RN){HvauHL%RN) : ”U”L?Z(RN) =1}

The extremal functions of (1.4) are related to the following critical semilinear degenerate equation:
—(Apu+ (o + 1)22P*Ayu) = ud2, u > 0inRY. (1.5)

When o = 0, or n = 0, the equation (1.5) reduces to the constant scalar curvature equation on R", known
as the Yamabe problem. In this case, the non-trivial solution or extremal function is unique up to translation,
scaling, and multiplication by a constant, and is given by the Talenti bubble (cf. [5], [18] and [30] )

1

Forn > 1 and a > 0, the Baouendi-Grushin operator is known to be degenerate. In the special case where
n = 1,m = 2k (k € N*) and a = 1, the equation (1.5) reduces to the constant Webster curvature equation
on Heisenberg group for a solution w(x,y) that is radially symmetric in the variable x. When o = %, the
equation (1.5) represents the transonic flow problem, see, for example, [33]. For general m,n, and o, Monti
[27] and [28] proved that the extremal functions of (1.4) possess some degree of “spherical symmetry” via the
Kelvin transforms methods. Furthermore, Monti conjectured that the extremal functions of (1.4) are radial in
the variable z. In fact, Monti [28] proved his conjecture partially when m = 1, his result is :

Proposition A. The infimum of the values

Crmna = ueClogf(,RN){”vau”LZ(RN) t[ull 25 ravy = 1, w is radial in the variable '}
are always achieved by functions that are radial in the variable x. In the case where m = 1, we must have
Cmn,a = Cm,n,a, thus implying cp, n.o can also be achieved. Notably, when m = n = o = 1, up to a
translation in y, scaling and multiplication by a nonzero constant, the extremal function for (1.4) takes the

form of
1

(T+a2 + D)%

Another strong evidence in support of Monti’s conjecture is presented in [3], which gives

U(xvy) =

Proposition B. When m = 2,n = 1,a = 1, up to a translation in y, scaling and multiplication by a nonzero
constant, the extremal function of ¢z 1.1 is given by

1
T
((L+[2)2+32)
Additionally, Dou, Sun and Wang [16] have recently proved that

U(‘Tvy) =

Proposition C. If QQ—?Q is a positive integer, then Cp, .n,oc = Cmn,a, hence ¢y n o can be achieved in this case.
Furthermore, [16] also provides an explicit formulation for the extremal functions of ¢, 1, :

Proposition D. Assume thatm # 2 orm = 2,n # 1.

(1) For a = 1, up to a translation in vy, scaling and multiplication by a nonzero constant, the extremal of

Cm,n,a IS given by
1 2n+;n72

V) = (e
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(2) For a > 0, up to a translation in vy, scaling and multiplication by a nonzero constant, the extremal of
Crm,n, 18 given by

1 (efH 4 1y) 1
Uz, y) = - —(=,0]), 1.6
o mﬂw4+U2+WPP3mw(Oﬂ“1+1ﬁ+wP 3) o

where 1p(r) > 0and ¢ € C*[0, )NC°[0, 1] is the unique solution to the ordinary differential equation

n4+28—0+43

{www+«%—f%»¢0Y— ) <= ), 0
$(B) = L) = 0.1,y (3 — r2)79(r) =

Sfor constant C > 0 and 6 = m:fl_l,ﬁ =7 L

(1.7)

Recently, nonlinear equations with logarithmic terms have attracted significant attention due to their broad
applications in quantum mechanics, wave mechanics, nonlinear optics, nuclear physics, and other fields, see
[6], [36] and references therein. It is worth noting that Chen and Tian investigate in [7] the following semilinear
pseudo-parabolic equations with logarithmic nonlinear terms

— Auy — Au=uloglu|, (z,t) € Qx(0,T),
u(z,t) =0, (x,t) € 0 x (0,T), (1.8)
u(x,()) = UJO(I)’ T e Qa

where ug € H} (), T € (0,+00], @ C RY is a bounded domain with smooth boundary Q2 and N > 1.
Combined with the log-Sobolev inequality (see Section 5.2 below) and a family of potential wells relative to
equation (1.8), the author finds the existence of global solution and vacuum isolating behavior of solutions.
Furthermore, we also recommend consulting the following references for more comprehensive information on
sign-changing solution, positive solution and radial solution to logarithmic equations: [12], [15], [29], [31],
[32] and [34]. On the other hand, in case of nonlinear degenerate elliptic equations with subcritical growth and
general perturbation terms, the existence and multiplicity of weak solutions to Dirichlet problems have been
studied recently by [8-11, 26].

In case of & = 0, Ag = A as the standard Laplacian and ) = n + m = N, a recent result for the problem
(1.1) by Deng, He, Pan, et al. [14] considered the elliptic critical problem with logarithmic perturbation, which
used the property of Talenti bubbles and the methods of Brézis-Nirenberg [4] to give

Proposition E. In case of o = 0, A > 0 and N > 4, then the problem (1.1) admits a positive ground state

solution. When o = 0, N = 3 and — CS\LSSLI & < A\ <0, then the problem (1.1) admits a positive solution.

Inspired by these articles, we establish the existence of non-negative ground state solutions and non-trivial
solutions to problem (1.1) under certain conditions. Actually, for general a > 0, building on the conjecture of
Monti and the results above for extremal functions, it is reasonable to assume that:

(A) The value of ¢, »,« can be attained by a positive extremal function U.
At least according to Propositions A-D, assumption (A) holds in the following three cases:
(1) When m = 1, n is a natural number, and o« > 0.
(2) Whenm =2,n=1,and a = 1.
(3) When (m,n) # (2,1), « > 0, and the value of 5 s an integer.

We present our main results as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Assuming the condition (A), if Q > 4 and X\ > 0, then the problem (1.1) has a non-trivial
non-negative ground state solution.

It is worth noting that the case for () = 4 is particularly intricate. In this scenario, as 5—?2 = 4 is a positive

integer, ¢, n,o 1s achieved by Proposition C, and the extremal functions can be explicitly formulated but rather
complicated. Specifically, for @ = m + n(a + 1) = 4 and a > 0, we have three cases: m =2,n = 1,a = 1;
3



m=1n=2a= 2, and m = 1,n = 1,a = 2. In section 3.2 below, we will provide a comprehensive
discussion of these cases in details.
Regarding the case for A < 0, we will prove:

Theorem 1.2. Assuming the condition (A), if 2 < Q < 4, — é"‘é"a < X\ < 0, then the problem (1.1) has a

non-trivial non-negative solution.
Furthermore, we apply the Dual Fountain Theorem (cf. [2]) to obtain the following result:

Theorem 1.3. Let Q > 2, if X\ < 0, then the problem (1.1) has a non-trivial weak solution. Moreover, if

Q-2
2
0>A>— 2 o ‘m, ———mma  then the problem (1.1) has infinitely many weak solutions with negative energy.
212 (-2

2. PRELIMINARIES

Notations: For simplicity, different positive constants are commonly denoted by C, C;, i € Nt, some-
times no designation is required. The notation O(t) represents |O(t)| < C't, and 0,,(1) denotes 0, (1) — 0 as
n — 0o.

In addition, the integral symbol [, |u|dzdy and the LP(£2) norm || - || 1» (o) are often denoted by [, |u|dz
and || - ||p respectively. The notation u4 = max{u,0} and u_ = min{u, 0} is also commonly used.

2.1. Energy functional and mountain pass geometry structure.
The energy functional I : D§(Q2) — R associated with equation (1.1) is defined by

/ |V ul?dz — —/ u?edz — %/ﬂ(u2 logu? — u?)dz. (2.1)
Since 2 C RY is bounded and the following inequality holds, for § > 0
[u?logu?| < Cs(Jul*~° + [u*T). (2.2)

Then from the Sobolev embedding in [23], one can easily verify that the functional I(u) is well-defined in
D§(€2) and belongs to C' (D§(R2),R). As a consequence, we get

(I'(u), o) = | VauVapdz —/ Jul?e"2updz — )\/ uplogu?dz, (2.3)
Q Q Q

for any u, p € D{(Q). Clearly, the critical points of I are weak solutions to the problem (1.1). Furthermore, if
we consider the energy functional

* A
/ |Voul?dz — — Qui"‘dz —3 /Q(ui logu? — u3 )dz. (2.4)
In turn, if w is a critical point of I, we have
(I' (u), ) = / VauVapdz — / ui_‘t‘_ltpdz — /\/ uyplogu’idz =0, (2.5)
Q Q Q

for any ¢ € D}(£2). Since uyu_ =0,

/ui‘*"flu_dz = / uyu_loguidz = 0.
Q Q

Choose ¢ = u_ in (2.5), note that by Lemma 3.5 in [17],

Vou = {Vau, if u <0,

0, otherwise.
One has
VaouVaou_dz = / |Vau_|2dz =0,
Q Q
thus u_ = 0. Hence all the critical points of I are non-negative solutions to the problem (1.1).
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2c8 . . .
Lemma 2.1. IfQ > 2,\ > — Z’”LI’S""‘, then the functional 1, satisfies the mountain pass geometry structure.

That is,
() . (0) =0,
(b) there exist two constants o, p > 0 such that Iy (u) > o > 0 if [|u p1 o) = p,
(c) there exists a function v € D} (Q) so that I (v) <0 ivaHDé(Q) > p,

where ||u||pi(q) is defined by (1.2).

Proof. Clearly, I (0) = 0. To verify conditions (b) and (c), we divide the proof into two cases.
Casel: A > 0.
Using the sharp Sobolev-type inequality given in (1.4), for A > 0 and 0 < § < min{2,2* — 2}, there exists
o > 0 such that
S A
i+ el - 5 [ v togudas

L2 1 2: A > A 2 2
= 5”“”1)3(9) - gHqu -+ EHU’JFHQ D) (s |1} uy loguydz

1 1
L (u) = Sllullpy) — 5l

L2 25 246
> 5”“”Dé(ﬂ) - C”“-ﬁ-”pé(g) - C”“-ﬁ-”pé(g) >0>0

if |Jul| = p > 0 is sufficiently small.
For a non-zero function v € D(l)(Q) and v > 0 a.e., set v := tu with ¢ > 0. Then we get,

e 2 2, M )t 2 2,2
I (v) = Li (tu) = S llullpy o) — 5 llus s + o lluslls — 5 [ Aud log(t™u? )dz < 0
2 0 20( « 2 2 Q
if £ > 0 is large enough.
2€3 o
Case 2: QI <A<O0.

First of all, for A < 0, we have

1 1 2% A
e0) = lullhy o) ~ gollus 3 - 5 [ o (ogu? —
1 1 o\
= Slullby) = 5 luslas = 5 [ ul log(e  u)dz
2 0(Q2) 9 &9
1 1 A B
> Sl = 5ol -5 [ u2 log(e "2 )
a {e~tu? <1}
1 1 2% )\/
> —ullZ g — — a2 “1)d
= 2||U||Dg(sz) 2ZHU+HQQ 2 (et <1) )dz
1 9 s 2* A
> 5”“”Dé(ﬂ) - EcmwnvaHuH’Dé(Sz) + §|Q|
Condition (b) is satisfied if
1 1 _o 2% A Q
iy — e emiallul g + 5101 > 0 when [lulpye) = e

Q
2cm,n,a

which means that — o < A < 0 and is consistent with our hypothesis. In addition, applying a similar

argument as Case 1 above, we can find a function v € D(Q) so that I (v) < 0if [vllpy() > p- Then we
complete the proof. 0

2.2. The Palais-Smale condition.

Definition 2.1. On a Hilbert space H, We call {u,,}°°_, is a (PS). sequence of a functional E € C*(H,R), if

E(uy) — ¢, E'(up) = 0asn — oo. We call {u, }22, is a (PS)? sequence of a functional E € C'(H,R), if

there exist a sequence of finite dimensional space H,, with H,, C H,+1 — H such that u,, € H,, E(u,) —
5
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¢ (Blm,) (un) — 0 asn — oo. If every (PS). or (PS)% sequence is bounded and admits a convergent
subsequence, then we say the functional E satisfies the (PS). or (PS)# condition. Besides, it is worth noting
that (PS)% condition implies (PS) condition (cf. Remarks 3.19 in [35]).

Lemma 2.2. Assume that there exists a sequence {u,} C D}(Q) satisfying u, — u weakly in D} () and

Uy, — U a.e. in ). Then we obtain

n—-+oo

lim u? logudz = / u?log u?dz. (2.6)
Q Q

Proof. For 0 < § < min{2, 2% — 2}, and any Lebesgue measurable set A C 2 we have from (2.2) that

/ |uz logu?|dx < 05/ (Jun|*~° + |un[**?) da,
A A

where Cs > 0 is a constant dependent on 0. From the Vitali convergence theorem, we can deduce (2.6) from
the fact u,, — u in L**9(Q). a

The following proposition shows us the energy functional and the convergence of (P.S)? sequences have the
following properties.

Proposition 2.1. For Q > 2, we have:
(a) IfA=0andc < then I(u) and Iy (u) satisfy the (PS)? condition;

Q-2
(0) If A< 0andc < QC% na — ‘g' (Q—z) 2 |)\|% then I(u) and 1 (u) satisfy the (PS)?% condition;
(¢) If A < 0andc € (—o00,0) U (0, éc,Qn n.a)s> then for every (PS); sequence {u,} of I or I, there exists

0 # u € D(Q) such that u,, — u weakly and u is a critical point.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we only prove the case for I. The proof for I will be similar.
Proof of (a): Let {u,} C H, be a (PS)’ sequence of I, where H,, is a finite dimensional space with
H,, C H,11 — D}(Q), which means that

I(un) — ¢, (Ilm,) (un) — 0asn — oc. 2.7)
We first claim that ||u,,|| is bounded. In fact, from (2.1) and (2.3), we obtain

/|V Un dz——/ dz——/(u logu? —u2)dz = ¢+ on(1), (2.8)
Q Q
and
/|Vaun|2dz—/ui‘*"dz—/\/u%logu%dZZon(1)||un|\D(1)(Q) (2.9)
Q Q Q

as n — oco. Then it follows from (2.8) and (2.9) that

1
¢+ 0n(1) + 0n(V)llunllpy(e) = I(un) = 5" (un)s un)

1 1 o* A
= (5 = o) lunllzs + §Hun|\§ > Cllun,

2,
x asn — oQ.
2 2% 2; = C

gz < C + 0n(1)||lunllpy (o). Using (2.9) again, we get, for n large enough,

JunlBoyy < €+ on(unllpyoy + [ i log i

sc+on(1>|\un|\pg(m+c/ ufédzw/ (| dz
Q Q

9t
<C+ On(l)HunHDg(Q) + C”unH2g

(2.10)

1
< C + 00 (1)unllpyeny + on(Dllunl 5 -
6



Then there exists C' > 0 such that |[un|lp1(q) < C, which means that {u,} is bounded in H,. So up to a
subsequence, there exists u € D (£2) such that

u, —u weakly in Dj(1),
u, = u strongly in LP (), 1 <p < 27,
Up — u  a.e.in ).

Since (I|g, ) (un) — 0, then for every ¢y, € Hy, we have
lim (I'(un), pr) = (I'(u), pr) = 0.

n—oo

For ¢ € D{(2) and any ¢ > 0, and ko large enough, there exists oy, € Hy, such that ||¢ — @, D1 <&,
thus

(I'(u), @) = (I'(u), o) + (I'(u), o — ko) < Ce.
Lete — 0, we obtain (I'(u), ¢) = 0. That implies u is a weak solution of the problem (1.1). Then it follows

that
I(u) = (%—%)/ﬂu Zdz+%/ﬂu2dz. .11

Since (I’ (uy, ), un) — 0, from Lemma 2.2 and (2.7)—(2.9), we may set v,, = u,, — u, then we have

1 1 *
I(u) + = / Vava|?dz — o= [ vaedz = ¢+ o,(1) (2.12)
2 Q 2a Q

/ |V v |?dz — / vi‘*"dz = 0,(1).
Q Q

IVavnll2 = 1, [[va]l2s — 1 asn — oc.

and

We may therefore assume that

Using Sobolev-type inequality given in (1.4), we deduce
1> 2l (2.13)

If [ = 0, then the proof is complete. If not, I > ¢ ,, ,. Combined it with (2.11) and (2.12), we get for A > 0

1 A
c=(3- 27)( 2)+ 2 lullz
. (2.14)
Q(mna+||u 2*)262%7100

which contradicts with ¢ < Q ¢ p.o- Thus I = 0, u, — u strongly in D§(€2) and I(u) satisfies the (PS)
condition.
Proof of (b): On the other hand, for A < 0 and [ # 0, we deduce from (2.14) that

2

A
- 1 ull2s -

c>—c

1

= Q m,mn,o é

For g(t) = (%tzg — ‘—2||Q|1_¥t2), then ¢'(t)|t=¢, = 0 implies that ty = (QT_)
direct calculation, we notice that

. From the

Q] ,Q—2,222 o

: 1 2% |)‘| 1—2% 2\ _ _ 2 =
min (@t - 7|Q| “t%) = g(to) = 0 (—2 ) IA[Z.
Then we deduce that
1 19] Q-2 9
c Z _cgzna A\ 9 2 A ?
G%ma =g () T



—2
which contradicts to the condition in (b): ¢ < %c%nya - % (%) = |/\|% Thus we have [ = 0 and the
conclusion of (b) is proved.
Proof of (¢): Suppose {uy} is a (PS)% sequence. From the proof of (a), we know {u,} is bounded in
D} (). Thus, up to a subsequence, there exists u € D () such that

u, —u weakly in DJ(12),
u, = u strongly in LP(Q), 1 <p < 27,
Up — u  a.e.in .

Similar to the proof of (@), we can also deduce u is a weak solution of the problem (1.1). Assume that u = 0.
Then from the condition in (c), we can get from (2.13) and (2.14) that ! > ¢2, | ,I*?> andc = (1 — &)l #0.

m,m,x 2

That means ¢ > %C%,n,a’ which is a contradiction with the condition in (c¢). Therefore, we have u # 0. O

2.3. Basic estimates for rescaled extremal function.

For z = (z,9) € Q, let do(2) = (|z[?@TY + |y|2)m denote the homogeneous metric in RY, and
define B,(z) = {v € RN |da(z — v) < r}. Hence, we shall employ the formula for radial functions in polar
coordinates on homogeneous groups, which we recall here: For every 0 < r; < ry and for every measurable
function f : [r1, 2] — R, we have

/ F(da(2))dz = Q|B1 (0)| / " F(p)p? o, 2.15)
BT‘z (0)\37‘1 (0) 1

provided at least one of the two integrals exists.
If ¢y n.o in (1.4) can be attained by a positive function U, then up to scaling, and multiplication by a positive
constant, we can assume that

IVaUI3 = IIU

Correspondingly, U satisfies —A, U = U 2.-1in RN, Furthermore, we have:

2 = Q (2.16)

m,n,u’

Lemma 2.3. For U(z) mentioned in (2.16), we obtain

1
That is, there exist constants C'y, Cy such that
Cl C'2
RO <U(z) < RBLEE when dg(z) > 1.
Proof. See Theorem 1.1 in [25]. O

We emphasize here that by employing localization techniques and utilizing the same regular estimation
approach as outlined in the appendix (see section 5 below), one can demonstrate that U is continuous.
For ¢ > 0, the rescaled functions is defined as

2o 1 1
Ue(z,y) =7 U(ng ﬁy)’

which satisfies —A, U, = UEQ‘*’f1 in RY and
IVaU- |2 = |U|2 = ¢, ., foralle > 0.

m,n,q)

Since Q N {z = 0} # (), we may assume 0 € € without loss of generality. Take suitable small R > 0
satisfying
BR(O) C BQR(O) C Q,
and n(x,y) € C§°(Q) satisfying n(x,y) = 1in Br(0), 0 < n(z,y) < 1in B2r(0), supp(n(z,y)) C Bar(0),
then we set
ue (2, y) = n(z, y)Us(z,y). (2.18)
We have the following estimates immediately



Lemma 2.4. For u. defined by (2.18) and Q > 2, when € — 07, we have
(2.19)

/ |V oue?dz = C?n,n,oz + O(EQ_2),
Q
/ ulidz = ¢, .+ 0(e9), (2.20)
Q
Ce@-2, if2<Q <4,
/ u?dz < Ce?|loge| +O(e?), if Q =4, 2.21)
@ Ce? + 0(e972), if Q> 4.

All the constants C' here are independent of R and &

Proof. Let us begin to compute

alle Z = alNUe zZ = NVaUe +UcVan z
Vaue|?d Vo (nU:)2d Vo U. + U.Vn|?d
Q Q Q
/ 2|VQUE|2dz+2/(nUE)<VQn, VaUa>dz+/ U2|Van|?dz
Q Q Q

/<v UE,VQ(nQUE»dz—i—/ U§|van|2dz:/n2U33dz+/ U2V an|?dz
Q Q Q Q

_/ Uf’&dz+/U§|van|2dz—/ Ufzdz—/(l—n2)Ufzdz
RN Q RN\Q Q

ZZ/ UgZ:‘dZ—l—Al—Ag,
RN

where
A = / U2|Van?dz, Ay = / UZedz + /( — ) UZde.
Q RN\Q Q
It can be determined that V7 = 0 in Br(0) when n = 1. Therefore, we have
1 1
2-Qur2(Z,p
e %U (E:v, Ea+1y)dz

UZdz =C
B2r(0)\Br(0) B2r(0)\Br(0)
1
2 —dz

A <C
—C/ 2QQU2d2<C‘/ gf—
OW cda(m)<22 da(2)?@71

“‘:o ”\:o

= C/ 237 Qdr = 0(e972).
R

€

= 0(e@). Indeed,
1 1
)dz

Moreover, it is easily seen that A
el cart?

0< /(1 — U2 dz < / UZeds = / —QU (
Q Q\BRr(0) Q\Br(0)
c
dz

< e~ 9eRU%dz g/ e
/RN\BR(O) do(z)> B da(2)??
—+oo
= c/ =97 dr = O(e9),
R

and an equivalent estimate applies to the other term in As. So we obtain

/ Vaue’dz = &2, 0+ O0(972) = O(9) = ¢ o +O(e97?)
9
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. 2%
Concerning fQ uz>dz, we get

/|u5|23dz:/(nU5)2;dz=/ Ufz‘dz—/ Ufzdz—i-/(n% —1)U32dz:cg)n7a+O(EQ).
Q Q RN RN\Q Q

Next, for Q > 4, we compute

11
/ uldz = / (nU:)*dz < / UZdz = / QU (-, —qy)dz
Q Q Bar(0) Bar(0) € ¢
- / 52U2dz:52( / U%dz + / Uzdz)
Bag (0) £ (0)\ B1(0)

c 2R
2 _ 3=«
<(c+ / ——odz) =¥ (C+C / ar)
1<da(2)< 22 do(2)2@~1
[ Ce?lloge| +0O(e?), if Q =4,
Tl Ce?24+0(e972), if Q>4
Especially, for 2 < ) < 4, we obtain
1 1 1
uldz §/ e2-Qu? —x, y)dz < C’szfQ/ dz
/sz : Bsr(0) (5 gatl ) 0<da(2)<2R (e71da(2))*Q=2
2R
= C’EQ_Q/ r3Qdr = Ce972,
0
Hence, we have
Ce?@2 if 2<Q <4,
/ 2dz < { Ce?|loge| +0(e?), if Q =4,
Q Ce? 4+ 0(e972), if Q> 4.

Actually, we can also give the lower bound of fQ u2dz by using U(z) > ﬁTﬂ. Since this result is not
required for the subsequent proof, we omit its detailed derivation. Then we complete the proof. 0

It is worth noting that the similar estimates as in Lemma 2.4 hold on the Carnot group (cf. [24]).

3. A > 0: EXISTENCE OF NON-NEGATIVE SOLUTIONS

In this section, we first give a significant estimate of the logarithmic term for () > 4. Building on this result,
we need to demonstrate that the mountain pass value ¢y of I is strictly less than the non-compactness level
Qc% n.o and finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3.1. @ > 4: Estimates of logarithmic term.

Lemma 3.1. For u. defined by (2.18), if ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, then for Q > 4, we have

/ u?loguldz = (Q — 2)e?|loge]| U?dz + O(£?). 3.1)
Q RN

Proof Recalling that the homogeneous metric dy (z) = (|z[2(4*) + |y|2)2@ 1. The circumstance in which
@ > 4 is comparatively uncomplicated and independent of the particular form of U(z,y). And our proof
requires only the asymptotic estimate provided by (2.17).

Above all, we split log u? into log ? + log UZ as follows.

/ug logu?dz = / U2 1ogn2dz+/ n*UZ2logU2dz =: By + Bs.
Q Q Q
10



Taking into account that log 7 = 0 in Br(0) and [t?logt?| < C for0 <t < 1, we get

|B1| = }/ n*logn?U2dz| < C’/ UZdz
B2r(0)\Br(0) B2r(0)\Br(0)

1 1
=c U (S, py)de
B2r(0)\Br(0)
1 3.2)
=C 2U%dz < C/ 5272Q74d2
B2r (0)\Br (0) <do(z)<2L do(2)

2R

<= Q-1
_ 2" _ Q-2
_O/E € r2Q_4dr—C'5 ,

which means that
By = 0(s97?). (3.3)

As for By, we have
By = / n*UZlog U2dz + / U2log U2dz =: Bs + By.
Q\Br(0) Br(0)
For ¢ € (0, 1), using (2.2), we receive

\BR(O) \Br(0)

—Q)e- 1 1
205/ AL U9 (=z, a+1y)dz+05/ -
Q\Br(0) e ¢ Q\Br(0)

<Cs / /A PR e / QD o
RN\B g (0) RN\B g (0)

(2-Q)(2+6) 1
2 U2+5(

1
v rry)dz (3.4

We may as well take § > 0 small enough, then we have,

Q—-2)2+68)>(Q—-2)(2-06)>Q >4

Thus,
+oo Q-1 +oo Q-1
(2-Q)(2-9) T (2—Q)(2+9) T
< Q+EZ9eE=n Q+ =+
[Bs| < C/E : G ok C/E ‘ e
= CeQr EHED Q- (Q-D@-0) [ 12 | 0 @+ A 0 (Q-2)(2+49) £ 3.5

(Q=2)(2-6) (Q=2)(2+3)
=Ce 2 +Ce 2 < 0(e?).

Next, we compute

1
/ UZlogUZdz = / 27 QU (—x,
Br(0) Br(0) €

2 QU2

1 _ 1 1
g y) log (&* QU2(gx7 Wy))dz

Ty i1 y)loge? Qdz

Br(0)

1 1 1
+ [ e oy (UG )
BR(O) € Oc+1 ( e 5a+1 )

= / g2 log£2_QU2dz+/ £2U% log U?dz.
B (0) Br(0)
By (2.17), for any constant o with (Q —2)(2 — g) > Q,
C

U?~dz < / ———dz < C.
/RN\Bl(O) RN\ B (0) da(z)(sz)(Q*Q)
11



Since U is bounded in B1(0), we conclude U (z,y) € L>~¢(RY). Therefore,

By > (Q — 2)?| logEI/ U?dz + 52/ U?logU?dz
RN By (0)n{U<1}

> (Q —2)&? 10g5|/ U?dz — 052/ U?%dz
RN B

£ (0)
=(Q —2)?|loge]| /N U?dz + O(e?).
On the other hand, one can also get :
By < (Q — 2)&%|loge| /RN U?dz + O(e?). (3.6)

Combined with (3.3), (3.4)—(3.6), we get

/uglogugdz:(Q—2)52|10g5|/ U?dz + O(?),
Q RN

which completes the proof. 0

3.2. @ = 4: Estimates of logarithmic term.

Before getting the estimates, we need the following useful lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that ¢(r) > 0 and 1) € C?[0, 1) N C°[0, ]. Besides, if for some 6 € [0, 1), we have ¥

satisfies
lim (l — )%/ (r) = 0. (3.7)

r—($)" 2
Then v is (1 — 0)-Hélder continuous.
Proof. Consider f(r) := (4 — r7=7), then we have
1

il ey~ 1 O/ (s) =
G = gl e =

lim f'(r) = lim

r—0+ r—0+ 0 —1

Therefore, f € C'0, 3] is Lipschitz continuous, so we obtain, for 71,3 € [0, 3

[9(m) = 0] = 175 —m)*) = (G —2) ) < €l — )= — (

which means that ¢ is (1 — §)-Holder continuous. O

bl

- 7’2)179| <Clr1 — 7’2|1797

N =

Now, we give the main Proposition of this section:

Proposition 3.1. Let Q = 4, for a fixed small R and u. is defined by (2.18). When R > ¢ — 0T, we have
/ u?logu?dz > C(R)e*|loge| — Cse?|logel, (3.8)
Q

where C3 is a constant independent of €, R and C(R) — 400 as R — 0.

Proof. Due to the inherent complexity of the logarithmic terms, direct utilization of the asymptotic estimate of
the solution U (z) at infinity, as we did in Lemma 2.4, is not feasible for completing the proof. To overcome this
obstacle, we must deduce precise estimates for the coefficients of the term 2| log £|, which is a difficult point
for us. Firstly, we point out that by Lemma 2.4, in the case @ = 4 we have [, u2dz < Ce?|loge| 4+ O(e?),
thus estimate (3.8) remains invariant under scaling and multiplication by a constant. Therefore, we only need

to prove the estimate (3.8) for u.(z,y) = 1(z, y)Us(z,y) = £ 2" 1(z, y)U (L, —L+y) under the following

three cases of @ = m + n(a + 1) = 4 and m,n € N even though (2.16) maybe fails:
12



(H)m=2,n=1a=1,
1

U(z,y) = T
(2> +1)2 +[y?)

2)m=1,n=1a=2,
1 (lz[> +1,y) 1

U ) = 1 — (5,0 ;

(z,v) ((|:v|3+1)2—|— |y|2)3¢(’(|x|3+1)2+ |y|? (2 )’)

3) m:l,n:2,a:%,

U(v): s 3 )
o «mz+w+wm§(hﬂwuv+m2 2

Recall .
/ ﬂ%@WM=QBMm/ F(p)p®dp.
Bv‘z (0)\37‘1 (0) T1

Specially, we point out that since €, R are sufficiently small, we have log e < 0 and log((|x|**! +e2F1)2 +
|y|2) < 0in BQR(O).

Case 1: ThecaseforQ =4,m=2n=1,a=1.
In this situation, U, (x, y) can be expressed as follows.

Ue(z,y) =

3

T
(]2 +22)% + [y/?)*
Now, we are required to estimate the lower bound of fQ u?log u2dz under the homogeneous metric d,(z)

defined as (|z|* + |y|?)3.
/ u?logu?dz = / UZn* log n*dz +/ n*U2logU2dz =: Dy + D».
Q Q Q

Similar as (3.2), we obtain
| | 52 2 2 52
Dlz‘/ nlogndz‘gC/ dz
Bar(O\Br(0) (7[> +€%)% + |y[? Bar(0\Br(0) (2% +€2)% +[y/?
2R 3
" (3.9)

1
§052/ dz:(}a?/ — dr
Bar(0\Br(0) (|7[* + [y?) + & r rt+et

1 2R
- 052(1 log(r* 4+ &%) 5 = O(e%).
As for Dy, we have
2 2100 ((|2]2 + £2)2 + |y|2
D2=25210g6/ 5 7722 2d2—52/77 g((2|| 22) 2|y|)dz=:D3—D4.
o ([z* + %) + |y o (2P +e2)?+yl
Estimating the lower bound of Ds is equivalent to estimating the lower bound of D3 and the upper bound of

D,. We obtain
3

1 2R
dz =2Q|B1(0 5210ga/ o ER—
o) (T T o) 2 [B1(0) ) e

dr

D3 > 2¢2 1og5/

B
(3.10)

1
— 2Q|Bl(0)|(€2 loga(z 10g(r4 + 54)) zR

1
= (§Q|Bl (0)|log(16R* + £*))e? loge — 2Q|B1(0)[e* log®
13



and D4 =: D5 — Dg, where

21 4 2 4
Y g GRS
Q

|z]* + [y]? + & ’
o [ nPlog(jzt + [y2 4+t nPlog ((Jzf* +¢%)* +[y]?)
D6 =& - d
Q |z]* + |y|? + &* (Jx> +€2)% + |y|?

Then by integration, we have

1 4 2 4 Rl 4 4
D, < 62/ Og((liil + |y2| )+4E ) 4 — Q|Bl(0)|52/ og(: +48 ) 34,
Bro (z[*+1y?) +e 0 rt+e

1
=QIBl(O)IEQ(glogQ(r‘*+s4))]f (3.11)

= (%le (0)|Tog®(R* +£%))e? — 2Q| B1(0) [ log” .

The lower bound estimate for Dg is relatively complex and requires adding and subtracting terms, which can
be seen as

D — 52/ 2(10g(|96|4 +lylP+et)  log((lz* +€2)° + |y|2))d2
Q

|z]* + y|? + & (Jz[2 +e2) + |y|2
2/ 2(10g(|3:|4 +ly2+et) log ((lz* +e)? +y?)  log ((Jz]* +€2) + |y|?)
= £ —
Q x4 + |y]? + e |z]* + |y|? + &* x4 + |y|? + e

log ((e” + " +1y1)y
(e + [z?) + [y/?
lz]* +]y[>4e*

log oy 2¢21212 1o 2 4 22)2 4 |y2
_ 52/772< il |2+822)2+|yf |:E| g ((|$| ) |y| ) )dz =: D7 + Dsg.
Q lz|* + [y[? + ¢ (lz[* + [y + ) (|22 +£2)2 + [y]?)
4 2 4
Since § < % < 1, we get
4 2 4
log bty e 1 1
D, > 62/ QTP 4, > (Jog = 62/ 1»
Bar(0) |z[*+[yl* +e* ( 2) Bar(0) (12[* + [y[?) + &
1 8 1, 4,1 2R 3.12
= (Q|Bl(0)| log 5)52/ ———dr = (Q|Bl(0)| log —)52(— log(r* + 54)) 0 (3.12)
o T*+e 2 4

1 1 1
= (ZQ|Bl(O)| log 5 log(16R4 + 54))52 - (Q|B1(O)| log 5)52 loge
and
22|z
(2| + [y + &) ((lz]? + £2)2 + |y|?

22([a[* + [y?)}
> [ log((alt + Iy%) + <) d
Bon (T + ) + 77

2R 2.5 4 4 4

er®log(r* + %)

= 2Q|B1(0)|e? —_—
| 1( )|€ /0 (7‘4 84)2

2R 5

:8Q|Bl(0)|5210ga/ i
0

Dg > 52/ log ((|z> + %)% + |y|?) dz
Bar )

= P log (e*(r* + 1))
dr = 2Q| B, (0 2/ i
r =250 | G

=os log(r* 4 1)

d
Gtz

r 2

r2 2R
> 2Q|B1(0)|e* log e ((arctan(r?)

“arpl +0(e?)

AR 8Q|B1(0)|R?
= 2Q)|B1(0)| arctan (8—2)52 log s — 16|Ri7(+)|54

14
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Hence we can obtain from (3.9) — (3.13) that
1
/ u?loguidz > O(e?) + (§Q|B1(O)| log(16R* + *))e%log e — 2Q|B1(0)[e* log” &
Q
1
- (§Q|Bl (0)] 10g2(R4 +¢*))e? +2Q|B1(0)|e? log® e

+ (inBl( )|10g 10g(16R4 +e*))e? — (Q|Bl(0)|log%)52 loge

AR?, , 8Q|B1(0)|R?
+ 2Q|Bl(0)| arctan (8—2)5 IOgE — W

2
= (— Q|B1(0)|log 2 — 2Q|B1(0)| arctan (4f ) — —Q|Bl( )| log(16 R* +- 84))€2| log ¢|

+0(e?)

etloge

1
> Q|B1(0)|( —log2 — 7 — 3 log(17R"))e*|loge| + O(£?).

Case 2: Thecasefor Q =4, m=1,n=1,a = 2.

In this situation,

€ e*(lz]* +¢°,y) 1
U (z, = 1 - (5:0)]),
) ((]? + %)% + |y|2)3w(‘ (P + 27+l 2 )
where ¥(r) > 0,9(3) = 1,¢'(0) = 0, ¢ € C?[0, 1) N C°[0, 3] satisfies
lim (l — )3/ (r) = 0. (3.14)

—(3)- 4
According to Lemma 3.2 and (3.14), ¢ is %-Hélder continuous, which means that

|17|3+€ Y) 1

|z + €% y) 1 )
|£v|3+€3)2+|y|2 2
e%(|=[* +8 ,Y) 1 1
C‘ —(=,0) = (=0
‘ (|$|3+5 ,Y) |
(|22 4+ %) + |y|?
€
T
((Jz]® +3)2 + [y[2)®

Next, we present the lower bound estimates of fQ u?logu?dz under the homogeneous norm defined as

A

(3.15)

do(z) = (|| 4 |y|2)%. The initial splitting method is the same as in Case 1.
/ng logugdz = /9772 lognQdez + /Q 772U52 log dez =: E1 + E». (3.16)
Recall the following basic inequalities:
C(a® +b%) < (a4 b)* <a* +b*, fora,b>0, and k € (0,1). (3.17)
And fora,b > 0, kK > 1, one has

a® + b < (a+b)F < Oy (a* +bY), (3.18)
15



Thus we obtain by (3.17) and (3.18) that

821/12
|E| = ‘/ n*logn” 5 dZ‘
B2r(0)\Br(0) ((|x|3 4 53)2 + |y|2)§
e2 2R 3
<C ~dz = 052/ — _dr (3.19)
Bar(0\Br(0) ((|[2|° + [y|?) +€°)3 R (r0+e%)s

2R 7‘3
S 052/ ﬁdT S 082,
rR T+te

which means that E; = O(g?). After that, we compute E.

1 1
FEy = / e’ 5 10ga2dz+/ n*ipe? 5 log 1%dz
@ (|22 +3)2 + [y[?) ® @ ((|2]? +3)2 + [y[2)®
1 2
- [ e ~log ((of* + %) + yf?) Fdz
@ ((|2* +€%)2 + [y[?) ®
= FE3+ FEy — Fs.

While estimating F3, E4 and Es5, we consistently decompose 12 into (2 — 1) + 1 to leverage the %-Hélder
continuity of v in the process of proof. Then E5 can be written as

2 21 2 2 2 -1 21 2
E3:/ e o8 2dZ—l—/ i (d) )E o8¢ gdZ:Z FEs + E7.
(2 +e%)2 +[y[?)® ((Jz? +e%)2 + [y[?) ®

For Egs, we have

1 1
E625210g52/ 2d22€210g€2/ 5 zdz
Bar(0) ((|zf® +3)2 + |y|2)® Bar(0) (([#]° + [y[*) +€°)3
, 2R 3 ) 2R 3

=2 BOalos/ ——dr =2Q|B sloa/ ——dr

QB0 oz [ rdr = 20BO oge |

(2£)?

= Q|B1(0)|2 1o a/ T (3.20)

Q' 1( )l g 0 (T3+1)%

= Q|B1(0)|? 10g5<%( log (1 — W) + \/_log(\/\/; +1)
- (—1)% log (1 — E_lﬁ))> 05_2.

3+ 1

In the last equality above, we have used the fact that:

T 1
/mdr_?)( 1og( \/T_)—l-\/_log(

2 (—1)3r
—(=1)3 log (1 — %773—4_1)) +C.

16



Here, for multivalued functions, we select a particular single-valued branch. Therefore, by using Taylor expan-
sion, we obtain

E¢ > Q|B1(0)|e? loga( — %1og (1- ﬁ) oz + O(l))
— QIBL(0))"log = - %log (0~ i D +o)
= QIB1(0)] log = - %log (%ﬁ) L% +o() (3.21)
= QB0 log<log (5 ) + O(1)QIB (0)/<* loge

= —2Q|B1(0)|*log® ¢ + (%Q|Bl (0)|1og(192R%) + O(1)Q|B1(0)|)e* log e.

In addition, by (3.15), we obtain

1
E7225210g5/ |9? — 1] zdz
B2r(0) ((l® +)2 + [y[?)®

1
> Ce logE/ c T Fdz
e (< + ) (e 420+ )’

=Ce loga/ §d220<€210g5/
P ((Jof + 53)2 ) Bano) (217 + [y?) + <)

) (3.22)

5
6
2R 3 (222 r
= C¢? loga/ — _dr=0C¢? loga/ ———dr > C<?loge.
o (r8+e%)6 0 (r3 4+1)8

Hence, we get from (3.21) and (3.22) that
1
E3 > —2Q|B1(0)|e?log? e + (§Q|Bl(0)| log(192R%) + C)e? loge. (3.23)

As for Ey, since |2 log?| < C, we always have |E4loge| < —C Fg. Then we obtain
|E4| < Ce?|loge. (3.24)

Finally, we provide an upper bound estimate for Es5, where the estimation for Eg is more complex and requires
a separate estimation of the leading term and the residual term.

2 2
3 3

1 3 2 1 3 .3)2 2
E5_/n2620g((|$| +€?) +|y|2) dz—l—/n( 2_1520g((|x| +¢°) +|y|2) dz = Eg + Eo,
@ ((l® +€%)> + [y[*)® @ ((f* + %) + [yl)®

where

2
1 3+ 2\ 3
E8=/772€2 og (2> + &%) + |y |g) ds
e (2l + %)% + [y|?)®
2
3

[ olog(lz]® + [yl +£%)5 5 olog ((Jz> + %) + [y[?)*
= € 5 5 o2 dz + n°e —dz
@ (I° + [y|* 4 £%)3 Q (|3 +3)2 + |y[2)®

/ 2 210g(|5ﬂ|6‘f‘|3J|2‘f'<€ )%dz)
0 (lz[6 + [y[> 4 €9)3
=: E10 +E11.



Using (3.17) again, for Ey(, we obtain

2
3

_/ 2 2108(2)° +[yl* +&° )%dz<€2/ log((||° + [yl*) +=°)
o (216 +JyP? +9)5 = Jeao  ((J2[° + |y|?) +£6)3
5 1 log(r® + %) 3 B3 log(rt + &%)
:Q|B1(O)|5/ L dr < QIBi(0))e / —
o (r6 + 6)3 0 r*+¢ (3.25)
1 R
— Q|B1(O)|52(§ log?(r* + e*)) }0

— 20|B1(0)|2log = + (%Q|B1(O)| log?(R* + £%))?

and for ', we get

2
En _/772621%(('96'SJFE 1yl )Sdz—/ 2 2log(lal + [yl +°)5
_ ) )
@ ((|lz> +e3)2 + [y[?)® Q (|]6 + |y|? +€%)3
1
2_2 6 2 6\ 2
= e log(|x|® + + ¢ 2( o )dz
/Q e log(|al® + Jy|? + °) (Wﬂg) T P TR
+/ e (log ((jaf® +2%)2 + [yl?) | — log(Jo® + |y + %)’ ) s
@ (2> +e%)2 + |y]? )3

2

(Iz]® + [y> + %3 = ((J=]® + %)% + [y[?
2
(2 +€3)2 + y[2) * (|z]° + |y|*> + £°)

2
3
= / e log(|z|° + |y|? + £°)5 ) dz
Q 2

2.2 (=°4+*)+y?\ 2
e ((Jz® +e%)2 +y?)?

To facilitate computation, we directly estimate the magnitude of |E11|.

2] 6 2 6)2 22|33 2 2 2
pjs [ PGl WO, o2t __
Bar(0) ((le‘“’ + lyl?) +¢€%)3 Bor(0) ((|2|° + [y[?) +°)5

2R
_ 2%Q|Bl(0)|52/ 2r3r2|log(r® + ¢ 6)3 | 73
B 0 (r6 +£6)3

R
dr + §Q|Bl(0)|(10g2)g2 /02 (7dr

76 4 £6)3

2R 2.5 4 4 2R
03 e2r®|log(C(r* + )| 2 9 3
’3 |Bl( )|E / 7-8 +€8 dT+ §Q|B1(O)|(10g2)€ A mdr (326)
2R 5 1 4 2R 3 2R 2.5
=Ce / |0gr E)‘dr—l—Cs/ " dr+C€2/ s dr
r8 48 r4+5 0 r8+58
= 2|1 +1)) e e
=Ce / r‘og T dr—I—Cs/ dr—I—Cs/ —dr
r8 41 r8 +1

= C<?|loge| + O(£?).
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The combination of equations (3.25) and (3.26) forms an estimation of Es, and the lower bound estimation of
Jq u2log u2dz can be completed by solely estimating Ey.

2
27 3 3)2 2\3
Egg/n2 Ce : og ((«f* + &%) +Iy|2) &
2 (P +e?+1yP)" (2l +2%)2 + [yl?)
2
1 3 3)2 2)3
SCEQ/ clog (12 + 57 + W),
BrO)  ((Jef* + &%) +[y[*)"

2

elog (2(]=]° + [yl +£%))°
S 052/ ( 5)
Br(0)  (2(|z]6 + [y|?> +£9))°

R 3] 5 R 3
—Ce / er og(r +e )ng—l—CEQ/ L.;d’l” (3.27)
e+ =0)F o (Tren)t
3] R 3
< Ce / er 05gr;|—€)d +C€2/ Lsdr
7“ +a 0 (T6—|—5‘6)6
£ 13 log (e*(1 + H 3
=Ce / ! og 5 T))dr+Cs2/ S =dr
41 o (r%4+1)s
3 2 13 1oe(1 4 £ 3
= Ce? loga/ ———dr + Ce? / Mdr_ycg?/ risdr
o T™+1 0 ro+1 o (r%+1)s

= 0(?loge) + O(e?) = O(* loge).
Bonded with (3.19), (3.23)—(3.27), we finally have

1
/ uZloguldz > ( — gQ|Bl(0)| log(192R%) — C)&?|loge|.
Q

Case 3: The case for Q =4,m =1,n =2,a = 3.

In this case, the homogeneous norm do (z) = (|z]® + |y[2)3 and
3, 38 3
Unley) = - p( ) (L)
€ bl - 2 3 I )
(2| +e3)2+y2)" (22 +e2)?+]y> 2

where ¢ (r) > 0,9(3) = 1,¢'(0) = 0, ¢ € C?[0, 1) N C°[0, 3] satisfies

: 1 2\ 5.4/ _
_1)1(12)7(1 — )5’ (r) = 0. (3.28)

Lemma 3.2 and (3.28) implies that 1) is %-H(’jlder continuous, thus indicating that
e(af? +eiy) 1

(|7 +e%)2 + Iyl2
3.2 3

Helf el Ly (1

ei(z]® +e,y) 1 _
|% +a%)2+|y|2 _(_ O)D _1‘ —C"Q/J(

v -,

<rrars |2_

4 (3.29)
‘ 52(|x|2+52ay) |%
(|z]% +2)2 + |y|2

—C <

-
((2]> +e2)2 +]yf?)*
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Referring to the computational methods presented in (3.16) and (3.19), we can readily obtain

/ u?loguidz = / n*logn?UZdz —I—/ U2 logU2dz =: F) + Fy
Q Q Q

and
Fy = 0(£%). (3.30)
Similarly,
1 1
= / e’ - - T 10ga2dz+/ n*ipe? - " T log 1%dz
@ (= +e2)2 +[y?)* @ (2|2 +e2)2 +[yl?)*
1 3 3 4
- [ ~1og ((Jaf? + 82 +1yf?) o
@ (= +e2)2 +[y?)°
=I5+ Fy — F5.

We still decompose 2 into ()2 — 1) + 1 to leverage the %-Hélder continuity of .

2 21 2 2 2_1 21 2
Fg:/ Snasogg édZ—F/ 77 (z/} 3)6 Oga dZ:Z F6+F7,
@ ((Jo]2 +e2)2 +]yl?)* @ ((Je]2 +e2)? + [yl?)

4
3

where

1 1
F625210g52/ — éd22<€210g(€2/ S rdz
Ban(0) ((|2]% 4+ %)% + [y[?)* Bar(0) ((J2f° +[y[?) + )3
3

2R r3 2R
=2Q|B;(0)|e* logs/ —————dr > 2Q|B(0)|? loga/ ——dr
o (r4ed)s 0

Iy el (3.31)

1
= 2Q|B1(0)]* 1oga(1 log(r* + &%) iR

1
= —2Q|B1(0)|e?log® e + (§Q|B1(O)| log(16R* + £*))e? loge,
and
9 1
(> +¢%)2 + |y|?)
1
> (g2 logs/ - 36 T - - 7dz
Bar(0) ((Jof2 +e2)2 +[y[2)® ((J]> +e2)2 +[yl?)°

€

= C¢? 1oga/ . - sdz (3.32)
Bar(© ((Jal# +23)2 + yP?)?

> (g2 logs/ c =—dz
Bar(0) (([2[* +[y[?) +€?)5

dz

4
3

Fr > / p? — 1Je? log e
B>r(0)

2R

S E rs
= C¢? 1oga/ —dr=C¢? logs/ ———dr > Ce?loge.
INGEE NCESIE

Combined with (3.31) and (3.32), we have
272 1 4 4 2
F3 > —2Q|B1(0)|e? log” ¢ + (§Q|B1(O)| log(16R* + %) + C)e” loge. (3.33)
Given Fy, it follows that | Fy loge| < C|Fg| for some positive constants C'. Thus, we can derive that

|Fy| > Ce?|loge|. (3.34)
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Regarding F5, we still perform a decomposition showing as

4
1 §_|_ 3 2+ 2\ 3 1 3_,’_ + 2
o / 5 20g (|z|2 +€2) |y|) dz+/n2(w2_1)82 0g((|$|2 52) |y|) dz =: Fy + Fy,
Q

1 P
((lz2 +2)2 + [y2)® (]2 +22)2 + [y2)®
and
Fg =: g + 1y,

where

4
log (|z* + [y|* + %)
F10:/77252 g(|x| |y| 2 dz,
e (l]? +[yl* + ) ®

z.

3 3 1 4
ro_ [ o0loe ((F +7)% + [y*)° 2 2log(lzf’ + [yf* + &%)
1n= [ ne S 3 —dz — € 3 2 ayi 4
& (|22 +e2)2 + [y[?)* o (|2 + ly[* + )3

In what follows, the equation (3.18) plays a crucial role once again, as it allows us to obtain

4
1 3+ 2+3§ 1 3 2 3\4
Sy LR Sy g [ ETV R
o T (af  yte) pao) (o + [pP) + 503

I

B3 10g(rd 4 3)3
(r3 +¢3)3
R 3
B 9 r° log(r +¢)
=4Q|B1(0)le /0 BCEST dr (3.35)

= 1QIB1(0))*(

R 3 1og(r +¢)*

d
(r+e)* "

= Q|B1(0)]e /O dr < Q[B1(0)[e /0

1
366 12 (85€” + 189e”r + 108er? + (66” + 162er + 108e7?) log(r + €)

R

+ 18(r+5)3 10g2(r+5))>’
0

22
= —2Q|B1(0)|e%log® ¢ — §Q|B1(O)|52 loge + O(e?),

3 342 2\5 3 2 4
wi e [ ot e

@ ((Jz|z +e2)2 +[y[?)® 0 (Jz|* + |y[* +€3)3
< / 7725210g (2(3|$|3 + y* + & 2
@ ((lz]3 +2)2 + [y[2)*

g/ﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬂﬁ+éﬁ
Q

3 4
3

o [ o8 P )
o' (2P + 2+

3

(2 + Jy> + €%)3 — ((|=]2 +e2)? + [y[?
3 3 4
(|2 +e2)2 + [y2) * (| + |y[> + £3)

262 og 23
—|—/ " g 4dZ = F12—|—F13.
@ (| +[y[? +¢%)3

)%
" dz
3

Using (3.17), we obtain

4
3

(2|2 +e2) + Jy?)

4 3 3 2\ 2 2

— (2P + yl? + €33 = (122 + ) + y)*) T = (= + |y +£%)?)°
3 3 2

< (1212 + )2+ [y?)” = (2P + Jy2 +£%)?)?

= (4£3|:v|3 + 45%|x|% + 4<€%|gc|%|y|2 + 4€%|x|%)%

< O(P)af +ela]® +elzlly] s + %))
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Thus, we obtain

el + elx|® + ellly|s + <3|

iy < —052/ log(|z|® + |y|* + 53)% dz
Bar

4
(]2 +25)2 + [y2) * (|f* + [y[2 + 3
20,2 3 4.3

aef|x|” +elx|” +elx||y|d +e7|x

< _052/ 10g(|17|3+|y|2+€3)§ | | |3| 2| ||y3! . | |
Bar (lz[* + [yI* + €%)3
—052(/2R 215 log(rd + 3) 3 dr + /2R er®log(rd + 3)3 dr + /2R 31t log(rd + £3)3 dr)
0 (r3 +¢3)3 0 (r3 +¢%)3 0 (r3 +¢%)5

2R 22050 (r* + &%) 2R p6 log(r* + &%) 2R 34 log(r* + &%)
a( [ e Mot beh P ot e,
“\J, 8 1 28 T A 8 1 28 T A 8 1+ 28 "

2R 2R 2R
= rdlog(rt +1) = rSlog(rt +1) = rtlog(rt +1)
- C 2(/ rosl Ty / Posl Ty / rosl Ty )
: 0 ré+1 r 0 ré+1 T 0 8 +1 :

) 25 ® ®a
—Ce™1 ( —d —d —d)
€ oga/o Sl r—i—/o Sl 7“—1—/0 r8+1r

< —Ce’loge 4+ O(?).

dz

IN

IN

(3.36)
Similarly, we have I3 = 0(52). Finally, for the last term Fy, by (3.29) and (3.18), we have
4
2e £2|log ((|z]2 +2)2 + |y|?)®
\Fy|<C 7 . | ((i| i ) |L)|dz
@ ((Jz]z +e2)2+1yP?)*  ((2|2 +e2)> +[y?)*
4 4
1 2 2\2 2\3 1 3 2 3\3
§C€2/ el og((|;75|2 taz) +|y|§) }dzgcgg/ e| log ((lzI* + ly| )+s§) |dz
Bar(0)  ((Jz]2 +€2)2 + [y|2)® Bar©@) (|23 + [yl?) +€%)°
2R 3] 3 3)4 2R 3| 4 4
:Osz/ = ’ og(r +§ )SldTSCEQ/ & ‘ 05g(7° :_E )‘dr:C’52|log5|.
0 (r3 +e3)3 0 (r° +¢e°)
3.37)

Utilizing (3.30) and (3.33)—(3.37), we receive the following lower bound estimates for the integral [, u2 log u2dz.
1 22
/ uZloguidz > (— §Q|Bl(0)| log(16R* + &*) — §Q|Bl (0)| + C)e*|loge| + O(e?)
Q
1
> (= 5QIB0)] log(1TRY) - C)?|logel,
we complete the proof. 0

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.3. [fQ > 4, A\ > 0, then there exists a function v € D} () satisfying

L)
0< I¥1>a5( I (tv) < =Cmon.a (3.38)

Proof. From the definition of I and I, € C! (D(l) (Q), R), we have

2 t2a . At?
I (tue) = = [ |Vauel’dz — — uzrdz — —/ (uZlog(tue)® — u?)dz, (3.39)
2 Ja 2% Ja 2 Jo
where u. is defined by (2.18), and
d . .
— I (tu.) = t/ |VauePdz — ¢3! / uzedz — )\t/ u? log(t*u?)dz. (3.40)
dt Q Q 0
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We know, combining (3.39) and (3.40), that there exists t. > 0 such that I (t.u.) = max I (tue). Naturally,

= 0, which means that

t=t.

we have £ 1 (tu,)

ta/ |Vau8|2dz:tg‘*"71/ ug‘*"dz—i—/\ta/ uglog(tgug)dz. (3.41)
Q Q Q

It follows from (2.19)—(2.21), (3.1) and (3.41) that, for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we have
@ L +0(E9?)

m,n,q

25,—2 2 2 2 2 2
— 2 “dz+ A(log? | uld log uZd: )
e /Qua z+ ogE/QuE z—i—/ﬂuE oguzdz (3.42)
— (22 (2 o+ 0(E9) + A(logt?) / u?dz + /\/ u?log u?dz.
Q Q
From the result of Lemma 2.4, we have [, u2dz, [, uZloguZdz — 0 ase — 0T. Thus,
te—1, whene — 0. (3.43)

Lett > Oand g1 (t) = % —t;—a Then ¢4 (t) = 0 implies ¢ = 1. Since ¢} (¢) > 0for0 < ¢ < 1 and g (¢t) <0

fort > 1, thus max g, (t)=q(1) = % From Lemma 2.4, we obtain
teR

t2 tQ:; ; t2 tQZ
5 [ iwanas = S [ aiae = (5 - 50)e 062

(3.44)
< Shna  o(0-2)
< B2 e .
Q
Combining (3.43), (3.44), Lemma 2.4, Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 4.1, we deduce that if we choose a smaller
R, then fore — 07,

Iy (teue)
2 20 - At2
= 55/ |V que?dz — 28—* uzedz — TE (u?log(teu.)?® —u2)dz
9) a JQ Q
CQ .
B R i CXe?|loge| + O(e?), ifQ >4 (3.45)
S 9 e .
5 — (C(R) — C)A?[loge| + O(e?), ifQ =4.
C”QTL n,o
< M,
Q
Therefore, the estimate (3.38) holds for ) > 4 if we choose v = u. for some small R and . O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. From Lemma 2.1, the functional 7, has a mountain pass structure. We set the mountain
pass value

cy := inf max I, (y(t)) > 0, (3.46)
Y€l t€[0,R]

where the set of continuous paths connecting 0 and Ru. in D} () is defined as
I = {y € ([0, R, Dy(Q)) : 7(0) = 0,4(R) = R}

with R > 0 large enough such that I (Rv) < 0 and v comes from Lemma 3.3. It is clear that the path
v:(t) = tv, t € [0, R] belongs to I
Select a (PS)., sequence {u,} C D}(€2) such that

Ii(un) = ex, I (un) = 0 asn — oo. (3.47)
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From Proposition 2.1, Lemma 3.3 and (3.47), ¢ < éc%yn_’a and there exists « € D} () such that u,, — u in
D}(Q). Thus we have
Iy(u) =cx >0, and I’ (u) = 0.

From discussion for (2.5), we can deduce that the critical point « is a non-trivial non-negative ground state
solution of the problem (1.1). Theorem 1.1 is proved. O

4. \ < 0: EXISTENCE OF SOLUTIONS

In this section, we shall first give the estimate of the logarithmic term for 2 < () < 4 and finish the proof of
Theorem 1.2.

4.1. A < 0,2 < Q < 4: Estimates of logarithmic term.

Lemma 4.1. For u. defined by (2.18), if ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, then for 2 < Q) < 4, we have
/ng loguZdz < Ce9?loge + 0(s972). 4.1)
Proof. In contrast with the preceding cases in Section 3, the initial step in estimation remains unchanged.
/ng logu?dz = /9772 log n*UZdz + /Q P U%logU2dz =: G + Go.

Similar to (3.2), we obtain

G1 = 0(972). (4.2)
Next, we evaluate G2, by Lemma 2.3, we have U(%:z:, Ea%y) < W, combined it with Lemma 2.4,
we obtain

Gz:/nQUflog (52—QU2(£;,;7 aily))dzg/n%]flog (Ce@2d,(2)"29)dz
Q e € o

<0972 + Ce9 % loge — (2Q — 4)/ n*UZ log d,(2)dz
Q

4.3)
<O@E9?) + Cc9 2 loge — O/ L logda(z)dz
Bon da(2)*(@72)
< Ce%2loge + 0(972).
Combined with (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain
/ng loguZdz < Ce9 ?loge + O(s972).
0
4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2.
Lemma 4.2. [f2 < Q < 4, A < 0, then there exists a function v € D§(S)) satisfying
max [ (tv) < L (4.4

>0 Q m,n,o"

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, there exists t. > 0 such that I (t.u.) = max I(tuc)and < 1(tu.)
> -

€

0. Then for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we can deduce that

te—1, whene — 0. 4.5)
24



Combined with (2.21), (3.45) and (4.5), we obtain, for 2 < @ < 4and A < 0,

1 t2 t2log t2 t2
I(teue) < —C,Qn)ma +0(e97%) + E/ u?dz — w/ u?dz — E/ u?logu?dz

Q 2 Ja 2 Q 2 Ja
1 At2(1 — logt2 At2

= écf,{,w +0(e972) + w/gugdz - 78 /Q u?logu?dz
1 At2(1 — logt2 At2

< 60’6’21-'”"‘ +0(e972) + % (C=272 4 0(e?)) — 5 (Ce¥ 2 loge + O(c772))
1 1

< écg_’nya + O(EQ_2) + 0(52) —CXe9 % ]oge < écg_’nya,

where € > 0 small enough. The proof is complete. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.2. According to Lemma 2.1, in the case of 2 < ) < 4 and —2‘2’%5["‘ < A <0, the
functional I, satisfies the mountain pass geometry structure. Additionally, by using the result of Lemma 4.2,
the mountain pass value cy as defined by (3.46) satisfies the condition 0 < c) < éc%n)a. Hence, by using
Proposition 2.1 (c), and considering a (P.S)cy sequence {u, }, we can deduce the existence of a non-trivial
critical point u of I, which is non-negative and the weak limit of {u,,}. This concludes the proof of Theorem

1.2. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

Due to the compactness of the embedding from D§(€2) to L2(€2) (cf. [23]), the eigenvalue problem for A,
is well-posed. Denote puy be the k-th eigenvalue of the following Dirichlet eigenvalue equation

_Aa(p = K, T e Qa
{ =0, x € 01,

and let ¢y, be the associated eigenfunction satisfying ||¢x[|py o) = 1. Itis well-known that 0 < pg < po <

w3 < --- and pgp — oo as k — oo. Here ¢y, constitutes a set of complete orthonormal basis for D(l)(Q).
Next, the proof of Theorem 1.3 will depend the following Dual Fountain Theorem, which will help us to find
—2

2

infinitely many weak solutions with negative energy for —#’"@‘12 <A< O0and @ > 2.
2@ (Q-2) @
Proposition 4.1. (Dual Fountain Theorem) Suppose

(A) The compact group G acts isometrically on the Banach space X = @ X, the spaces X ; are invariant

JEN

and there exists a finite-dimensional space V such that, for every j € N, X; ~ V and the action of G on'V is
admissible.

Then, under the assumption (A), let ¢ € C1(X,R) be an invariant functional. If for every k > ko, there

exists px > 1, > 0 such that

(B1).ar := inf @(u) >0, where Z), .= P X;,
i s=k
ul|=px

k
(B2). b := max ¢(u) <0, where Yy, := @ X,
u€eYy j=0

(Bs).d := inf o(u) =0,k — oo
ueZy,
lull<pr

Thus there exists a sequence of negative numbers {cy.} such that c, — 0 as k — oo, and ¢ has a (PS);,
sequence. Furthermore, if
(By). ¢ satisfies the (PS)% condition for every € € [dy,, 0),
then @ has a sequence of negative critical values converging to 0.
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Proof. See Theorem 2 in [2]. ]
Thus, we have

Lemma 4.3. When A < 0, the functional I satisfies the Dual Fountain geometry structure (B1)—(Bs) of
Proposition 4.1. If in addition, we have 0 > \ > —%, I also satisfies the condition (By) in
Proposition 4.1. e

Proof. To prove Lemma 4.3, we need to verify that conditions (B;)—(B,) in Proposition 4.1 hold. Denote

Y = span {1, 2, -+, ¢k} and Z = span {pg, Yr+1, - - - }. Then for u € Y}, we get that

pellull3 > fluls o (4.6)
and for u € 7,
pellull3 < llullBs - 4.7)
Firstly, we verify (By). We deduce that, for u € Zj, and a fixed small number § > 0,
1 1 2 |)\| |)\| 2 2
I(u) > S llullpy) = g llullzz = S llulls + 5 u”logu”dz
2 o @ 2y 2 J{jul<1}y
1 T Al Al
2 5”“”%3(9) - g”“”ﬁg(g) - 7#k1||u||bg(sz) || ||
1 2 (Al _ C|)\|
> Sl ~ gy — 5 i Tl — =5l
; A CI|
> 5”“”%5(9) - gHuHD})(Q) - 7#}@1” ”Dé( - Tﬂk 2 H HDI(Q
Since p, — oo as k — oo, we may take k£ > 0 large enough satisfies |2‘ uk thlS allows us to get
1 C CIN -
Iu) 2 gllulloyo) = o lulpia) = =5 M =l (4.8)
Consequently, there exists p; > 0 such that for u € Zy, [|ul|p1q) = pk.
1 c . o 1 C o=
1lellns ) = 3 lullsyo) = 70k = 500" > 0, 4.9)
and for kg large enough and k > kg, we have
1 C o+ CIA -2z 45
I(w) > 2p} — —pp" Luk Z o =0, (4.10)
4 2% 2
which means that (By) is satisfied.
Forany v € Y3 \{0}, set w : = Tl H v . There holds
1 212 Al A
10) < ol (5~ 57 o o2 ol + 2L wl3 + B (tog 1oy e, ) lwl3)

Al = 5
+ HU||2D6(Q)7(01”MH§76 + Cg||w|\§i(;),
for § > 0 small enough. Note that log ||vp1(q) — —00 as [[v[|pyo) — 0. Hence, there exists a constant
i € (0, px) sufficiently small, such that
max I(v) <0,
veY)
Hv||’D[1)(Q):Tk
which implies that (Bs) holds.
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It follows from (4.8) and (4.9) that, for u € Zy, ||u| < px,

C|A| CIA| -2z 5
O T [ o e T
Since p; — oo as k — oo, (Bs) is also satisfied.
- 2772% e Q 1] (Q—2\%2 112
Finally, for @ > 2and 0 > \ > _\QIU o 2)%, then L G hm.a — 6(7) [A\|Z > 0. Thus, for

every ¢ € [dy,,0), the condition in Proposition 2.1 (b) will be satisfied. From the result of Proposition 2.1 (b),
we know that [ satisfies the (P.S)% condition, which imples that the condition (By) is satisfied. The proof of
Lemma 4.3 is completed. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.3. From Lemma 4.3, for ) > 2 and A < 0, [ satisfies conditions (B1)—(Bs3) in Proposition
4.1. Therefore, there exists a sequence of negative numbers {c } such that ¢, — 0 as k — oo, and I possesses
a (PS)7, sequence denoted as {u}}72,.

Hence, according to Proposition 2.1 (c), there exists u* € D} (£2) such that uf —uF asl — oo, and u¥ # 0
is a critical point of I. Although we may not distinguish «* for various values of k, we are able to establish the
existence of at least one non-trivial solution to the problem (1.1).

Q-2
Furthermore, if A > —%, Lemma 4.3 also tells us that I satisfies the condition (B4) of Propo-
Qe (Q-2) @
sition 4.1. Then we can cl‘lolosé(ihe )sequence of negative numbers {c,} C [dy,,0), such that ¢; # ¢; if i # j,
and uf — u” in D}(Q) as | — oo, and u¥ # 0 is a critical point of I such that I(u*) = c;. Thus we complete
the proof of Theorem 1.3. 0

5. APPENDIX

In this section, we prove a Holder continuous (with respect to the homogeneous metric d,,) result for the
non-negative weak solutions and give the log-Sobolev inequality for the Baouendi-Grushin operator.

5.1. Regularity.

Firstly, by the Moser iteration method, we have
Lemma 5.1. For any open bounded domain Q, suppose X € R, u € D(Q) is a weak solution of
—Ayju = |u|ﬁu + \ulogu?.
Then u € L1(2) N DY(Q) forany g > 1.

Proof. For M > 1 and some s > 0, let v = min{|u|, M}, then G(u) := uv?* € D}(Q). This is because
G(0) = 0 and G is a Lipschitz piecewise smooth function (cf. Theorem 7.8 in Gilbarg and Trudinger [19]).
Choosing G(u) as a test function, we obtain

/|Vau|21)25dz+2s/ |Va(|u|)|2|u|252/ |u|Q Zy Uzsdz—i—/\/ v* logu?dz. (5.1)
Q {re:|u(x)|<M} Q Q

By using Sobolev inequality, Holder inequality and the fact |u log |u|| < C(1 + |u| e ), for some K > 0, we
have

Q-2
( |uv5|c§—?zdz) T <c |Va(uvs)|2dz
Q

<C [ |ul a2u202dz + C lu|?*tdz
Q Q
Q-2

2
gCKﬁ/uzv%dz—i—C/ |u|25+1dz+C(/ |u|622_?2dz)Q(/ |uvs|c22_92dz) ¢
Q Q |u|>K Q

5.2)
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2
Choose K large enough such that C( Josre 1] ;_gdz) ¢ < 3, we derive that:

Q-2

2Q_ Q

( |uv®|@=2 dz) <C [ v*v*dz +C | |ul*Tdz.
Q Q Q

Then by letting M — oo, we must have:

Q-2
(/ | &3¢ dz) v < c/ a2+ dz + c/ |25 dz. (5.3)
Q Q Q
Since € is bounded, if v € L1 (Q), we can deduce from (5.3) that u € L*%=° (). By iteration, we
conclude that u € L%(S2) for any ¢ > 1. O

By Lemma 5.1 above, we obtain that f(u) = w7 + logu? € L) for some g > % so a standard De

Giorgi iteration argument yields that:
Lemma 5.2. For u given in Lemma 5.1, we have u € L> ().

Proof. See the proof of Theorem 3.1 in Gutiérrez and Lanconelli [22]. 0

Furthermore, Theorem 5.5 in [22] provided a nonhomogeneous Harnack inequality. Thus, similar to the
elliptic case (cf. Chapter 8 in [19]), we obtain the following Holder estimate immediately.

Proposition 5.1. The non-negative weak solution u in Lemma 5.1 is locally Holder continuous with respect to
the homogeneous metric d,, that is, there exists some 9 € (0, 1), z1, 2z € B,.(20) such that

|u(z1) —u(z2)| < C su(p : |u|do (21 — z2)19 for Ba,(z9) C Q.
B2y (z0

5.2. The log-Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 5.3. [f0 < u € D{(Q), then for every € > 0, we have

/ W (logu)4dz < ¢ / Vaudz + (€~ Lloge) Jull3 + flul3os ]} (5.4)
Q Q

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 in [17], it can be seen that if u € D}(12), then u., |u|, min(u, 1) € D(2). Thus the
quadratic form D[u] = [, [Vou|?dz defined on the domain Dg(€2) is a Dirichlet form on L?(Q2). Therefore,

the Sobolev embedding from D} (€2) to Lo (€2) is equivalent to the log-Sobolev inequality (5.4) (cf. Chapter
1 and Chapter 2 in [13]). O
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