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CONCENTRATING SOLUTIONS FOR A CLASS OF NONLINEAR
FRACTIONAL SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS IN RV

VINCENZO AMBROSIO

ABsTRACT. We deal with the existence of positive solutions for the following fractional Schrédinger
equation:

e (=A)*u+ V(x)u = f(u) in RV,
where ¢ > 0 is a parameter, s € (0,1), N > 2, (—=A)? is the fractional Laplacian operator, and
V : RY — R is a positive continuous function. Under the assumptions that the nonlinearity f is
either asymptotically linear or superlinear at infinity, we prove the existence of a family of positive
solutions which concentrates at a local minimum of V' as e tends to zero.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we investigate the existence and the concentration phenomenon of positive solutions
for the following fractional equation:

e¥(=A)u+ V(z)u = f(u) in RV, (1.1)

where € > 0 is a parameter, s € (0,1) and N > 2.
The external potential V : RY — R is a locally Holder continuous function and bounded below away
from zero, that is, there exists Vi > 0 such that

V(z)>Vy>0 forallzeRY. (1.2)

Concerning the nonlinearity f : R — R, we assume that it satisfies the following basic assumptions:
(f1) f € C'(R,R);
(f2) lim; 0 L2 = 0;
(£3) there exists p € (1, ££2) such that lim;_,« % =0.
The nonlocal operator (—A)® appearing in (1.1) is the so-called fractional Laplacian, which can be
defined, for any u : RY — R smooth enough, by setting
C(N,s) [ u(@+y)+ulz—y)—2u(z)
—A)® - _
(ayute) = -5 [ e

where C(N, s) is a dimensional constant depending only on N and s; see [19].

In the last decade, great attention has been devoted to the study of nonlinear elliptic problems
involving fractional operators, due to their intriguing analytic structure and specially in view of sev-
eral applications in many areas of the research such as crystal dislocation, finance, phase transitions,
material sciences, chemical reactions, minimal surfaces, etc. For more details and applications on
this subject we refer the interested reader to [19,33].

dy (zeRY),

2ct

One of the main reasons of studying (1.1) is the search of standing wave solutions ¥ (¢, z) = u(z)e™ »
for the following time-dependent fractional Schrédinger equation

00 B2

ihr = = (—=A)® + W(z)® — g(|®|)® for (t,) € R x RY. (1.3)
ot 2m
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Equation (1.3) has been derived by Laskin in [30,31], and plays a fundamental role in quantum
mechanics in the study of particles on stochastic fields modeled by Lévy processes.
When s = 1, equation (1.1) becomes the classical Schrodinger equation

—2Au+V(z)u = f(u) in RY, (1.4)

for which the existence and the multiplicity of solutions has been extensively studied in the last
thirty years by many authors; see [1,3,10,11,25,34,35,39].

Rabinowitz in [35] investigated the existence of positive solutions to (1.4) for £ > 0 small enough,
under the assumption that f satisfies the well-known Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition [4], that is,
(f4) there exists p > 2 such that 0 < pF(t) < f(t)t for any ¢t > 0,

t
where F(t) = / f(7)dr, and the potential V' (z) satisfies the following global condition:
0

liminf V(z) > inf V().

|z|—o00 zERN
Wang [39] showed that these solutions concentrate at global minimum points of V' (z). Using a local
mountain pass approach, Del Pino and Felmer in [18], proved the existence of a single spike solution
to (1.4) which concentrates around a local minimum of V| by assuming that there exists a bounded
open set A in RN such that

VO < Ve

and considering nonlinearities f satisfying (f4) and the monotonicity assumption on ¢ — @

Subsequently, Jeanjean and Tanaka [29] introduced new variational methods to extend the results
obtained in [18], to a wider class of nonlinearities.

In the non-local setting, there are only few results concerning the existence and the concentration
phenomena of solutions for the fractional equation (1.1), maybe because many important techniques
developed in the local framework cannot be adapted so easily to the fractional case.

Next, we recall some fundamental results related to the concentration phenomenon of solutions for
the nonlinear fractional Schrédinger equation (1.1), obtained in recent years.

Chen and Zheng [15] studied, via the Liapunov-Schmidt reduction method, the concentration
phenomenon for solutions of (1.1) with f(t) = |t|*¢, and under suitable limitations on the dimension
N of the space and the fractional powers s. Davila et al. [17] showed that if the potential V' satisfies

Ve CYRY) N L®(RY) and iIgN V(x) >0,
S

then (1.1) has multi-peak solutions. Fall et al. [23] established necessary and sufficient conditions on
the smooth potential V' in order to produce concentration of solutions of (1.1) when the parameter
€ converges to zero. In particular, when V is coercive and has a unique global minimum, then
ground-states concentrate at this point. Alves and Miyagaki [2]| investigated the existence and the
concentration of positive solutions to (1.1), via a penalization approach, under condition (f4) and
the assumption f(¢)/t is increasing in (0,00). He and Zou [27]| used variational methods and the
Ljusternik-Schnirelmann theory to study (1.1) when f(t) = g(t) +t*~! and g satisfies (f4) and the
monotonicity assumption on g(t)/t. In [7] the author extended the results in [2| and [27] obtaining
the existence and the multiplicity of solutions to (1.1) when f has subcritical or supercritical growth.
Finally, we would like also to mention to the papers [5,6,8,9,14,16,20,21,24,26,36-38] in which the
existence and the multiplicity of solutions for different nonlinear fractional Schrédinger equations
has been investigated by using several variational approaches.

Motivated by the above papers, in this work we aim to study the existence of positive solutions
to (1.1) concentrating around local minima of the potential V' (x), under the assumptions that
the nonlinearity f is asymptotically linear or superlinear at infinity, and without supposing the
monotonicity of f(t)/t. We recall that the hypothesis (f4) and the assumption f(¢)/t is increasing
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have a fundamental role in [2,5,27] to verify the boundedness of Palais-Smale sequences and to apply
Nehari manifold arguments, respectively.
Now, we state our main result:

Theorem 1.1. Let us assume that f(t) satisfies (f1)-(f3) and either (f4) or the following condition
(f5):
0]

(1) There exists a € (0,00] such that lim;_, Tt =a.
(i) There exists a constant D > 1 such that

F(t)<DF({) 0<t<t, (1.5)

where F(t) = L f(t)t — F(t).
Let A C RY be a bounded open set such that

infV <minV (1.6)
A oA
and, when a < oo in (f5),
iI/]\fV < a. (1.7)

Then, there exists eg > 0 such that, for any ¢ € (0,¢], equation (1.1) admits a positive solution
us(x). Moreover, if x. denotes a global mazximum point of u., then we have

(1) V(z:) — infrep V(z);

(2) there exists C > 0 such that

N+2s
Ce for all z € RV,

ue(r) < N2 | [z — 2| N2

A common approach to tackle fractional nonlocal problems, is to make use of the extension method
due to Caffarelli and Silvestre [13], which allows us to transform a given nonlocal equation into a
degenerate elliptic problem in the half-space with a nonlinear Neumann boundary condition. In this
work, we prefer to investigate (1.1) directly in H*(RY) in order to adapt to our framework some
ideas used in [29]. Anyway, the presence of the fractional Laplacian (—A)®, which is a nonlocal
operator, induces several technical difficulties that will be overcome by developing some clever and
appropriate arguments.

We would like to note that Theorem 1.1 extends and improves the result in [2], because we do not
require any monotonicity assumption on f(t)/t, and we are able to deal with a more general class
of nonlinearities, including the asymptotically linear case (see condition (f5)). Moreover, our result
is in clear accordance with that for the classical local counterpart, that is Theorem 1.1 in [29].

We also point out that in contrast with the case s = 1, the decay at infinity of solutions of (1.1) is
of power-type and not exponential; see [24].

Now, we give the main ideas for the proof of Theorem 1.1. After rescaling equation (1.1) with
the change of variable v(z) = u(ex), we introduce a modified functional J. and we prove that it
satisfies a mountain pass geometry [4]. Then, we investigate the boundedness of Cerami sequences
for J., and we give two types of boundedness results: one when ¢ is fixed, the other one to deduce
uniform boundedness when € — 0. Through a careful study of the behavior as € — 0 of bounded
Cerami sequences (v:), we prove that there exists a subsequence (ve;) which converges, in a suitable
sense, to a sum of translated critical points of certain autonomous functionals. This concentration-
compactness type result will be useful to show that an appropriate translated sequence v, (- + ¥, )
converges to a least energy solution w!. Thus, we exploit some results obtained in [24] to deduce
L*°-estimates (uniformly in j € N) and some information about the behavior at infinity of the
translated sequence, which permit to obtain a positive solution of the rescaled equation.
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The outline of the paper is the following: in Section 2 we collect some preliminary results concerning
the fractional Sobolev spaces and we introduce the variational setting. Moreover, we study the
modified functionals J.. In Section 3 we present some fundamental properties related to autonomous
functionals. In Section 4 we give a concentration-compactness type result. In the last section we
provide the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND FUNCTIONAL SETTING

2.1. Fractional Sobolev spaces and some useful Lemmas. In this section we briefly recall
some properties of the fractional Sobolev spaces, and we introduce some notations which we will use
along the paper.

For any s € (0,1), we denote by D%?(RY) the completion of the set C5°(RY) consisting of the
infinitely differentiable functions u : RY — R with compact support, with respect to the following

norm )‘2
_ 50112
R T [N
where the second identity holds up to a positive constant. Equivalently,
DRV = {u6L2 ®RY) : [u ]<oo}.

Let us also define the fractional Sobolev space

HS(RN) — {UEL2(RN) ’7‘1’( ) ‘}VJ’E%)‘ €L2(R2N)}

endowed with the natural norm

lall sy = /Tl + lul 2 gy
For the convenience of the reader we recall the following fundamental embeddings:

Theorem 2.1. [19] Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s. Then there exists a sharp constant S, = S(N,s) >0
such that for any u € D>2(RY)

lual 725 gy < S5 Hul®. (2.1)
Moreover H*(RY) is continuously embedded in LY(RN) for any q € [2,2%] and compactly in L. (RY)
for any q € [2,2%).

loc

Now, we prove the following technical result which will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 2.1. Let (w;) C H*(RY) be a bounded sequence in H*(RY), and let n € CRY) be a
Junction such that 0 <1 <1, n=0in By, n=11in RN\ By. Set nr(x) =n(%). Then we get

2
hm hmsup// lwj(z \2’?71%( z) ~ 1R W)l dxdy = 0.

R—o0 j—00 Tr — ‘N+28

Proof. Let us note that R*V can be written as
R2N = ((RN \ BQR) X (RN \ BQR)) U ((RN \ BQR) X BQR) U (BQR X RN)
= XpUXAUX3.

T 2
[ g, - //X o) O

2
U n Y
//X2 | }T:E— |N+(23)| [w; ()] d$dy+//xs | }T:E— |N+(25)| jwj(2)|*dzdy. (2.2)

Then
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Now, we estimate each integral in (2.2). Since ng = 1 in RY \ Bag, we have

ny 2
et 0, o9

Let k > 4. Clearly, we have
X = (RY\ Bag) x Bar C (RN \ Brgr) x Bar) U ((Bir \ Bar) X Bar)
Let us observe that, if (z,y) € (RN \ Brgr) x Bag, then

=]
5 "
Therefore, taking into account that 0 < nr < 1, |Vng| < % and applying Holder’s inequality, we

can see
X2 |x—y| +2s

2
RN\B,r JBagr |517— |
lwj (z | |77R( ) — nr(Y)|
dxdy
/BkR\BzR /BZR |N+2s
<22+N+2s/ / |’LU] d d
RN\Byp J Bag WNHS
|w]
dxdy
R /BkR\BZR /BzR ‘x_ ’N+2s o — y|N 2=
|wj (z)? C

g(JRN/ de + < (kR)20- >/ () P
RN\Byr ’x‘N+28 R? Brr\B2r ’

2s

o\ = 1 ~
< CRN / lw;(2)| dz / ——dx
RN\Byr RN\Byr || 2 TN
Ck2(1—s)
+ W/ |wj(x)*dz
R Brr\B2r

2
C . 2% Ck2(1—s)
e W L R e I
k RN\BkR R BkR\B2R
+

< 7/ lw; () 2da. (2.4)
kN R? Bir\B2r !

Fix € € (0,1). Notice that

lw; ()2 nr(z) — nr(y)?
//xs |z — y|N+2s dedy

2
Byp\Beg JRV |;1:— |

lw;(z)*nr(z) — nr(y)|?
/ R/RN 7 — gV dxdy. (2.5)

[z =yl = |z] — [yl = |z - 2R >
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Since
[w; (@) *Inr(@) = nr@)®
N+2s ray
Bar\Ber JRNO{y:z—y| <R} |z =yl
C
< =55 |w; (z)*d,
R2s Bar\Ber ’
and

() [2 _ 2
/ / |wj ()] !nR(w])VHnR(y)\ dedy
Bor\Ber JRNN{y:|z—y|>R} |z — y|NH2s

C / 9
< — w;(x)|“dz,
T R Bar\Ber ;)

we can infer that

w; (2) 2 Ingr(z) — nr(y)? C / ,
dxdy < wa ()2 d. 2.6
/B2R\BsR /RN |z — y[NF2 R2% BQR\BER| ) (2:6)

Now, using the definition of ng, € € (0,1), and 0 < nr < 1, we get

jwj(2)[*|nr(x) — nr(y)?
/ER /]RN \x—y\N“s ey
/ / lw;(2)12Inr(x) — nr(y)? dudy
B.p JRN\Bp |z — y|NF2s
|w; ()]
<4/ / — I dxd
B.p JRN\Bp |z —y|Nt2s Y
&0 1
< C’/ wi(x d:E/ ——dr
BER| J( )| (1-6)R T1+25
C

NEDLE /B e 7

where we used the fact that |z —y| > (1 — )R when (z,y) € B.g x (RY\ Bg). Taking into account
(2.5), (2.6) and (2.7) we deduce that

lw; ()2 |nr(z) — nr(y)?
//X3 z — y|[N+2s dxdy

< wi(z)|?dz ¢ w. () 2d.
< P /BzR\BER! i ()| Pde + S /BERy i(z))%d (2.8)

Putting together (2.2), (2.3), (2.4) and (2.8) we obtain

ny 2
//le i ||77R(|]27+2s Rr(Y)| drdy

_C CE21-5) / ) C
< + — w;i(x)|“dr + / w;i(z)|?dx
k‘N R2s Brn\Bon | J( )| RQS Bor\Beon | J( )|
C 9
+ w;(x)|°dx. 2.9
7 Jy, ) 29

N
loc(R ) for
some w € H*(RYN). Then, taking the limit as j — oo in (2.9) and applying Hélder’s inequality we

Since (w;) is bounded in H*(R¥Y), by Theorem 2.1, we may assume that w; — w in L?
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have

2
R2N

o0 ’x _ y’N+2s
C Ck‘2 (1-s

C
< +7/ w(x)|Pdx + / w(z)?dz
k:N R2S BkR\B2R‘ ( )‘ R28 BQR\BER’ ( )’
C

+ 7[(1 — €)R]2S /BER ”w(g;)’zdﬂf

2 2
25 2%
< ow w(z)[Zde | +C ()2 da
k‘N
Brr\B2r Bap\B:r

+0<1i€>2s (/BR |w(:17)|23d:1:>%. (2.10)

By w € L%(RN), k > 4 and € € (0,1) we can note that

lim lw(z)|*dz = lim lw(z)|% dz = 0.
R—=00 /B; p\Bar R—=00 /B, \B.r

Choosing € = 7 in (2.10) we get

. . |wj (2 | Imz( ) — nr(y)?
lim sup lim sup //R2N ‘N+2s dzxdy

R—o0  j—00

)
En*‘[\)

<tim | S ot 28/ ()2 d —0
= koo | KN k-1 B, WL R -

R

Let us introduce the space of radial functions in H*(RY)
HERY) = {ue H*®RY) : u(z) = u(|z])} .
Related to this space, we have the following fundamental compactness result due to Lions [32]:

Theorem 2.2. [32] Let s € (0,1) and N > 2. Then H$(RY) is compactly embedded in LI(RY) for
any q € (2,2%).

Finally, we recall the following two useful lemmas:

Lemma 2.2. [36] Let N > 2s and r € [2,2). If (uj) is a bounded sequence in H*(RN) and if

lim sup / |un|"dx =0
I yeRN J Br(y)
for some R >0, then u; — 0 in L'(RN) for all t € (2,2%).

Lemma 2.3. [1/] Let (X,|| - ||x) be a Banach space such that X is continuously and compactly
embedded into L4(RN) for q € [q1,q2] and q € (q1,q2), respectively, where q1,q2 € (0,00). Assume
that (u;) C X, u: RN — R is a measurable function and P € C(R,R) is such that

(i) tim 20 _

t]—0 [t]9

)

(i) lim P(t)

tvoo [z
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(1) sup [[ujlx < oo,

jeN
(iv) lim P(u;(x)) = u(z) for a.e. z € RV,
j—00

Then, up to a subsequence, we have

lim || P(uj) — ul| g1y = 0.
j—00

2.2. Modification of the nonlinearity. Since we are looking for positive solutions of (1.1), we
can suppose that f(¢) = 0 for any ¢t < 0.
Arguing as in [29], we can prove the following useful properties of the function f:

Lemma 2.4. Assume that (f1)-(f3) hold. Then we have:
(i) For all § > 0 there exists Cs > 0 such that

|f(t)| < olt| + Cs|t]P for allt € R. (2.11)

(11) If (f4) holds, then f(t) >0 for allt > 0.
(idi) If (f5) holds, then f(t) >0, F(t) >0, &(E0Y >0 for all t > 0.

(i) If t — @ is nondecreasing for t € (0,00), then (f5) is satisfied with D = 1.

Now, let us suppose that f(t) satisfies (f1)-(f3) and that
f®)
t

Vo <a= lim

E—o0

€ (0, 00].

Take v € (0, ) and we define

f(t) =

min{f(t),vt} ift>0
0 if t <0.
Using (f2) we can find r, > 0 such that
f(t)=f(t) forall [t| <,

Moreover it holds that

vt for large t >0

0 for t <0.

For technical reasons, it is convenient to choose v as follows:
If (f4) holds, then we take v > 0 such that

v 1 1
e i 2.12
When (f5) is satisfied, we choose v € (0, %) such that v is a regular value of ¢ € (0,00) @

JiG)
t

f(t)

Since limy_,q =0 and lim;_, % =a > Vy > v, if v is a regular value of @ we deduce that

ky, = card{t € (0,00) : f(t) = vt} < cc. (2.13)

Now, let A C RY be a bounded open set such that A € C*, and we assume that A satisfies (1.6).
We take an open set A’ C A with smooth boundary A’ and we define a function y € C®°(R",R)
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such that
inf V > infV,
AN/ A
minV > infV =inf V,
ON’ A A
x(z)=1 forze N,
x(z) € (0,1) forxz e A\ AN,
x(x)=0 forzecRY\A.

Without loss of generality, we suppose that 0 € A’ and V(0) = inf,cp V(2).

Finally, we introduce the following penalty function
gle,t) = X@)F(®) + (1 = x(@)f(#)  for (a,t) € RY xR,

and we set

F(t) = /O f(rydr,
G, 1) = /O oz, 7)dr = (@) (1) + (1 - x(2))E(t).

As in [29], it is easy to check that the following properties concerning f(t) and g(x,t) hold.

Lemma 2.5. (i) f(t) =0, F(t) =0 for allt <0.
(ii) f(t) <wvt, E(t) < F(t) for allt > 0.

<

(111) f(t) < f(t) for all t > 0.

() If f(t) satisfies either (f4) or (f5), then f(t) >0 forallt € R.
t)

(v) If f(t) satisfies (f5), then f(t) also satisfies (f5). Moreover, F(t) >0 forallt > 0.
Corollary 2.1. (i) g(z,t) < f(t), G(x,t) < F(t) for all (zv,t) € RV x R.

(ii) g(z,t) = f(t) if [t| <ro.

(i1i) For any § > 0 there exists Cs > 0 such that

\g(x, )| < S|t| + Cs|t|P for all (z,t) € RY x R.
(v) if f(t) satisfies (f5)-(ii), then g(x,t) satisfies
G(z,t) < DM*G(x,T)  for all 0 <t <1,
where G(z,t) = tg(z,t)t — G(z,t), D > 1 is given in (f5)-(ii) and k, is given in (2.13).

In what follows, we investigate the existence of positive solutions u. of the following modified problem

B (=AY u+V(z)u=g(x,u) inRY (2.14)

with the property
luc(z)] < 7, for z € RV \ A

In view of the definition of g, these functions u. are also solutions of (1.1).
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2.3. Mountain pass argument. Using the change of variable v(z) = u(ex), it is possible to prove
that (2.14) is equivalent to the following problem

(=A)v + V(ex)v = g(ex,v) in RY. (2.15)
The energy functional associated with (2.15) is given by
1 s
Je(v) = —/ [(—A)30]? + V(ex)vidx — G(ex,v)dr Vv e H
2 JpN RN

where the fractional space

H: = {v c H*(RY) : / V(ex)vidr < oo}

RN
is endowed with the norm
[o]1%. = / (—A)3 o + V(ex)v2da.
€ RN
Since Vg > 0, we can endow H*(RY) with the following equivalent norm
ol = / (—A)3of? + Volda.

RN

Clearly,

[ollgs < [|v]l s (2.16)

so we get HS C H*(RY) and H? is continuously embedded into L"(RY) for any 2 < r < 2%, and
there exists C. > 0 such that
0]l @y < Crllvlas. (2.17)

We start by proving that J. possesses a mountain pass geometry that is uniform with respect to e.

Lemma 2.6. J. € C'(HZ,R) and satisfies the following properties:

(1) J=(0) = 0;
(1) there exist po > 0 and oy > 0 independent of € € (0, 1] such that

Je(v) > d¢ for all ||v||gs = po
J=(v) >0 for all 0 < ||v||ms < po;

(i4i) there exist vg € CP(RY) and g9 > 0 such that J.(vo) < 0 for all e € (0,0].

Proof. Obviously, J. € C*(HZ,R) and J.(0) = 0. Using F < F and taking § = % in (2.11), we get

1) = gl = [ x(Een)P) + (1= x(er)E() da

1
S A T
RN
L2 Vo, 12 +1
> Lol — LlolZagan) - Cug 0125k o
>%_é C p+1
e p+1Cm [Vl

where we used (2.16) and (2.17) with r = p + 1. Thus (i7) is satisfied.
In order to verify that (iii) holds, we take vg € C§°(RY) such that

1

_/ (= A)5uo[2 + V(0)e2 d:n—/ F(vo) dz < 0.
2 ]RN ]RN
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This choice is lawful due to the fact that V(0) < lim, @, so the existence of a such vg follows

from Theorem 1 in [8] (see Lemma 3.1), where is proved that
1 s
v = [(—=A)20]? + V(0)v? do — F(v)dx
2 JpN RN
has a mountain pass geometry. Since 0 € A/, we can observe that
1 s
J:(vo) — —/ [(—A)2w2 + V(0)vE do — F(vp)dx <0 ase— 0,
2 [N RN
that is (#77) is verified for ¢ sufficiently small. O

Since J; has a mountain pass geometry, for any ¢ € (0, eg] we can define the mountain pass value

¢ = inf Jmax Je(v(¢)) (2.18)
where
I.={yeC(0,1], H) : v(0) = 0 and J-(y(1)) < 0}. (2.19)

Using Lemma 2.6, we are able to give the following estimate for c..
Corollary 2.2. There exist my,mo > 0 such that for any € € (0,eg]
my < Ce < M.
Proof. For any v € I'. we have
V([0,1]) N {v € HZ : |jvllms = p} # 0.

Hence, by using Lemma 2.6, we can deduce that

max J:(y(t)) > inf  J.(v) > do.
t€(0,1] l[0]| 275 =po

Set o (t) = tvg, where vy € C§°(RY) is obtained in Lemma 2.6. Then we can see that

= inf J.(v(1)) < J-(0(t) < J-(70()).
¢ = inf <t?[3,}1(] = (( ))) < max = (70()) _aesgégol (,33[3‘,}1{] =(70( )))

Therefore, we put m; = do and mg = Sup.¢ (g, (maxte[o,l] Ja(’yo(t))>. O

Next, we investigate the boundedness of Cerami sequences corresponding to the mountain pass value
ce. We recall that the existence of a Cerami sequence for J. follows by the following variant version
of the mountain pass theorem.

Theorem 2.3. [22] Let X be a real Banach space with its dual X*, and suppose that I € C*(X,R)
satisfies

max{[(0),I(e)} <p<a< Hgiﬂhlipf(x),

for some u < a, p >0 and e € X with |le|| > p. Let ¢ > « be characterized by

— inf T(~(t
¢ = Inf max (v(t)),

where

I'={yeC([0,1],X) : 7(0) = 0,7(1) = e}
is the set of continuous paths joining 0 and e. Then there exists a Cerami sequence (xj) C X at the
level ¢ that s

I(xj) — ¢ and (14 ||z )1’ (z;)]l« — 0
as j — Q.
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Using Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 2.3, we can deduce that for all £ € (0,¢¢] there exists a Cerami
sequence (vj) C Hf such that

Jg(Uj) — bE
(L + llojl )N TZ ()l s — 0 as j — oo
The next result states that every critical point v, of J. at the level c. is uniformly bounded with

respect to €, that is

lim sup [[ve || s < 0. (2.20)
e—0

Lemma 2.7. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f3) and either (f4) or (f5). Suppose that there exists
a sequence (Ve)zc(0,¢,], with €1 € (0,&q], such that

ve € HZ,
Je(ve) € Imy,ma] Ve € (0,e4], (2.21)
(1+ HUEHHEs)HJé(vE)HHgS —0ase—0 (2.22)

with 0 < my < mg. Then (2.20) holds.
Proof. Firstly, we assume that (f4) holds. Let (v:) be a sequence satisfying (2.21) and (2.22). Then
we can see that (2.21) yields
1
Je(ve) = llels — /N(1 — \(ex))E(v.) + x(e)F(v.) da < my. (2.23)
R

Moreover, by (2.22), for any e sufficiently small we have

[(J2(ve), ve)l < T2l s lvell e < T2 s (L 4 Ilvell ) < 1,
that is
<1. (2.24)

Joelfre = [ (1= xlea) L (we)os + xeo) (0o da

Taking into account (2.23), (2.24) and (f4) we get
1 1 1 1
(5= el < [ (= xeo) (Blod) = 5 (020 ) da o+

Using (i) and (iv) of Lemma 2.5, we know that ¢f(t) > 0 for all ¢ € R, so we obtain

11y, 1

S < - - .

(5 ) leclfe < [ (0= xeoDB(we) da - ma (225)

On the other hand, by (i) of Lemma 2.5 it follows that

t2
F(t) < VT for all t € R.

Then
1 v
[ = XD do < Gl lagen, < gz loe e

which together with (2.25) yields

<1 i)H ”2 < V‘r H HzH !
v, s — |V s +mo + .
2 ellH: = 2 A € s 2

In view of (2.12) we get

”Ua”Hg— [(l_l)_L}y
2 m 2Vo
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which implies that ||v||zs is bounded if ¢ is small enough.
Now, let us suppose that (f5) holds. Arguing by contradiction, we assume that

lim sup ||v:|| s = oc.
e—0

Let €5 — 0 be a subsequence such that [|ve,||gs — oc. For simplicity, we denote ¢; still by e.
J

Set w, = e H . Clearly ||we||gs = Hf}z”gz < ”Zi”gi = 1. Moreover, we can see that there exists
E £
Ci1>0 independent of e such that
Ixcwe | s < Ch, (2.26)

where x.(z) = x(ez).
Indeed, using 0 < x < 1, (|a] + [b])? < 2(Ja|?> + |b]?), € € (0,21] and s € (0,1), we get

X(ez)we (z) — x(ey)w:(y)|?
//]RZN ‘.Z'— ’N+28 d dy+/ ‘/O(XE,UJE) dII}‘

() — x(e )!2 |we () — we(y)[?
<2 f[, e w2 [ i

+ / Vow? dx
]RN
1

< 222Vl / 2(2)d / 1y
< 27| Vx|l7 (RN) RNws(:zt) x oyt [PNFE2 2

|we (x e(y)|2
+8/ da:/ dz +2// dxdy
RN (@) l2|>1 |Z|N+28 A y|N+28

+ Vow? dx
RN

< ((1 - S)_15%‘|VX‘|%00(RN)@N—1 + 43—104N—1 + VO) ||w6H%2(RN) + 2[w€]2

< Ctllwe|/fs < Ch,

where ay_1 denotes the Lebesgue measure of the unit sphere in RY.
Now, (2.22) implies that (J.(v:),¢) = o(1) for any ¢ € HZ, that is

/RN(_A)S’UQ(_A)S(p 4+ V(‘Sx)ve(pdiﬁ
= /RN [Xef(vs)SD + (1 — Xe)i(vs)]¢d$ + 0(1)’

or equivalently

= /]RN |:Xe f(’Ua)w€ + (11— Xe)i(vva)wg wdx + o(1). (2.27)

Ve e
Taking ¢ = w; = min{w,, 0} in (2.27) and recalling that

(x—y)(z” —y" ) > |z — y‘]z for any =,y € R,
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and that f(t) = f(t) = 0 for all ¢ <0, we have
|8l Vi o
]RN
< / |:Xef(U€)w€ + (1 - Xs)i(ve)w€:| we_da: + 0(1) = 0(1)7
RN v,

Ve e

so we get
[wZ |7 — 0 as € — 0. (2.28)

Now, we can observe that one of the following two cases must occur.

Case 1: limsup,_, <supz€RN fBl(z) ]Xa(x)wajzda:> > 0;
Case 2: limsup,_,, <supz€RN fBl(z) ]Xa(x)w€’2da:> =0.

Stepl: Case 1 can not occur under assumption (f5) with a = co.

We argue by contradiction, and we suppose that Case 1 occurs. Then, up to a subsequence, there
exist (z.) C RY, d > 0 and xg € A such that

/ Ixcwe|*dx — d > 0, (2.29)
Bi(ze)

exe — 1o € A. (2.30)

Indeed, the existence of (y.) satisfying (2.29) is clear. Moreover, (2.29) implies that Bj(z:) N
supp(xe) # 0, so there exists z. € supp(x.) such that x(ez:) # 0 and |z. — 2| < 1. Hence
lew. — e2.| < e yields ex. € N.(A) = {z € RY : dist(z,A) < ¢}, and we may assume that (2.30)
holds. Since ||we||gs < 1, we may suppose that

we (- 4 ) — wo in H¥(RY). (2.31)
Taking into account (2.30) and (2.31) we have
(xews) (- + @) = x(wo)wo in HY(RY).
To prove this, fix ¢ € HS(RN), and we note that

//RzN (Xa’wa)(x + xa) - (Xa’wa)(y + l'a) (cp(a:) _ (p(y)) dxdy

|z — y|N+2s

=[], e )~ QeI o) — oty dody

//Rm uels er;i) ,zqvufz(f + 7)) (p(z) — v(y))x(x0) dudy

=A. + Be,
where h.(z) = xo(x) — x(z0). In view of (2 31) we know that

— WolyY
Now, we observe that

//RQN (x + Te y—’]\f[lJr(z?j +z:)) (o(x) — o(y))we(x + =) drdy

//RQN B erf_ ‘zg)fa(sy + 22)) (p(x) = @(Y)he(y + xc) dudy

= Al + A2
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Using Holder’s inequality, (2.30), (2.31) and the dominated convergence theorem, we can see that

1
2 2
On the other hand

a:—l—a: — he(y + x2)|?
Al <l <//R2N : — y|N+2s L |we (w4 @) P dady ) — 0

(NI

because

x—i—gj _h (y—l—x )|2
//I\QQN |:1;€_ |N+23 = ‘wa(x‘i‘xa)]zdxdy

2 2
4dy e[| Vx|l oo(RN)dy
< lwe(x + x2)|? dw / 7+/
/]RN B e sl |z — y[N+2s y—al<2 |z — y[N 252

< Cazs/ |we (x + x2)|> de < Ce* — 0.
RN

Now, let us show that x(z¢) # 0 and wo > 0 (# 0). If by contradiction x(xo) = 0, by the
dominated convergence theorem, (2.29), (2.31) and Theorem 2.1 we obtain

0 <d=lim Ixew, [2dz
e—0 Bi (ze)

= lim Ixewe |*(x + z.) dx
e—0 B

- / Ix(@o)wo () Pdz = 0,
By

which is impossible. For the same reason wg # 0. Using (2.28) and (2.31) we can see that wy > 0
in RN, Thus, there exists a set K C RY such that

K| >0 (2.32)
we(x + 22) = wo(z) >0 for z € K. (2.33)

Taking ¢ = we in (2.27), we get

1= [lwell3s = /RN Xa%q’a)wg o2 g o),

e Ve

and using (iv) of Lemma 2.5, we deduce that

limsup/ Xgmwg dr <1, (2.34)
RN Ve

e—0

that is
f(vs (33 + $6))

2
de < 1.
(e T 2) we(x + 2.) dr <

lim sup/ x(ex + exe)
RN

e—0

In view of (2.32), (2.33) and the definition of w,, we obtain

V(2 + ) = we (@ + 22)||ve || ms — wo(x) - (00) =00 Vi € K.
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This, together with limg_, % = a = oo and Fatou’s Lemma yields

fve(z + 20))

we(x + x¢)

fve(x + )

Ve (T + xe)

lim inf/ Xe(z + x2) we (2 4 z2)%dx
RN

e—0

> liminf/ Xe(x + x2) we(x + )% de = 0o
K

e—0

which contradicts (2.34).
Step 2: Case 1 can not take place under assumption (f5) with a < co.

As in Step 1, we extract a subsequence and we assume that (2.29),(2.30) and (2.31) hold with
X(zo) # 0 and wy > 0 (£ 0). We aim to prove that wy is a weak solution to

(=A)wo + V(x0)wo = (x(z0)a + (1 — x(z0))v)wp in RY, (2.35)

This provides a contradiction since (—A)* has no eigenvalues in H*(R™) (this fact can be seen by
using the Pohozaev Identity for the fractional Laplacian [6,14,37]).
Fix ¢ € C§°(RY). Taking into account (2.30), (2.31) and the continuity of V, we can see that

/RN(—A)%wE(:E +a)(—A)2p(x) + V(ex + ex)w.p d

— (=A)2wo(—A)2 ¢ + V (x0)wop d. (2.36)
RN

Now, we show that
/ g(ex + exe, v (x + x.))
RN ve(x + xe)

Take R > 1 such that suppy C Bg. Then, using the fact that H*(R") is compactly embedded
into L2 (RY), we get |jwe — wOH%Q(BR) — 0 . Hence, there exists h € L?(Bg) such that

wepdr — (x(zo)a + (1 — x(z0))v) /]RN wop dx. (2.37)

loc

|we| < h a.e. in Bg.

Since a < 0o, there exists C' > 0 such that |@| < C for any ¢t > 0. We recall that

g(? ‘) — x(z)a+ (1 = x(z))y < o0 as t — 0.
Then
glex +exc,v-(x + 2))
< o
0e(z + z2) wep| < CllollL (RN)|we|
< C|l¢ll L@y € L' (Bg), (2.38)
and
9(533‘ + €$5,U€(l‘ + $e))w€(gj) — [X(gjo)a + (1 — X(ﬂj‘o))lj]wO(l‘) a.e. in BR. (239)

ve(z + z2)
In fact, if wo(z) = 0, being ]@] < C forall t >0 and w. — wg = 0 a.e. in Br, we get

9(5517 + ez, Ue(fn + 336))
ve(x + )

we| < Clwe| = 0 a.e. in Bpg.

If wo(z) # 0 then v.(z + 2.) = we (v + 2¢)||ve||gs — 0o and being w. — wq a.e. in Br we have

9(5517 + exe, Ue(fn + 336))

0o (7 + 22 we — [x(zo)a + (1 — x(xo))v]wy a.e. in Bpg.
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Then (2.39) holds. Taking into account (2.38) and (2.39), we can infer that (2.37) is true in view
of the dominated convergence theorem. Putting together (J.(v:),¢) = o(1), (2.36) and (2.37) we
obtain (2.35).

Step 3: Case 2 can not take place.
Assume by contradiction that Case 2 occurs. Since (2.26) holds and
lim sup / Ixewe|? dz = 0,
Bi(z)

e—0 2€RN

by Lemma 2.2 we deduce that ||xwel|pp+1 @y — 0.
Now, for any L > 1 we can see that

1

Je(Lwe) = S 7 - /N xeF(Lwe) + (1 — xo) E(Lw,) da.
R

By (i) of Lemma 2.5 and v € (0, %) we have

1
/ (1 = xeo)E(Lw:) dz g/ —vIL?|w,.|? dx
RN RN 2

Accordingly,

1
Jo(Lw:) > ZL2 — / | XeF(Lw.) da. (2.40)
R

Using (2.11), Holder’s inequality and |[xzwe||fp+1(mny — 0, we obtain

Law.|Pt+1
/ XaF(LwE)dxg/ [§L2\w512+057| il
RN RN 2 +1

< 6L2H'LU5H%2(RN) + CéLp+1“wg|’I£p+l(RN) ”XawaHLpH(RN)

Xe(x)|dx

SL?
<37 [[we [[37s + o(1). (2.41)
0
Putting together (2.40) and (2.41) we have

1., 6L? 5
Jo(Lwe) > =L* — —||we||77s + 0(1) V4 >0,
17TV :

and by the arbitrariness of § > 0, we get
1
liminf J.(Lw,.) > ~L2.
e—0 4

Since [Jve||gs — 00, we can see that m € (0,1) for e sufficiently small, and we deduce

L 1
Jo(tv) = I (—r—v.) = 12
max (tve) > Je ol ve) 2 7
Take L > 0 sufficiently large such that mo < $L? and we recall that J.(v.) < mg by (2.21). Then
we can find t. € (0,1) such that

Je(teve) = tIen[él}f] Je(tve).
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Hence

1
Je(teve) = tIen[él}i{] Je(tve) > ZLQ — 00 as L — oo,

that is
Je(teve) = 00 as e — 0. (2.42)

Now, using (J.(tcve), (t-v:)) = 0, (2.22) and Corollary 2.1-(iv), we can see that
1
Je(teve) = Je(teve) — §<Jé(tev«€), (teve))
= G(ex, t.v.) dx
RN
< DM G(ex,v.) d
RN
ky 1 /
= Db () = 30,0
< DMy + o(1) (2.43)
which contradicts (2.42). Then the Case 2 can not take place.
Step 4: Conclusion.
Putting together Step 1, Step 2 and Step 3, we can deduce that |[ve| gs is bounded as ¢ — 0. [

In the next lemma we prove that every Cerami sequence (v;) C Hf at level ¢, is bounded and admits
a convergent subsequence in H?.

Lemma 2.8. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f3) and either (f4) or (f5). Then there exists e1 € (0, o]
such that for any € € (0,e1] and for any (vj) C HZ satisfying
J:(vj) = ¢ >0, (2.44)
X+ ol T2 W)l s — 0 as j — oo, (2.45)
for some ¢ > 0, we get

(i) HUQHH; 18 bounded as j — 0o,
i) there exists (ji) and vo € H? such that v;, — vy strongly in HS.
€ Jk 2

Proof. The proof of (i) can be done in similar way to the one of Lemma 2.7, after suitable modifi-

cations. More precisely, in Step 1 of Lemma 2.7, for a given sequence (v;), there exists (;) C RN

such that fB1 () |xew;|* dz — d > 0. The sequence (z;) satisfies ez; € N.(A), and we may assume
J

that ex; — 2o € N(A), where g is such that x(ez + z¢) # 0 in Bj.
In Step 2 we replace (2.35) by

(—=A)*wo + V(ex + z0)wo = (x(ex + z0)a + (1 — x(ex + 20))v)wp in RY (2.46)
where wg € H*(R") is nonnegative and not identically zero. Indeed, using the maximum principle

[12], we can see that wy > 0 in RY. Now we set @(z) = wo(2=22). Then @ satisfies

B (=AW + V(z)w = (x(x)a+ (1 — x(z))v)d in RY. (2.47)

We aim to prove that this is impossible for £ > 0 sufficiently small. Using the extension technique [13],

we can see that W := Ext(w) is a solution to the following problem

s J; 25117 — : N+1
{62glv(y1 BYW) =0 in RY™

52 = —V (@)1 + (x(@)a+ (1 - x(@))d  on IR, (248)
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where we used the notation w(z) = W(z,0) to denote the trace of W (z,y).
Take r > 0 sufficiently small such that

x(z)=1and V(z) <a forx € B,.
Let use introduce the following notations:
Bf ={(z,y) e R{*" 1y >0,|(z,y)| <r},
I ={(z,y) eRYT 1y > 0,|(z,9)| =1},
Y = {(z,0) € ORY ™ 1 |2| < 7},

and
H&Fj(B;“) ={VeHY B y'"™):V=0onT,}.

iy 1= inf {// Y2 \NUP dedy U € H01F+(B,f),/ W2 da = 1} .
B T ro

By the compactness of the embedding H S,Fj (Bf) € LA(TY), it is not difficult to see that such

infimum is achieved by a function U, & Hll“i (B;F) \ {0}. Moreover, we may assume that U, > 0.
Then U, is a solution, not identically zero, of
div(y!'=2VU,) =0 in B}
% = Ly on I'Y (2.49)
U-=0 on I}t
It follows from the strong maximum principle [12] that U, > 0 on B;f UTY. Let us note g, > 0 and
W 18 a nonincreasing function of r. Indeed, p, is decreasing in r. In fact, if by contradiction we

assume that 71 < 7o and ji,, = py,, we can multiply the equation div(y'=2*VU,,) = 0 by U,,, and
after an integration by parts, we can use the equalities satisfied by U,, and U,,, and the assumption

fr, = [bry, to deduce that
oU,,
/FJr WUT2dU =0.
T

. . au,
This gives a contradiction because of U, > 0 and »—1=5 < 0 on I';".
2 ov 1

Now we extend U, = 0 in R_ij\_fﬂ \ B;f, so that U, € Hl(Ri\_]H, y'=2%). Therefore,

E2S/Lr/ uru?da;:// yl_zsa%VWVUr dzdy
o B

= —/ (V(x) — a)wu, dx
o
that is
/ (V(x) — a + &, )u, dz = 0. (2.50)
)

But this is impossible because of V(x) —a + pe2* < 0 in I'? for € > 0 small and u,@ > 0 in T?.
In order to verify (ii), we fix ¢ € (0,&1] and (v;) satisfying (2.44) and (2.45). Using (i), we can see
that (v;) is bounded in Hf. Up to a subsequence, we may assume that

vj — g in HE.
Our claim is to prove that v; — vo in HZ. To do this, it is suffices to show that

lim limsup/ |(—A)%vj|2 + V(sx)v? dxr = 0. (2.51)
|z[>R

R—oo j 00
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Let us assume that (2.51) is true. Then, for any J > 0 there exists R > 0 sufficiently large such that

limsup/ [(=A)2v,)? + V(Ex)vf dx < 0,
o> R

j—00

limsup/ [(=A) 2w + V(ex)vd dz < 5,
j—oo Jiz|>R

and

/ g(ex,vo)vy dr < é
j|>R 3

(2.52)

(2.53)

(2.54)

Taking into account (2.52), (ii7) of Corollary 2.1 and Theorem 2.1, there exists jo € N such that

)
/ g(ex,vj)vjdx| < - for all j > jo.
je|>R 3

On the other hand, using v; — vy in LY(Bg) for any ¢ € [2,2}), we can see that

lim g(ex,vj)v; dx:/ g(ex, vo)vo dz.

Jj—00 Br Br

From (2.54), (2.55) and (2.56), there exists j; > jo such that

/ g(ex,vj)vjdx —/ g(ex,vo)vg dz| < § for any j > ji
RN RN

which implies that

lim g(sx,vj)vjda::/ g(ex, vo)vg dz.

j—oo JrN RN
Since (J.(vj),v;) = 0;(1), by (2.57) we deduce that
lim [(=A)2v,)? + V(Ex)fu? dx = / g(ex,v)vg d,
J—00 RN RN

and using (J.(v;),vo) = 0;(1), we also have

/ [(=A)3vo|? 4 V (ex)vd do = / g(ex, vo)vg dz.
RN RN
Putting together (2.58) and (2.59) we can infer that

lim v 7 = [lvoll-

j—00

Recalling that H is a Hilbert space we obtain that v; — v in HZ.

Now, we show that (2.51) holds. Let ng € C*°(R™,R) be a cut-off function such that

nr(z) =0 for |z| < g,
nr(z) =1 for |z| > R,

OgnR(:E)glfoerRN,

IVnr(z)| < % for z € RY.

(2.55)

(2.56)

(2.57)

(2.58)

(2.59)
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Take R > 0 such that % C B%‘ Since (vjngr) is bounded in HE, we can see that (J.(v;),nrv;) =
0j(1). Hence we get
/ (—A)3v;(—A)3 (vjnR) dx + V(Ex)fu?nR dx
RN RN
= / f(wj)ving dx 4 0;(1)
RN
< V/ 1)]2-773 dx + 0;(1).
RN
By our choice of v, we can see that there exists o € (0,1) such that
// (—A)3 (= A) (0 da + a/ V(exyolng dr < oj(L). (2.60)
RN RN
Now we observe that
[ e 8y ) ds
RN
y / (35(0) = 0050 ae) — vs)rw)
R2N |z — y| NV H2s
\U] ) — vyl
dzd
//]R2N —ypre Y
(v(x) — vg( ) (r(x) — 1r(Y))
(y) dxd
=: AR’]‘ + BR’]'. (2.61)
Clearly
[v(2) — v;(y)?
Ap; > / / J dxdy. 2.62
7 Jesr Jry |!17 - |N+2s (2.62)

Using Lemma 2.1 and the fact that (v;) is bounded in H*(RY) we get

lim sup lim sup | Bg |
R—oco  j—o0

1
im sup i [ (%) — v; (W) :
Sh]r‘znj;phiggp <//sz |z — y[V+2s dzdy | x
1
2 2
77R rY
<//RzN‘ lx —y |N+(23)’ |Uj(y)|2d33dy>

1
< C'lim sup lim sup // [na(x) — 1k () lv;(y)|? dzdy . 0. (2.63)
- R—oo  j—oo R2N |$ - |N+2s !

Putting together (2.60)-(2.63) we can infer that (2.51) holds.

Taking into account Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 we deduce the following result:

Corollary 2.3. There exists e1 € (0,g9] such that for any ¢ € (0,e1] there exists a critical point
ve € H? of J.(v) satisfying Jz(vs) = ce, where c. € [m1,ma] is defined as in (2.18)-(2.19). Moreover
there exits a constant M > 0 independent of € € (0,e1] such that |Jvc||gs < M for any e € (0,1].
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3. LIMIT EQUATIONS

In the next section we will see that the sequence of critical points obtained in Corollary 2.3
converges, in some sense, to a sum of translated critical points of certain autonomous functionals.
As proved in [8], least energy solutions for autonomous nonlinear scalar field equations have a
mountain pass characterization. This property will be fundamental to prove Theorem 1.1. For this
reason, in this section we collect some important results on autonomous functionals associated with
"limit equations".

Firstly, we introduce some notations and definitions which will be useful later. For 2o € RV we
define the autonomous functional ®,, : H¥(R") — R by setting

1 s
D, (v) == / [(=A)20|* 4 V(zo)v® doz — G(xo,v) dx.
2 JrN RN
It is standard to check that ®,, € C1(H*(R"),R) and critical points of ®,, are weak solutions to
the equation

(=A)u+ V(xo)u = g(xo,u) in RV, (3.1)
We note that, if u is a solution to (2.14), then v(x) = u(ex + x¢) satisfies
(=A)*v + V(ex + z0)v = g(ex + xp,v) in RY, (3.2)

that is (3.1) can be seen as the limit equation of (3.2) as ¢ — 0.
For any ¢ € RY and u,v € H*(R") we use the following notations

woym: = [ (=4)

(U, V) gy = /RN(—A)%u(—A)%v + V(zo)uwv dzx

u(—A)2v 4 V(ex)uv de

N|»

| v 2 = / [(—=A)30f? + V (x0)v? da.
0 RN
Finally we define
1
H(x,t) = —§V(x)t2 + G(x,t)

and
Q= {a; € RY :sup H(x,t) > 0}.
t>0
Remark 3.1.
(i) QCAand 0 e {x e AN :V(z) =infyep V(y)} C Q.

(i) If (f3) or (f5) with a = oo holds, then Q@ = A.

Now, we state the following Jeanjean-Tanaka type result [28] proved in [8] (see Theorem 1 in [8])
related to the study of the autonomous problem

(=A)*u = h(u) in RY, (3.3)

where h € C'(R,R) is an odd function satisfying the following Berestycki-Lions type assumptions
[11]:

(hl) —oo < liminf; o h(t)/t < limsup,_qh(t)/t < 0;

(h2) limjy o0 M@(—tzl =0;

(h3) there exists ¢t > 0 such that H(t) > 0.

We recall that the existence of a solution to (3.3) has been established in [8, 14].
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Lemma 3.1. [§] Assume that h € CY(R,R) is an odd function satisfying the Berestycki-Lions type
assumptions (h1)-(h3). Let I : H*(R™) — R be the functional defined by

fw) = [ | 5I-A)Fuf = Hu)da.

Then I has a mountain pass geometry and ¢ = m, where m is defined as
= inf{I(u) : u € H*(R™)\ {0} is a solution to (3.3)}, (3.4)
and

= inf I(y(t
¢ = Inf max (v(?))

where T = {~ € C([0,1], H*(RY)) : 4(0) = 0, 1(y(1)) < 0}.
Moreover, for any least energy solution w(x) of (3.3) there exists a path v € T’ such that
I(y(t)) <m=1I(w) foralltel0,1] (3.5)
w € ([0, 1)). (3.6)

At this point, we give the proof of the following lemma which we will use in the next section to
obtain a concentration-compactness type result.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f3). Then we have
(i) ®4,(v) has non-zero critical points if and only if xo € 2.
(ii) There exists 1 > 0, independent of xg € RY, such that | v | 0 > 01 for any non-zero critical
point v of @y, .

Proof. Firstly, we extend f(t) to an odd function on R. Let us consider the function
h(t) = =V(zo)t + g(zo, 1),

that is h(t) = H'(xo,t). Clearly h is odd. Now we show that h satisfies assumptions (h1)-(h3).
From (f2) and (f3) it follows that (h1l) and (h2) hold.

Since Q = {x € RN : sup,~ H(z,t) > 0}, we can see that (h3) is true if and only if 29 € Q. Then
() follows by Theorem 1 in [8] (see also Theorem 1.1 in [14]).

Now let v be a non-zero critical point of ®,,. Then

(@, 0).0) = 0= [ AP 4 Visaitds = [ glanvodz =0,
RN RN

Using (i) of Corollary 2.1 we get
Jolfy — [ Fowds <o
RN
so by (2.11) it follows that for any ¢ € (0, Vj)

1
lolls < 5HvHLz @~y + Cslloll s gy

1
< ool + CoCpan ol
Then 5
1
(1= 3 Ielite < CoCpllvl

and we can find §; > 0 such that |[v||gs > 01 for any 29 € RV and for any non-zero critical point v.
Since | v | w0 2 |lv]| s we can infer that (i7) is verified. O
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For any = € RV, we set

| least energy level of ®,(v) if xz € Q
m(x)_{oo if z. € RV\ Q.

By Lemma 3.1, we can see that m(x) is equal to the mountain pass value for ®,(v) if z € Q, that is

m(x) = inf (max @)

where I' = {v € C([0,1], H*(RY)) : 4(0) = 0 and ®,(y(1)) < 0}.
Now we prove the following result

Lemma 3.3.

m(zg) = inf m(x) if and only if o € A e V(o) = inf V(z).
zeRN z€A

In particular, m(0) = inf, gy m(x).
Proof. Fix zg € A such that V(x¢) = infyep V(x). We note that zp € A’. Otherwise, if 29 € A\ A/,
then

> i i
Viro) = Bl Ve > V)

which is impossible. Hence xg € A’ and x(zp) = 1. Moreover, xg € Q by Remark 3.1. Now, using
the fact that V(x) > V(o) in A and G(z,t) < F(t) for any (z,t) € RY x R, we get for any z €

1 s 1
@2(0) = 512 T agan) + 5V @0lEar) — [ Gl v)do
2 RY) T 9 RY) RN

1 s 1
> SI-A) R0l + 3V @0 olaery — [ F)ds
= &, (v) for any v € H*(RY).

This implies that m(zo) < m(z) for all z € RY, so we have m(zo) < inf cpy m(z) < m(zo) that is
m(xo) = inf,cgn m(z).

Now we fix ' € A such that V(z') > V(xg). Take v € I such that (3.5) and (3.6) hold with
I(v) = ®,(v). Then we deduce that

< P, i = N.
m(wo)_tgl[g% o(v(t))<tg3§] (v(t)) = m(z")

Finally, we show the continuity of m(z).

Proposition 3.1. The function m(x) : RY s (—00, 0] is continuous in the following sense:
m(x;) = m(xg) if x; = x9 € Q
m(z;) — oo ifxj — xo € RV \ Q.

Proof. Firstly, we fix o € £ and we take (x;) C Q such that x; — xo. We aim to prove that m(z)
is upper semicontinuous, that is

lim sup m(z;) < m(xo).
j—00
In order to prove it, we show that for any fixed v € I', the map
L,:xeQw— P t
v max =(7(1))

)
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is continuous. For any ¢ € [0, 1], we have

1

©z; (7(1)) = oo (7(2)) = 5 /RN V(@) = V(wo)]ly(t)(2) [ da

- [ [6a;9(0@) - Glao (@) do.
Then, the continuity of V' and the definition of G yield

D, (v(t)) — D, (v(t))] < D, (v(t)) = Dy (y(¢ .
ma @, (1(1)) — mmax @ (1(1))| < max B2, (1(1)) — Py (1(H)] = 0

Hence, being m(x¢) = infyer Ly (20), we deduce that m(x) is upper semicontinuous. Now we show
that m(z) is lower semicontinuous. In order to achieve our aim, we prove that for any least energy
solution u;(x) of ®,.(v) we have

(1) [lujll sy is bounded as j — oo;

(ii) after extracting a subsequence, u; has a non-zero weak limit vy and

lim inf @, (u;) > @y, (uo)-
J—00
Indeed, it is clear that one can see that ug is a non-zero critical point of ®,,(v), and then we have

liminfm(x;) = liminf @, (u;) > @40 (uo) = m(zo).
J—00 J]—00

Assume that u; € HS(RY). We know that u;(z) satisfies the Pohozaev Identity [6,14,37]:

N — 2s s
A Ry = N [ H (s us(a) d (3.7)
]RN

Now, we divide the proof in several steps.

Step 1: There exists mgy, m; > 0 (independent of j) such that
mo < m(xj) <my VjeN.

The existence of m; follows by the fact that m(x) is upper semicontinuous. Concerning mg, we note
that

1 s 1
B.,(0) 2 51D 0l + Vol = [ Flo)do.
Then, denoted by mg the mountain pass value of
1 s 9 1 9
0 51D 0l + 5ValllE e, = [ F0)da,
we get the thesis.
Step 2: &mg < ||(—A)§uj\|%2(RN) < ¥my for any j € N.
In view of (3.7) we obtain
m(z;) = Pq; (uy)
1 s
= SR ey~ [ Hep @) da
S s
= N”(_A)ZUJ'H%Z(RN)
and using Step 1 we deduce that
<o < 1(=A)2u; |72y < 5

Step 3: Boundedness of [|u;|| 12
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Taking into account (3.7), the definition of H(x,t), (1.2), |g(z,t)| < d|t| + Cs[t|* !, Theorem 2.1
and Step 2, we have for any § € (0, Vp)

Cs

Vo 2 g 2 %
N7HujHL2(RN) < N§HUJ'HL2(RN) + NQ_:H“J'HL% (RN)

) Cs ~% (N \?
S el G
S

which implies that (u;) is a bounded sequence in L?(RY).

Step 4: After extracting a subsequence, u; has a non-zero weak limit .

Gathering Step 2 and Step 3, we know that (u;) is bounded in H$(R"), and we denote by ug its
weak limit. Assume by contradiction that ug = 0.
Then, in view of Theorem 2.2, we have

uj — 0 in H*(RY),
uj — 0in LYRY) Vg€ (2,27).

Taking into account that (@7 (u;),u;) = 0 and Step 2, we can deduce that

N s
0.< o < =AY Fu )2 ) + V()3 e, = /R gl u)us de. (3.8)

Applying Lemma 2.3 twice (with P(t) = f(t)t and P(t) = f(t)t, ¢ = 2 and g2 = p + 1) and using
x(x) € [0, 1], we can see that

/RN 9(xj, uj)uj dz = x(x;) /RN f(uj)ujde + (1 = x(x5)) /RN f(uj)uj dz — 0,

which is incompatible with (3.8).
Step 5: liminf; oo @y, (uj) > Py (uo).
Let us note that
1 A 1 )
sy 15) = 51 (=AY, + 5V @) s By = [ Glayug) o
and
||U0H%2(RN) < lijrgiorgf ||Uj||i2(RN)
=) buolaey < timint (—4) 303 e

by the weak lower semicontinuity of the H*(R™)-norm. On the other hand, using Theorem 2.2,
Lemma 2.3 (applied to F(t) and F(t)) and the continuity of x, we have

G(xj,uj)de — G(xo,up) dx as j — oc.
RN RN
Therefore, the above facts and V(z;) — V(x¢) as j — oo, yield

lim inf @, (u;) > @4, (uo)-
j—00

Finally, we deal with the case xg ¢ .
Step 6: Let z¢ ¢ Q and (z;) such that z; — 9. Then m(z;) — oco.
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We argue by contradiction, and we assume that m(z;) /4 oo. Then, there exists a subsequence,
which we denote again by (z;), such that m(z;) stays bounded as j — co. Arguing as in Steps 1-5,
we can find a non-zero critical point of ®,,(v), which contradicts (i) of Lemma 3.2. O

4. e-DEPENDENT CONCENTRATION-COMPACTNESS RESULT

This section is devoted to the study of the behavior as ¢ — 0 of critical points (v;) obtained in
Corollary 2.3. More generally we consider (v.) such that

ve € HZ, (
Je(ve) = c € R, (
X+ l[oell ) T2 ()l s — 0, (
[vell s < m, (

where ¢ and m are independent of ¢.
We begin by proving the following concentration-compactness type result.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that f satisfies (f1)-(f3) and (ve)ee(o,] satisfies (4.1)-(4.4). Then there

exists a subsequence €; — 0, | € NU {0}, sequences (yfj) C RN, 2F € Q, ¥ € H5(RV)\ {0}
(k=1,---,1) such that

Yk —yF | = 00 as j = oo, for k£, (4.5)
ejygj — 2 eQasj— x, (4.6)
wh 20 and !, (WF) =0, (4.7)
1
Ve, — e, <Z Wk — yfﬂ)) — 0 as j — oo, (4.8)
k=1 Hs.
J
1
Je;(ve,) = > D (wh). (4.9)
k=1

Here . (x) = ¥(ex), and ¢ € C(RN,R) is such that Y(z) =1 forx € A and 0 < p <1 on RV,
When | =0, we have ||ve,||ns — 0 and J¢;(ve;) — 0.
J

Remark 4.1. Let us note that sup(ex)V (ex) < co. Moreover, for all w € H5(RYN), v.w € H
and there exists a constant C' > 0, independent of €, such that
[$ewlme < Cllwlms. (4.10)

Remark 4.2. For any w € H*(RY) and for any sequence (y.) C RN such that ey. — xo € A, we
have

[thew (- — ya)H%{g

- [ 1)

— [(=A)2w|? + V (20)w? dz = |w | io as e — 0. (4.11)
RN

We first prove that

Njw

(Y(ex + eye)w(2))|* + V(ex + eye)v(ex + eye)*w(x)? do

LN wlen - ep@)P de [ 1(=8)uf do. (4.12)



28 V. AMBROSIO

Thus

// |9 (ex + ey )w(x) — Y(ey + eye)w(y)? dudy
R2N

|l‘ _ y|N+2s

_ 2
N //]RZN — Tgaz ‘%—(1-622 + ete) (w(x))Z dxdy

2
/ /RQN ‘N+2?9‘ (Y (ey + eye))? dady

(ex +ey:) — Y(ey +eye)) (w(z) — w(y))
+2 //RZN = g w(z)Y(ey + eye) dedy
=: A + B. + 2C..
Now, by the dominated convergence theorem and 1)(e - +ey.) — 1, we get B. — [w]2. On the other
hand
U(ex + eye) — ey +eye) 2
A = / da:/ | w(x))” dy
© ey l—y|< ! | — y|N+2s (@)
[Y(ex + eye) — vley +eye)| 2
+ / d:E/ (w(x))*dy
RN |lz—y|>=2 |l‘ - y|N+2s
1
e 1
2 2 2
R e A
> 1
2
+4ozN_1/RNw dx/l Wdz
VY7o 2
= c¥ay_y <7(RN)—I—— / widr —0 ase—0, (4.13)
2 —2s S RN

and using

|C:| < [w]VA: =0,
we can infer that (4.12) holds. Since it is clear that
/ V(ex 4 ey )v(ex + eye)’w(x)? do — V(z0)w? de, (4.14)
RN RN

we deduce that (4.12) and (4.14) imply (4.11).
Proof. We divide the proof in several steps. In what follows, we write € instead of ¢;.
Step 1: Up to subsequence, v. — vg in H*(RY) and vy is a critical point of ®(v).
Using (4.4) and (2.16), we can see that ||v||zs < m. Then (v.) is bounded in H*(RY) and we can
suppose that v. — v in H*(RY).

Let us show that vg is a critical point of ®¢(v), that is (®)(vg), ) = 0 for any ¢ € H*(RY). Since
C&(RY) is dense in H*(RY), it is enough to prove it for any € C§°(RY). Fix ¢ € C°(RY). From
(4.3) it follows that

/ [(—A)2v.(—A)2p + V(ez)vap — g(ez, ve)¢] dz — 0.
RN
Now we show that

(L)) = (e hms = [ aleav)dn = (wnngho— [ g0.m)gde
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Let us note that
(ve, o) ms — (vo, P)o
= [0 —w) A pdn + [ [Vien) - VOupda

RN
+V(0)/ (ve —vg)pdx
RN
=:(I)+ (II) + (1I1).
Then (I),(II1I) — 0 because of v. — v in H*(RY), and

’([I)‘ < CHV€ - V(O)HLw(suppgo)HUE”Hs”(JDHLQ(]RN)
< C/”‘/E - V(O)“Lw(suppp) — 0.

On the other hand, using (iii) of Corollary 2.1 and H*(RY) € L

loc

/ g(sx,va)wdx—)/ 9(0,v0)p dx.
RN RN
Hence

(@0 (vo), ) = /RN(_A)%UO(_A)%QD + V(0)vgp — g(0,v9)pdx = 0.

If vg # 0, we set y! = 0 and w' = vy.

Step 2: Suppose that there exist n € NU{0}, (y*) ¢ RV, 2F € Q,w* € H3(RY) (k= 1,.
that (4.5), (4.6), (4.7) of Lemma 4.1 hold for £ =1,...,n and

vl + k) = WF in HE®RY) for k=1,...,n
Moreover, we assume that

2
sup / v dx — 0.
yeRN JB1(y)

— e Zwk(x - Z/?)
k=1

Then

wezw _ye

—>0.

Set
(@) = ve(z) — Ye(2) Zwk(x - y?)
k=1

From (4.10) it follows that

1€l < el s + HwaZw —y8) |z

k=1

n
<m+CY b,
k=1

and being |[& ||+ < [|&| 1z, we deduce that (&) is bounded in H*(RY).

29

(RN) for any ¢ € [2,2%), we have

,n) such

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)
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By (4.16) and Lemma 2.2 we have [|{||pp+1@®n) — 0 as € — 0. Now, a direct calculation shows
that

HgsH%Ig = (v — e Zwk( - y?),£€>H
k=1

n

= (ve,&)H. — Z(d’awk( - y§)=§a>H§ (4.18)
k=1
We aim to prove that forallk =1,...,n
(e (- =y, &)z = (WF( = yk), Yebe)or + 0(1). (4.19)
Indeed
<waw _ya) §a> _< ( ) wa§a>
_ v ok
], et L(gse( D)L 1) 4
(Ye( Y)Wz —yk) — wh(y — yf))& ()
/ /]R?N |z — y| N2 ey
+ [ e+ ) = V)i + et @ + ) da
=: (1) + ({I).
We note that
(Ve () — y))(&e(x) — ée(y))wk (- y?)
‘/ R2N \x = y!N”S dmdy‘

o (w 3
<//R2N A B |z — y‘N+28 dﬂ?dy) X

wa — _ éc 2
<//RzN | ‘x _ y"JSf-mgx ve)) dwdy)

= Yo @ 98) — iy — g @) "
R2N

NI

and

|z — y|N+2s

w k2 3
< (/L= wai P aeay)
w}e Ye(y)|? 2
<//Rw c Iw—le”s ddy

so, using the fact that ||&||gs < Cy and ||w¥||gs < C4, for some Cy,Cy > 0, we can argue as in the
proof of (4.13) to see that (1) — 0. We note that (V (ex + ey¥) — V(2))y(ex + ey¥) is bounded in
L>(RY). By (4.5) and (4.15) we can deduce that

E(-+yl) = 0in H°(RY)
E(-+yr) = 0in Li, (RY).
Then (I1) — 0 and we can conclude that (4.19) holds.

(4.20)



CONCENTRATING SOLUTIONS FOR FRACTIONAL SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS 31

Putting together (4.18) and (4.19) we find

n

”5&”%{; = (e, &e)ms — Z<wk( — ), € i + 0(1)
k=1

= o€+ [ aler0)eda = 3 ((@H— ). 0e6)

k=1

+ /RN g(a®, Wz — yF))pet d:v) +o(1)

— [ oerve)éedo - > | ottt = st do -+ o)

n

= (III) = > (IV) +o(1).

k=1
By Corollary 2.1-(iii) we have

(1D <5 / lvete| da + C / welPlé.] da
RN RN

< Olfvell 2y lI€ell L2y + CollvellTp gy I6ell Lo+1 )

and using ||| p+1myy — 0 as € — 0, the boundedness of [ve|l 2@~y and [|§:[|f2y), and the
arbitrariness of §, we get (II11) — 0. In view of (4.20) we can see that (V') — 0. Hence ||{.||gs — 0
and (4.17) holds.

Step 3: Suppose that there exist n € NU{0}, (y¥) c RV, 2% € Q,wF € H*RM)\ {0} (k=1,...,n)
such that (4.5),(4.6), (4.7) and (4.15) hold. We also assume that there exists z. € RY such

that
- Wk (z — yF)
/Bl (ze) : Z ‘

Then there exist z¥*1 € Q and wk“ € H*(RY)\ {0} such that

d:z: —c>0. (4.21)

lze —yF| 500 forallk=1,...,n (4.22)

ez, = zFtl e Q, (4.23)

V(- 4 2z2) = W £ 0 in HS(RY), (4.24)

e (W) = 0. (4.25)

It is standard to prove that z. satisfies (4.22) and that there exists w**1 € H*(RN)\ {0} satisfying

(4.24).

Now we show (4.23). Firstly, we prove that limsup,_,|ez:| < co. Assume by contradiction
that |ez:| — oco. Let ¢ € C§°(RYM) be a cut-off function such that ¢ > 0, ¢(0) = 1 and let
vr(z) = ¢(x/R). Since (pr(- — z:)v:) is bounded in HZ, we obtain

<Jf;,‘(/UE)7 QOR( - Za)va> — 0 as € — O7
that is

/R (—A)Sue( 4 22)(— D) (r(@)ve(e + 2)) 1V (ex + ez )0 (@ + 2)pr()de

N

_ /RN glex + eze,v-(x + 2z2))ve(x + 2o )pr(z) de — 0. (4.26)
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Let us note that |ez.| — oo yields
9(ex + e2e, v (2 + 22)) = f(ve(® + 2c)) on supppp
for any € small enough. Moreover, pr(z) — 1 as R — oo and
(@) lop| < Crlwt 2 + Colwb 1Pt € LIRY),

in view of Lemma 2.5-(¢3i) and Lemma 2.4-(7). Hence, by invoking the dominated convergence
theorem we infer that

lim lim glex + eze,v-(x + 22))ve(x + z:)pr(x) dx

R—oc0e—=0 JpN

— Rh_?;o . _(wk+1)wk+1(’0Rd$
= | Fwhhwk+t dg. (4.27)

On the other hand, using (4.24), Holder’s inequality and Lemma 2.1 (with ngp = 1 — ¢g), we can see
that

hm lim sup // (ve(@ + 20) = vely + z;))g(’DR(:E) — (’DR(y))Ua(y + z¢) dzdy = 0, (4.28)
R—oo 0 RN |z — y|NF2s

and applying Fatou’s Lemma and (4.24), we get

lim lim inf //RZN Jvel@ + 2¢) — ve(y + 21 ¢r(v) dzdy

R5o0 -0 |z — y|N+2s
//R2N |wk+1 |N’:Sl(y)|2 dxdy. (4.29)
Taking into account (4.26), (4.27), (4.28) and (4.29), we deduce that
// W (2) — W (y) 2 dxdy+/ Vo(wF )2 = FwF )bt dg < 0. (4.30)
R2N ]a;— ‘N+2s o S
By Lemma 2.5 ( ) and (4.30), we have

W (@) — WM () hiloo
dzd _ g < 0.
//]R2N \x—y\N+2s r y+/RN(V° v)(W' ) dr <0

Since Vy > v, we infer that w**! = 0, which contradicts (4.24).

Then, lim sup,_, |e2:| < oo and there exists %+ € RY such that ez — 2**!. This and the fact
that (J.(ve), o(- — z:)) = 0 for any ¢ € Cg°(RY), gives @/ ., (W) = 0. Since w* ! £ 0, it follows
that zFT! € Q by Lemma 3.2 (4).

Step 4: Conclusion.
Let us suppose that vg #Z 0. Then we set y! =0, 2! =0, w! = vy.

If ||ve — Yew!||gs — 0, then (4.5)-(4.8) are satisfied by 0 € Q, vy # 0 and ®{(vo) = 0.

If [|vs — thew|| s does not converge to 0, then (4.16) in Step 2 does not occur, and there exists (z)
satisfying (4.21) in Step 3. In view of Step 3, there exist 2%, w? satisfying (4.22)-(4.25). Then we set
y2 = zo. If [Jue — e (w! + w?(- — 42))| s — 0 then (4.5)-(4.8) hold because of [yZ — y}| = |z| — oo,
ey? — 22 € Q and @, (w?) = 0. Otherwise, we can use Step 2 and 3 to continue this procedure.

Now we assume that vg = 0. If |jve|[zs — 0, we have done. Otherwise, condition (4.16) in Step
2 does not occur, and we can find (z.) satisfying (4.21) in Step 3. Applying Step 3, there exist z'
and w! satisfying (4.22)-(4.25). Thus, we set y} = z..
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At this point, we aim to show that this process ends after a finite numbers of steps. Firstly, we
show that under assumptions (4.5)-(4.7) and (4.15)

2 n
. 2
hm Ve — Q/JEZw — b = il_H)%) ||U€H%{g - Z | w” | e (4.31)
Hs k=1
Let us note that
n 2
- %Zwk(
k=1 Hg
= [loellFs = 2> (ve, ek (- = yE)) s + D> (WewP (- — yF), ek (- — 4 ) he. (4.32)
k=1 kK
Now we show that
s 2
(’L)g,ﬂ)ewk(. _ yf)>Hg — v |(—A)2wk|2 + V(g;k)(wk)? dz = | wk | ok (4.33)
In fact
U€a¢s - ye)>
[/ ikx+% —%@+0@N%@+w®—¢Hy+%WwW@¢wy
R2N |z — y|NF2s
ve(@ 4 y¥) — v-(y + yF)) (WF(2) — W (y)) K
dxd
+//R2N iz — gV Ye(y + e ) dzdy

+ /IRN V(ex + ey®)pe (x + yF)ve(z + P (2) do
=: (I) + (II) + (II1).

Using Hélder’s inequality and the boundedness of v.(- 4+ y*) we can argue as in the proof of (4.13)
to see that (1) — 0.

Concerning (I1) we can observe that

// (ve(@ + yF) — ve(y + ¥5)) (wF (2) — W (y))
RZN

|z — y|N+2s Ve (y + y¥) dady
U€ x v) — ve 5 R () — Wk
:./)ng +yb) |§?Q+fxll§ @) O g
(e + ) = D(we(x + ) — vely + ) (" () — ()
//RZN |z — y|N+2s dzxdy

S (ID)1 + (I1)s.

Due to the fact that v.(- +y*) — w* in H3(RY), we obtain that (IT); — [w*]?. On the other hand,
using Hélder’s inequality and the fact that ve(- + y¥) is bounded in H*(R"), we have

(s [, Wbt s -t — )P 1

2
w N da:dy) —0
in view of the dominated convergence theorem. Since it is clear that (I11) — [on V(2*)(w¥)? dz,
we deduce that (4.33) holds. In a similar fashion, we can obtain

, , 0 it £k
(et (- — o), e (- — g %{ FLn i w (4.34)
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Putting together (4.32), (4.33) and (4.34), we can infer that (4.31) holds. Now, (4.31) yields that
n
Zywﬂ;sgwm@,
and using Lemma 3.2-(i¢) and (4.4) we get

2 : 2 2
5t < Tim o 3, < m®

Therefore, the procedure to find (yf), z* w* can not be iterated infinitely many times. Hence there

exist [ € NU {0}, (y¥), 2%, w¥ such that (4.5)-(4.8) hold. Clearly, (4.9) follows in a standard way by
(4.5)-(4.8). O

In the next lemma we investigate the behavior of c. as ¢ — 0.
Lemma 4.2. Let (cc)ee(0,,] be the mountain pass value of J. defined in (2.18)-(2.19). Then

c: > m(0) = xie]%gN m(z) as e — 0.

Proof. From Lemma 3.1 we can find a path v € C([0, 1], H*(RY)) such that v(0) = 0, ®,(v(1)) < 0,
Dy (v(t)) < m(0) for all t € [0, 1], and

o Do (7(t)) = m(0).

Take ¢ € C§°(RY) such that ¢(0) = 1 and ¢ > 0, and we set
x

rM)@) = ¢ (F) 1O @).

Thus, it is easy to check that vz (t) € C([0, 1], HZ(RY)), yr(0) = 0 and ®¢(yg(1)) < 0 for any R > 1
sufficiently large. Therefore yg(t) € T'.. Now, fixed R > 0, we can see that maxc(o 1) [Je(Yr(t)) —
Dg(vr(t))| — 0 as e — 0. Hence, for any R > 1 large enough, we get

e < tlél[(fi}l(] J-(yr(t)) — tIélﬁ)ﬁ Do(yr(t)) as e — 0.

On the other hand

max ®o(yr(t)) — m(0) as R — oo,
te[0,1]

so we deduce that limsup,_,,c. < m(0).

In order to complete the proof, we prove that liminf. ,oc. > m(0). Let v. € H? be a critical
point of J.(v) associated to c¢.. From Lemma 4.1, there exist ; — 0,l € N U {0}, (yfj) C RY,
8 € Q, Wk e HS(RV)\ {0} (k= 1,...,1) satisfying (4.5)-(4.9). If by contradiction I = 0, then (4.9)
yields ¢, = J.,(ve;) — 0 which contradicts Corollary 2.2. Consequently, [ > 1 and using (4.9) and
Lemma 3.3 we have

l l
liminfe,, = Z D (wh) > Zm(azk) > Im(0) > m(0).
j—00
k=1 k=1

From Lemma 4.2 we deduce the following result.
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Lemma 4.3. For any e € (0,e1], let us denote by v a critical point of J. corresponding to c.. Then
for any sequence €; — 0 we can find a subsequence, still denoted by €, and yaj,ml,wl such that

€jYe; — zt (4.35)
ete NVl = alcrelg V(z), (4.36)
w'(z) is a least energy solution of @1 (v) =0, (4.37)
o, = eyt (- = ez, = 0, (4.39
Jej(ve;) = m(xz') = m(0). (4.39)

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this last section we provide the proof of Theorem 1.1. From Corollary 2.3, we can see that
there exists €1 € (0,ep] such that for any € € (0,e1], there exists a critical point v. € H of J.
satisfying J.(ve) = ¢.. Then, by Lemma 4.3 we know that for any sequence ¢; — 0, there exists a
subsequence €; and (ye;) C RN, zt € A/, w! € H*(RY)\ {0} satisfying (4.35)-(4.39). Morcover, by
the maximum principle [12] ve; > 0 in RY. In view of (2.16) and (4.38) we obtain

[y = e, (- = Y, )l s vy — 0. (5.1)
We also note that (4.31) and (5.1) yield
: 2
lim o, 3, = |w! |5 0. (5.2)
J—00 J

Let ¢, (x) := v, ( + ye;). Arguing as in the proof of (4.13), and using ¢ (z') = 1, (4.35) and the
dominated convergence theorem, we can see that

[T/Jaj "‘yaj)wl_wlF
2
< 2// ‘waj x‘i‘yag) ¢8j(y+y6j)‘ (wl(x))2 dxdy
R2N

|l‘ _ y|N+2s

|’lz[)€ y+y5 )— 1|2 1 1 9
2 : 5 - dzdy — 0.
* //RzN ’x _y‘N+2s ‘w (z) —w (y)\ xdy — 0

Clearly
/ |¢€j(m + yej)wl - w1|2 dx — 0.
RN

These two facts, together with (5.1), imply that
1, — w || s vy — 0. (5.3)

Now we prove the following lemma which will be fundamental to study the behavior of the maximum
points of solutions of (1.1).

Lemma 5.1. There exists K > 0 such that
[[Ve;[| Lo vy < K for all j € N.
Proof. Let > 1 and T > 0, and we introduce the following function

0 if t <0
p(t) = prp(t) = t° if0<t<T
BTA=Yt—-T)+ T8 ift>T.
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Since ¢ is convex and Lipschitz, we can see that for any u € D2(RV)
p(u) € D**(RY)
(—=A)%(u) < ¢ (u)(=A)"u.

Now, using Theorem 2.1, an integration by parts, (V1), 0., > 0, and the growth assumptions on g,
we have

H(P(@Ej)”iﬁ(RN)

<CS;! . ‘P(ﬁaj)ﬁpl(@aj)(l + 7735_1) dux

_ s ( / (i, ) (52,) d + / cp(f)gj)gol(@aj)@gf_ldx>,
RN RN

where C is a constant independent of 5 and j.
In view of (¢, )¢’ (0e;) < ﬁf}?f_l and ;¢ (0e;) < Bo(0e;), we get

- \p2 ~98-1 S \\2~25—2
e s oy < €8 ([ 27 ot [ (000 2 ) (5.4)

where C' is a constant independent of 5 and j. We also point out that the last integral in (5.4) is
well defined for every T' > 0 in the definition of ¢. Now we take 5 in (5.4) such that 246 — 1 = 2%,
and we denote it by

25 +1

br=—5— (5.5)

Let R > 0 to be fixed later. Applying the Holder inequality in the last integral in (5.4), we can see
that

| ol
= / ((0:,))%02: 2 do + / (p(Be;))* 022 dor
{oe;<R} {#:;>R}

< / M}#?l dx
{e; <R}

Ve

* % * T
+ (/ (p(De,)) dx> (/ 25 da;) . (5.6)
RN {oe;>R} !

Since (,) is bounded in H* (RY), we can take R sufficiently large such that

25-2

o % 1
vZs dx < .
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This together with (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6), yields

~ 2 <920 ~2% d R2;‘—1 (10(683')2 d 5.7
||90(U€j)||L2§(RN) = 51 BN U€j X + - —ax | . ( . )

U,

From ¢(?;) < 6?; and (5.5), and taking the limit as ' — oo in (5.7), we have
2
* ﬁ * * *
</ Ol dx) <208 </ 72 da;+R2S_1/ 2 da;) < o0,
RN 7 RN 7 RN 7

b, € L (RY). (5.8)

which gives

Now we assume that 3 > B;. Thus, using () < 17553 on the right hand side of (5.4) and letting
T — oo we deduce that

2
(/RN 20 d:z:> *<cp (/RN 520 dr + /RN DA d:z:> : (5.9)

Set
20(2-1)
a:=—"—"and b:=28—-1—a.
2(8-1)
Applying Young’s inequality with exponents r = %S and r’ = 23—3&, we can see that

x 2t —a 25
526-1 4 <g/ 52 s / e
/]RN Vg T < 2% Jan vg: ax + 2 v Ve x

< / o di + / §H22 gy

RN RN
<C (1 + / §2h+2—2 dm) . (5.10)
RN

Putting together (5.9) and (5.10), we obtain

2
* ﬁ *
</sz 27 dx> < OB <1 + /RN DA da;) . (5.11)

1 1
* 25(B-1) 1 * 2(B-1)
<1+/ 2P d:z:> < (CB)2B-D <1+/ 20+ =2 dm) . (5.12)
RN 7 RN 7

For m > 1 we define Sy inductively so that 28,41 + 25 — 2 = 2% 3k, that is

Consequently,

25\ ¥
Brr1 = <7> (B — 1)+ 1.

Hence, from (5.12), it follows that

1
2% 25 (Bpg1—1
1 +/ T
RN

1
S T N 25 (B —1)
< (CBy) Prar=D <1+ /R ﬁ?;ﬁkda;> L (5.13)

N
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1
* 23 (B —1)
Ap = <1 —I—/ 2P dx) *
RN 7

Crt1 = CBr1.
Then we can find a constant ¢y > 0 independent of k£ such that

Let us define

and

k1 L
Apq1 < H CLmY Ay < cpAy.
m=2

Hence, we can deduce that
(|01 Lo vy < c0A1 < 00,

uniformly in j € N, thanks to (5.8) and [T, | ;22 @~y < €. This ends the proof of Lemma 5.1. [
Using Lemma 5.1 and the interpolation in LY spaces, we can see that

Ve, — w! in LYRY), for any ¢ € (2,00), (5.14)

hj(x) = g(gjx + &jye,. Ue,) = f(w') in LIRY), for any ¢ € (2,00). (5.15)
Now we note that v, satisfies

(—A)°Te; + Ve, = aj in RY,

) + ](x) (ij + E]yaj)f)aj (x)
nd (5.14), we can deduce that

a; = w' + fwh) = V(ehw! in LIRY)

for any g € [2,00), and we can find a constant £ > 0 such that

where a;j(r) = ¢, (v
In view of (4 35) an

|ajll oo rvy < &5 for all j € N.
Taking into account some results obtained in [24], we know that
Ve, (7) = (K x o) (2) = o K(z —y)a;(y) dy,
where K is the Bessel kernel. Then we can argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.6 in [2] to infer that
Ue;(7) — 0 as |z] — oo (5.16)
uniformly in j € N. Now we prove that 7., is a solution to (1.1) for small ¢; > 0.

Using the fact that e;y., — x!
denoted by itself, we have

€ A, there exists » > 0 such that for some subsequence, still

B, (ejys;) C A for all j € N.
By setting AL = £, we can see that
BELj(yej) C A/Ej forall j € N
which yields
RN \A;j C RN\BELj(ij) for all j € N.
From (5.16), there exists R > 0 such that
U, (x) <ry forall |[z| > R,j € N

so that
fuaj(x) = Vg, (T — yaj) <7, for all z € R \ BR(ij),j e N.
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On the other hand, there exists jy € N such that
RY\ AL CRY\ B (ye,) € RY \ Brlye,) for all j > jo.

Hence

ve,;(z) <y forall z € RV \ A'Ej,j > jo. (5.17)
Now, up to a subsequence, we may assume that

”Uaj”Lw(BR(ysj)) > Ty for allj > jo. (5.18)

Otherwise, if this is not the case, we have [|v, || oo~y < 70, and taking into account the definition
of g and our choice of r,, we get

Vo
9w, ve; )ve; = flve,)ve, < m)fj < 71}%.

Then, by (JZ (vs;), ve;) = 0 we can deduce that

2 _ [0 2
||U€jHng - /RN f(vsj)vsj du < 2 /RN Ve, dx

which implies that limj_ [|ve,||}s = 0, which is a contradiction in view of (5.2). Therefore,
¥

putting together (5.17) and (5.18), we deduce that the maximum points 2., € RN of ve; belong to
BRr(ye;). Hence 2., = y., + Z, for some 2., € Br. Recalling that the associated solution of our
problem (1.1) is of the form u.,(z) = Uaj(%), we can conclude that the maximum point x.; of ue;

is e, 1= €y, +¢€;Z;. Since (2,) C Bg is bounded and ;y., — z! € A’ we obtain
lim V(x;) = V(z!) = inf V().
j—oo TEA
Therefore, we have proved that there exists g9 > 0 such that for any € € (0,e0], (1.1) admits a

positive solution u.(x) = v.(%Z) satisfying (1) of Theorem 1.1. Finally, we prove that (2) holds.
Using Lemma 4.3 in [24] we know that there exists a function w such that

C
and
s ‘/0 : N
(—A)Y’w+ 3w > 0in R™ \ Bpg,, (5.20)

for some suitable Ry > 0. In view of (5.16), we know that o, (z) — 0 as x| — oo uniformly in j.
This, (f2) and the definition of g, implies that for some Ry > 0 sufficiently large, we get

(—A)*D,, + ?@aj = g(ej™ + €jYe;, Ve, ) — <V — ?) Te,
< glejx +€jye,, 0e,) — E@e < 0in RV \ Bg,. (5.21)
9 Ve
Choose R3 = max{Ry, Ry}, and we set
a= iBgE w >0 and w; = (b+ 1)w — aty,, (5.22)

where b = sup;en |0, | oo vy < 00. Now we prove that

W, >0 in RY. (5.23)
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We first note that (5.20), (5.21) and (5.22) yield
We; > ba +w —ba > 0 in Bg,, (5.24)

Vi
(—A)*de, + Eowaj >0 in RV \ Bpg,. (5.25)

We argue by contradiction, and we assume that there exists a sequence (Z;,) C RY such that

xieIgN e, (T) = nh_)n(;o We,; (Tjn) < 0. (5.26)
Using (5.16), (5.19) and the definition of ., it is clear that |10, (z)| — 0 as |z| — oo, uniformly in
j € N. Thus we can deduce that (Z;,) is bounded, and, up to subsequence, we may assume that
there exists #; € RY such that Z,,, — Z; as n — co. Thus from (5.26), we get

Jnf o, (2) = e (75) < 0. (5.27)

From the minimality of Z; and the representation formula for the fractional Laplacian [19], we can
see that

(A%, (75) = C(N,s) /RN 2., (T5) — i, (T + £) — i, (7 — €)

d¢ < 0. 5.28
2 |£|N+28 £=<0 ( )
Taking into account (5.24) and (5.26), we can infer that z; € RY \ Bg,. This, together with (5.27)
and (5.28), yields

which contradicts (5.25). Thus (5.23) holds, and using (5.19) we get

~ . N
Ugj (ZE) < W for all ] € N,x eR s (529)

for some C' > 0. Since ue, (z) = fugj(eij) = ’Daj(% — Ye;) and ., = €jye; + €jZ;, from (5.29) we

obtain for any = € RV

X - X
Ue ; (33) = Vg; E_ = Vg; E_ — Ye,
J J
_ c
> 1+|E£j_y€j|N+23
C~1€N+23

j

N+2s . N+2

£ + |r — gjye, [N T2
06;’\“_28

< .
> €§y+2s + ‘LZ' _xaj’N+2S

This ends the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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