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ON THE MULTIPLICITY AND CONCENTRATION OF POSITIVE
SOLUTIONS FOR A p-FRACTIONAL CHOQUARD EQUATION IN RY

VINCENZO AMBROSIO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we deal with the following fractional Choquard equation
e P(—A)su+ V(z)|ufP~2u = e~V (ﬁ . F(u)) f(u) in RY,
weWSP(RY), u>0inR"Y,

where € > 0 is a small parameter, s € (0,1), p € (1,00), N > sp, (—A), is the fractional p-Laplacian,
V' is a positive continuous potential, 0 < p < sp, and f is a continuous superlinear function with
subcritical growth. Using minimax arguments and the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category theory, we
obtain the existence, multiplicity and concentration of positive solutions for £ > 0 small enough.

1. INTRODUCTION
In this paper we focus our attention on the following nonlinear fractional Choquard equation
eP(—A)su + V(@)|ufp~2u = enN (ﬁ « F(u)) F(u) in RV,

u € WSP(RY), wu>0inRY,

where ¢ > 0 is a parameter, s € (0,1), p € (1,00), N > sp, 0 < p < spand V : RY — R and
f R — R are continuous functions. The fractional p-Laplacian operator (—A);’, is defined, up to

(1.1)

normalization factors, for any « : RV — R smooth enough by

(_A)su($) —921lim |u($) - u(y)|p_2(u(x) — u(y))

dy (zeRM).
p r=0 JRN\B, (z) |z — y|NFsp ( )

The above operator is a nonlocal version of the classical p-Laplacian A, and it is an extension of
the fractional Laplacian (—A)® (that is p = 2); see [18, 26] for more details.
2
When s =1, p=2, V(z) =1, e =1 and F(u) = %, we can see that (1.1) reduces to the
Choquard-Pekar equation

1
—Au+u= (— * \u!2> u in RY (1.2)
x

which goes back to the description of a polaron at rest in Quantum Field Theory by Pekar [43] in
1954. In particular, when u is a solution to (1.2), we can see that 1 (z,t) = u(z)e™" is a solitary
wave of the following Hartree equation

oY 1 2\ ., 3

zE:—Aw— <W*\zp] >¢1n]R x Ry,
introduced by Choquard in 1976 to describe an electron trapped in its own hole as approximation
to Hartree-Fock Theory of one component plasma; see [30, 44].

From a mathematical point of view, equation (1.2) and its generalizations have been widely
investigated. Lieb [29] proved the existence and uniqueness, up to translations, of the ground
state to (1.2). Lions [32] obtained the existence of a sequence of radially symmetric solutions via
critical point theory. Ma and Zhao [33] showed the symmetry of positive solutions for a generalized
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Choquard equation. Moroz and Van Shaftingen [39] established regularity, radial symmetry and
asymptotic behavior at infinity of positive solutions. For other interesting results on Choquard
equations we refer to [1, 3, 24, 40, 51] and the survey [41].

Recently, the study of problems involving fractional and nonlocal operators has received a great
interest in view of concrete real-world applications, such as phase transitions, anomalous diffusion,
population dynamics, optimization, finance, conservation laws, ultra-relativistic limits of quantum
mechanics, quasi-geostrophic flows and many others; see [18, 37]. In particular, when p = 2 in (1.1),
a large number of papers have been devoted to the study of fractional Schrédinger equations [27]
involving local nonlinearities; see for instance [2, 6, 9, 19, 20, 48] and the references therein.
However, in the literature there are only few papers dealing with fractional Schrodinger equations
like (1.1) in which the nonlocal term appears also in the nonlinearity. Frank and Lenzmann [22]
proved analyticity and radial symmetry of positive ground state for the L? critical boson star
equation

d’Avenia et al. [14] dealt with the regularity, existence and non existence, symmetry and decay
properties of solutions to

1
(—A)Yu+u= <W * |u|p> luP~%u in RY.

Shen et al. [19] investigated the existence of ground state solutions for a fractional Choquard equa-

tion involving a general nonlinearity. In [7] the author used penalization technique and Ljusternik-
Schnirelmann theory to study the multiplicity and concentration of positive solutions to

(-8 Ve = (e P ) £0) in BY

when the potential V' has a local minimum.

On the other hand, in the last few years, a great attention has been focused on the study of fractional
p-Laplacian problems. Indeed, from the mathematical point of view, the fractional p-Laplacian has
taken relevance because two phenomena are present in it: the nonlinearity of the operator and its
nonlocal character. For instance, fractional p-eigenvalue problems have been considered in [23, 31],
some interesting regularity results for weak solutions can be found in [17, 25, 42], several existence
and multiplicity results for problems set in bounded domains or in the whole of RV have been
established in [5, 8, 10, 16, 21, 34, 45], while p-fractional Choquard equations have been studied in
[11, 28, 46].

Motivated by the above papers, in this work we aim to study the existence, multiplicity, and
concentration of positive solutions for the fractional Choquard equation (1.1) assuming that the
potential V : RY — R verifies the following condition due to Rabinowitz [47]:

(V) Vo = liminf ;oo V(z) > Vo = inf cpgn V (),
and the nonlinearity f : R — R is a continuous function satisfying the following hypotheses:
(f1) there exist C' >0 and q1,¢2 > § with £(2 - &) <q1 < g2 < %(2 — &) such that

[FOI < Ot n~ + [t=7) vt eR;
(f2) there exists § > p such that 0 < 0F(t) < 2f(¢)t for all ¢t > 0, where F(t) = fg f(r)dr;
f(t)

(f3) t— Py is increasing for ¢ > 0.
2

The main result of this paper establishes the existence of multiple positive solutions of (1.1) involving
the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category of the sets M and Mj defined as

M={xecA:V(z)="Vy}and Ms = {x € RY : dist(x, M) < 6}, for § > 0.
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We recall that if YV is a given closed set of a topological space X, we denote by catx(Y) the
Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category of Y in X, that is the least number of closed and contractible
sets in X which cover Y7 see [35, 52]. More precisely, we are able to prove that

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that V verifies (V), 0 < u < sp and f satisfies (f1)-(f3) with
p(N —p)
N —sp
Then, for any § > 0, there exists €5 > 0 such that, for any € € (0,e5), problem (1.1) has at least

cat (M) positive solutions. Moreover, if u. denotes one of these positive solutions and x. € RN
its global maximum, then

p<qr < g2 <

lim V(z:) = W,

e—0
and there exists C' > 0 such that

CEN+Sp

0 < ue(x) < vz € RY.

eN+sp ’x _ xa‘N-i-sp

We note that the restriction on the exponents ¢; and ¢ is justified by the following Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality:

Theorem 1.2. [30] Let r,t > 1 and 0 < pn < N such that 1 + &£ +1 =2, Let f € L"(RY) and
h € LY(RN). Then there erists a sharp constant C(r, N, u,t) > 0 independent of f and h such that

/ T@MY) 4ogy < O, N, 1, 8)| 1, s
RN JRN |$ —y|

Indeed, when we consider the model case F'(u) = |u|?, we can see that

/ <|xl|u « Flu )) F(u) da

is well-defined if F'(u) € L*(RY) for ¢ > 1 such that 2 + £ = 2. Then, using the fractional Sobolev
embedding W*P(RY) c L"(RY) for all r € [p, p¥], we have to require that tq € [p, p}] which together
with the fact that we are considering the subcritical case, forces to suppose that

p( u) ps( u)
Dy E Ps (o HY.
2 N) <15 N

Here, we only consider the case ¢ > p.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is obtained applying suitable variational methods. We would like to
note that our result improves and extends Theorem 1.4 in [3] in the fractional setting because here
we assume that f is only continuous. Indeed, differently from [3], we cannot apply standard Nehari
manifolds arguments to study (1.1) due to the fact that the Nehari manifold associated with (1.1)
is not differentiable. To overcome this difficulty, we use some variants of critical point theorems
due to Szulkin and Weth [50]; see Sections 3 and 4. We also emphasized that the presence of the
fractional p-Laplacian operator and the convolution term, both nonlocal operators, make our study
more complicated with respect to [3], and a more accurate inspection will be done; see Section 2
for some useful technical results.

Indeed, after proving that the levels of compactness are strongly related to the behavior of the
potential V' (z) at infinity (see Proposition 5.1), we are able to deduce the existence of a ground
state solution for (1.1) provided that ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. Then, we obtain multiple solutions
by using a technique due to Benci and Cerami [12]. The main ingredient is to make precisely
comparisons between the category of some sublevel sets of the energy functional associated with
(1.1) and the category of the set M. We also investigate the concentration of positive solutions u. of
(1.1). More precisely, we combine a Moser iteration technique [38] with the Holder regularity results

obtained for (—A)j (see [17, 25]) to deduce that u.(x) decays at zero as |z| — oo uniformly in e.
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This information together with the continuity of V' will be fundamental to infer that u. concentrates
around global minimum of the potential V' as & — 0. Moreover, arguing as in [10, 11] and using the
recent result in [16], we find out that the solutions of (1.1) have a power-type decay at infinity; see
at the end of Section 6.

As far as we know, there are no results in the literature concerning the multiplicity and concentration
of positive solutions to (1.1) using the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category theory, so the goal of the
present paper is to give a first result in this direction.

The body of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we collect some lemmas which will be useful
along the paper. In Section 3 we outline the variational framework for studying (1.1). Section 4
is devoted to the study of the autonomous problem associated with (1.1). In Section 5 we provide
a first existence result for (1.1). The last section focuses on the multiplicity and concentration of
solutions to (1.1).

Before concluding this introduction, we would like to recall that using the change of variable
u(x) — u(ex) we can see that problem (1.1) is equivalent to the following one

(—A)ju + V(ex)|ulP~2u = o ¥ F(u)) f(u) in RY,
{ ue€ WP(RYN), u>0in ]R<N, ) (13)

which will be considered in the next sections.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce the notations and we give some lemmas which we will use later.
Fix s € (0,1) and p € (1,00). We denote by D¥P(R") the completion of C°(RY) with respect

to the Gagliardo seminorm
|u(@) —uy)[’
dx dy,
& //Rw |z — y!N“” Y

DSP(RY) = {u € P (RN : [u]s,p < oo} .

Let us define the fractional Sobolev space

or equivalently

N+sp

Ws,p(RN) — {u e Lp(RN) |u( ) u(y)| c Lp(R2N)}
[z —yl 7

endowed with the natural norm
[ull§p = [, + lulp.
For reader’s convenience, we recall the following fundamental embeddings:

Theorem 2.1. [18] Let s € (0,1) and p € (1,00) be such that N > sp. Then there exists a constant
S, = S(N,s,p) > 0 such that for any u € DSP(RY)

|u|p < Silul? (2.1)

s,p*

Moreover, W*P(RN) is continuously embedded in LY(RN) for any q € [p,pZ] and compactly in
Ll (RN) for any q € [p,p}).

We also have the following Lions-type lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let N > sp. If (uy,) is a bounded sequence in W*P(RY) and if

lim sup / |un|Pdx =0
"7 yeRN JBR(y)

where R > 0, then u, — 0 in LY'(RY) for all t € (p,p?).
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Proof. Let 7 € (r,p%). By the Holder and Sobolev inequality we have for all n € N

1_
[tn| L7 Br) < [Unl (8,00 [ Lot (500

< C’un’y (Br(y)) HUNH?,])

*
T—T Ps

ps—T T
contained in at most IV + 1 balls, we find

1—a)T
wlp<Coup ([ fuade)
yeRN Br(y)

From the assumption and the boundedness of (uy,,) in W*P(R"), we obtain that u, — 0 in L™(R").
Using an interpolation argument we get the thesis. O

where a = . Now, covering RY by balls of radius R, in such a way that each point of RY is

Next, we collect some technical results which will be very useful along the paper.

Lemma 2.2. Let u € WP(RY) and ¢ € CX(RN) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1, ¢ = 1 in B1(0) and
¢ =0 in RN\ By(0). Set ¢,(z) = ¢(£). Then

Tlggo[?ﬂbr - U]s,p =0 and rlin;o ’u¢r - U‘P =0.

Proof. Since ¢,u — u ae. in RV asr — 00, 0 < ¢ < 1 and u € LP(RN), we can apply the
Dominated Convergence Theorem to see that lim, . |u¢, — ul, = 0. Now, we show the first
relation of limit. Let us note that

g (@) — 17 6r(2) = 60 (y) Pluy)
[U¢T_up <2P 1|://RZN ”LL ’x_)"]‘v_,’_s(p ‘dxdy_’_//RZN’ ’x_ (’N)—J_SL( )’ df]}'dy

'[A, + B,].

Invoking the Dominated Convergence Theorem it is easy to deduce that A, — 0 as r — oc.
Concerning B,, recalling that 0 < ¢, < 1, |V¢,|eo < C/r and using the polar coordinates, we
obtain

//]RZN o y’N-‘r(sp)‘ |u(y)[Pdzdy
|pr(z) — &r(y) P Pdyd o () — dr(y) [P by
/RN /x yl>r !x—y!N+sp lu(w)[Pdy :c+/RN /x yl<r ’x_y‘N—i-sp lu(y)Pdydz

dx dx

cof mor ([t Ve S ([ )

RN| (y)| < |z—y|>r |x_y|N+sp> Y rP RN| (y)| < |lz—y|<r |x_y|N+sp—p Y

dz C dz
< p - p
<0 lutw) </> |Z|N+sp> dy+ — /RN [u(y)] </|z|s7« |Z|N+sp_p> dy
 dp C T dp

<o [ wray ([T )+ S e ([ )

C C
< p —sp+p p
< | Jurays S [ upay

C
< — lu(y)lPdy < — — 0 as r — oo.
RN rsP

Hence, B, — 0 as r — oo and we can conclude the proof of lemma. ]
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Lemma 2.3. Let w € DSP(RY) and (z,) € D*P(RN) be a sequence such that z, — 0 a.e. and
[2n]sp < C for any n € N. Then we have

//Rw (20 +w) = A(zn) — A(w)| dz = 04(1),

where A(u) := [u(@)—u()” i,(f(x) uW) gnd p = %1 is the conjugate exponent of p.
lz—y| ¥

Proof. Firstly, we deal with the case p > 2. Using the Mean Value Theorem, the Young inequality
and p > 2, we can see that for fixed € > 0 there exists C. > 0 such that

lla + b|P~2(a + b) — |a[P~2a| < elalP~ + C.|bP~  for all a,b € R. (2.2)
Taking
_ale) —aly) o, w(@) —w(y)

- N+sp - N+sp
[z —y|

|z —y| »

n (2.2) we obtain

|(zn () +w(@)) — (zaly) + wm) P> ((zn(2) + w(@)) — (zaly) + w(y)))

N+4sp

[z =yl 7
_ ‘Zn(x) — Zn(y)’p_21g2n(x) — Zn(y))
&~y ¥
p—1 _ p—1
@) =z @) = w()P

=~ N+sp 15 N+sp
|z —yl ¥ [z —y|

Let us consider the function H., : R*¥ — R, defined by

H. ,(z,y) = max {|A(zn W) - Ale) — Afw)| — @) =@ 0} .

N«Flsp
[z =yl »
We can see that H., — 0 a.e. in R?N as n — oo, and
w(r) —w(y)P~? /
0< Hen(o,y) < DI ¢ g o)
[z —yl v

Then, using the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have
/ |H€7n|p/d:pdy —0 asn— oo.
R2N

On the other hand, from the definition of H. ,,, we deduce that

Ao +w) — Azn) — A(w)] < o@D =2 WPy

— N+sp )

|z —y|

so we obtain

/ / ’Zn(x) B Zn(y)’p /
A +10) = Alew) = AQu)' < Oy | DL 4 (1. .y

Therefore

lim sup // |A(zn + w) — A(zp) — A(w)|P dady < Coe” lim sup[z,]f , < Cse”’
R2N

n—oo n—o0
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and by the arbitrariness of € > 0 we get the thesis.
Now, we suppose that 1 < p < 2. Using Lemma 3.1 in [36], we know that

lc+d[P~2(c+ d) — |c[P~2¢

< 00.
cERN d£0 |d|p—1
Taking
zn() — 2 w(z) —w
A ) gl ) e,
lz—yl v lz—yl| v
we can conclude the proof applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem. O

In order to study (1.3), for any € > 0, we introduce the following fractional Sobolev space

W, — {u € WHP(RN) / V (ex)|u(z)|P da < oo}
RN
endowed with the norm
Jull? = [y + | VDl da.
In view of assumption (V) and Theorem 2.1, it is easy to check that the following result holds.

Theorem 2.2. The space W. is continuously embedded in W*P(RN). Therefore, W- is continuously
embedded in L"(RN) for any r € [p,p%] and compactly embedded in L, (RYN) for any r € [1,p).

loc

When the potential V' (z) is coercive, we can obtain the compactness of W, into the Lebesgue
spaces L"(R™).

Theorem 2.3. Let V., = co. Then W- is compactly embedded into L (RYN) for any r € [p,p?).

Proof. Firstly, we assume that r = p. From Theorem 2.2 we know that W. c LP(R™). Let (u,) be
a sequence such that u,, — 0 in W.. Then, u,, — 0 in W*P(RY).
Let us define

M :=sup [Juy |l < oo. (2.3)
neN

Since V is coercive, for any 1 > 0 there exists R = R,) > 0 such that

Vi) <mn, for any |z| > R. (2.4)

Since u, — 0 in LP(Br(0)), there exists ng > 0 such that
/ |up|Pde <mn  for any n > ny. (2.5)
Br(0)

Hence, for any n > ng, by (2.3)-(2.5), we have

/ Pl = / lun|Pdz + / ([P d
RN Br(0) B,(0)

R

<n+ n/ V() fun|Pdz < n(1 + MP).
B%(0)
Therefore, u, — 0 in LP(RY).
When r > p, using the conclusion of r = p, interpolation inequality and Theorem 2.1, we can see
that
|ty < Clun]$plunly™,

where % = % + 1;—*0‘, which yields the conclusion as required. ]

Let us prove the following splitting for the YW.-norm in the spirit of the Brezis-Lieb Lemma [13].
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Lemma 2.4. If (uy,) is a bounded sequence in We, then
[tn =l = [lun[Z — |ull? + on(1).

Proof. From the Brezis-Lieb Lemma [13] we know that if 7 € (1, 00) and (g,) C L"(R*) is a bounded
sequence such that g, — ¢ a.e. in R¥, then we have

|90 — glzr(Rk) = ‘gn’}n/‘(Rk) - IQ‘Zr(Rk) + on(1). (2.6)
Therefore
/ V(ex)um — uf = / V(e [un P —/ V(ex)ul? + on(1),
RN RN RN
and taking
up () — up, u(z) —u
gn:—() N+s(py)7 927() ﬁ, r:pand ]{3:2N
|z —y| 7 |z —y|™

in (2.6), we can see that

[un - u]g,p = [un]ls),p - [u]g,p + On(l)
O
The next lemma is a variant of the Brezis-Lieb Lemma [13] (see also [1]) for the nonlocal term.
Lemma 2.5. Let (u,) C W*P(RY) be such that u, — u in W3P(RN). Set v, = u, —u. Then we

have
E(un) — E(vp) — E(u) = 0p(1),
and for any ¢ € We such that |||l <1 it holds
<2/(Un) - 2/(?]”) - 2/('&), Q0> = On(1)7

where

Flu(y)

Y(u) == = K(u)(x)F(u(z)) de and  K(u)(z) := /RN |z — y|»

2 RN
Proof. We only show the validity of the first statement because the second one can be proved using
similar arguments. For more details we refer the interested reader to [1].
Firstly, we show that

N
F(up) — F(vy) — F(u) in L7 (RY), (2.7)
By the Mean Value Theorem, assumption (f1) and Young’s inequality we can see that for any € > 0
there exists C; > 0 such that

2N
2N—p

2N 1
() — Fon)| 7 < /0 Flun — tu)udt

2N
< [Jul(lun] + [u)™ 7+ Jul (g | + fu) =71 230

2Nqq 2Ngqa 2Nqy 2Nagp
< (fun |20 A fun [29=0) + C(fu| 2= 4 Juf28=0)

which together with
2N 2N 2N

[F @) < C(|ul5 + [uf5)

implies that
2N 2Nqq ZN# 2Nqy 2Nqo
[F(un) = Fvn) = F(u)|2¥=r < efun]2V=0 + Jun|2¥=0 ) 4+ C([u|2V=# + [u[2N=r).

Let us define

2N 2N
Gep = max{|F(un) — F(v,) — F(u)|21%f1iu — €(|un|2Ng + |un|2quu),0} ,
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and we observe that G., — 0 a.e. in RN as n — oo and

2N 2N
0< Gep < C(Jul>M 5 + [u2N %) € LYRY),

2N 2N L
because of p < QNEL <pfandp< zNﬁz <piinviewof p<q < g2 <

p(N—p)
N—sp *
Hence, invoking the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get G, — 0 in L'(RN) as n — oo.

On the other hand, from the definition of G, ,, it follows that

2N

2N 2N
[P () = F(vn) = Fu) |7 < &(|uun| 7 + [ 775) + G,

so, using the boundedness of (uy,) in W*P(R™), we can deduce that

lim sup / |F(un) — Fun) — F(u)| 255 < Ce Ve > 0.
]RN

n— o0
This ends the proof of (2.7). Then, in view of Theorem 1.2, we have

1

o # ) = F(u)) = o Pl in L (®Y), (2.8

||

Now, let us note that

/RN <ﬁ " F(un)> Flun) - <ﬁ ) F(%)> Flo)
— /RN <ﬁ * (F(uy) — F(vn))> (F(up) — F(v,)) + 2/]RN <# « (Fluy) — F(vn))> o).

N
Since F(v,) — 0 in LoV (RM), we can use (2.7), (2.8) and (2.9) to obtain the thesis. O

3. VARIATIONAL FRAMEWORK

In order to study (1.3), we will look for critical points of the following Euler-Lagrange functional
J- : W. — R defined by

Lo s
Te(u) = —lullz - 3(u)

where

S =3 [ K@@F(u@)dr ad K@) = /R ) E(g(;/ig a0

In view of (f1), Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 1.2, it is easy to check that [J. is well-defined, J. €
C'(W.,R) and its differential is given by

w(z) — u(y) P2 (u(z) — u v(xr) —v
) = [ o) =P 0) D O g [yt

|z — y|[N+sp

_ F@®) V(o) da
/RN/RN _Wf(())()ddy

|z

for any u,v € W;. Let us introduce the Nehari manifold associated with (1.3), namely
Nz = {u e W\{0} : (T (u),u) = 0}.
Firstly, we show that 7. verifies the assumptions of the Mountain Pass Theorem [4].

Lemma 3.1. 7. verifies the following properties:
(1) there exist o, p > 0 such that J-(u) > « for any v € Wy such that ||ul|: = p;
(i1) there exists e € W, with ||ells > p such that J-(e) < 0.
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Proof. Using (f1) and applying Theorem 1.2 we get

RN

< clF@bF@l <0 ([ u + o o)) (3.)

where % = %(2 —£). Sincep < q1 < @2 < %2(2 — &), we can see that tqi,tq2 € (p,p}), and from

Theorem 2.2 we have

2
t
([ Gl ey ae) " < ol + ul> (3.2)

Putting together (3.1) and (3.2) we can deduce that

/RN (ﬁ * F(U)> F(u) dx

Therefore, we obtain

< C(llull? + [lu]|22)* < C(|[ull2® + [|u]2#).

1
J(u) 2 “lulz - C(llull2 + [[ull2%),

and being g2 > ¢1 > & we can see that (i) holds. Fix ug € W*P(RY)\ {0} such that ug > 0, and
we set
tug

[[uoll

h(t) =% for ¢t > 0.
()

Using (f2), we deduce that
t’LL(] uo
i ()
[uolle / [luolle
1 t t
= Lo (o F () ()
RN \ [z[# [[wolle l[uolle / [luoll<
=7 Lo (o () 2 () e 2
t Jrv 2\ |z|# [[uolle luolle / lluolle

>%@. (3.3)

Integrating (3.3) on [1,t[|ug||.] with t > —L—, we find

lluolle?
h(tlluolle) = h(1)(¢]uoll)’
which implies that

zmwzz(ﬂbymwﬂ
Tl

Consequently, we have
tP 0 1
ja(tuo) = —HU()Hg — Z(tuo) < Cltp — Cot” for t > —— .
p [[uoll -
Taking e = tug with ¢ sufficiently large, we can see that (ii) holds. O
Now, we prove the following lemma related to the function K (u) which will be very useful in the
sequel.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (f1)-(f3) hold, 0 < p < sp and p < q1 < q2 < pJ(VNf;Z). Let (uy,) be a
bounded sequence in W.. Then there exists Cy > 0 such that

|K (un)]oo < Cy for any € > 0. (3.4)
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Proof. Let us note that (f1) yields
|F ()] < C(Jt]" + [t|?2) for all t € R.

F(uy,
[ £
RN ]a:—y!“

F(u,
< | [
lz—y|<1 |$ y| |z—y|>1 |l‘ y|

un ()| + [un(y)]|%
lz—y|<1 |z — y|~

un ()| + [un(y)]|%
lz—y|<1 |z — y|~

Then, we can see that

K (un) ()| =

_l’_

<C

dy+C / (Tt + un ) dy
RN

<C dy+C

where in the last line we used Theorem 2.2 and ||u,||: < K. Now, we take

te( N Np }andre( Np }
N —u (N —sp)q1 N —p’ (N —sp)g

Applying the Holder inequality and using Theorem 2.2 and |ju,|| < K, we can see that

t—1

1 t=1
|un ()| t 1 '
o B 02 iy =
lz—y|<1 ¥ Y |z—y|<1 lz—y|<1 |@ — y|t-1

t—

1 ‘ <
<C </ pN_l_ﬁ d,o> < 0.
0
tp

because of N —1 — %5 > —1. Similarly, we get

1 r—1

a2 r "
/ |un (y)] dy < / |up |72 dy / % dy
— oyl =
e—yl<1 17—yl le—y|<1 le—y|<1 |z — y|7T

r—1

1 T
<C </ ,oN_l_ﬁ dp) < 00
0

in view of N — 1 — -2 > —1. Putting together (3.6) and (3.7) we can see that

r—

Q 42
/ ‘un(y)’ + ‘un(y)‘ dy < (C for all z € RN
i<t o=yl

which in view of (3.5) yields (3.4).

11

(3.5)

(3.6)

O

Since f is only continuous, the next results are very important because they allow us to overcome

the non-differentiability of N.. We begin proving some properties for the functional 7.

Lemma 3.3. Under assumptions (V') and (f1)-(f3) we have for any e > 0:
(i) J. maps bounded sets of W. into bounded sets of W.
(i1) J! is weakly sequentially continuous in W.

(131) T:(tpun) — —00 as t, — oo, where u, € K and K C W-\{0} is a compact subset.

Proof. (i) Let (up) be a bounded sequence in W, and v € W,. Then, from (f;) and Lemma 3.2 we

deduce that
(T (un), v) < CllulP~H[vlle + Cllun |2 Hvlle + Cllun|2 o]l < C.
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(i) Assume that u, — u in W, and take v € C°(R"). Then, we know that

D) - )P () — () o) o) IR
_//RQN ddy—i—/RNV(s)]n\ U d

|z — y|[N+sp

/RN /RN |z — yyu fun(z))o(x) dudy.

The weak convergence gives that

//|%w—w@W%%m—%@mmww@umy
R2N

|x — y|NFsp
(WIP2 (u(x) — u(y))(v(z) —v(y))
-~ //R2N |z — y|NFep ey

and
V(ex)|un [P~ unv doe — / V(ex)|uP~uv da.
RN RN
Now, the growth conditions on f and the boundedness of (u,) in W, imply that F'(u,) is bounded
in L%(RN). Moreover, u, — u a.e. in RY and the continuity of F gives that F(u,) — F(u) a.e.
in RY. Therefore, F(u,) — F(u) in L7 (R™). Using Theorem 1.2, we know that the convolution
term

2N N
W*w(!ﬂ)eL“(R ) \V/WGLQN*“(R ),
x
and it is a linear bounded operator from L2V (RM) to L (RM). Accordingly,

% Flup) — —— # F(u) in L' (RY).

1
[ae]
Since f has subcritical growth, we know that f(u,) — f(u) in L,
Therefore, we get

[a]

(RN) for all r € [1, qui).

In conclusion, (je’(un),w — (T (u),v) for all v € CX(RY), and using the density of C°(R”Y) in
W. we get the thesis.

(73i) Without loss of generality, we may assume that ||u|. =1 for each u € K. For u,, € K, after
passing to a subsequence, we obtain that u, — u € S.. Then, using (f;) and Fatou’s Lemma we
can see that

Te(tntn) < CtE — Ct? — —00 asn — oo
where we used that 6 > p. O

Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, for € > 0 we have:
(i) for all u € S, there exists a unique t, > 0 such that t,u € N.. Moreover, m.(u) = t,u is the
unique mazimum of J. on We, where S; = {u € W, : ||Ju|. = 1}.
(i) The set N is bounded away from 0. Furthermore N is closed in W.
(7i1) There exists o > 0 such that t, > « for each u € S and, for each compact subset W C S,
there exists Cy > 0 such that t, < Cyw for all u € W.
(iv) For each u € Nz, m-*(u) = |7ff”€ € Ne.. In particular, N is a reqular manifold diffeomorphic
to the sphere in V..
(v) ¢ =infpar Tz > p >0 and J. is bounded below on Nz, where p is independent of €.
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Proof. (i) For each u € S; and t > 0, we define h(t) = J-(tu). From the proof of the Lemma 3.1 we
know that h(0) =0, h(t) < 0 for ¢ large and h(t) > 0 for t small. Therefore, max;>o h(t) is achieved
at some t = t,, > 0 satisfying h/(t,) = 0 and t,u € N Now, we note that tu € N; if and only if

iz = [ [ e LDy 35)

Using (f2) and (f3), we can see that the functions

t— F(pt) and f(t)l
t2 t2—

are increasing for ¢t > 0, so the right hand side in (3.8) is an increasing function of ¢. Then, it is
easy to verify the uniqueness of a such t,.
(i7) Using Theorem 1.2 and (f1), we can see that for all u € N

lull?2 < C(llull2® + [luf2%)

so there exists x > 0 such that
[ulle > & (3.9)

Now we prove that the set N is closed in W.. Let (u,) C N: such that u, — u in W,. In view
of Lemma 3.3 we know that J/(u,,) is bounded, so we can deduce that

(T2 ) ) — (T2), 0} = (T t) = T2, ) + (T ()t — 0 = O
that is (J/(u),u) = 0. This combined with ||u||. > « implies that
HUHE = lim Huan > k>0,
n—o0

that is u € M.
(i7i) For each u € S, there exists t,, > 0 such that t,u € N.. From the proof of (ii), we can see that
ty = |[tuulle > k.

Now we prove that ¢, < Cy for all u € W C S.. Assume by contradiction that there exists
(up) € W C Sg¢ such that t,, — oo. Since W is compact, there is u € W such that w,, — u in W:
and u, — u a.e. in RY. Using Lemma 3.3-(iii), we can infer that J(t,,un) — —00 as n — oo,
which gives a contradiction because (fy) implies that

u)|n, = /K [ )u—lF() dx > 0.

(iv) Let us define the maps m. : W-\{0} — N and m. : S, — N; by

me(u) =t,u  and  me = mels.. (3.10)
In the light of (i)-(7it), we can apply Proposition 8 in [50] to deduce that m. is a homeomorphism
between S. and AN and the inverse of m. is given by m_ L) = ”Zf”s. Therefore N, is a regular

manifold diffeomorphic to S;.
(v) For e >0, t > 0 and u € W. \{0}, we can argue as in Lemma 3.1 to see that

P
Te(tu) = 5IIUH§ — OB |ul[22 4 2|u] 2%2).
Hence, we can find p > 0 such that J-(tu) > p > 0 for ¢ > 0 small enough. On the other hand,
using (¢)-(ii1), we know (see [50]) that

= BT = oy e ) = L e (310

which yields ¢. > p and J:|n. > p. O
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Now we introduce the functionals U, : W. \{0} —» R and ¥, : S. — R defined by
U, = J.(me(u)) and W, =T_[g,
where m.(u) = t,u is given in (3.10). As in [50] we have the following result:

Lemma 3.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, we have that for e > 0:
(i) V. € CY(S,R), and

U (w)v = [[me(w)||e T2 (me(w))v  for v € Ty(Se).

(1) (wy) is a Palais-Smale sequence for V. if and only if (me(wy)) is a Palais-Smale sequence for
J-. If (up) C N is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence for Je, then (mZ1(uy)) is a Palais-Smale
sequence for V..

(1i1) uw € S¢ is a critical point of V. if and only if m.(u) is a critical point of J.. Moreover the
corresponding critical values coincide and

iélsf U, = 1j\nfsf Je = ce.

Using a variant of the Mountain Pass Theorem without Palais-Smale condition [52], we know that
there exists a Palais-Smale sequence (u,) C W, at the level ¢ such that

J-(up) = cc and J.(u,) — 0.

Lemma 3.6. Let ¢ € R and (uy,) be a Palais-Smale sequence of J. at level c. Then (uy,) is bounded
n W:.

Proof. Using assumption (f2) (which implies that K (u,) > 0) we have

¢+ on(V)[tnlle = Te(tn) — (T (ttn). 1)

Z
_ G) - %) Junll + /RN K (un) <f(un)un - gF(un)> d

1 1
> (5= ) Il

and being 6 > p we get the thesis. O

4. THE LIMIT PROBLEM
In this section we deal with the autonomous problem associated with (1.3), that is
—A)S p—2, — (_1_ : N
(~A)ut plul~2u = (i« F(u)) f(u) i BY, £
u € WSP(RN), u>0in RV,

where p1 > 0. The corresponding functional is given by

T(u) = %uuuz — S(u)

which is well defined on the space X, = W*P(R") endowed with the norm
lullf == [ulsp + pluly.

Hence, Z,, € C'(X,,,R) and its differential 7, is given by
u(z) —u(y) P2 (u(z) —u
@ity = [ [ A= D =00 o) - ) oy

|z — y|[N+sp

P2y o de — L(u(y)) u(z))v(z) dx
o [ tugde— [ O pu@)ote) deay
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for any u, ¢ € X,. Let us define the Nehari manifold associated with Z,,, that is
My = {u € X, \ {0} : (Z),(u),u) = 0}

Arguing as in Section 3 we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, for u > 0 we have:
(i) for all uw € S, there exists a unique t, > 0 such that t,u € M,. Moreover, m,(u) = t,u is
the unique mazimum of I, on W,, where S, = {u € X, : |Jul|, = 1}.
(i1) The set M,, is bounded away from 0. Furthermore X,, is closed in X,,.
(iti) There exists o > 0 such that t, > « for each u € S, and, for each compact subset W C S,
there exists Cyy > 0 such that t, < Cyw for all u e W.
(iv) My, is a regular manifold diffeomorphic to the sphere in X,,.
(v) dy = infaq, T, > 0 and I, is bounded below on M, by some positive constant.
(vi) Z, is coercive on M,,.

Now we define the following functionals \i’“ X\ {0} = Rand ¥, :S, — R by

Uy, =Zy(ry(u)) and U, = i’u’Su’
Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.3, we have that for p > 0:
(i) ¥, € CY(Su,R), and
v (w)o = [[my(w)[|u L, (mu(w))v for v € Tu(Sy).

(1) (wy) is a Palais-Smale sequence for W, if and only if (m,(wy)) is a Palais-Smale sequence
for Z,,. If (u,) C M, is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence for 1, then (m;l(un)) is a Palais-
Smale sequence for V.

(i13) w € S, is a critical point of W, if and only if m,(u) is a critical point of Z,,. Moreover the
corresponding critical values coincide and

inf 0, = inf 7, = d,.
Remark 4.1. As in (3.11), from (i)-(iii) of Lemma 4.1, we can see that d,, admits the following

manimax characterization

d, = ué?\ﬁu Z,(u) = u@igr,j{{o} rilzag(Iu(tu) = uienSfM rilzz)g(IH(tu). (4.1)

Lemma 4.3. Let (u,) C M, be a minimizing sequence for I,,. Then, (uy) is bounded and there
exist a sequence (y,) C RN and constants R, 3 > 0 such that

liminf/ |up[Pdz > 5 > 0.
Br(yn)

n—o0

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, we can see that (u,) is bounded in X,,. Now, assume
by contradiction that for any R > 0 it holds

lim sup / |up|Pdz = 0.
Br(y)

n—oo yERN
Since (uy) is bounded in X,, we can apply Lemma 2.1 to see that
u, — 0 in LY(RYN) for any t € (p,p). (4.2)

Since (Z;,(un), un) = 0 we get

g = [ B () )
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Taking into account (fi), Lemma 3.2, (4.2) and the fact that (u,) is bounded in X, we have
0 < flunllfy < Cllunlg; + lunlgs) =0
from which we deduce that u, — 0 in X,. ]
Let us conclude this section proving the following existence result for (P,).
Lemma 4.4. For all ;1 > 0, problem (P,) has at least one positive ground state solution.

Proof. From (v) of Lemma 4.1, we know that d,, > 0 for each > 0. Moreover, if u € M,, verifies
Z,(u) = d,, then m;l(u) is a minimizer of ¥, and it is a critical point of ¥,. In view of Lemma
4.2, we can see that u is a critical point of Z,,. Now we show that there exists a minimizer of Z,,| r L

Applying Ekeland’s variational principle there exists a sequence (v,,) C S, such that ¥, (v,) — d,,
and W}, (v,) — 0 as n — oo. Let up, = my(vy) € M, Then, thanks to Lemma 4.2, Z,,(u,) — ¢,
and I/;(un) — 0 as n — co. Arguing as in Lemma 3.6, (u,) is bounded in X, and u,, — u in X,.
From Lemma 4.3, we can find (y,) C RY and R, 8 > 0 such that

liminf/ |up|[Pdz > 5 > 0.
Br(yn)

n—o0

Set v (2) = up(z + yn). Then fBR(O) |vp|Pdx > g Since Z,, and Zj, are invariant by translation, it
holds that Z,(v,) — d,, and Z},(v,) — 0. Observing that (v,) is bounded in X, we may assume that
v, — v in X, for some v # 0. Arguing as in (47) of Lemma 3.3, we can deduce that Zj,(v) = 0. Since
v # 0, we can deduce that v € M,,. Hence, Z,,(v) > ¢, and using Fatou’s Lemma we can conclude
that Z,,(v) = d,,. Now, recalling that f(t) =0 fort <0 and |z —y|9 2(z —y)(a~ —y~) > [z~ —y |4
for all ¢ > 1, we can deduce that <I;L(v), v~) = 0 implies that v > 0 in RY. Arguing as in Lemma
6.5, we can obtain that v € L>(R") and applying Corollary 5.5 in [25] we have v € CO¥(RY).
Using the maximum principle in [15] we can conclude that u > 0 in RV, O

5. EXISTENCE OF A GROUND STATE SOLUTION

In this section we focus on the existence of a solution to (1.3) provided that ¢ is sufficiently small.
Firstly, we can note that arguing as in Lemma 4.3 we have the following result:

Lemma 5.1. Let (u,) C N: be a sequence for J. such that J-(u,) — ¢ and u, — 0 in W-. Then,
one of the following alternatives occurs

(@) up, — 0 in We;

(b) there are a sequence (y,) C RN and constants R, 3 > 0 such that

liminf/ |up|[Pdz > 5 > 0.
Br(yn)

n— o0

Proof. Assume that (b) does not hold true. Then, for any R > 0 it holds

lim sup / |up|Pdz = 0.
Br(y)

N0 Y eRN
Since (uy,) is bounded in W;, from Lemma 2.1 it follows that
u, — 0 in L"(RY) for any r € (p, p?). (5.1)
Then we can proceed as in Lemma 4.3 to get the thesis. O
In order to get a compactness result for 7., we need to prove the following auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that Voo < 0o and let (v,) C N be a sequence such that J.(v,) — d with
v — 0 in We. If v, - 0 in We, then d > dy,_.
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Proof. Let (t,) C (0,400) be such that (t,v,) C My, .
CLAIM 1: We aim to prove that

limsupt, <1.

n— o0

Assume by contradiction that there exist 6 > 0 and a subsequence, still denoted by (¢,), such that
t,>1+6 VneN. (5.2)
Since (J!(vn),vn) = 0, we have

byt [ Vienupio= [ [ Fafluteing) 5

On the other hand, t,v, € My, so we get

Blonlty +8; [ Valopds = [ [ Elea@D ntala)otnle) 5.4

Putting together (5.3) and (5.4) we obtain

/ (Voo — V(e2)) [vp|Pdz = / / F(tnon(y)) f (tnvn(z))vn(2) _ F(un(y))f (vn(2))vn(2)
RN RN JRN

e — y|m |z — y|
By assumption (V') we can see that, given ¢ > 0 there exists R = R({) > 0 such that

V(ex) > Ve — ¢ for any |z| > R. (5.5)

Now, taking into account the fact that v, — 0 in LP(Br(0)) and the boundedness of (v,) in W,
we can infer that

A&u@—vgmwwwx:Aﬂmmm;wm»mmm+é%mwx—wm»mym

Ve [ plPdesc [ ol
Br(0) B%(0)

<on(1)+ —/ V(ex)|v, [Pdx
2(0)
¢

< on(1) + = [onl2 < 0n(1) +CC.
Vo

Thus,

F(tnvn(y))f Envn(@))tnon(z) — F(on(y))f (vn(@))vn(z) 0
ANAN[ |z — y|# 2z — y| < (C +o0n(1). (5.6)

Since v, - 0 in W, we can apply Lemma 5.1 to deduce the existence of a sequence (yn) C RY,
and the existence of two positive numbers R, 5 such that

/ lonlPdz > B> 0. (5.7)
Bé(yn)

Let us consider v, = v,(x + y,). Taking into account that Vy < V(ex) and the boundedness of
(vy) in We, we can see that (o) is bounded in W*P(RY). Then we may assume that @, — ¥ in

WeP(RY). By (5.7) there exists Q C RY with positive measure and such that o > 0 in Q. Using
(5.2), (5.6), and the facts tf%(—f)l and % are increasing for ¢ > 0 in view of (f2) and (f3), we can
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infer
o [ [ et D) Elen(@)lE [ F(L+ 8)on () (1 +8)on () (1 + 8)vn(2) F(vn@))f(vn(x))vn(a:)]
|z = y|# (14 0)2[vn(@)|2(1 4 0)2 |va(y)| 2 [on(y)|2 |vn ()| 2
u//“[ (L +6)vn () f((1+ 0)vn(x))(1 4+ d)vn(x)  F(vn(y))f(vn (anq

(14 6)P|lz —y|# |z —y|#

< (C + on(1).
Taking the limit as n — oo and applying Fatou’s Lemma we obtain
. / / [ ((1+ 8w (1 + 0)v(@) (1 + d)o(a) F(v(y))f(v(x))v(x)} o
(1 +0)Plz —yl |z — y|# -
for any ¢ > 0, and this is a contradiction.
Now, we distinguish the following cases:
CASE 1: Assume that limsup,,_,. t, = 1. Then there exists (¢,) such that ¢, — 1. Using
J=(vn) — d and (t,v,) C My, we have

d+o0p(1) = Jz(vn)
= ja(vn) - IVOO (tnvn) + IVOO (tnvn)
> ja(vn) - IVOO (tnvn) + dVoo' (58)

Now, we note that
ja(vn) - IVOO (tnvn)

1—1th 1 5.9
= ( )[vn]é’p + —/ (V(ex) = 2 V) [vn|Pda + E(tpvn) — E(vp). (5.9)
p T P JRrN
Taking into account assumption (V'), v, — 0 in LP(Bg(0)), t, — 1, (5.5), and
Viex) =tttV = (V(ex) = Vo) + (1 = t2)Voo > —C+ (1 —t2)V V|z| > R
we get
/ (V(ex) — Vo) o Pda
RN
= / (V(ex) = 2 Vo) |vp [Pda + / (V(ex) — 8 V) |vn|Pdx
Br(0) %(0)
> (Vo —tgvoo)/ o Pz — g/ [Pz + Vo (1 — tg)/ o Pdz
Br(0) B(0) B(0)
> On(l) —¢C; (510)
Since (vy,) is bounded in W; and t,, — 1, we can conclude that
(1 —th)[valk, = on(1). (5.11)
Putting together (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11), we get
T=(vp) — Ty, (tnvn) = B(tnvn) — X(vs) + 0n(1) — CC. (5.12)

On the other hand, using Lemma 3.2, (f1) and ¢,, — 1, we get
1 1
Y(thvn) — B(vp) = = K (tpvn)(F(thvn) — F(vn)) + = K (v,)(F(tpvn) — F(vn)) = on(1).
2 RN 2 RN
(5.13)
Hence, taking into account (5.8), (5.12) and (5.13), we can infer that
d+o0,(1) > 0,(1) = CC + dy,
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and taking the limit as ( — 0 we have d > dy,_.

CASE 2: Suppose that limsup,,_.. t, = to < 1. Then we can extract a subsequence, still denoted
by (t,), such that ¢, — ¢t < 1 and ¢, < 1 for any n € N. Since (j{,oo(tnvn),tnvn> = 0 and
Ty, (tpvn) > dy,, and using the fact that ¢ — %f(t)t - %F(t) is increasing for ¢ > 0 by (f2) and
(f3), we have

dVOo < IVOO (tn'Un)
1

=Ty, (thvn) — p<IV (tnvn), tnvn)
1 F(tavn(y))f tnvn(z))tnvn(2) 1 F(tavn(y))F (tavn(z))
B /]RN RN |z — gy 2 /]RN /]RN |z — gy
/ F(on())f (on(@))vn(z) }/ / F(on(y)) F(vn(x))
RN ]RN |z — y| 2 JrN JRN |z — y|
= J:(vn) — 5<~7 (Vn), vn)
=d+ o,(1).
Letting the limit as n — oo we can infer that d > dy,_. 0

In view of the previous lemma, we can show that the Palais-Smale condition holds in a suitable
sublevel, related to the ground energy at infinity.

Proposition 5.1. Let (u,) C Nz be such that J-(uy) — ¢, where ¢ < dy,_ if Voo < 00 and ¢ € R if
Voo = 00. Then (uy) has a convergent subsequence in W;.

Proof. Arguing as in Lemma 3.6 we can see that (u,,) is bounded in W.. Then, up to a subsequence,
we may assume that

Uy, — uin W,
n—uin LT (RY)  for any g € [1,p}), (5.14)

Up, —> U a.e. in RV,

Using (f1), (5.14) and the fact that C°(RY) is dense in W*P(R¥Y), it is standard to check that
J!(u) = 0. Now, let v, = u,, — u. In view of Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5 we can see that

B
je(vn) = D D E( n) + E( )+ n(l)
= Je(un) — Je(u) + 0n(1)
=c— J:(u) + on(1) =1 d+ o,(1). (5.15)

Moreover, we can prove that J/(v,) = o,(1). Indeed, applying Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 3.3 in [30]
with z, = v, and w = u we get

/ /Rm (un) = A(vn) — A(w)P'dz = 0n(1), (5.16)

and

/ V() [0n]P~20m — [P 2uun + [ulP~ 2P dz = on (1), (5.17)
]RN
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From the Holder inequality, we have for any ¢ € W. such that ||¢[lc <1
(T2 (vn) = TL(un) + TZ(u), )]
1

(Jf 00 )’ .
< V(ea)lloa "™ vn = funl" "t + |u|p_2UIp’dx>p, < /R ) V(e:n)|90|pdx>

+(Z(vn) = X' (un) + X'(u), ¢},

and in view of Lemma 2.5, (5.16), (5.17), J/(u,) = 0 and J/(u) = 0 we obtain that (7/(u,),¢) =
on(1) for any ¢ € Wk such that ||¢llc < 1.
On the other hand, using (f2), we can see that

U P | Fluy)f(w(@)u(@) 1 Flu(y) F(u())
0 = = it = [ [ ST fo o =T

B =

> 0.
(5.18)

Now, suppose that Vo, < co. From (5.15) and (5.18) it follows that
d<c< dvoo

which together with Lemma 5.2 implies that v,, — 0 in W, that is u,, — u in W;..
Finally, we deal with the case Vi, = 0o. Then, by Theorem 2.3, we deduce that v,, — 0 in L"(RY)
for all r € [p,p}). This fact combined with (f;) and Lemma 3.2 yields

x K (vy) f(vn)vpdx = 0, (1). (5.19)

In view of (J(vn),vn) = 0,(1) and (5.19) we can infer that
[on |2 = on(1),

which gives u,, — v in W;. O
Now, we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that (V') and (f1)-(f3) hold. Then there exists eg > 0 such that problem
(1.3) admits a ground state solution for any € € (0,&q).

Proof. From (v) of Lemma 3.4, we know that ¢. > p > 0 for each € > 0. Moreover, if u € N_ verifies
J-(u) = c., then mZ-1(u) is a minimizer of ¥, and it is a critical point of ¥.. In view of Lemma 3.5
we can see that u is a critical point of 7.

Now we show that there exists a minimizer of J:|y».. Applying Ekeland’s variational principle
there exists a sequence (v,) C S, such that U.(v,) — ¢ and V.(v,) — 0 as n — oo. Let
up, = me(v,) € Ne. Then, from Lemma 3.5 we deduce that J.(uy) — ¢z, (JL(un),u,) = 0 and
J!(un) — 0 as n — oo. Therefore, (uy,) is a Palais-Smale sequence for J. at level c.. It is standard
to check that (u,) is bounded in W, and we denote by w its weak limit. It is easy to verify that
J!(u) = 0. Let us consider V,, = co. Using Lemma 2.3, we have J.(u) = ¢, and J/(u) =

Now, we deal with the case Vo < oo. In view of Proposition 5.1 it is enough to show that
ce < dy,, for € > 0 small enough. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that

V() =V = inf V(x).
(0) = Vo = inf V(x)

Let 1 € R be such that pu € (Vp, Vo). Then we can see that dy, < d,, < dy._. Let n, € CZ(RY) be
a cut-off function such that 7, = 1 in B,(0) and n, = 0 in B5,(0). Let us define w,(x) := n,(z)w(x),
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where w € W5P(RY) is a positive ground state to autonomous problem (P,), which there exists by
Lemma 4.4. Take ¢, > 0 such that

Z,(trw,) = Igﬂg(l’u(twr).
Our next claim consists in finding 7 sufficiently large such that Z,(t,w,) < dy...
Assume by contradiction Z,(t,w,) > dy,, for any r > 0. Taking into account w, — w in W*P(R¥)
as r — oo in view of Lemma 2.2, t,w, and w belong to M,, and using assumption (f3), we have
t, — 1, and

dy, < ligr_l)icgflu(trwr) =Z,(w) =d,
which is impossible since dy,, > d,. Hence, there exists r > 0 such that

Z,(tyw,) = mgacIM(T(trwr)) and  Z,(t,w,) < dy,,. (5.20)

Now, condition (V') implies that there exists €9 > 0 such that
V(ex) < p for all x € supp(w,),e € (0,¢ep). (5.21)
Therefore, by (5.20) and (5.21), we deduce that

c. < HTl>a(})(._7€(T(ter)) < ngIH(T(trwr)) =7, (trw,) < dy,,
which implies that c. < dy,, for any € > 0 sufficiently small. g

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this last section we investigate the multiplicity of solutions to (1.1). First of all, we need to
introduce some useful tools.
Fix 6 > 0, and let w be a ground state solution for (Py;) (whose existence is guaranteed by Lemma
4.4). Let n be a smooth nonincreasing cut-off function defined on [0, 00) satisfying n(t) = 1 if
0<t<Zandn(t)=0ift>4.
For any y € M, we define

ex —y
Weyo) = n(lea =yl (1)
and we denote by t. > 0 the unique positive number such that

max Te(tWey) = Te(tVe y).

Finally, we consider ®. : M — N defined as ®.(y) = t. V. ,.
Lemma 6.1. The functional ®. satisfies the following limit

lin% T (®(y)) = dy, uniformly iny € M.
£—

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there exist dy > 0, (y,) C M and &, — 0 such that

| Ten (P, (yn)) — dviy| = o (6.1)
Let us note that using the change of variable z = E”i—:y”, we have
2 » 1, »
Ten(Pc, (yn)) = ?[77(|€n wlf, + A V(enz + yn)(n(lenz)w(2))” dz
= S(te,n(len - w). (6.2)

In view of the Dominated Convergence Theorem and Lemma 2.2, it is easy to check that

Tl;ll—>nolo ”\I/Enyyn”an = ”w”v() € (0700)
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and
lim Z(Wanvyn) = E(U))

n—oo
Since t., V., 4, € Nz, we can see that

p P _ F(tan\:[lfmyn)f(tfnl:[jfnvyn)tfnl:[lfnyyn
tEnH\Ilanvﬁl/nHEn - )
RN JRN

|z — yl|~

so we can deduce that

t., W t., W
Hpr hm / / €n 5nyyn);( En 5n,yn) En * En,Yn . (63)
n—oo JgpN JRN te, [z — y[¥
Taking into account f( ) and £ ﬁ are increasing for ¢ > 0,7 =1 in Ba( ) and B (0) C B_s (0) for
2 2en

all n big enough, we obtaln

F(te, an,yn)f(tan%n,yn)\Ifan,yn F(te,w(z)) f(te,w(z)) (e (64
/RN RN tgn |z — y|» >‘ ( )’(tan (z ))% (t, w (7))g /Bg(O) (2) (6.4)

where w(z) = min, 5 ) w(z) > 0 (we recall that w € C(RY) and w > 0 in RY by Lemma 4.4).
2

Hence, if t., — 0o, we can use (f2) to see that

lim@—l &:

t—oo {3 t—o00 t§—1

which together with (6.3) and (6.4) gives a contradiction. Then, there exists ¢y > 0 such that
te, — to > 0. In particular, from (f1) and (6.3), we can see that ¢ty > 0.

Recalling that w is a ground state to (Py;,) and using the fact that the maps tfé(f)l and i(%t) are
increasing for ¢ > 0, we can conclude that ¢, — to = 1. Accordingly,

lim X(te,n(len - [Jw) = L(w)

n—oo
and passing to the limit in (6.2), we get

nh_>ngo jan(q)an (yn)) = IV() (w) = dVO’
which contradicts (6.1).
O

For any § > 0, let p = p(8) > 0 be such that M C B,(0). Let T : RY — RY be defined as Y(z) =

for |x| < p and Y(x) = ‘px for |z| > p. Then, we consider the barycenter map . : Nz — R given
by

Jen Y (ex)|u(x)[? dx

fRN lu(z) [P d

Lemma 6.2. The function 5. verifies the following limit

Be(u) =

lim 3. (®.(y)) = y uniformly in y € M.
e—0

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exist dp > 0, (y,,) C M and &, — 0 such that
From the definitions of ®., (y,), 5., and 7, we can see that
Jen [Y(enz + yn) — ynlIn(lenz)w(2) P dz
Jen n(enzNw(2)|P dz
Recalling that (y,) C M C B,(0) and using the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we obtain that
’ﬁan(@en (yn)) - yn’ = On(l)

Ben (Pe,, (Yn)) = yn +
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which contradicts (6.5).

At this point, we prove the following compactness result which will be crucial in the sequel.

Lemma 6.3. Let ¢, — 07 and (u,) C N, be such that J., (u,) — dv,. Then there exists
(7n) C RN such that vy, (x) = u,(x + §,) has a convergent subsequence in W3P(RN). Moreover, up
to a subsequence, y, = €y, — y € M.

Proof. Since (J! (un),un) =0 and Tz, (u,) — dy,, we can argue as in Lemma 3.6 to see that (uy)

is bounded in W., . Now, we show that there exist a sequence (7,) C RY, and constants R > 0 and
£ > 0 such that

n— o0

lim inf / [P dz > B> 0. (6.6)
Br(gn)

Suppose that condition (6.6) does not hold. Then, for all R > 0, we have

lim sup / |un|P dz = 0.
Br(y)

n—oo yERN

Since we know that (u,) is bounded in W*P(RY), we can use Lemma 2.1 to deduce that u, — 0
in L1(RY) for any ¢ € (p,p}). Taking into account (J/ (u),u,) = 0 and applying Theorem 1.2
and (f1), we can infer that ||u,|ls, — 0 as n — oco. Then, J., (u,) — 0 as n — oo, and this is a
contradiction because of J¢, (uy) — dy, > 0.

Now, we set vy, (7) = u,(x + §n). Then, (v,) is bounded in W*P(R¥), and we may assume that
v, = v Z 0in Ws’p(RN) as n — oo. Fix t, > 0 such that v, = t,v, € My,. Since u, € N, , we
can see that

n?

dVo < IVO (f)n) - IVO (tnun) < jan (tnun) < jan(un) - dVO + On(l)

which gives Zy; (0,) — dy,. From Ekeland’s variational principle, we may assume that (0,) is a
bounded (PS)gq,, . In particular, we get o, — 0 in WsP(RN) for some 9 # 0, and Iy, (©) = 0.
Using Lemma 2.3 and 2.5, we can deduce that

Ty (O — 0) — dyyy, — vy (0) and Iy, (0, — ) — 0.

Since Fatou’s Lemma gives

dy, = lim Zy,(v,) = lim (1(2’(ﬁn),ﬁn> —E(f}n)>

n—o0 n—oo \ P
> <%<z’(@),@> — 2(@)) = Ty, () > dy,

we can infer that
Ty, (0n, — ©) — 0 and Zy, (o, — 0) — 0.

Therefore,
1

”@n - ?7\\?/0 <cC [IVo(f)n —0) 0

<I{/o (O — D), 0y — ?7>] — 0,
that is

By — 0 in WP(RY). (6.7)
This and the fact that t,, — tg, for some tq > 0, yield v, — v in W*P(RY) as n — oo.

Now, we set y, = €,9n, and we aim to prove that (y,) admits a subsequence, still denoted by
Yn, such that y, — y, for some y € M. Firstly, we show that (y,) is bounded. We argue by
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contradiction, and we assume that, up to a subsequence, |y,| — oo as n — oo. Taking into account
(6.7) and Vy < Vo, we get

dVo - IVo (f)) < Ivoo (@)

< liminf [H@n]gp 41 / V(ens + yn)|in]? — z(@n)]
D T2 ry

n—oo

. [th th
= hnnl&f [;[un]gp + " /]RN V(en2)|unl? — E(tnun)
= liminf J. (t,uy,)
n—oo
< liminf J-(u,) = dy,
n—oo
which gives an absurd. Therefore, (y,) is bounded, and we may assume that y,, — y € RY. Clearly,
y € M otherwise we can argue as above to get a contradiction. O

Now, we define a map h : Ry — Ry given by h(e) = maxyenr | J=(Pe(y)) — dvy|. By Lemma 6.1, we
know that h(e) — 0. Let us consider

-/iv/’s ={uce Ne: Je(u) < dvy + h(e)},
and we note that A # () because P.(y) € N for all y € M. Moreover, we can see that

Lemma 6.4.
lim sup dist(Be(u), Ms) = 0.
e—0 &
uENg

Proof. Let g, — 0 as n — oo. For any n € N, there exists u, € ./\75” such that

inf —yl= inf - 1).
o Jf [z, (u) —yl = inf |Be, (un) =yl + 0n(1)

Therefore, it is suffices to prove that there exists (y,,) C My such that
Tim |z, (1) — ya| = 0. (6.5)
We note that (u,) C /\~/En C N, from which we deduce that

dVg < Ce,, < jan (un) < dV() + h(En)

This yields J-, (u,) — dy,. Using Lemma 6.3, there exists (7,) C RY such that y, = €,9, € Ms
for n sufficiently large. Setting v,, = u, (- + 7,) and using a change of variable, we can see that

fRN (Y (en® + Yn) — ynllvn|P dz
S |vn|P dz

Since e,x + Yy, — y € M, we deduce that B¢, (un) = yn + 0n(1), that is (6.8) holds.

ﬁsn (un) =Yn +

O

6.1. Multiple solutions to (1.1). Now we show that (1.3) admits at least cats, (M) positive
solutions. In order to achieve our aim, we recall the following result for critical points involving
Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category; see [35].

Theorem 6.1. Let U be a CY' complete Riemannian manifold (modeled on a Hilbert space). As-
sume that h € CY(U,R) bounded from below and satisfies —oco < infyh < d < k < co. Moreover,
suppose that h satisfies Palais-Smale condition on the sublevel {u € U : h(u) < k} and that d is not
a critical level for h. Then

card{u € h® : Vh(u) = 0} > catja(h?).
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Since M is not a C'! submanifold of W., we cannot directly apply Theorem 6.1. However, in view
of Lemma 3.4, we know that the mapping m, is a homeomorphism between N; and S,, and S; is a
C'! submanifold of W.. Therefore, we can apply Theorem 6.1 to V. (u) = Jz (1 (u))|s. = J=(me(u)),
where U, is given in Lemma 3.5.

Theorem 6.2. Assume that (V') and (f1)-(f3) hold. Then, for any § > 0 there exists &5 > 0 such
that, for any € € (0,&5), problem (1.3) has at least cat (M) positive solutions.

Proof. For any £ > 0, we define a. : M — S, by a.(y) = m-'(®.(y)). Using Lemma 6.1 and the
definition of W, we can see that

lim ¥, (a.(y)) = lim J(®-(y)) = dy;, uniformly in y € M.
e—0 e—0

Thus, there exists & > 0 such that S, := {w € S. : V. (w) < dy, + h(e)} # 0 for all € € (0,€), where
h(e) = [Ve(ae(y)) — dyy| — 0 as e — 0.

Putting together Lemma 3.4, Lemma 3.5, Lemma 6.1, Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.4, we can find

€ = &5 > 0 such that the following diagram
M35 AL TS ST N5 My
is well defined for any ¢ € (0, ).

In view of Lemma 6.2, there exists a function (e, y) with |0(e,y)| < % uniformly in y € M for
all ¢ € (0,) such that B-(®-(y)) = y + 6(e,y) for all y € M. Then, we can see that H(t,y) =
y+ (1 —1t)0(e,y) with (t,y) € [0,1] x M is a homotopy between . o ®. = (8. o m.) o a. and the
inclusion map id : M — M;. This fact implies that catg_ (S.) > catpr, (M).

On the other hand, let us choose a function h(e) > 0 such that h(¢) — 0 as ¢ — 0 and such that
dy, + h(e) is not a critical level for J.. For € > 0 small enough, we deduce from Proposition 5.1
that J. satisfies the Palais-Smale condition in A. Then, by (i7) of Lemma 3.5, we infer that ¥,
satisfies the Palais-Smale condition in S,.. Hence, by Theorem 6.1, we obtain that W, has at least
catg, (S.) critical points on S.. In the light of (i) of Lemma 3.5, we can infer that J. admits at
least cat g, (M) critical points. O

6.2. Concentration of the maximum points. In what follows, we study the behavior of max-
imum points of solutions to (1.3). Firstly, we establish L*°-estimate using a variant of the Moser
iteration argument [38].

Lemma 6.5. Let v, be a solution to
(= A)jon + V(e on = (e = F(wn)) S(en) - in R
vy, € WEP(RN), v, >0 in RN,

where V() = V(epx + €nn), and epgn — y € M.
If vy, — v # 0 in WSP(RN), then there exists C > 0 such that

|Un|oo < C for all n € N.
Furthermore

‘ l‘im vp(x) = 0 uniformly in n € N,
T|—00

and there exists 0 > 0 such that |vp|eo > o for any n € N.
Proof. For any L > 0 and 8 > 1, let us consider the function
-1
Y(vn) = Y1,5(00) = vavl ) € W
where vy, ,, = min{v,, L}. Let us observe that, since + is an increasing function, then it holds
(@ —b)(y(a) —~(b)) >0 for any a,b € R.
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Define the functions

£l

A =15 and T(t) - /0 (+/ (7)) P dr.

Fix a,b € R such that a > b. Then, from the above definitions and applying Jensen’s inequality we
get

A'(a = b)(v(a) = (b)) = (a — )P (y(a) = 7(b)) = (a —b)P* /ba A (t)dt

~(a—bp! /ba(l“’(t))pdt > (/ba(F’(t))dt>p.

In similar way, we can prove that the above inequality is true for any a < b. This means that
N(a —b)(y(a) — (b)) > |T(a) — T(b)[P for any a,b € R. (6.10)

By (6.10),

D (wa)(@) = D) W) < Jon (@) = va@)IP2(0a(@) = va(®)) (0athE ) (@) = (a8 ().
(6.11)

Now, we take vy(v,) = vnvp(ﬁ_l) as test function in (6.9). Then, in view of (6.11),
Ln

[F(vn)]é’p—l—/ V(en :17)|vn|pv‘z(ﬁ_1)dx

V() — v (y) P2 (vn () — vy, PP
< L. = () 0) — ) oy + [ Vel

- / <_*F(Un)> Fon)ooh 0 V. (6.12)

||

Since ['(vy,) > lvnvﬁ _1, and invoking Theorem 2.1, we get
B Ln

P
[T(vn)ls, > S5 1‘P(Un)‘£’§ = (%) S*_l‘vnvg,_nl

On the other hand, from the boundedness of (v,,) and Lemma 3.2, it follows that there exists Cy > 0
such that

- (6.13)

sup | K (vn) |00 < Cp. (6.14)
neN

From the growth assumptions on f, for any £ > 0 there exists C¢ > 0 such that
£ (vn)] < ElvalP™" + Celon[P<~". (6.15)

Choosing ¢ € (0, V), and using (6.13), (6.14) and (6.15), we can see that (6.12) yields

lwrnly: < CB” / [on [P0V, (6.16)
° RN
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where w =
Ln ‘= UnUp
deduce that

pt, p(B=1) 5 PE—PyyP o Ps P
/ UV, dr = RNU"S VR, dx

Ps—P
- D5 =P PP
—/ans (v, )Pdz
R

. Now, we take 8 = p?; and fix R > 0. Observing that 0 <wvr, < wv,, we can

-1
n

pE—p

§/ Rp:_pvﬁzdx+/ vﬁz_p(vnvaL Ydx
{Un<R} {'Un>R} ’

*

Pg—P

P
Pz ps—p P
§/ RP:=PyPsdy + / vPs d / (vav, 7 YPodx . (6.17)
{vn<R} {vn>R} RN '

Since v, — v in W*P(RY), we can see that for any R sufficiently large

*
Ps—P
*

. Ps 1
Ps < . X
</{vn>R} vb d:z:) <20 (6.18)

Putting together (6.16), (6.17) and (6.18) we get

p

pE—p pE
(/N(UHUL,Z )Ps dm) < C’ﬁp/N RPs™PyPsdr < 0o
R R

(%)
and taking the limit as L — oo, we obtain v, € L » (RY).
Now, using 0 < vz, < v, and passing to the limit as L — oo in (6.16), we have

[vnlip; < CB7 /RN of PO da,

from which we deduce that

T 1
</ vﬁpzdaz> o < (Cﬂ)ﬁ </ s TP(B=1) da:) e
RN RN

For m > 1 we define 3,41 inductively so that p¥ + p(Bm+1 — 1) = pifm and 1 = p?}“ Then

1 1
« (Bm+1—1p% __ 1 « ps(Bm—1)
(/RN ’Ug’m+1p$ d:l;‘) S (Cﬁm+1) ﬂm‘%l*l </I\£N Ugsﬁm dx> .

Let us define .
Dm _ / Uﬁzﬁm dx P;(Bmfl) .
RN

Using an iteration argument, we can find Cy > 0 independent of m such that

Mo 1
Dy < H(Cﬁk+1)6k+171Dl < CoD;s.
k=1
Taking the limit as m — oo we get |v,|oo < K for all n € N. Moreover, from Corollary 5.5 in [25],
we can deduce that v, € C%*(RY) for some a > 0 (independent of n) and [Un]co.a@mny < O, with
C independent of n. Since v, — v in W*P(RY), we can infer that lim|;| o0 vn(z) = 0 uniformly in
n € N. Moreover, using v, — v # 0 in W*P(R") again, it follows that there are (y,) and 8, R > 0

such that
/ |vn [P dz > B.
Br(yn)
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If |vp|oo — 0, then we have
5[l de < |Ba©)en -0
BR(yn)

which gives a contradiction. Hence, there exists o > 0 such that |v,|e > o for all n € N. O

At this point, we are able to conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1 as follows. Let u., be a solution
o (1.3). Then v, = uc, (- + yy) solves the problem

(—A);vn + V() |0 P20, = <ﬁ * F(Un)) f(v,) in RN
vy € WEP(RN), v, >0 in RY,

where V,,(2) = V(epz+enin), and (§,) C RY is given by Lemma 6.3. Moreover, up to a subsequence,
Yn := Enln — ¥y € M and v, — v in WSP(RN). If p, denotes a maximum point of v,, then there
exists R > 0 such that |p,| < R for all n € N, by Lemma 6.5. Thereby the maximum point of u.,
is given by z., = pn + Un and we get €,2., — y € M. From the continuity of V we deduce that
V(enze,) = V(y) = Vh as n — oo. Therefore, if u. is a solution to (1.3) then w.(z) = u.(z/e) is a
solution to (1.1). Hence, the maximum points 7. and z. of w. and w., respectively, satisfy n. = ez,
from which we can infer that V(n.,) — Vy as n — oo.

Finally, we give an estimate on the decay properties of solutions w,, of (1.1). For this aim, using
Lemma 7.1 in [16], we can find a positive function w and a constant C' > 0 such that for large

|z| > Ry it holds that w(z) < H\x\% and (—A)sw + %P~ > 0. From Lemma 6.5, (6.14) and

(6.15) we obtain for some large R; > 0

ol
1 Vo e
< (o # Flo)) £(0n) =

<0 for|z| > Ry.

In view of the continuity of v, and w, there exists some constant C'; > 0 such that v,, := v,—Crw <0
on |z| = Ry, where Ry = max{Ry, R1}. Moreover, arguing as in Remark 3 in [10], we can prove
that (—A)5, + %wﬁ_l < 0 holds for || > Ry. Thus, by the maximum principle [15], we infer that
Yn <0 for |z| > Ry, that is v, < Chw for |z[ > Ry. Recalling that wy(z) = un(Z) = va(E — ¥n)
we can deduce that

— 1—’_’5% _gn‘N—i-sp

=~ N
Ceplsp

N+s ~

en P+ |z — e fin |V ToP
=~ N
Cep 5P

> €nN+8p + |l‘ _ 776n|N+sp

which gives the required estimate.
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