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GROUND STATES FOR THE NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION UNDER A GENERAL
TRAPPING POTENTIAL

MILENA STANISLAVOVA AND ATANAS G. STEFANOV

ABSTRACT. The classical Schrodinger equation with a harmonic trap potential V (x) = |x|?, de-
scribing the quantum harmonic oscillator, has been studied quite extensively in the last twenty
years. Its ground states are bell-shaped and unique, among localized positive solutions. In ad-
dition, they have been shown to be non-degenerate and (strongly) orbitally stable. All of these
results, produced over the course of many publications and multiple authors, rely on ODE meth-
ods specifically designed for the Laplacian and the power function potential.

In this article, we provide a wide generalization of these results. More specifically, we assume
sub-Laplacian fractional dispersion and a very general form of the trapping potential V, with the
driving linear operator in the form # = (—A)® + V,0 < s < 1. We show that the normalized waves
of such semilinear fractional Schrodinger equation exist, they are bell-shaped, provided that the
non-linearity is of the form lulP1u, p<l+ 4—;. In addition, we show that such waves are non-
degenerate, and strongly orbitally stable. Most of these results are new even in the classical case
J€ =—-A+V,where V is a general trapping potential considered herein.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Schrédinger equation is an ubiquitous model in quantum mechanical applications. In
this work, we consider a model, in which the system is subjected to so-called magnetic traps,
which keeps the action very tightly to the trap. Mathematically, the probability density func-
tions that arise as squares of the solutions have unusually high space localization, compared to
the standard model without trapping. Next, we formally introduce the model.

1.1. The model. We consider the fractional Schrédinger equation subject to a trapping har-
monic potential

(1.1) iug+ (=N u+V@u—lulP tu=0,(tx) e Ry x R"
where n =1, p > 1 and we assume that the potential is trapping. That is

Definition 1. We say that a potential V : Ry — R, is trapping, iﬂ

o V(x)=V(xD,

o V is increasing and in fact, assumeV € C1(R,), V'(r) > 0.

e lim,_o V(r) = +oo, but it has at most polynomial growth. That is, for some N > 1, V(r) <
ca+nh.
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! The requirement for at most polynomial growth of V is likely just a technicality, but we prefer to enforce it,
due to the difficulties with the space of test functions, should V has faster growth.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.03822v1

2 MILENA STANISLAVOVA AND ATANAS STEFANOV

The natural energy space associated with this problem is the space
Xg:= H*®RM N L*(V(x)dx) = {u:R" — R: [[(-A)?ull?, +f V(0)|u(x)*dx < oo}
[Rn

In typical quantum mechanical applications, u is the probability density function of a parti-
cle trapped inside a trapping potential well, traditionally modeled by V (x). Note that the linear
operator driving this particular evolution is # := (—A)* + V.

Quite a bit is known about ., we will just mention a few relevant properties. To that end, A4
is a self-adjoint operator, when considered on the domain

D(#) = H*R") N L* (V2 (x)dx) = {u: R" — R: [(-A)*ul 5, +f VZ(0)|u(x)|*dx < oo}
Rn

In addition, we will show in a rather standard manner, that its spectrum, which is of course all
real, consists entirely of discrete eigenvalues of finite multiplicity, which converge to +oo. Recall
the conservation laws for (II), the Hamiltonian energy

1 1
Elu] := —( IVISu(t,x)|2+f V(x)lu(t,x)|2dx)__ \u(t, )P+ dx,
2 \Jgn an Py

and the L? norm ( or particle number or power)
Plul :f lu(t, x)|>dx
[Rn

Standing waves of this equation are solutions of (II) in the form u(t, x) = e~ '“*¢,,(x). Clearly,
they satisfy the elliptic equation

(1.2) AP+ Vdp+wp—|pP ¢ =0xeR"

for some w. We shall be particularly interested in positive solutions of (I.Z). In addition, we
shall be interested in their dynamical stability properties.

In the classical case of harmonic Schrodinger equation, thatis s =1, V(x) = |x|2, the problem
is well-studied. This is of course the standard model of the quantum harmonic oscillator. Most
of the finding of this paper confirm these and present a natural extension to the more general
case of potentials introduced in Definition [Iland the sub-Laplacian dispersion. Thus, we take
the opportunity to review the relevant recent results, which will also help us outline the areas of
interest in this study.

1.2. The quantum harmonic oscillator. The linear quantum oscillator operator is given by
—A+|x[2. It has been studied in great detail over the last thirty years. In particular, it has been
established that it is self-adjoint, with spectrum entirely consisting of eigenvalues of finite mul-
tiplicity. In fact, the eigenvalues are explicitly known and even the corresponding eigenvectors

can be written in terms of the classical Hermite polynomials - for example, the lowest eigen-

. . . . _x?
value g (—A + | x|?) = n, with corresponding eigenfunction e™ 2.

Regarding the issues of interest in this work, for the corresponding Schrédinger problem
(1.3) iut—Au+|x|2u—|u|”_1u:0,(t,x)€|R+xIR”,

2in non-dimensionalized variables
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standing wave solutions, namely solutions, as above u = e"*“/¢ can be constructed. More pre-
cisely, one is (initially) looking for distributional solutions, that is ¢ € X; = H'(R") n L?(|x|>dx),
so that

(1.4) — AP+ xPPP+wp—|pPlp=0,xeR",

in a distributional sense. For example, it is well-known that for any w € (—n,00) and 1 < p <
.. +00 n=1,2

Pn = { 1+-4 n=3

see [2[10,[12]. Here the significance of the restriction w > —n is in that # +w = (w+ n)Id > 0.

In addition, very strong uniqueness theorems for (L.4) are known, if we restrict our attention

to ground states - that is, positive solutions of (I.4). Let us state the uniqueness and non-

degeneracy results, already available in the literature.

there exists solutions of (L.4), which belong to the energy space X,

Proposition 1. Letn =2 and 1< p < p,,. For every w > —n, there is an unique positive solution
P limyy oo P (x) =0, of

—Ap+|xPPPp+wdp—¢pP =0,x eR".
Moreover, such solution is non-degenerate, that is the linearized operator £, := —A + |x]? 4+ w—
pdP~! has a trivial kernel, Ker[£,] = {0}.

For the proof of the uniqueness, we refer to [I1,12]. The non-degeneracy was established
in and in a more general form, [I]. We now review the known stability results for the ground
states of (I3). In the L2 subcritical range, 1< p<1+ %, the ground states have been constructed
in [17], together with the weak stability properties. This, together with the uniqueness yields the
strong orbital stability for these waves. In addition, the stability is known for the waves with
any pe (1,p;), —n<w<-n+e¢€,0<e<<1, 8. On the other hand, there exists N >> 1, so that
for w > N, the ground states ¢, are unstable for 1 + % <p<p, [7,809].

We should mention that there are various results on blow up for (I.3), for generic initial data
(not necessarily related to solitary waves), for example in the papers [2}[17]. Instability by blow
up was unknown till the work of Ohta, [14], who has shown thatif p > 1+ %, there exists wp, ,, SO
that all solitons in the regime w > w, ,, exhibit instability by blow up.

We should on the other hand point out that even for the classical case of the quantum har-
monic oscillator, (I3), the (linear and non-linear) stability of the (unique) waves satisfying (1.4)
is not fully understood. That is, the following question is open, to the best of our knowledge:
for solutions of (I.4), with 1 + % < p < p;,, determine the set of w, for which ¢,, is dynamically
stable. Due to the results of Ohta and collaborators, [7, (8,9, [14], it seems natural to conjecture
the following.

Conjecture 1. Let n = 1. Show that for everyp: 1+ % < p < py, there exists w = wp,, so that the
unique solution of (L4) is stable whenever —n < w < wy,, and unstable in the regime w > w ;.

Such a result would be immensely interesting, especially if it turns out that Conjecture[Ildoes
not hold and hence there is more than one turning point in the stability behavior of the waves.

1.3. Main results. Regarding the construction of the waves, we study the constrained mini-
mization problem

(1.5) inf Elu].
Jrnlu@)?dx=21

3Although it looks as if this result has not been stated explicitly in the literature
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for every A > 0. In other words, we will be seeking to minimize the energy for a fixed L? norm.
The constrained minimizers to these problems, if they exists, are usually referred to as normal-
ized waves. The following is the main existence result of the paper.

Theorem 1. Letn>1,5€ (0,1, A >0,1<p <1+ 4—,15 and V is a trapping potential, as defined
above. Then, the constrained minimization problem has a solution ¢, a normalized ground
state. Moreover, ¢ € X°® is bell-shaped function, which satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation (L2),
in a distributional sense, with somew = w).

Note: We establish better a posteriori smoothness and decay results for ¢, see Proposition [
below.

Next, we state our results on the stability of the waves. Before we move on with the actual
statement, we shall need to discuss the related issue of global well-posedness and energy con-
servation, which is crucial in the orbital stability considerations. Note that such results are
available in the literature, especially in the classical case s = 1, but definitely not in the gener-
ality of potentials that we would like to consider herein. Then, there is the more delicate issue
of (formally) conserved quantities, e.g. E, P, in particular the level of regularity needed for the
data that is required in order to ensure the actual conservation of energy and L? norm along
the evolution. These subtle points go beyond the scope of the paper, and more in depth re-
search is required for their full understanding. For the purposes of this paper, we assume the
said well-posedness (and conservation laws) for the time evolution of (I.I). More precisely,

Definition 2. We say that the fractional semilinear Schrédinger equation (L) is globally well-
posed and conserves energy, if every initial data uy € H*[R"] produces unique global solution
u(t,-) € C([0, T1, H*(R™)) for each T > 0 and

(1) the solution map uy — u(t,-) is continuous in the norm of C([0, T, H*(R™)) for small
enough times T.

(2) Theenergy Elu] and the Plu] are conserved globally in time, that is for each t > 0,
E[u(t)] = Eluol, Plu(t)] = Pluol.

Note: For our purposes, it suffices to assume these properties only close to solitons. Note
that these assumptions are only needed for the statement of orbital stability of the waves.
We have the following result regarding the stability of the waves.

Theorem 2. Forn=1,s€ (0,1, A>0,1<p<1+ 4—;, the normalized ground states ¢ of the
Schrédinger equation (L), with II(/bII2 = A, are non-degenerate, in the sense that

Ly= (D + V(@) + w0y - ppl

has a trivial kernel, i.e. Ker[Z,] = {0}.

Finally, assuming global well-posedness and energy conservation, in the sense of Definition[2,
the waves e~ '! ¢ are strongly orbitally stable in the H* norm. More precisely, for alle > 0, there is
6 >0, so that whenever || ug — ¢, |l gsrny < 8, one has

sup inf|| 619 u(t,x)— e_““tcpw ”Hs([R”) <eE.
>0 OeR

Remarks:

e The results of Theorem [2] directly generalize the classical results for the quantum har-
monic oscillator model, s = 1, V(x) = |x/.



SOLITONS FOR THE NLS UNDER TRAPPING POTENTIAL 5

e The uniqueness of the wave ¢, both as a solution of the profile equation to (LI) and as
a constrained minimizer of is left as an open problem. Clearly, uniqueness in the
PDE context is harder than uniqueness of minimizers.

» We feel comfortable conjecturing a result similar to Conjecture[Il Indeed, at this point
the question is wide open, even for values of w close to the threshold : —oy(A#) as well
as large values of w.

Acknowledgement: We would like to thank our frequent collaborator Sevdzhan Hakkaev for
numerous insightful conversations on these topics.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[2} we present some background material, such
as rearrangement inequalities, Szegt’s inequality (for fractional Laplacians), subspaces of spher-
ical harmonics and relations to spectral theory, among others. Most of which is well-known, al-
though we present somewhat concise versions/corollaries of the actual results in the literature,
which better suit our purposes. In Section[3] we give the details of the variational construction.
In Section [}, we first provide a generalization of the Sturm oscillation theorem for the second
eigenfunction, recently established in [6], which is then used to establish the non-degeneracy
of the wave. We finish Section [4] with a proof of orbital stability of the waves. Finally, in the
Appendix, we provide a detailed proof of Proposition 4}, which yields additional a posteriori
smoothness properties of the waves. These are needed in the arguments, but they may be of
independent interest as well.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect some preliminary results (as well as some straightforward, mostly
well-known calculations), which will be helpful in the sequel. We introduce some notions, def-
initions and notations.

2.1. Function spaces and the fractional Laplacian. We use the Fourier transform and its in-
verse in the form

f@ =fRnf(x)e‘”‘5dx,f(x) = (2n)‘”fwf(5)ez‘xed5

The operator (—A)® is defined via its transform as follows @Z)T]C &) = &% f (&). In particular,
we use the notation |V| = v/—A. The Sobolev spaces are defined as the closure of the Schwartz
functionsin || fllwsr := || (Id—A)S/szILp, where s € R, 1 < p < co. The Green'’s function of ((—A)*+
A) was constructed for example in [6], see Lemma C1 in Appendix C. More precisely, with the

notation G (&) = Iflzﬁ’ A >0, there is the representation

2.1) (A + )7 f(x) = fR Gr(x=y) f(ydy,

where the function G, satisfies the following

e G, is bell-shaped on R”, G € C*°(R"\ {0})
* GieL'RM:1-1< 2,

n

2.2. Rearrangement inequalities. Recall the rearrangement inequalities

(2.2) fu@n f(x)g(x)dxsfw ffx)g*(x)dx

and in addition, for a non-decreasing function W,

(2.3) fW(x)f(x)dxzf W) f*(x)dx
R" R
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The following result is sometimes referred to as Fractional Polya-Szego inequality, for which one
can consult the recent work [5] or the direct and easy proof, which can be found in Proposition
3,1in [4].

Proposition 2. Letse€ (0,1], n = 1. Then, for all functions u € H*(R"), we have that its decreasing
rearrangement u* € H*(R") and moreover

(2.4) |||V|su||L2([Rn) = |||V|su*||L2([Rn)-

In addition, equality is achieved if and only if there exists xo € R" and a decreasing function
o :Ry — Ry, so that u(x) = p(lx— xol).

Next, we need to discuss the operator # = (—A)*+V, where V trapping potential, as assumed
above. To that end, we start with a brief introduction of the spaces of spherical harmonics.

2.3. Spherical harmonics and representations of fractional Schrodinger operators. Itis well-
known that the Laplacian on R” in spherical coordinates is given by

A=0,,+ n—10r+ Asz_l.
r r
The spherical Laplacian Agr-1 has only point spectrum, in fact o(=Agn-1) = {{(l+ n—-2),l =
0,1,...}, where each eigenvalue has a subspace of eigenvectors corresponding to I(l + n —2),
%; < L*(8" 1), which gives rise to the orthogonal decomposition L?(S""!) = @72 ,Z1. Moreover,
Zo = spanll], while &) = span[%,j =1,...,n]. Denote &> := ea‘l’jl%l, which induces the rep-
resentation

LPR™ = L*(r"tdr, Zo) o L* (" ' dr, =)
Thus, we introduce the radial subspace L?_,:= L*(r"~'dr, Zp). Note that

n-1

_AIL2 ==0rr— Or,
rad

while
~1
2
For every Banach space X — L*(R"), we denote X, ,q:= XN L .

For the operators under consideration, # = (-A)* + V, since V is radial, we see that /# acts
invariantly on L?(r"'dr, &) for each I. A moment thought reveals the action of . on each
such subspace is 7 : L>(r"*dr, %) — L?>(r""'dr, %), given by the formula

n—1 I(l+n-2)
%l[ng] = ((_arr_ - 0r+

n-1 n
—Alzgn-tar,2.,) = =0rr = . 0r +

S
0 g

where Y€ %}, g€ L? . So

rad’ ’
T =02, A 2 L* (" dr, ) — 832, L (r" ' dr, Z)).
We shall use the notation, #%, := ]2, # for the operator # restricted to eB‘l’ZlLZ(r”_ld ).
Clearly, the operator ./ is unitarily equivalent to the following operator, denoted again by .7,

-1 I(l+n-2)\°
SO = _arr_nr o+ (tn )

2 +V,

actingon L?_,, with domain D(#) = D(#) N L*(r"~'dr, %). Itis clear that
o () =U2,0(H)).



SOLITONS FOR THE NLS UNDER TRAPPING POTENTIAL 7

and A4 < A< SH <.
Sometimes, e.g. [5}[6], the spectrum (and more specifically the eigenvalues) of # is referred
to as radial spectrum/eigenvalues. We adopt this notation.

2.4. Some spectral theory for 7. Assume for this section, that V is a real-valued, bounded
from below, but otherwise it is unbounded, with at most polynomial growth. We consider the
skew-symmetric quadratic form associated to ., namely

Qe (, v) = VI, VI 0y + f VO0ul) 5 (0 dx.

with form domainfl HS R™)NL2(V (x)dx). Clearly, this can be extended to a self-adjoint operator,
with domain H?*(R") N L?(V?(x)dx).

Clearly, for large enough M, say infV(x) > —M, we have (-A)*+V +2M = (-A)*+ M > 0,
s00< (A +V+2M) L < ((-A)*+M)tandalso 0 < (-A)+V+2M) 2 < (-A)*+M)~2. In
particular,

(2.5) H(=A) +V+2M) " Fllz < (A + M) fll 2 < ClfIl gas.

From (Z35), we have that ((-A)* + V +2M)~! : H25(R") — L?(R"). By duality, we also have
(A +V+2M) 71 [2(R") — H**(R™) or

(2.6) I(=A)+V+2M) gl s < gl 2.

Let us formulate the results in a lemma, which may be useful in other situations.

Lemma 1. Assume thatn =2, s € (0,1] and V is a continuous function, bounded from below.
Then, for each a € (0,1] and for all large enough N, we have the bounds

(2.7) I((=A) +V + N) ' gll jzsa < Cligll -250-a.

Note: The estimate (2.7) follows by interpolation between the estimates and (Z.6). Since
in addition ((=A)S+ V +2M)~!: [2 — D), by Kolmogorov-Relich’'s compactness criteria,
D(A) = H* ([R")NL?(V?(x)dx) compactly embeds into L?(R"), it follows that all o (/) is eigen-
values of finite multiplicity. In addition, these are sequence of reals

oo(A)<...0,(H)<...

with lim, 0, (#) = co. By the Riesz characterization of eigenvalues, we have
ool = inf (IVFul?+ [ Veuoda,
ull=

By the rearrangement inequalities, more specifically the fractional Polya-Szego inequality (2.4)
and (2.3), we conclude the Perron-Frobenius type result, namely that there any eigenfunction
corresponding to the bottom of the spectrum o((#°) must be bell-shaped. This implies that
oo(A) is a simple eigenvalue (assuming that there are two different such eigenfucntions, they
cannot be orthogonal) and its eigenfunction is positive.

There is much richer theory concerning the spectrum (and the related eigenfunctions) for
#€. Indeed, in the classical case of the Laplacian, i.e. s =1 and bounded potentials and one
spatial dimension, the Sturm-Liouville theory applies and one has pretty satisfactory theory -
every eigenvalue o ;(#) is simple and each eigenfunction has exactly j sign changes. In the
recent work, [5], the authors have extended this to the case s € (0, 1), still in the one dimensional

4Due to the polynomial growth assumption for V, Schwartz functions are a reliable dense set in all the spaces
that we introduce
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case. In a subsequent development, [6] have extended this to higher dimensions - such a result
is now valid for the radial eigenvalues only and then only for j = 0,1. They have shown the
following theorem, see Theorem 2.3, [6].
Theorem 3. (Frank-Lenzmann-Silvestre, Theorem 2.3, [6]) Let n=1,s € (0,1] and W satisfies

e W=W(|x|) and W is non-decreasing in |x|,

e WeL*®R"), WeC?,y>max(0,1-2s). That is

[W(x)-W(l=<Clx-yl".

Then, assume that H = (—A)® + W has at least two radial eigenvalues Ey < Ey < infops5(H).

Then, the corresponding eigenfunction WV, : AV, = E\V1 has exactly one change of sign. That
is, there exists ro € (0,00), so thatV¥1(r) <0,r € (0,r9) and¥,(r) >0,r € (ry,00).

2.5. The linearized problem for the solitary waves ¢,. We now formally state the stability
problem for the ground states of (L.3). Namely, we take ansatz in the form

u(t, x) = e (P (x) + v(1, X)),

and plug in the equation (LI). After ignoring all terms in the form O(v?) and taking a real and
imaginary parts (namely v = v; + iv»), we arrive at the following linearized problem

—0;v2+ (A + V(X) + w)vy — ppP L1 =0

01+ (A + V() +w)vy —¢pP v, =0

Introducing the linearized self-adjoint operators

(2.8)

L. = N +V+o-ppPt,
L = N +V+w—-¢P!
. oo (v e (% 0 (0 -1
and the assignments U(z, x) = ( vy ) eMv(x), &L= ( 0 < ), F= ( 1 0 allow us to
rewrite the eigenvalue problem (2.8) in the standard form

2.9) FLU=Av
3. EXISTENCE OF THE GROUND STATES
We give the variational construction of the ground states.

3.1. Variational construction.

Proposition 3. Let s€ (0,1]), n=2and1<p <1+ 4—ns. Then, the constrained minimization
problem has a solution ¢, which belongs to the energy space H(R™)NL?(V (x)dx)nLP1 ([R™).
All solutions ¢ are necessarily (a translates of) bell-shaped functions, that is there exists xy € R",
acRandp:[0,00) — [0,00), with p decreasing, so that ¢(x) = ap(|x — xpl).

In addition, there exists w = w) > —0o(A), so that ¢ satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

(3.1) (-A)°p+V(X)p— PP +wyp=0.
Proof. First, we show that the minimization problem is bounded from below, that is

inf Elul = Cy > —oo0.
Jan lu@)?dx=2A

Indeed, by Sobolev embedding, we have

p+1 n(p-1) +1— n(p-1) B n(p-1)
<Cplul™ | <=CpllViul™z [ul” 5 =CpalVul = .
Hn(— ) 14

2 p+l

p+1

a2
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n(p 1)

Noting that <2 (sincep<l+ 4S) we conclude that

n(p 1)

s 2 2 C
Elul = E[IIIVI ull +fV(x)u (x)dx]—p—IIVuII

1
> Znnvﬁun%fV(x)uz(x)dx]—B,,,A>-oo.

In particular, for the elements of the constrained set, that is || ull%2 = A, there exists a constant
C,, so that

(3.2) |||V|Su||2+f V(x)u?(x)dx < M.

We now apply the theory of decreasing rearrangements for functions on R”. Indeed, by the
fractional Polya-Szego inequality, (Z4), we have |||V|*u|? = [||V[*u* IIiZ. In addition, by (Z.3),

f V(X)) ux)>dx = f VxX)lu* (x)Pdx,
Rn [Rn

while lull;2 = lu* 2, Il pper = lu* | p+1. All in all, it follows that &[u] = &[u*], while the con-
straint [|u*(x)[?dx = A still holds. Moreover, in the Polya-Szeg6 inequality, equality is only
achieved, if u(x) = p(|x— xo|) for some decreasing function p : Ry — R... Thus, we draw the con-
clusion that the minimization problem has only bell-shaped solutions (if any!), modulo
translations. So, we can concentrate from now on, on the bell-shaped functions only.

Take a minimizing sequence (of bell-shaped functions) u; € H*(R") n L?(V (x)dx). Denoting
(3.3) m(A) := inf &lul,

Jrn lu(xX)Pdx=2

we have thatlim; &[u;] = m(A), with fluk(x)lzdx = A. From (3.2), we have that sup; [l V]* ukll <
M. We claim that {u;} is a compact sequence in LP*!. Indeed, it is bounded in L”*!, from the
Sobolev embedding H® — LP*!. By the Kolmogorov-Riesz compactness criterium, compact-
ness in LP*! follows from the estimate

f V(x)ui(x)dx < My,
since lim,_., V(x) = co. But since uy is bell-shaped and V is non-decreasing,
My = supf V(x)|up(x)?dx = V(R) lup(0)?dx = ¢, V(R R"|ug(zo)|?
k JRre Ix|<R

for every integer k, every R > 0 and zg : |z9| = R. It follows that |u(x)| < AC/I—:V(R)‘”ZIRI‘"/Z.
Thus,

n(p-1)

f |uk(x)|p+1dX<(&)p+lf lx|" 2P Vdx<cy,yR 2
Ix|>R e, VVR) Ix|>R -

It follows that {1} is compact in LP*!(R"). Similarly, {} is compact in L?(R"), since in addition
to being bounded in H*(R")

2 1 My
flx|>R|uk(x)| dxs—V(R) o V(x0)|ug () dx<—V(R)

Thus, we select a subsequence uy; — ¢ in LP*! 0 L?, while simultaneously converging weakly in
H*(R™ N L?(V(x)dx). By the lower semi-continuity of norms with respect to weak convergence

m(A) =liminf&[uy,] = €[],
J
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while [ ¢?(x)dx =lim; [ uij (x)dx = 1. We now see that it must be that
liminf&lug] = lim&lug] = (],
j j

otherwise one gets a contradiction with the definition of m(A). Thus, ¢ is a solution to (L.5) and
m(A) = &[¢]. It now remains to derive the Euler-Lagrange equation for ¢. Set for any € € R and
a test function #,

(3.4) gle) = (\/_Ilz h”) g(0)=&(¢P).

We now need to expand g(e) in powers of €, for small €. To this end, observe that for any g, we
have

lb+ehld = (A+2ephy+e2lRIDT2 = 29214 LL L o ))
= A2 4eqA1"27 Vg, h) + O(€?).
ThuSE
_— VI +eh)|“+V(x)|p+eh
Jlpre han IVE @+ e+ VIg+ehf]

= 5[(|||V|5¢>|| + f V(x)p*(x)dx) +2e{(~A) P+ V(x)p, hy + O(€?)

HVISpII? + [V (x)p?(x)
A

[1—2%<¢,h>+0(e2) _

1
= §(|||V|S¢>||2+fV(x)¢2(x)dx) +e((=A) P+ V(X)p— ¢, hy + O(?).

In addition,
15
(p+Dli¢+eh|P*!

- p+1[f‘/’p”(x)dx+e(p+1)<<pp hy + O (e )][1—(p+1) (&, 1y + O(€)] =

f lp(x) +eh(x)|P dx =

B p+1f‘/’p”dx+e[<</)" hy - P h>f</)"“d 1+ 0(?).

Putting the last two formulas together

(P+€h )_ AYS p 2
g(ﬁ—ll¢+€h|| — () +e[{(-A)° + V()b — PP + web, By + O(€D),

where
_ IVISPI2 + [V(x)p?(x)dx — [ PP (x)dx
A

But ¢ is a minimizer, implying that g’(0) = 0, which amounts to the fact that ¢ is a distributional
solution of the following PDE,

(=AY p+ V()P —dP +wp =0

SFor the purposes of the derivation of the Euler-Lagrange equation, the operator (—A)® applied on ¢ should
be understood in a distributional sense, since a priori, we only know that ¢ € H*(R"). Eventually, we have that
¢e H?$(R™), so this will not be an issue.
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Finally, let us show that w > -0y (). To do this, just test the Euler-Lagrange equation with the
bell-shaped eigenfunction ¥ : £V = 0 (A#)¥o. We obtain
(Po, ") = (Yo, (A + w)p) = (S + w) Vo, P) = (w + 0o (H)) (Wo, P).
It follows that
(Wo, ")
Yo,
With that, the proof of Proposition[3]is complete.

w+00(if): > 0.

Next, we shall need to establish an additional a posteriori smoothness result for ¢. .

Proposition 4. The normalized waves constructed in Proposition[3 are elements of
H?* N L*(V3(x)dx). In particular, ¢ € D(H), so the Euler-Lagrange equation is satisfied in the
sense of L? functions. In addition, ¢ € C' (R").

Note: One can establish stronger regularity results, by imposing stronger regularity on V.
The somewhat technical proof of Proposition[d]is presented in the Appendix. We now estab-
lish some additional spectral properties of the operators Z..

3.2. Spectral properties of Z..

Proposition 5. The operator £ has exactly one negative eigenvalue and in fact £ |4 = 0. In
addition, ¢ L Ker[ZL,].

On the other hand, £_ = 0, while £_[¢] = 0. Finally, there exists 6 >0, so that £L_| 41 = 6. In
particular, Ker[£-] = span|].

Note: Due to the fact that o0 (Z,) is all discrete eigenvalues, without finite point of accumula-
tion, it follows that there exists 6 > 0, so that

(3.5) °C£+|{¢,Ker[$+]}l- = 5 > 0.

Proof. For the proof of $+|{¢}J_ > 0, take a test function i L ¢, | hl;2 = 1. Similar to the argu-
ments in the derivation of the Euler-Lagrange equation, we will use the fact that the function g,
defined in (3.4), satisfies g”(0) = 0, due to the fact that ¢ is a constrained minimum. We have
the expansions

ql2-1
||¢>+¢-:h||jz:m+(—,~2)‘7’2:;t‘7’2+‘77t 1 0(eh),
and
#f (IVIS(p+€eh) >+ V(x)|p+ehl*ldx =
21 +ehll? Jan
1 2
o [(|||V|Scp||2+ f V)¢ (0)dx) +2e((— A b+ V() , h>] [1—% +
2
+ S venie s f VR (0dx +O(e3)=%(u|w5¢n2+ f V(x)</>2(x)dx)+e<</)",h>+
2 S 2 2
v %[|||V|Sh||2+fV(x)hz(x)dx—"'V' i +f;(x)¢’ )
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where we have used (—A)*¢ + V(x)¢p = ¢pP —w¢p and ¢ L h. Similarly,

p+1
P
(p+ Dl +eh|Pt!

f Icp(x)+€h(x)|”+1dx:
Rn

2(19 p+1

= —1 prl p p-1 2 3y _

- p+1[II(IJIILPH+e(p+1)((p Jh) +¢ ((/) h, ][] - o 2214063 =
1 2 ) )7+

B p+1”‘/’”§;+11+€<¢”’h>+% P iy - — |+ 0.

Putting it together, we obtain,

2
gle)=g(0) + %<$+h, hy +0(€d),

where we have used the representation

HIVIGI2 + [ V() (0 dx— ||</>||§’:31
A

Thus, (£ h,h) = g"(0)=0,s0 &£, |{¢}J_ > 0. It follows that £, has at most one negative eigen-
value. On the other hand, £, [¢p] = —(p — 1)¢”, which allows us to compute

w=—

(££+¢>,¢>>=—(p—1)[¢>p+1(x)dx<0.

From this, £, has indeed a negative eigenvalue and since we have established that it was at
most one, it is exactly one, n(%;) = 1.

Let us now show that ¢ L Ker[Z;]. Note that, under certain conditions on V, we will in
fact show the non-degeneracy statement, i.e. Ker[#£,] = {0}, which of course would imply that
¢ L Ker[Z£,]. On the other hand, this is easy to see without any additional assumptions.

Indeed, take v € Ker[Z,]. We have that ¢ — || ¢|| -2 (v, )¢ L ¢, whence

0 < (L ly — I, PPl — I~ w, pypy = Pl (r, pY* (Lo b, ).

Since (Z; ¢, ) <0, it follows that (y, ¢) = 0, otherwise we reach a contradiction.
Regarding the statement for £_, it is clear, by inspection that L_[¢] = 0. Taking arbitrary
h:h L ¢, we have

(3.6) (ZL_h,h)y=(ZL.h, h)+(p—1)[(p”_1(x)h2(x)dx2 (p—1)f¢”—1(x)h2(x)dx.

From this last inequality, it is clear that there is 6 > 0, L_|;41 = 6. Indeed, if there is another
element in Ker[%£-], we can take it iy L ¢, ho # 0: ZL_[ho] = 0. By (3.6), this would imply that
JS¢P~1(x) k3 (x)dx = 0, which is impossible. So, Ker[£-] = span[¢]. O

4. NON-DEGENERACY AND ORBITAL STABILITY OF THE NORMALIZED WAVES

We now aim at establishing the non-degeneracy of the waves ¢, that is the Schrédinger oper-
ator
Li =N +V+w-ppP,
has trivial kernel, Ker[%,] = {0}. The main tool, as in the recent works [5], [6] is the Sturm os-
cillation theorem for the second eigenfunction, Theorem[3l There are some technical problems
associated with that - in our case the potential W := V + w — p¢?~! is not a bounded function,
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though it is still non-decreasing and of sufficient smoothnesd]. Thus, we need to rely on an
approximation argument, and the result that we obtain is somewhat weaker, compared to The-
orem[3l Nevertheless, it will serve our purposes well.

4.1. Sturm oscillation estimate for the second eigenfunction of a fractional Schriodinger op-
erator with increasing unbounded potential.

Proposition 6. Let W :lim,_.o, W(r) = oo be a radial potential, which is non-decreasing and in
the class C}’OC'((O,oo)), Y > max(0,1 —2s). That is, for each N, there is Cy;, so that for all0 < r <
p<N,

[W(p)-W(r)|<Cnlp-rl".
Then, the smallest eigenvalue of Hy, := (—A)*+W, Ey is simple, with a bell-shaped eigenfunction.
Denote the next radial eigenvalues of Hy as Ey < E;. Then, E; has an eigenfunction with exactly
one change of sign.

Proof. Define
Wi = W(r) O0<r<N
N=Y W) r=N.

Thus, Wy € L® N C%7, so it satisfies the assumptions of Theorem[ Since lim, .o, W (r) = W (N),
we have by Weyl’s theorem that o, . (Hy) = [W(IN),00). Note that since limy W (N) = oo, by the
variational characterization of the eigenvalues, there will be plenty of finite multiplicity eigen-
values below W (V). We assume henceforth that IV is large enough, so that there are at least two
eigenvalues below W (N).

In addition, by the Perron-Frobenius arguments presented earlier, each Hy has a simple
eigenvalue at the bottom of its spectrum Ej y, with bell-shaped eigenfunctions, which we de-
note by Yo n : [Wo,nll;2 =1, thatis HyWo n = Eo,nWo,nv. Note that since Wy < W, we have that
Ey,n is an increasing sequence and Ey y < Ey. Moreover, we have

1V o, v 112+ f Wy ()W y(x)dx = Egn < Eo.

It follows that for each M = N, [|Wo,nll 55 < Eo and W(N) [y ‘I’S,M(x)dx < Eyp. This implies
that {¥o n}}_, is a compact sequence in L*(R™), so it has a limit point ¢ := limy W, n,, which
we can in addition take to be a weak limit in H® of the same sequence. Thus, |yyll;2 =1,
1IVI*poll <liminfy [IV[*Wo |l Finally, for each R > 0, we have

W(x)w§(x)dx = lim W, ()W y, (0)dx <limsup f W (x)¥§ v (X)dx.
N

|x|<R

By Fatou's, [ W (x)y§(x)dx <limsupy [ Wy (x)¥] \ (x)dx, whence it follows that

|x|<R

HVIwoll® + f W(x)wﬁ(x)dxsthsup[|||V|S\Po,N||2+ f Wy (x)¥§ y(x)dx] < Eo.

It follows that v is an eigenfunction for H, corresponding to the eigenvalue Ej, and we have
equalities above, which means thatlimy [|Wo nx, —%oll s = 0. In fact, by running a simple contra-
diction argument similar to the one above, we see that in fact limy |V ny — woll gs = 0. Clearly,
Yy is a bell-shaped function as well.

Regarding the eigenvalue Ej, we run a similar argument to establish that the eigenfunctions
of Hy corresponding to E; y, say ¥y, converge to an eigenfunction corresponding to the

6here, recall that due to Propositiond] ¢ € C L®™), and so peC 1(0,00) as a function of the radial variable
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eigenvalue E;. Since Theorem [3is applicable to Hy, we will be able to conclude that there is
an eigenfunction v, of Hy, which has exactly one change of sign. Here are the details.

We start again with the observation that Ey y < E, since Wy < W. Further, V1 n: W1 vl 2 =
1,isso that ¥ y L Wy and

NVIEE N2 + f Wyn(0W2 y(x)dx = By y < Ei.

By the same reasoning, ¥ y is a compact sequence in L2, let us denote an accumulation point
by y1 : ly1ll = 1, limg—.oo ll1 — W1, N, I 72 = 0. Again, we can without loss of generality assume
that v is a weak limit of (W18 %2, In H?, whence [[|[V]*y1 ]l < liminfi [[[VI*Wy N, |l. Similar to
the argument above

Vg 1%+ f W(x)w%(x)dxslimNsup[|||V|S\P1,N||2+ f Wy (x) ¥ y(x)dx] < Ey.

Note that this implies limy |V, 5 — V1l gs@r = 0. Finally,
(W1, vo) = 1i]{]n(‘1’1,N, Wo,n) =0.

Thus, v, is an eigenfunction for Hy,, corresponding to the eigenvalue Ej.
Now, by Theorem[3] W, y are radial functions, which have exactly one sign change, say ry €
(0,00). Without loss of generality (by replacing W, y to =¥ y if necessary), assume that
W1 nlw©ry >0, while W1 n|(ry,00) < 0. We will show that v; also has exactly one sign Changeﬁ.
Indeed, it will suffice to show that {ry}%;_, has a bounded subsequence, converging to rq €
(0,00). If thatis the case, pick rn, — o and without loss of generality, assume ry, = ro (otherwise
pick a further subsequence of this property, the case ry, < ro is symmetric). In such a case,
we clearly have that for any y € C5°((0,19)), x = 0, we have (y1, ) = limg(¥ N, x) = 0. For
x € C3°((rg,00)), x =0, we have

‘I’lyNk)((x)dx+f Wi N x(0)dx] <0,

ro<|x|erk

(Wi, x) = liII}l(\Pl,Nk; X = lillcn[

>
lx[=r N

since the second term converges to zero, while the first one is non-positive.

Thus, it remains to show that ry has a bounded subsequence, converging to ry € (0,00). In-
deed, otherwise, we have to refute two alternatives - one is that ry — oo, while the other is
ry — 0. Assuming limy ry = oo, we have for any y € C3°,

(Y, 0 = lij{/n(‘l’l,N,X) = 0.

It follows that ¥; = 0, which is a contradiction, since (y1,1¥o) = 0 (as eigenfunctions of Hy),
while ¢, = 0 and v is bell-shaped. Similarly, if ry — 0, we conclude

(Y, 0 = lij{/n(‘l’l,N,X) <0.

whence 1, <0, again in contradiction with (v, %) = 0 and v - bell-shaped. U

7 Note that here, the a priori information is only v, ¥1,, € H*(R"), so our functions are not even known to be
continuous, unless s > 7. On the other hand, the property v is positive on an interval (ro,00) is easily tested against
a positive test function. That is 1 > 0 on an interval I, if for every non-negative Cgo () function, we have (y, y) > 0.
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4.2. Non-degeneracy of the wave ¢. With the results of Proposition[6lin hand, we are ready to
show the non-degeneracy of .Z;. We know that £, has one simple negative eigenvalue, which
is simple, according to Proposition[l
Next, recall that for fractional Schrodinger operators like Z,, there is the decomposition in
spherical harmonics
Ly =Lio® Ly 1.

The claim about the non-degeneracy would thus follow from the two propositions below.
First, we show that Z, , the restriction of Z, to the radial subspace, has exactly one negative
eigenvalue and no eigenvalues at zero.

Proposition 7. 01(%; ) > 0. That is, the second smallest eigenvalue is strictly positive.
For Z, restricted to higher harmonics, we show strict positivity.

Proposition 8. There exists > 0, so that the operator £, >, = 6 > 0. That is, the operator £, >,
is strictly positive.

4.2.1. Proof of Proposition[4 This is just an application of Proposition[6l Indeed, we already
know, that there is a negative eigenvalue E, of Z, and hence of Z, o, which is supported by a
bell-shaped eigenfunction. The next eigenvalue E; cannot be negative, as this will imply that
n(%;) = 2, while we know, that n(#£;) = 1. So, we have to only refute the possibility E; = 0.

Assume for a contradiction E; = 0. By Proposition[6, there must be an eigenfunction, ¥ :
Z. oY1 =0, so that ¥, has exactly one change of sign. Say W (r) <0, € (0, 19), while ¥o(r) >
0,7 € (rg,00).

On the other hand, we have already checked that ¢ L Ker[%,]. In addition, a direct calcu-
lation yields £, o¢p = —(p — 1)¢P, so ¢p” L Ker[Z; ol. We can construct a linear combination of
the two functions, namely

D :=cop— PP = Pplco — PP 1), o := PP (1),

which has the property ®(r) < 0,r € (0,rp), ®(r) > 0,r € (r9,00), due to the fact that ¢ is bell-
shaped. On the other hand, ® L Ker[%Z, o], so in particular (®, V) = 0. But finally, ®¥; = 0 and
® > 0. This provides a contradiction, which finishes the proof of Proposition[7l

4.2.2. Proofof Proposition[8 For the Proposition[8] we start with the observation that £, > =0,
due to the fact that £, : n(%£;) = 1 and the negative eigenvalue has been already accounted for
in the radial subspace. Thus, we need to show that zero is not an eigenvalue for Z, -;.
Suppose for a contradiction that zero is an eigenvalue for £, ~;. We claim that zero then
must be an eigenvalue for Z, ;. Assume that this is not the case, then zero is an eigenvalue for
L 52,58y Ly =0®P =0, where ® = pYsp, Yor € X=o. Recalling that Z, ~» > Z, 1, it follows that

(L1, P) < (L 220,) =0,

whence £, ; will have a negative eigenvalue. In particular, n(%;) = n(Z;0) + n(%y1) = 2,
which is a contradiction.

Thus, Z,, has an eigenvalue at zero, so this must be clearly the bottom of the spectrum,
otherwise again n(%;) = 2. In addition, its eigenfunctions are be in the form ¥, =y, Y;,Y; €
Xi,so0V¥; € {wl(r)%,j =1,...,n},sotake ¥; = wl(r)%. According to Lemma C.4, [6], (-A))®,s€
(0,1) is positivity improving (see also formulas (C.19) and (C.20)) and as a consequence

I=ADS2ull 2 = 1 (=A% ulll 2,
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whence we can conclude that the radial component v; of ¥, is a positive functiOIﬂ w1 >0.
We will show that this leads to a contradiction as well. Namely, take 0,, in the Euler-Lagrange
equation. We obtain the relation

ov
L.05,§) = (-0)05,¢+ VOy, ¢+ 00 $— PP 05§ = —=—p ==V (N 1.
1

Taking dot product with ¥, yields
0=A0x, ¢, L+ V1) =(ZL+(0x,0), VY1) = —fo V'Ngm w1 (nxir"3dr <o,

since V' > 0 and all the other integrands are non-negative. This is a contradiction, so Proposi-
tion[8is established as well.

4.3. Orbital stability. Before we set up the problem, let us mention that for this part of it, we
assume global well-posedness and conservation of energy per Definition 2l

We would also like to change variables in a way that reduces matters a bit. Namely, using the
ansatz u — e~ “’y, we reduce the equation (LI) to

4.1) ius+ (A u+ Ve u+ou—uP tu=0, x) eR, xR",

which in its current form has the time independent solution u(¢, x) = ¢p(x). So, orbital stability
for the solution e~*“*¢ for (1) is equivalent to orbital stability for the static solution ¢ for @I).
That is, we are trying to show that for every € > 0, there exists 6 = d,, so that whenever | 1y —
Ol gswny < 0, then the solution of (4.1) with initial data u satisfies
sup inf|lu(t,-)— eiO(PIIHS(Rn) <e.
0<r<oco b€

We argue by contradiction. Specifically, assume that there is €y > 0 and a sequence of initial
data, uy, :limy, lu, — ¢l gswr =0, while

(4.2) sup infllun(t,) — el rs@m = €o,
0<r<ocoUER

Note the conservation of fotal energy for solutions of (£.I), namely
1 1
elul:=> (f IVFu(z, x)lzdx+f (V(x) +w)lu(t, x)lzdx) - —f |lu(t, )P dx,
2 Rn R p+1 A

and in addition Plu] = fRn |u(t, x)|?dx is conserved as well. This are our assumptions in Defini-
tion[2

Clearly, the Euler-Lagrange equation, satisfied by ¢ is equivalent to &’[¢] = 0, where &’ is the
Gateaux derivative of the functional &. Introduce

€n =18 [un(0)] = ELPIl + [Pluy (1)) — PlPlI.

Note that by the conservation laws, €, is conserved and hence lim, €, = 0, since €,, < Cllu, —
¢l gs. Next, for all € > 0, define #,, = sup{r > 0:supg;<; lun () — Pl gs < €}. We have that all ¢, >
0, by the continuity of the solution maps uy — u(t,-) as mappings from H® into itself. Introduce
uy(t,:) =v,(t,")+iwy,(t,-).

8In fact, we can conclude that v is both positive and decreasing in (0, c0)
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We are now ready to introduce the modulation parameter 6,,(¢) as long as || 1, (t) — ¢l s << 1.
Indeed, taking initially ¢ € (0, #,,) guarantees that ||w,(f)|lgs < |u,(f) — Pllgs < €. As a conse-
quence, 0,(t) is defined so that w,,(t,-) —sin(0,,(1))¢ L ¢ or equivalently

(4.3) sin@, (D) 1PII> = (wy (1), ).

This last equation explicitly defines an unique small solution 6,(¢) of (4.3), since [(w,(1),})| <
ellpll;2. With this assignment, and as long as it holds that ||, (#) — ¢ g5 < €, we have the estimate
(4.4) lun(2,) = €O pll s < Nun(t,) = llrs + 1€ = 11l s < Coe,

where Cy = Cy(ll¢|l). Define

T, =sup{t: sup llun(t,") — e Dp()| gs < 2Coe}.

o<i<t
Due to (4.4), we have that T,, > t,, > 0. Note that the construction above holds for all small
enough values of € > 0. We will show that for all small enough values of € and for all large
enough n, T), = co. This would be in contradiction with (4.2), provided one chooses € << ¢y and
large enough n and the orbital stability will be established accordingly.
Write for t € (0, T};)

Wn(t,) = un(t,) — "D P = v,(1,-) — cos (O, (D) + i(wp(t,) —sin(@, () ).

Note that while 0 < ¢ < Ty, llw, ()| gs < 2€, according to the definition of T,,. Decompose the
real and the imaginary part of w,, as follows
nn(ty) )’ ( T’}’l(ty') )J_( (,b ).

Un(t,") —cos(@,(1)¢ )
wp(t,-) —sin(0,(1))¢ Cn(t,") Cn(t,) 0

¢

:,Un(t)( 0 +

(4.5) (

(I’l ( tv ') 0
tion ([4.3) came from w,(t,-) —sin(@,(7))¢ L ¢ or equivalently {,(t,-) L ¢. On the other hand,

Note that the condition ( () ) 1 ( ¢ ) simply means 1,(7,-) L ¢, while the defining equa-

Plu, ()] = fRn|ei9n(t)¢,+wn(t)|2dx:P[gb] + ||1,I/,,(t,.)||i2 +2[Rn Qb(x)%[eie"(t)wn(t,x)]dx
But
[ ouomie® Oy, 1ax

f(b(x) [cos(0,) (v, — cos(0,) ) —sin(0,) (wy, —sin(0,)p)ldx =
1in (1) cos (@, (1) llpII%,
due ton, L ¢ and w, —sin(@,)¢ L ¢. It follows that,
Plun ()] = PI] + 19 a(t, )17, + 20 (1) cos @, (D) 1,
whence by recalling that [[w,(t,-)ll;2 <2¢,int:0<t < T),

|P[un(t)]—P[¢>]|+||1;/n(t’.)||%2 . e 2
< . <
2008(9,,(t)||¢)||2 = Clen + (s, )”Lz) <C(e, +¢€9),

since |6,,(1)| < Coe << 1 and hence cos(0,,(1)) = 1 + O(e?). Next,
Elup(D)] = &Pl =E[(cos@, ()P + pp(D)Pp+n,) +i(sin@, ()P + ()] - E[P] =
1
= SUL )+ (L L C) + OEn + IMallpss + 1Enllss +€7),

(4.6) [n ()] =<

where we took into account &’[¢p] = 0, as well as (£.6).
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We now need the important observation that according tom Proposition[Glfor Z_ , and then
the non-degeneracy for £, , we have that there exists ¥ > 0, so that for everyn L ¢,{ L ¢

4.7) (L) 2 kNl (L-,0 = €I s,
The non-coercivity property (4.7) allows us to estimate
Elun (D] = E1P] = (Il + 18 nl7s) = Clen + Inaliyys + 18 nlys +€).
Taking into account that e, = |&[u,(#)] — &[¢]|, we finally arrive at
(4.8) 17 (8, I s + 18 (8, s < Clen +€ + 1108 ggs + 18 (8, 16),
forevery t € (0, T,). Since for each t € (0, T,), 17, (¢, ) ;s + 15 (£, 9) | s < 2Cpe, we have that from
and for small enough e,

1
CUNA(t, I s + 1 n (8, 13p5) < E(unn(t,-)ni,s + 18, )15;5),
whence again by (4.8), we can bootstrap it to
(4.9) 1702, M5 + 10, )3 < Clen +€°), e (0, Ty).

This last estimate shows that for small enough € and then large enough n (recall lim, €, = 0),
it must be that T}, = oo, by its definition, since 3?2 4 Vv€n << €. This concludes the proof of the
orbital stability.

APPENDIX A. A POSTERIORI SMOOTHNESS AND DECAY: PROOF OF PROPOSITION [4]

We start with the a priori information from Proposition[3] that is ¢ is bell-shaped and in the
class ¢ € H®n L?(V (x)dx), together with the fact that ¢ is a weak solution of 3.I).

In order to obtain bootstrap this information, we need a representation of ¢ from the Euler-
Lagrange PDE. Unfortunately, ¢ is still only a weak solution of (3.1I), as we have pointed out.
Instead, define for large enough N,

G:= (=N +V+wy+N) g + No).

Heuristically, this is the solution of the B.1), if ¢ were a solution in a stronger sense. In fact, it is
not even immediately clear in what sense is ¢ even defined. Clearly, while

I(=A) +V +wy + N) Pl 2 < Cllll 2

is under control, it is not as easy to control ((-A)*+ V +w, + N1 [¢P], since the a priori infor-
mation on ¢? is very weak. Instead, for n < 4s, we can bound by (2.5) and Sobolev embedding

H(=A) +V+wr+ N) P 2 @ny < ClP | -as < CII(Ppllele = C||<P||z,,+1-

while for n > 4s, we bound by and by repeated application of Sobolev embedding
I(=A) +V+wr+ N) PP 2 @ny < ClpP 25 < CllpP 2 < C||<P||ZS(W)-

So, ¢ is well-defined as an L?(R") function. Consider a test function h € H*>S N L?(V?(x)dx),
(P, (=N +V+wy+ N)hy = (PP + Np, hy = (¢, (=A)° + V + wy + N) h).

It follows that (¢ — @, (—=A)* + V +wy + N)h) = 0. Since the set {(~A)°+V +w) + N)h: he H* N
L2(V2(x)dx)} is dense in L?, we have that ¢ = ¢ or

A.1) &= ((=0)°+V +wy+N)"¢? + N¢l.
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We now run a bootstrapping procedure, which will ultimately establish that ¢ € H?$(R%). Start-
ing with ay = s, we define @], as long as ay < 2s. We have for a : ay < a < 2s, by Sobolev
embedding, (2.7) and Kato-Ponce estimates

Iplge < Clliplz + 1Pl ga-2s] < Clllpll 2 + Il gax IIQD’HIILW] =
-1
= Cllll 2 + 1Pl garllpll” np-1) 1+
L25+ak—a
In the last term, if we make sure that % < p+1, we will have control of the right-hand side.

Given the restriction p < 1+ %, this would be satisfied, if

45°
a— Q=
n+2s
2
So, we define @y, := min(2s, ay + n4+52 <), whence we conclude that ¢ € H** for each k. Clearly,

in finitely many iterations, we will reach ¢ € H>S(R%).
Furthermore, ¢” € L2, since

PPl 2 = 1p1T,, < CllPIT .,
since p <1+ 2. It follows from (Z7) that ¢ € H* n L?(V?(x)dx) since

”Qb”stmLZ(Vz(x)dx) < Clll¢ll2 + ”pr”LZ] < oQ.

Once we have that V¢ € L2, it is easy to bootstrap even further. Indeed, we will have that the
expression ((—A)*+w+N) 1 [(V +N)¢] makes sense as L? function, which is positive everywhere,
for N large enough, as convolution of G, n >0 and (V + N)¢ > 0. Hence, we have

O<¢p= ((—A)S+a)+N)_1[¢>p +2N¢p—(V+N)op] < ((—A)s+a)+N)_1[gbp+2Ngb]

This last inequality can be now iterated to ¢ € L*°(R"), see p. 1723, [6].

We now aim at extending this further to Lipschitz continuity. To this end, introduce a smooth
and even cut-off function y : suppy < (-2,2), so that y(x) = 1,|x| < 1. Let N >> 1 and yy(x) :=
x(x/N). Multiplying the equation by the cutoff yx and ¢ := ¢(x) Yy, We can rewrite it in
the form

(A.2) (A +w+ My =-VPn+ P yn + Mpn + [(=A)°, xn1.
for any M. The operator on the left-hand side is invertible for large enough M, and we can write
(A.3) On = (D) +w+ M) [-Von+¢Pyn + Mpy +[(-1)°, yn1p].

According to the Mikhlin multplier’s theorem, ((—A)® + w + M) ™! smooths out by 2s derivatives
in any Sobolev space W*”,1 < p < co. It follows that for any a < 2s,

lpnllwar < CapllVPnILr + 1P xnllre + MIpN e + 11(=A)°, xn]1PliLr < Ca,p,

due to the a prioribounds on ||¢| 1», and the fact that V is bounded on the support of y . Note
that we also have used a corollary of the commutator estimates to derive [|[(—A)*, yn1pllr <
Cnp,plldllLs, p> p. Itfollows that ¢y € W?2SP p < oo foreach N. If 25 > 1, there is nothing to do,
as ¢ € WP p < oo, which by Sobolev embedding will imply that ¢ € C! as required.

Otherwise, apply (—A)* to (A.2) and then use the inversion formulas as in (A.3). Since ¢y €
W?2SP we see that (recall that V € C!(R™))

(A [-Vn + P xn+ Mpn + (1), ynlpl € LP,
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whence ¢ € W*P and so on. This can be bootstrapped, in finitely many steps to the desired
outcome ¢y € WP, p < oo, so ¢ € C'. We omit further details.
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