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1. INTRODUCTION

This work deals with the existence of a positive solution for the problem
(1.1) —Au+ Vx)u = f(u), ue DPRY), N >3,

with a potential V vanishing at infinity, possibly changing sign, and a nonlinearity f under
very mild hypotheses, asymptotically linear or superlinear and subcritical at infinity, not sa-
tisfying any monotonicity condition. Our goal is to investigate whether a positive ground
state solution exists and, if not, to find a positive bound state, trying to loosen the assump-
tions found in the literature, either in the potential or in the nonlinearity [2, 4, 6, 9, 17].
We avoid, for instance, to apply the spectral theory approach or the so called Nehari manifold
constrained approach. Under this scope, it is reasonable to look for solutions of equation (1.1)
constrained to a subset of functions which satisfy Pohozaev identity [23], since all solutions
do so. Moreover, combining two copies of translated and dilated positive soliton solutions of
the limit zero mass scalar field equation, projecting their sum onto the so called Pohozaev
manifold and studying their interaction, we are able to find a positive bound state solution in
case a ground state solution does not exist. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time
that such a construction is put up when searching for a solution of a differential equation.
This new approach allows us to tackle a model problem like

1 2ul' =420 + 447
u =
(1 + |x]k uo+1

where k > 2 and f(s) := (25" =4 V25°+457)/(s'°+1) is asymptotically linear at infinity, but is
such that f(s)/s is not increasing for s > 0, for instance. Likewise, f(s) = s’ (1 — sin(s))/(1 +

—Au + . u>0, ue DR,
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s*), for s > 0, in R? is super linear and subcritical at infinity and satisfies mild hypotheses but
no monotonicity condition on f(s)/s. The seminal works of Bahri and Li [5] and Cerami and
Passaseo [12] presented constructions of bound state solutions, whenever the minimal action
of the associated functional is not attained. They succeeded by building a convex combination
of two soliton positive solutions of a limit problem (bumps) and projecting on the sphere of
radius one in an L? space, for a pure power nonlinearity f(s) = s?~!, with 2 < p < 2*. Their
method was applied in many works that followed and in different scenarios, but it would de
hard to list them all; we would refer to [11] and references therein. More recently, a similar
approach was developed to construct bound state solutions by using projections of convex
combinations of two positive bumps on the Nehari manifold, see [13, 15, 18, 20] and their
references. The limitation, in this case, is having to assume some monotonicity on f(s)/s. The
novelty of our arguments, which allows to use the Pohozaev manifold as a natural constraint,
is that we are able to prove in Lemma (3.5) that any bounded Palais Smale sequence of the
associated functional restricted to this manifold is a Palais Smale sequence for the functional
in the whole space (free). This has been a core issue in many previous works which applied
similar constraints and required sofisticated arguments [7, 8, 19, 21, 22]. We think that our
approach is somehow simpler and could be used in a large range of problems.

Let S be the best constant of Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality

/2°
(1.2) S( Iulz*dx)z < | |Vuldx
RN RN

for all u € DM(RY), with 2* := 2N/(N — 2). We will assume the following conditions on the
potential V:

(V) VeC*®RYand | |V IV? < SN2 where V- (x) := min{0, V(x)};
(V») There exist ConstaRrIlvts Ap,A; > 0and k € R, k > max{2, N — 2} such that
V)l < Ap(1 + [xD™ and  [VV(x) - x| < Ay (1 + [x) 7,
for all x € RY;
(V3) [WHN2 < SN2 where W*(x) := max{0, VV(x) - x};
~ VV(x)-x
N

N/2
vy [ 1z < (25)

RN

, where Z~(x) := min{O, + V(X)};

25\
(Vs) xH(x)x € LN2(RN), |1|im xH(x)x = 0 and KT M? < (Z—)V , where H denotes the
X|— 00 RN
xH(x)x}

Hessian matrix of V and K*(x) := max{0, VV(x) - x +

Moreover, considering F(s) = fos f(t)dt, we will assume the following hypotheses on the
function f:
(fi) f € C'([0,0)) N C3(0, )), f(s) > 0 and there exists a constant A, > 0 such that

|f(i)(s)| < Azlslz*—(m)’

where &V := F and f© is the i—th derivative of f,i =0,1,2,3;
f(s) _ f(s) _ f(s)

(fo) lim — lim = 0 and lim —— > ¢, with{ € R™;
s—0* §2 1 s—+o00 g2~ 1 s—+oc0 ¢
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(f3) The function

g(s) := sf'(5)/ f(s)
is non-increasing on (0, y), where the constant y > 0 is defined by y = min{s > 0; f(s) = 0},
(y = o0 if f(s) > 0 for all s > 0) and §1_1>r+r(1>0 gle)<2"-1< lsi_r)rolg(s).

Note that F(0) = 0 and by (f1), (f2), F(s) > 0 for s > 0.
Under assumptions (f1) and (f>), the limit problem at infinity

(SOO) - AI/{ = f(u)’ ue Dl’z(RN)’
has a ground state solution w which is positive, radially symmetric and decreasing in the
radial direction, see [9] and [22].

Flucher in [16, Theorem 6.5] and more recently Vétois in [25] have shown that under (f;)
there exist constants A4, A5, A¢ > 0 such that

(1.3) Ag(1+ [x) N2 < w(x) < As(1 + )" V2,

(1.4) IVw(x)| < Ag(1 + |x))" ™D,

A radial solution with decay (1.3) is called a fast decay solution of equation (g). It is shown
in [24, Theorem 2] and [16, Chapter 6] that, in this setting with (f;), (f2) and (f3), the fast
decay positive solution w is unique. Moreover, Tang in [24] obtained that [|w||., < y. Any other
hypothesis which could guarantee uniqueness of the ground state solution would suffice and
possibly replace (f3). But in general this is a delicate and difficult issue. We note that the
nonlinearities of the examples presented before satisfy this condition.

Now we can state our main result of existence of a solution.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (V,)—(Vs) and (f1)—(f5) hold true. Then, problem (1.1) has a
positive solution u € DV(RV).

Remark 1.2. The condition (V,) implies that V € LN>(RN) and VV(x) - x € LN2(RN), for all
x € RN. Moreover,

(1.5) V(x) = 0, as|x| — oo,
(1.6) VV(x)-x—> 0, as|x| — oo.
Condition (Vs) implies that there is a constant A3 > 0 such that
(1.7) IxH(x)x| < As, VxeR".

Note that a model potential V, defined by V(x) := (1 +|x|)7*, with k > max{2, N -2}, satisfies
the assumptions (V;)—(Vs).

Also note that assumption (f;) implies that f©(0) = 0 and extends £ continuously to 0, for
i = 1,2,3. Furthermore, L’Hopital’s rule and (f;) give that

f(s) fO0s)

(1.8) Sll>r(r)1 e Yll)rgl+ = 0, i=1,2,3.
On the other hand, hypotheses (f1) and (f,) imply
F F
(1.9) lim & = lim ¥ =0.
s—0t § s—400 §

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to presenting the variational setup
and the properties of the associated Pohozaev manifold. In Section 3 we study the behaviour
of constrained minimizing sequences of the operator associated with problem (1.1). Tight
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estimates of interactions of two translated and dilated copies of a positive solution of the
autonomous problem are obtained in Section 4. Finally, these estimates are applied in the
proof of the main result of existence of a positive solution stated in Theorem 1.1.

2. POHOZAEV MANIFOLD AND VARIATIONAL SETTING

The well know identity obtained by Pohozaev in [23] has since then been very useful as a
constraint in the study of scalar field equations. We will take it as a fundamental tool for our
approach. Its version for non-autonomous problems is based in the work of De Figueiredo,
Lions and Nussbaum [14] which we state here for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 2.1. Let u € DY(RY)\ {0} be a solution of problem —Au = g(&u), x € Q,
u(x) = 0, x € 0Q, where Q c RY is a regular domain in RN and g € C(Q x R,R). If
G(x,u) = fou g(x, 8)ds is such that G(-, u(-)) and x;G (-, u(-)) are in L'(Q), then u satisfies

N
N -2 1
N f G(x, uydx + f X,G o (x, u)dx — ——= f VuPdx = = f Vulx - n(x)ds .,
Q -1 YQ 2 Q 2 0Q

where 1 denotes the unitary exterior normal vector to boundary 0€) and dS . represents the
area element (N — 1)-dimensional of Q. Moreover, if Q@ = RY, then

N-2 z
2.1) —f |Vul’dx = N G(x,u)dx + Z f x,Gy, (x, u)dx.
2 RN RN = JRV

In the case of problem (1.1), by (2.1), we have the following Pohozaev identity

N-2 1
(2.2) —= f VuPdx = N f G(x, u)dx — = f VV(x) - xuldx
2 RN RN 2 RN

2
where G(x, 1) := F(u) — V(x)%.

Let us consider the functional Jy : D*(RY) — R, defined by

Jv(u)—— f VulPdx + — f (W(x) al V(x)) Wdx - N f Fu)dx,

and define the Pohozaev manifold associated to the problem (1.1) by
Py = {u € DR\ {0} : Jy(u) = 0}.

Let us also consider the Pohozaev manifold # associated to the limit problem (g,). We have
Po = (u € DR\ {0} : Jo(u) = 0},

where

Jo(u) := N-2 \Vul’dx — N | F(udx.
2 RN RN
We define f(s) := —f(=s) for s < 0. Then, by condition (f;), we have f € C'(R) and it is an
odd function. Note that, if « is a positive solution of problem (1.1) for this new function, it is
also a solution of (1.1) for the original function f. Hereafter, we shall consider this extension,
and establish the existence of a positive solution for (1.1).
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We consider the Hilbert space D'2(RY) := {u € L> (R") : Vu € L*(R")} with its standard
scalar product and norm

(u, v) ::f Vu - Vvdx, l|ul? ::f |Vuldx.
RN RN

Since f € C'(R) and f satisfies (f}), a classical result of Berestycki and Lions establishes the
existence of a ground state solution w € C*(R") to problem (g,), which is positive, radially
symmetric and decreasing in the radial direction, see [9, Theorem 4].

In what follows, we will use the following notation: given u, v € D'"ARY), let’s define

(2.3) (u, vy := f Vu - Vv + V(x)uvdx, ull, = f \Vul* + V(x)u® dx;
RN RN

also || - ||, denotes the LY(RN)-norm, for all g € [1, o) and C, C; are positive constants which
may vary from line to line. By assumptions (V) and (V,), we can see that the expressions in
(2.3) are well defined and, using the Sobolev inequality, we conclude that || - ||y is a norm in
D'2(RN) which is equivalent to the standard one.

Because of assumption (f;) the functional Iy, : D"?(RY) — R, defined by

1
Iy(u) = Ellullzv - fRNF(u)dx

is C! and hence weak solutions of problem (1.1) are its critical points.
We also have that solutions of () are critical points of the functional

1
Ih(u) := 5||u||2— f F(u)dx, u € D2RM).
RN

We recall that w is a ground state solution of the limit problem (g,) if

(2.4) Ip(w) = m := inf{lp(u) : u € D"*RN) \ {0} is a solution of the limit problem}.

Later on we will show that Py # 0 and that py € (0, py], where

(2.5) pv = uieﬂpfv Iy(u), Po = L}Eﬂpfo Io(u).

It was shown in [22] that m = p,, under more general hypotheses, which contains ours as a

particular case.
The following result is an essential tool for developing our new arguments.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (Vy), (V4) and (f,) hold true. Then, there exists a real number p > 0
such that inf ep, [|Vull, > p.

Proof. Let u € Py be given. Then, using (2.2), Holder inequality and hypotheses (V,4) and
(f1), we get

1
f Fudx > — f VuPdx - > f VuPdx = >— f VulPdx > 0.
RN 2
Thus,
2.6)  |IVul} = f VuPdx <2-2" f F(uwydx < 2-2"A, f ul dx = 2 - 2 Ay lull3..
RN RN

RN
On the other hand, using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality (1.2) in (2.6), it follows

| .
0<|IVull; <2- 2*A2(%||Vu||2j .
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S 2%/2

2-2*A,
that inf,cp, [|Vull, > p. O

Lemma 2.3. Let u € Py, then J,(u) # 0 in (D'*(RY))..

2

Therefore, taking pr = , we obtain ||Vul|, > p. Since u € Py is arbitrary, it follows

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that J;,(u) = 0 in (D'*(R")Y, then u is a critical point of the
functional J, € C', hence it is a weak solution of the equation

VV(x).x

—(N = 2)Au + N( + V(x)) u=Nfu), u € DRY).

By Proposition 2.1, u satisfies the Pohozaev identity for this equation, as follows
—2)? VV(x). 2 N H
W-2) f Vul? = N f Fluy - [OX  y) N[ (O Gy o .
2 RN RN N 2 2 Jww\ N
Using that Jy(u) = 0, it yields

(N—2)2f ) (N—2)Nf ) Nf (xHx ) )
A vyl = — 7 Vul — — 2 LYV ,
2 RN | I/l| 2 RN | I/tl 2 RN N (X) )

or equivalently

N 2N [((xHx 2
2.7) 0= (N 2)fRN IVul ZfR( = +VV(x).x)u.

Assumption (Vs) implies
N H N N-2
= (u + VV(x).x) <= | Kol < f Vul.
2 RN N 2 RN 2 RN
Hence, substituting this inequality in (2.7) and by Lemma 2.2 it results that

N-2 N-2
0> (N -2) f Vul = === | [Vul? > —==p* > 0,
RN 2 RN 2

which is an absurd. O

Next proposition states the main properties of #y. These results are by now standard, but we
will include short proofs just to enlighten the small differences.

Proposition 2.4. Assume that (V), (V4), (f1) and (f>) hold true. Then:
(a) there exists 0 > O such that ||u|ly > o, for every u € Py;

(D) up = 0 is an isolated point ofJ“,l({O});

(¢) Py is a closed C?-submanifold of D"*(RM).

Proof. (a) Let u € D"?(RV)\ {0} be given arbitrarily. Using conditions (V,), (f;) and Holder
inequality, we have
N-2 N VV(x) -
W) = ~—= f wutdx+ X [ (Y yolax-N [ Fadx
2 RN 2 RN N RN
N-2 .
> —= | |VuPdx-AN | |uf*dx.
4 RN RN
By the equivalence of norms || - ||y and ||-|| in D"*(R") and by the continuity of the embedding
of DV2(RY) into L> (RY), we obtain C,, C, > 0 such that

2 2 2% 2%
f VuPdx > Cyllull}, f jul dx < Cslull} .
RN RN
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Ifuce PV, then Jv(u) = 0, so this implies

22 2
A Nllully = |l

2dx — AlN |u| dx—[

C (N-2)1/2"=2)
2C, AIN

that is, [lully, 2 > %
u € Py, proving item (a).
(b) It follows from (a) that exists 0 > 0 such that if O < ||u|ly < o, then Jy(u) > 0. Therefore,
uy = 01s an isolated point of J ‘1({ }), proving item (b)

(c) Observe that Jy is continuous, and so Py U {0} = ({ }) is a closed subset of D'?(RM).
By item (b), we get that Py is closed in D2(RY). Moreover, by Lemma 2.3, it holds that

Ji,(u) # 0 for every u € Py, which implies that 0 is a regular value of Jy : D'*(RN)\ {0} - R.
So, as Jy € C? (Z)l’z(RN), R), it follows that Py is a closed C?-submanifold of D*(RY). O

Therefore, taking o := , we have ||u|ly > o, for every

Lemma 2.5. Assume (V) and (V3) hold true. Given a positive constant d and a sequence
(uy) C Py such that Iy(u,) — d, then the sequence (u,) is bounded in D"(RV).

Proof. Using the definition of $y, the hypotheses (V;), (V3), Holder inequality and the equi-
valence of norms || - || and || - ||y, there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

1 1 1
Iy(uy,) > N Vi, |>dx — W ). |Vu,,|2dx = 3N fR ) \Vu,|*dx > Cyllu,ll3.

Since Iy(u,) — d > 0, there exists ny € N such thatd + 1 > I, (u,) > Cillu,l?, ¥ n > ng. Thus,
taking C: = max{lally, - il (2L}, it follows that

lnlly < G, YneN.
Therefore, (u,) is bounded in D'{RY) and the proof is complete. O

3. STUDY OF ENERGY LEVELS
Let us gather some information about the energy levels of I, and /.
Lemma 3.1. Assume (V), (V3), (V4) and (f1) hold true. Then, py > 0.
Proof. Let u € Py, then by (2.2)

N-2 N [ (VV()-
—= f Vuldx = N f F(u)dx — = f VOO X yo) i
2 RN RN 2 RN N

Holder inequality, condition (V3) and the constant p > 0 obtained in Lemma 2.2, yield

1 1 N/2 2N 2*/2 2
2 2
Iy (u) N IVul dx — _ZN(f |W+( )| ) (LN |u | dx)

1
|Vu|2dx > fV,o > 0.

W%

W%

2N
Since u € Py was taken arbltrarily, it follows that py > 0. O

In the next lemmas we will prove that py < ¢y < ¢y = m = py, where m is defined by (2.4)
and

B) o= inf max h(y@), To:= {y € (10, 11, DARM) : 7(0) = 0, Iy(y(1)) < 0} ;

Ip0<r<1
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(32) cy:= inf max Iy(y(n)., Ty :={yeC([0,1]1.D"RY): y(0) = 0. Iy(y(1)) < 0}
yely0<t<1

Lemma 3.2. Assume that (V) and (f1)—(f>) hold true. Then, cy > cy.

Proof. Let € > 0 be given arbitrarily. We know there exists y € 'y such that I(y(t)) < co+&/2,
for all ¢+ € [0, 1]. Consider the translation 7,(y(¢))x := y(t)(x — y) for y € RY chosen, such
that |y| is sufficiently large. Thus, using the hypothesis (V) and the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem, we have

Iy (ty 0 y(1) = Io (7, 0 7(1)) + fR V) (D) dx = Io(y(1) + 0,(1) <0,

proving that 7, oy € I'y. Let £, € [0, 1] be such that

Iy (Ty o y(ty)) = max Iy (Ty o y(t)) and Iy (Ty o y(;y)) <1y (Ty o 7(ty)) + ;

Then,
co+te = 1 (y(ty)) + ; =1 (Ty o y(ty)) + ; > Iy (Ty o y(ty))
= g b7y 07(0) > o, max OY0) = .
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that ¢y > cy. O

Now, let us present a property of intersection of £, with the rescaling of the paths in the
Mountain Pass Theorem [3].

Lemma 3.3. Assume that (V,)—(V,) and (f)-(f>) hold true. Then, for every y € I'y, there
exists t, € (0, 1) such that y(t,) € Py. In particular, one has cy > py.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 2.4(b), we obtain o > 0 such that if u €
DL2RN), with 0 < ||ully < o, then Jy(u) > 0. Moreover, we observe that

Jy(u)

IA

S 2/2
NIy(u) - \Vul?dx + = ( f |u|2*dx)
RN 2 ]RN

IA

1
NIy (u) — 3 f ) |Vul?dx, Yu e DVRM).
R

Hence, for each path y € T'y, we have Jy(y(0)) = 0 and Jy(y(1)) < NIy(y(1)) < 0. By

continuity of Jy, there exists #, € (0, 1) such that ||y(z,)llv > 0 and Jy(y(t,)) = 0, proving that

¥(t,) € Py. In particular, we have Omaxl Iy(y(1)) > Iy(y(t,)) and so cy > py. O
<t<

Now, using the previous results and some new results by Mederski in [22] (Theorem 1.1), we
are ready to obtain the following inequality.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (V,)—(V4) and (fi)—(f>) hold true. Then, py < py.
Proof. Indeed, using the Lemmas 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3, we have

O<vaCVSCO:m:p0.
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We write VIy(u) for the gradient of I, at u with respect to the scalar product (-,-)y, and
Ve, Iy(u) for its orthogonal projection onto the tangent space of Py at u.

Recall that a sequence (u,) in D'YRY) is said to be a (PS)y-sequence for Iy with d € R if
Iy(u,) — d and I},(u,) — 0 in (D"RNY. A sequence (u,) in Py is a (PS)s-sequence for Iy
restricted to Py if Iy(u,) — d and ||IV|'pV(”n)||(z)l-2(RN))’ — Oor IIVpVIV(u)II(DI,z(RN))/ - 0.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that (V,)—(Vs) and (fi)—(f>) hold true. Let (u,) C Py be a (PS)y-
sequence for Iy on Py. Then, (u,) is a (PS)s-sequence for Iy (free).

Proof. By definition, we have Iy(u,) — d and IVI;)V(un) — 0, 1e. Ij,(u,) + 4,J7,(u,) — 0,
where (4,,) is a sequence of real numbers and d > 0, from Lemma (3.1). Let us show that
17y @)l pr2(zvyy is bounded and A, — 0. Thus, 7;,(u,) — 0 in (DV2(RM)) and so (u,) is
(PS),-sequence for Iy (free). Indeed, since (u,) is bounded, by Lemma 2.5, it follows that
Ji,(u,) is bounded. Furthermore, J{,(u,) # 0 by Lemma 2.3.

Now, let us show that 4, — 0. By Lemma 2.2, there exists a constant p > 0 such that
IVu,||> > p?, for every n € N. Since (u,) is bounded in D'ARY), there exists (a,) C R, with
a,, — 0, such that

I(/(un)un + ﬂnJ(/(un)un =y |Vun|2dx,
RN

Ly lp, ()t

—————  That s,
fRN |Vu,|*dx

where «,, :=
a, | |Vu,dx = (1+A,(N-2)) f \Vu,[*dx + (1 + A,N) f V(x)uidx
RN RN RN
+A, f VV(x) - xuldx — (1 + 1,N) f f(u,)u, dx.
RN RN
Hence, we have

0 = (1—ay+A4,(N=-2)| |VuPdx+ 1+ A,N) | V(x)uldx
RN RN

+4, f VV(x) - xu>dx — (1 + 1,N) f fu)u, dx.
RN RN
Note that the above expression can be associated with the equation
(3.3) -l-a,+4,(N=-2)Av+ (A +4,N)V(x)v+ 4, VV(x)-xv=(~1+A4,N)f(v),

v € D'ARN). Moreover, the solutions of the equation (3.3) satisfy a Pohozaev identity and
admit an associated Pohozaev manifold, defined by J;l({O}), where

J~V(v) = (I =+ 4N =2)(N -2) Vv’ dx — N a(x, v)dx — zN:f Exl.(x, V)x;dx,
2 B g £ Jow
with
G(x,v) = _1+ AN V(xw* — %VV(X) cx v+ (1 + 4,N)F(v)
and

N
~ 1+ A,N A,
Z f G.(x,v)x;dx = — f VV(x) - x vidx — —f xH(x)x vdx,
RN ! 2 RN 2 RN

i=1
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where H(x) denotes the Hessian matrix of V(x). Simplifying, it follows that
l—a,+ A4,(N-2)(N-2 N(1 + A,N
(1-«a ( I ) Voldx + ( )

2 RN 2 RN

(3.4) +1"2N f [VV(x) x4 SHDX
RN

Making v = u,, in (3.4) and since u, € Py, we have

Jv(v) =

[V(x) + m]vzdx
N

]vzdx - N1+ 4,N)| F@)dx.
RN

VV(x) -
N [V(x) + ﬂlugdx “ON| Faudx=-N-2)| [VuPdx,
RN RN RN
and so
_ 1= @+ (N = 2))(N =2 1+ L,N)(N -2
Tow) = (1 —a, + A,( ( ) VP - (1 + A,N)( )f Vu, Pdx
2 o 2 o
AN H
+ [VV(x) - X+ ﬂ]uﬁdx
2 RN
)t 24, AN H
S L) YR A P LA (i L (GO0
2 RN 2 RN

On the other hand, we have that u, is a solution of the equation (3.3), and thus .Flvv(u,,) = 0.
Then,

(ay +24,)(N -2)
N

uldx,

n

H
Vi, Pdx = A, f [VV(x) xt (x)xl
RN RN

or equivalently,

(3.5) a,(N-2)| |Vu,|dx = /l,,[
RN

(VV(x) o XH](VX)X)

uldx — 2(N — 2) |Vu,,|2dx] :

RN RN

Note that, using Holder’s inequality and hypothesis (Vs), it holds

H 2NS N
N f VW x+ SHON) 2y <y f K (ou2dx < == f > dx
RN N RN 2* RN

(N -2) f |V, |>dx.
RN

(3.6)

IA

So it follows from (3.6) that

H
N f (VV(x)-x+x ]i]x)x)uﬁdx—Z(N—Z) f Vi, fdx < —(N -2) f Vu, dx
RN N RN

R
<@2-N)y’ <0,

which means that the bracket term in (3.5) is bounded above by a strictly negative constant.

Therefore, taking n — oo in (3.5), it follows that 4,, — 0, proving the claim. O

Corollary 3.6. Assume that (V,)—(Vs) and (fi)—(f>) hold true. Then, Py is a natural cons-
traint of problem (1.1) for Iy.

Proof. Let u € Py be a critical point of the functional 7y, constrained to the manifold Py .
Since Ji,(u) # 0, it follows from theorem of Lagrange multipliers that there exists ¢ € R such
that

I, (u) + udy(u) = 0.
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Note that the above expression can be associated with the equation
(3.7) —(1+uN=2)DAv+ (1 +uN)V(x)v + uVV(x) - xv = (1 + uN) f(v),

by taking @, = 0, u, = u and A, = pu in equation (3.3). Thus, arguing as in Lemma 3.5,
it follows that u = 0. Therefore, I{,(u) = 0, which shows that u is a critical point of Iy,
concluding the proof. O

We also recall the standard result about the splitting of bounded (PS) sequences. For this
purpose, first we need a version of Brezis-Lieb lemma [10] for D"YR") found in [22], Lemma
A.l.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that (u,) ¢ DYRY) is bounded and u,(x) — uy(x) for a.e. x € RV,
Then

(3.8) lim (f Y(u,)dx - f Y(u, — uop) dx) = W(u) dx
RV RV RV

n—oo

for any function ¥ : R — R of class C' such that |¥'(s)| < C|s|**~! for any s € R and some
constant C > 0.

Next lemma presents a new variant of Lions’ Lemma in D"*(R"), which was proved by
Mederski in [22, Lemma 1.5].

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that (u,) C D'"*(R") is bounded and for some r > 0,

(3.9) lim sup f |u,|*dx = 0.
n—co yeRN JB(y.r)

Then, lim,_,, fRN Y(u,)dx = 0, for any continuous function ¥ : R — [0, o) satisfying
) I {€))

3.10 1 =1 =0

( ) Pt s> |s|1_r>rc}o |s|*

Proof. Let € > 0 and 2 < p < 2%, given arbitrarily, and suppose that ¥ : R — [0,0) is a
continuous function satisfying (3.10). Then, we find 6, M € R with0 < 6 < M and C, > 0
such that

() W(s) < gls|*, for|s] < 6;
(i) P(s) < g|s|*, for|s| > M;
({ii) P (s) < Cgls|P, for |s| € (6, M].
Hence, in the view of Lions’ lemma we get
limsup [ W(u,)dx < elimsup f |utnl® + |1 dx.
n—co  JRV n—oo  JRN

Since (u,) is bounded in L*(R") and L* (R"), we may take the limit £ — 0 and conclude the
proof. O
Lemma 3.9. Let (u,) be a bounded sequence in D"ARY) and d > 0 a constant such that

Iy(uy) = d and  I(u,) = Oin (D2®RY)) .
Replacing (u,) by a subsequence, if necessary, there exists a solution u of problem (1.1),
a number r € N U {0}, r nontrivial solutions w',--- ,w" of the limit problem (p,) and r

sequences (y]) C RN, 1 < j < r, satisfying:
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(i) yhl = oo and |y, = yjl = oo, ifi # j;

(it) ty = X5y W =) = @t in DMRN);

(iii) d = Iy(a) + 2=y Io(w’), '
for r € N. In the case r = 0, the above holds without w’, (y)).

Proof. The proof follows closely the proof of Lemma 3.9 in [13] using Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8
either for W(u) = F(u) or Y(u) = f(u)u, u € D"ARY), wherever convenient. o

Lemma 3.10. Assume that (V,)—(Vy4) and (f,)—(f3) hold true. If py is not attained for Iy in Py,
then py > po and every bounded (PS);-sequence in D"XRN) has a convergent subsequence,
at any level d € (py, 2po).

Proof. First let us prove that py > p,. Indeed, let (u,) € D'*(RY) be a bounded sequence
and (PS) at level py, i.e. Iy(u,) — py and I},(u,) — 0 in (D'"ARY)). By Lemma 3.1, we
have py > 0, and by using Lemma 3.9, it follows that py > po. Now, let us prove that
every bounded (PS);-sequence in D'ARY) has a convergent subsequence, at every level
d € (po,2po). Indeed, given d € (po,2p,), we take a bounded sequence (u,) C D'? (RN )
such that Iy (u,) — d and ||I(,(un)||(z)1,2(RN))/ — 0. Then, using Lemma 3.9, after passing to a
subsequence, we obtain

(3.11) U, — Z wi-—y) > @ in DARY),
j=1

where w/ is a weak solution of the problem (p,), (v4) € RY with |y} — oo and @ is a
weak solution of the problem (1.1) and by Lemma 3.1 it follows that I,(#) > 0. Thus, since
d € (po,2po) from Lemma 3.9 (iii), then r < 2. If r = 1, we have two cases:

(i) @ # 0. In this case, we have Iy(ii) > po. Moreover, Iy(w') = po, then it follows that
(i) # = 0. In this case, since w is the unique positive solution (up to translations) of the
problem (), we have d = Iy(w') = I,(w) = p,. In both cases, we get a contradiction, since
d € (po, 2po). Therefore, we must have r = 0 and it follows that u, — & in DY(RV). i

Corollary 3.11. Assume that (V1)—(Vs) and (fi)-(f3) hold true. If py is not attained for I in
Py, (u,) is a sequence in Py such that Iy(u,) — d, with d € (py,2po), and IVI;V(un) — 0in

(DYARN)Y, then (uy) is relatively compact in DV RN), i.e. after passing to a subsequence,
there exists i € Py such that u,, — u.

Proof. Using Lemmas 3.4 and 3.10, it follows that py = py. By assumption, we have (u,,) C
Py is a sequence such that Iy(u,) — d and Ivl;v(un) — 0. Then, using the Lemma 3.5 we
have I;,(u,) — 0 in (D"ARY))" and by Lemma 2.5 it follows that (u,) is bounded in D'ARY).
Thus, by Lemma 3.9, after passing to a subsequence, we get (3.11) where w/ is a weak
solution of the problem (gy), (y,) € RY with |y}| — oo and i is a weak solution of problem
(1.1). Therefore, it follows from Lemma 3.10 that u, — @, with it € Py,. O

4. EXISTENCE OF A POSITIVE SOLUTION

We will need the following result of [13, Lemma 4.1] and we refer to that for the proof .
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Lemma 4.1. @) If yo,y € RY, yo # y, and a and B are positive constants such that
a + B > N, then there exists C; = Cy(a, B, |y — yol) > O such that

f dx < CiR™*
rv (1 +]x = Ryo*(1 + |x = Ry|)
forall R > 1, where u := min{a, 8, @ + 8 — N}.
(b) If yo,y € RV \ {0}, and 0 and y are positive constants such that @ + 2y > N, then there
exists C, = C2(0,y, [yol, [y]) > 0 such that
dx
ey (14 [XD?(1 + |x = Ryol)”(1 + [x — Ryl)”

forall R > 1, where T := min{#, 2y, 0 + 2y — N}.

< CRT,

In this section we will prove our main result. Its proof requires some important estimates and
the previous lemmata.

In what follows, we will consider y, € R a fixed vector, with [yo| = 1 and w the positive
radial ground state solution of the limit problem (o). Let B.(xp) := {x € RY : |x — x| < r}.
For any y € dB,(y)), R > 0 and every 4 € (0, 1), we write

- — Ryy "~ Ry
(41) Wg,ﬂ = W( B ), Wﬁl—/l = W(m)
and, for 4 = 0 or A = 1, we write, respectively,
(4.2) wo, =0, wi_ =0

In the next lemmas we study the interaction of powers of these two translated and dilated
solitons.

Lemma 4.2. Let & and B be constants such that 2a@ > 2* and 8 > 1. Then, forany R > 1,y €
0B>(yp) and A € [0, 1], there exist constants C3 = C5(N, @,) > 0 and C4 = C4(N,a,) > 0
such that

= [ 08 (417 = v,
and
4 [ 1 < oo,

Proof. If 1 = 0 or A = 1, the result follows trivially using the definitions (4.2). Suppose now
that A € (0, 1) and observe that

x—Ry

_R
A0l | 4 lx—Ry  and 1+’1 /1‘21+|x—Ry|,

4.5) I+

so by inequalities in (1.3) there exists C > 0 such that

LUV 02D < ef =)t

C f (1 + [x = Ry) ¥ 2 (1 + |x = Ry)PN2
RN

X—Ry()

x — Ry|\ PN-?
=)

IA
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Since @ > 2*/2 and B8 > 1, then @(N —2) > N and B(N —2) > N — 2. Therefore, we can apply
Lemma 4.1(a) with @ = @(N—-2) and 8 = S(N —2), in which y := min{e, 8, +B—-N} > N-2,
to obtain C5 > 0 such that

f (M}Oﬁﬂ)@ (Wf'al—/l),é < C3R N2,
RN

Similarly, there exists C4 > 0 such that

f (e, (wh ) < car 2,

RN

Now, for every 4 € [0, 1], we will define
(4.6) eh(y) = f i S8 ) w1 dx.
R

We will obtain some estimates for £X and show they do not depend on y.

Lemma 4.3. Assume that (f,) holds true. Then, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
4.7) X < CRPV2,
forally € 0B,(yy), 1 € [0,1]and R > 1.

Proof. If A = 0 or A = 1, the result follows trivially, using the definitions in (4.2). Suppose
that 0 < A < 1 and let &¥ be defined as in (4.6). Using hypothesis (f;), we have

& = LNf(Wg,A)M/)IiI—A SAZLN (Wg«l)z*_1 Wi

Since 2* — 1 > 2*/2, applying Lemma 4.2 with & = 2* — 1 and 8 = 1, there exists C > 0 such
that
ef < CRPV2,

Lemma 4.4. Assume (f,), then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
e > CANRIV2),
where A_ := min{A, 1 — A}, for all y € dB,(yy), 1 € (0,1) and R > 1.
Proof. First note that, for every R > 1, if z € B;(0), it holds
A 2R) - 3R

_ R(v —
Az _RO-y)| _,, 4 | _RG-¥) £1+—(1+7 IR

“4.8) 1+

-1 1-2 - 1 -1 “1-a
Furthermore, the estimate |[w||, < 7, for the constant y which appears in (f3), is given in [24,

Theorem 2]. So, there exists a constant C > 0 such that f(w(z)) > C, for all z € B;(0). Thus,
a change of variables z = (x — Ryy)/4 and (1.3) and (4.8), yield

& fR (2 ‘ﬂRyO))w(xl‘_’;y =¥ L S0 w( lﬂfﬂ _ R? - ;0))

C(/l(l - A)

N
) IB1(0)| RN > CAYR V2,

since A_/2 < A(1 — A) and the desired inequality follows. O
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Observe that the lower bound obtained for ¥ depends on A, while the upper bound is uniform
for all 4 in [0, 1]. However, in any closed sub-interval of (0, 1) the upper and lower bounds
for X are independent of A. This is going to be crucial in the end.

Anologously, the same upper and lower bounds are obtained for the integral

fRN f(wil—/l)wg,/l dx = O(h).

The next lemma presents the order of interaction between the gradients of two translated
solitons.

Lemma 4.5. ForeveryR > 1,y € 0B,(yy) and A € [0, 1], there exists a constant C = C(1) > 0
such that

(4.9) f Vwg - Vwi_ dx < CRTV2.
RN

Proof. If 1 =0 or A = 1, the result follows trivially, using the definitions (4.2). Suppose now
that A € (0, 1) and observe that, taking the derivatives and using (1.4) and (4.5)

1 x — Ry X —Ry
R —
fRN Vo Wi dx = e VW( 1 )'VW( -2 )dx
< 1+ R (N=-1) 1+ R (N-1) d
< - ﬂ)f (1 +]x=RyoD™ (1 +|x—Ry)" X.
By Lemma 4.1 (a), with @ = 8 = N — 1, so that u = N — 2, the inequality (4.9) follows and
the lemma is proved. |

We will need the following estimates adapted from a result in [1, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 4.6. Assume (f), then there exists o € (1/2, 1] with the following property: for any
given Cs > 1 there is a constant C¢ > 0 such that the inequalities

|f(u+v) = fu) = fO)| < Celuv|”
and
|F(u+v) = F(u) = FOv) = f(u)v = f(n)ul < Celuv[*”
hold true for all u,v € R, with |ul, |v| < Cs.

Proof. Hypothesis (f;) implies there exists a constant C > 0 such that | f (i)(s)| < Cls> =D,
fori = 1,2,3, and |s| < Cs. Set o := min{2*/4, 1} = min{N/(2(N - 2)), 1} € (1/2,1]. The
proof of the inequalities follows by simple calculations as in [1]. O

Let us define the sum of the two translated solitons

R R R
(4.10) Uy :=wo+ Wy,
and present some of its properties and estimates.

Corollary 4.7. Assume (f1)—(f2). Then, it holds

4.11) f F(US) = Fwg ) = FOwys ) = fwg Dwhy ) = fwis _pwg , dx = o(eh).
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Proof. For simplicity, set wy := Wo bWy = WR1 ,and U .IfN > 4, then o =
min{2*/4,1} = 2*/4 = N/(2(N —2)) and u = m1n{20'(N 2) 40'(N 2)-N} > N-2.
Thus, Lemmas 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 give that Iwowylz‘T <CR™* = o(sR)

The case N = 3 is a little more delicate since o = 1 and u = 1, which gives |wow,|*” <
CR™' = O(&®). Using hypothesis (f;) for i = 3 in the proof of Lemma 4.6, in fact we can
obtain C > 0 such that

[F(U) = F(wo) — F(wy) — fwo)wy = fwwol < C [wiws +wow? + wiwi| < CR™ = o(eh),
which yields (4.11), and the proof is complete. O

Lemma 4.8. Assume (V,)—-(V,) and (f1)=(f>). Then, the following statements hold.:

(@) IVURAIde =2 f IVwl2dx + og(1);
RN

(b) f F(U} )dx = CY f F(w)dx + og(1),

where Cﬁ = A+ (1 =2 and og(1) = 0 as R — +oo, uniformly for all y € 0B»(yo) and
A€ [0,1].

Proof. For simplicity, set wy := Wom wy = wh vig and U = UR IfAa=0o0rA=1,the
statements follow trivially for all y € dB,(y¢) and or(1) =0, usmg (4 2) and (4.10). Suppose
now that 0 < A < 1, then we have

IVUPdx AN VwPdx+ (1= D)V |[VwlPdx +2 f Vo - Vwydx
RN RN RN RN

CY | |Vwldx +2 f Vg - Vw,dx.
RN RN

By Lemma 4.5, there exists C > 0 such that
f Vwo - Vwy dz < CR™N72,
RN

proving item (a). We also have

f F(U)dx - CY f F(w)dx = f F(U)dx — AV f Fw)dx — (1 = )Y f F(w)dx
RN RN RN RN RN

[F(U) = F(wo) = F(wy) = f(wo)wy — f(wy)woldx

RN

[f (wo)wy + f(wy)woldx.

RN
From (4.6), (4.7) and (4.11), there exists C > 0 such that

fRN |F(U) ~ Fwo) = F(wy) = f(wo)wy — f(Wy)WO| dx < CR"N=2,

f [f(WO)Wy + f(wy)wo]dx = 285 < CR_(N‘2),
RN

for every y € dB»(yp), 4 € (0,1) and R > 1 so (b) follows, concluding the proof of the lemma.
O
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Lemma 4.9. Assume that (V1)—-(V3) and (fi)-(f>) hold true. Then, there exists Ry > 1 such
that given 'y € 0B,(yy), A € [0, 1] and R > Ry, there exists a unique positive constant s := S ﬁ B
such that

U\IS/I(;) S Pv.
Moreover, there exist oy € (0,1) and S¢ > 1 such that Sf,z € (09,80) for any y € 0B,(yo),
A€ [0,1]and R > Ry. In addition, S ﬁ 1 Is a continuous function of the variables 'y, A and R.

Proof. Denote, as before, U := U;f Land let &y : (0, +00) — R be defined by

N-2 N

Ev(s) = I(U(:/)s)) = ST VU dx + % V(sx)U?dx — sV f F(U)dx.
RN

RN RN

Then, U(:/s) € Py if and only if &/,(s) = 0, where
N-2 N Vv .
£(s) = V3| = [ |VUPdx - Ns? f F(U)dx + — s f VG060 | yso|udx] .
2 RN RN 2 RN N
Since s > 0, we have &{,(s) = 0 if and only if

N=21 Yupdx=ng [ f F(U)dx — f (M + V(sx))Uzdx].
2 RN RN 2 RN N

Set as before C/ := A/ + (1 — A)/ with j € N and note that 2~/ < C} < 2, for every j € N and
A € [0, 1]. Moreover, observe that

f U’dx = f (WO + wy)zdx = Cflvf w?dx + og(1)
RN RN RN

which gives that ||U]|, is bounded uniformly for y € dB»(yy), 4 € (0,1) and R > 1.

Since - IVw[?dx > 0, using (V,) and Lemma 4.8, there exists R, > 1, sufficiently large, and
N-2

E(s) = sN-3{—2 IVUPdx — Ns*

oo € (0, 1) sufficiently small such that
1 A% .
f F(U)dx — ~ f VO -0 | ysmlozax|bso.
RN RN 2 RN N

for every s € (0,00], y € 0B2(yp), A € [0, 1] and R > R;.
Now let us define a function ¥y : (0, +0) — R by

Uy (s) = sz[ f F(U)dx - & f (M + V(sx))Uzdxl .
oy 2 Jon N

Note that

Yy(s) = Zs[ f F(U)dx—l f V(sx)U2dx]
RN 2 RN

s VV(sx) - (sx) , f (sx)H(sx)(sx) . ,
2[(N+3)LN—N Usdx + RN—N de].

Observe that . .
i o (L+x)™,  if og<s <1
(1 +lsxd) S{ (I+l)*  ifl<s

Therefore, using the hypothesis (V,), we obtain constants C > 0 such that

V(sx)|U?dx < Cf (1+x)~* (WO + Wy)2 dx,
RN

RN
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2
f IVV(sx) - (sx)|U%dx < C f (1+ x)7™ (wo + wy) dx,
RN RN

for every s > 0. Thus, using the inequalities in (1.3) and applying Lemma 4.1(b), it follows

(4.12) f |V(sx)|U*dx = og(1), f IVV(sx) - (sx)|U%dx = og(1),
RN RN

where oz(1) — 0 as R — +oo. Furthermore note that
f (sx)H(sx)(sx)| Udx < 2 f ((sx)H(sx)(s)] | Ow0)? + (wy)? | dx.
RN RN

Let us prove that fRN |(sx)H(sx)(sx)| (wo)*dx = og(1). Indeed, if 1 = O the result follows
from (4.2). Suppose that 4 € (0, 1] and let € > 0 be given arbitrarily. Then, since ||w|, > 0,
using the hypothesis (Vs), we can take p > 0 sufficiently large such that for all s > o and
x| = p/oo,

|(sx)H(sx)(sx)| < rWH%

So, forall s > o and A € (0, 1], we have

E E E
(4.13) f |(sx)H(sx)(sx)| (Wo)>dx < f wldx < AN f wldx < =.
25/ ! Al Jev 0T T iR Jes 4

On the other hand, using (1.7) and (1.3), we obtain

f |(sx)H(sx)(sx)| (Wo)>dx < C f (wo)’dx < C f (1 +
|x|<p /oo [xI<p/oo [xI<p /oo

~ \—=(N-2)
<C f (IRyo| — |x)™ M 2dx < C(R - ﬁ)
[xI<p /oo

0o

x = Ryo
A

—(N-2)
) dx

(4.14)

—-(N-2)
R cpeoe,

<C (—
2
for every s > 0, 4 € (0, 1]. Therefore, inequalities (4.13) and (4.14) give that
(4.15) f |(sx)H (5x)(5x)| (Wo)*dx < Z + CR" "2,
RN
Since 1 < [y| < 3, by an analogous procedure, there exists C > 0 such that

(4.16) f |(sX)H (5x)(sx)| (W,)*dx < Z + CR "2,
RN

for every s > 0, y € dB>(yp), 4 € [0, 1]. From (4.15) and (4.16), there exists C > 0 such that

IA

(sx)H(sx)(sx)| Udx < 2 f ((sX)H(s)(s)] [ (wo)? + (wy)? | dx
RN RN

(4.17) < £+ CR W2,

Since € > 0 was taken arbitrarily, it follows from (4.17) that

(4.18) |(sx)H (sx)(sx)| U*dx = og(1).

RN
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Thus, knowing that fRN F(w)dx > 0, using the hypotheses (V>), (Vs), Lemma 4.8 (b), (4.13)
and (4.18) we obtain

Yy(s) = Zs[ f F(U)dx—l f V(sx)U2dx]
RN 2 RN

- [(N +3) f TV 59 172 f ORI 124, > 0,
2 RN N RN N

for every s > 09, y € 0By(yy), 4 € [0,1] and R > R, sufficiently large. This means that
Yy(s) is increasing for s > o and R taken sufficiently large. This implies that the term in
the brackets for &},(s) is decreasing for s > 07, and goes to —co. Therefore, there is a unique
s = Siﬂ > 07 such that &,(s) = 0, i.e. Uf’ﬂ('/s) € Py. Furthermore, again by Lemma 4.8
(b), (1.5) and (1.6) there exists R, > 1, sufficiently large, and S > 1 such that &,(s) < 0, for
all s > So, R > Ry, y € 0B,(yp) and A € [0, 1]. Taking Ry = max{R;, R,} the result follows.
Finally, from the uniform estimates for U, VU and F(U) with respect to y, 4 and R > R, the
continuity of § f, , in these variables is clear, and the proof is complete.

O

From here on, consider S 5 , as obtained in Lemma 4.9.

Lemma 4.10. Assume (V,)-(V3) and (f,)-(f>) hold true. Then, for A = 1/2, we have S i 1
2 as R — +oo uniformly for y € dB,(0).

Proof. By Lemma 4.9, there exist Ry > 1 and S > 2 such that Sf,l € (0,S8) for any R > Ry,

y € 0B>(yp) and A € (0, 1). Denoting Wy := Wg,uz (5) = w(- — 2Ryp) and w, := Wf,uz (3) =
w(- — 2Ry), we have
N-2

—= | |[VwP=-N| Fw)

+
2 RN RN

Jo (Wo + W)) =

IVw]> = N F(w)]
RN RN

+(N=-2) | VoV, =N | [F(wo+W,) - FGro) - F(w,)].
RN RN
Since Jy(w) = 0, it follows that

4.19)  Jo(Wo + ) = (N -2) fR VoV, =N | |F (W0 +W,) = F Gwo) - F (y)] -

Observe that Lemma 4.5 with 4 = 1/2 yields
(4.20) f Vg - Vv dx < 4CR V2,
On the other hand, using (4.11) aR;ld 4.7), we get
| (0 + ) - F i) = F(,)|
< |0 +7,) - FTo) - F(,) - fGi) , — £(7,) 0|
+ |Gy + £(7,) W)
< CR™"2,
Therefore, there exists C > 0 such that

4.21) [Jo (0 + )| < CR2.
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Thus, Jy (Wo + Wy) — 0 as R — oo, uniformly for y € dB,(0). Then, in the case 4 = 1/2,
using hypothesis (V;), we obtain

JV(U;f1 B (E)) = Ty (o +78,) = Jo (o +7,) + % | (% ¥ V(x))(Wo +75,) dx
(4.22) < Jo(wo+wy) +C f (1 + 1xD)™ (w0 + Wy)zdx,
RN

and again using (1.3) and Lemma 4.1(b) the last integral above is bounded by CR-V=2),
From (4.21) and (4.22), we get
#{via(3)

(5)) = or(1). where 0g(1) — 0 as R — co, uniformly for y € dB,(0). This

< CR" W2,

Therefore, J V(U win

proves the lemma.
O

Lemma 4.11. Assume that (V,) holds true. Let Sy > 2 and 1 > o > 0, then, there exists
T > N — 2 such that the following hold:

(@) fR V) (Uij (f))z dx < CR™;

2
(b) f vV ()l (Uf,/l (f)) dx < CR™,

RN )
forevery s € (09,S0), y € 0B2(yp), 1 € [0,1]and R > 1.

Proof. By (V»), the decay estimates (1.3) and inequalities (4.5), we obtain

(o) <2 vl G)) 2 [ o b (5))

_R _R
< 25 [ sl [w2(x y°)+w2(x y)
» 1 )
1 1
4.23 < CsY + .
@23 = SO{ o (L ISR+ b= R 2 oy (1+|sx|)k<1+|x—Ry|)2<N-2>}

Since 1 > 0y > 0 and |sx| > ol|x], then by Lemma 4.1 (b)

1 k 1 .

o (L oo IDRL+ e = RygP D = 70 J T R+ e = Ryopea =

where 7 = min {k,2(N — 2),k + 2(N —2) — N} > N — 2, for every s € (0, S0), y € 0B2(y),

A € (0,1)and R > 1; analogously for the second integral in (4.23). Thus, the first inequality
of the lemma is proved.

The second assertion of this lemma is obtained is the same way, using (V,) with [VV(x).x| <

A(1 + |27k O

Lemma 4.12. Assume that (V,)—(V3) and (f1)-(f>) hold true. Then, for any 6 > 0, there exists
Rz > 0 such that

IV(Uf,I(_)) < po + 6,

s

for A = 0or A =1andeveryy € 0By(yo) and R > R;, where s := Siﬂ > 0 is such that
UR (—) € Py.

y,A\ s
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Proof. Let 6 > 0 be given arbitrarily. By Lemma 4.9, § f, , 1s bounded uniformly in R, y and

A. For A = 0, we have Uf, = UF; = wi = w(- — Ry). Observe that w € P, and the map
t - Io(w(;)) is strictly increasing in (0, 1] and strictly decreasing in [1, o). In particular,

po = Ih(w) = max,.g Io(w(;)) . So by changing the variables x = sz and using (V>) and (1.3), it
follows
N

wosz) = 02y [ mban 2 [ R+ 5 [ vea () e

N
Io(w) + % f [V(s2)|(w(z — Ry))zdz <po+CR™",
]RN

IA

by Lemma 4.11, where 7 := min{k, 2(N — 2),k + 2(N —2) — N} > N — 2. So, given ¢ > 0,
there exists R3 > 0 such that for all R > R;

IV(Ufo(i)) < po+CR T <py+CR;' <py+6,
“\s
for any y € 0B,(yy). Analogously

() ems

for any y € 0B,(yo) and R > R;. O

Proposition 4.13. Assume that (V,)—(V3) and (f))—(f>) hold true. Then, there exist Ry > 1
and, for each R > Ry, a number n = n(R) > 0 such that

ot 2)2m o

ifs:=S%  forally € 0By(yy) and A € [0, 1].

»A

Proof. If A = 0 or A = 1, it follows by Lemma 4.12 that, for all 6 > 0, there exists R; > 1
such that

)<

for all y € dB,(yp) and R > Rj. Suppose that 4 € (0, 1). By Lemma 4.9, there exist Ry > 0
and S > 2 such that S;?J € (0¢,S¢) for all y € dB,(yy), 4 € [0, 1] and R > Ry, changing the



22 L. A. MAIA, R. RUVIARO AND G. S. PINA

variables sz = x and, for simplicity, denoting wy := wg Land wy 1= wﬁ 1_» We have
R N2 2 2 2 2
IV(U,A(—)) = S wwoldz-2| Fowydz+ [ (v Pdz—25 | Fowy)dz
> S 2 RN RN RN RN
s™ 2 N-2
+— V(sz)[wo + wy] dz+s Vwo - Vw, dz
2 RN RN

= [ [F O+ ) = FOw) = F,) = g, = o, o] dz
RN

—st [f(wo)wy +f(wy)w0] dz
RN

(H < Io(W(ﬁ)) + Io(W((1 — /I)S))
1 S *d
an 5 | Wewo+w[dz
arn - =5V f | Fwo +w,) = Fwo) = Fwy) = fOwo)w, = f(wy)wo | dz
RN

1v) + V2 f [VWO -Vw, — s f (wo)wy, — s f (wy)wo]dz.
RN

Since po = Ip(w) = max;so lo(w(;)), then
() < Io(w) + Ih(w) = 2py.
By Lemma 4.11 (a), we obtain
(II) < CR™,

where 7 > N — 2 and hence, (I]) < 0(8§) for all N > 3.
Moreover, corollary 4.7 and s < § yield

(1) = o(eh)

for all N > 3.
Now observe that for 4 = 1/2 fixed, using that w is a solution of (g,), we obtain

f VW§,1/2VW§,1/2 :4f f(ng/z)“’fv,l/z-
R¥ RN

By Lemma 4.10, we have
lim Jwo)wy + f(wy)wo dr = 4 FWoa 2wy + f(Wy12)Wo.1/2 dz
(ALR)—(1/2,+00) RN B RV

2 2

f VWo,1/2 : VWy,l/z dz.
RN

Then, taking Rs sufficiently large and ¢ € (0, 1/4) sufficiently small, we obtain

45° 4 :
i [f(WO)Wy f(W))WO f VWO . wa dZ
RN RN

dz >

b

3 2
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forall A € [1/2—-0,1/2+ 6],y € 0B2(yg) and R > Rs. Thus, there exists Cy > 0 such that

(avy = sN_zf [Vwo -Vw, — szf(wo)wy - szf(wy)wo]dz
RN

v 25Vek
= [ [Fovomw, + fOvwe] dz = - =
3 RN

Furthermore, it follows from (4.11) that
(1) +(IV) < o) — Coel.
All together, for N > 3, it holds

(4.24) IV(Uil(é)) < 2py — Cos + ofsh).

for all y € dB»(yy), 4 € [1/2 —6,1/2 + 6] and R > Rs sufficiently large. Most important is
that A is in a closed sub-interval of (0, 1), so the bounds on af are uniform in A, which yields
e =0RrRW ),

On the other hand, for every 4 € (0,1/2 -6]U[1/2+6,1),y € dB>(y9) and R > 1 sufficiently
large, if s := Sf,d <2,then As € (0,1 —=258] or (1 = A)s € (0,1 —25] and, if s := SﬁA > 2, then
As € [1+26,+00) or (1 -A)s € [1+209, +0c0). In any case, either, As € (0,1 -26]U[1 +26, +00)
or(1-2)se0,1-26]U[l + 26, +00).

Therefore, recalling that the map ¢ +— Ip(w(;)) is strictly increasing in (0, 1] and strictly
decreasing in [1, co) and Iy(w) = py, there exist ;7 € (0, py) and Ry sufficiently large, such that

() = T+l

forall y € dB,(yy), 4 € (0,1/2 -6]U[1/2 +6,1) and R > Rs. Hence, the previous estimates,
imply that

(4.25) 1(U8(2) < 200 - 27+ Oy

forall y € dB2(yg), 4 € (0,1/2 -6]U[1/2+6,1) and R > Rg.
By Lemmas 4.9 and 4.12, inequalities (4.24) and (4.25), taking R4 := max{Ry, R3, Rs, R¢}, we
get a number 17 = n(R) > 0 such that

e

for all y € dB,(yp), A € [0, 1] and R > Rj.

IA

3 < —C()Sf.

) < 2po — 21,

For ¢ € R, let us define ¢, := {u € DVRY) : Iy(u) < c}.

Next we define a barycenter map that will be used in proving the existence of a solution of
problem (1.1). Let 8 : L* (RY) — R" be a barycenter function, i. e., a continuous map which
satisfies B(u(- — y)) = B(u) + y and B(u 0 6~') = 6(B(u)) for all u € L*> (RV) \ {0} and y € RV,
and every linear isometry 6 of RY. Note that B(u) = 0 if u is radial and B(u(-/s)) = B(u) for
s> 0.

Now let us define

(4.26) b :=inf{ly(u) : u € Py,Bu) = 0}.
Clearly, b > py.
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Lemma 4.14. Assume (V1)—(Vs) and (f1)-(f3) hold true. If py is not attained by Iy on Py,
then b > py.

Proof. Suppose, by contradiction, that b = py. Then, by definition, there exists a sequence
(vy) € Py, with B(v,) = 0, such that Iy(v,) — b. By Lemma 2.5, we have (v,) is bounded in
DIARN). Using Ekeland’s Variational Principle, we obtain a sequence (u,) C Py such that
Iy(u,) — py and Iylp, (u,) — 0, with [[u, — vally — 0, see [26, Theorem 8.5]. So by Lemma
3.5, we have I},(u,) — 0 in (D'ARY))'. Since (v,) is bounded, it follows that (u,) is bounded
in OM(RY). Thus, if py is not attained by Iy, on Py, it follows from Lemma 3.9 that u,, = w(-—
yu) +0,(1), where 0,(1) — 0 as n — oo and (y,) C R", |y,| = +co and w is the radial solution
of problem (). Doing a translation, we get u,(x + y,) = w(x) + 0,(1). Using the barycenter
function, we obtain B(u,(x + y,)) = B(u,) — y» = =y, and B(w(x) + 0,(1)) = B(w(x)) + 0,(1),
by the continuity. Since w is radial, it follows that S(w(x)) = 0 and so —y, = 0,(1), which is a
contradiction. Therefore, b > py. O

Lemma 4.15. Assume that (Vi)—(Vs) and (f1)—(f3) hold true. If py is not attained by Iy on
Py, then py = po and there exists 6 > 0 such that

Bu)#0, VuePynI.

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, we have py < po. On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 3.10
that, if py is not attained by Iy on Py, then py > py and so py = py. Now let us show that
there exists 6 > 0 such that

Bu) #0, YuePynIr,

Suppose, by contradiction, that for all n € N there exists v, € Py such that Iy(v,) < po + 1/n
and B(v,) = 0. Thus, we have b < Iy(v,) < po + 1/n, for all n € N. So as n — oo, it follows
that b < py = py, contradicting Lemma 4.14. Therefore, the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. If py is attained by Iy at some u € Py then, by Corollary 3.6, u is a
nontrivial solution of problem (1.1). So assume that py is not attained. Then, using Lemmas
3.4 and 3.10, it follows that py = py. We will show that Iy has a critical value in (pg, 2po).
Lemma 4.15 allows us to choose ¢ € (0, po/4) such that B(u) # 0,YVu € Py N I“’;‘)J“s and, by
Lemma 4.12 and Proposition 4.13, we may choose R > 1 and n € (0, po/4) such that

I (UR (_)) <) P+t 0, for A = 0 and all y € 0B»(yy),
5 )= 2po—n,  forall 2 €0, 1] and all y € 4Bs(yy),

where s := SfJ > 0 is such that Ufi( ) € Py. Define ¢ : By(yy) — If,”"_” by

£Qyo + (1= yy) = Uﬁl(é), with A € [0, 11, y € 8B>(0).

Arguing by contradiction, assume that I, does not have a critical value in (pg, 2po). Then,
there exists € > 0 such that ”I{/(M)H(Z)LZ(RN))' >e,Yue I“,l([po + 0,2po — n]) . Otherwise there
would be d € (py,2pp) and a sequence (u,,) € Py such that Iy(u,) — d, IVI;)V(un) — 0 and,
so Corollaries 3.11 and 3.6, would lead to a contradiction. Then, there exists a continuous
function 7 : Py N I‘z,p"_” - Py N I€°+6 such that m(u) = u for all u € Py N I€°+6, see [26,
Lemma 5.15]. Note that the function 4 : B(yg) — 0B2()y), given by

Boro =R
[(Bomol)(x)—Ryol) "

h(x):=2
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is well defined and continuous. Moreover, if y € dB,(yy), then {(y) = Uio(?) € I"j“‘s, with

Bomod)y) = ,B(U;fo(é)) = ,B(w(é -~ Ry)) = ,B(w(;)) + Ry = Ry and, hence, h(y) = y for
every y € dB»(yo). So we get the following restriction map h := hlos,yy) : 0B2(yo) — 0B2(yo),
given by A(y) = y. But the existence of such a contract / contradicts Brouwer’s Fixed Point
Theorem. Therefore, Iy must have a critical point u € Py, with Iy(u) € (po, 2po). This proves
that problem (1.1) has a nontrivial solution u € D"*(RY). Using the maximum principle we
can conclude that u is positive and the proof of the theorem is complete.

O
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