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CONCENTRATION PHENOMENA FOR A FRACTIONAL RELATIVISTIC
SCHRODINGER EQUATION WITH CRITICAL GROWTH

VINCENZO AMBROSIO

ABsTRACT. In this paper, we are concerned with the following fractional relativistic Schrédinger equation
with critical growth:
{ (—A 4+ m?2)su+ V(ex)u = f(u) +u2 ! in RV,
uw€ H5(RY), >0 in RN,

where € > 0 is a small parameter, s € (0,1), m > 0, N > 2s, 2% = 2N

N—2s
(—A + mz)s is the fractional relativistic Schrédinger operator, V : RN — R is a continuous potential,
and f : R — R is a superlinear continuous nonlinearity with subcritical growth at infinity. Under suitable
assumptions on the potential V', we construct a family of positive solutions u. € H? (RN ), with exponential
decay, which concentrates around a local minimum of V as € — 0.

is the fractional critical exponent,

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we continue the study started in [6] concerning the concentration phenomena for a class of
fractional relativistic Schréodinger equations. More precisely, we focus on the following nonlinear fractional
elliptic equation with critical growth:

(~A+m?)*u+V(ex)u= f(u) +u*""in RV, (1)
u€ H(RY), u>0inRM, '
where € > 0 is a small parameter, m > 0, s € (0,1), N > 2s, 2% := N2iv2.s is the fractional critical exponent,

and V : RY — R and f : R — R are continuous functions. The operator (—A + m?)* is defined in Fourier
space as multiplication by the symbol (|k|> + m?)* (see [28,29]), i.e., for each function u : RY — R that
belongs to the Schwartz space S(RY) of rapidly decreasing functions, we have

F((=A+m?)*u)(k) := (k] +m?)* Fu(k), keRY,
where we denoted by

Fu(k) = (27r)_% / e~ Ty(z)de, keRY,
RN

the Fourier transform of u. We also recall the following alternative representation of (—A +m?)* in terms of

singular integrals (see [24,29]):

(—A +m?)*u(z) := m*u(x) + C(N, s)mNéZS P.V./ %KW (mlz —yl)dy, zeRY, (1.2)
RN |z —y|7z 2

where P.V. indicates the Cauchy principal value, K, is the modified Bessel function of the third kind of index
v (see [9,23]), and

_ N+42s N s(1—s)
C(N,s):=2""=2 tlg==292s 71
(N,3) I'2-s)
When s = %, the operator v —A 4+ m? was considered in [43,44] for spectral problems and has a clear meaning
in relativistic quantum mechanics. Indeed, the energy for the motion of a free relativistic particle of mass m

and momentum p is given by:
E = +/p2c® + m2ct,
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where c is the speed of the light. With the usual quantization rule p — —AV, where & is Planck’s constant,
we obtain the so-called relativistic Hamiltonian operator:

—h2c2A + m2ct — mc?.
The point of the subtraction of the constant mc? is to make sure that the spectrum of the operator H is
[0,00), and this explains the terminology of relativistic Schrédinger operators for the operators of the form

H + V(z), where V() is a potential (see [16]). Equations involving H arise in the study of time-dependent
Schrédinger equations of the type:

zh%—f =HD — f(z,|®*)®, (t,z) e RxRY,

where @ : R x RN — C is a wave function and f : RY x [0,00) — R is a nonlinear function, which describe
the dynamics of systems consisting of identical spin-0 bosons whose motions are relativistic, for instance,
boson stars. Physical models related to H have been widely analyzed over the past 30 years, and there exists
an important literature on the spectral properties of relativistic Hamiltonians; most of it has been strongly
influenced by the works of Lieb on the stability of relativistic matter (see [22,27,30,31] and references therein).
On the other hand, from a probabilistic point of view, m?® — (—A + m?)* is the infinitesimal generator of a
Lévy process Xt2 ™ called 2s-stable relativistic process having the following characteristic function:

Eoemxf“n _ e—t[(|k|2+m2)s—m25], ke RN;

(see, for example, [16,36]). For a more detailed discussion on (—A + m?)*, we refer the interested reader
to [8].
When m — 0, (—A + m?)® reduces to the well-known fractional Laplacian (—A)® defined via Fourier
transform by:
F((=A)*u)(k) = [k[** Fu(k), keRY,
or through singular integrals by:

u(z) —u N o D(NE2s
(=A)’u(z) := Cn,s PV. /]RN % dy, z€RYN, Cy,:=7n"72 2251"((27i3))5(1 — ). (1.3)
This operator has gained tremendous popularity during the last two decades thanks to its applications in
different fields, such as, among others, phase transition phenomena, crystal dislocation, population dynamics,
anomalous diffusion, flame propagation, chemical reactions of liquids, conservation laws, quasi-geostrophic
flows, and water waves. Moreover, the fractional Laplacian is the infinitesimal generator of a (rotationally)
symmetric 2s-stable Lévy process. For a very nice introduction to (—A)® and its applications, consult [13,20].
Note that the most striking difference between the operators (—A)* and (—A + m?)® is that the first one is
homogeneous in scaling, whereas the second one is inhomogeneous as should be clear from the presence of
the Bessel function K, in (1.2).
We emphasize that in these years, several authors dealt with the existence and multiplicity of solutions
for the following fractional Schrodinger equation:

e (=A)u+V(z)u = f(u) +7lu
we HRY), u>0inRY,
where ¢ > 0, v € {0,1}, V : RY — R and f : R — R satisfy suitable conditions (see, for instance, [7] and
references therein).
As s — 1, equation (1.4) boils down to the classical nonlinear Schrodinger equation of the form:
—e2 Au+V(z)u = g(u) in RY,
ue€ HYRY), u>0in RV,
Since we cannot review the huge bibliography on this topic, we refer to [2,3,19,25,26,35,42] for some results

on the existence, multiplicity, and concentration of positive solutions to (1.5) for small € > 0. We recall that
a positive solution u. of (1.5) is said to concentrate at o € RY as ¢ — 0 if

V8 >0, Jeg>0,R>0: wu(x)<d, V|jx—xz9|>cR,e<eq.

272y in RV,

(1.4)

(1.5)

The interest in studying semiclassical solutions of (1.5), i.e., solutions of (1.5) with small € > 0, is justified
by the well-known fact that the transition from quantum mechanics to classical mechanics can be described
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by letting ¢ — 0. A typical feature of semiclassical solutions is that they tend to concentrate as € — 0 around
critical points of the potential V.

On the other hand, several existence and multiplicity results for fractional equations driven by (—A+m?)*,
with m > 0, have been established in [5,6,14,17,37,39]. In particular, in [6], the author investigated (1.1)
without the presence of the critical term u* ~' and obtained the existence of solutions concentrating in a
given set of local minima of V" as ¢ — 0. He also related the number of positive solutions to the topology
of the set where V attains its minimum value. We point out that, in all the aforementioned articles, only
equations with subcritical nonlinearities are considered.

Motivated by the previous facts, in this paper we examine the existence of concentrating solutions to (1.1),
by assuming that the potential V : RN — R is a continuous function fulfilling the following conditions:

(V1) there exists V4 € (0,m?®) such that —V; := ier]gN V(z),
xT

(V2) there exists a bounded open set A C RY such that
YW < v,

with Vg > 0,and 0 e M :={z € A: V(z) = =V},
and that the nonlinearity f : R — R is a continuous, f(¢) = 0 for ¢ < 0, and satisfies the following hypotheses:
(f1) limy_o @ =0,
(f2) there exist p,q € (2,2%) and A > 0 such that
ft) > P71 forallt >0, and lim if) =0,
t—oo ta4—1
where A > 0 is such that
o A\ > 0 if either N > 4s, or 2s < N <4s and 27 —2 <p < 2},
e )\ > 0 is sufficiently large if 2s < N <4sand 2 <p < 2% — 2,
(f3) there exists 0 € (2, q) such that 0 < 0F(t) < tf(¢) for all t > 0, where F(t) := fot f(r)dr,
(f4) the function ¢ — @ is increasing in (0, 00).
The main result of this paper can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (V1)-(Va) and (f1)-(f1) hold. Then, for every small e > 0, there exists a solution
ue to (1.1) such that u. has a mazimum point x. satisfying

lim dist(e z., M) = 0,
e—0

and for which
0 < ue(z) < Cre=C2lz=2<l  for gll x € RV,

for suitable constants C1,Ca > 0. Moreover, for each sequence (e,,) with €, — 0, there exists a subsequence,
still denoted by itself, such that there exist a point xo € M with €, x., — xo and a positive ground state
solution u € H*(RY) of the limiting problem:

(A +m?)°u—Vou= f(u)+u*"" inRY,
for which we have
ue, () = u(x — z¢,) + Rn(x),
where lim || Ry, || s may = 0.
n—oo

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on appropriate variational techniques. Since the operator (—A +m?)* is
nonlocal, we transform (1.1) into a degenerate elliptic equation in a half-space with a nonlinear Neumann
boundary condition via a variant of the extension method [15] (see [17,24,41]). Then, we adapt the pe-
nalization approach in [19], the so-called local mountain pass, by building a convenient modification of the
energy functional associated with the extended problem in such a way that the corresponding modified energy
functional J. satisfies the hypotheses of the mountain pass theorem [4], and then we prove that, for £ > 0
sufficiently small, the trace of the associated mountain pass solution is, indeed, a solution to the original
equation with the stated properties. The modification of the functional corresponds to a penalization outside
A, and this is why no other global assumptions are required. With respect to [6], it is more difficult to obtain
compactness for J. due to the presence of the critical exponent. To overcome this obstacle, we first estimate
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from above the mountain pass level c. of J., by constructing a suitable cut-off function. Roughly speaking,
we choose a function, appropriately rescaled, of the type v.(z,y) = d(my)o(z, y)we(z,y), with € > 0, where
¥ is expressed via the Bessel function K, ¢ is a smooth cut-off function, and w, is the s-harmonic extension
of the extremal function u, for the fractional Sobolev inequality (see [18]), in such a way that the control of
the quadratic term

// y 2 (Vo |? + m*0?) dedy — m** v2(x,0) dz
Ri}+1 RN

is, in some sense, reduced to the control of the term:

/ / Y20 |V (w2 dady,
Rf“

and thus, we are able to verify that c¢. < c., where the threshold value ¢, depends on the best constant S, for
the critical Sobolev trace inequality (see [11]), and the constants Vi, m?*, and 6 (see Lemma 3.2). In view of
this bound and by establishing a concentration-compactness principle in the spirit of Lions [32,33], we show
that the modified energy functional satisfies the Palais-Smale condition in the range (0, ¢.) (see Lemmas 3.1
and 3.5). Finally, we prove that, for ¢ > 0 small enough, the solution of the auxiliary problem is, indeed,
solution of the original one by combining a Moser iteration scheme [34], a comparison argument, and some
crucial properties of the Bessel kernel [9,40] (see Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4). As far as we know, this is the first
time that the penalization method is used to study the concentration phenomena for a fractional relativistic
Schrédinger equation with critical growth.

The structure of the paper is the following. In section 2, we define some function spaces. In section 3,
we focus on the modified problem. In section 4, we deal with the autonomous critical problems related to
the extended modified problem. Section 5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. In section 6, we discuss a
multiplicity result for (1.1).

Notations: We denote the upper half-space in RY by Rf“ = {(z,y) e RN*:y > 0}. For (z,y) € Rf“,
we set |(x,y)| ;= /|z]?> + y2. The letters ¢, C, C’, and C; will be repeatedly used to denote various positive
constants whose exact values are irrelevant and can change from line to line. For € RY and R > 0,
we will denote by Br(z) the ball in RV centered at # € RY with radius r > 0. When z = 0, we set
Bp == Bg(0). For (z0,y0) € RY ™ and R > 0, we put B} (z0,90) = {(z,y) € RY " 1 |(2,y) — (z0,90)| < R}
and B}, := B£(0,0). Let p € [1,00] and A C RY be a measurable set. The notation A° := RM \ A stands
for the complement of A in RY. We will use |u|p(ay for the LP-norm of u : RY — R. If A =RV, we
simply write |u|, instead of |u|»gy). With HU||LP<R§+1) we denote the norm of v € LP(RY ). For a generic

real-valued function w, we set w* := max{w,0} and w~ := min{w, 0}.

2. FUNCTION SPACES

Let H*(RY) be the fractional Sobolev space defined as the completion of C°(R"Y) with respect to the
norm

1
2

|u| s (mvy = (/}R]\I(|k|2 +m2)5|]-"u(k:)|2dk>

Then, H*(RY) is continuously embedded in LP(RY) for all p € [2,2*] and compactly in L} (RY) for all

loc

p € [1,2%); see [1,7,8,20,29]. We denote by X*(RY*!) the completion of C2°(RY ™) with respect to the

norm:
%
._ 1-2s 2 2 2
H’U”XS(Rerl) = <//Rf“y (IVv|* + m*v )dxdy) .

By [24, Lemma 3.1] (see also [21, Proposition 3.1.1]), it follows that X *(RY*1) is continuously embedded in
L7 (RYH y172%), ie.,

|‘U||L27(Rf+l)y1—2s) < S’Hv”xs(Rfﬂ), for all v € XS(Rf—H), (2.1)
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for some S > 0, where v := 1+ ﬁ, and LT(RfH, y*72%) is the weighted Lebesgue space, with r € (1,00),

endowed with the norm: )
R 1-2s r
HU||LT(Rf+11y1723) = <//R£+1 y |U| dl’dy) .

In light of [21, Lemma 3.1.2], we also know that X *(RY™") is compactly embedded in L?(B};,y'~2°) for all

R > 0. By [24, Proposition 5], there exists a (unique) linear trace operator Tr : X*(RY ™) — H*(RY) such
that

Vs | Tr(v)| s mvy < HU”XS(Rf“)’ for all v € X*(RY ), (2.2)
where o, 1= 2172 (1 — 5) /T'(s); see [11,41]. In order to lighten the notation, we will denote Tr(v) by v(,0).
We note that (2.2) yields
osm?* v?(z,0) dx < // y 72 (| V]2 + m2o?) dedy, (2.3)
RN RYH

for all v € X*(RY "), which can be also written as:

O'S/ v*(x,0) dz < m™2 // y 2| Vo dedy + m* 2 // y' 2 0? dady. (2.4)
RN RN+ R+

From the previous facts, we deduce the following fundamental embeddings.

Theorem 2.1. Tr(X*(RY ™)) is continuously embedded in L™ (RN) for allr € [2,2%] and compactly embedded
in LT (RN for all r € [1,27).

To deal with (1.1) via variational methods, we use a variant of the extension method [15] given in [17,24,41].
More precisely, for each v € H*(R"), there exists a unique function U € X S(Rf *1) solving the problem

{ —div(y'=2*VU) + m*y' U =0 in RYT,

U=u on 8Rf“.
The function U is called the extension of u and fulfills the following properties:
(E1)
aa—U = Lnyg—[;(xm = ou(~A+m?)*u(z) in H*(RY),

where H*(R") denotes the dual of H*(RM).
Os|U| s (RN) = SNty < s(pN+1y IoT & € such that V(-,0) = u,
E2 @) = Ul xe@y+1y < Vo) for all V X*(RY*) such that V(-,0

(BE3) if u € S(RYN), then U € C*RY) nCRY ), and it can be expressed as:

U(z,y) = /]RN Py (z — z,y)u(z) dz,

with io ioe
Pro(2,) i= iy i m "5 (2, )|~ 5 K vy ] 2,)
and Mo
) 2 #2»25 -1
CN,s ‘= PN,s5 Ntas\’
D(%52)
N (N+2s)
where py s ;=7 2 TQ) is the constant for the (normalized) Poisson kernel with m = 0 (see [41]).
s
Remark 2.1. We recall (see [24]) that Ps ., is the Fourier transform of k — 9(\/|k|?> + m?) and that
[ Panta)de = o(my), (25)
RN
where

2 r

90r) = 55 (5) K, (r) (2.6)
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belongs to H' (R, y'=2%) and solves the following ordinary differential equation:

1—2s — )
9 4+ = iy _ 9 =0 n Ry, (2.7)
9(0) =1, limy 00 9(y) = 0.
We also have
/ y' (Y )P + [9()17) dy = — lim y' 2 (y) = k. 28)
) y—0

Consequently, (1.1) can be realized in a local manner through the following nonlinear boundary value problem:

—div(y'72*Vv) + m?y! =20 =0 in RY
% = 05[=Vev(-,0) + f(v(-,0)) + (v*(, O))2:_1] on RY,

where V.(x) := V(e x). For simplicity of notation, we will drop the constant o, from the second equation in
(2.9). In order to examine (2.9), for ¢ > 0, we introduce the space

X, = {v € X5(RYT /RN V. (2)v*(2,0) dr < oo}

(2.9)

equipped with the norm:

2
— 2 2
[v]|e = (||U|X5(Rf+1) + /]RN Ve(z)v*(z,0) da:) )
Clearly, X. ¢ X*(RY""), and using (2.3) and (V7), we see that

nﬁs
H'U” RN+1) S (m) ||’UH§, fOr all NS XE' (210)
Furthermore, X is a Hilbert space endowed with the inner product:

(v,w)e := // y' 7% (Vo - Vw + m?ow) dedy + Ve(z)v(z,0)w(x,0)dx, for all v,w € X..
N+1 RN

Henceforth, with X7, we will denote the dual space of X..

3. PENALIZATION ARGUMENT

To study (2.9), we adapt the penalization approach in [19] (see also [6]). Fix x > max{m%l_vl, 751 >1
and a > 0 such that f(a) +a* ' = La. Define

2o [ fO+@EHETL fort <a,
J(t) = { %t, for t > a,

and
g, t) = xa(@)f(t) + (1 — xa(@) f(t), for (z,t) € RN xR,

where xa denotes the characteristic function of A. Set G(z,t) fo x,7)dr. By assumptions (f1)-(f1), it

is easy to prove that g is a Carathéodory function satlsfymg the followmg properties:

(91) lims_q @ = 0 uniformly in 2 € RY,

(g2) g(x,t) < f(t) + 1% for all z € RN, ¢ > 0,

(93) (1) 0 < 0G(x,t) < tg(z,t) forallz € Aand t >0, or,z € A°and 0 < ¢ < q,
(i1) 0 < 2G(z,t) < tg(z,t) < L42 for all z € A® and ¢ > 0,

(g4) for each x € A, the function t — g(z 1) is increasing in (0, 00), and for each z € A°, the function ¢ — g(z t
is increasing in (0, a).

Let us introduce the following auxiliary problem:

{ —div(y' Vo) + m?y! =0 =0  in RY T,

%: ~Veu(-,0) + g-(-,v(-,0))  on RY, (3.1)
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where g.(z,t) := g(ex,t). It is clear that if v. is a positive solution of (3.1) satisfying v.(x,0) < a for all
x € A, where A, := {z € RY : ex € A}, then v. is a positive solution of (2.9). The energy functional
associated with (3.1) is defined by:

Je(v) == %H’UH? - /]RN Ge(x,v(z,0))dz, forallve X..

It is standard to check that J. € C1(X.,R) and that its differential is given by

(JL(v),w) = (v,w). — /RN ge(z,v(z,0))w(z,0)dz for all v,w € X..

Hence, the critical points of J. correspond to the weak solutions of (3.1). To seek these critical points, we

will apply suitable variational arguments. First, we show that J. possesses the geometric assumptions of the
mountain pass theorem [4].

Lemma 3.1. The functional J. satisfies the following properties:

(i) J.(0) =0,

(i7) there exist a, p > 0 such that J-(v) > a for all v € X, such that ||v||e = p,
(i) there exists v € X, such that |0l > p and J.(v) < 0.

Proof. Condition () is obvious. By (f1), (f2), (g1), and (g2), we see that for all n > 0, there exists C,, > 0
such that
\ge (1) < nlt| + Cylt[>L,  for (z,t) € RY xR, (3.2)

and

%“
23
Pick n € (0,m?® — V7). By (3.3), (2.3), (2.10), and using Theorem 2.1, we have

G (2, 1)| < g|t|2 + 222, for (z,t) € RY xR (3.3)

1 7 C 2r
J) 2 Sl = Do, 003 — S2pu(- 0
1 N o C 2
= 3012 = ol 0)F = G2 O
Lo n 2 23
> S0l = 5 el goony = CrClolE o

1 U 2 / 2%
> (-7 _ :
> (3 - gy ) 1012 - ol

from which we deduce that (ii) is fulfilled. Finally, take vy € C2°(RY*!) such that vy > 0, vo # 0, and
supp(vo(+,0)) C Ac. Then, for all ¢ > 0,

t2
Tetw) < Gl = [ Pltvo(e.0)) da
RN

t2
< Sl = Cat? [ (un(a,0))"do + CalAd,

£

where we have used (g3). Since 6 € (2,2%), we obtain J.(tvg) = —o0 as t — oo. O

By Lemma 3.1 and invoking a variant of the mountain pass theorem without the Palais-Smale condition
(see [45, Theorem 2.9]), we can find a Palais-Smale sequence (v,) C X, at the mountain pass level ¢, i.e.,

Je(vp) = ce  and  JL(v,) — 0in X7,

as n — 00, where

= inf J. t
ce = inf max <(v(1))

and
Ie:={y€C([0,1], Xc) : 7(0) = 0, J(7(1)) < 0}
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In view of the properties of g, it is easy to verify (see [35,45]) that

=B ) = R )

where
N :={v e X.:(J.(v),v) =0}

is the Nehari manifold associated with J..
Next, we provide an important upper bound for the minimax level c.. For this purpose, we remember the
following trace inequality (see [11, Theorem 2.1]):

2

« 23
// y' 72| Vol dedy > S. (/ |v(z,0)]2 dx) , (3.4)
RY+1 RN

for all v € X§(RY "), where X§(RY ™) is the completion of C2°(RY ") under the norm:

1
3
// Yy T2 Vol dedy |
Ry

and the exact value of the best constant S, = S(N,s) >0 is
_ 2w T(1L - () ¥
T TErEEErmE

This constant is achieved on the family of functions w. = E5(u.), where & denotes the s-harmonic extension
[15], and

N—2s

€ 2
U\T) i = ——————————~ €>O'
o) im >0

see [11,18,38] for more details. Hence,

welesy) 1= (P s ud@) = [ Pula =€ pude) de

where

2
DN,s Y=°
N42s

Ps(l',y) = —(|x|2 +y2) :

2s—N

is the Poisson kernel for the extension problem in the half-space RY ™. Note that w,(z,y) = ¢~ = wi(Z,4).
Lemma 3.2. It holds 0 < c. < £(¢S.)%, where ¢ :=1— Y- (1+ 1) € (0,1).

Proof. For simplicity, we assume that ¢ = 1. Let ¢(x,y) := ¢o(|(x,y)]), where ¢y € C*([0,00)) is a non-
increasing function such that

po(t) =1 it €[0,1], go(t) =0 if ¢ >2,

and suppose that Bo C A. Then, we consider

(Pwe)(x,y)
Ne(x,y) == ——=—, €>0.
|[(Pwe) (- 0)l2;
Let us recall the following useful estimates (see [7,10,38]):
] Vel dedy = 5. + 0 >), (3.5)
RY
O(e%), if N > 4s,
ne(-,0)[3 =< O(e**log(1/€)), if N =4s, (3.6)

O(eN=29), if 2s < N < 4s,
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O 572, ifg> 2,
0, 0)|2 > ¢ O(e® [log(e)]), if ¢ = x5, (3.7)
N —2s)q
(=), if g < 2.

Now, we define v(x,y) = d(my)n. s(z,y), where ne g(z,y) = n.(Bz, By), 8 = C_NE%, and 9 is given in
(2.6). Evidently, ve(z,0) = n. g(z,0) and

awjve(xay) = ﬁﬁ(my)aw]né,ﬁ(xay)u for all .7 = 17 cey N7

Ayve(x,y) =m0 (my)ne s(x,y) + B (my)dyne s(x,y).

Therefore,
el ey = //RN Yy (IVeel® + m*o?) dady
= //Rf“ y 72 [92(my) (B Ve 51> + mPn2 5) + 2mBY (my)d(my)ne s0yne, s + m* (V' (my))°n? 5] dzdy
= //Rf“ y1_2802(m9)52|v776,,8|2 dzdy + //Rf“ 2mﬁyl_2819/(my)ﬁ(my)ne)gayneﬁ dxdy
+ //Rf“ Y m? (' (my))? + (O(my))?] n? 5 dady

=[] o ) VP dedy [ (a0 (35)
RY+1 RN
where we have used integration by parts, ks = 1, (2.7), and (2.8) to deduce that

L. zmse 20 oty sy dady = [ mit=220 (o)), () dody
R++1 Rerl

y—0

- _ /]RN [lim 19(my)19’(my)my1_2577€275(:v,y)} dr — //RN“ mnzﬁay[y1_2519(my)19'(my)] dxdy
+
= m?r, /RN n? (x,0) do — //Rm y' =2 m? [(9'(my))* + (9(my))?] n? 5 dedy
+

= m?2s ‘/RN 7752,B($,0) dx — ‘//]RN+1 y1—28m2 [(ﬁl(my))2 + (0(my))2] 7762,6 dady.
+

Consequently, using (3.8), a change of variable theorem, |n.(-,0)[2x = 1, (g2), and 0 < J(my) < 1, for all
t>0,

2 1 ) AP t2 o
J1(tve) < —||vell %y i1y + = V(z)(tve(z,0))* do — — [ve(x, 0)]P doz — — [ve(x, 0)]% dx
2 (R+ ) 2 RN p RN 2: RN
AtP £ .

- 7|m,ﬁ(-,0)|£ - 2_:|77€,5('50) ok

t2 o _ 12
< 5[] T dedy + (7 ) S O
RN+ 2

th

2—,5;”5” =:aft),

IN

2| g —2s —N(y s A 5
- | N// y' BV dedy + BN (V +m*)ne( 005 — =8N ne(-,0)[5 —
2 RY+1 P

(3.9)

where V := maxz V > —m?*. Clearly, a(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0 small and a(t) — —oco as t — 00, so a(t) attains
its maximum at some t. > 0 with o/(¢.) = 0. This fact combined with(3.5)-(3.7) implies that there exist
01,02 > 0, independent of € > 0, such that

01 <te < 0o.
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Then, observing that the function

e o N . %
it lﬂ% R R R >|n€<-,o>|%] - N
R++1 25

is increasing in the interval

1

572 N
/82:f72
)

2
lo, <525N / / o YN dedy + 57NV m®) e o>|%>
R+
and exploiting the well-known inequality
(a+b0)*<a*+ala+b)* !, fora,b>0,a>1,
and the estimates (3.5)-(3.7), we can deduce that

e

2|

5 o _os N/ s NV -29)
alt) < (z# Y[ dedy 4 5 >|n€<~,o>|§> B A0l
+

S

< (€503 + O(N72) + Clne(-,0)[2 — AC|ne(-, 0)]2,

2|

where we have used

_ N(N-2s)

el e e (C—NE%) ¢

=

Next, we show that, for € > 0 small enough,

alt) < %(gs*) :. (3.10)

¥

Assume that N > 4s. Thus, p > 2 > %, and using (3.7), we find

alte) < (5.3 + 0N ) + O(*) = O(N 7).

Since

N -2
(728)p<28<N—2S,

we infer that (3.10) holds as long as € > 0 is sufficiently small.

If N =4s, thenp > 2= %, and in view of (3.7), we obtain

alt) < 5(¢5.)

Observing that p > 2 yields

N —

N
2s

+ O(e** (1 + |loge|)) — O(e***P).

6Alsfsp
= 00,

lim ————
20 €25(1+ |loge])

we arrive at the assertion for ¢ > 0 small enough.
Now, let us consider the case 2s < N < 4s. First, we suppose that 2% — 2 < p < 2%. Hence,

p>2r—2>

N —2s’
which combined with (3.7) gives

alte) < %(CS*)% +O(NT2) — O(NTET,

Because

N -2
J\/v—(72S)p<1\/v—28<287
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we conclude that (3.10) is satisfied for € > 0 small enough. Second, we deal with the case 2 < p < 2% — 2.
We distinguish the following subcases:

. N
= an
N_2s PTNT2s N —2s

If 2 < p < 5, by (3.7), we see that

2<p<

<p< 22

(N—2s)p

+O0(N2) = X0(e = ),

s N

te) < —(CS)2
alte) < (¢5.)
and noting that

N -2
N o5 V290
2

we can put A = e ¥, with v > w, to reach the required estimate.

Ifp= %, then, thanks to (3.7), we have

alte) < —(C8)F +O0(N72%) — XO(e T |loge]),

s
< =
- N
and taking A\ = €7, with v > 2s — %, we deduce the assertion for € > 0 small enough.

Finally, when % < p < 2% —2, it follows from (3.7) that

afte) < %(CS*)% +O(N2) = XO(NTET,

and choosing A = ¢7¥, with v > 25 — (N—2s)p

Consequently, (3.9) and (3.10) yield

, we obtain the claim for € > 0 sufficiently small.

S N
I?Zag; Ji(tve) < N (€S4)7,
which together with ¢; < max;>¢ J1(tve) implies the desired conclusion. O

In what follows, we show that J. satisfies a local compactness condition. First, we prove the boundedness of
Palais-Smale sequences of J..

Lemma 3.3. Let0 < ¢ < %(CS*)% and (vy) C X¢ be a Palais-Smale sequence of J. at the level c. Then,
(vn) is bounded in X..

Proof. By assumptions, we know that
Je(vp) — ¢ and  JL(v,) — 0in X7, (3.11)
as n — oo. Using (3.11), (g3), (2.3), and (2.10), we see that, for n big enough,

L
§<Js(vn), Un)
1

||vn||§ + = /]RN ge(x,vp(x,0))vp(x,0) — 0G(x, v, (2,0)) da

c+ 14 Joplle > Je(vn) —

0
1 1\ W
2 (1 1\ 2
o2 (2 9) H/Ran(x,om

1 1 Vi
2_ (2 _ = 1 2s 2
lonll = (5 - 3) ™ [ vbio0)as

1 1 V;
2 1 2
ealle = (5 a 5) Kkm?2s ”vnHXS(RfH)

) (1= vy ) e

we conclude that (v, ) is bounded in X.. O

1
2
1
2
1
2
1
2

N— — N N

D= D= D= D= DI

: \%
Since 6 > 2 and K > iy,
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Remark 3.1. If 0 < ¢ < %(CS*PE and (vy) C X, is a Palais-Smale sequence of J. at the level ¢, then
we may always assume that (v,) is nonnegative. In fact, Lemma 3.3 implies that also (v,;) is bounded in
Xc. Then, we have (J.(vn),v,,) = on(1), which combined with g(-,t) = 0 for t < 0 yields ||v,]|le = on(1).
Furthermore, it is easy to check that J-(v,) = J-(v;}}) + 0,(1) and J.L(v,) = JL(v;}) + 0n(1).

The next concentration-compactness principle in the spirit of Lions [32,33] will be used in the proof of the
local compactness of J.. We start by recalling some useful definitions. A sequence (u,) C L*(RY) is tight if
for every & > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

/ |up|dx < &,  for all n e N.
R

A sequence (v,) C X*(RY 1) is tight if for every £ > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

// y 2 (Vo | + m*0?) dedy < €, for all n € N.
N+1\B+

Remark 3.2. Let us observe that if (v,) is a bounded tight sequence in X*(RY™), then (|vn(-,0)|%) is a
(bounded) tight sequence in L*(RN). To prove this, let R > 0 and consider ng € C=(RY ) given by:

05 Zf (‘I y) € BR/27
NR(2,Y) = N+1\ p+
17 Zf(l',y) ]R—i- \BRu
with 0 < nr < 1 and ||V773HLOO(R1+1) < C/R, for some C > 0 independent of R > 0. Using the definition

and the properties of nr, Theorem 2.1, the boundedness of (vy,) in X*(RY '), and |z + y|? < 2(|z2 + |y|?)
for all z,y € RN, we have that, for all n € N,
= 2

(/ |Un($70) 2% d,r) < (/ |(Un77R)(CC,O)|2: dw) H
R RN
1-2s 2
(//N+1 (IV (vnnr)|* + m*ving) da:dy)
(// y' (Va2 + mPo )ﬁRdxdy+// Y2 Vg 202 dxdy)
N+1 Rf+1
<//RN“\B

From the aforementioned estimate and the tightness of (v,) in X*(RY ™), we derive that (Jv,(-,0)[%) is tight
in LY(RY), as desired.

Proposition 3.1. Let (v,) be a bounded tight sequence in X*(RY 1) such that v, — v in X*(RY ). Let p
and v be two bounded nonnegative measures on RN"H and RY | respectively, and such that

IN
Q

| /\

| /\

C
y' 72 (Vo |2 + m??) dedy + R2>

R/2

y (| Vun | + m?02) = i weakly in the sense of measures (3.12)
and
lun(-,0)[% — v weakly in the sense of measures. (3.13)

Then, there exist an at most countable set I and three families (z;)icr C RN, (ui)ier C (0,00), (vi)ier C
(0,00) such that

v=[(0)* +) v, (3.14)
i€l
p>y (Vo + m?o?) + ) pida, 0 (3.15)
il
2
wi > S.vc,  foralli€l. (3.16)
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Proof. We follow the strategy used in the proof of [32, Lemma I.1] (see also [33, Lemma 2.3], [21, Proposition
3.2.1], and [10, Theorem 5.1]). We first suppose that v = 0. We claim that, for all p € C2°(RY ™), it holds

(/RNI (,0)|% dy) f < <//N+1<p dﬂ> , (3.17)

for some constant Cy > 0. For this purpose, we fix ¢ € C® (RN“) and let K := supp(y). By (3.4), we
deduce that

(/ N|<<pvn><x,o>2’édx)2%s (// 12S[|v<<pvn>|2+m(savmdxdy) ENCRE

Now, we note that (3.13) implies that
%de — / |o(x, 0)
RN

[ om0
//RN+1 RV (pua) [P 4 m? (pon)?] dady

= // Yy 22|V, |2 + mPo ]da:dy + // y1*25v721|Vg0|2d33dy
Rf+1 Rf+1

+2 //]RN“ y 20,V - Vu, dedy. (3.20)
+

[N

% dw. (3.19)

On the other hand,

Since H'(K,y'~2%) is compactly embedded in L?(K,y*~2%) (see [21, Lemma 3.1.2]), we have that v, — 0 in
L?(K,y'=2%), which yields

//N 172502 |V | dady < C// 172502 dedy — 0. (3.21)
+1

Furthermore, the Holder inequality, the boundedness of (v,) in X*(RY ™), and (3.21) lead to

// Y 20,0V - Vo, ddy
RY*!
1 1
2 2
<// l 2s 2|Vg0|2 dIdy) (// l 2s 2|V’Un|2 dil?dy)
Rf+l N+1

C <// Yyt 202 da:dy) (// y 2|V, |? da:dy)
Ri\j+1 N+1
<C <// 172s,,2 da:dy) — 0. (3.22)

Finally, taking (3.12) into account, we see that

// y' 20 (Vo | + m?e2) dedy — // . (3.23)
R5+1 N+l

Putting together (3.18)-(3.23), we can infer that (3.17) holds with Cy = S;E. Now, assume that v is not
necessarily 0. Set w,, := v, —v. Clearly, (w,,) is a bounded tight sequence in X S(Rf *1) such that w, — 0 in

IN

IN

X S(Rf +1). Moreover, there exist two bounded nonnegative measures i and v on Rf 1 and R, respectively,
such that

y 72 (| Vwn |? + m?w?) — i weakly in the sense of measures, (3.24)

|wn(-,0)|* — 7  weakly in the sense of measures. (3.25)
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Then, we are in the previous case, and we can use (3.17) to deduce that

(/ lo(2,0)]% du) Tcst (// L du) , forall p € CRYT).
RN N+1

Hence, as in [32, Lemma 1.2], we can find an at most countable set I, a family of distinct points (z;);er € RV
and (v;)ier C (0,00) such that

7= ib,. (3.26)
i€l

Pick ¢ € C°(RY ™). By the Brezis-Lieb lemma [12], we know that

27 27
() 0)E = [(owm)( 00 — (0)(-,0)
The aforementioned fact combined with (3.13), (3.25), and (3.26), the boundedness of (v,) in X*(RY 1),
and the tightness of (|v,(-,0)[?) implies that (3.14) holds. Now, take 1) € C°(RY ") such that 0 <+ < 1,

Y =1in B;, ¢ =0in (B]")¢ and ”V‘/’”Lw(Rf“) < 2. Fixi € I. For p > 0, we define ¢, (z,y) := ¢ (*%, 7).

2+ on(1).

Applying (3.4) to ¢,v,, we have that

S (/RN |1, (¢, 0)v, (¢, 0) % dx) : (//N+1 123197 (4 ) P d:vdy) 7

1
%

$E ([ Woto Ot o) )
(// 1 2S|V’¢p|2v2 dxdy) + (// y1725|vvn|2wi dl‘dy)
N+1 Rf#»l
< (// . y1—28|V¢p|2vfldxdy> + (// X yl_QS(Ian|2+m2vg)¢§ d:vdy) '
RYH BN+

Letting n — oo and exploiting the fact that i, has compact support, we obtain

g (/ 1, (z, 0)|% )_ (//N+1 - 25|V¢p|202dazdy>é+ (//RM 1/;§du>é. (3.27)

Using the Hélder inequality with exponents v and ﬁ and recalling (2.1), we see that

from which

Nl=

2 2
—4S C 5
(o rsmoam) <5 ([, o)
4 o (i,

* a1

g 1-2s1,,|2v . 1-2s .

Y [v|*Y dxdy Y dxdy
P \/ /B (@:.0) Bf (2:,0)
<C (// yt 2 w2 d:vdy) -0 asp—0.

Then, passing to the limit as p — 0 in (3.27), we find

IN

S

2

St <= hm w(Bj (2,0)),

and so (3.16) is true. Since p > .1 pib(z, 00 1 > ¥ 2 (|[Vo* + m*v?) (by the weak convergence), and
y' 725 (Vo> + m?0v?) and Y-, ; p1i6 (s, 0) are orthogonal, we deduce that (3.15) hold. O
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Next, we prove the tightness of the Palais-Smale sequences of J.. More precisely, we establish the following
result.

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < c < %(CS*)% and (v,) C X¢ be a Palais-Smale sequence of J. at the level c. Then,
for all £ > 0, there exists R = R(£) > 0 such that

lim sup l// y 72 (Vo |2 + m?v?) dedy + / (Ve(z) + Vi)vi(2,0) dz| < €. (3.28)
RY T\ BY

n—oo ]RN\BR

Proof. For R > 0, let ng € C®(RY*") be a function such that
(z.5) 0 if(z,y) € B;{/Q,
x,Y) =
PO UL it (a,y) e RV BY,

with 0 < np <1 and ||V773||L00(Rf+1) < C/R, for some C > 0 independent of R > 0. Since (v,) is a bounded

Palais-Smale sequence in X, we see that (J.(vy,),v,n%) = on(1), ie.,

] OV it dndy + [ Vi@l (0,0 d
Rf+l RN

= -2 // v "2 0,nrVo, - Vg dedy + / ge(x, v (2, 0)) v, (2, 0)17%3(:10, 0) dz + 0,(1),
RY+L RN

which can be rewritten as:

J] ot 2050 w2y dedy + [ (Vo) + Ve o, Oy (2. 0) o
Rf+l RN

- / 02 (@, v (2, 0) ) (2, 017 (2, 0) d + Vi / 02 (2, 0)n (,0)
RN RN

-2 // y' v, mr Vo, - Vg dedy + 0, (1). (3.29)
RY*!

Choose R > 0 such that A. C Bg/,. Thus, thanks to (g3)-(ii),

/]RN gg(,T, ’U"(‘T’ O))’Uﬂ(xv 0)77?%(557 0)dr + V1 /

1
V2 (z,0)n%(x,0)dz < Vi (1 + —) / v2(z,0)n%(x,0) da.
RN RN

K
(3.30)
On the other hand, by Hélder’s inequality, 0 < ng < 1, ”V”R”Lw(Rf“) < C/R, and the boundedness of (vy,)

in X., we have
// y 20, | Vo, | dedy
RN+1

¥
1
2
(// YT 202 dxdy) (// y1_25|an|2dxdy>
Rerl R£+1

Then, applying (2.4) to v,ng, and using ||V773||L00(Rf+1) < C/R and (3.31), we infer that

<

2 // Yy 25 0,mr Vo, - Vg dedy
RY*!

1
2

<

IN
»Q ma =mAQ

(3.31)

/ vi(x, 0)7712%(3:, 0) dx

1 1
<Vim™2 (1 + —> // y1725|V(vnnR)|2 dedy + Vim?~% <1 + —) // ylfzsvim%t dzdy
K ]Rf“ K Ril+1

1 1
=Vim™2% (1 + —) // y' 72| Vo, | *nE dedy + Vim ™2 (1 + —) // y 72|\ Vng|*v? dedy
K Rf+l K ]Rerl
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1 1
+2Vim~2 (1 + —) // Yy 2% 0,mr Vo, - Vg dedy + Vim?—28 (1 + —) // y T2 02n% dady
K ]Rf*l K Rf+l

1 C C
—2s - 1—2s 2 1—2s 2
<Vim (1 + ﬁ) //Rf“ y' 2 (| Von |* + mPon )nf dedy + —5 72 //f“ y g dedy + 4

_os 1 _9s c C
<Vim™? (1+ E) //N+l y 72 (| Vo |2 + m?o2)nk dedy + — 2 + = (3.32)

Putting together (3.29)-(3.32), we arrive at

v (14 )}// (T2t dady + [ (Vo) + Vo), 0 (o, 0) d

C C
< R + =5 e + 0, (1). (3.33)
By means of k > mT, (V1) and the definition of ng, we deduce that (3.33) implies the assertion. O

Remark 3.3. Differently from [3,7, 19], we use (J.(vy), vnn%) = 0,(1) instead of (J.(vn),vanr) = 05 (1) to
obtain (3.28). This is motivated by the fact that to estimate the quadratic terms, it is needed to apply in a
careful way Inequality (2.4).

Remark 3.4. Let r € [2,2%]. Exploiting nr(-,0) = 1 in B, Theorem 2.1, |z + y|* < 2(|z|? + |y|?) for all
z,y € RV, HVWR”Loo(Rf“) < C/R and the boundedness of (vy,) in X, we can see that

(/ e 001 dac>3 < ([ 1o ora)’

<c ( ] (V) + i) dxdy>
RN+1
<C (// y (| Von | +mu )anwder// y' 2| Vir[fo; dwdy)
N+1 Ri\,}+1
<C y' 2 (Vo |2 + m2u2)n? d:cdy—i—C
- N+1 R R2
which combined with (3.33) gives

S

c cC
T < _
(/E |vn (2, 0)] dw) 7 + = g + on(1).
Thus,

R—00 nsoo

hm lim sup/ |vp(2,0)]"dx =0,  for all r € [2,2}]. (3.34)
R

At this point, we can show that the modified functional fulfills a local compactness condition.

Lemma 3.5. Let 0 < ¢ < (¢S )25. Then, J. satisfies the Palais-Smale condition at the level c.

Proof. Let 0 < ¢ < (¢S )21\; and (vy,) C X, be a Palais-Smale sequence at the level ¢, namely,
Je(vp) = ¢ and  Jl(v,) — 0in X7,

as n — 0o. By Lemma 3.3, we know that (v,,) is bounded in X.. In view of Remark 3.1, we can suppose that
(vn,) is nonnegative. Thanks to the reflexivity of X, and Theorem 2.1, up to a subsequence, we may assume
that

Up — U in X,

vp(-,0) = v(-,0) in L7 (RY), forall r € [1,27), (3.35)
vn(+,0) = v(-,0) ae. in RY.
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We are going to demonstrate that v, — v in X.. Using the density of C2°(RY*") in X., (¢1), (g2), (f2), and
(3.35), it is easy to check that (J.(v), ) = 0 for all ¢ € X.. In particular,

|2 = /]RN ge(z,v(z,0))v(x,0) dz. (3.36)

On the other hand, (J.(vy),vn) = on(1), i.e.,
ml? = /RN e, v (1,0 (2, 0) it + 0 (1), (3.37)

In light of (3.36) and (3.37), if we prove that
/RN ge(x, v (2, 0))vy (2, 0) de = /RN ge(x,v(x,0))v(x,0) dz + 0,(1), (3.38)

then we deduce that ||v,]|. = ||v|le as n — oo, and recalling that X, is a Hilbert space, we conclude that
v, — v in X, as n — oo. Next, we verify that (3.38) is valid. By virtue of Lemma 3.4, fixed £ > 0, there
exists R = R(£) > 0 such that (3.28) is true. By (g2), (f1), (f2), and (3.34), we see that

lim sup / ge(z, v, (2,0)) v, (2,0) dx| < Climsup/ ([on (,0)|% + |vn (2, 0)|7 + v, (2, 0)[%) da
n— oo B¢, n—oo JBg
< CE. (3.39)
On the other hand, because g (-, v(-,0))v(-,0) € L*(RY), we can take R > 0 large enough so that
/ ge(z,v(x,0))v(z,0) dr <. (3.40)
By
Thus, (3.39) and (3.40) yield
fimsup | [ g2, (0,0))one0)do — [ gl o 0))o(,0)de| < C. (3.41)
n— 00 Be, B,

Now, it follows from the definition of g that
« W
Ge (2, v (2,0))0n (2,0) < f(vn(z,0))vn(2,0) + a* + —02(2,0), for ae. z € AC.
K

Since Br N A¢ is bounded, we can use the aforementioned estimate, (f1), (f2), (3.35), and the dominated
convergence theorem to infer that, as n — oo,

/ ge(x, v (,0))vy (2, 0) do = / ge(x,v(x,0))v(x,0) dz + 0,(1). (3.42)
BRﬁAg BRﬂAg
At this point, we aim to show that
/ v (x,0)dx = / 0% (,0) dz + 0n(1). (3.43)
Ac Ae

In fact, if we assume that (3.43) holds, then we can exploit (g2), (f1), (f2), (3.35), and the dominated
convergence theorem again to obtain

/ ge(z, v, (x,0))vp(2,0) de = / ge(z,v(z,0))v(x,0) dx + 0, (1),
BrNA: BrNA:

which combined with (3.41) and (3.42) gives (3.38). Therefore, we shall prove that (3.43) is satisfied. Taking
into account that (v,,) is a bounded tight sequence in X S(Rf *1), we may suppose that

y' 3 (| Vo, + m?02) — u weakly in the sense of measures,

o

(3.44)
vp® (-,0) = v weakly in the sense of measures,
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where p and v are two bounded nonnegative measures on Rf“ and RY, respectively. Thus, applying
Proposition 3.1, we can find an at most countable index set I and sequences (z;)ic; C RY, (1;)ier C (0, 00),
and (v;)ier C (0,00) such that

v =% )+ Z Vilx;,

i€l

w >y (Vo2 + mPe?) + Z Hid(z;,05 (3.45)
el

i
MZ>SV2 foralli e I.

Let us show that (x;);cr N Ac = 0. Assume, by contradiction, that x; € A. for some i € I. Fixed p > 0,
we define ¢,(z,y) = (=2, L), where ¢ € C*(RY™!) is such that ¢ = 1 in B} and ¢ = 0 in (B)",

TP
0<% <1, and ”V‘/’”Lw(Rf“) < 2. We suppose that p > 0 is such that supp(,(-, ())2) C A.. Because (¢,v,)
is bounded in X, we have that (J.(v,),¥,v,) = 0n(1), and so

// 72 (Vo 2 + mPo2 ), dxdy+/ Ve(z)v2 (z,0),(z,0) dx
RYH

—— // y =%, Vo, - Vi, dedy + / f(vn(z,0)),(x, 0)v, (z,0) dz + / Yoz, 0)1},21: (z,0)dz + o, (1),
Rerl RN RN
or equivalently,

[ Ve sty dedy + [ (Vi) + V202 (2,006 (2.0 o
RY RN

Vi [ @00 de+ [ a0 0 @,0)de+ [ (.00 ,0)do
RN RN RN
— // vy %%, Vo, - Vi, dzdy + 0,(1). (3.46)
RYH

Since f has subcritical growth and ¢, (-, 0) has compact support, we can use (3.35) to see that

lim lim f(vn(z,0)),(x, 0)v,(2,0) de = lim f(v(z,0))Y,(x,0)v(x,0)de =0 (3.47)
p—0n—00 JpN p—0 JpN
and
lim lim v2(2,0)¢,(x,0) dz = hm v?(z,0)¢,(2,0) dz = 0. (3.48)
p—0n—o0 RN —0 RN

Now, we prove that

hm lim sup //N “20, Vo, - Vi, dedy = 0. (3.49)
+1

n—oo

From the H8lder inequality, (v,) is bounded in X*(RY ), X¢(RY™*") is compactly embedded in L*(B/ (z;,0),y' %),
and ||V¢p||L°o(Rf“) < %, we obtain that
lim sup

// y1*2svann - V), dzdy
n—o00 RV
¥
< lim sup (// y1_25|an|2dxdy>
n— 00 Rf*l
%
< g // 1 2s 2d$dy )
P B;“(aci,O)

=
=

(// 3/1_251),21|V77[1,,|2 d:bdy)
B:(Iivo)
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Applying the Holder inequality with exponents v and ,Y—;Ll and bearing in mind (2.1), we have that

1
3
g // l 2s 2d(Edy
P B:(mi,O)
C 5 w
S ~ // y1—25v2v dl'dy // 1 2s dl'dy
P B (,0) B (24,0)
2w
<C // Yt 250 dady —0 asp—0.

The aforementioned estimates show that (3.49) is satisfied. Therefore, from (3.45) and taking the limit as
n — oo and p — 0 in (3.46), we deduce that (3.47), (3.48), (3.49) and (V1) yield u; < v;. This fact combined
with the last statement in (3.45) implies that

N
v > SE (3.50)
Hence, exploiting (f41), (g3), supp(¥,(-,0)) C A, and 0 < ¢, < 1, we arrive at

c=Jc(vn) - <J;(Un)a Un) + 0n(1)

DN =

:/ Bga(x on(z,0))vn(z,0) —Ga(x,vn(x,()))} dx+/AE Bf(vn(x,()))vn(x,()) — F(vn(z,0))| da
/ (z,0) dz + 0, (1)

N/ (2,0)dz + 0,(1)
> 2 [ w0003 (0,0) i+ on().
N Ja.
Letting n — oo and using (3.45) and (3.50), we obtain

S S S N
c> N | Z 7/1;)(171'70)1/1' > NVz‘ > stsv
{icl:x;€N}

| \/

which leads to a contradiction because ¢ < (¢S« )2= and ¢ € (0,1). Consequently, (3.43) holds, and we can
conclude that v, — v in X,. O

In light of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.5, we can apply the mountain pass theorem [4] to infer the next existence result
for (3.1).

Theorem 3.1. For all € > 0, there exists a nonnegative function ve € X, \ {0} such that

Je(ve)=cc and J.(v:) = 0. (3.51)
Remark 3.5. It is possible to give an alternative proof of Theorem 3.1 without using Proposition 3.1. We
outline the details. Let (v,) C X, be a Palais-Smale sequence at the mountain pass level c.. By Lemma 3.3,

we know that (vy,) is bounded in X.. Exploiting Je(vy) — ce > 0 and (J.(vy),vn) = 0, (1), we can argue as
in the proof of Lemma 5.1 to prove that there exist (z,) C RN and r, 3 > 0 such that

liminf/ v (z,0) dx > B.
B (Zn)

n—oo

On the other hand, reasoning as in Remark 3.4, we have that for all R > 0 such that Ac C Bgs,

¢ c
/C B, 0)dr < T+ 5+ ou1),

In view of the aforementioned estimates, we deduce that the sequence (z,) is bounded in RY. Now, because
(vn) is bounded in X, up to a subsequence, we may assume that there exists ve € X, such that v, — ve in
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Xe, vn(+,0) = ve(+,0) in LT (RYN) for all v € [1,2%), and v,(-,0) — v=(-,0) a.e. in RY. Then, it is easy to

check that v. is a critical point of J.. Moreover, we can see that ve £ 0. In fact, due to the boundedness of
(2n), we can find k > 0 such that B(z,) C By for all n € N. Consequently,

/ v (x,0) dx = liminf/ v2(z,0) dr > 1iminf/ v2(x,0)dx > B,
By By Br(zn)

n—r oo n—roo

which implies that ve Z 0. Finally, to verify that J.(ve) = ce, it suffices to use (g3) and Fatou’s lemma to get

ce < J(ve) — l<J€’(v5),va> < lim inf {Js(vn) - %(Jé(vn),v,l}] = c..

2 n—oo

4. AUTONOMOUS CRITICAL PROBLEMS

Let > —Vi(1 + 1) and introduce the following autonomous problem related to (1.1):

(A +m?)%u + pu = f(u) + w1 in RY, (4.1)
uw€ H*RY), wu>0inR"Y, ’
The extended problem associated with (4.1) is given by:
—div(y*=2Vo) + m?yt =250 =0 in Rf+1, (4.2)
gtz = —hv(-0) + f(u(-,0) + (v (-,0))%7"  on RV, '
and the corresponding energy functional
1 1 x
L) = 3ol = [ [Foe0)+ gt w0p® | o
RN s
is well defined on Y}, := X*(RY*!) endowed with the norm:
1
3
oy, 2= (0o oy + ploCO3)

o check that || - ||y, 1s a norm equivalent to || - || ysp~N+1y, ONe can argue as at pag. 1 in |6] (observe that
To check th. -, 1 ival Xs (R 5671 i b h
p>—=Vi(1+ 1) > —m?2*). We also note that, by (2.3), for all v € Y,,

HU”%/“ 2 C”’UH2 s(Rf+1)' (43)

Obviously, Y, is a Hilbert space with the inner product

(v,w)y, = // y 72 (Vo - Vw + m2ow) dzdy + ,u/ v(z,0)w(x,0)dz, forall v,weY,.
RN+1 RN

Denote by M,, the Nehari manifold associated with L, i.e.,
M, ={v ey, (L,(v),v) =0}.

As in the previous section, it is easy to verify that L, has a mountain pass geometry [4]. Thus, invoking
a variant of the mountain pass theorem without the Palais-Smale condition (see [45, Theorem 2.9]), we can
find a Palais-Smale sequence (v,,) C Y,, at the mountain pass level d,, of L, given by:

dui= Tnf o Ly (v(1)),

where
T, = {y€C(0,1],Y,) : 7(0) = 0, L, (~(1)) < 0}.
We stress that (v,,) is bounded in Y),. In fact, by (f3),

O+ Jonll,) > Lu(on) = 54, (), o)

(2= D) a5 [ 00 (@000 (@, 0) — 0P (0, 0))]da + ( 5 — o= ) [v (-, 0)
<2 9 0 Jun 0

11 ,
> (5-3) lenl.
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which implies the boundedness of (v,) in Y. As in [35,45], by assumptions on f, we can see that

0<d,= Ué{}&u L,(v)= ueli/?\f{o} r{lza(:)»(L#(tv).

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, it is easy to prove that
0<d, < %(cs*)%. (4.4)

Our claim is to establish the existence of a ground state solution for (4.2). We start by recalling a vanishing
Lions-type result.

Lemma 4.1. [6, Lemma 3.3] Let t € [2,2) and R > 0. If (v,) C X*(RY™) is a bounded sequence such
that

lim sup / |vn (x,0)|" dz = 0,
BR(Z)

n—oo 2ERN
then vy, (-,0) — 0 in L™(RN) for all v € (2,2%).
The next lemma is a critical version of [6, Lemma 3.4].
N
25

Lemma 4.2. Let (v,) C Y, be a Palais-Smale sequence for L, at the level ¢ < $((S+)2s and such that

v, — 0 in Y,. Then, we have either
(@) vp, = 0inY,, or
(b) there exist a sequence (z,) C RN and constants R, 3 > 0 such that

lim inf v2(z,0) dx > B.

n— 00 Br(zn)

Proof. Assume that (b) does not occur. Therefore, for all R > 0, it holds

lim sup / v (z,0) dz = 0.
Br(z)

n—o0 2ERN

By Lemma 4.1, we know that v,,(-,0) — 0 in L"(R") for all r € (2,2%). This fact and (f)-(f2) imply that

/ Fon(,0))vn (x, 0) dz :/ Flon(2,0)) dz = on(1). (4.5)

RN RN
Exploiting (L), (v5), vn) = 0,(1) and (4.5), we see that
9
lvall3,, = [vt (- 0|22 + 0n(1).
Because (vy,) is bounded in Y},, we may assume that there exists £ > 0 such that
loalld, =€ and [ (-, 0)5: = L. (4.6)

Suppose by contradiction that ¢ > 0. By virtue of L, (v,) = d,, + 0, (1), (4.5), and (4.6), we have

1 1 2"
du + 0n(1) = Lu(vn) = 5lloally, - /RN F(vn(2,0)) dz — v (-,0)[32

2*

S

y4 4 s
T +on(1) = N£+0n(1)7

ie. )
= gd#. (4.7
On the other hand, by Theorem 2.1 and (4.3),
(Sulvy (-, 0)[3: < ¢Selvn(-,0)
and passing to the limit as n — oo, we arrive at

(507 < 0.

g* < (lfonll3 S(RYH) < HU”H%M’

Taking (4.7) into account, we obtain that d,, > %(CS*)%, which is impossible in view of (4.4). Then, £ = 0,
and this completes the proof. O
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Now we are ready to provide the main result of this section.
Theorem 4.1. Let p > —Vi(1+ L). Then, (4.1) has a ground state solution.

Proof. Since L, has a mountain pass geometry [4], we can find a Palais-Smale sequence (v,) C Y, at the
level d,,. Hence, (v,) is bounded in Y},, and so, up to a subsequence, we may suppose that there exists v € Y,
such that v, — v in Y),. Using the growth assumptions on f and the density of C2°(RY*!) in X*(RY ™), it
is standard to verify that (L}, (v), ) = 0 for all p € Y},. If v =0, we can apply Lemma 4.2 to deduce that for
some sequence (z,) C RN, v, (z,y) := v, (2 + 2,,y) is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence at the level d,, and
U, = 0#0inY,. Thus, © € M,,. Moreover, by (f3) and Fatou’s lemma,

dyy < Ly, (0)
= Lu(®) = 5(L,(0),9)
1 1 1 1 1 *
={5-7) I3, + —/ [p(x,0)f (9(2,0)) = 6F (o(,0)) dz + ( = — 5= ) |07 (-, 0)
2 0 # o 0 Jrr 0 2 s
e s 1 _ _ _ I 1Y, 4 2%
stiminf || 3 =5 ) nlly, +5 [ [0a(@0)f (0a(@,0)) = 0F (on (@, 0))] do + | 5 = > |05 (- 0)2:
o _ 1 -
= hnrglgf |:LM(’U7,) — 5<LL(UH), vn>] =d,,
and so L,(0) = d,. When v # 0, as before, we can prove that v is a ground state solution to (4.2).

Consequently, for each p > —Vi(1+ %), there exists a ground state solution w = w, € Y, \ {0} such that
L,(w)=d, and L (w)=0.

As f(t) = 0 for t < 0, it follows from (L) (w),w™) = 0 that w > 0 in Rf“ and w # 0. A standard
Moser iteration argument (see, for instance, [7, Lemma 4.4.1], [8, Lemma 4.1] or Lemma 5.3) shows that
w(-,0) € L"(RY) for all r € [2, c]. According to [6, Corollary 3|, we know that w(-,0) € C%*(RY) for some
a € (0,1). By the weak Harnack inequality [24, Proposition 2], we obtain that w(-,0) > 0 in RY. O

We conclude this section by establishing an important relation between c. and dy () = d_v, (note that
V(0)=-Vo>-Vi(1+ L) thanks to 0 € M and V; — V5 > 0 > —12).

Lemma 4.3. The numbers c. and dy (o) verify the following inequality:

S N

li <d —(¢S.)zs.

imsup s < dy (o) < 7(C5.)?

Proof. In light of Theorem 4.1, there exists a ground state solution w to (4.2) with g = V(0). Take n €

C*(R) such that 0 < n < 1,n=11in [-1,1] and n = 0 in R\ (—2,2). Suppose that By C A. Define

we(z,y) = n( |(z,y)|)w(z,y) and note that supp(w.(-,0)) C A.. It is easy to see that w. — w in X5(RY ")
and that Ly (o)(w:) — Ly ()(w) as € — 0. On the other hand, by the definition of c., we have

t2 1 .
ce < max Je(twe) = Jo(tewe) = 5€||w€|\§ — /N [F(tgwa(:v,O)) + —*(tawa(:v,o))% dx, (4.8)
= R s
for some ¢. > 0. Using w € My (o) and (fs), we deduce that t. — 1 as € — 0. Observe that
2

Je(tewe) = Ly (o) (tewe) + %5/ (Ve(x) = V(0))w?(z,0) da. (4.9)
RN

Then, since V.(z) is bounded on the support of w.(-,0) and V.(x) — V(0) as ¢ — 0, we can exploit the
dominated convergence theorem, (4.4), (4.8), and (4.9) to reach the desired conclusion. O

Remark 4.1. From (V1) and (g2), we derive that c. > d_y, > 0 for all € > 0.
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let us recall that, by Theorem 3.1, for all € > 0 there
exists a nonnegative mountain pass solution v, to (3.1). We begin with a useful result.

Lemma 5.1. There exist r,3,e* > 0 and (y.) C RN such that
/ v2(2,0)dx > B,  for all € € (0,%).
Br(ye)

Proof. On account of (3.51) and the growth conditions on f, we can find o > 0, independent of € > 0, such
that

llve||2 > o,  for all & > 0. (5.1)
Let (e5,) C (0,00) be such that £, — 0. Assume, by contradiction, that there exists r > 0 such that

lim sup / v2 (2,0)dz = 0.
Br(y)

n— o0 yERN

By Lemma 4.1, we know that v. (-,0) — 0 in L"(RY) for all r € (2,2%). Hence, (3.51) and the growth
assumptions on f yield

F(ve, (2,0))dx = fve, (2,0)ve, (2,0) dx = o, (1).
RN RN
This implies that
1 2 |4 2
G, (z,ve,(2,0))dr < vel (2,0) do + — vZ (,0)dx +o0n(1) (5.2)
RN 25 Ac,, U{ve,, (,00Za} 2K Agnﬂ{vgn(v,0)>a}
and
_ 23 Vi 2
Je, (T, ve, (2,0))ve, (2,0) dx = ves (x,0)de + — vz (z,0) dz + 0, (1).
RN Ac,, U{ve, (+,0)<al K JAae n{ve, (-,0)>a}
(5.3)
Because of (J (v.,),ve,) =0 and (5.3), we obtain
V; .
Joe, 12, - 2 2 (o0 do = [ % (2,0) d + 0a(1). (5.4)
Ko JAag, n{ve, (-0)>a} Ac, U{ve, (-0)<a}

Let ¢ > 0 be such that
_h v2 (x,0)dz — £.

2
v, |12, e

Ko JAe, n{ve, (-0)>a}

It is clear that ¢ > 0; otherwise, |lve, |le, — 0, and this is impossible due to (5.1) (alternatively, one can
observe that v, ||, — 0 yields ¢ = J. (v.,) — 0, which is a contradiction since Remark 4.1 ensures that
ce, > d_y, >0 for all n € N). From (5.4), we derive that

/ vgz (x,0)dx — ¢.
Ac,, U{ve, (-,0)<a}

Using Je, (ve,,) — 5= (JL (ve,), ve,) = Ce,, (5.2), and (5.3), we arrive at

%é < liminfe., . (5.5)

n—r oo

On the other hand, noting that

1
/ Ve, (x)v?n (z,0)dx — E vfn (z,0)dx > — (1 + —) Vl/ v?n (z,0)dx
RN RN

K JAe, n{ve, (0)>a} k

1\ v ,
> — (1 + E) ”’Ué‘n”Xs(Rerl)u

mQS
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by the definitions of S, and (, we see that

2

Vi .

o, 12, - 2 2 (w0 dr = ¢, ([ F,0)dr |
K JAe nfve, (,0)>a} Ae,, U{ve, (-,0)<a}

and letting n — oo, we infer that

0> (S.0% (5.6)
Combining (5.5) and (5.6) with the fact that £ > 0, we obtain
A S N
liminfe., > N(CS*)%,
which contradicts Lemma 4.3. |

Lemma 5.2. For each sequence (£,) such that e, — 0, consider the sequence (y.,) C RN given in Lemma
5.1. Set wy(z,y) := ve, (x + Ye,,y). Then, there exist a subsequence of (wy,), still denoted by itself, and
w e X3RYTHY\ {0} such that

w, »w i XS(RYT.
Moreover, there exists xg € A such that
EnlYe, = To and V(xg) =-V).

Proof. Hereafter, we denote by (y,) and (v,,), the sequences (y.,) and (v, ), respectively. Exploiting (3.51),
Lemma 4.3 and (2.10), we can argue as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 to deduce that (w,) is bounded in
X*(RY™). Hence, up to a subsequence, there exists w € X*(RY )\ {0} such that, as n — oo,

Wy — W in X5(RYT),
wy(-,0) = w(-,0) in L7 (RY), forall r € [1,27), (5.7)

wn(+,0) = w(-,0) a.e. in RY,

and

/ w?(x,0)dx > >0, (5.8)

r

where we have used Lemma 5.1. Next, we will show that (¢, y,) is bounded in RY. To this end, it suffices
to prove that

dist(e, yn,A) = 0 asn — oo. (5.9)
In fact, if (5.9) does not hold, there exist 6 > 0 and a subsequence of (e, y»), still denoted by itself, such that
dist(e, yn,A) > 6, forallm € N.

Consequently, we can find R > 0 such that Bgr(e,y,) C A° for all n € N. Since w > 0, it follows from
the definition of X*(RY ™) that there exists a nonnegative sequence (v;) C X*(RY ') such that 1; has

compact support in Rf“ and ¥; — w in XS(RfH) as j — oo. Fix j € N. Inserting v; into the relation
(JL, (vn),¢) =0 for all ¢ € X, , we can write

//N+1 y1_25(an -V + m2wnwj) dxdy + / Ve, (& + yn)wn (2,0)1;(x,0) dx
R RN

_ /RN e (& + Y, wa(@, 0))0b;(x, 0) da. (5.10)

Note that, by the properties of g.,
/ Ge (T + Yn, wn(z,0));(x,0) do
]RN

= / G, (T 4 Yn, wi (2,0)); (2, 0) de + / Ge,, (T 4 Yn, wn (2,0));(x,0) dz
Br Bey,

En En
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<[ e, 0y (2, 0) da + / [F (w2, 0)) + w2 ™ (2, 0)]ab; (. 0) d,
K JB R B

which combined with (V7) and (5.10) yields

1
‘//RN+1 yl_zs(vw" VY + m2w"¢j) dedy — Vi (1 + E) V/]RN wy (7, 0)¢;(z,0) dv
+

< /B [ (wn(,0)) + w2~ (2, 0)]4;(, 0)

c
R
En

Recalling that v; has compact support and exploiting &, — 0, (5.7), Theorem 2.1, the growth assumptions
on f, we have that, as n — oo,

[ twne00) + w00y, 0 do 0

R

En

and

1
/‘/RNH y1—2s(an -V, + m2wn¢j) dxdy — V1 (1 + ;) /RN wy, (z,0);(x,0) dx
4

1
N //N y' 7 (Vw - Vb + m*wi;) dedy — Vi (1 + —) / w(z,0)Y;(x,0) dx.
R++1 K RN
Hence, for all j € N,
1
// y' T2 (Vw - Vb + mPw;) dedy — Vi (1 + —) / w(z,0)yY;(x,0)dx <0,
RN+ k) Jrn
and letting j — oo, we obtain
1
ey~ Vi (143 ) o 0) e <o
Using (2.3) and x > m%ivl, we arrive at

Vi 1 )
0< (1 T2 (1 + E)) ”wHXS(Rf“) <0,

which contradicts (5.8). By virtue of (5.9), there exist a subsequence of (&, yn), still denoted by itself, and
zo € A such that &, Yn — To as n — oo. Next, we claim that zg € A.
By (g2) and (5.10), we have that

//N Y2 (Vwy, - Vi + mzwm/)j) dxdy + / Ve, (& + Yn)wn(z,0)1;(z,0) dx
R +1 RN

< / [F (a2, 0)) + w2 ™ (2, 0)]ub; (, 0) d,
RN

and taking the limit as n — oo, it follows from (5.7), Theorem 2.1 and the continuity of V' that

// y' 72 (Vw - Vb + mPwn;) dedy + / V(zo)w(z,0),;(z,0) dz
RY RN

< / [F(w(z,0)) + w? (2, 0)]; (x, 0) da.
]RN

Letting j — oo, we find

// Yy 72 (| Vw]? + m2w?) dedy + / V(zo)w?(z,0) dz < / [f (w(z,0))w(x,0) + w (z,0)] dz.
Rf+l RN RN
Hence, there is ¢; € (0, 1) such that tyw € My (). Thus, by Lemma 4.3, we see that

Ay (zg) < LV(zo)(tlw) < llnlr_l)gf Je, (vn) = hnH_l>1£f Ce,, < dy(0y-
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Therefore, dy (5,) < dy (o), which implies that V(x9) < V(0) = —Vj. Since —Vp = inf
that V(z9) = —Vy. Moreover, by (Va), ¢ ¢ OA, and we can infer that z¢ € A.

Now, we aim to show that w, — w in XS(Rf'H) as n — oo. For this purpose, for all n € N and 2 € RV,
we set

zex V(x), we deduce

Rpi=Azenbn
En
and
1, ifzeA,,
Xa(@) = { 0, ifzeAS,

Xn (@) 1= 1= X ().
Let us define the following functions for z € RY and n € N:

o) = (5 - 3) 0o+ ) 4 Vw00 o),

-3
—K

-
T

W) = % (£(w(@,0))w(w,0) + (w(z,0))* ) - (F(w(:z:,())) +

In view of (f3), (g3), (V1), and our choice of &, the aforementioned functions are nonnegative in RY. Fur-
thermore, using the following relations of limits, as n — oo,

) (Via0) + Vidu(z.0),

% - _> En (x +yn) + V1w (517 0) + ;9571 (% + Yn, wn (2, 0))wy, (z,0) — Ge, (T + Yn, wn (2, 0))] )2121(55),
5954 100,000 (,0) = Gy 1+ 0, 2.0) ) 10
5 (£ 0 2.0) 4 (0,0.0)% ) = (Pl .00 + 5 (.0 ) )| 200

3 (0% ).

S

wy(z,0) = w(x,0) for a.e. x € RY,
EnlYn — To € A,
we deduce that, as n — oo,
L (x) = 1, hl(z) = r'(2), h2(z) — 0, and h3(x) — h3(x) for a.e. z € RV,

Then, by a direct computation,

1
dy (o) > limsupc., = limsup (Jgn (vn) — §<Jén (vn), vn>)

n—roo n—oo
: 1 1 2 2 1 2 3

> tmsup { (5= 5 ) [FouBegugeny = Vilun (O] + [ (b 402 412
. 1 1 2 2 1 2 3

> liminf { <5 - 5) [lnlB ey = Vil OB] + [ h 02 4 12) da

1 1
> (57 5) (10l g, = Vil 0] + [ 0+ 19 do = o,
The aforementioned inequalities yield
im IIwnllis(Rfﬂ) — Vilwa (- 0)[3 = [[w%. S@YY T Vilw(-,0)[3 (5.11)
and
hl — h', h2 — 0 and B3 — b in L'(RY).

Hence,

lim (Ve, (x +yn) + V)W (z,0) de = /RN (V(z0) + Vi)w?(z,0) dz,

n—oo RN
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and we obtain

lim_|wn (-, 0)[3 = |w(-,0)}3. (5.12)

n—oo
Combining (5.11) and (5.12), and recalling that X *(RY ") is a Hilbert space, we conclude that

||w, — wHXS(Rerl) —0 asn— oo

Now we use a Moser iteration argument [34] to establish a fundamental L°-estimate.

Lemma 5.3. Let (wy) be the sequence defined as in Lemma 5.2. Then, (wy(-,0)) C L=(RYN), and there
exists C > 0 such that

|wn(+,0)|ee < C,  foralln € N.

Proof. Tt suffices to argue as in the proof of [6, Lemma 4.1]. However, for the reader’s convenience, we provide
a different proof here. First, we observe that w, is a weak solution to
{ —div(y' 7 Vw,) + m*y' = w, =0 in R+,
a,c;)}uflzs =V, ( + yn)wn(u O) + e, (- + Yn, wn('u O)) on RY.

For 8 > 1 and T > 0, we consider the following function:

0, ift<o,

H(t):={ t5, ifo<t<T,
BTA=Yt—-T)+TP, ift>T.

(5.13)

Note that H R — R is convex, nondecreasing, and Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant ST771.
Define L(t fo (H'(7))? dr for all t € R. Clearly, £ € C*(R) N W1>°(R) and £(0) = 0. Set

W, (T,Y)
o) = Llwn(z,y)) = /0 (H'(1))? dr.

Testing (5.13) with ¢,,, we can write

// Y 25 (Vwy, - Vo, + mw,p,) dedy
RY*!

_ / Ve (@ + g (2, 0)pn (x, 0) d + / 0o (@ 4+ Yy w0 (,0))pn (2, 0) . (5.14)
RN RN

By (V1), (3.2), and ¢, > 0, we see that

[~ Ve (@ + yn) 0 (@,0) + ge, (2 + Yy wa (-, 0))] ¢n(2,0) < [(Vi + 8)wn(x,0) + Cywiy ™ (2,0)] wu(w,0)
C(1+ wa? (x, 0))en(x,0)
< C(1+wi ™ (@, 0))wn (@, 0)(H' (wn(w, 0)))%,
where we have used ¢, (x,0) < wy,(x,0)(H'(w,(x,0)))?. Then, from (5.14), we derive that

// y1_25(an -V, + mzwncpn) dxdy < C (1+ wizil(x, 0))wy, (z,0)(H' (wy, (z, O)))2 dx.
RN+1 RN

IN

Since H (wy,(x,0))H' (wy(x,0)) < BZw2P~1(2,0) and wy, (2, 0)H' (w,(x,0)) < BH (w,(x,0)), we obtain

// y1_2s(vwn : VQOn + m2wn§0n) d,Tdy
]Rf*l

<CB [ (14w, 0)H(wn(z,0)H (wn(z,0))dz

RN

<08 [ [B0@,0) + Bul (e, 0)HE (wa(w,0))| da
RN
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<cp / w277 @,0) + wi (@, 0 H2 (wn (2, 0))] da. (5.15)
RN
On the other hand, using Theorem 2.1 and w,, ¢, > 0, we obtain

// Y 25 (Y, - Vo, + mPwnp,) dedy = // Y2 |V, |2 (H (wn))? + mPwnp,] dedy
Rf+1 Rf+1

> 1-2s 2yt 2

> //Rf“ Yy |Vw, | (H (wy))* dedy

= // yl_25|VH(wn)|2 dzdy
R+

>C (/ |H (w,, (2,0))[% dw) " (5.16)
RN
Combining (5.15) and (5.16), we find
</ | H (1 (2, 0)) dgg)g < 053/ 21 (2,0) + wd 2, 0)H (i (2,0))] d (5.17)
RN RN

where C' > 0 is independent of 8 and T. We stress that the last integral in (5.17) is well defined for every
T > 0 in the definition of H. Now we choose f in (5.17) such that 26 — 1 = 2%, and we name it gy, i.e.,

25 +1
Let R > 0 to be fixed later. Concerning the last integral in (5.17), applying the Holder inequality with
exponents r := 27 and r’ := 2*2j2, we see that

/ wi: 72(:[:, O)HQ(wn (2,0)) dx
]RN

= / wizd(:v, 0)H?(wy(z,0)) dx + / wijiz(x, 0)H?(wy,(,0)) dx
{wn(-,0)<R} {wn (-,0)>R}
2% 2

2572
3
25

2
. H?(w,, (2,0 )% :
<mit [ FLC I os ([ tittwntoopas) ™ ([ wf’ (2,0) dr
{wn(~,0)§R} wn(fl/',o) RN {wn(~,0)>R}
(5.19)

Because (wy,(-,0)) strongly converges in L% (RY) (by Lemma 5.2), we can take R sufficiently large such that

.
2F -2
5%

2 : 1
wy® (z,0) dz < ,
(/{wn(-,0)>R} ) 208}

where C' is the constant appearing in (5.17). This together with (5.17), (5.18), and (5.19) yields

(/}RN |H (wy, (z,0))|% dx) % <2083 (/RN w2 (,0)dz + R% 1 M dw) . (5.20)

RN Wn (Ia O)

In view of H(wy,(z,0)) < w?(z,0) and (5.18), and letting 7' — oo in (5.20), we obtain

2
</ wee ' (z,0) dx) <2083 (/ we (z,0) dx + szl/ wie (x,0) dx) ,
RN RN RN
which combined the boundedness of (wy,(-,0)) in L2 (RY) implies

|w(+,0)]2:5, < C',  forall n e N. (5.21)
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Now, we suppose 3 > 1. Thus, using H(w,(z,0)) < w?(x,0) on the right-hand side of (5.17) and passing
to the limit as T'— oo, we deduce that

(/ wzzﬂ(:t,O) dx) T <op? (/ w21 (z,0) d:v—i—/ w7216+2:_2(:v,0) dx). (5.22)
RN RN RN

Put ( )
2% (2F -1
a1 :=—=-"—2 and a:=28—-1—aj.
2(8-1)
Note that 0 < a1 < 2% and a2 > 0 (since § > (1). Applying the Young inequality with exponents r := i—j
and 1’ := 22%%, we have that

. 2; — e
/ w2~ (z,0) dx < “ we (z,0)dz + ot / wn® " (z,0) dx
RN 2% RN

s JRN 2:

S/ wi:(:vao)der/ w7 (@, 0) da
RN RN

<C <1 +/ w272 (2,0) d;v) : (5.23)
RN

with C' > 0 independent of 8 and n € N. Combining (5.22) and (5.23), we get

2

. 2 .
(/ w?fﬂ(I,O) da:) <Cp? (1 —I—/ wa 2(1:,0) da:) ,
RN RN

with C' > 0 changing from line to line, but remaining independent of 5 and n € N. Therefore,

1

1
» ¥ (B—1) x 2(6—1)
<1+/ wer’ (2,0) dx) < (0B%)7D <1+/ wy 2(I,O)daj) . (5.24)
RN RN

For k € N, we define By inductively so that 28,11 + 2% — 2 = 2%k, i.e.,

24\ F
Brt1 = (f) (81 —1)+1.

Hence, from (5.24), we obtain

1 1
* 2FBry1- 1 1 * FBr—1)
<1+/ wiﬁﬂ"*l(a:,o)dx) < (CB3 1) Prri—D <1+/ wee Pk (2,0) da:> o
RN RN

Setting

1
. 2 (BL-D
App = (1 —|—/ wae P (x,0) dw) '
RN

Ck-‘rl = Cﬁg-{-lu
we can find a constant Cy > 0 independent of k& such that

and

k41 1
Agrin < J[ €77 Arn < CoAr, forall kyn e N

j=2
Since (5.21) implies that, for some Ay > 0, A1, < Ay for all n € N, we infer that
AkJan < C()Ao, for all k, n € N.

Consequently, letting & — oo,
|wn(-,0)]ee < C, forallm e N.

The proof of the lemma is now complete. O

Remark 5.1. According to [2], Proposition 3], we have that w, € CL.¢(RYTY) for alln € N.

loc
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Now, we observe that wy(-,0) is a weak solution to
(=A +m?)*w,(-,0) = Ve, (- + Yn)wn (-, 0) + g, (- + Yn, wn(-,0))  in RY.
Fix n € (0,m? — V7). Using (V1) and (3.2), we can deduce that w,,(-,0) is a weak subsolution to
(—A +m?)*w,(+,0) = (Vi +n)w,(-,0) + anizil(-, 0) =:p, inRY, (5.25)

for some C;, > 0. Note that u, > 0in RY. By Lemma 5.3 and interpolation in L" spaces, we know that, for
all 7 € [2,00),
pn = = (Vi + (-, 0) + Cpw’ 71 (-,0)  in L"(RY),
and |fty]eo < C for all n € N. Let z, € H*(RY) be the unique solution to
(~A+m?)*z, = p, in RV, (5.26)

Then, z, = Gas.m * fin, Where Gog () := (27) % F~1((|k|2 +m?2)~%)(z) is the Bessel kernel with parameter
m and F~! denotes the inverse Fourier transform. By the scaling property of the Fourier transform, it follows
that Gosm(x) = mYN~25Gos 1(ma). Exploiting formula (4.1) at pag. 416 in [9] (where Gas 1 is denoted by
Gas), we can see that
1 N—2s 25— N

Gas,m () = mm 7 Ky_ae (mla|)]x] 2,
and it satisfies the following properties (see pag. 416-417 in [9] and pag. 132 in [40], with a = 2s and m = 1):
(G1) Gas.m is positive, radially symmetric, and smooth in RY \ {0},
(G2) Gasm(x) < CxBy(x)]x[** N + xpe (z)ecl=l) for all € RN, for some C, ¢ > 0,
(G3) Gas;m € L"(RY) for all 7 € [1, 525-).
In view of the aforementioned facts, we can prove the next crucial result.

Lemma 5.4. The sequence (wy,) satisfies wy,(-,0) = 0 as |z| = oo uniformly in n € N.

Proof. We start by showing that z,(z) — 0 as |z| — oo uniformly in n € N. Note that, fixed § € (0, 3), it
holds

Zn(x) = (g2s,m * Mn)(x) = ,/Bc (

From (G1) and (G2), we derive that the first integral in (5.27) can be estimated as follows:

0< /BC1 - Gos,m (T — §)pn(§) d€ < O|,Un|oo/ e—cle—¢l de

B (=)
5

ool = Oinl €+ [ Gauomlo = ne) e (5.27)
) B%(w)

< C’/ e~ rN=ldr = CA(6) =0 asd — 0. (5.28)

5

Concerning the second integral in (5.27), we observe that

0< / Gos,m (T = &)pn(§) d€ = Gos.m (7 — &) (un(§) — p(€)) d€ + / Gos,m(x — §)p(§) dE.
B%(m)

Bi(z) Bi(2)
5 5

Fix q € (l,min{%, 2}) so that ¢’ > 2, where ¢’ is the conjugate exponent of g, i.e. % + % = 1. By means
of (G3) and Holder’s inequality, we have that

/B ( )g2S,m(fE = un(§) d€ < [Gos,mlqlin — plg + |g2s,m|q|N|Lq’(Bl(z))'
1L (z 5
5

Because [uy, — ptlg — 0 as n — oo and |ul e (g, (n)) — 0 as [z] — oo, there exist R > 0 and ng € N such that
)

/B |, Geemle = ()¢ < Cb (5.29)

1
)
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for all n > ng and |z| > R. Putting together (5.28) and (5.29), we obtain that

[ G~ Ouen(€)de < C(AG) +0) (5.30)
for all n > ng and |z] > R. On the other hand, for each n € {1,...,n9 — 1}, there exists R,, > 0 such that
[l Lo (B, (2)) < 0 as |2 = Ry. Thus, for |z| > Ry,

Kl

Gin(z = O A < CAD) + [ Gl = Ol
% T
< CA(S) + |g2s,m|q|,UJn|Lq’(B%(m))
< C(A(6) + 9). (5.31)
Hence, taking R := max{R, Ry,..., Rn,_1}, (5.30), and (5.31), ensure that

RN

Gasm(x = E)pn () d€ < C(A(6) + )

RN
for |z| > R, uniformly in n € N. Letting 6 — 0, we reach the desired result for z,. In light of (5.25) and
(5.26), a simple comparison argument (see [6, Theorem 4.3] with Q = R¥) shows that 0 < w,(-,0) < z, in
RY. Consequently, w,,(-,0) — 0 as |x| — oo uniformly in n € N. O

Remark 5.2. An alternative proof of Lemma 5.4 can be established by using the elliptic estimates in [24]
(see [6, Lemma 4.2]). For completeness, we give the details. By Remark 5.1, we know that w, € Co’a(RfH)

loc

for some a € (0,1) independent of n. Thanks to (2.1) and w, — w in X*(RY ™), we deduce that w, — w
in L2/(RYF y1=2%), where v = 1 + 25 Since wy(-,0) — w(-,0) in H*(RY), it follows from Lemma 5.3
that wy,(+,0) — w(-,0) in L"(RN) for all r € [2,00). Now, let & € RN be fived. Using (V1) and the growth
assumptions on g, we see that w, is a weak subsolution to

{ —div(y! =2 Vw,) + m?y! 2w, =0 in Q1(z,0) := B1(z) x (0,1),
gt = (Vi +n)wn(,0) + Cpwn ™' (-,0)  on Ba(@),
where 1 € (0,m?* — V1) is fived. By [2/, Proposition 1], we obtain

P, w0 <C (Nl @ z.0)1-20) + 0 ™ (. 0) pao(myan ) » for allm € N,
3@

where qo > % 1s fixred and C' > 0 is a constant independent of n € N and . Ezploiting the strong convergence
of (wy) in L¥(RY T y172%) and of (wy,(-,0)) in L9C:=D(RN), respectively, we infer that w,(z,0) — 0 as
|Z] — oo uniformly in n € N, and thus, the claim is proved. In this paper we prefer to give a proof based on
the properties of the Bessel kernel Gas , that we believe to be useful for future references.

We also have the following lemma.
Lemma 5.5. There exists 6 > 0 such that

|wr(+,0)|eo > 9,  for alln € N.
Proof. By Lemma 5.1, there exist r, 3 > 0 and ng € N such that

/ w?(z,0)dx > B, for all n > ny.
B
If by contradiction |wy, (-, 0)|s — 0 as n — oo, then

O<B§/ w2 (2,0)dz < |By||lw,(-,0)]2, =0 asn— oo,

s

which of course is absurd. O

We are now ready to give the proof of the main result of this paper.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 5.2, up to a subsequence, there exist (y,) C RY and w € X*(RY 1)\ {0}
such that wy, (z,y) := v (2+Yn,y) = win Xs(Rf‘H) and &, y, — o for some zy € A such that V(zg) = —Vj.
From the last limit, we can find r > 0 such that for some subsequence, still denoted by itself, it holds

B.(enyn) CA, forallneN.

Hence,

B (yn) CA.,, forallneN,

or equivalently,
Af{ C B% (yn), forallneN. (5.32)

€

Now, by Lemma 5.4, there exists R > 0 such that
wp(z,0) <a, forall|z]>RandneN.

Therefore, vy, (z,0) = wy (€ —Yn,0) < a for all x € BG(y,) and n € N. On the other hand, there exists ny € N
such that
A{ C B% (yn) C Bp(yn), forall n > no.

€

Consequently,
vn(2,0) <a, forallze A{ and n > ng.

Then, there exists 9 > 0 such that, for all ¢ € (0, &), Problem (2.9) admits a solution v.. Invoking the weak
Harnack inequality [24, Proposition 2], we conclude that v.(-,0) > 0 in RV,

Next, we study the behavior of the maximum points of solutions to Problem (1.1). Take €, — 0 and
let (v,) C X, be a sequence of mountain pass solutions to (3.1). By Lemma 5.2, up to a subsequence,
there exist (y,) C RY and w € X*(RY ™)\ {0} such that wy(z,y) := va(z + yn,y) strongly converges to
w in Xs(Rf‘H) as n — 0o. Moreover, there exists xog € M such that €, vy, — x¢. Let now ¢, be a global
maximum point of w, (-, 0). Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 5.5 guarantee that there exists R > 0 such that |g,| < R
for all n € N. Thus, z,, := ¢, + yn is a global maximum point of v,(-,0), and €, z,, — xo € M. This fact
together with the continuity of V' produces

lim Ve, z,) = V(zg) = —Vb.

n—oo
Finally, we prove a decay estimate for v, (-,0). Using Lemma 5.4, (f1), and the definition of g, there exists
Ry > 0 sufficiently large such that
9o, (T + Yn, wn(x,0)) < 0wy (x,0), forall |z] > Ry and n € N, (5.33)

where ¢ € (0,m?® — Vj) is fixed. Arguing as in [6] (see formulas (57) and (58) in [6]), we can find a positive
continuous function w € H*(RY) and R; > 0 such that

(=A+m?)*w— (Vi+0)w=0 in Bf, (5.34)
and
0 <w(x) <Ce el forall z e RY, (5.35)
for some C,c¢ > 0. Put Rz := max{Ry, R1}. Thus, by (V1) and (5.33), we have that
(=A +m?)*w,(-,0) — (Vi + §)w,(-,0) <0 in B, (5.36)

Set b := ming, @ >0 and z, := ({ + 1)@ — bwn(-,0), where £ := sup, ey |wn(-,0)]cc < 00. Let us observe
that 2z, > 0 in Bg, and that (5.34) and (5.36) yield

(—A+m?)°z, — (Vi +6)z, >0 in Bf, .

Because Vi + & < m?®, we can use a comparison argument (see |6, Theorem 4.3] with Q = be) to deduce
that z, > 0 in RY. In view of (5.35), there exists Cp > 0 such that

0 < wy(x,0) < Coe il forall z € RN and n € N.
Recalling that vy, (z,0) = w,(x — yn,0), we arrive at

U (2,0) = Wy, (z — yn,0) < Coe™ ¥l for all z € RN and n € N.
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This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

6. FINAL COMMENTS: MULTIPLE CONCENTRATING SOLUTIONS TO (1.1)

As in [6], if we suppose that the continuous potential V : RN — R satisfies the following conditions:
(V/) there exists Vy € (0,m?®) such that —Vp := inf ,cpn V(2),
(V4) there exists a bounded open set A C R such that

Vo < gcnelg}x V(z) and 0e M :={z € A:V(z) =V},
then we obtain the next multiplicity result:
Theorem 6.1. Assume that (V{)-(V3) and (f1)-(fa) hold. Then, for each § > 0 such that
M;s = {x € RN : dist(z, M) < 6} C A,

there exists €5 > 0 such that, for each e € (0,e5), Problem (1.1) has at least catpr, (M) positive solutions.
Moreover, if u. denotes one of these solutions and x. is a global maximum point of u., then we have

lim V(ex:) = - V.

e—0

Since the proof of Theorem 6.1 is similar to the one of [6, Theorem 1.2], we only point out the main
differences. For the proof of the critical version of [6, Lemma 5.1, we only need to replace in formula (67)
in [6] the term

/ F(tuy(z,0)) dx
Ae

by the term

o*

t s

/AE [F(tun(x,O)) + o

S

(uf (,0))% | da,

and use the same estimates given in the proof of [6, Lemma 5.1-(iv)]. For the analog of [6, Corollary 1],
we exploit Lemma 3.5 instead of [6, Lemma 3.2]. For the proof of the critical version of [6, Lemma 5.4], it
suffices to replace in formula (71) in [6] the term

F(te,n(|(en 2", 0)Jw(z’,0)) da’
RN
by the term

2]
tes

2*

S

/RN F(te,n(|(en ', 0)Jw(a’,0)) + 2= (n(|(en 2, 0) Jw(a’, 0))* da,

in formula (72) in [6] we substitute the term
/RN f(te,n(|(en 2, 0)Jw (", 0))te, n(|(en 2", 0)Jw (', 0) da’
with
/RN [/t n(I(en 2, 0) w(a’, 0)tz, n(|(en 2, 0) Jw(a', 0) + (t, (| (en 2, 0) Jw(a', 0))*] da,

and we replace formula (73) in [6] by

/ / 271
qusmznng > / [f(tEnw(*T 70)) + (tlinw(x 70)) ]’LUQ(:E/, 0) dx’
" 5 tEnw(‘T 70)

2

> t??fr"/ w* (z',0) da’ 2t§5’2|3%|w22(@,0),
B

Nl
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Finally, for the proof of the critical version of [6, Proposition 4], we consider Lemma 4.2 instead of [6, Lemma

3.4],

by

and replace the terms
[ w00 d,
R¥\Bpr e,
F(0,(z,0)) dz,

RN

/ F(tpun(z,0))dx,
RN

/ [£(0n@,0))on(@,0) + (v (2,0)% | da,
RN\Bgr/ ,,

;
tn® . *
/ F(on(2,0)) + 25 (57 (2,0))% | d,
o 2
12
/ F(taun(z,0)) + = (u) (z,0))% | da,

respectively. No additional substantial modifications are necessary to deduce the required multiplicity result.
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