arXiv:2201.00368v1 [math.AP] 2 Jan 2022

A PRIORI ESTIMATES, UNIQUENESS AND NON-DEGENERACY OF
POSITIVE SOLUTIONS OF THE CHOQUARD EQUATION

ZEXING LI

ABSTRACT. We consider the positive solutions for the nonlocal Choquard equation —Awu 4 u — (] -
| =% % |ul?)|u[P~%u = 0 in RY. Compared with ground states, positive solutions form a larger class of
solutions and lack variational information. Within the range of parameters of Ma-Zhao’s result [25]
on symmetry, we prove a priori estimates for positive solutions, generalizing the classical method of
De Figueiredo-Lions-Nussbaum [10] to the unbounded domain and the nonlocal nonlinearity in our
model. As an application, we show uniqueness and non-degeneracy results for the positive solution
of the Choquard equation when d € {3,4,5}, p > 2 and («a, p) close to (d — 2, 2).
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Introduction. In this paper, we consider the equation
—Autu— (-7 [uP)|uf2u=0 inR? (Choquard)
with d > 1, a € (0,d), p € (1,00) and u a real-valued measurable function.

This equation (Choquard) is usually referred to as Choquard or Choquard-Pekar equation. The
case d = 3, = d — 2,p = 2 appears in various physical contexts, including quantum mechanics
for polaron at rest [30] and one-component plasma [22]. It is also known as the Schrodinger-
Newton equation by coupling the Schriodinger equation of quantum physics with nonrelativistic
Newtonian gravity [3]. Besides, every solution u of (Choquard) relates to a solitary wave solution
W(t,z) = eu(x) of the focusing time-dependent generalized Hartree equation

iOph = =AY — (|- |7 [P P[P,  inRy x R (1.1)
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When p = 2, (1.1) is called Hartree equation, appearing in the study of Boson stars and other
physical phenomena [31]. Please refer to [28] and the references therein for more mathematical and
physics background of the Choquard equation (Choquard).

Solutions of (Choquard) are formally critical points of the action functional
1 1 —a
A= [ OVl ) = 5 [ (12)
R4 D JRd

One of the most interesting solution is the groundstate u, defined as the minimizer of A on the
Nehari manifold

A(u) = inf {A(v) cv € HYRH\O}, (A (w), u) = o} :
There are many studies of groundstates in the variational and elliptic viewpoint [22,23,27,28] and
for the corresponding solitary wave in generalized Hartree equation (1.1) [7,26] as well.
In this paper, we focus on a larger class of solutions for (Choquard): the positive solutions.

2d
We say u is a solution of (Choquard) in the sense that v € H'(R%) N La-a (RY) and for any test
function ¢ € C2(RY),

[, (9 et up = (|- [« )l 2ug) dy =0,
Rd

Note that groundstates must be positive from the variational structure and regularity properties
(see [27, Proposition 5.1]). The lack of variational information makes the study of positive solutions
rather harder.

Before coming to our results, we recall some basic results of positive solutions for (Choquard).
Theorem 1.1 (see [27]). Ford > 1, a € (0,d), p € (1,00) and

d >l> d—2
2d—a  p  2d—a’

(1.3)

then the following results hold.

(1) (Ezistence) There exists at least one groundstate for (Choquard). In particular, there exists
at least one positive solution for (Choquard).

(2) (Regularity) If u is a positive solution for (Choquard), then u € W2 (R%) N l;’oc(Rd) for
r € (1,00).

(8) (Decay) If u is a positive solution for (Choquard) and moreover p > 2, then there exists
v > 0 such that u(x) < C(u)e ol

To make use of all these properties, we will restrict our discussion to (Choquard) with parameters
(d, a,p) in the range
d—2
2d — o
Notice that p > 2 also guarantee A to be twice Fréchet-differentiable on H'(R?) [28, Proposition
3.1], which is essential in our discussion on uniqueness and non-degeneracy in §1.3.

11
d>1, a€(0,d), pe(l,00), 525> (1.4)

Next we recall a more involved result on the symmetry of positive solutions. For groundstates, the
minimizing property enables a standard rearrangement argument, inferring the radially decreasing
property around a fixed point! for parameters of full range (1.3) [27, Proposition 5.2]. As for

n this paper, a non-negative function v is radially decreasing means u(z) = u(|z|) and d,u(r) < 0. We say u is
radially decreasing around a fixed point zo to indicate u(- — xo) is radially decreasing.
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positive solutions, we can merely rely on the information given by the elliptic equation. Ma-
Zhao [25] managed to apply a moving plane method in the integral form to prove this symmetry
in a narrower range. To clarify, we first define the following assumption on parameters:

Assumption 1.2. For (d,«,p) satisfying (1.3) and p > 2, we assume there exist constants

€ |2 2d
rsr1,T e —
y 1, 72,73 7d_2 )

1 [pd—2) d—a «
t,t1 €<t — € — — 1 N(0,1
s U1 { n |: 2d d 7d (7)
16 2 1A 1 1+2
S d’ r’r d
such that
7’12])—2,7’22])—1,7’3>p—1,
1 —2
FtEE =1
7’;1+l:l
A S
it T Ty

Remark 1.3. This assumption still includes a wide range of interesting cases.

e One subcase (see [25, Remark 3]) is that

1 _1 d—2
2 d, =->- . 1.
<a<d 52->gr— (1.5)
In particular, if we define the critical scaling index s. := % — gz;z__l‘;‘ for the generalized
Hartree equation (1.1)%, then (1.5) includes the whole interrange case 0 < s, < 1 when
p=2.
e Another subcase is the perturbation of («,p) = (d — 2,2):
1 1
—(d-2)| < — <p—-2<—, d 4,5}. 1.
The case d = 5 is contained in (1.5). For d = 3,4 we can directly verify
8 8 12(p — 1) 24 24 3
r ™ 3,7"2 3(]9 ),7"3 3_4(@_1)7 7 1 7_9(]7_2)’8 2 wihen )
8 8(p—1) 8(p—1) 8 8
R 3 T3 2-2 T " T o 3p 2" "5

Now we can state their result as

Theorem 1.4 ( [25, Theorem 2]). Any positive solution of (Choquard) with (d,c,p) satisfying
(1.3), p > 2 and Assumption 1.2 must be radially decreasing around some fized point.

This gives us motivation to study radially decreasing positive solutions of (Choquard).

1.2. A priori estimates. Recall that Theorem 1.1 indicates that every positive solution of (Choquard)
is bounded in W27 (R?) and decays exponentially. Our first main result indicates that if we further

require the positive solution to be radially decreasing, it has an a priori upper bound, depending
only on (d, o, p) in a uniform way.

2That is, H**(R?) norm of the solution to (1.1) is invariant under the scaling symmetry of (1.1).
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Theorem 1.5. For a radially decreasing positive solution w of (Choquard) with (d,c,p) satisfying
(1.4), for r € (1,00), there exists constants C(d,«,p;r) and C'(d, «, p) such that

[ullw2rgay < C(d; o, pi ), (1.7)
IVu(s)| +u(s) < C'(d, o, p)e™2, s> 0. (1.8)

Moreover, these constants depend continuously on («,p), indicating that this is a uniform bound
for (o, p) satisfying (1.4) taking values in a compact subset.

Combine Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 1.5, we can remove the radially decreasing condition under
Assumption 1.2.

Theorem 1.6. For any positive solution u of the Choquard equation (Choquard) with (d,c,p)
satisfying (1.4) and Assumption 1.2, we have the same uniform a priori bounds (1.7) and (1.8).

There is a long history of studying a priori bounds for positive solutions of elliptic equations
[4,10,11,17,32,34]. Such a priori bounds provide lots of information about existence of positive
solution and the structure of the positive solutions set, see [6,24,29] and §1.3. In more recent work
of proving uniqueness for nonlinear groundstates of fractional Laplacians [14, 15], one crucial step
is to derive an a priori bound for the global bifurcation branch.

Among these works, three methods have been used to derive a priori bounds. In [14], Frank-
Lenzmann controls the solutions in the branch through its ”evolution” in the parameter space. It
requires a non-degeneracy result to construct the bifurcation branch, which is highly non-trivial.
The second approach is a blowup method from Gidas-Spruck [17]. It is a contradictory argument,
reducing the problem of a priori bounds to Liouville result of some simple equation by rescaling.
This method is powerful and may also work for our problem to get an L° bound. However, this
is not enough to control LP norm in unbounded space, and such contradictory argument provides
relatively little information on the shape of the solution. The third method due to De Figueiredo-
Lions-Nussbaum [10] derives the bound in a direct way. They exploit the positive eigenfunction to
get some a priori bound and get the desired bound with functional identities and the subcriticality
nature of the equation. We adapt this method to our problem.

To our knowledge, however, the second and third method have only been applied for problems
on bounded domains with local nonlinearities (although the blowup method can tackle systems of
equations, see for example [34]). Perhaps the main innovation of this paper is to deal with the
unboundedness of domain and nonlocality of nonlinearity. Nevertheless, one good point in our
setting is the symmetry of R?, so we can add radially decreasing property to our positive solutions
thanks to Theorem 1.4.

The unboundedness of domain causes trouble in two ways. On the one hand, we lack of eigen-
functions of Laplacian to get initial a priori information. This can be substituted by a nonlinear
positive eigenfunction, namely the groundstate of nonlinear elliptic equation. It gives weaker in-
formation but enough for us. On the other hand, a more challenging problem is to control the
solution in unbounded domains. Naturally, the exponential decay when u small is a good enough
bound in some exterior region. The local argument in [10] basically ensures good bound for any
fixed interior region, but the question is whether the non-exponential-decay interior region can be
arbitrarily large. The crux is to exclude flatness in the connection region. We apply the a priori
information and an ODE argument for this. As a model case, we study the following semilinear
elliptic equation with a local nonlinearity

—Au+u—|uPlu=0 inR? (Model)

where p € (1,00) for d =1,2 and p € (1, %) for d > 3. We have the following conclusion
4



Theorem 1.7. The positive H' solution u of (Model) has a priori bounds
[ull g < Cp, d), (1.9)
where C'(p,d) depends continuously on p.
Although this result can be obtained from the existence [5] and uniqueness [20] of the positive

solution, this theorem may still of its own interest and possible to generalize to more complicated
nonlinearity.

Regarding the second difficulty of (Choquard), the nonlocal nonlinearity (|- |~ |u|P)|u[P~2u, we
will exploit the good struture of this nonlocality to bound some norm of u (see Proposition 2.1).
Also, we view it as another radial function and study its evolution (Proposition 2.2) along with
that of u. Finally, after generalizing the argument of subcriticality in [10] to nonlocal case, we can
complete the proof of Theorem 1.5 in a similar framework as Theorem 1.7.

1.3. Non-degeneracy and uniqueness. Thereafter, we consider the uniqueness and non-degeneracy
(explained later) of the positive solution of (Choquard). These results are essential for discussing
the dynamics of the corresponding solitary wave solution (¢, x) = eu(x) of the focusing time-
dependent generalized Hartree equation. The uniqueness clarifies what makes up the minimal
obstruction of global-wellposedness and scattering, and the non-degeneracy provides suitable spec-

tral condition for perturbative analysis. See [18,19,36] and see [21] for more applications.

However, relatively little is known on the uniqueness and non-degeneracy for positive solutions
or groundstates of (Choquard). For the isolated case (d, a,p) = (3,1,2), Lieb [22] used the special
structure of Newtonian potential |:17|_(d_2) to prove the uniqueness of the radial positive solution
(hence also of the groundstate) and non-degeneracy was verified by [21,37,38]. These results can be
easily generalized to the positive solution of d € {4,5}, (o, p) = (d —2,2) ( see [2, Appendix A] for
uniqueness and [9] for non-degeneracy). The radial condition was removed by Ma-Zhao’s result [25].
Besides, we have uniqueness and non-degeneracy of the groundstate for d > 3, p € (2, dQsz) and «
close to 0 or d [33] and for d € {3,4,5}, a = d —2 and p € [2,2 + ¢] for some 6 > 0 [10]. Both
are proved by perturbative arguments. We also mention another nonlocal elliptic problem, the
nonlinear fractional Laplacian equation, where the uniqueness and non-degeneracy of groundstates
were resolved partially in [13] and later completely in [14,15]. All these results for continuous
exponents utilize more or less variational information of groundstates and thus not work for positive
solutions.

In this paper, with our a priori bound Theorem 1.5, we prove the uniqueness and nondegeneracy
of the positive solution for (Choquard) with parameters d € {3,4,5} and (a,p) € [d—2—§,d—2+
0] % [2,2+ 9] for some § > 0. It can be viewed as generalization of [10] to all positive solutions, two-
dimensional perturbation of parameters and also to multiple dimensions, or generalization of [25]
to a neighborhood of exponents.

Define the corresponding linearized operator L. associated with a function ) and for parameters
(d, o, p) to be?
Ly Qaaps = —A6+E—(p—1)(|- [+ Q")QP ¢ —p(| - |7 % (Q"'¢)Qr (1.10)

as a nonlocal operator on L?(R%). Then we can state our results on non-degeneracy and uniqueness

3Usually, we take @ to be Qq,q,p, & positive solution for (Choquard) with these parameters. So we may omit these
parameters and denote L+ ,q, , ,.d.a.p 3 Lt,Q, , , for simplicity. We may even leave out d if (o, p) are emphasized
and no ambiguity occurs.
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Theorem 1.8 (Non-degeneracy). For d € {3,4,5}, There exists § > 0 such that for (a,p) €
[d—2—0,d—2+0] x [2,24 9], any positive solution Qq,p of (Choquard) is non-degenerate, namely

KerLy g, = span{9;Qap}i-y (1.11)

Theorem 1.9 (Uniqueness). For d € {3,4,5}, There exists § > 0 such that for (a,p) € [d —2 —
d,d — 2+ 48] X [2,2 4 6], the positive solution of (Choquard) is unique up to translations.

We remark that KerL, g, ,6 D span{0;Qa., 1%, holds for any solution Q.. of (Choquard) by
differentiating the equation. So (1.11) indicates that there exist no other vanishing modes for L,
which explains the meaning of non-degeneracy. For more illustration of non-degeneracy and the
operator L, please see [21,10].

As for the proof, our starting point is the uniqueness and non-degeneracy for d € {3,4,5},
(o, p) = (d—2,2) (see [2, Appendix A] and [9]). Theorem 1.4 and Remark 1.3 reduce these theorems
our questions to the discussion of radially decreasing positive solutions (with § < Wlo)7 and then we
use a perturbative strategy. The first ingredient is a compactness result Proposition 5.1, confirming
that every positive solution approximates Q422 (the unique solution for («,p) = (d —2,2)) when
the parameter (a,p) approximates. It is here that we exploit the a priori bounds Theorem 1.5
to discuss such asymptotic behavior for positive solutions rather than groundstates. Then since 0
is an isolated eigenvalue for Ly g, ,,, the non-degeneracy Theorem 1.8 comes from perturbation
of Fredholm operator. The uniqueness Theorem 1.9 easily follows this compactness result and a
local uniqueness theorem (Proposition 5.2) from implicit function theorem. We remark that the
linearized operator is actually not C' near Qd—22 but just at Q422 (see Lemma C.3), which
requires us to be more careful when applying the implicit function theorem to prove Proposition
5.2.

1.4. Structure of the paper and notations. The structure of this paper is as follows. In §2, we
show some estimates of nonlinearity and functional identity for the Choquard equation (Choquard)
as a preparation. Then we prove the a priori bounds for the model case (Theorem 1.7) and Choquard
equation (1.5) in §3 and §4 respectively. The non-degeneracy and uniqueness (Theorem 1.8 and
1.9) follow in §5. We put some complicated computations and the refined implicit function theorem
in the appendix, which are used in the last two sections.

Our notations are standard. We employ LP(R%), W5 (RY), H*(R?) and C*(R?) for those Sobolev
spaces of real-valued functions. For Banach space X and Y, we use L(X,Y’) to denote the space
of bounded linear operators from X to Y. In particular, L(X) := L(X,X). We use Br(x) with
z € R? to denote the Euclidean open ball centered at z with radius R > 0. Two related notations
are BS(z) := RY\ Bg(x) and B := Bg(0).

We also write X <Y or Y > X to indicate X < CY for some constant C' > 0, and write
X ~Y for X SY < X. If C depends upon some additional parameters, we will indicate this with
subscripts. For example, X <4 Y means X < C(¢)Y. We use X,, = 0,(Y,,) to denote that for
any € > 0, there exists N > 0 such that |X,,| < €Y}, for any n > N. The subscript can also other
parameters with prescribed limiting process, for example p — 2.

2. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE CHOQUARD EQUATION

In this section, we first show some propositions for the nonlocal term |-|~® % f (also called Riesz
potential) when f is non-negative and radially decreasing. Evidently, |-|~%x f is also a non-negative
and radial function.

We recall a pointwise equivalence result, which is essential in our proof of a priori bounds.
6



Proposition 2.1 ( [12, corollary 2.3]). Let f be a non-negative, radially decreasing function in R?
and o € (0,d). We have

(| ST % f) (1) ~da 7‘_0‘/ f(s)sd_lds +/ f(s)sd_l_ads (2.1)
0 r
Moreover, the constant is uniformly bounded for o in a compact subset of (0,d).
We recall its proof for completeness.

Proof. Firsly we claim that for any r > 0 and = € R? with |z| = r,

(R L Ry / Sl / fv)

EEEACH I, 2.2
(@) [T —y[~ (22)

%
Those three terms on the right hand side correspond respectively to integration on BT\B% (x),
Bi\Bz(z) and Bz (z). The equivalence requires non-negativity.

/B ( )% Sd.a T_a/o f(s)s?Lds. (2.3)

which combined with (2.2) implies (2.1). The radially decreasing property implies

f(3) < %/ f(s) <%>d_lds < f—j/orf(s)sd‘lds

Next we will prove

and )
TW 0y (T
/B%(gc) |z —y|~ Ndf<2> <2) '
They yield (2.3). O
Then we discuss the evolution of |- |7% x f.

Proposition 2.2. Let f be a non-negative, radially decreasing C' function in R? and o € (0,d).
Then for any ey < %, we have
2

0 (T ) ) 2 |1 (57) = (5r) [ (2.4

The constant here is uniformly bounded for (c, €q) taking values in compact subset of (0,d) x (0, %]

In particular, |- |~ * f is strictly radially decreasing if f vanishes at infinity.
As a preparation, we define xq to be the characteristic function of Q C R% and
Y Ry,Ro (%) := (XBg, * XBg,)(¥) = |Br,(0) N Br,(z)|. (2.5)
Some properties of ¥ are discussed in the lemma below.

Lemma 2.3 (Properties of V). For Ry > Ry > 0, YR, r, satisfies the followings:

(1) Vg, R, is non-negative and radially decreasing. Vg, gy, = Vry r,- VR, ky(¥) = R in Br,_r,
and Vg, gr,(z) =0 in B% g,
(2) Scaling property:
— Rd "
Vi (r) = Byl m <R_2>
7



(3) Derwative: As a radial function, Y, g, is absolutely continuous on [0,00) and

d
— 2 VR Ry (1) = [0BR, (0) N Bry(r)], 7 € (R — Ry, By + Ra). (2.6)
(4) Lower bound of the derivative: for ey € (0,1),
d _
_J\PRl,Rz(r) Zd,eo Rg 1, for |T - R1| < (1 - 60)R2- (2-7)

Proof. (1)-(3) directly follows the definition (2.5). From (2) and (3), the estimate (4) boils down
to

inf inf OBr(0)NBi(R+1t)] >0 2.8
B e 20 PR 0 BiR 4 0) 28

for any ¢y € (0,1). For d =1, LHS of (2.8) =1 > 0. Next we consider the case d > 2.

Assuming the center of Bi(R + t) to be (R +t,0,...,0) € R the symmetry around z;-axis
implies that 0B (0) N 0By (R + t) lies in a hyperplane {z1 = a(R,t)} with a(R,t) € (0, R). And

OBgR(0) N B1(R+t) = 0Bg(0) N {z1 > a(R,t)}.

Using spherical coordinates, we see for d > 3 (and similar for d = 2)

arccos 2w
|0BRr(0) N {x1 > a(R, )} = R~ 1/ / / <H sin 9d 1— k) dBg_1dO4_o - - - dby

d—
arccos = _ T d—1
~q Rd_l/ i Sind_2 01d61 ~q4 Rd_l <—RR a) ~q (R2 — a2) 2
0
where we made use of
R—a
R

Thus it suffices to give a uniform lower bound on (R? — a2(R,t))%, which is the radius of the
(d — 1)-dimensional ball 9B (0) N {z; = a(R,t)}. Actually, we are just using the measure of this
sectional ball to bound the measure of the corresponding spherical cap. Elementary trigonometric
calculations and estimates indicate that

R 1—t? 1 1—t €
R2— thz— l1-— 1—t2>— 1— —— 1—t2>—0
a(R,t) R+t< 4R(R+t)>( )—2< 4R>( )2

for any R > 1 and [t| <1 — €. O

a arccos a2
= cos 0 — cosarccos — = / sinfdo ~ (arccos E) .
0

Proof of Proposition 2.2. For the given f, denote ry := inf{r > 0: f(r) < A}. Using the layer cake
representation, we have

(-en@= [ /R dx{z:\zw}<y>><{z;f<z>>s}<:c—y)dydsdt

/ / x)dsdt
Thus from (2.7), we have

d _ _d-1
—J(H Ndeo/ / X el <(1—co)t %}(7‘) o dtds

[r—7s|

B i(5) (=)
: /f<:o> o

8
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The last equality comes from this observation: the inner integral is non-zero only if |r — rg| <
(1 — €o)rs, which means 57— < 7y < % and thus f ( o ) <s<f (%) from the definition of r,.

€ — 2—¢p

By changing variables  := r°t, the inner integral turns into

=51\

[r—rs| o ) °
/( T=<g ) == Td—l—a/( e O = rd_l_o‘gm,a (E) (2.9)
()" '

S

Now we claim

2 1

geoa(t) Zdaveo 1t E€ |:§7 %] : (2.10)

€0

d o f(%) —1l—a Ts 2 1 o
_5(’ . ’ * f)(?‘) Zdvﬁo /f<2:()> Td ! gso,oe (7) ds Zd,a,eo |:f <§7’> - f <%7’>:| Td 1 .

Finally we check the claim (2.10). Computing the integral in (2.9), we also get another repre-
sentation of ge; o

Since 7= € [%, %} is equivalent to s € [f (2%) f (2%))} and ¢y < % indicates 2_1 < %,

o [td—l—a . <|11_;€t0)d‘1‘“] . ae(0.d\{d—1},
—(d—l)ln<m>, a=d—1.

1—e€g

gEO,Q(t) =

Evidently, ge,q(t) is C* on [ﬁ, 1)u(1, %] Also at t = 1, we always have lim;_,1_( gey,a(t) =
limy 110 geg,a(t). Thus an elementary computation on g/ ,(t) verifies that for all a € (0,d) and
€0 € (0,1/4], gey,o first monotonically increases and then monotonically decreases with respect to

t € [52—, X]. In particular,

2—€0’ €0
. . 2 1
inf 960706@) = I 4 Jep,ax 3 ) Jeo, o % Zd,a,ﬁo L.
te[z 1 ] €0

§’260

The last inequality comes easily from the integral representation (2.9). And that complete the
proof of (2.10) and this proposition. O
Finally, we recall some useful functional identities for solutions of Choquard equations.

Proposition 2.4 (Functional Identities, [27, Proposition 3.1]). Let u € H'(R?) be a solution of
(Choquard) with parameters (d, o, p) satisfying (1.4). Then

IValle + lalls = [ (17« [ap) [uPdo (2.11)
d—2 d 2d —
IVl + Glule = 22 [ (17 ) e (2.12)
In particular,
pd — (2d — «) a
IVl =PI [ e o) e (2.13)
D Rd

) _(@d-0)-pd-2) [ .

Julz = 242202 [ (1 ) s (2.14)

9



The last two inequalities follow directly from the first two, which are derived by taking inner
product of (Choquard) with v and = - Vu respectively. Theorem 1.1(2) ensures enough smoothness
to do integration by parts. We mention that (2.12) is usually called Pohozaev identity. During the
proof of Theorem 1.5, we will also derive and utilize a localized version of them ((4.26) and (4.27)).

An immediate corollary is the following lower bound of H' norm.

Corollary 2.5. Let u € H'(R?) be a solution of (Choquard) with parameters (d,c,p) satisfying
(1.4). In addition, suppose u is not zero. Then

l[ull i1 () Zd,ap 1 (2.15)
where the constant depends continuously on (c,p).

Proof. By Holder inequality, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and Sobolev embedding, whose
constants depend on the index continuously, we see

— — 2 2
/Rd (I 17 ul?) JulPda < (|1 17 [ulP[| 22 [1ulPll, 2ame Saap (6l 20 Sdap lullzn

o L2d—a

d
where we used (1.4) to check that H! — L3 . Also from (2.11) and p > 1, we have

2
lullFr Saop llullz

which confirms the lower bound if u is not identically zero. O

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR THE MODEL CASE

In this subsection, we prove the a priori bound Theorem 1.7 for (Model) with p € (1,00) if
d=1,2,pe (1,&2)if d > 3.

By moving plane method [16], one can show that any H! positive solution of (Model) will be
radially decreasing around some fixed point. So again we only need to prove that bound for positive,
radially decreasing solution u. Also we know wu is Schwartz from a standard iterative argument to
improve the regularity (see for example [35, Proposition B.7]), which enables us to freely taking
derivatives and integrating by parts.

Step 1. A priori nonlinear eigenfunction estimate

We fix d and arbitrarily take a py = po(d) within the range above. Then we take a Schwartz,
positive, radially decreasing solution? @ of (Model). That is,

~AQ+Q—-QP™ =0 inR%
Using the equation of ) and u, we have

/upQ - /(—A+ 1DuQ = /u(—A+1)Q - /quo (3.1)

Fix Cy := 2HQ”1£000—17 we have

G [ug=[ L cw@s[ g
{zu(z)<cP 11 :(::u(:(:)>C()7’71 }

0

g/uPQJrC(?Ll/Q:/UQ”“rCS’Ll/Q

S% uQ+C(§’_1/Q.

4For example, we may take a minimizer of the corresponding Weinstein functional (see [39] or [35, Appendix B]).
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Thus )
Jue <268 1Rl Sap 1. (32)
With (3.1), we also obtain
[wa<ci IRl Sut (3.3
Step 2. Exponential decay far away

Since u is radially decreasing and positive, we denote ry with A € (0,u(0)) to be

ry = inf{r > 0:u(r) <A} (3.4)
Consider )
fo = (20) 7T ~p 1, (3.5)
and )
Ry := max{rs,,d2}. (3.6)

Then for any r > R > Ry, we will characterize the exponential decay of u(r) and —0,u(r) related
to R.

For r > 5., u(r)P~* < (2p)~! and hence

1
<—A+Z>u: <—Z+up—1>u§0
r—B(d)e—%

We take v(r) := o —#u(R), where B(d) =0 for d = 1,2 and B(d) = 45+ for d > 3. It satisfies
5@ -1

(—A + %) v > 0 and v(R) = u(R). The classical comparison theorem for v and v on Bf, implies an
upper bound of u

1)< o) = (), 2R R (37)

u(r) <v(r) = ———xu(R), r>R=> Ry .
= R 5 ’
Similarly, the positivity of u implies
(—A+1Du=uP >0.
And we compare u on Bf, with a multiple of = De=" where v(d) = % for d <3 and y(d) = d—2
for d > 4 to ensure (—A + 1)(r~7@e=") < 0. It results in a lower bound
T_V(d)e_r

U2 g e

u(R), r>R>Ry. (3.8)
Taking 0, on the original elliptic equation (Model) and using the radial symmetry of u, we get
d—1

From the definition of Ry, we have 1 + % —puP~t e (%, 2) for r > Ry. So non-negativity of —0,u
and similar comparison argument infers the following bounds,

r=(d) =%
—0ru(r) < W(—GTU)(R), r > R > Ry, (3.10)
r—w(d)e—2r
—0pu(r) > W(—&u)(}z), r > R > Ry. (3.11)
Integrate (3.11) from R to +oo and use Lemma A.1,
u(R) = [ (o)) 24 (<00)(R), (312)

11



Step 3. Controlling 75,.

In this step, our goal is to prove an a priori bound for rs5,. Namely, there exists some R(p,d) > 0
(continuously depending on p) such that

rs, < R(p,d). (3.13)
This part is essential for dealing with the unbounded domain.

Without loss of generality, we assume rs, > d? so that Ry = rs, as (3.6). The exponential decay
bounds (3.7), (3.8), (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12) in Step 2 hold for r > rs,. In particular,

—0ru(rsy) Sau(rs,) = 6o ~p 1.
From the upper bounds (3.7), (3.10), Lemma A.1 and radially decreasing of u, we have

lullZ2(s,, ) Zdp 75 (3.14)
d—

HUH%?(Bg%) Sdp T'so " (3.15)

IVulZegs, ) Sao s, - (3.16)

Similar as Proposition 2.4 for the Choquard equation, we get functional identities via inner
product (Model) respectively with u

1
190l gty + 2y — Nl oy =0

and x - Vu (Pohozaev identity)

d—2 d
?”VUHLZ ]Rd) Hu||L2(Rd) - m”uni—;il(ﬂgd) =0.
Eliminating the last term, we find
dip—1
IVullze@ = G 2§ - p(c)z —gyllulzae ~ap lulzz g (3.17)

Now we can find an R; = Ri(d,p) > 1 depending on constants in (3.14)-(3.17), such that if
5o = &1, then

100Vl ) < IVl ~ap [l gy < 5llel3ca,, )
0

Thus the main contribution to H! norm comes from Bré .

HVUH%?(BT(S = 10HVUIIL2(Rd Zap Th (3.18)

However, we claim that the following two estimates in the connecting region B, 5 \B; and the center
region B hold.

||VUH%2(BT50\31) Sdp T ?0 " (3.19)
IVulZ2p,) Sap 1- (3.20)

These three estimates imply an a priori bound Ry(d,p) for rs, depending on (d,p), and take
R(d,p) := max{d"/? Ry(d,p), Ra(d,p)}, we get the bound (3.13) and finish this step. Next we
prove these two estimates (3.19) and (3.20). For simplicity, we denote

y(r) := —0ru(r).

Step 3(a). Upper bound for H! norm in the connecting region B% \ By

12



From the a priori bound (3.2) in Step 1 and radially decreasing property of u, we have

u S0 [ 05iQW) [ s [ w@gapn (3.21)
B B1 B
which implies

[ wrar =y Sap 1. (322)
We will see that this implies

y(r) Sap L, Vre[l,7s]. (3.23)
from the ODE evolution. Indeed, (Model) and (3.21) indicate that there exists C1(d,p) such that

d—1
y'(r) + ——y(r)| = [u(r) = w?(r)| < C1(d,p), 7 €[1,00).

Since (r?ly) = ri=1(y + d;rly), we integrate this inequality from 7 to r > 7 > 1 to get

) =) < [ s enps = SO0 < e p e - et
and thus
<;> —Cy(d,p)(r—7), r>7>1. (3.24)
So if for some 7 > 1 we have y(7) > 2dCl(d p), then for r € [F, 7 + 1],
y(r) > 27 Vy(F) — Ci(d,p) > 27 (7),
and
00 741
[ vtz [y = 2y, (3.25)
1 G

(3.22) and (3.25) confirm (3.23).
(3.19) follows immediately the L([1,7s,]) bound (3.22) and L>([1,75,]) bound (3.23):

7”50 7”50
2 2 .d—1 d—1 d—1
nvmuqaﬁ\&>~dﬁf y(r)?r Wﬁé%ol/ meT< sup yoo>:wmr%

1 re [1,7”50}

Step 3(b). Upper bound for H! norm in the center region B;

Let a := w(1) and v(r) := wu(r) — a, then v is a radially decreasing, positive solution for the
following elliptic problem on Bj:

(3.26)

Av+gp(via) =0 in By,
v=0 on 0B,

where g,(v;a) == —(v+a) + (v + a)P. According to (3.21) and (3.23), a = u(1), —0,u(1) are both
bounded from above. So we can directly apply the method of [10], using subcriticality to verify
(3.20).

Denote

v v+ a 2—a2 v ap"l‘l_ap-‘rl
i [ (S5 s
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We still multiply this elliptic equation with v and x - Vv respectively and integrate within B; to
get

IVoll22g,) = [ vgp(v;a)de =0 (3.27)
B1) "~ [,
1

—(d—2)||Vv||%2(Bl)+2d/ G, (v; a)da :2/ Vo(z)|2dS (3.28)
By

OB,

Eliminating HVUH2L2( By We get

2d | Gp(via)dx — (d —2) /

vgp(v;a)dr = 2/ |Vo(z)?dS Sap 1 (3.29)
B1 Bl

op,
Note that for d > 3, p < d+2 Comparing the highest order term of v for G (v;a) and vgy(v;a),

it’'s easy to see that there ex1sts tqp > 1 (continuously depending on p) such that for every
0<a=u(l) Sqplas(3.21) and t > tg4,,

d p+1
- - t. _ t . >
(d—2+ 2 >Gp(aa) gp(t7a)_0,
1
tia) > — P+ )
Gy(t;a) > 5o D) (3.30)
Thus (3.29) implies
dt2 _
/ HTUerl(x)dx +/ 2dGp(v;a) — (d — 2)vgp(v;a)de Sqp 1
Bin{z:w(z)>tq,p} 4@ Bin{zw(z)<tap}
Then immediately we have
||U||pp+1(Bl) Sd,p 1 (331)

for d > 3. If d = 1,2, then (3.28) directly implies

Gp(v;a)dr Sqp 1.
By
So we similarly take a ¢4, such that (3.30) holds for all a Sg,, 1 as (3.21) and ¢ > t4,,. This implies
(3.31) for d =1, 2.

Now from (3.21), (3.27) and the form of g,(v;a), we get (3.20)

HVUH%?(Bl) = ||Vv||iz(31) = /B vgp(via)de Sqp 1+ ||v||Lp+1 (By) Sdp 1

1

This concludes Step 3.
Step 4. Concluding the proof.

Using the a priori bound for 75, (3.13) in Step 3, we estimate ||u||z2(pe and ||ullz2(p

R(d, )) R(d ))

respectively.
On the exterior region Bf%( ap) e have exponential decay in Step 2 since Ry = max{rs,, d%} <
R(d,p). Thus by taking R = R(d,p) and integrate (3.7) with Lemma A.1, we see

”UH%Z(B;MW)) Sap R(d, P) - Sap 1. (3.32)
For the interior region B R(d p)» We try to use the argument of Step 3(b). First we bound the

boundary values w(R(d,p)) Sap 1 and —0,u(R(d,p)) Sap 1 from (3.2) and (3.12) respectively.
14



Thereafter we can define v := u — u(R(d,p)) and use exactly the same argument as Step 3(b) to
get

[0l o1 (B, Sdp 1
Finally,

[SI1s%

p)

) 1) 4 VR(d,p)% <ap 1. (3.33)

Nl 2y S 1022 (B ) + a(R(, D) R
1
2

Sd HUHLPJFI(BR(dyp))R( 7p

Combine (3.32) and (3.33), we get the L? bound and therefore the H' bound via (3.17).

4. A PRIORI ESTIMATES FOR THE CHOQUARD EQUATION

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.5, the a priori estimates for radially decreasing positive
solutions of (Choquard). The whole proof follows a similar framework, but differs in many ways
due to the nonlinearity’s nonlocal dependence on u. We define

Haoplu)(z) = (|- |7 [ulP) (2) [ulP 7> (2). (4.1)
For simplicity, we refer to it as H[u](xz) or even H(z) if no ambiguity occurs. From Proposition
2.2, H[u], as a function of z, is positive and radially strictly decreasing. So we also define sy by

Hlu](sx) = A (4.2)
when X\ € (0, H[u](0)) and sy = 0 when A > F[u](0).
Step 1. A priori nonlinear eigenfunction estimate
We pick the same Schwartz, positive, radially decreasing () satisfying
~AQ+Q — QP =g
as in Step 1. of §3. Then we have

/H JuQ = / (A +1)uQ = / (“A+1)Q = /QPO (4.3)

Similarly, we define Cp := 2Q(0)P°~!, and

CQ/UQ :/ C()UQ—F/ Cou@
H<Cy H>Cy

< CQUQ+/HUQ:

B
¢

C’ouQ—l—/quo
0 Bty

<[ cuo+ %/u@

B,
/B uQS/BC (e (4.4)

#Co SCO

0
So we have

Using the monotonicity of v this implies

u(scy) | QS/B

This indicates an a priori bound for s¢, depending merely on d: there exists Ry(d) such that

o S Ry (4.5)
15
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Step 2. Exponential decay far away.

This step resembles the one in §3 very much. We take
1 1
4.
dp = mln{2 50 1)} (4.6)

Ry := max{ss,, d%} (4.7)
Then for » > R > Ry, using the equation (Choquard)

and

1
(—A 4+ 1)u = Hlu]u € (0, iu)
we get decay estimates from below and above by the classical elliptic comparison theorem
T_V(d)e_r
u(r) > WU(R)’ r > R > Ry. (4.8)
R—ﬁ(d)e_?
where
0 d=1,2 a2l d=1,2
— ) <y — 2
Taking 0, on (Choquard), we find
(—A +1 (p— 1)H> (=) = =0, (| - |7 * |ul?) uP™1 > 0. (4.10)

The non-negativity of the right hand side follows Proposition 2.2. So we get a lower bound of —d,u
r—(d) e~ 2r

_87»'&(7’) 2 W

(=9u)(R), >R > Ry, (4.11)
Again, integrate this lower bound (4.11) from R to +oo with Lemma A.1, we get

oo

u(R) = / (=0ru)(r)dr Z4 (—0yu)(R). (4.12)

R
This also implies an exponential decay of —d,u(r)
_B(d) e_%
R
2

-0
hu(r) Sa BB o

w(R), r=RZ= Ry, (4.13)

Step 3. Controlling s;,.

We want to obtain an an a priori bound for s5,. Namely, there exists some R(d,a,p) ~gap 1
(continuously depending on («, p)) such that

s5o < R(d, o, p). (4.14)

This time, we discuss the evolution of u and H [u] more carefully and utilize the structure of H[u].
First we derive pointwise control of w on a large interval via information from H[u]. Then on such
interval, the value of u implies a non-trivial change in H{[u], which finally indicates a large variation
in the evolution of u. This contradicts with the previous pointwise bound when ss, is too large.

Step 3(a). Pointwise bound of u on a large interval.
16




Firstly, we may assume s5, > max{R;(d),d"/?} from (4.5). Next, apply (2.1), we see

So=H ~ 2 (o [ ur(s)stlds 4 [ ur(s)st s |
0 = Hlul(ss,) ~aa ulsa) > (s50 [ wP(s)s* s+ [ uP(s)stods
0

8(50

Also note that from the monotonicity of u, exponential decay (4.9) and Lemma A.1 those two terms
on the right hand side have different order of s,

S5
sgoa/o ’ uP(s)sTtds > up(350)sgl()_°‘, (4.15)
o
/ uP(5)sT 1 %s Sgop uP (SgO)Sgl a-l, (4.16)
S50

So we have an Ry = Ra(d, o, p) and C = C1(d, a, p), such that when ss, > Ra, (4.15) dominates
and thus

S5,
u(sao)p_2sg0°‘/ ’ uP(s)s?lds > Cy. (4.17)
0

In this step, we assume s5, > max{Rz(d, o, p), Ri(d), d'/?} later on.
Recall from Step 1 that s¢, < Ri. We apply (2.1) to see for every r > Ry > s¢,,

Cold) 2 HIul(r) Zaay ur) > [ (o)t s 2y ulr P20,
0
Hence there exists Cy = Cy(d, a,p) and C3 = C5(d, a, p), such that
< Cor™ de 2. Vr > Ry, (4.18)

Rlp 2R / s4= 1d$<C3

Take M € [1, %)] to be specified later, we have

s s

i o
Y
0

50

R _92
uP(s)s%Lds < u(Ry)P~2 / uP(s)s"™ 1ds+u(350)” / Yo (s)sh ds
0 M R1

Ss %p_z 51%) _d—a NP
sacla() T[] (@) e

1

-1
2p—2 (d—a)p <560>O‘
- _ 560 4.1
where we used p > 2 > 2d;a, so that —mp +d = W > 0. Now take M(d,a,p) :=

2p—2
then (4.17) and (4.19) imply

1
-1\ «
(40 o 2( M) > and Ry(d, a, p) := max{R; M, (4C;C3)a }. If s5, > max { Ry, Ry, Ry, d"/2},

S5 55 1

/56 ’ u?P72(s)s4  ds > uP2(s5,) /85 ’ uP(s)s4 1ds > §C135°‘0. (4.20)
0] 0
M M

Combining this integral lower bound with the pointwise upper bound (4.18), we get a pointwise
lower bound on a large subset of [M ~!ss,, s5,]: there exists an p(d, o, p) € (0,1) and Cy(d, o, p) > 0,
such that

d—a
{r € [Mtss,, 85,) + u(r) > C’47‘_2Pj}‘ > USs,-
17



From the monotonicity of u, we have

d—o

w(r) ~dap 35_02”—72, re [M_1$50, (M~ + 1) Ss,]- (4.21)
We denote [Ty, T3] := [M~tss,, (M~ + u)ss,], and stress that

T — TO ~d,a,p S8p-

Step 3(b). Non-trivial evolution of H[u].

Next, we discuss the evolution of v and H[u] on this region to arrive at an estimate of ss,. Denote
y(r) :== —0pu(r). Since (r*1y) = rd=1(y’ + ¢=1y), we multiply 7*~! and integrate (Choquard) to
get

rd Yy (rg) — rd=ty(ry) = /T2 (H[u](s) — D) u(s)s¥tds, 0<r <y (4.22)
For r € [Ty, T1], we apply (2.4) with ey ::711(4M)_1 and the exponential decay (4.9) to get
) (1) 2 |10 (3] = @b e 2, T
Thus for any r € [Ty, %], we have
Hlu|(r) — H[ul (7“ + %)

= a2 (r) (|- |7 %) (r) —uP ™2 <7"+ gl _T0> (|- 17 % uP) <r—|— a _T0>

8 8
> 20 (17w a) )= (117w w) (r P )
r—+ TlfTO
-2 8 d —a
> P mq/ L) (s)ds
, ds
53 (0-2) “ st pprd-l-a

2d7a7p 850 (Tl - T0)850 Nd,a7p 1
To be more specific, there exists an d1(d, o, p) > 0 such that

To + 7T

! (4.24)

T —1T;
H(T)_H<T+%> 2617 TG[T07

Step 3(c). Large evolution of wu.

Now we divide into two cases with respect to the position of si, namely F'(s;) = 1, and derive
an a priori bound of s, in each case.

Case 1. sy < TotTn,
(4.24) implies that for r > 3104571

Ty —1To

<mm§HQ— >—&3H@ywﬁﬂ—&

The evolution estimate (4.22) then indicates a lower bound for y(r) with 11 =r € [73T0*8‘5T1 , —TO*le]
and ro = T7:

i —(d—1)+1— 52 4 d—1 1— doa
y(r) > T—(d—l)/ (1— H(s))u(s)sd_lds > 360( =56 = 550 261

r
18



So we integrate it to get

Tp+3T,
4

3Ty + 517 2—%
! <T> = /3T0+5T1 y(r)dr Za.ap 560 .
s

This implies a bound s, < R4(d, o, p) from (4.18).

Case 2. s1 > %

To+T 5T0+3T1
2 T07 8 ]

Conversely, we focus on the interval [T, | in this case. For r € |

)

Ty — 1Ty

H(T)2H<7’+ >+512H(81)+51:1+(51,

And for r € [%, %], we take r1 = Tp, ro = r and apply (4.22)

" —(d=1)+1—5=2 441 1—_d—a_
y(r) > T—(d—l)/ (H(s) _ 1)U(s)sd_1ds Zd,a,p 360( ) 2(p—1) = s5, 2(p-1)
To
Similarly, we integrate that on [%, %] to get a lower bound of u (?’T‘)Si%STl) Combining

with (4.18), this provides us with a bound s5, < R)(d, o, p).
So now we can conclude this step by taking R(d, a,p) := max{d%,Rl, Ry, R3, Ry, R} in (4.14).
Step 4. A priori L? bound.

In this step, we derive an a priori bound of L?(R?) norm
||uHL2(Rd) Sd,a,p 1 (425)

with its constant depending continuously on (a,p). We control [lul|r2(pg ) and [lul|r2(p,,) respec-
tively with R from (4.14).

The control on exterior region follows directly from the exponential decay (4.9) and the pointwise
control (4.18). Moreover, from (4.12), we also get —0,u(2R) Sq w(2R) Sgap 1-

Regarding the interior region Bapr, we use the local argument similar to Step 3(b) in §3 (originated
in [10]), but more involved due to the essentially nonlocal nature of the nonlinearity H[u).

Remark 4.1. The structure of Hlu| (specifically, (2.1)) also implies a simple way to obtain the
desired bound when p = 2. Indeed,

6o > H[u](2R) = (| - |~ * u*)(2R) Zaa B~ w?dr ~gap [0l72(p, -

Baopr

However, this argument does not work for p > 2 due to the lack of lower bound of u(2R). Our
following argument solves this problem and presents a uniform control for p > 2 as well.

Denote a := u(2R). We first claim the following two functional identities (the local version of
(2.11) and (2.12))

/ (IVul® +u* = HluJu?) dz = 1 (4.26)
Bar

d—2 d 2d —
/ <——]Vu\2 — §u2 + aH[u]u2> de =111 + I, + 113 (4.27)
Bagr



where

I=a / Orudo,
0Bar

I =2R <—]Vu\2 + —Huju” — —a2> do
11, = —g/ / |z — y|”%uP (y)uP (z)dydx
2p Bar 5R

II; = g/ / |lx — y|_aup(y)up(x)wdyd$
P JByg JBs, |z —y|

Indeed, (4.26) and (4.27) come from multiplying (Choquard) with u and z - Vu respectively, inte-
grating on Bsp and using integration by parts. The only tricky point is to apply the symmetry

—QuP (NP (x — > = ay, (y—z)-y -
/Bm/Bmu—m W ) _y|2 ~ dyd /B/B — o @) =y

5[ [ s @y
2 Bogr J/ Bar
to derive (4.27).

Next, we claim that right hand sides of (4.26) and (4.27) are bounded for our w.
Claim.

|+ [TIy] + [T o] + |1 13] Saap 1- (4.28)

We postpone its proof and see how this implies the L?(Bsg) bound. Eliminating |Vu|? in (4.26)
and (4.27), we get from the claim that

2d —a—p(d—2
/ [ a—pld=2) gy 1] w?dz| Sgapl (4.29)
Bar 2p
Note that 2d — a — p(d — 2) > 0 follows from (1.4). Take A := ﬁ’;(d%. If s4 > 2R, (4.29)

yields the desired L? bound on Bag. So we consider s4 € [0,2R), in which case (4.29) indicates
/ u?dr Sgop 1 (4.30)
B,
We further discuss u(s) to control L? norm on Bag\Bs ,
e If u(sy) <1, then

/ w?dx < / dr Sqap 1
Bar\Bs 4 Bap\Bs 4

o If u(sa) > 1, then the argument of Remark 4.1 works.

A= (-7 uP)(sa)uP 2 (s4) 2 (|| % uP)(s4)

e 2R
Zd.a 320‘/ uPs?1ds +/ uPs?17(ds
0 SA

> QR [ ads i [0l ) i 1053 1
R
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These discussions and (4.30) imply (4.25).

To end this step, we now prove the claim. I and Iy are bounded from the pointwise bound of
u(2R) (by (4.18)), —0,u(2R) (by (4.13)) and H[u](2R) < H|ul(ss,) < do. For I, we first check

sup / Py)le —y"*dy < sup / Cy)le -y dy + / ()l — " dy
x€Bap J BS t€Bap J B, Byr\B2r (4.31)
> g T™N\NTY -1 2 '
So [t (5) R R) [ el S L
4R 2 Bsr

where the last inequality follows the exponential decay (4.9) and o < d. This yields

o
11| < %u” 2(2R) / Sdap 1

Bar

P (x)da [ sup /B W2 (y)]z — y|~*dy

rEBoR gR

where we also apply (2.1) to obtain uP~2(2R) fBzR uP(z)dr g0 RYH[ul(2R) < RY0p.

Finally, we will control I13. We integrate by parts to avoid the weight |2 — y|~*~! which is not
integrable when o« > d — 1

d
Pl =3 / v () / Byl — |~ (y)dyda
i=1 Y B2r Big

d
=3 [ ) [ [0 (=0l 00) ~ e =l 0 (2] dyis
d
> [, me [ e e dods

wm”(fﬂ)/ |z =y~ (y)Oyu(y)dyda := IT31 + Iz
BC

i=1 7 B2r 2R
where e; is the i-th vector of the standard basis.
Similar as (4.31), with the exponential decay of —0,u from (4.13), we have
s [ o= 0 V) Saap (432)
Then
[ I32| Sdap 1

follows in the same way as controlling Il5. And Il3; comes as

/ up(x)/ |z —y|”*uP(2R)dodx + / uP(z) / |z — y|"*uP (2R)dodx
Br 0Bar Bar\Br 0BsR

< 2R [ /B @R CR) / do + uP(R)u? (2R) /B llods /a N da}

Saap Hlul(R)u* (2R) + uP (R)uP (2R) Saap 1.

13| < 2dR

This finishes the proof of that claim and this step.
Step 5. Concluding the proof.

In this final step, we use the L? a priori bound (4.25) to verify (1.7) and (1.8).
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The L? bound implies an H' bound immediately from Proposition 2.4. Then for given r € (1, 00),
we apply the proof of [27, Proposition 4.1], the classic bootstrap method for semilinear elliptic
problems plus the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality to improve the regularity of solutions. The
H' bound therefore implies a W?" bound (1.7) after finite times of bootstrap iterations. The
uniformity of («,p,r) in (1.7) comes from the uniformity of constants in the Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev inequality and the elliptic estimates in every iteration.

As for (1.8), we use Sobolev embedding to get a C*(R?) bound from (1.7). Then we get pointwise
bound of u(R) from (4.18) and (4.14), and thus obtain exponential decay of u(r), |Vu(r)| = —0,u(r)
when r > R(d, a,p) from (4.9) and (4.13). These two facts yield (1.8) and finish the whole proof
of Theorem 1.5.

5. NON-DEGENERACY AND UNIQUENESS

In this section, we prove the non-degeneracy and uniqueness of positive solution for (a,p) €
[d—2—0,d—2+0] x [2,24 ] with d € {3,4,5}, 6 < 1. The starting point will be non-degeneracy
and uniqueness for the Newtonian case («,p) = (d — 2,2) with d € {3,4,5}. We refer the reader
to [9] for non-degeneracy and [2, Appendix A| for uniqueness, also to [21,22] for the original proof
for d = 3.

5.1. Compactness analysis. As a preparation, we first establish the following compactness result
for radial positive solutions. It makes use of the a priori bound Theorem 1.5.

Proposition 5.1. Let d € {3,4,5}, there exists § > 0 such that the following holds. For any
sequence {(an,pn)} C[d—2—0,d —2+ 6] x [2,2+ 6] with (o, pn) — (d —2,2) when n — oo, and
Qn be an H' radial positive solution for (Choquard) with parameters (d,cu,,pn). Then

Qn — Qo in H'(RY) N L®(R%)
where Qo is the unique radial positive solution for (d,a,p) = (d,d —2,2).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for any sequence {Q,,} as above, we can find subsequence @Q,, — Qo
in H! and L*°. Before starting, we take J small enough such that (c,,p,) satisfies (1.4).

Step 1. Bounds and convergences.

Theorem 1.5 and the range of (a,,p,) indicate a uniform upper bound

1@Qnllgr + 1@nllLe Sas 1- (5.1)

Note that [% 3] C (2,24 for d € {3 4,5}. Thus by the compact embedding H' ,(R?) — LI (R%)
24

) d—2 rad
for g € (2, 7%), there exist @ € H ,(R?) and a subsequence (still denoted by {Q,}) such that

rad
Q,—Q inH Qn—Q inLs NI (5.2)

A further subsequence (still denoted by {Q,}) implies almost everywhere convergence

Qn— Q ae. (5.3)

With these bounds and convergences, we claim the following convergence.

Claim. For any uniformly bounded Ld% functions {¢n} and ¢ with ¢, — ¢ in Ld%, we have

/ (|79 + Q) @b~ 1<z5nda:—>/ —d-2) *Q2> Qoda (5.4)
R4
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Step 2. End of the proof with the claim.

Postponing the proof of (5.4) to Step 3, we finish the proof of this proposition with that con-
vergence. Firstly, for any ¢ € H'(R?), we take ¢, = ¢ for all n € N and use (5.2) and (5.4),
then

| [ve-vo+o— (-1 < @*) @¢] ar

= lim [ [VQu-Vé+Qué— (-7 Qi) Q] dz = 0.

n—o0 R

Hence @ is an H' radial solution of (Choquard) with (d,a, p) = (d,d — 2,2).Taking ¢, := Q,, —

Q =:¢in Ld4_+d2, which follows (5.2) and that % < d4—f2 < 3 for d € {3,4,5}, we have

/Rd (]|~ + QP») Qbrda — /Rd (y md=2) Q2) Q*dx. (5.5)

Also by Corollary 2.5 and (2.11), for (ap,pn) € [d—2—9,d — 2+ §] x [2,2 + §], we have a uniform
lower bound

/d (I [7% % Q2) Qbrdx = ||Qu |7 Zas 1.
R

So the limit in (5.5) is nonzero and @ is nonzero. Notice that (5.3) ensures that @ is also non-
negative and, moreover, positive from the strong maximal principle. So far, we have verified @Q to
be a positive and radial H' solution for (Choquard) with (d, a,p) = (d,d — 2,2). Thus Q = Qg by
uniqueness.

Together with (2.13) , (2.14) and (v, pn) — (d — 2,2), we see

1Qullfz = 1Ql72,  IVQull7z — IVQI72.

Thus (5.2) can be improved to be strong H' convergence.

As for L*° convergence, we use similar strategy as in Step 5 of §4 to improve the regularity. Take
the difference of equations of @, and @y, we have

(A +1)(Qn — Qo) = (|- [T+ Qm)Qh» =" = (|- |7“" « Q) Q0. (5.6)

Using (C.26) in Lemma C.5 with ug = Qo, u = Qn, (a,p) = (n, pn), we get from ||Q, — Qollm1 =
on (1) that

I 170 Q)@ = (|- 1772« Q9)Qull | 20, = 0a(1).
Then since W2’%(Rd) < L°(R?) when d < 6, (5.6) implies
1Qn = Qolle Sa 1Qn = Qoll s, 24, Sall(- 17+ QENQE ™! = (|- 77+ QY)Qoll, 2, = on(1)
which is our desired L°° convergence.
Step 3. Proof of the claim.
Finally, we verify the claim. Decompose

Lo saman o |

(\ d2) Qi) Qdbda =T + 11+ 111
Rd

23



where

I

L0 = Qi) (@0 - Qo

II:

/Rd (117 * (@hr = Q%)) Qod,
17 = /Rd (017 =1 1792) « @?) Qoda.

Then we may restrict § to be smaller to estimate each term on the right hand side.
For I,

ne| [, e o) @ - Qo

F [ @) 0, - s

<17 Qe (108 = QU g I9ll g, + 1R sl — 91l ] -
Using Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,
7o Q2 s QI e, Sas 1Qullfs Sas 6.7
where 36[2(2171)%% = % + 05(1) so that we can take § small enough such that
2dp 11
—— € |—,3| VY(a,p)eld—2—-0,d—-2+0] x[2,244]. 5.8
e L B OUE o x (2,249 (5:5)
Also, we introduce 7' > 1 to estimate
”er)Ln_l - QHL% < Hszn_l - Qn”L#dz + ”Qn - Q“Ld4_4f2
2 n—1
<1027 1oy Qs+ (1QulP b 1@l ) 100 =€

From the L* bound (5.1) and almost everywhere convergence (5.3), the dominant convergence

implies that ||Q5" 2 — 1HL L = 0,(1) for fixed T'. We require ¢ sufficiently small such that
- T
dd(p—1) [11
—_— — v 2,249 .
et e [T wepe+a (5.9)
pn—1 _
o (5.2) ensures that sup, (H@nu i) o, ||QnuLd% B%)> = o7-se0(1). Thus
Q" ~Ql_sa, = 0n) (5.10)

Combining (5.7), (5.10) and assumption on ¢,,, we arrive at
1] = on(1).

For I1, by Holder inequality and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,

Pn 2
1] Sas 1@ ~ @I g, ||@\|Ld_+2||¢u Td
pn—1 __
< HQ Ld+2 Ld+2 %
We further require § < 1 such that
4d 11
—— € |—,3| Vae€l[d—2-06,d—2+4]. 5.11
5d — 6 — dou, [5} acl d=2+9] (5.11)
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(5.1) and (5.3) indicate [|Q|/z Zas 1, so we can prove ||QPr~1 — QHL#2 = On—oo(l) as before.
These estimates imply
11| = o,(1).

Regarding 111, we use dominant convergence. Obviously ((| e L. Q2) Q¢ — 0 almost
everywhere when n — co. Also, since

(7o =1 17972) 2 @2) Qo| < ((1- 174340 4+ 1 |7279) 4 Q?) Qlo,

and
|—d+245 | 2 < 2 <
L (1174220 @2) Qlolde Sas QI ga, 191, g, 191, s, Sas1

if

W 4d g (5.12)

5 T d+2F25 7 )
((] - 75240 |+ |79F279) % %) Q|¢| is a feasible dominant function to derive

|[I11] = 0,(1).

To conclude, if we take § small enough such that (5.8), (5.9), (5.11) and (5.12) hold, then the
claim is true and thus the proposition is proven. ]

5.2. Non-degeneracy. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.8. From Theorem 1.4 and the
translation-invariance of L, we only need to discuss radial positive solutions with («, p) close to
(d —2,2). We will denote a radial positive solution of (Choquard) with parameters (d,«,p) by
Qd,ap OF Qq,p if omitting d causes no trouble.”

To begin with, we decompose Ly 4, 4.q,p as (1.10) to be

Lyudap=—A+1— 0~ D)Vidap —PAudap (5.13)

where (omitting d for convenience %)
Vap =(| -7 * Jul?) a2, (5.14)
Auapl =( 7 (ulPug)) Jul ~u. (5.15)

In Appendix C, we discuss properties of these operators for varying (u,«,p): boundedness, com-
pactness and continuous dependence on (u,«,p). They lay the foundation for the perturbative
argument in proving Theorem 1.8 and Theorem 1.9.

Consider the kernel of Ly ,,. From the non-degeneracy of Choquard equation at (a,p) =
(d—2,2) for d € {3,4,5}, we have

Ker Ly g, o, = span{0;Qa—22}_, (5.16)
Also by differentiating (Choquard), we have
Ker Li gap 2 span {81-Qa7p}f:1 (5.17)

for any positive solution Qg p of (Choquard) with (a, p) satisfying (1.4). We will use an argument
of spectral perturbation to show the other side of (5.17)

dimKer Ly g,, <dimKerLy g, ,,=d (5.18)
when (o, p) close to (d — 2,2).
5We remark that our argument here does not require uniqueness of positive solutions for (a,p) # (d — 2, 2).

61 particular, for Qq,p, we may further simplify the notation to be Ly g, . Vo, , and Aq, ,-
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From Lemma C.4 and Q4_22 € W2"(R?) for r € (1,00), (=A + 1)"'Vg, ,, and (-A +
1)_1“4@%2,2 are compact operators on L?(R?) and thus L q.., is a compact perturbation of —A+1,
Oess(Lig Qap) = Oess(—A + 1) = [1,00). In particular, 0 is an isolated eigenvalue of Ly g, ,,. So
we can define the Riesz projection

1 -1
PO,Qd72,2 = 2mi %{;DT(L-l—,de,z —z) dz, (5.19)
where D, := {z € C: |z| <r} and r sufficiently small such that Im Py g, ,, = Ker Ly ¢, , .
Notice that

L+7Qa,p - L+7Qd72,2 =—(p— 1)(VQa,p - VQd72,2) - p(AQa,p - AQd72,2) —(p- 2)(VQ¢172,2 + AQd72,2)'

Lemma C.4, Lemma C.5 and the H! N L> approximation from Proposition 5.1 imply

HL+7Qa,p - L+7Qd72,2HL2—>L2 = 0(a,p)—>(d—2,2)(1)’ (520)

Thus for the r taken as above and d; < § small enough, we have

1(L4.Qup — 2) Hlresre < 20(LgQuss — 2) lzeore
when (o, p) € [d —2—61,d — 2+ 61] x [2,2+ 6] and thereafter

(Lt\Qu, —2) " — (L4,Qans — 2) Hlpesre = O(a,p)—(d—2,2)(1)-

So for such (a, p),
1

= _— L —2)7ld
o 8DT( +,Qda-2,2 Z) <

Po.qa,
is a bounded operator on L? and

”Pona,p - POde—2,2 ”L2—>L2 = O(a,p)—)(d—2,2)(1)‘

Note that Py g,_,, is a Fredholm operator as a finite-rank projection. Via the theory of perturbation
of Fredholm operators, there exists a do < §; such that (5.18) holds for (a,p) € [d —2 — d2,d — 2+
d2], x[2,2 + d2]. This and (5.17) concludes the proof of Theorem 1.8.

5.3. Uniqueness. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.9. We start with defining

Xg = L2 ,(RH N LY, (RY), de{3,4,5}. (5.21)

rad rad
Note that H?(R?) «— X, for such d.

Now we can state and prove a local uniqueness result.

Proposition 5.2. For d € {3,4,5}. Let Qq—22 be the unique radial positive solution for (a,p) =
(d—2,2) of (Choquard). Then there exist 1 > 0 and aC% map Q : [d—2—61,d—2+61] x[2,2461] —

X such that the following holds, where we denote Qqp = Q(c,p).

(1) Qa,p is an H' radial solution of (Choquard) with parameters (d,c,p).
(2) There exists e > 0 such that Q. is the unique H' radial solution of (Choquard) with parameters
(d, o, p) in the neighborhood {u € Xg : ||lu — Q4—22|lx, < €}. In particular, Qq—22 = Q4—2.2.

Proof. Ford € {3,4,5} and (d, o, p) satifying (1.4), it’s easy to see u is an H' solution of (Choquard)if
and only if u € Xy is a solution of

u—(—A+ 1)_1 [(\ ST ]u\p)\u]p_2u] =0. (5.22)
Define F': Xy x [d —2 —61,d — 2+ 1] X [2,2 4+ 61] — X by

F(u,a,p) = u— (=A+1)7H (] [T * [ul’)[ul"~u,
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where 97 is small enough and to be determined. First we require d; to be smaller than the § in
Lemma C.3, then I is well-defined, continuous and differentiable w.r.t. u, and

OuF (u,c,p) =1d — (A + 1) (p — WVaap + PAvapl = (A + 1) 4 yan (5.23)

is continuous at (Qq—22,d — 2,2). If 0,F(Qq-22,d — 2,2) is invertible in L(Xy), then these facts
enable us to apply the implicit function theorem Proposition B.1. The assertions (1) and (2) follow
directly from its conclusion and the above equivalence.

To conclude the proof, we check the invertibility of 0, F at (Q4—22,d—2,2). Again from Lemma
C.4 and regularity of Qq—22, (—A + 1)_1VQd—2,2 and (—A+ 1)_1AQd—2,2 are compact operators on
L3(RY) and L'°(R?) respectively, and thus also compact on Xy. This indicates that 9, F(Q4_2.2,d—

2,2) is a Fredholm operator on X4 by (5.23). On the other hand, non-degeneracy of Ly g, ,,
indicates that

Ker L+7Qd—2,2 ‘Lgad(Rd) = {0},

which implies that 0,F(Qg-22,d — 2,2) is injective on X;. Properties of Fredholm operators show
that 0, F(Q4—22,d — 2,2) is also bijective and therefore has a bounded inverse. That finishes the
proof. O

Now we are in place to prove Theorem 1.9.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. From Theorem 1.4, we only need to show the uniqueness of the H' radial
positive solution. Given d € {3,4,5}, take ¢; and € as in Proposition 5.2. Proposition 5.1 indicates
that there exists do > 0 such that any H' radial positive solution Q,, for (Choquard) with
parameters (a,p) € [d — 2 — da,d — 2 + 0] X [2,2 + o] satisfying

Qap — Qi—22|Ix < e (5.24)

Now taking 6 = min{dy, da}, for every (o, p) € [d—2—0,d—2+3]x[2,2+6], Theorem 1.1 (1) indicates
that there exists an H! radial positive solution Q,, satisfying (5.24), which, by Proposition 5.2,
must equal to Qa,p and be unique in this neighborhood. Since Proposition 5.1 also guarantees the
non-existence of H' radial positive solutions outside this neighborhood, Qa,p is exactly the unique
H' radial positive solution for (Choquard). O
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APPENDIX A. A COMPUTATIONAL LEMMA

We derive the following lemma estimating the integration of exponential function multiplied by
a polynomial.

Lemma A.1. Fora €R, 5> % and R > 1, we define

I(R;o, B) := / e Prdr. (A1)
R
Then we have
I(R; 0, B) ~a,p R_ae_BR, (A.2)

and the constant can be taken uniformly for (o, B) in a compact subset of R x [%, 00).
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Proof. By changing of variables ¢ := fr,
I(R:a, B) = / (B~'r) e dt = BT I(BR; o 1).
BR
Thus we only need to prove (A.2) for 5 =1and R > %

The upper bound for o > 0 comes easily as
o
I(R;a,1) < R_a/ e "dr = R~ .
R

Similarly, the lower bound for v < 0 holds.
As for the lower bound for a > 0, it’s a classical result for & = n € N (refer to [, 5.1.19])
1 1 1
. > —R p—n+1 > —ne—R > — = R
I(R;n,1) > e 'R R+n_2n+1R e, R_2,n 1,2,3

And for the interrange case a € (n — 1,n) with n € N,

R F,

o / "= 9% +13

Finally, we check the upper bound for a < 0 case. Using integration by parts
I(R;o,1) = R % B —al(R;a +1,1), a#0,

I(R; o, 1) with —av € (n — 1,n] can be bounded within n times of iterations

I(R;a,1) = R™¢ _R+Z H —a—1+j)| RokeE
k=1 | j=1
+ [ [[(e=1+5)| I(R;a+n,1)
j=1
<o R B

~Q

The final inequality utilizes the upper bound for a@ > 0 case and R > % O

APPENDIX B. A REFINED IMPLICIT FUNCTION THEOREM

We carefully check the proof of the classical implicit function theorem in Banach space (see for
example [, Theorem 1.2.1]) to slightly relax the C'' condition to C' at one point. It will be used
in proving Proposition 5.2. In this subsection, we use B, (), B,.(z) to denote open and closed balls
respectively in general Banach spaces.

Proposition B.1. Let X,Y,Z be Banach spaces, U C X XY be an open set. Suppose that
[ € C(U,Z2) is differentiable w.r.t. y. For a point (zo,y0) € U, if fy : U — L(Y, Z) is continuous
at (o, yo0) and

f(x0,%0) =0,
fy (o, mo) € L(Z,Y),
then there exist r,r1 > 0 and a C° map u : B,(x0) — By, (yo), such that

Br($0) X Brl (yO) C U,

u(z0) = Yo, B
flz,u(x)) =0 VY z e By(xg),
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Furthermore, if f(x,y) =0 for some (x,y) € B,(z0) x By, (y0), then y = u(z).

Proof. Consider
9(z,y) = f, (z0,90) o f(x + 20,y + o).

We look for the solution y = u(z) € B,,(0) of g(z,y) = 0 for z € B,(0), with r,7; small enough
and determined later. Define

R(x7y) =Y - g(x,y),
and then we will check that R(z,-) for € B,(0) is a contraction mapping on B, (0).
Firstly, for any = € B,.(0) and y1,y2 € B, (0), we have

|R(z,y1) — R(z,y2)lly = llyr — y2 — [9(z, y1) — g(@, y2)] Iy

1
S/ lidy — f; " (z0,50) © fy(z + mo, tyr + (L = t)y2 + yo) |l Livy)dt - lyr — v2lly
0

From the continuity of f, at (xo, o), there exist r,r; < 1 such that for (z,y) € B, (z0) X By, (yo) C
U,

1, . _
1y (x9) = Fy(xo,90)lviz) < 511Fy " (20, 90) I v
This leads to

1
1Bz, 31) = B(z, y2)lly < 5llyr — wally- (B.1)

Secondly, we verify R(x,-) : By, (0) — By, (0). Indeed, note that
IRz, y)lly < [[R(x,0)[ly + [[R(z,y) — R(z,0)]ly
_ 1
< 1f; @o, yo)ll Lz vy ILf (= + o, yo) ||z + §H?JHY-

Using continuity of f, we shrink r further to guarantee

1 — _
sup ||f($ + $07y0)HZ < Eny 1($07y0)”L(127y)7
z€B,(0)

which leads to R(z,y) < 7 for (z,y) € B,(0) x By, (0).

Thus R is a contraction and for all x € B,(0), there exists a unique y € B, (0) satisfying
g(z,y) = 0, namely f(z+xo, y+yo) = 0. We denote by v(z) the solution y, and u(x) := v(z—x¢)+yo.

_ Finally we prove the continuity of w : B,(x9) — By, (yo), which is equivalent to that of v :
B(0) — B;,(0). Using (B.1), for z,2' € B,(0)

o) ~ vl = IR, u(w)) — R ula’)ly
< glo(@) — ola)lly + 1R, uw)) — RO u(w)ly-
So we obtain
Jo(z) — va)ly < 2 R(, u(w) ~ B u@))]y-

The continuity of R implies that of v. O
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APPENDIX C. PROPERTIES OF V, A AND REGULARITY OF F

In this section, we discuss boundedness, compactness and continuous dependence of linear opera-
tors Vi, g,a,p and Ay g,a,p- They are related to the linearized operator L g, , «,p for non-degeneracy
§5.2, the Xg-valued function F' in §5.3 and an improvement of regularity argument in §5.1. We
recall their definitions from §5.2:

Vidap =( 7% * [ufP)[ulP~2,
Audapé = 70 ([ulP~?ul)) [ulP~u.
For simplicity of notation, we denote the region of the («,p) we consider to be
Qus:=1[d—2-0,d—2+6] x[2,2+ ] (C.1)
with 6 < 1. Obviously («,p) € Qg4 satisfies (1.4).

One estimate (and its perturbation) will be frequently used

(- 172 % £gllze Sa IF1I, 24, llgll a- (C.2)

C.1. For u € X,. First we consider u € X4 := L2 ,(RY) N L0 (R?) for d € {3,4,5}.

rad

Lemma C.1. For d € {3,4,5}, (a,p) € Q45 and § < 1. If u € Xy, Viyap and Ayap are bounded
from X4 to L?

rad-
Proof. Using (C.2),
Viapfllze < U117 [ul?l] aa a2 £l o
Saap 0P sy T2 1l -1 St 175
L3d-2a—2

1 Auapfllze < 117wl 2uf]| o [lluf?]| e

“oa—2 3d—2a—2

-1 1
Saap U7 o I 2 Nellpags) Spute, 171
where we need § not large so that for any
2dp
30 9q 3P -1 €210, Vde (3,45} (ap) € Qs (C.3)
O

Lemma C.2. For d € {3,4,5}, 6 < 1, the maps V : X x Q45 — L(Xg,L?) and A : X x Qqs —
L(Xg, L?) are well-defined. The following statements are true.

(1) A is continuous on X x Q5.

(2) V is continuous on X x {(co,p) € Qg5 :p > 2}.

(3) V is continuous at (Qa,2,,2) and discontinuous at (Qa20r,a,2) for any |a—(d—2)| <6 and
R > 0. Here Qq,2 is a positive and radially decreasing solution for (Choquard) with parameters
(d,0,2), and @pr is a smooth cutoff compactly supported in Bor and equals 1 on Bp.

Proof. We fisrt let § be required by Lemma C.1, namely (C.3). We may put on further requirements
during the proof.

(1) Given (u,a,p) € Xg x 45, We show that for any € > 0, there exists d; > 0 such that for
(u1,01,p1) € Xg x Qg5 and |lu — u1l|x, + [ —a1| + |p — p1| < 01,
[Avapf = Aurarp flliz < €llflx,-
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We will take § small enough to ensure

€
HAu,a,pf - Au,a,meL? < _||f||Xd7 (C4)

€
[Mupr f = Auarpr fllz < 51 Fllxq, (C.5)

€
‘|-’4u7a1,p1f o Au170¢17P1fHL2 < _HfHXd' (C'G)

And they conclude the proof of (1).
Firstly
||Au,a,pf - ~’4u7oz,plf||L2

<17 (P2 f = a2 f)] a2l 2 (C.7)
HI 7 (P2 uf)] (P2 — fuP )| 2 (C.8)

These two terms are estimated in a similar way, so we only do (C.7) as an example. If p; = p, then
there is nothing we need to do. Assume p; > p (the case p < p; can be treated similarly). We take
M > 1 and partition the range of |u| to get

2[ulP*~2(r) r € {|u| > M},
[ulP=2(r) = Jur 2 (r)| < § C(M)|p — prl[ulP=2(r) e {1/M < |u| < M}, (C.9)
2ulP~2(r) re{|ul <1/M}.
We still use the exponent as Lemma C.1
117 (ulP 2 f = Ju " 2uf)] IU\’“_QUH 2
< P—=2, _ |, |P1—2 p1—1
S e s [P el
1 1 1
< |20ul”” + 20wl ooy 1) +CM) Iy = plllull® gy | Nl 1 1%,
L3d— 2@ 2 ({|ul<1/M}) L Bd—20-2)0-1) ({|u|>M}) L3d—2a=2
—1 1
< [2Hu||xd ({lul<1/M}) + 2Hu||l§]§1d({|u\>M}) + C(M)|p1 —p|||UH Hqul ||f||Xd7
where we also require §; small such that % [2,10]. Now first take M > 1 depending

on u such that [[ullx,ju<1/ay) + lullx,(qusmy) < e(||u||1_HS +1)7!, and then require § < 1 to
make C'(M)|p1 — p| < e||u||X(p+p1 2 We see (C.7) can be bounded by g||f|lx,. (C.8) comes in a
similar way. So (C.4) is conﬁrmed.
Next, consider (C.5), the variation of a. Take a N > 1, then
2]~ — ||| < { |Cx|_°‘_6° + |:E|_O‘+‘5_00l_(S o |z| < 1/N or |z| > N,
(N)|oz—oz1|(|x| 0+ |z +0) 1/N < |z| < N.

so we easily see

ed™ = lol ™) s gy = Ol o(L):

Hence by Young’s inequality and similar estimates as (C.2),
[Muapr f = Auarpn fllzz = M0 7%= 1179 * [l 2 f]ful? =l g2
S P 2ufll sl 2l 0oy 0l1)

2p1—2
<l "N fllxy - 0ja—ar|—0(1)
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where we require ¢ small such that d+2j:46 > 1 and d+2:l:46 € [2,10] for any p € [2,2 + d]. Then
(C.5) follows this and ¢; small enough.

Finally, for the variation of u, we have

||-’4u7041,p1f - A“17a17p1f||L2

<7 (a2 f = P2 )] [P | 2

FA 170 (ulPPuf)) (a2 — fun P2 |2
Sdpc dp 5 <||u||p1 2dp + Huall 2dp >| Ld(_pfl)
- [3d-2a—32 [3d—2a—732

—2 —2
s (i + Tl ) e = wnll o

The last inequality comes from pointwise estimate
|22z — |y 2y | Spy (J2P72 + P72 — ]

and nonlinear estimate as Lemma C.1. Taking d; small enough and we obtain the last control
(C.6).

(2) Similarly, we will show that for (u,«,p) € Xgqx Q4,5 and every € > 0, there exists 6; > 0 such
that for (u1,a1,p1) € Xg x Qg5 and |lu — ui||x, + | — oq| + [p — p1| < 61, we have

€
||Vu,a,pf - Vu,a,meL? < ngHXd, (C.lO)
€
Wiap f = Viarp fllize < 511 lxa, (C.11)
HVu,al,plf - Vul,al,meL? <5 HfHXd (C'12)

It is easy to check that (C.11) and (C.12) follows almost the same estimates as (C.5) and (C.6)
respectively, which also works when p; = 2.

For (C.10),

Waapf = Viap fliL2

C.13
I 179 (al? = )] P72 Fllge + [ 170 JalP] (P = [l 72) £ 2. (19

Like (1), we assume 0 < p; —p < 1 and partition the range of |u| with respect to M > 1 and 1/M.
Then using (C.9), the first term follows in a similar way as (1)

[ 172 (ul? = JulP)] fulP =2 £l 2

Sd.ap [[[uf” = [uf?]] Il pae—n P~ 2H dtp-)

~a,

L3d— 36

< (200l qugryary + 2B sy + C@ M1 = plllul, | Tl 21 %,
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We remark that this estimate also works when p = 2 or p; = 2, since [[|u|P* 72| a1y =
[, (2d—a)(p1—2)

||1||z= = 1. For the second term,
L 17 ] (JulP™2 = [ulP =2) £ 2

Saap lul?] (ufuLd(p ol = =21 app

L3 P72 ({JulsM})

L ey [ulP 2 = fufP™ 2H dipy 1)

({UI>M})>

+2[[[ufP 72| a1
({{ul<1/M}) L P17Z ({Ju|>M})

<l T 221y

T o, M) — prllllul2 H}
L p—2

< Hu” HfHXd {2\\11” ({|u|<1/M}) + 2“u|lxdzﬁu\>M}) + C(p, M)|p1 —MHUH?@Q] .

Then p, p1 > 2 is necessary to get the smallness from ||ul[x, {juj<1/a}) + 1tllx, (fju)> 1)) = OM—o0(1)-
So we can take M > 1 and then §; < 1 (so that p; — 2 and p — 2 have a positive lower bound) to
guarantee (C.10).

(3) To discuss the continuity at (Qq.2, v, 2) or (Qa,2¢R, @, 2), we still consider another (u1,a1,p1) €
X4 x Q4 and the three parts as (C.10)-(C.12). As in (2), (C.11) and (C.12) hold all these cases.
What distinguishes the cases is (C.10).

To be more specific, the trouble is the second term || [| |~ x [ul?] (1 — |[u[P*=2)f||z2 in the
further partition (C.13). When u = Qq,2, we can use its strict positivity, L*>°-bounded and radially
decreasing to derive smallness. Let {Qq2 < 1/M} := B ary> then the crux is that R(M) — o as

M — oo. Taking M > ||Qq.2|| 1, we have
Il 17 % Q2] (1 — QY5 ) fll e
< [|-|—°"*Q2 ](1—@“ 2 0uacinry I 17 % Q2 5) (1= Q25 ) fllr2((Qu a0
W Fllze + 1 - 7% % Q2 oll oo || £l L2C (M) [pr — 2.

(07
<12 % Qe )

Using Proposition 2.1,
o0
I 174 % Q3 2llz Sda / Qa2 (r)r 1 Saa |1Qazl ]y < o0

17 % Q2 oll (s Sda R / Q%o (r)r*tdr Sq R(M) ™| Qazll7 -

R(wy)

So M > 1 and then § < 1 will ensure the smallness of || [|- [~ * Q2 ,] (1 — Qb5 2 fllz2 and

] (
thereafter (C.10) is verified. That is the continuity at (Qq,2, v, 2) for o € (0,d).
Regarding the discontinuity for u = Qn 20 r, R > 0, we claim that
”VQa,zsoR,aQ - VQa,2<PR7057p1”L(Xd,L2) > ”VQa,stR,aQXBgRHL(X,L2) >0 (C~14)
for any p; > 2. Indeed, for any f supported on B,
HVQa,zsoR,aﬂf - VQa,Z@R,ayplfHLQ = || “ : |_a * (Qa,%pR)z] (1 - (Qa,290R)p1_2)f||L2
> 117 * (Qaz9er)?] fllz2-
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Now we apply the results above to derive regularity of F' in §5.1. In particular, the discontinuity
will also appear and thus hinder the application of the common version of the implicit function
theorem. We first recall the definition of F":

F(u,a,p) = u— (=A+ )7 (|- 7 [uf”)[ul"~u.

Lemma C.3. There exists 6 > 0 such that F' : X3 x Qg5 — Xy is well-defined, continuous w.r.t.
(u,a,p) and differentiable w.r.t. u; F, : Xg x Qq5 — L(Xgq) is continuous at (Qq—22,d — 2,2).
Besides, 0, F is discontinuous on {u € Xg: ||[u — Q4—22|lx, < €} x Qq ¢ for any € > 0.

Proof. We will frequently use the following nonlinear estimate given by (C.2):
—a - - -2 -2
(- 17 % (P72 fafa)) 1 falP 2 sl e Saap 157 2 llseg | Fallsea £l (1515, (C.15)

(1) Firstly, we check that F' is well-defined. Using Sobolev embedding H?(R%) < X, and (C.15),
we easily see
2p—1
17 (u, 0, p)lxg Sa llullxy + 1Vaapulle Sdap lullxg + lull, -
(2) Next we prove the continuity of F'. Note that

[1F(u, o, p) = F(uy, ar, p1)llx, Sd [Vaapts = Var,anpr |l 2
We only need to show the following estimate
Viaptt = Vasapi il 22 = 0jp—p;—0(1) (C.16)

and apply (C.11) and (C.12). Due to the existence of u, the left hand side is exactly the same as
Ay o ptt — Ay o ptt, and thus this estimate follows (C.4).

(3) Then we turn to the Fréchet differentiability of F w.r.t. u. We claim that

OuF (u,a,p) =1d — (A + 1)_1 [(p = DVuap + PAuayp]- (C.17)
We need to prove that for the 0, F defined above, for any h € Xy,
|F(u+ h,o,p) = F(u,a,p) = OuF (u,a, p)hllx, = ojnjx,~o([[hlx,)- (C.18)

Again, from H?(R?) < X4 and a direct computation
||F(’LL + h,a,p) - F(U,Oé,p) - auF(u7a7p)h”Xd
Saap [ -7 (fu+ AP — [ul? = plulP"uh)] [u+ AP (u + h)|| 5
(1 17 % plulP"2uh) (u + AP (u + h) = [ul )| .
(17 ul) [+ AP72(u 4 h) = [ulP™u = (p = DulP72R]| 2
the estimate (C.18) follows elementary pointwise estimates
[lu + AP — [ul? = plulP~2uh| <p (JulP~2 + [AP72)|h[?
[l + hP2(u+ h) = ulP~?u] Sp (JulP~2 + [AP72)|h)
-3 p—3 h2 3
= P20 — (o — Diulp-2n] <. § (P2 [RPT)RE p >
lut =2 a2 - D20l 5, { 0 b

and (C.15). Note that 9, F (u,a,p) € L(Xy) comes directly from Sobolev embedding and Lemma
C.1.
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(4) Next we show the continuity of 0,F at (Q4—22,d —2,2). Indeed

[0uF (Qa-2,2,d — 2,2) — Oy F'(u, o, p) | 1x,)
Sd@ = 2)IVQu s llxy,r2) + (0 = 2) | AQu_s.llL(x,,L2) (C.19)
+ = DlIVQase = ViapllLee,r2) + PIAQu 2 = Auapllie,,L2)-
So Lemma C.2 (1)(3) and Lemma C.1 imply the continuity.

(5) Finally, the discontinuity again follows from the discontinuity argument in Lemma (C.2) (3).
For every € > 0, there exists R > 1 such that ||Qg—22¢r — Qd—2.2|/x, < € and 9, F is discontinuous
at (Q4—22¢Rr,d —2,2), where pp was defined in Lemma C.2. Indeed, for any p > 2,

|0uF(Qa—2.2¢R,d —2,2) = 0uF(Qa—22¢r,d — 2,p) | L(x,)

2”(_A + 1)_1(VQd72,24PR7d—272 - VQd—2,2S0R7d—2,p)HL(Xd) - C(d) <(p - 2)”VQdfz,%OR,d—?,?”L(Xd,LQ)

+ (P = 2 AQuz20md—22llLxg,2) + PIAQs_220m.d-2,2 — AQdz,QsoR,d—zp”L(Xd,L%)'

Considering the support of (Qq—220r)P "2, we see the first term is lower bounded by [(—A +
H~to (VQu_s00r.d—22XB5,)|Ix, > 0. And the negative part is 0,2(1) due to the boundedness and
continuity from Lemma C.1 and Lemma C.2 (1). So this estimate indicates the discontinuity. [

C.2. For u = Q4. Now we discuss the boundness, compactness and continuity of V,, o, and A, op
for u with better bound than X;. In the main text, u will be taken as @, p. Besides, here we will
not restrict to spaces of radial functions.

Lemma C.4. For d € {3,4,5}, (a,p) € Qq and q € (1,00). For u € L> N L>, we have

(1) Viap: L9 — L9 is bounded.

(2) If in addition u € C°, then Vi o, : W9 — L9 is compact.

(3) Auap: L9 — L1 is bounded.

(4) If in addition w € WL for r € (1,00), then Ayap: L9 — L9 is compact.

Proof. (1) Using Holder inequality, we estimate the L> norm of V,, o, as a function
Vasapllizoe < M1 17 [ul? [l poe | [ulP = 2o
- )
<l oo el ll pinzee Il Sdapflull2p00 1

This immediately implies that V;, o : L? — L9 is bounded for any ¢ € (1, c0).

(2) Moreover, when u € C°, we claim that the function V,, o, vanishes at infinity and is uniformly
continuous: for every e > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

|Vu,a,p($) - Vu,a,p(y)| <e Vi|r—yl <6 (C.20)

Indeed, the vanishing comes from u € L> and |- |~ * |u[? decays at infinity since ||~ € L' + L™
and |u|P € L' N L*°. The uniform continuity of Vj, ,, then follows its local continuity which comes
from u € C°.

Now we prove the compactness via Fréchet-Kolmogorov compactness theorem. Let {f,,}, C W4
be a bounded sequence. Then {V, o, fn} is uniformly bounded in L? from the argument above.
We need to show {Vi, o pfn}n is equicontinuous and uniformly localized in L?. Indeed,
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e Equicontinuous: For h € R?, (C.20) indicates
H( u amfn)(‘ + h) - Vu,a,panLq
<H( u am( + h) - Vu,a,p)fn(' + h)HL‘I + ||Vu,a7p(fn(' + h) - fn)HLq
<[[fnllze - on—s0(1) + [[ViapllLoe | fullwralhl = on—o(1)
e Uniform localization: since V,, o, vanishes at infinity,
VaapfallLass) < WVuaplese)llfallLe = 0r—oo(1).
So Fréchet-Kolmogorov compactness theorem verifies the precompactness.

(3) We divide two cases for boundedness. When ¢ € (1, 7 a) boundedness follows

lAuapflle < ||| -17%* JulP~ 2UfH 1 _aayt [P
1 (o)™ bt (C.21)
Saa Ifllza |[lulP” HLn Sdap [1flLe-
And when q > =~ > 2, we estimate as
HAu,a,prLq <17 IUIp_QUfHqu HIUIp_lHqu
(C.22)

Saa [fllza [[lul” 1H ama oyt [P s Saap 1 flle

(4) Again, take a bounded sequence {f,}, C L. We verify the equicontinuity and uniform
localization of {Ay pfn}n to confirm compactness of A, 4 p.

e Equicontinuous: We first prove a pointwise estimate: for any z,h € R?%, o € (0,4d),
[l 4+ Bl = o] | S [RIFH) (|o 4 b 707P)  [gmofda) (C.23)

where
B(d, o) = min{1, d—a

}.

Indeed, when |x| > 2|h|, we have

1
1
|4+ k|~ — |z| 7| < ‘/ —a\x+thy—a—2(x+th)-hdt‘
. =

1 —a—1
<ot (glel) bl Saa lal 2l
And when |z| < 2|h|, we have max{|z|, |z + h|} < 3|h|, so
2+ A7 = [o | < o+ B + 217 < (Jo + A7 +[a]277) 3]°.

For any h € RY,

1(Awapfn) (- +h) = Awapfnll e
<A 17 % (ulP~2ufa)) -+ h) = (- 7 (P uf)) ON P ~20) (- + Bl L, (C.24)
07 (P2 ufa)) [l )+ h) = (ulP 2], - (C.25)

We will show that (C.24) and (C.25) are op_(1) uniformly for f,, bounded in L%, which
verifies equicontinuity. From

[(fulP=2u) (- + h) = (Jul"~?u))|

o Sp Il B2 IVl |l 7€ (1,00),
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the term (C.25) is estimated as (C.15) and (C.22) to be 0,,0(1). And from (C.23),
(- 7% (P2 fa)) (@ + B) = (117 % (JulPufn)) (@)
Saalbl? [|( 7o (2@ + 0| + |- 17277 s (= 2uf))(@)|]

Note that o + 8 € (0,d) and § > 0, we can similarly bound (C.24) to be op_(1).
e Uniform localization: Estimate as (C.21) and (C.22),

Muapfallzag) = 10 17 (ulPufo) luxag, P~ |z

[ I 0 D
S Wl gy Nl gy € (2, 00)
:OR—>00(1)'

O
The following miscellaneous estimates will be used in proving Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 1.8
in §5.

Lemma C.5. For d € {3,4,5}, there exists 6 > 0 such that the following statements hold. For
(a,p) € Qg s, up,u € L2 N L™ and ug positive and radially decreasing, we have

Vao,a—2210 = Viaptll | 24, Sdsuo Olo—(a-2)l+p-21-0(1) + lluo =l , 20 (C.26)
||Vuo,d—2,2 - Vu,a,p||L°° Sd,&,uo 0\a—(d—2)\+|p—2|+||u—uo||L2mLoo—>0(1) (C27)
[ Aug,d—2,2 — Auapllizor2 Sdsuo Oja—(d—2)+p—21—0(1) + [l — ol 2L (C.28)

Proof. The proof of these inequalities are like those in Lemma C.2, with main difference comes
from the choice of norms since we have better control of ug and u this time. So we only sketch the
proof.

(1) Proof of (C.26). It suffices to show the following two estimates:

Hvuo,d—2,2 - Vu07d—27PHL°° gd@uo 0|p—2|—>0(1) (0'29)
2p—2
||Vuo,d—2,p - Vuo,a,pHL‘X’ sd,é ||UO||L%HLOO : O|a—(d—2)|—>0(1) (C30)
2p—1 2p—1
Vo ,a,ptio — Vu,a,puHL% Sds [luo — ulleﬁL% <||uo||L’§mLoo + ||u||LI§mLoo> (C.31)

Inequality (C.29) is exactly included in the proof of (C.10) in Lemma C.2 (3) (where we utilize
the positive and radially decreasing of u). For (C.30), we adjust the exponents in proving (C.11):

WVaod-20 = Vapapllzs < ol || (- 17472 = |- |7 = juol”|
-2 —(d— - 2p—2
< ol 17472 = |- 17 ool e < 0| oo - Ofaa-2 0 (1)

And for (C.31), it can be deduced easily from Holder and Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev estimates like
(C.6).
(2) Proof of (C.26). Given (C.29) and (C.30), we only need to estimate
Vao.ap = Vaapllzee < (- 7% % (uol” = ulP)uolP = zoe + (|- 17 [ul”) (Juo [P~ = [ul"=*)]| L.

The only tricky part is the second term, where we take an M > ||ug]||z and let R(M) be such that
Bpr(vy = {u > M~'}. Then when [Jug — ul|z~ is bounded, we have

(- 17 [ul®) (Juo P2 — JulP=2)]| oo
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due to the vanishing of | - |~ x |u|P at infinity. And suppose |Jug — u|/ L~ < M2, we can estimate
the L>(Bg)) part using

. . . Juo| — [u] \P~? 2 |uo — ul
|luo P~ — JulP~2] = |ug[P~2 |1 — (1 Tl S Nuollz=p — 2’w-

(3) Proof of (C.28). This is almost the same as (C.4)-(C.6) using perturbation of (C.2). O

(1]
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