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Abstract. In this paper, we study the asymptotic behavior of ground state solutions for
the nonlinear Choquard equation with a general local perturbation

−∆u+ εu = (Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p−2
u+ g(u), in R

N
, (Pε)

where N ≥ 3 is an integer, p = N+α
N

, or N+α
N−2

, Iα is the Riesz potential and ε > 0 is a

parameter. Under some mild conditions on g(u), we show that as ε → ∞, after a suitable

rescaling the ground state solutions of (Pε) converge to a particular solution of some limit
equations, and establish a sharp asymptotic characterisation of such a rescaling, which de-
pend in a non-trivial way on the asymptotic behavior of the function g(s) at infinity and the
space dimension N . Based on this study, we also present some results on the existence and
asymptotic behaviors of positive normalized solutions of (Pε) with the normalization con-
straint

∫
RN |u|2 = a2. Particularly, we obtain the asymptotic behavior of positive normalized

solutions of such a problem as a → 0 and a → ∞.
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2 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

1. Introduction

We study standing–wave solutions of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with attractive
combined nonlinearity

iψt = ∆ψ + (Iα ∗ |ψ|p)|ψ|p−2ψ + f(|ψ|)ψ in R
N × R, (1.1)

where N ≥ 3 is an integer, ψ : RN × R → C, p ∈ [N+α
N , N+α

N−2 ], and Iα is the Riesz potential

defined for every x ∈ R
N \ {0} by

Iα(x) =
Aα(N)

|x|N−α
, Aα(N) =

Γ(N−α
2 )

Γ(α2 )π
N/22α

,

where Γ denotes the Gamma function, f is a continuous function to be specified later.

A theory of NLS with combined powers nonlinearity was developed by Tao, Visan and
Zhang [33] and attracted a lot attention during the past decade (cf. [1, 2, 7, 8, 13, 15, 16,
17, 18, 22, 28, 38] and further references therein). The nonlocal convolution term in (1.1)
represents the Newtonian gravitational attraction between bosonic particles. The local term
takes into account the short–range self–interaction between bosons. For mare background of
Choquard equation, we refer the readers to [30] and references therein.

A standing–wave solutions of (1.1) with a frequency ε > 0 is a finite energy solution in the
form

ψ(t, x) = e−iεtu(x).

Put g(u) = f(|u|)u, then this ansatz yields the equation for u in the form

−∆u+ εu = (Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p−2u+ g(u), in R
N . (Pε)

A solution uε ∈ H1(RN ) of (Pε) is a critical point of the Action functional defined by

Iε(u) =
1

2

∫

RN

|∇u|2 +
ε

2

∫

RN

|u|2 −
1

2p

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p −

∫

RN

G(u), (1.2)

where G(u) =
∫ u
0 g(s)ds. The existence and properties of ground state uε ∈ H1(RN ) to

(Pε) can been obtained by using the argument as in [15, 16]. In the present paper, we are
interested in the limit asymptotic profile of the groundsates uε of the problem (Pε), and in
the asymptotic behaviors of different norms of uε, as ε→ ∞.

Many authors consider the following Schrödinger equation with two focusing exponents p
and q:

−∆u+ εu = |u|p−2u+ |u|q−2u, in R
N , (1.3)

where N ≥ 3, 2 < q < p ≤ 2∗ := 2N
N−2 and ε > 0 is a parameter. It is well-known [4, 24, 40]

that when p = 2∗ and q ∈ (2, 2∗) if N ≥ 4, or q ∈ (4, 6) if N = 3, the equation (1.3) admits a
ground state solution uε for every ε > 0. Recently, T. Akahori et al. [3], and Wei and Wu [37]
proved that (1.3) admits a ground state for all N ≥ 3 and ε > 0 small, while, for N = 3 and
q ∈ (2, 4], (1.3) has no ground state for large ε > 0. When p = 2∗ and q ∈ (2, 2∗), T. Akahori
et al. [2] proved that for small ε > 0 the ground state is unique and as ε → 0, the unique
ground state uε tends to the unique positive solution of the equation −∆u+ u = uq−1. After
a suitable rescaling, T. Akahori et al. [1] established a uniform decay estimate for the ground
state uε, and then proved the uniqueness and nondegeneracy in H1

r (R
N ) of ground states uε

for N ≥ 5 and large ε > 0, and show that for N ≥ 3, q ∈ (2, 2∗) if N ≥ 4, or q ∈ (4, 6) if
N = 3, as ε → ∞, uε tends to a particular solution of the critical Emden–Fowler equation.
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NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY 3

More recently, by using a global bifurcation argument, Jeanjean, Zhang and Zhong [12] also
study the asymptotic behavior of solutions as ε→ 0 and ε→ ∞ for the equation (1.3) with a
general subcritical nonlinearity and discuss the connection to the existence, non-existence and
multiplicity of prescribed mass positive solutions to (1.3) with the associated L2 constraint
condition

∫

RN |u|2 = a2. But the precise asymptotic profiles of positive solutions are not
addressed there. For other related papers, we refer the reader to [26] and the references
therein.

Li, Ma and Zhang [15] and Li and Ma [16] considered (Pε) with g(u) = |u|q−2u, where q ∈
(2, 2∗], and established the existence, regularity and symmetry of the ground state solutions
of (Pε). Especially, for any ε > 0, the equation (Pε) admits a ground state solution if p = N+α

N

and q ∈ (2, 2+ 4
N ), or p = N+α

N−2 and q ∈ (2, 2∗) for N ≥ 4, q ∈ (4, 6) for N = 3. More recently,

in [27], the authors consider again the equation (Pε) with g(u) = |u|q−2u, and establish the
precisely asymptotic behaviors of positive ground states as ε → 0 and ε → ∞. However, to
the best of our knowledge, so far nothing has been achieved as for the precise asymptotic
behaviors of ground states of (Pε) with a general perturbation g(u).

In [28], the second author and Muratov first study the asymptotic properties of ground
states for a class of scalar field equations with a defocusing large exponent p and a focusing
smaller exponent q. More precisely, the following equation

−∆u+ εu = |u|p−2u− |u|q−2u, in R
N , (1.4)

is discussed, where N ≥ 3, q > p > 2. Later, in [14], M. Lewin and S. Nodari prove a
general result about the uniqueness and non-degeneracy of positive radial solutions to the
above equation, and then the non-degeneracy of the unique solution uε allows them to derive
its behavior in the two limits ε→ 0 and ε→ ε∗, where ε∗ is a threshold of existence. Amongst
other things, a precise asymptotic expression of M(ε) = ‖uε‖

2
2 is obtained. This gives the

uniqueness of energy minimizers at fixed mass in certain regimes.

In [22], Zeng Liu and the second author extend the results in [28] to a class of Choquard
type equation

−∆u+ εu = (Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p−2u− |u|q−2u, in R
N , (1.5)

where N ≥ 3 is an integer. Under some assumptions on the exponents p and q, the limit
profiles of the ground states are discussed in the two cases ε → 0 and ε → ∞. But the
precisely asymptotic behaviors of ground states was not studied in [22].

Alternatively, one can search for solutions to (Pε) having prescribed mass, and in this case
ε ∈ R is part of the unknown. That is, for a fixed a > 0, search for u ∈ H1(RN ) and λ ∈ R

satisfying
{

−∆u = λu+ (Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p−2u+ g(u), in R
N ,

u ∈ H1(RN ),
∫

RN |u|2 = a2.
(1.6)

The solution of (1.6) is usually denoted by a pair (u, λ) and called a normalized solution.

This approach seems to be particularly meaningful from the physical point of view, and
often offers a good insight of the dynamical properties of the standing–wave solutions for
(1.1), such as stability or instability.

It is standard to check that the Energy functional

E(u) =
1

2

∫

RN

|∇u|2 −
1

2p

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p −

∫

RN

G(u) (1.7)
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4 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

is of class C1 and that a critical point of E restricted to the (mass) constraint

S(c) = {u ∈ H1(RN ) : ‖u‖22 = a2} (1.8)

gives a solution to (1.6). Here λ := −ε arises as a Lagrange multiplier. We refer the readers
to [17, 18, 38] and the references therein.

For quite a long time the paper [10] was the only one dealing with existence of normalized
solutions in cases when the energy is unbounded from below on the L2-constraint. More
recently, however, problems of this type received much attention. In particular, many authors
have made intensive studies to the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation with combined
powers nonlinearity

{

−∆u = λu+ |u|p−2u+ µ|u|q−2u, in R
N ,

u ∈ H1(RN ), ‖u‖22 = a2,
(1.9)

where N ≥ 3, 2 < q < p ≤ 2∗, µ > 0 is a new parameter and λ ∈ R appears as a Lagrange
multiplier. We refer the readers to [11, 12, 31, 32, 36, 37] and references therein for the
existence and multiplicity of normalized solutions to the probelm (1.9). In [36], Wei and Wu
study the existence and asymptotic behaviors of normalized solutions for (1.9) with p = 2∗,
and obtain some precise asymptotic behaviors of ground states and mountain-pass solutions
as µ → 0 and µ goes to its upper bound. It is worth mentioned that some ODE technique
plays a crucial role in the studies in [36]. We refer the readers to [11, 12, 31, 32, 37] for the
asymptotic behaviors of normalized solutions when the parameter µ varies in its range.

Roughly speaking, the parameter µ in (1.9) plays a role of changing some thresholds for
the existence. But it does not change the qualitative properties of solutions. In a sense,
changing the parameter µ is equavelent to changing the mass a > 0. More precisely, it follows
from the reduction given in [37] that finding a normalized solution of (1.9) with p = 2∗ and
mass constrained condition

∫

RN |u|2 = a2 is equivalent to finding a nomalized solution of the
problem

{

−∆u = λu+ |u|2
∗−2u+ |u|q−2u, in R

N ,

u ∈ H1(RN ),
∫

RN |u|2 = a2µ
4

2N−q(N−2) .
(1.10)

In particular, sending µ → 0 (resp. µ → ∞) is equavelent to sending the mass a → 0 (resp.
a→ ∞).

A very complete theory has been established as to the existence and multiplicity of nor-
malized solutions to (1.9). However, to the best of our knowledge, little has been done for
the Schrödinger equation with combined general nonlinearity such as

{

−∆u = λu+ |u|2
∗−2u+ g(u), in R

N ,

u ∈ H1(RN ), ‖u‖22 = a2.
(1.11)

The main reason is that the so called fibreing map is complicated and the technique to handle
the Schrödinger equation with combined powers nonlinearity does not work any more in this
case. To investigate the existence and asymptotic behavior of normalized solutions to (1.11),
it seems that some new approach must be employed.

As for the problem (1.6) with g(u) = µ|u|q−2u, by adopting the technique used in [11,
12, 31, 32], some similar existence results on normalized solutions are already obtained in
[17, 18, 19, 20, 38, 39] in the whole possible range of parameters, but the precisely asymptotic
behavior of the normalized solutions are not addressed there.
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NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY 5

The purpose of this paper is two-fold. Firstly, by using some new technique, we give some
precise asymptotic behaviors of ground state solutions of (Pε) under some mild subcritical
growth conditions on the function g(u). Secondly, as an application of our main results, we
present some existence results of positive normalized solutions to (1.6) and their precise as-
ymptotic behaviors. To explore the existence and precise asymptotic behaviors of normalized
solutions of (1.6), it seems that the classical method developed recently in [11, 12, 31, 32]
is hard to be adopted since the associated fibreing map is more complicated in our setting.
Besides, due to the appearance of the nonlocal term, the ODE technique does not work well
any more, this prevent us from adopting the technique used in [36] to derivate the precise
asymptotic behaviors of normalized solutions.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we state the main results in this paper. In
Section 3, we give some preliminary results which are needed in the proof of our main results.
Sections 4–5 are devoted to the proofs of Theorems 2.1–2.2, respectively. Finally, in the last
section, we present some existence results of positive normalized solutions and their precise
asymptotic behaviors.

Basic notations. Throughout this paper, we assume N ≥ 3. C∞
c (RN ) denotes the space of

the functions infinitely differentiable with compact support in R
N . Lp(RN ) with 1 ≤ p < ∞

denotes the Lebesgue space with the norms ‖u‖p =
(∫

RN |u|p
)1/p

. H1(RN ) is the usual

Sobolev space with norm ‖u‖H1(RN ) =
(∫

RN |∇u|2 + |u|2
)1/2

. D1,2(RN ) = {u ∈ L2∗(RN ) :

|∇u| ∈ L2(RN )}. H1
r (R

N ) = {u ∈ H1(RN ) : u is radially symmetric}. Br denotes the ball in
R
N with radius r > 0 and centered at the origin, |Br| and B

c
r denote its Lebesgue measure and

its complement in R
N , respectively. As usual, C, c, etc., denote generic positive constants.

For any large ǫ > 0 and two nonnegative functions f(ǫ) and g(ǫ), we write

(1) f(ǫ) . g(ǫ) or g(ǫ) & f(ǫ) if there exists a positive constant C independent of ǫ such
that f(ǫ) ≤ Cg(ǫ).

(2) f(ǫ) ∼ g(ǫ) if f(ǫ) . g(ǫ) and f(ǫ) & g(ǫ).

If |f(ǫ)| . |g(ǫ)|, we write f(ǫ) = O((g(ǫ)). We also denote by Θ = Θ(ǫ) a generic positive
function satisfying C1ǫ ≤ Θ(ǫ) ≤ C2ǫ for some positive numbers C1, C2 > 0, which are
independent of ǫ. Finally, if lim f(ǫ)/g(ǫ) = 1 as ǫ→ ∞, then we write f(ǫ) ≃ g(ǫ) as ǫ→ ∞.

2. Main Results

In the present paper, we study the asymptotic behavior of positive groundstates of (Pε)
involving a critical exponent in the sense of Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality. More pre-
cisely, if p = N+α

N , or N+α
N−2 , we show that as ε→ ∞, after a suitable rescaling the ground state

solutions uε of (Pε) converge in H1(RN ) to a particular solution of some limit equations. We
also establish a sharp asymptotic characteritation of such a rescaling, and the precise asymp-
totic behaviors of uε(0), ‖∇uε‖

2
2, ‖uε‖

2
2 and the least energy of the groundstates.

To state our main results, we make the following assumptions:

(H1) g ∈ C([0,∞), [0,∞)) satisfies g(s) = o(s) as s→ 0;

(H2) there exists q ∈ (2, 2∗) such that lims→+∞ g(s)s1−q = A > 0.
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6 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

When p = N+α
N , q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α

N(2+α)) and ε → ∞, we are going to show that after a

suitable rescaling the limit equation for (Pε) is given by the critical Hardy-Littilewood-Sobolev
equation

U = (Iα ∗ |U |
N+α
N )U

α
N in R

N . (2.1)

It is well-known that the radial ground states of (2.1) are given by the function

U1(x) :=

(

A0

1 + |x|2

)
N
2

(2.2)

with a suitable constant A0 > 0, and the family of its rescalings

Uρ(x) := ρ−
N
2 U1(x/ρ), ρ > 0. (2.3)

If p = N+α
N , q ∈ (2+ 4α

N(2+α) , 2+
4
N ) and ε→ ∞, then it turns out that after some suitable

rescaling the limit equation for (Pε) is given by

−∆W +W = AW q−1. (2.4)

For convenience, we set

S1 := inf
u∈H1(RN )\{0}

∫

RN |u|2

(
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |u|
N+α
N |u|

N+α
N )

N
N+α

, (2.5)

and

Sq := inf
u∈H1(RN )\{0}

∫

RN |∇u|2 + |u|2

(
∫

RN |u|q)
2
q

. (2.6)

Theorem 2.1. Assume (H1), (H2) hold, p = N+α
N and q ∈ (2, 2 + 4

N ), then for large ε > 0,

the problem (Pε) admits a positive ground state uε ∈ H1(RN ), which is radially symmetric
and radially nonincreasing. Moreover, if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α

N(2+α)) and ε → ∞, then there exists

ζε ∈ (0,+∞) verifying

ζε ∼ ε
− N(q−2)

α[4−N(q−2)]

such that as ε → ∞, the rescaled family of ground states w̃ε(x) = ε−
N
2α ζ

N
2
ε uε(ζεx) converges

in H1(RN ) to the extremal function Uρ0 with

ρ0 =

(

2q
∫

RN |∇U1|
2

NA(q − 2)
∫

RN |U1|q

)

2
4−N(q−2)

. (2.7)

If q = 2+ 4α
N(2+α) and ε→ ∞, then up to a subsequence, the rescaled family of ground states

vε(x) = ε−
1

q−2uε(ε
− 1

2x) converges in H1(RN ) to a positive solution of the equation

−∆v + v = (Iα ∗ |v|
N+α
N )|v|

N+α
N

−2v +A|v|
4α

N(2+α) v.

If q ∈ (2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 + 4

N ) and ε → ∞, then the rescaled family of ground states vε(x) =

ε−
1

q−2uε(ε
− 1

2x) converges in H1(RN ) to the unique positive solution W of the equation (2.4).
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NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY 7

Furthermore, as ε→ ∞, the least energy mε of the ground state satisfies

mε =















ε
N+α

α

[

α
2(N+α)S

N+α
α

1 −Θ(ε
− 4α−N(2+α)(q−2)

α[4−N(q−2)] )

]

, if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α
N(2+α) ),

ε
2N−q(N−2)

2(q−2)

[

q−2
2q A

− 2
q−2S

q
q−2
q + oε(1)

]

, if q ∈ (2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ).

Corollary 2.1. Assume (H1), (H2) hold, p = N+α
N and q ∈ (2, 2 + 4

N ). Let uε be the ground
state solution of (Pε), then as ε→ ∞

uε(0) ∼







ε
2N

α[4−N(q−2)] , if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α
N(2+α) ),

ε
1

q−2 , if q ∈ [2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ),

‖uε‖
2
2 ∼







ε
N
α , if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α

N(2+α)),

ε
4−N(q−2)

2(q−2) , if q ∈ [2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ),

‖∇uε‖
2
2 ∼ ‖uε‖

q
q ∼







ε
N[2N−q(N−2)]
α[4−N(q−2)] , if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α

N(2+α) ),

ε
2N−q(N−2)

2(q−2) , if q ∈ [2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ),

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |uε|
N+α
N )|uε|

N+α
N ∼







ε
N+α

α , if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α
N(2+α) ),

ε
(N+α)[4−N(q−2)]

2N(q−2) , if q ∈ [2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ).

Remark 2.1. Corollary 2.1 is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1. Surprisingly, in Theorem
2.1, if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α

N(2+α)), then as ε → ∞, the rescaled family of ground states w̃ε converges

to the extremal function Uρ0 in H1(RN ) other than in L2(RN ). Besides, from the main body
of the paper, the following more precise estimates are valid:

If q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α
N(2+α) ) and ε→ ∞, then the ground state solutions satisfy

‖uε‖
2
2 = ε

N
α

[

S
N+α

α
1 +O(ε

− 4α−N(2+α)(q−2)
α[4−N(q−2)] )

]

,

‖∇uε‖
2
2 =

NA(q − 2)

2q
‖uε‖

q
q + o(ε

N[2N−q(N−2)]
α[4−N(q−2)] ) ∼ ε

N[2N−q(N−2)]
α[4−N(q−2)] ,

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |uε|
N+α
N )|uε|

N+α
N = ε

N+α
α

[

S
N+α

α
1 +O(ε

− 4α−N(2+α)(q−2)
α[4−N(q−2)] )

]

.

If q ∈ (2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ) and ε→ ∞, then the ground state solutions satisfy

‖uε‖
2
2 = ε

4−N(q−2)
2(q−2)

[

2N − q(N − 2)

2q
A− 2

q−2S
q

q−2
q + oε(1)

]

,

‖∇uε‖
2
2 = ε

2N−q(N−2)
2(q−2)

[

N(q − 2)

2q
A

− 2
q−2S

q
q−2
q + oε(1)

]

,

‖uε‖
q
q = ε

2N−q(N−2)
2(q−2)

[

A− q
q−2S

q
q−2
q + oε(1)

]

.
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8 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

When p = N+α
N−2 and ε → ∞, we are going to show that after a suitable rescaling the limit

equation for (Pε) is given by the critical Choquard equation

−∆V = (Iα ∗ |V |
N+α
N−2 )V

2+α
N−2 in R

N . (2.8)

It is well-known that the radial ground states of (2.8) are given by the Talenti function

V1(x) := [N(N − 2)]
N−2

4

(

1

1 + |x|2

)
N−2

2

(2.9)

and the family of its rescalings

Vρ(x) := ρ−
N−2

2 V1(x/ρ), ρ > 0. (2.10)

For convenience, we set

Sα := inf
v∈D1,2(RN )\{0}

∫

RN |∇v|2

(

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |v|
N+α
N−2 )|v|

N+α
N−2

)
N−2
N+α

. (2.11)

Theorem 2.2. Assume (H1) and (H2) hold, p = N+α
N−2 , q ∈ (2, 2∗) if N ≥ 4 and q ∈ (4, 6) if

N = 3, then for large ε > 0, the problem (Pε) admits a positive ground state uε ∈ H1(RN ),
which is radially symmetric and radially nonincreasing. Moreovver, if N ≥ 5, then for large
ε > 0, there exists ζε ∈ (0,+∞) verifying

ζε ∼ ε
− 2

(N−2)(q−2)

such that as ε → ∞, the rescaled family of ground states wε(x) = ζ
N−2

2
ε uε(ζεx) converges in

H1(RN ) to the extremal function Vρ0 with

ρ0 =

(

A[2N − q(N − 2)]
∫

RN |V1|
q

2q
∫

RN |V1|2

)

2
(N−2)(q−2)

. (2.12)

If N = 4, 3, then for large ε > 0, there exists ζε ∈ (0,+∞) verifying

ζε ∼

{

(ε ln ε)
− 1

q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− 1

q−4 , if N = 3,

such that the rescaled family of ground states w̃ε(x) = ζ
N−2

2
ε uε(ζεx) satisfies

‖∇w̃ε‖
2
2 ∼ ‖w̃ε‖

q
q ∼

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
N+α
N−2 )|w̃ε|

N+α
N−2 ∼ 1, ‖w̃ε‖

2
2 ∼

{

ln ε, if N = 4,

ε
6−q

2(q−4) , if N = 3,

and as ε→ ∞, w̃ε converges in D1,2(RN ) and Ls(RN ) to V1 for any s > N
N−2 .

Furthermore, as ε→ ∞, the least energy mε of the ground state satisfies

2 + α

2(N + α)
S

N+α
2+α
α −mε ∼















ε
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) , if N ≥ 5,

(ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) , if N = 3.
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NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY 9

Corollary 2.2. Assume (H1) and (H2) hold, p = N+α
N−2 , q ∈ (2, 2∗) if N ≥ 4 and q ∈ (4, 6) if

N = 3. Let uε be the ground state solution of (Pε), then as ε→ ∞

uε(0) ∼











ε
1

q−2 , if N ≥ 5,

(ε ln ε)
1

q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
1

2(q−4) , if N = 3,

‖uε‖
q
q ∼















ε
− 4

(N−2)(q−2) , if N ≥ 5,

(ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) , if N = 3,

‖uε‖
2
2 ∼















ε
− 4

(N−2)(q−2) , if N ≥ 5,

ε−
2

q−2 (ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− q−2

2(q−4) , if N = 3,

‖∇uε‖
2
2 = S

N+α
2+α
α +















O(ε
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) ), if N ≥ 5,

O((ε ln ε)
− 4−q

q−2 ), if N = 4,

O(ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) ), if N = 3,

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |uε|
N+α
N−2 )|uε|

N+α
N−2 = S

N+α
2+α
α +















O(ε
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) ), if N ≥ 5,

O((ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 ), if N = 4,

O(ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) ), if N = 3.

Remark 2.2. Corollary 2.2 is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.2. In Theorem 2.2, we need
not the assumption that α > N − 4 in the case N ≥ 5, and if α > N − 4 holds true, then we

can choose ζε = ε
− 2

(N−2)(q−2) .

3. Preliminaries

In this section, we present some preliminary results which are needed in the proof of
our main results. Firstly, we consider the following Choquard type equation with combined
nonlinearites:

−∆u+ εu = (Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p + g(u), in R
N , (Pε)

where N ≥ 3, α ∈ (0, N), p ∈ [N+α
N , N+α

N−2 ], ε > 0 is a large parameter, and g(u) is a function

satisfying the assumptions (H1) and (H2) in the last section.

It has been proved in [16, Theorem 2.1] that any weak solution of (Pε) in H1(RN ) has
additional regularity properties, which allows us to establish the Pohožaev identity for all
finite energy solutions.

Lemma 3.1. Assume (H1) and (H2) hold. If u ∈ H1(RN ) is a solution of (Pε), then

u ∈W 2,r
loc (R

N ) for every r > 1. Moreover, u satisfies the Pohožaev identity

Pε(u) :=
N − 2

2

∫

RN

|∇u|2+
Nε

2

∫

RN

|u|2−
N + α

2p

∫

RN

(Iα ∗|u|
p)|u|p−N

∫

RN

G(u) = 0. (3.1)

It is well known that any weak solution of (Pε) corresponds to a critical point of the action
functionals Iε defined in (1.2), which is well defined and is of C1 in H1(RN ). A nontrivial
solution uε ∈ H1(RN ) is called a ground-state if

Iε(uε) = mε := inf{Iε(u) : u ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0} and I ′ε(u) = 0}. (3.2)
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10 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

In [15, 16] (see also the proof of the main results in [16]), it has been shown that

mε = inf
u∈Mε

Iε(u) = inf
u∈Pε

Iε(u), (3.3)

where Mε and Pε are the correspoding Nehari and Pohožaev manifolds defined by

Mε :=

{

u ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN

|∇u|2 + ε|u|2 =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |u|p)|u|p +

∫

RN

g(u)u

}

and

Pε :=
{

u ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0} | Pε(u) = 0
}

,

respectively. Moreover, the following min-max descriptions are valid:

Lemma 3.2. Let

ut(x) =

{

u(xt ), if t > 0,
0, if t = 0,

then

mε = inf
u∈H1(RN )\{0}

sup
t≥0

Iε(tu) = inf
u∈H1(RN )\{0}

sup
t≥0

Iε(ut). (3.4)

In particular, we have mε = Iε(uε) = supt>0 Iε(tuε) = supt>0 Iε((uε)t).

The following well known Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality can be found in [23].

Lemma 3.3. Let p, r > 1 and 0 < α < N with 1/p+ (N − α)/N +1/r = 2. Let u ∈ Lp(RN )
and v ∈ Lr(RN ). Then there exists a sharp constant C(N,α, p), independent of u and v, such
that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN

∫

RN

u(x)v(y)

|x− y|N−α

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(N,α, p)‖u‖p‖v‖r .

If p = r = 2N
N+α , then

C(N,α, p) = Cα(N) = π
N−α

2
Γ(α2 )

Γ(N+α
2 )

{

Γ(N2 )

Γ(N)

}− α
N

.

Remark 3.1. By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, for any v ∈ Ls(RN ) with

s ∈ (1, Nα ), Iα ∗ v ∈ L
Ns

N−αs (RN ) and

‖Iα ∗ v‖ Ns
N−αs

≤ Aα(N)C(N,α, s)‖v‖s. (3.5)

Lemma 3.4. ( P. L. Lions [25] ) Let r > 0 and 2 ≤ q ≤ 2∗. If (un) is bounded in H1(RN )
and if

sup
y∈RN

∫

Br(y)
|un|

q → 0, as n→ ∞,

then un → 0 in Ls(RN ) for 2 < s < 2∗. Moreover, if q = 2∗, then un → 0 in L2∗(RN ).

Lemma 3.5. ( Radial Lemma A.II, H. Berestycki and P. L. Lions [5] ) Let N ≥ 2, then
every radial function u ∈ H1(RN ) is almost everywhere equal to a function ũ(x), continuous
for x 6= 0, such that

|ũ(x)| ≤ CN |x|(1−N)/2‖u‖H1(RN ) for |x| ≥ αN , (3.6)

where CN and αN depend only on the dimension N .
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Lemma 3.6. ( Radial Lemma A.III. H. Berestycki and P. L. Lions [5] ) Let N ≥ 3, then
every radial function u in D1,2(RN ) is almost everywhere equal to a function ũ(x), continuous
for x 6= 0, such that

|ũ(x)| ≤ CN |x|(2−N)/2‖u‖D1,2(RN ) for |x| ≥ 1, (3.7)

where CN only depends on N .

The following lemma is proved in [27].

Lemma 3.7. Let 0 < α < N , 0 ≤ f(x) ∈ L1(RN ) be a radially symmetric function such that

lim
|x|→+∞

f(|x|)|x|N = 0. (3.8)

If α ≤ 1, we additionally assume that f is monotone non-increasing. Then as |x| → +∞,
we have

∫

RN

f(y)

|x− y|N−α
dy =

‖f‖L1

|x|N−α
+ o

(

1

|x|N−α

)

. (3.9)

The following Moser iteration lemma is given in [1, Proposition B.1]. See also [21] and [9].

Lemma 3.8. Assume N ≥ 3. Let a(x) and b(x) be functions on B4, and let u ∈ H1(B4) be
a weak solution to

−∆u+ a(x)u = b(x)u in B4. (3.10)

Suppose that a(x) and u satisfy that

a(x) ≥ 0 for a.e. x ∈ B4, (3.11)

and
∫

B4

a(x)|u(x)v(x)|dx <∞ for each v ∈ H1
0 (B4). (3.12)

(i) Assume that for any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists tε > 0 such that

‖χ[|b|>tε]b‖LN/2(B4)
≤ ε,

where [|b| > t] := {x ∈ B4 : |b(x)| > t}, and χA(x) denotes the characteristic function of
A ⊂ R

N . Then for any r ∈ (0,∞), there exists a constant C(N, r, tε) such that

‖|u|r+1‖H1(B1) ≤ C(N, r, tε)‖u‖L2∗ (B4)
.

(ii) Let s > N/2 and assume that b ∈ Ls(B4). Then there exits a constant C(N, s, ‖b‖Ls(B4))
such that

‖u‖L∞(B1) ≤ C(N, s, ‖b‖Ls(B4))‖u‖L2∗ (B4)
.

Here, the constants C(N, r, tε) and C(N, s, ‖b‖Ls(B4)) in (i) and (ii) remain bounded as long
as r, tε and ‖b‖Ls(B4) are bounded.

4. Proof of Theorem 2.1

In this section, we always assume that 2α := N+α
N , q ∈ (2, 2 + 4

N ) and ε > 0 is a large
parameter. The existence and symmetry of ground states in this case follows from the upper
bound estimate of the least energy given by Lemma 4.3 below and the argument used in [26].
See also [35, 30] and the references therein.
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12 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

4.1. The Case q ∈ (2,2 + 4α
N(2+α) ). In this case, we set

w(x) = ε
− 2N

α[4−N(q−2)]u(ε
− N(q−2)

α[4−N(q−2)]x). (4.1)

Then (Pε) is reduced to

−ε−σ∆w + w = (Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α−2w + ε−σ−τ(q−1)g(ετw), (4.2)

where

σ :=
4α−N(2 + α)(q − 2)

α[4−N(q − 2)]
> 0, τ :=

2N

α[4−N(q − 2)]
.

The corresponding functional is defined by

Jε(w) : = ε−σ

2

∫

RN |∇w|2 + 1
2

∫

RN |w|2 − 1
22α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α

−ε−σ−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τw).

Let uε ∈ H1(RN ) be the ground state for (Pε) and

wε(x) = ε
− 2N

α[4−N(q−2)]uε(ε
− N(q−2)

α[4−N(q−2)]x). (4.3)

Then wε is a ground state of (4.2).

To show that wε is bounded in H1(RN ), we also make the following

wε(x) = ε
N[4α−N(2+α)(q−2)]

4α[4−N(q−2)] vε(ε
4α−N(2+α)(q−2)

2α[4−N(q−2)] x). (4.4)

Then v = vε is a ground state of the following equation

−∆v + v = (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α−2v + ε−
4−N(q−2)

4
σε−

N(2+α)(q−1)
4α g(ε

N(2+α)
4α v). (4.5)

The corresponding functional of (4.5) is defined by

J̃ε(v) : = 1
2

∫

RN |∇v|2 + |v|2 − 1
22α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α

−ε−
4−N(q−2)

4
σε−

N(2+α)q
4α

∫

RN G(ε
N(2+α)

4α v).

Clearly, the following lemma holds true.

Lemma 4.1. Let ε > 0, and wε, vε are given in (4.3) and (4.4) respectively. Then

(1) ‖wε‖
2
2 = ‖vε‖

2
2,

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α =
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α ,

(2) ε−σ‖∇wε‖
2
2 = ‖∇vε‖

2
2, ε−

Nσ(q−2)
4 ‖wε‖

q
q = ‖vε‖

q
q,

(3) Jε(wε) = J̃ε(vε).

As ε→ ∞, it follows from (H2) that the formal limit equation of (4.5) is as follows

−∆v + v = (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α−2v. (4.6)

Let

J̃∞(v) :=
1

2

∫

RN

|∇v|2 + |v|2 −
1

22α

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α ,

and

M̃∞ :=

{

v ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN

|∇v|2 + |v|2 =

∫

RN

|v|2α
}

.

Then, from a minimax characterizations for J̃∞ similar to (4.9) below, it is easy to see that

J̃ε(vε) ≤ inf
v∈H1(RN )\{0}

sup
t>0

J̃∞(tv) = inf
v∈M̃∞

J̃∞(v) <∞.
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Since vε satisfies the Pohožaev identity, we obtain
1
2∗

∫

RN |∇vε|
2 + 1

2

∫

RN |vε|
2 = 1

2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α

+ε−
4−N(q−2)

4
σε−

N(2+α)q
4α

∫

RN G(ε
N(2+α)

4α v).
(4.7)

Therefore, we have

J̃ε(vε) =
1

N

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 +

2α − 1

22α

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α ,

and hence ‖∇vε‖2 and
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α are bounded. Thus, by (4.7), (H2) and the
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we obtain

‖vε‖
2
2 ≤ 2

2∗ ‖∇vε‖
2
2 + ‖vε‖

2
2

=
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α + 2ε−
4−N(q−2)

4
σε−

N(2+α)q
4α

∫

RN G(ε
N(2+α)

4α v)

≤ C + ε−
4−N(q−2)

4
σ(Aq

∫

RN |vε|
q + oε(1))

≤ C + Cε−
4−N(q−2)

4
σ‖∇vε‖

N(q−2)
2

2 ‖vε‖
2N−q(N−2)

2
2 ,

which together with the fact that ‖∇vε‖2 is bounded and 2N−q(N−2)
2 < 2 yields ‖vε‖2 is

bounded. Thus, by Lemma 4.1, it follows that wε is bounded in L2(RN ).

It is also easy to see from Lemma 4.1 that Iε(u) = ε
N+α

α Jε(w) = ε
N+α

α J̃ε(v) and the energy
of the ground states given by

mε = inf
u∈Nε

Iε(u) = ε
N+α

α inf
w∈Mε

Jε(w) = ε
N+α

α inf
v∈M̃ε

J̃ε(v)

are well-defined and positive, where Mε and M̃ε denote the correspoding Nehari manifolds

Mε :=

{

w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN ε
−σ|∇w|2 + |w|2 =

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α

+ ε−σ−τ(q−1)
∫

RN g(ε
τw)w

}

,

M̃ε :=

{

v ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN |∇v|2 + |v|2 =
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α

+ ε−
4−N(q−2)

4
σε−

N(2+α)(q−1)
4α

∫

RN g(ε
N(2+α)

4α v)v

}

.

Define the Pohožaev manifold as follows

Pε := {w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0} | Pε(w) = 0},

where
Pε(w) : = ε−σ(N−2)

2

∫

RN |∇w|2 + N
2

∫

RN |w|2

−N+α
22α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α −Nε−σ−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τw).

(4.8)

Then by Lemma 3.1, wε ∈ Pε. Moreover, we have the following minimax characterizations
for the least energy level mε.

ε−
N+α

α mε = m̃ε := inf
w∈H1(RN )\{0}

sup
t≥0

Jε(tw) = inf
w∈H1(RN )\{0}

sup
t≥0

Jε(wt). (4.9)

In particular, we have ε−
N+α

α mε = m̃ε = Jε(wε) = supt>0 Jλ(twε) = supt>0 Jε((wε)t).

Lemma 4.2. The rescaled family of solutions {wε} is bounded in H1(RN ), and

‖∇wε‖
2
2 =

NA(q − 2)

2q
‖wε‖

q
q + oε(1), (4.10)

where and in what follows, limε→∞ oε(1) = 0.
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14 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

Proof. Since {wε} is bounded in L2(RN ), it suffices to show that {wε} is also bounded in
D1,2(RN ). By wε ∈ Mε ∩ Pε, we obtain

ε−σ

∫

RN

|∇wε|
2 +

∫

RN

|wε|
2 =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α + ε−σ−τ(q−1)

∫

RN

g(ετwε)wε,

ε−σ

2∗

∫

RN

|∇wε|
2 +

1

2

∫

RN

|wε|
2 =

N + α

2Np

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α + ε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετwε).

Therefore, we have

ε−σ‖∇wε‖
2
2 = Nε−σ−τq

∫

RN

[

1

2
g(ετwε)ε

τwε −G(ετwε)

]

. (4.11)

Set g(s) = Asq−1 + g̃(s) for s ≥ 0, then G(s) = A
q s

q + G̃(s), and

lim
s→∞

g̃(s)s1−q = lim
s→∞

G̃(s)s−q = 0.

Therefore, for any δ > 0 there exists a constant Cδ > 0 such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
g̃(u)u− G̃(u)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δ|u|q + Cδ|u|
2,

and hence

ε−τq
∫

RN

∣

∣

∣

1
2 g̃(ε

τwε)ε
τwε − G̃(ετwε)

∣

∣

∣
≤ δ

∫

RN |wε|
q + Cδε

−τ(q−2)
∫

RN |wε|
2

≤ δ‖wε‖
q
q + CCδε

−τ(q−2).
(4.12)

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg Inequality, we obtain

‖wε‖
q
q ≤ C‖∇wε‖

N(q−2)
2

2 ‖wε‖
2N−q(N−2)

2
2 ≤ C̃‖∇wε‖

N(q−2)
2

2 .

Therefore, we get

‖∇wε‖
2
2 = Nε−τq

∫

RN

[

1
2g(ε

τwε)ε
τwε −G(ετwε)

]

≤
(

NA(q−2)
2q + δ

)

∫

RN |wε|
q + C

≤ C̃
(

NA(q−2)
2q + δ

)

‖∇wε‖
N(q−2)

2
2 + C,

which together with 2 > N(q−2)
2 implies that {wε} is bounded in D1,2(RN ).

By virtue of (4.12), for any δ > 0, we have

lim sup
ε→∞

ε−τq

∫

RN

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
g̃(ετwε)ε

τwε − G̃(ετwε)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cδ,

and hence

lim
ε→∞

ε−τq

∫

RN

[

1

2
g̃(ετwε)ε

τwε − G̃(ετwε)

]

= 0. (4.13)

Clearly, (4.11) implies that

‖∇wε‖
2
2 =

NA(q − 2)

2q
‖wε‖

q
q +Nε−τq

∫

RN

[

1

2
g̃(ετwε)ε

τwε − G̃(ετwε)

]

,

the equality (4.10) then follows from (4.13). The proof is complete. �
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As ε → ∞, the limit equation of (4.2) is the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev critical equation
w = (Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α−2w, the corresponding functional is defined by

J∞(w) :=

∫

RN

|w|2 −
1

22α

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α .

We define the Nehari manifolds as follows.

M∞ =

{

w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN

|w|2 =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α
}

.

Then
m̃∞ := inf

w∈M∞

J∞(w)

is well-defined and positive. Moreover, as in (4.9), a similar minimax characterizations for

the least energy level m̃∞ also holds, and J∞ is attained on M∞ and m̃∞ = α
2(N+α)S

N+α
α

1 .

For w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}, we set

τ1(w) =

∫

RN |w|2
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2α)|w|2α
. (4.14)

Then (τ1(w))
N
2αw ∈ M∞ for any w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}, and w ∈ M∞ if and only if τ1(w) = 1.

Now, we give the following estimation on τ1(wε) and the least energy m̃ε:

Lemma 4.3. Let N ≥ 3 and q ∈ (2, 2 + 4
N ). Then τ1(wε) = 1 +O(ε−σ) and

α

2(N + α)
S

N+α
α

1 − m̃ε = m̃∞ − m̃ε ∼ ε−σ, (4.15)

as ε→ ∞.

Proof. For any δ > 0 there exists a constant Cδ > 0 such that

g(s)s ≤ Cδ|s|
q + δ|s|2, for all s ≥ 0.

By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and the fact that N(q−2)
2 < 2, it follows that

ε−τq
∫
RN

g(ετwε)ετwε−
∫
RN

|∇wε|2∫
RN

|wε|2

≤
Cδ

∫
RN

|wε|q−
∫
RN

|∇wε|2∫
RN

|wε|2
+ δε−τ(q−2)

≤ Cδ

(

‖∇wε‖2
‖wε‖2

)

N(q−2)
2

‖wε‖
q−2
2 −

(

‖∇wε‖2
‖wε‖2

)2
+ δε−τ(q−2)

≤ CCδ

(

‖∇wε‖2
‖wε‖2

)

N(q−2)
2

−
(

‖∇wε‖2
‖wε‖2

)2
+ δε−τ(q−2)

≤ C <∞.

First, since vε ∈ Mε, by (4.14), it follows that

τ1(wε) =
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

(Iα∗|wε|p)|wε|p

=
∫
RN

|wε|2
∫
RN

|wε|2−ε−σ{ε−τq
∫
RN

g(ετwε)ετwε−
∫
RN

|∇wε|2}
≤ 1 + Cε−σ,

from which we get
∫

RN

|wε|
2 = τ1(wε)

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α ≤ Cτ1(wε)(

∫

RN

|wε|
2)2α ,
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16 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

and hence
∫

RN

|wε|
2 ≥ (Cτ1(wε))

−N
α ≥ C > 0. (4.16)

By Lemma 4.1 and the Sobolev inequality, we have

τ1(wε) =
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

(Iα∗|wε|2α )|wε|2α

=
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

|wε|2−ε−σ{ε−τq
∫
RN

g(ετwε)ετwε−
∫
RN

|∇wε|2}

≥
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

|wε|2+ε−σ
∫
RN

|∇wε|2

≥ 1− 1
2ε

−σ ‖∇wε‖22
‖wε‖22

≥ 1− Cε−σ,

thus we conclude that τ1(wε) = 1 +O(ε−σ) as ε→ ∞.

For w ∈ H1(RN ), let wt be defined as in Lemma 3.2. Then by Lemma 3.2 and Pohožaev’s
identity, it is easy to show that supt≥0 Jε((wε)t) = Jε(wε) = m̃ε. Therefore, we get

m̃∞ ≤ supt≥0 J∞((wε)t) = J∞((wε)t)|t=τ1((wε))1/α

≤ supt≥0 Jε((wε)t) + ε−σ−τq(τ1(wε))
N/α

∫

RN G(ε
τwε)

≤ m̃ε + ε−σ(1 +O(ε−σ))N/α(Aq ‖vε‖
q
q + oε(1))

= m̃ε +O(ε−σ).

For each ρ > 0, the family Uρ(x) := ρ−
N
2 U1(x/ρ) are radial ground states of v = (Iα ∗

|v|2α)v2α−1, and verify that

‖∇Uρ‖
2
2 = ρ−2‖∇U1‖

2
2,

∫

RN

|Uρ|
q = ρN−N

2
q

∫

RN

|U1|
q. (4.17)

Let g0(ρ) =
A
q

∫

RN |Uρ|
q − 1

2

∫

RN |∇Uρ|
2. Then

g0(ρ) = A
q ρ

N−N
2
q
∫

RN |U1|
q − 1

2ρ
−2

∫

RN |∇U1|
2

= ρ−2
{

A
q ρ

4−N(q−2)
2

∫

RN |U1|
q − 1

2

∫

RN |∇U1|
2
}

.

Since q ∈ (2, 2 + 4
N ), we have limρ→0 g0(ρ) = −∞, limρ→+∞ g0(ρ) = 0. It is easy to see that

there exists ρ0 = ρ(q) ∈ (0,+∞) with

ρ0 =

(

2q
∫

RN |∇U1|
2

NA(q − 2)
∫

RN |U1|q

)

2
4−N(q−2)

such that g′0(ρ0) = 0 and hence

g0(ρ0) = sup
ρ>0

g0(ρ) =
4−N(q − 2)

2N(q − 2)

(

NA(q − 2)
∫

RN |U1|
q

2q
∫

RN |∇U1|2

)

4
4−N(q−2)

∫

RN

|∇U1|
2.

Let U0 = Uρ0 , then there exists tε ∈ (0,+∞) such that

m̃ε ≤ supt≥0 Jε((U0)t) = Jε((U0)tε)

≤ supt>0

{

tN

2

∫

RN |U0|
2 − tN+α

22α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |U0|
2α)|U0|

2α
}

−ε−σ
{

ε−τqtNε
∫

RN G(ε
τU0)−

1
2t

N−2
ε

∫

RN |∇U0|
2
}

≤ m̃∞ − ε−σ
{

tNε
∫

RN

[

A
q |U0|

q + ε−τqG̃(ετU0)
]

− 1
2t

N−2
ε

∫

RN |∇U0|
2
}

.

(4.18)
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NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY 17

where tε ∈ (0,+∞) satisfies

1
2∗ t

N−2
ε ε−σ

∫

RN |∇U0|
2 + 1

2 t
N
ε

∫

RN |U0|
2 = 1

2t
N+α
ε

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |U0|
2α)|U0|

2α

+tNε ε
−σ−τq

∫

RN G(ε
τU0).

If tε ≥ 1, then

1

2∗
ε−σ

∫

RN

|∇U0|
2 +

1

2

∫

RN

|U0|
2 ≥

1

2
tαε

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |U0|
2α)|U0|

2α + ε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετU0).

Hence

tαε ≤
1
2∗ ε

−σ
∫

RN |∇U0|
2 + 1

2

∫

RN |U0|
2 − ε−σ−τq

∫

RN G(ε
τU0)

1
2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |U0|2α)|U0|2α
,

which implies that lim supε→∞ tαε ≤ 1.

If tε ≤ 1, then a similar argument yields that

tαε ≥
1
2∗ ε

−σ
∫

RN |∇U0|
2 + 1

2

∫

RN |U0|
2 − ε−σ−τq

∫

RN G(ε
τU0)

1
2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |U0|2α)|U0|2α
,

which implies that lim infε→∞ tαε ≥ 1.

Therefore, limλ→0 tλ = 1 and hence

limε→∞

{

tNε
∫

RN

[

A
q |U0|

q + ε−τqG̃(ετU0)
]

− 1
2t

N−2
ε

∫

RN |∇U0|
2
}

= A
q

∫

RN |U0|
q − 1

2

∫

RN |∇U0|
2 = g0(ρ0).

Thus, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

m̃ε ≤ m̃∞ − Cε−σ,

for large ε > 0. The proof is complete. �

Let

D(u) :=

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |u|
N+α
N )|u|

N+α
N .

The following result is a special case of the classical Brezis-Lieb lemma [6] for Riesz potentials,
for a proof, we refer the reader to [29, Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 4.4. Let N ∈ N, α ∈ (0, N), and (wn)n∈N be a bounded sequence in L2(RN ). If
wn → w almost everywhere on R

N as n→ ∞, then

lim
n→∞

D(wn)− D(wn − w0) = D(w0).

Lemma 4.5. ‖wε‖
2
2 ∼ D(wε) ∼ ‖∇wε‖

2
2 ∼ ‖wε‖

q
q ∼ 1 as ε→ ∞.

Proof. By the definition of τ1(wε), Lemma 4.3 and the Hardy-Sobolev-Littlewood inequality,
for large ε > 0, we have

‖wε‖
2
2 = τ1(wε)

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α ≤ 2S−2α
1 ‖wε‖

22α
2 ,

and thus it follows that

‖wε‖
2
2 ≥ 2−

N
α S

N+α
α

1 ,

which together with the boundedness of wε implies that ‖wε‖
2
2 ∼ 1 as ε→ ∞.
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18 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that

m̃∞ ≤ J∞((τ1(wε))
N
2αwε)

= 1
2(τ1(wε))

N
α ‖wε‖

2
2 −

1
22α

(τ1(wε))
N+α

α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α

≤ (τ1(wε))
N
α

[

1
2‖wε‖

2
2 −

1
22α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α
]

.

(4.19)

Since wε ∈ Nε, by Lemma 4.4, we obtain

τ1(wε) =
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

(Iα∗|wε|2α )|wε|2α

=
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

|wε|2+ε−σ(
∫
RN

|∇wε|2−ε−τq
∫
RN

g(ετwε)ετwε)

=
∫
RN

|wε|2
∫
RN

|wε|2−ε−σ 2N−q(N−2)
2q

(
∫
RN

|wε|q+oε(1))

≤ 1 + C1ε
−σ‖wε‖

q
q.

(4.20)

Therefore, by (4.10), (4.19) and (4.20), we obtain

m̃ε = 1
2

∫

RN ε
−σ |∇wε|

2
2 + |wε|

2
2 −

1
22α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wε|
2α)|wε|

2α − ε−σ−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τwε)

≥ ε−σ(12‖∇wε‖
2
2 −

A
q ‖wε‖

q
q + oε(1)) + m̃∞(τ1(wε))

−N
α

≥ ε−σ [N(q−2)−4]A
4q (‖wε‖

q
q + oε(1)) + m̃∞ − C1ε

−σ‖wε‖
q
q.

By Lemma 4.3, we have m̃∞ − m̃ε ≥ C2ε
−σ. Hence, we get

[4−N(q − 2)]A

4q
‖wε‖

q
q ≥ C2 − C1‖wε‖

q
q,

which yields

‖wε‖
q
q ≥

4qC2

[4−N(q − 2)]A+ 4qC1
> 0.

Since wε is bounded in H1(RN ), it follows that ‖wε‖
q
q ∼ 1 as ε→ ∞.

Since ‖wε‖
2
2 ∼ 1 as ε→ ∞, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality implies

‖wε‖
q
q ≤ C‖∇wε‖

N(q−2)
2

2 ,

which together with the boundedness of wε in H1(RN ) yields ‖∇wε‖
2
2 ∼ 1 as ε→ ∞.

Finally, by the definition of τ1(wε), Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, it follows that

D(wε) =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
N+α
N )|wε|

N+α
N = (τ1(wε))

−1‖wε‖
2
2 ∼ 1,

as ε→ ∞. The proof is complete. �

Lemma 4.6. Let N ≥ 3 and q ∈ (2, 2+ 4
N ), then for any εn → ∞, there exists ρ ∈ [ρ0,+∞),

such that, up to a subsequence, wεn → Uρ in L2(RN ), where

ρ0 = ρ0(q) :=

(

2q
∫

RN |∇U1|
2

NA(q − 2)
∫

RN |U1|q

)

2
4−N(q−2)

.

Moreover, wεn → Uρ in D1,2(RN ) if and only if ρ = ρ0.
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NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY 19

Proof. The proof is similar to that in [27, Lemma 4.8], and for the reader’s convenience, we
give the detail proof. Note that wεn is a positive radially symmetric function, and by Lemma
4.2, {wεn} is bounded in H1(RN ). Then there exists w∞ ∈ H1(RN ) such that

wεn ⇀ w∞ weakly in H1(RN ), wεn → w∞ in Lp(RN ) for any p ∈ (2, 2∗), (4.21)

and

wεn(x) → w∞(x) a. e. on R
N , wεn → w∞ in L2

loc(R
N ). (4.22)

Observe that

J∞(wεn) = Jεn(wεn)+ε
−σ−τq
n

∫

RN

G(ετwεn)−
ε−σ
n

2

∫

RN

|∇wεn |
2 = m̃εn +on(1) = m̃∞+on(1),

and

J ′
∞(wεn)w = J ′

εn(wεn)w + ε−σ−τ(q−1)
n

∫

RN

g(ετwεn)w − ε−σ
n

∫

RN

∇wεn∇w = on(1).

Therefore, {wεn} is a PS sequence of J∞ at level m̃∞ = α
2(N+α)S

N+α
α

1 .

By Lemma 4.5, we have w∞ 6= 0. By Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, we have

on(1) = m̃εn − m̃∞

≥ ε−σ
n
2 ‖∇wεn‖

2
2 +

1
2 [‖wεn‖

2
2 − ‖w0‖

2
2]−

N
2(N+α) [D(wεn)− D(w∞)]

−ε−σ−τq
n

∫

RN G(ε
τ
nwεn)

= 1
2‖wεn − w∞‖22 −

N
2(N+α)D(wεn − w∞) + on(1),

0 = 〈J ′
εn(wεn)− J ′

∞(w∞), wεn − w∞〉
= ε−σ

n

∫

RN ∇wεn(∇wεn −∇w∞) +
∫

RN |wεn − w∞|2

−
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wεn |
N+α
N )w

α
N
εn(wεn − w∞) +

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w∞|
N+α
N )w

α
N
∞(wεn − w∞)

−εσn
∫

RN |wεn |
q−2wεn(wεn − w∞)

= ‖wεn − w0‖
2
2 − D(wεn − w∞) + on(1).

Hence, it follows that

‖wεn − w∞‖22 ≤
N

N + α
D(wεn − w∞) + on(1) =

N

N + α
‖wεn − w∞‖22 + on(1),

and hence

‖wεn − w∞‖2 → 0, as εn → ∞.

By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and Lemma 4.4, it follows that

lim
εn→∞

D(wεn) = D(w∞).

Since τ1(wεn) → 1 as εn → ∞ by Lemma 4.3, it follows that τ1(w∞) = 1 and hence w∞ ∈ M∞.

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.1 and the boundedness of vεn in H1(RN ), we have

m̃εn = Jεn(wεn)

= 1
2

∫

RN ε
−σ
n |∇wεn |

2 + |wεn |
2 − 1

2p

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wεn |
N+α
N )|wεn |

N+α
N

−ε−σ−τq
n

∫

RN G(ε
τwεn)

≥ 1
2

∫

RN |wεn |
2 − 1

2p

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wεn |
N+α
N )|wεn |

N+α
N

−ε−σ
n {Cδ

∫

RN |wεn |
q + δε

−τ(q−2)
n

∫

RN |wεn |
2}.
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20 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

Sending εn → ∞, it then follows from Lemma 4.3 that

m̃∞ ≥
1

2

∫

RN

|w∞|2 −
1

2p

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w∞|
N+α
N )|w∞|

N+α
N = J∞(w∞).

Therefore, note that w∞ ∈ M∞, we obtain J∞(w∞) = m̃∞. Thus, w∞ = Uρ for some
ρ ∈ (0,+∞).

Moreover, by (4.10), we obtain

‖∇w∞‖22 ≤ lim
εn→∞

‖∇wεn‖
2
2 =

NA(q − 2)

2q

∫

RN

|w∞|q,

from which it follows that

ρ ≥

(

2q
∫

RN |∇U1|
2

NA(q − 2)
∫

RN |U1|q

)

2
4−N(q−2)

.

If ρ = ρ0, then (4.10) implies that limn→∞ ‖∇wεn‖
2
2 = ‖∇Uρ0‖

2
2, and hence wεn → Uρ0 in

D1,2(RN ). �

Proof of Theorem 2.1 in the case q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α
N(2+α) ). Let

Mε = wε(0), zε =Mε[Uρ0(0)]
−1,

where ρ0 is given in Lemma 4.6. Then

zε =
1

Uρ0(0)
wε(0) =

1

Uρ0(0)
ε
− 2N

α[4−N(q−2)]uε(0).

Hence

ζε := z
− 2

N
ε ε

− N(q−2)
α[4−N(q−2)] =

(

Uρ0(0)

uε(0)

)
2
N

ε
1
α , z−1

ε ε
− 2N

α[4−N(q−2)] = ε−
N
2α ζ

N
2
ε .

Arguing as in the proof of [27, Theorem 2.1], we can show that

ζε ∼ ε
− N(q−2)

α[4−N(q−2)]

and for large ε > 0, the rescaled family of ground states

w̃ε(x) = z−1
ε wε(z

− 2
N

ε x) = z−1
ε ε

− 2N
α[4−N(q−2)]uε(z

− 2
N

ε ε
− N(q−2)

α[4−N(q−2)]x) = ε−
N
2α ζ

N
2
ε uε(ζεx)

satisfies

‖∇w̃ε‖
2
2 ∼ ‖w̃ε‖

q
q ∼

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
N+α
N )|w̃ε|

N+α
N ∼ ‖w̃ε‖

2
2 ∼ 1,

and as ε → ∞, w̃ε converges in L2(RN ) to the extremal function Uρ0 . Then by Lemma 4.6,

we also have w̃ε → Uρ0 in D1,2(RN ). Thus we conclude that w̃ε → Uρ0 in H1(RN ).

Since wε ∈ Mε and wε is bounded in H1(RN ), it follows that

m̃ε = 2α−1
22α

ε−σ
∫

RN |∇wε|
2 + 2α−1

22α

∫

RN |wε|
2 − ε−σ−τq

∫

RN [G(ε
τwε)− g(ετwε)ε

τwε]

= α
2(N+α)

∫

RN |wε|
2 +O(ε−σ).

Similarly, we also have

m̃∞ =
α

2(N + α)

∫

RN

|U1|
2.
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Then it follows from Lemma 4.3 that
∫

RN

|U1|
2 −

∫

RN

|wε|
2 =

2(N + α)

α
(m̃∞ − m̃ε) +O(ε−σ) = O(ε−σ).

Since ‖U1‖
2
2 =

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |U1|
p)|U1|

p = S
N+α

α
1 , we conclude that

‖w̃ε‖
2
2 = ‖wε‖

2
2 = S

N+α
α

1 +O(ε−σ).

Finally, by wε ∈ Mε and the boundedness of wε ∈ H1(RN ), we also have
∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
N+α
N )|w̃ε|

N+α
N =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
N+α
N )|wε|

N+α
N = ‖wε‖

2
2+O(ε−σ) = S

N+α
α

1 +O(ε−σ).

The statements on uε follow from the corresponding results on vε and w̃ε, and the proof is
complete. �

4.2. The Case q ∈ (2+ 4α
N(2+α) ,2+ 4

N
). In this case, we set

v(x) = ε−
1

q−2u(ε−
1
2x). (4.23)

Then (Pε) is reduced to

−∆v + v = ε
−N(2+α)(q−2)−4α

2N(q−2) (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α−2v + ε
1−q
q−2 g(ε

1
q−2 v). (4.24)

Let uε ∈ H1(RN ) be the ground state for (Pε) and

vε(x) = ε
− 1

q−2uε(ε
− 1

2x).

Then vε is a ground state of (4.24). Moreover, we have

‖uε‖
2
2 = ε

4−N(q−2)
2(q−2) ‖vε‖

2
2, ‖∇uε‖

2
2 = ε

2N−q(N−2)
2(q−2) ‖∇vε‖

2
2, ‖uε‖

q
q = ε

2N−q(N−2)
2(q−2) ‖vε‖

q
q. (4.25)

The limiting equation of (4.24) reads as follows

−∆v + v = A|v|q−2v. (4.26)

Associated to (4.24) and (4.26), the corresponding functionals are defined by

Jε(v) : = 1
2

∫

RN |∇v|2 + |v|2 − 1
22α

ε
−N(2+α)(q−2)−4α

2N(q−2)
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α

−ε−
q

q−2
∫

RN G(ε
1

q−2 v),

and

J∞(v) :=
1

2

∫

RN

|∇v|2 + |v|2 −
A

q

∫

RN

|v|q,

respectively. The associated Nehari manifolds are as follows

Nε :=

{

v ∈ H1(RN )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN |∇vε|
2 + |vε|

2 = ε−ηq
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|ε|2α

+ε
1−q
q−2

∫

RN g(ε
1

q−2 vε)vε

}

,

N∞ :=

{

v ∈ H1(RN )

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 + |vε|

2 = A

∫

RN

|v|q
}

,

respectively. Denote the lest energies by m̃ε and m̃∞, then

m̃ε = inf
v∈Nε

Jε(v), m̃∞ = inf
v∈N∞

J∞(v)

are well defined and positive. Arguing as in Lemma 4.3, we show that m̃ε = m̃∞ + oε(1).
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Let ηq :=
N(2+α)(q−2)−4α

2N(q−2) , then

m̃ε =
1

2

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 + |vε|

2 −
1

22α
ε−ηq

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α − ε−
q

q−2

∫

RN

G(ε
1

q−2 vε), (4.27)

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 + |vε|

2 = ε−ηq

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α + ε
1−q
q−2

∫

RN

g(ε
1

q−2 vε)vε, (4.28)

and

1

2∗

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 +

1

2

∫

RN

|vε|
2 =

1

2
ε−ηq

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α + ε
− q

q−2

∫

RN

G(ε
1

q−2 vε). (4.29)

By (4.27) and (4.29), we get

m̃∞ + oε(1) ≥ m̃ε =
1

N

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 +

2α − 1

22α
ε−ηq

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |vε|
2α)|vε|

2α ,

from which, we conclude that vε is bounded inD1,2(RN ), ε−ηq
∫

RN (Iα∗|vε|
2α)|vε|

2α is bounded.

Then by (4.28), it is easy to show that vε is also bounded in L2(RN ). Therefore, vε is bounded
in H1(RN ), and hence, by the Hardy-Litlewood-Sobolev indetity, ε−ηq

∫

RN (Iα ∗|vε|
2α)|vε|

2α =
O(ε−ηq ) and there holds

m̃ε =
1

2

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 + |vε|

2 −
A

q

∫

RN

|vε|
q + oε(1),

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 + |vε|

2 = A

∫

RN

|vε|
q + oε(1),

and
1

2∗

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 +

1

2

∫

RN

|vε|
2 =

A

q

∫

RN

|vε|
q + oε(1).

Therefore, we obtain
∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 =

NA(q − 2)

2q

∫

RN

|vε|
q + oε(1).

Put

Aε :=

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2, Bε :=

∫

RN

|vε|
2, Cε :=

∫

RN

|vε|
q,

then






1
2Aε +

1
2Bε −

A
q Cε = m̃ε + oε(1),

Aε +Bε −ACε = oε(1),
1
2∗Aε +

1
2Bε −

A
q Cε = oε(1).

Solving this system, we obtain

Aε = Nm̃ε + oε(1), Bε =
2N − q(N − 2)

q − 2
m̃ε + oε(1), Cε =

2q

A(q − 2)
m̃ε + oε(1).

It is easy to show that

m̃ε = m̃∞ + oε(1) =
q − 2

2q
A− 2

q−2S
q

q−2
q + oε(1),

mε = ε
2N−q(N−2)

2(q−2) m̃ε = ε
2N−q(N−2)

2(q−2)

(

q − 2

2q
A− 2

q−2S
q

q−2
q + oε(1)

)

.
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Therefore, we conclude that

Aε = Nm̃ε + oε(1) =
N(q − 2)

2q
A− 2

q−2S
q

q−2
q + oε(1),

Bε =
2N − q(N − 2)

q − 2
m̃ε + oε(1) =

2N − q(N − 2)

2q
A

− 2
q−2S

q
q−2
q + oε(1),

Cε =
2q

A(q − 2)
m̃ε + oε(1) = A− q

q−2S
q

q−2
q + oε(1).

Form which, we conclude the proof of Theorem 2.1 in the case q ∈ (2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ).

4.3. The Case q = 2+ 4α
N(2+α) . In this case, we set

v(x) = ε
− 1

q−2u(ε−
1
2x). (4.30)

Then (Pε) is reduced to

−∆v + v = (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α−2v + ε
1−q
q−2 g(ε

1
q−2 v). (4.31)

Let uε ∈ H1(RN ) be the ground state for (Pε) and

vε(x) = ε
− 1

q−2uε(ε
− 1

2x).

Then vε is a ground state of (4.26). Moreover, we have

‖uε‖
2
2 = ε

4−N(q−2)
2(q−2) ‖vε‖

2
2, ‖∇uε‖

2
2 = ε

2N−q(N−2)
2(q−2) ‖∇vε‖

2
2, ‖uε‖

q
q = ε

2N−q(N−2)
2(q−2) ‖vε‖

q
q. (4.32)

The limiting equation of (4.31) reads as follows

−∆v + v = (Iα ∗ |v|2α)|v|2α−2v +A|v|q−2v. (4.33)

The rest of proof is similar to the case q ∈ (2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ) and is omitted.

5. Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this section, we always assume that 2∗α := N+α
N−2 and q ∈ (2, 2∗) if N ≥ 4, and q ∈ (4, 6) if

N = 3. For large ε > 0, the existence and symmetry of ground states in this case follows from
the upper bound estimates of the least energy given by Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 below and
the argument used in [26]. See also [30] and references therein.

5.1. The first scaling. It is easy to see that under the rescaling

w(x) = ε−
1

q−2u(ε
− 2

(N−2)(q−2) x), (5.1)

the equation (Pε) is reduced to

−∆w + ε−σw = (Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)|w|2

∗
α−2w + ε−σ−τ(q−1)g(ετw), (5.2)

where σ := 2∗−q
q−2 = 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) > 0 and τ := 1
q−2 .

The associated functional is defined by

Jε(w) :=
1

2

∫

RN

|∇w|2 + ε−σ|w|2 −
1

22∗α

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)|w|2

∗
α − ε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετw).

Lemma 5.1. Let ε > 0, u ∈ H1(RN ) and w is the rescaling of u given in (5.1). Then

(1) ‖∇w‖22 = ‖∇u‖22,
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)|w|2

∗
α =

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |u|2
∗
α)|u|2

∗
α ,
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(2) ε−σ‖w‖22 = ε‖u‖22, ε−σ‖w‖qq = ‖u‖qq,

(3) Iε(u) = Jε(w).

We define the Nehari manifolds as follows.

Nε =

{

w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN |∇w|2 + ε−σ
∫

RN |w|2

=
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)|w|2

∗
α + ε−σ−τ(q−1)

∫

RN g(ε
τw)w

}

and

N∞ =

{

w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

RN

|∇w|2 =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)|w|2

∗
α

}

.

Then

mε := inf
w∈Nε

Jε(w) and m∞ := inf
w∈N∞

J∞(w)

are well-defined and positive. Moreover, J∞ is attained on N∞.

For w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}, we set

τ2(w) =

∫

RN |∇w|2
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2∗α)|w|2∗α
. (5.3)

Then (τ2(w))
N−2

2(2+α)w ∈ N∞ for any w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0}, and w ∈ N∞ if and only if τ2(w) = 1.

Define the Pohožaev manifold as follows

Pε := {w ∈ H1(RN ) \ {0} | Pε(w) = 0},

where
Pε(w) : = N−2

2

∫

RN |∇w|2 + ε−σN
2

∫

RN |w|2

−N+α
22∗α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)|w|2

∗
α −Nε−σ−τq

∫

RN G(ε
τw).

(5.4)

Then by Lemma 3.1, wε ∈ Pε. Moreover, we have a similar minimax characterizations for
the least energy level mε as in Lemma 3.2. A similar result also holds for m∞ and J∞.

Lemma 5.2. The rescaled family of solutions {wε} is bounded in H1(RN ), and

‖wε‖
2
2 =

NA(2∗ − q)

2∗q
‖wε‖

q
q + oε(1), as ε→ ∞. (5.5)

Proof. To prove wε is bounded in D1,2(RN ), we let

v(x) = ε−
N−2

4 u(ε−
1
2x).

Then (Pε) reduces to

−∆v + v = (Iα ∗ |v|2
∗
α)|v|2

∗
α−2v + ε−

N+2
4 g(ε

N−2
4 v),

and vε(x) = ε−
N−2

4 uε(ε
− 1

2x) is a grond state solution, and hence

1

2∗

∫

RN

|∇vε|
2 +

1

2

∫

RN

|vε|
2 =

N + α

22∗αN

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |vε|
2∗α)|vε|

2∗α + ε−
N
2

∫

RN

G(ε
N−2

4 vε),

and

m∞ ≥ mε = 1
2

∫

RN |∇vε|
2 + |vε|

2 − 1
22∗α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |vε|
2∗α)|vε|

2∗α − ε−
N
2

∫

RN G(ε
N−2

4 vε)

= 1
N

∫

RN |∇vε|
2 + α

22∗αN

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |vε|
2∗α)|vε|

2∗α .
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Therefore, vε is bounded in D1,2(RN ). Clearly, we have ‖∇vε‖2 = ‖∇uε‖2 = ‖∇wε‖2, it
follows that {wε} is bounded in D1,2(RN ). Thus, it suffices to show that it is also bounded
in L2(RN ). By wε ∈ Nε ∩ Pε, we obtain

∫

RN

|∇wε|
2 + ε−σ

∫

RN

|wε|
2 =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2∗α)|wε|

2∗α + ε−σ−τ(q−1)

∫

RN

g(ετwε)wε,

N − 2

2

∫

RN

|∇wε|
2+

ε−σN

2

∫

RN

|wε|
2 =

N + α

22∗α

∫

RN

(Iα∗|wε|
2∗α)|wε|

2∗α+Nε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετwε).

Let g(s) = Asq−1 + g̃(s) for s ≥ 0, then G(s) = A
q s

q + G̃(s), then

1

N

∫

RN

|wε|
2 =

A(2∗ − q)

2∗q

∫

RN

|wε|
q + ε−τq

∫

RN

[G̃(ετwε)−
1

2∗
g̃(ετwε)ε

τwε]. (5.6)

By (H1) and (H2), for any δ > 0 there exists a constant Cδ > 0 such that

|G̃(s)−
1

2∗
g̃(s)s| ≤ δsq + Cδs

2, for all s ≥ 0.

Therefore, we get

ε−τq

∫

RN

|G̃(ετwε)−
1

2∗
g̃(ετwε)ε

τwε| ≤ δ

∫

RN

|wε|
q + Cδε

−τ(q−2)

∫

RN

|wε|
2. (5.7)

By (5.5), we have

[
1

N
− Cδε

−τ(q−2)]

∫

RN

|wε|
2 ≤ [

A(2∗ − q)

2∗q
+ δ]

∫

RN

|wε|
q. (5.8)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem and the interpolation inequality, we obtain

∫

RN |wε|
q ≤

(∫

RN |wε|
2
)

2∗−q
2∗−2

(∫

RN |wε|
2∗
)

q−2
2∗−2

≤
(∫

RN |wε|
2
)

2∗−q
2∗−2

(

1
S

∫

RN |∇wε|
2
)

2∗(q−2)
2(2∗−2) ,

where S is the best Sobolev constant. It then follows from (5.7) and Lemma 5.1 that

1

2N

(
∫

RN

|wε|
2

)
q−2
2∗−2

≤ [
A(2∗ − q)

2∗q
+ δ]

(

1

S

∫

RN

|∇wε|
2

)

2∗(q−2)
2(2∗−2)

,

which together with the boundedness of wε inD
1,2(RN ) implies that wε is bounded in L2(RN ).

Finally, it follows from (5.7) that

lim
ε→∞

ε−τq

∫

RN

[G̃(ετwε)−
1

2∗
g̃(ετwε)ε

τwε] = 0,

this together with (5.6) yields (5.5), and completes the proof. �

Now, we give the following estimation on the least energy:

Lemma 5.3. If N ≥ 5 and q ∈ (2, 2∗), then

m∞ −mε ∼ ε−σ as ε→ ∞.

If N = 4 and q ∈ (2, 4), or N = 3 and q ∈ (4, 6), then

m∞ −mε . ε−σ, as ε→ ∞.
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Proof. First, we claim that

τ2(wε) = 1 +O(ε−σ), as ε→ ∞. (5.9)

In fact, since wε ∈ Nε, we see that

τ2(wε) =

∫

RN |∇wε|
2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wε|2
∗
α)|wε|2

∗
α
= 1 + ε−σ ε

−τ(q−1)
∫

RN g(ε
τwε)wε −

∫

RN |wε|
2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wε|2
∗
α)|wε|2

∗
α

.

Since
∫

RN

|wε|
q ≤

(
∫

RN

|wε|
2

)
2∗−q
2∗−2

(
∫

RN

|wε|
2∗
)

q−2
2∗−2

,

we see that

ε−τ(q−1)
∫
RN

g(ετwε)wε−
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

|wε|2
∗ ≤

Cδ

∫
RN

|wε|q−(1−δε−τ(q−2))
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

|wε|2
∗

≤ ζ
θq
ε (Cδ − (1− δε−τ(q−2))ζ

1−θq
ε ).

where

θq =
2∗ − q

2∗ − 2
, ζε =

∫

RN |wε|
2

∫

RN |wε|2
∗ .

Let g(x) := xθq(Cδ − (1− δε−τ(q−2))x1−θq ). Then

sup
x≥0

g(x) = Kq := Cδθq(1− θq)

(

Cδθq

1− δε−τ(q−2)

)

θq
1−θq

.

Therefore, by the boundedness of wε in D1,2(RN ), we get

τ2(wε) ≤ 1 + ε−σKq

∫
RN

|wε|2
∗

∫
RN

(Iα∗|wε|2
∗
α )|wε|2

∗
α

≤ 1 + ε−σKqS
− N

N−2
(
∫
RN

|∇wε|2)
N

N−2
∫
RN

(Iα∗|wε|2
∗
α)|wε|2

∗
α

= 1 + ε−σKqS
− N

N−2 τ2(wε)(
∫

RN |∇wε|
2)

2
N−2

≤ 1 + ε−σCτ2(wε),

and hence for large ε > 0, there holds

τ2(wε) ≤
1

1− ε−σC
= 1 + ε−σ C

1− ε−σC
≤ 1 +

1

2
Cε−σ.

On the other hand, by (5.3), the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev and the Sobolev inequalities, we
obtain that

∫

RN

|∇wε|
2 = τ2(wε)

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2∗α)|wε|

2∗α ≤ Cτ2(wε)(
1

S

∫

RN

|∇wε|
2)2

∗
α .

Therefore, we get
∫

RN

|∇wε|
2 ≥ (

Cτ2(wε)

S2∗α
)
− 1

2∗α−1 ≥ C > 0.
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By (5.3), wε ∈ Nε and the boundedness of wε in H1(RN ), we then obtain

τ2(wε) =
∫
RN

|∇wε|2∫
RN

(Iα∗|wε|2
∗
α)|wε|2

∗
α

=
∫
RN

|∇wε|2∫
RN

|∇wε|2+ε−σ
∫
RN

|wε|2−ε−σ−τ(q−1)
∫
RN

g(ετwε)wε

≥
∫
RN

|∇wε|2∫
RN

|∇wε|2+ε−σ
∫
RN

|wε|2

≥ 1− 1
2ε

−σ
∫
RN

|wε|2∫
RN

|∇wε|2

≥ 1− Cε−σ.

Thus we get τ2(wε) = 1 +O(ε−σ) as ε→ ∞. This proved the claim.

If N ≥ 3, by Lemma 3.2, (H2) and the boundedness of {wε}, we find

m∞ ≤ supt≥0 Jε((wε)t) + ε−σtNε
(

ε−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τwε)−

1
2

∫

RN |wε|
2
)

≤ mε + Cε−σ,
(5.10)

where

tε =

(

∫

RN |∇wε|
2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |wε|2
∗
α)|wε|2

∗
α

)

1
2+α

= (τ2(wε))
1

2+α .

Next, we assume N ≥ 5. For each ρ > 0, the family Vρ(x) := ρ−
N−2

2 V1(x/ρ) are radial

ground states of −∆w = (Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)w2∗α−1, and verify that

‖Vρ‖
2
2 = ρ2‖V1‖

2
2,

∫

RN

|Vρ|
q = ρN−N−2

2
q

∫

RN

|V1|
q. (5.11)

Let g0(ρ) =
A
q

∫

RN |Vρ|
q − 1

2

∫

RN |Vρ|
2. Then there exists ρ0 = ρ(q) ∈ (0,+∞) with

ρ0 =

(

A[2N − q(N − 2)]
∫

RN |V1|
q

2q
∫

RN |V1|2

)

2
(N−2)(q−2)

such that

g0(ρ0) = sup
ρ>0

g0(ρ) =
A(N − 2)(q − 2)

4q

(

A[2N − q(N − 2)]
∫

RN |V1|
q

2q
∫

RN |V1|2

)

2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2)

∫

RN

|V1|
q.

Let V0 = Vρ0 , then there exists tε ∈ (0,+∞) such that

mε ≤ supt≥0 Jε((V0)t) = Jε((V0)tε)

= tN−2
ε
2

∫

RN |∇V0|
2 − tN+α

ε
22∗α

(Iα ∗ |V0|
2∗α)|V0|

2∗α

−ε−σtNε {ε−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τV0)−

1
2

∫

RN |V0|
2}

≤ supt≥0

(

tN−2

2 − tN+α

2p

)

∫

RN |∇V0|
2

−ε−σtNε {ε−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τV0)−

1
2

∫

RN |V0|
2}

= m∞ − ε−σtNε {ε−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τV0)−

1
2

∫

RN |V0|
2}.

(5.12)

Moreover, tε satisfies

1

2∗t2

∫

RN

|∇V0|
2 =

tα

2∗

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |V0|
2∗α)|V0|

2∗α + ε−σ{ε−τq

∫

RN

G(ετV0)−
1

2

∫

RN

|V0|
2}.

If tε ≥ 1, then
∫

RN

|∇V0|
2 ≥ t2ε

{
∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |V0|
2∗α)|V0|

2∗α + ε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετV0)−
1

2
ε−σ

∫

RN

|V0|
2

}

.
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Hence

t2ε ≤

∫

RN |∇V0|
2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |V0|2
∗
α)|V0|2

∗
α + 2∗ε−σ{ε−τq

∫

RN G(ετV0)−
1
2

∫

RN |V0|2}
.

If tε ≤ 1, then
∫

RN

|∇V0|
2 ≤ t2ε

{
∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |V0|
2∗α)|V0|

2∗α + ε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετV0)−
1

2
ε−σ

∫

RN

|V0|
2

}

.

Hence

t2ε ≥

∫

RN |∇V0|
2

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |V0|2
∗
α)|V0|2

∗
α + 2∗ε−σ{ε−τq

∫

RN G(ετV0)−
1
2

∫

RN |V0|2}
.

Since
∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |V0|
2∗α)|V0|

2∗α =

∫

RN

|∇V0|
2,

we conclude that limε→∞ tε = 1. By (H2), it follows that

lim
ε→∞

ε−τq

∫

RN

G(ετV0)−
1

2

∫

RN

|V0|
2 =

A

q

∫

RN

|V0|
q −

1

2

∫

RN

|V0|
2 = g0(ρ0),

Thus, by (5.12), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

mε ≤ m∞ − Cε−σ,

for large ε > 0. The proof is complete. �

Lemma 5.4. There exists a constant ̟ = ̟(q) > 0 such that for ε > 0 large,

mε ≤

{

m∞ − (ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2̟, if N = 4,

m∞ − ε
− 6−q

2(q−4)̟, if N = 3 and q ∈ (4, 6).

Proof. Let ρ > 0 and R be a large parameter, and ηR ∈ C∞
0 (R) is a cut-off function such

that ηR(r) = 1 for |r| < R, 0 < ηR(r) < 1 for R < |r| < 2R, ηR(r) = 0 for |r| > 2R and
|η′R(r)| ≤ 2/R.

For ℓ≫ 1, a straightforward computation shows that

∫

RN

|∇(ηℓV1)|
2 =

{

2(N+α)
2+α m∞ +O(ℓ−2), if N = 4,

2(N+α)
2+α m∞ +O(ℓ−1), if N = 3.

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |ηℓV1|
2∗α)|ηℓV1|

2∗α =
2(N + α)

2 + α
m∞ +O(ℓ−N ),

∫

RN

|ηℓV1|
2 =

{

ln ℓ(1 + o(1)), if N = 4,
ℓ(1 + o(1)), if N = 3.

By Lemma 3.2, we find

mε ≤ supt≥0 Jε((ηRVρ)t) = Jε((ηRVρ)tε)

≤ supt≥0

(

tN−2

2

∫

RN |∇(ηRVρ)|
2 − tN+α

2p

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |ηRVρ|
2∗α)|ηRVρ|

2∗α

)

−ε−σtNε
[

ε−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τηRVρ)−

1
2

∫

RN |ηRVρ|
2
]

= (I)− ε−σ(II),

(5.13)
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where tε ∈ (0,+∞) is the unique critical point of the function g(t) defined by

g(t) = tN−2

2

∫

RN |∇(ηRVρ)|
2 + tN

2 ε
−σ

∫

RN |ηRVρ|
2

− tN+α

22∗α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |ηRVρ|
2∗α)|ηRVρ|

2∗α − tNε−σ−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τηRVρ).

That is, t = tε solves the equation ℓ1(t) = ℓ2(t), where

ℓ1(t) :=
1

2∗t2

∫

RN

|∇(ηRVρ)|
2

and

ℓ2(t) :=
1

2∗
tα

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |ηRVρ|
2∗α)|ηRVρ|

2∗α + ε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετ ηRVρ)−
1

2
ε−σ

∫

RN

|ηRVρ|
2.

If tε ≥ 1, then

1
2∗t2ε

∫

RN |∇(ηRVρ)|
2 ≥ 1

2∗

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |ηRVρ|
2∗α)|ηRVρ|

2∗α

+ε−σ−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τηRVρ)−

1
2ε

−σ
∫

RN |ηRVρ|
2,

and hence

t2ε ≤
∫
RN

|∇(ηRVρ)|2∫
RN

(Iα∗|ηRVρ|2
∗
α)|ηRVρ|2

∗
α+2∗ε−σ−τq

∫
RN

G(ετηRVρ)−
1
2
ε−σ

∫
RN

|ηRVρ|2
. (5.14)

If tε ≤ 1, then

1
2∗t2ε

∫

RN |∇(ηRVρ)|
2 ≤ 1

2∗

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |ηRVρ|
2∗α)|ηRVρ|

2∗α

+ε−σ−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τηRVρ)−

N
2 ε

−σ
∫

RN |ηRVρ|
2,

and hence

t2ε ≥
∫
RN

|∇(ηRVρ)|2
∫
RN

(Iα∗|ηRVρ|2
∗
α)|ηRVρ|2

∗
α+2∗ε−σ−τq

∫
RN

G(ετηRVρ)−
1
2
ε−σ

∫
RN

|ηRVρ|2
. (5.15)

Therefore, set ℓ = R/ρ, then we obtain

lim supε→∞ |t2ε − 1| ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫
RN

|∇(ηRVρ)|2∫
RN

(Iα∗|ηRVρ|2
∗
α)|ηRVρ|2

∗
α
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫
RN

|∇(ηℓV1)|2∫
RN

(Iα∗|ηℓV1|2
∗
α)|ηℓV1|2

∗
α
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

→ 0,

as ℓ→ ∞. Therefore, we get

(I) = 2+α
2(N+α)

(
∫
RN

|∇(ηℓV1)|2)
N+α
2+α

(
∫
RN

(Iα∗|ηℓV1|2
∗
α )|ηℓV1|2

∗
α)

N−2
2+α

=



















2+α
2(N+α)

(
2(N+α)

2+α
m∞+O(ℓ−2))

N+α
2+α

(
2(N+α)

2+α
m∞+O(ℓ−4))

N−2
2+α

, if N = 4,

2+α
2(N+α)

( 2(N+α)
2+α

m∞+O(ℓ−1))
N+α
2+α

(
2(N+α)

2+α
m∞+O(ℓ−3))

N−2
2+α

, if N = 3,

=

{

m∞ +O(ℓ−2), if N = 4,
m∞ +O(ℓ−1), if N = 3.

(5.16)

Since
φ(ρ) = ε−τq

∫

RN G(ε
τηRVρ)−

1
2

∫

RN |ηRVρ|
2

= A
q

∫

RN |ηRVρ|
q − 1

2

∫

RN |ηRVρ|
2

= A
q ρ

N−N−2
2

q
∫

RN |ηℓV1|
q − 1

2ρ
2
∫

RN |ηℓV1|
2
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take its maximum value ϕ(ρℓ) at the unique point

ρℓ : =
(

A[2N−q(N−2)]
∫
RN

|ηℓV1|q

2q
∫
RN

|ηℓV1|2

)
2

(N−2)(q−2)

∼

{

(ln ℓ)
− 2

(N−2)(q−2) if N = 4,

ℓ
− 2

(N−2)(q−2) if N = 3,

we obtain

φ(ρℓ) = supρ≥0 φ(ρ)

= 4+q(N−2)−2N
4q ρ

N−N−2
2

q

ℓ

∫

RN |ηℓV1|
q

= 4+q(N−2)−2N
4q

(

2N−q(N−2)
2q

)

2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) (

∫
RN

|ηℓV1|q)
4

(N−2)(q−2)

(
∫
RN

|ηℓV1|2)
2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2)

≤ 4+q(N−2)−2N
4q

(

2N−q(N−2)
2q

)

2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) ∫

RN |ηℓV1|
2∗

→ 4+q(N−2)−2N
4q

(

2N−q(N−2)
2q

)

2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) ∫

RN |V1|
2∗ ,

as ℓ→ +∞, where we have used the interpolation inequality

∫

RN

|ηℓV1|
q ≤

(
∫

RN

|ηℓV1|
2

)
2∗−q
2∗−2

(
∫

RN

|ηℓV1|
2∗
)

q−2
2∗−2

.

Since
∫

RN |ηℓV1|
q →

∫

RN |V1|
q, as ℓ→ +∞, it follows that

φ(ρℓ) = (N−2)(q−2)
4q A

4
(N−2)(q−2)

(

[2N−q(N−2)]
∫
RN

|ηℓV1|q

2q
∫
RN

|ηℓV1|2

)

2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) ∫

RN |ηℓV1|
q

=







C(ln ℓ(1 + o(1))
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) if N = 4,

C(ℓ(1 + o(1))
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) if N = 3.

Thus, for large ε > 0, we have

(II) = φ(ρℓ) + (tNε − 1)φ(ρℓ)

∼







(ln ℓ)
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) , if N = 4,

ℓ
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) , if N = 3.

It follows that if N = 4, then

mε ≤ (I)− ε−σ(II)

≤ m∞ +O(ℓ−2)− Cε−σ(ln ℓ)
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) .
(5.17)

Take ℓ = εM . Then

mε ≤ m∞ +O(ε−2M )− Cε−σM
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) (ln ε)
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) .

If M > 4−q
2(q−2) , then 2M > σ, and hence

mε ≤ m∞ − ε−σ(ln ε)
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2)̟ = m∞ − (ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2̟, (5.18)

for large ε > 0, where

̟ =
1

2
CM

− 2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) .
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If N = 3, then
mλ ≤ (I)− λσ(II)

≤ m∞ +O(ℓ−1)− Cε−σℓ
− 2N−q(N−2)

(N−2)(q−2) .
(5.19)

Take ℓ = δ−1ετ . Then

mε ≤ m∞ + δO(ε−τ )− Cε−σδ
2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) ε

−τ
2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2)

If q ∈ (4, 6) and τ = 6−q
2(q−4) , then

τ =
2(N − 2)

2 + q(N − 2)− 2N
=

2

q − 4
,

then

mε ≤ m∞ + (δO(1) − Cδ
2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) )ε

− 6−q
2(q−4) .

Since

1 >
2N − q(N − 2)

(N − 2)(q − 2)
,

it follows that for some small δ > 0, there exists ̟ > 0 such that

mε ≤ m∞ − ε
− 6−q

2(q−4)̟.

This completes the proof. �

Combining Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4, we get the following

Lemma 5.5. Let δε := m∞ −mε, then

ε−σ & δε &











ε−σ , if N ≥ 5,

(ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) , if N = 3 and q ∈ (4, 6).

Lemma 5.6. Assume N ≥ 5. Then ‖wε‖q ∼ 1 as ε→ ∞.

Proof. By (5.7), we have

m∞ ≤ mε + ε−σ(τ2(wε))
N

2+α ε−τq
∫

RN G(ε
τwε)

≤ mε +
A
q ε

−σ(τ2(wε)
N

2+α (
∫

RN |wε|
q + oε(1)).

Therefore, it follows from (5.6) and Corollary 5.5 that

‖wε‖
q
q ≥

m∞ −mε

(τ2(wε))
N

2+α

·
q

A
εσ + oε(1) ≥

Cq

A(τ2(wε))
N

2+α

≥ C > 0,

which together with the boundedness of {wε} implies the desired conclusion. �

Lemma 5.7. Let N ≥ 5 and q ∈ (2, 2∗), then there exists a ζε ∈ (0,∞) verifying

ζε ∼ ε
− 4

(N−2)(q−2)

such that the rescaled ground states wε(x) = ζ
N−2

2
ε uε(ζεx) converges to Vρ0 in H1(RN ) as

ε→ ∞, where Vρ0 is a positive ground sate of the equation −∆V = (Iα ∗ |V |2
∗
α)V 2∗α−1 with

ρ0 =

(

NA(2∗ − q)
∫

RN |V1|
q

2∗q
∫

RN |V1|2

)

2
(N−2)(q−2)

. (5.20)
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In the lower dimension cases N = 4 and N = 3, there exists ξε ∈ (0,+∞) with ξε → 0 such
that

wε − ξ
−N−2

2
ε V1(ξ

−1
ε ·) → 0

as ε→ ∞ in D1,2(RN ) and L2∗(RN ).

Proof. We adopt a proof of [27, Lemma 5.7]. Note that wε is a positive radially symmetric
function, and by Lemma 5.2, {wε} is bounded in H1(RN ). Then there exists w∞ ∈ H1(RN )
verifying −∆w = (Iα ∗ w2∗α)w2∗α−1 such that

wε ⇀ w∞ weakly in H1(RN ), wε → w∞ in Lp(RN ) for any p ∈ (2, 2∗), (5.21)

and

wε(x) → w∞(x) a. e. on RN , wε → w∞ in L2
loc(R

N ). (5.22)

Observe that

J∞(wε) = Jε(wε) + ε−σ−τq

∫

RN

G(ετwε)−
ε−σ

2

∫

RN

|wε|
2 = mε + oε(1) = m∞ + oε(1),

and

J ′
∞(wε)w = J ′

ε(wε)w + ε−σ−τ(q−1)

∫

RN

g(ετwε)w − ε−σ

∫

RN

wεw = oε(1).

Therefore, {wε} is a PS sequence of Jε at level m∞ = 2+α
2(N+α)S

N+α
2+α
α .

By Lemma 3.4, it is standard to show [34] that there exists ζ
(j)
ε ∈ (0,+∞), w(j) ∈ D1,2(RN )

with j = 1, 2, · · · , k, k a non-negative integer, such that

wε = w∞ +

k
∑

j=1

(ζ(j)ε )−
N−2

2 w(j)((ζ
(j)
λ )−1x) + w̃ε, (5.23)

where w̃ε → 0 in L2∗(RN ) and w(j) are nontrivial solutions of the limit equation −∆w =
(Iα ∗ w2∗α)w2∗α−1. Moreover, we have

lim sup
ε→∞

‖wε‖
2
D1(RN ) ≥ ‖w∞‖2D1(RN ) +

k
∑

j=1

‖w(j)‖2D1(RN ) (5.24)

and

m∞ = J∞(w∞) +

k
∑

j=1

J0(w
(j)). (5.25)

Moreover, J∞(w∞) ≥ 0 and J∞(w(j)) ≥ m∞ for all j = 1, 2, · · · , k.

If N ≥ 5, then by Lemma 5.6, we have w∞ 6= 0 and hence J∞(w∞) = m∞ and k = 0.
Thus wε → w∞ in L2∗(RN ). Since J ′

∞(wε) → 0, it follows that wε → w∞ in D1,2(RN ).

Since wε(x) is radial and radially decreasing, for every x ∈ R
N \ {0}, we have

w2
ε(x) ≤

1

|B|x||

∫

B|x|

|wε|
2 ≤

1

|x|N

∫

RN

|wε|
2 ≤

C

|x|N
,

then

wε(x) ≤ C|x|−
N
2 , |x| ≥ 1. (5.26)
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If α > N − 4, then we have 2∗α = N+α
N−2 > 2 and hence

|wε|
2∗α |x|N ≤ C|x|−

N
2
2∗α+N = C|x|−

N
2
(2∗α−2) → 0, as |x| → +∞.

By virtue of Lemma 3.10, we obtain

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2∗α)(x) ≤ C|x|−N+α, |x| ≥ 1.

and then

(Iα ∗ |wε|
2∗α)(x)|wε|

2∗α−2(x) ≤ C|x|
−N2−Nα+4α

2(N−2) , |x| ≥ R̃. (5.27)

As in the proof of [27, Lemma 5.7], for any small ν0 > 0, by using a comparison argument,
we can find R > 0 such that for all large ε > 0 there holds

wε(x) . |x|−(N−2−ν0), for |x| ≥ R. (5.28)

When ν0 > 0 is small enough, the domination is in L2(RN ) for N ≥ 5, and this shows, by the
dominated convergence theorem, that wε → w∞ in L2(RN ). Thus, we conclude that wε → w0

in H1(RN ). Moreover, by (5.4), we obtain

‖w∞‖22 =
NA(2∗ − q)

2∗q

∫

RN

|w∞|q,

from which it follows that w∞ = Vρ0 with

ρ0 =

(

NA(2∗ − q)
∫

RN |V1|
q

2∗q
∫

RN |V1|2

)

2
(N−2)(q−2)

.

Therefore, if α > N −4, then the first statement is valid with ζε = ε
− 2

(N−2)(q−2) . If α ≤ N −4,
then for any εn → ∞, up to a subsequence, we can assume that wεn → Vρ in D1,2(RN ) with
ρ ∈ (0, ρ0]. Moreover, wεn → Vρ in L2(RN ) if and only if ρ = ρ0. Arguing as in the proof of
[27, Theorem 2.1] (see also the proof of Theorem 2.1 in the present paper), we can show that

there exists a ζε ∼ ε
− 2

(N−2)(q−2) such that wε(x) = ζ
N−2

2
ε uε(ζεx) converges to Vρ0 in L2(RN ),

and hence in H1(RN ).

If N = 4 or 3. By Fatou’s lemma, we have ‖w∞‖22 ≤ lim infε→∞ ‖vε‖
2
2 < ∞, therefore,

w∞ = 0 and hence k = 1. Thus, we obtain J∞(w(1)) = m∞ and hence w(1) = Vρ for some
ρ ∈ (0,+∞). Therefore, we conclude that

wε − ξ
−N−2

2
ε V1(ξ

−1
ε ·) → 0

in L2∗(RN ) as λ→ 0, where ξε := ρζ
(1)
ε ∈ (0,+∞) satisfying ξε → 0 as ε→ ∞. Since

J ′
∞(wε − ξ

−N−2
2

ε V1(ξ
−1
ε ·)) = J ′

∞(vε) + J ′
∞(V1) + oε(1) = oε(1)

as ε→ ∞, it follows that wε − ξ
−N−2

2
ε V1(ξ

−1
ε ·) → 0 in D1,2(RN ). �

Preliminary version – May 7, 2024 – 3:02



34 NONLINEAR CHOQUARD EQUATION WITH COMBINED NONLINEARITY

5.2. The second scaling. In the lower dimension cases N = 4 and N = 3, we further
perform a scaling

w̃(x) = ξ
N−2

2
ε w(ξεx), (5.29)

where ξε ∈ (0,+∞) is given in Lemma 5.7. Then the rescaled equation is as follows

−∆w̃ + ε−σξ2ε w̃ = (Iα ∗ |w̃|2
∗
α)w̃2∗α−1 + ε−σξ

N−N−2
2

q
ε (ε−τ ξ

N−2
2

ε )q−1g(ετ ξ
−N−2

2
ε w̃). (5.30)

The corresponding energy functional is given by

J̃ε(w̃) : = 1
2

∫

RN |∇w̃|2 + ε−σξ2ε |w̃|
2 − 1

22∗α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃|2
∗
α)|w̃|2

∗
α

−ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε (ε−τ ξ
N−2

2
ε )q

∫

RN G(ε
τ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃).
(5.31)

Clearly, we have J̃ε(w̃) = Jε(w) = Iε(u).

Furthermore, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Let u,w, w̃ ∈ H1(RN ) satisfy (5.1) and (5.29), then the following statements
hold true

(1) ‖∇w̃‖22 = ‖∇w‖22 = ‖∇u‖22,
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃|2
∗
α)|w̃|2

∗
α =

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w|2
∗
α)|w|2

∗
α =

∫

RN (Iα ∗

|u|2
∗
α)|u|2

∗
α ,

(2) ξ2ε‖w̃‖
2
2 = ‖w‖22 = ε1+σ‖u‖22, ξ

N−N−2
2

q
ε ‖w̃‖qq = ‖w‖qq = εσ‖u‖qq.

Set w̃ε(x) = ξ
N−2

2
ε wε(ξεx), then by Lemma 5.7, we have

‖∇(w̃ε − V1)‖2 → 0, ‖w̃ε − V1‖2∗ → 0, as ε→ ∞. (5.32)

Note that the corresponding Nehari and Pohožaev’s identities are as follows
∫

RN |∇w̃ε|
2 + ε−σξ2ε

∫

RN |w̃ε|
2

=
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃ε|

2∗α + ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε (ε−τξ
N−2

2
ε )q−1

∫

RN g(ε
τ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃)w̃.
(5.33)

and
1
2∗

∫

RN |∇w̃ε|
2 + 1

2ε
−σξ2ε

∫

RN |w̃ε|
2

= 1
2∗

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃ε|

2∗α + ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε (ε−τ ξ
N−2

2
ε )q

∫

RN G(ε
τ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃ε),
(5.34)

it follows that

1
N ε

−σξ2ε
∫

RN |w̃ε|
2 = ε−σ−τqξNε

∫

RN [G(ε
τ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃ε)−
1
2∗ g(ε

τ ξ
−N−2

2
ε w̃ε)ε

τ ξ
−N−2

2
ε w̃ε]

= ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε [A(2∗−q)
2∗q

∫

RN |w̃ε|
q + oε(1)].

Thus, we obtain

ξ
(N−2)(q−2)

2
ε

∫

RN

|w̃ε|
2 =

NA(2∗ − q)

2∗q

∫

RN

|w̃ε|
q + oε(1). (5.35)

To control the norm ‖w̃ε‖2, we note that for any ε > 0, w̃ε > 0 satisfies the linear inequality

−∆w̃ε + ε−σξ2ε w̃ε > 0. (5.36)

Lemma 5.9 There exists a constant c > 0 such that

w̃ε(x) ≥ c|x|−(N−2) exp(−ε−
σ
2 ξε|x|), |x| ≥ 1. (5.37)

The proof of the above lemma is similar to that of [28, Lemma 4.8]. As consequences, we
have the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.10. If N = 3, then ‖w̃ε‖
2
2 & ε

σ
2 ξ−1

ε .

Lemma 5.11. If N = 4, then ‖w̃ε‖
2
2 & − ln(ε−σξ2ε).

We remark that w̃ε is only defined for N = 4 and N = 3. But the following discussion also
apply to the case N ≥ 5. To prove our main result, the key point is to show the boundedness
of ‖w̃ε‖q. We begin with a technique lemma.

Lemma 5.12. Assume N ≥ 3, α > N−4 and 2 < q < 2∗. Then there exist constants L0 > 0
and C0 > 0 such that for any large ε > 0 and |x| ≥ L0ε

σ/2ξ−1
ε ,

w̃ε(x) ≤ C0ε
−σ(N−2)/4ξ(N−2)/2

ε exp(−
1

2
ε−σ/2ξε|x|).

Proof. By (5.26) and (5.27), if |x| ≥ L0ε
σ/2ξ−1

ε with L0 > 0 being large enough, we have

(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)(x)|w̃ε|

2∗α−2(x) = ξ
(N−2)(2∗α−1)−α
ε (Iα ∗ |wε|

2∗α)(ξεx)|wε|
2∗α−2(ξεx)

≤ Cξ2εL
−N2−Nα+4α

2(N−2)

0 ε
−σ·N

2−Nα+4α
4(N−2)

≤ 1
4ε

−σξ2ε ,

here we have used the fact that
N2 −Nα+ 4α

4(N − 2)
> 1,

which follows from the inequality N < N + 2 < 4(α+2)
α−N+4 , ∀α ∈ (N − 4, N).

By (H1) and (H2), for any δ > 0, there exists Cδ > 0 such that

g(s) ≤ δs + Cδs
q−1, for s ≥ 0.

Therefore, we have

(ε−τ ξ
N−2

2
ε )q−1g(ετ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃ε(x)) ≤ δ(ε−τ ξ
N−2

2
ε )q−2w̃ε + Cδw̃

q−1
ε .

By (5.24) and (5.26), for |x| ≥ L0ε
σ/2ξ−1

ε , we get

ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε (ε−τ ξ
N−2

2
ε )q−1g(ετ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃ε(x)) ≤ δε−σ−τ(q−2)ξ2ε w̃ε + Cδε
−σξ

N−N−2
2

q
ε w̃q−1

ε

≤ 1
4ε

−σξ2ε w̃ε(x).

Therefore, we obtain

−∆w̃ε(x) +
1

2
ε−σξ2ε w̃ε(x) ≤ 0, for all |x| ≥ L0ε

σ/2ξ−1
ε .

Arguing as in [1, Lemma 3.2], we prove that

w̃ε(x) ≤ CL
−N−2

2
0 eL0/2ε−

σ(N−2)
4 ξ

N−2
2

ε e−
1
2
ε−σ/2ξε|x|,

for all |x| ≥ L0ε
σ/2ξ−1

ε . The proof is complete. �

To obtain the optimal decay estimate of w̃ε at infinity, we consider the Kelvin transform
of w̃ε. For any w ∈ H1(RN ), we denote by K[w] the Kelvin transform of w, that is,

K[w](x) := |x|−(N−2)w

(

x

|x|2

)

.

It is easy to see that ‖K[w̃λ]‖L∞(B1) . 1 implies that

w̃ε(x) . |x|−(N−2), |x| ≥ 1,
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uniformly for large ε > 0. Thus, it suffices to show that there exists ε0 > such that

sup
ε∈(ε0,∞)

‖K[w̃ε]‖L∞(B1) <∞. (5.38)

It is easy to verify that K[w̃ε] satisfies

−∆K[w̃ε] +
ε−σξ2ε
|x|4 K[w̃ε] = 1

|x|4 (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)( x

|x|2 )w̃
2∗α−2
ε ( x

|x|2 )K[w̃ε]

+ 1
|x|4ε

−σ−τ(q−1)ξ
N+2

2
ε

g(ετ ξ
−N−2

2
ε w̃ε(

x
|x|2

))

w̃ε(
x

|x|2
) K[w̃ε].

(5.39)

We also see from Lemma 5.12 that if |x| ≤ ε−σ/2ξε/L0, then

K[w̃ε](x) .
1

|x|N−2
ε

−σ(N−2)
4 ξ

N−2
2

ε e−
1
2
ε−σ/2ξε|x|−1

. (5.40)

Let ã(x) = ε−σξ2ε
|x|4 and

b̃(x) =
1

|x|4
(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|

2∗α)(
x

|x|2
)w̃2∗α−2

ε (
x

|x|2
) +

1

|x|4
ε−σ−τ(q−1)ξ

N+2
2

ε

g(ετ ξ
−N−2

2
ε w̃ε(

x
|x|2 ))

w̃ε(
x

|x|2 )
.

Then (5.39) reads as

−∆K[w̃ε] + ã(x)K[w̃ε] = b̃(x)K[w̃ε]. (5.41)

Since g(s) = o(s) as s→ 0 and lims→+∞ g(s)s1−q = A > 0, it follows that

g(s) ≤ C(|s|q−1 + |s|), ∀s ≥ 0.

then we have

b̃(x) ≤ 1
|x|4 (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|

2∗α)( x
|x|2 )w̃

2∗α−2
ε ( x

|x|2 )

+ 1
|x|4ε

−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε |w̃ε(
x

|x|2 )|
q−2 + 1

|x|4ε
−σ−τ(q−2)ξ2ε

= 1
|x|4 (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|

2∗α)( x
|x|2 )w̃

2∗α−2
ε ( x

|x|2 )

+ 1
|x|γq ε

−σξ
γq/2
ε K[w̃ε]

q−1 + 1
|x|4 ε

−σ−τ(q−2)ξ2ε ,

here and in what follows, for any q ∈ (2, 2∗), we set γq = 2N − (N − 2)q. Choose η(x) ∈ [0, 1]
such that

b̃(x) = η(x)
{

1
|x|4 (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|

2∗α)( x
|x|2 )w̃

2∗α−2
ε ( x

|x|2 )

+ 1
|x|γq ε

−σξ
γq/2
ε K[w̃ε]

q−1 + 1
|x|4ε

−σ−τ(q−2)ξ2ε

}

.
(5.42)

Let

a(x) = (1− ε−τ(q−2)η(x))
ε−σξ2ε
|x|4

,

b(x) =
η(x)

|x|4
(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|

2∗α)(
x

|x|2
)w̃2∗α−2

ε (
x

|x|2
) +

η(x)

|x|γq
ε−σξ

γq/2
ε K[w̃ε]

q−1.

Then (5.41) and (5.42) yields

−∆K[w̃ε] + a(x)K[w̃ε] = b(x)K[w̃ε]. (5.43)

Adopting the Moser iteration, arguing as in [27, Proposition 5.14], we obtain the following
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Proposition 5.13. Assume N ≥ 3, α > N − 4 and 2 < q < 2∗. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that for large ε > 0, there holds

w̃ε(x) ≤ C(1 + |x|)−(N−2), x ∈ R
N .

Lemma 5.14. If s > N
N−2 , then ‖w̃ε‖

s
s ∼ 1 as ε→ ∞. Furthermore, w̃ε → V1 in Ls(RN ) as

ε→ ∞.

Proof. Since w̃ε → V1 in L2∗(RN ), as in [28, Lemma 4.6], using the embeddings L2∗(B1) →֒
Ls(B1) we prove that lim infε→∞ ‖w̃ε‖

s
s > 0.

On the other hand, by virtue of Proposition 5.13, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for all large ε > 0,

w̃ε(x) ≤
C

(1 + |x|)N−2
, ∀x ∈ R

N ,

which together with the fact that s > N
N−2 implies that w̃ε is bounded in Ls(RN ) uniformly

for large ε > 0, and by the dominated convergence theorem w̃ε → V1 in L
s(RN ) as ε→ ∞. �

5.3. The Proof of Theorem 2.2. We are in the position to prove Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Firstly, we consider the cases N = 4 and N = 3. We note that a result
similar to Lemma 3.2 holds for w̃ε and J̃ε. By Lemma 5.8, we also have τ2(w̃ε) = τ2(vε).
Therefore, by (5.35), we get

m∞ ≤ supt≥0 J̃ε((w̃ε)t)

+ε−στ2(w̃ε)
N
2

{

ξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε (ε−τ ξ
N−2

2
ε )q

∫

RN G(ε
τ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃ε)−
1
2ξ

2
ε

∫

RN |w̃ε|
2

}

+ε−στ2(w̃ε)
N
2

{

ξNε ε
−τq

∫

RN G(ε
τ ξ

−N−2
2

ε w̃ε)−
1
2ξ

2
ε

∫

RN |w̃ε|
2

}

≤ mε + ε−στ2(w̃ε)
N
2
A
q ξ

N−N−2
2

q
ε (

∫

RN |w̃ε|
q + oε(1)),

(5.44)
which implies that

ξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε

(
∫

RN

|w̃ε|
q + oε(1)

)

≥ εσ
q

Aτ2(wε)
N
2

δε.

Hence, by Lemma 5.5, we obtain

ξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε

(
∫

RN

|w̃ε|
q + oε(1)

)

& εσδε &







(ln ε)
− 4−q

q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− (6−q)2

2(q−2)(q−4) , if N = 3.
(5.45)

Therefore, by Lemma 5.14, we have

ξε &

{

(ln ε)−
1

q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− 6−q

(q−2)(q−4) , if N = 3.
(5.46)

On the other hand, if N = 3, then by (5.35) and Lemma 5.10 and Lemma 5.14, we have

εσ/2ξ
−1+ q−2

2
ε . ξ

q−2
2

ε ‖w̃λ‖
2
2 . 1.
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Then, noting that σ = 2∗−q
q−2 = 6−q

q−2 , for q ∈ (4, 6), we have

ξ
q−4
2

ε . ε−
σ
2 = ε

− 6−q
2(q−2) ,

and hence

ξε . ε
− 6−q

(q−2)(q−4) . (5.47)

If N = 4, noting that
− ln(ε−σξ2ε) = σ ln ε− 2 ln ξε ≥ σ ln ε,

by (5.35) and Lemma 5.11 and Lemma 5.14, we have

ξq−2
ε ln ε . ξq−2

ε ‖w̃λ‖
2
2 . 1.

Hence, we obtain

ξε . (ln ε)−
1

q−2 . (5.48)

Thus, it follows from (5.44), (5.47), (5.48) and Lemma 5.14 that

δε = m∞ −mε . ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε .

{

(ε ln ε)
− 4−q

q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) , if N = 3,

which together with Lemma 5.5 implies that

δε ∼ ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε ∼

{

(ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 , if N = 4,

ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) , if N = 3.
(5.49)

By (5.31) and (5.35), we get

mε = 1
2

∫

RN |∇w̃ε|
2 − 1

22∗α

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃

2∗α
ε

−A(N−2)(q−2)
4q ε−σξ

N−N−2
2

q
ε [

∫

RN |w̃ε|
q + oε(1)].

By (5.33) and (5.34), we get
∫

RN

|∇w̃ε|
2 =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃ε|

2∗α +
NA(q − 2)

2q
ε−σξ

N−N−2
2

q
ε [

∫

RN

|w̃ε|
q + oε(1)].

Therefore, we have

mε =
2 + α

2(N + α)

∫

RN

|∇w̃ε|
2 −

Aα(N − 2)(q − 2)

4q(N + α)
ε−σξ

N−N−2
2

q
ε [

∫

RN

|w̃ε|
q + oε(1)].

Similarly, we have

m∞ =
2 + α

2(N + α)

∫

RN

|∇V1|
2.

Thus, by virtue of (5.49), we obtain

‖∇V1‖
2
2 − ‖∇w̃ε‖

2
2 = 2(N+α)

2+α δε −
Aα(N−2)(q−2)

2q(2+α) ε−σξ
N−N−2

2
q

ε [
∫

RN |w̃ε|
q + oε(1)]

=

{

O((ε ln ε)
− 4−q

q−2 ), if N = 4,

O(ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) ), if N = 3.

(5.50)

By (5.31) and (5.34), we have

mε = (12 − 1
2∗ )

∫

RN |∇w̃ε|
2 + ( 1

2∗ − 1
22∗α

)
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃ε|

2∗α

= 1
N

∫

RN |∇w̃ε|
2 + α(N−2)

2N(N+α)

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃ε|

2∗α .
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Similarly, we also have

m∞ =
1

N

∫

RN

|∇V1|
2 +

α(N − 2)

2N(N + α)

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |V1|
2∗α)|V1|

2∗α .

Then it follows from (5.49) and (5.50) that
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |V1|
2∗α)|V1|

2∗α −
∫

RN (Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃ε|

2∗α

= 2N(N+α)
α(N−2)

[

(m∞ −mε)−
1
N (

∫

RN |∇V1|
2 −

∫

RN |∇w̃ε|
2)
]

= 2N(N+α)
α(N−2) δε −

2(N+α)
α(N−2)(

∫

RN |∇V1|
2 −

∫

RN |∇w̃ε|
2)

=

{

O((ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 ), if N = 4,

O(ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) ), if N = 3.

(5.51)

Since ‖∇V1‖
2
2 =

∫

RN (Iα ∗ |V1|
2∗α)|V1|

2∗α = S
N+α
2+α
α , it follows from (5.61) and (5.62) that

‖∇w̃ε‖
2
2 = S

N+α
2+α
α +

{

O((ε ln ε)−
4−q
q−2 ), if N = 4,

O(ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) ), if N = 3,

and
∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |w̃ε|
2∗α)|w̃ε|

2∗α = S
N+α
2+α
α +

{

O((ε ln ε)
− 4−q

q−2 ), if N = 4,

O(ε
− 6−q

2(q−4) ), if N = 3.

Finally, by (5.35), Lemma 5.10 and Lemma 5.11, we obtain

‖w̃ε‖
2
2 ∼

{

ln ε, if N = 4,

ε
6−q

2(q−4) , if N = 3.

For N ≥ 5, the conclusion follows directly from Lemmas 5.5, 5.6 and 5.8. More precisely,
Replacing V1, w̃ε by Vρ0 and vε respectively, and setting ξε = 1 in the above arguments, we
obtain

‖∇uε‖
2
2 = ‖∇vε‖

2
2 = S

N+α
2+α
α +O(ε

− 2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) )

and
∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |uε|
2∗α)|uε|

2∗α =

∫

RN

(Iα ∗ |vε|
2∗α)|vε|

2∗α = S
N+α
2+α
α +O(ε

− 2N−q(N−2)
(N−2)(q−2) ).

The statements on uε follow from the corresponding results on vε and w̃ε. This completes the
proof of Theorem 2.2. �

6. Final remarks

Cleatly, if uε ∈ H1(RN ) is a ground state of (Pε), and for some a > 0 there holds

‖uε‖
2
2 = a2, (6.1)

then uε is a normalized solution of (1.6) with λ = −ε. We denote this normalized solution
by a pair (ua, λa) with λa = −ε, or ua for simplicity.

As direct consequences of Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.2, we have the following results.
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Proposition 6.1. Assume that (H1) and (H2) hold. If p = N+α
N , q ∈ (2, 2 + 4

N ), then for

any large a > 0, the problem (1.6) has at least one positive normalized solution ua ∈ H1(RN ),
which is radially symmetric and radially nonincreasing. Moreover, as a→ ∞, there hold

‖∇ua‖
2
2 ∼ a

2(2N−q(N−2))
4−N(q−2) → +∞,

E(ua) ∼







−a
2(N+α)

N → −∞, if q ∈ (2, 2 + 4α
N(2+α)),

−a
2(2N−q(N−2))

4−N(q−2) → −∞, if q ∈ (2 + 4α
N(2+α) , 2 +

4
N ).

Proposition 6.2. Assume that (H1) and (H2) hold. If p = N+α
N−2 , q ∈ (2, 2∗) for N ≥ 4 and

q ∈ (4, 6) for N = 3, then for any small a > 0, the problem (1.6) has at least one positive
normalized solutions ua ∈ H1(RN ), which are radially symmetric and radially nonincreasing.
Moreover, as a→ 0, there hold

‖∇ua‖
2
2 ≃ S

N+α
2+α
α , E(ua) ≃

2 + α

2(N + α)
S

N+α
2+α
α .
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