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SEMICLASSICAL STATIONARY STATES FOR NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS WITH FAST DECAYING POTENTIALS

VITALY MOROZ AND JEAN VAN SCHAFTINGEN

ABSTRACT. We study the existence of positive solutions for a class of nonlinear Schrédinger
equations of the type

—?Au+Vu=u? inR",
where N > 3, p > 1 is subcritical and V is a nonnegative continuous potential. Amongst

other results, we prove that if V' has a positive local minimum, and % <p< %, then

for small € the problem admits positive solutions which concentrate as € — 0 around the
local minimum point of V. The novelty is that no restriction is imposed on the rate of decay
of V. In particular, we cover the case where V' is compactly supported.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the existence of positive solutions for a class of nonlinear Schrodinger equations
which includes, in particular, equations of the type

(1.1) —2Au+Vu=u inRY,

where p > 1, ¢ > 0 and V € C(RV,R*) is a nonnegative potential. Solutions of this
equation are stationary states of the nonlinear Schrédinger equations. The parameter ¢ is the
adimensionalised Planck constant; one expects to recover classical physics when ¢ goes to 0.
This régime is referred to as the semiclassical limit. Equation (I.I]) also models the formation
of spike layers in cross-diffusion [16].

First results go back to Floer and Weinstein [10], who considered the case N = 1 and p = 3.
Using a Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction method, they proved that if V' is bounded and has a
positive global nondegenerate minimum, then for € small enough there is a family of solu-
tions that concentrate around the minimum point. Oh [I7, 18], also using Lyapunov—Schmidt
reduction techniques, obtained multibump solutions, i.e. solutions concentrating around mul-
tiple nondegenerate critical points of V. The use of variational methods was initiated by
Rabinowitz [20], who proved the existence of a solution u. for small £ > 0 under the assump-
tion

0 <infV < liminf V(z).
RN || —o00
Wang Xuefeng investigated the concentration phenomenon [21]. His results imply, in particu-
lar, that if solutions u. attain its global maximum at x., then liminf. o u:(z:) > 0 and there
exist C, A > 0 such that

ue(z) < Cexp (= 2|z — z.).
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A variational method was subsequently devised by del Pino and Felmer [9] in order to obtain
solutions that concentrate around an arbitrary local minimum of V.

Throughout all these works, an assumption that infgkx V' > 0 was made. If V' > 0 then
V may vanish at some points of the domain, or V may vanish at infinity. Byeon and Wang
[7, 8] have studied solutions concentrating around zeros of V. A remarkable feature is that
these solutions have specific different concentration behavior that depends on the behavior of
V near its zero.

The study of the case where V' > 0, but infgy V' = 0 has been initiated by Ambrosetti,
Felli and Malchiodi [3]. They have proved the existence of solutions to the related problem

—&?Au+Vu=Ku’ inR"Y,

when K € C(RY,R™") is a nonnegative potential which decays fast enough. Ambrosetti, Mal-
chiodi and Ruiz [4] have then proved, by Lyapunov—-Schmidt reduction method, the existence
of solutions to (ILT)) when V satisfies the assumption

liminf V (2)|z|* > 0,
|z| =00

which we call slow decay. Finally, Bonheure and Van Schaftingen [5], [6] have proved the
existence and concentration of solution to (ILI)) by the method of del Pino and Felmer in the
case
lim inf V (z)|z| NV =2®-D >
|z|—o00
which thus provides an improvement to the results in [4] when p > %
In this paper, we address the question of existence and concentration for fast decaying
potentials, i.e. potentials for which
liminf V(z)|z|* =
|z| =00
One difference between equations with slow and fast decaying potentials is the decay rate of
solutions as * — oo. Similarly to equations with infgy V' > 0, positive solutions of (ILI]) with
slow decaying potentials such that liminf),_ V(z)|z|?> = oo have an exponential decay at
infinity. Solutions of (1) with fast decaying V' may decay polynomially. For instance, if
(1.2) lim sup V ()|z|** = 0,
|x|—00

for some § > 0, then positive solutions of (LI) decay no faster then |z|~(M=2), as one can

see by comparing with an explicit subsolution at infinity |z|~N=2)(1 + |z|7%) of —A+ V. A
consequence of such polynomial decay of solutions is a Liouville type nonexistence phenomena:
ie., if (EEZI) holds then equation (ILI]) has no positive solutions in the neighborhood of infinity
for p < x5, cf. [14]. A special case of a fast decaying potential is a potential V' that vanishes
1dent1ca11y In this case, the equation

—Au=uP inRY

has no positive solutions for p < {2, see [12]. The existence of positive solutions of (L.I])

N +2 is thus a rather delicate

with fast decaying potentials in the admissible range 5 < p <
issue.

A special case of our results in this paper is the following theorem, which in particular,
answers positively the question about the existence of solutions for (LI with compactly

supported potentials, which was posed by Ambrosetti and Malchiodi [2], Section 1.6.5].
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Theorem 1. Let N > 3, % <p< % and V € C(RYN,RY) be a nonnegative potential. If
there exists a smooth bounded open set A C RN such that

0 < inf V(z) < inf V(z),
TEA x€OA

then there exists g > 0 such that for every 0 < e < g¢, equation (1)) has at least one positive
solution u..

As a byproduct of our method, we obtain results about the concentration of solutions. A
central issue in this analysis is that, if (u:)e>0 is a family solutions of (L)) that concentrates
to a point zg € RY, then

V() := ue (xo + €2)
solves the rescaled equation
—Av. +V (29 +ex)v. =02 in RN,
This suggests that v, should converge, in a certain sense, to a positive solution of the limiting
equation
—~Av+V (zg)v =107 inRY,

where V' (z¢) > 0. It is known that such a solution v decays exponentially as |x| — co. On the
other hand, if V satisfies (LZ) then v. decays no faster then |z|~(N=2). Concentration results
for (L)) should thus capture a transition between polynomial decay of the concentrating

solutions u. and exponential decay of the limiting solution v. Actually, we show that wu.
decays polynomially in  and exponentially in €. More precisely, we prove the following.

Theorem 2. Let (u.) be the family of solutions of (L)), constructed in Theorem [1. Then
for all sufficiently small € > O there is x. € A such that ug attains its maximum at x.,

lim inf u(z.) > 0,
e—0
li V(o) = 11 V(e),

and there exists C, A > 0 such that

N-2

A_le—wel > (1+ |z —%]2)7?.

ug(x)SCeXp(—gl+|x_x|
3

In particular, when V' is compactly supported, solutions (u.) solve the equation

(1.3) — Au=u”
in an exterior domain. Remind that, according to [12) Theorem 3.6], solutions to (3] in
exterior domains for 25 < p < Y£2 decay at infinity either as [z|~2/®=Y or as |z|~(V=2),

The family of solutions (u. ), constructed in Theorem [I] belongs to the former class. Note also
that if V is compactly supported then the solutions u. belong to L?(RY) only when N > 5,
while for N = 3,4 we have u, € L%(RN).

Our approach in this work follows the variational penalization scheme introduced in [9]
and adapted to decaying potentials in [5 [6]. Formally, equation (L) is the Euler-Lagrange
equation of the functional

1

1
T (u) := 3 /RN (| Vul® + Vul?) - P |u|PFL.
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The first integral defines a natural Sobolev space. However, when 1 < p < %, the second

integral need not be finite in this space, and one has thus Z.(u) € RU {—oo0}. This difficulty
can be overridden by following the method devised by del Pino and Felmer. They modified
the problem for large u and x so that the modified problem becomes well-posed and solvable
[9]. One has then to show that solutions of the modified problem are small enough for large
x, so that they solve the original problem.

In particular, in order to tackle problems with decaying potentials, in [5 6] the penalized
problem

—2Aug + Vue = XAug_l + xae min(kV, ub)ue,

where 0 < k < 1, was considered. One has then to show that u. < kV outside A. When V is
compactly supported this approach fails, because one should then have that the solution are
compactly supported, which cannot be the case. Our key observation in this paper is that,
in order to overcome this difficulty, V' can be replaced in the definition of the penalization
by a Hardy-type potential H, chosen independently of the decay of V. We also improve the
barriers used in [6] to obtain the decay of w..

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give the precise assumptions and
results of this paper. The three next sections are devoted to the proof of these results: the
penalization problem is introduced in Section [3 the asymptotics of its solutions are studied in
Section M, and in Section Bl the proof is completed by obtaining the decay of the solutions, and
proving that solutions of the penalized problem solve the original problem. Finally, Section
discusses various extensions to two-dimensional problems, problems on domains and more
general nonlinearities as well as improvements of some results in [6].

2. ASSUMPTIONS AND THE MAIN RESULT
2.1. Assumptions. We consider a slightly more general equation than (1)), i.e.,
(Pe) —?Au+Vu=Ku’ inR"Y,

where N >3, p>1,e>0and VK € C (RN ,RT) are nonnegative potentials. The existence
of solutions will be related to the presence of local minimizers of the concentration function

ptl N
Vx)r=1" 2
K(z)7T

The linear part of the equation induces the norm

Jull2i= [ | (I7uP + ViuP)
RN
and the weighted Sobolev space
Dy (RY) := {u e DHRY) | ||ull- < +o0}.

Here D} (RY) is the closure of C2°(RY) with respect to the L%norm of the gradient. The
space DJ,(R") endowed with the norm ||-||. is a Hilbert space. Note that the set Di,(RY) does
not depend on € > 0. If V is compactly supported then || - || simply defines an equivalent
norm on Dé(RN ), while for general bounded nonnegative potentials V' one always has the
embeddings

A(x) ==

H'(RY) € Dy (RY) € DH(RY).
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2.2. Main result. Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 3. Let N >3, 1 <p < % and let V, K € C(RY,R*). Assume that there exists
0 < (N —=2)p—N and M > 0 such that

(K) 0< K(z) <M(1+|z|)° forall z € RY,
and that there exists a smooth bounded open set A C RN such that

(A) 0< ;IGIf\ A(z) < xierng A(z).

Then there exists €9 > 0 such that for every e € (0,e0), equation ([PJ) has at least one positive
solution u. € D (RN) N CHRY). Moreover,

|uelle = O@EN?)  as e =0,
ue attains its marimum at T, € A,

lim inf
im in us(xe) > 0,

lim A(ze) = inf A(z),

and there exists C, A > 0 such that

Ao —

€

e
(1+|x x€|) .

If V satisfies the fast decay assumption (L2]) then the restriction o < (N — 2)p — N in the
theorem is sharp, in the sense that ([PJ]) has no positive solutions for ¢ > (N —2)p — N (see
e.g. [14]). If V satisfies (L2) then the upper bound (2.1) is sharp as |x| — oo in the sense
that for each fixed e € (0, g¢]

lim inf|z|V 2u. () > 0.
|z|—o00

This follows, e.g., by comparison with an explicit subsolution at infinity |z|~™=2)(1 + |z|~?)
of —A+ V.

The asymptotic behavior of the solutions can be described as follows. Let (y,)n>1 be a
sequence that decreases to zero, and (z,,)n,>1 C A be a sequence such that

liminfu., (x,) >0 and xz, — T € A.
n—o0

Then A(Z) = infs A and, along a subsequence, the sequence of rescaled solutions
Un () := ue, (x + €2)

converges in the C}!

L (RY) topology to a positive solution v € H(RY)NC(RY) of the limiting
equation

—Av+V(Z)v = K(Z)v? in RV,

See Lemma below for details.
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2.3. Organization of the proof. The proof of Theorem [ is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion [Bl we introduce an adequate modification of the penalization scheme of [6] which allows us
to include into consideration potential V' with fast decay. Then we apply the mountain-pass
lemma to establish the existence of a family of positive solutions (u.) to the penalized prob-
lem. In Section [4] we obtain energy and uniform estimates on the mountain-pass solutions.
Many of the proofs in this section require only very minor modifications comparing to the
results in [6], so we omit the details in most cases. In particular, we establish in Section [ a
first weak concentration result, Lemma [£.4] which tells that solutions u. uniformly decay to
zero as € — 0 outside a family of balls B(x.,eR) whose centers x. concentrate to the local
minima of the concentration function A(x). This information becomes crucial in Section [,
where it is used to arrange a comparison of solutions u. with carefully constructed family of
barrier functions, which have sharp asymptotic both as ¢ — 0 and x — oo. This allows to
establish the sharp concentration bound (2.]]) and at the same time to show that solutions u.
of the modified problem actually solve the original problem (P), which completes the proof
of Theorem [3

3. PENALIZATION SCHEME

3.1. Penalization potential. Without loss of generality, we assume that 0 € A. One can

then choose p > 0 so that B(0,p) C A. Let xa denote the characteristic function of the set
A. We define the penalization potential H : RN — R by

(1 — xa(x))
(3.1) H(z) := ; EINETL
|z[2(log p—o)
where 8 > 0, pg > 0 and s > 0 are chosen so that py < p and
K (N —2)?
log £\ 18 < 4 ’
(Ogg)

The Hardy inequality

N —2)? 2
/ ]Vu\z > ( ) / [u()] dx Yu € CgO(RN)
RN 4 Ry |zf?

ensures positivity of the quadratic form associated to —A — H on RV,

Lemma 3.1. For every u € D{(RY),

sy (V=22 s u@)?
(3.2) /]RN (IVul* = Hlul?) > < 4 )1+ﬁ> /RN EE dz.

(log;‘i0

This implies, in particular, that the linear operator —A — H satisfies the comparison prin-
ciple on open subdomains G C RY. We formulate it in a form which is convenient for our
purposes:

Lemma 3.2 (Comparison Principle). Let G C RN be a smooth domain. Assume that u,v €
HL (G)NC(G) satisfy

—Au—Hu>—-Av—Hv inG,
V(u—v)- € L*(G) and (u—v)_ € L*(G, (1 + |z|)~2dz). If OG # 0, assume in addition that
u>v on OG. Thenu>v inG.
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Remark 3.3. The integrability assumption (v —v)_ € L*(G, (1 + |z[)~2dz) is required im-
plicitly in the proof of the corresponding Proposition 24 in [6], but is not mentioned explicitly
in the statement therein.

Lemma is proved by multiplying the inequation by (u — v)_, integrating by parts and

applying (3.2)) (cf. [1], 6] 15]).
Now we are in a position to construct a minimal positive solution to the operator —A — H
in the complement of A.

Lemma 3.4. There exists w € C%(A°) such that

(3.3) —Aw—Hw=0 inA",
’ w=1 onOA.

and
|2

/c <|Vw(a:)|2 + %)dx < .

Moreover, there exists 0 < ¢ < C' < 0o such that for every x € A€,
clz|~WN=2 < w(x) < Cla|~N2),

Proof. First one constructs w by minimizing |’ AC|Vw|2 — H|w|?. By classical regularity esti-
mates, w € C2(A°).
Now set

(3-4) W (x) = Ja| =2 (N = 2)8 - x(log &) 7),

where 5 > 0 is taken from (B.I). Computing
N -2 1
—AW(z) = Ijv( Iml)i_ﬁ Zﬂ(ﬁ —|Z| )2+ﬁ
|z (log ) |z (log )
one verifies that the function W is a supersolution to —A — H in A¢. Choosing R so that
A C B(0,R), and

B
(N —-2)p (log£> > K,
Po

one checks that W is positive on dB(0, R) C A°. By the comparison principle of Lemma [3.2]
w is bounded from above by a positive multiple of W in RN \ B(0,R). Since W(z) <
(N —2)B]z|~™=2) and w is continuous on B(0, R) \ A, one obtains the desired upper bound.
On the other hand, the function
v(z) = o)~ "2
is a positive subsolution to —A — H in A¢. Thus, by Lemma [3.2] we obtain the bound from
below. 0

The previous propositions summarize the properties of the potential H, which is chosen as a
largest possible potential such that the quadratic form inequality (3.2)) of Lemma [3.1], and, as
a consequence, the comparison principle (Lemma [3.:2]) hold, and the minimal positive solution
of B3) decays at infinity as |z|~V~2) (Lemma [34). Notice however that the asymptotics of
the minimal positive solution only plays a role in Section [ for the construction of barrier
functions.
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3.2. Penalized nonlinearity. Define the truncated nonlinearity g. : RY x Rt — R by
(3.5) ge(z,8) := xa(z) K (z)s” + min(e*H (z), K(z)sP~!)s.

Define also G.(z, s) := [; ge(x,t) dt. The function g. is a Carathéodory function that satisfies
the following properties:

(g1) g-(x,5) = o(s) as s — 0T uniformly on compact subsets of RY;
(92) ge(z,s) = O(sP) as s — oo uniformly on compact subsets of RY;
(95) 0< (p+ 1)Ge(r,5) < 52z 5) for (x,5) € A x B*;
(91) 0 <2G.(x,5) < sgc(x,8) < e?H(z)s? for (z,5) € A° x RT.
We are now in a position to introduce the penalized functional
1

Te(u) == 3 /]RN (2 |Vu(@)? + V(z)|u(z)|?) dz — ]ﬁ /RN Ge(z,u(zx)) dx.

Using (g2), (g94) and Hardy’s inequality, it is standard to check that 7. is well-defined and
that J. € C*(D{,(RY),R). Moreover, critical points of J. are weak solutions of the equation
(P.) —E2Au+V(z)u = g.(z,u) inRY,

One can also see that 0 is a strict local minimum of J; and that J; is unbounded from below
(cf. [6, Lemma 5]); so, J- has the Mountain Pass geometry. We are going to show that J:
satisfies the Palais—Smale condition.

Lemma 3.5. Let (u,) C DL(RY) be a Palais-Smale-sequence for J., i.e., for some c € R,

Je(un) — ¢, and T (up) — 0.

Ifl<p< %, then, up to a subsequence, (uy,) converges strongly to u € DL, (RY).

Proof. Tt is standard to verify using (g3) and (g4) that (u,) is bounded in D{,(RY). Up to a
subsequence, u, — u € D%,(RN ). By Rellich’s theorem, one has thus w,, — w in Lfotl(R”).
Further, one has, by Hardy’s inequality, for R > pq,

: ) . 2
Hpuf' < / 4@ < Vul*.
/RN\B(QR) (log pﬁo)1+6 RN |x|2 (N—2)2(10gp%)1+6 RN

2

Since (uy,) is bounded, for every § > 0 there exists R > 1 such that for n € N,

(3.6) / Hluy|* < 6.
RN\B(0,R)

One has now, by assumption,

lim supun — ul]? = limsup /R (9= u() — g2, () (u(er) — un() i

n—oo n—o0

< limsup / (92, () — e (2 tun (2))) () — 14 (x)) dix
B(0,R)

n—o0

n—oo

+ limsup/ e2H (|ul® + |un|?)
RN\B(0,R)

< 26%6.

Since € > 0 is fixed and § > 0 is arbitrary, this proves the claim. O
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Remark 3.6. The same arguments prove that the mapping u — g(-,u(-)) is completely
continuous from DL (RY) — DL(RN)*, i.e. maps weakly convergent sequences to strongly
convergent sequences. This simplifies the proof of the existence comparing with previous
penalizations, where the corresponding mapping was not completely continuous, which made
the Palais—-Smale condition more delicate to establish [6] [9].

Since J: satisfies the Palais-Smale condition, all the assumptions of the Mountain Pass
Lemma are fulfilled. We obtain the following existence result for modified problem .

Proposition 3.7. Let 1 <p < % Set
I.:= {y € O([0,1], Dy (RY)) | 7(0) = 0, T-(7(1)) < 0}.

For every € > 0, the minimax level

OO0

1s a critical value of Js.

We call every critical point u € D, (RY) such that J.(u) = c. a least energy solution of
(BD. V
By the standard regularity theory, if u € H (RY) is a solution of (P.), then u € W2EURN)

loc
for every q € (1,00). In particular, u € C'llo’g(]RN) for every 0 < o < 1. In general, no further

regularity can be expected as g. is not continuous. Also, by the strong maximum principle,
any nontrivial nonnegative solution u € Cllo’ca(RN ) of (P.) is strictly positive in RY.

4. ASYMPTOTICS OF SOLUTIONS
4.1. Upper estimate on the energy. For every x, € A, define the functional F,,
H'RY) - R by
1 2 2 1 +1
Fewi=g [ (VP + V) = —= [ Kl
Set
o := {7 € C([0,1], H'(RY)) | 7(0) = 0 and Fy(y(1)) < 0}

and consider a minimax level

. i= inf Fo(y(t)).
Co. = Inf max 0(v(t))

By a scaling argument,

S T
T — ( p;l) -/4(55*)’
where
1 1
r 2 p+1
and

S2,, = inf {/\WP + |ul? | /RNyu\PH =1, ue CSO(IR{N)}

is the Sobolev embedding constant. Moreover ¢, is a critical value of F,, (see, e.g., [22]).
Critical points v € H'(R") such that F,, (v) = c,, are called ground states of the equation

(4.1) — Av+ V(z)v = K(z)vP  in RY,
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These ground states decay exponentially at inﬁnity, ie.,

v(@) < C(L+[a2) T exp(—/V(wa)lal),

with C' > 0 (see [11, Proposition 4.1]). It is also known that, up to a translation, every positive
ground state of (4.)) is radial and radially decreasing, and that radial positive ground state
is unique [13].

A starting point in our consideration is a comparison between critical levels c. and ¢, for
¢ small and z, a local minimizer of A.

Lemma 4.1. If (u.)es0 is a family of least energy solutions of (P.), then

limsupe N T (ue) < (Spr)” in f.A

e—0 r
Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that

uelle < Ce™2.
Proof. The proof of the first part is identical to the proof of Lemma 12 in [6], because all

calculations are performed inside A and do not depend on the choice of penalization. The
proof of the second statements follows from the first one and from (g3). O

4.2. No uniform convergence to zero. An important pointwise information about the
least energy solutions of (P is that u. can not converge uniformly to zero as & — 0.

Lemma 4.2. If u. € D%/(IR{N) is a weak positive solution of (P.), then
V(z) ) T
K(x)

Proof. Let ¢ denote the right-hand side of the inequality. By continuity and positivity of V
and K, § > 0. Assume now by contradiction that . is a positive solution of (PJ) and that
ue < 0 on A. Then for z € A one has

ge (2, us () < P K (2)ue(x) < V(z)u(z).

- f<
fucllmqa) > inf

Therefore one has
—2Aus + Vue < xaVue +e2Hu. on RN,
and hence
—Au. — Hu. <0 on RV,

Now, since u, € Dé (RN ), Lemma is applicable. One concludes that u. = 0, which brings
a contradiction since J(us) = c¢. > 0 by Proposition 3.7 O

4.3. Lower estimate on the energy. Following [0], we can examine the behavior of least
energy solutions u. along a sequence of points at which it does not vanish.

Lemma 4.3. Let (u.).~o be least energy solutions of (PdJ). Let (€,)n>1 be a sequence that
decreases to zero. Let K > 1 and, fori € {1,...,K}, let ( n>1 be a sequence in A. If for
everyi € {1,...,K},

lim inf u., (%) > 0,
n—oo

and for everyi,j € {1,..., K} such that i # j,

lim [ — o]
n—00 En

= +OO7
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then
Kosro, o
liminfe, VT, (ue,) > lim E; 2 Al).

Proof. This lemma is proved similarly to Proposition 16 in [6]. The only difference is that the
penalization is not the same, and that V' may vanish. However, the modified penalization is
stronger, and V' does not vanish on a neighborhood of A. Therefore, the proof of [6] applies
straightforwardly, provided the intermediate lemmas are restated by adding conditions that
sequences of points are taken in A. ]

As a consequence of Lemma [£.3], we prove that least energy solutions u. concentrate around
a family of points inside A. This is a first crude concentration result which will be the starting
point to finer concentration estimates.

Lemma 4.4. Let (u:)e>o be least energy solutions of . Let (zc)e>0 be such that . € A
and

lim inf .
im in us(xe) >0

Then
lim inf d(z.,0A) > 0.
e—0
and
(4.2) lim Juel| Lo (A\ B2 .cr)) = 0

R—o0

Proof. For the first assertion, assume by contradiction that there exists a sequence (ey,)n>1
such that &, — 0, and lim,,_,~ d(z, ,0A) = 0. Then, by Lemma (3],

Spinf A > lim inf e NI (ue,) > S, lim inf A(ze,) > S, inf A > S inf A,
But this contradicts Lemma .11

For the second assertion, assume by contradiction that there exist sequences (e5,),>1 and
(Yn)n>1 such that y, € A,

lim ¢, =0, Ue, (Yn) > 0, and = +00.
n—o0 n—o0 €
Then, by Lemma [4.3],
liminf e,V T, (ue,) > Spliminf (A(ze,) + A(yn)) > 25, inf A.
Since infy A > 0, one obtains again a contradiction by Lemma [Tl O

4.4. Convergence of rescaled solutions. A consequence of Lemma [£3] and the upper
bound of Lemma 1] is that a sequence of least energy solutions, rescaled along a sequence
of points at which it does not vanish, converges to a solution of the limit equation. Following
the arguments in the proof of Lemma 13 and Proposition 18 of [6], one can establish the
following.

Lemma 4.5. Let (u:).>o be least energy solutions of (P.)). Let (en)n>1 be a sequence that
decreases to zero, and (xp)p>1 C A be a sequence such that

liminfu,, (z,) >0 and x, — T € A.
n—oo
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Then A(z) = infy A and the sequence of rescaled solutions
Un () := ue, (2 + €2)
converges in CL (RY) to a positive solution v € H*(RN) N CHRYN) of the limiting equation
—Av+V(Z)w = K@) inRY.
In particular, using ([£.2)), we conclude from Lemma that

sup [|ue ||, wvy < 0o
e>0

5. BARRIER FUNCTIONS AND SOLUTIONS OF THE ORIGINAL PROBLEM

In this section we introduce barrier functions which will be used to obtain sharp decay
estimates on the least energy solutions (u.), and hence to show that (u.) indeed solves the
original problem (7).

5.1. Linear inequations outside small balls. Let u. € D}, (R™) be a nonnegative solution

of (P.). Then, according to the construction of the penalized nonlinearity, u. is a subsolution
of the original problem (P, i.e.,

—e?Aue + Vu. < KuP in RY.
At the same time u, satisfies the linear inequation
(5.1) —&2Aus —e?Hu, +Vue <0 in A°.

The next lemma shows that a slightly weaker inequation holds outside small balls centered
around a sequence of points at which u. does not vanish.

Lemma 5.1. Let (u:)e>o be least energy solutions of . Let (z)e>0 be such that . € A
and

lim inf uc(z.) > 0.
e—0

For every v € (0,1), there exists eg > 0 and R > 0 such that for all € € (0,eg),

(5.2) —&?Au, — ?Hue + (1 —v)Vu, <0 in RV \ B(z.,eR).
Proof. Set

e V@) Vi
= b g (L)

Since V and K are continuous and V does not vanish on A, o > 0. By Lemma 4] there
exists £9 > 0 and R > 0 such that for all € € (0, 9] one has

(5.4) ue(z) <9 forall ze€ A\ B(xe,eR).
Hence,
—&?Au. + (1 —v)V(z)u, < —*Au, + (V- Ku%z.’*l)uE =0 in A\ B(z.,eR).

Further, (5 implies that wu. satisfies the desired inequality in A°, which completes the
proof. O
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5.2. Barrier functions. Lemma [5.1] suggests that one can obtain upper bounds for the
family of least energy solutions (u:) by comparing them with appropriate supersolutions.
Following [6], we introduce suitable barrier functions.

Lemma 5.2. Let (z.). C A be such that liminf._,od(z:,0A) > 0, let v € (0,1) and let R > 0.
Then, there exists g > 0 and a family of functions (We)o<e<e, in CHY (RN \ B(z.,eR)) such
that, for e € (0,¢9),

i) We satisfies the inequation
—2AW, —2HW. + (1 —v)VW. >0 in RN\ B(z.,eR),
ii) VW, € L2(RN \ B(z.,eR)),
iit) We =1 on 0B(zc,eR).
) for every x € RN \ B(x.,eR),
A — ]

Wela) < Cemp (= S
3

) (1+]22) 7

In the language of [6], the first three properties mean that (W;).~¢ is a family of barriers
functions.

Proof. Fix 1 > 0 so that
p? < (1 —V)ir[{fV
and choose 7 such that )
0<r< 3 llren_%lf d(ze,0N)

Define for y € RY,

(5.5) Ye(y) = cosh M(%’y‘)

One has on B(0,r),
—&? Ay + (P 2 0.
Let w € C?(A°) be the minimal positive solution to —A — H in A€, given by LemmaB.4l Let
w € C?(RY) be a positive extension such that w(z) = 1 if d(z, A°) > r. Set now
(5.6) w(z) = {yj(x — T.) ?f x € B(x.,1),
w(x) if x € B(ze, )"

Now, if € is small, B(z.,2r) C A, so that w. € CH1(RY). Moreover, in B(zc,r) \ {z:} we
have

—&?Aw, — 2Hw, + (1 —v)Vw. > —*Ay. + (1 — u)(irj{f V)y. > 0.
One also has in A\ B(z.,)
—e?Aw, — 2Hw, + (1 — v)Vw. = —*Ad + (1 — v)Vab > 0,
for £ > 0 small enough, since @ > 0 and V > 0 on A. On the other hand, one has in A°
—e?Aw, — 2Hw, + (1 — v)Vw. = e*(—Aw — Hw) + (1 — v)Vw > 0,
since w > 0 and solves (3.3). Finally, since w. € C!'(RY), we conclude that
—&?Aw, — ?Hw, + (1 —v)Vw. >0
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weakly in RV \ {z.}. Setting
we ()
cosh (X — R)’
one can check the other properties. ]

We(z) =

As a consequence of the previous lemma, we obtain an upper bound on the family of
solutions (u.).

Proposition 5.3. Let (u).>o be least energy solutions of (P.). Let (z:)eso be such that

lim inf )
im in ue(zz) >0
Then there exists C;\ > 0 and g9 > 0 such that for all € € (0,eg),

A zr—x (V=2
(5.7) ue(z) < Cexp ( - Eﬁ) (L+z})" 7, r e RN,
£

The bound (5.7) implies the weaker bound
(5.8) ue(z) < Ce = |z — x| ~N72), x € A°,
which can be sometimes more convenient to use.

Proof. By Lemma [5.] there exists g > 0 and R > 0 such that for all € € (0,¢) the solutions
ue satisfy inequation (5.2)) and, by (5.4)), one has

ue(z) <9y on 0B(ze,eR),

where dyp > 0 is defined by (5.3). Now let (W;). be the family of barrier functions constructed
in Lemma By Lemma [3.2] we conclude that

ue(x) < 6oWe(z) in RN\ B(z.,eR).
Estimating W, from above and taking into account that sup [[uc| @) < 00, we obtain

E). O

5.3. Solutions of the original problem and proof of Theorem [Bl. The proof of Theo-
rem [3] now follows from Proposition [£.3] and the following.

Proposition 5.4. Let (u:)e>o be least energy solutions of . If

o< (N—-2)p—N.
then there exists g > 0 such that, for every 0 < e < gq, us solves the original problem ([Pd).
Proof. By Lemma [4.2] there is a family of points (z).~0 C A such that

lirsn_%lf us(xe) > 0.
Let dy := infd(xz.,0A) > 0. Therefore, by assumption (KJ), Proposition 5.3 and (E8]), for
small € > 0 and for x € A¢ we obtain
K (@) (ue(@))"™" < M(1+ [a])7 (Ce 2] ~N=2)77
< CMe @D (1 4 |g|)~NV-D@-D+o

62K

<
|x|2(10g %')HB

=e?H(z).
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By construction of the penalized nonlinearity g., one has then g. (z,u(2)) = K(z)(u.())",
and therefore u. solves the original problem ([P). O

Remark 5.5. The proof of the preceding proposition shows that assumption (KJ) can be
replaced by the existence of M > 0 and 8 > 0 such that
(1 + [a)) V2PN

for all z € RY.
1
(log(|z| +3))"*”

(K") K(z) <M

6. VARIANTS AND EXTENSIONS

6.1. Dimension two. With minor adjustments the penalization techniques developed in the
paper could be modified for the case N = 2. Recall that the classical Hardy inequality fails
on R? i.e., if for every u € C°(R?)

Yl > / H)lul?,
R2 R2

and H > 0 on R?, then H = 0 on R?. As a consequence, the space Dé(Rz) is not well-defined,
see [19] for a discussion.

The following inequality can be seen as a replacement of Hardy inequality for the exterior
domains on the plane: if pg > 0, then

2 1 |u( )|2 e ¥a5) c
(6.1) |Vul* > Thn e dx Vu € C°(B(0, po)©).
B(0.p0)° 450,00y |22 (l0g )

To define the energy space, and to formulate the variational problem on the whole of R?, we
will need another Hardy type inequality, which is valid on the whole of R2.

Lemma 6.1. Let pg > 0 and p > po. Then there exists C > 0 such that for everyu € C2°(R?),

1 2
60 [weef pslf bl
R? B(0,0)\B(0,00) 4 /800 [a]2 (log 12)?

Proof. Let 6 € C%(R
Define W € C?(R?)

) be such that §(t) > 1 fort € R, 0(t) = 1if t <0 and 0(t) = Vtif t > 1.
by
log ||

W(x):a<logp%>.

By the Agmon—Allegretto—Piepenbrick positivity principle (see [I] or [I5, Lemma A.9]), we

have for each u € C°(R?),
—AW
. . v W
=l

A direct computation shows that
log 1
—AW (z) = —0”(1 ppo ) 5
08 25 / |z[?(log £)

In particular, when |z| > p we have
-AW(z) 1
W (z) 4|:c|2(10g‘ ‘)
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When pg < |z| < p we have
—AW () c’

< .
W) — p%(log b%)z

Finally, when |z| < pg we have

-AW(z) 0
W(z)
Hence (6.2)) follows from (B3) with C' = C’py?(log pﬁo)*Q. O
Assume that B(0,p) C A and fix pg € (0,p). If € > 0 satisfies
6.4 e?C < inf V(x),
(04 < int V(@)
where C' is the constant in (6.2), then for every u € C°(R?),
1 2
(6.5) / 2\Vul? + Viuf* > —/ %dm
R2 4 Jae |22 (log %)

The energy space Di,(RY) can be constructed similarly to the case N > 2 as the closure of
C°(R?) with respect to the norm | - || defined by

Hwaz/(¥WW+vw%.
RQ

For ¢ <, [lulle < [lull; < 2||ulls; hence all the norms define the same space for every € > 0,
regardless of whether ¢ satisfies
The penalization potential H : RY — R is defined by

_ k(= xa(e))
(6.6) = o (los :%)zw’

where 8 > 0 and k > 0 are chosen so that
K < 1
VALY
( log o )
Note the exponent 2 + 3 in (6.6]) which replaces 1 + g in ([B.J).

Inequality (G.5]) ensures positivity of the quadratic form associated to —2A —e?H +V on
RV for ¢ > 0 satisfying (6.4):

1 K |u|?
(6.7) / 2IVul — 2HP + Vi) > (5 - -5) / S
RN ( ) 4 (log p—PO)ﬁ B(0,0)¢ !w\z(log %)2

for every u € D‘l/ (R?). This implies, in particular, that the linear operator —£?A — e2H +V
satisfies the comparison principle on open subdomains G C RV,

Lemma 6.2 (Comparison Principle). Let G C R? be a smooth domain. Assume that u,v €
Hl

loc

(G)NC(Q) satisfy
—&?2Au—?Hu+Vu > —?Av—e?Hu+ Vo in G,

V(u—v)- € L*G) and (u—v)- € L*(G\ B(0,p), ]m\”(log(%))ﬂdaﬁ), where p > po. If
0G # 0, assume in addition that w > v on OG. Then u > v in G.
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Now we construct a minimal solution to —A — H in the complement of A.

Lemma 6.3. There exists w € C%(A°) such that

—Aw—Hw=0 in A"
(6.8)
w=1 on JdA.
and )
’VMU(%)P +'——?¥££§2%a—§' T < 00.
Ac || (log E)
Moreover, there exists 0 < ¢ < C' < 0o such that for every x € A€,
c<w(x) <C.

Proof. The existence of a solution follows from (6.1 by the classical variational techniques.
To obtain the asymptotic, set

K
6.9 W(z)=B8(B+1) — —
(6.9) () A8 40) = [
where 8 > 0 is taken from (G.8]). Since, for z € R? \ B(0, py),
KB(B+1)
W pu—
(DU) |x|2(log %)2+ﬁ

W is a supersolution to —A — H in A°. Moreover, W is positive on dB(0,R) C A with
A C B(0, R), provided R satisfies

B(8+ 1)(log pﬂo)ﬁ > K.

The proof continues as in Lemma [B.4] using comparison principle of Lemma (or alterna-
tively, a comparison principle that follows from (6.1]) instead of (6.0)). O

After these adjustments are introduced, one defines penalized nonlinearity using (3.5]) and
proceeds as in the proof of Theorem Bl with obvious modifications. The barrier functions are
defined using (5.5, (5.6) with N = 2. In this way one obtains the following result.

Theorem 4. Let p > 1 and let V,K € C(R?,R"). Assume that there exists o < —2 and
M > 0 such that

0< K(z) <M(1+|z|)7 for all x € R?.

If there exists a smooth bounded open set A C R? such that

0 < inf A(z) < inf A(x).

zEA rEOA

then there exists g > 0 such that for every 0 < e < &g, equation ([P) has at least one positive
solution u. € Di(R?) N CL(R?). Moreover,

uelle = O(e)  as e =0,
ue attains its marimum at T. € A,

lim inf
im in ue(z2) > 0,

lim A(z) = inf A(z),
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and there exist C, A\ > 0 such that

AM) v e R

(6.10) ue(x)gCexp<—E1+’m_x |
£

If V has compact support in R? then the restriction on the admissible range of ¢ is sharp:
(P2 has no positive solutions for o > —2 (see e.g. [15]). The upper bound (G.I0]) is optimal
as |x| — oo in the sense that

lim inf u. () > 0,

|z|—o00
for each fixed € € (0,ep]. Indeed, by Lemma [6:2] solutions (u.) can be bounded from below
by a constant. On the other hand, for every fixed x € A, u.(x) tends exponentially to 0 as
e — 0. Note also that solutions (u.) do not belong to LP(RY) for any 1 < p < oo.

6.2. Equations on domains. With some adjustments the techniques developed in the paper
can be extended to the equations

(6.11) —?Au+Vu=KuP inQ,

where Q is a domain in RY. Let dyo(z) := d(x,05) denotes the distance to the boundary
of Q2. For the sake of simplicity we limit our discussion to the case when 2 is bounded and
smooth.

Theorem 5. Let Q C RN be a domain with a smooth bounded boundary, 1 < p < % if

N>3o0rl<p<ooif N=1,2. Assume that V,K € C(Q,R") and there exists o < p+ 1
and M > 0 such that

M
KW)SC&KﬁF

Assume there exists a smooth bounded open subset A C Q such that
0 < inf A(z) < inf A(x).
€A hISIoN
Then there exists g > 0 such that for every 0 < € < &g, equation ([PZ) has at least one positive
solution u, € Hé(Q) Moreover, us attains its marimum at T, € A,
lim inf >0
im in us(xe) > 0,
lim A = inf A(x),
oAl = A
and there exists C, A > 0 such that

Az —

us(z) < Coxp ( - T4l
£

)dag(m), x € Q.

Recall that if €2 is a domain with a smooth bounded boundary then the classical Hardy
inequality reads as follows. There exists a constant Cq € (0,1/4] such that

2
(6.12) / Vul? dz > cﬂ/ W e vuecor@).
Q o doq

If Q is convex then Cq = 1/4. In general, Cg varies with the domain and could be arbitrary
small. To prove Theorem [, one defines the penalization potential

Al = xa(x))

H) = o) n(z)’
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where n € C(Q2) is continuous, with 0 <7 <1 in 2, and

n(z) = |10g dag(xﬂl—w,

on a neighborhood of 99, 0 < § < 1/2 and where 0 < k < Cq. Then for every u € VVOM(Q)7

(6.13) /|vu|2 > H/ Hlul?,
Q Q

After that, one proceeds similarly to the proof of Theorem Bl
In the construction of barriers, one replaces Lemma B.4] by

Lemma 6.4. If w e C(Q\A)N Wol’z(Q \ A) solves

~Aw—Hw=0 1inQ\A,
w=1 ondA,
w=0 on ON.

then there exist 0 < ¢ < C < oo such that for x € Q\ A
cd(z,00) <w(x) < Cd(x,00).

Proof. First set Us = {x € Q : dpa(x) < 6}. There exists & > 0 such that dgn € C?(Us).
One has then |Vdsq| = 1, and

K = ||AdBQHLoo(Ué) < 00.

Define now, for t > 0,

1
J(t) = t(ﬂ - 7)
(1og $)”
A direct computation shows that, there exists § > 0 such that, 6 < ¢, and for ¢ € (0, ),
J(t)
—J"(t) — 7T > K|J'(t)).

12 <10g %)
One can thus define W € C%(Uy) by
W (z) = J(doa(z)).
One has
—AW — HW = —J'(dsq)Adaq — J" (dpq)|Vdaal? — HJ(dsq) > 0.
Now, one can take p € R such that pW > w on Q2N 9OUs. By the comparison principle which
follows from (6.13]), one has w(z) < pW(x) < ppd(z, o).

For the lower bound, the same comparison principle implies that w > 0. Hence —Aw > 0
in Q\ A and the conclusion follows. O

6.3. Slowly decaying potentials revisited. Although our results above are valid for all
nonnegative potentials V', they become sharp only in the case of compactly supported or
fast decaying potentials, see discussion after Theorems [3] and Theorem [@ However, the
modifications to the penalization method of [6] that are made in this paper allow us to
improve the concentration results of [6] for slowly decaying potentials as well.
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Theorem 6. Let N > 2 and 1 < p < % Assume that there exists a« < 2, 0 >0, m >0

and M > 0 such that V, K € C(RYN,RT) satisfy, for all z € RV,
Vi(z) = m(l+ [z])~7,
K(z) < M exp (0\35]17042).
Assume that there exists a smooth bounded open set A C RY such that
0 < inf A(z) < inf A(z).
TEA €O
Then there exists eg > 0 such that for every 0 < e < g, equation ([P2) has at least one positive
solution u, € Dé(RN). Moreover, u: attains its mazimum at T, € A,
lim inf
im in us(xe) > 0,
li = inf
61—I>I(1) A(.%'g) mHGIA A(.%'),
and there exist C, A > 0 such that

r e RV,

A |z — x|
< _Z
ue(x)_CeXp< 6(1+|$—$5|)a/2>,

The essential improvement in this result comparing to [6] is that now, for every fixed
x € RY, one has the optimal exponential decay rate as ¢ — 0. A similar decay estimate was
already obtained in [3, Lemma 22]. Also note that Theorem [ includes concentration when
a < 0; this case was not specifically addressed in [3], [6].

To prove Theorem [6] one proceeds as in the proof of Theorem Bl modifying appropriately
the construction of barrier functions by taking, in the proof of Lemma [5.2]

Ye(r — x¢) if [x —x| <,
we () = A loa 1—a .
exp (2(r'72 — |z —z['72)) if [z — x| >
In the borderline case o = 2, one obtains the following.

Theorem 7. Let N > 2, 1 <p< % Assume that there exists 0 > 0, m >0 and M > 0

such that V, K € C(RYN,RT) satisfy, for all x € RV,

V(z) > m(1+|a|)

K(z) < M(|x| +1)°.
Assume that there exists a smooth bounded open set A C RY such that

0< érelf\ Az) < xierng A(z).
Then g9 > 0 such that for every 0 < e < g, equation ([P has at least one positive solution
Ue € Dé(RN). Moreover, u: attains its mazimum at T, € A,
lirsn_%lf ue(z2) > 0,

limg A(.) = inf A(z),

and there exists C, \,v > 0 such that

Az —

wle) < Cow (- S0
€

)(1+|x—x€|)_§, xRN,
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Again, for every fixed € RY, one has the optimal exponential decay rate as ¢ — 0. In
the proof, one now takes

Ye(x — 2¢) if |x — x| <,
we(z) = ( r £

)6 if | — x| > r.
|z — 2|

6.4. More general nonlinearities. All statements and proofs given in this paper could be
extended to the equation

—&?Au+ Vu = K f(u),
where f € C(R) satisfies the assumptions of [6], i.e.,

(f1) there exists g € (1, 3%2) such that f(s) = O(s?) as s — 0F;

(f2) there exists p € (1, £2£2) such that f(s) = O(s?) as s — oo;
(f3) there exists 6 > 2 such that

0<0F(s) <sf(s), foreverys>D0,

where F(u) := [ f(s) ds;
(f1) the function s — f(s)/s is nondecreasing for all s > 0.

The penalization potential H : RY — R could be then chosen as before, the truncated
nonlinearity g. : RN x RT — R should be defined as

9e(2, ) := xa(2) K (2)f(s) + min (H (2)s, K(2)f(s)),
while the function A(x) is to be replaced by the concentration function C(x), as introduced

in [6]. The condition on ¢ becomes o < (N —2)g — N. We leave the details to the interested
reader.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

JVS was supported by the SPECT programme of ESF (European Science Foundation),
the Fonds de la Recherche scientifique-FNRS, the Fonds spéciaux e Recherche (Université
Catholique de Louvain) and by the British Council Partnership Programme in Science (British
Council/CGRI-DRI/FNRS). The authors thank Jonathan Di Cosmo for discussions.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Agmon, On positivity and decay of solutions of second order elliptic equations on Riemannian manifolds,
in Methods of functional analysis and theory of elliptic equations (Naples, 1982), 19-52, Liguori, Naples,
1983.

[2] A. Ambrosetti, A. Malchiodi, Concentration phenomena for NLS: recent results and new perspectives,
19-31. Perspectives in nonlinear partial differential equations, 19-30, Contemp. Math., 446, Amer. Math.
Soc., Providence, RI, 2007.

[3] A. Ambrosetti, V. Felli A. Malchiodi, Ground states of nonlinear Schrdinger equations with potentials
vanishing at infinity, J. European Math. Soc. 7 (2005), 117-144.

[4] A. Ambrosetti, A. Malchiodi, D. Ruiz, Bound states of nonlinear Schrdinger equations with potentials
vanishing at infinity, J. Anal. Math. 98 (2006) 317-348.

[5] D. Bonheure, J. Van Schaftingen, Nonlinear Schrédinger equations with potentials vanishing at infinity,
C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 342 (2006), 903-908.

[6] D. Bonheure, J. Van Schaftingen, Bound state solutions for a class of nonlinear Schrédinger equations,
Rev. Mat. Iberoamericana 24 (2008), 297-351.

[7] J. Byeon, Z.—Q. Wang, Standing waves with a critical frequency for nonlinear Schrodinger equations, Arch.
Ration. Mech. Anal. 165 (2002), 295-316.



22

VITALY MOROZ AND JEAN VAN SCHAFTINGEN

[8] J. Byeon, Z.—Q. Wang, Standing waves with a critical frequency for nonlinear Schrodinger equations. I1.

Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 18 (2003), 207-219.

[9] M. del Pino, P. Felmer, Local mountain passes for semilinear elliptic problems in unbounded domains,

Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 4 (1996), 121-137.

[10] A. Floer, A. Weinstein, Nonspreading wave packets for the cubic Schrodinger equation with a bounded

potential, J. Funct. Anal. 69 (1986) 397-408.

[11] B. Gidas, W.-M. Ni, L. Nirenberg, Symmetry of positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations in R™,

Adv. Math. Supplementary Stud. TA (1981), pp. 369-402.

[12] B. Gidas, J. Spruck, Global and local behavior of positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math. 34 (1981), 525-598.

[13] M. K. Kwong, Uniqueness of positive solutions of Au — u + u? = 0 in R™, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal.

105 (1989), 243-266.

[14] V. Kondratiev, V. Liskevich, Z. Sobol, Second-order semilinear elliptic inequalities in exterior domains,

J. Differential Equations 187 (2003), 429-455.

[15] V. Liskevich, S. Lyakhova, V. Moroz, Positive solutions to singular semilinear elliptic equations with

critical potential on cone-like domains, Adv. Differential Equations 11 (2006), 361-398.

[16] W.-M. Ni, Diffusion, cross-diffusion, and their spike-layer steady states, Notices Amer. Math. Soc. 45

(1998), no. 1, 9-18.

[17] Y. G. Oh, Ezistence of semiclassical bound states of nonlinear Schrédinger equations with potential in the

class (V)a, Comm. Partial Diff. Egs. 13 (1988), 1499-1519.

[18] Y. G. Oh, On positive multi-lump bound states of monlinear Schodinger equation under multiple well

potentials, Comm. Math. Phys. 131 (1990), 223-253.

[19] Y. Pinchover, K. Tintarev, A ground state alternative for singular Schrédinger operators, J. Funct. Anal.

230 (2006), 65-77.

[20] P. Rabinowitz, On a class of nonlinear Schriodinger equations, Z. Angew Math Phys 43 (1992), 270-291.
[21] X. Wang, On concentration of positive bound states of nonlinear Schrodinger equations, Comm. Math.

Phys. 153 (1993), 229-244.

[22] M. Willem, Minimaxz theorems. Progress in Nonlinear Differential Equations and their Applications, 24.

Birkh&user Boston, 1996.

SWANSEA UNIVERSITY, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, SINGLETON PARK, SWANSEA, SA2 8PP, WALESs,

UNITED KINGDOM

E-mail address: V.Moroz@swansea.ac.uk

UNIVERSITE CATHOLIQUE DE LOUVAIN, DEPARTEMENT DE MATHEMATIQUE, CHEMIN DU CYCLOTRON 2,

1348 LOUVAIN-LA-NEUVE, BELGIUM

E-mail address: Jean.VanSchaftingen@uclouvain.be



	1. Introduction
	2. Assumptions and the main result
	2.1. Assumptions
	2.2. Main result
	2.3. Organization of the proof

	3. Penalization scheme
	3.1. Penalization potential
	3.2. Penalized nonlinearity.

	4. Asymptotics of solutions
	4.1. Upper estimate on the energy
	4.2. No uniform convergence to zero.
	4.3. Lower estimate on the energy.
	4.4. Convergence of rescaled solutions.

	5. Barrier functions and solutions of the original problem
	5.1. Linear inequations outside small balls.
	5.2. Barrier functions
	5.3. Solutions of the original problem and proof of Theorem ??.

	6. Variants and Extensions
	6.1. Dimension two.
	6.2. Equations on domains
	6.3. Slowly decaying potentials revisited.
	6.4. More general nonlinearities.

	Acknowledgements
	References

