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ASYMPTOTIC PROPERTIES OF GROUND STATES OF SCALAR
FIELD EQUATIONS WITH A VANISHING PARAMETER

VITALY MOROZ AND CYRILL B. MURATOV

ABSTRACT. We study the leading order behavior of positive solutions of the
equation

—Au+eu — [ulP72u 4+ |u|72u = 0, z e RV,
where N > 3, ¢ > p > 2 and when € > 0 is a small parameter. We give a
complete characterization of all possible asymptotic regimes as a function of

p, ¢ and N. The behavior of solutions depends sensitively on whether p is less,

equal or bigger than the critical Sobolev exponent p* = % For p < p* the

solution asymptotically coincides with the solution of the equation in which
the last term is absent. For p > p* the solution asymptotically coincides with
the solution of the equation with € = 0. In the most delicate case p = p*
the asymptotic behavior of the solutions is given by a particular solution of
the critical Emden—Fowler equation, whose choice depends on ¢ in a nontrivial
way.

1. INTRODUCTION.

1.1. Setting of the problem. This paper deals with the analysis of positive so-
lutions of the scalar field equation

(P) —Au+eu— [ulP2u+ [u/T?u =0 in RY,

where N > 3, ¢ > p > 2 and ¢ > 0. Specifically, we are interested in the case where
¢ is a small parameter, with all other parameters fixed. Our goal is to understand
the behavior of ground state solutions of (P:) for ¢ < 1. By a ground state solution
of (P.) we understand a positive weak solution u. € H'(R™) N LP(RY) N L4(RY)
of (P.). These solutions are critical points (saddles) of the energy

1 1 1
(1.1) £.(u) = /RN SIVul? + Sl dz = S+ [ul? do.

The existence and uniqueness of ground state solutions of (P.) with € > 0 is well
known. The existence goes back to Strauss [26] Example 2] and Berestycki and
Lions [5, Example 2]. Note that by strict convexity of the integrand in &, (u) for large
|u| every weak solution of (P.) is essentially bounded, and so by elliptic regularity
these are classical solutions of (P.) that decay uniformly to zero as |z| — oo.
Then the classical Gidas-Ni-Nirenberg symmetry result [14, Theorem 2] implies
that every ground state solution of (P;) is spherically symmetric about some point.
The uniqueness of a spherically symmetric ground state is rather delicate and was
proved only quite recently by Serrin and Tang [28, Theorem 4 (ii)]. The following
theorem summarizes all the above results.
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Theorem A ([26] 5l 14, 28]). Let N > 3 and ¢ > p > 2. There exists €, > 0
such that (P.) has no ground state solutions for € > ., while for every e € (0,¢,)
equation (P.) admits a unique ground state solution u. € C*°(RY) such that u.(x)
is a monotone decreasing function of |x| and there exists Ce > 0 such that

(1.2) lim |$|¥e‘/az‘ue($) =C. > 0.

|z|— 00

Furthermore, every ground state solution of (P-) is a translate of u.

We note that the threshold value e, in Theorem [[LTlis simply the smallest value of
€ > 0 for which the energy &. is non-negative and can be easily computed explicitly.

We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the ground states u. as ¢ —
0. This question naturally arises in the studies of various bifurcation problems,
for which (P.) can be considered as a canonical normal form (see e.g. [9 B0]).
Problem (P) itself may also be considered as a prototypical example of a bifurcation
problem for elliptic equations. In fact, our results are expected to remain valid for
a broader class of scalar field equations whose nonlinearity has the leading terms
in the expansion around zero which coincide with the ones in (P.). Let us also
mention that problem (P.) appears in the studies of non-classical nucleation near
spinodal in mesoscopic models of phase transitions [7, 22 [29], as well as in the
studies of the decay of false vacuum in quantum field theories [8].

In order to understand the asymptotic behavior of u. as ¢ — 0, we again note
that for u > 1 the energy density in &, (u) is strictly convex. Hence we may conclude
that the ground state solution u. in Theorem [[LT] satisfies a uniform upper bound

(1.3) u:(0) <1 forall e € (0,¢,).

Elliptic regularity then implies that locally over compact sets the solution u. con-
verges as € — 0 to a radial solution of the limit equation

(Po) —Au— |ulP"2u+ [u|??u =0 in RY.

It is known that (here and everywhere below p* := ]\QI—JL)

e for 2 < p < p* equation (FPp) has no finite energy solutions, which is a direct
consequence of Pokhozhaev’s identity (see Remark [(.1));

e for p > p* equation (P) admits a unique radial ground state solution. The
existence goes back to [5, Theorem 4], see also [20, 2], while the uniqueness

was proved in [21, [I8].

Note that the natural energy space for equation (P.) is the usual Sobolev space
HYRN) = {u € L*RY) : |[Vul|zz < oo}, while for p > p* the limit equation (Pp)
is variationally well-posed in the homogeneous Sobolev space D!(RY), defined as
the completion of C§°(RY) with respect to the Dirichlet norm ||Vul|z2. Clearly,
HY(RY) C DYRY) and as a consequence, no natural perturbation setting (in the
spirit of the implicit function theorem) is available to analyze the family of equations
(P:) as ¢ — 0. In fact, a linearization of (Py) around the ground state solution is
not a Fredholm operator and has zero as the bottom of the essential spectrum in
L?(RY). As a consequence, advanced Lyapunov—Schmidt type reduction methods
of Ambrosetti and Malchiodi [3] are not applicable to the family of equations (P;).

If we introduce the canonical rescaling associated with the lowest order nonlinear
term in (P;):

(1.4) o(z) = "7 u(%)
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then (P.) transforms into the equation

(Re) —Av+v =P 20 —ev2 |v|7 % in RV,
The limit problem associated to (R.) as € — 0 has the form
(Ro) ~Av+v =P % inRY.

It is well-known that:

e for p > p* equation (Ry) has no finite energy solutions, which is a direct
consequence of Pokhozhaev’s identity [23 []);

e for 2 < p < p* equation (Ry) admits a unique radial ground state solution.
The existence goes back at least to [26], the uniqueness was proved in [17].

The advantage of the rescaling (L4]) is that at least in the range 2 < p < p* both
(R.) and the limit problem (Ry) are variationally well-posed in the same Sobolev
space H'(RY). Then the rescaled problem (R.) could be naturally seen as a small
perturbation of the limit problem (Ry) and the family of ground states (v.) of
problem (R.) could be rigorously interpreted as a perturbation of the ground state
solution of the limit problem (Rg). This could be done e.g. by using a combination
of the variational and Lyapunov—Schmidt perturbation techniques as developed by
Ambrosetti, Malchiodi et al., see [3] and further references therein.

The distinction between the asymptotic behaviors of the solutions of problem
(P.) as ¢ — 0 depending on the value of p as compared to p* was first pointed
out in [22]. There it was also observed that the asymptotic behavior of the ground
states u. for p = p* is not controlled by the solution set structure of either (P)
or (Ry). Formal asymptotic analysis of [22] explains that, in fact, three different
asymptotic regimes have to be distinguished in (P:): the subcritical case 2 < p < p*,
the supercritical case p > p* and the most delicate critical case p = p*.

It this work, using an adaptation of the constrained minimization techniques
developed by H. Berestycki and P.-L. Lions in [5], combined with the Pokhozhaev
identities associated with (P.) and relevant limit problems, we provide a complete
analysis of these three asymptotic regimes. The analysis confirms and extends the
ideas introduced in [22] and gives a full characterization of the asymptotic behavior
of ground state solutions of (F;) for € — 0.

Notations. For ¢ < 1 and f(e),g(e) > 0, we write f(g) < g(e), f(e) ~ g(e) and
f(e) = g(e), implying that there exists g9 > 0 such that for every 0 < & < gq:

f(e) < g(e) if there exists C' > 0 independent of ¢ such that f(e) < Cg(e);
f(e) ~g(e) if f(e) S g(e) and g(e) S f(e);

F(e) = gle) if f(e) ~ g(e) and lim. o £ = 1.

We also use the standard notations f = O(g) and f = o(g), bearing in mind
that f > 0 and ¢ > 0. As usual, C,c, ¢y, etc., denote generic positive constants
independent of ¢.

2. MAIN RESULTS.

2.1. Subcritical case 2 < p < p*. Since in the subcritical case the limit equation
(P) has no ground state solutions, in view of (L3]) the family of ground states
u. must converge to zero, locally over compact subsets of RY. To describe the
asymptotic behavior of u. we use the rescaling (I4]) which transforms (FP:) into
equation (R.). For 2 < p < p*, let vo(x) denote the unique radial ground state
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solution of the limit equation (Rp). It is well-known that vy € C*°(RY), vg(z) is a
monotone decreasing function of |z| and that
(2.1) lim |z| 7 el (z) = Cy > 0,

|z|—o00
cf. [5]. The advantage of the rescaling (4] is that both (R.) and the limit problems
(Rp) are variationally well-posed in the Sobolev space H!(RY). Note however that
(Ro) is translationally invariant and hence the radial ground state vp(z) is not an
isolated solution. As a consequence, an Implicit Function Theorem argument is not
directly applicable to (R.). Nevertheless, it is known that the linearization operator
~A+1—(p—1)vh"? of (Ry) around the ground state vy is a Fredholm operator in
HY(RY), see [3, Lemma 4.1]. Then perturbation techniques in [3] could be easily
adapted in order to show that for all sufficiently small € > 0 equation (R.) admits
a radial ground state v (z) which converges to vg(z) as ¢ — 0. Rescaling back to
the original variable and taking into account the uniqueness of the radial ground
state of (P.) we arrive at the following (folklore) result.

Theorem 2.1. Let 2 < p < p*. Ase — 0, the rescaled family of ground states
(2.2) ve(z) == Efﬁug(%)

converges to vo(z) in HY(RY), LYRY) and C*(RY). In particular,
(2.3) u(0) ~ e77 (0).

In the last section of this work we provide a short alternative proof of this result
based only upon variational methods which are developed in the main part of this
paper and without explicit references to perturbation techniques.

Remark 2.2. For p > p* Pokhozhaev’s identity implies that (Ry) has no nontrivial
solutions in H'(RYM). In fact, it is known that v(0) — oo as p T p*. Note that
a complete asymptotic characterization of the ground states of equations (Rp) as
p 1 p* (and more general m—Laplace equations of type (Ry)) was given in [12} 13} 11].
More specifically (see [13, Corollary 1]), if § := p* — p, then for ¢ | 0 it holds

_N-2

o, N > 5,
(2.4) vo(0) ~ By ¢ 67 2|logd|, N =4,
57z, N =3,

for some explicit constants Sy > 0. This suggests that for p = p* rescaling (L4)
fails to capture the behavior of the ground states u. and a different approach is
needed to handle the critical and supercritical case. Note also that the asymptotic
behavior of ground states of “slightly” subcritical elliptic problems in the context
of bounded domains was studied in [4, [6] [L6], [24].

2.2. Supercritical case p > p*. In contrast to the subcritical case, for p > p* the
limit equation (FPy) admits a unique radial ground state solution wug(z) > 0. It is
known that uy € C?(RY), ug(x) is a monotone decreasing function of |z| and that
(2.5) lim |2[N " 2ug(x) = Cy > 0,
|z|— 00

see [Bl, Theorem 4] or [20} 2] for the existence, and |21} [T8] for the uniqueness proofs.
However, as was already mentioned, the linearization operator —A — (p — 1)u€_2 of
(Py) around the ground state ug is not Fredholm and has zero as the bottom of the
essential spectrum in L?(R™). As a consequence, standard perturbation methods
are not applicable to (Py). Using a direct analysis of the family of constrained
minimizations problem associated to (P:), we prove the following.
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Theorem 2.3. Let p > p*. As e — 0, the family of ground states u. converges to
ug in DY(RY), LYRN) and C*(RYN). In particular,
(2.6) u:(0) =~ up(0).
In addition, €|u.||3 — 0.

Remark 2.4. For p = p* Pokhozhaev’s identity implies that (Pp) has no nontrivial
solutions in D*(RY). In fact, it is not difficult to show that uo(0) — 0 as p | p*.
Moreover, if § := p — p*, then for § | 0 we prove

(2.7) 077 S ug0) < 6T,
and, provided that ¢ > g((}evj-;)),
(2.8) up(0) ~ Sar~

See Section [5.4] for further details and full statements. Note that related estimates
for the asymptotics of ground states of (Py) with fixed ¢ > p > p* on a sequence of
expanding domains were studied in [20, 21].

2.3. Critical case p = p*. In the critical case both the unrescaled limit equation
(Py) and the “canonically” rescaled equation (Ry) have no nontrivial finite energy
solutions. We are going to show that after a suitable rescaling the correct limit
equation for (P:) is in fact given by the critical Emden—Fowler equation

(R.) AU =U""' inRV.

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

29 o) = (14 52i)

and the family of its rescalings

(2.10) U(z) = A" U, (;) . A0

Our main result in this work is the following.

Theorem 2.5. Let p = p*. There exists a rescaling Ac : (0,e,) — (0,00) such that
as € — 0, the rescaled family of ground states

1

(2.11) ve(z) == N2, (/\ELL')

converges to Uy (z) in DY(RY), L4RYN) and C2(RY). Moreover,

€ 21, N > 5,
(2.12) Ae ~ (5 log %)_"%, N =4,
e, N =
and
541%2, N > 5,
(2.13) ue(0) ~ (5 10g%)"+2, N =4,
£2a-8 N = 3.

Remark 2.6. Asymptotics (212) and 2I3) were first derived in [22] using methods
of formal asymptotic expansions. Theorem 28] in particular, justifies the values of
precise asymptotic constants found in [22].
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2.4. Outline. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [B] we in-
troduce a variational characterization of the ground states u. of the problem (P:)
as well as some other preliminary results. In Section @ we study the critical case
p = p* and prove Theorem In Section ] we consider the supercritical case
p > p* and prove Theorem Finally, in Section [6] we will revisit the subcritical
case 2 < p < p* and sketch a simple variational proof of Theorem Bl in the spirit
of our previous arguments.

3. VARIATIONAL CHARACTERIZATION OF THE GROUND STATES.

The existence and properties of the ground state u. of equation (FP:), as summa-
rized in Theorem A, could be established in several different ways, e.g. by means of
ODE techniques. Here we shall utilize a variational characterization of the ground
states u. developed by Berestycki and Lions in [5].

Given ¢ > p > 2 and € > 0 set

0, u <0, u
(3.1)  fe(u):=< wP ™l —wi™t —eu, wel0,1], F.(u) == / fe(s)ds.
—g, u > 1, 0

In view of (L3) and since we are interested only in positive solutions of (P-), the
nonlinearity in (P-) may be always replaced by its bounded truncation f.(u) from

BI).

For € > 0, consider the constrained minimization problem

(S.) 8= inf{/RN [Vl da| w € B ®Y), p*/RN Fo(w)dz = 1} .

As was proved in [B, Theorem 2], there exists e, > 0 depending only on p and ¢
such that for all € € (0,e,) minimization problem (S.) admits a positive radially
symmetric minimizer w.(z). Further, there exists a Lagrange multiplier 6. > 0
such that

(3.2) — Aw, = 0. f.(w.) inRY.

In particular, the minimizer w. satisfies Nehari’s identity

(3.3) /RN V. |? de = ee/fg(wg)we dz,

and Pokhozhaev’s identity (see e.g. [5l Proposition 1])

(3.4) / |Vw, | de = 0.p* /Fs(wg) dx.
RN
The latter immediately implies that
(3.5) 0. = S..
Then a direct calculation involving (B3] shows that the rescaled function
x
3.6 =w.(—=)
(3.6) us () = we N

is the radial ground state of (P.), described in Theorem A. Another simple conse-
quence of ([B4) is that (P.) has no nontrivial finite energy solutions for € > ..

Equivalently to (S.), we may seek to minimize the quotient

2
(3.7) S.(w) == Vel e m,

(p* S~ Fe(w) dx) "
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where

(3.8) M. = {0 <ue D'RY), /
RN

Clearly, if we set wy(z) := w(A\x) then S:(wy) = S:(w) for all A > 0, that is S; is

invariant with respect to dilations. This implies that

(3.9) S. = wleI}\f/la Se(w).

F.(w)dx > 0}.

In addition, since clearly M., C M., for e2 > &1 > 0, (B9) shows that S is a
monotone nondecreasing function of € € (0,e,).

One of the consequences of Pokhozhaev’s identity (3.4]) is an expression for the
total energy of the solution

(3.10) Elue) = (5 - ];)S;,

see [Bl, Corollary 2], which shows that u. is indeed a ground state, i.e. a nontrivial
solution with the least energy.

We will be frequently using the following well known decay and compactness
properties of radial functions on RY.

Lemma 3.1. [0, Lemma A.IV, Theorem A.T'].

(1) Let s > 1 and let uw € L*(RY) be a radial non-increasing function. Then
for every x # 0 it holds

(3.11) u(x) < Con o™ lulls,

where Cy x = |B1(0)| .
(2) Let u, € HY(RY) be a sequence of radial non-decreasing functions such
that w, — u in H'(RYN). Then upon estraction of a subsequence

(3.12)  wp — u in L°(RNM\B,(0)) and L*(RN\B,.(0)) Vr >0 and Vs > p*.

4. CRITICAL CASE p = p*.

Throughout this section we always assume that p = p*. In this critical case
Pokhozhaev’s identity implies that both the limit equation (FPy) and the canonically
rescaled limit equation (Rp) have no positive finite energy solutions. We are going
to show that after a suitably chosen rescaling, the limit equation for (P:) is in fact
given by the critical Emden-Fowler equation.

4.1. Critical Emden—Fowler equation. Let
(S) S, :=inf {/ |Vwl|? dz ’ w € DY(RY), / |w|? dz = 1}
RN RN
be the optimal constant in the Sobolev inequality
2/p
(4.1) / |Vw|? dz > S, (/ |w|? dz> , vw € DY(RY).
RN RN

It is easy to see that S, is achieved by translations of the rescaled family

(4.2) Wi (z) := Uy (\/S_z) ,

where Uy (x) are the ground states of the critical Emden—Fowler equation (R.),
explicitly defined by ([23). Clearly,

(4.3) Wil =1, [IVWAl3 = S..
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A straightforward computation leads to the explicit expression

5 N
(4.4) VU3 = [IUA[; = 5. -

Note that the family of minimizers W) solves the Euler-Lagrange equation
(4.5) — AW = S, WPt in RY.

4.2. Variational estimates of S.. For our purposes it is convenient to consider
the dilation invariant Sobolev quotient

(4.6) S.(w) = = Vwlde e D'RY), w#0,
(I]RN |w|P dac) "

so that

(4.7) Sy = o;éwei%fl(RN) Sk (w).

Denote

(4.8) 0. :=S. — S,.

In order to control o, in terms of e, we shall use Sobolev’s minimizers W) as a
family of test functions for S.. Note that since Wy € L2(RY) only if N > 5, we shall
consider the higher and lower dimensions separately. Straightforward calculations
show that Wy € L*(RY) for all s > <&, with

N—2’
(4.9) WALl = AV =72 W || = A7 P W |1,
In particular, if N > 5 then W) € L?(R") and

(4.10) IWAlZ = X2 WA l3.

To consider dimensions N = 3, 4, given R > A, we introduce a cut off function
nr € C(R) such that nr(r) = 1 for |[r| < R, 0 < n(r) < 1 for R < |r| < 2R,
nr(r) = 0 for |r| > 2R and |n/(r)| < 2/R. We then compute as in, e.g., [27, Chapter
IT1, proof of Theorem 2.1]E|

(4.13) /|V(nRWA)|2 =S, + 0((%)_(%2)),

(414) [ =1-0((3) ).

(4.15) / Wt = A~ 260 s (1 - o((E)Wm(qM))),

A

O(N?log &), N =4,

(4.16) /|77RWA|2 = Mg Wil = {
O(\R), N=3.

Using the above calculations we obtain an upper estimate of o. which is essential

for further considerations.

INote that if 0 < U € HL (RN) solves

(4.11) — AU =kUP™Y,  zeRV,

for some k # 0, then

(4.12) /|V(nU)\2da: = k/n2\U|de + / |Vn|2U2dz  for all n € C°(RY).

See also [27, Chapter III, proof of Theorem 2.1].



ASYMPTOTIC PROPERTIES OF GROUND STATES 9

Lemma 4.1. We have

ga=2, N > 5,
g—4
(4.17) 0<0o: 5§ (elogl)e2, N =4,
52qq168 N =

In particular, o. — 0 as € — 0.

Proof. To prove that o. > 0 simply note that
(4.18) Sy < Se(we) < Se(we) = Se.
We shall now establish the upper bound on o., which clearly tends to zero as € — 0.

CASE N > 5. Using W), as a family of test functions, we obtain that W) € M.
for sufficiently small € and sufficiently large A\, and we have

S
(4.19) S.(Wy) < —
(1 — BogA? — B A" N;2(q—p)) Y
where
p p
(4.20) Boi=SIWlls,  Byi= o IllG:

To minimize the right hand side of (1Y), we have to minimize the scalar function

(4.21) P(N) = BaeA? T B A~ 52 (a-p)

It is easy to see that 1 achieves its minimum in scaling at

(4.22) A\ =& DD

and

(4.23) min e ~ Y(A.) ~ 2.
A>0

For N > 5, we conclude that

(4.24) S:(Wy) < S—N; =S5, (1+0(®(\)) =S, +O(c-2),
(1 - "/)(/\s)) v

and the bound ([@I7) is achieved on the function W)_, where A; is given by (£22).

CASE N = 4. Assume R > . Testing against ngp W, and using calculations in

(EI3)-(@ETIG) with p = 4, we obtain

(425)  S.(naWh) < <S* + O((%)Q))

<([1-0((F) )] - ex0ttog ) — - p-o((§) 7))
< S.(1+ O(b(\ R))).
where
(4.26) Y\ R) =eX20(log %) + 0((%) _2) + B AT 1 = 0(1))].
Choose

=
®
I
(T)‘
Wl

(4.27) Ae = (slog é)_qj,
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A routine calculation shows that as ¢ — 0,

R, 1
4.28 log — ~ log —
(4.28) og - ~log -,
and hence
1 q=4
(4.29) (A, Re) ~ (5 log g) o

Thus bound [I7) is achieved by the test function np Wy_, where A and R, are
given by ([{.21).

CASE N = 3. Assume R > \. Testing against npW) and using calculations in

(EI3)-I4) with p = 6, we obtain

(4.30) S.(npWy) < (S* +O((§)_l))

<(1-0((3) )]~ A0(R) — g A0 [1—0((%‘“‘3’)})7%
< S.(1+ 0\ R))).

where

(4.31) v B) =220 (1) +0((5) ) + 82091 - o).
Choosing

(4.32) Ae=c T7, R.=¢c2,

we then find that

(4.33) Y(Ae, Re) ~ €75,

and the bound ([@I7) is achieved on the test function nr Wy_, where A and R. is

given by ([£.32)). O

4.3. Pokhozhaev estimates. Nehari identity ([B3]) combined with Pokhozhaev’s
identity ([B.4) lead to the following important relations.

Lemma 4.2. Set = 2222 < (0 Then

2(g—p)
(4.34) lwel|§ = rellwel3,
(4.35) lwellf =1+ (k + Defwe]3.
Proof. Since w, is a minimizer of (S.), identities (B.3)—([BH) read as
(4.36) 1= Jlwellp = flwellg = ellwe |3,
(4.37) o= el = el = el

Then the conclusion follows by a direct algebraic computation. 0
Lemma 4.3. (ks + 1)|lw.|3 < 555 0. (1 + o(1)).
Proof. Since w, is a minimizer of (S), with the help of Lemma [£2] we obtain

2
(4.38) S, < S.(w.) = ||Vw|€!2 _ Se
We

P (1 (e Delfu]B)

N—-2"
N

or, equivalently,

N N

(4.39) SE7Z(1+ (k4 Deflwe3) < S5,
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Since 0. := 5. — S,, rearranging and differentiating, for £ — 0 we obtain

i 2 ~3 ~es N %
(4.40) SOk + Dellwe|]; <S8 =872 = mS* oe + 0(o¢),
so the conclusion follows. O

Combining the results of the three lemmas just proved, we obtain the following
result concerning the asymptotic behavior of different norms associated with the
minimizer w, of (Sg).

Corollary 4.4. Ase — 0, we have

(4.41) Jwelh — 1, [|we]|Z — 0, ellwe |3 — 0.

4.4. Optimal rescaling. Following [19], consider the concentration function

(4.42) Q.(\) = /B oo P da,

where here and everywhere below B, is the ball of radius A centered at the ori-
gin. Clearly, Q.(-) is strictly monotone increasing, with limy_oQ-(\) = 0 and
limy o0 Qe(A) = |lwe|[h — 1 as € — 0 in view of Corollary 4l Therefore, the
equation Q. (\) = Q. with

(4.43) Q+ ::/B W (z)|Pdx < 1,

has a unique solution A = A\. > 0 whenever ¢ < 1:

(4'44) Qe()‘a) = Q.

Similarly, since the function

(4.45) Qol\) = / Wi (2)|P da = / W ()P do
B)\,l Bl
is strictly monotone decreasing, with limy_0 Qo(A\) = 1 and limy_o Qo(N) = 0,
there is a unique solution to the equation Qp(\) = Q.. In fact, by the definition of
Q. this equation is satisfied if and only if A = 1.
Using the value of . implicitly determined by (£44]), we define the rescaled
family

N-—-2
(4.46) V() = A T we(Ae).
Note that
(4.47) lvellp = lwellp =1+ 0(1),  [[Veell3 = [Vuwe|l3 = Su + o(1),

i.e. (v:) is a minimizing family for S.. Note also that

(4.48) /B |ve ()P do = Q..

The next statement is a direct consequence of the Concentration-Compactness
Principle of P.L.Lions, cf. [27, Chapter I, Theorem 4.9].

Lemma 4.5. ||V(v. — Wi)|l2 = 0 and |lve — Wi, — 0 as € — 0.

Proof. By @A), for any sequence &, — 0 there exist a subsequence (£,,) such that
(ve,,) converges weakly in D' (RY) to some radial function wy € D*(R"). Applying
the Concentration-Compactness Principle (cf. [27, Chapter I, Theorem 4.9] or [31]
Theorem 1.41]) to ||v:||, 've, we further conclude that in fact (v ,) converges to
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wp strongly in D*(RY) and LP(RY). As a consequence, ||wgl[, = 1 and hence wy
is a radial minimizer of (S,), that is wg € {Wx}x>0. Furthermore,

(4.49) /B |wo (z)|P de = Q.

We therefore conclude that wg = Wi. Finally, by uniqueness of the limit the full
sequence (v,,) converges to Wi strongly in D*(RY) and LP(RY). O

4.5. Rescaled equation estimates. The rescaled minimizer v. defined in (Z40)
solves the equation

2(q—

— p)
(R:) 7A’UE + SEE)‘? Ve = S€(|’U€|p72’u€ —Ae P |’Us|q72’Us)a

obtained from the Euler-Lagrange equation [B2]) for (S:). From the definition of
v, we obtain

2(a—p)
(4.50) oelld =A% lwelld,  [lvell3 = AZ?[Jwel3.
From Lemma and Lemma we then derive the essential relation
_ 2(a—p)
(4.51) Ae P70 loelld = reXZ||vell3 S o,

which leads to the following two—sided estimate.

Lemma 4.6. 0;2(13’712") <A S 5’505.

Proof. Follows directly from (@E]]) by observing that

(4.52) liminf [[velly >0, liminf [|ocl2 > 0.

To prove the latter, we note that by Lemma and in view of the embedding
L(By) C LP(B;) we have
(4.53) cllvexsillg 2 lvexs llp = IWixs, o= [[(W1—=ve)xs: llp = [Wixs, [, —o(1),

where here and below x g, is the characteristic function of Br. Similarly, in view
of the embedding L?(B;) C L?(B;) we obtain

(4.54) [vexs, ll2 2 [Wixs, [l = (W1 —ve)xa, [l2 = [Wixa, [[2 — o(1),
so the assertion follows. (]
Using estimate ([@IT), we extract from Lemma [ a lower bound
e, N>5,
_1p=2 L
(4.55) Ae 2027 2 (Elog%)_"j, N =4,
= N =3,
and an upper bound
1p—2
g 2az, N > 5,
q—4
(4.56) Ae S e az (log1)?=%, N =4,
e T N =3.

Note that for N > 5 the above lower and upper estimates are equivalent, and as a
consequence we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.7. Assume N > 5. Then ||v:|lq and ||ve||2 are bounded.
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Proof. Follows from ([@51]), ([E353) and ([£.50). O

In the lower dimensions the growth of ||vc||2 is to be taken into account to obtain
matching bounds, so instead of ([@5G]) we shall use a more explicit upper bound

671/20.% _ gfﬁ(log 1)2’;";’44, N =4,
(4.57) A S = S lvellz? L
[|ve |2 e w D, N =3,

which is also a combination of (5] and ([EIT).

4.6. A lower barrier. To control the norm ||v.||2, we note that

_2(g—p)

(4.58) — Av. + 5’85)\51}8 =5, (vf‘l — X 777 ’Ug_l) > —V.(z)ve, z e RN,

where
_2(a—p)
(4.59) Vo(x) := S e 77 vl 3 ().
According to the radial estimate (1),
(4.60) ue(x) < Cplz|™ 772 |luc|lp,

2(g—p)

Using (@Z7) and the fact that \c "> < 0. — 0 by Lemmas &1l and 8, for
sufficiently small £ > 0 we obtain

(4.61)
- —2a=p) (a=2) (a=2)
V(@) = SAr 77 0T 2(2) < SAD 7 OOl 2a| T EE < Cla| T i

2(g=p)

where the constant C' > 0 does not depend on € or x. Therefore, for small € > 0
solutions v. > 0 satisfy the linear inequality

(4.62) — Ave + Vo (2)ve + S-eX2ve > 0, z e RV,
where V() := C|£E|72(Pq:22) .
Lemma 4.8. There exists R > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all small e >0

(4.63) ve(z) > clz|" N2~ VESAdel (|| > R).
Proof. Define the barrier

(4.64) he(z) = (Ja| "NV =2 4 |z|%) e~ VESAlel)
where § < 0 is fixed in such a way that

(4.65) —(N—2)—@<6<—(N—2),

and the value of ¢ > 0 will be specified later. A direct computation then shows
that for some R > 1 one get

(4.66) — Ahe + Vo(x)he 4+ eAZhe
= { BB+ N ~ 22l + C(jal =) 4 aff) | >3
+VESA (28 + N = Dfa]f~1 4 (3 — N)[a|~(V-D)} ¢~ VESAlal
<{-BB+N-2)z2+ 20 |~ N2~ - VESALel < g

for all |x| > R, where R > 1 can be chosen independent of ¢ > 0.
Note that Lemmas and B.J] imply

(4.67) [(ve = Wi)XB2r\Brys lloe = 0,



14 VITALY MOROZ AND CYRILL B. MURATOV

and hence

(4.68) ve(R) > %WI (1),

for all sufficiently small € > 0. Choose ¢ > 0 so that

(4.69) (RN | By < %Wl(R).

Then

(4.70) ve > che  for |z| > R,

by the comparison principle for the operator —A + Vj +e)2, (see, e.g., [2, Theorem
2.7)). O

4.7. Case N = 3 and N = 4 completed. We shall apply Lemma to obtain
matching estimates on the blow—up of ||[vc||2 in low dimensions.

Lemma 4.9. If N = 3 then |jv.]|3 = \/El)\a.

Proof. Assuming N = 3 we directly calculate from Lemma [L.8]

o C
4.71 v 22/ v QdZCZ/ e VESAT gy > ,
I AL e A ey

which is what is required. O

As an immediate corollary, using (£57]), we obtain an upper estimate of A, which
matches the lower bound of ([@5H) in the case N = 3.

1

Corollary 4.10. If N =3 then \; < e a2,

Next we consider the case N = 4.

Lemma 4.11. If N = 4 then ||v.||3

> log \/51/\5'

Proof. Assuming N = 4 we directly calculate using Lemma 8]

(4.72) |lv-|13 2/ |v8|2dx2/ Arlem2VESAT i — 210, 24/eS A\ R),
R4\ Bg R

where
(4.73) I'(0,t) = —log(t) — v + O(t), t ™\ 0,

is the incomplete Gamma function and v & 0.5772 is the Euler constant [I]. Hence
we obtain for sufficiently small e:

1
(4.74) ]2 > 2(—log(2/2SAR) — 7) > Clog (\/EAg)’

which is what is required. O
1

Corollary 4.12. If N =4 then A. < (Elog %)iﬁ

Proof. An immediate corollary of (£5]1]) and (£I7) is the relation
q—4

1 1\ ==
. 2 < -
(4.75) Certlog —=- < (5 logE)

Note that £ < Ved: < €% for some 01,2 > 0 and ¢ small enough, which is a
consequence of ([Lh0) and (LEH). Therefore,

(4.76) log

1
~ 1Og_a
g

1
VEA

and the conclusion follows. O
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4.8. Further estimates. The results in the previous section could be used in a
standard way to improve upon some earlier estimates.

An immediate consequence of the sharp upper estimates of A is the following.

Corollary 4.13. ||vc|lq = O(1).

The boundedness of the L9 norm also allows to reverse estimates of ||ve|2 via
@Ex1).
Corollary 4.14.
0(1), N >5,
(4.77) Je3={ O(logl),  N=4,
O(e~2w 1), N=3
We now prove that the L? bound also implies an L bound.
Lemma 4.15. |[v.|lcc = O(1).

Proof. Note that by (R*) the function v. is a positive solution of the linear inequal-
ity

(4.78) — Av. — Vo(z)v: <0, r €RY,
where
(4.79) Vo(x) := Sl ™% (x).
From the radial estimate ([B.11]) we obtain
N

(4.80) ve () < Collvellglz[ -
Hence, using Corollary [£13] we obtain

_ _ _N(@=-2) _2p
(4.81) Ve(a) < SeCp 2 vl 2lal™ 7 < Culal ™7,

for some constant C, > 0 which does not depend on € or x. As a consequence, v,
is a positive solution of the linear inequality

(4.82) — Av. = Vi(z)v. <0, xRV,

where V,(z) = C*|x|727p € L; (RY), for some s > N/2. The result can then
be concluded by the weak Harnack inequality for subsolutions of (£82) (cf. [25]
Remark 5.1 on p. 226]). Here we give an elementary proof that also works in
the present context. Integrating the inequality in (£82]) over a ball and applying

divergence theorem, by monotonic decrease of v.(z) in |z| we have

C _2p
asy Vel S [ L V) < Co el ¥,
||

for some C,C" > 0 independent of £ or z. Integrating again along the straight line
from 0 to xg, we obtain

2(ga—p)
(4.84) ve(0) < ve(zo) + C"v:(0)|z0| @
for some C” > 0 independent of € or . We then conclude by choosing |z¢| suffi-
ciently small independently of ¢, using (£80) and Corollary .13l O

A standard consequence of the L> bound and elliptic regularity theory is the
following convergence statement.

Corollary 4.16. v. — Uy in C?(RY) and L*(RY) for any s > p. In particular,
(4.85) v:(0) =~ Wy(0).
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Proof. Indeed, a consequence of the L* bound of Lemma [£.15] and convergence
in DY(RY) via compactness result for monotone radial functions in Lemma B3I
is convergence in L*(RY) for any s > p. Then Calderén—Zygmund estimate [I5]

Theorem 9.11] implies convergence in VVfocs (R™) and, hence, by Sobolev embedding
also in Cllo’ca (RY). Since the nonlinearity in (R}) is smooth, using Schauder’s esti-

mates [I5, Theorem 6.2, 6.6] we conclude convergence in C? _(RY). Finally, taking

loc
into account that the constants in Schauder estimates are uniform with respect to

translations, we deduce convergence in C?(R%Y). i

Taking into account that

(4.86) u(0) ~ A7 0.(0),

we can use ([L8H) to estimate the amplitude of u-(0) to derive (2.13]), which com-
pletes the proof of Theorem

5. SUPERCRITICAL CASE p > p*.

5.1. The limit equation. For p > p* the limit equation
(Po) —Au— [ulP"2u+ u|T?u=0 in RY,

admits a unique positive radial ground state solution ug € D'(RY). Further, it is
known that ug € C?(R"Y), ug(x) is monotone decreasing function of |z|, and there
exists Cy > 0 such that

(5.1) lim || "2uo(z) = Co > 0,

|z|— 00

see [Bl Theorem 4] for the existence, or [20, 21] for the existence and asymptotic
decay, and [21], 18] for the uniqueness proofs.

Similarly to (3.0, the ground state ug admits a variational characterization in
the Sobolev space D!(RY) via the rescaling

(5.2) ug () = wo(\/%—o)

where wg > 0 is the radial (i.e., depending only on |z|) minimizer of the constrained
minimization problem

(So) Sp == inf{/ |Vw|2dz’ w € DY(RY), p*/ Fo(w)de = 1},
RN RN

where Fy is defined by @) (see [B, Section 5]). Similarly to B2)-BX), one
concludes that the minimizer wy solves the Euler-Lagrange equation

(53) - A’LUO = So(|’w0|p72’(U0 - |w0|q72w0) in RN.

Further, wy satisfies Nehari’s identity

(5.4) / |Vwo|? do = 50/(|w0|p — |wo|?) d,
RN

and Pokhozhaev’s identity (see e.g. [5l Proposition 1])

p q
(5.5) / |Vawo|? da: = Sop*/ (M - M) dz.
RN p q

Taking into account that |[Vwg||3 = So, we then derive from Nehari and Pokho-
zhaev’s identities the relation

P P
(5.6) lwolly, — lJwolld = —llwoll5 — zllwollg =1,
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which leads to the explicit expressions

(g—p")p (»—p")a

(¢ —pp*’ (¢ —p)p*

Remark 5.1. Note that the arguments leading to (1) also give non-existence of
non-trivial weak solutions u € D!(R™) N LP(RY) N LY(RYN) of problem (F) in the
case 2 < p < p* and q > p.

(5.7) l[wollfy =

[lwollg =

5.2. Energy and norms estimates. To control the relations between S, and Sy
it is convenient to consider the equivalent to (Sp) scaling invariant quotient

~ [Vw|?d
(5.8) So(w) := Jpx Vool de . weD'RY), / Fo(w) dz > 0.
(p* IRN Fo(w) d:c) R
Then
. = inf .
(5.9) So wegll(mw)&)(w)
Fo(w)>0

Lemma 5.2. 0< S, —S;—0 ase— 0.

Proof. To show that Sy < S simply note that
(5.10) So < So(we) < Se(we) = Se.

To control S. from above we will use the minimizer wy as a test function for (S.).
In view of (&), we have wy € L?(RY) if and only if N > 5. Therefore we shall
consider the higher and lower dimensions separately.

CASE N > 5. Testing (S:) against wg, we obtain
So

(1= ellwolZagen))
which proves the claim for N > 5.

(5.11) Se < Se(wp) < v < So+0(e),

N

To consider the lower dimensions, given R > 1 we introduce a cutoff function
nr € C(R) such that nr(r) = 1 for |[r| < R, 0 < n(r) < 1 for R < |r| < 2R,
nr(r) = 0 for |r| > 2R and |/(r)] < 2/R. Then taking into account (5.J), for
s> % we compute

(5.12) / IV (nrwo)[* = So + O(R=N=2),
RN
(513) [ ol do = ol (1 - O(RY =) ),
O(lOg(R)), N =4,
R O(R)a N =3.

CASE N = 4. Let R = e~ 1. Testing (S.) against nrwo and using the fact that
p > 4, we obtain

So+ O(R™?)
(1 —O(R™*) - gO(logR))l/2

2
SO+O(E) T SSoJrO(slogl),
(1 —0(e*) — O(elog %))2 c

(5.15) 8. < S.(wp) <
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which proves the claim.

CASE N = 3. Let R = ¢~ /2. Testing (S.) against 7rwo and using the fact that
p > 6, we obtain

So+O(R™Y)
(1-0(r-) —<o(r)) "

So +O(e*/?)
(1-0(22) - 0(e17))

(5.16) S. <S-(wo) <

<

1/3 S SO + 0(51/2)3

which completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.3. |[w:|lcoc <1 and ||wells < 1 for all s > p*.

Proof. In view of (L3) and (B:6) we have
(5.17) [welloo = lltefloo < 1.

Using Sobolev’s inequality and Lemma [5.2] we also obtain

(5.18) well2. < S;HIVwe |3 = S8 = S, So(1+ o(1)).

Then for every s > p*

(5.19) el < e,

so the assertion follows. (|

Lemma 5.4. ¢||w. |3 — 0.

Proof. Since w, is a minimizer of (S.), we have

* * «€
(5.20) 1=p / F.(we)dex =p / Fo(we)dx —p §||w€|\§
RN RN
Therefore
V.| S
(5'21) So(wg) = H EHQ N2 : N_2-*

N

. ~
(" fon Folw)dz) ™ (1+ Befw.|3)
Assume to the contrary of the statement of the Lemma that limsup,_,, e||w. |3 =

m > 0. Then by Lemma [5.2] for any sequence &,, — 0 we obtain

(5.22) So < So(we,) = Se,, __< So(1+0(1))

« ~ 1+ E77’L
(1+ Bealw., 13)) ’

a contradiction. O

< Sp,

5.3. Proof of Theorem Consider a sequence of €, — 0. Since ||Vw,, ||3 =
Se, — So, the sequence (g,) contains a subsequence, still denoted (e,,), such that

(5.23) we, — w in DY(RY) and w., — @ a.e. in RY,

where w € D'(RY) is a radial function. By Lemma [.3] the sequence (we, ) is
bounded in LP" (RN) and L>°(R"). Using Lemma Bl and Sobolev inequality, we
also obtain a uniform bound

_N-2 _N-2
(5.24) we(x) < Clz|” 2 ||[Vwe|2 <2Cz|” 2 So,
for € sufficiently small. Using Lemma [3I] we conclude that

(5.25) we, — w in L¥(RY) for any s € (p*, 00).
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Taking into account Lemma 54 and (5.20) we also obtain
€
(5.26) / Fo(@)dzr = lim | Fy(w.,)dz = lim (1 er*—n”wEan) — 1
RN n—oo RN n—oo 2

By the weak lower semicontinuity we also conclude that
(5.27) | V|3 < liminf ||Vw., |3 = So,
n—oo
that is @ is a minimizer for (Sp). By the uniqueness of the radial minimizer of (Sp)
we conclude that w = wyg.

We now claim that (we, ) converges strongly to wg in D'(RY). Indeed, we have

(5.28) ||V(we, —wo)ll; = ||Vwan|\§+|\Vwo||§—2/ Ve, - Vo da
RN

= San, + SO -2 V’LUgn . V’LUO dx.
RN

Estimating the last term and taking into account (&.3]), (.6 and the fact that by
Holder inequality

6200 | [ Aot = wn)da] < fotwo)l o = wull

< Cllwollp~ flwe — woll, — 0,

we obtain

(5.30) / Vwe, - Vwgdx = SO/ fo(wo)we,, dx
RN RN

= SO /RN fo(’u}o)’wo dl‘ + SO /]RN fo(’wo)(’u}gn — ’LU())dZL'

= So(1+o(1)),
which proves the claim.
Since (w., ) converges to wy in D(RY) and in L*(RY) for any s > p*, similarly
to the proof of Corollary [A.16] by the standard elliptic regularity we conclude that

(we, ) converges to wy in C2(RY). The proof of of Theorem 23] is then completed
by taking into account the uniqueness of wy.

5.4. Remarks on a slightly supercritical limit problem. Here we discuss the
asymptotic behavior as p | p* of the minimizer wq of the limit variational problem
(So). For convenience, set § := p — p* > 0. To highlight the dependance on §,
in this section we denote the ground state energy in ([B3) by S3, while w will be
used to denote the corresponding minimizer. Also, in this section the asymptotic
notation such as <, etc., is in terms of 0 — 0.

The following summarizes our results regarding the asymptotic behavior of wg
as 6 J 0.

Proposition 5.5. 0 < S§ — S, — 0 for 6 | 0. In addition, it holds

(5.31) 5 Swp(0) S 9T,
and, provided that q > %,
(5.32) wl(0) ~ s .

Let us note, however, that the asymptotic of wj(0) for general values of ¢ is
open, and numerical evidence suggests that the conclusion of ([B32) is false for ¢
sufficiently close to p*.
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To prove Proposition[.5] we first establish a few basic estimates for the behavior
of the minimizer of the quotient in (5.8) as § — 0.

Lemma 5.6. [[wi]ec <1, [Vufll2 S 1, [willy 1 and [lwglq < 6.

Proof. The first inequality is an immediate consequence of ||ugllec < 1 and ([&.2).
To prove the second estimate, consider a suitable fixed test function w € C§°(RY)
satisfying 0 < w < 1. Then from (58) and (53) we can conclude that S < 1 as

0 — 0, implying the result. The last two inequalities are immediate consequences

of (&0). O

We now establish a rough upper bound on the amplitude of wg.

Lemma 5.7. ||w]]le < STV .

~

Proof. In view of the gradient estimate of Lemma [5.6] by Calderén-Zygmund in-

equality [15, Theorem 9.11] applied to wg solving (53] we conclude that ||w] ||le,p(R N)
is uniformly bounded and, hence, |[Vw]||ooc < C for some C' > 0 independent of

0 for sufficiently small 6 > 0. This yields the following estimate for some ¢ > 0

independent of d:

1
(5.33) cluwpiN < o lwpll%l Br(0)] < / wy|?dz < ||w]l3,

2 Br(0)
where R = ||w)|/(2C), and we used monotonicity of wi(x) in |z|. The result
then follows from the fact that [[w§||d ~ & by B1). O

The relations in (5.7) immediately lead to the following lower bound on w§(0).

Lemma 5.8. [|w]]/oo > s

Proof. Indeed, by (B.7)) we have

p * —pF
(5.34) olfwglf < piChat Mwgll&s? = llwgll?
and the result follows from ngHg > 0 and smallness of J. O

Importantly, for sufficiently large ¢ we can prove a matching upper bound, yield-
ing the precise asymptotic behavior of the minimizer’s amplitude as § — 0.

a1
Lemma 5.9. If ¢ > ];((Jng)) then ||wl|oo S da77 .

Proof. In view of Lemmas [3.1] and and Sobolev inequality, we have

: N N
mln{Cp* z|" ng p*acq|x| B ngHq}a

min {|x|7¥,5%|x|_%}

(5.35) w) (2)

IN

A

In view of (51, (52) and Lemma 53] we can apply Newtonian kernel to (PJ). We
obtain

o uo(a) = Shdw /RN (wg(y))|z;—1 ;V(ng(y))q-l dy,
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NP

e N/2/2) In particular, for ¢ > N(N+2)

2(N—2)

where Ay = we have (with a slight abuse

of notation)

) oo
630 w0 = g [ () = ) rar
< S*(1+0(1))/0 (wg(r))p*_lrdr
< /0 min{r_T,(SETf?}N*QTdra

0o R
N _N+2 _N(N42)
< / rT 2 dr 4+ §av-2 / TN g,
R 0
N(N+2)

N-—2 N+2
< R7 4N R AN

Minimizing for ¢ > 2((]@] +22)) the function

)
(5.38) 1/]5(R) = R~ + 5q(N 2)R q(N +22)
we obtain
(5.39) min s (R) = ys(Rx) ~ 6577,
where R, ~ 5~ D O

We also establish the energy convergence estimate.
Lemma 5.10. 0 < Sg - S, —=0asd—0.
Proof. Taking into account (5.7]) we obtain
Vuwdll3 _ (p7(g—p)\*r

5.40 S, < Suwi) = | ot = ( )st< S5
o) “0="ragle = \tg—pr)) =0

To control Sg from above we will use the Sobolev minimizers (W) >0 as a family
of test function for (S3). Using (@3) we obtain

(5.41) SS(W)y) = 5 e

* N—2 * N— . N
(BT - AT ) W )

To minimize the right hand side of (&.41]), we need to maximize for A > 0 the scalar
function

G2 wN) = DA R0 - L ot

It is easy to see that 1/) achieves its maximum at

2
(5.43) \L <p(q p*)”Wﬂg) N
. alp —p*)|WAl5 ’

and

(5.44) v(A) = Alp, ", fJHWlllp ||W1||q = ;

where

" Nl 2 U K e U N
(5.45) A(p,p*,q) :=p'p =7 qTr < ) ( ) 0
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In particular, when 6 = p — p* — 0 we have A(p,p*,q) ~ 1 and ¥(\s) ~ 1, so

(5.46) S5 <SqWa) = (¥(A)) " 7 S = S.(1+0(1)),
which completes the proof. O

Remark 5.11. Instead of W) we can use rescalings of an arbitrary function w €
DYRN)N LI(RY) as a family of test function in (E4I). Then, taking into account
that by Sobolev imbedding w € LP (RY) and, hence, by interpolation we have
w € LP(RY) as well, the above argument with generic ¢ > p > p* leads to

2q(p—p*)

2p(g—p*)
(647)  Solp" AT (")l < [Vl ull

which could be interpreted as a supercritical Gagliardo—Nirenberg type inequal-
ity. Similar ideas where used in [I0] to establish sharp constants in the clas-
sical Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, which formally coincides with (B4T) when
1<qg<p<p
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In the subcritical case Pokhozhaev’s identity implies that the limit equation (P)
has no positive finite energy solutions. As discussed in the Introduction, to under-
stand the asymptotic behavior of the ground states u. we consider the rescaling in
(C4), which transforms (P-) into (R.), with the associated limit problem as & — 0
given by (Rp) (see Sec. [).

Let G : R — R be a bounded C?—function such that

a—p

1
(6.1) Ge(w) = —|wl” — |wl?
p
for 0<w< Eiﬁ, G:(w) <0 for w > Eiﬁ, and G.(w) = 0 for w < 0. For
€ [0,e*), consider a family of the constrained minimization problems

(SL) S! ::inf{/ |Vwl? dx} we HYRY), p* Ge(w)dx = 1}.

RN
Note that all the problems (S7), including the limit problem (S(), are well posed
in the same energy space H'(RY). According to [5, Theorem 2], (S.) admits a
radial positive minimizer w, for every ¢ € [0,e*). In view of its uniqueness [17], the
rescaled function

(6.2) Ve () = wa(%)

coincides with the radial ground state of (R.).

RN

In order to estimate S., consider the associated dilation invariant representation

NVQd
(6.3) Si(w) = —Jwe[VOld

(p* I]RN GE(’LU) d.’L') Y
where M. :={0<ue H'(RY), [on Ge(w)dz > 0}. Clearly
(6.4) S! = inf Sl(w)

weMYL

and for sufficiently small £ we have
(6.5) So < Spl(we) < SL(w:) = SL.

Indeed, since by definition p* [y Ge(we)dz = 1 and G.(s) is a decreasing function
of € for each s > 0, we have w, € M, and the second inequality again follows
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by monotonicity of G(s) in . At the same time, by continuity wg € M. for
sufficiently small . Therefore, using wp as a test function for (S.), we obtain for
sufficiently small &

SI a—p
(6.6) SL < Sl(wo) = ! — <S8, +0 (Em)_
* 4d—D N
(1 - 2re3% woll?)
Therefore, SL — 5.

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2] we may conclude that

(¢—p)p  plg—2)
(¢—p)p*  2(q—p)
Then, using this identity to compute Sj(w.) and the convergence of S, to Sj, after
some tedious algebra we obtain

2(p* — p) (p* —2)p

pr(p—2) (p—2)p*

In particular, this implies that p* [,x Go(we)dz — 1 as ¢ — 0. Hence, there
exists a rescaling A. — 1 such that p* [y Go(w:)dz = 1 and S.(w.) — S for
We(x) = we(Aex). This implies that (w.) is a minimizing family for (Sj) that
satisfies the constraint used in the analysis of [5]. Then, applying [B, Theorem 2]
we conclude that for a sequence €, — 0 we have ., — @ strongly in H'(RY),
and in view of the convergence of (\.) we have w,, — @ as well, where @ is the
minimizer of (S{)) satisfying the constraint. Therefore, by uniqueness of minimizers
of (Ro) [I7], we have @w = wy and the limit is a full limit.

Finally, arguing as in the proof of Lemma ET5| using ||w||,- instead of the L?
norm to control the growth of w. at the origin, we also conclude that [Jwe|oo < 1
as € — 0. Then by standard elliptic regularity, similarly to the proof of Corollary
[AT6] we conclude that w. converges to wg in L¥(RY) for any s > 2 and in C?(RY),
which completes the proof of Theorem 211

(6.7) [[well; = [well3.

. 2 _ : P
(6.5) ti e 3 lim [l

REFERENCES

[1] M. ABRAMOWITZ, I. A. STEGUN, Handbook of Mathematical Functions. Courier Dover Pub-
lications, 1964. 1046 pp.

[2] S. AaMON, Bounds on exponential decay of eigenfunctions of Schrddinger operators. In:
Schrodinger operators. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1159, pp.1-38. Springer Verlag, Berlin,
1985.

[3] A. AMBROSETTI, A. MALCHIODI, Perturbation methods and semilinear elliptic problems on
R™. Progress in Mathematics, 240. Birkh&duser Verlag, Basel, 2006. xii+183 pp.

[4] F.V. ATKINSON, L.A. PELETIER, Elliptic equations with nearly critical growth. J. Differential
Equations 70 (1987), 349-365.

[5] H.BERESTYCKI, P.-L. LiONS, Nonlinear scalar field equations. I: Existence of a ground state.
Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 82 (1983), 313-345.

[6] H. BrEzis, L.A. PELETIER, Asymptotics for elliptic equations involving critical exponents.
In: Partial Differential Equations and Calculus of Variations, Birkhauser, 1989, 149-192.

[7] J. W. CanN AND J. E. HILLIARD, Free energy of a nonuniform system .3. nucleation in a
2-component incompressible fluid. J. Chem. Phys., 31 (1959), 688-699.

[8] S. COoLEMAN, Fate of the false vacuum: Semiclassical theory. Phys. Rev. D, 15 (1977), 2929—
2936.

[9] M. Cross AND P. C. HOHENBERG, Pattern formation outside of equilibrium. Rev. Mod. Phys.,
65 (1993), 851-1112.

[10] M. DEL PINO AND J. DOLBEAULT, Best constants for Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and
applications to nonlinear diffusions. J. Math. Pures Appl. 81 (9) (2002), 847-875.

[11] A. FERRERO, F. GAzzoLA, Asymptotic behavior of ground states of quasilinear elliptic prob-
lems with two vanishing parameters, Part II1. J. Diff. Eq. 198 2004, 53-90.



24

(12]

(13]

14]
(15]
[16]
(17]
(18]
19]

20]

(21]

(22]
(23]
[24]
25]
[26]

27]
28]

[29]
(30]

(31]

‘Wa

VITALY MOROZ AND CYRILL B. MURATOV

F. GAzzoLA, J. SERRIN, Asymptotic behavior of ground states of quasilinear elliptic problems
with two vanishing parameters. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré, Analyse non Linéaire 19 (2002),
477-504.

F. Gazzora, L. PELETIER, P. Pucct, J. SERRIN, Asymptotic behavior of ground states
of quasilinear elliptic problems with two vanishing parameters, Part II. Ann. Inst. Henri
Poincaré, Analyse non Linéaire 20 (2003), 947-974.

B. Gipas, W.M N1, L. NIRENBERG, Symmetry of positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equa-
tions in R™. Adv. Math., Suppl. Stud. 7TA (1981), 369-403.

D. GiLBARG AND N.S. TRUDINGER, Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York, 1977.

Z.-C. HaN, Asymptotic approach to singular solutions for nonlinear elliptic equations involv-
ing critical Sobolev exponent. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 8 (1991), 159-174.
M. K. KwoNG, Uniqueness of positive solutions of Au — u + uP = 0 in R™. Arch. Rational
Mech. Anal. 105 (1989), 243-266.

M. K. Kwong, J. B. McLEoD, L. PELETIER, W. TROY, On ground state solutions of —Au =
uP —u4. J. Differential Equations 95 (1992), 218-239.

P.-L. Lions, The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variations. The lo-
cally compact case. I. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 1 (1984), 109-145.

F. MERLE, L. PELETIER, Asymptotic behavior of positive solutions of elliptic equations with
critical and supercritical growth. I. The radial case. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 112 (1990),
no. 1, 1-19.

F. MERLE, L. PELETIER, Asymptotic behavior of positive solutions of elliptic equations with
critical and supercritical growth. II. The non-radial case. J. Funct. Anal. 105 (1992), no. 1,
1-41.

C. MuraTOv, E. VANDEN-EWLNDEN, Breakup of Universality in the Generalized Spinodal
Nucleation Theory. J. Stat. Phys. 114 (2004), 605-623.

S. PonozAEv, Eigenfunctions of the equation Au+ Af(u) = 0. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 165
(1965) 36-39.

O. REY, Proof of two conjectures of H. Brézis and L. A. Peletier. Manuscripta Math. 65
(1989), 19-37.

G. STAMPACCHIA, Le probleme de Dirichlet pour les équations elliptiques du second ordre a
coefficients discontinus. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 15 (1965) fasc. 1, 189-258.

W.A. STRAUSS, Existence of solitary waves in higher dimensions. Comm. Math. Phys. 55
(1977), 149-162.

M. STRUWE, Variational Methods. Springer—Verlag, 1990.

J. SERRIN, M. TANG, Uniqueness of ground states for quasilinear elliptic equations. Indiana
Univ. Math. J. 49 (2000), 897-923.

C. UNGER AND W. KLEIN, Nucleation theory near classical spinodal. Phys. Rev. B, 29 (1984),
2698-2708.

W. VAN SAARLOOS AND P. C. HOHENBERG, Fronts, pulses, sources and sinks in generalized
complex ginzburg-landau equations. Physica D, 56 (1992), 303-367.

M. WILLEM, Minimax theorems. Birkh&user, 1996.

SWANSEA UNIVERSITY, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, SINGLETON PARK, SWANSEA, SA2 8PP,
LES, UNITED KINGDOM

E-mail address: v.moroz@swansea.ac.uk

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, NEW JERSEY INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, UNI-

VERSITY HEIGHTS, NEWARK NJ 07102, USA

E-mail address: muratov@njit.edu



	1. Introduction.
	1.1. Setting of the problem.
	Notations.

	2. Main results.
	2.1. Subcritical case 2<p<p.
	2.2. Supercritical case p>p.
	2.3. Critical case p=p.
	2.4. Outline.

	3. Variational characterization of the ground states.
	4. Critical case p=p.
	4.1. Critical Emden–Fowler equation.
	4.2. Variational estimates of S.
	4.3. Pokhozhaev estimates.
	4.4. Optimal rescaling.
	4.5. Rescaled equation estimates.
	4.6. A lower barrier.
	4.7. Case N=3 and N=4 completed.
	4.8. Further estimates.

	5. Supercritical case p>p.
	5.1. The limit equation.
	5.2. Energy and norms estimates.
	5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3.
	5.4. Remarks on a slightly supercritical limit problem.

	6. Subcritical case 2<p<p revisited: proof of Theorem 2.1.
	References

