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Singularly perturbed elliptic problems with
nonautonomous asymptotically linear nonlinearities

Liliane A. Maia; Eugenio Montefusco!, Benedetta Pellacci'

Abstract

We consider a class of singularly perturbed elliptic problems with nonautonomous
asymptotically linear nonlinearities. The dependence on the spatial coordinates co-
mes from the presence of a potential and of a function representing a saturation ef-
fect. We investigate the existence of nontrivial nonnegative solutions concentrating
around local minima of both the potential and of the saturation function. Necessary
conditions to locate the possible concentration points are also given.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study the existence of positive solutions of the problem
3

2 2 u . DN
—e“Au+V(x)u"= —— inR"Y,
(Py) () 1+ s(x)u?

u € H' (RY),

for N =2, £ > 0 a small parameter and V, s : R — R Hélder continuous functions such
that

(1.1 s(x)=a>0 VxeRY,

(1.2) Vix)=p>0, VxeRY,

*Research partially supported by CNPq/Brazil and FAPDF/Brazil
Research partially supported by FIRB project 2012 Dispersive Dynamics and PRIN project 2009-WRJ3W7


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.7166v1

It is well known that every positive solutions u, of (P.) generates a standing wave, i.e.
¢ (x, 1) = ue(x) e B/ solution of

) hZ ¢3
(1.3) ih0yp+ 5 —Adp—W ()¢ = THwF
for W=V +E, e?=h/2m.
Problem (L3) represents the propagation of a light pulse along a saturable medium. A
typical class of saturable medium is constituted by the photorefractive crystals, one of
the most preferable materials to observe the propagation of a light beam, because of
their slow response to the propagation, making easier the observation. When a beam
passes through these materials its refractive index changes so that the light remains con-
fined and solitons are generated. When observing light propagation through these media
one can see a saturation effect: it is possible to increase the amplitude of the generated
solitons by increasing light intensity up to a critical bound characteristic of the material.
This kind of interaction is not well represented by the usual Schrodinger equation, so
that this model is replaced by (I.3) where the usual autointeraction represented by the
cubic power is prevalent for "small" 1, while a linear interaction, u/s(x), is predominant
for "large" u. Moreover, aiming to analyze the observation through different materials
we admit a possible change of the saturation feature in dependence on the spatial coor-
dinates, which may happen observing the propagation along different material.
An interesting and largely studied class of solutions of (Pg) is the family of semiclassical
states, that are families u, with a spike shape concentrating around some points of RV
for € sufficiently small. There is a broad variety of contributions concerning the existence
of this kind of solutions for the equation

(1.4) —2Au+V@u=f(x, u).

For f(x, t) = £, the first contribution on the subject in the one dimensional case is due to
Floer and Weinstein who show the existence of a solution u, concentrating around
any given xy nondegenerate critical point of V(x). Their result has been extended in
higher dimension in [I8}19] for f(x, t) = |£|P~' twith 1 < p < (N+2)/(N-2). The common
approach used in this papers is a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, consisting in a local bi-
furcation tuype result, which relies on the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of the ground
state solution of the autonomous problem

(1.5) —Av+Vi(xg)v = f(xo, V).

The Lyapunov-Schmidt procedure or more general finite-dimensional reductions meth-
ods have been used to find solutions concentrating around any x, isolated minimum (or
maximum) point with possibly polynomial degeneration of V in [I]], and then around
different stable critical points (see and the references therein).

A different approach to this is to find a solution u, for € positive and then study its asymp-
totic behavior for € tending to zero. This procedure has been firstly used by Rabinowitz in



assuming that inf V(x) < liminfjy— . V(x) and proving concentration around a lo-
cal minimum point of V. This philosophy has been improved in [8,9], where it is shown,
by means of a penaliztion argument, that it is sufficient to assure a local condition on the
potential: there exists a bounded open set A such that

infV <infV.
A oA

As for the reduction method also this procedure has been used to extend the existence
and concentration result in many different directions (see [9} [4} [6]).

When passing in from f(t) = k(x)3 to f(x, 1) = t3/(1 + s(x)t?) many differences
arises. First of all, thanks to (I.I), we do not have a critical exponent as | f (¢)| < ¢/a. More-
over, as f is asymptotically linear, the action functional I, defined in

(1.6) H'={ue H'R"Y) : V(x)u® e L' RM)},

by
I(u):= %f [e2IVu(x)|*dx + V(x)uz(x)]dx—f F(x, u(x))dx,
RN RN

for F(x, t) given by

1.7) F(x,t) = ! - L In(1 + s(x) %)
‘ T 2s(x0) 252(x) '

may present different geometric behavior in dependence of V and s, e.g. if V(x)s(x) > 1
for every x € RV, I is always positive, convex and has only a global minimum at u = 0.
For V and s constant and such that Vs < 1in itis proved the existence of a positive ra-
dially symmetric solution which is showed to be unique according to [24} 25]. Regarding
the existence of semiclassical states, in it is studied this kind of problem for general
autonomous nonlinearity f(x, ) = f(t), asymptotically linear or not, and it is shown the
existence of a positive solution u, concentrating around a local minimum of V via vari-
ational methods and penalization arguments. Here, being interested in the possible in-
teraction between V(x) and s(x), we will deal with the following autonomous, or frozen,
problem

u3
~-Au+V(y)u=——— inRV,

(S)) 1+s(y)u?

ue H'(RYN),
which has a solution if and only if y belongs to the open set (see [26])
(1.8) Q={yeRY : V(y)s(y) <1}

Therefore, the set of possible concentration points is restricted from the beginning. As a
further consequence, it is not possible to project every u € H' (R") on the Nehari mani-
fold

(1.9) Nyi={ue H'\ O} (T ), uy =0},

3



where Iy, is the autonomous, or frozen, functional

(1.10) gwm:lf Nm%m+lww])u%M—f F(y, u(x))dx.
2 JRV 2 RN RN

Nevertheless, the nonlinearity f(£) = t3/(1 + st?) is such that f(#)/t is increasing w.r.t. t,
ensuring the uniqueness of the projecton whenever it exists.

Another effect of the asymptotically linearity property of f is the loss of the well known
Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition

360 > 2, such that 0F(x,t) < f(x, t)t.

This condition is useful in proving the boundedness of a Palais-Smale sequence. Here, we
overcome this difficulty noticing that f satisfies the so-called nonquadraticity condition

(1.11) fx,Ht—2F(x,t) =0, and |t|hm fx,Ht—2F(x,t) = +oo.
—+00

where F is the primitive of f (w.r.t. x) such that F(x,0) = 0 (see Lemma[3.1).

This condition enables us to show the boundedness of a Cerami sequence. Our main
result concerning sufficient conditions is stated in the following result, where we denote
with B(z, r) the open ball centered at z with radius r.

Theorem 1.1 Assume condition (1), (L2). Moreover, suppose that there exists z € Q and
r >0 such that either

Vo=V(z)=min V(x) < min V(x), s$o=s(z)= min s(x)< min s(x),
B(z,r) 0 B(z,r) 0

z B(z,r B(z,r)
(1.12) or
Vo=V(z) = min V(x) < min V(x), s$o=5(z)=min s(x)< min s(x).
B(z,r) Bl(z,r B(z,r) 0B(z,r)

Then there exists €9 > 0 such that, for every 0 < € < gy, problem (P;) admits a nontrivial
solution u, € H', u, =0, such that the following facts hold:
(i) us admits exactly one global maximum point x. € B(z, r);

@A) 1lim V(x.) = Vy and lim s(x;) = Sp;
e—0 e—0

(iii) there exist iy, tp > 0 such that, for every x e RN,

XXl
ug(x) < e e .

Notice that, differently from the most studied case f(x,t) = k(x)|t|P~'t (see [27]), here
concentration is produced around minimum points of V and S, moreover notice that
the strict inequality is needed only on s or V not on both. Then, for example, one be-
tween V or s can be constant. We can also prove an abstract concentration result around
minimum points of the function X : RN — R defined by

infl, yeQ,
(1.13) s =4 M’
+oo  y¢Q.



Thanks to the uniqueness of the ground state solution of the autonomous problem
2 is regular in Q, nevertheless we cannot obtain an explicit formula for X because of
the lack of homogeneity of the autonomous problem. More precisely, when f(x,t) =
K (x)|£|P~' t one can derive every solution of the equation (I.4) via a change of scale, from
the unique positive solution of the equation —Au+u = |u|P~! u. Here, this procedure can-
not work as there are no nontrivial solutions of the problem —Au+u = u®/(1+u?), so that
we have no hope to find an explicit function of V and s, the critical points of which con-
situting the concentration set. In Theorem 2.71it is given a necessary condition for the
concentration to occur. Studying X we realize that if z is a concentration point, then the
gradient of V and s must be linearly dependent as it results in [23] for a different class of
problems. Moreover, in our case the gradients VV (z) and Vs(z) point in opposite direc-
tions and either z is a common zero of VV(z) and Vs(z) or VV (z), Vs(z) are both different
from zero and still VX(z) = 0.

2 Setting of the Problem and Main Results

In order to study (P,) it is natural to introduce the Hilbert space H!, defined in (L.6), with

2 _ 2 :
norm || uII]Hl = ””g,v' given by

2 2 2 2
iy = evut+ | viouwtds,

where we denote with || - ||, the standard norm in L = LP (RN) for 1 < p < co. Thanks to
condition (LI) we can say that the solutions of problem (P,) correspond to the critical
points of the C! functional I, : H' — R defined by

1
@2.1) I(w) = =llul?, - f F(x,u(x))dx,
2 ’ RN

for F(x, t) given in (7).

It is easily checked that I, is well defined and of class C' on H'. A nontrivial solution of
problem (P) is a ue # 0 in H!, critical point of I.

For every y € Q (see (L.8)) we can deduce from [26} 24} 25] that there exists a unique,
positive, radially symmetric least energy solution, denoted by Q,, of the autonomous
problem frozen in y (Ezp Q) is a critical point of the autonomous functional I, defined
in (I.I0) and, denoting with f(y, t) = 0,F(y, t), notice that f(y, f)/t is an increasing func-
tion with respect to ¢. This monotonicity property is crucial in proving that the Mountain
Pass level equals the minimum on the Nehari manifold (see Proposition 3.11 in [22]). This
equivalence will be often used in the sequel.

The first sufficient condition for the concentration Notice that, since for every continu-
ous function k(x)

inf k(x)< min k(x)
B(z,r) 0B(z,r)



in the inequality concerning V in the first alternative in (LI2), it is assumed that the
infimum of V in B(z,r) is actually achived in z to occur is contained in Theorem [L.1}
With this respect the following comments are in order.

Remark 2.1 In it is supposed that the minimum values sy and V; are achieved
at z, the center of the ball. This can always be assumed without loss of generality, in-
deed condition implies that sy and V; are achieved at a point z; € B(z,7) N, as
s(z1)V(z1) < s(2)V(z) < 1. Therefore, if z; # z we can replace z with z; in the statement
of the Theorem and in all the changes of variable in Section[3] obtaining concentration
around z;. On the other hand, it would be interesting to study the case in which the con-
centration occurs in different critical points of V and s.

Remark 2.2 Notice that, since for every continuous function k(x)
inf k(x)< min k(x)
B(z,r) 0B(z,1)

in the inequality concerning V in the first alternative in (I.12), it is assumed that the
infimum of V in B(z, r) is actually achived in z and it may be equal to the minimum of V'
on the boundary (analogous considerations hold for s in the second alternativ in (I.I)).

We can also prove the following general abstract result.

Theorem 2.3 Assume condition (L1), (L2). Moreover, suppose that there exists z € Q and
r >0 such that

(2.2) 20=2(2) = tr?nin 2(x) < min Z(x).

z,1) 0B(z,1)

Then there exists €9 > 0 such that, for every 0 < € < gy, problem (P;) admits a nontrivial
solution u, € H', u, =0, such that the following facts hold:
(i) us admits exactly one global maximum point x. € B(z, r);
(i) lim =(x,) = Zo;
e—0
(iii) there exist 1, pt2 > 0 such that, for every x e RV,

o lx—xel
Ue(x) < e ' e

Remark 2.4 In this abstract result

2o =2(2) = I(Qy),
where Q; is the unique positive least energy critical point (see [26)} 24 [25]) of I, defined
in (LIO)
Vo and sy are just the value of the functions s(x) and V(x) on z, and they are not in general
related with the minimum values of s(x) and V(x), because it is actually the minimum



point of the function X that plays the fundamental role. In Theorem [I.T] we have seen
that, in the particular case in which V and s attain their minimum in the same point,
then this point will be a minimum of Z. But, in general, this could not be the case, and
still we may find a minimum point of X.

Remark 2.5 In order to find a sufficient condition in terms of an explicit concentration
function, instead of %, it is usually crucial to find a change of variable, from the frozen
problem to the problem with with all the constants equal to one, that is in this case from

Sy to

Unfortunately, this procedure is feasible in this context. Since doing that we move from
a problem which admits solutions to one which has not any nontrivial solution. This
implies that we cannot express a solution as a member of a two-parameters family gen-
erating by a fundamental solution as in the most studied case 6]

With respect to the topic of locating the possible concentration points, let us first intro-
duce the concentration set.

Definition 2.6 The concentration set& for problem (P), is defined by

&= {z € RY such that there exists a sequence of solutions {u:} € H' of with

Ug(z+€x) — 0 as|x| — oo uniformly w.r.t. € and e_Njg(uE) —2X(z) ase — 0},
where X is defined in (LI3).

We will prove the following result concerning necessary conditions for the concentration
to occur.

Theorem 2.7 Assume (L.1), and that V, s € C1(RYN) such that there exist >0,y =0,
satisfying

(2.3) IVV|<Be"™ and |Vs|<pe’™ vxeRN.

Then X is of class C'(Q) and if z € & the following facts hold:

(i) VV (z) and Vs(z) are linearly dependent and point in opposite directions.

(ii) Eitherd;V(z)=0;s(z) =0 forevery j=1,...,N or there exists at least a jo € {1,..., N}
such thatd;,V(z), 0j,s(z) # 0 with stilld;%(z) =0 forevery j=1,...,N.

Remark 2.8 We can say a little bit more in the last conclusion of the above Theorem.
Indeed, as a consequence of conclusion (i), every nontrivial partial derivative of V and s
satisfies a precise identity (see for more details Remark[£.4).



3 Proofs of Theorems[I.Iand

In this section we will prove Theorems [Tl and 2.3] using the well known penalization
procedure introduced in [8,9]. Let us deal first with the proof of Theorem [Tl

Recalling that the derivative of F(x, t) with respect to ¢ is given by f(x, t) = £3/(1+s(x) %),
fix 0 < v < 1/2 and define the function f(x, t) : RN x R — R by

3.1) f,n= {;mn{f (x,0),vut} for £=0,

for t<O0.

Let 0 < r’ < r such that

Vo =V(z) = min V(x) < mm V(x), So = $(2) = min s(x) < ag(nn)s(x),

B(z,r") 0B(z, B(z,r")
(3.2) or
Vo=V(z) = min V(x) < min V(x), $y=s5(z)= min s(x)< min s(x).
B(z,r") 0B(z,1") B(z,1") 0B(z,1")

Note that the existence of ' is a consequence of the continuity of the functions s, V in
RY and of (LI2). Indeed, let us prove the existence of r’ in the case in which the first
assumption in is satisfied. Arguing by contradiction, it follows that for any p < r it
holds
inf V(x)> min V(x)or inf s(x)= min s(x).
B(z,p) 0B(z,p) B(z,p) 0B(z,p)

Since, for every continuous function it holds

1nf k(x) = min k(x) < min k(x)
(z,0) B(z.p) 0B(z,p)

the first inequality for V cannot be true and we can reduce to the case

inf s(x)= min s(x) Vp<r.
B(z,p) 0B(z,p)

Now, let {p,,} be an increasing sequence such that p, — r. Then we can write

inf s(x)= min s(x)= min s(x)=s(py)
B(z,p5) B(z,p,) 0B(z,01)

with p, € 0B(z, py).
As 0B(z,py) € B(z,r) and p, — r, it results, up to a subsequence, p, — p € 0B(z,r) and,
passing to the limit,

min s(x) = lim min s(x) = lim s(pn) = s(p) = min s(x)
B(z,1) N=+0B(z,0,) —+oo dB(z,1)

and this contradicts (II2). This proves the existence of r’ < r such that (3.2) holds.



Let y € C*°(R") be such that
3.3) y(x)=1 Vxe B(z, 1), x(x)=0 Vx E]RN\B(Z, r),

and set _

g(x, 1) = x(x) f(x, 1) + (1 — x(x)) f (x, 1),
for a.e. x € RY and any r € R. Having defined G(x, ) = fOt g(x,&)d¢, in the light of the
above definition, the following result follows.

Lemma 3.1 Assume conditions (L12). Then, the following conditions hold for every t in
R and for almost every x in RV

ot . .
(3.4) ltirr(l) g(); ) =0, uniformlyinxeRY
(3.5) glx, Nt—-2G(x,1) =0, |z1|im g(x, 0)t—-2G(x,t) =+oo, VxeB(zr),
—00
(3.6) 0<2G(x, 1) < g(x, 0t <vut Vx ¢ B(z,T)

Proof. For ¢ going to zero, f(x,t) = f(x, t) and from (L) it results

gl _fn 2 2
t t 1+sx)e2 ™ 7
implying (3.4).
In order to show and ([3.6), let us first show that (I.II) holds because
1 s(x) 2
- Dt—F(x,t)= —— |In(1 tz -
o/ B DE-ED = 550 |+ s = e

Then easily follows studying the function h(t) =In(1+ ) — ¢/(1 + t).
Now, if x € B(z, r) then

gx, Nt —2G(x, 1) = y(x) [ f(x, )t —2F (x, )]

so that, for every x € B(z, ), (LII) implies being y(x) > 0.
For x ¢ B(z,1), g(x,t) = f(x,t) and

v
YE 2

F(x, ) if f(x,t)svut
G(x, 1) =
if f(x,t)>vut

and easily follows. [

The following easy technical lemma will be useful in the sequel.



Lemma 3.2 The following facts hold:
i) Forany2 < q < 4, there exists C = C(q) such that t> —In(1+ t?) < C|t|9, inR.
ii) t?/(1 + st) < C|t|, forall t in R and for every s € R*.

L 1
iii) For every L = 0, the real function h € C(R*,R") defined h(s) = N ?ln(l + Ls) is
monotone decreasing.

Proof. The proof can be shown by direct calculations. [

We will study the penalized functional J : H! (R") — R defined by

1 2
(3.7 Je(u) = - llullg V—f G(x,u(x))dx
2 ’ RN

whose critical points are solutions of the problem

(3.8) {_EZA“ +V(x)u=g(x,u(x) inRY,

u € H' (RY).

In the study of asymptotically linear problems the usual Palais-Smale condition is sub-
stituted by the following Cerami condition introduced in [7].

Definition 3.3 Let E be a Banach space. A sequence {u,} < E is said to be a Cerami se-
quence for a functional I, (Ce), for short, if

3.9) Iup) —c, A+ lunlp) | ()]

g — 0.

Moreover, a functional I € C'(E,R) is said to satisfy the Cerami condition (Ce). if any
Cerami sequence possesses a convergent subsequence.

In the next lemma we prove that J, satisfies the Cerami condition.

Lemma 3.4 Assume conditions (L1), (L2) and (LI12). Then, for every € > 0 fixed, every
Cerami sequence for J. admits a convergent subsequence.

Proof. Letus take {u,} a Cerami sequence and let us first prove that {u,} is bounded by
contradiction. Assume then, up to a subsequence,

1
(3.10) lunlle,y — o0, Je(un) — ce, ”];;(un)”(]Hl(]RN))* lunllev < ;

Arguing as in Lemma 3.30 of it is possible to obtain the following inequalities for
every t

(3.11) f %g(x, Up (X)) un(x) — G(x, up(x) < Je(uy) +0o(1) < ¢ +0o(1),
]RN
2
(3.12) f G, tyun(0) = a2, — e +o(D),
RN ’
(3.13) Je(tuy) < Je(uy) +o(1),

10



with o(1) — 0 as n — oo.
Let us define the function ¢, (x) = u,(z + €x) and notice that ¢, belongs to the Hilbert
space

(3.14) H, . ::{veHl(]RN):f V(z+£x)v2(x)dx<+oo}
]RN

with norm
IvliZ = ||Vu||§+fRN V(z+ex)v*(x)dx.

This class of spaces has been used in and in the rest of this proof (and in the proof of
Lemma [3.7) we will adopt some of their arguments. First, notice that proving the result
is equivalent to show that there exists a positive constant C possibly depending on ¢,
satisfying ll¢, IIQ . < C for every ¢ fixed, as it results
lunll?

eN

(3.15) lpnll? . = f N [2|Vun(z+ex)|? + V(z+ex)ub(z+ex)| dx =
R
Let us study in terms of ¢,,. Since

fG(x,tun(x))dxzeNf G(z+€§,tun(z+£<f))d€:€Nf Glz+Eeé thpp(E)dé,
RN RN RN

the sequence ¢, satisfies the following inequality

t2
fR | Glz+ 26, 19 (ENdE = gl - e+ o)

and choosing ¢ = t;, =2 \/c:/ Pl 2, it follows

f Gz + €€, tnn(E)dE = ¢, +0(1),
RN

Now, we can argue by contradiction, supposing that, up to a subsequence, ||¢,|l¢,; — +oc0
and defining the sequence v, = t,¢,, which verifies |y, ; = 2 /c¢, to obtain v € H 1
such that v, converges to y weakly in H', strongly in L’ (R™) V p € [1,2*), and almost
everywhere. We claim that

(3.16) limsup sup lx(z+ X)W, (0)|?dx >0,
n—0 ye]RN B(y,1)

where y is introduced in 3.3). By contradiction, if (3.16) were false, it would result

lim sup Iy (z+ X)W, (0))?dx =0,
n=0yeRNJB(y,1)

then, using the argument of Lemma 1.1 in [I5], we deduce that, for 2 < p < 2%, the se-
quence y(z + £x)y, converges to 0 strongly in LP(R"). Let us fix g € (2 +2/N,q), with

11



q = min{4, N/(N —2) + 1} and apply conclusion i) in Lemma [3.2, Holder inequality and
(3.3) to obtain for every L= 1

(3.17) f Ix(z+£x)F(z+£x,Lw,,(x))|dxsCL"[ x(z+ex) |y, (0)|9dx
RN RN

1/
P (g-1)

q p P
et | [ eyl Iwaldly,

where p’ = p/(p—1). Since g€ 2+2/N,q), p'(g—1) € (2,2*), so that the last integral is
uniformly bounded, implying that y (z+&x)F (z+€x, Ly, (x)) converges to zero in L' (RY).
Moreover, for every L = 1, from (3.I) and it follows

- 2 VH o _ VI 2 2
(A—y(z+ex)F(z+ex, Ly,) < L°— [Wnl® s —Ilwulls , < c.L°.
RN 2 Jr¥ 2 '
Therefore for every L > 1
(3.18) Je (Lyy) = c.L* +0(1),

where J; : He , — R is defined by

(3.19) Je(v) := %Ilvllﬁyz—f G(z+ex, v(x))dx.
]RN

On the other hand, from (3.13) we deduce that

1

- - 1 1
Je(Lyp) = Je (Ltn¢n) = E_NJS(Ltnun) = E_N Ue(up) +o()] = eN [ce +0(1)].

This together with produce a contradiction, yielding (3.I6).
As in [I3], this implies the existence of a number y > 0, and of a sequence {y,} with
B(yn, 1)nsuppy(z + €+) # @ and such that

(3.20) lim ly(z+ex)w,(x0)Pdx>0.
n—+oo B(yn,l) X wn

Since B(yy, 1) Nnsuppy(z+€x) # @, B.3) implies that there exists a i) satisfying |y, —nl <1
and |z+en—z| <r, so that |ey,| < €ly, —nl+¢€|nl < €+ r and we can find x( such that

3.21) EYn— X0 € B0, +¢).
Let us now define the functions
U, 0 =vn(yn+x), X,0)=x(z+e(yn+x)),

and observe that, as ¥,, is uniformly bounded in H!(RY), it exists € H' (RY) such that
w, converges to ¥ weakly in H'(RY), almost everywhere and strongly in L?(B(0, 1)).

12



Moreover, from 3.2I) we deduce that ¥, (x)Y,,(x) — ¥ (x)x(z + xo + £x) almost every-
where, then yields

2
0< lim ly(z+ ey, dx = lim |wn(yn+x))((z+€(yn+x))' dx
=00 JB(yn,1) =0 JB(0,1)

= lim Wn(x)fn(x)lzdx:f 12 (z+ X0 +€x)[W(x)|?dx
1) B(0,1)

n—oo B(O

which implies that there exists an open set A  B(0, 1) such that for every x € A it holds
[w(x)| > 0and y(z+ xo + £x) > 0. Moreover, it results

I

+x)|=2yc lim ———
¥nlYn © n—oo ”(,bn”z;,z
then, for every x € A, we have that |¢,(y,,+x)| — +ocoand as z+&(y,+x) — z+Xxp+£x, with
x(z+x9+€x) > 0, (33) yields the existence of ny such that, for n = ngy, z+&(y,+x) € B(z,1).
Then, and give

0< [l = lim

n—oo

1
lim i Eg(z +eYn+%),0n(Yn+X)NPn(Yn+x)—G(z+e(yn + %), pn(yn+x) =

n—oo

1
lim Lig(z+e(yn+x),¢n(yn+x))¢>n(yn+x)—G(z+e(yn+x),¢>n(yn+x)) =400

But, on the other hand, performing the change of variable z + £(y,, + x) = ¢, and using
(3110, one derives the desired contradiction. [

Remark 3.5 In the proof of the above lemma we use assumption (I.TZ) only to define the
penalization with the function g(x, t) satisfying condition (3.5), (3.6).

Lemma 3.6 Assume (L1), (L2) and (L12). Then there exists €y > 0 such that, for every
€€ (0,€&9) Je has a nontrivial critical point u, satisfying

(3.22) Je(ue) < eV (Z(z) +0(1)),
whereo(l) - 0 ase — 0.

Proof. We will obtain the existence of u, by applying the variant of the Mountain Pass
Lemma with the Cerami condition (see [7,3]) to the functional J,. Let us first notice that
condition (3.4) immediately implies that vy = 0 is a strict local minimum. In order to
show the existence of v* such that J.(v*) <0, let us observe that, arguing as in Lemma
2.1[12], we find w* such that I,(w*) <0, for I,(v) defined in (LI0). Let us choose v; (x) =
nx)w* (%), with 7(x) a smooth function compactly supported in R and n(x) = 1 in
B(z,r). Computing J.(v}) gives

. £ s wX=Z\, 2 L X—2Z wX=zy 1, L x—z .,
]s(Vg)—?fRN{WUl lw (TN tonw (T)VWW (T)+£—217 Vw (T)| }dx

1 wX—2
+—f V()n*lw (—)Izdx—f
2 JRN £ RN



and performing the change of variable y = (x — z) /€, using the properties of the function
7, one gets

1
]g(v:):ng]RN [Enz(z+€y)(|Vw*|2+V(z+€y)|w*|2)—G(z+£y,n(z+€y)w*) +o(e"),

where o(e"V)/eN — 0 as € goes to zero. Since the above integral uniformly converges, as
€ goes to zero, to I(w*) < 0, there exists £y > 0 such that for € € (0,¢), J-(v) <0, giving
the desired conclusion.

The geometric behavior just observed yields the construction of a Cerami sequence {u,}
of ] at the Mountain Pass level ¢, defined by

(3.23)  ce= }Erf maxJe(y(1), Te= {y e €((10,11,H'(R™)), y(0) = 0, Je (y(1)) < O}.

Then, Lemma[3.4]allows to pass to the limit and obtain a critical point u, with J, (u.) = ce.
In order to show (3.22), we will argue as in Proposition 6.1 in [T3]. From Lemma 2.1 in
we deduce the existence of a path y € C([0,1], H' (R")) such that

(3.24) y0) =0, IL(yM)<0, IL(y()=2Z(2), g}gﬁlz(ﬂt))le(Qz)=Z(z),

where Q; is the unique positive solution of @ with y = z (see Section 2) and X2(z) is
defined in (LI3).

Let us consider a function n € Cj° (R™N) such that (0) = 1 and 0 < n(x) < 1. First, notice
that there exists Ry such that

(3.25) I,n(z/R)y(1)) <0, VR=Ry and Rlim tm[gulcl I,(n(z/R)y (1)) = Z(2)
—+o00 t€|0,

Then we define the path
—n( y—2
Yre(O)(¥) =1 (R)Y(t) ( - )

so that yg (1) : [0,1] — HY(RYN). Since J; (yr,(1)) /€™ converges to I,(n(z/R)y(t)) as €
goes to zero, uniformly with respect to ¢ € [0, 1], implies that yp . € I'.. Moreover,
from it follows

Je(YRe(D)
e < IB%S(TS) = %%Iz (n(z/R)y(H) +0o(1) < Z(2) +0(1),
implying (3.22). [

Lemma 3.7 There exists a positive constant L and £, > 0 such that for every € € (0, &g)

(3.26) luel? , < Le™.
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Proof. We will follow the argument of Lemma[3.4l paying attention to the fact that now
€ is not fixed. Arguing as in Lemma 3.30 of it is possible to obtain the following in-
equalities for every ¢

2
(3.27) Je(tuge) < Je(ug), f G(x,tug(x))E%IIuglli—eN(Z(ZHO(l)).
]RN

Introducing the function ¢, (x) = u.(z + £x) belonging to H, ;, defined in (3.14), notice
that, tells us that proving is equivalent to show that there exists £y > 0 such
that ||, |I§,z < Lforeverye € (0,&q).

As in Lemmal[3.4]we obtain that the sequence ¢ satisfies the following inequality

(3.28) f Gz + €€, tepe (E)dE = 2(2) +0(1),
]RN

with . = 2v/Z(2)/l|pell¢ .- Arguing again by contradiction and supposing that, up to a
subsequence, [|¢; ¢, — +0o, we set . = e, which verifies [|w, ¢, =2 vZ(z). Then v,
converges weakly in H' strongly in Lﬁ) C(]RN ), ¥V p €[1,2%), almost everywhere and, as in
Lemmal[3.4] it satisfies

(3.29) limsup sup ly(z+ex)We (x)|dx > 0.
e—0 ye]RN B(y,1)

This implies the existence of a sequence {y.} with B(y,,1) nsuppy(z +¢:) # @, and such
that

(3.30) lim lxe(z+eX)We (X)2dx > 0.
€=0JB(y.,1)

Moreover, from (3.3), it follows that ey, € {n: In| < € + r} so that
(3.31) €y — X0 € B(O,1).

In this case, the functions

V() =y (ye+x), X0 =x(z+¢€(ye +x))

are such that ¥, converges to ¥ weakly in H'(RY), almost everywhere and strongly in
I*(B(0,1)). Moreover, from 3.31) we deduce that ¥, (x) Y, (x) — ¥(x) ¥ (z + Xo) almost ev-
erywhere, then yields

0 < lim W (07, (x)Pdx = )(Z(z+xO)f [W(x)Pdx.
1) B(O,1)

e=0JB(0

Then y(z + x¢) > 0 implying that xo € B(0, r) and there exists an open set A < B(0, 1) such
that for every x € A, [y (x)| > 0. Moreover, it results

< X)) =M |Ye|Ve+X)| = Z)iim  —
v e—0 Vely =0 ”(,be”e,z
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so that, for every x € A< B(0, 1), |¢p¢ (¥ + X)| — +00. Moreover, as z+ &(ye + X) — 2+ Xp €
B(z,r) we can deduce that, for ¢ sufficiently small, z+&(y, + x) € B(z, 1), so that (3.5) and
give

. 1
}313(1) i Eg(z+ EYe+ %), Pe (Ve + X)) Pe (Ve + %) — Gz + (e + X),Pe (e + x))dx 2
1
Lii% B Eg(z+ EWe+X), P (Ve + X)) Pe (Ve + X) — G(z+ (Ve + X), e (Ye + X)) d X = +o0.
But, on the other hand, it results

Jo

which is uniformly bounded because of (3.22). [

1 -
Eg(z + Ve +X),Pe (Ve + X)) e (Ve +X) — G(z+ €8¢, e (e + X)) | dx = T ()

Proposition 3.8 Assume (L), (L2) and (LI2). Then for every § > 0 there exists €5 > 0
such that

(3.32) sup sup  ug(x) <9.

0<e<es xeRN\B(z,1)

Proof. Let us first prove that

(3.33) lim sup u.(x)=0.

=0 yeoB(z,r)

We proceed by contradiction, assuming that there exist a sequence {¢,} converging to 0
and a sequence {x,} < 0B(z, r) such that, for some positive constant 3,

(3.34) U, (xp) = p foralln=1.

Since 0B(z, 1) is a compact set, we can assume that there exists a subsequence of {x,},
still denoted by {x,}, which converges to a point xy € 0B(z, r). Consider the scaling of u,,
centered at x,,, that is

Gn(x) = Ug, (Xp +€pX),

which solves the equation
(3.35) — APy +V(xp+epx)py =8gxn+€nx,¢p),

so that it is a critical point of the functional J,, defined in IHém x, bY

- 1 1
Jn(u) = —||Vu||§+—f V(xn+£nx)u2dx—f Gxp+enx,u(x))dx.
2 2 JRN N

R

Notice that, by a simple change of scale and from (3.26), it is possible to verify that

(3.36) Tn@n) =€," Je, (we,),  lldpulGn <L
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As in Lemmas 34377/ and from elliptic regularity estimates, it results that ¢, converges
C? on compact sets to a function ¢ € H', which, by (3.34) must be nontrivial. Then, ¢ is
a solution of

—Ad+V(xp)p = f(x0,Pp(x)),

as y(xp) = 0. This is the Euler equation of the functional
- 1 V(xo) —
Tyt = 5 IVl + = utf - [ Fxo, utonx
2 2 RN

On the other hand, conditions on G allow us to follow the same arguments of Lemma 2.2
in [8] to deduce that

(3.37) liminf Ty, (pn) = T, ().
Indeed, consider the function
1
o= [IVpul? + V (o + €0 )P%] = Gloxp + £, P (X)),

Choosing R > 0 sufficiently large, from the C! convergence of ¢,, over compacts, and
since ¢ belongs to H! (RN) we have, for every § > 0 fixed,

lim hy =Ty, ()= 0.
n—0o0 JB(0,R)

Moreover, taking nr a smooth cut-off function such thatnp =0on B(0,R—1) andnp =1

on RV \ B(0, R), and using as test function in 35) w = nr¢,, it is possible to obtain

liminf h, =-9,
n—00 JRN\B(0,R)

yielding (3:37). Since ¢ is a critical point of T, and as the nonlinearity f(xo, £)/ ¢ is non-
decreasing with respect to ¢, we have

(3.38) T, () = ntl>%x7xo (th).

Moreover, it holds F(x, t) = F(x, t), for every x € RY and for every t € R, so that, Proposi-
tion 3.11 in together with (3:38), implies that

(3.39) T, () = max Iy, (tp) = inf sup Iy, (fu) > inf sup Iy, (tu) = Z(xp).

=0 ueH' >0 ueH' =0
This inequality leads to an immediate contradiction in the case in which xy ¢ Q, as it
would result Z(xy) = +oo in this situation. Otherwise we have that xo € Q N B(z,7) and,
assuming the first condition in (the other case can be handled analogously) from
Lemma[3.2lit follows that F(xo, t) < F(z, t), moreover, as V (xy) = V (z) we have that I, (v) =
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I,(v) for every v € H!, which yields Z(xy) > 2(z), (for (z) defined in (LI3)). This, (3.22),
(3:36), 3.37) and yield

(3.40) 2(2) < Iy, () < hy?lgolfj" (Pn) = lrilrlljgfegN]gn (ue,) < Z(2),

which is a contradiction, proving (3.33).

We are now ready to conclude the proof of the result. Let us fix § > 0; from (3.33) it follows
that there exists €5 > 0 such that 0 < u,(x) < 6 forany x € 0B(z,r) and € € (0, &5). It follows
that (1, —6)* =0 on 0B(z, r) and hence we can choose

(/)s = (U _6)+X{|x—z|>r} € Hl,

as test functions in (3:8). By multiplying and integrating over RY, we obtain
f (21V (ue = 8) 1P + V() g (ue — 8) — g, ue (1)) (1 —8)*) = 0.
RMB(z,r)

Having defined
_ 8% ue(x))

VX)—————, u(x)#0
Ye(x) = Ue
0 Ug(x)=0

the preceding identity turns into
fR oy (E 1V Cte =0+ Yol ate = 0)" * + X (08 (1 =0)") =0.
z,Tr

By the definition of g(x, 1), it is easy to show that Y.(x) = 3u/4 for all x with u.(x) > 0,
which implies that (u.(x) — )" = 0 for every x ¢ B(z,r) and every 0 < € < €5, namely the
assertion. ]

Remark 3.9 The argument used in Proposition 3.8 has actually a stronger consequence,
it implies that for every 6 > 0 there exists €5 > 0 such that

sup sup Ug(x) <96.
0<e<es xeRN\B(z,r)NQ

Indeed, using (3.33) and following the argument at the beginning of the proof we can
prove

lim sup u,=0
€~050nB(z,r)

arguing again by contradiction and assuming that there exists a sequence {¢,} converg-
ing to 0 and a sequence {x,} € Q2N B(z, r) such that, for some positive constant S,

U, (xp) = p foralln=1.

18



As before, x, — xo €0Q N B(z,1), and ¢, (x) = ue, (x, +€,x) hasa C? limit ¢ satisfying

—Ap + V(xo)p = g(x0,).

Since xg € 0Q, s(xg)V(xg) = 1, then, applying Pohozaev identity to the solution ¢, and
recalling (3.1I) we obtain

2 _
2 IVOIE = I3V (o) (1 x0) — 1) - 22 f In(1 + s(x)¢?) +2(1 — 1 (x0)) f F(xo,¢)
2 s2(x0) JRN RN
~ X(xo) f 2
< 2 (x0) ]RNln(l + 5(x0)p°) <0

giving the desired contradiction.

Proof of Theorem [T

By virtue of Proposition 3.8} taking into account the definition of G, u, turns out to be a
solution of (Pg) for ¢ sufficiently small. From elliptic regularity theory it follows that u is
a positive C? function. Let ¢, € B(z,r) alocal maximum point of the function u,(x), then

0= —Aue(Ee) = —VOuelEe) + [ (&, ue(Ee)) < =V ue (Ee) + ud (&)
which implies that there exists a positive constant o, independent on ¢, such that
(3.41) U (&) = 0.

Let us first prove conclusion (ii) of Theorem[L.T]arguing by contradiction. More precisely,
consider €, — 0 and x, € B(z,r) a local maximum point of u,,. Let x, — x* € B(z,1)
and consider the sequence ¢, (x) = ug, (x, + £,x), and its limit ¢, critical point of the
autonomous functional I,-. Thanks to (.41), ¢ # 0, implying that x* € Q Moreover, as-
suming the first alternative in (the other situation being similar) s(x*) > sy and
V(x*) = Vp, and from Lemma [3.2lwe obtain that F(x*, v) < F(z, v) so that I.«(v) > I,(v)
for every v € H', yielding the inequality

L+ (¢p) = inf max I (fu) > inf maxl,(tu)=Z(z)
ueH! t>0 ueH! >0

which contradicts 3.22), proving (ii). In order to prove conclusion (i) of Theorem [T}
assume by contradiction that there exist a sequence {€,} converging to zero and two local
maxima x), x> € B(z,r), which both satisfy (34I). We consider the sequence ¢, (x) =
U, (x}l + £,,x) which is a critical point of the functional

1 1
L) = —||Vv||2+—f V(x}l+enx)u2dx—f F(xL+e,x, v(x)dx
2 2 RN RN

with critical level

(3.42) 1N =,V I, (ue,).
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Arguing as before, we show that ¢»,, converges in the C? sense over compacts to a solution
¢ of (5;) with y = x' and from conclusion (ii) s(x') = sp and V (x1) = V(0). From @4I)
we get that ¢ # 0 and from [24} [25] we deduce that ¢ is a nonnegative, radially symmetric
function. Then, arguing as in the cubic casei.e. f(x, t) = £, ¢ has a local non-degenerate
maximum point, which, up to translations, is located in the origin. This facts and the C?
convergence of ¢, imply that x,, = (x}, — x2)/&,, — co. Then we can argue as in the proof
of (3.37) to get a contradiction. Indeed, we consider the function

1 2 1 1 2 1
hy = ElV(l)nl * EV()C" +EnX)y — F(x, +€nX, Pn(x)),

and observe that, thanks to the C? convergence over compacts of ¢, for every § we can
choose R >0

(3.43) lim hp(xX)dx = Ia(p) —9.
n—00 JB(0,R)

Moreover, as x; — oo we can fix ng sufficiently large such that B(0, R) n B(x,, R) = @. On

the other hand, the change of variable y = x — x,, leads to

1
lim hy(x)dx == lim IV (NP + V(X2 +e,)02 () = 2F (X2 + €20, wn (1) dy
n—o0 Jp(x,, R) 2 n—o0 Jp(0,R) " " "

where we put v,(y) = ¢,(y + x,). Reasoning as in (3.43) and taking into account that

s(x!) = s(x?) = sp, we get

(3.44) lim hp=Le@)—6=La(p)—6.

=00 JB(xp,R)

Then, arguing as in the proof of (3.37) we get
liminf | I(¢,) =22(x!) =22(2),
n—oo RN

which is in contradiction with (3.42) and (3.22).

In order to prove the exponential decay, notice that, by Proposition[3.8] u. decays to zero
at infinity, uniformly with respect to £. Hence we find p >0, © € (0, \/u) and &9 > 0 such
that u? < u— 02, forall |x — x| > ep and 0 < € < gg. Let us set

é‘p(x) — Mpe—G(lx—xsllE_p), Mp — Sup max(ug),
0,0) 1XI=p

and introduce the set o = |_J Dg, where, for any R > p,
R>p

Dr={p <Ix|<R: ug(x)>&,(x) forsome € € (0, o)}
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Assume by contradiction that « # @. Then there exist R. > p and €. € (0, &p) with

2e0
|x — x¢l

EAEp—ue,) < [@2 - ] Ep— e, (—uZ) <O (Ep—u,) <0,
for x in Dy and for all R = R... Hence, by the maximum principle, we get
$p—Ue, = mln{gllgg(ép - ug*),lrgllg}?(fp - ug*)},

in Dp for all R = R,. Letting R — oo and recalling the definition of ¢, yields

Ep— U, = min{min(fp — ug*),O} >0, in |J Dg.
IxI=p R=R.

In turn, ue, (x) <¢p(x) for all x in U Dg, which yields a contradiction. Whence « = @,

R>R,
and the desired exponential decay follows. [
Proof of Theorem 2.3

Theorem [Z.3] can be proved as Theorem [LLT} indeed one can perform the penalization
procedure around the minimum point of X introduced in and make the analogous
calculation up to (3:40), as it is readily seen that hypothesis is used to obtain condi-
tion (2.2). The rest of the proof can be handled in the same way as in the proof of Theorem
L1 n

4 Proof of Theorem[2.7]

As afirst step to prove Theorem[2.7] let us show the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.1 Let us suppose that V, s € C'(RV) satisfies @3). Ifz€ &, then

V(V(z)—i)||oz||§+f v(%ln(us(z)Qﬁ(x)) dx=0
s(2) RN\ $%(2)

where Q. is the least energy solution of the autonomous Problem (S,) for y = z.

Proof. We will closely follow the argument in (see also [23]). Let z € &, a sequence
{e,} converging to zero and u,, a solution of Problem (P), for € = ¢, as in Definition 2.6
Let us define ¢, (x) = u¢, (z + £,x) and apply the Pucci-Serrin identity Proposition 1]
with the lagrangian function £ : RV x R x RN — R defined by

1 £?
Lx, 1,8 = Els‘l2 +V(z+enX) 5 —Flz+enx, 1),
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obtaining
i ¢ En 2
Zf 0xh 6xi(pn6x[(pndx:f divh,sf(x,<pn,wpn)+—f h-V,V(z+e,x)0,
i0=1 RN RN 2 RN

+&p h-V F(z+¢&,x,¢0n(x))
]RN

forall he C! (RY,RY). Let us choose, for any 1 > 0,

Y(x) ifl=],
hRY-RY,  Riw={ 0P MOEL N
/ 0 ifl#j,

with Y € CL(RY), Y(x) = 1if|x| <1 and Y (x) =0 if |x| = 2. Then, for j =1,..., N,

N
Z AaxiY(Ax)axi(l’n axj(l)n :f /laij(/lx),%(x, O, Vn)
iZ1JRY RN
+ E—"f Y(A0) [0y, V(2 +€nx)p? — 20, F(z +EnX, on ().
2 Jrw J J
By the arbitrariness of A > 0, letting A — 0 and keeping j fixed, we obtain
f]RN [0,V (z+ €, X) @5 =20y F(z+ 4%, 0n(x)ldx=0  j=1,...,N.

By assumption (Z3), there exists a positive constant 8 such that, forall xe RV and j > 1,
we get [VV (z+€,x)| < e’ and |Vs(z+e,x)| < B1e7"1¥, so that, invoking the uniform
exponential decay of ¢, letting n — oo in the above identity, and recalling that ¢ — Q,,
the least energy solution of (S,) for y = z, we find

(4-1) LN[ax]V(x)leg_zax]F(x;Qz(x))lz]dx:O ]: ]-r---;Nr

giving the conclusion. m

The following result will be useful in studying the function X.
Lemma 4.2 Assume (LI) and that V, s € C'(RN). Then The function 9 : H' x RN — R
defined by

1
G (u,y):= IVull5+ (V(y) - Ty)) llulls

is continuous in y, for any u € H'(RN). Moreover, if 9 (u, y) < 0, then there exists a unique
0(u,y) > 0 such that 0(u,y)u € N, where N, is defined in (L9). Finally, the map 0 is
continuous on H'(RY) x RV
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Proof. Given u such that ¢ (u, y) <0, we define the function g : [0,00)x H! (RN)xR — R
as follows
IVulz +V)llul; - forz=o,

8T, u,y):=4
() Gw,tuy  for7>0.
T
Condition (LI) and the regularity properties of the functions V and s imply that g is
continuous and Lebesgue Dominate Convergence Theorem yields

: _ 2
Jlim g(@) =[Vull; +

v )—i)nun%o
y s() 2 .

Since g is a continuous function, there exists 0(u, y) > 0 such that g(@(u, y)) =0, that is

i.e. O(u, y)u € A. The uniqueness of 6(u, y) follows from the fact that f(y, u) = 0, F(y, u)
satisfies f(u, y)/u is nondecreasing with respect to u.
The continuity of the 6 can be deduced from the Implicit function Theorem. [

In order to prove Theorem[Z7]let us first show the regularity properties of the function X.

Proposition 4.3 Assume (LI) and that V, s € C'(RY). Then, the function X is of class
CY(Q) and its gradient is given by
1

o7 In(1+ s(y) Q5 (x)) | dx,

1
42  VI(y) =vy(V(y)—Ty)) ||Qy||§+fRN vy(

where Qy is the least energy solution of (S,).

Proof. In order to compute the directional derivative of the function X with respect to
a unitary vector n € RV, let p = y +tn, and as T — 0 then p — y.

Since ¥ (u, y) is continuous in y and ¢4(Q,, y) <0, by Lemma[.2] there exists a 6 > 0 such
that, for 7| = | oyl < 6, then 4 (Q), p) < 0. By Lemmal4.2] there exists 0(Qy, p) = 0(y, p) >
0 such that 6(y, p)Q), € A}. Using the Mean Value Theorem and the definition (LI3), we
have

(4.3) 2(p)—Z( = 1,0y, p)Qy) = IOy, »)Qy) =11 - Ve I:(0(3, ) Q) leery,y+m
Computing V¢ I:(0(y,$)Q)), we obtain

0(y,&)?

1
Vel (0(3,8)Qy) = > Vf[V(f)——

s(6)

1 1
+5Ve (82—(5)) fRN In(1 +s(6)6°(y,&)Q)dx
11

+_—
2528 Jr

+Ve0(y,6)0(y,¢)

1Qy 13

VeIn(L+ 561, ) Q) dx
1
s($)

||VQy||§+(V(f)— )||Qy||§].
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Since 6(y,¢)Q), € A¢ it results V6 (y, (1) (0(1,$)Qy),0(y,6)Q,)/0(y,&) = 0 and, on the
other hand

94Q4
I ! : , : — \V/ 2 oV 2_[ Yy
00 Q 0000 =I0VQIE+IOVOQIE - | Ty

and substituting above, we get

0(y,6)2
V03,00, = 294 Vg(V(f) )noyn2
2 5(8)
1 2
+ va(sz(f))f In(1 +5()6° (3, ) Q3)

- 2
+ 252(5) \[]RNvfln(]-'i's(f)e (yré‘)Qy)
Ve0(y,¢) f 0*(3,6)Q, 0%(3,6)Q;
R

0,8 Jry 1+5002(,0Q2 5@
Since
1 Vs(d) 0%(y, Q5
— | VeInQ@ +s@02(y,8) Q>
252(0) f]RN (@O 0Qy) 22@) Jrv T+50020, 0@
Vg@(y,f)f 0%(y,6)Q3
0,8 Jry s(E)1+5(6)0%(y, Q%)
substituting above, we get
0(y,6)
Ve OoQ) = “LY Vg(V(f) (a)nQynz

1
+Evf(s2(£)) [ In+ 500,020

+1v€3(§)f 0(y,9°Q5
2 2@ Jry 1+5(00(,6)2Q2

Using (4.3) we obtain

limsup —Z(y ) -2

<limsup - Ve Ig(e(_% $) Qy)|§e[y,y+n7] .
7—0* T 7—0*

Taking into consideration that T — 0" implies that ¢ — y, applying Lemma[4.2] and ob-
serving that 6(y, y)Q, = Qy € 4}, we obtain

> -
limsup —(y ) )
7—0" T

< Ve O00Qle=y = 5 In- Vy(V(y) )uoyn%

1 2
+5 ]szn -V (Ty)z In(1+ s(y)Qy(x))) dx
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On the other hand, using the Mean Value Theorem and the definition (LT3), we have

(4.4) Z(p)=Z(1) = 1, 0(p,p)Qp) — Iy(0(y,0)Qp) = TN Ve I (0(S, P) Qp)leely,y+1n) -
Performing a similar argument and observing that p = y+ 11 — y, as 7 — 0%, yields

2(y+ -2z 1 1
liminf =T 720 n-vffg(e(y,f)oym:y:+5n-vy(V(y)—Ty))||Qy||§

T—0* T

1 1 )
+5 RNn-vy (Wln(l + s(y)Qy(x))) dx.

The two inequalities give

oz\* 1
(%)(y) +— 1] Vy(V(y) )IIQJ,II2 f n- Vy( RIPE ln(1+s(y)Qy(x))) dx.

Analogously, we can prove that the same indentity holds for (0X/0n) (), giving the di-
rectional derivative of X along a vector 1, showing (4.2). The continuity of the gradient
follows from the regularity properties of V, s, (23) and the exponential decay of Q,.

u

Proof of Theorem 2.7

The regularity property of X are proved in Proposition[4.3] Let now z € &, then Lemma
[£Iland Proposition [A3]imply that z is a critical point of Z. In order to show that VV and
Vs are linearly dependent, let us compute the following partial derivative

f 0 ( 2 )1n(1+S(Z)Qz(.7C)))dx = 0j (SZ(Z))f In(1 + s(2) Q2 (x)dx

0;s(z) QZ(x)
+— >
$2(2) JrRY 1+ s(2)Q5(x)

2 ( )f ln(1+s(z)QZ(x))dx
s(z)

) 9j

$(2) ) JrRY 1+ s(2)Q%(x)

Therefore, every z € & has to satisfy

95O [ [ Q2 - 2In(1 + s(2) Q20 + — L] 4
s3(2) Jry z “ 1+s@Q%x) |
forall j =1,..., N, showing the linear dependence of VV and Vs. The proof is complete
once one takes into account that the function h(f) = t—2In(1+ ¢)+ /(1 + t) is positive for
t>0. [ ]

s(2)Q%(x)

;V(@IQ N3 =-

Remark 4.4 We can precise Remark[Z.8] in the sense that if z is not a critical point of V
and s, there exists at least a jo such that 0,V (z) # 0 and 0;,5(z) # 0, nevertheless 0,V (2)
and 0, s(z) have to satify (5.42).
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