LOW ENERGY SOLUTIONS FOR SINGULARLY PERTURBED
COUPLED NONLINEAR SYSTEMS ON A RIEMANNIAN
MANIFOLD WITH BOUNDARY.

MARCO GHIMENTI AND ANNA MARIA MICHELETTI

ABSTRACT. Let (M, g) be a smooth, compact Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary, with n = dim M = 2,3. We suppose the boundary dM to be a
smooth submanifold of M with dimension n — 1. We consider a singularly
perturbed nonlinear system, namely Klein-Gordon-Maxwell-Proca system, or
Klein-Gordon-Maxwell system of Scrhoedinger-Maxwell system on M. We
prove that the number of low energy solutions, when the perturbation param-
eter is small, depends on the topological properties of the boundary dM, by
means of the Lusternik Schnirelmann category. Also, these solutions have a
unique maximum point that lies on the boundary.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M, g) be a smooth, compact Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary,
with n = dim M = 2,3. We suppose the boundary dM to be a smooth submanifold
of M with dimension n — 1.

We consider the following singularly perturbed electrostatic Klein-Gordon-Maxwell-
Proca (shortly KGMP) system on M with Neumann boundary condition

—e?Agu+au = |ulP"2u+w?(qv —1)?u  in M

(1) A+ (1 + ¢*u?)v = qu? in M
% =0, % =0 on OM

Here e > 0,a>0,¢ >0, w € (—y/a,+/a) and 4 < p < 2* being 2* = 6 for n =3 or
2* = 400 for n = 2.

The Neumann condition for the function w is interesting since it shows how
the topological properties of the boundary influence the number of solutions of
(. Moreover from a physical viewpoint, give a Neumann condition for the second
function v corresponds to fix the electrical field on OM which is a natural condition
(for a more detailed discussion on this topic, we refer to [8 [10]).

The study of KGMP systems recently has known a rise of interest in the mathe-
matical community. In [I3] 14 [15] equation () has been studied on a Riemaniann
boundariless manifold M. A similar problem has been considered in a flat domain
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Q by D’Aprile and Wei [3] [6]. In the context of flat domains, moreover, many au-
thors have dealt with Klein Gordon Maxwell systems without singular perturbation
in the Laplacian term [11, 2] [3] [7, [9] [16].

In this paper we prove the following result.
Theorem 1. For ¢ small enough the KGMP system (Il) has at least catOM mnon
constant distinct solutions (ue,ve) with low energy. Here catOM is the Lusternik
Schnirelmann category. Moreover the functions us have a unique maximum point

P. € OM and u. = Z. p. + V. where Z. p, is defined in (@) and || V.| popary — 0.

Remark 2. We notice that the same result can be obtained verbatim for the elec-
trostatic Klein-Gordon-Maxwell (shortly KGM) system with Neumann/Dirichlet
boundary condition,

—e?Agu+au = |ulP"2u+w?(qv —1)?u  in M

(2) —Agv + ¢?uv = qu? in M
% =0,v=0 on OM

and for the Schroedinger-Maxwell system with Neumann/Dirichlet boundary con-
dition, fore >0,a>0,¢g >0, w e Rand 4 < p < 2*

—2Agu+au+wuv = [uP2u  in M
(3) —Ayv = qu? in M

% =0,v=0 on OM

We explicitly treat systems (Il) and (@) in the paper, pointing out the differences
in the proofs whenever necessary. For system (B]) the estimates are easier and left
to the reader. We just mention that we have to rule out the case p = 4 in order to
have a smooth Nehari manifold (cfr. section B

Remark 3. The result of this paper relies on the topology of the boundary M. In
a forthcoming paper the authors will point out how the geometry of 9M affects the
number of one peaked solutions.

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2l some basic concepts are recalled
and it is introduced the variational structure of the problem. The Nehari manifold
that is a natural constraint for the variational problem is introduced in Section
Section [ contains the lines of the proof of Theorem [II while in sections [B]
and [7] the steps of the proof are explained in full details. The profile description is
contained in Section Bl Some technical result is postponed in Section [ to do not
overload the presentation of the results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We recall some well know result on Riemaniann manifold with boundary. At
first we introduce a coordinates system for a neighborhood of the boundary oM.

If ¢ belongs to OM, let § = (y1,...,Yn—1) be Riemannian normal coordinates
on the n — 1 manifold OM at the point £. For a point z € M close to &, there
exists a unique z € M such that dy(z,0M) = dy(z,z). We set y(z) € R"!
the normal coordinates for z and y,(x) = dg(x,0M). Then we define a chart

-1
\IJ? : R — M such that (y(z),yn(x)) = (\IJ?) (x). These coordinates are called

Fermi coordinates at & € OM.
We note by dg and exp? respectively the geodesic distance and the exponential
map on by OM.
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We define the following neighborhood of a point £ € OM

Ie(p,R) ={z € M : y, =dy(z,0M) < p and || = dg (exp?(gj(m)),§) < R}.
where R, p > 0 are smaller than the injectivity radius of M. Often we will denote
I¢(R) = I¢(R, R) and, if no ambiguity is present, we simply use I for I¢(R, p) or
for I¢(R) .

Let RT = {y = (J,yn) : § € R"™1,y,, > 0}. It is well known that there exists a
least energy solution V € H 1(R7}r) of the equation

—AV +(a—w?)V =|V]P2V, V>0 onR%}
(4) 3_V| =0
Oyn (,0) = Y-
We remark that, set U the least energy solution of
(5) —AU + (a —w?)U = |U|P72U, U >0 onR"
U e H' (R")
which is radially symmetric, we have that V = U] yn>0°
Set Vo(y) =V (£), and fixed £ € M we define the function Z. ¢(z) as

Ve (y(2)) xr (|9(2)]) Xp (yn(2)) ifz € I
(6) Zeg(x) =
0 otherwise

where xr : Rt :— [0,1] is a smooth cut off function such that xr(s) = 1 for
0<s<T/2 xr(s) =0for s >T and |Y}(s)] < 1/T.
We endow H (M) with the scalar product and norm

1
(u,v), := 5_”/ 2V, uV v + (a — w)uvduy;  |ulle = <u,u>i/2.
M
We call H. the space H, equipped with the norm || - [|.. We also define L? as the

1 1/p
space Lb(M) endowed with the norm |ul. , = — (/ u”duq) . We also use the
5 Y ‘
obvious notation Hy . for the space Hj , with the norm ||-||c, where H, (resp. H ,)
is the closure of C°°(M) (resp. C§°(M)) with respect to the norm [ [V ul?* + u?

(resp. fM |V ul?).

2.1. The function . First of all, we reduce the system to a single equation. In
order to overcome the problems given by the competition between u and v, using
an idea of Benci and Fortunato [2], we introduce the map 1 defined by the equation

A+ 1+ @Pu)y =qu> in M
¢ { b

=0 on OM
in case of Neumann boundary condition or by

L=
(8) Ay +qu*y =qu®  in M
=0 on OM
in case of Dirichlet boundary condition.
In what follows we call H = H, for the Neumann problem and H = Hg , for
the Dirichelt problem. Thus with abuse of language we will say that ¢ : H — H

in both () and (). Moreover, from standard variational arguments, it easy to see
that ¢ is well-defined in H and it holds

9) 0<4(u) <1/q
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for all w € H.

Lemma 4. The map v : H — H is C? and its differential ' (u)[h] = Vi, [h] at u is
the map defined by

(10) — AGVu[h] + (1 + ¢*u?) Vi [h] = 2qu(l — qp(u))h for all h € H.

in case of Neumann boundary condition or

(11) — A Vi [h] + ¢u* Vi, [h] = 2qu(1 — qib(u))h for all h € H.

in case of Dirichlet boundary condition.
Also, we have

2
0 <o/ (u)fu] <=

q

Finally, the second derivative (h, k) — " (u)[h, k] = Ty (h, k) is the map defined by

the equation
—A,Tu(h k) + (1 + PuP)Tu(h, k) = —2¢°u(kVi (h) + BV (k) + 2¢(1 — qib(u))hk
in case of Neumann boundary condition or
—A,Tu(h k) 4+ uTu(h k) = —2¢%u(kVi (h) + hVi (k) + 2q(1 — q(u))hk
in case of Dirichlet boundary condition.

Lemma 5. The map © : H — R given by
o) = 3 [ (1= av(w)ian,
is C% and
O'wlh] = [ (1= qu(uw)Pud,
for any u,h € H

For the proofs of these results we refer to [11], in which the case of KGMP is
treated. For KGM systems, the proof is identical.
Now, we introduce the functionals I, J.,G. : H -+ R

w?

(12) L) = Jo(u) + 2 Guu),
where
(13)  J.(u) -—L/[a‘ﬂv ul? + (@ — )] dg — — [ (u*)?d

e(u) =55 g a — w)u”| dg p U Ihg

M M
and
_ 1 2
(14) Gulw) = zza [ wlwldu,
By Lemma [5l we deduce that
1 1

(15) 3CL0le = = [ 20t - P )lupdi,

If w € H is a critical point of I. then the pair (u,(u)) is the desired solution of
Problem () or @).
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3. THE NEHARI MANIFOLD

It is well known that a critical point of the free functional I, (u) can be found as
a critical point constrained on the natural constraint
N ={ue H~{0} : I'(u)u=0}.

We want to prove that the Nehari manifold N is a C? manifold when p > 4. (Here
is the only point in which for Schroedinger Maxwell systems we require p > 4).

Lemma 6. It holds that

(1) N is a C? manifold and inf . |lul > 0.

(2) It holds the Palais-Smale condition for the functional I.n. on N and for
the functional I n. on H.

(3) For all w € H such that |u™|., = 1 there exists a unique positive number
te = te(u) such that te(u)u € N.. Moreover t-(u) depends continuously on
u, provided that u™ # 0.

(4) lime_y0te(Ze¢) = 1 uniformly with respect to £ € OM

The proof of this lemma is postponed in the appendix.
Remark 7. We notice that, if u € N, then

1 1 1 2 2 2¢?
rw = (32 ) i+ (5-2) S8 [ wwtan, + S5 [ i,

P €
1 1 1 w?¢? 1 w?q
_ + 2,12 2
= <§ - 5) lu™ D + 3 on /MU Y (u)dpg — 3 on /MU Y(u)dpg

Definition 8. We define
me = inf {I.(u) : u € N.}.

4. STRATEGY OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

We sketch the proof of our main result. First of all, since the functional I, € C?
is bounded below and satisfies PS condition on the manifold N, we have, by well
known Lusternik Schnirelmann theorem, that I. has at least catI¢ critical points
in the sublevel

If={ueN. : I.(u) <d}.
We prove that, for € and § small enough, it holds

(16) catOM < cat (/\/:._- N I;n‘jw)

where m} € R will be defined in Section [B] (Proposition [)
To get (I6) we build two continuous operators

& OM — N.n It
m+
BN 5 (OM)y,

where (OM )2, = {z € RN : d(x,0M) < 2p} with p small enough in order to have
catdM < cat(OM)ap,.

We build these operators ®. and 3 such that Fo®. : OM — (OM )2, is homotopic
to the immersion ¢ : OM — (OM)s,. Thus, by the properties of Lusternik Schin-
relmann category we obtain ([IG). Then applying the above mentioned Lusternik
Schnirelmann theorem we obtain the proof of our main result.
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5. THE MAP &,

We define a function
d,: OM — N,
o, (Q) = ts(Zs,f)Za§

Proposition 9. For any € > 0 the application ®. : OM — N is continuous.
Moreover, for any 6 > 0 there exists g = €9(d) > 0 such that, if € < go then

P.(§) € NN gt for all £ € OM
being
mt =inf {ET(v) : v e N(E1)}
2
E*(v) —/R1 Lo+ o)
N(EY) ={ve H'R?) {0} : E*(v)v =0};

Proof. The continuity follows directly by the continuity of ¢.. For the second claim,
we observe that

I, (ta(Za,ﬁ)Za,f) =

1
[0 = v Pda;
p

1 1 1
SEZeel = St21Zeelty + Soat? [ 0(tZee) 2y
M
In light of Lemma [6] claim 4, we have that t.(Z.¢) — 1 as € — 0, uniformly with

respect to & € OM. Moreover, since t.(Z. ¢) — 1 and by ([#2) have, uniformly with
respect to &,

1
—nqtg/ V(teZeg)Ze edpg — 0
€ M

Finally, by Remark 21| we get

1 1
(17)  Hm L (t-(Zeg)Zeq) = = / IVV2 + (a — w*)V3dy — - / VPdy = m}
e—0 2 R p R

n n
+ +

uniformly with respect to g € M. O

+
Remark 10. By Proposition [@ given 6, we have that N N J.' o = () for € small
enough. Moreover we have
limsupm. < mj.
e—0

6. CONCENTRATION RESULTS

For any € > 0 we can construct a finite closed partition P¢ = {Pj‘?}j6 AL of M
such that
e P7 is closed for every j and Py N P; C OP; NOFg for j # k;
o Kie < d§ < Kse, where dj is the diameter of Pj5 and cie™ < pg (Pjs) <
coe™;
e for any j there exists an open set I; O P such that, if Pf NOM = (), then
dg (Ij,BM) > Ke/2, while, if PFNOM # ), then I5 C {x eM :dy(z,0M) < %Ks};
o there exists a finite number v(M) € N such that every x € M is contained
in at most v(M) sets I3, where v(M) does not depends on .
By compactness of M such a partition exists, at least for small €. In the following
we will choose always ¢(0) sufficiently small in order to have this partition.
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Lemma 11. There exists a constant v > 0 such that, for any fized § > 0 and for
any € € (0,e0(9)), where o(d) is as in Proposition [d, given any partition P€of M

+
as above, and any function u € N N JZ'* +6, there exists a set P; C P such that
1 +
— [uT|Pdpg > v > 0.
e Jps
J

+
Proof. By Remark [0 we have that . N JI™ T £ (. For any function u € M. N
mi+t5

i we denote by u;r the restriction of u™* to the set Ps. Then we can write
2 1 +\p qw’ 2
lulle = = | (@")Pdug — 5 | (2= qy(w)) Y(u)udpy
M e JMm
1 1
< — Ndp, = — edu, =
< M(u )Pdpg Enzj:/M(uJ) g
1 O i 152 | = 1 7
= Z ne-m zm = MAX| G Z EE
j € P er J e r j €r
Then the proof follows exactly as in [12], Lemma 5.1. O

Remark 12. Fixed § and e, we recall that the Ekeland variational principle states
that, for any u € N. N JM=+2 there exists us € N such that

I (us) < Ie(u), |lus —ul], < AV/5;

|(ee) (ws)lel| < VB Il

Moreover, since a Palais Smale sequence for I |y, is indeed a PS sequence for the
free functional we have also that

I (us) ]l < Vgl

Proposition 13. For all n € (0,1) there exists a do < mt such that for any
d € (0,09) for any e € (0,£0(8)) (as in Prop. [9) and for any function u € /\/:._-ﬂlgﬂb‘jﬂs
we can find a point & = E(u) € OM for which

1 1 1
(18) (———)— [ wtPduy = (- e
2 p)e" Jin !

+
Proof. We first prove this property for v € N NI A Imet20,
Assume, by contradiction, that there exists € (0, 1), two sequences of vanishing

+
real numbers {&}, and {ex}, and a sequence of functions {uy}, C Nz, NIZ5° ok
Me, +20k

I, such that, for any £ € OM it holds
1 1\ 1

(19) (5-3) % [ Pdu <(-nu.
2 p)e Jir T

By Remark [I2] we can assume

JL, ()] < Ve |lell,, for all o € Hy(M).
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By Lemma [IT] there exists a set Pg* € P., such that
1
o /E luf [Pdpg >~ > 0.
k J Pk

. . . Eq
we have to examine two cases: either there exists a subsequence P, such that

P;’“ NAIM # 0, or there exists a subsequence Pfkk such that Pfk’“ NOM = (). For
simplicity we write simply Py for Pfk”“ .

First case: P, NOM # (). We choose a point & interior to Py NOM. We have
the Fermi coordinates W¢ : B, 1(0,R) x [0,R] = M, 92 (§,yn) = (z,2,) = =,
being B,—1(0, R) = {y € R"7!, |y| < R}. In what follows we simply call

B(R)4 = Bn_1(0,R) x [0, R]

We consider the function wy : R} — R defined by

ur (P2, (7, yn))XRUTDXR (Yn) = e (VE, (17, £20) )X R (lerZ)XR(E2n) = Wi (2, 20)-

It is clear that wy, € H*(R'}.) with wy(Z, z,) = 0 when |z| = 0, R/ej, or 2z, = R/e.
We now show some properties of the function wy.

It is easy to see (cfr. [12], Prop. 5.3) that {ws}, is bounded in H*(R'}). Then
there exists w € H'(R7) such that wy converges to w weakly in H'(R%) and
strongly in Li. (R™).

We claim that the limit function w is a weak solution of

{ —Aw + (a — w?)w = (wh)P~1 in R%;
5 =0 for y = (9,0);

First, for any f € C§°(R") we define on the manifold M the function

fre(x):=f (é (\I!?k)_l (x)) = f(z) where x = \I/?k (ex2).

We notice that for every f € C§°(R?), there exists k such that suppf C B(0, R/2¢y).
Thus, suppfr C I¢, (R/2).
Moreover, we have | fx|lc, < C|f|l a1 rs), thus, by Ekeland principle we have

(20) |Iék (uk)[ka < Uk”kaEk — 0 while £ — o0o.
On the other hand we have
(21)
1
I (ur)[fx] = o / eV gurV g fr+ aug fr — (ul )P fir. — w? (1 — g (ur))*uk frdpg
kJM
1 +yp—1 g
= (ks fi)e, — = | ()P frdpg + — | (2 — qip(ur)) P ur)uk frdpg
Ek M Ek M

:/T Y 96 (e12) 0z wn(2)0s, £ (2) + (@ — W wr(2)f(2) | |9g, (2)]'/?dz

- / (wf (2)P 1 (2) g, (22)] V/2d=
Ty

+ qu? /T (2 - Qd;k(Z)) b (2)wi(2) £ (2)|9e, (e2)[/dz
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Here Ty, = B(R/2ek)+ Nsuppf and ¢(ug)(x) := Yp(z) = 1/1k(‘11?k (exz2)) = 1/;k(z)
where © € I, (R) and z € B(R/er)+. Since suppfi C I¢ (R/2), for KGMP
systems, by ({l) we have

0 = /Mvgwuwgm<1+q2uk>w<uk>fk—quifkdug

3 ~
- i_g /T Zgéj’“ (Ekz)a’zid]k('z)azjf(z)'g% (52)|1/2d2’

+€i/T (1 + ¢®wi(2)) 0 (2) £ (2)|9q, (2)] /2=

- /T G2 (2) F(2)|gau ()2,

The above equation holds for KGMP systems but the analogous for KGM systems
is obvious. We have

(22) - /T S 09 (612)0-, 00 (2)0-, £(2)\ e, (e2)] /2= =

ij
=t [ (0 P - qude) £Gls (0] s
k
Arguing as in Lemma [I9 we have that
~ €2 1
of o whePE < E [ VPl < [ o
B(R/ek)+ €k JMm € JMm

1
< = [@<iui<c
k

where ¢, C > 0 are suitable constants. Moreover, by Lemma [T9

~ 1 1 1
o f P < 2 [ ki < o <aslul,
B(0,R/ex) €k Jm Ck ! k

62|uk|i€ <C

IN

where ¢, co, C > 0 are suitable constants. Conlcuding, we have that ||77[~J;C |51 (B(R/ex)4)
is bounded, and then also [|xpg/e, (z)iﬁk(z)H%p(Ri) is bounded. So, there exists a

¢ € H'(R7) such that ¥4 (2) == X /e, (2)¢x(2) — ¢ weakly in H'(R") and strongly
in L}, (R%) for any 2 < p < 2*.

loc

By (22)) we have

— [ 30 (010 ()0 £ (o2) =
ij

=i [ (Pl - o (2) £o)lge ()] V2
and, using that g’ (c2) = d;; + O(ex|z|) and that |g,(c2)[*/? = 1 + O(ex|2|) we get
Vi (2)V f(2)dz = Oeg).
R

Thus, the function ¢ € H* (R%) is a weak solution of —AYp =0, 509 =0.
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At this point, arguing as above we have

(23)

L 2 ) () up frdpsg = — / (2 — o (uur)) (o) fudprg =
I¢, (R/2)

&r Ju €
= / ; (2 — qg[;k) &kwkﬂg& (az)|1/2dz -0
supp,

while k — oo because 1), — 0 strongly in LY (R%) for any 2 < p < 2*. Thus, by
23), @0) and @) and because wy — w in H! we deduce that, for any f € C§°(R3),
it holds
VwVf+(a—w)wf— (wh)P~f =0.
RY

Thus, w is a weak solution of —Aw + (¢ — w?)w = wP~! on R with Neumann

mt+s
I

boundary condition. Since uy € N, N we have

1 1
(— - ];) laal?, < Loy (ux) < mi + s,

2
hence
(24) w2 < Timinf [[we]2 < —L—m?
-k “=p-—2°
where ||w|? = 1 |Vw|? + (a — w?)u?. Set

2 Jr?
Now = {o e FYRD)~ (0} + oll2 = fol2}
we have that w € Ny U {0}. Since P, NOM # ), we can choose T > 0 such that
Py, C I, (e T, exT) for k large enough.

for &, € P, N OM . By definition of wy and by Lemma [[T] there exist a & such
that, for k£ large enough

|‘lecr(Hi)J(Bn,l(O,T)x[O,T]) - /Bnl(o,T)x[o,T] |xr(erl2l)xp(erzm)uil (V5 (e02))]" dz =

1
= = Juf (v5.@)[" dy >
k Bn71(0,€kT)><[0,€kT]

C P 1/2

> - it (2. )" 190, )|/ dy =
€k JBrn_1(0,eT)x[0,eT]

> < |u:|pdu9207>0.

€k I, (exTyeT)
Since wy, converge strongly to w in LP(B,_1(0,T) x [0,T]), we have w # 0, so
w € No. Hence, by (24]) we obtain that
2p

2 _ _ +
(26) hwlla = lwly = 2= me
and that w, — w strongly in H'(R7%). From this we derive the contradiction.
Indeed, since |g4(ex2)|Y/? = 14 O(ex|z]), fixed T, by (IR), for k large it holds

2
27 < (1-2) 22
(27) /B(Th(wk) 2= ( 2)p_zm
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Moreover, by (26]) there exists a T' > 0 such that fB(T) wPdz > (1— %) pszzmoo
and, since wy — w strongly in L} (R”) fB(T) (wk ) dz > ( — %) p2f’2moo, that

contradicts (27)).
Second case: Pg NOM = (). In this case we choose a point § interior to Pf
and we consider the normal coordinates at . We set wy(z) as

uk(z)xr(expg, () = ur(expg, ()X r(Y) = ur(expg, (€12))XRr(eR2) = wi(2).
Arguing as in the previous case, we can establish that wy is bounded in H!(R™)
and converges to some w € Hl(R”) weakly in H1(R") and strongly in L} (R™).
Moreover w # 0 and is a solution of —Aw + (¢ — w?)w = wP~! in R®. Thus
w2 = |w|p = 2p smy and wy, — w strongly in H'(R") and from this follows the
contradiction. N

Conclusion: We have proved the claim for us, € Nz, N I5° ok Ig’;s*‘?‘;k. We
prove now the claim in the general case. For uy it holds

1 1 1 w?¢? 1w? wiq
I, (ug) = <_——> e 4 2 \/u¢2ukdu /U2¢deﬂ
Ek( ) 9 P k DyEk 2 Eflrc” k ( ) g 2 5 M k ( ) g
1 w?q
> (1-mmd - >3 / ui ) (ur)dpg
Ek M

By compactness of M there exists &1,...,&, € M N~ OM and &,,41,...,& € OM
such that

1
_/ uph(ug)dpy < E .3 /B . )ukw ug)dpg + E ¥/1 ()uzw(uk)dug
g\Si,T &\

1=m-+1

For any &, i = 1,...,m, arguing as above, we can introduce two sequences of
functions wj, and ¢ such that wj, — w’, strongly in H*(R"), w* solution of —Aw +
(a —w?)w = wP~!, and that ¢} — 0 strongly in L (R™) for any 2 < p < 2*. We
thus have that, for any &’

1

€k /By

It follows identically, for i =m +1,...,1,

1 iN2 T
= [ wtetadn < [ (wh) dide 0.
€k JIi(r) T

loc

wtoudny < [ (uh) Gids >0,

Thus lim supy, m., > m7, and, in light of Remarklﬂil, limy, me, = mJ. Hence, when

e,0 are small enough, we have N. N I £+ N N I™+2% and the general claim
follows. O

7. THE MAP j3

For any u € N. with we can define its center of mass as a point 3(u) € RV by

. et @iy
[ @,

The application is well defined on N, since u € N implies u™ # 0 (it follows
immediatly by Lemma [B). In the following we will show that if u € Nc N J m¢ +6

(28)
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then S(u) belong to a tubular neighborhood of M, provided ¢ and § sufficiently

small.

Proposition 14. For any u € N: N J’”j"";, with € and § small enough, it holds
Blu) € (OM)sy,

being (OM), = {x € RN d(x,0M) <r} a neighborhood of OM in the space RY
where the manifold M is embedded. Moreover the composition

Bo®.:OM — (0M)s,
is well defined and homotopic to the identity of OM .

Proof. Since m. — m7T and by Proposition [[3] we get that for any u € Nz N Jmi+s
there exists £ € 9M such that

1 1\ 1
(29) (1—=mn)mf < (5 - 5) E_n|u+|1£p(15(p,3))'

Since u € N. N J™ 9 we have

p—2 w?q? wiq
w02 1) = (222 ) g+ 52 [ vrtan, - 22 [ wutuan, >
p—2 w?q
e =y

Now, arguing as in Lemma [I9 we have that, by Holder inequality that || (u)| g <
(s u12/5)5/6, and, in the same way, that

1 1 5/6 1 5/3
€ Jm € M € M

< Cedullys,. < CeSMfullf < CeBT,

since ||| is bounded because u € N N [7e=F9.
So, provided we choose £(dp) small enough, we have
11\ 1, ., N
(30) (— - —) a_"|u Py <mg + 20.

2. p
By ([29) and B30) we get

[ut [P -1
dpg > .
/fg(p,R) lutlhg 7T 14 i—%

By definition of 5 we have

/ ( ) |u+|P d
T —q 0
It (p,R) |u+|g7g I

1—n
< 2p+D|1- ,

md

/ ( ) [t [P dug| <
T —q Hg| =
M~I¢(p,R) lutlpg " °

1B(w) —ql < +

where D is the diameter of the manifold M as a subset of R™. Here we supposed,
without loss of generality that R < p. Choosing 1 and ¢ small enough we get the
first claim. The second claim is standard. O
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8. PROFILE DESCRIPTION

Let u. a low energy solution. By regularity theory (see [4, Th. 1])we can prove
that u. € C°°(M). So there exists at least one maximum point of u. on M. We
can prove that, for € small, u. has a unique local maximum point P. € M and we
can describe the profile of wu..

Lemma 15. Let (ue,¥(ue)) be solution of (2) such that I.(u:) < mtf +6 < 2ml.
Then, for € small, u. is not constant on M.

Proof. At first we notice that if u. is constant, also ¥ (u.) is constant. Moreover,
by @) the values of u. and ¥(u.) depend only on a,w,q and p. Let u. = up and
P(ue) = . Immediatly we have

1 1\ 1
I (ue) = (5 - 1—9) 3 /M(a — w?)updp,

1 2) wyg 2 w?q? 212
(3 3) S bt S [ b o

which leads us to a contradiction. O

Since u, is not constant and continuous on M, then there exists at least a max-
imum point P € M. Proceeding as in [I3], it is easy to see that if P € M ~ OM
then I.(us) > mo, = 2mt where

Moo =inf {E(v) : v € N(E)} = E(U) with U defined in ()
a—w2
B0) = [ 319+ S St
N(E) ={ve H'(R") {0} : E(v)v=0}.

This implies that P € M. Now, since u. is regular and % =0on OM, P is also
a critical point for wu.|y,, and Agju. (o) < 0. We have the following result.

Lemma 16. Let P € OM be a mazimum point for us solution of (3). Then
(31) (ue(P))P ™ > a — w?
Proof. We have just pointed out that Agju.(P) < 0. Then
0> 2Aguc(P) = ue(P) [a = (ue(P)? = w? (qu(ue)(P) — 1)7]
and, since gy (ue) — 1] < 1,
a < (ue(P)P ™ 4w (g9 (ue) (P) = 1)* < (u(P))" % + 0,
This ends the proof. O

Lemma 17. Let u. be a solution of (@) such that I.(ue) < mF + 6 < 2mF. Then,
when € is sufficiently small, u. has a unique mazimum point P € OM.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that u. has two maximum points
P!, P? € M. We first prove that d, (P}, P?) — 0.

Otherwise, we can find a sequence of vanishing positive numbers ¢; and for each
€; a solution u., with (at least) two maximum points Palj — P! and Pfj — P? as
j — oo with P! # P2,
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We define Q% € R"! such that

J
Pl = exp?x(Qéj) i=1,2.

and we can define a sequence v} as

Ue (1/)?31 (Q;J + EjZ)) for z, >0
v;(z) =

Ue; (1/1?31 QL + sjo)) for z, <0

where 2™ = (21,...,2n—1, —2n), and z € R™ sufficiently small such that the Fermi
coordinates 7,/1?31 are well defined. In the same way we define vjz». At this point we
can proceed as in [I3] and we can prove that for any bounded set B eventually

vi € C*(B) and v} Ly U in C?(B), where U is the positive, radially symmetric

least energy solution of (B). Now choose R such that
/ VU + (a — w?)U? > —— .

B(0,R)
For ¢; sufficiently small, we have that ¢; R < M, thus

1 1
21 () 22 (5 ) s
1 1)\ 1
>2 (— - —) —n/ e?|Vgue, > + (a — w2)u§j
2 p) €} Jipi(e; R)UIpa(e5 R)

1 1
>2 (5 — —) / ) |V’UJ1-(Z)|2 + (a— w2)(vjl-)2
p B(0,R)Nz,>0

1 1
(32) +2 (— - —) / |VUJ2-(z)|2+(a—w2)|vj2-|2+0(1)
2 p) JB,R)Nz>0

1 1 / 1 2 2 12
=|lz-- Vi (2)|° + (a — w?)|v;
(5-3) , p [PIOR + =i

1 1
H(3-2) [ IVEER+ @Al o)

2 pJ)JBonR

1 1
L <_ - —) / VUP + (a — U > mog + 25
2 pJ)JBonR

and thus I, (ue,;) > mJ + 26 that is a contradiction.

Now we have that d (P}, P?) — 0. With the same technique we can prove also
that

1
(33) lim —d,(P.,P2) =0

Jj—o0 Ej

To conclude the proof we have to show that (33 raises to a contradiction. In
fact suppose that d, (Palj,P%) < ce; for some ¢ > 0 and consider the sequence of
functions

Ue, (7,/1?31(@;], + ajz)) for z, >0
(34) we; = with |z] < ec.
U, (w?gl (Q;J + Ejo)> for z, <0
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For any j, we, has two maximum points in B(0, c). Moreover, we can argue, as in
the previous steps, that w., — U in C*(B(0,¢)) and this is a contradiction. O

Lemma 18. Write u. = Z. p, + V. where Z. p_ is defined in {@) and P. € OM s
the unique mazimum point. It holds that ||Vc| peary — 0.

Proof. By the C? convergence proved in Lemma [I7l we have that, given p > 0, and
defined w, as in ([B4]), we get, as before,

2|lue = Ze,p.lco(1p, (ep)) = llwe(2) = U(2)[lcoB(0,p)) +0(1) — 0
as € — 0. Moreover, since u. has a unique maximum point by Lemma [I7, we have
that, for any p > 0,

max UNT) = max u-(x) = maxU(z +UE<C87QP—|—O’ €
z€EMNIp, (ep) () z€9Ip, (ep) =(2) |z|=p (2) (e) < 1(¢)

for some constant ¢, > 0 and for some o1(¢) — 0 for ¢ — 0. This proves the
claim. g

9. PROOF OF TECHNICAL RESULTS

Here we collect some technical result which has been used in the proof of the
main result.

Proof of Lemmal@. If uw € N¢, , by (IH), we have

2
0=No(w) = [ull - 'z, + 25 [ @2 avw) vlatdu,
M

quw?

_ 2 +
(33) =l =t 5 [

(20 (u) + ' (u) [u]) u®dpug.

The functional NN, is of class C? for 2 < p < 2* because 1 is of class C2. Also, for
4 < p < 2* we have N/(u)[u] < 0 for all uw € N;. In fact by (B3] we have

Nl = 2lul2 - plut?, + == / (2 — gt () ' (u) [uludysg
M
w2 2w2
2 [ - av) vtldn, - T [ ldvtldn, -
w2
= -nlul+ B [ - p - 20,
(36) —|—q—&;2 [2 — g — 2q1/1(u)} V' (u)[ulu?dp, < 0 for p > 4,
€ M

thus N, is a C? manifold.

Now, assume by contradiction that there exists a sequence {u}, € N with
||luk|le — O while & — +oo. Thus, using that N.(u) = 0 and that 0 < ¢(ux) < 1/q
we have

2
qw
k]2 < flurllZ + o /M[2 — gy (w) i (we)dpg = [uf [p . < Cllugll?,

so 1 < C|lug]|2=2 — 0 that gives us a contradiction, so claim 1 is proved.

To prove claim 2, first, we show that if {uy}, € N: is a Palais-Smale sequence
for the functional I. constrained on N, then {uy}, is a is a Palais-Smale sequence
for the free functional I. on H.
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Indeed, let {uy}, € N: such that

Is(uk) — C
2 (uk)[p] = AN (ur)[¢]]| < oxllplle  with o, — 0

In particular I (uy) {L} — AN (ug) [”;‘ﬁ} — 0. Thus, since u € N,

Muwlle

u
)\kNl(uk) |:||u:|| ] — 0.
€

By @6), if inf [A\g| # 0, we have that ||ug|lc — O that contradicts Lemma [6l Thus
A — 0. Moreover, since

1 1 1 2\ w?q w2q?
I (ug) = (———) ugl|? + <———) —/ u%/}kdu —I——/ u27,/12du —c,
) = (53 ) el + (5-2) S [ wtvndg + 5L [ ot

we have that ||uy||c is bounded. By Remark 20l we have that |N'(un)[¢]] < cll¢]le-
Thus {uy}, is a PS sequence for the free functional I..

To conclude the proof of claim 2, we prove that I. safisfies the PS condition on
the whole space H.. Let {uy}, € H. such that

I.(ug) = ¢ |2 (uk)[¢]] < ok|l¢lle where o — 0

We have that ||ug|lc is bounded. Indeed, by contradiction, suppose |un|e — oc.
Then, by PS hypothesis

ple(ur) — I (up) fug]

ke
2 2
P qw P upt)(ug)
b_ 1) Kl [— —9 } ) gy =5 0
(2 luglle + = / - + qp(ug) [l g

Since p > 4 and t(u,) > 0 this leads to a contradiction. At this point, up to
subsequence uy, — u in H., then by Lemma[I9we have, up to subsequence, Y(ug) =
Vi — P = P(u).

We have that

wp — iz ()P — w?qiz [(q¥f — 24%) we] =0
where the operator ¢} : Lgl, | - |epr = Hc is the adjoint operator of the immersion
operator ic : He — Lb,|-|c . Since ux — u in L to get H, strong convergence of
{ur}r it is sufficient to show that (g1 — 20%) un — (q¥* — 2¢) u in Lg. We have

(37) [Yrur — 1/;“|p’,g < |(r — 1/_))U|p/>g + [vr (ur — U)|p’>g'
and
(38) W’iuk - 2/7’2u|p’,g < |(1/’l% - 1Lz)ulp’,g + lec(uk - u)lp’yg'

For the first term of ([B1) we have, by Holder inequality

[ o= bl < (/M W —w)’)ll (/M |u|p—”2) o,

and for the other terms we proceed in the same way.
To prove claim 3, define, for ¢ > 0

]
|

P

1 qu? t
H(t) = I (tu) = 5t2||u||§ + th /M Y(tu)udp, — o
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Thus, by ([I3)
2
w0 = (i + 2 [ - gl - o)
(39) =t (||u||§—|—6—n/M1/)(tu)u2dug+—t/ O (tu) [uluPdpy — 7~ 2)
w2
H'(t) = Jul2+ 55 | 12— qvtwe(tu)u’dn,
M
(40) S [ = el () iy — = 1

By (B9) there exists ¢« > 0 such that H'(t.) = 0, because, for small ¢, H'(t) > 0
and, since p > 4, it holds H'(¢t) < 0 for ¢ large. Moreover,

_ CL)2 CLJ2
e =l + 25 [ wtaitdn, + St [ i,
& M 25 M
then, by Lemma [4]
2
qw q
() = @-plul+ - [ 2o p- Do) vitaidn,
& M 2

L 3 gt ()t < 0,
25" M

so t. is unique. The continuity of ¢. is standard.
We now prove the last claim. We have

2
_ qw
1) @\ Zeelt, = 1Zecl+ 2 [ e

2{5” / '@[]2 (t-Ze 5) 5d/1*q
where t. = t.(Z. 4). It holds

(42) /M Bt 2o )7 cdig = 0

im
e—0 gntg

: 2 2 _
(43) 51_% gnté /M w (t5Z575)Zs,§dM9 =0
In fact, set ¥(t-Zc ¢) := .. We have, by Remark 2I] and by definition of 4.,

lelZ < el + @2 / U2y = 0 [ 22 ebedny <
M

5/6
125 5n
ey ([ 2 ) < coulmge®.
M

IN

Moreover
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This proves [@2)) and [@3). For any sequence ¢, — 0, by @I), @2)) and @3) and
by Remark 2I] we have that t., is bounded. Then, up to subsequences t., — t.

By (@I) and Remark 21 we have t*=2|V[E = [L. [VV]* 4 (a — w?)V?dz. By @) we
+
complete the proof. O

Lemma 19. Let up, — u in H)(M). Then, up to subsequence, (ux) — 1(u) in
Hj(M).

Proof. We set 1, := ¥(ug). By (@), it holds
lallyy < Il + [ aPubvidiy =a [ ubnduy < cluslylinl
M M

then [|¢k |l gy < ellugl|7, thus [[¢k g is bounded and, up to subsequence, 1y, — 1
g9
in H ; (M). We recall that 1, solves (), thus passing to the limit we have that

1 also solves (7). Since (7) admits a unique solution, we get ¢ = 1h(u). If ¥ (uz)
solves () the proof follows in the same way if we use on H& , the equivalent norm
lully, = 1Vull 3. 0

Remark 20. We have that ||V, (h)||g < c|h|s,gluls,q. In fact, by Lemma @

IVul < IIVu(h)II%+/Mq2u2V5(h)dugS

< /M 2qu(1 — () Ve (h)dtg < c|[Va(B)l||Bs g luls,o-

Remark 21. the following limits hold uniformly with respect to ¢ € OM.

. 2
(a4) i 1Z. ¢l = [ Vs
+
. P _
(45) tim 172l = | Vo
(46) lim &2 ||V Ze.¢||2, = / YV (y)dy
e—0 ’ Ri
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