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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the following fractional Schrédinger equations involving critical exponents:
(—A) %+ V(2)u = k() f(u) + Ajul** 2y in RY,

where (—A)® is the fractional Laplacian operator with « € (0,1), N > 2, X is a positive real parameter
and 2}, = 2N/(N — 2«) is the critical Sobolev exponent, V(z) and k(z) are positive and bounded functions
satisfying some extra hypotheses. Based on the principle of concentration compactness in the fractional
Sobolev space and the minimax arguments, we obtain the existence of a nontrivial radially symmetric weak
solution for the above-mentioned equations without assuming the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition on the
subcritical nonlinearity.
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1 Introduction and main result
In this paper, we study the solutions of the following Schrédinger equations involving a critical nonlinearity:
(=A)u+ V(z)u = k(z)f(u) + Au/>72u  in RV, (1.1)

driven by the fractional Laplacian operator (—A)® of order o € (0, 1), where N > 2, ) is a positive real parameter
and 2% = 2N/(N — 2«) is the critical Sobolev exponent.
The fractional Laplacian operator (—A)%, which (up to normalization constants), may be defined as

u(z) — u(y) N
—A)%u(z) :=P.V. ————~dy, x€R",
(—A)u(x) | o i
where P.V. stands for the principal value. It may be viewed as the infinitesimal generators of a Lévy stable
diffusion processes (see [1]). This operator arises in the description of various phenomena in the applied sciences,
such as phase transitions, materials science, conservation laws, minimal surfaces, water waves, optimization,
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plasma physics and so on, see [I3] and references therein for more detailed introduction. Here we would like to
point out some interesting models involving the fractional Laplacian, such as, the fractional Schrédinger equation
(see [14] [15] 221 23] 24]), the fractional Kirchhoff equation (see [16] [32] [33] [46] [47]), the fractional porous medium
equation (see [9, [45]), the fractional Yamabe problem (see [34]) and so on, have attracted recently considerable
attention. As a matter of fact, the literature on fractional operators and their applications to partially differential
equations is quite large, here we would like to mention a few, see for instance |2, [T} 12} 26] 27] B5].

In what follows, let us sketch the related advance involving the fractional Schrodinger equations with critical
growth in resent years. In [37], Shang and Zhang studied the existence and multiplicity of solutions for the
critical fractional Schrodinger equation:

e2(=A)u+V(z)u = M (u) + [u/*>"2u  in RV, (1.2)

Based on variational methods, they showed that problem ([C2]) has a nonnegative ground state solution for all
sufficiently large A and small . In this paper, the following monotone condition was imposed on the continuous
subcritical nonlinearity f:

f(t)/t is strictly increasing in (0, +00). (1.3)

Observe that (3] implies 2F(t) < f(t)t, where F(t) := fot f(&)d€. Moreover, Shen and Gao in [36] obtained
the existence of nontrivial solutions for problem (L2) under various assumptions on f(t) and potential function
V(z), in which the authors assumed the well-known Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition ((AR) condition for short)
on f:

there exists p > 2 such that 0 < pF(t) < f(t)t for any t > 0. (1.4)

See also recent papers [38, [42] on the fractional Schrodinger equations (ILZ). In [44], Teng and He were concerned
with the following fractional Schrodinger equations involving a critical nonlinearity:

(=A)%u 4+ u = P(z)|ulP~2u + Q(a)|u|>~2u in RV, (1.5)

where 2 < p < 2%, potential functions P(z) and Q(z) satisfy certain hypotheses. Using the s-harmonic extension
technique of Caffarelli and Silvestre [10], the concentration-compactness principle of Lions [29] and methods of
Brézis and Nirenberg [4], the author obtained the existence of ground state solutions. On fractional Kirchhoff
problems involving critical nonlinearity, see for example [3, BI] for some recent results. Last but not least,
fractional elliptic problems with critical growth, in a bounded domain, have been studied by some authors in the

last years, see [6] [7] 18] 28] [39] [4T] and references therein.
On the other hand, Feng in [I7] investigated the following fractional Schrédinger equations:

(=A)%u 4V (x)u = Nu[P~2u in RY, (1.6)

where 2 < p < 2%, V(z) is a positive continuous function. By using the fractional version of concentration
compactness principle of Lions [29], the author obtained the existence of ground state solutions to problem (LG
for some A > 0. Zhang et al. in [48] considered the following fractional Schrodinger equations with a critical
nonlinearity:

(—A)u+4u=Af(u) + |ul>>"2u  inRY. (1.7)

Based on another fractional version of concentration compactness principle (see [30, Theorem 1.5]) and radially
decreasing rearrangements, they obtained the existence of a ground state solution for (7)) which is nonnegative
and radially symmetric for any A € [\, 00), where A, > 0.

Inspired by the above works, we are interested in non autonomous cases (L), that is, V(x) is not only a
constant. To this end, we assume the following conditions on the potential V:

V1) Ve CYRY,R) and VV(z) -z <0 for any x € RY;
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(V2) V is radially symmetric, i.e. V() = V(|z|) for any x € RY and there exist positive constants Vi and Vs
such that Vi <V (z) < Vy for any x € RV,

Moreover, the following assumptions are imposed on the coefficient k:

(K1) k is radially symmetric and there exist positive constants ki and ko such that ki < k(z) < ko for any
z €RV;

(K2) k € CYHRY,R) and there exists a constant ko such that 0 < Vk(z) -z < ko for any z € RY.

Remark 1.1 Since VV (x) - = V'(|z])|z|, it follows from (V1) that V'(|x|) < 0. Thus we can choose V' to be a
positive constant. Another example for V is given by V(z) = 2 — arctan |z|. From (K2), &'(Jz|) > 0. Hence we
can choose k(x) = 2 + arctan |z| as a simple example. The condition (V1) and (K2) were motivated by [20, [43].

Meanwhile, the nonlinearity f will satisfy:
H1) f e CYR,R). For anyt <0, f(

lim;_, o+ @ =0 and lim;— 4

t) =0;
S 0;

26—

H2

(H1)
(H2) T
(H3) For anyt>0,0<2F(t) < f(t)t;

(H4) There exists T > 0 such that F(T) > 2VT21T2'

Remark 1.2 In order to seek nonnegative solutions of (1), we assume that f(t) = 0 for any ¢t < 0 in (H1).
Moreover, from (H2) we know that f is subcritical. Here we do not assume classical condition ([3]) or (L4,
while the weaker condition (H3) on f is employed to replace (AR) condition. A typical example for f is given by

f(t) =tlog [1—|—t (t2 - %t— gat—i—aﬂ

for any ¢ > 0 and a certain constant a > 1/3 which is sufficiently close to 1/3. It is easy to see that the function
f does not fulfill the monotone condition (L3]) and the (AR) condition (LA]).

Now we give the definition of weak solutions for problem (LI)):
Definition 1.1. We say that u is a weak solution of (L)) if for any ¢ € H*(RY),
[ (8 (-8)F 6+ Viapug)do = [ (k) f(w) + NuPt2uoda,
RN RN
where H(RY) is the fractional Sobolev space, see Section 2 for more details.

The energy functional on H*(RY) is defined as follows:

2. dx.

I(u) = %AN(|(—A)%U|2+V(x)u2)dx —/

RN 2% Jr~

It is easy to check that I € C1(H*(RY), R) and the critical point for I is the weak solution of problem (). Let
O(N) be the group of orthogonal linear transformations in RY. Tt is immediate that I is O(N)-invariant. Then,
by the principle of symmetric criticality of Krawcewicz and Marzantowicz [21], we know that ug is a critical point
of I if and only if ug is a critical point of

where

HY(RY) = {u € H*RY) : u(z) = u(zl)},

is the fractional radially symmetric Sobolev space. Therefore, it suffices to prove the existence of critical points
for I on H®(RM).
Now we are in a position to state our main result as follows:



Theorem 1.1. Assume that hypotheses (H1)—(H4), (V1)-(V2) and (K1)-(K2) are fulfilled. Then there exists
A« > 0 such that for any X € (0,\.), problem (1.1) has a nontrivial weak solution ug € H®(RYN) which is
nonnegative and radially symmetric.

Remark 1.3 (i) In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we follow an approximation procedure to obtain a bounded (PS)
sequence {u,} for I, instead of starting directly from an arbitrary (PS) sequence. To show the boundedness of
(PS) sequences {u,} for I, we need condition (K2) on k. It allows us to make use of a Pohozaev type identity to
derive the boundedness of {u,}. A key point which allows to use the identity is that {u,} is a sequence of exact
critical points. In fact, the requirement f € C'(R,R) will only be used in the proof of Pohozaev identity.

(ii) To the best of our knowledge, there are only few papers that study the existence and symmetry of solutions
for problem (1.1) by using concentration compactness principle in the fractional Sobolev space which is different
from the version used in [I7].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will give some necessary definitions and properties of
fractional Sobolev spaces. In Section 3, by using the principle of concentration compactness and minimax
arguments, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2 The Variational Setting

For the convenience of the reader, in this part we recall some definitions and basic properties of fractional
Sobolev spaces HY(R™). For a deeper treatment on these spaces and their applications to fractional Laplacian
problems of elliptic type, we refer to [I3] 25] and references therein.

For any « € (0, 1), the fractional Sobolev space H*(RY) is defined by

H*RY) = {u € L*(RY) : u]go@n) < 00},

where [u] o gy denotes the so-called Gagliardo semi-norm, that is

)|2 1/2
o dxd
Ul @) = <// |x—y|N+2a y)

and HY(RY) is endowed with the norm
[ul| o myy = [U] go@yy + [[ul[ 2@y

As it is well known, H*(R™) turns out to be a Hilbert space with scalar product

IR g CC ESICTELE Y g

for any u,v € H*(R"). The space H*(R") is defined as the completion of C§°(RY) under the norm [u] g« (RN)-
By Proposition 3.6 in [13], we have [u] go &) = [|[(=A) 2 ul| 2wy for any u € H*(RY), ie.

2
//]RQN |x—y|N+2)o¢| dx dy:/RN |(_A)%U(I)|2 dx. (2.1)

Theorem 2.1. ([I5, Lemma 2.1]) The embedding H*(RY) — LP(RY) is continuous for any p € [2,2] and the
embedding H*(RY) << LP (RYN) is compact for any p € [2,2%).

loc

Thus,




3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Throughout this section, we assume that conditions (H1)-(H4), (V1)-(V2) and (K1)-(K2) are satisfied. In
this part, we will use minimax arguments and we denote that C' are C; are positive constant, for any ¢ = 1,2---.

A crucial step to obtain the existence of a critical point for I is to show the boundedness of (PS) sequence.
But it seems difficult under our assumptions. To overcome this difficulty we use an indirect approach developed
in [19]. For any 7 € [1/2, 1], we consider the following family of functionals defined on HZ(R") :

L =3 [ (8E+VEudr—n [ kP =2 [ .

RN

It is easy to check that I, € CY(HX(RYM), R) and the critical point for I, is the weak solution of the following

equation: i
(=A)u + V(x)u = nk(z) f(u) + nX\|ul? ~u in RY. (3.1)

First, we will give the following two lemmas to show that I,, has a Mountain Pass geometry.

Lemma 3.1. There exists vg € HX(RY) and 7 € [1/2,1) such that I,,(vo) < 0 for any n € [1, 1], where vy and 7
are independent of .

Proof. Let R > 0, we define

T for |x| < R,
w(x) =< T(R+1—|z|]) for R<|z| < R+1,
0 for || > R+ 1,

then w € HY(RY). Hence, from (H4) we have

/RN (le(w) - %ng2> dx

1 1
:/ (le(w) - —V2w2) d:v—i—/ (le(w) - —V2w2> dx
B(0,R) 2 B(0,R+1)\B(0,R) 2

> (le(T) — 1V2T2) |B(0,R)| — |B(0,R+1)\ B(0, R)| - max |k1F(t)— lvgﬁ
2 t€[0,7 2
>Ci RN — CyRN Y

where | - | denotes the Lebesgue measure and Cp, Cy are positive constants. So we could choose R > 0 large

enough such that
1
/ (le(w) - §V2MQ> dz > 0.
RN

_ 1 f]RN Vow? dx
T Ly mF(w)da |

then we have that 77 > 1/2. Thus, for any n € [77,1] and 6 > 0, from (K1) it follows that

Define

x 1

) <5 [ (TGP +VEluG)R) -y / k(@)F(w()) de

_5 RN

gleN*‘m/ |(—A)%w|2dx+19NV2/
2 RN 2 RN

1 1 1
:—9N72°‘/ [(—=A)2w|? dz — =6~ max / Vow? dx, = / ki F(w)dx o .
2 RN 2 RN 2 RN

Then there exists § > 0 such that for any 6 > 0, I,/(w(x/0)) < 0. We take vo(z) = w(z/6). Therefore the proof
is complete. O

wzdac—HNﬁ/ ki F(w)dx
RN

wle



Lemma 3.2. For any n € [7,1], define

¢y = nf o Iy (v(1)),

where Ty = {y € C([0,1], H*(RY)) : 4(0) = 0,7(1) = v}, 7 and vo are from Lemma 3.1. Then ¢, >
max{I,(0),I,(vo)} and there exists co > 0 such that c;, < ¢y for any n € [7], 1], where co is independent of .

Proof. According to (H1) and (H2), for any € > 0, there exists a constant C(¢) > 0 such that for any ¢ € R,
F(t) <eltl + Cle)le. (3.2)

By (B2), for any ¢ € (0,1), we get
F(t) <et? +C(e)|t]. (3.3)

Taking e = V1 /(4ksy), for any u € H*(RY) and 7 € [7], 1], we obtain

I,(u) > / (|(—A)%u|2+V1u2)dx—/ kzF(u)dx_i/ lu|?e dx
RN RN 2% JrN

/ [(—A)Zul? da + (V1/2—ak2)/ u? da — C(a)kQ/ |2 dz — i/ u
RN RN RN 9% RN

(03

2. dx

IV
N = N =

1 a Vi x A
2—/ |(—A)7u|2d:v+—1/ u?dx — C |u| 2o dw——/ |u
2 RN 4 RN RN 22 RN

. 27
> min {1/2, Vi /4} ul 3 vy = Cllull3a

20 dx

RN)

Thanks to 27, > 2, there exist 0 < p < [|vg||go @~y and o > 0 such that I,(u) > o for any u € He(RN) with
l[u||gomay = p. For any v € I';, we have y(0) = 0 and (1) = vy. Then, there exists ¢, € (0,1) such that
[7(tn)|| o vy = p, which implies

ey 2 »yienlf,, Iy(v(ty)) 2 o > max{I,(0), I (vo)}-

Take vy (t) = tvg, then 7o € I',,. For any t € [0, 1], we obtain

L(®) = yttwn) <5 [ (1=8) 2wl + Vie)d)do 2

which implies that ¢, < max;c(o,1) I(70(t)) < co for any n € [77, 1]. Thus we have completed the proof. O

Theorem 3.1. ([19, Theorem 1.1]) Let (X,||-||x) be a Banach space and I C R an interval. Consider a family
{Jn}ner of Ct functionals on X with the form

Jy(u) = A(u) —nB(u), Vn €I,

where B(u) > 0, Yu € X, and such that either A(u) — +o00 or B(u) — +00 as ||u||x — oo. If there are two
points vy, ve € X such that

ey = viglfn Jnax, Jy(y(t)) > max{Jy,, Ju, }, n €1,

where
Ly = {7 € C([0,1], X) : v(0) = v1,7(1) = v2},
then, for almost every n € I, there exists a sequence {v,} C X such that
(i) {vn} is bounded;
(i) Jn(vn) = cp;
(ii) Jy(vn) — 0 in the dual X" of X.



Remark 3.1 In fact, the map 7 — ¢, is nonincreasing and continuous from the left (see [19]).

By using Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.1, we obtain that for any 7 € [77,1], I,, possesses a bounded
(PS) sequence at the level ¢,.

Next we will verify that each bounded (PS) sequence for the functional I;, contains a convergent subsequence.
The main difficulties here are that the embedding H®(RY) < L% (RY) is not compact and we do not have a
similar radial lemma (see [5]) in HY(RY). To get the compactness of bounded (PS) sequence in H¥(RY), we
assume that A in (L)) is small. Based on the following principle of concentration compactness in H®(RY) and
Lemma 2.4 in [12], we obtain Lemma 3.5.

Theorem 3.2. ([30, Theorem 1.5]) Let Q C RN an open subset and let {u,} be a sequence in H*(Q) weakly
converging to u as n — oo and such that

(=) 2 un)? = pand |u,|* — v weakly-x in M(RN).

Then, either u, — u in L?EXC(RN) or there exists a (at most countable) set of distinct points {z;}je; C Q and
positive numbers {v;};cs such that we have

v =|u* + Z Vg, -
j€d

If, in addition, Q is bounded, then there exist a positive measure fi € M(RYN) with suppii C Q and positive
numbers {1, }jes such that

p=(=0)3uP + G+ 1,
JjeJ

Remark 3.2 In the case Q = R, the above principle of concentration compactness does not provide any
information about the possible loss of mass at infinity. The following result expresses this fact in quantitative
terms, and the proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let {u,} C H*(RY) such that u, — u weakly in H*(RN), |(=A)5u,|> = p and |u,|* — v
weakly-+ in M(RY), as n — oo and define

oo = lim limsup/ |(—A)%Un|2d$7
R {zeRN:|z|>R}

—0 n—oo

Voo = lim limsup/ |ty |2 de.
R—=00 n—oo {z€RN:|z|>R}

The quantities lioo and Voo are well defined and satisfy

limsup/ |(—A)%un|2d:v:/ dp + oo,
RN

n—00 RN
lim sup/ un | do = / dv + Veo. (3.4)
n—o0 RN RN

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.5 in [48]. Thus we just give a sketch of the proof for the reader’s
convenience. Take ¢ € C°(R™) such that 0 < ¢ < 1; ¢ = 1 in RV \ B(0,2), ¢ = 0 in B(0,1). For any R > 0,
define ¢r(x) = ¢(xz/R). Then we have

/ (—A)F up? de < / (~A)E upPpp dr < / (—A)E w2 de,
{zeRN:|z|>2R} RN

{z€RN:|z|>R}

thus floe = limpg_o0 limsup,,_, o fan [(=A) 2 un|?*¢r dz. Note that

/ |(—A)%un|2dx:/ |(—A)%un|2¢3d:v+/ |(—A)%un|2(1—¢R)dx.
RN RN

RN



It is easy to verify that
[ NEm 5P = omde = [ (1= 6n)du,
RN RN

as n — o0o. Hence we have

pRY) = lim lim [(—A)2u,|*(1 — ¢g) dx
R—ocon—o0 JpN
Then
limsup/ |(=A)2u,|?dz = lim (limsup/ [(—A) 2 u,|?¢r dx —|—/ (1—¢r) du)
n—o0o RN R—oo n—00 RN
=tioo + p(RY).
Similarly, we obtain that limsup,,_, . [gn [un|? dz = V(RY) + vu. The lemma is thus proved. O

In the sequel, we derive some results involving v; for any ¢ € J and v.

Lemma 3.4. Let {u,} C H*(RY) such that u, — u weakly in H*(RN), [(=A)*?u,|> = p and |u, > — v
weakly-+ in M(RN), as n — oo. Then, v; < (S5 u({xi}))?/? for any i € J and veo < (S5 oo )?a/?, where ;,
v; are from Theorem 3.2 and pioo, Voo are from Lemma 3.3, S, is the best Sobolev constant of the embedding
H*(RN) — L% (RN) (see [13]), i.e.

~A)sul?2d
Sy = inf Jor (= 2) 2wl do (3.5)
EH~(RN) ||U||L2;;(RN)

Proof. (1) Take ¢ € C§°(RY) such that 0 < ¢ < 1; p = 1in B(0,1), ¢ = 0 in RN \ B(0,2). For any £ > 0, define
pe(x) = p(*=*), where i € J. It follows from (Z.I]) and ([B.5)) that

2 2./2
" 2% dr < // |'Lbn ) B un(y)@s(y” dxd .
I G e

We have
/ [un e |2 do — Q2 dy, as n — oo,
RN RN
/ <p§3 dv = v({z;}) =v;, ase — 0.
RN
Note that
|up (2 (z) — un(y)¢s(y)|2
dxd
// |w— y[Vr2e i
:// |t ()@ () — tun(2) e (y) + un() e (y) — un(Q)‘PS(?J)P dzdy
R2N |z — y|N+2e
u () (e (2) — pe(y))? // P2 (y) (un(z) — un(y))?
= dxd £ dxd
// |a:— Nz T [ fn T Jr g W
21 (1) e (Y) (Un () — un(y)) (e () — 0:(y))
dxd
// o — y[N+2e o
we get

2 2
02 (y) (un(z) — un(y)) )
//RM s gV dzdy — o oz du, asn — oo,

[ e2dn ufa), s =0,
RN



Since {u,} is bounded in H*(RN), by the Hélder inequality we obtain

‘//RZN un (@) e (y) (un () — un () (e (z) = e (y)) dxdy‘

|z — y[N+2a

(/ /R” - |»”C - y?N”S = dxdy) (/ /]R?N Ix — y|>N+f ) d:z:dy) :
=¢ (//RN |x = |)N+f§ )" dwdy) "

In the following, we claim that

L (z) — ¢ (y))? _
all—% nh~>ngo //RQN |.’II - y|N+20‘ dxdy =0

Note that

RY x RN =((RN \ B(z;,2¢)) U B(z;,2¢)) x (RN \ B(x;,2¢)) U B(x;,2¢))
(RN \ B(zy,2¢)) x (RN \ B(x;,2¢))) U (B(xi,2¢) x RY)
U (RN \ B(z;,2¢)) x B(z;,2¢)).

(1) If (2, y) € (RN \ B(zi, 2¢)) x (R \ B(wy, 2¢)), then ¢c(z) = ¢(y) = 0.
(ii) (w,y) € B(wi,2e) x RN, If |z —y| < e, |y — 2| < |z — y| + |x — ;] < 3¢, which implies

2 _ 2
[ ) )
B(x;,2¢) {yeRN:|z—y|<e} |:E - y|

2 \V4 2|1z—y |2
o ADITAOFE
B(x;,2¢) {yeRN:|z—y|<e} |£L' - y| a

2
_9 un(x)
<Ce / dfc/ — Niza2
Bai2e)  J{yeRN:|z—y|<e} [T — Yl

205_20‘/ u? (z)dz,
B(Ii,QE)

where { = (y — x;)/e + 7(x — z;)/e and 7 € (0,1).

If |z — y| > ¢, then we have
[ W) (e @) — 0e)?
€ _ N+2« Y
B(x;,2¢) {yeRN:|z—y|>e} |:E y|

us (x)
<c / do / _Ual®) g,
B(x;,2¢) {yeRN:|z—y|>e} |z — y|N+2e

205720‘/ u? (z)d.
B(xi,2s)

(iii) (z,y) € (RN \ B(wy,2¢)) x B(zy,2¢). If [x —y| < ¢, |z — ;| < |x —y| + |y — xi] < 3¢. Then
€ _ N+2«a Y
RN\ B(z;,2¢) {y€B(z;,2¢):|z—y|<e} |z —yl
n(2)
<Ce? / da / ) g,
B(x;,3¢) {yeB(z;,2e):|z—y|<e} |.’II - y|N+2a—2

2
§C€_2/ d:v/ %dz
B(x,3¢) {z€RN:|z|<e} |2|

:Ca_zo‘/ u? (z)dx.
B(mi,3€)




Notice that there exists K > 4 such that (R™ \ B(z;,2¢)) x B(z;,2¢) C (B(zi, Ke) x B(w;,2¢)) U ((RV \
B(z;, Ke)) x B(x;,2¢)).
If |z — y| > e, we obtain

2 _ 2
[ o)~ o)
B(xz:,K¢) {yeB(x:,2¢):|z—y|>e)} |z —y|N+2e

2
SC/ dw/ %dy
BaiKe)  J{yeBai2e)]a—y|>e} [T~ Yl

2
SC’/ da:/ u?vi(fgdz
B(z;,Ke) {z€RN:|z|>e} |Z| @

SC'E*QO‘/ u? (z)dz.
B(Ii,KE)

If (z,y) € (RN \ B(zy, Ke)) x B(x;,2¢), we get

v — x| o — ay
ooyl o]~y o) = T By
e — 2] K |z — 2]
D9 T
> 5 +25 € > 5

which implies

2 _ 2
/ o ) o),
RN\B(z;,Ke) {yeB(z;,2e):|z—y|>e} |J7 - y|

2
RN\ B(z;,K¢) {yeB(x;,2¢):|z—y|>e} |z — ;] o

2
§C€N/ uni(x)dx
R

N\B(zs, Ke) [T — @i N2

2/2% - (25-2)/24
<CeV / [un(@)[** de / o — g~V g
RN\B(z;,Ke) RN\ B(z;,Ke)

2/2;,
=CK~N < / un () |2 da:) :
RN\ B(z;,Ke)

In views of (i), (ii) and (iii), we have

/. @) @) o),

o — g0

2 _ 2 2 _ 2
B(x;,2¢) xRN |z —yl (RN\B(x;,2¢)) x B(x;,2¢) |z — y[NH2e

2/2;,
<Ce 2 / u?(z)de + CK—N / [ ()% da
B(z;,Ke) RN\B(z;,Ke)

<Ce 2 / u?(z)de + CKV.
B(:Ei,KE)

(3.6)

Note that u,, — u weakly in H*(RY), by Theorem 2.1 we obtain u,, — u in L2 (R"), which implies

loc

Ce 2 / u?(z)de + CK™N — Ce2 / u?(z)de + CKV,
B(Ii,Ké‘) B(Ii,Ké‘)

10



as n — 0o. Then,

Ce 2 / u?(z)de + CK—N
B(z;,Ke)

2/28, 1-2/2
<Ce 2 </ ()| dw) </ dw) +CKN
B(z;,Ke) B(z;,Ke)

2/25
=CK?® < / |u(x) |2 dac) +CK N - CcKN
B(z;,Ke)

as ¢ — 0. Furthermore, we have

2
lim sup lim sup // )N ;pg(y)) dxdy
e—0 n—oo R2N yl +2a (3 7)
- . (%) — ¢=(y)* '
= lim 1 1 dxdy = 0.
Jim s tim //Rm e e sy

Thus, for any 7 € J, we obtain
vi < (S5 u({i}))/2.
(2) Tt follows from from (1)) and (B3] that

2 2,/2
" 2:; dr < // |'Lbn ) B un(y)XR(y)| daxd
/RN |unxr|™ do < . |:v— [N +2a ray ’

where xg is from Lemma 3.3. We have

lim sup limsup/ lunxr|** dz = Voo
RN

R—oo n—oo

Note that
[, nehen(e) s
-JL ’f;“ff ) g [ )l
//Rw 2un(2)XR( )(un(|x)_— T;\I[(JZB(XR(&E) — o) 4o
We obtain

R—oo n—oo

2
. . uny
11msup11msup//R2N |:1: - |)N+2a( ) drdy = fioo
and it follows from the Holder inequality that

‘// un (2)XR(Y) (un (@) — un(y)) (Xr(z) — XR(Y)) ddy
R2N

|z — y|N+2a
< ([, SO0 o)
Note that
imsuptimany [ 2 |x_y|>N+;<;<y>>2 dody
“tmsptimsup [ AR LA

11



then, similar to the proof of ([B1), we obtain

2 1— —(1— 2
lim sup lim sup // un (7)(( XR(J:))N g Xr(y))) dxdy = 0.
R—oco  n—o0 R2N |$C - yl ta

Then,
Voo < (S;1MW)2Z/2'

Therefore, we have completed the proof. O

Lemma 3.5. There exists A« > 0 such that for any X € (0, ) and n € [7,1], each bounded (PS) sequence for
functional I, contains a convergent subsequence.

Proof. Let {u,} C H*(RY™) be a bounded (PS) sequence, i.e. there exists C3 > 0 such that
[Ty (un)| < Cs

and
/ : amN
I} (un) — 0 in HPY(R™), as n — oo.

Passing to a subsequence, still denoted by {u,}, we may assume that u, — ug weakly in H*(RY). By the
compact embedding
H*RN) — LP(RY)

for p € (2,27%), we assume that
u, — ug in LP(RY) and u,(x) = uo(z) a.e.in RY,
as n — oo. Moreover, by Phrokorov’s Theorem (see Theorem 8.6.2 in [S]) there exist u, v € M(RY) such that

|(=A)3u,|? = g and |u,|? — v weakly-* in M(RY),

as n — oo. It follows from Theorem 3.2 that u,, — ug in L?E‘C(RN) or v = |ug|? + > jes Vidz;, as n — 0o, where
J is a countable set, {v;} C [0,00), {z;} C RY.
For any ¢ € H®(RY), we obtain

(L) (un), 8) — (I) (o), &) = /

RN

(—A)% (up, — uo)(—A)%d)daz + / Vi(x)(un — up)¢ dx

RN

[ W@ ) = Faa)ods = [ (P = o Puo)oda,

RN

As u,, — ug weakly in H¥(RY), we have

G

w2

(Un —ug) - (—A) % pda —i—/ V(x)(un — uo)pdz — 0.

RN
Note that
{|un 22y, — |u0|2;_2u0} is bounded in L% (RN)
n
and
()20 2 (@) — Juo (@) > " 2up(z) — 0 ae. in RY,
then

.
nl?e Uy, — |ugl?e%ug — 0 weakly in L7 (RN)

12



which implies
/ (Jtn] > ~2up — |uo|** ~*ug)¢ dz — 0.
RN
In the sequel, we will verify that [~ k(x)(f(un) — f(uo))pdz — 0, as n — oo.
Let ¢ € C§°(—2,2) such that » =1 on ( 1,1) and define f1(t) = ¥(t)f(t), f2(t) = (1 — () f(¢t). Hence we

obtain X

[f1(6)] < Calt] and | fo(t)] < Cst]*=~".
Since {k(x) f1(un)} is bounded in L2(RY) and k() f1 (un(x)) — k(z) f1(uo(z)) a.e. in RY | we get that k(z) f1 (u,) —
k(z) fi(uo) weakly in L2(R¥). Thus

/ k() f1(un) ¢d:v—>/ ) f1(uo) o da.
RN
Similarly,
/ k() f2(un)d d —>/ ) fa(uo) ¢ da.
RN
Note that f(t) = f1(t) + f2(t), we deduce

/]RN k() f(up)dde — k(z) f(uo)d du.

RN

As (I} (un), ¢) — 0, it follows that (I} (uo), ) =0, i.e. I} (ug) = 0. Thus,

/ |(—A) 2 ug|? dz + / V(2)ud dr = 77/ k(x) f(uop)uo dz + n)\/ luo|?> d. (3.8)
RN RN RN RN
By Lemma 2.4 in [12], we get
/ k(x) f(up)u, doz — k(x) f(uo)uo dz, (3.9)
RN RN
as n — oo. It follows from the Fatou Lemma that
/ V(z)ug dr < hmlnf/ V(z)u? d. (3.10)
RN n—oo RN

Next we will verify that u, — ug in L2~ (RM). To this end, we divide the proof into two steps.
Step 1: For any i€ J, p({x;}) < Ay and proo < Aso.
(1) Taking radially symmetric function ¢. as in Lemma 3.4, we get

|Un ) - un(y)¢s(y)|2
dzd
// |w— Y|z o

|un () — un(y) P02 (y) 2 (z)|pe () — 0e(y))?
<2 //Rw |x—y|N+20‘ dzdy + 2 R2N o — |2 dzdy (3.11)

|un |2 // |‘P€ ) ( )|2
<2 dxd 2 dxdy.
// |x—y|N+2a R |x—y|N+2a vy

Similar to the proof of ([B.8]), we have

2)|pe (x) — e () 2 / > N
dxdy < Ce™ = uy (r)dx + CK™, 3.12
//]RZN |.’II - y|N+2 Y B(z;,Ke) ( ) ( )

where K > 4. As {u,} is bounded in H*(RY), it follows from @II) and @I2) that {u,p.} is bounded in
H&(RY). Then

<Iv/] (Un), unpe) — 0,

13



as n — 0o, which implies

[ 8 (8)F o) do = |
RN RN
For any 7 > 0, by (H2) there exist p € (2,2%) and Cs > 0 such that
Vi .
tE(t) < =12 + 7]t]*~ + Ct]?,
2ko

which implies

S~

J(wn)un + 77)‘|un|23 - V(I)u%) pe dx
RN

/ (—u +Tk2|un| o + Coka|un|P + )\|un|2a —Viu? ) e dx
]RN

IN

Tk2|un| o + Cokalun|P + Mupy| a) e dz.

\

RN

Note that

[wlocas= [ jupeeds o P d,
B(x;,2¢) B(x;,2¢)

as n — oo and

/ |uolPe dx — 0,
B(mi,2€)

as € — 0, then

lim sup lim sup/ (nk(:z:)f(un)un + A, 2o — V(a:)ui) e dz
RN

e—0 n—o0

<(7kg + A) lim sup lim SUP/ [unl** pe d

e—0 n— oo

e—0

:(Tkg + )\)I/l

=(7k2 + ) lim sup/ e dv
RN

Letting 7 — 0, we get
lim sup lim sup/ (nk(x)f(un)un + A un]?e — V(x)ui) e dr < Avj.
e—0 n—o00 RN
By [22), we have

/ (=2) 3y - (~A)F (ungp.) da
// (U (2) = un(y)) (un (2)pe (z) — un(y)pe(y))
R2N

v — |N+2a

dxdy

//Rw ol |x__l;’|15v+)lfs dady + / /R N (un (2 ‘“n(|x>>_( y|§v+>2a e (y))u

It is easy to verify that

(un(z —un(y)) ‘Ps( ) /
dxd d

14

({0t + A1 — V(i) e i+ 0(1).

dxdy.

(3.13)

(3.14)



as n — oo and

/ e dp = p({z:)),
RN

as € — 0. Note that the Holder inequality implies

’//Rw U () — un(|33)_( y|§v+)2a ©e(y))un () dwdy}
g// [n(@) = un®)] - o=(@) = @@l Jun@)] 0

|z — y[N+2a

/2
)| (x) — e (y)|? '
<C (//R2N o= |N+2a dxdy .

Similar to the proof of ([B.), we have

. (z) — ¢ ()
lim lim //}R?N ¥z dxzdy = 0.

e—0n—o0

Then, combining B.I3) with (314)), we obtain that for any i € J,

p({zi}) < v

(2) Taking radially symmetric function xr as in Lemma 3.3, we could verify that {u,xr} is bounded in
HS(RY), hence
(I (un), unxr) — 0,

as n — 0o, which implies

/RN<—A>%un (=A) % (unxr) de = / (k@) (wn)un + A% = V(@)u2) xdz+o(1).  (3.15)
Similar to the proof of [BI4l), we get
lim sup lim sup/ (nk(:z:)fl (tn )t + NN |up | — k(a:)fg(un)un) XR AT < A\so. (3.16)
R—oco n—o0 RN

Notice that

/ —A)%u . (_A)%(unXR) dx

un () — un(y))’x un () — un(y)) (Xr(T) — XR(Y))Un(2)
//RM |x—y|N+2°f dwdy—l—//R2N [ — g dady.

It is easy to verify that

_ 2
lim sup lim sup // (un (@) = un(y))"xr(y) dxdy = s
R2N

R—o00 N—00 |.’II - y|N+2°‘

’ // <un<x>—un<z|/;>£xjgf+>2a Xr(Y))un (@) dxdy’w( // ||;ai |>N+;<a3<y>|2 dwdy)”?

Note that

and

. . (r) = xr(y))?
hjr%n_)solip hyrlri)solip //RW |x — ¥ dxdy
((1- —(1— 2
= lim sup lim sup // Xa(7)) — xz(y))) dxdy,
R—o0 n—oo R2N |=T - |N+2a

15



then, similar to the proof of ([B1), we obtain

2 _ (1 _ 2
lim sup lim sup // un (#)((1 XR(J:))N gl Xr(y))) dxdy = 0.
R—o00 n—00 R2N |z — y|N+2e

Combining this with (BI5) and (BI6]), we have
foo < AVoo.

Step 2: There exists A, > 0 such that for any 0 < A < A\, v; =0 for any ¢ € J and v, = 0. Suppose that there
exists ig € J such that v;, > 0 or vs, > 0, using Lemma 3.4 and Step 1 we obtain

Vig < (Sz;lu({wio}))2;/2 < (S(;l)\yio)2;/2

or
Voo < (S5 thoo) 2/ < (S Moo /2,

which implies
Vig > (SaA™1)%a/Gam?) (3.17)

or
Voo > (SqA™1)2a/(2a=2) (3.18)

By (H3), we have
21, 0) = (I n)o ) =0 | K@) ()it 2P () oA (1= 2/20) [ s da

2 * (6] *
>nA— oo dz > A= %o e da.
oA [l de 205 [l da

Letting n — oo, we obtain that 2C3 > A¢ [on @e dv. Since [,y p- dv — v, as € — 0, it follows that

(3.19)

205 > A%yio.

Similarly, we get
o
203 Z )\N Voo -

It follows from BIT) or (BI8) that

o * * «
905 > AL (S A "1)2a/(2i-2) — X gN/(20) \~(N—20)/(20)
3= N( ) N

which implies A > (g3)2%/ (V=20 520/2 £\

So the assumption 0 < A < A, gives a contradiction. Then, for any i € J, v; = 0 and v, = 0. Using [B3.4) we
obtain

limsup/ |un|?> da :/ |ug|?> d.
n—oo JRN RN

As |uy, — ug|? < 2% (Juy|?s + |ug|?*), it follows from the Fatou Lemma that

/ 22 o 5 :/ L inf(225 |un |25 + 22 uo 2 — [un — uo|2%) do
RN RN 7M—00

Shmmf/ (2% up [ + 2% Jug| % — |un — uo|®) dz

n—oo RN

=2%at1 / |ug|?e dx — limsup/ [ — ug|?e da,
RN n—oo JRN
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which implies limsup,,_, o [ux [tn — uo|?> dz = 0. Then
Un — ug in L2 (RY), as n — oo.

Note that I; (u,) — 0, it follows from (3.8), (3.9) and (B.10) that

lim sup/ [(—A) 2 u,|? dx
RN

n—r00

=lim sup (77/ E(x) f(un)un dz + 77)\/ |t da — / V(z)u2 da:)
n—oo RN RN RN
gn/ k(x) f(uo)uo dz + n)\/ |u0|2:< dx — / V(2)ud dx
RN RN RN

which implies
Jim K—A)%uﬂ2dx::/m|(—A)%ud2dx. (3.20)

Thus

limsup/ V(z)u? dx
RN

n—r00

= lim sup (77/ E(x) f(un)un da:—l—n)\/ || 2 da:—/ |(—A)%un|2daj)
n—oo RN RN RN

=77/ k(@) f (uo)uo dfC-HY)\/ |U0|22 dw—/ [(—A) % ug|? da
RN RN RN

:/ V(x)ul dz.
RN

As u,, — ug weakly in H¥(RY), it follows from (B20) that

lim [(—A)2 (uy, — uo)|* do + / V(2)(un — up)* dr =0,

n—oo RN RN
which implies u,, — ug in H*(RY). This completes the proof. O

Finally, we will show that the sequence {u,} of critical points for I,, is bounded and it is a (PS) sequence for

I. T hen, from Lemma 3.5 we obtain a nontrivial critical point for I. To show the boundedness of {u,}, we will
use the following Pohozaev type identity for (B.):
Let u € H*(RY) be a weak solution of ([B1), then

n

N —2 o
a/|@mmmM—N
2 Jan

u
2

(03

« 1
2o EV(x)uz) dx

(ko)) +
Y (3.21)

:/ M F(u)Vk - xde — l/ uw?VV -z dr.
RN 2 Jr~

In [12], using the a-harmonic extension, the authors prove the Pohozaev identity with subcritical nonlinearity. In
this paper, although the problem (BI)) involves critical nonlinearity |u|?«~2u, the potential functions V(z) and
k(x), similar to the proof of Pohozaev identity in [I2], we could also obtain the Pohozaev identity ([B.21), so we
do not provide the proof here.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (1) By Theorem 3.1, for almost every 7 € [7,1], there exists a bounded sequence
{unn} € HX(RY) such that I (uyn) = ¢y and I (uyn) = 0 in HX(RY), as n — co. By Lemma 3.2, 0 < ¢, < ¢o
for any n € [7,1]. We assume that |I,,(uy, )| < co + 1 for any n € N.
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Let A\, = (m)m/(]\]_h)&izm (see Step 2 in Lemma 3.5). If A € (0,\.), by Lemma 3.5, passing to a
subsequence if possible, there exists u, € HX(RY) \ {0} such that u, , — u, in H*(RY), as n — co. Then,
Iy (uy) = ¢ and I} (uy) = 0.

Let {n,} C [7,1] with n, 1 1 such that there exists u,, € H2(RYN)\ {0} satisfying I, (un) = ¢,, < co,
I}, (un) = 0. Then u, is a weak solution of the following equation

(=)t V(@)u = k() f1 (1) + naMuf*> 20,
By Pohozaev identity for the above equation, we get

N — 2«
2

/ |(—A)%un|2 dx — N/ <77nk(:1:)F1 (un) + 77;3|un|23 - §V($)ui) dx
RN RN a

1
:/ N F (un)VE - xde — - / uiVV -z d.
RN 2 RN

Note that F(t) > 0 for any ¢ € R, it follows from (V1) and (K2) that

[e3 1
/ |(=A)2uy,|* dv =NT,,, (u,) — / N F (un)VE - zdx + = / ulVV - xdr
. RN 2 Jun (3.22)
<NI,, (un) < Neo.

Using (3.2), for any £ > 0 we obtain
[ovenar=n [ (K@ +Nu) do— [ (8% u,P s
RN RN RN
< [ (k) S+ o) a
RN
< / ekou? dz + (k2C(€) + )\)/ un | dex.
RN RN

Taking e = V1 /(2k2), by H) and (3:22) we get

2° /2
/ uiszC/ |t | 2 dx§C</ |(—A)gun|2d:1:> <C.
RN RN RN

Then {u,} is bounded in H*(RY). Therefore, { [on k(z)F(un) dz+ 2 [on [un|?> dz} is bounded. It follows from
Remark 3.1 that as n — oo :

I(un) = Il(un) = Inn (un) + (77n - 1) ‘/RN k({E)F(Un) dx + (nn — 1)2% ‘/RN |Un|2z dr — cq.

For any ¢ € H*(RY), combining ([B2)), the Holder inequality with Theorem 2.1 we obtain

[ @) + M 5 0,)6

< / (kalund| + Clun|?|9]) dz
RN

(25,-1)/2,

<hllunllza )9l zecan) + Cllunl| s o 1161 2 e

<Cl|@l e @m)y-

Since

|un|23_2un¢ dz,
N

k() f(un) b + (1, — DA /

R

(T (tn), &) = (T, (n), &) = (T, (n), &) + (1n — 1) /

RN
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we get as n — 0o _ _
' (un) ] = sup{|(I' (un), )| : ||@]| e mry = 1} = 0.

For any 0 < A < A, passing to a subsequence, still denoted by {u,}, we assume that u,, — ug in H*(R"Y).
Then I(ug) = I1(up) = ¢1 and I'(ug) = I (ug) = 0. It follows that ug is a nontrivial weak solution.
(2) ug is nonnegative. In fact, it suffices to consider the following functionals on H® (R ):

1

=35 AN<|<—A>%UIQ +V(o)u®) dv — /RN k() F(u) dz — f [t
and
Ly (w) = %/}RN(K—A)%UF +V(x)u®) da — 77/RN k(x)F (u) dx — 772% /RN lut|? d,

where u™ = max{u, 0}.
Similar to the argument of (1), there exists a nontrivial weak solution ug of (II)). It is easy to verify that ug
is nonnegative. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

Acknowledgements

B. Zhang was supported by Natural Science Foundation of Heilongjiang Province of China (No. A201306) and
Research Foundation of Heilongjiang Educational Committee (No. 12541667) and Doctoral Research Foundation
of Heilongjiang Institute of Technology (No. 2013BJ15). D. Repovs was supported in part by the Slovenian
Research Agency grant P1-0292-0101.

References

[1] D. Applebaum, Lévy processes-from probalility to finance and quantum groups. Notices Amer. Math. Soc.
51 (2004) 1336-1347.

[2] G. Autuori, P. Pucci, Elliptic problems involving the fractional Laplacian in RY, J. Differential Equations
255 (2013) 2340-2362.

[3] G. Autuori, A. Fiscella, P. Pucci, Stationary Kirchhoff problems involving a fractional operator and a critical
nonlinearity, Nonlinear Anal. 125 (2015) 699-714.

[4] H. Brézis, L. Nirenberg, Positive solutions of nonlinear elliptic equations involving critical Sobolev exponents,
Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 36 (1983), 437-477.

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

[6] B. Barrios, E. Colorado, A. de Pablo, U. Sdnchez, On some critical problems for the fractional Laplacian
operator. J. Differential Equations 252 (2012) 6133-6162.

[7] B. Barrios, E. Colorado, R. Servadei, F. Soria, A critical fractional equation with concave-convex power
nonlinearities, Ann. I. H. Poincaré-AN 32 (2015) 875-900.

[8] V.I. Bogachev, Measure Theory, vol. II, xiv+575 pp, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2007.

[9] L. Caffarelli, J.L. Vazquez, Asymptotic behaviour of a porous medium equation with fractional diffusion,
Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. Ser. 29 (2011) 1393-1404.

[10] L. Caffarelli, L. Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian, Comm. Partial Differ-
ential Equations 32 (2007) 1245-1260.

19



[11] X. Cabré, Y. Sire, Nonlinear equations for fractional Laplacians, I: regularity, maximum principles, and
Hamiltonian estimates. Ann. I. H. Poincaré-AN 31 (2014) 23-53.

[12] X.J. Chang, Z.-Q. Wang, Ground state of scalar field equations involving a fractional Laplacian with general
nonlinearity, Nonlinearity 26 (2013) 479-494.

[13] E. Di Nezza, G. Palatucci, E. Valdinoci, Hitchhiker’s guide to the fractional Sobolev spaces. Bull. Sci. Math.
136 (2012) 521-573.

[14] S. Dipierro, G. Palatucci, E. Valdinoci, Existence and symmetry results for a schrodinger type problem
involving the fractional Laplacian. Le Matematiche 68 (2013) 201-216.

[15] P. Felmer, A. Quaas, J. G. Tan, Positive solutions of the nonlinear schrodinger equation with the fractional
Laplacian. Proceedings of the Royal Society of Edinburgh A 142 (2012) 1237-1262.

[16] A. Fiscella, E. Valdinoci, A critical Kirchhoff type problem involving a nonlocal operator, Nonlinear Anal.
94 (2014) 156-170.

[17] B. H. Feng, Ground states for the fractional Schrodinger equation. Electronic Journal of Differential Equa-
tions 2013 (2013) 1-11.

[18] Y.X. Hua, X.H. Yu, On the ground state solution for a critical fractional Laplacian equation. Nonlinear
Anal. 87 (2013) 116-125.

[19] L. Jeanjean, On the existence of bounded Palais-Smale sequences and application to a Landesman-Lazer
type problem set on R, Proc. R. Soc. Edinb. A 129 (1999) 787-809.

[20] L. Jeanjean, K. Tanaka, A positive solution for a nonlinear schrédinger equation on RV, Indiana Univ. Math.
J. 54 (2005) 443-464.

[21] W. Krawcewicz, W. Marzantowicz, Some remarks on the Lusternik-Schnirelman method for non-
differentiable functionals invariant with respect to a finite group action, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 20 (1990),
1041-1049.

[22] N. Laskin, Fractional quantum mechanics and Lévy path integrals, Phys. Lett. A 268 (2000) 298-305.
[23] N. Laskin, Fractional Schrodinger equation, Phys. Rev. E 66, 056108 (2002).

[24] G. Molica Bisci, V. Radulescu, Ground state solutions of scalar field fractional for Schrodinger equations,
Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 54 (2015) 2985-3008.

[25] G. Molica Bisci, V. Radulescu, R. Servadei, Variational methods for nonlocal fractional problems, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 2016.

[26] G. Molica Bisci, D. Repovs, Higher nonlocal problems with bounded potential, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 420
(2014) 591-601.

[27] G. Molica Bisci, D. Repovs, On doubly nonlocal fractional elliptic equations, Rend. Lincei Mat. Appl. 26
(2015) 161-176.

[28] G. Molica Bisci, R. Servadei, Lower semicontinuity of functionals of fractional type and applications to
nonlocal equations with critical Sobolev exponent, Adv. Differential Equations 20 (2015) 635-660.

[29] P.L. Lions, The concentration-compactness principle in the calculus of variations. The locally compact case,
I, IT Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Lineaire 1 (1984) 223-283.

[30] G. Palatucci, A. Pisante, Improved Sobolev embeddings, profile decomposition, and concentration-
compactness for fractional Sobolev spaces. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 50 (2014) 799-829.

20



[31] P. Pucci, S. Saldi, Critical stationary Kirchhoff equations in R¥ involving nonlocal operators, Rev. Mat.
Iberoam. 32 (2016) 1-22.

[32] P. Pucci, M. Q. Xiang, B. L. Zhang, Multiple solutions for nonhomogeneous Schrodinger—Kirchhoff type
equations involving the fractional p-Laplacian in RY, Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations 54 (2015)
2785-2806.

[33] P. Pucci, M.Q. Xiang, B.L. Zhang, Existence and multiplicity of entire solutions for fractional p-Kirchhoff
equations, Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 5 (2016) 27-55.

[34] G. Palatucci, A. Pisante, Y. Sire, Subcritical approximation of a yamabe type nonlocal equation: a Gamma-
convergence approach, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. 5 (2015) 1-22.

[35] X. Ros-Oton, J. Serra, The Pohozaev identity for the fractional Laplacian, Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 213
(2014) 587-628.

[36] Z. Shen, F. Gao, On the existence of solutions for the critical fractional Laplacian equation in RY, Abstract
and Applied Analysis 2014 (2014) 1-10.

[37] X. Shang, J. Zhang, Ground states for fractional Schrodinger equations with critical growth, Nonlinearity
27 (2014) 187-207.

[38] X. Shang, J. Zhang, Y. Yang, On fractional Schrédinger equation in RY with critical growth, J. Math. Phys.
54 (2013), 121502, 20pp.

[39] R. Servadei, E. Valdinoci, The Brézis—Nirenberg result for the fractional Laplacian, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
367 (2015) 67-102.

[40] R. Servadei, E. Valdinoci, On the spectrum of two different fractional operators, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh
Sect. A 144 (2014) 831-855.

[41] R. Servadei, E. Valdinoci, Fractional Laplacian equations with critical Sobolev exponent, Revista Matematica
Complutense 28 (2015) 655—676.

[42] S. Secchi, Ground state solutions for the fractional Schrédinger equations in R, J. Math. Phys. 54 (2013),
031501, 17pp.

[43] S. Secchi, On fractional Schrodinger equations in R without the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition, Topo-
logical Methods in Nonlinear Analysis 47 (2016) 19-41.

[44] K. Teng, X. He, Ground state solutions for fractional Schrodinger equations with critical Sobolev exponent,
Communications on Pure and Applied Analysis 15 (2016) 991-1008.

[45] J.L. Vézquez, Nonlinear diffusion with fractional Laplacian operators, Nonlinear Partial Differential Equa-
tions, Abel Symposia 7 (2012) 271-298.

[46] M.Q. Xiang, B.L. Zhang, M. Ferrara, Existence of solutions for Kirchhoff type problem involving the non-
local fractional p-Laplacian, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 424 (2015) 1021-1041.

[47] M.Q. Xiang, B.L. Zhang, X.Y. Guo, Infinitely many solutions for a fractional Kirchhoff type problem via
Fountain Theorem, Nonlinear Anal. 120 (2015) 299-313.

[48] X. Zhang, B.L. Zhang, M.Q. Xiang, Ground states for fractional Schrédinger equations involving a critical
nonlinearity, Adv. Nonlinear Anal. 5 (2016) 293-314.

21



	1 Introduction and main result
	2 The Variational Setting
	3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

