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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in the existence and blow-up behavior of solutions with normalized
L?mnorm (i.e., L?-norm equals 1) for the following type elliptic problem

— <a—|—b/ |Vu|2d:1:> Au+V(z)u = BlulPu+ \u, =z eRY, (1.1)
RN

where 1 < N <4, A € R\ {0}, a and b are positive constants, 8 > 0, V(z) € C(RY,R"), p € (0,2* —2)
with 2* = J\%—Z_\g if N =3,4and 2* = 400 if N = 1,2. ([[J) is a steady-state equation of certain type
of generalized Kirchhoff equation, which is usually called a Kirchhoff type elliptic equation. Classical
Kirchhoff equation was proposed in [I5], which is essentially a modified one dimensional wave equation
and can be used to give a more accurate description on the transversal oscillations of a stretched string,
see e.g., [1} [6] [15] for more backgrounds and related results on the classical Kirchhoff equations.

Over the last decade, much attention has been paid to the Kirchhoff type elliptic equation (IJ), for
examples, when V() is a nonnegative constant, the existence of radial solutions of (IT]) was proved in [14]
for p > 2. He and Zou in [13] studied (LI with A = 0 and p € (2,4), in which the mountain pass theorem
and the Nehari manifold were directly used to obtain a positive ground state solution to (III). For the
case p € (0, 1], He and Li [11] obtained a positive ground state solution to (ILI]) by constructing a special
Palais-Smale sequence. Problem (1) with A = 0 and p € (1,4) was discussed in [I§] and a positive ground
state solution was found by solving a constrained minimization over a Nehari-Pohozaev type manifold.
Note that when b = 0, problem (1) is related to the so-called Gross-Pitaevskii equation which arises in
the study of Bose-Einstein condensates, see e.g.,[5, [7]. In the case of b = 0, the solutions with normalized
L2-norm, i.e., L?>-norm is equal to 1, have special interest in physics [8, 24] and the existence of this kind
of solutions has been established in [8 [24] for (L) with N = 2 and p = 2. Particularly, some detailed
analysis on the asymptotic behavior of this kind of solutions were also discussed in [8] as 8 approaches a
critical value. Motivated by [8], the authors of [9] studied the behavior of normalized solutions of (I1]) for
fixed 8 and b = 0, but p 2. Some more generalizations on the results of [9] can be founded in [25] 26].
Recently, also inspired by [8], in papers [22], 23] 27] the authors studied the existence of solution u with
|lullrz = ¢ (¢ > 0 is a constant) for the Kirchhoff type elliptic problem (II)) with 8 = 1 and V(z) = 0,

*Corresponding author.
Email address: H.L.Guo: gfguohelin@126.com; Y.M.Zhang: zhangyimin@Qwhut.edu.cn; H.S.Zhou: hszhou@whut.edu.cn.
This work was supported by NFSC Grants 11471331, 11501555 and 11471330).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.02445v3

and their results show that the existence of this kind solutions depend heavily on the constant c. The
main aim of this paper is to extend the results of [8] [, 25] on problem (LIl with b = 0 (local case) to the
nonlocal case (i.e. b # 0), that is, we are interested in the existence and asymptotic behavior of solutions
with normalized L2-norm for problem (II)) when b # 0 and p approaches the critical value p* = 8 . For
this purpose, we consider the following constrained minimization problem:

_ B
ds(p) = inf BJ(w) (1.2)
where
a b 2
Eg(u) = —/ |Vu|*de + — (/ |Vu|2dx) + —/ V(x)uide — —— luPt2dz, (1.3)
2 ]RN 4 ]RN 2 RN RN

S1 = {u eH: / |u|?dx = 1} with H £ {u € H'(RY): / V(z)udr < oo} (1.4)
RN RN

Clearly, H = H*(RY) if V(z) = 0. Moreover, if N > 3, then p € (0, x5/ is necessary to ensure that the
functional given by (L3]) is well defined in H. On the other hand, for any fixed uy € Si, it is easy to see
that ug(z) = 02 ug(ox) € Sy for any o > 0, but

Eg(ug) — —00 aso — +oo, ifp> N’
this means that dg(p) = —oo if p > %. Therefore, throughout the paper, we always assume that

fN>3= N <4

8
0<p< N and p < N _3
These implies that N can be 1,2, 3 or 4. Note that N < 4 is essentially required in [22], (see the derivation
of (2.6) in [22]). When V(z) =0 and N < 4, by almost the same tricks as that of [22], we know that (T2))
has no minimizers for all 8 > 0 1f P > 3, but there exists 3* > 0 such that (LZ) has a minimizer if and
only if 3 € (8*,+00) as p € (0, %], or B 6 [8%,400) as p € (+, ~)- However, using the methods of [22],
B* can be calculated only for p € (0, ] In this paper, we successfully obtain the explicit expression of
p* forallp € (0, %) and 1 < N < 4. We mention that, when V(z) = 0 in (L2)), although the existence
of minimizers for (L2]) is essentially proved in [22] 23] (N < 3), here we provide a very simple and direct
proof for the existence of minimizers of ([L2)) with V(z) =0, and N = 4 is also included, see section 2.
Comparing to the case of V(z) = 0, the other aim of the paper is to know whether there is any new
phenomena for problem ([2) when V(z) # 0. In fact, our results of this paper show that the situation
of (L2) with V(z) # 0 is totally different from that of V(z) = 0. Roughly speaking, we prove that (L.2))
has always a minimizer for all 3 > 0 when p € (0, %), and there exists #* > 0 such that (L2) with
p = % has a minimizer if and only if 8 € (0, 8*], and 8* can be given explicitly, see our Theorems
and [[3 Moreover we establish a detailed analysis on the asymptotic behavior of the minimizer of (2])
asp N p* , see our Theorem
For statmg our results, we introduce the following semilinear elliptic equation:

N
—TpAu-i-(l—i-g@—N))u—upH:O, seRN, 1< N<4 0<p<2 -2 (1.5)

it is well-known that this equation has a unique (up to translations) positive solution ¢, € H'(RY),
which is radially symmetric and decays exponentially at infinity, see e.g., [10} 17, [20].

Theorem 1.1 If V(z) =0, p € (0,p*] with p* = % and 1 < N < 4, let

0, if 0<p<+,
- 4 . s
ﬂp = a||¢P||L2) Zf b= N (16)
8—Np Np—4
1 1 . «
Wenlts(s25) © (m=) © 0 F w<p<pr =%



and

8
- %||¢;D* 527 ZfNS3a p:p*a
B = (1.7)
b527 lfN =4, p:p*7
where ¢, is the unique positive solution of (1.7) and
\V/ 2
- u!“ > 0. (1.8)
ueD2(RY) ||ul|74
Then,
(i) Forp € (0,%), problem [L2) has a minimizer if and only if
B> B, with 0 < o4 3>5 th £ o< 8 (1.9)
i —, or ith — —. .
r A A

Therefore, under the condtions of ([L9), problem (1) has always a positive solution u € H'(RN) with
lu|lpz =1 for some A < 0.
(i) For p=p*(= +), (LA has no minimizers for any 3 > 0.

Let !
Bp = 3lIellTzs (1.10)

where ¢, is the unique positive solution of (L5]). Then, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2 Let 0 <p < p* and 1 < N < 4. If V(x) satisfies

0% V(z) e CRY,RT), lim V(z)=o00 and inf V(z)=0. (1.11)

|z|— 00 zERN
Then, for any fized 8 > 0, problem (L2) has at least one minimizer.

When N = 4, since p* + 2 = 2" = 4 is the Sobolev critical exponent, then we have to confront
simultaneously the noncompactness problems caused by the unboundedness of the domain RY and the
Sobolev critical growth. In this case, it is well-known that even the embedding of the radially symmetric
space of H into L?" (R*) is not compact. For these reasons, we can prove the following results only for
N <3.

Theorem 1.3 If 1 < N < 3 and V() satisfies the condition (LII)) Then, for p = p*, we have
(i) dg(p*) > 0 and (L) has at least one minimizer if 0 < B < By 2 L|dp-||75.
(ii) dg(p*) = —o0 and ([L2)) has no minimizers if B > Bpe.
Based on the above existence results, our following theorem gives some asymptotic properties of the
minimizers of (L2)) as p ~ p*.
Theorem 1.4 For any given 8 € (0,8,+) and 1 < N < 3, let V(z) satisfy (LI1) and let u, € S1 be a

nonnegative minimizer of problem (L2) for each p € (0,p*). Then, there is a subsequence of {uy}, still
denoted by {up}, such that, for some ug € H,

dg(p) = dg(p™) and wup, — ug stronglyin H asp /' p*.
Moreover, ug € Sy is a minimizer of dg(p*).

For any fixed 8 > 8,-, we know that there exists a positive constant m ( independent of p) such that

% >m > 1. Then, it follows from 5, = B,- as p /* p* that

<ﬁf§*)m — +o0 asp ' p~. (1.12)

Using the fact of ([([LI2)), we have the following theorem, which describes the concentration behavior of
minimizers for (L2) as p ' p*.



Theorem 1.5 For any fized f > Sy« and 1 < N < 3, let V(z) satisfy (L1I) and let u, be a nonnegative
minimizer of (L2) for each p € (0,p*). Then, for any sequence of {u,} with p / p*, there exist
{Ye,} C RY and yo € RN such that
— 1 1N
lim €5 Up(€p® + €pYe,) = ———@p= (|2 —yo|) in H (RT),
p/'p 1 6p- [l 2

where

~ 1=
€p = <Bﬂp*> — 0.
pD

Moreover, {yc,} satisfies epyc, — 20 as p /' p*, and zo is a global minimal point of V (x), i.e., V(z0) = 0.

2 Existence and nonexistence for (I[.2) with V(z) =0

In this section, we prove first Theorem [[.1] and then establish some energy estimates which are required
in next section. Before going to the proofs, we recall the following Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [21]

P2 p+2
42 >
L 2(|ép 17

where ¢, is given in (). Moreover, by (5] and the Pohozaev identity, we know that

2+£(2—-N)

Np
[[ul IVull 5 llullz , N>21,0<p<2" -2, (2.1)

2
2 2 2 +2
de = | |Vo,|dz, do = —2_ P2y, 2.9
[ tdo= [ VoPin [ gt = — [ o, pa 2.2
When V(x) = 0, for the sake of simplicity, we rewrite (L2) as follows:
ds(p) = int E](u) (2.3)
u€eS,
where Eg is given by
~ a b B
Ej(u) =< [ |Vul’dz+ - / Vul?dr ) — —— P2 2.4
s =5 [ vepass 3 ([ wupar) < 2o et (2.4

and
S = {u € H'(RYN): / lul?da = 1} .
RN
Clearly, dg(p) is well defined and
Jlg(p) <0 forall 5 >0, and Jlg(p) =0 for all 5 <0. (2.5)

In fact, for any 8 > 0 and u € Sy, using 1) and the definition of ([24]) we see that

_ 2 %
EP (u) > g/ |Vu|2dx+9 (/ |Vu|2dx) - Lp (/ |Vu|2dx) : (2.6)
2 RN 4 RN 2||¢p||L2 RN

this implies that Eg is bounded from below on S since 0 < p < % and 0 < % < 2, and ([23) is well
defined. By (2.0) , it is obvious that gﬁ(p) > 0 for all B < 0. Moreover, taking v € S; and letting
w(z) = t> u(tz)(t > 0), then u; € S and

~ ~5 at? ) bt .\ Bt -
dg(p) < E(ur) = — |Vu|*de + — |Vul?de | — —— |uPT™*dx — 0 ast— 0. (2.7)
p 2 RN 4 RN p+ 2 RN

Hence, (23) is proved.



Lemma 2.1 Let 1 < N <4 and p € (0, %) Then, glvg(p) <0 if and only if B > Bp, where Bp is defined
by ([L8). Moreover, dg(p) =0 for all B < B, and p € (0, &).

Proof. We prove this lemma by three cases: Case 1. p € (0, ) Case 2. p = N and Case 3. p € (N, N)
The first two cases can be proved by similar way to that of Lemma 2.3 in [22]. But, for the third case,

we have to use a new approach which allows us to get an explicit expression of 3, and to include NV = 4,
these are impossible by following [22].

Case 1: p € (0, 4) In this case, 0 < &2 <2andﬂp_0by(|]EI) then(lﬂ)showsthatdg( ) < 0 for
a116>0—ﬁp, andd,g( )—Ofora11ﬁ<0—ﬁpbym
Case 2: p= N' In this case, Bp 64 /N by (6], and we have two different situations.
o If 3 < B3,, then dg(p) = 0 for each 8 < 3,. Indeed, let u € Sy, it follows from(ZI) and (ZH) that
EP(u) > M/ |Vu|*dx + b (/ |Vu|2dgc)2 > 0, note now that Np/4 =1 in ([2.6)
P - ) )
2617 RN 4 RN
hence, élvﬁ( ) > 0, and then dg( ) = 0 since [2.3).
o If 3> f3,, then ds(p) < 0. In fact, let ¢, be given by () and set

N
up = M, for t > 0, (2.8)
16pll 2
then u; € Sy and it follows from (Z2) that
¢ Vo, |*d
/ Va2 = L dw [V9pl*dz Soldr_ (2.9)
RN 16pll72
Np Np
/ gy = L Je 90l (04 2t (2.10)
RN lépli72* 2l Iz
Note that, in this case, p = = and p = 2. Hence,

~ a I} b
Eg(ut) = <§ - j) t2 + Zt4
2||¢p||g2

~ 2 ~
g%Eﬁ:—%(ﬁ—l) <0if B> B,.

Therefore, dg (p) 5
P

Case 3: p € (

~ a b ﬂ Np
EP(u) ==t + —t*— — 7. 2.11
p ) =5 T S, T (2.1)

Note now that % <p<wxand2< % < 4. By Young inequality, we know that

ft) t2+bt4 (at2> 1(bL4>q1:t2+2ql(i)p1(i)q1
2 4 2p1 4qq 21 i )

where p; +¢1=1 and the equality holds if and only if % = ZL;. If we let 2¢; = % —2, then 2p; = 4— %
and

Z]oo

||I>

N 2a e b Ne-4
P 4
t)y>tz2 | — . 2.12
1) = Q(S—Np) (Np—4) (212)
So, in the case of p € (%, %), we define
. 20\ b\ N
_ p
=20l (o) (moa) (2.13)



Then, there are two different situations have to be considered.
~ 2 4
o If 5 > B, we choose ty such that % = Y0 then

T dq?
b 8 .
~ ~ a Np tn2 ~
da(p) < EP(uy,) = =2 + —t& — t? = ——2 B, —B) <0.
o) = By () = 50+ 300~ 3,17, 0" = Ao, P P

o If 3 < 3, it follows from (ZIZ) and [ZI3) that, for any u € Sy,

2
~ a b I5)
EB(u) = = 2da 4 — / R ) Jp— p+2g
5 () 2/RN|Vu| x+4(RN|Vu| v) = R

Np

Bt L)
> Vul“dx >0,
NonlTs s IV

that is, CZB (p) > 0. Using the fact of (23], we see that C?B (p) =0 for any 8 < Ep.
So, the lemma is proved by combining all the above cases. O

Lemma 2.2 If 1< N <4 andp=p* = %. Then, gg(p*) =0 forall B < Ep*, and gg(p*) = —o0 for all
B > Bp+, where By« is defined by (LT).

Proof: For 1 < N < 3, this lemma can be proved similarly to that of [22] Lemma 2.4] where N = 4 is
not allowed. In fact, for 1 < N < 3, simply replacing p and ¢, in (2.8) by p* and ¢,- respectively, we
still have (2.9)-(2I1]), but we note now that p = p* = 8/N and % =4, then (ZI1)) becomes

b B

~ a
Ef(w) = -t + (= — s
b 4 2|gpll7-

) )4, for any t > 0,

using this fact and the definition of Bp* in (7)), it is easy to see that the lemma is true for 1 < N < 3.

However, if N = 4, the power p = p* = 8/ N = 2 becomes the critical Sobolev exponent, in this case,
although we still have unique solution ¢,« (up to translations) for equation (LH), but now ¢,- ¢ L?(R%)
and the above procedures for 1 < N < 3 do not work anymore. So, when N = 4, we have to redefine Ep*

as in (7). Then, for any § € (O,Bp*] and p* = & = 2, by using (L.8) we have

> 2
Eg* (u) > % </]RN |Vu|2d:1:> >0, for all u € Sy,
this together with (Z7) imply that ds(p*) = 0 for all 8 < B,-.

On the other hand, for any 5 > B,«, let

2v2

_ 4
_1+|$|2, x € R,

Ulx)
By [20, Theorem 1.42], we know that U(x) is a minimizer for S and U(x) satisfies
/ |VU (2)|*dx :/ |U(z)|*dx = S?, (2.14)
R4 R4

where S is defined by (L8]). Taking n(z) € C§°(R*) and 0 < n(z) < 1 such that n(z) = 1 if |z| < 1,
n(xz) = 01if |z| > 2, and |Vn(x)| < Cp. Letting

ur(x) = A;m2n(x)U (1),

where A; is chosen so that ||u.||% = 1. Then, we have

/ |up (2))2dz = Az/ (E)U2(2)dr = 1. (2.15)
R4 R4 T



Since U(z) ¢ L?(R*), there exists a constant M > 0 such that

/ nQ(E)U2(:E)d:E > / U?(z)dx — +00 as T — 400 (2.16)
R4 T |z| <7
and
/ nQ(E)U2(:E)d:E < / U?(z)dx < M In27 as 7 large enough. (2.17)
R4 T |z| <271

By (ZT8)-@2I7), we know that

1
A2 5 0as7— +oo and AZIn2r > ST large enough. (2.18)
Using (2.14) and 218), we have
/ ul(x)de = AiT4/ 774(£)U4(x)dx > A.,4_T4/ U*(2)dz, (2.19)
R4 R4 T |z|<T

/ Vs (o) Pz = A2 4/ V(@)U (r2) + m0(2) VU (r2)|?dz < A272S2 + O(A27). (2.20)

Since 5 > [3]0*, it follows from (2.I4) and (2I8)-2.20) that

ds(p*) < Eb. (uy) < gAZT2S2 A4T <bS4 8 e U4(x)dx> + O(AL ). (2.21)

Then, by 2I4) and [2I8), we have
A% = A2 ln2Tln o +oo and bS*—p e U*(x)dr — S*(bS? — B) <0 as T — +oo.  (2.22)
Hence, by 221)), 222) and let 7 — 400, we see that Jg(p*) = —oo for all 8 > Ep*. a

Lemma 2.3 Let u € HY(RY) (N > 1), then there exists a nonnegative, non-increasing function u* €

HYRYN) such that
/ |u*|Pde = / |u|Pdx
RN RN

/|Vu*|2dx§/ |Vu|*dz.
RN RN

Proof. The proof of the lemma can be found in [2] appendix A.III]. O

for all1 < p < oo and

Lemma 2.4 [/, Proposition 1.7.1] Let {u,} C HX(RN) be a bounded sequence. If N > 2 or if u,(z) is a
non-increasing function of || for every n > 0, then there exist a subsequence {un, k>0 and u € H}(RY)
such that w,, — u as k — oo in LYRN) for g € (2, 225) if N >3, or g € (2,400) if N =1,2.
Lemma 2.5 If V(z)=0,p€ (0,%), 1< N <4 and gg(p) < 0. Then, (L2) has at least a nonnegative
minimizer.

Proof. Let {u,} C S; be a minimizing sequence of Jﬂ( ), then it is easy to know that {u,} is bounded
in HY(RY) by using (Z6) and dg(p) < 0. By Lemma 23] we know that there exists {u}} C Hl(RN)

which are nonnegative, non-increasing function and {u}} C Sy is also a minimizing sequence for d@( ).
Moreover, {u®} is still bounded in H}(RY). By Lemma [24] there exist a subsequence, still denoted by
{uz}, and some ug € H}(RY) such that

E3

uf 2 ug weakly in HYRY), and u = ug strongly in LI(RY) (2.23)

n



for g € (2,255) if N >3, or ¢ € (2,+00) if N =1,2.

We claim that ug # 0. Otherwise, (Z23)) implies that
/ |uf [PT2dx — 0 as n — +oo. (2.24)
RN

Then, by the definition of ([Z4]) we know that

2
. a * 2 b * 2 7
0< Jim [5 fowetare g ([ i) ] S

a contradiction. Hence, ug #Z 0 and

Ef(up) < lim EP(u}) = ds(p) < 0. (2.25)

n—r oo

Let v = |Juo||%2, then v € (0,1] and u,(z) := uo(y~z) € Sy. Hence, it follows from (2.25) that

5 ay ! 2 by~ 2 2.\ B p+2
dﬂ( ) < Ey(uy) = 5 » [Vuo|“dx + 1 o [Vuo|*dx | — T2 Jun [uo|Pdx

p+2)
= ar¥ / |Vuo|?da + by* ! / |Vuo|?da i __B luo[PH2dx| (2.26)
2 N 4 RN p+ 2 RN

<

this implies that % < 1 since Jg (p) < 0. Then, v > 1 and |Jug||rz = 1. Hence, (225 implies that ug is
a minimizer of Jg (p). Moreover, by the definition of Jg (p), we know that |ug| is also a minimizer, so we

may assume that dg(p) has a nonnegative minimizer. O
Now, we are ready to prove our Theorem [L.1] B
Proof of Theorem [I.3]: (i) When p € (0,8/N), it follows from Lemma [Z1] that dg(p) = 0 for all

b < ﬁp, which then shows that dﬂ( ) has no any minimizer for all § < Bp Otherwise, if there exists

B8 < Bp such that dﬂ( ) has a minimizer u € S, that is, E'@( ) = dﬂ( ) = 0, and then, by § < Bp and
the definition of ([23)) we see that

0=d3z

5, () < Elr(u) < Ef(u) =0,

which is impossible. Particularly, if p € (0,4/N ] we claim that dﬂ( ) has no minimizer even for g = Ep.
In fact, by the definition (LE) we know that Bp = 0 for p € (0,4/N) and Bp > 0 for p = 4/N. If
8= ﬁp = 0 and there is a minimizer ug for d@( ), we then have up = 0 by using 28) and the fact that
673( ) = Eﬂ(uo) = 0, which leads to a contradiction since uo € S;. On the other hand, for p = , we
know also that dﬂ( ) =0 for 8 = Bp, if there exists ug € S such that Eg (wo) = CZB (p) = 0. Then, using
@) and the value of Bp for p = + in (LG), we have

2
a 9 b 9 153 244 a/ 9
- \Y% der + — \Y% d = — dr < — V d
2 /RN | UOl v 4 (/]RN | U0| SL’) 2+ —;\lf RN |U0| T 2 RN | UOl “

this implies that ug = 0, which contradicts ug € §1 . _
Now, we come to prove the existence. When p € (0, %) and 8 > [, as a straightforward consequent

of Lemmas 2.1] and 2.5] we know that Jﬂ( ) has a nonnegative minimizer. When g = Ep, we know that
dﬁp( p) = 0 by Lemma Il In what follows, we show that, if p € (+, £), ds (p) = 0 has also a minimizer.
Let 8, = Bp 5 with 1 < n € Z, then, for each £,,, Lemmas 2] and tell us that there exists

Uy € §1 such that _ _
dg, (p) = EJ" (un) <0, (2.27)



and {u,,} is bounded in H!(RM). It follows from Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 that there exists u}, € HY(RN)N .S,

which is also a minimizer of Jﬁn (p) and {u}} C H}(RY) is bounded. Hence, there is ug € H}(RY) such
that

uf = ug weakly in HYRY), and u} = uo strongly in L9 (RY), (2.28)

for ¢ € (2, 2%) if N >3, or q € (2,400) if N = 1,2. Since 3, = Bp + 1, by the definition of Egn (uk)
and (Z217) we have
~ 1

~(p) — P20 < EPr (yF) = d : 2.2
B5,0) = gy [ il 2o < B ) = i, (p) <0 (229)

Note that Jﬁp (p) = 0 by Lemma 2] we then follows from (2.29) that

Jgn (p) >0 asn— +oo. (2.30)

For ug given in [2.28), we claim that ug # 0. Otherwise, if [, |uj|PT2dz — 0 as n — oo, then by ([2.30),
we have 2 [0 [Vui|?dz + & ([ |Vu:;|2dx)2 — 0 as n — oo, that is, Jan |Vu~:;|2dx — 0 asn — oo.
Therefore, using 2.6) for u}, and 8, by 1 < Np/4 < 2 we know that dg, (p) = E5=(u};) > 0 for n large
enough, this however contradicts [229)). So, ug # 0. Moreover, it follows from ([Z28)) that 0 < |Jugl|r2 < 1

and . ~
EPr(uo) < lim EP"(uf,) = 0. (2.31)

n—oo

Let v = [Juol|3., then v € (0,1] and u,(z) := u(y~¥z) € Sy. If 4 # 1, ie., 0 < v < 1, similar to the
derivation of (Z26]) we have

~ ~3 1ray® byl 2 7
d; (p)SEﬁp(uv):—[&/ Vo 2da + L / Vo2 ) — 2 / o [+ 2da
B p 2 RN 4 RN RN

Y p+2
1~~
< ;Efjp(uo) <0, by v <1 and 31,

that is, JEP (p) < 0. However, Jép (p) = 0 by Lemma 1l So, |lug|/z2 = v = 1 and then, using (Z.31]), we
know that ug is a minimizer of dBp (p)(=0).

If w is a minimizer of élvﬁ (p), it is well-known that there is a lagrange multiplier A € R such that

- <a + b/ |Vu|2d:1:> A = SlulPu+ Au.
RN

Since |lu||r2 = 1, multiplying « both sides in the above equation and integrating , we have

2
A= a/ |Vu|?de + b (/ |Vu|2dx) - B/ lu[Pt2dz. (2.32)
RN RN RN

Moreover, u satisfies the following Pohozaev identity [I§]
N -2 b(N — 2 > BN N
M/ |Vul*dz + bN = 2) / |Vul*dz | — SN |u|PT2de = =)\,
2 RN 2 RN p + 2 RN 2
which together with ([2:32)) imply that
(N-2)bp-46
2(p+2) R

This shows that, for some A < 0, (IT]) has a nonnegative solution w > 0 with |lu||z2 = 1 and we know
also that u > 0 by the strong maximum principle. B
(ii) For p = %, by Lemma it is clear that dg(p*) has no minimizer for any 8 > (,-. Suppose that

A= lu[Pt2dz < 0.
N



there exists some 8 < Ep* such that élvﬁ (p*) has a minimizer ug € Sy, then by Jg (p*) = 0 (Lemma 2.2])
and (L) if N =4, or @) if N <3, we have

2 2
a 2 b 2 s 2+ £ b / 2
= d - d = dr < — d
2/RN'V“O' “4</RN'V“O' "””) 2+ 8 AV L

that is, ug = 0, which is impossible. Hence, (IB (p*) has no minimizer for all g < Ep*, either. O
In the end of this section, we give some estimates on dg(p), which are required in section 3.

Lemma 2.6 For p € (0,p*) and B, in (LI0O), let Jlg (p) be defined in 23). Then, for any fized B > By
and 1 < N < 3, we have

*

)M(l—i—o(l)) and Jﬂ(p)—>—oo asp S p*.

4p Bpp*

Proof. Let u € Sy, then , it follows from (LI0) and @21)) that

~ b > B
EB(u) = ﬂ/ 2 o / 2 _ P p+2
() 5 Jon |Vu|*dx + 1\ |Vu|*dx 252 Jon |u|PT=dx

>t (/ |Vu|2dx)2 __B_ (/ |Vu|2dx) ’ (2.33)
4 RN 2||¢p||ZL)2 RN
b Y ks
=- Vul?dz ) — — Vul?*d :
(L) =5 (o veee)
Denoting
2 b b3
/ |Vul?dz | =r and h(r) & -r — —r% (r > 0), (2.34)
RN 4 45,
by simple computation, we know that the function h has a unique minimum at r :=r, with
rp & ( op ) 2.35
p ﬂpp* ( )
That is,
o
b(p™ — p) ( Bp )ﬁ
h(r) > h(r,) = — . 2.36
(1) 2 hiry) =~ (5 (236)

Then, [233) and ([2:36]) shows that

ds(p) > —

)

M(ﬁ)%

4p Bpp*

and we have a lower bound for dNB (p). Now, we come to estimate the upper bound for Jlg (p).

N
Let uy =+ Ltj) for ¢ > 0, then [,y ufdz = 1. Similar to 23) and 2.I0), we have

ol
~ b b3 »
EB(uy) = 242 4 244 = 22 44y
p(Ut) 2 + 4 461) ( )
-
Taking t* = (5; ) " 7" then
= a ( Bp \*¥ 0 bt —p) (Bp \7F
Ef = S S A . 2.37
p(w) 2 (ﬂpp*) 4p Bpp* (2:37)
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By ([I12), we know that

~— —0 asp 7p".

Then, using (Z3T) we see that

p*

) o),

ds(p) < B (uy) = " —p) < Bp

4p Bpp*

So, we finish the proof of the lemma. (I

3 Caseof V(z)#0

In this section, we come to prove Theorems [[.2H[.5l For this purpose, we first recall an embedding
theorem which can be found in [I9] Theorem XIII.67] or [3| Theorem 2.1], etc.

Lemma 3.1 For any N > 1, let V(x) satisfy the condition (LII)), then the embedding from H into
Li(RN)(2 < g < 2%) is compact. O

Proof of Theorem : For any fixed 8 > 0, 0 < p < p* and u € S, it follows from (LI0) and (1))
that

2
Ef (u) 2/ |Vu|2d;v+é</ |Vu|2d:1c> —l—l/ V(x)u%i:t—i/ |ulP T2 da
2 RN 4 RN 2 RN p+2 RN
N (3.1)

a b S| B ES
- Vu2da:+—</ Vqu:L“> +—/ quzdx—7</ Vu2d3:) )
5w g ([ 1wu 3 Jo V= g o 1V

Since 0 < % < 2, using (B)) it is easy to see that dg(p) > —oo. Let {u,} be a minimizing sequence of
ds(p), then it is not difficult to know that {u,} is bounded in . Then, by Lemma B1] for some u € Si,
we may assume that, passing to a subsequence if necessary,

v

Uy, — u weakly in H, u, — u strongly in LY(RY) with ¢ € [2,2%)

2 2
(/ |Vu|2d:17> < lim inf (/ |Vun|2d:1:> .
RN n—oo RN

as n — 0o, and

Hence
ds(p) = liminf B} (u,) > B} (u) > ds(p).
Therefore, u is a minimizer of dg(p) for all 5 > 0. O

Proof of Theorem [I.3]: (i) Taking p = p* = 8/N and v € S in (BI]), by the definition of 8, and
1), it is easy to see that there exists some constant ¢ > 0 such that

Y

a 1 By — B ?
Ef* (u) —/ |Vul*de + = V(z)uldx + =2 - (/ |Vu|2dx)
RN 2 Jr~ RN

2 2] 6p- 172
1
> E/ |Vu|*dz + = / V(z)uldr > clluf|3z = ¢ > 0, (3.2)
2 RN 2 RN

since S € (0, Bp+] and the embedding lemma Bl This shows that dg(p*) > 0. Now, we come to prove
that dg(p*) can be attained for all 8 € (0, Bp+]. In fact, let {u,} be a minimizing sequence for dg(p*),
then, by (82) we know that {u,} is bounded in H and {u,} converges weakly in # to some u € S; as in
the proof of Theorem Therefore,

dg(p*) = liminf Eg* (upn) > Eg* (u) > dg(p*),

n—r00

11



That is, u is a minimizer of dg(p*) for all 5 € (0, Bp+].
(ii) Let p(z) € C*(RY) and 0 < ¢(x) < 1 such that ¢(x) = 1 if |z| < 1, p(z) = 0 if || > 2, and
|Vip(z)| < 2. For any zo € RY, we set
ATT
Uur = (@ = 20)pp- (T(x — 20)),
([ ¢p | 2
where A, > 0 is chosen so that ||u-| .2 = 1. By the exponential decay of ¢,« (see, e.g. [10]), we know
that

i:1—|—#/RN (<p2(z)—1>¢§*(x)daz—>1 as T — 00.

A7 1 $p- 1172 T
Then, A, > 1 and HIJP A; = 1. Moreover, it follows from (LI0) and (22]) that
T—r+00
AQTN
/ Vur|de = T / IVeo(z — 20)gp (T(2 = 0)) + Tp(x — 0) Vp- (T(2 — 20))|*dz
RN ||¢;D* 72 JRN (3.3)
= A27% 4 O(17),
i P +2. N+4 i .
/ lur [P T2 de = AT7T+2/ P T2z — $0)¢g*+2(7'($ —xg))dx
RN H(bp* 1[),2 RN (3 4)
bAP T274(p* + 2) '
=—7 + O(17%°),
4Bp- ( )
AQTN
[ vienide =2 [ V@) o - )i (rle - 20))ds
RN ||¢p* L2 JRN
A2 (3.5)

— T x 9 T 9
= o L VE + et O

— V(x0) +o(1),

where, and in what follows, the notation O(7~°°) means that lim |O(77°°)7°| =0 for any s > 0.
T—00
Since 8 > B+ and A, > 1, it follows from B3)-BI) that

b « 1
dg(p*) < Eg* (ur) = gAETQ + 17'4 <Ajl_ — BﬁAﬁ +2> + §V(x0) +0o(1)4+0O(r™°) = -0
=

as T — oo. This shows that dg(p*) = —oo when 8 > S,+. So, there is no minimizer for dg(p*) if 5 > Bp+. O

Proof of Theorem [1.4] : Let u, > 0 be a minimizer of ([I.2), it follows from ([.10) and (2.I) that

2
a 2 9 2 l/ 29 p p+2
) /]RN |Vup|“dx + 1 </]RN [Vuy| da:) + . V(z)u,dx = dg(p) + 252 Jon lupPT=dx
Np
b3 =
<dg(p) + 15 (/ |Vup|2dx) : (3.6)
Bp \Jr~

However, since 5 > 0, by the definitions of dg(p) and Eg it is clear that, for any &(x) € C§°(RY) N Sy,
we have

2
ds(p) < EF(¢) < E/ |VEPda + g </sz |V§|2d:z:> + %/RN V(x)¢%dr := C (independent of p).

2 g

Then,

Np

b ? b Kl
1 (/RN |Vup|2d:1c> <C+ 4—2 (/RN |Vu,,|2d:c> . (3.7)

12



This implies that, there exists M > 0 such that

limsup/ |Vu,|[*dz < M. (3.8)
p/p* JRN

Otherwise, if fRN |Vup|?de — oo as p /* p*, by noting that 2 = NTP* > % and 8 € (0, Bp+), then, for p
close to p*, it follows from (B.71) that,

b b ) T —p) bﬂ b
- < lim - Vu,|*d < < -,
1= oo 4 (/RN [Very| x) =15, 1

this leads to a contradiction. Hence, (3.8]) holds and using again ([3.6) we know that {u,} is bounded in
H. So, for some uy € H, we may assume that

u, — up weakly in H, and wu, — ug strongly in LY(R"), with ¢ € [2,2%),

as p /' p*. By Holder inequality,

P —p r
/]RN |up|P T2 de < </]RN |up|2d3:) " (/]RN lup P*+2d3;) " .
Note that wu, is a minimizer of ([L2) and p* + 2 < 2* since N < 4, then
a b S|
liprgi)gf dg(p) = li:l)rr/l(;r*lf {5 /]RN |V, |*dz + 1 (/}RN |Vup|2d:1c> +3 /]RN V(z)udx

B
B p+ 2 RN |up|p+2d$

a b 2 1
> liminf ¢ = Yuy,|?de + — Vu,|?d —/V2d
iy {2/RN| sl $+4</RN| sl I) T3 V@upde (3.9)
D
_ ﬂ (/ |’U,p|p*+2d113> P
p+2 RN

2

a b 1 B .
>2 Vuo|2dz + - Vug|2d —/ V(z)ulde — P2y
_2/RN| ug| 3:—|—4</RN| uo| 3:) —|—2 - (x)uidx P sz|u0| x

— BZ.(up) > ds(p").

But, by the definition of dg we know that, for any € > 0, there exists u. € S such that
Ef* (ue) < dg(p*) +e.
Therefore,

lim sup dg(p) < lim sup Eﬁ (ue)
p./'p* p./'p*

b 29
= limsup ¥ / Vue|*de + — (/ |VU6|2d:E> + —/ V(x)uidx — b / |ue|[PH2da
p e | 2 Jr 4\ Jrw 2 Jpy p+2 Jrn

= Eg* (ue) + limsup { b / ue [P +2dx — B |u6|p+2dx}
RN

p/'p* p*+2 p+2 Jpw
<dg(p*) +e.

So, combining [3.9) and letting e — 0, we have

lim ds(p) = ds(p*) = EP. (uo).
Jim, 5(p) = dsg(p*) = Ep(uo)
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This shows that ug is a minimizer of dg(p*). Moreover, u, — ug strongly in H as p  p*. We finish the
proof of Theorem [T.41 O

Before going to prove the Theorem [, we need to establish some energy estimates on the minimizers
of dg(p). By Lemma and 2:6] we know that for any given 8 > B+, dg(p) has a minimizer when p
approaches p*. Then, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 For 1 < N <3, let 8 > Sy be given and let U, > 0 be a minimizer of gg(p). Then

*

2 _p

- 45 ~ Bp \ 7P
Vu 2d;v> ~ 7/ U, |PT2dx ~ ( > L, 3.10
([ vape) =2 [ ) = : (3.10)

where, and in what follows, we always use m ~n to denote that => — 1 as p / p*.

D

Proof. The same as ([Z34), we let h(r) £ 2r — 4%7“7*.

We prove the lemma by contradiction. If there is a subsequence of p  p* such that, for some 6 > 0,

(I]RN |Vﬂp|2d:v)2

Tp

— 0, as p p*.

We claim that there always a contradiction either 6 € [0,1), or 6 > 1.

p|2de)?
In fact, if 6 € [0,1), then there exists € > 0 such that § 2 6 +¢ < 1 and M <dasp p*
Hence,
Oy — (1) 7" 5% — po
fm POT) oy PP T EOIT g PO PO s gy e (0,1), for all 8 € (0,1).
p/p* h(rp) PSP, — Bﬁ(rp)?* p/p* p*—p
P

For p close to p*, since (IRN |Vﬂp|2d;v)2 < érp and h(r) has a unique minimum point at r,, these
properties of the function h imply that 0 > dg(p) > h(d7,). Then

p/p* h(rp) ~ p/p h(rp)

=06(1—-1nod) <1,

this contradicts Lemma,
Similarly, if # > 1, we have also a contradiction.

p|2dz)’
Thus, Wiplﬂ — 1 asp 7 p*. Moreover, by (I.I2)), r, — 400 as p 7~ p*, we then have
P
Viiy|2dx Vi, [2dz)’ 1
e IV fde _ (o VBP) 1
Tp p Jan |V [2da

Finally, since

~ 2
dﬁ(p) — i/ |Vﬁp|2d$+ i (/ |Vﬁp|2d$) _ L/ |ﬂp|;0+2d$7
Tp 2rp JrN drp, \ Jrw (p+2)rp Jrw

it follows from Lemma and p / p* that

~ b
lim L/ |ty [P T2 de = —,
p/p (p+2)rp Jrw 4

that is, ﬁ Jan [p|PT2dz — 1 as p 7 p* and the lemma is proved. O

Lemma 3.3 For 1 < N <3, let U, be a nonnegative minimizer of C?B (p), set

*

bp )p " asin BI0), and wy(z) = ep%ﬂp(epx), (3.11)

ﬂplﬁ<

1
— T —
€p=1p * withr, = (

14



then, there exist wg € H'(RN) and a sequence {"e,} C RY such that, up to a subsequence,
wy(z) = Wy(x + Ye,) — wo strongly in H'(RN) as p 7 p*,

and .
wy = ————— ¢ (| — 20])  for some xo € RY.

||¢p* L2

~2 ~2
de = dz =1,
/Rpr:z /RNup:z
2 2
(/N |Vﬁp|2d:t> =e, (/N|Vﬂp|2dx> ~rylor,=1asp—p.
R R

~ Np - -z b 2 b(p* + 2
/ |wp|P+2dI — €p2p / |Up|p+2d$ ~ T p* | (p+ )Tp ~ (p + ) as p — p*'
RN RN 45 48y

Proof. By Lemma 2.6 we have

By 4, is a minimizer of Jlg (p), we know that there exists A\, € R (Lagrange multiplier) such that

- <a + b/ |Vﬁp|2dx) Ny, = Bltp|PTp + N\l
RN

Then

)

2
Ap = a/ |V, |2 dz + b </ |Vﬁp|2daj) - ﬂ/ |t |P T2 d
RN RN RN

= ~ Blp=2) [ -
= 4dg(p) — a/RN |V, |*de — iz /RN |, |P T2 dx.

By Lemmas 2.6 and (BIT)), we see that

4_ 47 -1 ~ 2 -1
Ap€, = 4dg(p) - 1, —a/RN |Viip|“dx - 7,

b(p — 2) 43 / o2 . b(4 N)
— . d . % _—— *-
4 b(p+2) Jr~ [y T 2N asp /p

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

Since (3.14), by the concentration-compactness principle we know that there is a sequence {y.,} C RY,

and R, > 0 such that

lim inf |, |*dx > > 0.
27" B,
Let N
wp(x) = e;ﬂp(epx + epgép) = 75;0(513 + gep)a
then

liminf/ lw, |*dx > v > 0.
/' P* JBR(0)

By u, satisfying (3.15]), we then know that wy,(z) satisfies

N
Tp)wp-i-l

—ac;Awy, — b/N (Vwp [Pz - Awy, = Apeqwy, + ﬁe,(,4_ b
R

Using (238) and BII)), we see that

N
4_Np N (% e Bop* .
61(0 2):[36102(10 p>_[3<rp ) :—Zj — By asp S p*.
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For any n € C$°(RY), it follows from (LI2), 2.35) and Holder inequality that

< Ce, </ |pr|2da:> = Or;%ré(l +o(1)) =0 asp “p*
RN

ei/ Vw,Vndz

RN

By B12), BI3) and (BI7), we have

/ widr =1 and / |Vw, [2dx = / |V, |?de — 1 asp /' p*. (3.21)
RN RN RN

Hence, {w,} is bounded in H'(RY), we may assume that
wp = wo > 0 weakly in H'RY) asp /p* (3.22)

for some wy € H'(RY) and wy # 0 by BI8). Moreover, it follows from @I6), EI9)-B22) that w
satisfies

b(4—-— N *
— bA’LUQ = —(27]\7)'[1)0 + Bp* wg +1. (323)

Combining ([323]) and the Pohozaev identity, we have

Jen [VwoPda = [y wide,

(3.24)
Sy hwo " +2dw = YEN) [ widda
Then, it follows from (Z1)) and [324]) that
27..)2 2 \IE ~
2N By - (Jan [Vwo2dz)” ([on wida) _ 2N By / W N (3.25)
b4+ N) ~ Jon [wo|P" T2dx b4+ N) ey ° ’ '
this shows that
/ wgda: > 1,
RN
which together with (32I)) and [3.22]), we have
/ wide = 1. (3.26)
RN

Hence,
w, — wo strongly in L*(RY) as p 7 p*.

and it follows from (B2I)) and (324) that
/ |Vw,|*dz —>/ |Vwo|?dz  as p / p*.
RN RN

So, w, — wp strongly in H(RY) as p  p*.
Furthermore, (3:22]) and the strong maximum principle imply that wg > 0. Note that wq is a positive
solution of (BA43) and also of (L) (up to a rescaling), then the uniqueness of positive solution of ([L3])

implies that

1
wy = ————p- (|x — z0|), for some zg € RV, (3.27)

||¢p* L2

O
Now, we turn to showing the decay property for w, defined by (BIT7). By Lemma [3.3] we see that if

U, is a nonnegative minimizer of Jlg (p), then there exist a subsequence {p;} with p; 7 p* as k — oo and
a positive function wg such that

wy, — wy  strongly in H'(RY) as k — oo, (3.28)
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Hence, for any « € [2,2%),

/ |wp, |“dz — 0 as R — oo uniformly for large k. (3.29)
|z|>R

By BI6), (319) and B20), we know that

—Awp, —c(x)wy, <0, for large k,

where c(z) = 2225 wp. By applying De-Giorgi-Nash-Morse theory (similar to the proof of [12, Theorem
b Wp

4.1]), we deduce that

2
max w,, < C / wy, 2dz | 3.30
Bl(f) Pk < Bg(&) | :Dk| > ( )

where ¢ is an arbitrary point in RY, and C' is a constant depending only on the bound of ||wp, |l 3 (Ba(e))-
Hence,
wp, () = 0 as |z] — oo, uniformly for large k. (3.31)

Note from B.16), 319), 320) and (B3I)) that there exists a R > 0, independent of k, such that w,,

satisfies
4—N

— Awp, (z) + IN

Wy, (£) <0 uniformly for large k and |z| > R. (3.32)

Applying the comparison principle [16] to compare wy, with Ce™V . 12 we then know that there exists
C > 0, independent of k, such that

Wy, () < Ce™V el uniformly for large k and |z| > R. (3.33)

Lemma 3.4 If1 < N < 3 and V(z) satisfies (LIT)), let 5 > Sp- and u, be a minimizer of (L2). Then

0<ds(p) —ds(p) >0 asp /p", (3.34)

and
/ V(x)uidz =0 asp p*. (3.35)
RN

Proof. By the definition of dg(p) and élvﬁ (p), it is easy to see that

dg(p) — ds(p) > 0.

Now we come to get an upper bound for dg(p) — da(p). Let £(z) € C5°(RN) and 0 < £(z) < 1 such that
() =1if |z <1, &(x) = 0 if [2| > 2, and |VE(z)| < Cp. For any zp € RY, we take

_N T — X0

0,(0) = Ao~ o) o,

—I0) = Ao — 0o 0+ )
p

where A, > 0 is chosen so that |[T,[|2, = 1 and w,, is given by (BI7). Then, it follows from (Z2I) that
Jan lwp|?dz =1 and

L< A2 — S~ |wp|?dx Jpn |wp|?dx
S T QR OE © Ter el @)

By (LI2)) and ([B.33]), we see that

2d
0< A2 1 < f|epm|21 |w;D| T < Cem 4ZNNE;1 (336)
P lepz| <1 §2(epr)wi(z)dx
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as p /' p*, and

p+2

1< AP < (1 +CeV ’—fév’) <14 6Ce ViR (3.37)
By (B.30),
/ V(x)ﬂidx = Ai/ Viepr + :60)62(61,56)’11)2(56)(1.%' — V(:EO)/ widr =V (zg) (3.38)
RN RN RN
as p /' p*, and
[ oml =g F e [ oo
RN RN

— (- g ¥ [ e gae e
RY (3.39)
_NP _NP
+e 2 / (§p+2(ep3:)—1)w£+2(:1:)d:1:—|—6p 2 / wg+2(x)d:1:
RN

RN
< / ﬂ£+2($)daj +CeVares!
RN

as p / p*. Similarly, we know that

/ |V, |2da g/ Vi, |2dx + Ce™V v &' (3.40)
RN RN

and ) )
(/ |w,,|2dx) < (/ |vap|2d:c> +CeVin ! (3.41)
RN RN

as p /' p*. Taking z9 € RY such that V(zo) = 0, then we deduce from (B.35)-(3.41) that

— ~ 1 _
= Eg(up) - Eg(up) + 3 /]RN V(a:)uid:z:
V(o) + Ce Vv %' 4o(1) =0

as p /' p*. Furthermore, if u,, is a minimizer of dg(p), we should have

0= % RN V(x)u%dx = dg(p) — Eg(up(x)) <dgs(p) — CZB(P) —0 asp /p*.

O
Proof of Theorem : Let u, > 0 be a minimizer of dg(p). Using (B:34) and (3.30)), similar to the
proof of Lemma [3.2] we have also that

*

2 D
45 Bp P *
Vu 2d33) ~ 7/ up [P dr ~ < ) =r 3.42
</]R3 | p| b(p 2) RN | p| ﬁpp* ? ( )

Similar to (3.18), there exist {y. } C RY, and R, > 0 such that

lim inf [@,|*dx > v > 0, (3.43)
p/P* JBR(0)

where _ N

Wy(x) = €5 up(ep® + €7, ), where €, is given by B.1).
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Since u,, is a minimizer of dg(p), similar to (3.I9), there exists \, such that
— _Np
— ae, AW, — b/RN V|2 da - A, + €V (e + €7, )y = ApepTp, + Bel ™2 )wg“. (3.44)

We claim that {epyep} is bounded uniformly in p 7 p*. Otherwise, we may assume that, there is a
subsequence p,, ' p* as n — oo such that

€pn[Ye,, | = 00 and €, — 0 as n — oo.

Since ([B.35]), we have

V(:C)u%(:v)d:v = V(epx + epyep)mi(ac)dac —0 asp p. (3.45)
RN RN

By (I1)), there exists Cp > 0 such that V(x) > Cj for |z| being large enough. We then derive from
B43) and Fatou’s Lemma that

n— o0 N Nn—00

lim inf/ V(ep,z + €, 7, )wﬁn (x)dx > / liminf V (ep, = + €5, Y. )wﬁ (x)dx > ~vCy > 0,
RN n R Pn n

which contradicts ([B.45]).
So, {epyep} is bounded uniformly in p ~ p*. By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that

€pYe, —* 20 as p /' p* for some zg € RN, Tt follows from (3.43)) and Fatou’s Lemma that
lim inf V(epa + &Y, )Wa(x)dz > V(zo)/ lim inf W (z)dz > V (20)n,
p/'p* JrN P Br(0) P/P"

this together with (8:45) imply that V(z9) = 0.
N
Finally, by (3.42)) and similar to Lemma3.3] we know that W, = €7 up(ep= + €,7,, ) satisfies

Wy, = Wo in H'RY) asp 7 p*
and Wy satisfies the following equation

b(4— N)

— —p*+1
5N Wo + Bp=wh .

—bAwy = —

Thus, the uniqueness (up to translations) of positive solution of (L)) implies that
_ 1
Wo = 7 ¢p~ (

||¢p* L2
The proof is completed. O

x —yo|) for some yo € RY.
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