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MULTIPLICITY AND CONCENTRATION RESULTS FOR A FRACTIONAL
CHOQUARD EQUATION VIA PENALIZATION METHOD

VINCENZO AMBROSIO

ABSTRACT. This paper is devoted to the study of the following fractional Choquard equation
F)) J(0) in B,

where € > 0 is a parameter, s € (0,1), N > 2s, (—A)® is the fractional Laplacian, V' is a positive
continuous potential with local minimum, 0 < p < 2s, and f is a superlinear continuous function
with subcritical growth. By using the penalization method and the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann theory,
we investigate the multiplicity and concentration of positive solutions for the above problem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we deal with the following nonlinear fractional Choquard equation
1
e (—A)u+ V(z)u =N <W * F(u)> f(u) in RY, (1.1)

where ¢ > 0 is a parameter, s € (0,1), N > 2s and 0 < p < 2s. The potential V : RV — R is a
continuous function verifying the following hypotheses:
(V1) inf cgn V(z) = Vo > 0;
(V3) there exists a bounded open set A C RY such that

Vo < min V(z).

0 €A ( )

Concerning the nonlinearity f : R — R, we assume that f is a continuous function such that
f(t) =0 for t < 0, and satisfies the following conditions:

)
(f1) lim == =0; 0
. 2% x _ _2N 3 t —0-
(f2) there exists ¢ € (2,5 (2 — &)), where 2} = 2=, such that tliglo e 0;

(f3) f verifies the following Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz type condition [5]:
t
0<4F(t) = 4/ f(r)ydr <2f(t)t for all t > 0;
0

ft)

(f1) The map t +— — is increasing for every ¢ > 0.

The nonlocal operator (—A)?* is the fractional Laplacian which may be defined for any u : RY — R
sufficiently smooth by

(—A)Su(:n) _ _C(];[7 S) /RN u(x + y) +|;1’|(]3:+;sy) — 2“(‘7:) dy ($ c RN),

where C(N, s) is a suitable normalization constant; see for instance [16, 28].
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We recall that the problem (1.1) is motivated by the search of standing wave solutions for the
following fractional Schrodinger equation

0 1
S = (-804 Vi — (o s 1917) [0 () €R xR,
x
which naturally models many physical problems, such as phase transition, conservation laws, espe-
cially in fractional quantum mechanics. For physical motivations we refer to [6, 7, 14, 18, 19, 20,
21, 22, 36].
|ul?

When s =1, V(z) =1, e =1 and F(u) = -, (1.1) boils down to the Choquard-Pekar equation

—Au+u= (ﬁ * \u!2> u in RY (1.2)
introduced by Pekar [33] to describe the quantum mechanics of a polaron. Subsequently, Choquard
used (1.2) to describe an electron trapped in its own hole as approximation to Hartree-Fock Theory
of one component plasma; see [24, 34].
The early existence and symmetry results are due to Lieb [23] and Lions [25]. Later, Ma and
Zhao [26] obtained some qualitative properties of positive solutions considering powers like |u|?.
Moroz and Van Shaftingen [30] investigated regularity, radial symmetry and asymptotic behavior
at infinity of positive solutions for a generalized Choquard equation. Alves and Yang [4] studied
multiplicity and concentration of positive solutions for a Choquard equation. Further results on
Choquard equations can be found in [1, 3, 31, 35, 40, 41].

In the case s € (0,1), only few recent papers considered fractional Choquard equations like (1.1).
In [13] d’Avenia et al. considered the following fractional Choquard equation

(—A)’u~+u= <L * \u]p> lu[P~2u in RY,
||

obtaining regularity, existence and non existence, symmetry and decay properties of solutions. Frank
and Lenzman [20] established uniqueness of nonnegative ground states for the L? critical boson star
equation

(—A)%u +u= (ﬁ * \u!2> u in R3,
by using variational methods and the extension technique [10]. Coti Zelati and Nolasco [12] ob-
tained existence of ground state solutions for a pseudo-relativistic Hartree-equation via critical
point theory. Shen et al. [37] investigated the existence of ground state solutions for a frac-
tional Choquard equation involving a nonlinearity satisfying Berestycki-Lions type assumptions.
Chen and Liu [11] studied an autonomous fractional Choquard equation via Nehari manifold and
concentration-compactness arguments. Belchior et al. [3] dealt with existence, regularity and poly-
nomial decay for a fractional Choquard equation involving the fractional p-Laplacian.
Motivated by the above papers, in this work we focus our attention on the multiplicity and the con-
centration of positive solutions of (1.1), involving a potential and a continuous nonlinearity satisfying
the assumptions (V1)-(V2) and (f1)-(f4) respectively. In particular, we are interested in relating the
number of positive solutions of (1.1) with the topology of the set M = {z € A : V(z) = V}. In
order to state precisely our result, we recall that if Y is a given closed set of a topological space X,
we denote by catx(Y') the Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category of ¥ in X, that is the least number of
closed and contractible sets in X which cover Y.
The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that V verifies (V1)-(V2), 0 < pn < 2s and f satisfies (f1)-(f1) with2 < g <

%. Then, for any § > 0 such that Mg = {x € RN : dist(x, M) < §} C A, there exists e5 > 0
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such that, for any € € (0,¢5), the problem (1.1) has at least catp; (M) positive solutions. Moreover,
if uz denotes one of these positive solutions and z. € RN its global mazimum, then

lim V(z.) = V.
e—0

Firstly, we note that the restriction on the exponent ¢ is justified by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality (see Theorem 2.2 in Section 2). Indeed, if F'(u) = |u|?, then the term

/ <|xl|u « Flu )> F(u) da

is well-defined if F'(u) € LY(RY) for ¢t > 1 such that 2 + £ = 2. Hence, recalling that H*(RY) is
continuously embedded into L"(R™) for any r € [2,2%], we need to require that tq € [2,2%], which

leads to assume that .

1% 2( u)
- <g< _
2-ysi=5 27y

Now, we give a sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Inspired by [1], we adapt the del Pino-Felmer
penalization technique [15] considering an auxiliary problem. It consists in making a suitable
modification on the nonlinearity f, solving a modified problem and then check that, for e sufficiently
small, the solutions of the modified problem are indeed solutions of the original one. Differently
from the case s = 1, in our setting a more accurate investigation is needed due to the presence of
two non-local terms. Moreover, the nonlinearity appearing in (1.1) is only continuous (while f € C!
in [1]), so to overcome the non-differentiability of the associated Nehari manifold, we will use some
abstract critical point results due to Szulkin and Weth [39]. Concerning the multiplicity result
for the modified problem, we resemble some ideas due to Benci and Cerami in [9], based on the
comparison between the category of some sublevel sets of the modified functional and the category
of the set M. Finally, in order to prove that the solutions u. of the modified problem are solutions
of the problem (1.1), we adapt a Moser iteration argument [29] to establish L*°-estimates, and
after showed that the convolution term remains bounded, we exploit some useful properties of the
Bessel kernel [2, 19] to obtain the desired result. To our knowledge, this is the first result in which
the concentration and the multiplicity of solutions to (1.1) are considered by using penalization
argument and Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category theory.

The plan of the paper is the following: In Section 2 we introduce the functional setting and
the modified problem. The Section 3 is devoted to the existence of positive solutions to the au-
tonomous problem associated to (1.1). In Section 4, we obtain a multiplicity result using Ljusternik-
Schnirelmann theory. Finally, exploiting a Moser iteration scheme, we are able to prove that for
small enough, the solutions of the modified problem are indeed solutions of (1.1).

2. FUNCTIONAL SETTING

For any s € (0, 1), we denote by DS’Q(RN ) the completion of C§°(RY) with respect to

Ju(a) —u(y)| .
//]1§2N ]a: — ’N+25 dx dy = H(_A)ZUH%Z(RN)y
that is
D2 ®Y) = [u € I%(RY) : [u] goqam) < 00}
Let us introduce the fractional Sobolev space
H°(RY) = { € L*(RN) : lu(z) — u(y)] c L2(R2N)}

N42s
lz —y| 2

endowed with the natural norm

lull = 3 /Tel? + el vy
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We collect the following useful results.

Theorem 2.1. [16] Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s. Then there exists a sharp constant S, = S(N,s) >0
such that for any u € H*(RYN)

ol o, < 7. (2.1)

Moreover H*(R™N) is continuously embedded in LI(RN) for any q € [2, 2] and compactly in L] (RY)
for any q € [2,2%).

Lemma 2.1. [19] Let N > 2s. If (uy,) is a bounded sequence in H*(RY) and if

lim sup / |t [2dz = 0
" yerN JBr(y)
where R > 0, then u, — 0 in L'(RY) for all t € (2,27).

Theorem 2.2. [21] Let r,t > 1 and 0 < pn < N such that L + £ +1 =2, Let f € L"(RY) and
h € LY(RYN). Then there exists a sharp constant C(r, N, u,t) > 0 independent of f and h such that

f(z)h(y)
dxdy < N, ; Bl '
Lo [y T dady < 0t oy

loc

For any ¢ > 0, we denote by H¢ the completion of Cg® (]RN ) with respect to the norm

ul\r) —u 2
lull? = //RN %dwdw/w V(ex)u? () da.

It is clear that [1? is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product
(u(z) —ufy))
(u-v)e //R2N \x — ‘N+2s (v(z) —v(y)) dedy + . V(ex)uv dx.

By using the change of variable u(x) — u(ex) we can see that the problem (1.1) is equivalent to the
following one

— % F(u)) f(u) in RV, (2.2)
Fix ¢ > 2 and a > 0 such that £ (a) = ‘20, and we introduce the functions

. {f(t) ift <a

FO=Vwy 5,

and

gz, 1) = xa(@) f(t) + (1 = xa(2)) F (1),
where y, is the characteristic function on A, and we write G(z,t) fo x,T)dr.
Let us note that from the assumptions (f1)- ( f1), g satisfies the followmg properties:

. g(z,1)
(91) ];/E}(l] 7

g, t)
(92) tllglo ta—1
(93) 0 <4G(x,t) < 2g(z,t)t for any x € A and ¢t > 0, and

0 <2G(z,t) < g(z,t)t < V°t2 for any x € RV \ A and t > 0,

(94) t— g(x,t) and t — (m Y are increasing for all z € RY and ¢ > 0.
Thus we consider the followmg auxiliary problem

= 0 uniformly in € RV;

= 0 uniformly in z € RV;

(—A)Y’u+V(ex)u = <ﬁ x Gex, u)> glex,u) in RN (2.3)
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and we note that if u is a solution of (2.3) such that
u(z) < a for all z € RNV \ A, (2.4)

where A, := {z € RV : ez € A}, then u solves (2.2), in view of the definition of g.
It is clear that, weak solutions to (2.3) are critical points of the C'-functional J. : H® — R defined
by

1
Je(u) = 5““”2 — Y (u)
where

5. (u) = % /R ) (L ) G(e:mu)) (e, ) da.

||

We begin proving that J. satisfies the assumptions of the mountain pass theorem [5].

Lemma 2.2. J. has a mountain pass geometry, that is
(i) there exist o, p > 0 such that J.(u) > « for any w € H such that |jull. = p;
(i1) there exists e € HE with |le]|c > p such that J.(e) < 0.

Proof. From (g1) and (g2), it follows that that for any 1 > 0 there exists C, > 0 such that
lglew, )] < nlt] + Cyltf. (2.5)
By using Theorem 2.2 and (2.5), we get

/RN (ﬁ * G(sm)) Glex, u) do

where 1 = 2(2— £). Since 2 < ¢ < %(2 — &), we can see that tq € (2,2%), and from Theorem 2.1,

we have

2
< (e Wl 16 ) oy < € ([l + fuptda))
(2.6)

( [k + |u|qu>t>? < O(lull® + [[u]2)> (27)
RN

Taking into account (2.6) and (2.7) we can deduce that

/RN (ﬁ * G<€wau>> Glex,u) do

As a consequence

< C(lullZ + llull2)? < C(llull2 + [lul29).

1
J(u) = Sllullz = C(lullz + [lul2),

and being ¢ > 2 we can see that (i) holds. Fix a positive function ug € H*(RY)\ {0} with
supp(ug) C Ac, and we set
tuo

h(t) = . <‘—

|uol|e
Since G(ex,up) = F(up) and by using (f3), we deduce that

tuo uQ
sz (1) 0
“ \lluollz / fJuolls
:/ (1 *F<tu0>>f<tuo> i da
RN \ |z[# l[uolle l[uolle ) [uolle
LAl () () o
t Jrw 2\ |z|# [uolle / /27 \luolle / lluolls

> %h(t). (2.8)

> for t > 0.
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Integrating (2.8) on [1,t]|ugl|c] with ¢ > m, we find

h(tl|uolle) = h(1)(tl|uole)*

which gives

Uo
Se(tun) 2 2. (T2 ) Juol
15

Therefore, we have

t2 1
J(tug) = = |luol? — Be(tug) < C1t? — Cot* for t > ——.
2 [[wolle
Taking e = tup with ¢ sufficiently large, we can see that (ii) holds. O

Since supp(ug) C Ag, there exists k > 0 independent of ¢,1,a such that

c.: = inf maxJ.(tu) < k.
© ueHs\{0} >0 =(tu)

Now, let us define
B={ueHRY): |ul <4(x+1)}
and we set

K. (u)(z) x G(ex,u).

" Jal

We prove the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that (f1)-(f3) hold and 2 < q < 2](\],\[__2’;). Then there exists £y > 0 such that

SUPyep ”KE(U)(J?)HLOO(RN)

1
<§forany€>0.

A
Proof. Let us prove that there exists Cy > 0 such that
sug HKE(U)(x)HLoo(RN) < Cpy. (2.9)
ue
We observe that
|G(ez,u)| < C(Ju* + |ul?) for all € > 0. (2.10)

By using (2.10), we can see that

/ G(ex,u) dy‘
RN | —ylt

- / G(ex,u) dy / G(ex,u) dy
lz—y|<1 "T - y‘# |z—y|>1 "T - y‘#

u()” + [u(y)l

|Ke(u) ()| =

+

q
<c Sy [l ful) dy
le—y|<1 [z —y RN
2 q
lz—y|<1 ’x - y’“

where in the last line we used Theorem 2.1 and |u/|? < 4(k + 1). Now, we take

te N N and r € N 2N
N—p N-—2s N —p q(N—2s)]|"
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By applying Holder inequality and by using Theorem 2.1 and ||u||? < 4(k + 1), we can see that

1 =1
|u(y)|2 duy < ‘U’ztd ' 1 d '
_ |z — y|# v= _ Y _ e Y
le—y|<1 le—y|<1 lz—y|<1 |z — y|#T

< Cu(4(k +1))? </ 1 PV dp> RN, (2.12)
p<

because of N — 1 — tt_—”l > —1. Similarly, we get

1
q ™ ™
/ [u(y) dy < / lu|" dy / _ i dy
e—yl<1 |T — yl# jo—y<1 lo—yl<1 |z — y| 71

r—1

< Cu(4(k + 1)) (/ PN d,o> " <0 (2.13)
p<1
in view of N —1 — -2 > —1. Putting together (2.12) and (2.13) we can see that
2 q
lz—y|<1 ‘Z’ - y’”
which in view of (2.11) yields (2.9). Then there exists £y > 0 such that
supyep || Ke(u) ()| oo (mv) - Co - l
Lo A 2
O
Then, we take a > 0 the unique number such that
f@) _V
a 60

and we consider the penalized problem (2.3) with these choices. Now, let us introduce the Nehari
manifold associated to (2.3), that is

Nz o= {u e H2\ {0} : (JL(u),u) = 0}.
By using Theorem 2.2 and (g;)-(g2), we can see that for all u € N
lull2 < CQlulld + 20,
so there exists r > 0 such that
|lu||le > r for all u € N,e > 0. (2.14)

Let us denote by S. the unitary sphere in HZ. Since f is only continuous, the next two results will
play a fundamental role to overcome the non-differentiability of A.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that V' satisfies (V1)-(Va) and f verifies (f1)-(f1).
Then, the following facts hold true:
(a) For any v € HZ \ {0}, let hy, : Ry — R be defined by hy(t) := J:(tu). Then, there is a
unique t, > 0 such that hl,(t) > 0 in (0,t,) and hl,(t) <0 in (t,,oc0).
(b) There is T > 0, independent on u, such that t, > 7 for every u € S.. Moreover, for each
compact set W C S, there is Cyy > 0 such that t, < Cyy for every u € W.
(¢) The map m. : HS\ {0} — N given by m.(u) := tyu is continuous and m. := mls, is a

homeomorphism between S, and N. Moreover, m;l(u) = ”;‘” .
€
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Proof. (a) From the proof of Lemma 2.2 we can see that h,(0) = 0, hy(t) > 0 for ¢t small and
hy(t) < 0 for t large. Then, by the continuity of h,, it is easy to see that there exists ¢, > 0 such
that max;>g hy () = hy(ty), tyu € Nz and bl (t,) = 0.

Now, we note that

1 t
tu € Nz <= ||u|)? = / < * Gle, u)) g(ex, tu)ude,
RN |3§‘|M t

so, by using (g4), we get the uniqueness of a such t,.
(b) Let u € S.. Recalling that h!(t,) = 0, and using (g1)-(g2), Theorem 2.2 (see estimates in
Lemma ?7), and Theorem 2.1, we get for any £ > 0 small

t2 = / K. (tyu)g(ex, tyu)t,ude < ECyty + CoCet2d.
RN

Being ¢ > 2, there exists 7 > 0 independent of u, such that ¢, > 7. Now, by using (g3), we can
observe that

Jo() = Jo(o) = 7 ((0),v)

NI 1 _
= 4”@”5 1 /RN <|;1;|u *G(Eﬂ;,u)) [2G(ex,u) — g(ex, u)u] dx
> i”v”? for any v € N.. (2.15)

Hence, if W C S; is a compact set, and (u,) C W is such that t,, — oo, it follows that u, — w in
HE, and J.(ty,un) — —oo. Taking v, = t,, u, € N in (2.15), we can see that

O<1§M§Oa5n—>oo
4 2
which gives a contradiction.
(¢) Since (a) and (b) hold, we can apply Proposition 8 in [39] to deduce the thesis. O

Remark 2.1. From the estimates in (b), we can deduce that J. is coercive on Nz, because for all

ue N, .
Jo(u) > ZHuH? — 00 as |lul|l: = oo.

Taking into account the above estimate and (2.14), we can also see that J:|n. is bounded below by
some positive constant.

Let us define the maps . : H* \ {0} — R by ¢ (u) := J.(rhe(u)), and ¢, := 1|s.. The next result
is a consequence of Lemma 2.4. For more details, see Proposition 9 and Corollary 10 in [39].

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that V' satisfies (V1)-(Va) and f verifies (f1)-(f1). Then, one has:
(a) Y- € CY(HS\ {0},R) and

p [[772e (w) | .
(¥ (u),v) = W(Jé(ma(u)),v%
15
for every w € HZ \ {0} and v € HE;
(b) v € CH(Se,R) and (YL(u),v) = [me(u)llc(JL(me(u)), v), for every v € TS
(¢) If (uy) is a (PS)q sequence for 1., then (mq(uy)) is a (PS)q sequence for J.. Moreover, if
(un) C Nz is a bounded (PS)q sequence for J., then (mZ1(uy)) is a (PS)y sequence for the
functional . ;
(d) w is a critical point of 1. if and only if m(u) is a nontrivial critical point for J.. Moreover,
the corresponding critical values coincide and

32 9 = o 0
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Remark 2.2. As in [39], we have the following characterization of the infimum of J. on N:

e = BT = oy e 0) = o e el

In the next result we show that J. verifies a local compactness condition.
Lemma 2.5. J. satisfies the (PS). condition for all ¢ € [cc, K].

Proof. Let (uy,) be a Palais-Smale sequence at the level ¢, that is J.(u,) — ¢ and J.(u,) — 0. We
divide the proof in two main steps.
Step 1: For any 7 > 0 there exists R = R,, > 0 such that

lim sup/ [(=A)2u, |2+ V(ex)u2 do < 1. (2.16)
RN\Bp

n—oo

By using (g3), we can see that

1 1 1 1 1
Jetu) = 3Ot w) = (5= 5 ) Bl 4 5 [ (G ) gt do

2
—1/ i>|<G(a:u)G(a:u)ala;
2 RN ’f]}"u € » ' € » '
1

so there exists ng € N such that
lun|? < 4(k + 1) for all n > nyg.

Therefore, we may assume that u, — u in H*(R") and v, — u in L}

r (RN) for any r € [2,27).
Moreover, by Lemma 2.3, we can deduce that

SUPp>ng ”KE (un) (‘T) HL°° (RN)
b

Fix R > 0 and let 1z € C*®(R") be a function such that ¢z = 0 in Brya, Yr = 11in By, ¢g € [0,1]
and |Vngr| < C/R. Since (u,¥r) is bounded we can see that

1
< -. 2.17
<3 (217)

/ (=A)2up (—A)2 (unhg) + V(ex)Ypu? dz = (J.(un), unR) + / <L * G(sx,un)> g(ex, up)un YR
RN RN

||
=o,(1) + /RN <@ * G(e:n,un)) g(ex,up)upp dx
(2.18)

For n > ng and € > 0 fixed, take R > 0 big enough such that A. C Bg/;. Then, by using (gs) with
lp as in Lemma 2.3, we deduce that

s 1
/ (—A)2u,|? + V(ex)u? dx < / (— x Gex, un)> g(ex, up )ty dx + 0,(1)
RN\BRr/2 RN\Br/2 ||

// (un () = un(w))(Wr(2) — Yr(Y))
R2N

z — y|N+2s un(y) dedy

<

sup, s |1 Kz (un) ()] oo
[ e R,
RN\Bp/s

o
_ // (un(x) — un(u) (Wr(z) — Yr(Y))
R2N

’x o y’N+2s ’LLn(y) dﬂj‘dy,
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which together with (2.17) yields

1 NYIRE O de < o (1) — () = wn () (Vr(x) — Yry)
2/]RN\BR/2|( A) ”| +V(€ ) Nd = n(l) //]RZN ‘m_y’N+2s n(y)d dy

Now, we note that the Holder inequality and the boundedness of (u,) imply that

‘//Rw S ui;(zi))(rfvigf) —¥aly) Uun(y) dwdy‘

<//RzN |UT|L"E - |N1(28 ) <//R2N W}TJE — |N+§§/)|2u%(y) da:dy>%
=¢ <//R2N e y|N+§f)|2 a(y )dmdy)

Therefore, it is enough to prove that

[Yr(@) — YR - _
lim limsup //RW \x = ’N+2S us (y) dedy = 0

R—oc0 pn—oo

to conclude our first claim.
Let us note that R2N can be written as

RzN = ((RN \ BQR) X (RN \ BQR)) U ((RN \ BQR) X BQR) U (BQR X RN) =: X}l{ U X}% U st%

Then

[Yr(z) — Yr(y )\ [Yr(x) — Yr(Y)

[Vr(x) — Yr(Y )l [VR( rR(Y)
//X2 }Tx_ s dacdy—k//x3 }Tx_ ‘N+2§/ ui(m)dmdy. (2.19)

Now, we estimate each integral in (2.19). Since ¢ = 1 in RN \ Byr, we have

u2 T xr) — 2

Let k > 4. Clearly, we have

X% = (RN \ Bag) x Bag = ((R* \ Brr) x Bar) U ((Bkr \ Bagr) x Bar)

Let us observe that, if (x,y) € (R?V \ Bygr) x Bag, then

X
|$—y|2|$|—|y|2|$|—2R>%.
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. . C
Therefore, takmg into account 0 < ¢r <1, |[Vyp| < 7

11

and applying Holder inequality, we can see

z)|[vr(z) — Yry)?
//}(2 iz —y |N+2s dxdy
2
/ / z)[pr(x )N+2s dxdy +/ / z)[Yp(x )N+12bsR(y)\ dudy
R2N\Byr J Bagr |z — Z/| Brr\Bar J Bar |z — |
2
§22+N+28/ / n ) dfll‘dy+—/ / un(x) dflfdy
RN\Bir J Bagr |x|N+2s R? Brr\B2r J Bar |3j - y|N+2(S_1)
2 C
SCRN/ u()d+—kR( )/ u? (x)dx
RN\Byr |517|N+2S R2( ) Brr\Bar (@)
2 2s
L\ = 1 N 2(1—s)
< CRN / |up ()| dz / ———dz| + 0"372 / u (z)dx
RN\ Byr RN\ Byr ‘x’ﬁ"'N R Brr\Bar
2
. 27 2(1—s)
<o ([ m@Par) + S [ e
k RN\ By g R Byr\B2r
C Ck2(1—s)
<+ 73/ u?(z)d. (2.21)
kN R? Brr\B2r
Now, fix € € (0,1), and we note that
2 2
// u;, (7)[Yr(r) — Pr(Y)| ddy
|z — y‘N+2s
z)[pr(x) — PRy / / z)|[Vr(z) — Yry)?
dxdy + dxdy. 2.22
/BZR\BER /R e A A S 222)
Let us estimate the first integral in (2.22). Then,
2 _ 2
Byr\B:r JRNN{y:|z—y|<R} |z —yl R Bar\B:r
and
2 _ 2
Bar\Ber JRV{y:la—y| >R} |z =yl Bar\Ber
from which we have
2
/ / WR N+72iR(Z/)| dzxdy < RC;S/ u? (x)dz. (2.23)
Byg\B:r /RN —y Bar\Ber
By using the definition of T,Z)R, €€ (0 1) and ¥ < 1, we have
z)[pr(x) — PRy / / Jun (2) 2[R (x) — Yr(y)|?
d:ndy = dxdy
/ER /I\{N |:E - |N+23 B:r /RN\Bpg |:E - |N+23
u ()
< 4/ / — L dxdy
B.p JrN\BR |T — y|N T2
1
<
C/sR / SR ,r.1+2sd
= dx 2.24
- (= o [, v (2:24)
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where we use the fact that if (z,y) € B.g x (RY \ Bg), then |z —y| > (1 — ¢)R.
Taking into account (2.22), (2.23) and (2.24) we deduce

2)|[Yr(x) = Yr(Yy)P
/ /Xa \xR_ ‘N+25R dxdy
C ) c )
ST O T, (2:29

Putting together (2.19), (2.20), (2.21) and (2.25), we can infer

)|y Yr(y))?
[, S o

c  Ck-9)

C C
§—+7/ ui:nd:n%——/ un$2dl‘+7/ u? (z)d.
k R Brr\B2r (@) R BZR\B5R| @l [(1—e)R]?s B.r (@)

(2.26)

Since (uy) is bounded in H*(RY), we may assume that u, — u in L? (RY) for some u € H*(RY).
Then, taking the limit as n — oo in (2.26), we have

. |un () *|[¥r(z) — Yr(Y)
117131_>SOl<l>p //R2N =y [N dxdy

C Ck‘21 s

C C
§—+7/ u(z)|?dz + / u:pzdzn—i—i/ w(z)Pdx
k‘N R2S BkR\BQR | ( )| Rgs B2R\BER | ( )| [(1 o €)R]23 B.r | ( )|

C . % . % e \* . o
<-5T Ck? / lu(z)|? dz +C / lu(z)|? dz +C < > </ ()| d:z:>
k Brr\B2r Bapr\B:r l—e¢ Ber

where in the last passage we use Holder inequality.
Since u € L% (RM), k > 4 and ¢ € (0,1), we obtain

limsup/ Ju(z)|* do = hmsup/ lu(z)|* dz = 0.
R—o0 Bk:R\B2R R—o0 BZR\BgR

Choosing € = %, we get

- : o)|r(@) — Yr(y)?
1 1 dxd
im sup lim sup //RQN i — o xdy

R—oo n—o0

2
7%
< lim hmsup{g—Fij / Ju(a)|% da +C / lu(z)|* da
k—o0 R—o0 k BkR\BQR BQR\B%R

+c($>2§ /B - lufe)Fdo }

2
2

Step 2: Let us prove that u, — v in HZ as n — oo.
Set W,, = ||u, — u|? and we observe that

U, = (JL(un), un) — (JL(upn), u) + /]RN <# * G(sx,un)> glex,up)(uy — u)de + op(1).  (2.27)
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Let us note that (J.(uy,),u,) = (JL(un),u) = 0,(1), so in view of (2.27), we need to show that

/RN (L " G(e:n,un)) 92, ) (i, — 1) dz = 0,(1),

||~

to infer that ¥,, — 0 as n — oo.
2N *
We observe that G(ez,u,) is bounded in L2V— (RY) (since ¢ < 275 (2— %)), up = uae inRY,
and G is continuous, so we deduce that
. 2N N
G(ex,up) — G(ex,u) in L2N-r (RY). (2.28)

In virtue of Theorem 2.2, we know that the convolution term

1 o _—
W * h($) S LQ‘JLV (RN) for all h € inf]i# (RN)

2N 2N
is a linear bounded operator from L2¥-= (R™) to L » (RY), so we can see that

2N
K. (u,) = B * G(ex,u,) — T * G(ex,u) = K.(u) in L (RY), (2.29)

Since g has a subcritical growth, by using Theorem 2.1 and (2.29), we obtain

lim K. (up)g(ex, un) (uy — u) dz = 0. (2.30)

n—oo BR

From the growth assumption and the boundedness of K, (u,) we obtain

/ K (un)|g(ex, up )up| dx < Cl/ u? dz.
RN\Bg RN\Bg
By the Step 1 and Theorem 2.1, for any n > 0 there exists R, > 0 such that

limsup/ K. (up)|g(ex, up )un| dz < Con.
RN\Bg

n—oo

In similar way, from Holder inequality, we can see that

n—oo

fimsup [ Rewn)loer ua)ul dz < Can,
RM\Bp
Taking into account the above limits we can infer that

lim K. (un)g(ex, uy) (up — u) dz = 0.

n—oo RN

Finally, we prove the following result:
Lemma 2.6. The functional 1. satisfies the (PS). on S for any ¢ € [c., K].

Proof. Let (u,) C S: be a (PS). sequence for ¢.. Then 9. (uy,) — ¢ and ||¢L(uy,)|l« — 0, where || - ||«
denotes the norm in the dual space of (T,,S:)*. By using Proposition 2.1-(¢), we can infer that
(me(uy)) is a (PS). sequence for J.. In view of Lemma 2.5, we can see that, up to a subsequence,
there exists u € S; such that mg.(u,) — me(u) in H. From Lemma 2.4-(c), we conclude that
Uy — w in S,.

g
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3. THE AUTONOMOUS PROBLEM

In this section we deal with the limit problem associated to (2.2), namely
1
(—A)’u+ Vyu = <W * F(u)> f(u) in RY, (3.1)
In what follows, we denote the above problem with (Pyy).
The functional Jy; : Hj — R associated to the above problem is given by

1
vy (u) = 5”“\\%/0 — Yo(u),

where Hj is the space H*(RY) endowed with the norm

lull?, = [u)? + / Vou? dz,
]RN

and

S0 (1) = %/RN <@ \ F(u)> P(u) dz.

Let us consider the following Nehari manifold
Nvy = {u € Hy \ {0} : (Jy;,(u), u) = 0}

and let us denote by Sy the unit sphere in Hj. Arguing as in the proofs of Lemma 2.4 and Proposition
2.1, we can see that the following results hold.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that f verifies (f1)-(f4).
Then, the following facts hold true:
(a) For any u € H§ \ {0}, let hy, : Ry — R be defined by hy(t) :== Jy,(tu). Then, there is a
unique t, > 0 such that hl,(t) > 0 in (0,t,) and h,,(t) <0 in (t,,+o0).
(b) There is T > 0, independent on u, such that t, > T for every u € Sg. Moreover, for each
compact set W C Sy, there is Cyy > 0 such that t, < Cyy for every u € W.
(¢) The map 1o : Hi \ {0} — Ny, given by mo(u) := t,u is continuous and mg = 1ls, is a
homeomorphism between So and Ny,. Moreover, mg*(u) =

Tullvg *
Let us define the maps 1 : Hi\ {0} — R by Q,ZA)O(u) = Jy, (mo(u)), and ¢ := T/A)(]|§0. Then we have

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that f verifies (f1)-(fa). Then, one has:

(a) o € CY(H\ {0},R) and

(v = 0O (), 0
[[llvs
for every w € H \ {0} and v € H§;

(b) Yo € CI(S()?R) and <w6(u),v> = Hmo(u)|"/o<‘]\//o(m0(u))7U>7 for every v € T,,Sy.

(¢) If (uy) is a (PS)q sequence for 1o, then (mgo(uy)) is a (PS)q sequence for Jy,. Moreover,
if (un) C Ny, is a bounded (PS)q sequence for Jv,, then (mg ' (uy)) is a (PS)g sequence for
the functional vg;

(d) w is a critical point of o if and only if mo(w) is a nontrivial critical point for Jy,. Moreover,
the corresponding critical values coincide and

B2 a0 = B 3o

ueNy,
Moreover, we have the following characterization of the infimum of Jy on Ny,

W= B, M6l = gy R M) = B s Pt 2

The next Lemma allows us to assume that the weak limit of a (PS), sequence is nontrivial.



FRACTIONAL CHOQUARD EQUATION 15

Lemma 3.2. Let (uy,) C H§ be a (PS). sequence for Jy, and such that u, — 0. Then, only one of
the following alternatives holds.
(a) up — 0 in H, or
(b) there exists a sequence (§,) C RY, and constants R > 0 and ~y > 0 such that

lim inf [un|? dz >~ > 0.

"0 J Br(in)
Proof. Suppose that (b) does not hold. Then, for all R > 0, we have

lim sup / |un|* dz = 0.
Br(y)

n—o0 yERN

Since we know that (uy,) is bounded in H§, we can use Lemma 2.1 to deduce that u,, — 0 in LI(RY)
for any ¢ € (2,2}). By using (f1)-(f2), we know that for all > 0 there exists C;, > 0 such that

[E()] < nft]* + Cylt,
so, applying Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we get
1
/ (— * F(un)> [ (up)up dz = o, (1).
RV \ |2
Taking into account (J{(uy), un) = 0,(1), we can infer that [Ju,||v, — 0 as n — co. O

Now, we prove the following result for the autonomous problem.

Lemma 3.3. Let (wy,) C H§ be a (PS)c,, sequence for Jy,. Then the problem (Py,) has a positive
ground state.

Proof. Arguing as in Lemma 2.2, we can see that Jy has a mountain pass geometry. As a consequence
of the mountain pass theorem without the (PS) condition (see [12]), there exists a Palais-Smale
sequence (u,) C H{ such that

Jvy (un) = vy and Jyg (un) — 0.

Since ) )
Jvo (un) — Z<J\//O(un)’un> > ZHunH%/O,
it is easy to deduce that (u,) is bounded in H§. By using (f1)-(f2), we know that ||ully, > r for
all u € My,. Then, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we can see that there exists a sequence
(yn) € RY, and constants R > 0 and ~ > 0 such that
liminf/ [un|? dz >~ > 0.
Br(yn)

n—00
Set vy, = up (- — yn). Since Jy, and J"/O are both invariant by translation, it holds that
Ji, (vn) = 0 and Jy, (vy) = ey

We observe that (vy,) is also bounded in H§, so we may assume that v,, — v in Hf, for some v # 0.
Now, we show that v is a weak solution to (Py;). Fix ¢ € C§°(RY). Recalling that (v,) is bounded,
we can argue as in the proof of Lemma 2.3 to deduce that Hﬁ * F'(vp) || oo mvy < C for any n € N.

Then, using the fact that f has subcritical growth and v, — v in Lfoc(]RN ) for any r € [1,2%), we
can see that the Dominated Convergence Theorem gives

/RN (ﬁ X F('Un)> fon)pdr — - <@ * F(v)> fv)pde.

This combined with the weak convergence of (v,) yields
on(1) = (Jy; (vn), ) = (Jy;, (v), ).
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From the density of C§°(RY) in H, we get (Ji;,(v), ) = 0 for all ¢ € H§. In particular, v € Ny,.
Using the definition of ¢y, together with Fatou’s Lemma, we also deduce that Jy, (v) = cy,.

Now, recalling that f(t) =0 for t <0 and (z —y)(z~ —y~) > |z~ —y~|? for all 2,y € R, it is
easy to deduce that (Ji, (v),v™) = 0 implies that v > 0 in RV,
Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2.3, we can see that K(x) := ﬁ % F(v) is bounded in RV,
so similar arguments developed in Lemma 5.1 below, allow us to deduce that v € L>(R"). Since
f has subcritical growth and K () is bounded, we can see that K (z)f(v) € L>®(RY), so we can
apply Proposition 2.9 in [38] to infer that v € C%*(RY) for some a € (0,1). Using the Harnack
inequality [38], we can conclude that v > 0 in RY. O

The next result is a compactness result on autonomous problem which we will use later.

Lemma 3.4. Let (0,) C Ny, be such that Jo(0n) — cv,. Then (0,) has a convergent subsequence
in HS.

Proof. Since (0,) C Ny, and Jy, (0,) — cy,, we can apply Lemma 3.1-(c) and Proposition 3.1-(d)
to infer that

1~ U
Wy =mg (Oy) = —— €Sy
0 [[Tnlvo
and
1/10(wn) = JVO(?NJn) — Cyy = léle 1/10(’[)).
v€So
Hence, by using the Ekeland’s variational principle [17], we can find (w,) C Sy such that (w0,)

is a (PS)ey, sequence for 1y on So and W, — wn|lv, = on(1). From Proposition 3.1-(c), we can
deduce that mo(wn) is a (PS)e,, sequence of Jy. By applying Lemma 3.3, it follows that there
exists W € Sp such that mg(w,) — moe(w) in HF. This fact, together with Lemma 3.1-(c), and
||y, — wpllv, = 0n(1), allow us to conclude that o, — © in Hj. O

4. MULTIPLICITY RESULTS

In order to study the multiplicity of solutions to (1.1), we need introduce some useful tools.
Let us consider ¢ > 0 such that Ms C A, where

M;s = {z € RN : dist(x, M) < 6}.

and n € C3°(R4, [0,1]) satisfying n(t) = 1if 0 <t < § and n(t) = 0 if t > 4.
For any y € M, we define

T, y(x) = n(lex — ylw <€w€— y)

where w is a positive ground state solution for Jy;, (by Lemma 3.3).
Let us denote by t. > 0 the unique positive number verifying

tw = J.(t:V.,).
TZE’“OXJE( e,y) Je(te s,y)

Finally, we consider ®.(y) = t.¥. .
In next lemma we prove an important relationship between ®. and the set M.
Lemma 4.1. The functional ®. satisfies the following limit

lin% J-(®-(y)) = ¢y, uniformly iny € M.
e—

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there exist dyp > 0, (y,) C M and ¢, — 0 such that

| Jen (Pe,, (yn)) — cvy| = o. (4.1)
We first show that lim,, . e, < 0o. Let us observe that by using the change of variable z = 5"“’;—;%,

if z € B (0), it follows that €,z € Bs(0) and €,z + y,, € Bs(yn) C Ms C A.
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Since G = F on A, we can see that

t2 s t2
Tos(®e, () = 5 [ A Ollenzhu) P d 4 5 [ Va4 m)nllenzu(a))? ds
RN RN
- Eo(taw(\&?nz’)w(z))- (4’2)
In view of the Dominated Convergence Theorem and Lemma 5 in [32], we can see that
T (|9, g, e, = 0],
and
nh—>H<;lo EO(\Ilen,yn) = Eo(w)
By using t., V., ,. € N, and the assumptions on f, it is easy to prove that t., — to > 0.
Moreover, being
Ftn\Ilnynftn\IInyntn\Pnyn
N B e R 13)
RN JRN |z -yl

we can deduce that

2 9
[wlly, = lim

/ / F(tf':n\IIEn,yn)f(tEn\IIEn,yn)ten\IIEn,yn

RN JRN 2 le—ylr '

Taking into account that w is a ground state to (Py,) and using (f1), we can conclude that t., — 1.
As a consequence

Jim So(te,n(lensl)w() = Zo(w)

and this yields
hm Jen(q)an(yn)) = J()(’LU) = cVO’

n—o0
which contradicts (4.1).
O

Now, we consider § > 0 such that M; C A, and choose p = p(d) > 0 such that Ms; C Bs(0). We
define T : RNV — RY by setting Y(z) = z for |z| < p and YT (z) = % for |x| > p. Then we define
the barycenter map f. : Nz — R given by

) — Jpn Y(ex)u?(x) do
Be(u) = Jan @2(x)dz

Lemma 4.2. The function B verifies the following limit

lim 5. (®.(y)) = y uniformly iny € M.
e—0

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that there exists dg > 0, (y,) C M and &, — 0 such that
|5€n (q)sn(yn)) - yn| > dp. (4.4)

By using the definitions of ®. (y,), 8., and 7, and using a change of variable, we can see that
f]RN (Y (enz + yn) — yn”n(‘gnz‘)w(z)P dz
+ 2
Jen In(lenz)w(2)[? dz

Taking into account (y,) C M C B, and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we can infer that
’lBan(@En (yn)) - yn’ = On(l)

Ben (Ye, (Yn)) = Yn

which contradicts (4.4).
U

The next compactness result will be fundamental to show that the solutions of the modified problem
are solutions of the original problem.
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Lemma 4.3. Let ¢, — 0 and (u,) C N, be such that Je, (u,) — cvy,. Then there exists (g,) C
RY such that v, () = un(x + §n) has a convergent subsequence in H*(RY). Moreover, up to a
subsequence, Y, = €nYn — Yo € M.

Proof. Since (J. (un),u,) = 0 and J., (un) — ¢y, we can see that (uy) is bounded in Hf . Note
that ¢y, > 0, and since ||uy|ls, — 0 would imply J¢, (u,) — 0, we can argue as in Lemma 3.2 to
obtain a sequence (7,) C RY, and constants R > 0 and v > 0 such that

lim inf [un|? dz > v > 0. (4.5)
"% JBr(jn)
Now, we set vy, () = up(x+9p). Then, (v,) is bounded in H{, and we may assume that v, — v # 0
in Hj as n — co. Fix t,, > 0 such that 0,, = t,v,, € Ny,. Since u,, € N, , we can see that

cyy < JVo(@n) = Jy, (tnun) < Jen (tnun) < Je, (un) = cvp + on (1)

which gives Jy;, (0,) — ¢y, In particular, we get v, — ¢ in H{ and ¢,, — t* > 0. Then, from the
uniqueness of the weak limit, we have v = t*v £ 0.
By using Lemma 3.4, we can see that

B — 0 in H{. (4.6)

In order to complete the proof of the lemma, we consider v, = €,7,. Our claim is to show that
(yn) admits a subsequence, still denoted by y,, such that y, — yo, for some yo € M. Firstly, we
prove that (y,) is bounded. We argue by contradiction, and we assume that, up to a subsequence,
|yn| — 00 as n — oo. Since

”un”gn = / <L * G(Exyun)> g(saz,un)un,
]RN

||

and J., (un) — ¢y, we can see that u, € B for all n big enough. Then, in view of Lemma 2.3, there
exists Cy > 0 such that

L * G(ex, up) < Cy.

sup ’x‘“

neN

Fixed R > 0 such that A C Bg(0), and assume that |y,| > 2R. Then, for all z € B & (0),

En

lenz + yn| > |yn| — |lenz| > R. (4.7)

Lo (RN)

By using the change of variable x — z + ¢, and (4.7), we deduce that

[vn]2 + Vofui de < CO/ 9(enz + Yn, Un) Uy dx
RN RN

< CO/ f(vn)vn dx + CO/ f(Un)Un dx. (48)
B g (0) RM\B g (0)

En En

Then, by using the fact that v, — v in H§ as n — oo and that f(t) < ‘Z—gt, we can see that (4.8)
implies that

[U]2 +/ Vov2 de = o, (1),
RN

that is v, — 0 in H{, which is a contradiction. Therefore, (y,) is bounded, and we may assume
that y, — yo € RY. Clearly, if 9 ¢ A, then we can argue as before and we deduce that v, — 0 in
H§, which is impossible. Hence yo € A. Now, we note that if V(yo) = Vo, then we can infer that
yo ¢ OA in view of (V3), and then yo € M. Therefore, in the next step, we show that V(yg) = Vp.
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Suppose by contradiction that V(yo) > Vp. Then, by using ©,, — © in Hj and Fatou’s Lemma, we
get

v = o) < 5 ([ + [ Vn)i?) = 500

1 1
< lim inf [—[@nP + = / V(enz + yn)02 dz — So(ty,)
2 RN

n—00 2

< linIT_ligf Je, (tnun) < hnni)ionof Je, (Un) = cvy

which gives a contradiction.

Now, we introduce a subset N of A by setting
Ne={ueN.:J.(u) < ey + h(e)},

where h : Ry — Ry is such that h(e) — 0 as e — 0. Given y € M, we can use Lemma 4.1 to
conclude that h(e) = |Jo(P.(y)) — ey, | — 0 as € — 0. Hence ®.(y) € Nz, and N # 0 for any € > 0.
Moreover, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4.
lim sup dist(B:(u), Ms) = 0.
e—0 uENs

Proof. Let ¢, — 0 as n — oco. For any n € N, there exists u, € /\~/'€n such that

su inf u) —y| = Inf Up) — Y| + 0,(1).
ue/\%:n yeMéwen( ) — ¥ yeMémen( n) = Y| (1)

Therefore, it is suffices to prove that there exists (y,) C My such that
Timn |8z, (1n) — g = 0. (49)
We note that (u,) C Nz, C N.,, from which we deuce that
vy < ey < Jey(un) < cvp + hi(en).

This yields J., (u,) — cy,. By using Lemma 4.3, there exists (¢,) C RY such that y,, = &,3, € Ms
for n sufficiently large. By setting v, = u,(- + ¥,) and using a change of variable, we can see that

I Jen [T (enz + yn) — yn]v2(2) dz
fRN va(z) dz

Since e,z + yn, — y € M, we deduce that 5., (u,) = yn + 0, (1), that is (4.9) holds.

/Ban (un) = Yn

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

This last section is devoted to the proof of the main result of this work. Firstly, we show that (2.3)
admits at least catps, (M) positive solutions. In order to achieve our aim, we recall the following
result for critical points involving Ljusternik-Schnirelmann category. For the details of the proof
one can see [27].

Theorem 5.1. Let U be a CY' complete Riemannian manifold (modelled on a Hilbert space).
Assume that h € CY(U,R) bounded from below and satisfies —oo < infyr h < d < k < oo. Moreover,
suppose that h satisfies Palais-Smale condition on the sublevel {u € U : h(u) < k} and that d is not
a critical level for h. Then

card{u € h® : Vh(u) = 0} > catja(h?).
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Since M. is not a C'' submanifold of H?, we cannot apply Theorem 5.1 directly. Fortunately, from
Lemma 2.4, we know that the mapping m. is a homeomorphism between A and S,, and S; is a C*
submanifold of HZ. So we can apply Theorem 5.1 to ¢-(u) = J-(1e(u))|s. = J-(me(u)), where 1.
is given in Proposition 2.1.

Theorem 5.2. Assume that (V1)-(Va) and (f1)-(fa) hold. Then, for any 6 > 0 there exists &5 > 0
such that, for any e € (0,&5), problem (2.3) has at least catp, (M) positive solutions.

Proof. For any ¢ > 0, we define a. : M — S by setting a.(y) = mZ1(®.(y)). By using Lemma 4.1
and the definition of 1., we can see that

lim 9. (e (y)) = lim J.(®:(y)) = ¢y, uniformly in y € M.
e—0 e—0

Then, there exists & > 0 such that S, := {w € S, : ¢.(w) < ¢y, + h(e)} # 0 for all € € (0,2).
Taking into account Lemma 4.1, Lemma 2.4-(c), Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.4, we can find € = &5 > 0
such that the following diagram
O - mit s me o B
MJ./\/:; — Se _iNgiMé

is well defined for any € € (0, ).

By using Lemma 4.2, there exists a function 0(e,y) with |0(c,y)| < g uniformly in y € M for
all € € (0,€) such that 8.(P:(y)) = y + 0(e,y) for all y € M. Then, we can see that H(t,y) =
y+ (1 —1t)0(e,y) with (¢,y) € [0,1] x M is a homotopy between 3. o ®. = (f: o m.) o a and the
inclusion map id : M — M;. This fact and Lemma 4.3 in [9] implies that catg_ (S.) > catpr, (M).
On the other hand, let us choose a function h(e) > 0 such that h(e) — 0 as € — 0 and such that
ey, + h(e) is not a critical level for J.. For € > 0 small enough, we deduce from Lemma 2.6 that
1. satisfies the Palais-Smale condition in S.. So, it follows from Theorem 5.1 that 1), has at least
catg, (S.) critical points on S.. By Proposition 2.1-(d) we conclude that J. admits at least cat s, (M)
critical points. O

Now, we use a Moser iteration argument [29] which will be fundamental to study of behavior of
the maximum points of the solutions.

Lemma 5.1. Let &, — 0 and u,, € ./\75” be a solution to (2.3). Then v, = uy(- + Un) satisfies the
following problem

(=AY + Val@)on = (e + Gu(on)) gu(va)  in RY
v, € H5(RN) (5.1)
vy >0 in RN,

where V() = V(en® + €n0n), gn(vn) = g(en® + €nln, vn), enln — y € M, and there exists C' > 0
such that |[vp||pee@ry < C for all n € N.

Proof. For any L > 0 and 8 > 1, let us define the function
Y(vn) = 1,5(n) = vevy,, ) € HYRY)
where vy, ,, = min{u,, L}. Since v is an increasing function, we have
(a —b)(y(a) —y(b)) >0 for any a,b € R.
Let us consider

ey =0 and F(t):/o (+ () ¥ dr.
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Then, by applying Jensen inequality we get for all a,b € R such that a > b,

b
&'(a = b)(y(a) = (b)) = (a = b)(v(a) — (b)) = (a — ) / v (t)dt

~-b) [ O E ( / b(r’<t>>dt>2

The same argument works when a < b. Therefore
E'(a —b)(y(a) — (b)) > [T(a) — T'(b)|* for any a,b € R. (5.2)
By using (5.2), we can see that
IP(n)(@) = D) (1) < (@) = va @) (@nv75 (@) = a7 ) (w)): (5.3)

Choosing v(vy,) = vnvL(fL Y as test-function in (5.1), and using (5.3), we obtain

[r(vn)]2+/ Vo (@) o 2070 e

z) —ony) ;0 28-1) 2(5-1) / 2, 2(6-1)
< [ ) () ~ N oy + [ Vil P

_/ <le“ (v )>gn(vn)vnvL(ﬁ . (5.4)

Since
1 _
F(’Un) > anvg,nl7

and using Theorem 2.1, we have

1\? -
CF 2 S sy 2 () Sllon s ey (55)
On the other hand, from the boundedness of (vy,), it follows that there exists Cp > 0 such that
sup x G(ex,vp) < Cp. (5.6)
nen || |z[# Loo(RN)

By the assumption (g;) and (g2), for any £ > 0 there exists C¢ > 0 such that
|9 (vn)] < Elvn] + Celva| T~ (5.7)
Taking ¢ € (0,Vh), and using (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7), we can see that (5.4) yields

_ 1
”Unvgnluizg (&) < CBQ/ ”Un’quB )da:
RN

Set wy, == vnv L " By applying Holder inequality, we get

q—2 2

* 2§ * aig
”wL,TLHiQ§(RN) < CB2 </RN U?Ls dm) </RN wg?n dw)

22% *
Where Oé m (2,25)

Since (vn) is bounded in H*(RY), we deduce that

HwL,TLHi%‘(RN) S Cﬁ2HwL,n||ia’§(RN)- (58)
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Now, we observe that if vg € L% (RYN), from the definition of wr,n, and by using the fact that
vrn < vy and (5.8), we obtain

2
2 2 Bac “s
HwL,nHng(RN) <Cp </]RN v da:) < 00. (5.9)
By passing to the limit in (5.9) as L — 400, the Fatou’s Lemma yields
11
[onll 162; ®N) < Crpe an”Lﬁaz‘(RN) (5.10)

whenever vi* € LYRY).
Now, we set 8 := % > 1, and we observe that, being v, € L% (]RN ), the above inequality holds
for this choice of 3. Then, observing that %’ = 52%, it follows that (5.10) holds with 3 replaced

by B2. Therefore, we can see that
gk (5+52) git7s
”UnHLﬁzzz (RN) <0 ps ”UnHLﬁzaz(RN) SO\ BHBRTs ”UnHLﬁaé(RN)-
Iterating this process, and recalling that Sa™* := 2%, we can infer that for every m € N
DDA P N 1 B
ol s vy < O 37 8202197 o || o vy (5.11)

Taking the limit in (5.11) as m — 400 and recalling that ||v,|| 2 ®y) < K, we get

[vnll oo @y < C7'B7? K,
where

(o]
1
0'12:ZE<OO and o9 := — < o0.
j=1

At this point, we are ready to give the proof of our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Take § > 0 such that Ms C A. We begin proving that there exists &5 > 0
such that for any ¢ € (0,&s) and any solution u. € N of (2.3), it holds

l[tell oo A \AL) < @ (5.12)

Assume by contradiction that there exist e, — 0, u., € Nz, such that Ji, (ue,) = 0and [Jue,, || oo mi\A, ) >
a. Since Jg, (ue,) < cy, + h(eyn) and h(e,) — 0, we can argue as in the first part of the proof of
Lemma 4.3, to deduce that J., (ue,) — cy,. Then, by using Lemma 4.3, we can find (3,) C RY

such that y, := €,y — yo € M.

Now, if we choose 7 > 0 such that B, (yo) C Bar(yo) C A, we can see Bé(f—,‘i) C A,,. In particular,

for any y € BEL (gn) there holds
Yo

y —_—
€

n

_ Y

n

2r
< — for n sufficiently large.
En

§|y_gn|+

Yn
Therefore
RY\ A, c RV\ Bé (9n) for any n big enough.
Now, denoting by vy, (z) = u., (z + ¥»), we can see that
(—A)°vy, + v, = hy, in RN,
where

i = v — V()0 + (L ; Gn(vn)> n(vn),

||

and v, — v converges strongly in LP(RY) for any p € [2,00), in view of Lemma 5.1.
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Since (J. (ue, ), te,) = 0 and J., (ue,) — cy,, we may assume u., € B for all n big enough, so
that

< ().
Lo (RN)

* G(€x7 u€n)

[z ]k
As a consequence, recalling that ¢,7, — yo € M, we get
1
[Anllpe@ny <C and  hy — v —V(yo)v + (W * F(v)> f(v) in LP(RN)  Vp € [2,00).
Hence, v, = K * hy,, where K is the Bessel kernel [19], and we can argue as in [2] to prove that

lim sup |v,(z)| =0,
|| =00 neN

which implies that there exists R > 0 such that v,(x) < a for |z| > R and n € N.
Thus

ue, (x) < a for any z € RV \ Bgr(j,), n € N.

As a consequence, there exists v € N such that for any n > v and é > R, it holds
RN \ Asn - RN \ Bi (?jn) - RN \ BR(gn),

which gives u., () < a for any € RV \ A, , and this is impossible.

Now, let &5 given in Theorem 5.2 and take 5 = min{és,&s}. Fix ¢ € (0,e5). By Theorem 5.2, we
know that problem (2.3) admits cat s, (M) nontrivial solutions u.. Since u. € N satisfies (5.12),
from the definition of g it follows that u. is a solution of (2.2).

Now, we study the behavior of the maximum points of u, € HZ solutions to the problem (2.3).
Let us observe that (g;) implies that we can find v € (0,a) such that

\%
glex,t)t < E—Ot2 for any z € RNt < . (5.13)
0

Arguing as before, we can find R > 0 such that

[wnllLoe (85, (G0)) < V- (5.14)
Moreover, up to extract a subsequence, we may assume that

[tnll Lo (B (ga)) 2 7- (5.15)

Indeed, if (5.15) does not hold, in view of (5.14) we can see that |[uy||p®y) <. Then, by using
(JL (up),un) =0, (5.13) and

< 007

1
— x G(ex,uy
HW“ ( ) L (RN)

we can infer

C
Up, 2 < Co glenx, Up )ty dr < -0 V0u2 dz
H HE n
" RN 60 RN

which together with % < 1 yields ||lup|., = 0, and this gives a contradiction. As a consequence,

(5.15) holds. Taking into account (5.14) and (5.15) we can deduce that the maximum points p,, € RY
of u, belong to Br(yy). Therefore, p,, = 9, + ¢, for some ¢, € Br(0). Hence, 0, = £,0n + Engn 18
the maximum point of 4, (x) = u,(x/e,). Since |g,| < R for any n € N and &,9, — yo € M, from
the continuity of V' we can infer that

Jim Vi(ne,) = V(yo) = Vo,

which ends the proof of the Theorem 1.1. O
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