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Abstract

We propose an existence result for the semirelativistic Choquard equation with a local
nonlinearity in RN
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A/ —A+FmPu—mu+V(x)u = <J]RN % dy> [u[P 2w — I(x) |92,

where m > 0 and the potential V is decomposed as the sum of a ZN-periodic term and of a
bounded term that decays at infinity. The result is proved by variational methods applied
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Keywords: solitary wave solution, ground state solution, variational methods, semirela-
tivistic Choquard equation
AMS Subject Classification: 35Q55, 35A15, 35]J20, 35505

Contents

1 Introduction 2
2 Functional setting and local realization 4
3 Variational methods for equation (1.1) 6
4 Profile decomposition of bounded Palais-Smale sequences 10
5 Proof of Theorem 1.1 19

*Email address: bartoszb@mat . umk.pl
TEmail address: Simone.Secchi@unimib. it


http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.05628v1

6 Proof of Theorem 1.3 20

7 Proof of Theorem 1.4 21

1 Introduction

The semirelativistic Hartree equation

2b

i = I-AY—Vy(P)p inR xRN

in the unknown { = \y(t, x), where

W(t,y)P

d
N x—ylY Y

Vy ()00 = (117 [pP) (x) = LR

appears as a model describing Boson stars, see [16, 17, 19]. For the simplicity of presentation,
the mass, speed of light and Planck constant have been normalized. Solitary wave solutions
P(t,x) = e " u(x) lead to the non-local stationary equation

VI=Au—V,(uju=2A in RN,

In this paper we will consider the more general equation

\/ —A+mPu—mu+ V(x)u= <J &% dy> u[P~2u — T(x) w92y, (1.1)
RN X —

wherem >0and V=V +V, € L® (RN) is decomposed so that Vi is a bounded potential that
vanishes at infinity, while V}, is a ZN -periodic function. We assume that (N—1)p—N < & <N
and 2 < g < min{2p,2N/(N — 1)}. We can rewrite (1.1) as

/= A+m2u+ (V(x) —mu = <J}RN &% dy> P2 — T (x)ful 92w

In the rest of the paper, we will write for simplicity

1
I(X:W.

In the case I' = 0, equation (1.1) is also known as the Choquard-Pekard or Schrodinger-Newton
equation and recently many papers have been devoted to the study of solitary states and their
semiclassical limit: see [1, 5, 6,9, 10, 11, 12,13, 17, 21, 24,23, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31] and references
therein.

In the rest of the paper, we will retain the following assumptions:
(N) N=T)p—N<a<N,2<qg<min{2p,2N/(N—1)}and p > 2.

(V1) The potential V can be split as V = V;, + Vi, where V,, € L>®(RN) is ZN—periodiC and
Vi € L®(RN) is such that either V{ = 0 or Vi (x) < 0 for a.e. x € RN, and

Iim Vi(x) =0.

[x|—00
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Furthermore,
Vi e L*(RY), (1.2)
where N < s < +o0.
(V2) essinf, .gn V(x) > 0.
(N T € L°(RN) is ZN-periodic and non-negative.
The main result of the paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (N), (V1), (V2) and (T') hold true. Then equation (1.1) has a ground state
solution u € H2(RN) N C®(RN).

Remark 1.2. Although we expect our solution to decay exponentially fast at infinity, we are
currently unable to prove it rigorously. The lack of information about the sign of the ground
state prevents us from applying standard comparison techniques like in [15].

The proof of this result follows from a recent variational technique introduced in [3] and ex-
tended to the fractional setting in [2]. The presence of the non-local convolution term intro-
duces some additional difficulty. To sketch the ideas, we first show that the Euler functional £
associated to (1.1) satisfies certain geometrical conditions on the Nehari manifold. An abstract
result (see 3.1 below) yields then the existence of a bounded Palais-Smale sequence {vy }5, for
the €. A decomposition result for Palais-Smale sequences (see Lemma 4.3) implies that {vn }n
converges to a non-trivial solution of (1.1).

Assumption (V2) is almost optimal for existence, as the following result shows.
Theorem 1.3. Suppose that (N) and (T') hold true, while (V2) is replaced by

(V3) The potential V can be split as V = V,, + Vi, where V, € L®(RN) is ZN-periodic and
essinf, cgn Vp (x) > 0, and Vi € L®(RN) is such that Vy(x) > 0 for a.e. x € RN, and

Iim Vi(x) =0.

[x|—00

Furthermore,
Vi, e LS(RN),

where N < s < +o0.
Then equation (1.1) has no ground state solutions.
Our last result deals with compactness of ground states in the case Vi = 0.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that (N), (V1) and (V2) hold true and Vi = 0. Let {Th}n € L®(RN) bea
sequence such that Ty, satisfies (T') and T, — 0 in L®(RN). Let u, € H/2(RN) be a ground state
solution with T = Ty,. Then there are z, € ZN such that

Un(-—zn) = u in HY2(RN),
where uw € HY/2(RN) is a ground state solution with T = 0.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the local realization of the nonlocal op-
erator V—A 4+ m? and contains some preliminary facts. In Section 3 we present the variational
setting. Section 4 provides Brezis-Lieb-type splitting results. Finally, Sections 5, 6, 7 contain
proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 respectively.



2 Functional setting and local realization

The realization of the operator v—A + m? in Fourier variables is not convenient for our pur-
poses. Therefore, we prefer to make use of a local realization (see [7, 15]) by means of the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator.

Given u € §(IRN), the Schwartz space of rapidly decaying smooth functions defined on RN,
there exists one and only one functionv & S(]RE“) such that

—Av+m*v=0 inRY",
vO,y) =uly) fory e RN =0oRY".

Setting

we easily see that the problem

—Aw+m*w=0 inR}",
w(0,y) = Tu(y) fory e RN = RN

is solved by w(x,y) = —g—;’c (x,y). From this we deduce that
ow 2% 2
T(Tuw(y) = —a(o&l) = w(oly) = (—Ayv+m?) (0,y),
and hence To T = (—Ay +m?), namely T is a square root of the Schrédinger operator —A,, +m?

on RN = oRN 1.
From the previous construction, we can replace the nonlocal problem (1.1) in RN with the local
Neumann problem in the half-space R} *!

—Av(x,y) +m?v(x,y) =0 inRY",

—2v(0,y) = — (V(y) — m)v(0,y) + (Lo * (0, )P )Iv(0, y)[P~2v(0, y)
—T(y)v(0,y)192v(0,y) fory € RN,

We introduce the Sobolev space H = H! (IRTH), and recall that there is a continuous trace
operator y: H — H/2(RN). Moreover, this operator is surjective and the inequality

ov

S 2.1)

—1
Y)E <MLL,

2

holds for every v € H: we refer to [29] for basic facts about the Sobolev space HY/2(RN) and
the properties of the trace operator. It follows immediately from (2.1) that

1

2 2 2

J}RN ly(W)I” dy < mLRNH [VV[* dx dy + JRN+1 v~ dx dy (2.2)
+ +

Reasoning as in [13, Page 5] and taking the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (see [20, The-
orem 4.3]) into consideration, it follows easily that the functional £: H — IR defined by

1

2
_1 2 m 2 1 _ 2
Ev) = 5 JIRE“ IVv[© dx dy + > J}RE“V dxdy + > LRN (V(y) —m)y(v)° dy

1

= % P P 1 q
3 | s IO dy +2 | Ty ay



is of class C!, and its critical points are (weak) solutions to problem (1.1). In particular,

P NP
(e ypay = [ PRI

2(v) ::J dydy’ < C|v[|*. (23)

R

Lemma 2.1. The quadratic form

v QW) i= |

N1
R

(Vv dx dy 4+ m? vaxdy+ | (Viy)—m)y(v)?dyeR. (24)
]RE+1 RN

defines a norm on H that is equivalent to the standard one on H' (R +1).

Proof. For a real number z, we will write z = max{z,0} > 0 and z~ = —min{z, 0} > 0. For any
v € H, we recall (2.2) and compute

Qv) > |Vv]2 dx dy + m?
+1 JR

v? dx dy —J (V(y) —m)” y(v)]* dy
‘JIRE N+1 RN

+

> Vv dx dy + m? v? dx dy — (essinfgn V —m)~ J y(v)]? dy
‘JIREJrl UIRE+1 RN

> IVv]? dx dy + m?2 vZ dx dy
\JIREJFI UIREJrl
_ (1
+ (essinfgn V —m) (— J V]2 dx dy + mJ [ dx dy)
m IREJFI IREJrl

infpn V
> min {1, M} J Vv dx dy + min {m? essinfgn V} J v? dx dy.
m ]RE‘H +1

RY
Recalling assumption (V2) we conclude that there exists a constant C > 0 such that
Q) >cC! VI vy - (2.5)
On the other hand, for any v € H,

Q(v)<J |Vv|2dxdy+mzj |v|2dxdy+J (V(y) —m)* )2 dy
RN+ RN+ RN

+ +

< J VvP dx dy + mzj Wi dx dy + (|V]Joo — m)* J YW dy,
IRN+1 IRN+1 RN

+ +

and (2.2) immediately yields that

Q(V) <C HVHHl(IRf“) . (2.6)
The conclusion follows from (2.5) and (2.6) O

In the rest of the paper, we will endow H with the norm (2.4).
We will repeatedly use the following integration Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. If

N N
l, 77— t 2.7
max{'N(2—p)+p}< “N—w (2.7)

then 1, € thOC(IRN ). In particular, we can decompose 1o = 11 + Ip, where

L= laxp(o1) € L'(RY), Ip:=1Ia—I € L®(RN). 2.8)
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Remark 2.3. It can be easily checked that our results continue to hold if I is replaced by a
convolution kernel W = W, + W, where W; € LY(RN), W, € L®(RN) and t satisfies (2.7).

For any function u € H/2(RN), we set

Pulx) = (Lo # ulP) (x) = J LG

The following properties are straightforward.
Lemma 2.4. Foranyu € HY/2(RN) there hold
(i) Gy =tPdy foranyt >0;
(ii) Gul-+2) = Gy yq foranyz € ZN;
(iii) G (x) =0 forae x € RN,

The weak sequential continuity of 9' plays a crucial role in our reasoning. We collect in the
next Lemma this property.

Lemma 2.5. Assume that (vy,) C H is a bounded sequence such that vi, — vy in H and v, — vg a.e.
in RYTL. Then for any b € H there holds

2'vn) (W) = 2'(vo) (V).

Proof. We refer e.g. to [1, Lemma 3.4]. See also [13, Lemma 4.2] and the proof of equation (3.3)
in [8]. O

3 Variational methods for equation (1.1)

We briefly introduce the variational setting from [3] based on the Nehari manifold technique,
which does not require the monotonicity condition on the nonlinearity. Let (E,| - ||g) be a
Hilbert space and suppose that £: E — R given by

£v) = VP —3(v)

is a functional on E, where J is of class C!. Define
N = {v cEN{O}| &'V)(v) = O}.
Theorem 3.1 ([3, Theorem 2.1]). Suppose that the following conditions hold:
(J1) thereis v > 0 such that a := infy,|.— E(v) > €(0) = 0;
(J2) thereis q > 2 such that I(tnvn)/ta — oo for any tn — oo and vy, — v # 0asn — oo;
(J3) fort € (0,00) \{1}andv € N

?—-1
2

J'V)(v) =I(tv) +I(v) < 0;



(J4) & is coercive on N.

Then infy € > 0 and there exists a bounded minimizing sequence for € on N, i.e. there is a sequence
{vitn C N such that &(vy,) — infx € and &' (vn) — 0.

We can check that these assumptions are satisfied in our case.
Lemma 3.2. (J1)—(J4) hold with (E, || - ||e) := (H, || - ||) and
1 1

9

Jv)=—
(v) 2 q

Proof. (J1) Inview of (2.3)
1 N
Iv) < 35 7) < Cllv[I*P = ClvIPP~>|Iv]>.

)l/(2p72)

For v € H such that [|[v|| < (5= =: 1 we have

1
Jv) < EHVHZ

Hence £(v) > §[v[? = % > 0 for [|v]| =
(J2) Observe that

Ptnvn) 1 LRN )y (ve)|9 dy

j(tnvn)/tgx td q
n

=P 99(vn) — lj Fx)hy(va)l9 dy — oo.
q JrN

(J3) Fixv € N and define )
e(t) = t 2_13’(\1)(\)) —J(tv) +I(v)

for any t > 0. Note that ¢(1) = 0. Moreover

tI’(V)(v) =7 (tv)(v) =t (i
2p

L i) quJ M(x)y(v)/9 dy
R

©
~
—
-+
N
I

7' (V)W) —J

F(x)by (v ) dy>
RN

= (t—12»7 1) %@/(\))(V) + (ta! —t)J rx)hy()9 dy.

Since v € N, we have

L
. My )9 dy < 59 (V)(v).

Fort >1wehavetd ! —t>0and
1
e'(t) < (1971 -7 1) 5@’(\))@) <0.

Similarly ¢’(t) >0 fort < 1.



(J4) Suppose that {viy}n C N and ||[vn| — co. Note that

1 1
ol = 55 20n)+ | Flyivn)i9 ay =

1 1 , (1 1 1 1 )
— (= - >(2—= )
(G-3) a4 (5 = 55 ) ) > (55 ) Il > o0

Remark 3.3. From the proof of [3, Theorem 2.1] there holds that for every v € H\ {0} there is
unique t = t(v) > 0 such that tv € N. Moreover t(v) > 0 is the unique maximum of

0,0) 2T+ E(TVv) €R,
in particular SUP.> E(tv) = E(t(v)v).

Define the ground state level
c:= irj\lrf E.

In view of Theorem 3.1 we have ¢ > 0 and there is bounded minimizing sequence {vn}n C N,
ie.
E(vn) = c, &'(vn) —0.

Since N contains any critical point of &, it suffices to prove that the value c is attained. Without
loss of generality we may assume that v,;, — v in H and that £’(vy) = 0. Indeed, the sequence
{Vnn is easily seen to be bounded in H, so that it converges — up to a subsequence — to some
vp € H. Fixany @ € C&(RY*!): then

1

€' (vn)(@) = (vn, @) — 5-@/(\/&(@) +LRN Py ()9 2y (vn) v (o) dy.

In view of the weak convergence, we have (vn, ) — (vo, @). Recall that y(¢) € CSO(IRN).
Moreover, for any measurable set E C supp(y(¢)) we obtain

L )y (vl (@)l dy < Mooty (v )Id v (©)xElg-

Hence, in view of Vitali convergence theorem we have

J}RN M)y (vn)y(e) dy — J}RN Py (o)l 2y(vo)v( @) dy.
From Lemma 2.5 we obtain
2" (vn)(@) = Z'(vo) ().
Hence &'(vn) (@) — &' (vg) (@) = 0 and we need to check that vy # 0.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that there exists v > 0 such that

lim sup JJ v — vol? dx dy =0.
B(z,1)

n—-+oo
ZERE+1

Then {vn }n converges strongly to v in H and vy # 0. In particular, vq is a ground state for €.

8



Proof. From Lions” lemma [22, Lemma I.1] we obtain that

N
v = vo in 2ADRNH), - y(vn) = y(vo) in LY(RN)  forany t € (z, %) .

Then we can show that v,, — vg in H. Indeed, let us write

1
Sl(Vn)(Vn —V) = <Vnzvn _V0> - %-@/(Vn)(vn —v) + JRN r(y”’Y(VanizY(Vn)Y(Vn — Vo) dy

= <Vn —V0,Vn _V0> + <V0/Vn _V0>
——2"(vn)(vn —vo) + J}RN M)y (va)l9 2y (v )y (v — Vo) dy.
Therefore
2 / 1 /
[V —vol|” = €' (vn)(Vvn — Vo) — (Vo, v — Vo) + %9 (V) (Vi — W)

- | IRy v ) dy. 3)

Summing up (3.1) and

0=2&"(vo)(vn — Vo) =

1

(Vo, Vn — Vo) — 59/(\’0)(\% —vo) + J'IRN F(y)hy(vo)l >y (vo)y (v — Vo) dy

we see that

[ve = Vol = & (vn) (v — vo) + %(@'(vn) — 2"(vo))(vn — o)

Since {vn Jn is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence we have
&' (Vi) (v = vo)l < [[€" (va)l[[vn — vol| = O. (3.2)

Taking the Holder inequality into consideration we get

LRN Py ()19 2y (v )y (v —vo) dy' < Mooy (vl (v — vo)lg = 0, (3.3)

[ P01 2001y o)y < MLl l§ v —volly 0. G4
Combining (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) we have

[V —vol* = %(@/(Vn)("n —vo) — 2'(vo)(vn — o)) +o(1).



Recall the decomposition (2.8), and observe that
12" (vn) (v — W)l < LRN (Lo Yy (V)P W) Y (v ) (W) Py (v — o) (y)] dy
< LRN (I3 by (v ) PY Wy (vn) )Py (v — o) (y)] dy
+ LRN (T2 by (v ) PY Wy (vn) WPy (v — o) (1) dy

< <C|11|t|v(vn)|1zi " |12|oo|v(vn)|g) || o ol ay
RN

2t—1

< (cunuwvn)ﬂz_tl n |12|oo|v(vn)|g> By (vm — Vo)l

2t—1
where t satisfies (2.7). Similarly
12" (vo) (v —v0)| < C(p, &, vo, t)ly (v — vo)lp — 0.
Hence |[v, — Vo> — 0 and the proof is completed. O

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that there exist v > 0, o > 0 and a sequence (zn) = (Xn,Yn) C ZY T, where
ZN = RN N ZN+ such that

lim inf JJ v — vol? dx dy > «. (3.5)
B(zn,7)

n—-+oo
Then (zy,) is unbounded.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that (z,) is bounded. Then (z,,) has a convergent subse-
quence, that we still denote by the same symbol. In view of the compact embedding of

H'(B(z,7)) into L?(B(z,1)) we have v, — vy in L%OC(IREH ), a contradiction with (3.5). O

4 Profile decomposition of bounded Palais-Smale sequences

We put

1

Eperlv) =)= | Vilyv(y dy. @)

Let us recall the classical Brezis-Lieb lemma (see eg. [4, Proposition 4.7.30]).

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p < 1, and {un}n C L7(RN) be a bounded sequence such that 1, (x) — ug(x)
fora.e. x € RN. Then

[ Jnl? =t =i <P /P dx 0 asm s oo,
R

To provide the profile decomposition of bounded Palais-Smale sequences we need the follow-
ing Brezis-Lieb-type splitting result.

Lemma 4.2 (Brezis-Lieb-type lemma for 2). Suppose that {vy}n C H is a bounded sequence such
that vy (x) — vo(x) for a.e. x € RN. Then

Dvn—v) — D (vn) + P(vg) = 0asn — +oo.

10



The proof is similar to the proof of [25, Lemma 2.4] and we include it here for the reader’s
convenience.

Proof. Put u, :=vy(vn) € H/2(RN). See that
J (Lo # nlP)unl? dx—J (Lo # It — uolP )t — uglP dx
RN RN
= | o (=t =P )) P = i = wl?)

2] (Lo il i =0l un = val? d.

Let r := ]‘E,—Ti% < % Obviously r > 2, since p > 2. In view of continuous embedding

HY2(RN) ¢ L"(RN) the sequence {un }, is bounded in L"(RN). In view of Lemma 4.1 we
have
[un/P — hun —ugl? — gl in L.

Taking Hardy-Littewood-Sobolev inequality ([20, Theorem 4.3]) into account we get
Lo # ([P — i —plP) = T futglP i L=e (RN).

But, in view of pointwise convergence and boundedness of {ju, — [P}, in [Nia (RN), we
have that
2N
un —uglP = 0 in LN+ (RN).

Therefore

J| Lo P = i = 0"t — 0" 0 0

and
D (vn) — P (v —vo) = Z(vo).

O

We provide a splitting-type lemma for bounded Palais-Smale sequences in the spirit of [14, 18].
The following profile decomposition of Palais-Smale sequences is crucial in the proof of the
existence result. The approach is based on Lions” lemma and Brezis-Lieb-type results.

Lemma 4.3 (Splitting-type lemma). Let {vn}n be a bounded Palais-Smale sequence. Then (up to a
subsequence) there is an integer ¢ > 0 and sequences (zX) = (xX,yX) ¢ ZN*1, wk ¢ HYRYTY),
k=1,...,¢0such that

(1) v — vgand &' (vg) = 0;
(ii) [yX| — oo and [yX —yX'| = oo for k #k/;

(iii) w* # 0and €l (W*) =0for 1 <k <&
(iv) Hun_LLO_Zlizlwk('_Zh)H —0;

(©) E(vn) = E(vo) + X k1 Eper(WX).

11



Proof.

Step 1: (i) holds.

Since {vn Jn is bounded, we may pass to a subsequence and assume that v, — vy in H. We will
show that that £’(vg) = 0. Indeed, fix any ¢ € C8°(]RE+1). Then

&' (vn)(@) = (vn, @) — %@/(vn)(@) + LRN FY)hy(va)l9 2y (v )y (@) dy.

In view of the weak convergence, we have (v, ) — (vo, @). Recall that y(¢) € CSO(IRN).
Moreover, for any measurable set E C supp(y(¢)) we obtain

L )y (vl (@)l dy < IMooly (v )l v (@)xElg-

Hence, in view of Vitali convergence theorem we have

|| Ty vv(e)ay = | Tyt 2y ve) dy
From Lemma 2.5

2'va)(@) = 2'(vo) (@)
Hence £'(vn) (@) — &'(vo)(e) =0.

Step 2: Assume that there exists v > 0 such that

sup JJ v — vol? dx dy — 0.
B(z,T)

zeRY !

Then (ii)—(v) hold for £ = 0.
In view of Lemma 3.4 we have v, — vin H, vy # 0 and vy is a ground state for €. In particular,
(ii)—(v) hold for £ = 0.

Step 3: Assume that there are v > 0 and o« > 0 and a sequence (zn) = (xn,Yn) C ZE“ such
that (3.5) holds. Then there is w € H such that (up to a subsequence)
(@) lynl = 00, (D) V(- —zn) =W #0, (c) Efer(w) =0.

From Lemma 3.5 we see that (z,,) is unbounded. Suppose that [yn| — oco. Put wn(z) =
Vn(z—2zn) =vn(X —Xn, Yy —Yn). See that

[wnll < CHWnHHl(REH) = CHVnHHl(IRE“)/

hence {wn I is also bounded in Hand w,, — win H, w,,(z) — w(z) fora.e. z € IRTH. Observe
that

x

N

” [vn — Vol dx dy = ” W — Vo (x4 Xre,y + yn )P dx dy
B((xn,yn),7) B((0,0),7)

= ” wp |? dx dy—2 JJ vnVvo dx dy + ” vol? dx dy.
B((0,0),7) B(zn,T) B(zn,T1)

12



Obviously

” vnvpdxdy — 0,
B(zn,T)

JJ Ivol2 dxdy — 0
B(zn,7)

and therefore
cxé” Ivn—vol2 dx dy g” wn|? dx dy +o(1).
B(zn,T) B(0,1)

Hence w # 0 on B((0,0), r), in particular w # 0 in H. We will show that 8per( w) = 0. Take any
test function ¢ € CSO(IRNH). We compute

o(1) = &' (va)(@(- +zn))

=m0 = | &y WOy +yn dy+ |y (Wvio)y) ay

~ Ehulwn(0) + |

o Vily)y(va)y(e(- +zn)) dy

—j By (9 —yn)¥(0)(y) dy +J By ()7 () () dy.
RN RN

In view of Lemma 2.4 (ii) we have

SO
0o(1) = Eper(wn) (@) + ARN Vily)y(va)v(e(- +2zn)) dy

= Eper(Wn) (@) + N Vi(y)y(va)v(e)(y +yn) dy

= Eper(Wn) (@) + o Vi YRy (y)v(e) (y) dy.

From Vitali convergence theorem we have

| ity =gyt mivions ay -0,

hence
Eper(Wn) (@) — 0.
Similarly as in Step 1 we show that 8per( e) — 81’Der( w)(@) and therefore
& per(W) (@) =0,

per

and the proof of Step 3 is completed in this case. Thus we may assume that (y,) is bounded
and x,, — oo. We will show that this is impossible. We will repeat the arguments from the

13



proof of [15, Lemma 4.2]. Since (yn ) is bounded, it has a convergent subsequence. From (3.5)
it follows that

JJ v |? dx dy>p>0
B(zn,T)

for some 3 > 0. We may assume without loss of generality that r > 2 and that y, = 0. Since
v € L2(RN) we have

JJ lvol? dx dy -0 asn — +oo.
B(zn,7)
Moreover, in view of boundedness of {vy }n in L2(RN) we have
” vavodxdy -0 asmn — +oo
B(zn,7)

and

” v —vol* dx dy —” nl? dx dy + o(1).
B(zn,7) B(zn,T)

For any fixed n > 1 let R, > 1 denotes the smallest integer such that
” IVvnl? 4 v ? dx dy < B.
{T+Rn<‘ (X/y )—zn|<r+Rn+1}

While x, — oo and in view of boundedness of {v, }n, we may assume that x,, is large enough
that
{r+Ru <l y) —znl <T+Ra+1} C ]RL\_I_H/

ie.
Xn >T+M+41, (4.2)
where ,
Rn < = (Vv l? + [vn 2 dx dy < M.
B R+
Define

wn(xzy) = (Pr+Rn(|(X/y) _Zn|)/

where @, g, € C(RY 1) is such that

(2) = 1, forlz]| <rv+ Ry,
PriRa2) = 0, forl|z]>r+R.+1,

and @ g, (2)] < 1, [V@rir, ()] < 1. Obviously Pvy € H! (]REH). Moreover, while {v, },, is
a bounded Palais-Smale sequence

1€ (Vi) Wnva)[| < 1€ W) - [rvn] = 0 asn — +oo,
Hence
o(l) = 8/(Vn)(¢nvn) =

[[ . vV avay+m? [ waPondray+ | (Vig) - mivioniyibav) ay
]I{++1 ]RE-H RN

1 I —2
- 59 (Vn)(Ynvn) +LRN Fh (va)lT5y(n)y(bnvn) dy.

14



In view of the definition of trace and 1\, and taking (4.2) into account, we have y({nvy) = 0.

Hence

0(1) = &'(vn) (hnve) =”

VvnV(Pnvn) dx dy + m? JJ 2Py dx dy
]RN+1 ]RN+1
+ +

rr

N+1
JRY

|| TR P dxdy+ [| vV axay
uRE‘Fl RE+1

WV

L (Vvnf - m v ) dxdy

duIR

J Vi [Vve | dx dy
{r+Ra<I(x,y)—2zn[<Tr+Rpu 41}

> ” [Vvn > 4+ m2 v, ? dx dy
B(zn )

1
— = ” Ianl2 + Ivnl2 dx dy
2 )R <l y ) —2n | <T 4 R +1)
1
>” IanIZ—i—mzlvnlzdxdy—E>B—Ez—ﬁ>O,
Blzr) 2 2 2

a contradiction, which completes the proof of Step 3.

Step 4: Assume that there is m > 1, (zX) = (xK,yX) ¢ ZN*, wk € Hfork € {1,2,...,

such that
|U]T<L| — 00, |y‘fl—y‘§1/| —ooforl<k<k/<m;
v (2K —>wk #£0forl <k<m;
E}Qer K)=0for1 <k <m.
Then

(1) if there is v > 0 such that

2
dxdy - 0asn — o0,

m
Vi —vo— ) Wr(-—zg)
k=1

sup JJ’
zeRNH B(z,1)

then
—0;

m
n—Vo— Zwk(
k=1

(2) ifthereis v > 0 and (z*1) = (x+1,ym+1) ¢ ZNH such that

m
liminf” vn—VO—Zwk(-—z‘T‘L)
n—oo B(Z}?Jrl,r) 1

then there is w™+1 € H\ {0} such that (up to subsequences)

2
dxdy >0

(@) Y™+ — oo, lym*! —yk| w5 cofor1 <k <m,
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(b) Vn(' _Z1T111+1) N Wm+1,

(©) Elex(wm™) =0.

Suppose that (4.3) holds and put
m
En i=Vn —Vvg— Z Wk(' - Z]ri)

k=1

From Lion’s lemma we have
1 2(t—1) (N1 . rtmoN 2N
&n — 0inL (RY"™)and y(&n) =+ 0in LY (R™) fort e 2,m .

We denote that

€/ ) ) = (v, Em) = 39 (0 )(En) & | TV 2y omyiEn) dy,

Obviously [€ (v ) (&En)| < [|€" (va)[[[|En |l — 0 and

|| Tyt vien) dy 0,

SO

1 Uik 1

0(1) - <Vn/ E»n>_ Egl(vn)(an) - HEnHz-i- <V0/ E‘n>+Z<Wk(-—ZE), E»n> _Egl(vn)(an)~
k=1
Moreover
0= &/(vo)(En) = (v, En) — %@'M)(an) Fo(1), (4.5)
while
|, Ty 2yt (En) dy — 0.

Using (4.5) we obtain

leml? = —%@'M)(an) - kZ_l<w‘<(- ), En) 4 %@’(vn)(zﬂ) to(l).  (46)
Recall that £/ (w*) = 0. Hence

per

o 7' (W) (e -+ 2K)
P

+J r(y)|v(w‘<)|q—2v(wk)v(an(-+z‘;))dy—lj VLY WSy (En (- + 25)) dy
RN 2 JrN

0 = Eher(WX)(En(- +2K)) = (WK, En (- +2K)) —

= (k) En) = 5= 2/ (W) En -+ 2K)
P

+J r(y)|v(w‘<)|q—2v(wk)v(an(-+z‘;))dy—lj VL)Y WE (- — 25))y(En) dy
RN 2 JrN

16



Combining it with (4.6) we have

1&nll® = —zi Z n(+z))+ ) LRN P WA 2y W)y (En (- +25)) dy
k=1
1 - k 1 / /
-2 ZJ W= 2 (En) dy + 5012 (90) () — 2 (0) () + o(1)
Note that

URN Pyl (W9 2y (WE)y (En (- +25) dy' U™ LRN WX = 2RIy (&) dy — 0.
Thus
1 &« 1 &
l&nll® = _Ekz_l@ (W) (En (- +23)) _E;Jw Vi) y(wW* (- = z0))v(En) dy
+ 519" ) En) — 2 () (En)] + 0f1).
)

From the Vitali convergence theorem we have
| v —zvien ay - o,

since Vi(y +zK) — 0asn — +o0. Hence

Uik 1
Enll? = —% k; 2" (W) (En(-+25)) + %[9’(%)(&1) —2'(vo)(En)] +0(1).

Moreover

2'(W*) (Enl-+25)) =0,
@/(Vn)(an) — 0,
2'(vo)(En) — 0

exactly as in Step 1. Thus &, — 0in H.

Suppose now that (4.4) holds. Exactly as in Step 3 we obtain that (z**1) = (xm*1,ym+1) is
unbounded and that vy, (- —zm 1) — W™+ for some w™*! € H\ {0}. If [ym*+1| — oo, similarly
as in Step 1 we show that

81/3er( ( —Zl?ﬂ))((,o) - 81/3er( m+l)((p)

and on the other hand that 81’Jer( n(-— 2z 1)) (@) — 0 and the proof is completed in this case.
Hence we assume that (y™+1) is bounded and therefore x™*! — co, however this cannot hold

as in Step 3.

Step 5: Conclusion.
Directly from Step 1 we obtain (i). If

sup ” v — vol? dx dy—0
B(z,T)

ZERE +1

17



then from Step 2 the lemma holds for { = 0. Otherwise, (3.5) holds and in view of Step 3 there
isw € Hand (zn) = (xn,yn) such that (a), (b), (c) hold true. Put z., := z,, and w! := w. Then
we iterate Step 4. Observe that, from the properties of the weak convergence

m
T 2 2_Z k|12
ngrgoo<\\vnrr Iol? = 3_ u>.

Since w¥ are nontrivial critical points of €per, we find a number p > 0 such that [[w*|| > p.
Hence the procedure will finish after a finite number of steps, say { steps. Thus we have

2
0< Iim

n—-+oo

m
v Y W 2h)
k=1

proven (i)—(iv).

Step 6: (v) holds.

Observe that
E(vn) = 2 (vn, V) — = D(v )+1J Pyl (v)l9 d
= 5050,0) + 3 (om =0, vm = 30) + (30,9 = 0) = 5o Plvn) < [ Pl &
*2010 2n 0, Vn 0 0, Vn 0 2P n q]RNUYn Yy
1
:E(Vo)+E(Vn—volvn—vw+(V0,Vn—vo>

1 1 9 dy+ L) — & q
37+ ¢ | Pl dy+ 320 =< | Plylvo)dy

= &(vo) + Sper(\"n —vo) + (vo, Vn — Vo)

1 1 1 1
570 ¢ | P n)i dy + 32 ) =< | Plylvo) @ dy
1
+ 5P —w) = | T =0 dy+ 3 | Viultvion —vo) ay

In view of the weak convergence we have (vo, vy, —vg) — 0. Let E C RN be a measurable set.
From the Holder inequality and (1.2) we obtain

J ity —w)? dy' < VIXELs Py (vn = vo)Ps

Since 2 < 2s/(s —1) < 2N/(N —1) and {y(vn, —Vvg)}n is bounded in H/2(RN), we obtain
that the family {Vi(y)ly(vn — Vo) In is uniformly integrable and tight. Hence, in view of Vitali

convergence theorem

1
3 | iy w0 ay — o,
RN

In view of the Bezis-Lieb lemma ([4, Proposition 4.7.30]) we easily get

J r(y)wwnﬂqdy—J r(yﬂwvonqdy—J M)y (vn —vo)l dy
RN RN RN

< |r|ooj

. Iy (vi)l? =Ty (vo) |1 =y (v —vo) ] dy — 0.

18



Hence, it is enough to show that

Z(vn) —Z(vo) — 9(\) —vo) =0,

Eper ) = Z 8per
The convergence (4.7) follows by Lemma 4.2. We will focus on (4.8). We compute that
1 1
Sper(\"n —V) = EHVn _VOHZ - E-@(Vn )
1 1
o | vy vt ay =3 | Viee)v(v—vo)P dy
q JrN 2 Jrn
1 ‘ t
=5 |[vn—vo— 3w —z)|| — 5P (v —vo)
k=1 P
1 q 1 5
+— | TUh=v)lfdy—| ZViec(yllv(v—vo)l° dy
q JRN RN 2
¢
+ ) W =297 +o(1)
k=1
¢ 1L 1
_ Ky, k(. kyy_ + k
3 Epali )+ 5 3 S0 —2h) qu_ljRN )y (w(
1

Iterating Lemma 4.2 we get
D(vn —vo) — Y D(WH(-—zK)) = 0.
k=1
Similarly, iterating the Brezis-Lieb lemma we get
¢
J Py —vo)lt dy— 3 J Myl (W (- — )% dy — 0.
RN =1 RN
All details can be found in [3]. Hence
¢
Sper Z per (1)
k=1

and the proof is finished.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Define cper := infj\[per Eper > 0, where
per = {V < H\{O} | 8per( )( ) = 0}

Proof of Theorem 1.1. From Lemma 4.3 (v) we obtain

4
c=E&vo) + Z Sper(Wk) > &(vo) + Leper-
k=1

19
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(a) Assume that Vi = 0. Then € = Eper, ¢ = Cper and from (5.2) there holds
c > &E(vg) + Lc.

If vg # 0, we getc > ({+1)c, £ = 0 and vy is a ground state. If vo = 0 we have ¢ > (c.
Since ¢ > 0 then { = 1 and w! # 0 is a ground state.

(b) Assume that Vi(y) < 0 for a.e. y € RN. Suppose that vy = 0 and &(vy) = €(0) = 0. From
(a) we already know that there is vper € Nper such that

Cper = 8per (Vper) > 0.

Let tper > 0 be a number such that tyevper € N. The inequality V(y) < V,(y) for a.e.
y € RN implies that

Cper = Eper (Vper) = Eper (tper"'per) > S(tper"'per) > ifj\}fg =c>0. (5.3)
From (5.2) and (5.3) we get the inequality
c > lc.

Therefore { = 0 and ¢ = £(0) = 0, a contradiction. Hence vy # 0 is a ground state
solution.

The regularity of u can be shown by adapting [13, Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 7.1]. O

6 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let Eper and Nper be given by (4.1) and (5.1) respectively. Suppose by contradiction that there
is a ground state vg € N of €. In view of Remark 3.3 there is tper > 0 such that tpervo € Nper-
Since vy # 0 and Vi(y) > 0 for a.e. y € RN we have

|, R ay>o

and therefore

Cper ‘= ]i\fnf 8per < Eper(tpervo) < E(tpervo) < €(w) = irj}fg =:C.
per

On the other hand, take any v € Nper and for any z € ZN letv,(x,y) :=v(x,y —z). Lett, >0
be a number such that t,v, € N. Then
Eper(v) = Eper(vz) > 8per(tzvz)

— £(t,v.) —J

ey > e | Vily)v(tey.) P dy.

R
Observe that

J vl(y)wuzvzﬂzdy—tij vl(y)wwznzdy—tij Vily + 2y )P dy.
]RN IRN ]RN
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In view of (V3) we have by Lebesgue’s Theorem
J Nily+ 2y ()P dy -0 aslzl — oo
R

The functional €per being coercive on Nper, Eper(tzVz) = Eper(tzv) < cper implies that sup, vtz <
+o00. Hence

Eperlv) > ¢ —J

Vi)l (v, )P dy = c—tij Vily + 2y (P dy — c.
RN RN

Taking infimum over all v € Nper we obtain cper > ¢, a contradiction. This concludes the proof.

7 Proof of Theorem 1.4

Suppose that {I',} C [*(RN)isa sequence such that I, satisfies (I') and I}, — 0 in L*°(RN) as
n — +o0. Let €, denotes the Euler functional for I' = I;.

Lemma 7.1. There exists a positive radius v > 0 such that

inf inf &, (u) > 0.

nzl|jv||=r

Proof. In view of (2.3)

1 1 1
_ S I q < — < 2p _ 2p—2 2‘
320 = | PO dy < 55 90) < CvIE = CIbP 2|
For v € H such that |v|| < (%)VQP_Z) =: 1 we have
1 1 1
— —— 9dy < = |v|>
370 | Tl dy < 7l
Hence &x(v) > V| = %2 > 0 for ||v|| = . O

Recall that for any n > 1 there is v, € H such that £/ (v,) = 0and &, (vn) = infy;, En, where
Ny, is the corresponding Nehari manifold. By &y and Ny we denote the Euler functional and
the Nehari manifold for I' = 0. Recall that there is also a ground state vy € H for £;. We define

cni=Enlvn) = %?fen/ co = Ep(vo) = 13{}5 €o-

n

Lemma 7.2. There holds

lim Cn = Cp.
n—o00

Proof. Take t,, > 0 such that t,v € Ny and note that

td ty
cn>8n(tnvn)=eo(tnvn)+—J rn(y)|v(vn)|qu>co+—J M (y)y(n )l dx. (7.1)
q JrN q JrN

Similarly, taking s,, > 0 such that s, vy € N, we get

s s
co = €o(snvo) = Enlsnvy) — = J Tn(yly(vo)l9dy > cn — — J Fa(ylhy(vo)l9dy. (7.2)
q JrN q Jrn
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Combining (7.1) and (7.2) we arrive at
tyl q sn q
co<cot— | Tayhn)lTdx<en<cot+—| Taly)hy(vo)l?dy.
q JrN q JrN
Since obviously
[, Pty o)ty < ke | )19 dy =0,
RN RN

it is sufficient to show that (s, ) is bounded. Suppose by contradiction that s, — co. Taking
into account that s, vy € N,, we have

SAll? = 2 (swva)smwn) + 53 | Tallyiltdy =0,

Hence, recalling that q < 2p,

vl 2'(snvo)(snvo)
0= Wl Zlonvo (oo +J M (y)ly(vo) 4 dy
Sn Sn RN
!/
=o(1) — 7 (snv%)(snvo) — —00 asn — +oo,
Sn
thus we get a contradiction. O

Lemma 7.3. For every choice of ground states vy, of v, the sequence {vn }n is bounded in H.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that ||vy, || — oco. Then

o= lm En(vn) = lim (en(vn)—%emn)(vn))

n—+oo n—+oo

~ lim_ ((% - %) val? + (% _ %) .@’(vn)(vn)>

>1m1<——%>WMF—+m

and we obtain a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Suppose that

lim  sup ” v ? dx dy =0.
B(z,1)

n—+o0o
zeRY T

From Lion’s concentration-compactness principle we obtain
i 72(8=1) (e N+1 .t N 2N
Vn — 0in L (R+ )/ Y(Vn) — 0in L (R ) fOI' all t e 2, m .

Then, as in Lemma 3.4 we get ||v,|| — 0. In view of Lemma 7.1 we have

En(vn) > En <rv—“) >a>0
Ton]
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and on the other hand, in view of Lemma 7.3

limsup En(vn) = 1 limsup Z(vn) <0,
n—o00 2p noeo

a contradiction. Hence, there is a sequence (zn) = (Xn,Yn) C ZE“ such that

lim inf

” vl dx dy > «
n—=+00 JJB(z,,14++v/N+1)

for some o > 0. In view of Lemma 7.3, there is v € H \ {0} such that

vn(-+2zn) = v in L%OC(JREH),

vn(-+zn) —=v inH,

Vi (X +Xn, Y +yn) = v(x,y) forae. (x,y) € RY L

Let wy :=vy (- +2zn). Fixany ¢ € CSO(IRTH). Observe that
Eolwn) (@) = & (vn)(@(- —2zn)) —LRN P (WY (V)92 Y (v )y (@(- —2zn)) dy

- JRN M WY ()19 2y (v )y (@ (- — 20)) dy.

We notice that

LRN Fn (W)Y (vl 2y (v )y (@ (- —zn)) dy' < Moy (w13 (@)lq = 0,

and therefore £/ (wn )(@) — 0. Repeating the reasoning from Step 1 in proof of Lemma 4.3 we
can easily show that

Eown)(@) = E(v) (o)

and therefore v is a nontrivial critical point of €j. In view of Lemma 7.2 and Fatou’s lemma we
have

n—-+oo n—-+oo 2

co = liminf &, (v ) = liminf <8n(vn) — 1é’T’l(vn)(vn))

> liminf (%zi.@’(vn)(vn) - %%n)) + liminf (— (1 - 1) LRN o (y)fy (v )19 dy)

n—-+o00 P n—+oo 2 q

(11, 1 timine (L L
~ limint (EE‘@ (vn)(vn)—gg(vnﬂ ~ limint (2 2p) D(vw)

1 1 11 1
> (- — — -9 — =
> (2 2p> 90) = J 57 W) = - 90)
= li.@/(\))(\))—i.@(\))—i—lg/(\))(\)) =&v) >c¢ (7.3)
T 22p 2p 270 R ‘

Hence v is a ground state for &, in particular y(v) = cg. Thus it is sufficient to show that
wn — vin H. Observe that

||Wn _VHZ = 8:1(Vn)(wn(' —zn) —Vv(-—zn)) — <V1Wn _V>

1 / —2
- 5.@ (Wn)(Wn —v) + LRN Fn (Y (Wa)[T5y (Wn )y (wn —v) dy.
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We have that &/, (vn)(Wn (- —zn) = V(- —zn)) — (v, W, —v) =0 and (v, w,, —v) — 0. Thus
1
o = = —5-

Moreover

LRN P (Y)Y (wn) 972y (Wa )y (Wi =) dy‘ < Mnlooly (Wa )3 Wi —vlg = 0
and

2 1 /
lwn —v|* = —E.@ (wn)(wy —v) +0(1).

From (7.3) we get that

1 1 1 1 11
(E—%> PD(wn) = <§—%> D(vn) — (E_%> Z(v) = co.

In view of Lemma 4.2

and therefore

In view of (7.5) we also have
D' (Wi —V)(Wn —V) = — D (wn —v) — 0.
Then
2" (wn)(Wn —v) = 2" (wn)(wn) — 2'(wn) (v)
and from (7.4) we have
2'(wn)(wn) = 2'(V)(v).
Thus
2" (wWn)(wn —v) = 2'(V)(v) = 2’ (wn)(v) + o(1).
From Lemma 2.5 we have 2’ (wy)(v) — 2'(v)(v) and therefore
e — V]2 = 0.

This completes the proof.
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