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EXISTENCE AND CONCENTRATION OF NONTRIVIAL SOLUTIONS FOR A
FRACTIONAL MAGNETIC SCHRODINGER-POISSON TYPE EQUATION

VINCENZO AMBROSIO

ABsTRACT. We consider the following fractional Schrédinger-Poisson type equation with magnetic
fields
523(—A)f4/6u + V(z)u+ 572’5(|alc|2t73 * |u|2)u = f(|u|2)u in R3,

where € > 0 is a parameter, s € (%, 1), t € (0,1), (—A)% is the fractional magnetic Laplacian,
A :R® - R? is a smooth magnetic potential, V : R® — R is a positive continuous electric potential
and f : R® — R is a continuous function with subcritical growth. By using suitable variational
methods, we show the existence of families of nontrivial solutions concentrating around local minima
of the potential V(z) as € — 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we are interested in the existence of nontrivial solutions for the following fractional
nonlinear Schrodinger-Poisson type equation

625(—A)f4/€u + V(@)u + e 2 (|23 « juP)u = f(Ju*)  in R3, (1.1)
where € > 0 is a parameter, s € (%, 1),t€(0,1), A:R?® = R3 € C%, with o € (0, 1], is a magnetic
potential, and (—A)? is the so called fractional magnetic Laplacian which can be defined by setting

) . 4°T ()
(—A)Au(x) = C3s }1_I>T(l] el C3,5 = m,

for any u € C°(R3, C); see [18,31] for more details. As showed in [47] (see also [43]), when s — 1,
the previous operator reduces to the magnetic Laplacian —Ay4 := (%V — A)2 (see [34,36]) given by

u(e) — AT u(y)

‘.’L’ _ y’3+23

dy, (1.2)

2 1
~Apu = —Au— ZA(x) - Vu + |A(2)|*u — ~udiv(A(x)),
? ?
which appears in the study of the following Schrédinger equation with magnetic fields
—Apu+V(@)u= f(z,|u*)u  in RY. (1.3)
Equation (1.3) has been widely investigated by several authors in the last thirty years; see for
instance [1,7,12, 14,22, 33].
Along the paper, we assume that V : R?> — R is a continuous potential satisfying the following
assumptions due to del Pino and Felmer [19]:
(V1) inf,eps V() = Vo > 0;
(V2) there exists a bounded domain A C R3 such that

V()<II81}\HV and M ={z e A:V(z) =V} #0, (1.4)

and f: R — R is a continuous function verifying the following conditions:

(fl) f(t):()fortg()and%j_l}é@zo;
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(f2) there exist ¢ € (4,2%) such that
t
lim fq(fz)
t—o0 t 7
(f3) there exists 6 € (4,2%) such that 0 < §F () < tf(t) for any t > 0, where F(t) = fg f(r)dr;

(fa) t— @ is increasing for ¢ > 0.
Let us state our main theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (V1)-(Va) and (f1)-(fs) hold. Then there exists eg > 0 such that, for any
e € (0,e9), problem (1.1) has a nontrivial solution. Moreover, if u. denotes one of these solutions
and x. the global mazimum point of |uc|, then we have

lim V(z.) = Vy
e—0
and

CE3+2S
|ue(z)] < C 342 1|z — 2, B2

Vz € R3.

The above result is motivated by some works that appeared in the last years concerning fractional
Schrédinger equations with magnetic fields of the type

e (=A)Su+V(z)u= f(z,|[u>)u inRY. (1.5)

For instance, in the unperturbed case (that is ¢ = 1), d’Avenia and Squassina [18] studied via
a constrained minimization argument the existence of solutions (1.5), V' is constant and f is a
subcritical or critical nonlinearity. Fiscella et al. [26] obtained a multiplicity result for a fractional
magnetic problem with homogeneous boundary conditions. When ¢ > 0 is small, Zhang et al.
[52] considered a fractional magnetic Schrodinger equation involving critical frequency and critical
growth. Recently, in [6], the author and d’Avenia dealt with the existence and the multiplicity
of solutions to (1.5) for small € > 0, when the potential V satisfies the global condition due to
Rabinowitz [44] and f has a subcritical growth.

In absence of a magnetic field (that is A = 0), the fractional magnetic Laplacian (—A)% coincides
with the fractional Laplacian (—A)® and the equation (1.5) becomes the well-known fractional
Schrodinger equation (see [35])

e (=A)u+V(z)u = f(z,u) in RY, (1.6)

for which the existence and concentration phenomena of positive solutions have been considered
by many mathematicians. For example, Davila et al. [17] used a Lyapunov-Schmidt variational
reduction to prove that (1.6) has a multi-peak solution when V' € L>®(RY) N CH¥(RY) is a positive
potential and f is a subcritical nonlinearity; see also [16] in which a concentration result has been es-
tablished for a nonlocal problem with Dirichlet datum. Fall et al. [24] showed that the concentration
points of the solutions of (1.6) must be the critical points for V, as ¢ tends to zero. Alves and Miya-
gaki [2] (see also [4,5]) used the penalization method in [19] to study the existence and concentration
of positive solutions of (1.6) requiring that f satisfies (f1)-(fs4) and V verifies (V7)-(V2).
On the other hand, in these last years, several authors investigated fractional Schrédinger-Poisson
systems of the type
e2(—A)u+ V(x)pu = g(r,u) in R3 L7
€2t(_A)t¢ = u? in ]R3, ( : )
which can be seen as the nonlocal counterpart of the well-known Schrodinger-Poisson systems ap-
pearing in quantum mechanics models [10] and in semiconductor theory [38]. Such systems have
been introduced in [9] to describe systems of identical charged particles interacting each other in
the case that effects of magnetic field could be ignored and its solution represents, in particular, a
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standing wave for such a system. We refer to [8,15,28,29,45,49, 53| for some interesting existence
and multiplicity results for classical perturbed and unperturbed Schréodinger-Poisson systems.

Concerning (1.7), Giammetta [27] considered the local and global well-posedness of a one dimen-
sional fractional Schrédinger-Poisson system in which € = 1 and the fractional diffusion appears only
in the Poisson equation. Zhang et al. [51] dealt with the existence of positive solutions to (1.7) with
e=1,V(x) =pu >0 and g is a general nonlinearity having subcritical or critical growth. Murcia
and Siciliano [41] proved that, for suitably small e, the number of positive solutions to a doubly
singularly perturbed fractional Schrodinger-Poisson system is estimated below by the Ljusternick-
Schnirelmann category of the set of minima of the potential. Liu and Zhang [37] studied multiplicity
and concentration of solutions to (1.7) involving the critical exponent and under a global condi-
tion on the potential V. Teng [48], inspired by [29], used the penalization method due to Byeon
and Wang [11] to analyze the existence and concentration of positive solutions to (1.7) under the
conditions (V1)-(V2) and g is a C! subcritical nonlinearity.

Particularly motivated by [2,6, 48], in this paper we investigate the existence and concentration
behavior of nontrivial solutions to (1.1) with A # 0 and under the assumptions (V1)-(V2) and (f1)-
(f1). We note that when s =¢ =1 in (1.1), the multiplicity and concentration for a Schrodinger-
Poisson type equation with magnetic field and under a local condition on V', has been established
in [54] by using some ideas developed in [1]. Anyway, their arguments work for C'*-Nehari manifolds
and we can not apply them in our situation because we are assuming the only continuity of f.

Since we don’t have any information on the behavior of V' at infinity, we adapt the penalization
argument developed by del Pino and Felmer in [19], which consists in making an appropriate modi-
fication on f, solving a modified problem and then check that, for € small enough, the solutions of
the modified problem are indeed solutions of the original one. We point out that the penalization
argument developed here is different from the one used in [48], in which the author does not assume
the suplinear-4 growth on f but has to require f € C! to apply the techniques developed in [11,29].
The existence of nontrivial solutions for the modified problem is obtained by using the Mountain
Pass Theorem |[3] to the functional J. associated to the modified problem. We note that the main
issue in the study of J. concerns with the verification the Palais-Smale compactness condition. In-
deed, the presence of the fractional magnetic Laplacian and the convolution term (|z|?=3 * |u|?),
make our study more complicated and intriguing, and some suitable arguments will be needed to
achieve our purpose; see Lemma 3.2. The next step is to show that if u. is a solution of the modified
problem, then wu. is also a solution of the original one (1.1). In the case A = 0 (see [2,48]), this
is proved taking into account some fundamental estimates established in [25] concerning the Bessel
operator. In the case A # 0, we don’t have similar informations for the following fractional equation

(=A)5u 4 Vou = h(|u|?)u in R3. (1.8)

For the above reason, we use a new approximation argument which allows us to deduce that if u. is a
solution to the modified problem, then |u.| is a subsolution for an autonomous fractional Schrodinger
equation without magnetic field, and then we apply a comparison argument to deduce informations
on the behavior at infinity of |u.|; see Lemma 4.1. We point out that, in the case s = 1, a similar
reasoning works (see [13,33]) in view of the following distributional Kato’s inequality [32]

—Alu| < R(sign(u)(—Axu)).

Recently, in [30], under the restriction s € (0,1/2], a fractional distributional Kato’s inequality has
been established for some fractional magnetic operators which also include (—A)}L‘/ 2 We suspect
that a fractional Kato’s inequality is available in our setting for any fractional power s (indeed it
is easily seen that a pointwise Kato’s inequality holds for smooth functions), but we are not able
to prove it. Again, we can not repeat the iteration done in [1] to obtain L*°-estimates on the

modulus of solutions, due to the nonlocal character of (—A)%. Anyway, in the present paper, we
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introduce some new arguments which we believe to be useful to be applied in other situations to
obtain L*>-estimates for problems like (1.5). Now we give a sketch of our idea. Firstly, we show
that the (translated) sequence |uy,| of solutions of the modified problem is bounded in L*°(R3 R)
uniformly in n € N, by using an appropriate Moser iteration scheme [40]. After that, we prove that
|up| verifies

(= 2)fun| + Volun| < g(e 2, [un|?)|up| in R?,

by using u—gp as test function in the modified problem, where us, = \/|un|? + 62 and ¢ is a real
Ugn

smooth nonnegative function with compact support in R?, and then we take the limit as § — 0.
In some sense, we are going to prove a fractional Kato’s inequality for the modified problem. At
this point, by comparison, we can show that |u,(z)| — 0 as |z| — oo uniformly with respect to
n € N, taking into account the power type decay of solutions of autonomous fractional Schrédinger
equations; see [25].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give some results on fractional magnetic Sobolev
spaces and we recall some useful lemmas. In Section 3, we introduce the modified problem and we
show that the corresponding functional satisfies the assumptions of the Mountain Pass Theorem. In
the last section we give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND FUNCTIONAL SETTING

Let us consider the fractional Sobolev space

H*(R3,R) = {u e L*(R3 R) : [u] < oo}

)|2d d
R6 |$—y|3+2s v

It is well-known (see [20,39]) that the embedding H*(R3,R) Cc L9(R3 R) is continuous for all
€ [2,2%) and locally compact for all g € [1,2}).
Let L?(R3,C) be the space of complex-valued functions such that Jxs |u|? dv < oo endowed with
the inner product (u,v)r> =R fR3 u? dx, where the bar denotes complex conjugation.
Let us denote by

where

e@—y)-A(TY) 2

u(y)|

dxdy,

RS —y[3+2s

and we define
D5 (R3,C) := {u e L%(R3,C) : [u]} < oo} .
In order to study our problem, we introduce the Hilbert space

H: := {u € D% (R%C) : / Viex)|u*de < oo}
R3

endowed with the scalar product

(u,v)e =R | V(ex)uvdx
3

T+ x4
LG [f () = eCDAC ) o) — C DAy
2 RS v — y[3+2 o
and we set
ulle =/ {u, w)e.

The space H? satisfies the following fundamental properties; see [6, 18] for more details.

Lemma 2.1. [6, 18] The space HE is complete and C2°(R3,C) is dense in HZ.
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Theorem 2.1. [18] The space HE is continuously embedded in L"(R3,C) for r € [2,2%], and com-
pactly embedded in L}, (R3,C) forr € [1,2%).

Lemma 2.2. [18] If u € H5(R3,C) then |u| € H*(R3,R) and we have
[lul] < fula.
Lemma 2.3. /6] Ifu € H*(R3 R) and u has compact support, then w = 0%y ¢ H?.
We also recall the following vanishing lemma [25] which will be useful for our study:

Lemma 2.4. [25] Let q € [2,2%). If (uy,) is a bounded sequence in H*(R3,R) and if

lim sup/ |up|?dz =0
Br(y)

n—oo yeRg
for some R > 0, then u, — 0 in L"(R3,R) for all r € (2,2}).

Now, let s,¢ € (0,1) such that 4s + 2t > 3. Since H*(R3 R) C LY(R3,R) for all ¢ € [2,2%), we can
deduce that .

H*(R3,R) C L3+ (R3 R). (2.1)
For any u € Hf, we know that |u| € H*(R3,R) in view of Lemma 2.2, and then we consider the
linear functional £, : D"2(R3 R) — R given by

Ly (v) / lu?v da.

By using Holder inequality and (2.1) we can see that

1
12 X 2F
ol < ([ i) ([ \vﬁtdx) © < Clulyes ol e (22
R3 R3

|U ()
HrUHD’52 - y|3+2t d‘rdy7

and this shows that £, is well defined and Contmuous. By using the Lax-Milgram Theorem, there
exists a unique ¢l\tu| € DY?(R3,R) such that

342t

where

(=)', = |uf* in R, (2.3)
Then we have the following t-Riesz formula
(3 —2t)
I(t)

In the sequel, we will omit the constant ¢; in order to lighten the notation. Finally, we prove some
properties on the convolution term.

o (r) = ct/ M dy (z€R?), ¢ = S PR (2.4)

|ul s |z — y[32

Lemma 2.5. Let us assume that 4s + 2t > 3 and u € H. Then we have:
(1) qﬁ’fu‘ : H3(R3,R) — D%2(R3 R) is continuous and maps bounded sets into bounded sets,
(2) if up — w in HS then qﬁfu | | in D"2(R3,R),

(3) ¢'|tru‘ = r2¢1‘tu| for allr € R and ¢|u .+y)‘( x) = ¢‘u|(x + 1),
(4) ¢'|fu‘ >0 for allu € HZ, and we have

[6hulloes < Clull? s

" < Clul?
(R3)

L7 (3)

< Clul2 and [ fuPde < Clult
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for all v € D"*(R? R), we can see that L}, is such that ||Lj,llzpt2r) = HqﬁmeDt,z for all uw € H.
Hence, in order to prove the continuity of qﬁfu‘, it is enough to show that the map u — L, is
continuous. Let u, — w in Hf. By using Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 2.1 we deduce that |u,| — |u] in
L%(R?’). Hence, for all v € D2(R3,R) we have

L3 (0) = L] = | [ (af? = fuPyoda
342t

_6 6
< / unl? — P55 da ) ol e
R3 L3~ 2t(R3

3+2t

12 2 12 7] ¢
<c / ] — [ |75 d / ] + Jul |75 da lollpes
3 R3
< Clllual = full 3y g 10
which implies that H(b‘un‘ MHDt 2 = ||Lpu,| — Lpulllpt2r) — 0 as n — oo.

(2) If up, — w in HE, then Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 2.1 yield |u,| — |u| in L] (R3 R) for all

loc
€ [1,2%). Hence, for all v € C°(R3,R) we get

t ot — n2_ 2 d
W = g0} = [ (fal? = P da

2 1
<( [l as ( / ||un|+|u||2dx) ol )
supp(v) R3

< CH‘un’ - ’u‘HLZ(supp(v))HUHL"O(R3) — 0.
(3) and (4) are easily obtained by applying Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (see Theorem 4.3
in [36]), Holder inequality and Sobolev embedding. O

3. THE MODIFIED PROBLEM

By using the change of variable z — £z, we can see that the study of (1.1) is equivalent to
consider the following problem
(=A% u+ Ve(@)u+ (J2[* 7 [ul)u = f(lu*)u in R, (3.1)
where A.(z) = A(e )andV( ) =V(ex).
As in [2,19], we fix k > 5 2 and a > 0 such that £ (a) = ‘;0, and we introduce the function

Ft) = {];Et) ift<a

Then we define the penalized nonlinearity g : R? x R — R by setting
g(x,t) = xa(@) f() + (1 = xa(2)) f (D),

where x, is the characteristic function on A, and we set G(x,t) fo x,7)dr.
From the assumptions (f1)-(f1) it is standard to check that g verifies the following properties:

. g
(91) }1_13%

= 0 uniformly in z € R3;
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(go) limy o 2 (;iQ = 0 uniformly in = € R3;

ttr
(93) (1) 0 < OG(x t) < g(x,t)t for any x € A and t > 0,

(i7) 0 < G(z,t) < g(z,t)t < ( V@)t and 0 < g(z,t) < ]i:v) for any € A° and t > 0;

(g4) t— % is increasing for all x € A and ¢ > 0.
Then, we consider the following modified problem

(A u+V(ex)u+ qﬁfu‘u = g.(z,|u/*)u in R3, (3.2)

where g.(z,t) = g(e x,t) and (b‘u' is given by (2.4).
Let us note that if u is a solution of (3.2) such that

lu(z)| < a for all z € A, (3.3)

where A, := {x € RN : ez € A}, then u is also a solution of the original problem (3.1).
In order to find weak solutions to (3.1), we look for critical points of the Euler-Lagrange functional
Je : HY — R defined as

1 s 1 1
—/ (=A)% uy2+V(ax)\uy2da;+—/ ¢tu|]u\2da:——/ Glez, [ul?) dz
2 R3 € 4 R3 2 R3

We also consider the autonomous problem associated to (3.1), that is

(—A)’u+ Vou + ¢Tu|u = f(u®)u in R3, (3.4)
and we denote by Jo : H*(R3 R) — R the corresponding energy functional
/ [(=A)2ul? + Vlu/? dx+Z/RS qﬁ"fu‘u?dx— %/RS F(u?)dx
= —HuHO + - / ¢‘u|u2daz - = /R3 F(u?)da
where we used the notation || - ||o to indicate the H*(R? R)-norm (equivalent to the standard one).

In what follows, we show that J. verifies the assumptions of the Mountain Pass Theorem [3].

Lemma 3.1. The functional J. possesses a Mountain Pass geometry:

(1) Jo(0) = 0;

(73) there exists o, p > 0 such that Jo.(u) > « for any uw € HE such that ||u|le = p;
(i7i) there exists e € HE with ||e||s > p such that J(e) < 0.

Proof. The condition (i) is obvious. By using (g1) and (g2), and Theorem 2.1 we can see that for
any 0 > 0 there exists Cs > 0 such that

1
Je(w) = 5 lull? = 6C][ullz = CllullZ.

Choosing § > 0 sufficiently small, we can see that (ii) holds. Regarding (7ii), we can note that in
view of (g3), we have for any v € H? \ {0} with supp(u) C A; and T' > 1

T2 2 T4 t 2 1 21,12
T(Tw) < -l + = [ ol Jufde =3 [ Glea, Tul)d
2 4 Jgs v 2 Ja.

T4
< = <\|u||§ +/ ¢tu||u|2dx> —CTG/ lu|? dz 4 C
2 R3 Ae

which implies that J.(T'u) - —oo as T"— oo being 6 > 4. O
Lemma 3.2. Let c € R. Then J. satisfies the Palais-Smale condition at the level c.
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Proof. Let (u,) C H be a (PS)-sequence. Then (u,,) is bounded in HZ. Indeed, using (g3) we have

¢+ on(1)[unlle = Je(un) — —(Jé(un),un>

1 V(e
[ aetalunPunP iz -5 [ YD e
Ac R3
-2 1
>3 (557 - 7) Il

and recalling that & > = we get the thesis. Now, we show that for any £ > 0 there exists
R = R¢ > 0 such that A, C Br and

b
> (5-7) lmlE+5 /. <ga S P = GG e ) ) d
1
]
1
2

limsup/ [(= D)5 un|?® + Ve(@)|up|* do < €. (3.5)
I

n—oo

Assume for the moment that that the above claim holds, and we show how this information can be
used. By using u, — u in H?, Theorem 2.1 and (g1)-(g2), it is easy to see that

(Un,¥)e = (u, ) and R </1RS glex, ]un\2)unwdaz> — R </]R3 g(ex, ]u\2)u1/1da:> . (3.6)

Moreover, by using (3.5) and Theorem 2.1 we can see that for all £ > 0 there exists R = Rg > 0
such that for any n large enough

[un — ullLaws)y = lJun — ullLa(Bg) + [lun — UHLq(Bg)

< lun — ullzag) + (lunllLasg) + ullLess,))

<&+ 205,
where ¢ € [2,2%), which gives
u, — uin LY(R3,C) Vq € [2,20). (3.7)
Since ||up| — |ul| < |u, — u| and 3+2t € (2,2%), we also have |u,| — |u| in L%(R?’,R).

Then, recalling that ¢y, : L (R3,R) — D“2(R3,R) is continuous (see Lemma 2.5) we can deduce
that

By = Py 0 DR, R). (3.8)
Putting together (3.7), (3.8), Holder inequality and Theorem 2.1 we obtain

R (/sttunun Fluw) 1/1d33> = </ Bluy) (Un — 1) +/ G ¢fu)uwd$>

< H%LH\HLW ®) [un —ull | 12, ®) W”Lm(ﬂ@
+ 16}, — <Z5|u\|!7H I, 52, ®) (e
< Cllug —ul 1z +Cl¢f,,| = ¢l — 0. (3.9)

L3+2t (R3)
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Now, we show that
/ 8, lunl?dz = / o, lufdz. (3.10)
R3 R3

Let us start proving that

ID(n) — D(w)] < \/D(unl? — [af2]/2)/D(|fun[2 + [u]2[/2),

where
D) = [ o= o™ uta) Plu(y) Pdody.
RS

Indeed, taking into account |z|~(~2Y is even and Theorem 9.8 in [36] (see Remark after Theorem

9.8 and recall that —3 < —(3 —2t) < 0 ) we have

ID(up) — D(u)| = ‘//RG |z — y| B2 u ()| un (y) |2 dzdy — //RG lz — y|_(3_2t)|u(m)|2|u(y)|2dxdy'
= | b= o) PPty + [ [ =70 ) ) Py
~ [l = )P ndy = [[ o= ol o) (o) Pdady]
= ‘ / [ Jo =y un@) = fule) Pl () + Iu(y)|2)dxdy‘
< / /R o — =72 Jun () — @) | [futn () + [u(y) Pldady

< C\/D(lunl? — [ul2[V/2)/ D ? + [ul?]1/2).

Thus, by using Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (see Theorem 4.3 in [36]), Holder inequality,
12
the boundedness of (|u,|) in H*(R3,R) and |u,| — |u| in L35+2 (R3,R) we can see that

ID(un) = D) < CllJunl® ~ IUIQIIWIIi t(RS)Hllunlz + IUIQIIWIIi 12

T 342 (R3)
< — 2
< Clfun| |U|||L3%_t(R3)

Therefore, by using (J.(uy), %) = 0,(1) for all ¢p € C°(R3,C), and taking into account (3.6) and
(3.9), we can check that J.(u) = 0. In particular

Jull2 + [ oty luPde= [ oo lu)luf da. (3.11)
R3 R3

Now, we know that (J.(uy),un) = on(1) is equivalent to

[un 2 + /3 ¢'|fun‘|un|2d:17 = /3 e (, [tn|?) [tn | dz + 0, (1). (3.12)
R R
From the growth assumptions (g1)-(g2) and using (3.5), we can see that

/ e, ttn]2) i |? i — / e (o, [uf?)|uf? da. (3.13)

R3 R3

Then, taking into account (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.13) we can infer that

T [fun 2 = [lul2
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It remains to prove that (3.5) holds. Let ng € C*°(R3,R) be such that 0 < ng <1, 7z =0 in Bg,
2

nr =1 in B§ and |Vng| < % for some C' > 0 independent of R. Since (u,nr) is bounded, we can
see that (J.(uyn),unnr) = on(1), that is

(un() = un(y)e =T @) (w, (2)np(2) — un(y)nr(y)ed=CF) @)
" (//RS |z — y[3+2s da:dy)

+ / o', [unl?nrda + / Ve () un|? dz = / 022, [un ) n P dz + 00 (1).
R3 R3 R3

From

(tun(z) — un(y)ems(“éy)(x—y))(un(x)nR(x) _ un(y)nR(y)ezAg(w;y).(x—y))
" (//RG |z — y[3+2s da:dy)

Tty (o
_ AL (250 () (Un (@) = un (y)e ) () — a(y))
=R dxdy
]RG ’x _ y!3+25
(@) = wn(g)e T @I
//R6 |z — y[3r2s dxdy,

and using (g3)-(i7) and Lemma 2.5-(4), it follows that

Tty
Iun un(y)e 1A (55 )-(w—y)|2 / )
/ /R B T dady + [ Vl@ynalunl* da
o . _ 1A (Z42)-(e—y) _
([ / e A ) (@) — ) D () — ne))
R6 |x_y|3+2s
1
+E/Ra Vg(az)nR|un|2 dx + o,(1). (3.14)

Now, by using Holder inequality and the boundedness of (u,) in HZ we get

1A (ery

— w3y gy (Un () = Uy (y)etAe T @Y) x) —
‘%< /ASUH(y)e_ZAE<2>< ) (tn (@) = un(y) |_y|3+28><nR<> nr(y)) dxdy>‘

r+y 1
|un () — un ) )= 2|77R ) nr(y)|? 2
<//R6 y|3+25 dwdy / [un(y)] |3+2s dxdy

3
<C<// i |2’77R )y‘ngf)‘ dmdy) . (3.15)
In what follows, we show that
2
limsuplimsup// l (y |2’77R z) = Zng)’ dzdy = 0. (3.16)
R—oo n—00 — y|3t2s

Let us note that

RO = ((R®\ Bagr) x (R*\ Bagr)) U ((R®\ Bag) X Bar) U (Bar x R?) =: Xp U X U X3,
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Therefore

//Rﬁ fnt |3+2s)’ [un ()] dwdy—//xl it |3+§s)’ [ () [P drdy

2
n n R\Y
/1, ‘ e s [ ‘ ST

Since ng = 1 in R? \ Bar, we can see that

|un (2 \nR z) — nr(y)|?
//X1 ’3+2s dxdy = 0.

Now, fix k > 4, and we observe that

X% = (R®\ Bag) x Bap C ((R*\ Brg) x Bogr) U ((Big \ Bagr) X Bag)
If (z,y) € (R®\ Brgr) x Bag, then

el
2
Therefore, using 0 < nr < 1, |Vnr| < % and applying Hoélder inequality we obtain

un (@) Inr(x) — nr(y)|?
/ /x2 |z — y!3+25 dedy

[z —yl = |z =yl = [2] - 2R > ==

[ [ bl 3% iaty [ [ 1 lonte) et
R3\Byr J Bar ’x_ ‘ Byr\B2r J Bagr ’x_ ’

< 22+3+25/ / |un (2 d dy—l——/ / [un (@ dxdy
R3\Byr / Bar ‘x’3+2s Byr\B2r Y Bagr |$_y|3+2s & — y[3+26=1)

< CR3/ |u"3+2|82 dx + %(kR) (1= )/ |un (z)|*de
R3\Byr || R Byr\B2r

11

(3.17)

(3.18)

dxdy

2 2s
. 23 3 2(1—s)
<cr( [ wmfa) ([ —g—ae) S [ )
R3\Bkr R3\Bxr |:17|Z+3 Brr\B2r

2
. 27 2(1—s)
<& / (@) Edz |+ 01‘772/ i (2) 2
k R3\Byr R Byr\B2r

C Ck2(1 s) /
< S+ — [ () \2da:.
kg R? Brr\B2r

Take ¢ € (0,1), and we obtain

un (@) Inr(x) — nr(y)|?
/ /x3 |z — y[3+2s dady

lun (2)1?Inr(x) — nr(Y)| / / lun (2)12Ine(x) — nr(Y)|?
d d dxdy.
<o L VE e g

Since

2 B 2
/ / [n ()] \nR(xanR(y)\ dmyS%/ oty () 2l
Bor\B.r JR3N{y:|z—y|<R} |z — y|3+2s R*® Jp

2r\B:r

(3.19)

(3.20)
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and

2 _ 2
/ / |un(x)| |77R(x?)’+2877R(y)| dady < %/ ’un(x)’2dx
Bar\Ber JR3N{y:|z—y|>R} |z — | R | Byp\B.n

we can see that

2
Byr\B:r JR3 ‘x - y’ ° R JByp\B.x

On the other hand, from the definition of ng, € € (0,1), and nr < 1 we obtain

2 2
B.r JR3 "T - ’ B.r /R3\Bg "T - ’

’un
< 4/ / dxdy
B JEN By [T — ‘3—1—25
> 1
< C/ Uy, 2da;/ ———dr
Ber ] (1—e)r T8

_ ﬁ /B . 2 (3.22)

where we use the fact that if (z,y) € B.g x (R?\ Bg), then |z —y| > (1 — ¢)R.
Then (3.20), (3.21) and (3. 22) yield

lun (@) ?Inr(x) — nr(y)|?
//X3 \x— 3525 drdy

< Up(2)|Pdr + ——s— Uy (x)|*dx. 3.23
w5, @t e [ @) (323)

In view of (3.17), (3.18), (3.19) and (3.23) we can infer
2 _ 2
/ [un (@) na(@) = e,
R6

‘Z’ _ y’3+25
c  Ck-s) c c
§—+7/ up(2)2dx + / unznzdzlt—l—i/ up (z)2dz.
3 T BkR\BmI ()] 7T BQR\BERI ()] EBEE BERI ()]

(3.24)

Since (|uy,|) is bounded in H*(R3, R), by using Sobolev embedding H*(R? R) C L% (R3,R) (see [20]),
we may assume that |u,| — u in L2 _(R3,R) for some u € H*(R3 R). Letting the limit as n — oo
in (3.24) we find

. |un (@ | |77R ) — nr(y)|?
1
im sup //Rfi y|3+25 dxdy

n—oo
Cc  Ckr¥(- S/ C C

<4+ — dx + / ua:Qda:—i—i/ w(z)|?dzx
3 T BkR\BZR! u()[? 7% BZR\BER\ ()| (B BER! ()|

2 2
C 2 2% g o* % 13 2s o* %
<5 +Ck |u(z)|*s dz +C |u(x)|* dx +C lu(z)|[*sdz )
k By r\B2r Bar\B:r l—e¢ Ber

where in the last passage we used Hélder inequality. Since u € L% (R3,R), k > 4 and ¢ € (0,1) we
can see that

1imsup/ Ju(z)|* do = hmsup/ lu(z)|* dz = 0.
R—o0 BkR\B2R R—o0 BQR\BgR
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Thus, taking ¢ = %, we have

2
limsuplimsup// [un(@)* 1R (x) — nr(y) dxdy
R6

R—oo n—oo ’x - y’3+25

2

23
< lim hmsup[g + COK? / \u(az)]2§daz +C / \u(az)]2§daz
k—o00 R—o0 k BkR\BgR B2R\B%R
27

+o(ﬁ)2§ [ ) ]

1
ER

2
e 1 \* o\ %%
< R s =
_klglolok3+c<k‘—l> < . lu(x)] da:) 0,

which implies that (3.16) holds true. Putting together (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16) we can deduce that

R—oo n—oo

1 s
lim sup lim sup <1 — E) / ‘(_A)fxsunP + V(@) |up|? dz = 0,
By

and this completes the proof of (3.5).

In view of Lemma 3.1, we can define the mountain pass level

= = 0 W)

where
I. ={y € C([0,1], H{) : 7(0) = 0 and J((1)) < 0}.

By applying Mountain Pass Theorem [3|, we can see that there exists u. € H? \ {0} such that
Je(uz) = ¢ and J/(us) = 0. In similar fashion, one can prove that also Jy has a mountain pass
geometry, and we denote by cy;, the mountain pass level associated to Jy.

Now, let us introduce the Nehari manifold associated to (3.1), that is

Nz o= {u € H\ {0} : (JL(u),u) = 0},
and we denote by Ny the Nehari manifold associated to (3.4).
It is standard to verify (see [50]) that ¢, can be also characterized as follows:

c. = inf qutu—lan
e = oinf ,Sup e (tu) (u);

Next, we prove the existence of a ground state solution to (3.4).

Lemma 3.3. Let (u,) C Ny be a sequence satisfying Jo(uyn) — cy,. Then, up to subsequences, the
following alternatives holds:
(i) (un) strongly converges in H*(R3 R),
(ii) there exists a sequence (§,) C R3 such that, up to a subsequence, v, () = w,(x + 9n) converges
strongly in H*(R3,R).
In particular, there exists a minimizer w € H*(R3 R) for Jo with Jo(w) = cy,.

Proof. Since Jy has a Mountain Pass geometry, we can use a version of the Mountain Pass Theorem
without (PS) condition (see [50]), and we may suppose that (uy) is a (PS)c,, sequence for Jo.

Arguing as in Lemma 3.2, it is easy to check that (u,) is bounded in H*(R3,R) so we may assume
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that u, — u in H*(R3 R). The weak convergence is enough to deduce that J§(u) = 0. Now, we
assume that u # 0. Since u € N, we can use (f3) and Fatou’s Lemma to see that

evy < Jofw) = (o))

1 1 1
= ZHuHi + 3 /]R3 §f(u2)u — F(u2) dx

n—oo

< timint [Jo(un) — 1 U, = ex,

which implies that Jo(u) = cy,.

Let us consider the case u = 0. Since ¢y, > 0 and Jy is continuous, we can see that ||u,|lo # 0.
Then, in view of Lemma 2.4 and (f1)-(f2), it is standard to prove that there are a sequence (y,,) C R3
and constants R, 5 > 0 such that

liminf/ lun|*dx > 8 > 0.
oo Br(yn)

Let us define v, = u,(- + yn), and we note that v, has a nontrivial weak limit v in H*(R3,R).
It is clear that also (vn) is a (PS)e,, sequence for Jo, and arguing as before we can deduce that
Jo(v) = ¢y, In conclusion, problem (3.4) admits a ground state solution.

Now, let u be a ground state for (3.4). By using ¢ = u~ as test function in (Jj(u), ¢) = 0, it is easy
to check that u > 0 in R3. In particular, observing that ¢!, > 0 and f has a subcritical growth, we
can argue as in Proposition 5.1.1 in [21] to see that u € L®(R3,R). In particular, we have

ju(y)P ju(y)P
L S rem AL WO
< NulBaqesy + sy [ iy < C.
ly—z|<1 |l‘ - y|

so that g(z) = f(u?)u — pu — ¢,u € L>®(R3,R). By applying Proposition 2.9 in [46] we can deduce
that u € C%(R3,R) for some 0 < v < 1. By using maximum principle (see Corollary 3.4 in [23])
we can see that u > 0 in R3. Since u € C%%(R3,R) N LP(R3,R) for all p € [2,0), we can deduce
that u(xz) — 0 as |x| — oo, so we can find R > 0 such that (—A)%u + %u < 0in |z| > R. By using
Lemma 4.3 in [25] we know that there exists a positive function w such that for |z| > R (taking R
larger if necessary) it holds (—A)*w + ¥w > 0 and w(z) = m%"%, for some Cy > 0. In view of the
continuity of u and w there exists some constant C; > 0 such that z := u — Ciyw < 0 on |z| = R.
Moreover, we can see that (—A)%z + %z > 01in |z| > R. Then, it follows by the maximum principle
that z < 0in |z| > R, that is 0 < u(z) < Crw(z) < m%% for all |z| big enough.

O

Now we prove the following interesting relation between c. and cyj.

Lemma 3.4. The numbers c. and cy, satisfy the following inequality

limsupe. < ey
e—0
Proof. Let w € H*(R3,R) be a positive ground state to the autonomous problem (3.4) (see [48,51]),
so JH(w) = 0 and Jo(w) = cy,. We recall that w € C%(R3,R) N L>°(R3,R). Moreover, using
Lemma 4.3 in [25], it is easy to check that w satisfies the following decay estimate:

C
0<w(x) < s for all |x| > 1. (3.25)
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Let n € C*(R3,[0,1]) be a cut-off function such that » = 1 in a neighborhood of zero B; and
2

supp(n) C Bs C A for some § > 0.
Let us define w.(z) := n.(2)w(x)e O with n.(z) = n(ex) for ¢ > 0, and we observe that
|we| = new and we € HY in view of Lemma 2.3. Now we prove that

tim [z |2 = [Jwl}3 € (0,0). (3.26)

Since it is clear that [ps Ve(x)|we[*da — [gs Vo|w|*dz, we only need to show that

lim[w.]%, = [w]?. (3.27)

e—0

By using Lemma 5 in [42] we know that
mew] — [w] as € — 0. (3.28)

On the other hand

1A(0)-a _ et A (TF) (2 —y) 1 A(0)y 2
w]As=// le N (v)w(x) n-(y)wy)| drdy
R

6 ‘x_y‘3+28

2 Vw2 ()| etlAe (FL)—AO)]-(z—y) _ 1|2
n:(y)w e 2 1

~ w2 +// = ()w ()| = | drdy

AL (2 (—
2R // (n:(2)0(z) = e (W)w())ne Wyu(p) (1 — e A0k
RE |z — y[32s
=: [pew +X + 2Y..

Then, in view of |Yz| < [n.w]v/Xe and (3.28), it is suffices to prove that X, — 0 as ¢ — 0 to deduce
that (3.27) holds. Let us note that for 0 < f < a/(1 4+ o — s),

. / ) / A= (55)- G
< w x
[ R3 y)ay \x—y\Ze* | _y|3+2s
A= ()~ A0)) a =) _ 12 (3.29)
+/ w(y dy/ dr
R3 ( ) |lz—y|<e—B |l‘ - y|3+2s
= X! 4 X2

Using |e® — 1|? < 4 and w € H*(R3,R), we get

X< C’/ w2(y)dy/ p~172dp < C e 0. (3.30)
R3 e=B
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Since e — 112 <t forallt € R, A € C*Y(R3,R?) for a € (0,1], and |z + y|? < 2(|x — y|? + 4|y|?),

we have
Al (22) — A(0)?
XES/ w2(y)dy/ 14e (5 )3+2 (2)| da
R3 |lz—y|<e—F |$ - y| 5
§C€2a/ wzydy/ |:E—dx
R3 ( ) |lz—y|<e—8 ’x - y’3+28_2
1 (3.31)
<(Ce* / w2(y)dy/ dx
< R3 |z—y|<e—8 ’x - y’3+25—2—2o¢
+ / |y|2aw2(y)dy/ %dm
R3 |z—y|<e—8 ‘LZ' - y’
= C (X2 + X22).
Then
8
—C w2(y)dy/ p1+2a—2sdp < CE—Zﬁ(l—i-a—s) ) (332)
R3 0
On the other hand, using (3.25), we infer that
6
X2? < C/ Iylzawz(y)dy/ p'dp
R3 0
_28(1— 1 (3.33)
< Cegm200=9) / w?(y)dy +/ — e dy
B1(0) B (0) |y|2(3+25) -2

< Ce280-9)

Taking into account (3.29), (3.30), (3.31), (3.32) and (3.33) we can conclude that X. — 0. Therefore
(3.26) holds. Moreover, since n.w strongly converges to w in H*(R?,R), we can use Lemma 2.4-(5)
in [37] to see that

lim/ ¢fws||w€|2dx:/ ¢t w?dz. (3.34)
R3

e—=0 Jr3

Now, let t. > 0 be the unique number such that
Je(tewe) = I?Zag( Je(twe).

Then ¢, verifies
el + & [ olyfulde = [ ool fiulfde = [ f@w ol (63)
R R

where we used supp(n) C A and g = f on A.
Let us prove that t. — 1 as e — 0. Using n = 1 in Bs and that w is a continuous positive function,
2

we can see that (fy) yields
f(t2ad
gl [ oty fufae> L0 [ jopas,
e“o B%

1202

where g = ming, w > 0. So, if . — 00 as € — 0, we can use (f3), (3.34) and (3.26) to deduce that

2
ng, ¢‘w|7t|w|2daj = 00, that is a contradiction. On the other hand, if t. — 0 as € — 0, we can use the
growth assumptions on g, (3.34), (3.26) to infer that ||w||2 = 0 which gives an absurd. Therefore,
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te = to € (0,00) as € — 0. Now, taking the limit as ¢ — 0 in (3.35) and using (3.34), (3.26), we can
deduce that
f t0|w|

lw|*d. (3.36)
to”w’

plulf+ [ ofultas =

Then ¢ty = 1 as a consequence of w € Ny and ( f4 By applying the Dominated Convergence

Theorem, we know that
/ F(ltow.|?) dz — / F(jwl?) da
R3 R3

so we have lim._,o J:(tcw.) = Jo(w) = ¢y, Since ¢. < maxy>q J:(twe) = J-(t-we), we can infer that
lim sup,_,gc: < cyy- O

Now, we prove the following useful compactness result.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢, — 0 and (u,) C Hf such that J.,(un) = ¢, and J. (up,) = 0. Then
there exists (§,) C R3 such that vy (z) = |un|(x + §n) has a convergent subsequence in H*(R3,R).
Moreover, up to a subsequence, y, = e, Un — Yo for some yg € A such that V(yo) = Vp.

Proof. Since (J. (un),un) =0, Je, (u,) = c., and using Lemma 3.4, we can see that (u,) is bounded
in HZ . Then, there exists C' > 0 (independent of n) such that [|uylc, < C for all n € N. Moreover,
from Lemma 2.2, we also know that (|u,|) is bounded in H*(R3,R).

Now, we prove that there exist a sequence (7,) C R?, and constants R > 0 and v > 0 such that

lim inf / | da > 5 > 0. (3.37)
Br(jn)

n— o0

Assume by contradiction (3.37) does not hold, so that, for all R > 0 we get
lim sup / || dz = 0.
"0 yeR3 J Br(y)

By using the boundedness of (|u,|) and Lemma 2.4, we know that |u,| — 0 in LI(R3 R) for any
€ (2,2%). This fact and (g1) and (g2) yield

lim glen z, [un|?)un|? dz = 0 = li_)m / Glen z, |un|?) dz. (3.38)
n—00 Jp3

n—o0 R3

On the other hand, |u,| — 0 in L%(R?’, R), so by Lemma 2.5-(4) we deduce that

/ Pl ltin|*dz = 0. (3.39)
R3 "

Taking into account (J. (un),u,) = 0, (3.38) and (3.39) we can infer that [ju,||., — 0 as n — oo.
This is impossible because (g1), (g2) and (J. (uy),u,) = 0 imply that there exists ag > 0 such that
unl2, > ap for all n € N. Now, we set v, (z) = |up|(z + §n). Then (v,) is bounded in H*(R? R),
and we may assume that v,, = v Z 0 in HS(R?’,R) as n — 0o. Fix t,, > 0 such that 0, = t,v, € Np.
In view of Lemma 2.2, we have

evy < Jo(Bn) < max Jg, (tvn) = Je, (un)

which together with Lemma 3.4 yields Jo(#,) — cy,. Then, @, - 0 in H*(R* R). Since (v,) and
(7,) are bounded in H*(R3,R) and @, - 0 in H*(R3 R), we deduce that ¢, — t* > 0. From the
uniqueness of the weak limit, we can deduce that @, — o = t*v #Z 0 in H*(R3,R), and by using
Lemma 3.3, we can infer that

oy, — 0 in H¥(R3 R). (3.40)
Therefore, v, — v in H*(R3,R) as n — co.
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Now, we define y,, = &, ¥, and we show that (y,) admits a subsequence, still denoted by y,,, such
that y,, — yo for some yog € A such that V' (yo) = Vi. Firstly, we prove that (y,) is bounded. Assume
by contradiction that, up to a subsequence, |y,| — 00 as n — co. Take R > 0 such that A C Br(0).
Since we may suppose that |y,| > 2R, we have that for any z € Bg/.,

|€n 2+ Ynl 2> |ynl —|en 2| > R.

Now, by using (u,) C N, (V1), Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.5 and the change of variable z — z + ¢, we
observe that

[0n]?2 + / Vov dzlvn)? + / Vov?2 dx + / By Vn d (3.41)
R3 R3 R3
< [ stews+ vl da

S/ f(lvnlz)lvnl2d<v+/ F(vnl?)lvn|* da. (3.42)
B & (0) RA\B g (0)

En

Since v, — v in H*(R3,R) as n — oo and f(t) < Yo we can see that (3.41) yields

oo (1)) (o ) -

that is v, — 0 in H*(R3,R) and this gives a contradiction. Thus, (y,) is bounded and we may
assume that y, — yo € R3. If yg ¢ A, we can proceed as before to deduce that v, — 0 in H® (]R3, R).
Therefore yo € A. We observe that if V(y9) = Vg, then 5o ¢ OA in view of (Vz). Then, it is enough
to verify that V(yo) = Vh. Otherwise, we suppose that V(yg) > Vj, and putting together (3.40),
Fatou’s Lemma, the invariance of R3 by translations, Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 3.4, we have

vo = Jo(?) /Vyov dr + — /¢|v|v2daz——/ F(|o]*) dx

< liminf [z[n]ul/ V(ena -+ yo)lim |2 da + = / o |vn|2d:1:——/ Pl )dm}
R3

n—00 2

n—oo

2
gliminf[ [un|)? t / V(en 2)|un|? dz + 2 / gb‘u \unlzdaz—i/ F(]tnunlz)dz}
R3

< liminf J;, (thu,) < hm mf Je, (un) < ey,

n—oo

which is a contradiction. This ends the proof of this lemma.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

This section is devoted to the proof of the main theorem of this work. Firstly, we prove the
following lemma which plays a fundamental role to show that the solutions of (3.1) are indeed
solutions to (1.1).

Lemma 4.1. Let ¢, — 0 and u, € HZ be a solution to (3.2). Then v, = |uy|(- + ¥n) satisfies
vp € L®(R3,R) and there exists C > 0 such that

[vn]lLoo(ms)y < C for alln € N,
where ¥, is given by Lemma 3.5. Moreover it holds

lim v, (x) =0 uniformly in n € N.
|z| =00
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1
Proof. For any L > 0, we define up, ,, := min{|u,|, L} > 0 and we set v, , = uL(B )un where 5 > 1
will be chosen later. Taking vy, ,, as test function in (3.2) we can see that

oy () AR @)
Un Unp, y 2(8—-1 2 1 WA(EEYY
(//Rs |z — )’34—25 )(unuL(,i (@) - unUL(i ) (y)erA(*3")(e=v)) dxdy)

/ (b‘u Hun uii b dm—i—/gg(&?az,\unlz)]unlzuii Yy — SV(Em)\unlzuii D dz. (4.1)
R R

Let us observe that

§R[(“"<°””)‘“"@/)6“(%(“”)(unuiﬁ’i‘”<a;> w20 () A

= R [Jun (@027 (@) — wn @)z oD @)e AE Y (i () A

+ lun ()P )]
> (Jun (@) Py (@) — (@) n () 50 () = () [ (@) 3 (@) + () Pag 0 (y)
= (Jun(@)] — [un ()] (Jun (@) [0 (@) = fun ()30 (1)),

from which we deduce that
et A(SY) (x—y)
Up (T Yy 2 2(8-1 2(8—1 WA(EEYY (o
(//RG ’x_;’3+25 )(UnUL(i )(x) UnUL(i )(y)e ACZHA y))dxdy>

> [ e D o @) @) — ) 5 0) day (1.2

For all t > 0, let us define

¥(t) = y,p(t) = 127D

where t;, = min{¢, L}. Let us observe that, since « is an increasing function, then it holds
(a —b)(y(a) —~(b)) >0 for any a,b € R.

Let us define the functions

and we note that
AN(a —b)(v(a) — (b)) > |T(a) — L'(b)|? for any a,b € R. (4.3)
Indeed, for any a,b € R such that a < b, and using the Jensen inequality we have

a a a 2
N(a—b)(v(a) = 7(b)) = (a—b) /b ¥ (t)dt = (a—b) /b (I(1))%dt > ( /b r'<t>dt) — (I(a) = D(b))2.

In view of (4.3) we can deduce that

P(un(@)]) = @D < (n@)] — ln @D nl2 ™)) — (22 D)) (4)
Putting together (4.2) and (4.4) we have
u AT (z—y) — — Ty
</ /R 8 yz)/|3+2s e D (@) — it D () AT ) dsvdy) > [D(Jua ).

(4.5)
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Being I'(Juy,|) > %]unluL and recalling that D%2?(R3 R) c L% (R3,R) (see [20]), we get

1\? _
() 2 Sl oz sy > (5 ) Sl s o (46)

Taking into account (4.1), (4.5) and (4.6) we obtain

1\2 2(8-1 2(6-1
<E> Sulllunluf 12 . R3)+43V(5$)|un|2uLﬁﬁ )dx§/Rgg(6nx,|un|2)|un|2uL(i Vdz. (4.7

On the other hand, from the assumptions (gi) and (g2), for any £ > 0 there exists C¢ > 0 such that
gz, t2)t2 < €|t + Celt|* for all t € R. (4.8)
Taking & € (0,Vp) and using (4.7) and (4.8) and Lemma 2.5 we can obtain that

2
02 ) < OB / % 02D, (4.9)

where we set wr, ,, := |un|uL . Now, take 8 = _;‘ and fix R > 0. Observing that 0 < ur,, < |uy|
and applying Holder 1nequahty we have

/ % w20Vl = / o 252 202

2 —2
/|un|2 (A
2*72

o Ay AT
{Jun|<R} {lun|>R}

2% -2 5

g/ R, % da + (/ |un|2$dx) </ (unluy 2 )Qde> .
{lun|<R} {|un|>R} R3 ’

(4.10)

Since (|uy|) is bounded in H*(R3,R), we can choose R sufficiently large such that

2% -2

. % 1
W|%d < . 4.11
</{Un|>R} fn™ T 2p2 (4.1)

In view of (4.9), (4.10) and (4.11) we can infer

2
</RS(IunIuL,$L )2s> §052/3R2s 2up| % de < oo

5)2

and letting the limit as L — oo we obtain |u,| € Lt (R3,R).
Now, using 0 < up,, < |u,| and taking the limit as L — oo in (4.9) we have

et 125 o < €52 / 25205

from which we deduce that

1 1
* (57 ) ; * 2(5*1)
(/ |un|62sd$> RPer = (/ |un|2s+2(6—1)> .
R3 R3
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For m > 1 we define (3,41 inductively so that 2% + 2(8,,+1 — 1) = 2%53,, and 51 = %
Then we can see that
>2 =y

1
* (B 1*1)255
B +123 e ﬁm+1 1
([ pualeziae < OB
I S
25 (Bm—1)
2* S
R3

and by using an iteration argument, we can find Cy > 0 independent of m such that

Let us define

Dy < H Cﬁ;f_ﬁl Dy < CoDs.

Passing to the limit as m — oo we find
tun |l poo 3y < CoD1 =: K for all n € N. (4.12)

Clearly, by interpolation, we can deduce that (|uy,|) strongly converges in L"(R3,R) for all 7 € (2, c0).
From the growth assumptions on g, also g(e , |uy|?)|u,| strongly converges in the same Lebesgue
spaces.
In what follows, we show that |u,| is a weak subsolution to
{ (—A)*v 4+ Vou = gez,v*)v  in R3

v>0 inR3. (4.13)

Fix ¢ € CZ(R3,R) such that ¢ > 0, and we take 95, = ¢ as test function in (3.1), where

ug
we set Usp = \/|un|? + 02 for § > 0. We note that v5, € HZ for all 6 > 0 and n € N. Indeed
Jgs V(en @) |thspn?da < | upp() V(enz)¢?dr < co. On the other hand, we can observe
ZAE :c+y) (z—y) _ < Un(x) > z) — ( Un(y) > eZAE(z;y),(x_y)

i Ki"jé?)) B <u1;nn((12)> ‘ ;v>.(x_y)] ()
+ (@) — o(y)] ( un(y) > ee

Us ()

N < un(y)  un(y) >(’D(y)ezA5(””72Ly).(m—y)

us () Uusn(y)

)-(z—y)

which gives

z+
5.0 (x) — g0 (y)eAeCF) @=0) )2

4 WAL (EEYY.
< sylun(e) = un(y)e 5

o 4
E DR o + 5510 — )Pl e )

+ 5_4”un”2L°°(R3) ”90H2L°°(R3)’u5,n(y) - ué,n(x)P

Jer =<5

4 . 4K?
< sz lun(z) = unly =)o) 0o 3y + 52 lela) = p(y)?

4K?
+ 5—4\\w\\%m(R3)\!un(y)! — Jun (2)]?

where we used
|z +w+ k|? <4(]z* + |w + [k]*) Vz,w,k €C,
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le| =1 for all t € R, ug,, > 4, |a2-| <1, (4.12) and the following inequality

\\/\z]2+52 — \/\wP + 62| < ||z| — |w|| Vz,w e C.

Since uy, € H , |up| € H*(R3 R) (by Lemma 2.2) and ¢ € C°(R3, R), we deduce that 5, € HS .
Therefore

Un (2 oA (r+y)'(:c—y)) U () B un (y) 1A (E50)-(a—y)
[//R rx—yr3+2s <uan< 20 ) P dedy
2 2
+/ / (b‘un“ i gpdx—/ g(ex, ]un\z)%wdm. (4.14)

us, n
Since R(z) < |2| for all z € C and |e?| =1 for all t € R, we get

R [(un(‘r) - un(y)eZAE(sz)'(m_y)) ( m (p(x) — m (‘D(y)e—zAs(%)'(m—y)>]

’LL57n($) ué,n(y)

_ M T |Un(y)|2 B Un(l‘)m e_ZAE(xTer)'(x_ ) M . A, (L) (z—)
= [ué,n(x) ( )+ Ué,n(y) U5n( ) cp(y) Y U(S,n(l‘) 90( ) Y

Jun ()] |un (y)? |un (1)] |t ()]
> [ 2 oto) 2 ot0) = (] ) = ) ) go(x)] | (415)
Now, we can note that

Jun ()[? |un (y) ] ltn ()| |t ()]

ugn(@) PO gy PO T ey o) ~ el ey o)

= Lol )]~ o) ‘M(( )] = an))o)

_ [!11((92)’ (lun ()] = [un ()] o) — \56(( ;)\ (Jun ()| - |un<y)|)¢(y)]

un@)] _ Jun (1)

T <U6,n(117) - U&,n(!/)) (lun(@)] = lun(y)e(y)

_ @y N [un @] @ 1 ()t

= L )] = s )t2) = plo0)+ (22— D) G, 03] = ot

> Lol )]~ hun D 00) — ) (w16

where in the last inequality we used the fact that

<!un($)\ ()]

Us () usn(y)

) (ln(@)] = [ ))e(y) = 0

because
t
h(t) = is increasing for t > 0 and > 0 in R3.
)= 77 g for t > ¢ >
Observing that

|un () . .

|28 (| (@) = [aa (W) (@) = 0 ()] < M@ = fun @Il (@) = W] ¢ 1 ey
|:E—y|N+2s - |$_y|3+2 |$_y|3+2 ’
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and ljfs”(a))' — 1 ae. in R? as § — 0, we can use (4.15), (4.16) and the Dominated Convergence

Theorem to deduce that

1A (M)(x—y)) U (x) U ( ) oty
i R // (un(x) —un(y)e n _ Uy o~ A=) (=) | dpd
v [ R6 !a:— y|3t2s ua,n(x)(p(x) u&n(y)go(y) e

. uy, dxd
> timsup [/ 'UM ()] = () (L) — )
//R6 (Jun ()| - ”Zn_( )’\?))ifs(fc) — W) ey, (4.17)

We can also see that the Dominated Convergence Theorem (we recall that ‘u“&i < |uyl|, Fatou’s
Lemma and ¢ € C2°(R3,R)) yield

2
lim [ V(ex) [in| cpda;:/ V(Em)\un\gpdmz/ Volun |pdx (4.18)
0—0 Jr3 Ugs,n R3 3
2
lim inf gb‘u |‘ Un| (,Ddl‘ >/ gbf [ulepdz =0 (4.19)
6—0 s,
and
lim [ g(ex, |uy,] )| tn]? gpdx—/ gle z, [un|?)|un|@dz. (4.20)
6—0 JRr3 Us n R3
Taking into account (4.14), (4.17), (4.19), (4.18) and (4.20) we can deduce that
[ A= el DA = 20D gy 4 [ il < [ glefuaPualods
RE |z — y[+2s R3 R3

for any p € C°(R? R) such that ¢ > 0, that is |u,| is a weak subsolution to (4.13).
Now, we note that vy, = |u,|(- + ¥n) solves

(—A)* v, + Vovn < glen  + €n G, v2)v, in R, (4.21)
Let us denote by z, € H*(R3,R) the unique solution to
(—=A)z, + Vozp, = gn in R3, (4.22)

where
Gn = g(en T + €n n, v2)vy € L"(R3ER)  Vr € [2,00].

Since (4.12) yields [|vp | f®s) < C for all n € N, by interpolation we know that v, — v strongly
converges in L"(R3,R) for all r € (2, 00), for some v € L"(R3,R). From the growth assumptions on
f, we have g, = f(v*)v in L"(R? R) and ||gn | po(rsy < C for all n € N. In view of [25], we know
that z, = Kx*gy, where K is the Bessel kernel, and proceeding as in [2|, we can infer that |z,(x)] — 0
as |x| — oo uniformly with respect to n € N. Since v,, solves (4.21) and z,, verifies (4.22), it is easy
to use a comparison argument to deduce that 0 < v, < 2, a.e. in R? and for all n € N. Therefore
vp(x) — 0 as |z| — oo uniformly with respect to n € N. O

Now, we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Thorem 1.1. In view of Lemma 3.5, we can find (¢,) C R3 such that &, 7, — yo for some
yo € A such that V(yg) = Vp. Then there is 7 > 0 such that, for some subsequence still denoted
by itself, it holds B,(g,) C A for all n € N. Thus Br (g,) C A, n € N, and we can deduce that

R3\ A., C R3\ B (j,) for any n € N. By using Lemma 4.1, we know that there exists R > 0 such
that
vp(z) < afor |z] > R,n €N,
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where v, (z) = |uz,|(x + §,). Thus |u., (z)| < a for any € RN \ Br(7,) and n € N. Then there
exists v € N such that for any n > v and /e, > R it holds

R*\ A., CR’\ B~ (§in) C R*\ Br(fn),

which gives |ue, (z)| < a for any z € R3\ A,, and n > v.

Therefore, there exists 9 > 0 such that problem (3.1) admits a nontrivial solution u. for all ¢ €
(0,e0). Setting G.(z) = u(x/€), we can see that 4. is a solution to the original problem (1.1).
Finally, we investigate the behavior of the maximum points of |u.,|. By using (g1), there exists
v € (0,a) such that

v
glex, )2 < 70752, for all z € R?, [t| < 7. (4.23)
Arguing as before, we can take R > 0 such that

[t || oo (B2 () < V- (4.24)

Up to a subsequence, we may also assume that

”UanHLoo(BR(gn)) >7. (4.25)

Indeed, if (4.25) does not hold, we have [Juc, ||z ®s) < 7, and by using J. (uc,) = 0, (4.23) and
Lemma 2.2 we can see that

)
e, I+ [ Volue, P < |24 [ 6t e, P = [ ges (ol Pl Pao < 3 [ e, P da
R3 R3 R3 R3

that is [|ue,, || gs sy = 0 which is a contradiction. Therefore (4.25) holds true. In view of (4.24) and
(4.25), we can see that the maximum points p,, of |u.,| belong to Br(y,), that is p, = g, + g, for
some ¢, € Bg. Since up(x) = ue, (z/ey) is a solution to (1.1), we can deduce that a maximum
point 7., of |i,| is of the type 7., = €, Un + €n qn. Since q, € Br, €, Jn — Yo and V(yg) = Vo, we
can use the continuity of V' to deduce that

lim V(n.,) = Vo.

n—o0

Finally, we prove the power decay estimate of |i,|. By applying Lemma 4.3 in [25], we can find a
function w such that

C
and
s ‘/0 . 3
(—A)°w + 2w >0in R’ \ Bpg, (4.27)

for some suitable Ry > 0. Invoking Lemma 4.1, we know that we can that v,(z) — 0 as |z| — oo
uniformly in n € N, so we can find there exists Ro > 0 such that

_ Vo .
hn = g(En @ + &n Gy V200 < 701)” in Bf,. (4.28)
Let w,, be the unique solution to
(—=A)’w, + Vow, = h, in R?.

Then wy,(z) — 0 as |x| — oo uniformly in n € N, and by comparison 0 < v, < w,, in R3. By using
(4.28) we can see that

(—A)’w, + ?wn = h, — ?wn <0in Bg,.
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Set R3 = max{Ry, Ry} and we define
a = inf w >0 and W, = (b+ 1)w — aw,. (4.29)

Br,

where b = sup, ey [|wn | foo(rs)y < 00. We aim to prove that

W, >0 in R, (4.30)
We begin observing that
lim supwy,(x) =0, (4.31)
|z[ =00 neN
Wy, > ba+w —ba > 0 in Bp,, (4.32)
1%
(A, + 7010” >0 in R®\ Bg,. (4.33)
We assume by contradiction that there exists a sequence (Z;,) C R3 such that
inf wy(z) = lim @0,(Z;,) <O0. (4.34)
z€R3 j—o0

Clearly, from (4.31), it follows that (Z;,) is bounded, and, up to subsequence, we may assume that
there exists Z,, € RV such that Zjn — Tp as j — 0o. Then (4.34) implies that

inf i () = 1y () < 0. (4.35)
z€R3

By using the minimality of Z, and the representation formula for the fractional Laplacian [20], we
obtain that

In view of (4.32) and (4.34), we have z,, € R3\ Bg,, and by using (4.35) and (4.36), we can conclude
that
85 (= Vo o
(=A) W (Zn) + Ewn(xn) <0,
which is impossible due to (4.33). Therefore, (4.30) is true and by using (4.26) and v,, < w,, we have

(b+1)
-
a w(z) < 1+ |x|3+2s

0 <vpx) <wp(z) < for all n € N,z € R3,

for some constant C' > 0. Taking in mind the definition of v,, we can infer that

il = e (£ ) = (£ =)

C

<
— x ~ 1342
1+’§_y€n‘ T2
~ ~3+2s
B Cey
T _342s ~
€n _|_|$ —&n e, |3+28
~ ~3+2s
Ce;

< .
>~ E%—HS _’_’x o nEn’3+2s
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