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Normalized solutions for the fractional
NLS with mass supercritical nonlinearity*
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Abstract

We investigate the existence of solutions to the fractional nonlinear Schrodinger
equation (—A)*u = f(u) — pu with prescribed L:norm [,n [ul*dz = m in the
Sobolev space H*(RY). Under fairly general assumptions on the nonlinearity f, we
prove the existence of a ground state solution and a multiplicity result in the radially
symmetric case.

1 Introduction

In this paper we investigate the existence of solutions to the fractional Nonlinear Schrédingerfi
Equation (NLS in the sequel)

.0

120 = (A - Vi, (1.1)
where i denotes the imaginary unit and ¢ = 1(x,t): RV x (0,00) — C. This type of
Schrodinger equation was introduced by Laskin in [10], and the interest in its analysis
has grown over the years. An important family of solutions, known under the name of

travelling or standing waves, is characterized by the ansatz

Y(x,t) = eMlu(x) (1.2)
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for some (unknown) function u: RN — R. These solutions have the remarkable property

that they conserve their mass along time, i.e. [[t(¢)||f2ry) is a constant function of
€ (0,+00). It is therefore natural and meaningful to seek solutions having a prescribed

L?-norm.

Coupling (1.1) with (1.2), we arrive at the problem

(=AY u=V(ju)u — pu in RV,
HUH%%RN) =m,

where s € (0,1), N > 2s, u € R, m > 0 is a prescribed parameter, and (—A)*® denotes
the usual fractional laplacian. We recall that

. u(z) — u(y)
—A)Yu(x) =C(N,s) lim ———==dy,
(A ) =CWos) i | ST
where
1 —cos(; -1
C(N,s) = (/RN 7’(’7&23 dC> .
For further details on the fractional laplacian we refer to [(]. For our purposes, and since

the parameter s is kept fixed, we will always work with a rescaled fractional operator, in
such a way that C(N,s) = 1.
In order to ease notation, we will write f(u) = V(Ju|)u, and study the problem

—A¥u= f(u) —pu in RN
(4w = () = pu i RY, .

||UH%2(RN) =m.

The role of the real number p is twofold: it can either be prescribed, or it can arise as a
suitable parameter during the analysis of (P,,). In the present work we will choose the
second option, and p will arise as a Lagrange multiplier.

Since we are looking for bound-state solutions whose L?-norm must be finite, it is natural
to build a variational setting for (F,,,). Since this is by now standard, we will be sketchy.
We introduce the fractional Sobolev space

HRY) = {u € L2RY) | [} g, < +00}
where
2 Ju(z) — u(y)l”
s = ——————=—dzd
(W] s vy /]RNXRN lz — y[N+2s ray
is the so-called Gagliardo semi-norm. The norm in H*(R) is defined by

el = \/lell2 + [ vy




which naturally arises from an inner product. We then (formally) introduce the energy

functional

Lo
RN
where F(t) = fg f(o)do. A standard approach for studying (F,,) consists in looking for
critical points of I constrained on the sphere

Sm = {uEHS(RN) |/ |u|2d:v:m}.
RN

The convenience of this variational approach depends strongly on the behavior of the
nonlinearity f. If f(t) grows slower than |t|1+4ﬁs as t — +oo, then I is coercive and
bounded from below on S,: this is the mass subcritical case, and the minimization

problem
min {I(u) | u € Sy}

is the natural approach. On the other hand, if f(¢) grows faster than |t|1+4ﬁs as t — 400
then I is unbounded from below on S,,, and we are in the mass supercritical case. Since
constrained minimizers of I on S, cannot exist, we have to find critical points at higher

levels.

When s = 1, i.e. when the fractional Laplace operator (—A)® reduces to the local differ-
ential operator —A, the literature for (P,,) is huge. The particular case of a combined
nonlinearity of power type, namely f(t) = t?=2 + ut9~2 with 2 < ¢ < p < 2N/(N — 2)
has been widely investigated. The interplay of the parameters p and g add some richness
to the structure of the problem.

The situation is different when 0 < s < 1, and few results are available. Feng et al. in [7]
deal with particular nonlinearities. Stanislavova et al. in [17] add the further complication
of a trapping potential. In the recent paper ||| the author proves some existence and
asymptotic results for the fractional NLS when a lower order perturbation to a mass
supercritical pure power in the nonlinearity is added. It is also worth mentioning [12],
where Zhang et al. studied the problem when the nonlinear term consists in the sum
of two pure powers of different order. They provide some existence and non-existence
results analysing separately what happens in the mass subcritical and supercritical case
for both the leading term and the lower order perturbation.

Very recently, Jeanjean et al. in [9] provided a thorough treatment of the local case s = 1
via a careful analysis based on the Pohozaev identity. In the present paper we partially
extend their results to the non-local case 0 < s < 1. Since we deal with a fractional
operator, our conditions on f must be adapted correspondingly.



We collect here our standing assumptions about the nonlinearity f; we recall that

F(t) :/0 f(o)do

and define the auxiliary function

F(t) = f(t)t — 2F(t).

(fo) f: R — R is an odd and continuous function;

(1) tim e =0

(f2)  dim !t!<N+§s(>t/)(N—2s> =0;

() lim iy = +oc

(f1) The function ¢ — Wi% is strictly decreasing on (—o0,0) and strictly increasing

on (0, +00);

(fs) f()t < ZE-F(t) for all t € R\ {0};
tf(t)

(fﬁ) }g% |t|2N/(N—28) = 400.

Remark 1.1. The oddness of f is necessary in order to use the classical genus theory
and to get a desired property on the fiber map that we will introduce in detail in the
next section (see for instance Lemma 2.6 below). Assumption (f;) guarantees a Sobolev
subcritical growth, whereas (f3) characterises the problem as mass supercritical. At one
point we will need (f5) to establish the strict positivity of the Lagrange multiplier .

Ezample 1.2. As suggested in [9], an explicit example can be constructed as follows. Set
ans = N(]A\};EQS) for simplicity, and define

4s OéNs‘t‘aN’s 4s
t)=((2+ < )log(L+[t]*Ns) + = ) |t N ¢
1) (( +N) o (1-+ 1) + T e ) ¥

We briefly outline our results. Firstly, we show that the ground state level is attained
with a strictly positive Lagrange multiplier.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that f satisfies (fo)-(f5). Then (P,,) admits a positive ground
state for any m > 0. Moreover, for any ground state the associated Lagrange multiplier
L 18 positive.



Furthermore, we can prove some remarkable properties of the ground state level energy
with respect the variable m and its asymptotic behaviour.

Theorem 1.4. Assume that f satisfies (fo)-(f6). Then the function m — E,, is positive,
continuous, strictly decreasing. Furthermore, lim,, o+ Ep = +00 and limy,— o0 By = 0.

Finally, we have a multiplicity result for the radially symmetric case.

Theorem 1.5. If (fo)-(f5) hold and N > 2, then (P,,) admits infinitely many radial
solutions (ux) for any m > 0. In particular,

I(upt1) = I(up)
for all k € N and I(ug) — +00 as k — +oo.

Our paper is organised as follows. Section 2 contains the proofs of some preliminary
lemmas that will be useful during the whole remaining part of the paper. Moreover,
we introduce a fiber map that will play a crucial role for our purposes. In Section 3
we define the ground state level energy for a fixed mass m and we start analysing its
asymptotic behaviour near zero and infinity. Section 4 is devoted to prove our main
existence theorem. Using a min-max theorem of linking type and the fiber map cited
previously, we construct a Palais-Smale sequence whose value on the Pohozaev functional
is zero and we show that a sequence of this kind must be necessarily bounded. Finally,
in Section 5, for the sake of completeness, we discuss the existence of radial solutions.
Here, we use a variant of the min-max theorem already cited in Section 4, but this time
we are helped by the fact that the space of the radially symmetric functions with finite
fractional derivative is compactly embedded in LP(RY) for p € (2,2}).

2 Preliminary results
We define the Pohozaev manifold
P = {u € Sy | P(u) =0},
where
2 N =

P(u) = [ulgs@ny — %5 Jox F(u)dx.

Let us collect some technical results that we will frequently used in the paper. The first
two Lemmas will be proved in the Appendix. We use the shorthand

By = {ue H*®) | [ul 2z, < m}.

Lemma 2.1. Assuming (fo), (f1), (f2), the following statements hold



(i) for every m > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

1
1 [ty < I(u) < [ulFo gy

where w € By, and [u] g gny < 0.

(ii) Let (up)n be a bounded sequence in H5(RN). If lim, o0 ||unHL2+4S/N(]RN) =0 we
have that

lim F(up)der =0= lim F(uy,) dz.

n—-+oo RN n—-+oo RN

(iii) Let (un)n, (vn)n two bounded sequences in H*(RN). If limy, o0 [|vn | p2ras/n = 0
then

lim f(up)v, dz = 0.

n—-+oo RN

Remark 2.2. An inspection of the proof of this Lemma shows that the inequality

~ S
o F(u) dx S N [U]ES(RN)

holds true if u € By, and [u] gy < 6. It follows that

P(u) > = [u)fs @)

DO | —

for every u € By, with [u] gy < 6.

In order to prove the next result we introduce for every u € H*(RY) and p € R the
scaling map

(pxu)(x) = e%u(epx) z e RV,
It easy to verify that p*u € H*(RY) and ||p * ull 2@y = [Jull 2 @y
Lemma 2.3. Assuming (fo), (f1), (f2) and (f3), we have:
(i) I(p*u) — 0" as p — —o0,
(13) I(pxu) = —o0 as p — oo.

Remark 2.4. Assume f € C(R,R), (f1) and (fs). Then the function g: R — R defined
as

fR)t—2F () t#0
gt) ={ PN
0 t=20

is continuous, strictly increasing in (0,00) and strictly decreasing in (—oo,0).



Lemma 2.5. Assuming f € C(R,R), (f1), (f3) and (f1), we have
(i) F(t) >0 ift 0,

(ii) there exists (1;5), C RY and (7,7), CR™, |7| = 0 as n — 400 such that

fry > (245 ) Pl nz

(iii) there exists (o)), C R and (0, ) CR™, |75| = 00 as n — 400 such that

flotirs > (245 ) FOd) n=1.

F)t > (2 + 4—1\?) F(t) t#0.

Proof. (i) By contradiction suppose F'(tg) < 0 for some to # 0. Because of (f1) and (f3)
the function F(t)/|t|>t4/N must attain its global minimum in a point 7 # 0 such that
F(7r) <0. It follows that

i E(t)
dt |t|2+47\?

_fO)r -2+ R)F() _ N 1)

[P+ sgn(r)

t=1
From Remark 2.4 it follows that f(t)t > 2F(t) if ¢ # 0. Indeed, were the claim false,
there would exists ¢ such that f(¢)t < 2F(t). Choosing without loss of generality ¢ < 0,
we have that g(¢¥) < 0. This and the fact that g(0) = 0 show that g must be strictly
increasing on an interval between ¢ and 0. Finally, we can have a contradiction observing
that

0 < f(r)r — 2F(r) = 4—]5F(7) <0.

(71) We start with the positive case. By contradiction we suppose there is T, > 0 small
enough such that

foyt < (2 " %S) F()

for every t € (0,7,]. Remembering the expression of (2.1) computed in the step (i) we
have that the derivative of F(t)/[t|>T*/N is nonpositive on (0, T,], then

Ft) _ F(T.)

4 = 4
£2+% T§+WS

>0 forevery te(0,T,],



that is in contradiction with (f;). The negative case is similar.
(7i7) Being the two cases similar, we will prove only the negative one. Again, by contra-
diction we suppose there is T, > 0 such that

4
fe < <2 + NS> F(t) forevery t<-T,.

Since the derivative of F(¢)/|t|****/" is nonnegative on (—oo, —T,], we can deduce

F(t) _ F(-T))

LR ot

for every t e (—oo0,—T,],

which contradicts (f3).
(iv) We start proving that the inequality holds weakly. By contradiction we assume

o < (247 ) Fito)

for some ty # 0 and without loss of generality we can suppose ¢y < 0. By step (i7) and
(7i1) there are Tiin, Tmax € R, where Tiin < tg < Tmax < 0 such that

fit < <2 + 4—}5) F(t) for every t € (Tmin, Tmax) (2.2)
and
fot= <2 + 4—;) F(t) for every t € {Tmin, Tmax}- (2.3)

By (2.2) we have

Pj('rminz)ls < F(Tmax?ls ] (24)

‘Tmin’2+ N ’Tmax‘2+ N

Besides, by (2.3) and (f4) must be

F(Tmin) . N F(Tmin) N F(Tmax) . F(Tmax)

24487
ax| TN

— & . s> ;= (2.5)
’Tmin’2+4ﬁ 4s ‘7-111111‘2—’—4W 4s ’7-111ax’2—"_4W ’Tm

and clearly (2.4) and (2.5) are in contradiction. From what we have just proved, we have
that F(t)/[t|>t*/N is non-increasing in (—oo,0) and non decreasing in (0,00). Hence,
by virtue of (f4) the function f(¢)/[t|'T**/N must necessarily be strictly increasing in
(—00,0) and strictly decreasing in (0,00). Then

(2 + 4—]\‘;> F(t) = (2 + ﬁ) t S+ an

N) Jo |K|1+4ﬁ
4s\ f() /t 144s
<24 —= , kTN dr = f(1)t
< N> 1t/ +% Jo . I
completes the proof. O



Lemma 2.6. Assume (fo) — (f1), u € HS(RN)\ {0}. Then the following hold:

(1) There is a unique p(u) € R such that P(p(u) *u) = 0.

(17) I(p(u)*u) > I(p=*u) for any p # p(u). Moreover I(p(u) * u) > 0.

(iii) The map u — p(u) is continuous for every u € H*(RN).

(iv) p(u) = p(—u) and p(u(- +y)) = p(u) for ever u € H¥(RN)\ {0} and y € RV.

Proof. (i) Since
1
) = 3% iy = [ P do
2 RN
it is easy to check that I(p* u) is C! with respect to p. Now, computing
d N -/ N
d_pI(p ) = pefs [uﬁ{s(]}w) — Eepr /RN r <67pu> dz.

and observing that

we deduce

dipf(p xu) = sP(p*u).

Remembering that by lemma 2.3

. _ + . _
pl}r_nool(p*u) =0" and plggol(p*u) = —00
we can conclude that p — I(p % u) must reach a global maximum at some point p(u);

since

0= ZTp(w) + w) = sP{plu) )

we conclude that P(p(u) * u) = 0. To check the uniqueness of the point p(u), recalling
the function g defined in Remark 2.4, we observe that F(t) = g(t)]t]2+4ﬁs for every t € R.
Thus we obtain

N S
P(pxu) = e** [uﬁr{S(RN) - %62”5 /RN g(e%u)]u\%% dz
2ps 2 N Np o4 ds
=e [l vy — 25 Jen gle2 u)|ul“"~ dx| = gd—pI(p*u)



Fixing ¢ € R\ {0}, thanks to Remark 2.4 and (f4), we notice that the function p —
g e Zt) is strictly increasing. Thus, by virtue of the previous computations, it follows
that p(u) must be unique.

(77) This follows at once from (7).

(iii) By step (i) the function u + p(u) is well defined. Let u € H*(RY)\ {0} and
(un)n C H5(RN)\ {0} a sequence such that u,, — u in H*5(RY) as n — +oo. We set
pn = p(uy,) for any n > 1. Let us show that up to a subsequence we have p, — p(u) as
n — +00.

Claim. The sequence (py,), is bounded.

We recall that the function hy defined in (6.4) noticing that by lemma 2.5 (i) ho(t) > 0
for every t € R. We assume by contradiction that up to a subsequence p, — +00. By
Fatou’s lemma and the fact that u,, — u a.e. in RV, we have that

. Non 4s
lim ho <e 2 un> | 2TV d = 0.
n—-+4oo RN

As a consequence of that, by (6.5) with A = 0 and step (ii), we obtain

1 n s
0<e 2 I(p, * up) = 3 [un]?—[S(RN) —/ ho (eNTpun) |un|2+4ﬁ dr — —oco  (2.6)
RN

as n — +oo that is evidently not possible. Then (p,), must be bounded from above.
Now we assume, again by contradiction, that p, — —oo. By step (ii) we observe that

I(pn * un) > I(p(u) * up),
and since p(u) * u, — p(u) * u in H*(RN), it follows that
I(p(u) * up) = I(p(u) * u) + o, (1).
We deduce that

liminf I(py, * up) > I(p(u) * u) > 0. (2.7)

n—-+o00o

Since we have p,, * u, C By, for m > 1, Lemma 2.1 (i) implies that there exists 6 > 0
such that if [pn * up e gy < 6, we have

1
1 [pn * un]%{s(RN) < I(pn * un) < [pn * unﬁ{S(RN) . (2'8)
Since
[on # un] g = € [tn] e vy
(2.8) holds for any n sufficiently large. Therefore we obtain

lim inf I(py, * u,) = 0,

n—-+o0o

10



in contradiction to (2.7). The claim is proved.
The sequence (py,), being bounded, we can assume that, up to a subsequence, p, — p*
for some p* in R. Hence, py, * u, — p* * u in H*(RY) and since P(p,, * u,) = 0 we have

P(p* xu) =0.

By the uniqueness proved at step (i) we obtain p* = p(u).
(tv) Since f is odd by (fo), the fact that

P(p(u) * (~u)) = P (—(p(u) * u) = P(p(u) % u) = 0

imply p(u) = p(—u). Similarly, changing the variables in the integral, we can verify that
p is invariant under translation, and it is easy to check that

P(p(u) x u(- +y)) = P(p(u) *u) =0,
thus p(u(- +y)) = p(u). O
As we are going to see, the functional I constrained on P,, has some crucial properties.
Lemma 2.7. Assuming (fo) — (f1), the following statements are true:
(i) Pm #0,
(1) infyep,, [U]HS(RN) >0,
(7it) infyep,, I(u) >0,

(i) I is coercive on Py, i.e. I(up) — 00 if (un)n C P and [Junl gs@yy — 0o as
n — +00.

Proof. Statement (i) follows directly from Lemma 2.6 (7).

(71) Were the assertion not true, we would be able to take a sequence (uy,), C P, such
that [un]gsgsr) — 0, and so, by Lemma 2.1 (i) we could also find § > 0 and 7 so large
that [up] s gy < 0 for every n >7n. By Remark 2.2 we would have

1
0=Plup) = ) [un]éS(RN)

which is possible only for a constant u,. But this is not admissible since u € S,,,. Hence
the statement must hold.

(¢i1) For every u € P,, Lemma 2.6 (i) and (iii) implies that

I(u) =1(0xu) > I(p*xu) forevery pé€R.

11



Let § > 0 be the number given by Lemma 2.2 (i) and set 1/p := slog (5/ [U]HS(RN))-

Since § = [p * u] s (gn), using again Lemma 2.1 (i) we obtain

1
(o ULQHS(RN) = 152

]

I(u) > I(pxu) >

proving the statement.
(4v) By contradiction we suppose the existence of (un)n C Pp, such that [Juy, || gsmyy — 00
with sup,,~; I(u,) < ¢ for some c € (0,00). For any n > 1 we set

1
= log ([un]Hs(]RN)> and v, = (—pp) * Up.
Evidently p, — 400, (vy)n C Sy, and [vn]HS(]RN) = 1. We denote with
a = limsup sup / v, |? da
n—+oo yeRN J B(y,1)
and we distinguish two cases.
Non vanishing: o > 0. Up to a subsequence we can assume the existence of a sequence
(Yn)n C RN and w € H¥(RN) \ {0} such that
Wn =Vn(-+yn) =~ win H*RY) and w, » wae nRY,
Recalling the definition of the continuous function hy) with A = 0, remembering that

pn — +00 as n — +0o and using the Fatou’s lemma we have

. Npn 4s
lim ho <e 2 wn> |lwn| TN dz = oco.
n—-+4oo RN

By step (iii) and (2.1), after changing the variables in the integral, we obtain
1 " s
0 < e 2 I(uy) = e 2P I(pn % vy) = _/ ho <6N%vn) v 2T N da
]RN

2
1 pn s
== —/ ho <eN2 w> \wn\2+4W dx — —o0
2 RN

as n — +00.
Vanishing: o = 0. By [16, Lemma II.4|, we have that v, — 0 in L2+4_1\?(RN) and by

Lemma 2.1 (i) we see that

lim eNp/ F (e%vn) =0 forevery peR.
RN

n—-+4o0o

Since P(pyp * vy) = P(u,) = 0, by Lemma 2.6 (ii) and (4i7), we obtain

1 1
> Pp*xvy,) = 562’)8 - eNp/N F <e%vn) dx = —e*% — 0,(1).
R

We can conclude choosing p > log(2¢)/2s and letting n — +o0. O

12



We conclude with a splitting result & la Brezis-Lieb. A proof is included for the reader’s
convenience.

Lemma 2.8. Let f: R — R continuous, odd and let (uy,), C H*(RY) a bounded sequence
such that u, — u pointwise almost everywhere in RN . If there exists C > 0 such that

@< C (10 + 1%,
then

lim |F'(un) — F(up —u) — F(u)|dr =0

n—-+oo RN

Proof. Let a, b € R and € > 0. We compute

1
|F(a+0b) — F(a)| = /0 %F(a—f—Tb)dT

1
= / F'(a+ Tb)bdr
0

<C /01 (la+ 76| + o+ 70[% 1) Jo| dr
< C (Jal + ol + 227 (Ja 7t 4 o= 1) ) o
2;—1)) 1b]
<C <|ab| + b2 4 2% <|a|23’1|b| + |b|2’s‘)) .
We have used that 7 < 1 and the convexity inequality
la + 6’2371 < 921 (\a!2:’1 4 ]b[2:’1> _

Now we use Young’s inequality twice:

< C (Jal + [o] +2% (Jaf =" + b

2
a 1
b <e— + —|b]?
ab| < <%+ 5[0
. 2L || 1 |bf%
o] < G 4 B
251 s
Hence, choosing
2k -1
n=¢?*,
we get
* 1 * * *
b+ 2 + 2% (Jaf 0]+ 6% < e+ 202 82 4+ 2% (Jaf 18] + 0%
2
<eC <a2 + |2a|23> +C [( +e )+ <1 + 51*23) |2b|2§]
ep(a) + e (b).
Applying [1, Theorem 2| with g, = u, — v and f = u we have the assertion. O

13



3 Behavior of the map m — FE,,

Under our standing assumptions (fo)—(f1), for every m > 0 we can define the least level
of energy

E, = inf I(u).
=, T

This section is devoted to the analysis of the quantity E,, as a function of m > 0.
Lemma 3.1. If (fo)—(f4) hold true, then m — E,, is continuous.

Proof. Let m > 0 and (my)r C R such that my — m in R. We want to show that
E,, — E,, as k — +o00. Firstly, we will prove that

limsup E,, < Ep,. (3.1)

k——+o00

uy = %ueSmk, ke N.
V' m

It is easy to see that uy — u in H*(RY), thus, by Lemma 2.6 (iii) we get

For any u € P, we define

limg_, 4 o p(ug) = p(u) = 0. Therefore
p(ug) *up, — p(u) xu =0 in H3(RYN)
as k — 400 and as a consequence

limsup E,,, <limsup I(p(ug) *ux) = I(u).

k—+o00 k—+o00

Since this holds for any u, we obtain (3.1). The next step consists in proving

liminf E,,, > Ep,. (3.2)

k——+o00

From the definition of E,,, , it follows that for every k € N there exists v, € Py, such
that

1
1(04) < By + 7. (3.3)

1
~ .
ty = <ﬂ> and 7 := v <—> € Sp.
my 123

We set

14



By Lemma 2.6 and (3.3) we get

By < I(p(g) x 0) < I(p(v) * 0x) + [L(p(0) * Ox) — I(p(Tk) * vg)|
< I(vg) + [I(p(0x) * Ox) — 1(p(Tg) * vi)|

< B+ 1 (p(08) % 30) = 1(p(08) 1)
1

=B, + z + C(k).

In order to prove (3.2) we show that

lim C(k) =0.

k—+o00

Indeed, as a first step we notice that p x (v (E)) = (p*v) (E)’ and after a change of

variable we get

1/ Nooe i i
Clk) = |5 (7 = 1) [p(0) % onl3any — (' = 1) | Flo(5k) #vp) da
2 ( ) RN
1| nooe i N
< = ‘t]kv 25 _ 1‘ [p(0g) * vk]%{s RN + |tf€V —1| |F(p(0g) % vg)| dz
2 ( ) RN
1 —2s
= = (tfj 25 _ 1‘A(k) + [t = 1| B(k).
Since t, — 1 as k — 00, it suffices to prove that
limsup A(k) < oo, limsup B(k) < cc. (3.4)

k—+o0 k—+o0
We divide the proof of (3.4) in three claims.
Claim 1: (vy)g is bounded in H*(RY).
Recalling (3.1) and (3.3) we have that

limsup I(vg) < Epp,.

k——o00
Thus, observing that v, € P, and mj — m if the claim does not hold, we obtain a
contradiction with lemma 2.7 (iv).

Claim 2: (¥y)) is bounded in H*(RY), and there are a sequence (y;)r C R and v €
H*(RN)\ {0} such that o(- + yx) — v a.e. in RY up to a subsequence .

To see the boundedness of (v)y, it suffices to notice that t; — 1 and the statement follows
by claim 1. Now, we set

a = limsup sup / |0 |2 dez.
k—=+oo yeRN JB(y,1)
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If « =0, by [16, Lemma I1.4] we get 9 — 0 in L2+4WS(RN). As a consequence we have
that

[ R e = [P F ae =g [ apE a0
RN Ry RN

as k — +o00, and since P(vy) = 0, by Lemma 2.3 (i), we deduce that

N

— F(v)dz — 0.
25 RN (Uk) x

2
[Uk]Hs(RN) =
In this case, by virtue of Remark 2.2, we see that

1
0= P(Uk) 2 5 [Uk]%]s(RN) )

which is admissible only if v in constant. But this is in contradiction with the fact that
Vg € Pm,,- Hence o must be strictly positive.

Claim 3: limsupy,_, | o, p(0) < 0.

By contradiction we assume that up to a subsequence p(0) — oo as k — +o00. By Claim
2 we can suppose the existence of a sequence (yx)r C RY and v € H*(RY)\ {0} such
that

(- +yp) = v ae inRY. (3.5)
Instead, by Lemma 2.6 we get
p(Ok (- + yr)) = p(U) — 00 (3.6)
and
I(p(0r (- + k) * O(- + yi)) = 0. (3.7)

Now, taking into account (3.5), (3.6), (3.7) and arguing similarly as we have already done
to prove (2.6) we have a contradiction. The proof concludes observing that by Claims 1
and 3

lim sup [|p(0x) * vk|| s vy < 0. (3.8)
k—4o00
Hence, by virtue of (fo) — (f2) and (3.8), (3.4) holds true. O

The next result provides a weak monotonicity property for E,,.

Lemma 3.2. If (fo) — (f1) hold, then m — E,, is non-increasing in (0,00).
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that for every e > 0 and m, m’ > 0 with m > m’ we have
€

Now, we take y € C>°(R¥) radial such that

1 lz] <1
@) = 0,1] 1<|al <2
0 |z| > 2

and u € P,y. For every § > 0 we set us(z) = u(x)x(dx). By a result of Palatucci et al.,
see |11, Lemma 5 of Section 6.1], we know that us — w as § — 07, and using Lemma 2.6
(¢i1) we obtain

li = = 0.
Jim p(ug) = p(u)
As a consequence of that, we obtain
plus) xus — p(u) xu  in H¥(RY) (3.10)
as § — 07. Now, fixing § > 0 small enough, by virtue of (3.10) we have

I(p(us) *us) < I(u)+ (3.11)

€
T
After that, we choose v € C2°(RY) with supp(v) C B (0,1+ %) \ B (0,3) and we set

m— ||U6H%2(RN)

5=
ol e,

For every A < 0 we also define wy = ug+ Ax0. We observe that choosing A appropriately
we have

supp(ug) Nsupp(A x0) =

thus wy € S,,.

Claim: p(wy) is upper bounded as A — —o0.

If the claim does not hold we observe that by lemma 2.6 (i7) I(p(wy) *wy) > 0 and that
wy — ug a.e. in RY as A — —oo. Hence, arguing as we have already done to obtain (2.6)
we reach a contradiction. Then the claim must hold.

By virtue of the claim

plwy) + A — —oco0  asA — —oo,

17



thus
[([)(w)\) + )\) % 6]25(]&]\,) _ eQS(P(UJA)-F)\) [@]%{S(RN) -0
implying

I(p(wr) +A) %0l 2146 ey < Cll(p(WH) +A) # D2y [(p(wr) + A) * Ol s vy = 0.

®
As a consequence, by Lemma 2.1 (i), for a suitable A

I((p(wy) + N) % 8) < Z. (3.12)
Finally, by Lemma 2.6 and using (3.9), (3.11) and (3.12) it easy to see that

B < I(p(wy) wy) = L(p(wy) * 1) + L(plwn) * (A 7))
< I(p(us) * ug) + I((p(wr) + A) * 0)
I+ 2+ < B +¢
completing the proof. O

The strict monotonicity of E,, holds true only locally, as we now show.

Lemma 3.3. Assume (fo) — (f4) hold true. Moreover, let u € Sy, and p € R such that

(=4)° + pu = f(u)

and I(u) = E,,. Then E,, > E,,; for every m’ > m close enough if up > 0 and for any
m’ < m close enough if u < 0.

Proof. Let t > 0 and p € R. Defining w; , := u(p * (tu)) € S,z and

1
alt,p) :==I(uy) = §t2e2ps [u]qu(RN) —e NP ox F(te%u) dx

it is straightforward to verify that

9 2ps 1,12 -N No Np
aa(t,p):tep [Wlps @y — € p/RNf<te2u)e2udx
= t_lfl(ut,p) [ut,p] -

In the case > 0, we observe that u;, — u in H¥(RY) as (¢, p) — (1,0). Moreover, we
notice that

I'(w) [u] = —pllul 22 gy = —pm < 0

18



and so, choosing § > 0 small enough we have

%—(;(t,p) <0 forany (t,p) € (1,14 6) x [—4,9].

Using the Mean Value Theorem, there exists £ € (1,t¢) such that

Ocx _ (X(t, p) — 04(1, P)
E(&a p) - t—1
whenever (¢, p) € (1,14 §) x [—4d, 0], hence
(t,p) = a1, p) + (L~ 1) a(E. ) < a1, p). (3.13)

Since by Lemma 2.6 (iii) p(tu) — p(u) = 0 as t — 17, setting for any m’ > m close
enough to m

t:= \/g €(1,1+9) and p:=p(tu) € [-9,4],
and using (3.13) together with Lemma 2.6 (i) we obtain that
En < alt, p(tu)) < a1, ptu)) = I(p(tu) xu) < I(u) = Epy,.
The proof for p < 0 is similar, and we omit it. O

As a direct consequence of the previous two lemmas we have the following result.

Lemma 3.4. Assume (fo) — (f4) hold true. In addition let uw € S, and pu € R such that
(A ut = £(u)
with I(u) = Ey,. Then >0 and if p > 0 it is Ey, > Epy for any m’ > m > 0.

To make a step ahead, we describe the asymptotic behaviour of F,, as m — 07 and
m — +00.

Lemma 3.5. Assume (fo) — (f1) hold true, then E,, — 400 asm — 0.

Proof. In order to prove the Lemma, we will show that for every sequence (uy), C
H*(RN) \ {0} such that

P(un) =0 and ngrfoo ||un||L2(RN) =0

it must be I(uy,) — +oo. We set

1
P = log <[un]HS(RN)) and vy = (=pp) *Un
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Trivially [vn]ps@yy = 1 and [Jvg[|p2@yy — 0. Moreover, thanks to these two facts we

also have by interpolation that v, — 0 in L2+4WS(RN ), thus, by Lemma 2.1 (i) we have

lim eNp/ F <e%vn) dxr = 0.
n——+oo RN
Since P(pp * vyp) = P(u,) = 0, using Lemma 2.6 (i) and (ii) we obtain that

1
I(up) = I(pn xvp) > I(p*vy,) = 5621’8 _ eNp/ F <e%vn) du

RN

1
= 562”5 + o (1).

Since p is arbitrary, we get the statement as p — +oc. U
Lemma 3.6. Assume (fo) — (f1) and (fs). Then E,, — 0 as m — +oo.

Proof. We fix u € L®(RN) N Sy and we set u,, = v/mu € S,,. By Lemma 2.6 (ii) we
can find a unique p(m) € R such that p(m) % u,, € Pp,. Since by Lemma 2.5 (i) F' is non

negative, we get
0 < By < I(p(m) % i) < %e%(m)s [l ) (3.14)
Thus, by (3.14) it suffices to show that
lim_/m eP(m)s — ), (3.15)

Using the function g defined in Remark 2.4, and recalling that P(p(m) % u,,) = 0 we get

N 2 (m) s
[U]?;[s(RN) = —mi’/ g <\/meNp2 u) |u|2+4ﬁ dz,
2s RN
which implies
(m)
lim \/meNp2 =0. (3.16)
m—0o0

Now, using (fs) for any € > 0 we can find § > 0 such that

~ 4s 1 2N
F(t) > —=F(t) > —|t|~v-2s
()= TP = It

if |t| < §. Hence, taking into account the fact that P(p(m) * u,,) = 0 and (3.16), we get

N1 ~ Np(m)
[uﬁqs(RN) = 2—8E6_(N+28)p(m) /RNF (\/ﬁe p2 u) dx
ﬁ} Np(m)

<\/Eep(m)5>N4$25/NF<\/Ee 2 u) dx
R

2s¢

for m large enough. Then (3.15) holds, and the proof is complete. O
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4 Ground states

We introduce the functional

() = 1{pla) +u) = 5 gy =0 [P (*5%0) do.

Lemma 4.1. The functional ¥: H*(RN)\ {0} — R is of class C*, and

d¥ (u) [p] = dI(p(u) * u) [p(u) * ¢]
for every u € H¥(RN)\ {0} and ¢ € H*(RY).

Proof. A proof appears in [9] for the case s = 1. Only minor adjustments are needed in
the fractional case, and we omit the details. O

For m > 0, we consider the constrained functional J: S, — R defined by J = ¥g, ..
Lemma 4.1 yields the following statement.

Lemma 4.2. The functional J: S,, — R is C' and

dJ(u) [¢] = d¥(u) [¢] = dI(p(u) * u) [p(u) * ¢]

for any uw € Sy, and ¢ € T,,Sy,, where TSy, is the tangent space at u to the manifold
S

We recall from [3, Definition 3.1] a definition that will be useful to construct a min-max
principle.

Definition 4.3. Let B be a closed subset of a metric space X. We say that a class G of
compact subsets of X is a homotopy stable family with closed boundary B provided

(i) every set in G contains B,

(79) for any set A in G and any homotopy n € C ([0,1] x X, X) that satisfies n(t,u) = u
for all (t,u) € ({0} x X) U ([0,1] x B), one has n ({1} x A) € G.

We remark that B = () is admissible.

Lemma 4.4. Let G be a homotopy stable family of compact subset with (with B = ().
We set

Eng = inf .
mo = e

If Ep, g > 0, then there exists a Palais-Smale sequence (uy)y, € P for the constrained
functional 1s,, at level By, g. In particular, if G is the class of all singletons in Sp,, one
has that |[u,, || 2@yy — 0 as n — +o0.
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Proof. Let (Ay,)n, C G be a minimizing sequence of E,, g. We define the map
n: [0,1] X Sy — S

where n(t,u) = (tp(u)) * u is continuous and well defined by lemma 2.6 (i7) and (ii3).

Noticing n(t,u) = u for every (t,u) € {0} x S,, we obtain that

D, :=n(1,A4,) ={p(u)xu|ue A} €q.

In particular we can see that D,, C Py, for any m > 0, with m > 0. Since J(p(u) *x u) =
J(u) for every p € R and u € S,,,, we can observe that

= E
max J(u) = max J(u) = Emg

thus, (Dy,),, is another minimizing sequence for E,, g. Now, using [, Theorem 3.2| we get
a Palais-Smale sequence (vy,), C Sy, for J at level E,, g such that dist Hs(RN)(’Un, D,)—0
as n — +oo. We will denote

pn = p(vn) and  wu, 1= pp kU

Claim: There exists C' > 0 such that e=2’"% < C for any n € N.
We start pointing out that

2

o~ 20n5 _ [Un]Hs(RN)

[tn) Fro vy

By virtue of the fact that (uy,), C P, using lemma 2.7 (i) we obtain that {[un]Hs(RN)}
n
is bounded from below. Moreover, since D,, C P,, and the fact that

max I = max J = Ep, g,
u€Dy, u€Dy, ’

Lemma 2.7 (iv) implies that D,, is uniformly bounded in H*(R"). Finally, from dist(v,, D,,) —}}
0 we can deduce that sup,,cy [Vn] s @~y < 00. Thus the claim holds.
Now, from (u,) C P, we get

I(up) = J(up) = J(vp) = Emg-

Instead, for any ¢ € T,,,.5,, we have

_ — *% —Pn — % Pn
/RNU”[( pn) * Y] dx /Rane Y (e ) da / e 2 vy (efrx)dr

RN

:/RN(pn*vn)z/de:/ wnth daz = 0

RN
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implying (—py, * ) € T}, Sy. Besides, by the claim

[(=pn) * vnll s mrvy < max{C, L}H|9[| s mavy.-

Denoting with || - ||« the dual norm of the space (73,5Sy,)* and using Lemma 2.8 we get
[l (un)llun e = sup — [dI(un)[¢]] = sup — |dI(pn *va) [pn * ((=pn) * P)]|
YETuy Sm YE€Tup Sm
”wHHS(]RN)Sl ||¢||H5(RN)S1
= sup  [dJ(vn) [(=pn) * ]|
YETy,, Sm
||¢||H5(RN)§1

<l dJn)llons  sup  [[(=pn) * ¥l s )

€Ty Sm

”w”HS(RN)Sl

< max{C, 1} ||[dJ(vp)lp,« — 0

as n — +oo remembering that (vy), is a Palais-Smale sequence for the functional J.
We have just proved (uy), is a Palais-Smale sequence for the functional I|g,, at level
E,, ¢ with the additional property that (uy), C Pp,. Finally, noticing that the family
of singleton of 5, is a particular homotopy stable family of compact subsets of Sy,
and doing this particular choice as G, arguing similarly as we have just done, we can
obtain a minimizing sequence (D)), with the additional property that its elements are
non negative: we only need to replace the functions with their absolute value. Moreover,
(Ay)n will inherit this property, and recalling that dist(v,, D, ) — 0 as n — 400 we have

[un 2@y = llon * vy 2@y = llvg ([ L2@yy — 0.
This concludes the proof of the lemma. ]

Lemma 4.5. We assume (fo) — (fs4) hold. Then there exists a Palais-Smale sequence
(Un)n C Pr for the constrained functional Iis,, at level Ey, such that |[u,, || 2@~y — 0 as
n — +00.

Proof. We apply lemma 4.4 with G the class of all singletons in S,,,. Lemma 2.7 imply
that E,, > 0, thus the only thing that remains to prove is E,, = E,, g. In order to do
that, as a first step we notice that
E,.g = inf J(u) = inf [ .
m,g = inf max J(u) = inf I(p(u) *u)
Since for every u € S, we have that p(u) * u € Py, it must be I(p(u) * u) > E,,, thus

Eyg > Ep. On the other hand, if u € P,, we have p(u) = 0 and I(u) > E,, g, that
implies E,, > Ep, g. O
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Lemma 4.6. Let (uy)n, C Sy be a bounded Palais-Smale sequence for the constrained
functional Iig, ~at level Ey, > 0 such that P(un) — 0 as n — +00. Then we have the
existence of u € Sy, and p > 0 such that, up to a subsequence and translations in RY,
U — u strongly in H*(RY) and

(—A)'u+ pu = f(u).

Proof. It is clear that (up), C Sy, is bounded in H*(RY) and is a Palais-Smale se-
quence. Together, these two facts enable us to assume without loss of generality that
limy, 1 o0 [un]HS(RN)> limy, 1 o0 fRN F(uy)dz, and lim,,_, 4 fRN f(up)uy, dr exist. Be-
sides, [3, Lemma 3| implies

(—A)’uy + pntiy, — f(un) — 0 in HS(RV)*

where we denoted

pn = — < - I (up)uy, do — [un]%s(RN)> )

By the assumptions done above we can see that u, — p for some u € R and we also
have that for any (y,), C RV

(_A)sun(' + yn) + ,U'un(' + yn) - f(un( + yn)) —0 in HS(RN)*' (4'1)

Claim: (uy)y, is non vanishing.
Otherwise by |10, Lemma II.4] we would get u,, — 0 in L¥w (RY). Taking into account
that P(uy,) — 0 and using lemma 2.1 (i7) we get

N .
[unﬁqs(RN) = P(up) + %5 F(uy)dz — 0
Rn

and as a consequence of that,

: Lo 2 :
B = B Hn) = 5 M onliery = i o Flum) d

contradicting F,, > 0. Then the claim must hold.
Since (uy), in non vanishing we can find (y}), € RY and w; € B,, \ {0} such that
U (-+yh) = wiin H¥(RY), u,(-+yh) = wi in LY (RY) for p € [1,2%] and u, (- +y)) = w

a.e. in RY. Now, we want to apply [2, Lemma A.1] with P(t) = f(t) and Q(t) =

|t|(N+25)/(N=25) and we notice that

lim |[f (un(- +yn) = fw1)] o] da

n—-+4oo RN

<lelim Jim [ |l +u) = fen)] e 42
supp(yp
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for any p € C°(RY). Hence, by (4.1) and (4.2) we get
(—A)’w1 + pwr = f(w1) (4.3)

and through the Pohozaev Identity (see for instance |5, Proposition 4.1]) associated to
(4.3) we also have P(w;) = 0. Now, we set v := u, —wi (- —y}) for every n € N. Clearly
vi(-+yl) = up(- +yl) —wi — 0in HS(RY), thus

m = ngffw [Jun (- + yrlz)HL2(]RN) = ngffoo HU}LH%Q(RN) + ”wlui%RN)' (4.4)

By lemma 2.8 we also have

lim F(un(- + vt = F lim Fl(-+ vyt
, Jim - (un(- +y,)) dx /]RN (wl)dx—i—n i . (v, (- +y,,)) dx
hence
_ _ ) Iy — 1 1/, 1
E,= nhrf I(up) = nhrf I(un(- +y,)) nhIJIrl I(v, (- +y,)) + L(w1) (4.5)

= lim I(v})+ I(w).

n——+oo
Claim: lim,_, o I(v}) > 0.
If the claim does not hold, i.e lim, . o I(vi) < 0, (v}), is non vanishing, then there
exists (y2), € RY such that
lim lvl2 >0
note B2 1)
Since v} (- +yt) — 0 in L2 (RY), it must be |y2 — yl| — oo, and up to a subsequence
vi(- 4+ y2) — we in H¥(RY) for some wy € By, \ {0}. We notice

Un(-+y2) = vp(-+y2) +wi(- —yp +y2) = wo

thus, arguing as before, we get P(wy) = 0 and I(w3) > 0. We set

2
vh = — W= yn) = — Y wel- — yh)
/=1

and we observe that

. 2 . 2 .
im0y = 0 [n] ey + waleeyy =2 lim (o, wa( = 90)has
. 2 .
= lim [vn] oy + [walFromvy =2 lm (vh (- +2), wa) prs )

n— oo n——+oo
. 2 2 2
= Hm [wnlprs @y + Wil @) — wol s @)
B Qngrfoown(- + Y )y W) s (N

2
- ngrfoo un Hs (RN) ZZ Wg HS(RN
=1
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and
0> dlon) = T+ T T(00) > T T(00)
Iterating, we can build an infinite sequence (wy) C By, \ {0} such that P(wy) = 0 and
k

Z [wk]%{S(RN) < [un]%{S(RN) <o

/=1
for every k € N. Though, this is a contradiction. Indeed, recalling remark 2.2, for any
w € By, \ {0} such that P(w) = 0, we can find 6 > 0 such that [w]%{s(RN) > §. Hence,
the claim must hold and lim,, . I(v}) > 0.
Now, we denote with h := leH%Q(RN) € (0,m]. By virtue of the claim, (4.5) and the
fact that wy € Py, we get

Ep=1I(w)+ lim I(})>1w')>E,

n—-+o0o

but, recalling that F,, in non-increasing by lemma 3.2, we obtain

I(wy) =E, =E), (4.6)
and
. 1y
nETOO I(v,) =0. (4.7)

To prove that p > 0 it suffices to put together (4.3), (4.6) and Lemma 3.4. Instead, to see
that p is strictly positive, using (f5), lemma 2.3 and the Pohozaev Identity corresponding
to (4.3), we get

P /RN (NF(wl) N 3 zsf(wl)w1> dz > 0. (4.8)

ms

At this point, we suppose by contradiction that h < m, but taking into account (4.3),
(4.8) and Lemma (3.4) we would have

I(wi) = Ep > En,

which is not compatible with (4.7). Thus h = m. Moreover, by (4.4) v} — 0 in L2(RY).
It remains only to prove the strong convergence of (v}), in H*(RY). To do that, it is
sufficient to notice that by lemma 2.1 (ii) we have lim,— 4o [pnv F(v))dz, and so we
obtain the assertion thanks to (4.7). O

Proof of theorem 1.3. Applying lemma 4.5 we obtain a Palais-Smale sequence (uy,), C
P, at level E,, > 0 for the constrained functional I | - This sequence is bounded in
H*[RYM) by Lemma 2.7 and through Lemma 4.6 we get a critical point u € S,, at the
level Ep, > 0 that results to be a ground state energy. Finally, since |[u,, || 2@~y — 0 we
deduce that u > 0 and after applying the strong maximum principle we obtain v > 0. [

Proof of theorem 1.J. The proof is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3 and Lemmas 2.7,
3.1, 3.2, 3.5, 3.6. O
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5 Existence of radial solutions

This section is devoted to prove the existence of infinitely many radial solutions to prob-
lem (P,). Before doing this, we recall some basic definitions and we provide some
notation.

Denote by o: H¥(RY) — H*(RY) the transformation o(u) = —u and let X C H*(RY).
A set A C X is called o-invariant if o(A) = A. A homotopy n: [0,1] x X — X is
o-equivariant if n(t,o(u)) = o(n(t,w)) for all (t,u) € [0,1] x X. Next definition is
in [3, Definition 7.1].

Definition 5.1. Let B be a closed o-invariant subset of X C H*(RY). We say that a

class G of compact subsets of X is a o-homotopy stable family with closed boundary B
provided

(i) every set in G is o-invariant.
(79) every set in G contains B,

(7i1) for any set A in G and any o-equivariant homotopy n € C([0,1] x X, X) that
satisfies n(t,u) = w for all (¢t,u) € ({0} x X)U([0,1] x B), one hasn ({1} x A) € G.

We denote with HS(R”) the space of radially symmetric functions in H*(R") and recall
that H2(RY) < LP(R) compactly for all p € (2,2%) (see [ |, Proposition 1.1]).

In order to prove the main result of this section, we need to build a sequence of o-
homotopy stable families of compact subsets of S,, N HS(RY). We point out that in
the definition above, the case in which B = ) is not excluded. The idea is borrowed
from [9]. Let (Vi)r be a sequence of finite dimensional linear subspaces of HZ(RY)
such that Vi, C Vip1, dim Vg = k and (J,~, Vi is dense in H3(RY). Denote by m, the
orthogonal projection from H?(RY) onto Vi.. We recall to the reader the definition of the
genus of o-invariant sets introduced by M. A. Krasnoselskii and we refer to |15, Section
7] or |1, chapter 10] for its basic properties.

Definition 5.2. Let A be a nonempty compact o-invariant subset of H2(RY). The
genus y(A) of A is the least integer k such that there exists ¢ € C(HZ(RY),R¥) such
that ¢ is odd and ¢(x) # 0 for all z € A. We set y(A) = oo if there are no integers with
the above property and (() = 0.

Let A be the family of closed o-invariant subset of S,,, N H*(R"™). For each k € N, set
Gri={AcAl~(4) =k}
and
E,, = inf J(u).
*= e

Next, we give a result about the weak convergence of the nonlinearity f.
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Lemma 5.3. Assume (fo) — (f2) hold true. Let (uy), C HS(RN). If u, — u in H(RY)
N
for some u € HE(RN), then f(u,) — f(u) in LN (RM).

Proof. We borrow some ideas from |13, Theorem 2.6]. We start exploiting the compact
embeding HS(RY) — LP(RY) for any p € (2,2%). Hence, up to a subsequence, u, — u
in LP(RY) and a.e. in RY. From equation (6.3), we get

2N 2N g N-+ds
[ (un) [ V525 < Cclun|¥=2 + Clup |25

for some C,, C > 0. As a consequence of that, recalling the fractional Sobolev inequality

and observing that Q%igz € (2,2%), we obtain that (f(uy,)),, is bounded in Lt (RM).

2N
Thus, there exists y € L¥+2 (RY) such that f(u,) — y. At this point, we fix a cover
(_Qj)j of RY made of subsets with finite measure. For any v > 0, Severini-Egorov’s

Theorem yields the existence of B c (2;, with measure B

uniformly in £2; \ BJ. Clearly y = f(u) in £2; \Bf) Now, we set

< w, such that u, — u

Qi={reRY |y#fu)} and Qj:={zec2;|y#flu)}.

Since v is arbitrary and Q); C Bi, we have that ); is a set of measure zero. Furthermore,
it is easy to see that Q = U;’;l @;, thus @ has measure zero and the proof is complete. ]

From now on, we will always assume (fp) — (f5) hold until the end of the section.

Lemma 5.4. Let G be a o-homotopy stable family of compact subset of Sy, N HE(RY)
(with B =0) and set

E ;= inf J(u).
s 1= gm0

If Epg > 0 then there exists a Palais-Smale sequence (up)n in Py, N HE(RY) for
Ls,,nmsrny at level Epg.

Proof. 1t suffices to replace Theorem 3.2 with 7.2 of [¢] in the proof of Lemma 4.4. O
Lemma 5.5. For any k € N we have,

(i) Gx # 0 and Gy, is a o-homotopy stable family of compact subsets of Sy, N HE(RN)
(with B =10),

(Z’L) Em7k-+1 Z EmJg > 0

Proof. (i) It suffices to notice that for any k¥ € N one has S,, NV, € A and that
by [!, Theorem 10.5]

Y(Sm N Vi) = k.
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Thus G # 0. The conclusion is a direct consequence of the definition of A.
(#7) By the previous step E,, ) is well defined. Furthermore, recalling that p(u) xu € Pp,
for all u € A, where A is chosen arbitrarily in G, we have

J(u) = I = inf [
wex ) = max () <) = B 100),

hence E,, 1, > 0. The other part of the statement follows easily from G 1 C Gy. O

Lemma 5.6. Let (uy)n, C SN HE(RYN) be a bounded Palais-smale sequence for Is,, at
an arbitrary level ¢ > 0 satisfying P(u,) — 0. Then there exists u € S, N HS(RN) and
w > 0 such that, up to a subsequence, u, — u strongly in Hﬁ(RN) and

(—A) + ju = f(u).

Proof. By the boundedness of the Palais-Smale sequence we may assume u, — u in
HE(RN), uy, — win LP(RY) for any p € (2,2%) and a.e. in RY. Besides, as already seen
in the previous section, using |3, Lemma 3| we get

(=AU + pntiy — f(upn) — 0 in (H(RY))* (5.1)

where

tp = — < ox £ (up)uy dz — [un]%{s(RN)> .

m

Again, similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.6, we can assume the existence of u € R such
that p, — p, from which we derive

(—A) + = f(u). (5.2)

Claim: u # 0.
If w = 0, then by the compact embedding u,, — 0 in L2+4WS(RN ). Hence, using Lemma
2.1 (i) and the fact that P(u,) — 0, we have [pn F(uy)dz — 0 and

N -
[un) s @y = Plun) + % / F(uy,)dz — 0,
RN

from which

. 1. 2 .
€= ngr—ir—loo I(un) - 5 nEI—ir—loo [un]HS(RN) B ngr—ir—looF(un) dr = 0,

that contradicts the hypothesis of ¢ > 0. Now, since u # 0, as we obtained (4.8), we get

P /RN (NF(u) N 3 2Sf(u)u> dz > 0.
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Since u, — u in HS(RY), by Lemma 5.3
[ ) = fwludz o,
RN

N
Indeed, the fractional Sobolev inequality implies that v € L% (RY), and the multipli-
2N
cation by w turns out to be a continuous linear operator from L¥+2 (RY) into L'(R™).
Now, observing that [px f(un)(un — u)dz — 0 by Lemma 2.1 (iii) we get

I )ty dz = da.

Finally, from (5.1) and (5.2) one has

Wy +u [ o= [ fuds
RN RN
= ngrfoo - flup)u, de = nll)r_{loo [un]?{s(RN) + pm,

and since p > 0,

: 2 2 - 2 5 2
ngrfoo [un)rsmvy = [ulps @y ngrfw . u, de =m = - u” dx.
Thus u, — u in H(RY). O

Lemma 5.7. For any ¢ > 0, there exists = 5(c) > 0 and k(c) € N such that for any
k > k(c) and any u € Py, N HE(RY)

| mkull s ey < B implies  I(u) > c.

Proof. By contradiction, we assume that there exists ¢y such that for any 8 > 0 and any
k € N it is possible to find £ > k and u € P, N HS(RY) such that

I(u) < g with [|mpull gs@yy < 8.

In view of that, one can find a sequence (k;); C N, with k; — oo as j — oo, and a
sequence (u;); C Py, N HE(RY) such that

1
7k w5 | s vy < 7 and  I(uj) < co (5.3)

for any j € N. Noticing that by Lemma 2.7 (iv) (u;); is bounded, up to a subsequence
we have u; — u in HS(RY) and L2(RY).
Claim: u = 0.
Since kj — oo, it follows that mj,u — u in L*(R"), hence
(ijuj, U)L2(RN) = (uj, T, U)L2(RN) — (u, U)LQ(RN)

as j — o0. O
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On the other hand, using (5.3) we get m;u; — 0 in L?(RY), thus the claim must hold.

Now, since ||uj||L2+4WS(RN) — 0 by the compact embedding, (uj); C Pp, N HE(RY), and
Lemma 2.1 (i), we obtain

9 N

sl @) = 5 Jox

F(uj)dz — 0
as j — oo, which contradicts Lemma 2.7 (7).
Lemma 5.8. F,,  — 00 as k — +00.

Proof. We assume by contradiction that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

liminf F,, 1 < c.
k—+oo ’

Denote with 8(c) and k(c) the numbers given in Lemma 5.7. Up to choose a bigger c,
we can find k > k(c) such that E,, ; < c¢. Moreover, by definition of E,, ; there must be
A € Gy, such that

1 = .
max (p(u) * u) max J(u) <c

Now, recalling Lemma 2.6 (iii) and (iv) we get that the map ¢ : A — P, N H(RY)
defined by ¢(u) = p(u) * u is odd and continuous. Thus, setting A := p(A) C Py, N
H3(RYN) we have

max [ (v) < ¢
vEA
and
2(A) 2 1(A) = k> k(e) (5.4)
by the properties of the genus. On the other hand, Lemma 5.7 implies that
Inf Hﬂ-k(c)vHHS(RN) > B(C) >0,
veEA
and after setting

B(v) 1= —— k)

= ——27  foranyv € A
k() vl brs (m)

we get

Y(A) <~(4(A)) < k(c)

noticing that ¢ is odd, continuous and that ¢(A) C Vi(e)- That is against (5.4). Therefore
E,, ) — o0 as k — +oo. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.5. For each k € N, by Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5 one can find a Palais-
Smale sequence (uy)n, C P N HE(RY) of the constrained functional I |SmnHs (RN) b level
E,. x> 0. By Lemma 2.7 (uy,), is bounded and by virtue of Lemma 5.6 we deduce that
(Pp,) has a radial solution wy such that I(uy) = E,, . Moreover, using Lemma 5.5 (i)
and Lemma 5.8, we get

I(ug+1) > I(ug) >0 for any k >1

and I(ug) — oo. O

6 Appendix

Proof of Lemma 2.1. (i) It suffices to show that there exists 6 > 0 such that

1
[ IP@lde < § )

whenever u € By, and [u] g« (gvy < 6. In order to show that, we start noticing that (fo),
(f1), and (f2) imply that for every € > 0 we can find C; = Cj(¢) > 0 such that

|F(u)] < elt|2HF 4+ Oy ft| vz (6.1)

Hence, by (6.1), using the interpolation inequality and the fractional Sobolev inequality
(see for instance [0, Theorem 6.5]), we get

IFu)|dz <e | [uf**Fde+C [ |u|7= de <em™ ||ul]? oA
RN ) ' S - L2 (RN) P2 @)
2s 2s -2
<emn () [ ]Hs(RN) + [ ]Hs(RN) = [5mN C1 + Gy [u]HSS(RN)} [u]?{S(RN) I

Choosing

1 1\ 252
€= 52 and = <—>
ImN(Cq Co
the assertion is verified.

(#1) Since (fy), (f1) and (f2) hold, for every € > 0 there exists C5, Cy > 0 such that
|f@)t] < §|t|N2+v2s + 03|t|2+4—]§

and
[F(t)] < %!t!w%s L Ot R,

which implies

|F(t)] < elt| ™% + (Cs + Cy) [t>F¥. (6.2)
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By (6.2) we have

/ |F(un)|dz Se/ | P25 dx—}—/ lun| TN dz
RN RN RN

_2N 2+N

< 505 [un]HS(RN) + (CS + 04] ”un” 2+45 (RN)

<eCs+ (Cg + 04) HunH

4s
L**N (RN)

as n — 400 and € — 0. The proof of lim,_, o [pn [F(un)| dz = 0 is similarl.
(72). (fo), (f1) and (f2) imply that for every e > 0 we can find C7 > 0 such that

F(£)] < elt| Vo2 + CrftTF (6.3)

Hence, by (6.3), we obtain that

N+42s 4s
/ | f (wn)||vn| dz 35/ |un|N_25|Un|d$+C7/ |un|1+N|Un|dx
RN RN

N+2s N-—2s 17\714283) 2(N+25)
< ellunll 28 gy lonll 25 g )+C7HunH 24z H vnll 5yde % @)
Ni2s %*45 ~
2 2 2 2
< eCsllunll Vg RN)IlvnHHs gy T Collun 7105w vl (Jss()RN)
2(N+2$)
< eCio + Chl|vn|| ey 0
as n — 400 and € — 0. This completes the proof of the Lemma. O

Proof of Lemma 2.3. (i) Let us fix m := Hu||%2(RN). We observe that p x u € S, and
after a change of variables we obtain

NP (u(z) — u(y))® s
[p k u]%{S(RN) - /RQN ’1‘ — y’N-i-QS dl’ dy — 62/) [u]%s(RN) .

By virtue of the previous computation, choosing p < —1, Lemma 2.1 (i) guarantees the
existence of a § > 0 such that if [p * u]HS(RN) < 9 then

1
_e2ps

1 [l s vy < T(p % w) < € [ulfo gy

thus

lim I(p*u)=0".

p—>—00

(73) For every A > 0 we define the function hy: R — R as follows

F()
_ X E£0

ha(t) = { PN (6.4)
A t=0.
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It is straightforward to verify that F(t) = h)\(t)|t|2+4ﬁs - )\|t|2+4ﬁs. Moreover, from (fo)
and (f1) it follows that hy is continuous, whereas thanks to (f3) we have

ha(t) = +o0 as t— 4oc.

Putting together the divergence of the limit above at infinity and (f), we can find A > 0
large enough such that hy(t) > 0 for every ¢t € R. Now, applying the well known Fatou’s
Lemma, we obtain

liminf/ h)\(e%u)|u|2+4ﬁs dx > / lim hA(e 2 u)|u|2+N dx = 0.
RN

p—00 RN p—00

Then, we observe that

1
I(p*u)= Q[p*u]Hs(RN)—i-)\/ p*u|2+N dx — /RNh)\ p*u)l p*u|2+N dx  (6.5)

1
= 2P* [5 [u]qu(RN) + )\/ |u|2+W dr — / hy(e |u|2+N dz|,
RN RN

from which it follows immediately that

pll)ngo I(pxu) = —oc.
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