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Abstract

We study the minimizers of L2-subcritical inhomogeneous variational problems
with spatially decaying nonlinear terms, which contain x = 0 as a singular point.
The limit concentration behavior of minimizers is proved as M — oo by establish-
ing the refined analysis of the spatially decaying nonlinear term.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the minimizers of the following L?-subcritical constraint
inhomogeneous variational problem

I(M) := inf En(u), M >0, (1.1)
{ueH,||ull3=1}

where the Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) energy functional Ejs(u) contains a spatially decaying
nonlinearity and is defined by

oMz [ |upt!
E = 24V Ndx — dz, N >1 1.2
= [ (v + V@l -2 [ B N1
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and the space H is defined as

H = {u(:z:) € HY(RV): /

$U$2OO
[ V@) < oo

NI

with the associated norm ||u|| = {/ <|Vu(:17)|2 + |u(z))? + V(x)|u(:1:)|2>dx} . Here
RN
positive constants b > 0 and p > 0 of (L)) satisfy

4—2b
0 <b< min{2, N}, 1<p<1+T, where N > 1, (1.3)

so that Ej/(u) admits z = 0 as a singular point in its nonlinear term. We always
assume that the trapping potential V(x) > 0 satisfies
(V). V(z) € L (RY) N C2(RY) with a € (0,1), {z € RN : V(2) = 0} = {0} and

loc
lim V(z) = oo.
|z|—o00
The variational problem (1)) arises in various physical contexts, including the prop-
agation of a laser beam in the optical fiber, Bose-Einstein condensates (BECs), and
nonlinear optics (cf. [IL3B}28]), where the constant M > 0 often represents the attrac-
tive interaction strength, and V(z) > 0 denotes an external potential. The variational
problem (L.I]) and its associated elliptic equation have attracted a lot of attentions over
the past few years, due to the appearance of the singular point = 0 in the nonlinear
term, see [21[8,9,[12]T13,[15,30] and the references therein.

When b = 0, ([I.T]) is a homogeneous constraint variational problem, for which there
are many existing results (LI]) (cf. [6)14l18-20,22,2612729134] ), including the existence
and nonexistence of minimizers, and their quantitative properties of all kinds. More
precisely, when p > 1+ %, one can use the energy estimates to obtain the nonexistence
of minimizers for ((ILT]) with b = 0 as soon as M > 0 (cf. [6][7]), which is essentially in the
L?-supercritical case. However, if p =1 + %, then (1) with b = 0 reduces to the L2-
critical case, which was addressed widely by the second author and his collaborators,
see [I8H20L22] and the references therein. As for the case where 1 < p < 1+ %,
(CI) with b = 0 is in the L?-subcritical case and admits generally minimizers for
all M € (0,00). In this case, the uniqueness, symmetry breaking and concentration
behavior of minimizers were investigated recently as M — oo, see [211,26,29] and the
references therein.

When b # 0, the variational problem (I1]) contains the inhomogeneous nonlinear
term m(z)u[P*, where m(x) = ﬁ admits x = 0 as a singular point. We remark
that the inhomogeneous L2-constraint variational problems were analyzed recently
in [10,I1,29] and the references therein. However, as far as we know, the above
mentioned works handle mainly with the inhomogeneous nonlinear term m (z)|u[P*!
where m(x) satisfies m(z) € L>®(R") without any singular point. On the other hand,



Ardila and Dinh obtained recently in [2] the existence of minimizers and the stability
of the standing waves, for which they studied the associated constraint variational
problem (ILT]), in the L?-subcritical case where the harmonic potential satisfies V () =
¥?|z|?(y > 0), b > 0 and p > 0 satisfy (L3).

Under the assumptions (V') and (L3]), we comment that it is standard to obtain the
existence of minimizers for I(M) for all M > 0, see [2, Theorem 1.8] and the related
argument. Motivated by above mentioned works, in this paper we mainly study the
limit behavior of minimizers wuy; for I(M) as M — oo, and the main purpose of this
paper is to investigate the impact of the singular point £ = 0 on the behavior of wuys
as M — oo.

We now assume that uys is a minimizer of I(M) for any M > 0. It then follows
from the variational theory that u,; satisfies the following Euler-Lagrange equation

’LLp

z ‘b = ppup in RY, (1.4)

— Aups + V(z)upr — Mt M
where pp; € RV is a suitable Lagrange multiplier associated to wujys. By the form of
the energy functional Ej;(-), one can obtain from [25] Theorem 6.17] that Ej/(u) =
Enr(Jul) holds for any u € H, which implies that |ups| is also a minimizer of I(M). By
the strong maximum principle, one can further derive from (4] that |uas| > 0 holds
in RY. Therefore, up; must be either positive or negative. Without loss of generality,
in the following we only consider positive minimizers uy; > 0 of I(M).

Under the assumption ([L3]), we next recall the following sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg
(GN) inequality (cf. [I3, Theorem 1.2]):
S E—

p+1
[ e < bl L ueH'RY),  (L9)
ry |z

where Can > 0 satisfies

-1
lwlZ™, (1.6)

B N(p—1)+2b M D32 9(p+1) = N(p—1) —2b
Con = 3

2p+1) - N(p—-1) 2(p+1)
and w is the unique positive radially symmetric solution (cf. [4,15,[16,24.33]) of

P

—Aw+w— |“’7 =0in RY, we H'(RY). (1.7)
X

The equality in (L.5]) is achieved at w = w. Moreover, w satisfies the following Pohozaev
identity

Vw3 =

N(p—1)+2b / jwptt N(p—1)+2b 18)
RN

2
25+ 1) WP T Nzl



Recall also from [I5, Theorem 2.2] that there exist positive constants § > 0 and C' > 0
such that w(x) satisfies

w(z), |Vw(z)| < Ce™l as |z] — oo. (1.9)

All above properties of w are often used in the refined analysis of minimizers for I (M)
as M — oc.

Using above notations, the main result of the present paper can be stated as the
following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Under the assumptions (V) and (1.3), let uj be a positive minimizer
of I(My), where My — oo as k — oo. Then there exists a subsequence, still denoted
by {ur}, of {ur} such that uy satisfies

N w(z)

wi(z) == €2 ug(epz) — Vo uniformly in L®(RY) as k — oo, (1.10)
p—1
M, TNGp-D-%

where €, :=

o >0, a* := |lw||3 > 0, and w > 0 is the unique positive

solution of (LT)). Moreover, uy decays exponentially in the sense that for sufficiently
large k > 0,

wg(z) < Ce Vol gnd Vg (z)] < Ce %l as |z] — oo, (1.11)
where 0 < 8 < 1 and C > 0 are independent of k > 0.

The proof of Theorem [I[.1] shows essentially that as M, — oo, u;, prefers to concen-
trate near the singular point = = 0 of I(M},), instead of a minimum point for V(). The
proof of Theorem [LT] depends on the refined estimate of [ V(2)|ug|*dz as k — oo,
for which we shall consider the following constraint variational problem without the
trap:

I(M) = {uEHl(Rll{’l)f: lluu%:l}EM(u), N >1, (1.12)

where Ejy(u) is defined by

oMz [ |upt!
En(u) ::/ \Vul|*dz — / —dr. (1.13)
RN p+1 Jry ||

By deriving the energy estimates between I(My) and I(M}) as M, — oo, we shall verify
that I(My)—I(Mj) — 0 as My, — oo, which further implies that [px V(2)|ug|2dz — 0
as My — oo. Furthermore, the L*-uniform convergence of (ILI0]), which is established
by analyzing delicately the singular nonlinear term of I(Mj), seems crucial in the
further refined investigations on the minimizers of I(Mjy) as My — oo.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to the refined energy
estimates of I(M) as M — oo, based on which we shall complete in Section 3 the
proof of Theorem [T on the limit behavior of minimizers for I(M) as M — oo.



2 Energy estimates of /(M)

This section is devoted to establishing the energy estimates of I(M) as M — oo
by analyzing the energy of I(M) defined in (LIZ). Employing the concentration-
compactness principle, one can deduce that I (M) admits minimizers for any M €
(0,00), see, e.g., [6,[20,27]. Moreover, without loss of generality, we may consider
positive minimizers of I(M) defined in (LIZ). We start with the following energy
estimates of I(M).

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumption (1.3), assume that V (z) satisfies (V'), and let Uy
be a positive minimizer of I(M). Then for any M > 0,

- M\ =~
i) = —Ao<a—*)4 M (2.1)
" () = <= fuldare) (22
ap(z) = aZw(an), :
-1
where Gy 1= (%)4*1\’5’*1)*2” >0, Ao 1= —2(p]i%:]1\;&2_b1_)4_2b >0 and a* = ||w||3. Here

w > 0 is the unique positive solution of the equation (1.7).

Proof. Assume that @iy is a positive minimizer of I(M) and 4 is a positive minimizer
of I(1). We claim that for any M > 0,

~ 2=l . N
I(M) = MTNG-D=2% I(1) and @y (x) = ot (apx), (2.3)
1 N
where apy = M™% > . Indeed, setting w1(z) := a,,” in(a,; @), one can
deduce from (LI2)) that
_ _ oM |aps P
I(M) = Ey(iin) = Vi 2dz — / dz
00 = Bt = [ WauPar- 25 |G
M vomm @
2 ~ 12 —-N b 1
aM/RN] wn|“dx P a,, ay Ay S x
_ by [P
= M471\?E§7872b [/ ]Vﬁ)l‘zdx — 2 / 1] 5 daz}
RN p+1 Jry ‘x’
2(p—1) ~
> MTNe-D-2[(1). (2.4)

N ~
Similarly, setting was(z) := a1 (apx) as a test function of I(M), one can get that

2(p—1)

I(M) < Ey(iy) = MA=Ne=D=2 [(1). (2.5)

Following (2.4]) and (Z3]), we conclude that the first equality of ([2.3]) holds. Further-
more, one can check that @ is a minimizer of I(1) and @y, is a minimizer of I(M).
This proves the second equality of (2.3]). Therefore, the claim (23] holds true.



We next prove that for any M > 0,

- 2= Np—-1)+2b—-4
I(1) = —Xg(a™) 4=Ne-D-2 where \g:= — >0 2.6
() O(CL) P ? where 0 2(p+1)_N(p—1)—2b I ( )
and
—__2=b - _p=1_
iy (x) = (a*) 47N(p71)72bw((a*) I—N(p—1)-2% :17) (2.7)
Consider a test function 0 < 5y € H'(RY) satisfying ||0||3 = 1. Set ¥c(x) := €2 vo(ex),
where € > 0 is small enough. One can get that for sufficiently small € > 0,
- L ~ 2 |1~)E|p+1
I(1) < Bq1(d) = e|Pdw — d
(1)< Bati) = [ 19— == [ Bera
N(p—1)
2€T+b ”17 ’p—i—l
2 ~ 12 0
= dr — d 2.
e/RNyvuo\ o -2 /RN <o, @

due to the assumption (L3). Let @ > 0 be a positive minimizer of I(1). Then @
satisfies the following Fuler-Lagrange equation

— Adiy () = firtiy (z) + ﬂa('f) in RY, (2.9)

where fi; € R is the Lagrangian multiplier associated to ;. Applying (2.8) and (2.9]),

we get that
iy [P+l
[Ll = / |Vﬂ1|2dl‘ —/ %dl‘
RN RN X
3 b1 |ﬂ1|p+1 (2.10)
=1I1(1) — —dz < 0.
p+1Jr |2

Since w > 0 is the unique positive solution of (L)), one can conclude from (7)) and

[29)) that
),

=

- Lo —2=b_ .
1 (z) = (—fin) @ D w((—jn)
where fi; < 0 holds by (2.I0). Moreover, since

~ 12 - 4-2b—N(p—1) 2 _ 4—2b—N(p—1) .
1= ||u1||2 = (_Ml) 2(p—1) ||'UJ||2 = (—/1,1) 2(p—1) a,

one can derive that
2(1-p)

= (@) TN <0 and () = (@) TB e D w (@) TE NI > 0.

Hence, (2.7)) is proved. On the other hand, substituting (2.7)) and (L8] into (LI3)), we



~ - ~ 2 \111\1”‘1
I =E = Vi |?de — d
W) = Ex(in) /RN’ fde p+1/RN E

. 2(b—2) 2(1—p N(p—1) 9
= (a )472b7N(p71) .(a*)472b7N(p71) .(a*)472b7N(p71) / ]Vw] dx
RN

(b—=2)(p+1) N(p—1) (1—p)b 2 Jw[Pt!
_ (a‘*)472b7N(p71) . (a‘*)472b7N(p71) . (a*)472b7N(p71) . / dx
pH+1 Jry |xfb

:(a*)%w‘ N(p—l)—|—2b .
2(p+1)—N(p—1) - 2b
s 2 2p+ 1) |
Z(a*)_% N(p—-1)+2b—4
2(p+1)—N(p—1)—2b

o — 2(p—1)
— —)\O(a ) 472b7N(p71)7

*

a*

which thus implies that (2:6]) holds.
We finally conclude from (2.3)—(2.7) that for any M > 0,

i 2p=1) 2(p=1) _2p-1)
[(M) = Mm : (a*)_m . (_)\0) = —\o (%) 4=N(p—1)-2b

)

and
N N

N N B 2-b _ p—1
uM(gj) = a]@ﬂl(ang) = a]@(a*) 47N(P71)72bw<(a*) 4-N(p—1)—2b . aM$)

___Np=1) . 2-b M, _»p=1
— M2BE—N(p—-1)—21] . (a*) I—N(p—1)—2b .w<(_)47N(p71)72b 33)
a*
~E ~
= ——ajw(amz).

Va*

Therefore, the proof of Lemma [2.1]is completed. O
Applying Lemma 2], we now establish the energy estimates of I(M).

Lemma 2.2. Under the assumption (L3), assume that V(z) satisfies (V). Then we

have Iy
lim ( pz — o, (2.11)
M—o0 (M) T=Ne-D-2
a*
where a* = ||w|j3, N\ = —2(;15’)’:]1\2&2_{’1_)4_% > 0, and w > 0 is the unique positive

solution of the equation (I1.7).

Proof. We first establish the lower bound of I(M) as M — oco. Let upr > 0 be a



positive minimizer of I(M). Under the assumption (V'), we get from (LI2) that

2MT [ Jup Pt
I(M) = 2d Vi(x)us, (z)dz — / d
(M) /RN\WM\ “/RN (@idi(ope = 2o [ G
oM T P+l
2/ (V| 2da — 2/ |“M|b da (2.12)
RN p+1 Jgyv |z
- M 2(1)*1)17
> T(M) = —AO<E) O s M oo,

where Ao > 0 is as in Lemma Il This thus implies the lower bound of I(M) as
M — oo.
We next estimate the upper bound of I(M) as M — oco. Define

N
A.T2

ur(z) = w(tz)p(x), >0, (2.13)
[wll2

where 0 < ¢(z) € C®(RY) is a cut-off function satisfying

o(z) = {1, 2] < 1;

0, |z = 2,

w > 0 is the unique positive solution of (7)), and A, > 0 is a suitable constant such
that |lu,(z)||3=1. Applying the exponential decay of w in (L)), one can check that as
T — 00,

2 [ w?(z)dz
1 < A2 — ||w||2 < 1 Bri < 1 —20T 214
-7 fRN w?(x)p?(£)dx — + fBT w2(z)dx — +Ce ’ ( )

where C' > 0 is independent of 7 > 0. Substituting (2.13]) into (I.2) and applying the
exponential decay of w in (L9) and the identity (L8]), direct calculations yield that as
T — 00,

/RN |VUT|2d:17 _ Ag— /RN ‘(’D(E)TVU)(Q:) + w(fU)Vgp(g) ‘2(1;1;

w3 T
2 x x
— ”QAU—T’%/RN [TQcpz(;)Ww(a:)‘z +w2(x)|Vgp(;)‘2 (2.15)

+ 27’V’LU(:E)QD(§)V(,D(§)’LU($):| dz

N(p—1)+2b )

< —201
<+ ) N~




2 X X
[ V@i = 25 [ vE (3
RN RN

w3 T T
A2 / xr 2 2 xr
= — V(=)w*(z)p”(=)dx (2.16)
[l Jon " P @2 5
A2
<0 {/ V(E)wz(az)daz + Ce_‘s\/?],
(w3 o<lz|l<yT T
and
/‘M#Hx:Aﬁ%%ﬁn/|wmqu“m
ry  |zf’ Jwlpt Jrw ||
N X
_ A£+17-2(p—1)+b/ \w(x)ﬁﬁ(;)’pﬂdx (2.17)
lol™ ey a2l
> 7—%(1’—1)4—1) 2(]7 + 1) (a*)kTp _ 06—5(P+1)T7_—N(p{1) )

2p+1)—N(p—1)—2b
It then follows from (ZI5)-(ZI7) that as 7 — oo,

1GH"7

a*

20p+1)—N(p—1)—2b

N(p—1)+2b 2
(p+1)—N(p—1)—2b
+V(0) + Ce ™oV,

S

(p—1)+b

1(M) < Ey(ur) <5 e

p—1
Setting 7 = (G—Aﬁ[)‘**N(P*U*Zb into the above estimate, it then gives that as M — oo,

2(p—1)

1) < 2o () T et = (MY L) )

a* a*

where g := —2(;1%:]1\;&2_1)1_)4_26 > 0. Thus, (Z1I1)) follows from (2.12) and (2.I8]), which
completes the proof of Lemma O

3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we shall complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 on the limit behavior of
minimizers for (I.I]) by the blow-up analysis. We first establish the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumption (1.3), assume that V (z) satisfies (V'), and let ups
be a positive minimizer of I(M). Then we have

/ V(az)u?w(x)dx —0 as M — oc. (3.1)
RN

Proof. The key of proving (31 is to verify that

I(M)—1(M)—0 as M — oc. (3.2)



Indeed, if (3.2]) holds, then one derive from (L.12)) and (I.I3]) that

/]RN V(z)ud;(x)dz = I(M) — Ep(up) < I(M) —I(M) — 0 as M — oo, (3.3)

which thus implies that (3.I]) holds.
We now prove (3.2]). By Lemma 2.1] we deduce from ([2.18]) that

I(M) < I(M)+o0(1) as M — oo. (3.4)

On the other hand, it follows from ([I2]) and (LI3) that

I(M) — I(M) > Ex(uns) — Eng(upg) = /RN V(z)u3d (z)dz >0 as M — oo. (3.5)

Therefore, the estimate (3:2]) now follows from (3.4 and (B.5), and we are done. O
Motivated by [20L221132], we next establish the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Under the assumption (I.3), assume that V(x) satisfies (V), and let ug
be a positive minimizer of I(My), where My — oo as k — oo. Define
N
wi(x) = €2 ug (ekaz), (3.6)

- p—1_ . .
where €}, = (%) -Np-D-20 — () as k — oo. Then there exists a subsequence, still

denoted by {wy}, of {wk} such that

wi(x) — w(@) strongly in H'(RY) as k — oo, (3.7)
Ve
where a* := ||wl||3 and w > 0 is the unique positive solution of (I.7).

Proof. We first prove that there exist some positive constants Cy, Co, Cf, C%, which

are independent of k, such that as k — oo,
2 ' ’wk‘p—H /
0<Ch < |[Vuwgl2 < Cy and 0< ) < / s < €3, (3.8)
RN X

Indeed, using Lemmas [22] and B1] we deduce from (L2]) and (3:0]) that as k — oo,

p—1
ZMT p+1
G I(My) = e%(/ |Vuk|2d$+/ V(z)ujde — —~ / i b dx)
RN RN RN ‘x’

2( )pfl ‘ ’p_‘fi + 1 (39)
9 a*) 2 Wi 9 )
= de — ——— d = =)
(/RN\Vwk] T o1 /]RN 2 x + o(€j) 0 <0,
which implies that
-1 |wglPH
2 x\ B f N p dflf

() = Jrv_TaP —1 as k— oo. (3.10)

p+1 [on [Vwgl?de

10



By contradiction, assume that ||[Vwy||3 — oo as k — oco. Define 72 := ||[Vwg||3 > 0

N
and vy, (z) = 7, 2wy (7, '), so that 47 — oo as k — oo. It then follows that |lug|3 = 1
and |[Vug||3 = 1 for all k > 1. Further, we deduce from the GN inequality (L5]) that

1)b

o+ pH-
/RN el 4 < € N|ymu2 ol 2

-1
|x|b =Can> (3.11)

where Cgn > 0 is given in (L6). Under the assumption (L3)), since |vgx]|3 = ||Vog||3 =
1 for all £ > 1, it follows from (BIT]) that

p+1
est [on % ol % . NG
p+ U fo [VuyPds — p+ L [Vols " (3.12)
p—1
2 *) 5 _4-N(p-1)-2b
< (a) Céjl\/’Yk 2 —0 as k— oo,

p+1

which however contradicts to (3.I0). Hence, we conclude that ||[Vwg||3 < C holds
uniformly as & — oo. Applying the GN inequality (IF) and the fact that |jwg||3 = 1,

we deduce from above that fRN |w|’§!rb+1da: < C% holds uniformly as k& — oco. On the

other hand, one can obtain from (B.9]) that fRN ‘wﬁv‘rbﬂdx > C] holds uniformly as
k — oo, together with (IH), which then imply that || Vw3 > C; holds uniformly as
k — oco. We therefore conclude that (3.8]) holds.

From (3.6) and (3.8), we deduce that wy is bounded uniformly in H'(R"), which

implies that there exist a subsequence, still denoted by {wy}, of {wi} and 0 < wy €
H'(RY) such that

wy, — wg >0 weakly in HY(RY) as k — oc. (3.13)
We now prove that wg #Z 0. Motivated by [2L[15], we first claim that
/ || ~Pw +1da: — / || ~bw +1dx as k — oo. (3.14)
RN

Actually, we have

‘/ ]az\_bwiﬂdaz—/ \x]_bwgﬂda;‘
RN

1 1
< ||~ b‘prr —wh" ‘d:z:
RN
1 1 1 1
:/ ||~ b‘prr —wht ‘d:n+/ ||~ b‘prr —whdx == Ay, + By,
Br RN\Br

where R > 0 is arbitrary. Under the assumption (L3)), we have 1 < p < 14 452 2b and

4 —2b 4—2b
1+ —<14 ——, if N>3.
+ N < +N—2’ 1 >3

11



By Holder inequality, we then have

§</B |:E|_brdx)i</B ‘wi“ —wé’“‘tda:)% (3.15)
R R

<o(f, b7 4’

where%—i—% =1,t > 1 and r > 1 satisfies % < L. Note that % = 1—% < N=b
Consider p; > 0 and ¢; > 0 satisfying

P 1 1 N-b
T =T« , 3.16
oot N (3.16)
which then yields from (BI5]) that
A < C p+1 p+1 d

< C(Hwk”Lpl(BR) + ”wOHLpl(BR))”wk — wo| o (Bgr)-

Similar to |2, Theorem 1.5], choose suitable constants p; > 0 and ¢; > 0 satisfying

B16)), so that
HwkHLP1 (Br) T HonLm Br) <C and |wg —wollza(y) — 0 as k — oo,
where C' > 0 is independent of k& > 0. This further implies from (BI7) that

Ap =0 as k — oo, (3.18)

[

On the other hand, for any € > 0, there exists R > ¢ & such that

By :/ |$| b‘wp—l-l wg—‘rl‘dx
RN\Br
§e/ ( p+1+wg+1)d:n§06 as k — oo,
RN\Bgr

due to Sobolev’s embedding theorem and the uniform boundedness of wy in H'(RY).
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude from above that the claim ([B.I4) holds true.
Following (B.8]) and ([B.14]), one can deduce that wy # 0.

Next, we prove that ||wgl|3 = 1. By contradiction, we assume that ||wol|3 = I,
where [ € (0,1). Set w; := % By (BI3), we may assume that wy — wp a.e. in RV as

k — oo. Using the Brézis-Lieb lemma, we obtain that

HVwkHi = HVoni + HV(wk - wo)Hi +o(1) as k — oo. (3.19)

12



From 2.1)), 2II), (36), (314) and (B19), we derive that as k — oo,

—Xo = lim e¢1(My)
k—00

p—1
IM, 2 p+1

= lim e%(/ \VukIde—k/ V(z)uide — =% / i da:)
k—o0 RN RN p+1 Jrnv ]az\b

2(a* o p+1
> lim (/ \Vwklzdx— (a*) 2 / |wi| da;)
k—o0 RN p—l—l RN |3§‘|b
2(a* B p+1
=/ |Vwo|2dz + lim/ IV (g — wo)|2da — 292 / [wol”™ - (3.20)
RN k—oo JRN RN

p+1 |z[°

1

2 * r— p+1

2/ |Vw0|2dx_ (CL) 2 / ’w()’b dr
RN p+1 Jenv |z

x7) 51 p+1
:1[ \Vy|2de — 2(a") = [wol dx}
RN p+1  Jry  Jxfb

> (a*) = —1\g < 0,

which is a contradiction. Hence, ||wp||3 = 1 holds true.
Since ||wg||3 = ||wol|3 = 1, we have

wi(z) — wo(z) strongly in L*(RY) as k — oo. (3.21)
By the weak lower semicontinuity, (2.1]) and ([B.14]), we then derive from (3.9]) that
Vwg(z) = Vwo(z) strongly in L*(RY) as k — oo. (3.22)

Note from (B3) that {wy} is a minimizing sequence of I(a*). One then deduces from
(BI4) and (3:22) that wy is a minimizer of I(a*). By ([22), we obtain that wg(z) = wiz)

T Ve
Combining (3:2I) and (3:22]), we obtain that
_ w(x) : 1N
wi(x) = wo(z) = strongly in H*(R") as k — oo, (3.23)
Va*
which gives ([B.7)). The lemma is thus proved. O

Applying above lemmas, we are now ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: 1. We first prove the exponential decay (LII]). Let ug > 0
be a minimizer of I(Mj), and consider the sequence {wy} defined in Lemma 3.2, where
M}, — oo as k — oco. We claim that there exists a subsequence, still denoted by {wy},
of {wy} such that

wg(z) = 0 as || — oo uniformly for sufficiently large k& > 0. (3.24)

Indeed, one can derive from (B.7) that for any 2 < a < 2%,

/ |wg|“dx — 0 as v — oo uniformly for sufficiently large k£ > 0. (3.25)
|z >

13



On the other hand, it follows from (L4)) and (B.6) that wy satisfies the following

equation
2 2oL WY 2 . N
— Awy, + e,V (egz)wy, — (a*) 2 P = prepwy in R (3.26)
where uj € R is the Lagrange multiplier. Applying (L)), (8.6) and (B14]), we deduce
from Lemma that

erlin = € (I(Mk) - ﬁMk ’ - | ‘x"b d‘f)

2 p—1 bt / \wk’pﬂ (3.27)
= e I (M) — ——(a™) 2 dx
k ( k) p+ 1( ) RN |3§‘|b

— —1 as k — oo.

Using ([B.27)), we derive from (3.206]) that as k — oo,

prwh (@)

— Awg — c(z)wy, <0 in RY, where c¢(z) = (a*)2 P (3.28)

Furthermore, one can check from Hoélder inequality that

2N 2N
Np—-1)+2b" (N-=2)(p—1) +2b)'

c(x) € LHRY), where t € <

Applying De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory ( [23, Theorem 4.1]) to ([B:28)), we deduce that

1

maxwg(z) < C’</ |wk(x)|°‘d:17) “  for sufficiently large k > 0, (3.29)
Bi1(8) Ba(€)

where ¢ € RY is arbitrary, and C' > 0 depends only on the bound of lle(@) | Lt (Ba ()

Thus, [3.24)) follows from ([3.25) and (3.29)).
Due to the smallness of |z|=° for large |z| > 0, we now derive from ([3.24)), (3.26)

and (3.27) that there exists a sufficiently large constant R > 0, which is independent
of k, such that as k — oo,

— Awy(z) + Bwi(x) <0 in RN\ Bg(0), (3.30)

where 0 < 6 < 1 is independent of k. By the comparison principle [5, Theorem 6.4.2],
we obtain from (B3.30) that as k — oo,

wi(z) < Ce vl in RN\ Bg(0), (3.31)

which implies the exponential decay (LII]) for wy as k — oo. Moreover, under the
assumption (V), since the term |z|~° is small for large |x|, applying the local elliptic
estimate (cf. (3.15) in [I7]) yields from (B3T]) that as k — oo,

Vg (z)] < Ce™* for |z| > R,

14



which thus gives the exponential decay (LII]) for Vwy as k — oo. This proves (LII)).
2. We next prove that (II0) holds true. Recall from Lemma [B.2] that

wg(z) — % in H'(RY) as k — oo, (3.32)

where the convergence holds for the whole sequence {wg(x)}, due to the uniqueness
of w(x) > 0. Following ([3:32]), the L*°-uniform convergence (LI0]) for the case N =1
can be directly obtained by applying Sobolev’s embedding theorem H'(R) < L*°(R).

We now prove the L>°-uniform convergence (L.I0]) for the case N > 2. Rewrite

B.26) as
— Awy(z) = Gp(x) in HY(RY), (3.33)

where
2 2 [N it | ’LUZ
Gk(ﬂf) = HE€pWE — EkV(Ekx)wk + (a ) 2 W

Since wy, is bounded uniformly in H*(RY) as k — oo, we derive from (3.29) that
wy is bounded uniformly in L (RY). (3.34)

Using Holder inequality, we deduce that for any R > 0,

P r 1 T ’ tl/
/ w’f—(‘f) dw < (/ de) ’f (/ b dx) <, (3.35)
Br(0) ! |Z] Br(0) 17| Br(0)

where 7 € (1, %), 1+d =1andt' = 1+max{%, p%} We then obtain from (B.35)
that

~+

N
wh(z)|z| ™ € Lj,.(RY) for any r € (1, —

loc b )7 (336)

which implies that G (z) is bounded uniformly in L7 (RY). For any large R > 0, it

loc
thus follows from [17, Theorem 9.11] that

@ llw2r 5 < C(I0r@) 2By + 1GK@ (o), (337)

where C' > 0 is independent of £ > 0 and R > 0. By the compactness of the embedding
W2 (BR) < L®(Bg) for 2r > N, cf. [IT, Theorem 7.26], we conclude that there exists
a subsequence, still denoted by {wy}, of {wy} such that

wk(x) = wo(x) uniformly in L*°(Bgr) as k — oo. (3.38)
Since R > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain from (B8.32]) that

wi(x) — Tf/(ai*)

uniformly in L2, (RY) as k — oo. (3.39)
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On the other hand, we deduce from (L.9]) and (I.TT]) that for any e > 0, there exists
a constant R. > 0, independent of £ > 0, such that

w(x) €

(@), | for amy || > R,

N
|

$

which implies that

_w(:z:) su wg (T w(@) :
e = = g (el F D = 5

Recall from (B:39]) that for sufficiently large k > 0,

_wl@)) e
o fowte) ==l < 3

We now conclude from above that the L®-uniform convergence (LI0) holds true for
all N > 2. The proof of Theorem [[T] is therefore complete. O
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