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Abstract

In this paper, we study the following energy functional originates from the Schrédinger-Bopp-
Podolsky system

1 1 1
I(u) = 3 ) |Vul|?dz + 1 /R3 puude — p /R3 |u|Pdx

constrained on B, = {u € H(R3,C) : |[ul, = p}, where p > 0. As such constrained problem
I(u) is bounded from below on B, when p € (2,12). We use minimizing method to get a
normalized solution.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following Schrodinger-Bopp-Podolsky system:

{ —Au+ wu + ¢u = [ulP~2u  in R3, (11)

—A¢ + a?A%p = 4mu? in R3.

where u,¢ : R® — R, w > 0 and let a = 1. Such a system was first proposed by d’Avenia
and Siciliano] and can be used to describe solitary waves for nonlinear stationary equations
of Schrodinger type interacting with an electrostatic field in the Bopp-Podolsky electromagnetic
theory. The Bopp-Podolsky theory, developed by Bopp[la] and Podolskydﬂ] independently, can

be interpreted as an effective theory for short distances and for large distance it is experimentally
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indistinguishable from Maxwell one. For more physical aspects of this system, please refer to H, E, ]
and the references therein. Next we focus on the mathematical aspects of the problem.

In recent years, many people consider this system through using variational methods. Next we
recall some previous results. At first, d’Avenia and Siciliano] have been devoted to the following

autonomous system with subcritical growth:

{ —Au+ wu + ¢?¢u = |u[P~2u  in R3, (12)

—A¢ + a’A%¢ = 4mu? in R3.

where w,a > 0,q # 0 and p > 2. They obtain that problem (2] has a nontrivial solution when
p € (3,6) and ¢ > 0 or p € (2,3] and ¢ > 0 small enough. In the radial case, they get the solutions
tend to solutions of classical Schrédinger-Poisson system as a — 0. Furthermore, they prove that
problem (L2)) does not have a nontrivial solution when p > 6 through using a Pohozaev identity.
Siciliano and Silva[@], by means of the fibering approach, prove the system (L[2)) has no solutions
at all for large enough of ¢ and has two radical solutions for small enough of ¢ when p € (2,3],
which improve some results in [12]. Furthermore, under the assumption that w is replaced by a
coercive potential V(z) and |u[P~2u is replaced with f(u) in ], they proved that problem (L2)
has a ground state when f(u) = |u[P~2u + h(z) with p € [4,6) and at least one positive solution
for f(u) = P(z)u® + plulP~2u with p € (2,6). They also proved that the problem (L2 possesses

infinitely many nontrivial solutions when f(u) satisfies the following conditions:

(f1) f(t) = —f(=1).

(f2) There exist ¢t € (1,5) such that lim,_ @ = limy— 4 o0 % = 0.

(f3) limp— 400 TT(\? = o0, and there exists p > 4, x > 0 such that pF(t) < tf(t) + xt?, where
F(t) = fg f(r)dr.

Afterwards, Chen and Tangm] study the following critical Schrédinger-Bopp-Podolsky with sub-

critical perturbations of general function:

{ —Au+V(x)u + ¢u=pf(u) +u®  inR?, (1.3)

—A¢+ a?A%p = dnu? in R3,

get a nontrivial solution and ground state solution. Yang, Chen and Liu] study the existence of
nontrivial solution when f(u) in ([3) without any growth and Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz conditions.
Later, Li, Pucci and Tang|15], by using the method of the Pohozaev-Nehari manifold, get a nontrivial
ground state solution for (L3)) when f(u) = |ul[P~ u.

Observe all the above articles, it is not difficult to find that they all regard w as a fixed fre-
quency parameter to seek nontrivial solutions. Hence, nothing can be given a priori on the L?-norm
of the solutions. However, many physicists are very interested in normalized solutions, i.e. solu-
tions with prescribed L?-norm. To my best knowledge, for solving the normalized solution of the
Schrédinger-Bopp-Podolsky system, only paper ﬂ] consider it under Neumann boundary conditions.

In the present paper, we study whether (LI]) has normalized solutions without Neumann boundary



conditions. A normalized solution of (LI]) can be obtained as a constrained critical point of the

functional

1 1 1
I(u) = _/ \vuy2dg;+—/ ¢uu2dx——/ |u[Pda (1.4)
2 R3 4 R3 P Jrs
on the L?—sphere in H'(R3, )
B,={ue H'(R’C): |ull,=p},

where ¢,, is defined in Section 2. It should be noted that in this case the frequency w is no longer
be imposed but instead appears as a Lagrange parameter.

Consider the following minimization problem

Iy, = 1}1315 I(u),
which makes sense for p € (2, 13—0) Moreover, in this case, we know that the C' functional I is
bounded from below and coercive on B,. The detailed proof procedure can be seen in Lemma
27 Hence, the most dramatic difficult problem is the minimizing sequences {u,} C B, the lack of

compactness. In fact, there will be two bad possibilities, namely
(i) up, — 0.
(ii) up, =@ # 0and 0 < ||df|, < p.

We can rule out both cases using the general method. i.e. first prove any minimizing sequence
weakly converges, up to translation, to a function @ which is different from zero, excluding the
vanishing case and then we have to show ||a||, = p. In order to prove ||u|, = p, we need to know

that function I satisfies the strong subadditivity inequality, namely

T <o+ 1,2 forall 0 < p < p. (1.5)

When p € (3, %), we adapt a similar argument as in M] By standard scaling arguments and some
basic properties of functions we can get (LLI)). However, when p € (2,3), it will be difficult to prove
(CH) using the above method. Therefore, we use the method of |3]. We must show that

(HD) the function s — 1522 is monotone decreasing.

In fact, if (HD) hold when p € (0, p), from direct calculation we obtain

p* — i

02

12
?Ipz <[M2 <[p2_u2.

Therefore,

2 2 2
K P H
Ipz = ?Ipz + Tfpz < qu + Ipz_uz.
Proving that satisfying (HD) is not an easy task. The function s — 155—22 have a fast oscillating
behavior, even in a neighborhood of the origin. We use a large class of functionals provided that
they satisfy some good scaling properties and give sufficient condition to guarantee (HD) hold.

Our results are as follows.



Theorem 1.1. Let p € (3, %) and p > 0, there exists p1 > 0 such that for any p € (p1,+00) there
exists a couple (up, Ay) € HY(R?) x R solution of () with ||luy|l, = p.

Theorem 1.2. Let p € (2,3) and p > 0, there exists pa > 0 such that for any p € (0, p2) there exists
a couple (up, A,) € HY(R?) x R solution of (L) with |ju,|, = p.

Finally, we prove the orbital stability of standing waves for Schrédinger-Bopp-Podolsky system.
It is well-known that the original approach of proving orbital stability is very complicated. Therefore,

we draw on the method of [9] to get the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let p € (2, %) Then the set

Sp = {eulw) : 6 € [0,27), |lully = p, [(w) = I,z }
1s orbitally stable.

Remark 1.4. Notice that if p > %, by observing Lemma 2.7 we know the functional I is unbounded
from below on B,. Therefore, the minimizing method will no longer apply. At this point we know that
if @ — 0 in problem (LT]) the Schrodinger-Bopp-Podolsky system becomes the classical Schrodinger-

Poisson system, namely

{ —Au+wu + ¢u = [ulP~2u  in R3, (L6)

—A¢ = 4mu? in R3.

Regarding the normalized solution of the mass sup-criticality of problem (L)), the paper H] investi-
gates the case p € (%, 6). They proved that problem (@) has a mountain-pass geometry and similar
to 4] develop a deformation argument to get a localization of Palais—Smale sequence. However, the
mountain-pass geometry can not guarantee the existence of a bounded Palais—-Smale sequence, so
a set of constraints about PohoZaev equality was constructed to solve this problem. Moreover,
concerning the lack of compactness for Palais—Smale sequence, it does not to reduce the problem
to the classical vanishing-dichotomy-compactness scenario or like this paper method to check of
the strong subadditivity inequalities. They studied some properties about the mountain-pass level
function to overcome this difficulty. Afterwards, using the above geometric structure and adding
a new constraint [ps |[Vul?dz < 2 [pq ]u\%dx, Ye [22] studied the existence and the concentration
behavior for problem (6] when p = %. In addition, those papers , , , ] has also studied
the normalized solution of problem (LL6]) under different suitable assumptions. Unfortunately, None
of the methods in the above papers can be used in the Schrédinger-Bopp-Podolsky system. Because
if we do the scaling uy(-) = A*u(N(-)), @, 8 € R, A > 0 of the nonlocal term ¢,, form (2] we know
it is impossible to get ¢y, = ¢, where &€ = £(a, B). Moreover, Jrs Sz e~ 17=vl2 (2)u? (y)dxdy in
Pohozaev equality is also difficult to handle. Therefore, we can not study the normalized solution
for problem (1)) when p > %.



2 Preliminaries

In this section we explain the notations and some auxiliary lemmas which are useful later. We
cite the book dﬁ] for the standard reference book.
Let H'(R?) denote the usual Sobolev space with respect to the norm

ull 3 sy = /}R3(|Vu|2 +u?)dz.

LP(R?) denote the usual Lebesgue space with respect to the norm

Julfs = / JulPda.
R3

DY2(R3) is the completion of C§° with respect with

[ull 1.2 gy z/ \Vu|?da.
R3
The D is defined by the completion of C§° (R?) equipped with the scalar product

(u,v)p = VuVudzr + AuAvdz.
R3 R3
It is easy to know that D(R?) is continuously embedded in D'?(R?) and consequently in L>°(R?).
C1, Cs, -- - denote positive constant possibly different in different places.

For the sake of brevity, from now on we define the following quantities:

1 1
Au) := 3 /R3 |Vu|*dx B(u) := 2 /R3 bulul|*dx
1

C(u) :== > /]R3 |ulPdx T(u) := B(u) + C(u)

so that
I(u) = A(u) + T'(u).

Definition 2.1. Let u € HY(R?), u # 0. A continuous path g, : § € R — ¢,(0) € H'(R3) such
2

that g, (1) = u is said to be a scaling path of v if ©,4, (6) := ”%ﬁl“z is differentiable and ©] (1) # 0.

We denote with G, the set of the scaling paths of u. ’

Moreover, we define a real valued function when u # 0, which will be useful in subsequent proofs
hgu(0) := 1(gu(0)) = ©4,(0)I(u), 6= 0.

Definition 2.2. Let u # 0 be fixed and g, € G,,. We say that the scaling path g, is admissible for

the functional I if hy, is a differentiable function.

Proposition 2.3. ([B]) Let T be a C' functional on HY(R®) and {u,} C B, be a minimizing

sequence for I, such that u, — u # 0; Assume



(i) (T"(un),un) = O(1);

(ii) T(up —u) +T(u) =T (uy) +o(1);

2u2

(113) T(an(up —u)) — T'(un —u) = o(1), where a,, = m;
() (T (upn) — T (Um), Uy — ) = o(1);
(v) Ip < I+ 122 for any 0 < p < p.

Then |lup — ul| g1 sy — 0.

Lemma 2.4. (m, Lemma 3.2]) The space C§°(R?) is dense in A := {¢ € DM*(R?) : Ag € L*(R3)}
normed by /{(¢, ¢)p. Hence, D = A.

From B] we obtain that there exists a unique solution ¢, € D to the second equation in (LII).

Its expression is

1 — e lz=9l
Ou (T ::/ Wi (y)dy. 2.1
@)= [ T (21)
Notice that if we assume uy(-) = A*u(\°(+)), o, B € R, A > 0, then
SNV - Ny
()= [ aerB s aayly Ul p
bun(e) = [ ¥ 3 — g (2.2)
) .
_ \2(a-p) / | eyl W@
]R3( . )’)\ﬁx—y\ Y
Moreover ¢, has the following properties.
Lemma 2.5. (]) For every u € H'(R3), we have:
(i) ¢u >0 for allu € HY(R3).
(ii) I pullp < C lull* and fgo duu’de < C'lul2z -
(iii) if up, — u in HY(R3), then ¢y, — ¢y in D.
Lemma 2.6. Assume I satisfied the following conditions
(i) I satisfied the weak subadditivity inequality, namely:
I <o+ 1,2 for all 0 < p < p. (2.3)

(11) —oo < Iz2 <0 for all s > 0.
(11i) s — I is continuous.

(iv) lims_ I;—f =0.



(v) Yu € M(p) :==U,e(0, {ue By, :I(u)=1,}, g, € G(u) admissible, such that 4 hg.(0) lo=17#
0.

Then (HD) holds. Hence, we know I, < I,2 + Ip2_ 2 for any 0 < pu < p.

Proof. The detailed proof process can be found in Theorem 2.1 of references B] O

Lemma 2.7. Ifp € (2, %), then for every p > 0 the functional I is bounded from below and coercive
on B,.

Proof. Due to Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, we can get

”UH <Cp ”UH2 ”VU”2

1 1
—/ |Vu|2dx——/ |u|Pdz
2 Jgs p R

1
5 Vulls - CHUHz “Ivalf

From (7)) it is easily to know

v

I(u)

Y

Because of p < 0 , hence %p — 3 < 2, we can obtain

1
I(w) > S ||Vul3 + O(|Vul3).
g

Lemma 2.8. Ifp € (2, %), let u, C B, be a minimizing sequence for I, such that u, — u # 0,
then T satisfies the following properties
(i) (T"(un),un) = O(1);
(11) T(up —u) +T(u) =T (uy,) + o(1);
(113) T(cn(up —u)) — T'(un —u) = o(1), where o, = ﬁ;
(i) (T"(upn) — T (um), tn — ) = o(1).

Proof. Due to u, be a minimizing sequence, we can easily to deduce that (T"(uy,,), u,) = O(1). From
Lemma 7] we know that u, is bounded in H!(R3). Therefore, u, is bounded in L*® for s € [2,2*]
and there exists u € H'(R3) such that u, — u in H'(R?) and u,, — u a.e. in R3. We give these

notations
1 — e lz=9l
Gla,y) = = / [ @i @)G(ay)dady,
|z — | R3 JR3

1= o

/RS

[ 0 un@ul)G o, dudy,
"=

3

3 / () ()0 ()G, y) ddly.

=
=

3

=
=



From direct calculation we can deduce
Bty —u) — (B(uy) — B(u)) = 21 + 412 — 413 — 41 4 24,

Next we will show that lim, e I = A, i =1,2,3,4. Let

1 — e_|m_y| 9 1 — e_|m_y|
W) = [ 2 (y)dy, — [ 2(y)dy.
wio) = [y o) = [l

1 — e lz=9l
lon() — v(a \</ru W gy

|z —yl

Y
R3 n |x—y|

1
2 2 1 ’
<C H’Lbn —u HL2(BR(90)) </|y_m|§R mdy>

1
, )
+C Hun U HLf;(BC (z)) </|y—:c|>R |z — ylgdy> .

Letting n — oo and R — oo, we know v, — v a.e. on R3. Due to v, = ¢,, € D(R?) and Lemma
251 we know

lonllg = C lvallp < C llunlltz < C.
Hence we can assume v, — v in L5(R3) and due to u € H'(R?) then u? € L%(]R?’), we can get
/ vpuldr — vuldz.
R3 R3

/@

We prove that lim,, .o I,gl) = A. Next we prove lim,,_. I;” = A. we set

. - 1 — e~ lz=yl
inle) = [ ).

A similar proof process to the previous one can easily obtain ¢, — v a.e. in R3. From Hardy-

Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, 9, € L°(R3) and

H@n”ﬁ < / 7un(y) u( )d <C ”Unu”(j <C Hun”lz HuHm .
R3S |7 — Y|
So we get

~ ~ 2
”Unun”2 < ”Un”ﬁ ”unH3 < Clun | ful] < C.

Therefore up to a subsequence 9,u, — vu in L?(R3). Due to u € L?(R?) we get

UpUpudr — vuldz.
R3 R3



Therefore, we prove that lim,, . L(f) = A. A similar proof process can be deduced lim,, 11(13) =A

o)

and lim,_,- I’ = A. Hence we get

B(uy, —u) + B(u) = B(uy) + o(1).
From Brezis-Leib lemma can deduce

C(up —u) + C(u) = C(uy) + o(1).

() certified.

From Sobolev inequality and Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, we know
_ 2 4 3 3
Bluwn) = [ duubde < C unlly < € fuall3 [V
R
Due to Brezis-Leib lemma, we know
2 2 2
[un = ully + llully = llunllz + o(1),

hence

We can know
B(ay, (un —u)) — B(u, — u) = (o — 1)B(u, —u) = o(1)
Clan(up —u)) — Clup, —u) = (o — 1)C(uy — u) = o(1).

(13i) certified. Due to wuy, u,, are minimizing sequence and Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality we know

Sk 3-3p
||un_um||p < lun = umlly™ [lun — umll3 =o(1).

From Holder inequality we deduce

1 1
[l — e < ( / |un|de)q ( [ —u|pdx)” — (1),
R3 R3 R3

where ¢ = p%l. Hence, we know

< C'llun = tll, = of1).

/ (tnl? ™ — tgnP) (1 — )
R3

We can obtain (C'(u,) — C'(um), 4y — um) = o(1), then we need to verification B. From Holder

inequality we deduce

[, Buntinltn = ) < C 6l nlly it =

< C unll iyl = 24
= o(1).
Hence, we get
(T (up) — T (U, Up, — Upy) = 0(1).
O



Lemma 2.9. For every p > 0, {u,} be a minimizing sequence in B, with I » <0, then u, — u # 0.

Proof. Due to {u,} be a minimizing sequence in B, for I,» and translation does not deform, we

know for any sequence {yn} C R?, u(- + y,) is still a minimizing sequence for I p2- From Lions’

lim sup/ lup|?dx | =0,
o0 \yeRr3 JB(y,1)

where B(a,r) = {# € R®, |z —a| <7} . Then u, — 0in LY(R?) for ¢ € (2,2*), therefore C(u,) — 0.

Moreover, From I,2 < 0 we obtained

lemma, if

sup / |, |2dz > p > 0,
yeR3 J B(y,1)

hence we can choose y,, € R3 such that
[ e+ )Pdo = >0,
B(0,1)

Since H'(B(0,1)) < L*(B(0,1)) is a compact embedding, the weak limit of u,(- 4+ y,) is nonzero.
So it can be deduced that w, — u # 0. O

3 Proof of the Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Now, proof Theorems [[.T] only need to prove that function I satisfies the
strong subadditivity inequality, namely:
There exists p; > 0 such that 1,2 <0 for all 4 € (p1,+00) and

Iz<[2—|—fp —p2>

for all p > p; and 0 < p < p. We define up(z) = 9125y (75), then from direct calculations we can

get

luglly = 6 ully

Atw) =5 [ IVuoPde =622 Au),

1 — e~ lz=yl ) N
B(u —————ug(x)uy (y)dxdy,
0= [ i)
dedy = 0*PH
< o Jommierdo ®

C(u@) _ p(1=3p5) P3O (),

where H(u) = [ps Jps |x i u?(y)dxdy. We can also know

I(ug) = A(ug) + B(ug) + C(ug)
<0272 A(u) + 04 PH (u) + 902380y
— 2 (I(u) + (072 — 1) A(w) + (00—30P+36=2 _ 1)C'(u) + 0> BH (u) — B(u))
= 0*(I(u) + f(0,u)),

10



where f(0,u) = (0728 — 1)A(u) + (00382352 _ 1)O(u) + 02 P H(u) — B(u).
When g = —2, we get

I(ug) < 0°A(u) + 0°H (u) + 0°C(u),

and 4p — 6 > 6 for 3 < p < 2. Hence, for 6 sufficiently large we have I(ug) — 0~. Let {u,} be a

minimizing sequence in B, with I, <0, then
0 <k < A(uy) < ko,
0<m <|C(un)| < na.
Indeed, if A(u,) = o(1) we have |C(uy,)| = o(1) and I,2 = 0. For f = —2 we get
F(8,u) = (6" = DA(u) + (677 = 1)C(u) + 8 H(u) — B(u),
with 4p — 8 > 4 and

1 (0,u) lg=1= 4A(u) + 4H (u) + (4p — 8)C'(u) < k < 0,

f"(0,u) = 120%A(u) + (4p — 8)(4p — 9)6P710C (u) + 126°H (u) < k < 0.
we know f(1,u) = H(u) — B(u) > 0 and f(0,u,) < k(f) <0 for any 6 > 1. From the mean value
theorem, we can get there exists 0y such that if 6 > 6y then f(6,u) < 0. hence

Igzpz < 92I(un) = szpz.
Let us suppose that u? < p? — p2. We distinguish three cases

o pP<pt—pP<pl
o P <pi<pt—p

o pi<pt<pt—pt

The first case is trivial. For the second one, we know [2_,2 > I,» and we conclude. For the third

case

p 52_#2 EH
2 9 2
_rmm i, (3.1)
1
2 2
:/0 NI )

/L2 p27#2p2_uz +[M2 < [uz +[p2—u2'

Since the strong subadditivity inequality condition holds, then combine Lemma with Lemma
29 we can apply Proposition and conclude the proof of Theorem [l O

11



4 Proof of the Theorem 1.2

When p € (2,3) we apply Lemma to proof strong subadditivity inequality. Hence the next

step will be divided into several lemmas to verify all the assumptions in Lemma in turn.
Lemma 4.1. —co < I,» <0 for all s > 0 and condition [23) holds.

Proof. The detailed proof process for the establishment of condition (23]) can be proved using the
same way in Proposition 2.3 in IE] From Lemma (7)) we can get I, > —oo. Hence, we just
need to proof I,» < 0. Let g,(0) = 61~ 38 u(55). From calculation, we obtained Oy, (0) = 6? and
lgu(0)]|5 = 6. By variable substitution

Algu(0)) = 6> A(u),
Clgu(8)) = 80207380 (u),

1 —6_9 xr —
B(gu(0)) = 6*~ B/]RB /]RB Lz eyl u(z)*uly)*dzdy.

|z —y|

Assume S = —2 we have

66 96 1 — =0 %lz—yl gip—6
I(gu(6)) = / / L u(@)uly)dady + —C(u).
R3 JR3 ’33 y! p

Due to p € (2,3), we know 4p — 6 < 6. Hence, I(ug) — 0~ as § — 0. Then there exists a small
such that
I><0 Vse(0,00].

Let p € (6g,v/26y), for every s € (g, p) from adding conditions to get
Ie» < IO% + [Sz_gg < 0.

Due to s — 9(2] < 9(2] we know I,z < 0 for s in the large interval (0, p]. Repeat the above process to
get 1,2 < 0 for every s > 0. O

Lemma 4.2. The function s +— Iz is continuous.

Proof. To prove this lemma just prove if p, — p then lim, I, 2 = Iy Let w, € By, such that
I(wy,) <1I 02+ % < % Hence, from Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality, Sobolev inequality and Lemma
23 we can deduce

— > I(wy)
1 5 1
2 5 IVwnlly = = flwnlly
1 3( 72)
> 5 vanH2 Opn vanHz

Due to ( 2 <2 and {pn} is bounded sequence, Hence we know that {w,} is bounded in H!(R?).
Moreover, {A(wn)} and {C(wy)} are bounded sequence. We also know

Bwn) = /W b |wn 2z < C .

12



So {B(wy,)} bounded in H'(R?). From simple calculation we can obtain

Ly < I(Lw,)

n

2 n 4 n

L po 1 / / 1 — e 7l ) ) (4.1)
= —(—)"A(wy) + - ——w, (v)w;, (y)dzd

(A + () [ | @l w)dady

< I(wy) + o(1)
< Iz +o(l).

On the other hand, given a minimizing sequence {v, } C B, for I,» we have

Ip% < I(?’Un)
= I(vn) + o(1) (4.2)
= Ipz +o(1).
According (A1) and {.2), we get limy, o0 [,z = I 2. O

Lemma 4.3. lim,_. 188—22 =0.

Proof. We let G2 = inf{% [ —— %fﬂ@ \u]pdm}. We know that G,2/p* < I,2/p* < 0. Since
G/ p?> — 0 (see Appendix A in |3]) we can easily conclude. O

Lemma 4.4. For small p the function I satisfies (v) of proposition [Z.3.

Proof. From Theorem 2.1 of B], we know that under the conditional assumptions of proposition
we can get M(p) is nonempty, where M (p) is defined in Lemma Moreover, since 0 ¢ M(p),
A(u), B(u) and C(u) are different from zero whenever u € M(p). As we all know that the solution
of problem (L)) must satisfied the following Pohozev equality which was proved in ],

3
0= A(u) +5B(u) + 3C(u /ﬂ/ el 2 @mmy%ﬁ/“ﬁw. (4.3)
R3 JR3 2 Jrs

Moreover, when without the L?-norm constraint, the energy functional of problem [[1]is

J(u) = A(u) + B(u) + C(u) + g / uldz.

R2

If u is the solution of problem [[T] then (J'(u),u) = 0 namely,

2A(u) + 4B(u) + pC(u) + w/ lu|?dz = 0. (4.4)

R3

From (@3] and ([{4), we claim that for any u € M(p) we get

mﬂmm+3my—&;mam—34;454*%ﬁ@ﬁ@mmy (4.5)
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Now, for u # 0 we compute explicitly hg, (6) by choosing the family of scaling paths of u with 5 € R
given by

G = {u(6) =03 (/0% } .
All the paths of this family have as associated function ©(#) = 6%. We get

hg, (0) = I(gu(0)) — 61 (u)
= (0% — 02) A(u) + (01— 29P 38 _ 920 (y) — 62B(u)

(4.6)
1 — e la—yl
+ - 04 B/ / ¢ —u(2)*u(y)*dzdy,
R3 JR3 |z —y|
which show that hy, is differentiable for every g, € Gﬁ. We have also, for g, € Gﬁ :
h, (6) = ((2 —23)g2"28-1 _ 29) A(u) — 20B(u) + <[(1 - —B)p + 3]0 38p+36-1 29) C(u)
— e 0%lz—yl
4 B)eA-r-1 / / ———u*(2)u? (y)dady
R3 JR3 |z =y
+ —94_5/ / e_9ﬁ|m_y|ﬂ95_1u2(:ﬂ)u (y)dzdy.
4 R3 JR3
(4.7)
Let 6 =1, we get
3
1, (1) = = 28400 + (1= 300439 - 2) € + 2 - 5)B(w) (
4.8)

+ g /RS /RS e~ P2 (@) u? (y)dady.

Assume there exists a sequence {u,} C M(p) with p > |lu,||5 = pn — 0 such that for all g € R.
0=nh, (1)

Gun,

— —28A(u) + (1 3600+ 38 —2) Clun) + 2~ 5Bl (49)

+ é/ / e~ 172 ()2 (y)dady.
4 R3 JR3
From (@3] and (£9), we can get
2B(up) + (p — 2)C(uy) = 0. (4.10)

and hence

Bun) = Aluwn) =5 | /R e () (y)dndy,

Clun) = 52— Aluwn) = = [ [ by iy, (4.11)
I(uy,) = 62 2;)14( m/ﬂ§3 /]R3 e 1"V (2)u? (y)dwdy.
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Through direct calculation, we can know that e~*=¥l is a bounded function, then

/R3 /R3 e~ 1P V2 (2)u? (y)dady — 0,

SO
I(uy) =1 ,
(tn) = Tz = 0 (4.12)
A(up), B(uy), C(u,) — 0.
Notice the following Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality
B(up) < C ”u””% ’
that we will frequently use.
Case 1: When 2 < p < %
Then 5
B n<C n4 < C n406 n4(1_a) :7])
(un) < Cllunliz < Cllunll,” [lunlls™ ™, a 26— p)
Thanks to (£I1]) and Sobolev inequality ||un\|2 < 2S5 A(uy,), where S is the best constant for Sobolev
Vul*d
embedding D'2(R3) «— LS(R?), namely S := inf,ep1.2(r3) {0} ﬁR3|—u|xl. We get

(fRS |U|6d$) :

4(1—a)
2

4o

B(u,) < CB(uy)? (B(un) + % /RS /RS e_|m_y|u%(x)ui(y)dxdy>

Due to 470‘ + @ =3- gfpp > 1 for 2 < p < L2, hence this is a contradiction with (ZI2).

Case 2: When p = 15—2

Due to ([{I0) we obtain

1

5 = CB(u,) <C ”u””% )

el

[un ]l

5

[S;

which contradicts (£12).
) 12 8
Case 3: When 3 <p<s3.
Interpolating L5 between L? and LP we get

_ Sp—12

P _ OB < 4 < 4o 4(1—a) _ )
[unlly = CB(un) < Cllunlliz < Cllun[ls™ [[un , 50-2

p

Since p < 4(1 — ), i.e. p < %, we get a contradiction with (£I2]).
Case 4: When p = %.

Again by interpolation we get

)

4
B(un) < C|lun|lt2 < Cpi |Jun]

wloo wloo

8
and again, using that B(uy,) = C |lu,||§ we get a contradiction.
3

Case 5: When % <p<3.
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We first compute

I(gu(8)) _ hyu(6) | I(u)
02 Jull2 92uuué Jul?

1 — e 0%le—yl
T {6 TAW 92 ’ /RS /RS —————u(@)u?(y)dady (4.13)
2

|z — |

—1-9( 2B)p+38— 20( )}

In this case for ug satisfying (£I1]) with |jug||, = po, hence we can get
I€2p2 < I(gu(e))

92p2 — 92 2
1
< L (6728 A(ug) + —2—pU1-3mwH35-2 4 )+ 925// u 2dxd>
_p%< (ol + 5= (o o Jas lz —yl (@) uly) dady
iz (9 28 A(ug) + 0% BA(u0)+2ie< BIp+36-2 A (4, ))
Po

(4.14)

Now let us choose 3 = 21(02__52 so that 0 < =28 = (1 — %B)p + 8 —2 < 2— . Hence we can obtain

T2 2 - I(guo(8))  A(uo) [ 4—p -2 4(4=p)
(

@ 10-3p + @ 10-3p

0%pf ~ 92 5 m L2-»p)
8(3 fR3 fRSe o y‘u(]( ) ( )2d:17dy 4—p 42 4(4—p)
= P . [ @ 10=3p + @ T0-3p (4.15)
Po 2—p
2py
L S [ nte gt
Po 2—p
Due to [gs [ps e~ 7= Ylug(z)?ug(y)?drdy — 0 as s is enough small and 02p2 = 52, we get

I 4(p—2) 4(p—2)
It <9 ot "

On the other hand for u,, satisfying (£11))

4(1-a op — 12
lunlly = CBun) < C llullz < C llunlls® Juallyy' ™, o=

- 6(p—2)
that is
lunlf < Cop® [lunll; ) (4.17)
4(p=2)
we know that & < p from {IT7) we get [un |} < Cpp™™" . Combine with (@I we obtain
I 4(p—2)
Lo > —Cpy" " (4.18)
P
Combine ([{I6) with (LI8]) we obtain
4(p=2) _ —
—Cpn P8 < I%% < _6841(01)732;3 + 0(841(01132;;))‘
Pn,
Since 4(” ? > Aigj__gz;, for p, — 0 we get a contradiction. O
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5 The orbital stability

Before proving Theorem [[L3] the definition of orbital stability is introduced. Let
S, = {ewu(x) L0 € [0,27), |[ully = p, I (u) = fpz} .

We call S, is orbitally stable if for every ¢ > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that for any ¢g € H L(R3)
with infyes, [|v — ol g1 (gs,c) < & we have

vt >0 vi&fp () = vl g (ms,cy <&,

where 1(t,-) is the solution of problem (LI]) with initial datum ). It is worth noting that S, is
translational invariant, that is, when v € S, then v(- —y) € S, for every y € RR3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Using the method of contradiction, it is assumed that there exists a p > 0
such that S, is not orbitally stable. Therefore, there exist ¢ > 0 and a sequence of initial data
{4,,,0} € HY(R3) and {t,} C R, such that the maximal solution 1,,, which is global and (0, -) =
Yn.0, satisfies

1 B 0 = vl oy = 0

and

Ulélsfp [0 (tn: ) = vl grgsy = €
Therefore, there exists u, € H'(R?) which is a minimizer of I ,2 and 0 € R such that v = ewup and

”wn,OHQ — HUH2 =p I(¢n,0) — I(U) = Ipz’

On the other hand, we can assume that 1,9 € B,. Then {1, 0} is a minimizing sequence for I 02

and due to
I(?/)n(-, tn)) = I(T/)n,O)-

So {n(-,t,)} is a minimizing sequence for /2. Since we have that every minimizing sequence has a

subsequence converging in H'(R?) to a minimum on the sphere B, we have a contradiction. O
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