arXiv:2406.18472v1 [math.AP] 26 Jun 2024

GROUND STATES OF A NONLOCAL VARIATIONAL PROBLEM
AND THOMAS-FERMI LIMIT FOR THE CHOQUARD EQUATION

DAMIANO GRECO, YANGHONG HUANG, ZENG LIU, AND VITALY MOROZ

ABSTRACT. We study nonnegative optimizers of a Gagliardo—Nirenberg type inequality

z) [P |u(y)|? 5 \P? 2p(1-6)/q
< q
//RNXRN P INaddy_C(/RNde) (/RN\u|dx) ,

that involves the nonlocal Riesz energy with 0 < o < N, p > N;,r“, q > J%’]X:Zé and 0 =
(N;Z()#' For p = 2, the equivalent problem has been studied in connection with the

Keller—Segel diffusion—aggregation models in the past few decades. The general case p # 2
considered here appears in the study of Thomas—Fermi limit regime for the Choquard equations
with local repulsion. We establish optimal ranges of parameters for the validity of the above
interpolation inequality, discuss the existence and qualitative properties of the nonnegative
maximizers, and in some special cases estimate the optimal constant. For p = 2 it is known
that the maximizers are Holder continuous and compactly supported on a ball. We show that
for p < 2 the maximizers are smooth functions supported on RY, while for p > 2 the maximizers
consist of a characteristic function of a ball and a nonconstant nonincreasing Holder continuous
function supported on the same ball. We use these qualitative properties of the maximizers to
establish the validity of the Thomas—Fermi approximations for the Choquard equations with
local repulsion. The results are verified numerically with extensive examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Our starting point is the Choquard type equation
(P.) —Aw + ew + |w|"%w = (I, * |[w|P)|wP2w in RY,

where w : RV — R is an unknown function, N > 3, p > 1, ¢ > 2 and ¢ > 0. By
I(z) = A|z|*N we denote the Riesz potential with o € (0, N), and * stands for the

standard convolution in RY. The choice of the Riesz constant A, = ﬂga;%

I,(x) could be interpreted as the Green’s function of the fractional Laplacian operator (—A)
in RY, and that the semigroup property I,4s = I, * I3 holds for all a, 8 € (0, N) such that
a+ [ < N, see for example [17, pp. 73-74].

When N = 3, a = 2, p = 2 and ¢ = 4, under the name of Gross—Pitaevskii—Poisson equation,
(P.)) was proposed in cosmology as a model to describe the Cold Dark Matter made of axions or
bosons in the form of self-gravitating Bose-Einstein Condensate at absolute zero temperatures
[5,(6114},(19,133]. The nonlocal convolution term on the right hand side of represents the
gravitational attraction between bosonic particles. The local term |w|??w accounts for the
repulsive short-range quantum force self-interaction between bosons. Similar models appear
in the literature under the names Ultralight Axion Dark Matter, and Fuzzy Dark Matter, see [6]
for a history survey. More generally, can be seen as a Hartree type nonlinear Schrodinger
equation with an attractive long-range interaction and repulsive short-range interactions. While
for most of the relevant physical applications the parameter p is chosen to be 2, the cases with
p # 2 appear in several relativistic models of the density functional theory [2-4].

ensures that
a/2

Date: June 27, 2024.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 35B09; 35B33; 35J20; 35J60.

Key words and phrases. Interpolation inequalities, Riesz potential, free boundary, Choquard equation.
1



2 DAMIANO GRECO, YANGHONG HUANG, ZENG LIU, AND VITALY MOROZ

By a ground state of we understand a nonnegative weak solution w € H'(RY)N L4(RY)
which has a minimal energy of the functional

1 1 1
(1) Z(w) ;:-/ |vw|2d:c+f/ |w|2dx—|——/ |w|qu——/ (L wl?)|wlPds
2 RN 2 RN q JrN 2p RN

amongst all nontrivial finite energy solutions of . The following was proved in |28, Theorem
1.1], under optimal or near optimal assumptions on the parameters.

Theorem 1.1. Let N;;"‘ <p< %f‘; and ¢ > 2, or p > % and q > ]%,L;;. Then for

each € > 0, admits a positive, radial, monotone decreasing ground state solution w. €
HYRM)N LYRY)NC?*(RY). Moreover, there exists a positive constant C depending on N, «,

p, q and €, such that

o ifp>2,
lim wg(x)|w|¥e‘/g|x‘ =C;
|z]—o0
°ifp=2,
. ja .
|1|im wg(x)|x|% exp (/ Ve— A:;Uz—lfi”g dS) =C, pe = <5_1Aa”w6”§> Y
T|—00 Pe
o if p <2,

1
N—« 55
lim w.(z)|z|2> = (5_1140(||w€||£>2 "
T—00
In addition to the existence of ground states for every fixed € > 0, in [28] the authors have
identified and studied several limit regimes for ground states of , ase — 0 or e — oo0. One
of the relevant limit regimes is associated with the rescaling

(1.2) us(x) = éfﬁw(g*%x),

that converts to the equation

(1.3) —&"Ae + ue + |ue| T ue = (Iy * [uel?)|us P 2u.  in RY,

where v = W. The Thomas—Fermi limit regime for the Choquard equation is

the scenario when ¢ — 0 and v > 0, or ¢ — oo and v < 0. In this regime, € approaches zero
and the formal limit equation for Eq. (1.3 is the Thomas—Fermi type integral equation

(TF) u+ [ult?u = (I * [ulP)|ulf?u  in RY.

When p = 2 and o = 2, equations equivalent to are well-known in astrophysical literature,
cf. |13, p.92], and their mathematical analysis goes back to [1,[26]. More recently with
p = 2 and general o € (0, N) was studied in [7,|10] (existence of solutions) and [8,/11}12]
(uniqueness), all in the context of Keller—Segel models. See also [28, Theorem 2.6] which
proves the existence of a ground state for (ITF]) with p = 2 for the optimal range ¢ > ]é—fa,
extending some of the existence results in |7,/10].

In [28, Theorems 2.7 and 3.2], for the special case p = 2 and o = 2 the authors established
the convergence of the rescaled ground states u. of to the ground states u of in
the Thomas—Fermi regime, thus justifying the formal analysis of the rescaling . Recall
that for p = 2 the limit ground state of is compactly supported on a ball, so that the
rescaled ground states u. develop a sharp “corner” near the boundary of the support of the limit
ground state. This phenomenon is well-known in astrophysics, where the radius of support of
the limit ground state provides approximate radius of the astrophysical object. In the context
of self-gravitating Bose-Einstein Condensate models, the Thomas—Fermi limit regime (under
the name of Thomas—Fermi approzimations) was used as the key tool in the astrophysical
studies of the Gross—Pitaevskii—Poisson equation (o« =2, p =2, ¢ = 4) in [5,/14,33].
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The main goal of this work is to study the existence and qualitative properties of ground
states for for p # 2 and « € (0, N), under optimal assumptions on the parameters, and
to use these properties to establish the validity of the Thomas—Fermi approximations for the
Choquard equations with local repulsion. In particular, we are going to prove that:

e if p < 2, ground states for (TF]) are positive smooth functions supported on R¥;

e if p > 2, ground states for (TF]) are discontinuous and represented as a linear combi-
nation of a characteristic function of a ball, and a non-constant nonincreasing Holder
continuous function supported on the same ball.

As a comparison, for the special case p = 2, it is well-known in [7,[10] that ground states for
are Holder continuous and compactly supported on a ball. We also establish qualitative
properties of the ground states, including decay at infinity for p < 2, and regularity near
the boundary of the support for p > 2. This information becomes crucial in the proofs of
convergence of the rescaled ground states of to the limit profiles governed by .

1.2. Variational setup for (7F]) and main results. Solutions of the Thomas-Fermi equa-
tion (TF]) correspond, at least formally, to the critical points of the energy
1 1 1
Eu) == uzdaz—i——/ ul?dr — —D,(|ul?, |ul?),
)= [ o= [ fulrds = Dol ul?)

where, and in what follows, D, denotes the Coulomb interaction

._ f(@)g(y)
Da(fag) T Aa //]RNX]RN mdde

here A, is the Riesz constant. Throughout this work, we assume the following restrictions on
the parameters,

1 N4a 1
1.4 - < < —.
(1.4) q 2Np 2
Then using the Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev (HLS) and Holder’s inequalities we can control the
Coulomb term, i.e.,

2 2p0 _
(1.5) Daful, [ul") < Cnallul 3y, < Evallull™lull?" .
Here € o = 2%1;(/(2];](7(?42) 72) (FZ(V]\/[%) )a/ Vs the sharp constant in the Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev

inequality [24}25], and 6 € (0,1) satisfies the condition
N 6 1—-6 N — 2N

(1.6) fa 0, 1-60 g (NEajg-2Np
2Np 2 g Np(q—2)

Therefore, the conditions in (1.4)) ensure that the energy F is continuous and Fréchet differ-
entiable on L?(RY) N L9(RY), and its critical points are solutions of (TF]). Moreover, critical
points of E (and solutions of (TFJ)) satisfy the Nehari identity

(1.7) / ]u|2dx—i—/ |u|?dz = Dy (|ul?, |ul?).
RN RN

By a ground state of (TF)) we understand a nonnegative solution u € L?(RY)N LY(RYN) of (TF))
which has a minimal energy E amongst all functions in the Pohozaev manifold &, defined as

(1.8) P ={u#0:ue L’ RY)NLYRY), P(u) =0},

where the functional P is given by

N N
Pu) := —/ lu|?dx + —/ |ul?dx —
2 RN q JrN

Since the energy E is not bounded from below (by replacing u with u(-/\) with A — +00),
constrained minimization techniques are better suited for the construction of ground states.

N+«

Da(lul?, |ul?).
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Moreover, the Pohozaev manifold & is preferred over the Nehari manifold characterised by
Eq. (1.7), primarily because of simplifications due to the common expressions §||ul|3 + %||u||g

appearing in both F(u) and P(u), as demonstrated in Section [4]

Another way to construct ground states of (IF]) is to look for maximizers of the Gagliardo—
Nirenberg quotient associated to the interpolation inequality ((1.5)), i.e.,

vlP, v
(1.9) EN,apq = SUDP { Hv|!2£‘|’u| H2|p |1 )9 cv € L*(RY) N LYRY), v # 0} .

From (L.5)), it is clear that €napq < Gna- Note that the quotient in Eq. (1.9) is invariant
w.r.t. translation, dilation and scaling; every maximizer for €y ., (if it exists) can be rescaled
to a ground states solutions of (TF]) (see Lemma [2.3| below).

Using symmetric rearrangements, Strauss’ radial bounds and Helly’s selection principle for
radial functions, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let N > 1, a € (0,N), p > N+°‘ and q > 2N’;. Then there exists a nonnegative

radial nonincreasing mazimizer u, € L*(RY) DLQ(RN ) for €n.apq, Which is also a ground state
of the Thomas—Fermi equation (I'F]).

Remark 1.1. While the precise value of €y a4 is not known in general, we prove below (see
Proposition that for fixed admissible values of N, p and ¢,

(110) })}1}% (gN,a,p,q = 17 O}I_IE}V A;ng,a,p,q = 1’

here A, is the Riesz constant. For specific combination of parameters, we can estimate €y .4
by looking at the ansatz v(z) = A(1 + |z[*/u?)™. The invariance of the quotient with
respect to A and p suggests the choice A = p = 1 for simplicity, leading to the governing
equation

(1.11) c1v + cov|17 20 = (I * [v|P)|v]P 20,
with some ¢y, co > 0, that is equivalent to (1)) after a scaling. Using the explicit representation

_ Tlp—o/2)T((N — 0)/2)
22T (yp)T(N/2)

in terms of the Gauss hypergeometric function derived from [23], we can show that a nontrivial

solution of (T.11)) corresponds to the function v(z) = (1 + |z|?)~V+1/2 Wlthl

N+a+2 _2(N+2)
N+1 @ 1T N1

Lo # (14 [a]*) ™

a N—a N ]a:|2>

A C I i A
21\ VP 27 9 a27

(1.12) p=
In the absence of uniqueness results for ((1.11)) we can not conclude that this solution is an

optimizer for ([1.9)) however the optimal constant can be estimated (more details in Appendix [Al
as

(1.13) CNapq >

N(N+a+2) T(N-a)/2) ( N+2 T(N+1) )a/N
/22041 (N + 2) T'((N + «)/24+ 1) \2(N +1)T'(N/2+ 1)

We conjecture that v(z) = (1 + |z|>)~"+1/2 is an optimizer for €y ., for the specific values

of p and ¢ in (1.12), and (1.13) is actually an equality.

TA symbolic solver in Maple or Mathematica is recommended. The same v, after appropriate rescaling,
satisfies (TF]) with another set of parameters p = & ;j‘_;ﬂ,q = 2]@/122, but the corresponding quotient in (1.9)) is
not bounded from above because the condition p > (N + «)/N in Theorem (|1.2) is violated.
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Remark 1.2. The substitution p = |u|’, m = ¢/p and n = 2/p leads to an equivalent formulation
of the quotient in Eq. (1.9), i.e.,

D
— Wr) o< pe LRY)NLMRY), p £0
(fRN P d$) (fRN P d$) "

The corresponding interpolation inequality then takes the form

2(1-0)

iy [ Ny by < ([ bl ([ o) T

for all p € L"(RY) N L™(RY), where 0 < n < 2= < m, and where by L"(R") we denote the
class of n—integrable functions with any n > 0. @ can be seen as a standard interpolation
associated to the Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality, which however includes sublinear ex-
ponents n < 1. Relevant variational problems with n = 1 can be found in the early works by
Auchmuty and Beals [1] and P.-L. Lions [26} |27, Section II] with o = 2. The case a € (0, N) in
the context of diffusion—aggregation models was studied in the form in the recent papers
[7,8,10-12]. We are not aware of any works where the case n # 1 was considered.

Mathematically, the most striking phenomenon related to (1)) is how the behaviour of the
support of ground states to (TF]) depends on the value of p. Our main result in this work is
the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let N > 1, o € (0,N), p > 22 ¢ > ]%,]j_i Then every monnegative radial
nonincreasing ground state u € L2 (RN)NLYRYN) of (TF) is C™ in the set {x € RY : u(x) > 0}

and:
o 1
(a) if p <2, then {u >0} =R"Y and limzﬁoou(a:)\xﬂfp = (Aa [on uP dz) >, where A, is
the Riesz constant;
(b) if p=2, then u: RN — R is a Holder continuous and {u > 0} = Bgr for some R > 0;
(¢) if p> 2, then {u > 0} = Bg for some R >0 and

U= )\XBR +¢7

where A > (’J;Q)l/(q_z)
- q—p

radial nonincreasing function such that $(0) > 0 and lim,—, ¢(|z|) = 0.

1s a constant, and where ¢ : Bg — R is a Holder continuous

The case p = 2 of Theorem is well studied. The existence and qualitative properties of
the ground states of in the case N = 3, « = 2, p = 2 and ¢ > 8/3 is classical and goes back
to [1,26]. The case N > 2, a € (0,N) and ¢ > ¢, := 2(2—«/N) is a recent study by J. Carrillo
et al. [7,10] in the context of Keller—Siegel systems. The case p = 2 and ¢ > ]é—fa appeared in
[28, Theorem 2.6]. In some special cases, it is known that the a bounded radially nonincreasing
ground state of is unique. For p = 2 and « = 2 this follows from [20, Lemma 5]. For
p = 2 and o < 2 this is the recent result in |12, Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 5.4] (see also
[8,[11,/15] and further references therein). For p # 2, or for p = 2 and o > 2, the uniqueness
seems to be open at present.

In the case N =3, a =2, p =2 and ¢ = 4 the (unique) nonnegative radial ground state of
is known explicitly and is given by the function

(1.15) u(x) = xp, (7) %

This is (up to the physical constants) the Thomas—Fermi approximation solution for self—
gravitating BEC observed in [5]1433] and the support radius R = 7 is the approximate radius
of the BEC star. Note that v ¢ H'(R?). For p > 2 and general values of N, a and ¢ the radius
of the support of a ground state of can be easily estimated. In particular, in Corollaries
and we show that for fixed admissible N, p and ¢, the radius of the support of the
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ground states diverges to 400 as o — 0, and shrinks to zero as a — N. In Lemma and
we obtain quantitative estimates on the Holder continuity of the ground state near the
boundary of the support when p > 2.

1.3. Thomas—Fermi limit for the Choquard equation . Next we prove that in the
relevant asymptotic regimes, ground states w of described in Theorem converge, after
the rescaling , towards a ground state of the Thomas—Fermi equation. To identify
the asymptotic regimes, observe that the rescaling transforms the Choquard energy Z.(u)

in such a way that
g(N+a)—2Np

Je(v) =¢ @2 T (u),
where we denote

1 2@pt+a)—q@+a)

1 1 1
(1.16) J-(v) := —g o= / |Vv|2dx+—/ |U|2dx+—/ |v|%dx — —D4(|v|?, |v]P).
2 RN 2 RN q JrN 2p

. 2(2pt+a)—q(2+a)
We note that if e - 0 and ¢ < 22p+0‘, or if ¢ — oo and ¢ > 222’3r—+5 then ¢ ol—2) — 0,

and formally the limit energy for .75 coincides with the Thomas—Fermi energy E. Combined
with the existence range of the ground state of in Theorem [L.1] this formally identifies the
Thomas—Fermi limit regimes (see Figure [1)). In Section 4| we prove the following result, that
confirms our reasoning based on formal asymptotics and that covers the ranges of a # 2 and
p # 2 left missing in [28, Theorem 2.7 and 3.2].

Theorem 1.4. Let N > 3 and a € (0, N). Assume that either of the following holds:

(1) N+°‘ <p< %Jj‘; and q > 22p+°‘, orp > % —N+°‘ and q > iﬁﬁ;
(i1) N+°‘ <p< N and 2Np b < g < 2%t

Then there exists a sequence of parameters (ex)ken with the corresponding ground states (u,)
of (P.,) such that

e — 00 if (i) holds, or e, — 0 if (ii) holds,

and the rescaled sequence of ground states of

1 2p— g
ey (2) = £, ey (5, )

converges in L*(RY) N LY(RY) to a nonnegative ground state of the Thomas-Fermi equation
2(2p+a)—g(2+a)

(TF). Moreover, e, P ||[Vue||3 = 0 as k — oo.

Location of limit regimes (i) and (éi) on the (p,¢) plane is outlined in Figure[l] Note that
typically, the limit ground state of is not in A (R") and the quantity ||Vu,,||3 in Theorem
blows up as k — co. The qualitative properties and Holder regularity of the ground state of
established in Theorem become crucial in the analysis of Thomas—Fermi convergence
in Theorem [L4

Notations. For real valued nonnegative functions f(t),g(t) defined on a subset of R,, we
write:

f(t) < g(t) if there exists C' > 0 independent of ¢ such that f(t) < Cyg(t);
f@) 2 9@) it g(t) S f(1);
f@) ~g@)if f(t) < g(t) and f(t) 2 g(t).

Bearmg 1n mind that f(¢), g(t) > 0, we write f(t) = O(g(t)) if f(t) ~ g(t), and f(t) = o(g(t))
if lim L& g(t = 0. As usual, Bp = {z € R" : |z| < R} and |Bg| is the volume of Bg. By C,¢c, ¢,

etc. we denote generic positive constants whose value may change from line to line.

S
2
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ql\ __ 2Np
q= N+a

— 92pta

4= 2 24

(i) : e = o0
(i1) : e = 0
i
2 >
e b P

FIGURE 1. Thomas-Fermi limit regimes (¢) and (¢7) in Theorem

2. PROOF OF THEOREM
In what follows, unless specified otherwise, we always assume that N > 1 and « € (0, N).

2.1. Existence of an optimiser. For v € L4(RY) N L?(RY), denote the quotient
D, ([ul?, |ul?
ety o Dellal )

- 0 2p(1—06) °
a3l 2

We are going to show that the best constant
(2.1) EN.apq = SUD {Ra(u) cu € LYRY) N LARY), u # O}

is achieved, following(with some modifications the arguments in [9, Proposition 8§].

Lemma 2.1. Letp > % and q > %. Then there exists a nonnegative radial nonincreasing
(0%

mazimizer u € L*(RN) N LYRYN) for € apq-

Proof. Let (u,) C L*(RY)N LY(RY) be a maximizing sequence, such that Ry (u,) — En.apq a8
n — 0o. Let u} denote the Schwartz spherical rearrangements of |u,|. Then u} is nonnegative
radially symmetric nonincreasing, and

(2.2) lunlls = lanll3, Nuall§ = lwnll,  Dallunl®, lunl?) < Dal ()P, (ur)?)-

n

Therefore R, (u,) < Rao(w)) and (u)) is also a maximizing sequence of €y qp,. Without loss

of generality, we can denote u}, by u, in the rest of the proof.

By using the scaling invariance and homogeneity of R, we can assume that ||u, |2 = [|u.|, =
1, so that

Ra(un) = Daluy, up) = Cnapg
as n — oo. Using Strauss’ L*~bounds [32] with s = 2 and s = ¢, we conclude that
un(z) < U(z) := Cmin{|z| N2, |z|~N/}.

Since U € L*(RY) for s € (2,q), by Helly’s selection principle there exists 0 < u € L2(RY)N
L4(RY) such that u,(z) — u(x) a.e. in RY as n — co. By the Lebesgue dominated convergence
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theorem, we see that for s € (2, q),

lim |un\8da::/ lu|®dz.
n—oo RN RN

From the restriction ¢ > 2N p > p, by the nonlocal Brezis-Lieb Lemma [29, Proposition 4.7],
we conclude that
lim D, (uf,ul) = Dy (uP, uP) = Enapg-

n’ 'n
n—oo

By Fatou’s Lemma, we get that

1 = lim |, |*dx > / lu|?dr >0, 1= lim lun|?dz > / |ul?dz > 0.
RN N RN

n—oo JpN n—oo Jp
We claim that [y [u[?dz = [on |u|?dz = 1. Otherwise, if [lul[2]|ull; < 1, then
CNapqg > Ra(u) > Dy(uf,uP) = lim Dy(ul,ul) = lim Ra(un) = Cnapg

n’ 'n

a contradiction. Therefore, our claim holds and

lim \un\zdaj:/ u|?dz, lim/ |un]qda::/ |ul?dz,
n—oo JpN RN n—oo JpN RN

that is, u,, converges to u strongly in L*(RY) for s € [2,q], and Gn.apq = Ra(u). O
Next we briefly discuss the asymptotic behaviours of the optimal constant €y 4,4 When «a
approaches 0 or V.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that N > 1, a« € (0,N). If p > 1 and q > 2p then

(2.3) ilincgNapq_ 1.
Furthermore, if p > 2 and q > p then
(24) O%liI]l\[A CgN op,q — = 1.

N+a

Proof. First of all we notice that p > 1 implies p > for every « sufficiently close to zero,

and 2p > 2N p for every av € (0, N). Similarly, the assumptlon q > p ensures that ¢ > 2N p for
every « sufﬁmently close to N, and clearly p > 2 > ¥ +a Thus, under our assumptlons on p
and ¢, if « is sufficiently close to zero or IV, the optlmal constant Gy q p,q is well defined. First,
we prove that

limsup €n,apq < 1.

a—0

By the HLS inequality and standard properties of the Gamma function, we conclude that

JL (572 (T(N v
(2.5) CNapg < Ena = (2y7) <N+a) (F(N)> =1 asa—0,
F(5)\r (%)
where €, is the sharp constant in the HLS inequality (1.5]).

To derive a lower bound of €y o 4 We take u = xp, as the trial function. Then, by the explicit
expression for the Riesz potential of a characteristic function given in Eq. (3.20]) below,

o Mfl((f a‘/;y(z]z[ 5 /B Fi(=0/2 (N - 0) /2 N/ ol )i

where 6 = 0(«) is defined in Eq. (1.6)). Next we note the following limits (with fixed p, q),

tiny (pota) + 22D

lirr(l)gFl(—oz/Q, (N —a)/2;N/2;|z|*) =1, for every |z| < 1,
a—

(2-6) %Napq > |Bl‘_p0
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Thus Fatou’s lemma yields

. . —1
lim inf €y 0.,pq > | B /

liminf o Fy (—a /2, (N — ) /2; N/2; |z|*)dz = 1,
B a—0

which concludes the proof of (2.3)).
To derive the limit (2.4]), we notice that

t, (s + ZZE ) =

lirrjlngl(—a/Q, (N —a)/2;N/2;|z|*) =1, for every |z| < 1,
oa—
with the same 6 = 0(«) as in Eq. (1.6). Hence, by Eq. (2.6) and Fatou’s Lemma we deduce

N4

1 s

liminf A~ Gx oo > |Bi| 72 liminf —— = |By| ' ———

1(?1)1]{[1 (] N,a,p,q —’ 1‘ ™2 1331)1]{71 F(l—i—%) ‘ 1’ F(l"—%)

Finally, similarly (2.5)) and using the explicit form of A, and €, we obtain

lim sup A;l%]\aa,p’q < lim sup A;lcﬁN,a <1,

a—N a—N

which concludes the proof of (2.4)). U

In Section [3| we will show that if p > 2 then maximizers for €y, have compact sup-
port. Estimates in Proposition [2.1] will be then used to estimate the radius of support of the
maximizers as  — 0 and o — N.

2.2. Maximizer has full support if p < 2. Our next observation is that in the case p < 2
maximizers for €y a4 have full support RY.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that p > %52 and ¢ > 352 Let u € L*(RY) N LY(RY) be a nonnegative
radial nonincreasing mazimizer for €x.opq- 1f p <2 then Supp(u) = RV,

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that ||u|s = ||u|l, = 1. Arguing by contradic-
tion, assume that there exists an open set A C RN with AN Supp(u) = @ and 0 < |A| < +o0.
For € > 0, consider the family of trial functions v, := u + exa € L*(RY) N L4(RY). We obtain

Do (Ju 4 exal?, |u 4+ exal?)

po
(fRN (u? + 62XA)d:L‘) (fRN(uq + eqXA)dx>
> Da(‘u’pa ‘u’p) + 26pDa(|u‘p7 XA) + EQPD(X(XAa XA)
- (14 pbe?| A]) (1 + er220=20| A])
Do (|uf?, [ul?) + 26"Dya(|ul?, xa4) + €"Dalxa, Xa)

Ra (UE) =

2p(1—0)

>
- 1+ Cée?
2ePD, (|ul?, + €2’D , — Cé?
> (gN,a,p,q 4 a(| | XA> ;(XA XA) .
1+Ce
Because p < 2, there exists €y > 0 such that for all € € (0, ), we have Ry (ve) > En,a,p,q, Which
contradicts to the fact that u is a maximizer. O

2.3. Connection with ground states of (TF]). A direct computation shows that the Euler-
Lagrange equation of R,(u) (or equivalently log R,(u)) for u € L4(RY) N L*(RY) has the
form

(2.7) Au+ Blu|"?u = C(I, * |[u[")[ulP?u in RY,
where
2p

2p0 ~ 2p(1—0)
Da([ul?, ul?)’

ClllET T fullg

A , C=
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In partlcular maximizers of €y qp constructed in the proof of Lemma [2.1] H are weak solutions
of Eq. and, after a rescaling, of (IF)). Indeed, given a maximizer u for Gy qpgq, for
A > 0 con81der the two-parameter family of functions ur () = Au(px). In view of the
scaling invariance and homogeneity of R, we know that R,(u) = Ra(uy,). Therefore if we
set A, and p, such that

- 1—0Y [ul; 1 -0\ Da(|ul, [ul”)
(2.8) N2 = ( ) : py = | —= ;
0 ) llullg AL [Jully

we obtain A = B = C, and hence u,, ,, is a solution of (T'F'). In the next lemma we prove
that uy, ., is a ground state of (T'F'), i.e. uy, ,, belongs to the Pohozaev manifold &, defined

in (1.8)), and E(uy, ,,) = 04, where

(2.9) Oy 1= qjél; E(u)

is the ground state energy of (T'F).

Lemma 2.3. Assume that p > 232 and ¢ > 5% Let u € L*(RY) N LY(RY) be a nonnegative
radial nonincreasing mazimaizer for CN.apq- Then the function wy, ,,, where A\, and p,. are

defined by (2.8)), is a ground state of (T'F).

Proof. For the brevity of notation, let’s set u, = uy, ,, for any maximizer u of the quotient
Re. From (2.8) we deduce directly that

N s N N+« N/ 1-0 N+a
— ||, |, ||? — D, P J === _ 2 _
L e N N R R L

that is u, € &. We only need to prove that E(u.) = 0., where o, is the ground state energy
defined in (2.9). To this aim, we explore the relation between the optimal constant €y 4 and

the ground state energy o,.

As an intermediate step, consider the functional
1 1
E(w) = Fllwllz + EHwHZ

on the set
A= {w € L*(RY) N LIRY) : Da(fwl’, [uw]”) = 1}

and note that A is invariant with respect to the rescaling wy(-) = ¢~ £ w(-/t).

For a given w € A, by optimizing the quantity £(w;) with respect to ¢ (see [21] for the
details) we deduce that

N
E(w) > E(wy) = <||w||2p9||w||gp(1—6)> Ay
with

2p q
o1 - (N +a)g = 2Np [wlg\ @ (1-0 [ N+ a
' - \g(Np—N —a) w3 T 2Np(1-0))°

0
As a consequence,

; _ 2p6 2p(1—6) N+a _ N+a
(2.11) inf £(w) = inf 0. (Jwll[wl|22=") 7 = 0,%,,

N,a,p,q’

On the other hand, functions in & and A can be one-to—one mapped to each other with a
spatial scaling. That is, for any u € & we have u(-/7,) € Afor 7, := (Do (|ul?, |u|p))71/(N+a) =
(%)l/a; and for any w € A we have w(-/t,) € & with t, := (2]\]7\1,”50:”))1/06. Therefore,
given u € & and w = u(-/7,) € A, we have

212 B =) - 5 Pl ) = 0 () )
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Using the one-to-one correspondence between functions in & and A and taking the infimum
in (2.12)) we obtain (see [21] for further details),

2N N N+a 0 N+ao

a p «@ . «@ " «@ 7%
213) o (2 (rew) © —a@i? (552) 7 4k,
establishing the relation between these optimal values.

N +a \ N+« weA
In order to conclude, we only need to show that the relation (2.13)) is satisfied for u, € 2.
In fact, the choice of A, and p, in (2.8) implies

1—-4
T||u*||§7 Da(|u*|p7 |u*|p> - 5””*”37

which enables us to write both F(u,) and R (u.) in terms of ||u,||3. That is,

°l=

1
luallg =

(1-9)/q

a(qg —2) 2 1 0 2 —2a/N

Fu,) = |5, d Ryolu)==-|—— " .
(1) 2(N 4+ a)q — 4Np”u Iz an (1) 0\1-46 Il

By eliminating ||u.||2 from the above two relations, we infer that

N+ao

0.
N+«

N
a

)" Ratw

which in view of (2.13)) and R, (us) = €n.apq implies E(u,) = o,. O

Blu) = a2Vn)*

Proof of Theorem[1.9. Follows from Lemma [2.1] and 2.3 O

3. REGULARITY, DECAY AND SUPPORT

In this section we establish qualitative properties of the ground states of (T'F'), described in
Theorem and, additionally, obtain a quantitative characterisation of the Holder continuity
of the ground states.

3.1. Regularity, decay and support properties. Recall that if s € (1, %) and % = % —
then the HLS inequality implies that the operator

Io* (1) : L*(RY) — LY(RY)

is bounded [24]. We first establish the following fact about the far field behaviour of I, % u?: if
the nonnegative function u decays fast enough, then I, x u? decays algebraically like the Riesz
potential I, itself.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that p > %52 and ¢ > 352 Let u € L*(RY) N LY(RY) be a nonnegative
radial nonincreasing solution of (I'F)). Then there exists € > 0 such that u € LP~<(RY) and
I, xuP

3.1 li =1
(3.1) |:c|1£>noo Io(2) [on uPdx

Proof. We first prove that v € LP~¢(RY) some ¢ > 0, which is trivial if p > 2. Otherwise

if p € (N;\;O‘,Q], we can show that u € L*(RY) for a sequence (s,) of positive decreasing

exponents eventually smaller than p.

First by Holder’s inequality, we see that

1

1 1
(3.2) / |(I, * uP)uP~|7dx < (/ |(1,, * up)|”td:6) ' </ u(pfl)wdx> "
RN RN RN
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provided that 1/t + 1/r = 1 for positive ¢ and r. We want to find a sequence (s,,) of positive
numbers, so that if u € L*»(R"), then u € L*»+*(R"). By choosing the parameters o, ¢ and r

in Eq. (3.2)) so that
1 P «
=S, (p-Dor=s, —=L-2
0= Spi1 (p—1or=s pri i
The last equation, arising from the HLS inequality, has to be supplied with the condition
a/N < p/s, < 1, or s, € (p, Np/a). Therefore, the sequence (s,) satisfies the recursion
relation
1 1 1 P «
3.3 -4 =2 _=
(3.3) Spt1 Ot * or s, N * Sn, S,
With the (unstable) fixed point s, = 2N(p — 1)/a > 2 (as p > (N + «)/N), the general term
can be written as

(3.4) L (2p—1)" (i _ i) + i

Sn S0 S Sy

p—1 2p—1 «

If sq is chosen to be any number inside the interval (2, s,), then s, is monotonically decreasing
to zero. Therefore, we can look for the largest integer ny such that s,, > p. If s,,41 < p, then
u € LP~¢ for any positive € < p—s,,+1. Otherwise, if s,,,41 = p, we can always choose s slightly
smaller to get s,,+1 < p, since by the recursion relation Eq. (3.4)), s,, depends continuously and
monotonically on the initial value sy € (2, s4).

Consequently, since v is radially symmetric and nonincreasing, by the Strauss’ LP~“-bound
we have a faster decay estimate

N
u(lz]) < Clal"7= (|2 > 0).
Then, by [22, Lemma 6.1] we obtain the desired limit (3.1]). O

Corollary 3.1. Assume that ¢ < p < 2 and ¢ > %. Let u € L*(RY) N LYRYN) be a

nonnegative radial nonincreasing solution of (I'F)). Then u satisfies the following algebraic
decay rate

(3.5) lim u(x)|a:|% = (Aa/ uP dx) - :
RN

T—00

where A, > 0 is the Riesz constant. Furthermore, we have that uw € L*(RY).

Proof. By Lemma , I xuP = I, (x) [on uPdz(1+ o(1)) as x| — oo. Hence, the governing
equation (T'F') implies that

lim wu(2)* Pz (1 +ui%(2)) = lim |o|V "I, *uf = Aa/ u? dz.
|z| =00 |z|—o0 RN

From the monotonicity of u and the fact that ¢ > 2, we conclude that u¢=2(|z|) vanishes at
infinity, and therefore

lim w? P (z)]z|V " = A, uP dx,
|z|—o00 RN

which is equivalent to (3.5)). From the condition % < p < 2, the power ];T’; is strictly larger

than N. That is, u decays faster than |z|™ and hence u € L'(R"). d

Lemma 3.2. Assume that p > 232 and ¢ > 252 Let u € L*(RY) N LY(RY) be a nonnegative
solution of (I'F)). Then u € L>®(RY) and

(3.6) Iy xuP € COT(RY)  for every 7 € (0,min{a,1})
In particular, if p < 2 the following hold:
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(i) If p < 2 then w is Hélder continuous in {u > 0} of order T, for every T € (0, min{a, 1}).

(i7) If p =2 then u is Hélder continuous in {u > 0} of order k(q), where k(q) is defined by

) g <3,
(3.7) K(q) = {q%’ ifq >3,

for every T € (0, min {o, 1}).

Proof. Assume u € L*(RY) N L*(RY) N LY(RY), where s € (p, Z2). Note that u € L*(RY) N
LY(RYN) implies that I,*u” is almost everywhere finite on R"Y. Moreover, by the HLS inequality,
if s € (p, Np/a) then I, * uP € L™(RY) where

1 p «
3.8 —=E__s0.
(3:8) T s N ~
Then (3.2) implies that (I, * u?)uP~t € L7(RY) for o > 1 and (I, * uP)uP~! € LY (RY) for
o€ (0,1)

Next, we split the argument in three cases:

CASE 1: ¢ > Np In this case, u € LI(RY) for some ¢ € ( ,q} such that a — % < 1. Then

I, xuP € L®(RY ) and is Holder continuous of order oo — 3 (cf [16, Theorem 2]).
N

CASE 2 q = —2. Since in this case there exists ¢ > 0 small such that u € Lp(gis) (RN),
from ([3.8]) we get (I x uP)uP~! € L7(RY) where
L 2p-—1 «
o p(NJa—¢) N’
Thus, recalling that
ul™! <u+uq V= (I, xuP)uP™'  ae. in RY,

we LD (RYY and (¢ —1)o > Np L provided 0 < e < o (1 — ﬂ)_ Thus, u? € L%—EGRN) A

p+q—1
(g=1)o

L » (RY), therefore I,xuP € L°°(RY) and is Holder continuous of order + for some 7 € (0, 1].

CASE 3: g € (252, T2

=), Let’s set sg := ¢ > p and

I 1 _ -1 a
(3.9) Spi1 T (¢g— 1oy, B (g—1)sn,  N(g—1)

Then w” € L7 and (I, * u?)uP~! € L°(RY). Hence we conclude that u € L@~D70(RY) =
Ls1(RY). Note that ¢ > ]%,Lfo’é implies s1 > so = ¢. In particular, if s, < %, an induction
argument yields s, < s,;1. This proves that (s,) is monotone increasing, as long as s, is

between g and Np/a.
We claim that, after finite steps, there exists ny € N such that s,, > % and s, < % for all

n < ng. If not, we can obtain a sequence (s,) satisfying and g < s, < % for all n € N.
By the monotonicity of this sequence, we also conclude that s, converges to the unique fixed
point s, = N(2p — ¢)/a > ¢, which contradicts the condition ¢ > 2Np/(N + «).

Then it s,, > % we conclude that I, * u? € L®(RY) and is Holder continuous of order
a— 2 If s,, = X2 we can argue as in the previous case and we still obtain boundedness and

Sng

Holder regularity of I, xuP.
Next, from I, x u? € L®(R") and the relation
(3.10) w4 ut? =1, xuP ae. in {u >0},

2We denote L{(RN) = {f : R® — R : [|f|'dx < oo}, where t € (0,1). Note that £/(R") is no longer a
normed space for ¢ € (0,1) because the triangle inequality does not hold.
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we conclude that u € L®°(RY). Therefore, u € L*(RY) for all s > 2 from which I, * u? is
Holder continuous of order 7 for any 7 € (0, min{1, a}).

Furthermore, if p < 2, since the function f(t) = t*P 4 9P has a differentiable inverse on
(0,00) and u € L (RY), it follows from that u has the same Holder regularity as I, * u?
in {u > 0}.

Similarly, if p = 2, the function f(¢) = 1 + t972 has a differentiable inverse on (0, +0o0) if
q < 3, and a locally Holder inverse of order q%z if ¢ > 3. Then again from the boundedness of

u and (3.10]) we obtain (3.7)). d

Corollary 3.2. Assume that p > 2 and q > %. Let uw € L2 (RN) N LY(RY) be a nonnegative

radial nonincreasing solution of (['F)). Then w is compactly supported.

Proof. Since u is radially nonincreasing, by an abuse of notation we still denote u(r) = u(|x|)
where r = |z|. Now, since u(r) is a nonincreasing function, it can have at most a countable
number points of discontinuity. Then, without loss of generality, if r’ is a discontinuity point,
we define
(3.11) w(r’) ;== lim u(r).

r—r/t
Note that the above limit exists by monotonicity of w(r) and, by doing this, we are only
modifying u on a set of measure zero. In fact,
(3.12) w(r’) = lim inf u(r),

r—r!

which makes u a lower semi-continuous function, and the set {u > 0} is open.

Arguing by contradiction, we assume that {u > 0} = R¥. Since u is nonnegative and satisfies
(TF)), we have

(3.13) 1<14+u? = (I, xuP)uP~? VaxecRY.
On the other hand, I, *u? vanishes at infinity by (3.1)), and u € L*°(RY) by Lemma . Hence
there exist R > 0 such that (I, *x u?)uP~2 < 1 in B%, a contradiction to (3.13)). 0

Next we show that when p > 2, nonnegative solutions of ([[F]) are discontinuous at the
boundary of the support and Holder continuous inside the support.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that p > 2 and q > ﬁfx. Let u € L*RY) N LYRYN) be a nonnegative

N+
radial nonincreasing solution of ([F|). Then there exists
1
_9\ 2
(3.14) AZA@:(Q—)Q
q—7p

such that {u > 0} = {u > A} and u is Holder continuous of order r(p,q,\) in {u > 0}, where

(3.15) k(p,q,\) = {7;

for every 7 € (0,min {c, 1}).

Proof. Set Bg, := {u > 0}, where R, < oo in view of Corollary [3.2] Assume by contradiction
that there exists a sequence (r,,) C (0, R.) such that r, — R, and u(r,) — 0. Then, by (3.10)),

<3'16) (Ia * up>(rn) = u(rn)zip + u(rn)qu — OQ.
However, from Lemma 3.2} the left hand side of (3.16)) is bounded which leads to a contradiction.

We have therefore proved that u is far away from zero inside its support, or equivalently that
there exists A > 0 such that {u > 0} = {u > A}
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In what follows, we prove continuity of u in Bpg,. First, we recall that I, x uP is Holder
continuous by Lemma [3.2] and is radially nonincreasing, since u is radially nonincreasing.
Next, we define the quantities

(3.17) A= lim u(r), ~=u(0).

r—R,
Note that A, defined in (3.14)), is the unique minimum of the function f defined by
(3.18) f&)=t*P 1177 (t € (0,400)).

To prove the continuity of u, as we will see shortly, it is enough to prove that A > A,. To this
aim, we split the proof into two steps.

STEP 1: 7 > A.. Assume by contradiction that v < A,. Since u is radially nonincreasing,
u(r) <\, for every r € (0, R,). Furthermore, since the function f(t) = t>7? 41977 is decreasing
in the interval (0, \.], we deduce that f(u(r)) is non decreasing in (0, R,). Thus, from the
equality f(u(r)) = (I, * uP)(r) and monotonicity of I, * u?, and injectivity of f (or strict
monotonicity of f) the function u must be constant inside the support. Namely, u(z) =
YXBg. (x) and, from (3.10)),

(3.19) VTP AP = AP XBr, in Bg,.
In fact, I, * xB,. can be written in terms of the Gauss Hypergeometric function as

_ TN —a)/2)Re (_g N—-a N, |93|2>
220(1+a/2)T(N/2)> '\ 27 2 2" R2)’

which is never a constant for o € (0, N). We have therefore proved that v > A,.

(3.20) (Lo * XB5. ) (%)

STEP 2: A > \,. Assume that A\ < \,. First of all, we notice that u can not be continuous
in (0, R.). As a matter of fact, if u is continuous, since by Step 1 we have that A, € (\,7), the
value A, is achieved by w. Namely, there exists 7 € (0, R.) such that u(7) = .. Arguing as
before, since u(r) is nonincreasing, f is decreasing in [\, \.], and (I, * u?)(r) is nonincreasing.
We infer that u(r) is constant for every r € [7, R.). However, this implies that

A= lim u(r) =u(r) =\,
r—R,
which is a contradiction.

Next, we show that if 7’ is a discontinuity point of u(r), we must have that u(r’) € [\, A
Indeed, by (3.12)), if u(r’) = L € (A, ~] then for every e > 0 sufficiently small there exists § > 0
such that u(r) > L — € for every r € (' — 6,7 4+ §). In particular, if we choose € such that
L — € > A, we deduce that u((r’ — d,r" +0)) C (A, 7). But in this interval the function f is
invertible with continuous inverse. Then,

u(r) = f’l((Ia * up)(r)) Vre (r' —o,7" +9),

which in particular implies continuity of u at r’ and this is a contradiction.

Next, in view of monotonicity of u(r), we conclude that u([r’, R.)) C [A\, As]. Then, since in
[A, A\ the function f is decreasing, again monotonicity of u implies that u(r) = A for every
r € [r',R.]. Finally, it remains to prove that this is not possible and this will imply that
A >

Since we have assumed that u(r) is nonincreasing and constant in [r/, R,], there exists A\; > A
such that

(3.21) u? = XNXp,. + ¢+ (AN = N)xs,,

where ¢ is a radially nonincreasing function such that ¢(r) = 0 if » > /. Thus, by combining

(3.10) with (3.21)) we obtain the equality
(3.22) NP4 XTP = N (I, % xp, ) (1) + (A = M) (In % xB,)(r) + (Ia x 9)(r) Vre (r,R.).
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However, again by (3.20)), the right hand side of (3.22) is decreasing in (R, — €, R,) for some
€ > 0 small enough and this contradicts (3.22)).

We have therefore proved that A > A,. Then on the set [\, 00) the function f has an inverse
S~ [, 00) = [As, 0), where we denote A, := f(\.). We conclude that

(3.23) u= f1(I,*u") in Bg,.

To prove that the desired Holder exponent given by we consider two different cases.
Case a): A > \.. In this case f is a Lipschitz function with Lipschitz inverse in the set
w(Bg.) = {u(z) : © € Bg. }

and by Lemmawe have u = f~1(I, * u?) € C%"(Bg,) for every 7 € (0, min {1, a}).
Case b): A = )\,. In this case, let’s notice that f”()\.) = p(q — p)?A?7P~2 > 0, which means
that if € > 0 is small enough, the following expansion holds

(324) (1) = fOu) + %f”()\*)(t A2 o((E= M) VEE (A — e At o).

Let f~! be the inverse of f on [A,,00). Then, if for s > A, we set t := f~!(s), by (3.24) we
obtain

OO e A )| A — ] _ 2
lim T = lim T = m )
soat A =8| L) (E = A2 4ot —A)22 V)

which proves that f~! is Holder continuous of order 1/2. Then using Lemma we obtain

u= f1(I, xuP) € C%3(Bpg,) for every 7 € (0,min {1,a}). O

Remark 3.1. Although the above discussion about the regularity depends on the jump A of
1/(a-2)

the solution near the boundary of the support, compared with A\, = Z’%ﬁ . Numerical

experiments suggests that \ is always strictly larger than A, as show in Figure [3.1], although
the difference becomes smaller for smaller a.

3 T T
—a=0.45
281 ——a=0.60 |
ol a=0.75 |
—a=0.90
151
-05 : : : : :
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6

FIGURE 2. The jump near the boundary compared with A*(the dashed line) in
one dimension with p = 2.5, ¢ = 4 and different «.

Finally, similarly to |10, Theorem 10] we show that nonnegative solutions of (IF]) are smooth
inside the support.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that p > 2 and q > J%LJFZ. Let uw € L* N LYRY) be a nonnegative radial
nonincreasing solution of ([F|). Then u € C'* inside its support.
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Proof. Assume first that 0 < a < 2. As in Lemma 3-3] denote by Bp, = {u>0}. Let
r € Bp, and B be a ball centered at x, such that B C Bp.. By Lemma [3.2, we know that
I, xu? € CO%7(RY) for every 7 € (0, min{c, 1}). Then, as in the proof of Lemma

(3.25) u= (I, *uP),

where f~! is the inverse of f on [\, 00). In particular, since in B the function u is away from
A if p > 2 (respectively from 0 if p = 2), then u (and so u”) has the regularity of I, % u”.
Namely, u? € C%(B) for every 7 € (0,min{a,1}). Then, [30, Theorem 1.1, Corollary 3.5
yields I, xu? € C¥7+%(B ;) for every 7 € (0, min{a, 1}), provided that 7+ « is not an integer.
Here by B/, we denoted the ball centered at x with half of the radius of B, and as usual,
COmte = 07" with 7+ a = 7' + 4" and 7/ is the largest integer less or equal than 7 + a.
Hence, again by , we conclude that u has the regularity of I, xu”. By iterating the above
argument, for every k € N we can find j € N such that 7 4+ ja is non integer and bigger than
k. This proves that u € C*(B,; /2i). Since x was arbitrary, this implies that u is smooth inside
its support.

If 2 < a < N we can argue again similarly to the proof of [10, Theorem 10]. O
3.2. Support estimates for p > 2. The following two statements follow from estimates in
Proposition 2.1}

Corollary 3.3. Let p > 2 and ¢ > 2p. Let u € L*(RY) N LYRY) be a nonnegative radial
nonincreasing solution of (I'F)) and R, be the radius of the support of w. Then R, — +00 as
a — 0.

Proof. By combining the Nehari identity (1.7)) and Pohozaev identity P(u) = 0, we get
(N + a)q — 2pN

3.26 5= a
(3.26) Jull = T
As a result, the minimal energy can also be represented using ||ul|,, that is,
: a(g —2)
(3.27) 7. = ik, B(0) = Bw) = 5ol

In what follows we will write o, = o.(«) stressing the dependence on «. Moreover, by the
monotonicity of u(|z|) in |z|,

(3.28) Jullg < u(0)| B .
Evaluating the governing equation at 0, we estimate

(3.29) u??(0) < u?P(0) + uP(0) = (I, * u”)(0),
from which

1

“p<y>|y!“Ndy) <5 (0) (Aaon Z) "7

o)< (U 0)75 = (4,

Ry

where wy is the surface area of the unit sphere in RY. The previous inequality leads to the

bound
u(0) < (AQWN%>E :
This estimate, when combined with (3.28]), turns the relation (3.27)) into

2¢(Np — N — a) (AawN) “r (o)

@q
RI” >
- alqg—2) a
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Next, if we consider 6, = 0,(«) defined as in (2.10]), we have that

q—2p
. q(p — 1)> 2(p—D+q—2p < q—2p 1)
3.31 lim 0,(a) = (L2~ a2z 1Y)
(8:81) 20 (q—2p 2qp—1) ¢

Furthermore, under our assumptions on p and ¢, we have lim,_,o 2pf,(a) = 2p6, > 1. Moreover,
from ([3.30) we deduce that
(3.32)
__2an)  79¢(Np— N —a)\ @ e 2w [ A ~ N2 (o (@) T 25
2 ) () T (ot
(g—2) a a
Since lim, o A, = wy', it remains to prove that lim, ,oa lo.(a) = co. To do so, from

(2.13), (3.30) and Proposition [2.1] we infer
tim 2@ _ O ( N 27’9*(0‘)) QNS

a—=0 N ao—=0\ N+« Qg}V¢np,q

)

z

(3.33)

where in the last equality we used that

. N 2pb.(a)
lim
N + « %N,a,p,q

>:2p9_*>1.

a—0

This concludes the proof. O

Corollary 3.4. Let p > 2. Let u € L*(RY) N LY(RY) be a nonnegative radial nonincreasing
solution of ([F|) and R, be the radius of the support of u. Then, R, — 0 as « — N.

Proof. By combining (3.27)), Lemma with the monotonicity of u we obtain that

q—p #2(Np—N—a)qa N
S(19—2) alg—2) ()

Furthermore, by combining Proposition [2.1] with (2.13)) we conclude that lim,x o.(a) = 0.
Thus the conclusion follows in view of ([3.34]). U

(3.34) | Bg,

3.3. Gradient estimates for p < 2. In the rest of the section we consider the case % <

p < 2. Recall that in this case nonnegative radial nonincreasing solutions u € L?(RY)N L¢(RY)
of (TF]) are supported on RY. Our aim is to show that Vu € L?(RY; RY).

Note that for a > 1 the gradient VI, x u? is well defined, while for 0 < o < 1 it becomes a
singular integral and is defined via the Cauchy principal value, namely

(VI,) *uP, a>1,
[Vl =y Ml - @)y, 0<a<1,
R

cf. |10, eq. (1.2)]. Recall the following result from [10, Lemma 1].

(3.35) V(L % uP) =

Lemma 3.5. Assume that u > 0 and u? € L*(RY) N L®°(RY). Then
(i) If 0 < o < N, then I, xu? € L=(RY).
(ii) If 0 < a < 1 and u? € COV(RY) with v € (1 —a, 1), orif 1 < a < N then V(I *uF) €
L®(RN), d.e., I, xuP € WH(RY).

Using the estimates of Lemma , we first show that positive solutions of (IF]) are globally
Lipschitz.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that 2% < p <2 and ¢ > 2. Let u € L*(RY) N LYRY) be a positive
radial nonincreasing solution of (I'F)). Then I, x u? € WH°(RY) and u € WL°(RY).
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Proof. By Lemma 2.2 and Lemma [3.2] we know that Supp(u) = RY and u? € L=(RY).

If 1 <a < N we can apply Lemma to conclude that I, * u? € WH(RY). Next, since
Supp(u) = R, u satisfies the equivalent governing equation

(3.36) WP 4 u?? = I, xu” in RY.

Finally, as we have already noticed in the proof of Lemma , the function f(t) = t>P + 4P
has a differentiable inverse on (0,+00) under our assumptions on p and ¢q. From (3.36) we
conclude that u € W1 (RY).

If 0 < @ <1 then Lemma yields that I, x u? € C%7(RY) for every 7 € (0,«). Thus,
again from , the differentiability of the inverse f~! on (0, +o0c) and the boundedness of
u, we infer u € CO7(RY) for every 7 € (0,a). In particular, if 1/2 < a < 1 we can ensure
that 7 > 1 — «, and hence I, * u? € WH*(RY) by Lemma . Then, arguing as before,
u € WHe(RY). For 0 < a < 1/2, on the other hand, we need to use bootstrapping argument.
Let us fix n € N, n > 2 such that n%l <a< % and let us choose 7 > 0 small enough such
that 7+ na < 1 (note that this is possible because of the definition of n). Then, we define
Tp := T+ (n — 1)a. Then, by Eq. together with the locally Lipschitz continuity of the
inverse of f, we can apply [31, Proposition 2.8] n—times to conclude that I, *u? € C%™n+1(RY),
By our choice of n, we have the two sided inequality 1 — a < 7,11 < 1. Hence, by Eq.
again, we deduce that u (and in particular u?) belongs to C%™+1(RY). To conclude, by Lemma
we conclude that I, xu? € W*°(R"Y), and that u has the same regularity. Finally, if « = 1
it is sufficient to start the the above iterations with 7 — €, for some € > 0 small enough such

that 1 —a <71 —e< 1. O

Next we show that positive solutions are actually arbitrarily smooth.

Lemma 3.7. Assume that ¢ < p <2 and ¢ > %. Let u € L*(RY) N LY(RY) be a positive
radial nonincreasing solution of (TF). Then, u € C*(RY).

Proof. This follows from Eq. (3.36)) as in the proof of Lemma (3.4} O

Next we establish a gradient estimate on the nonnegative solutions of (TF).

Lemma 3.8. Assume that X2 < p < 2 and ¢ > %. Let u € L*RY) N LYRYN) be

a nonnegative radial nonincreasing solution of (TF). Then, Vu € LY(RY). In particular,
u e HY(RY).

Proof. Assume first that 1 < o < N. From the expression in Eq. (3.35]), we deduce that

B37) V(o)) < [ (9o = g | )y
wwly) (N—a)AaIIUI\£+O< 1 )

y|N—a+1 o |x|N—o<+1 |x’N—a+1

< (N—a)Aa/

RN |I_

for |z| sufficiently large. Note also that the inverse f~! is differentiable on (0, +00) and

(3.38) (F71)(t) = t55 + o(t5) ast— 0F.
Hence, by using the chain rule in (3.36), Lemma [3.1] (3.37) and (3.38), we infer
1
(3.39) V(@) = |(F7) ((Ta * ) (2)) V(Lo * uP) (2)] < as |z| — +oo.

Combining Lemma [3.6| with (3.39) yields Vu € L*(RY) N L>=(RY) which concludes the proof.
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Assume now that a € (0,1]. From ([3.35)), arguing as in 7, Lemma 2.2] we have

sy Ve soaa ([ WWoRl [ )

= Il +IQ

First we note that, since a € (0, 1], for every € € (0, N), I can be estimated as

u”(y) u”(y)
lz—y|>1 Y |lz—y[>1 Y

uP(y) ]l ( 1 )
< —dy = ) ,
/RN |z —y[Ne |z Ne E
where for the last equality we used the decay estimate (3.1) on u established in Lemma .

Letus fix 0 < £ < %. Since V (I, *uP) € L>=(RY), by applying the gradient operator
to both sides of Eq. (3.36)) we deduce that

(3.42) Va(@)| S [(f7) (Lo w?)(@)] S ﬁ as || = 400,

o]
where for the last inequality we used Corollary and Eq. (3.38).
Next, we estimate I;. By combining Eq. (3.42)) with Lemma [3.1| we conclude that

dy

1|z —y[Ne

(343) I, < HW”HLw(BI(m)/
|z—y|<

_ 1
S Hup 1VUHL°°(B1(x)) 5 2(N—a)(p—1) as |IB‘ — +00.
T
Then, if 2(N+)£p_l) < N — &, combining together Eq. (3.41]) with Eq. (3.43)) yields
1 1
(3.44) V(I *uP) < ey T T as |z| — +o0.
|x| 2—p |ZL‘|

On the other hand, if 2(N+)ép_1) > N — &, by the same argument it follows that

1
V(I *xuP) < Phe as |z| = 400
which in turn implies that
1
Vu(x)| < | |(N*§)<P*1)+N—5 as |x| — +oo.
€T —p

Then, by the choice of € we conclude that Vu € L'(R"). However, if Eq. (3.44) holds, we can
improve the inequality (3.42)) to

(3.45) V()] € —e

3(N=a)(p—1)
x|

as |x| — +oo.

Then, we can iterate this argument, until we find the first positive integer k£ such that
2E(N —a)(p—1)
2—p

>N —¢.

In this way we obtain that

1

o

which again implies Vu € LY(RY) by the choice of &. OJ

Vu(x)| < as |x| — +oo,
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4. LIMIT PROFILES FOR THE CHOQUARD EQUATION

N+a

Throughout this section we assume that & +O‘ <p< and ¢ > 2N p As already high-

lighted in the Introduction, the rescaling u(x ) = 4—2w(€ a<q*2>x) converts the Choquard
problem ({F.]) into the equation

(4.1) —"Au+u + [u|T?u = (I * [uf?)|ufP?u  in RY,
where we denoted v := W. Notice that:
. : 2p+a
(i) v>0iff g <2372,
(i7) v < 0 iff ¢ > 22§I5

The energy that corresponds to the rescaled equation (4.1)) is given by
1

1 1 1
4.2 L(u) = & 2de + = 2d ‘/ 9dr — —Do(|ul?, [ul?
(42)  Jew) =3¢ /RN|W| x+2/RN\U| Tt RN|“| 7= g Dallul”. [ul?),

and its Pohozaev functional is defined by

N -2 N
(4.3) P-(u) = 5 5/ |Vu|2d$—|——/ |ul da:+—/ |u|?dx — ;Q Do (|ul?, |ul?).

We note that

g(N+a)—2Np

(4.4) Je(u) =¢ @2 T (w),

where Z.(w) is the Choquard energy defined in (1.1)). Following [28], we consider the rescaled
minimization problem

(4.5) o = ulenggg T (u),
where Pohozaev manifold &2 is defined as 2. = {u € H'(RY) N LY(RY),u # 0 : P.(u) = 0}.

Given ¢ > 0, let w. € H'(RY) n LY(RY) N C*(RY) be a positive, radial, monotonlcally
decreasing ground state solution of (see Theorem [L.1)). Define

2p—
(4.6) us(z) == e Trw, (e At z).
Then u. € &, and J.(u.) = 0., that is u. is the minimizer of (4.5)) and a positive ground state

solution of the rescaled equation (4.1)), see [2§].

In this section we shall prove Theorem [1.4] which states that u. converges as ¢ — 400 and
v < 0 (respectively as ¢ — 0 and v > 0) to a nonnegative radial nonincreasing ground state
solution u, € L*(RY) N LY(RY) of the Thomas-Fermi equation (TF)), constructed in Lemma
from a maximizer in Theorem [1.2] Recall that E(u.) = 0., where

N+a

0. « N
(4.7) 0. = inf E(u) = oz(2Np)% < ) CNapa

N+«
as described in (3.20). The essential step in our proof of convergence is to show that 0. — o.,.

In what follows we shall only consider the case € - +o0 and v < 0, i.e., ¢ > 2221’ij‘. The
arguments in the case ¢ — 0 and v > 0 are very similar.

First we study the easier case when the ground state solution u, € D*(RY), where for N > 3
we denote DY (RY) = {u € LY (RY) © ||Vl < oco}. In particular, u, € DY(RY) if p < 2, as
proved in Lemma |3.8]

Lemma 4.1. Assume 232 < p < 22 and ¢ > 22p+a If u, € DYRY) then (1) 0. > o, and
(2) 0. — o, ass—>+oo
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Proof. Let u. € &, be the minimizer of the problem inf J.(u) such that J(u.) = o.. Then,

ueP.
P(ue) = Pe(ue) — (¥) e’||Vu.||2 < 0.
Let we4(z) := u. (%), then we obtain
(18) Pluee) = gl + el — FE D ),

and P(w. 1) = P(u.) < 0. On the other hand, the dependence of ¢ of various terms in Eq. (4.8)
implies that P(w.,) is positive if £ > 0 is small. Therefore, by the continuity of ¢ — P(w.+),
there exists t. € (0, 1) such that P(w., ) = 0 and hence w.; € &. Consequently,

atN+e

2Np
= J:(u) = o,

which proves the first part of the statement.

Now, let u, be the ground state solution for (T'F) obtained in Lemma 2.3 Then, by the
assumption u, € DY(RY),

«

2Np

EV
0. < E(w57ts) = Do (|uel?, Juc|”) < Do (|ue|”, [ucl?) + NHVUEHS

(4.9)

(N —2)e”
——IVuds >0

Define the rescaled function w;(z) := u, (%). Then P.(w;), expressed in term of u, as

(4.10) P.(u,) =

.l Mol
2 q

as t — 4o00. This implies the existence of . > 1 such that P.(w;.) = 0. In particular, ¢, — 1
because

Po(wn) = N=2e4N2| Vi, |2 4+ NV (’ ) NN, (a7 Jus]?) < o0,

9 q _
N (HUSHQ + H“;Hq) + N2 2€UHVU*H§
252 Da(fual?, [ua?)

Now, from €¥ — 0 and t. — 1 as ¢ — +00, we conclude that

0. < 7. (. ()

—1 ase— +oo.

1< (t.)* <

= SNV + G (Il + ) = S Dalful ) = Bu) = o

The assertion about the convergence o. — o, now follows by combining (4.9) with (4.11). O

Next we show that 0. — o, as ¢ — 400 without assuming that u, € DY(RY). In fact, in the
case p > 2 it is expected that u, ¢ DY(RY), as e.g. follows from Holder estimates in Lemma

B3
Lemma 4.2. Assume % <p< ygandq> 222}?5

such that e, — oo and 0 < 0., — o, — 0, as k — oo.

N+«

. Then there exists a sequence (£x)gen

Proof. 1f p < 2 then the assertion follows by combining Lemma with Lemma [4.1]

Assume that p > 2. Again, if the ground state solution u, of (TF]) constructed in Lemma
belongs to D'(RY) we conclude by Lemma [4.1} If not, (for example for p > 2), we argue
as follows.

First note that arguing as in in the first part of the proof of Lemma we conclude that
0. > 0,. It remains then to prove that 0. — o, by constructing an sequence of approximate
minimizers of J. from w,, which is achieved by truncating u. (to avoid the singularity near the
boundary) on a length scale s depending on ¢.
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Given s > 0 small, we introduce the cut-off function n, € C°(RY) such that ny(x) = 1 for
2] < R, —5,0 <ns(z) <1for R, —s < |z| < R,—3, ns(x) = 0 for [z| > R, — 5. Furthermore,
n,(z)] < % and |n(z)] > 5 for R, — ¥ < |z| < R, — 2. Set

Us(@) = ns(z)u(z).
By the definition of 7, since u, € L*°(RY) and it is supported in Bp,, for every 1 < r < oo
we have

@) [ e -l - [ (@) (1 = (@)

Ry—s<|z|<R«

=0(s),

< HU*HIZ;(RN)|ARFS,R*

where |Ag, s .| is the volume of By, \ Bg,_s. Further, by combining the Hardy-Littlewood—
Sobolev inequality with (4.12), we obtain

0 < Dalfual”, Jual?) = Dallsl”, [04]7) = Dallual” + [0ol?, [l = [4]7)
< Ol + 97| g fJu? — w2 . = O (55

N+

To summarise, the following holds:

(413) Da(’wslpa |¢s|p) - Da(‘u*|p7 |u*|p) - O<Sl\gxfa)7
(4.14) 191§ = llusll§ = OC(s),
(4.15) [9sllz = llusllz — OC(s),

and we recall (see Section[1.3) that here O(s) denotes a nonnegative function such that O(s) <
C's for every s > 0 small enough and for a constant C' > 0 independent of s.

Note that by Lemma , the function v, is smooth and, since u, ¢ D'(RY), the quantity
V45|53 blow up as s — 07. In particular, there exists a decreasing sequence (sy), converging
to zero such that ||V, ||3 diverges monotonically to infinity. Hence, we can define a piece-
wise linear, monotonically increasing, continuous function f : Ry — R, such that f(0) = 0,
lim,_o+ f (%) = +o00 and

f(2) = Ivuals

We are going to describe a way we can control the rate of blow up of f(i) in terms of the
quantities in f.

In what follows the parameter s, will be defined as a function of €, so that f(1/s;) =
| V15, ||3 blows up at a slower rate than e,”, to ensure the convergence o., — o.. To do this,
we set

1
(416) Sk ‘—

glex)’

where g : Ry — R, is a suitable function such that lim._, ., g(¢) = +00, to be chosen later.
Then for all sufficiently large k& we have

Ve 1 |13 = f(g(er)) / +oo as k — +oo.

g(eg)

For the sake of notation simplicity we further denote

Ve = Y1
Combining together (4.13)), (4.14]) with (4.15]), we have that

N -2 SN
aim Pal) = (5 ) el + P -0 (75) + 0 () ).
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We claim that P., (¢.,-1) > 0 for a suitable choice of the function g when k is sufficiently
large. Indeed, if g satisfies the condition

(4.18) im g(e)e"f(g(e)) = +oo,
from (4.17)) we obtain that

N-2\ ,
Pt 2 (V52 Vvl - 0 (55)

- (M52 etrtaten) - 0 () > .

provided that k is large enough. Next, the equality
P., (v0(2)) =
[ l3 e
= SV N ( s e | S R Da (P )

(4.19)

implies that
(4.20) lim P, (v.1(3)) = —o0.

Thus, by combining (4.19) with , for every k sufficiently large there exists ¢., > 1 such
that

(.21 P (v () =0
In particular, by using (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15), if g satisfies the second condition
(422 lim < S (gle) =,

we then can conclude that ¢,, — 1, since

43 1eprg” (Sl I3+ Ll lg) + 252229, 13
. < < =
g N, ([t P, [t P)
To summarise, to deduce (4.19) and (4.23)) we need to construct a function g that satisfies:
(7) Time 40 27 £(g(2)) = 0
(i2) lime, o0 g()e” f(g(e)) = +oo.
The existence of such function g is guaranteed by Lemma in the Appendix. Moreover,

< T (0 ()
(4.24) IN=2

—1 ask — +oo.

N+«

V 1 1
LIV 3+t (ywskln% T 5||¢Ekl||g> — B Dy ([ P, [ P)-

Finally, in view of (4.13)), (4.14), (4.15), (4.22)) and since t., — 1, the right hand side of -
converges to o, as k — oo. This implies that 0., — o0, as k: — +00.

Once the convergence of o. towards o, is proved, we can show that the term &”||Vu.|3 also
vanishes in the same limit.

Corollary 4.1. Assume that N+a <p< ]]\(ﬁg‘ and q > 22p+a. Then there exists a sequence

€r)ren and a sequence of gmund states (u., ) of (P.,) such that gr — 00 and
k k

¥V, [|5 =0 as k — +oo.
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Proof. Arguing as in the first part of Lemma , there exists t. € (0, 1) such that us(ti) S
Now, let’s consider the sequence (%, )i, corresponding to the sequence (g ) in Lemma We
first prove that, up to a subsequence, t., — 1 as k — +oo. Since (., )x is bounded, up to a
subsequence t., — to € [0,1]. Assume by contradiction that ¢y < 1. Then

OétN+a

7. < B (e, (&) ) = g Dallue, . e )

N+ao 4N+« N+o
<t T (ue,) = U, Y0, =ty Yow < o,

(4.25)

a contradiction. Therefore, we have proved that t., — 1 and furthermore,

ey «
‘75k(u5k) = EkHvu%Hg + m'Da(’usk’p, |u5k|p> 7 Ox.

In particular, (7| Vue,|13)k, (Dalue,|?, |u,|?)), are bounded sequences and the same holds for
(||te, ||2),, and (||te,||q),- Therefore, by combining the equation

0= 5 e, 13 + 5t e 1§ — 225 Dafue, P, Jue, |P)

2 e I3 | lluellg N+a) (;N+a
= -85 stkll%N(téi—D( 5t ) T T = DDalua e ),

with boundedness of the above sequences and ., — 1, we obtain limy_, 1o, €¥||Vu,, |2 =0. O
Proof of Theorem[I.} By Lemma[1.2]and Corollary[4.1] there exists a sequence (), such that
(ug, (x/t.,)) C & is a bounded radially nonincreasing minimizing sequence for the functional
E. Then, if we set v.,(z) := u.,(z/t.,), by arguing as in the proof of Lemma [2.1], there exists
v € LN LY(RY) such that

v, — 0 in L*(RY), Vs € (2,q),

v, = ¥ ae. in RY,

We claim that © € &. Indeed, assume by contradiction that P(v) # 0. Since (v, )k is a
minimizing sequence for o,, by the nonlocal Brezis—Lieb Lemma [29, Proposition 4.7] we derive

(4.26) Do (P 0P ) = Dy (vP,0P) = —=o0,,

E) ek

and by the weak lower semi-continuity of the norms we have P(v) < 0. Furthermore, it is easy
to see that there exists to € (0, 1) such that v(z/tg) € &2. However this implies that

O (et 5z ) = OO (o9, 7) < D (0P 5P) = o
QNp a 0/) » 0 2Np o ) 2Np o ) *

that is a contradiction. Hence v € Z.
Consequently, combining the standard Brezis—Lieb lemma with (4.26|) yields

g. < E(v(z/ty)) =

. L (v = 0l3 s — ol

pu— pu— > .

T kETOOE(UEk) E(U> + ksgr—i{loo ( 2 + q = O

This proves that E(9) = o, and (v, ), converges to v in L?*(RY) N LI(RY), i.e. v is a ground

state solution of (IF]). Finally, from ¢., — 1 we further conclude that (u., ) converges to v as
)

well, and v solves ( U

5. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATIONS OF THE OPTIMISERS

In this section numerical approximations of the optimizers will be briefly discussed, comple-
menting the theoretical results presented above. In general it is difficult to find solutions to
nonlinear equations directly, while ground states as the limits of associated evolution equations
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are much easier to deal with. For instance, one might look for ground states to (IF]) by looking
at solutions of the parabolic flow

wg = (I * |ulP)|ulPu — u — |u|??u,

or gradient (ascent) flow associated with the Rayleigh quotient R,(u). However, the corre-
sponding solutions usually become singular (concentrating at one point) or zero (and spreading
on the whole space). Instead, we consider the alternative equation

(5.1) wy = A1) (Lo * |ulP) [uP~?u — u — |u|??u,

where the weight A\(¢) is chosen to make sure that the total interaction energy D, (|u|?, |u|P) is
conserved. In other words, the condition that 0 = 4D, (|ul?, |[u[?) implies

1
A(t) = [/(Ia * |u]p)2|u]2p2d:r;] /Ia  [ulP(|ulP + |u|Pt7?)da.

Therefore, with fixed (and conserved) D, (|u|?, |u|P), at t goes to infinity, the corresponding

solution becomes stationary and A(t) converges to A\(oco). This stationary solution can then be
normalized to a solution of (IF]).

As usual, the main computational bottleneck in solving Eq. (5.1]) lies in the evaluation of
the Riesz potential I, x p for some function p. When p(z) = p(]z|) is assumed to be radially
symmetric, so is I, * p(z), and

Lot = Ao [ o=y ple)dy
RN

= Ay (N — Dwy_1 / sV 1p(s) / (12 4+ 5% — 2rscos 0) @ N)/25inN =2 9dhds,
0 0

where r = |z| and wy is the surface area of the unit ball in RY. In terms of the Gauss
hypergeometric function, the previous double integral can be simplified, so that I, * p(x)
becomes

21—041’1( N—«a

Tardy J, ¢

2

N—a N—a 1N 428
(5.2) c O‘+§; Le )ds.

14 27 (12 + 572
At any r = |z|, the evaluation of this Riesz potential is essentially reduced to a numerical
quadrature, although the integral in (5.2)) becomes singular around r = s for a € (0, 1] (but

still integrable for smooth function p). In three dimension, the Riesz potential can be simplified
using the fact that

™ (r48)* 1—|r—s|*~1 1
/ (r? 4 s — 2rscos 0) /2 sin 0df = { rs(a—1) ’ a7l
0

1 —In |r—
n(r+s)—In|r s|’ a=1
rs

All the examples shown in this paper are in one or three dimensions only, while the computation
in general dimension using (5.2)) is less accurate, because of the double integral involved and
the evaluation of 9 F} in the integrand.

If the optimizer is supported on a finite domain (i.e., p > 2), the numerical quadrature can
be performed using standard techniques. When the computational domain is large enough, the
support of the solution will be selected automatically by the evolution equation . When
the optimizer is supported on the whole space (i.e., p < 2), the solution is expressed on a
non-uniform mesh, and the expected algebraic decay rate O(|z|~V~%/(2=P)) of the optimizers
proved in Corollary 3.1 can be used as a boundary condition at infinity, to improve the accuracy
of the integral in by taking into the contribution for s € [L,c0) with a computational
domain [0, L].

The optimizer for p =4 > 2, = 2.5 and ¢ = 8 in three dimension is shown in Fig. [3] which
is discontinuous on the boundary of the support.
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F1GURE 3. The optimiser for p = 4, « = 2.5 and ¢ = 8 in three dimension, which
is expected to be compactly supported.

For p = 1.5, « = 1 and ¢ = 2.5 in three dimension, the optimiser is plotted in Fig[4 This
solution coincides with the explicit family with parameters specified in Eq. (1.12), with the
expected algebraic decay rate O (|z|~(V=)/(=p).

F1GURE 4. The ground state or optimiser for p = 1.5 <2, =1 and ¢ = 2.5 in
three dimension, bot near the origin or away from the origin.

6. CONCLUSION AND OPEN QUESTIONS

In this paper, a special class of Thomas—Fermi type problem was studied, that appears
as a limit regime for the Choquard equations with local repulsion. The associated governing
equation (T'F') was shown to have ground state solutions that correspond to sharp optimizers of
a quotient involving the interaction energy and classical Banach norms. Regularity properties
and other qualitative information of solutions to this governing equations were investigated.
The convergence of ground states of the original Choquard equation in the relevant regimes to
a ground state of Thomas—Fermi equation was also proved.

Below we list several open questions related to the results in the present work.

6.1. Uniqueness. The uniqueness of the ground state of (T'F') beyond the case p = 2 and o < 2
studied in [8,/11,|12,20] seems to be open at present. If the uniqueness in the case p < 2 is
known this would imply that (1.14]) provides a sharp constant rather than an upper bound, see
Remark .2
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6.2. Sharp regularity. Numerical experiments suggests that for p > 2 the jump near the bound-
ary A is always strictly larger than \, = (2’%}3)1/ (@=2) " see Remark If established analyt-
ically, this would also rule out the second option in the regularity estimate implying
that Holder regularity of the ground state near the boundary of the support is always of order
7 € (0,min {o, 1}).

6.3. Limit profiles as « — 0 and « — N. The fact that the (normalised) sharp constant €. .4
approaches 1 in the two limiting cases as a approaches 0 or N, see , suggests that after
a rescaling ground states of (T'F') converge to characteristic functions over a ball. However,
numerical experiments indicate that the limits become singular because ground states becomes
degenerate or singular. It would be interesting to investigate (singular) limits of the ground
states of (T'F') as @« — 0 and a — N analytically.

2(N+2)
N+1

APPENDIX A. ESTIMATE ON 6y q,,4 FOR p = 222 AND ¢ =

Here we evaluate the estimate ((1.13)) on € 4 p, associated with the one-parameter solutions
of (T'F) discussed in Remark First using the surface area 27/2/T'(N/2) of the unit sphere
in RN, we have for d > N/2 the following special integral,

N/2 00 N/2 _
/ (1 + |o?)tde = 2T / PN 42y dgy = T DA N/2)
0 I'(d)

This implies that for the solution v(z) = (1 + |z[?)~"*+2/2 with p = (N + a +2)/(N + 1) and
q=2(N+2)/(N+1),

aN2T(N/2 + 1)
NN+1)

V(N /2 + 2)
(N +2)

lvllz = lollg =

The Riesz potential I, % v? can also be evaluated [18,23] as

s (e) — 2o LV2HUDUN —a)/2) <g  N-a g;_mz)

T(Ntat2)2rv2)> (2 7273
_ o9-l-a (N —a)/2) 2\—1—N/2+a/2 2

and consequently the interaction energy is

['(N —a)/2) N 2
T((N +a+2)/2) /RNG + [2) V(N + afz]?)dx
_ npNIN+a+2) T((N—a)/2)T(N/2+1)
=7 Qa+2 L((N+a)/2+ 1T(N +2)

D, (vP,vF) =271

20(N+1)

m , We obtain

Putting all these together, with § =

D, (vP,vP)
%Napq>Ra(U): A
that) 8 —_ 0 2 1—0
[o]l57 vl

 N(N+a+2) TI'(N-a)/2) ( N+2 T(N+1) )a/N
- /22041 (N 4 2) (N +a)/2+ 1) \2(N + 1) T'(N/2 + 1)

which establishes (1.13]).

Y
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APPENDIX B. A CALCULUS LEMMA

Here we prove a technical calculus lemma that was used in the proof of Lemma |4.2|

Lemma B.1. For every v < 0, and for every continuous and strictly monotone increasing
function [ : Ry — Ry such that f(0) = 0, lim._,  f(g) = +o0, there exists a continuous
function g : R, — R such that

(B.1) img(e) = +oo,
(B.2) im "f(g(e)) =0,
(B.3) lim g(e)e"f(g(€)) = +oo.

Proof. Let H be the function defined by

(B.4) H(e) = min {log(s), ft (1;:;(1;)) } , fore>e v,

where f~!: R, — R, is the inverse of f. Clearly,
(B.5) lim H(e) = +oo.

£——+00

Note that such H is continuous and monotone increasing since both 4/ f *1(%) and log(e)

. ) : . 1
are continuous and monotone increasing functions for € > e~v. Hence, we define g as follows:

gfl/

(B.6) g(e) == (H(E)) for e > e v,

and we extend to a continuous nonnegative function defined on R,. Note that from (B.4)),
monotonicity and unboundedness of f~!, we have

gle) = [ ( :

—v

>—>+oo as € — +00.

log(e)
Hence, (B.1]) holds. Furthermore, from (B.5) we obtain
: y L r
im e f(g(e)) = lim e

which proves (B.2)). Finally, again from (B.4]) and it holds

o160 =757 () > (7 ()

8711
> f—l( )—>+oo, as € — +00,

D=

log(e)

which proves (B.3)). O
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