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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the concentration behaviors of ground states to stationary Mean-field Games
systems (MFGs) with the nonlocal coupling in R”, n > 2. With the mass critical exponent imposed on Riesz
potentials, we first discuss the existence of ground states to potential-free MFGs, which corresponds to
the establishment of Gagliardo-Nirenberg type’s inequality. Next, with the aid of the optimal inequality,
we classify the existence of ground states to stationary MFGs with Hartree-type coupling in terms of the
L'-norm of population density defined by M. In addition, under certain types of coercive potentials, the
asymptotics of ground states to ergodic MFGs with the nonlocal coupling are captured. Moreover, if the
local polynomial expansions are imposed on potentials, we study the refined asymptotic behaviors of ground
states and show that they concentrate on the flattest minima of potentials.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we are concerned with the following ergodic stationary Mean-field Games systems

—Au+HVu)+ A1=V(x)— K, +m, xeR",
Am+V - (mVH(Vu)) =0, x e R”, (1.1)
fR” mdx =M > 0,
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where (m, u, 1) denotes a solution, A is a so-called Lagrange multiplier, V is the potential function and K,
is defined as the Riesz potential satisfying

1
K= with 0 < a < n. (1.2)

|x|n—a'

Here m represents the population density and u is the value function of a typical player. In particular,
Hamiltonian H : R” — R is in general assumed to be convex uniformly and the typical form is

H(p) .= Cylpl”, Iy >1, Cyxg>0. (1.3)
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Correspondingly, the Lagrangian is defined by L(q) := sup,cp:[q - p — H(p)] and if H is given by (1.3), L
can be written as

, 1 1
Lig)=CLlql’. ¥ = % > land C; = V(ycH)liv >0, (1.4)

where y’ is the conjugate number of vy.

Assume H in system (1.1) is given by (1.3) and V(x) has polynomial lower and upper bounds when
|x| is large enough, then Cesaroni and Bernardini [4, 5] studied the existence and concentration of ground
states to (1.1) under the subcritical mass exponent case by using the variational method. Motivated by their
results and our analysis focused on Mean-field Games systems with the local coupling [14], we shall utilize
the variational approach to discuss the existence and asymptotic behaviors of ground states to (1.1) under
the critical mass exponent case, i.e. @« = a* :=n—vy" in (1.2).

1.1 Mean-field Games Theory and Systems

Motivated by the theories of statistical physics, Huang et al. [20] and Lasry et al. [21] in 2007 developed
Mean-field Games theories and proposed a class of coupled PDE systems to describe the differential games
among a huge number of players, which have rich applications in the fields of economics, finance and
management.

The general form of time-dependent Mean-field Games systems reads as

u; = —Au+ HVu) — V(x) — f(m), xeR",t>0,
m; = Am+V - (VH(Vu)m), xeR" >0, (1.5)
u|t=T = uTam|t=0 = mo, X e Rna

where m and u denote the density and the value function, respectively. Here mg represents the initial data of
density and uy is the terminal data of the value function. Now, we give a brief summary of the derivation
of (1.5). Suppose the dynamics of the i-th player satisfies

dXi = —vidt+ V2dBi, X\ =xeR", i=1,---,N, (1.6)

where x' is the initial condition, v! is the velocity and B! represents the Brownian motion. Assume B! for
i=1,---,N are independent and all players are homogeneous, then we have X; fori =1,--- , N follow the

same process and drop “i" in (1.6). On the other hand, each player aims to minimize the following expected
cost:

T
Jy) = Efo [L(y) + V(Xp) + f(m(X)]dt + ur(X7), (1.7)

where L is the Lagrangian, V measures the spatial preference and f is the coupling. Invoking the dynamic
programming principle [2, 3], one can formulate the time-dependent system (1.5) by analyzing the mini-
mization of (1.7). We point out that many results are concentrated on the study of global well-posedness to
(1.5), see [7-9, 13, 16—18].

As stated in [14], the corresponding stationary problem of (1.5) is

—Au+ H(Vu) + A= f(m) + V(x), xeR",
Am+V - (mVH(Vu)) = 0, x € R", (1.8)
fRN mdx =M >0,

where the triple (m, u, 1) denotes the solution, V is the potential function and f is the cost function. There are
also some results concerning the existence and qualitative properties of non-trivial solutions to the stationary
problem (1.8), see [4, 5, 10, 12, 14, 15, 19, 23]. We mention that when the cost f is monotone increasing, as
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shown in [21], the uniqueness of the solution to (1.8) can be in general guaranteed. Whereas, when the cost
f is monotone decreasing and unbounded, the case is delicate and (1.8) may admit many distinct solutions.
In particular, the pioneering work in the study of ground states to stationary Mean-field Games systems
with decreasing cost was finished by Cesaroni and Cirant [10].

We also would like to point out the stationary Mean-field Games systems can be trivialized to nonlinear
v’-Laplacian Schrodinger equations when H is chosen as (1.3). Indeed, Fokker-Planck equation in (1.8) can
be reduced into the following form:

Vm + mCy|Vu' >Vu =0 ae., x€R". (1.9)

1
Similarly as shown [1 1], we define v := m? and obtain from (1.9) and the u-equation in (1.8) that

(1.10)

—pAyy + [fOY) + V(x) = A1 =0, x e R,
fR" Widx=M,v>0, u= (g—H)y_l,

where A,/ is the y’-Laplacian and given by A, v = V- (IVv[Y ~2Vv). It is well-known that nonlinear y’-
Laplacian Schrodinger equation (1.10) admits the following variational structures:

F) = f [ﬁ,Nvlyl + F(v) + l,V(x)vyl dx, (1.11)
Re LY Y

where F(v) denotes the anti-derivative of f (vy/)vy/‘l. In particular, when 7' = 2 and f (v®) = =K, *v* in
(1.10), the equation is the standard nonlinear Schrddinger equation with the Hartree-type aggregation term.

Inspired by the relation between Schrodinger equations and Mean-field Games systems discussed above,
furthermore, the results of Cirant et al. [14] and Bernardini et al. [4, 5], we focus on the existence and
asymptotic behaviors of ground states to (1.1) when @ = n — v’. In particular, Bernardini and Cesaroni
studied the subcritical mass exponent case with a € (n — 7/, n) extensively via the variational method. It is
well-known that system (1.1) admits the following variational structure:

Em,w) = f [mL( - %) + Vm + Fm)| dx, (1.12)

where F(m) := —%(Ka * m)m for m > 0 and F(m) = 0 for m < 0. Here Lagrangian L is defined by

sup (- & - H(p)), m>0,

m

w PER”
L( - _) =10, (m, w) = (0,0), (1.13)
+00, otherwise.

To explain the range of exponent a, we are concerned with the following constrained minimization problem:

eom = Iinf E(m,w), (1.14)

(mwW)eKy
where the admissible set Ky is given by

K := [(mow) € (L'®") 0 WHIER") x L' (®")

s.t.fVm-Vgodx:fw-Vgpdx,VgoEC?’(R"),

f V(x)mdx < +co, mdx=M >0, m>0a.e. } (1.15)
n RV!
with "
q:= ———, foreachy’ < n. (1.16)
n—vy +1



It is straightforward to show that e, » < +c0. Indeed, by choosing (m;, wg) = (ce‘|x|, _XT;;n) with ¢ deter-
mined by ﬁ&" mdx = M and wg = Vmy, then one has (my, wy) € Ky p and E(my, wy) < +oo, which implies
eq.m < +co. Now, we mention that the lower bound @ > n — ¥’ is a necessary condition to guarantee that
eqm > —oo for all M > 0. To clarify this, we find if @ < n — 9/, for any (m, w) € Ky,

E(ng, ws) = —o0asd — 07,

where (/is, ws) is defined as (75, ws) 1= (67m(6~ ' x), D57 1x) e Kao.m and 6 is chosen such that
o fRn m(6~'x)dx = M. Based on the discussion stated above, Bernardini and Cesaroni employed the
direct method and the concentration-compactness approach to investigate the ground states to (1.1) with H
given by (1.3) when « satisfies n —y’ < @ < nin (1.2). In this paper, similarly as the work finished in
[14], we shall study the existence and blow-up behaviors of ground states to (1.1) under the critical mass
exponent case. We also would like to mention that there exists the other critical exponent @ = n — 2y’ from
the restriction of Sobolev embedding Theorem. Next, we state our main results in Subsection 1.2.

Remark 1.1. We would like to mention that, throughout the paper, we shall only consider the case y' < n.
Since when v’ < n, the minimization problem (1.14) will be well-posed for any a € [n — y’,n), where the
relevant discussions are shown in [4, 5].

1.2 Main results

We consider Hamiltonian H satisfies (1.3) and f(m) := —K, * m in (1.8), where K, is the Riesz potential
of order a € [n — 7/, n) defined by K,(x) = In particular, we assume potential V' is locally Holder
continuous and satisfies

L
|x|n—a/ .

(V1). 1nf V) =0< V(x) e LY (RY).

loc

(V2). there exist positive constants C, C, K and b, 6 such that

C(1 + ") < V(x) < CM, vx e R, (1.17a)
Vix+ B}
0<C< YO e for i > K with |y] < 2: (1.17b)
V(x)
sup V(vx) < CV(x) for |x| > K. (1.17¢)
ve[0,1]

(V3). |ZI =0with Z :={x e R"| V(x) = 0}.

With the assumptions shown above, we shall classify the existence of ground states to (1.1) witha = n—7v’
in terms of the total mass of density via the variational method. Compared to the arguments for the existence
of ground states to the Mean-field Games system with a local coupling, one has to control m in some L”
space with the aid of the nonlinearity in (1.12). Motivated by this, we exploit Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev
inequality stated in Appendix A and establish desired estimates.
One of our main goals is to study the attainability of the constrained minimization problem (1.14) with
the critical mass exponent @ = a*, namely,
eorm = Inf  &E@m,w), (1.18)

(mw)eKy

where K, is given in (1.15) and the energy E(m, w) (1.12) is precisely written as

E(m,w) = CLf
R 'm

f MK + m)(x) dx = f f M), g dy.
n Jprn |X =Y
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f V(x)ymdx — % f m(x)(Kqy+ * m)(x)dx (1.19)
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To this end, similarly as discussed in [14], we have to first investigate the Gagliardo-Nirenberg type’s
inequality up to the critical mass exponent, which is

, n—a 2y’ +a—n
Cyp foum|2[ dx)” ( f,mdx)
[,:= inf ( L) i x) (fR " x) , a€n-v,n), (1.20)
(mw)eA Jon mCO)(K # m)(x) dx

where
A= {(m.w) € (L' ®") N WHERM) x L' (®")

s. t. f Vm-Vedx = f w-Vedx,Yy € CO(R"), f IxPmdx < +c0, m >, % 0 ae. }, (1.21)

with ¢ defined as (1.16) and b > 0. It is worthy mentioning that problem (1.20) is scaling invariant under
the scaling (#m(tx), **'w(tx)) for any ¢ > 0 and 8 > 0.

With the help of the conclusions shown in [4], we can prove the existence of minimizers to (1.20) for
any « € (n — v, n). Then, we perform the approximation argument to study the case of @ = n —y’. In fact,
we have

Theorem 1.1. Suppose a = a* :=n—7" in(1.20) and y’ € (1,n), then we have Iy~ is finite and attained by
some minimizer (My+, Wo+) € A. Moreover, we have there exists a classical solution (my, ug+) € WhP(R"™) x
C?(R™), Vp > 1, to the following Mean-field Games systems:

—Au+ CylVul’ — 3= = =K *m, x €R",
Am + CpyV - (m|Vu**Vu) = 0, x €R", (1.22)

w= —CHym|Vu|y_2Vu, fR” mdx = M",
where

M* = 2T,-. (1.23)

In particular, there exists constants c¢; > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that 0 < my+(x) < ¢ Le~e2d,

Theorem 1.1 implies the best constant in (1.20) exists even if @ = o := n — 7’. Next, with the aid
of Theorem 1.1, we are able to study the attainability of e,+ »s and classify the existence of minimizers to
(1.18), which is

Theorem 1.2. Suppose V satisfies assumption (VI1)-(V2) and M* = 2T o+, where Ty~ is shown in (1.23), the
we have the following alternatives:

(i). If0 < M < M*, problem (1.18) admits at least one minimizer (mag, wyr) € WHP(R™) x LP(R"),¥p > 1,
which satisfies for some Ay € R,

—Auy + ClVupl” + Ay = V(x) = Kinyy * ma,
Amyr + CyyV - (mMIVuMly_ZVuM) =0, (1.24)
Wy = —CHymMIVuMIV_ZVuM, JI‘R” mydx =M< M".

(ii). If M > M*, problem (1.18) does not admit any minimizer.

(iii). If M = M* and potential V satisfies (V3) additionally, then there does not exist any minimizer to
problem (1.18).

Remark 1.2. We remark that in case (i), the L™ estimates of m is crucial due to the maximal regularity
properties of Hamilton-Jacobi equations. Following the arguments in [10, 4], we perform the blow-up
analysis to obtain the desired estimates.



Theorem 1.2 indicates that the minimizers to (1.18) do not exist when M is large enough. A natural
question is the behaviors of ground states as M ,” M*, where M* is the existence threshold defined by
(1.23). To explore this, we perform the scaling argument and investigate the convergence to get

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that V(x) satisfies (V1) — (V3) and let (mpr, war) be the minimizer of ey p given in
Theorem 1.2 with O < M < M*. Then, we have

(i).
Epm =€ = (CLf
RV!

(ii). Let {x;} be one of the global minimum points of uy, then dist(x.,Z) — 0 as M/ M*, where
Z ={x e R"| V(x) = 0}. Moreover,

w Y -1

o dex) Y S 0asM S M. (1.25)
mpy

2-y
Ug 1= e Tup(Ex + Xe), Mg = &'mpr(ex + x5), we 1= & wp(ex + xe), (1.26)

satisfies up to a subsequence,

ug — ug in C2 (R"), my = mg in LPR™ Y p € [1,§%), and w, — wq in LIR"), (1.27)

loc

where (mg, wo) is a minimizer of (1.20), and (ugy, mo, wo) satisfies (1.22). In particular, when V satisfies
¢, (max({|x| — Cy,0))? < V(x) < Cy(1 + |xl)’, for some b,Cy > 0. (1.28)
and X, denotes any one of global maximum points of myy, then
fim sup 222 < oo, (1.29)
e

-0t

Theorem 1.3 implies as M~ M*, the ground states to (1.1) concentrate and their basic blow-up behav-
iors are captured by the least energy solution to potential-free Mean-field Games systems with some mild
assumptions imposed on V. Moreover, by imposing some typical local expansions on potential V(x), one
can obtain the refined asymptotics of ground states, which are summarized as

Theorem 1.4. Assume that all conditions in Theorem 1.3 hold and suppose that V has | € N distinct zeros
denoted by {Py, - - - , P;} and there exist a; > 0, gq; > 0 and d > 0 such that

V(x) = ajlx — Pi% + O(lx — P{%™), 0<|x—Pi<d, i=1,--- L
Define
Z:={Pilgi=q, i=1,---,1Y and Zy :={P;|qi € Zand p; = u,i = 1,---, 1},
where q := max{qy,--- ,q;} and yu ;== min{y; | P; € Z,i = 1,--- , I} with
pi = min Hy(y), Hi(y) := f ailx + y¥mo(x)dx, i=1,--- 1.
YER! R”

Let (mg, we, ug) be the sequence given by (1.26) and (mgy, wo, ug) be the limiting solution. Then we have
xg — P; € Zy. Moreover, as M / M*,
Co* M

o _q
q+7’(%)y’+q[1 - ﬂ]w’—q
q9 VY

and
£

(=37

where ey ) and € = gy are given by (1.14) and (1.25), respectively. In particular, up to a subsequence,

-1, (1.30)

Xeg —

P.
L — yo with P; € Zy and Hi(yo) = inf Hi(y) = . (1.31)
Em yeR”

6



Theorem 1.4 demonstrates that under certain types of potentials with the local polynomial expansions,
ground states to (1.1) are localized as M ,” M*, in which the locations converge to the flattest minima of V.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries for the investi-
gation of ground states to (1.1) with @ = n —y’. Section 3 is dedicated to the formulation of the optimal
Gagliardo-Nirenberg type’s inequality and the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.2
by using the blow-up analysis and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality shown in Theorem 1.1. Finally, in
Section 5, we focus on Theorem 1.3 and 1.4, i.e. discuss the existence and concentration behaviors of
ground states in some singular limit of M given in (1.1). Without confusing readers, C > 0 is chosen as a
generic constant, which may vary line to line.

2 Preliminaries

This section is devoted to some preliminary results including existence and regularities of the solutions to
Hamilton-Jacobi and Fokker-Planck equations.

2.1 Hamilton-Jacobi Equations
Consider the following Hamilton-Jacobi equation:
—Au+ Cy|Vu|” = f, x€ Q, (2.1)

where Q is a bounded domain with the smooth boundary, C; > 0 and y > 1. For the local W>? estimates
of the solutions u to (2.1), we have

Lemma 2.1 (C.f. Theorem 1.1 in [14]). Let Cyg >0, p > yﬂ Y 2 55 and f € LP(Q). Suppose u € W2P(Q)
solves (2.1) in the strong sense. Then for each M > 0 and ' cC Q, we have

IVullr @y + ID*ull oy < C,
where || fllr@) < M and the constant C = C(M, dist(Q’, 0Q), n, p, Cy,y') > 0.

Since our arguments in Section 3, 4 and 5 involve some limits of solution sequences, we also focus on
the following sequence of Hamilton-Jacobi equations:

—Auy + CylVur” + A = Vi(x) + fi(x), xeR", (2.2)

where Cyy > O andy > 1 are fixed. Here (14, 4;) denote the solution pair to (2.2). Concerning the regularities
of u;, we obtain

Lemma 2.2 (C.f. Lemma 3.1 in [14]). Assume that fi € L”(R") satisfies ||filli> < Cy and |A] < A
Suppose the potential functions Vi(x) are uniformly local Holder continuous satisfying 0 < Vi(x) — +oo as
|x| = +oo, and there exists R > 0 sufficiently large such that

Vi(x+y)

0<Ci g ——=
AT

< Cy, forall k and all |x| = R with |y| < 2, (2.3)

where the positive constants Cy, A, R, Cy and C; are independent of k. Define (uy, Ai) € C 2(R™) x R as the
solutions to (2.2). Then, we have for all k,

[Vur(x) < C(1 + Vk(x))%, forall x e R", (2.4)

where constant C depends on Cy, Cy, C3, A, y', nand Cy.
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In particular, if each Vy, satisfies
C;l(max{lxl - Cp, 0})h < Vi(x) < Cp(l + |x|)b, for all k and x € R", (2.5)
where b > 0 and Cr > 0 independent of k, then we have
Vgl < C(1 + |x])7, for all k and x € R, (2.6)
where constant C depends on Cy, Cg, b, A, v', n and C f

For the lower bounds of u;, we have the following results:

Lemma 2.3 (C.f. Lemma 3.2 in [14]). Suppose all conditions in Lemma 2.2 hold. Let uy be a family of C*
solutions and assume that uy(x) are bounded from below uniformly. Then there exist positive constants C3
and Cy4 independent of k such that

u(x) > Cj3 Vj (x) — C4, Yx € R", for all k. 2.7
In particular, if the following conditions hold on V}
C;l(max{lxl - Cp, 0})b < Vi(x) < Cp(l + le)b, for all k and x € R", (2.8)
where constants b > 0 and Cr are independent of k, then we have
ur(x) > C3|xll+§ — Cy, for allk, x € R". 2.9)
Ifb = 0in (2.8) and there exist R > 0 and 6 > 0 independent of k such that
fi+ Vi — A >6>O0forall|x| >R, (2.10)
then (2.9) also holds.

The following results are concerned with the existence of the classical solution to (2.2), which are

Lemma 2.4 (C.f. Lemma 3.3 in [14]). Suppose Vi + fi are locally Holder continuous and bounded from
below uniformly in k. Define

A = sup{d € R | (2.2) has a solution uy € C*(R™)}. (2.11)

Then we have

(i). Ay are finite for every k and (2.2) admits a solution (uy, Ay) € C%(R™) xR with A = Ay and u(x) being
bounded from below (may not uniform in k). Moreover,

Ax = sup{d € R | (2.2) has a subsolution uy, € CZ(R")}.

(ii). If Vy satisfies (2.5) with b > 0, then uy, is unique up to constants for fixed k and there exists a positive
constant C independent of k such that

w(x) > 7™ = €, Vx e R™. 2.12)
In particular, if Vi, = 0 and b = 0 in (1.28) and there exists o > 0 independent of k such that
fx— A =0 >0, for|x| > K, (2.13)

where K, > 0 is a large constant independent of k, then (2.12) also holds.

(iii). If Vi satisfies (1.17b) with V replaced by Vi and positive constants Cy, C, and 6 independent of k, then
there exist uniformly bounded from below classical solutions u; to problem (2.2) satisfying estimate (2.7).



2.2 Fokker-Planck Equations
Now, we focus on the following Fokker-Planck equations:
-Am+V-w=0, xeR", (2.14)

where w is given and m denotes the solution. Firstly, we state the regularity results of solutions to equation
(2.14), which are

Lemma 2.5. Assume that (m,w) € (Ll(R") N Wl"?(R”)) x LY(R") is a solution to (2.14) and

wy
Ay ::f |m||—| dx < oo,
n m

Then, we have w € L'(R") N L4(R") and there exists constant C = C Ay, [Imllgigny) > O such that

||m||wlﬁ(Rn), ”WHLI(R")a ||W||L1?(R”) <C.
Proof. See the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [14]. O

Lemma 2.6 (C.f. Corollary 1.1 in [14]). Assume that (m,w) € (L'(R") n L'*BR") n WI4(R")) x L'(R") is

the solution to (2.14) with
1 1 1
- = - + .
g v yd+p

Then for 8 € (0, 77] there exists a positive constant C depending only on n and 8 such that
wpy o4
IVmllzory < C( fR m|E| dx)” [mll?,.,. (2.15)
Moreover, there exists a positive constant C only depending ony’, n and « such that
(B+DY' =B

4 ﬁ J
”m”ﬁﬁxnmfc(fw m|%|y dx)’ (fnmdx) T (2.16)

Next, we discuss the exponential decay property of the solutions to system (1.8) and obtain

Lemma 2.7. Assume that (u,m, 1) € C2(R") x (WLP(R™) N LY(R™) xR with p > n and A < 0 is the solution
of the following potential-free problem

—Au+CylVul” +1=-K,+*m, xeR", 2.17)
Am + CyyV - (m|Vu]>Vu) =0, xeR™ '
Suppose u is bounded from below. Then, we have there exist k1, ky > 0 such that
m(x) < ke M for all x e R". (2.18)

Proof. Noting that m € WLP(R") with p > n, we use Sobolev embedding to get m € C*(R") for some
6 € (0,1), and thus m € L*(R"). Moreover, by using the fact that m € L'(R™) and the interpolation
inequality, one finds m € L4(R") for every g € (1, o). Therefore, invoking Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2,
one can obtain that K, * m € IA(R") N C*'(R") for some 8 > 1 and 6 € (0, 1), which implies

K,*m— 0 as |x| - +co.

The rest of proof follows from [4, Proposition 4.2] and [14, Lemma 3.6]. |
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Thanks to Lemma 2.7, we establish Pohozaev identities satisfied by the solution to system (2.17), which
are

Lemma 2.8 (C.f. Lemma 3.1 in [5]). Assume all conditions satisfied by (u, m, A) hold in Lemma 2.7 and
denote w = —Crrym|Vul"~>Vu. Then the following identities hold:

2y’

Af, mdx = =222 [ m(x)(K, * m)(x) dx,
y ] (2.19)
Cy &n m|%| dx = % ﬁ&" m(x)(K, * m)(x)dx = (y — 1)Cqg &n m|Vu|” dx.

Proof. Proceeding the similar argument shown in Lemma 3.7 of [14], we can prove this lemma. For the
sake of completeness, we exhibit the proof briefly. First all, we multiply the u-equation and m-equation in
(2.17) by m and u, respectively, then integrate them by parts and subtract the two identities to get

(1- y)CHf m|Vu|” dx + /lf mdx = —f m(x)(K, * m)(x) dx, (2.20)
R’l n R’l

where we have used the exponential decay property of m shown in Lemma 2.7 and the uniformly bounded-
ness of Vu stated in Lemma 2.2.
Next, we focus on the proof of the following identity:

’

Y f m{Vul” dx = 0. 2.21)
1 Jo

n_
Y -

—n/lf mdx — HTQ m(x)(Ky *m)(x)dx + Cy
n R’l

In fact, by testing the first equation and the second equation in (2.17) against Vm - x and Vu - x, we apply
the integration by parts to obtain

n n

(=(K *m)(x) — )Vm - xdx :f Vu-V(Vm - x)dx — CHf V- (IVul” x)m dx, (2.22)

Rn

and
—Cy f V(Vul?) - xmdx = f Vm-V(Vu-x)dx+Cxy | |Vul’mdx, (2.23)
Rﬂ n Rﬂ

where the boundary integrals vanish due to the decay property of m and the upper bound of u. Also, we find

n

fVu-V(Vm-x)dx:Zf ux,.mx,.xjxjdﬁf Vu - Vmdx
n R”l n

ij=1

n
=—mexiuxixjxjdx+(l—n) Vu - Vmdx

ij=1 R"

=-— f Vm-V(Vu - x)dx + (2 —n) Vu - Vimdx. (2.24)
n R”l

Collecting (2.22), (2.23) and (2.24), we have the following equality holds:

(—(K xm)(x) = )Vm - xdx = Cy(y — n) f Vul"mdx + (2 —n) Vu - Vmdx. (2.25)

R" R"

With the help of the integration by parts, one further gets

—n/lf mdx — nra f m(x)(K = m)(x)dx + CH(y - n)f Vul"mdx + (2 — n) Vu-Vmdx =0,
n 2 RV! RV! RV!
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which indicates (2.21) by using the u-equation in (2.17). In addition, since w = —Cgym|Vu|?~>Vu and
1
Cp = %(yCH)W, we obtain

Y ,
CL f m‘%‘ dx = CL(Crry) f mVul? dx = (y — )Cx f miVul” dx. (2.26)
RVI n

n

Finally, by using (2.20), (2.21) and (2.26), we conclude that (2.19) holds.

We mention that the argument shown above hold only when y > 2 and in this case, the Fokker-Planck
equation can be solved in the strong sense. When 1 < y < 2, one can only solve the Fokker-Planck equation
in the weak sense. Whereas, we can replace H with H.(p) := Cgy(e + |p|2)% in (1.3) and proceed the same
argument shown above with m,, then take the limit € — O to get the desired conclusion.

O

Now, we are well prepared to prove Theorem 1.1 and the arguments are shown in Section 3.

3 Optimal Gagliardo-Nirenberg Type’s Inequality

In this section, we are going to discuss the existence of minimizers to problem (1.20) and prove Theorem
1.1. As mentioned above, problem (1.20) is scaling invariant under the scaling (’m(tx), #+1yw(tx)) for any
t > 0 and 8 > 0. Therefore, one can verify that (1.20) is equivalent to

, n—a 2y +a—-n
C 2" dx) dx)
r,= in (Co femlil” 4 ™ (o me) acln—vy.n), G.1)
(mw)eAy Jo m)(Ky 5 m)(x) dx
where
Ay = {(m,w)eﬂ,f mdx=M>0}. (3.2)

Now, we start by studying the subcritical mass exponent case of problem (3.1), namely, @ € (n — y’, n).
For this case, Bernardini [4] proved that there exists (itq um, Mop> Aa.m) € C 2(R™) x WP(R") x R for every
p € (0, +00) solving the following system

—Au+CylVul” +1=-K,+m, xeR",
Am + CyyV - (m|Vul’>Vu) =0, xeR", (3.3)
Joumdx =M >0,

which is the classical solution to system (3.3). Furthermore, the author showed there exist ¢y s, co s > 0
such that
0<mgm < Cl,Me_Cz’Mlxl. (3.4)

In particular, Bernardini obtained the following minimization problem

eoom = Inf  Eo(m,w) 3.5)

(mw)eAy
80(m,w)=f (CLm
RV!

is attained by the pair (imq a1, Wo,nr) With Wy ar = —Crymg m|Vidg, MIV‘ZVEQ, - In addition, invoking Lemma
2.8, one finds

{ AL i dx = =255 [ g pr (0K * i1, 0)(3) d,

2y
CL fon Mo

with

wl|” 1
_‘ )dx__ f MKy + m)(x) dx (3.6)
m 2 R?

W, ¢ n—a _ _ _ (37)
B |7 = B[ g (XK % e )(X)dx = (v = DCi [, g plVull? dx.

Mo M

11



Collecting the results shown above, we are able to investigate a relationship between (g as, Wa ), the
minimizer of (3.5) and the minimizer of problem (3.1), which is

Lemma 3.1. For any fixed @ € (n —y',n) and M > 0, problem (1.20) is attained by (g p, Wa.p) With
eo.a.m = Eo(fgpm, Wa m). More precisely, we have

n—-a—y’ 2y +a-n Y +a-n
n—a)—e 7MY "—n+a) 7
r L ) y | s
2y’ n—a

Proof. We follow the procedures shown in Lemma 4.1 of [14] to prove this lemma. First of all, we define

, n—a 2y +a-n
(CL ﬁv m|%|y dx) v (fR” mdx) 7
Go(m,w) : = 3.9)
Jon MK % m)(x) dx
With the definition (3.9), the minimization problem (3.1) can be rewritten as
I',= inf Gu,(m,w). (3.10)

(m,w)eAy

Now, we aim to verify that (3.10) is attained by (714 pr, We, ), Which is the minimizer of (3.5). First of
all, we estimate the energy &, defined by (3.5) from below. We remark that G, (m, w) = +oo provided with
fR” m|%|y’ dx = +oo. Thus, we only need to consider the case that (m, w) € Ay, satisfying fR” m|%|7/ dx < oo,
Define (m,(x), w,(x)) = (W'm(ux), " 'w(ux)) for 4 € R*\{0}, then we have

1

Eo(my, wy) =" f Com [ dx - S f m(x)(Ky * m)(x) dx
R m 2 Rn

’ ’

A ’_ _/,ynﬂy g - /n:n‘iw
Z_(n—cx)yw(y n+a)(f m(x)(Ka*m)(x)dx)y (CLf m|K|7 dx) v
2y’ n—a n R lm
3.11)

where the equality holds if and only if

[(n — @) [, m)(Kq * m)(x) dx]y»lm
2y'Cy [, M|%|y dx '
It then follows from the definition of eg o 5 := inf  Ep(m, w) and (3.11) that
(mw)eAy

’ ’

Y Y n—a
- ! —n+a ! — 1 ! —n+a ’ Y nta
()T (e f K, <m0 dx) " (CL f =" dx) " 2 e,
n R m

vy n—a

which yields

w

m

7/ ,’”;‘1
Y —n+a
dx)

(CL ‘&n m _ ,L ' _n+
", > (_eo,a/,M)_l(ny—,a/)y _nﬂy(%).

(% Lo mOO(Ky % m)() dx)m

(3.12)

Denote
, , + Yonta
n—a ey —n+a\
7_{a/,M = )” (_eO,a,M) Y ( ) ’

n—a

12



then we invoke (3.12) to obtain

2y’ +a-n
C wl d d ¥ .
Ga(m, W) — ( L ﬁ%n m )C) (j]l‘kn m X) 5 lq_{a’MMZy e (313)
o MK % m)(x) dx 2

where we have used the definition (3.9) and the fact ﬂv mdx =M
Next, by using the fact that (74 y, Wo ar) is @ minimizer of problem (3.5), we apply (3.7) to get

2y +a—n

1 2/ +a=n
Go(Map, Wa,m) = EWQ,MM Yo 3.14)

Combining (3.13) with (3.14), one can conclude that (3.10) is attained by (7724, a7, Woar). Moreover, we have

n—-a—y’ 2y’ +a—n Y +a—n
_ _ 1 2y'+an (n —a)—epom) ¥ M Y f—n+a\ Ty
Fa' = Ga(ma,M’ Wa,M) 7_{(1 MM Y = ; (7 ) ! s
2 2y n—a
which shows that (3.8) holds and the proof of this lemma is completed. O

We can see from Lemma 3.1 that for all M > 0, Gagliardo-Nirenberg type inequalities given by (3.1)
can be attained under the subcritical mass exponent case @ € (n —y’,n). In addition, invoking (3.7) and
(3.8), we obtain that

/ + _
€M = (u)ﬂM, (3.15)
2y +a—n
and
2 , Y MZ)/-HY—n Y
+ — — Tran 0% Y +a-n
AM:—S[,M( yre ”)(” “)’ , SQM::[ ] . (3.16)
’ n—a v’ ’ 2T,

The next lemma will indicate that I, defined in (3.1) is uniformly bounded as @ N\, (n — "), which is
essential for us to investigate the mass critical exponent case and prove Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.2. There are constants C; > 0 and Cy > 0 independent of a such that for all @ € [n—y',n—y' +¢€)
with € > 0 small,

0<C <T, <G 3.17)

Proof. We first estimate I', from above uniformly in . By setting in = e™™ with w = Vin, we have
(m,w) € Aforany a € (n —y’,n) and

(Cr [, )%

w
m

n-a 2y -n-a
dx) 7 ( fRn ﬁzdx) 7

Jon XK o ii)(x) dx

Iy <Gy (i, W) = < Cy(CpL,y',n) < 400, (3.18)

where we have used the following inequality

oD eIl
f m(x)(K, = m)(x) dx—f f —dxdy > ff ——dxdy
RY n Jge X =yl R2A{lx—yl<1) X — Y[
> ff e MM dxdy = Cn).
R2'O{lx—yl<N{lxl< 4. yi<§)

13



We next focus on the positive lower bound satisfied by I', uniformly in a. To show this, we argue by
contradiction and assume

liminf I, = 0. (3.19)
aN(n—y')

Lemma 3.1 implies there is a minimizer (mg, w,) € A of problem (1.20). Since (1.20) is invariant under the
scaling s(f"m(tx), " 'w(tx)) for any s > 0 and # > 0, we normalize m, to get

on
f my dx = f m) dx = 1. (3.20)

By using this equality and the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality given in (A.2), we obtain

n+a

0< f ma(X)(K, * my)(x)dx < C(n, cx)(f m[;z*_n” dx) "< Cn, ), 3.21)

n

where C(n, @) > 0 is the best constant. On the other hand, since a € (n — v, n), we follow the argument
shown in [22, Theorem 4.3] to get

lim C(n,a)=Cn,n—7v") < +oo. (3.22)
a\(n—y")
Hence,
lim inf f mo(X)(Ky * ma)(x)dx =: C(n,y') < C(n,n —7y') < +co. (3.23)
a\(n—y") JRrn

Then it follows from (3.19), (3.23) and (1.20) that, as a N\, (n — %),

Wy
my|—
0 My

,y/
dx — 0. (3.24)

Proceeding the same argument shown in Lemma 3.5 of [14], one finds ||mq|ly1agn — 0. By using the
Sobolev embedding theorem, we obtain

Imall, 2 = 0 as @ (0 =) (3.25)

On the other hand, the following interpolation inequality holds:

O
_n_

1-6,
m < |lm e |lm
Imal, 2, sy < Imall s o all? .

Lu+a (R" ’

where 6, := ”y;," € (0, 1). With the help of (3.25), we further get as @ \, (n —y’), 8, /" 1 and

— 0,

el 2,
which reaches a contradiction to (3.20). Thus, we have 4C; > 0 independent of @ such that

0<Cy<T,. (3.26)
Finally, combining (3.26) with (3.18), one finds (3.17) holds. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

With the aid of the uniform boundedness of I',,, we next establish the uniform L® bound of m, as
a \, (n —7’), which is

14



Lemma 3.3. Let (uy, my, Ay) € C2(R") x WHP(R™) x R, Vp > 1 be the solution of

—Au+ CylVu|” + 1 = =K, = m, x € R,
—Am = CgyV - m|Vul2Vu) =0, xeR", (3.27)
ﬁr@" mdx = M,.

Define wg = —Crymg|Viug|>Vug,. Assume that each u,, is bounded from below and there exists a constant
C > 0 independent of a such that

lim sup f my|Vu|” dx < C, lim medx = lim M, <C, limsup |d,| <C, (3.28)
a\m—y') JR~ aN®m-Y") Jrn a\(n—y") a\m-y")

then there is C1 > 0 independent of a such that

lim sup [|mgllp=@n) < Ci. 3.29)
aN(n—y’)

Proof. The proof is similar as shown in [ 14, Lemma 4.3]. We proceed by contradiction and suppose that up
to a subsequence,

_1
Ho 1= Iall 2 gy = 0 a5 @\, (1 =), (330)

Now, we fix 0 = u,(0) = ian u,(x) without loss of generality, as this is due to the fact that u, is bounded
xeR"

from below. Define

2-

<

o = g Ua(WaX) + 1, g = tma(UeX) and Wo := " wo(ieX), (3.31)

then, by (3.28) and (3.30), we obtain that up to a subsequence

2n n(n—a) 2n
f Mo dx = f mgdx = M,, f mye dx = u,"" f midx — 0 asa\, (n—7), (3.32)
n RV! n n
and
f Mg |Vii,|” dx = /fé, f Mme|Vue|” dx —» 0 asa N\, (n — 7). (3.33)
n R”l

Recall the definition of w,, then we deduce from (1.4) and (3.31) that

w7
ch ¢
R}’l

—| medx=(y- l)CHf Mo Vit dx — 0, asa \, (n—7v"). (3.34)
My R~
In light of (3.30) and (3.31), we infer that

I ll = 1. (3.35)
This together with (3.32) implies that for any g > ni—”a,
2n g2
f i dx < ( f i dx el i, = 0 as @\ (1= (3.36)
On the other hand, invoking (3.31) and (3.27), one can obtain that
~Aty + CulVodial + Aot = =G Ky 4 g, x €R,
—Aying — CpyVy - (malvxuap_zvxﬁa) =0, x€R", (3.37)

fR” Mo dx = M,.
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It follows from (3.28) and (3.30) that /la,ucyl/ — 0 asa \, (n—7). In addition, we claim that
Y —n—a

0 < gy 1Ko * mollpo@my < C, (3.38)

where C > 0 independent of @. Indeed, by the definition of K, we get

1 1
K, % | < Ima(x_— N Ima(x_— Y Ima(x_— Y (3.39)
re " B I B bl
For I, we apply (3.35) to get
o (x — y) _ 1
1= [ Py <ol ) [ dy = Cln, (3.40)
B |y| By |)’|
For 11, taking into account the condition (3.28), we get from (3.32) that
o (x — y) _ _
1 I dy < | e = yldy < Wiglipgn = Mo < C. (3.41)

B B

Then, we conclude that (3.38) holds by collecting (3.30), (3.39)-(3.41) and the fact ’ > n — @. Hence,
applying Lemma 2.2 to the first equation in (3.37), one finds

lim sup [|Vity||zo@®r) < C < 0. (3.42)
aN\(n—y’)

Noting that W, = —Cgyif|Viie|'~>Vii,, we deduce from (3.42) that

lim sup [[Wollze@ny < C < 0. (3.43)
aN\((n—y’)

Now, we turn our attention to Holder estimates of 71, and the proof of Holder continuity of 1, is the
same as shown in Lemma 4.3 of [14]. In fact, we obtain for some & € (0, 1),

el coe ey — 0 as @ N\ (n —y"). (3.44)

Assume that x, is a maximum point of 77, i.e., g (xy) = |[Mgllz~®) = 1. Then we deduce from (3.44) that
there exists Ry > 0 independent of @ such that |7, (x)| > %, Vx € Bg,(x). Thus,

1 2”2117’ — 2,,2,"7/ — 2,,2,"7/
- |Bg,| < my" dx < my " dx,
2 Br, (xa) "

which contradicts (3.36), and the proof of the lemma is finished. O

With the aid of Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we are able to show conclusions stated in
Theorem 1.1, which are

Proof of Theorem 1.1:

Proof. We first recall that, for any M > 0 and p € (1, +00), (tg.pr, Ma.rr, dam) € C2(R™) x WHP(R™M) x R
denotes the solution to system (3.3), and the pair (14 p1, Wo,pr) With Wy 3y = —Cryig ym|Vidg, Mly‘zVﬂa, M s
a minimizer of the minimization problem (3.10), in which 7, s satisfies the estimate (3.4). Now, we take

Y +a-n !

M = M, := e+ |21, |7+
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in (3.3), then one can deduce from (3.16) that

SaM, [M;Ij(, ]“” =e
Moreover, we obtain that, up to a subsequence,
oo
M;lja -1, W -1, as a\, (n—7). (3.45)

Since M = M, depends on «, to emphasize the dependence of a solution on «, we will rewrite (7o a1, Wa, M5 Ada.m)
as (Mo,m,> Wa.M,» Aa.m,)- Hence, we know from (3.3) that (imq 1, , o.M, > Wa M, » Ade,m,) Satisfies

—Au+ CylVul” + A = =K, = m, x € R",
Am + CyyV - (m|Vu]>Vu) = 0, xR, (3.46)
w = —Crym|Vu|'~>Vu, ﬁr{" mdx = M,.

We can infer from Lemma 3.2 that, up to a subsequence,

I, =y :=1liminf[, >0 as o\, .
aN\y(n-r)

In addition, invoking (3.45) we have that M, — M, := M*™ as a \, (n — '), where
M* =2y, a* =n—-7. (3.47)

Moreover, due to the relation (3.16), we obtain that, up to a subsequence,

Adam, = Ao 1= — asa ™\, (n—v") (3.48)

3k

and it follows from (3.7) that

Wa, |V
f P, dx = My — M* >0, f oo, (Ko # iy Y dx = 2, C f o, | e [” x5 1.
n Rn n ma”M(Y
(3.49)
Applying Lemma 3.3, we derive from (3.48) and (3.49) that
lim sup [|/g,m, |l @n) < 0. (3.50)
a\(n—y")
Then, by using the estimate (2.6) with b = 0 from Lemma 2.3, we have
lim sup ||Vt p, |l < oo, (3.51)
a\(n—y")
which, together with the definition of w, ., yields
lim sup [[Wo,pm, |l < 0. (3.52)
aN(n—y')

Proceeding the arguments similar as those used in the proof of (3.44), we collect (3.49)-(3.52) to obtain that

lim sup [mqpm, lwragny < +00, ¥ g > n, (3.53)
a\(n—y’)
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and thus

lim sup IIMQ,M”HCO,(;(R,,) < co for some 6 € (0, 1). (3.54)
a\(n—y')

We may assume that iy p, (0) = 0 = infyepn ity m, (x) due to the fact that i, p, € C 2(R™) is bounded from
below. Hence, by the first equation of (3.46), one has

(Ka' * ma,M(,)(O) > _/la,Ma > Oa

which together with (3.50) and a similar argument as used in [5, Lemma 4.1] to obtain that there are ¢; and
a large R > 0 independent of @ such that,

5
f Mg, (x) dx > = > 0. (3.55)
<R 2

Now, we rewrite the first equation of (3.46) as
At m, = =ClVitam,I” + ho(x), (3.56)

where hy(x) := —Aq pm, — Ko * Mg p,, X € R". By performing the same procedure shown in (3.39), one can
see that

(Ko = mom,)(0)| < €

for some C > 0 independent of @. Then, we apply the standard elliptic regularity to (3.56) and obtain
it 1, lc20(BR0y) < Cog < oo for some 6 € (0, 1), (3.57)

where 0 < R < R. Performing the standard diagonal procedure, we take the limit and apply Arzela-Ascoli
theorem, (3.53) and (3.57) to obtain that there exists (1mg+, o) € WHP(R") x C2(R") such that

Tam, = Mo+ in WP(RY), and fig p, — Ue in Cp (R"), as @ \, (n — 7). (3.58)
Combining (3.46), (3.48) and (3.58), we conclude that (my-, uy) € WLP(R™) x C?(R") satisfies

~Am — yCyV - (m|Vul’~>Vu) = 0, x e R", (3.59)

—Au + Cy|Vu|” — ML =-K,*m, xeR",
w= —CHymIVuly_zVu.

In light of (3.55) and Fatou’s lemma, we have
f me-dx = M € (0, M*]. (3.60)

Moreover, by Lemma 2.7, we obtain that there exists some «, C > 0 such that m,-(x) < C e In addition,
by using (3.51), we get ||Vuy-||z~ < oo. It then follows from Lemma 2.8 that

a [
Rn

Next, we discuss the relationship between '+ := li\n(l inf) I', and I+ with a* = (n — ). We claim that
a\(n—y’

W

4 1
Mo+ dx = 3 f Mo (X)(Ky+ * my+)(x) dx. (3.61)

g+

Lo = Ty (3.62)
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Indeed, we first utilize Lemma 3.1 and obtain

[e = Ga(ﬁ’la’,M(,a wa,Ma) (3.63)
e '+amn
=G (ﬁ1 W )(CL \ﬁg Mg M, ;:ZZQY dx) Y (‘ﬁv ﬁ”la/,Ma dx) Y . j]én ma,Mn(x)(K(n_y/) . ma’M”) dx
= Un—y)Ma,My> Wa,M, _ Faty |V _ ﬁ&n Mo m, (X)(Ky * Mg pr,) dx
(CL jan My M, Tl Mo dX)( \ER" My M, dx)

n—a 2y +a-n
- (Y ZZZZ d") " fon i, dx) Jor 101, (K nyy 1t ) dx (3,64
= L (n—y) y ) > > '
(Co fon e, [ 22 ax)( [, i, ) Jeo Pt (YK % 0, )
Then, we derive from (3.49) that, as a \, (n —y’),
n—a 2y +a-n
W(Y o 7 —_ 7 _ _
(CL »ER ma Mo aﬁn dx) ’ (AV Ma.M, dx) ’ jﬂ‘gn Mmo,M, (-x)(K(n—y’) * ma/,M(,) dx |
. - 1.
(CL le&n ma M, ::;ZZ‘Z dx)( \ER m[ZM dx) j]én m[l,MQ (x)(Ka * m[l,Ma)dx
Moreover, one takes the limit in (3.63) to get
[y = lim 1nf Lo 2Ty (3.65)
aN\(n—-y’)

To complete the proof of our claim, it suffices to prove that the "=" holds in (3.65). Suppose the contrary
that I'j,yy < .+, then by the definition of [1—yy, we get that there exists (7, ) € A given in (1.20) such
that

G(n_y/)(ﬁl, w) < F(n_y/) +0< F(n_y/) +20 < fa*, (3.66)

where ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. On the other hand, by the definition of I, one finds
(CL fRn
(CL Jo i

5" ) [, nd) Lo (Ko # )(x) dx

G (n—y (1, W) =G o (1, W) - _ d A
o ) dx)T ( oo ) P [ OOK ey  )(0) dx

H‘l

. (Q&ﬂ%dﬂkﬁw) o MO0 * () dx a6
(Cf ] 1) (L) T e MKy iy
Since
(Co feo ] dx)(fandX) o (K ) dx

-1 asa\, (n—-v),

W
H‘l

dx);—f(ﬁv ) o MKy i dx

(Cr fou
then we can pass a limit in (3.66) and (3.67) to get

Iy = 11m1nf Lo < Tonm—y) + 0 <T@y +20 < liminf Ty,
a\(n—y") aN(n—y’)

which reaches a contradiction. Hence, the claim holds, i.e. [+ = Lhy.

Next, we prove (g, we+) € A. Since (my+, wo+) solves (3.59) and my- € CH(R") with 6 € (0, 1), we
conclude from (3.58) and Lemma 2.2 that u,- € C'(R"). Then by standard elliptic estimates, the bounded-
ness of ||Vu,-+||z~ and the exponentially decaying property of m,+, one can prove that (mq-, wy+) € A.
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Finally, it follows from (3.49) and (3.65) that
1
liminf 'y, = =M* =T,_,, 3.68
Jiminf To = 3 n—y (3.68)
where M* is given in (3.47). Then, by the fact (my, wy-) € A, we deduce from (3.60), (3.61) and (3.68)
that

Wa* 7/
r Ly N e R M < 1 (3.69)
n—y') = = < = — < = R .
NEA Fo o (0K s me)(ydx 20 2

which shows (m,+, w,+) € A is a minimizer of I'(,,/) and
f Mg dx = M* and Mgy, — Mg in L'(R") as a \, (n — ).

These facts together with (3.59) indicate (1.22) holds. Now, we finish The proof of Theorem 1.1.
O

As shown in Theorem 1.1, we have obtained the existence of ground states to potential-free MFG
systems under the mass critical exponent case, which is the Gagliardo-Nirenberg type’s inequality. In next
section, we focus on the proof of Theorem 1.2.

4 Existence of Ground States: Coercive Potential MFGs

In this section, we shall discuss the existence of minimizers to problem (1.18). To this end, we have to
perform the regularization procedure on (1.19) since when ¥’ < n, the m-component enjoys the worse
regularity. In detail, we first consider the following auxiliary minimization problem

eey = Inf  Ee(m,w), 4.1

(mw)eAy

where Ay, is given by (3.2) and

Ecm,w) = CLf
R}’l

and 1. > 0 is the standard mollifier with

‘ 1
%r mdx + f Vomdx -3 f ,, {m(x)(K(n_y/) x m)(x)} snedy,  (42)

f Nedx =1, supp(ne) C Be(0),

for € > 0 is sufficiently small. With the regularized energy (4.2), we are able to study the existence of
minimizers to (1.18) by taking the limit. The crucial step in this procedure, as discussed in [10], is the
uniformly boundedness of m, in L™, in which (m,, w.) is assumed to be a minimizer of (4.2).

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we collect some vital result shown in Section 3, which is

fR m()(Kyy * m)(x) dox < 2;;( fR ) |%|7/mdx)( fR nmdx), Y(m, w) € A, (4.3)

where A is given by (1.21) and M* is defined by (1.23).

Then, we shall first prove energy &(m,w) given by (1.19) has a minimizer (m,w) € K, if and only
if M < M*, where Ky, is defined by (1.15). Next, we show that there exists (1, 1) € C>(R") x R such
that (m, u, 1) € WHP(R") x C2(R") x R is a solution to (1.24) when V is assumed to satisfy (1.17) when
v’ > 1. Following the procedures discussed above, we are able to prove conclusions stated in Theorem
1.2. We would like to remark that with (1.17b) in assumption (V2) imposed on potential V, the condition
fR” |x[Pm dx < +oco in (3.2) must be satisfied for any minimizer. With this assumption, Gagliardo-Nirenberg
type’s inequality (4.3) is valid. Next, we state some crucial propositions and lemmas, which will be used in
the proof of Theorem 1.2, as follows:
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Lemma 4.1. Let

Wy i= {m m e W@ 0 L") and f V@l dx < oo,

n

Assume that 0 < V(x) € L (R™) with lllrln inf V(x) = co. Then, the embedding W,y — LI(R") is compact
X[—00

loc
foranylSq<p*,wherep*:%i}”lﬁp<nandp*:ooifp2n.
Proof. See [, Theorem 2.1] or [24, Theorem XIII.67]. O

In light of v < n, we establish the following lemma for the uniformly boundedness of ||m||z~ :

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that V(x) is locally Holder continuous and satisfies (1.17). Let (u, A, my) € C*(R™")x
2n

R x (L' (R™) N L™ (R™)) be solutions to the following systems

—Auk + CHIVuk|7 + /lk =V - gk[mk], X € Rn,
Amy + CuyV - mgVugV V) =0, xeR”, 4.4)
ﬁv mydx = M,

where o = n—7y with1 <y < n, g : L'\R") — L'(R") with 0 € (0, 1) satisfies for all m € LP(R"),
p€ll,o]andk € N,

llgk[m]llzr gy < K(llmﬁlle(Rn) + 1) for some K > 0, 4.5)
and
lgklmlllze 8oy < K(||mm|| P —— 1) forany R > 0 and xo € R". (4.6)
Assume that
sup ||mgll g1y < 00, sup [lmygl| 2 < o0, Supf Vmy dx < oo, sup || < oo, 4.7)
k k Lrnra™ (R) ko Jre k

and for all k, uy, is bounded from below uniformly. Then we have

lim sup ||m||pegn) < 0. (4.8)

k—o0

Proof. By slightly modifying the argument shown in [14, Lemma 5.2], we finish the proof of this lemma.
m]

With the preliminary results shown above, we now begin the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2:

Proof. We first prove the Conclusion (i) in Theorem 1.2. To this end, we focus on the auxiliary problem
(4.1). Invoking the Young’s inequality for convolution and the property of mollifier, one finds

fﬂ m(x)(K—yy * m)(x) dx > fRn ([m(K(n_y/) * m)] * nE)(x) dx ElO: Ln m(x)(K—yy * m)(x)dx, (4.9)

for any m € LZ"Z—-nV’ (R™). Here, we have used the following Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality

2n
<Cm,Y)ml* 5, ., VYme L7 R". (4.10)
L2y R

f ) m(x)(K—yy * m)(x) dx
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As a consequence, in light of (4.3) and (4.9), we get

*

Ec(m,w) = E(m,w) > %(M

- l)f m(x)(K—yy * m)(x) dx + f V(x)mdx. “4.11)
M R? n

Next, we show that the minimization problem (4.1) is attainable. We first show that there exists C > 0
independent of € such that
eeym < C < 400, 4.12)

where e,y is given by (4.1). Indeed, choosing

M M |y

eem < Cp
RV!

which indicates that (4.12) holds. Let (mex, wex) € Ky be a minimizing sequence of problem (4.1), then
we have from (4.12) that there exists C > 0 independent of € such that

lle Ml le™™ L1 @ny x
(M, W) :=( E) oW &) 2 o € Ku,

one can find

wy . .
7| mdx + V(x)mdx < +o0,
m n

klim Ee(Mep, Wep) = eep < C < +o00. 4.13)

Moreover, it follows from (4.3), (4.11), (4.13) and the fact M < M* that

sup f Me k(X)(Kn—y) * Me)(x)dx < C < 400, (4.14)
keN+ JR2
and
We k Y
sup f ( M + V(x)mg,k) dx < C < +00, 4.15)
keN*t JRr N Mgk

where C > 0 is independent of e. The subsequent argument for proving Conclusion (i) is similar as shown
in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [14]. In fact, with the aid of the key Lemma 2.5, we obtain from (4.14) that

sup |Imeillwragny < C < +o0 and  sup ||wellLr@ny < C < 400, forany p € [1,4], (4.16)
keN+ keN*

where ¢ is defined by (1.16) and C > 0 is some constant independent of €. As a consequence, there exists
(me, we) € WH(R™) x LI(R™) such that

(Mo Wer) = (e, we) in WHIR™) x LIR™). (4.17)

In light of the assumption (V1), | llim V(x) = +o0, given in Subsection 1.2, one can deduce from Lemma 4.1
X|—00

that
Mmey 5 mein L'(R") 0 L5 (R"). (4.18)

Therefore, up to a subsequence,
k
f ([me,k(K(n_),/) * mg,k)] * nE)(x) dx — f ([mE(K(n_y/) * mE)] * ne)(x) dx. (4.19)
R” R"

%P,m dx, by letting k — oo in (4.14), we have there exists C > 0

In addition, thanks to the convexity of fR"
independent of € > 0 such that

L

We k

We | medx + f V(x)medx < lim inff |

me k—+o0

" mexdx + f VOmegdx < C < +oo.  (4.20)
Me k R"
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Moreover,

€

f|we|v%dxs(f id
R» R®

me

¥ Y Y
Me dx) (f Vme dx) <C < . “4.21)
R}’l

and
We

’ ')’, Y
f [weldx < (f - 4 Mme dx) (f me dx) <C < o0, 4.22)
n RV! € n

Combining (4.17) and (4.18) with (4.22), we deduce that (m.,w.) € K. Then, one invokes (4.19) and
(4.20) to get

Ce M = khm SE(mE,ka We,k) > Se(mea We) > €e,M>
—00

which indicates (m¢, w,) € Ky is a minimizer of problem (4.1). Finally, similarly as the proof of Proposition
3.4 in [10] and the arguments shown in Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2 in [14], we apply Lemma 2.4 to
obtain that there exists u. € C2(R") bounded from below (depending on €) and A, € R such that

—Aue + CylVuel” + e = V(x) - (K(n—'y’) * me) *Te,
Am¢ + CgyyV - (mE|VuE|7_2VuE) =0, (4.23)
We = —CHymEIVuEIV_ZVue, fRn medx =M < M*.

For each fixed € > 0, we utilize Lemma 2.2 to obtain that there exists C. > 0 depends on € such that
1
|Vue(x)] < Ce(1 + V(x))?. Noting that u, € C*(R") and (Kn—y) * me) % ne € L(R™), we have from the
classical regularity of the u-equation in (4.23) that |Au.(x)| < C<(1 + V(x)). We next prove

|[d¢] < C < o0, with C > 0 independent of € > 0. 4.24)

To show this, we apply the integration by parts to the m-equation and the u-equation in (4.23), then get

f mAudezf we-Vuedx:—CHyf me|Vu,|” dx,

me|Vu|” dx + f Vme dx — f me(Kn—yy * me) * ne dx
n n Rn

and

AM = ~(1-9)Cx f

R
w
=CLf me
n

Mme

(4.25)

,y/
°l dx+ f Vmedx — f Me(Kn—yy * me) * e dx
n RV!

where we have used the fact that C; = %(yC H)ﬁ. Collecting (4.20), (4.21) and (4.25), one finds (4.24)
holds.

Next, we let € — 0 and show the existence of the minimizer (mys, wys) to problem (1.18). Noting
(me, ue, A¢) satisfies (4.7) with k replaced by e. We utilize Young’s inequality for convolution and Hardy-
Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (A.1) to get

5
n—a

sup ||[(Kip—yry * my) * rat < Cn,y')ysup |[m™ || . wear = C(n,y") sup ||mg|| _2._ < 00,
kpll( (n—y’) * M) nkllLHH*(Rn) (n,y") kaI h IILHH*(R”) (n,y") kaI kIILQH/(Rn)
and
Sup [[(Ku—yy * my) s gl |, neor < C(n,y")sup ||mill _2u < 00,
kp ( (n—y") ) n LI (BzR(Xo)) Y kp = (sz(xo))
Then, collecting (4.20) and (4.24), we invoke Lemma 4.2 to conclude that
lim sup ||mel|p= @) < oo. 4.26)

e—0t

23



Then, by using Lemma 2.2, we obtain

[Vuc(x)| < C + V(x))%, where C > 0 is independent of e. “4.27

Since u, is bounded from below, without loss of generality, we assume that u.(0) = 0. In light of (2.7),
one finds that u.(x) > CEV%(x) —C. — 40 as |x] = +co, which indicates each uc(x) € C*(R") admits
its minimum at some finite point x.. By using (4.24), (4.26) and the coercivity of V, we obtain from the
u-equation of (4.23) that x, is uniformly bounded with respect to €. The fact u.(0) = 0 together with (4.27)
implies that there exists C > 0 independent of € such that

—C < u(x) < Clx|(1 + V(x))7 for all x € R”,

where we have used (1.17c) in the second inequality. Since u, are bounded from below uniformly, one can

employ Lemma 2.3 to get that u.(x) > C V% (x)—C with C > 0 independent of €. Thus, with the assumptions
(1.17) imposed on V, we get

C1V7(x) = C < u, < Colx|(1 + V(x))7, for all x € R". (4.28)

where Cy, C; > 0 are independent of e.
In light of (4.26) and (4.27), one finds for any R > 1 and p > 1,

IWellLr o)) = CryllmeVuel e ooy < Cpr < o, (4.29)

where the constant Cj, g > 0 depends only on p, R and is independent of €. Then, with the help of Lemma
2.5, we obtain from (4.29) that [[me|ly 1050y < Cp.r < o0. Taking p > n large enough, we utilize Sobolev
embedding theorem to get

llmell o, B0y < Copr < 00 for some 6, € (0, 1). (4.30)
To estimate u,, we rewrite the u-equation of (4.23) as
—Aue = =Ch|Vuel” + fe(x) with fo(x) 1= =2e + V(%) = (Kpi—y) * Me) * Ne, (4.31)

Since m, € C%1(Byz(0)), then m, *1, € L'(B2z(0)) N LI(B2x(0)) with q> 3 Thus, we deduce from Lemma
A.2 that (K—y) * me) * e € C%%(Byg(0)) for some 6, € (0,1). Now, by using (4.26), (4.27) and the fact
that V is locally Holder continuous, we obtain that for any p > 1,

fellrBoroy) + Vel l|Lr(Bag0y) < Cpr < 00.
Then we utilize the standard elliptic regularity in (4.31) to get
lltellc2.65 g0y < Cos.r < 00, for some 63 € (0, 1), (4.32)

where R > 0. Letting R — oo and proceeding the standard diagonalization procedure, we invoke Arzela-
Ascoli theorem to find there exists uy € C*(R") such that

Ue Elo) up in Ci;?(R") for some 64 € (0, 1). (4.33)

In addition, by using Lemma 2.5 and (4.20), we find there exists (nmy, war) € WH(R™) x (L1(R™) N LI(R™))
such that

e—0" .

me — myae. inRY, and (me, we) 0 (mp, wy) in WH(R™) x LIR™). (4.34)
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Moreover, invoking Lemma 4.1, one finds
me 2 myin L'R™) 0 L3727 (RY). (4.35)
Passing to the limit as € — 0% in (4.23), we then obtain from (4.24) and (4.33)-(4.35) that there exists
Ay € R such that (myy, ups, wyy) satisfies (1.24). In addition, we infer from (4.27) and (4.28) that
Vi ()] < C(1+ V(x)7 and Clxi™F = €y <y < Colnl'™7 + Cy, Vx € R (4.36)

Recall that m, — my; a.e. as € —» 0% in R”, then we use (4.26) to get that my; € L*(R"). Then, proceeding
the same argument as shown in the proof of Proposition 5.2 in [14], one can further find from (1.24) and
(4.36) that

wy = —Crymy|Vuy " >Vuy € LP(R™) and my; € WPR™), Vp > 1. (4.37)

Finally, we prove that (m,7, wy) € Ky is a minimizer of ey~ p. To this end, we claim that for M < M*,
lim eepr = eq s (4.38)
e—0*

where e, j is given in (1.18). On one hand, in view of (4.9), it is straightforward to get lir(r)l €cM = €ar M-
e—0*
On the other hand, we aim to show lir(r)1+ eem < eq . Due to the definition of ey 3, for any 6 > 0, we
€E—

choose (m,w) € Ky such that E(m, w) < eq pr + g. In light of (4.9), we conclude that for € > 0 small
enough, E.(m, w) < E(m, w) + %. Thus,

0
ey < Ee(m,w) < E(m,w) + 3 <eqm+0.

Letting € — 0% at first and then 6 — 0, one has lir(r)l eem < eq+ .- Combining the two facts, we finish the
e—0*
proof of (4.38).

We collect (4.34), (4.35), (4.38) and the convexity of ﬁv %Pm dx to get

Ca* M = lim CeM = lim Ec(me, we) > E(mpy, wy) > €a* M>»
e—0* e—0*

which implies (m,7, war) € Ky is a minimizer of ey« pr. This completes the proof of Conclusion (i).

Now, we focus on Conclusion (ii) of Theorem 1.2. We have the fact that (m1,+, W+, Us+) given in Theorem
1.1 is a minimizer of problem (1.20) with @ = a* = (n—7"’). To simplify notation, we rewrite (14, Wor, Ug)
as (m., wx, u,), then define

M
"'m(t(x = x0)), — " w(1(x — xo))) € Ky, VYr>0, xg e R (4.39)

t Iy

where the constraint set K; and M* > 0 are defined by (1.15) and (1.23), respectively. Since u, € C*(R")
and m, decays exponentially as stated in Theorem 1.1, we utilize Lemma 2.8 to find

a [
R

Thanks to (4.40), we substitute (4.39) into (1.19), then obtain that if M > M*,

Mkﬂf
M\

M M\
- ()5 fR Ky m. )5 dx + MV(0) + 0,(1)

— —0co0 ast — +oo. 4.41)

wy |V

n

m, dx = % f M (X)(K 1=y * M) (X) dx. (4.40)

Wy |V

nm

M
ey m < Eml,w) = (

m, dx + fRn V(x)m, dx) AN

2
) [ Km0 d
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Therefore, we have e,y = —oo for M > M*, which indicates that problem (1.14) does not admit any
minimizer.

Now, we are concentrated at the critical case M = M* and plan to show Conclusion (iii). To begin with,
we prove that up to a subsequence,

lim eqs 1 = eq= p+ = 0. (4.42)
M/ M*

Indeed, since inf,eg: V(x) = 0 as shown in (V1) and ey+ 5+ is defined by (1.14), we have for any 6 > 0,
dA(m, w) € Ay~ such that

o+ < E(m,w) < egr y+ + 6. (4.43)

Noting that %(m, w) € Ay, we further obtain

M M
o' M < 8(%% WW) (4.44)
M

=E(m, w) + (AA;F - 1)[CL Ln %r/m dx + Ln V(x)m dx] + %[1 - (M* )2] Ln m(x)(Kn—yy * m)(x) dx.

By a straightforward computation, one has as M ,~ M*,

(3Dl [

We collect (4.43), (4.44) and (4.45) to get

%‘y mdx + »[R” V(x)m dx] + %[1 - (AA;*)Z] »[R” m(x)(Kp—yy * m)(x)dx — 0. (4.45)

limsup eg- pr < eqs p= +6, Y0 > 0. (4.46)
M M*

Letting 6 — 0 in (4.46), one has from (4.46) that

limsup egs p1 < € - “4.47)
M /M

In addition, define (74 p1, Wor i) € Ay as a minimizer of ey y = inf(y )ez,, E(m, w) for any fixed M €
(0, M™), then we find Mﬁ*(ﬁza»«,M, Waorm) € Ay and

*

Cq* M* S‘8( M (ma*,Ma Wa*,M))
M* Waor M|V _ _ 1 (M* _ _
= [CL fn ﬁ?ZM| My p dx + fﬂ V(x)ma p dx — 5( M)Ln g m(X)(Kn-y') * Mo p)(x) dx

3k £

< M S(m(x*,M’ wa*,M) = M

€ M> VM < M*.

It follows that

3k

e+ < liminf eorm = lim eq p. (4.48)
M/ M* M/ M*
Combining (4.47) with (4.48), one has
li - = =g > 0. 4.4
Moy M T G M = 0 (4.49)

In light of assumptions (V1) and (V2) stated in Subsection 1.2 for potential V, we set M = M* in (4.41) to
get

eq p+ < E(ml,wh) = M*V(xp) + 0,(1) = 0, if V(xp) = 0 and t — +o0.
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Hence e, p+ < 0, which together with (4.49) implies (4.42).
Now, we focus on the proof Conclusion (iii). If conclusion (iii) is not true, then we assume that ey« -
has a minimizer (171, w) € Ay-. By using (4.42), we further obtain

- X
0 = &, W) = f CL|%|Y dx + f V(i dx - 5 fR () (K * 1)(x) dix > 0.

Combining this with (4.3), one gets

a [

which implies suppV(x) N supp 7z = 0. Whereas, with the assumption (1.17¢c) and the fact ¥’ < n, we have
suppV = R”. It follows that 7z = 0 a.e., which is a contradiction. Consequently, we complete the proof of
Conclusion (iii). O

1

=" dx = f (x)(K—yy * t)(x) dx and f V(xdx = 0, (4.50)
m 2 Rn R

Theorem 1.2 implies that when the potential V satisfies some mild assumptions given by (V1), (V2) and
(V3) stated in Section 1, system (1.1) admits the ground states only when M < M*, where M* is explicitly
shown in Theorem 1.1 and has a strong connection with the existence of ground states to the potential-free
nonlocal Mean-field Games system. In the next section, we shall discuss the asymptotic behaviors of ground
states to problem (1.1)as M ~ M*.

5 Asymptotics of Ground Statesas M ~ M*

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. More precisely, we shall describe the
asymptotic profile of least energy solutions to (1.8) as M, M*.

5.1 Basic Blow-up Behaviors

In this subsection, we analyze the basic asymptotic behaviors of ground states to (1.8) as M ,* M* and
prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3:

Proof. To prove Conclusion (i), we perform the blow-up argument and assume

’

¥
limsupf —| mpydx < +oo.
MM JRe M
Then we utilize Lemma 2.5 to get
Tim sup 1l raceny, 1im sup warllzigeny, 1im sup [wrllpigeny < +o. (5.1)
M/ M MM M/ M

Consequently, we have there exists (m, w) € WH4(R™) x L4(R") such that
my; — min WH(R™) and wy — win LIR") as M / M". (5.2)

Now, we prove (m,w) € Ky given by (1.15). Indeed, noting (5.1), we have

lim supf V(x)my dx < +o0. (5.3)
M/'M* n
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By using the assumptions (V1), (V2) and (V3) satisfied by V, we conclude from (5.2), (5.3) and Lemma 4.1
that

my — min L'(R") A L7 (R"), as M 7 M", (5.4)

which implies fR" mdx = M*. Moreover, thanks to (5.2), one gets Am = V - w weakly. It follows that

'—1

1 Y
_&¢-b @-D wiry 4 B
widx= | Wlim[™ 7 |m| 7 dx < |m||—| dx mdx| < +oo.
R R n m R

which implies w € L'(R"). Hence, we obtain (m, w) € K- and further 11{/1“} g}f E(myg, wyr) > E(m, w) due to
(5.2) and (5.4). Moreover, one has from (4.42) that

eo M+ = EM,w) = eq .

Therefore, (m, w) is a minimizer of e, ys+, which yields a contradiction to Conclusion (iii) in Theorem 1.2.
This finishes the proof of Conclusion (i).

(i1). Note that
ey =¢€:= (CLf

As stated in Conclusion (i) of Theorem 1.2, we have each uy; € C2(R") is bounded from below and satisfies
lim uys(x) = +c0. Hence, there exists x, € R" such that us(x,) = ian up(x), which indicates 0 = u.(0) =
xeR”

|x|—+0c0

ian uz(x) thanks to the definition given in (1.26).
xeR"
In light of (1.24) and (1.26), we find that (u., m., w,) satisfies the following system

Y -1
Wum dex) Y >0asM S M.

my

—Aug + CylVuel + Aye” = (K * me)(x) + € V(ex + xe),
—Amg — CgyyV - (mg|Vug""2Vu,) = —Am, + V - w, = 0, (5.5
ﬁv mgdx = M.

Collecting (1.25), (4.3) and (4.42), one gets

Y , Y
CLf We mgdxzsyCLf Wu mydx=1, (5.6)
R | Mg n My
f Me(X)(K -y * mg)(x) dx = g’ f my(X)(Kn—yry * mpr)(x) dx — 2, (5.7
n RV!
and
f V(ex + xg)mgdx = f Vx)mydx — 0as M ~ M*. (5.8)

Following the similar argument employed in the derivation of (4.25), we utilize (5.5) and (5.6) to obtain

1 1
My = E(mpy, wy) — 3 f My (X)(Kn—yy * my)(x)dx = o(1) - € 4 f Me(X)(Kn-y) * mg)(x) dx,
Rn Rn
which implies

Aye’ — —# asM / M*. (5.9)
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We apply the maximum principle to the u-equation in (5.5), then deduce that
e 2 ~(Kmyy * me)0) + & V(xs) = —(Kiuey) * me)(0),
which indicates
(K(ueyy * me)(0) = —Ape” > C > 0.
Now, we claim that there exists some constant C > 0 such that

&' V(x,) < C.

(5.10)

5.11)

(5.12)

If this is not the case, one can find some subsequence €; — 0 such that 8;/ V(xg,) = +oo. Then, with the aid

of (5.10), one has

(Ka*l* me,)(0) >C,
8;/ Vi(xg,)

where C > 0 is some constant independent of g;. Define

-2
T w(xo + ax), pi(x) = almy(xo + aix), ap =

1
vi(x) :=a =,

€] V(xsl ) v
then one has

/ 1

y = ——-—
83/ Vi(xg,)

/ — 0, & Vixg) = 1.

a 1 €1

By substituting (5.14) into (5.5), we find

—Av; + Cy|Vv|” + a}//lM = a}/ V(x; + a;x) — a;/_”(KQ»« */11), x eRY,
Apy + CryV - (Vv 2 Vvyy) = 0, xeR"

By using the assumption (1.17b), one gets

V(age1x + xg))

/ J
a) & V(agix + xg) = <C,
Vixg)
where C > 0 is some constant independent of /. Noting that
n-a* +n+(y* 27/”’,
; o =
[lge; ™ |l 1o =a; 7 |lmgll 2 — 0as!— +oo,

L' n=a® (Bg(0)) L2 (Bgay(x1)

we utilize the maximal regularity shown in Lemma 2.1 to obtain

Vv’ . <C
Vv ||Ll+%(BR/2) )

(5.13)

(5.14)

(5.15)

where R > 0 and C > 0 are some constants. Focusing on the m-equation of (5.15), we similarly apply the
standard elliptic regularity estimates (See Theorem 1.6.5 in [6]) to obtain y; € CO’H(BR/4(O)) with 8 € (0, 1)

independent of /. By a direct calculation, we conclude from (5.13) that

(Ko * 1) 0)

>C>0.
8; Vixg,)

(Ko 1)(0) = af (Ko my)(0) =

29

(5.16)



This together with the Holder’s continuity of y; implies that
f w(x)dx > C >0, 5.17)
Bgr/4(0)

where R > O sufficiently large and independent of /. In light of 87, V(xg) — +oo, we have the fact that
|xg,| = +00. As a consequence, there exists 6 > 0 such that V(x,,) > 26. Then It follows from (5.17) that

f V(erx + xg)mg,(x) dx
=f V(eiag,x + xg)pydx > 6f updx > Co >0,
" Br(0)

as g; — 0. Whereas,
f V(ex + xo)ms(x)dx —» 0as e — 0,
RV!

which reaches a contradiction. This completes the proof of our claim (5.12).
Moreover, since V satisfies (1.17b), one further obtains for R > 0 large enough,

& V(ex + x.) < Cg < +oo, for all |x] < 4R, (5.18)

where constant Cg > 0 depends on R and is independent of &.
Similarly as discussed in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we estimate Vu, and rewrite the u-equation of (5.5)
as

—Aug = —ClVug|” + g6(x) with go(x) 1= —Aye” + & V(xs + £x) — (Ko * my)(x). (5.19)
Noting that (K- * m;) € L1+%(R"), we utilize Lemma 2.1 to get [Vu,|” € Lll;m RM), i.e. [Vu 7! €

Ll(ol:m)y (R™). By using Lemma 2.6, we further obtain that m € Cﬁ)’f(R") for some 6 € (0,1) since m

satisfies the second equation in (5.5).
llellc20Br(0y < € < 0. (5.20)
In light of (5.11), we have from (5.20) that there exists a constant Ry € (0, 1) such that
mg(x) > C >0, VY|x| < Ryp. (5.21)
Now, we claim that up to a subsequence,

lirr(l) xe = xo with V(xg) =0. (5.22)
E—

If not, one has either |x;| — +oo0 or x, — xo with V(xg) > 0. In the two cases, we both have lim V(ex+x.) >

xe—0

A a.e. in R" for some A > 0. It then follows from (5.21) that

A AC
lim f V(ex + xomg dx > = f me(x) dx > —|Bg,(0)],
" Bry(0) 2
0

e—0

which contradicts (5.8). Therefore, we find (5.22) holds.
By using (5.6), we find there exists (mg, wp) € WH(R") x (L'(R") N L4(R™)) such that

(Mg, we) — (mg, wo) in WH(RY) x LIR") as & — 0, (5.23)
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where mg # 0 thanks to (5.21) and g is given by (1.16). Furthermore, invoking (5.20), one has u, — ug in

CIZOC(R"). Moreover, combining (5.5) with (5.9), we obtain (mq, ug) satisfies

—Aug + ClVuol” = 5= = —Kin—y) * mo,
—Amg = =CyryV - (mo|Vug|”>Vug) = =V - wo, (5.24)

0< \ER" mydx < M*, wg = —CHm0|Vu0|y_2Vu0,

where we have followed the procedure performed in the proof of (3.69) shown in Section 3. In particular,
we have used Lemma 2.8 to obtain that (i, wg) is a minimizer of (1.20) and fR" modx = M*. Thus, we
have from (5.24) that (ug, mg, wo) satisfies (1.22). On the other hand, we obtain m, — mg in L'(R"), and
then with the aid of (5.23), one finds

mg — mg in LPR"), Y p€e[1,4") ase — 0,

which indicates that (1.27) holds.
Finally, we prove that (1.29) holds when (1.28) is imposed on V. To this end, we argue by contradiction
and assume that, then, up to a subsequence,

iminf e =% _ oo, (5.25)
E

&e—0

Define

Mme(x) 1= &'mpy(ex + X) = mg(x + &%“),
We(x) 1= & hwpg(ex + %p) = we(x + 22, (5.26)

is(x) = 8% uy(ex + x.) = ug(x + %)
Now, we claim that ARy > 0 and C > 0 independent of & such that
mg(x) = C >0, Vx| <Ry. (5.27)
Invoking (5.26), we have (5.27) is equivalent to

Xg — Xg

me(x) = C > 0, v|x—

| <Ry. (5.28)
E

In light of (5.11), we find
me(0) = [MellL=@m) = [Imell=@n > C > 0. (5.29)

To show (5.28), we have from the first equation in (5.5) that #. satisfies
~Ait + Cy|Vitg] = g:(x) := Ay — Koy * me)(x) + 87 V(ex + Xo). (5.30)

Following the argument shown in [10, Theorem 4.1], we consider the following two cases:
Case 1: Assume that there exists some constant C > 0 independent of € such that X, satisfies

limsup &’ V(%) < C < +oo.
e—0

Then thanks to (5.29), we follow the same argument performed in the derivation of (5.19), (5.20) and (5.21)
to obtain the claim (5.27).
Case 2: Suppose that x. satisfies

liminf &’ V(&) = +oo. (5.31)

e—0
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Define
m(x) = e'my(ex) = mg(x - %), i(x) = 8%141;/1(8)6), Ww(x) = & wy(ex), (5.32)

then obtain from (5.5) that (7, i1, W) satisfies

—Aii + CylVii]” + Aye” = ' V(ex) — Ky * ite, x € R,
—Adiv — CyV - (m|Vial* 2 Vi) = 0, x € R”, (5.33)
fou rcdx =M /M, Wy = —Crryim|Val Vit

Since V satisfies (1.28), we utilize Lemma 2.2 to get

l J
Vil < C( + ol lxlY), o = &7, (5.34)

Denote y, := % and y, := %, which are the minimum and maximum points of i.(x) and 7i1.(x), respectively.
With the aid of (5.22), we obtain |y,| < Ce™!. Then, we obtain from (5.34) that

1
1i6(0)] < [s(e)l + el sUp Vi, < 1+ Ce™ + Ce™' ol lysl7 < 1+ Ce™. (5.35)
YI<lyel

As a consequence,

1
fie(x) < 71:(0) + x| sup [V (o) < 1+ Ce™' + ol x5 (5.36)

Collecting (5.31), (5.35) and (5.36), we proceed the same argument shown in [10, Theorem 4.1] to get
e € C¥9(Bg(3,)) with @ € (0,1) and R > 0 independent of &. Since ¥, is maximum point of 7iz.(x), we
combine (5.29) with (5.32) to get im.(y.) = C > 0. Hence, we have there exists some Ry > 0 independent of
€ such that

C
mg(x) > 0} >0,V |x — | <Rp.

Noting y, = x—g‘ we find from the above estimate and (5.32) that (5.28) holds.
Thus, if the potential V satisfies (1.28), then (5.27) and (5.28) hold. Whereas, (5.28) together with (5.25)

contradicts the fact that m, converges strongly to mg in L'(R"). As a consequence, (1.29) holds and this
completes the proof of Theorem 1.3. O

In Theorem 1.3, we see that as M ,”* M*, the ground states (s, wys) to problem (1.14) concentrate and
become localized patterns, in which the profiles are determined by (mg, wp), the minimizer to problem (3.1).
We mention that with some typical expansions imposed on potential V locally, the detailed asymptotics of
ground states can be captured and we shall discuss them in Subsection 5.2.

5.2 Refined Blow-up Behaviors

In this subsection, we shall analyze the refined asymptotic profiles of the rescaled minimizer (m,, w,) and
prove Theorem 1.4. As shown in Theorem 1.4, we assume V(x) has [ € N distinct zeros defined by
{P1,---,P;} cR"; moreover, da; > 0, g; > 0, d > 0 such that

V(x) = ailx = Pi|% + O(|x = P)9*Y), if |x— Pl < d. (5.37)

Define g = max{qi, -+ ,q}, Z ={P;|q;i = q,i=1,---,l} and denote

p=min{y; | PieZi=1,--- 1} with y; = mﬂiQn Hi(y), Hi(y) = f ajlx + ylfimo(x) dx. (5.38)
yeR”

Rﬂ

SetZy ={P;| Pie Zand y; = u,i = 1,--- , I} consisted of all weighted flattest zeros of V(x). Collecting the
above notations, we first establish the precise upper bound of e, 5y as M, M* stated as follows:

32



Lemma 5.1. The e, y, defined by (1.18), satisfies

q+v’(q_ﬂ)#[1_£

9
eorm < [1+o(D]——| = *]y YoasM S M (5.39)
q \v M

Proof. The proof is similar as the argument shown in [14, Lemma 6.1] with slight modifications. We omit
the details. O

In Section 5, we find (m,, w,, u.) converges to (mg, wo, ug) in the following sense:
mg — mo in LP(RM Y p € [1,§%), we — wo LYR™) and u; — ug in CZ_(R"),

loc

where (mg, wy) is the minimizer of I',+ and correspondingly, (ug, mg, wo) satisfies (1.22). Moreover, Lemma
2.7 and Lemma 2.8 imply 36; > 0 and Cs, > 0 such that

mo(x) < Cs,C~M, (5.40)

and

a [

Next, invoking Lemma 5.1, (5.40) and (5.41), we are going to prove Theorem 1.4, which is

‘ 1
201 g dx = f oKy * mo)(x)dx = 1. (5.41)
m() 2 R

Proof of Theorem 1.4:

Proof. Thanks to Theorem 1.3, we have x, — P; for some 1 < i < /. In addition, noting that (m,s, wyy) is
the minimizer of problem (1.18), one gets

,

J y -r
eqr.m = E(my, wy) =7 CLf We mg dx — % f Me(Kn—yy * mg)(x) dx + f V(ex + xgo)mg(x)dx
Rr Mg R~ n
1 _,M*
>—g7 [— - 1] Me(Kn—yy * mg)(x) dx + Viex + x.)mg(x) dx. (5.42)
2 M Rn n

By the direct calculation, we obtain

Viex+ - P;|%
f V(ex + xo)ma(x) dx = % f (extxe) | X Pl (5.43)
n rr |€X + X, — Pl
In light of x, — P;, then one has
lim Viex + x) i ajlex + xo — P9 + O(lex + xe — Pi|th) 4 aeinR" (5.44)
-0 lex + xp — Pi|%  &-0 lex + x. — P;|%
Now, we claim that
. xg - Pi . .
qi = g = max{qy, - ,q;} and lim sup| | is uniformly bounded. (5.45)
e—0 &
Indeed, if (5.45) is not true, then we have either g; < g or up to a subsequence, lim._, XS;P "| = +oc0. Then
by using Fatou’s lemma, we conclude from (1.27), (5.43) and (5.44) that
\%4 + — P;ai
lime™4 f V(ex + x.)mg dx = lim g474 f (Ex+ Xe) _|x P ! mgdx > > 1
&—0 n &—0 R” ng + Xg — Pi|q’
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for any constant 8 > 1 large enough. Combining (5.6) with (5.42), one gets

1 M M*
ew 2587 [ 1] fR ma(Kouy) ms)(x) dx + et = [1+0.(D][—

- 1]8‘7’/ + Bed

>(1 + 8(1))_(;1/_/,3)7+q[ﬁ - l]wq, where 8> 1,

which contradicts Lemma 5.1. This completes the proof of claim (5.45).
With the help of (5.45), we obtain that dyy € R” such that, up to a subsequence,

. Xg — Pi
lim = Yp.
&—0 &
Then we aim to prove that yg satisfies (1.31), i.e. H;(yg) = ian H;(y) = u with P; € Zy. To begin with,
yeR®

noting g; = g, we apply Fatou’s lemma then conclude from (5.37), (5.38) and (1.27) that

e(x ; —p.|4
lim s_qf V(ex + xgs)mg dx = lim ( . l) ‘x + e | medx
&—0 n g0 Jrn |8(x+ XF%PI)W e
> f ailx + yol?my dx > u, (5.46)
where the last two equalities hold if and only if (1.31) holds. Thus, we have
T M*
-y q
e 27| m ](1 +o(1)) + lu(1 + o(1))
M* =
O A
4 M (5.47)
_ qu M 75 M\ '
=1+ o()f—T- (7) [“W]y G0
Rl
,y/ M* ’
where the equality holds in the second step if and only if
e
= [1 - ] T+ o(1)) (5.48)
&= 7 . .

Thus, combining (5.47) with (5.39), one has all equalities in (5.47) hold. It immediately follows that all "="
in (5.46) also hold. Now, we obtain (1.30) and (1.31), which completes the proof of Theorem. 1.4. m|

Theorem 1.4 implies that if the local expansion (5.37) is imposed on potential V, then the minimizers to
problem (1.18) will concentrates at the location where V is weighted flattest as M ,” M*. In particular, the
asymptotic behavior of scaling factor ¢ is accurately characterized.

6 Discussion

In this paper, we mainly investigated the existence of ground states to (1.1) with critical mass exponent
in the nonlocal coupling. First of all, we analyzed the attainability of the best constant in the Gagliardo-
Nirenberg type’s ratio defined by (1.20), which corresponds the existence of ground states to the potential-
free Mean-field Games system. Next, with the aid of Gagliardo-Nirenberg type’s inequality, we employ
the variational approach to classify the existence of minimizers to the constrained minimization problem
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(1.14). In particular, while discussing the existence of classical solutions to (1.1) under the subcritical mass,
we introduced the mollifier and showed the L* of m to the mollified minimization problems, in which
the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality is crucial. Then taking the limit and applying standard elliptic
regularities, we obtained the existence of classical solutions to (1.1) under the subcritical mass. Finally, with
some assumptions imposed in the potential V, we performed the scaling argument and blow-up analysis to
derive the asymptotic behaviors of ground states to (1.1) in the singular limit of M, where the Pohozaev
identities have been intensively used for the L' convergence of m.

There are some interesting problems that deserve the explorations in the future. In Section 3, some
technical restriction on m was imposed, which is the boundedness of ﬁ&" m|x|® dx for sufficiently small b > 0.
It is an open problem to remove this condition while establishing the Gagliardo-Nirenberg type’s inequality.
It is also intriguing to investigate the properties of ground states including uniqueness, symmetries, etc. to
potential-free Mean-field Games systems (1.8) with the Hartree coupling and polynomial Hamiltonian. The
extension of our results into a general class of potential V is a challenging problem due to the lower bounds
of the value function u.

Appendix A Basic proerties of Riesz potential

This Appendix is devoted to some well-known results for the estimates involving Riesz potential, which can
be found in [22, Theorem 4.3], [25, Theorem 14.37] and [5, Theorem 2.8].

Lemma A.1 (Hardy Littlewood-Sobolev inequality). Assume that 0 < a <nand 1 <r < . Then for any
f e L'(RY), it holds

I1Ka * fllp 7z gy < €O @, DI fllr ey, (A.1)

where constant C > 0 depending on n, a and r.
Moreover, suppose that r,s > 1 with % -+ % =1, fe L'(R") and g € L°(R"). Then, we have there
exists a sharp constant C(n, a, r) independent of f and g such that

f f fx)80) dy
n Jrn |x =y

In particular, we find from Lemma A.1 thatif »r = s in (A.2) and f € L%(R”), then there exists a sharp
constant C(n, @) independent of f and g such that

JOf)

n Jre |X =y

< C(n, a, Dl fllr@nllgllzs @ (A.2)

dxdy| < C 2 . A3
X y‘_ (n,a)IIfIIL%(Rn) (A.3)

Lemma A.2 (C.f. Theorem 2.8 in [5]). Let 0 < @ < nand 1 < r < +o0 be positive constants such that
r>+~ands€|[l,%). Then for any f € L'(R") N L*(R"), we have

1K * fllzo@ey < Cllfller@ey + Call flls@ny. (A4)
where C1 = C(n,a,r) and C» = C(n, a, s). Moreover, if 0 < a — % < 1, we have
Ko * f € COO7 7 (RY). (A.5)
In particular, there exists constant C := C(n,a,r) > 0 such that

Ko * f(x) = Ko * fO)|

lx — ylo=7

< Cllfllr@m,  Yx #y.
Lemma A.2 exhibits the L™ and Holder estimates of K, * f under certain conditions of f and «.
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