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Normalized solutions to a quasilinear equation involving critical

Sobolev exponent

Nidhi* and K. Sreenadh'

Abstract

In this paper we study the existence and regularity results of normalized solutions to
the following quasilinear elliptic Choquard equation with critical Sobolev exponent and

mixed diffusion type operators:

—Apu+ (=Ap)Pu = AulP72u+ [uP” "2u+ p(Iy ¢ [u]?)|u|9%u in RY,

S~ lufPdz =T,

where N >3, 7> 0, 2(&t2) < g < g(%fg), I, is the Riesz potential of order aNE (0, N),
p

is the fractional p-laplacian operator, p* = Nop is the

S

> 0 is a parameter, (—A,)
critical Sobolev exponent and A appears as a Lagrange multiplier.
Keywords: Normalized solutions, Choquard equation, critical growth, local and nonlocal

operator, existence results, Holder regularity.

1 Introduction

This work is mainly focused on the existence and regularity results of the following quasilinear
equation with critical Sobolev exponent, Choquard nonlinearity and a mixed diffusion type

operator:
—Apu+ (—Ap)%u = NulP2u + [ulP” %u + p(I, * [ul9)|ulf%u in RY, (1.1)

with a fixed LP norm
Dy —
/RN ufPde = T, (1.2)
where N >3, 0<s<1<p<N,7>0,p"= NN—_’;) is the critical Sobolev exponent. The

operators p-laplacian (A,) and fractional p-laplacian (—A,)® are defined as:
Apu = div(|VulP~*Vu),

and

(_Ap)su(x — lim |u(x) — u(y)|p_2(u(x) — u(y))

dy f 0,1).
=0 JRN\ B, (0) |z — y|N+sp yfor s € (0.1)
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I, is the Riesz potential of order a € (0, N') given by

N,«

A
I (x) = |x|N;a with Ay = f for every z € RV \ {0}. (1.3)

The problem is well defined for all g(%) <q<
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality:

N3

(%—tg‘) due to the following well known

Proposition 1.1. Let t,r > 1 and 0 < o < N with 1/t +1/r = 1+ a/N, f € L}(RY) and
h € L"(RN). There exists a sharp constant C(t,r,a, N) independent of f,h, such that

f(@)h(y)
/RN /RN = yp-a 4y = Ol o N[l fhler (1.4)

Ift=r =2N/(N + «), then

NyY W
Clt,r,a,N)=C(N,a) =77 ) {ggifi} . (1.5)

Equality holds in (L4 if and only zf% = constant and h(z) = A(y? + |z — a|>) N2 for
some A€ C,0# v R and a € RV,

|u()|uly)|?
dzd
/RN/]RN |x_y|Na Tray

is well defined if § (%) <qg<¥t (%—f;‘) The expression (I, * |u|9)|u|?2u is referred to

as Choquard-type nonlinearity, as it was employed by Choquard in the examination of the

It follows from [Proposition 1.1| that

Hartree-Fock theory of a one-component plasma. At the Symposium on Coulomb Systems,

Choquard explained how the energy functional associated with the problem:

{ —Au + u= (I * [ul*)u in R3, (1.6)

u € HY(R3).

can be used in this regard, see [I7]. Also, (6] was used by Pekar in [28] to study the

quantum theory model of a stationary polaron. The equations of the type
—Au+ M= p(Iy * |[uP)uP~2u in RY, (1.7)

are called the Choquard equation. Such equations mostly occur in the field of quantum
physics, see [30], and have been extensively studied. We refer the readers to go through [§],
[19], and [2I] to see how the existence, multiplicity, and qualitative characteristics of the
solution to (7)) are deduced. This study is devoted to the normalized solution for a category
of quasilinear elliptic Choquard equation associated with the operator £ = —A, + (=A,)®.
To the best of our knowledge, there hasn’t been much research on such problems. Formally

speaking, the solution to the class of problems of the form:

{ ~Au = Ju+tg(u) mRY, (18)

Jen |u?dz = c.
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is called a normalized solution. The solution of (L8] gives us the stationary state of a nonlin-
ear Schrédinger equation with a predetermined fixed L?-norm. Jeanjean studied (LX) in [14]
and deduced the existence of a radially symmetric solution under some assumptions on g.
Further, Bartsch and De Valeriola proved the existence of infinitely many solutions (see [2]).
Moreover, taking g(t) = [t|P~'t, (LX) has been studied for bounded domains along with
some boundary conditions; interested readers can go through [25] and [3I]. The existence
of normalized solutions for nonlinear Schrédinger systems has been thoroughly investigated.
Readers seeking further information may consult the references [BH5LI3L24L26]. The study of
quadratic ergodic mean field games systems also investigates normalized solution types, as
discussed in [29].

Recently, the study of normalized solutions to the Choquard equation has attracted the re-
searchers. The linear case, that is p = 2, has been dealt with by a lot of authors; for instance,
see [1633135]. The authors in [32] and [20] have studied the existence of normalized solutions
to the critical Choquard equation, where the critical exponent is due to the above-mentioned
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, involving classical and fractional Laplacian operators,
respectively and in [I2], such critical growth Choquard equation has been seen studied with
the presence of mixed diffusion type operator.

Motivated by the previously mentioned literature, we aim to investigate the existence and
regularity results for normalized solutions to a broader category of quasilinear elliptic equa-
tions featuring critical Sobolev exponents and mixed diffusion-type operators. In addition to
being a critical case, the presence of classical p-laplacian and fractional p-laplacian operators
in the equation intensifies the complexity and interest of our study.

We will initiate our study by discussing the regularity properties of a radially symmetric pos-
itive weak solution of (LI)-(L2). Here, the space framework is the Banach space W1P(RY)

equipped with the following equivalent norm:

3=

lull = (IVully + llully + [w,)7,

u(y)[P
Spe /RN /RN |x— |N+sp e, dxdy,

and WP(RY) = {u € WYP(RY) : u is radial}. Morever, the space W = W1HP(RY) x R, with
| (w, t) || := [Jul|” + |¢[?, will also be used. The notion of weak solution for (ILI)-(L2) is as

follows:

where

Definition 1.1. A function u € WHP(RYN) is said to be the weak solution of (LI)-(T2) if

[ull} =7 and

/ |VulP2VuVot < u,v >, ,= )\/ [ulP~2uw +/ JulP” 2w —i—,u/ (Lo * [u|)|u|?2uw,
RN RN N N

for everyv € WHP(RY), where < u,v > 5= % [pn [ () —u(@)|” Téu(qj) ) @) =vW) gy

Defining A := pA,, the energy functional corresponding to the problem (ITJ) is given by

1 A 1 1 * 1
F(u) = = IVull? - 2 lull? - 2 )P Pt Au),
(u) » IVull, + D ully + p[u]s,p P9 (u)




that is, a critical point of F' which satisfies the constraint turns out to be the weak solution
of (LI))-(TZ). Precisely, we can say the following about a solution of (IT)-(T2) :

Theorem 1.1. Letp > 2, N —a <2p and p < q < g(%—‘:;‘) If0 < u € WW(R") is a
solution of (LI)-(L2), corresponding to some A < 0, then u € LS (RN). Moreover, if u is

loc

radially symmetric, then w € L¥(RN) N CS (RN) for every 0 < § < © = min{_*, 1}.

Following the work of R. Biswas and S. Tiwari in [6], an iterative scheme was constructed to
show that a positive solution must lie in L2 (RY). Moreover, using the radial lemma [34],
it is evident that a radially symmetric solution would lie in L>°(R"), and hence the results
of [I0] can be used to figure out the Holder regularity.

After obtaining the regularity results, we investigated the existence of the normalized solution.

Inspired by the work of X. Shang and P. Ma in [32], existence results for the cases: £ (%) <

g<?t (W) and £ (W) <g<?¥t (%—tg‘) is discussed separately. Settting the set of

functions satifying the constraint by:
S(r) = {u e WH®RN) : |Jullf = 7}

and using the fiber map defined as

Nt

txu(z) :=er ule

x),

the idea is to work on the natural Pohozaev manifold, given by

P(r) = S(r)N M = $(r) N {u € WP(®RY): M(u) = 0},
where
M(u) = | Vulh + s[ul?, — [[ullb. — 74 A(w),

with v, = % — NZ—J;O‘. Using the concentration compactness principles by Lions in [I8] we

. _ N
deduce the following for & (%) <q<qs=5 (W):
Theorem 1.2. For 0 < s <1 <p < N, and § (%) < q < qs, there exists 79 > 0 such
that, for all T < 19, the problem ([LI))-(L2) has a radially symmetric ground state solution

ur € WYP(RYN) corresponding to some A < 0 with E(uZ) < 0.

Further, for the case of ¢; < ¢ < § (%—f‘;‘), € - blow up analysis was used to conclude the

following :

Theorem 1.3. Let 0 < s < 1 < p < N and p > 0 is sufficiently large, then we have the

following:

1. if ¢ = qs, then there exists, Ts > 0 such that for all T € (0,7s), (LI)-(C2) has a solution
(ur, Ar) € WEHP(RY) x R for some A <0,

2.0fqs < q < q := g(%), then there exists, T, > 0 such that for all T € (0,7,),
(CI)-(C2) has a solution (u,,A,) € WEHP(RN) x R for some A <0,

3. forallqg<q<5§ (%—f;‘), (CI)-(C2) has a solution (u,,\;) € WHP(RY) x R for some
A <O0.



Notations
We have used the following notations throughout the paper:

o T(u) = Vullg + [uf

S7p

o S is the best Sobolev constant, see [36], given by:

: [Vull
S = inf > (1.9)
ueW»(R¥\{0} [|ull}.
and is achieved by the family of functions of the form:
Ky peito D
(p—1)
Ue zo(2) = Np€" ~—» for mg € RY and e > 0. (1.10)

(7T + o — 20| 77) 5

2 Regularity Result

Let us start with dicussing the regularity properties of a positive radial solution to (LII)-(L2]).

Proof of Theorem [ : For 0 < ¢ < 1, define h(t) := Ve + 12, clearly, g. := h. is a
continuously differentiable convex function, with g.(0) = 0 and |g.(¢)| < M, for some M, > 0,
thus by Theorem 2.2.3 of [I5], g.(u) € WEP(RN). Let 0 < ¢ € C°(RY) be arbitrary, now
define ¢ := ¢|ge(uv)|P~2gc(u) € WHP(RY), then we have:

[ IVal2vav = p-1) [ [VuPelg P 2g+ [ [9up g 2 w)Vuve = I,
RN RN RN
(2.1)

< u, (>

[ [ ) = P ) Zu) ) =G,
RN JRN Y

|z — y|N+sp

v

|z — y|N+sp
(2.2)

/ / |he(u(x)) — he(u(@)) P2 (he (u(x)) — he(u(y)))($(x) — ¢(y))
RN JRN
I3
by Lemma 3.2 of [6]. Taking ¢ as test function, by (1)) and (Z2) we get:

I+ I5+ (- ) /]R uPue < /R VU UV €, Sy A /]R g
S N TS AR T D s

RN RN

Lol 2wt [ (s 00, (23)
RN RN

IN

since |g¢(t)| < 1. Now, taking e — 0 in ([Z3]), by dominated convergence theorem, we get :

/ IVulP"2VuVét < [ul, ¢ >5p< A / P 2ug+ / P 2up+ / (L[] ]2
RN RN RN RN
(2.4)



for all 0 < ¢ € C°(RY) and hence by density, for all 0 < ¢ € WIP(RY). Now, for a fixed
v > 0, define u., := min{~, |u|} and for some k > 1, set § = kp —p+ 1. Replacing ¢ by ug in
(Z4), then by Lemma 3.1 of [6] we get:

P kip ) / B 1 p
+ [us]P < g Vuy P+ < |u >>5
(,B—i-p— 1)p (H )Hp [u3]e Ceu(e) <) [V, | Juf, P

= / IVuP2VuVul+ < Jul,uf >,

)\/ JuP~2uuf —|—/ JulP"~ uu

-2
—|—M/RN(Ia s |ul?)|u|? uuv.

IN

Now, since v > 0 and A < 0 we get

2 (7t + o) + 0 ol [l 2 g [ o a2,
and hence

CIB k p *_ _
il < p =2, .8 9|0 197 24,0,8
” HU'YH < /RN u uul +,u/RN(Ia « [u|?)|ul uus,

here C' = min{1, #} Thus, by the imbedding W1P(RN) < LP"(RN), there exists a
constant (7 such that

P _ . B
H“fl?Hp < Ok (/RN Jul?"Puul +,U'/RN(Ioc s [u|?)ul? 2uu5) (2.5)

because, § > k for k > 1. Now, for some d > 1, by [Proposition 1.1 Holder’s inequality, and
the fact that (a 4 b)¢ < a® 4+ b° whenever a , b > 0 and ¢ < 1, we have:

o a2
N+ao

gN % 9 g2\ 2N
<u0n ([ )™ ([ ul ) #5)
RN RN

N+«
_ 2N 2N 2N
<Cn (/ (lu(@)] 72wl ) Fa + (\UI"‘ZluuﬁDN_ﬂ>
{w:|u(z)| <} K {olu(z)|>5} K
N+a N+ao
: ( ¥ ) 40 (ufr2 B )
<Cn / (Ju]?* Juus|) N+e +Cy / wl 2w ) Nta
{z:|u(z)|<d} 7 {z:|u(z)|>6} 7
S e7a
< Oy ( / <|u|q+’f”>f?—fa> + Oy ( / <|u|q+’f”|>fv2—fa>
{w:lu(2)| <5} {w:|u(@)|>5}
vl vl
_ kpp* \ P* _ N 2=\ 7
< O ( / jul 7 ) +Cn ( / <|u|pap|u|’fp>pa>
{w:|u(@)| <6} {alu(2)|>6}
P PH—P
'S IS
< N5q P Hqupp* +CN (/ lu |kp ) </ |ulP )
£e {x\u(x>|>5} {alu(2)|>6}
< Cnot™ pHqupp* +CnC(5) re (2.6)

Pa



pu?uufj < / / U
RN

— / |ul? *+kp— p+/ |u|p*+kpfp
z)|<6} {z:|u(z)| 26}

* * *

Py p*—ph
km) p* (p* —p)p* p*
< (Lo ) (g 75
{z:|u(z)|<d} {z:|u(z)|<d}
Z v
* p * p
o) ™)
{z|u(z)|>6} {z|u(z)|>d}

* *

Poy

< e ( ul +C()'F
{z:|u(z)[ <0}

< OFT 2, + )" (2.7
Py
Using (2.6) and ([27)) in (Z3]) we get :
p _ — _ * __
[l < it (Cner e+ o) i,

P
Ly (CNC(é)p‘Z—?p +C(6)pp_*p> lulli. |

* *

taking § > 1 large enough so that C” := C1kP~! (CNC(é) » —|—C’(5) *p> < 1. Thus,

Fatou’s lemma gives us the following :

k kP
||u\|k£ = Hu H < hmlan H
S Clkp 1 (CN6q P _{_C/(;pa*p) ||u||km)* + Cl/ Hqup*;
Po
therefore,
[[wllgpe < Ok IIUHkpp* < k' <1+ HUHW ) : (2.8)

A\ C1kP=1(CnoTP4C5Pa P _
where C = ( N1—C” ) > 1. If there exists a sequence {k,} — oo as n — oo such

that ||u|| kupp* < 1 for all n € N. Then, for any bounded domain ¢ RV, we have
Py

lull knppr < ||t kpper < 1 for all n € N,
L Pa (Q) P&

taking n — oo, we get u € L>(Q) and hence u € L (RY). Now, suppose there does not

loc

exists any such sequence, then there exists kg > 0 such that

kp
Hqupp = ”LL‘ pa > 1 for al] k > ]{}0’

and hence by (Z8) we get

~ 1
lullgye < C)F (k)T ullsgpe = (CF)7 (BE)'T Jullage for all k > ko, (2.9)

P& Pa



where C, = 2C' > 1. For k; = % > ko, ([Z9) gives us

TRE R
[wllyy e < (C)P (k") 7 [Jufl gy

we have:

similarly for ky = kl}f -

Br R L
(Rt ko) 7 [l gpe

Al

[llgypr < (et 72)
proceeding in this manner, for k, = % = (%)"ko we have:

p—1

AN [ L\ T
||u||knp*g<c* a f) 1%’ 1l e - (2.10)

1
N
Now, since k; > 1 for all j € N, and lim &, ? =1, there must exist some C* > 1 such that

j—oo J

k; < ¢* for all j € N, thus [ZI0), we get:

S\ (S
(c* ) ((C*) ﬁ) g, e

[ullg, o <
1 p__l
har 5 far_\ 7 ~
: (C*p“ ) <<C*W”’> flhgpe = O el

thus, for any bounded domain € in R, we have:
ull prns @y < Nl e < Cllullgyye for all n € N. (2.11)

Now, since k,, — oo as n — oo, then we must have u € L>°(Q), because, if not so, then there

must exists a set S C ) with positive measure and w > 0, such that

u(z) > C [[wllyyp +w for all z € S,

and hence,
_1 _1
i inf [[ul| e ) = liminf (/Q ,u‘knp*)knp* -l int (/S ,u‘knp*)knp*
. ~ knp* W ~ L
> timint (Gl + o)™ = (C lullyye + )]

= C HquOp* + w,

but this is a contradiction to (ZIT). Thus, u € L. (RY). Now, if u is radial, then by Strauss

loc

lemma [34] we have

K|u ,
lu(x)] < M almost everywhere in RV, (2.12)

mT‘



The estimate in (ZI2)) tells us that |u(z)| — 0 as |z| — oo and hence u € L>(R"Y). Moreover,
using (ZIZ) we can see that, u € L (RY) for all ¢t > 1 and u € LY(RY) for all ¢ > p. Now,
as done in [IT], one can see that (I, * |u|?) € L>°(R") and hence

Fi= AP0+ [P 2w + (Lo * [u|?)|u]? 2w € LYRY) for all ¢ > max{—2 - Ll}.
p—1 49—

Thus, by theorem 1.4 of [I0] u € Cf (RY) for every 0 < § < © = min{_*, 1}. O
Following the establishment of the regularity of a radial solution, we shall examine its exis-
tence. To proceed, we require the following preliminary results:

3 Preliminaries for existence results

Proposition 3.1. For all u € W'P(RY), we have:

A(u) < Cn [|Vul 270 [fu 200779, (3.1)
and 297g 2q(s—7q)
A(u) < COnlulsp lull, = (3:2)

Proof. For r;t > 1 such that % + % = 1+ 5, by [Proposition 1.1] and the interpolation
inequality [9], we get:

Alu) < pC(N, 7, t) [lul]], lu?]],

=S =

N(qr—p) qT_N(qT—p) N(qt—p) qt_N(qt—p) %
< pCWN,rt) [ Vullp ™ lullp 7 [Vulp ™ ull, "

2 2q(1—
_ CNHVUHPQW Hquq( “/q)’

where Cy := pC(N,r,t). Similarly, by the fractional Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [27],

A(u) < pC(N,r.t) [Jul]], u?l,
_ N(gr—p) qT_N(qr—p) % N(gqt—p) qT_N(qt—p) %
< pCN,rt) (ulsp™  lull, ™ [ulsp™ Al ™
2% 2q(s—vg)
= Onlulsp ull, =",
where Cy := uC (N, r,t). O

Lemma 3.1. Let N > 3, (u,\) € S(1) X R be a weak solution of ([LI)-(L2), then u € P(T).

Proof. By, [1] and [22] we can see that u satisfies the Pohozaev identity :

N —p » N—sp> » _N_)\ » E p* <N—i—a)
(F=2) 19l + (=22 ) wley = ==l + ol + (5502 ) A, (33

and since u is a solution of (ILI]), we have:
[l + [wlf, = Mluly = llullp: — A(u) =0. (3-4)

9



By B3) and [B4]) we get

M (u) = | Vully + sful?, — lully —v,A(u) = 0.

For u € WIP(RY) define
spt ep*t

2q.
* e
[ulf, — p= [ullpe —

2q

et e a
I,(t) == E(txu) = "y [Vull? + A(u).

Let us examine the critical points of I,,.
Lemma 3.2. For u € S(7), t € R is a critical point of I, if and only if t xu € P(T).
Proof. For any u € S(7) we have:

L,(t) = " |Vulll + se P [u]?, — " [Jullh. —ge* M Aw) = Mt %),

and ||t x ul|) = [[u|) = 7. Therefore, t € Ris a critical point of I,, if and only if txu € P(7). O

4 Case l: g(%)<q<q—s;:g(W)

By (9) and [Proposition 3.1}, for u € S(7), we have:

1 1 2 C 2a7g  29(1-7¢)
Ew) > -T(u)— — T(u)pp e O e
p p*S D 2q
1 1 - C 27— 2a(1-7q)
= T |- - —=TW)5 - 1wy 7 7 |. (4.1)
p p*SF 2q
Let us define
1 1 * Oy 2avg=p 290-99)
he(r) = - — — rv - 2T T 5 forall v > 0. (4.2)
P oprSy 2q

and look for a subset A(7) of S(7), such that min FE(u) = min E(u), using the following
ueP(T) ueA(T)

property of h,.

Lemma 4.1. There exists 1o > 0 such that, for every T € (0,79), hs(r) has unique global

mazimum at some v > 0, and there exist ro > 0 such that h(r) > 0 for all r € [T—Toro,ro].

Proof. Since, 2¢v, —p < 0, we can see that h(r) = —oo as  — 400, h.(r) = —oo as r — 0,

and . 200-99)
W(r)=— 117* Pl NQ2ayg —p)T T%J,
NS5 2ap
then clearly,
2\ Foga
p_ PT—297q _
[N —20)87 I (4.3)
T 2pq |



is the global maxima for h, with
2¢(1—q) (P* —p)

1
maxh )= h T — - — KT p(p* —29vq)
reR T( ) T( T) p
Cn (NCn(p—2 )S% N(p—2 )S% N(2qvq—p*)
where K = 2_JqV( N p2p;m )(1+ =L pz)zq ) > 0. Let 7 = (pK) 2007 and ro = ry,,
then
1 20(1-79) (" —p)
I?g‘ﬂé( h’m(r) = h’m(rO) = ]_7 - KTO PPt =20a) 0,
and hence, for every 7 < 7
1 2¢(1=v¢)(P* —p) 1 2‘1(1—*%7)2(1’*—1’)
max hT(’I") = hT(T‘T) = ]; — K7 r0™—2avq) > 1_) _ KTO p(p*—2q7¢q) _ hTO('I"O) —0. (44)

reR
Now, for every r, define ¢, : (0,79) — R as ¢,(7) := h.(r). Clearly, ¢, is non-increasing for
every r, and hence h-(rg) > hr(r9) = 0 for each 7 € (0, 7). Also, since 2¢ — p > 0, then for

every 7 < 79 we have:

»* 2¢g—p 2479°P
h(Cry = L) onr® iy
T TOTO - p ﬁ p* 2q'yq7p
-~ N Q5
prrgt P 2qry ”
p* 2q(1—vq) 2qvg—P
1 rop CNTO P TO P o o
z - p* 2 _hTo(TO)_
P ST q

Therefore, h.(r) > 0 for all r € [%TO,TO]-
The above lemma motivates us to define:

A(r):={ue S(r) : T(u) <1},

ON(T) :={ue S(T): T(u) =ro},

so, that we can study m(7) := H}\l?) E(u). Considering the notations:
UEN(T

P(r)t:={ue P(r): E(u) <0},
P(r)” :={u€ P(1) : E(u) > 0},

we move forward to discuss some properties of m(7) that will help us deduce the existence

result.
Lemma 4.2. For every 7 € (0,7),
(4.5)

<0< i E .

Proof. For u € OA(7), by (A1) and [@4]), we have:

E(u) > rohr(ro) > rohsy(ro) = 0.

11



Now, since 2¢v, < sp < p < p*, we get

*
espt eP t e2q'yqt

P _ p*_
[ty - S Il - 5

et
E(txu) = y [Vully + A(u) - 07 as t — —o0,

and hence, there exists ¢y < —1 such that E(tgxu) < 0 and T'(tgp xu) < rg. Therefore, we get

@) O

Lemma 4.3. m(7) = min E(u).
ueP(r)

Proof. For v € S(7), as done in previous lemma we can see that, [, (t) — 07, T'(t xu) — 0
as t — —oo and [, (t) — —oo as t — +o00. Also, I,(t) > 0 for all ¢ such that ¢t xu € IA(T).
Thus, I, must have atleast two crtical points, t, < 0 < ¢, where ¢, corresponds to a local
minima with I,,(¢,) < 0 and ¢, to a local maxima with I,(¢,) > 0. Thus by [Lemma 3.2]
t,*u € P(t)” and t, xu € P(1)™.

Claim 1: I, has exactly two roots.

Let if possible, I,, has more than two roots, then g must attain Cj; at more than two points
where

g(t) :== e(P—2a79)t ||Vu||§ + SB(SP—QQVq)t[u]p

87p

— P —2aq79)t ||U||§: ’

and C; = v,A(u). That is, g must have atleast two critical points. Moreover, since every

critical point of g is a root of :

Ft) = (0" = 2q79)e® P [ul|Z. — (p — 2q7)e® P | Va2 — s(sp — 2q7g)[ul?,
thus, f must have atleast two roots. Now, let us examine the function f. We have:
F1(t) = (p" = sp)(p" — 2q79)e® )" [[u|[22 — (p — sp)(p — 2q75)e” P | Vul[?,
L | (p—5p) (p—297q) | Vull?

PP (pr —sp) (0" —2079) ul P
Since p* > p, we can see that f(t) — 0~ as t — —oo, thus f(tp) < 0 and f can have atmost

and ty = is the unique critical point and global minima of f.
q P g

one root at some ¢t > £y. This gives us a contradiction, hence I, has exactly two roots ¢, and
tu-

Claim 2 : ¢, xu € A(T).

Let if possible T'(t,, x u) > 9. Now, since T'(t xu) — 0 as t — —oo and ¢t — T'(t x u) is non-
decreasing, therefore, there exists some ¢y < t,, such that T'(tp*u) = r¢, that is tgxu € IA(T).
Thus, we get I,,(tg) = E(to*u) > 0. But, since ¢y < t, and I, is non increasing on the interval

(—o0,t,] with  sup I,(t) = lim I,(t) = 07, thus I,(ty) < 0. Hence, by contradiction,
te(—co t,,] e
t, xu € A(T).
Nt
Now, for u € P(r)” and t < 0, define v(x) := e » u(e 'z). Then txv =u € P(r)” C P(7),
hence I)(t) = 0. Thus, proceeding as in claim 2, we can see that u =t xv € A(7). Therefore,
P(1)~ C A(r), which gives us:

m(7) = min E(u) < min F(u) = min E(u).

u€A(7) u€P (1)~ ueP(r)

12



Also, if w is a minimizer of E on A(7), then I,,(t) > I,,(0) for all t <t,, since t xu € A(7) for
all t <t,,. Moreover, since I, is increasing in [t,,, t,], we get I,(t,) = I,,(0) and hence ¢, = 0.
Therefore, u = 0 *xu = t, xu € P(7)". Thus,

m(7) = E(u) > min E(u) = min E(u).

ueP(r)~ u€P(T)

Lemma 4.4. For every, 11, 79 > 0 such that 7 + 17 =7 € (0,70), we have:
m(7) < m(m) + m(re).
Further, if either m(11) or m(r2) is achieved, then m(t) < m(r1) + m(72).

Proof. Without loss of generality, let 7 < 9. By definition of m(7) and [Lemma 4.2 we can
find u € A(71) such that
E(u) <m(m)+eand E(u) <0. (4.6)

Then, by ), we get 0 > E(u) > T(u)hs, (T(u)), hence by [Lemma 4.1] and the fact that

u € A1), we get

m
T < —7).
(u) 70

For § = 22 > 1, let us define u(z) := u(57%x), then
_ _r _sp T2
T(u) =066~ HVHg +0 N [ulf ) < 0T (u) < —70 < 7p.
Thus, by (£8): m(m2) < E(u) < §E(u) < §(m(11) + €), since € > 0 is arbitrary , we get,

m(TQ) S —m(n). (4.7)

——m(7e) (4.8)

and hence by @), m(7) < m(m) + m(m2). Further, if m(r) is achieved, then we can take
e =0 in (6] will give us the required result. Similarly if m(72) is achieved then we will get

a strict inequality while proving (4.8]) and hence the required result. O

Lemma 4.5. The function ¢ : (0,79) — R, defined as:

o(1) =m(7)
s continuous.

Proof. Let {7,} — 7 in (0,79). For every n € N, let u,, € A(7,) be such that:

E(un) < m(ry) + % and B(un) < 0. (4.9)

13



Define vy, := (%)%un, clearly, {v,} is a sequence in S(7), and T'(v,) = =T(u,) for every
n € N. Now, since E(u;) < 0, then by (@I) and Lemma 4.1 we get T'(u,,) < 7o, and hence
T T
T(v,) = aT(un) < . <.

Therefore, {v,,} is a sequence in A(7). Then, by (L9) we get

(1) < E(vn) T V| + T iy ]? <T)p? Huani (T)? A(uy,)
m(T ) = — ||[Vu —[u —=)] —F-(—
a " PTn e PTn mep Tn p* Tn

np L Un p:
() Sl (e ()7 )
Tn p Tn P Tn P

< mim) + % +on(1), (4.10)

hence m(7) < liminf m(7,). Now, let {w,} C A(7) be a minimizing sequence for m(7) with
1

E(w,) < 0. Setting w, = (2)rwy,, by @) and [Lemma 4.1 we get w, € A(7,). Thus, as

done in [@I0) we get:

m(m,) < E(w,) = E(wy,) + 0,(1) = m(7) + 0,(1),

hence m(7) > limsupm(r,). Therefore, ¢(7) = m(7) = lim m(7,) = lim ¢(7,) and since,
n—00 n—00

T € (0,79) is arbitrary, ¢ is continuous. O

Proposition 4.1. If {u,} C A(T) is a minimizing sequence for E on A(T), then either of
the following holds:

(1) limsup ( sup / ]un]2dx> = 0.
n—00 2€RN JB1(z)

(2) There exists u € A(T) and a sequence {y,} C RN such that w,(.—y,) — u in WHP(RY)
asn — oo and E(u) = m(T).

Proof. Let {u,} C A(7) be such that E(u,) — m(7) as n — oco. Suppose that does not
hold, then proving [(2)] will suffice. Now since ||un\|£ =7 > 0 for all n € N, then we can find
a sequence {y,} in RY such that

0 < lim |tun (z — yn)|Pdx < 7. (4.11)

n—o0 B (0)

Claim 1 : {u,} is bounded in WHP(RY).

Since {un} C A(7), we have [u,||” = T'(un) + [lun|l;, < 7o + 7 for all n € N. Hence, {u,} is
bounded in W1P(RY).

Now, let u € WHP(RY) be such that {u,(. — y,)} — u, weakly in W1P(RY), upto a subse-

quence. Then, we have the following:

{ {un(. —yn)} =2 u in L{OC(RN) for all r € [p,p*)

4.12
{tun(. —yn)} — u  almost everywhere in RY. (4.12)

14



By @.I0) and (I2), it is clear that u # 0 and hence [ull} > 0. Setting vy, := un(. — yn) — u,

by Brezis Lieb lemma, we get

{ fontull, = ol + ol + on (1) )
lon +ullpe = lonllpe + llullp +on(1).
Definig B : WHP(RY) — R such that B(u) := HQ;HP, then by ([LI3)), we get:
T(vy, +u) =T(vy) +T(u) + 0,(1), (4.14)
also, by Brezis-lieb lemma for Reisz potential [23], we have:
Avy +u) = A(vy) + A(u) + o, (1). (4.15)
Hence, by ([@I3)-(EIH) we get
T(on+u)  lon+ulfe A(v, +u
Blun) = Blun(—y)) = Tt T Aty
= E(vy) + E(u) + 0,(1). (4.16)

Claim 2 : limsup sup / |op|Pdx = 0.
Bi(z)

n— o0 ZE]RN

Let if possible
lim sup sup / |vn |Pdz # 0,
Bi(z)

n—oo ZE]RN

then by boundedness of {v,}, as done above, we can find a sequence {z,} € R and v €
WLP(RY) such that upto a subsequence

{on(. —2zp)} — v weakly in WHP(RY),
{vn(. — 2z2)} = v in L7 _(RYN) for all r € [p,p*),

loc
{on(. —2zn)} = v almost everywhere in RY.

Moreover, since v # 0, defining wy,(z) := v,(x — z,) — v(z) and following the same procedure
as done in (LI3)-ZI0):

lonlly = llvlly + llwall + on(1)

T(v,) = T(v)+T(wy)+ on(1) (4.17)

E(v,) = E()+ E(w,) + on(1).
Let d := ||ull}, b := [jv]|} and | := 7 —d —b. Since {u,} C A(7), then by ([EI4), we have
T(u) < T(vp +u) = T(u,) < ro, thus u € A(d), similarly, v € A(b). Now, using (£I7) in
(#I13) and (AI6) we get:

{Hunllﬁ = olly + lwnll + lull} + on(1)

(4.18)
E(uy) E(v) 4+ E(wy,) + E(u) + o,(1).

Thus 0 < lim [wnllb =7 —-b—d=1.
n—oo
Case 1: | > 0. Clearly, by (I7) and ([@.I4), one can see that wy, € A(||wy|]}) for all n € N

and hence
E(wn) > m([lwn|]}).
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Thus by I8, Lemma 4.4 and [Lemma. 4.5]

E(uy) + on(1) = E(v) + E(wy,) + E(u) 4+ 0,(1)
E(v) + B(w) + m(lwnll?) + on(1) > m(b) + m(d) + m(lwall?) + on(1)
m(b) +m(d) +m(l) = m(r),

m(r)

v

hence m(b) and m(d) are achieved by v and u respectively. Therefore, by [Lemma 4.4 we get:
m(7) > m(b) + m(d) + m(l) > m(b+d) + m(l) > m(b+d+1) =m(r),

now this is a contradiction.
Case 2: [ =0.
Now, by ([BJ]) we have:

[Alwa)l < Cn [V w5707 < € Jlwg |50 = 0 as n — oo,

since {w,,} is bounded in W1P(RY) and lim |[wn|[h =1 = 0. Thus by ([LY) we get
n—oo

T(wn)  lwall  Aw, T
E(wn) — (UJ ) _ ” *Hp _ (2’U) ) > T(’U)n) - (,u)ipf +0n(1)
p p q p PSP

P —p

1 P

> T(wy) | = = 22— | +04(1) > T(wn)hny (r0) + 0n(1) for every n € N,
p p*ST
and hence
lim E(wy) > 0. (4.19)

Proceeding as in case 1, we have:
m(1) = E(up) + on(1) > E(v) + E(u) + E(wy,) + 0,(1) > m(b) + m(d) > m(r), (4.20)

since | = 0, (@20) tells us that m(b) and m(d) are achieved and hence by [Lemma 4.4 we

have:
m(7) > m(b) +m(d) > m(b+d) = m(r).

This leads us to a contradiction. Thus, we have

lim sup sup / |vn |Pdz = 0.
Bi(z)

n—0o0 LcRN

Therefore, by Lemma 1.1 of [I8] we get {v,} — 0 in L"(RY) for all » € (p,p*) and hence by

|[Proposition 1.1| we have

N+a

N
A(vy) < pALCn (/ \vn\fiﬁi> " —0asn— oo, forall g € (E ( +a) ,q}) . (4.21)
RN 2 N

Claim 3: lim |[jv,[[? = 0.
n—00 p

Clearly, if d = 7, then by @I3), |[vally = lually — lull) + 0n(1) =7 — d + 0,(1) = 0,(1) and
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we are done. Now, let if possible, d # 7, without loss of generality, we can assume d < 7. By,
([E14), one can see that v, € A(|[vy[]7) and hence E(v,,) > m(||v,|}) for all n € N. Thus, by
(A14), Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.4 we get:

m(7) = E(un) +0a(1) = E(vn) + E(u) + 0n(1) = m(||vally) + E(u) + on(1)
= m(r —d) + E(u) + o,(1) for all n € N,

and hence
m(1) > m(r —d) + E(u). (4.22)
Since, u € A(d), we have F(u) > m(d). Now, if E(u) > m(d), then by ([@22) and [Lemma 4.4
we get
m(7) > m(r — d) + m(d) > m(r).
Therefore, by contradiction, we must have E(u) = m(d). Now, since m(d) is achieved, then

again by ([@22)) and [Lemma 4.4 we get :
m(r) > m(r —d) + E(u) = m(r — d) + m(d) > m(r).

Thus, our assumption that d < 7 was wrong, similarly we can see that d > 7 cannot hold
: p_
and hence nh—{%o [vnll; = 0.
Claim 4 : lim T'(v,) = 0.
n—oo

Clearly, if claim 4 holds, then by claim 3 and 4, we can see that {v,} — 0 in WHP(RY) and
hence uy, (. — yn) — u. Thus by continuity of E, we will get E(u) = m(7). Therefore, proving
claim 4 will suffice.

Now, since d = 7, we have E(u) > m(7), also,

m(7) = E(uy) + on(1) = E(u) + E(v,) + 0,(1),

thus,
E(vy) =m(1) — E(u) + 0,(1) < 0,(1),
hence
lim sup E(vy,) < 0. (4.23)
n—oo

By [Lemma 4.T] we know that h.,(r9) = 0, also, T'(v,,) < ro, this implies

T wllPs T Vo, |[P 1 T Lt
(Un) . ” n*p > (’Un) . H ZUP > T(?}n) - % > BOT(UH)7
p p p p*SF p p*Sr
where
P -p 2q(1=vq) 247g=p
1 TO P CNTO P TO P
Bo = i — | = (o) + 5 > 0.
p*Se 1
Thus,
T P A
lim sup o1 (vy,) < lim sup ( (vn) lenlly ) = lim sup (E(vn) + (vn)) <0,
n—00 n—00 p p* n—00 2q
by (@21 and ([@23]). Therefore, lim T(v,) = 0 and we are done. O
n o
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Using the above proposition and properties of m(7), let us prove the main Existence result
for £ (%) < q < gs.

Proof of Theorem : Let {u,} C A(7) be a minimizing sequence for m(r). By
[Lemma 4.2] we have m(7) < 0, now if limsup | sup / ]unIde> = 0, then as done in
Bi(z)

n—oo 2eRN

[Proposition 4.1} we will get {u,} — 0 in L"(RY) for all » € (p,p*) and hence {A(u,)} — 0
as n — oo. Further, proceeding as in ([@I9]), we will end up getting m(7) > 0, which is a

lim sup ( sup / |un|2dm> # 0.
n—00 2€RN JBi(2)
Now, [Proposition 4.1] gives us the existence of a sequence {y,} in RY and u, € A(7) such
that

contradiction. Thus

{un(. — yn)} = ur in WHP(RY) as n — oo,

and E(u) = m(7). Now, let v be the symmetric decreasing rearrangement of w,. Using

classical rearrangement inequalities [12], we have :
uz(z) —ui(y)P 1
*1p . T T _ * * P
[u; b, = /N/RN = gV dxdy_/RN ELET /RN lur(z + z) — uli(z)|Pde | dz

1 lur(z+ 2) — ur(z)P
/RN 2| NFsp (/RN |z — y|NFsp dﬂc) dz = [ur]%

HufﬁHgi = ||lur ﬁ: s IVur|ly < [[Vu,||P and A(uy) > A(ur). Therefore, T'(ur) < T(ur) < ro,
hence E(uf) > m(7), since vt € A(1). Thus,

T(uy) gl Agur)

p*
. < Dlur) HUT*p* _ A m().
D D 2q P P 2q

Above calculations tell us that E(uf) = m(7), and hence m(7) is achieved by a radially

m(t) < BE(ul) =

symmetric function in WP(RY). Moreover, since E(uf) = m(7) < 0 and u} solves (L) for

A= Ar, we get
Arlluzlly = T(up) = A(uz) — |zl = pm(r) + TR == Af) = luzllp-
= pm(T)+ (£ — 1) Aul) + (£ — 1) Juf][2s < 0
2q ! p* e
therefore, A\, < 0. O

5 Case 2: gsgq<g(%—+g)

Let S,.(7) = S(7) N WEP(RYN), P.(1) = P(r) N WHP(RY) and m, (1) = inf E(u). Define

u€ Py (1)
®: WH(RY) xR — R as
ept » espt eP’t o e2a7qt
O(w,t) := Bt xw) = —= [Vully + —=[uls, = — llullp: — ——Alw),

clearly, ® € C'.
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Lemma 5.1. Let 7 > 0, then for any fired u € S,(T), we have:
1. T(txu) = 0 and ®(u,t) — 0T ast — —oo,
2. T(t*u) — +oo and ®(u,t) - —oc0 as t — +00.

=

2gs
C

In particular, for q = qs, the above result holds for all T € (0,7s) where 75 = (p ~

Proof. Since,
T(t*u)=e ||Vu\|g + eSpt[u]’s’,p,

clearly, T(t xu) — 0 as t - —oo and T'(t xu) — +o0 as t — +oo. For ¢ = g5, by [B.2) we

have
ept espt ep*t . espt
- p _ b _
(u,t) = p IVl + —T[ul?, p [kl % A(u)
espt esptCN atsp p*t .
> o, - S, S
a+sp *
1 C N Pt *
A INT M) C — [JulE. .
p 2q p
Therefore,
0" t— —o0,
O (u,t) — { . >
—o0  ast — 400,
for all T < 75. Also, since for qs < ¢ < g(%—‘:;‘), we have sp < 2¢v, and p < p* we get the
required result. O
Define
A ={u e S, (1) : T(u) < k}
and
0A :={u € S, (1) : T(u) = k}.
Lemma 5.2. There exists ko > k1 > 0 such that
0< sup E(u) < inf E(u), (5.1)

u€ Ay, u€ Ak,
and E(u), M(u) >0 for all uw € Ay,, whenever gs < q < g(%—f;‘) with 7 > 0 and q = g5 with

7€ (0,7s).

Proof. For q = g5, by (8:2)) and (L3) we have:

A T(w)7  CNT(w)r™F  T(u) (1 pcm¥> T(u)7
TP S 2q p 2q S5
and
2 a+sp -
T ats e T
M(u) > T( ) _ (z’i))*p _ ’Yq—CNT(u)T ;va . (1 _ pCNQT_ N ) T( ) (U;?)*P
S q Sw



Now, since p* > p, then for 7 < 75, we can find ks > 0 small enough so that E(u) > p > 0
for all u € 0Ay,, M(u), E(u) > 0 for all u € Ay, and

inf E(u) > 0.
UEIgAk2 (U) - p =

Also, since
T
Bu) < 1Y,
p

we can find 0 < k1 < k9 such that

0< sup Fu) <p< inf FE(u).
S E)<p< gt B

Now, for gs < ¢ < § (%—f?j), we have:

-7 2 2q(1—~q)
By> LW T On g e 205

)

p*
T(u)? 207q  29(1—7q)
M(u) > sT(u) — (up)*p — CnvgT(w) ZZqT = ,
Sr
and T
p
Since p* > p and 2¢q7, > sp, following the same procedure as done for the case ¢ = g,, we
can find 0 < ky < ko satisfying (51) and E(u), M(u) > 0 for all u € Ay,. O

By Lemma 5.1l and [Lemma 5.2] we can find uy, ug € S-(7) such that

T(up) < ki < ko <T(uz); E(uy) > 0> E(uz) and M(ug2) < 0. (5.2)
Define
= inf FE

(1) ,ouf | max (n(2)),

where
I(r) ={n e C([0,1],S,(7)) : n(0) = uy and n(1) = ua},

and

7(7):= inf max ®(7(z)),

fel(r) 2€[0,1]

where

f(T) = {77 S C([07 1]7ST(T) X R): ﬁ(O) = (u170) and 77(1) = (U’?vo)}'
Clearly, 7(7) > max{E(u1), E(ug2)} := 0.

Lemma 5.3. For any fized u € S,(7), the function I,,(t) has a unique critical point t,, € R
such that t, x u € P(1) corresponding to the maxima of I,,. In particular, for q = qs, the

above statement is true for all T € (0,7s).
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Proof. Let u € S,.(7) and ¢ = ¢s. By [Lemma 3.2] we know that ¢, € R is a critical point of
I, if and only if t, xu € P,(7). Now, since

I (t) = ' [Vully + sePulP  —ePt||lu

X
$,p g* — Vgs esptA(u)7

if ¢, is a critical point of I, then g(t,) = 74, A(u) = C,, where

g(t) = PPV [f 4 s[ulf, — @ ulfp

Claim : [,, has unique critical point.

Let if possible, I, has more than one critical points. Now, by [Lemma 5.1 we know that
I,(t) = 0" as t = —oo and I,(t) — —oo as t — 400, one can easily see that in this case,
I, must have atleast three critical. Then g must attain C, at more than two points, hence g

must have atleast two critcal points. But

L <p<1 ~9 ||Vu||z>

n *
pr=p  \(p* = sp) l|ullh.

to =

is the only critical point of g. Therefore, by contradiction, I, has exactly one critical point

t,, corresponding to its global maxima.

N+a

Similarly, for g5 < ¢ < §( N_p), if I,, has more than one critical points, then § defined as:

g(t) = e(P—247q) HVUHZ + Se(spf2q'yq)t[u]p _ (P =279t I

p*
S,p p*

must attain y,A(u) = C,, at more than two points and hence have atleast two critical points.
That is,

§(t) = P20 ((p = 2g7,) [Vullf + s(sp — 2q79)e P [ull, = (p* = 2970)e™ P Jul]22)

has atleast two roots, hence

F(&) = (p— 2q79) | Vull2 + s(sp — 2q7g)e“P ™ ul? , — (p* — 2qyg)e® 7P [[u|2

has atleast one crtical point. Now, if ¢y is a critical point of f, then we must have

sp—p)t
o ) = e v <0 <5 (15,
that is,
2qy, < p* forall gs < g < g (%ti) ,
hence we must have %—f;‘ < W, but since p* = %(p* —p), we have:

(N=p)p"+N+a)-NN+a)=N(@p" —p)—ap—pp=—ap<0.

Therefore, f does not have any critical point and hence I, has unique critical point, which

corresponds to its maxima. O

Lemma 5.4. r(7) = 7(1) = m, (7).
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Proof. Claim 1 : r(1) = 7(7).
For any (7j1,72) = 7 € ['(7), define g(z) := 7j2(2) %71 (2) for every z € [0,1]. Clearly, g € I'()
and hence

r(7) < max Blg(2) = max ®(i(2)).

since, 77 € I'(7) is arbitrary, we get r(7) < 7(7). On the other hand, for any n € I'(7), we can
take 77 = (771,0) € T'(7) and deduce that:

7(7) < max ®(7(z)) = max E(n(z)),

2€[0,1] z€[0,1]

hence 7(7) < r(7). Thus we are done with claim 1.

Claim 2 : r(7) = m,(7).

For any u € P,(7), by [Lemma 5.1l we can find t; < 0 < o such that T'(t; xu) < k1 < kg <
T(texu), ®(u,te) <0< ®(u,t;) and M(te xu) = I (t2) < 0. By the definition of u; and us
given in (5.2)), we can take u; = t; x u and ug = to * u. Setting n(z) := ((1 — 2)t1 + 2t2) *xu
for all z € [0,1], clearly n € I'(7) and since I/,(0) = 0 by [Lemma 5.3l we get

r(r) < max E(n(z)) = max E(t*u) = max I,(t) = I,(0) = E(u). (5.3)

z€[0,1] te(tr,ta] te(t1,t2]
as (B3 is true for every u € P.(7), we can deduce that r(7) < m, (7).
Now, if we define h(z) := M (7j2(2) % 71(2)) on [0, 1], for some (7j;,7) = 7 € T'(7), we get
h(0) = M(0xu1) = M(uy) > 0,
by [Lemma 5.2 and
h(1) = M(0 % uy) = M(up) < 0.

Thus, there exists zp € (0, 1) such that h(zp) = 0 and hence 7o (20)*71 (z0) € P,(7). Therefore,

my (1) < E(72(20) * 71 (20)) = ®(7(20)) < Inax, ®(7(20))-

Since 7j € T'(7) is arbitrary, we are done. O

Lemma 5.5. For u € S,(1), defining
T, = {w € W'"PRY) : / |u[P~2uw = 0},
RN

then we can find a sequence {u,} C S,(T) such that

1 lim E(up) = m.(71),

n—oo

2 lim M(u,) =0,

n—oo

3 lim Ej

n—00 (T

) =0, that is E'(un)(w) = 0 uniformly for all w € T, with |w| <1 .
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Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 2.3 of [I4], we can find the sequence {(vy,t,)} C
Sy (1) x R such that

{®(vn, tn)} — (1), (5.4)
and
Hq)fsq«(T)XR(vn7tn)H < % —0asn — oo,
that is,

2 -
|D (v, 1) (wy)| < o= [w|ly for all wy, € T (5.5)

\/— ’Un,tn)
where T(un,tn) = {(wy,w3) € Sp (1) x R ¢ [ow [vp|P2vpwy = 0}. Set uy, = t, x v, € Sp(7).
Thus we get Ml by (5.4]) and [Cemma 5.4l Now, for any w = (wy,ws) € W, we have:

O (v, tn) (wy,wa) = eP'n /RN |V, |P2VoVw, + ePi"w, Vo) + e < vy, wy >

*

+swaen vy P — et /RN [on [P 2oy — wae? t ||uy, o

—etng [ (s ol Dol 2ontor = 30" Avy),
taking w = (0,1) we get w € T(vn,tn) and hence by (2.3

(M (un)| = [M(tn*vn)| = |eP'n vanH,’; + sePin [vnldp — et HU"HZ: - 'qugqutnA(vn”

2
= |9 (vn, tn)(w)] < NG — 0 as n — oo.
n

Thus we are done with 2 Further, taking w € WHP(RY) such that [pn [un [P~ 2u,w = 0, we
get:

*_
P2y w

Flun)w) = [ Va2 Ve Vurt < wnw> = [ o,
RN RN

[ o
RN

— ~ ~ * *— ~
= ept"/ |Vop|P 2V, Vb + P < vy, 0 > —eP t”/ |v, [P 2
RN RN

nW

_e2q'yqtn'u/RN (Ia * |U”|q)|v"|q72vnu~) = (I)/(Unatn)(wa O)a

Nitp

where w(z) = e~ » w(e tz). Clearly, (w,0) € T(vn,tn), therefore, by (5] we get:

B (un) (w)] = [@ (vn, tn) (@, 0)] < % 1(@,0) [l < % Jw]| for large 7.

Since, w € Ty, is arbitrary,

C
sup{E' (u,,)(w) : w € T, with |Jw| <1} < = 0 as n — o0.

&v

O
N
Lemma 5.6. If0 # m, (1) < 5% and {u,} is the sequence deduced in[Lemma 5.3, then for
large enough p > 0, either of the following holds true:
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a) Upto a subsequence, {uy,} — u weakly in WHP(RN) but not strongly and u is a solution
of (L) for some parameter A € R with

N
Sp

E(u) <m, (1) T

b) Upto a subsequence, {u,} — u strongly in W'P(RN) and u solves (LI)-(L2) for some
A <0, with E(u) = m, (7).

In particular, for q = qs, we will take T € (0,75) and for ¢s < q¢ < q := g(%), we take

= 2gp* p) (1{ y
T<Tg= (NCN(p*f2q“/q)) R

Proof. Let {u,} be the sequence deduced in [Lemma 5.5
Claim 1: {uy} is bounded.
For ¢ = ¢s, since E(u,) — m,(7) and M (u,) — 0 then for large n, using ([.2) we have

me(F)+1 > B(un) = E(un) — %M(un) +on(1)
= (55 1vul+ (5= 2 ) by = (5= = 2 ) Awn) + onl)

p p 2¢gs  p*
[Vunlly /1 s (p* — sp)
N (p p*) lnliy 2p* s (tn) +0n(1)
Hvun”p 1 S (p* — Sp) a+sp
- Py (25 (PN o S P s KT
= N T (p p* ( 2p* s ) N7 ) lunlsp 2 KT (tn),
where K = min{%,% — z% — (%) CNTQTVSP} >0 for all T < 7.

Similarly, for ¢ < g < g, using ([B1), for large n we get:

me(F)+1 > B(un) = E(un) — Z%M(un) +op(1)

T(u 2qv, — p* 2¢(1-7q)
= (Nn) +( 2(;19* )CNT v T(un),

since, 2¢v, < p < p* and T'(uy,) > 1 for large n (if not, then directly {u, } becomes bounded).

Hence {u,} is bounded, for 7 < 7, and for ¢ < ¢ < g(%—t‘;), we have:

my(1)+1 > E(up) = E(u,) + %un) + on(1)
1 1 p* Vg i " o
> <Z_) — E> b, + (p 2q> A(up) + on(1).

This tells us that {||u,

b.} and {A(uy)} are bounded, thus
ST (un) < | Vunlb + slunl?, = llunlP + 74 A(un) + 0a(1) < M,

for some M > 0. Therefore, {u,} is bounded in S.(r) ¢ W}P(RY). Since WIP(RYN) is
compactly imbedded in L*(RY) for all t € (p,p*), we can find u € W,'?(RY) such that upto

a subsequence

{u,} — u, weakly in WIP(RY),
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{u,} — u, strongly in L'(RY) for all t € (p,p*),

{u,} — w almost everywhere in RY.
Following the proof of Lemma 2.5 of [T4], one can easily see that, for every w € W1P(RY)
E'(un)(w) — A\ /]RN |t [P~ 20w = 0,,(1) (5.6)
where

A, = E,(un)(:fn)
[unll

1 *
=~ (IVuallf + ]2, = el = Aun)) -

Since {u,} is bounded in WHP(RY), clearly, {)\,} must be bounded and convergent upto a

subsequence to some A\, € R.

Claim 2: u # 0.
Let if possible, u(x) = 0 for all x € RY. Then by (L4)), we have
Nio Nia
2Ng N 2Ng N
A(uy) < pCy (/ |un|N+a> — uCn </ |u|N+a> =0, (5.7)
RN RN

and since, M (u,) = o0,(1), we get nl;ngo(\|Vun||g + slunlt ) = Jim [[unll}~ Let I > 0 be such

that

. 1 *
= lim (||Vun| + s[un]?,) = lim [lugb:

Then by (L3), we get:

o~

S<— =S¥ -1) <0,
l_*

Therefore, either [ =0 or [ > S%. Now, if [ > S%, then by (&)

]

me(r) = E(up) + on(1) = E(un) Z%M(un) +on(1)

1=

S
N )

v

1 S l
N ”VUan + N[un]g,p + On(l) = N + On(l) >

N
but we are given that m,(7) < 27-, and if [ = 0, then we will get m,(7) = lim E(uy) = 0.
n—oo

Thus, by contradiction, we must have u # 0. Also, since {u,} — u, we can see that,
/ \VulP2VuV i+ < u, ( >= )\/ [ulP~2u¢ +/ lulP"~2u¢ + ,u/ (I * [u|9)|ul?2uc,
RN RN RN RN
for all ¢ € C2°(RY). Thus, u is a weak solution of
—Apu+ (—Ap)%u = NulP2u + p(Ly * |ul?)|u|%u + |uP” ~2u in RY, (5.8)

and hence by [Cemma 3.11 M (u) = 0. Now, let v, = (u, —u) — 0, weakly in W1P(R"), then

as done in [Proposition 4.1} we have:

unlly = llvalll + [lull}) + on(1)
unllpe = llvallbe + llullb. + on(1)
Ts(un) = Ts(vn) + Ts(u) +on(1)

A(up) = A(vy) + A(u) + 0,(1)
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where Ts(u) = [|[Vul]}) + s[u]? . Since, {v,} — 0 in LYRN) for all t € (p,p*), by (L) we get
A(vy) = 0,(1), thus by (B3] we have

on(1) = M(up) = Ts(upn) — [lun ﬁi — Vg A (un)
= Ts(vn) — anHﬁi — A(vp) + M(u) = Ts(vn) — anﬂﬁi + on(1),

*
Z*

(CA) we have, either [ = 0 or [ > S Now, if [ > S%, then by (9) and the fact that
A(vyp) = o,(1), we will get

that is, Ts(v,) = anHg: + on(1). Let [ = T}LrgoTs(vn) = Jgnéo”vn > 0, then again by

. (T Nl Aun)

malr) = J;%E<un>:9;%o< PR
T on I T on |7
— lim ( (vn) _ loally ) + E(u) > lim ( s(0n) _ enlly ) + E(u)
n—oo p p* n—o0 p p*
l S
p
=+ B(u) > 5+ E(w)

Hence [a)| holds true, and with [ = 0 we get strong convergence of {IVvalln}, {[vnlt,} and
{In g} Then lim E'(uy)(un) = E(u)(u), and hence
n—oo

A = lim A, = Jig Zlm)n)  F0))

n—o0 T T
1 —1)

= — (E'(u)(u) — M(u)) = (1—s) P + (’YqT

T T 87p

MAQ(U) < 07
for sufficiently large p > 0. Moreover, by ([B.9]), (5:6]) and (B8] we get

Muonlly = Anllunlly = Mullp + 0n(1) = E'(un)(un) — E' (u)(u) + on(1)
= —A(un) + A(u) + on(1) = —A(vy) + 0n(1) = 0,(1).

Therefore {un} — u strongly in lep(RN) and hence @ holds. -
- N
Lemma 5.7. For all ¢; < q <% (_th)7
N
S
me(7) < 3 (5.10)

Proof. Let ¢ € C°(RY,[0,1]) be a radial cut-off function such that ) = 1 in B;(0) and
Y =0 in RV \ By(0). For € > 0, define u.(x) := ¢(z)U(z) where U, is as defined in (TI0)
with zg = 0, then by [I] we have:

N—
Va2 = K1+ O(e7 1), (5.11)
N —
[ug]gp = O(eMNr=) where my s = min{ - fJ?(l - 3)} ) (5.12)
* __N_
Juel[b. = K2+ O(e" 1), (5.13)
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D
with S = K;/KJ . Since
N—
ugp:/ de+/ P|U. de:/ dz + O(ert
[[well BI(O\ )| e 0 (2)[P|Ue ()| B(O)! ()] (en=1),

1

following the work of Brezis and Nirenberg in [7], we have:

2

—D

KseP + O(er—1), for N > p?,
N—
ue? = { KyeP|In(e)| + O(evt)  for N = p?, (5.14)
KseP + O(ep—f) for p < N < p?.
Also, a direct computation give us:
A(ue) > Kee2@177a), (5.15)
l
Set ve(x) = 5 u”(ac)’ clearly ve € S,(7) and hence by [Lemma 5.3] there exists t. € RY such

that t. x v, € Pp(T ) and I, (t.) = max I, (t). Considering the sequence {t.}, one can observe
€
that, if {t.} — —oo as € — 0, then by [Lemma 5.1 we must have

m, (1) < E(texve) — 01 as e = 0,

thus, m,(7) < 0 < S]]\\T,/p. Similarly, if {t.} — 400 as € — 0, using [Lemma 5.1 we get,

me (1) <0< 2 /p . In fact, by [Lemma 5.4] we have m,(7) = r(7) > 0, thus the above cases
are not pOSSlble, that is, {t.} must be bounded.
Now, let a < b, be such that such that a < t. < b for all € > 0. Since M (te x v¢) = 0, we have

I = Be(ve) — e P Awo),

where Be(u) = ||[Vull} + se(sP~Ple[y]p  Thus, we have:

_pP J
B6 . p*—p Ue p B6 . p*—p
ePte < ( (Up*)> _ el ( (up2> ‘ (5.16)
p* g HUEHp*

e || Vel

g(t) = L - )

p p*
clearly ¢ has global maxima at ¢ = ty such that

_1
Q_Cwmaww
el = = ,
el
* *

P Y
IVe2\ 7= 1 (V) 7=
N \ TP

Now, define

with

max g(t) — guw::%:(

teR |vel[P-
1 N—p
= NS » 4+ 0(6 p—1 )7 (5.17)



by (I and ([BI3]). This gives us:

espte [1) ]p e2q'yqt€A v
E(texve) = g(te) + » % (ve)
1 .~ Nep €SPy P e2avate A(v,)
< — -1 1
< NSP +O0(erP 1)+ p 2 (5.18)
Now, for N > p?, by (GII)-(5I5) and (5I6) we have:
eP'e[v ]2 P e 2P [udt, (e fucl 2777 [, \ ( Be(ud) \ T 2
csp  _ ellp flsp ellp €ls,p < €(u€)> ellp
2q— — 2q— *
Aw) = Ay ) Vel -
_pP
HueHIZ)q [uﬁ]g,pBE(ue) P*-p
728 A(ue) ([[uel[52) 7
1(m +2074) Nop g N-p m _p_
K € N,p,s 9Yq (K3 + O(E p—1 )) Q(Kl + O(E p—1 + O(E N,ps))p*_p

IN

N p

729(K9 4+ O(e p-1)) 7 —p

—0ase—0.

P
Therefore, [Ze(]vsﬁ’ — 0as e — 0, since, 0 < e < ePte < . Thus, we can find ¢y > 0 small

enough, such that
espte [UE]§7p e2q7qte A(Ue)

< 0 for all € < €.

p 2q
Hence, by (B.I8]), we can conclude (BI0). Following the same procedure, one can easily
deduce (EI0) for p < N < p?. O

Proof of Theorem [I.3]: Let {u,} be the sequence deduced in [Lemma 5.5 Suppose@ of
[Cemma 5.6 holds, then there exists u € W1HP(RY) such that {u,} — v in WHP(RY), and u

solves (LI)) with
N/p

S
E(u) < my () — 2— <0,
W <mi(n -2 <
by Lemma 5.71 Thus, by [Lemma 5.1l and [Lemma 5.3 we have, I},(0) < 0 and hence M (u) =
M(0*u) = I/,(0) < 0. But since u solve (I.I]), we must have M(u) = 0. Therefore, [b)] of

[Cemma 5.6 holds and hence the required result. O
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