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Abstract

In this note we prove the existence of radially symmetrizisohs for a
class of fractional Schradinger equatiori®fY of the form

(=B u+V(xu=g(u),

where the nonlinearitg does not satisfy the usual Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz
condition. Our approach is variational in nature, and leams& Pohozaev
identity for the fractional laplacian.
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1 Introduction

Fractional scalar field equations have attracted muchtaitem recent years, be-
cause of their relevance in obstacle problems, phase titansionservation laws,
financial market. Strictly speaking, these equations arpautial differential equa-
tions, but rather integral equations. Their main featung] also their main diffi-
culty, is that they are stronglyon-local in the sense that the leading operator takes
care of the behavior of the solution in the whole space. This striking contrast
with the usual elliptic partial differential equations, m are governed biocal
differential operators like the laplacian.

*Partially supported by PRIN 2009 “Teoria dei punti criticireetodi perturbativi per equazioni
differenziali nonlineari”.
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In the present paper we deal with a class of fractional sdalt equations
with an external potential,

(—A)SU—FV(X)U:g(U), XGRN» (1)

which we will briefly call fractional Schrédinger equationThe operator —A)°
is a non-local operator that we may describe in several wBgstponing a short
discussion about this operator to the next section, we dak that the fractional
laplacian(—A)® of orders € (0,1) is the pseudodifferential operator with symbol
|5, i.e.

(—0)°u=7F1(|§|*Fu),

Z being the usual Fourier transform RIN. The non-local property of the frac-
tional laplacian is therefore cleaf:-A)°u need not have compact support, even if
uis compactly supported.

It is known, but not completely trivial, thdt-A)® reduces to the standard lapla-
cian —A ass— 1 (seel[9]). In the sequel we will identiff—A)°® with —A when
s=1.

Whens = 1, equations like[{1) are called Nonlinear Schrédinger Eqna
(NLS for short), and we do not even try to review the huge bipaphy. On the
contrary, the situation seems to be in a developing stateiwkel. A few results
have recently appeared in the literature.[In [10] the austipoove the existence of
a nontrivial, radially symmetric, solution to the equation

(-=A)°u+u=|uPtu inRN

for subcritical exponents & p < (N+2s)/(N — 2s).

In [19,[20] the author proves some existence results fotifnaal Schrodinger
equations, under the assumption that the nonlinearitythgeof perturbative type
or satisfies the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition (see Wwilo

In the present paper, we will solvel (1) under rather weakrapsions ong,
which are comparable to those inl [5]. The presence of thdidra operator
(—A)° requires some technicalities about the regularity of wesitions and the
compactness of the embedding of radially symmetric Sobfolestions. Since the
statement of our results needs some preliminaries ondradtSobolev spaces, we
present a very quick survey of their main definitions and progs.

We will follow closely the ideas developed by Azzolliat al. in [3] for the
Schrédinger equation and then extended to other situalikeshe Schrodinger-
Maxwell equations ([2]) and Schrodinger systems |([16])veBal modifications
will be necessary to deal with the non-local features of wabjem.



2 A quick review of the fractional laplacian

As we said in the introduction, different definitions can Iieeg of the fractional
Schrodinger operatdi—A)®, but in the end they all differ by a multiplicative con-
stant. In this section we offer a rather sketchy review of tperator, and we refer
for example to[[9] for a more exhaustive discussion.

In the rest of this sectiors will denote a fixed number, & s< 1.

Definition 2.1. Given p € [1,+), the Sobolev spac&/SP(RN) is the space de-
fined by

WSP(RN) = {u € LP(RN) | % e LP(RN x RN)}.
X—yl®

This space is endowed with the natural norm

1

U —uy)P? P

|yu|ywsp_</ u(x ]pdx+/RN/RN o y|n+sp " dxay)©
) —uIP g
e = ([ o S o)

is theGagliardo (semi)nornof u.

while

For the reader’s convenience, we recall the main embeddisglts for this
class of fractional Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 2.2. (a) LetO<s<l1landl< p< 4+ be such that spc N. Then
there exists a constant€ C(N, p,s) > 0 such that

[[ull e < Cllullwse

for every uc WSP(RN). Here

Np
N—sp

ok

p:

is the “fractional critical exponent”. Moreover, the embdidg WSP(RN)
L9(RN) is locally compact wheneverq p*.

(b) LetO<s< landl < p< +o be such that sp= N. Then there exists a
constant C= C(N, p,q,s) > 0 such that

ulla < ClJufjwse

for every uc WSP(RN) and every o [p, +).
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(c) LetO<s<landl < p< 4+ be such that sp- N. Then there exists a
constant C= C(N, p,s) > 0 such that

lullcoa < Clluljwse

C]O,a
for every uc WSP(RN) anda = (sp—N)/p.

Whenp = 2, the Sobolev spad&/>?(RN) turns out to be a Hilbert space that
we can equivalent describe by means of the Fourier transftmdeed, it is well-
known that

WS2(RN) = {u e L2(RN) | /RN (14 €]%) | Zu(é)|?dE < —|—oo}.

It will be convenient to denot&/S2(RN) by HS(RN).

Definition 2.3. If uis a rapidly decreasinG™ function onRN, usually denoted by
u € .7, the fractional laplaciai—A)® acts onu as

(~B)°u(x) = C(N,5)PV. H%N %dy )

ru—ugy)
=C(N [ d 3
N9 Jim oo ey €)

The costan€(N, s) depends only on the space dimengiband on the ordes, and
is explicitly given by the formula

1 . 1-cosly
G~ o e %

It can be proved (se&l[9, Proposition 3.3 and Propositio}) that
(—8)°u= 7 (|§[*7u)

and that

2 2 25| o 2
e = gy o €17 UEN dE.
Moreover, ) ,
> _ NY
Uk =ENS H( Byl ,-




As a consequence, the normsiaf(RN)

um— ”U”WSZ
1
2
s (e [ e 7uE) e )

2 50112
us (JlulZ+ 1l (-2)3ul? )
are all equivalent.

A different characterization of the fractional laplaciaasagiven by Caffarelli
and Silvestre inJi7] and runs as follows. Given a functiprronsider itsextension
U: RN x (0,+) — R such that

div (t1"0U) =0 inRN x (0, +)
{ U (x,0) = u(x) in RN,

Then there exists a positive const&nsuch that

(=0)°u(x) = —C lim (tl‘zs(;—lﬁ(x,t)> .

t—0+

Moreover

[ JeEa@)res =c U Pt Bdxdt
R )

RN x (0,+00

Hence the fractional laplacian can also be considered ascal”loperator in an

“augmented space”. We will not directly use this charaztgion, in our paper.

However, regularity theorems for the fractional laplacéaa often easier to prove
with this characterization.

3 Main results

Let us get back to our equationl (1). We will try to solve it irethatural Hilbert
spaceHS(RN), where (weak) solutions correspond to critical points & Euler
functionall : H(RN) — R defined by

=3 [ JeFlaE)de+5 [ voouwPdx- [ Guidx @

Here we have denotad=".7u andG(s) = [5g(t)dt.



The loss of compactness associated ko (1) is not triviahérsense that Palais-
Smale sequences for the functiohaleed not converge (up to subsequences). In
particular so-called Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition

M ClU))dx < (U(x))u(x) dx (®)

RN J
for someyu > 2 is often assumed to deduce the boundedness of Palais-Senale
qguences.

WhenV: RN — R is constant (say = 1) ands = 1, Berestycki and Lions
proved in [5] that non-trivial, radially symemtric solutis to [1) exist under mild
assumptions og, and the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition is not necessahgir
approach is based on a constrained minimization that weotaxpect to work
whenV is non-constant.

To deal with this more general case for the fractional Sahgi& operator we
will follow the ideas of Azzolliniet al. [3] to get both existence and non-existence
results for[(1).

Let us fix the standing assumptions of our paper. The noniigegwill satisfy

(91) g: R — Ris of classC!Y for somey > max{0,1— 2s}, and odd;

(92) —oo < liminfi_,o4 @ <limsup_,q. @ =-m<0;

(93) —o <limsup_, tg*(tl <0

(g4) for some{ > O there result$3({) = j’oz g(t)dt> 0.

Remark3.1 Replacing 2 with 2* = 2N/(N — 2), these are the same assump-
tions of [B]. In particular there is no superlinearity regument at infinity and no
Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition.

The regularity ofg is higher than in[[B] or[[5], and this seems to be due to
the more demanding assumptions for “elliptic” regularitythie framework of frac-
tional operators, se&l[6].

On the other hand, the potentialwill satisfy

(V1) V € CY(RN,R), V(x) > 0 for everyx € RN and this inequality is strict at
some point;

(V2) ” max{([lV(-), '>7O}HLN/25 <25
(V3) limjy 10V (x) =0;



(V4) V is radially symmetric, i.eV (x) =V (|x|).

HereSis the best Sobolev constant for the critical embedding, viz

S= inf T2
ueH(RY) [l 2
u#0

anst(RN) is thehomogeneous Sobolev spaomsisting of the measurable func-
tionsu such thatfgy |(—A)2ul? < +. Seel[8] for a discussion aboBand its min-
imizers. We can formulate our main result about existen@®hitions of equation

@.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that /2 < s< 1, g satisfies (g1-4) and V satisfies (V1-4).
Then there exists a nontrivial solutionraHS(RN) of equationl{lL), and this solution
is radially symmetric.

Remark3.3. As we shall see in the next section, weak solutiong bf (1) fzale
ditional regularity. We will need this fact to prove a Pohezadentity for our
equation.

We will comment later on the restrictiory2 < s< 1. If we want to remove
this condition, we need to be more precise about the behaf/tbe nonlinearityg.

Theorem 3.4. Assume thaf < s< 1, that V satisfies (V1-4) and that g satisfies
(91), (92), (94) and

(g3)’ for some ok 2*, |g(t) —mt| < CJt|9-L.

Then there exists a nontrivial solutioralHS(RN) of equation[(lL), and this solution
is radially symmetric.

In the second half of the paper we will show that a direct mination over the
constraint given by the Pohozaev identity need not produsawion of [1). Let
us describe what we mean.

For the local laplacian, when the nonlinearigatisfies condition{5), a pow-
erful tool for solving [1) is theNehari manifold.#” associated to the functionhl
Since./” turns out to be a natural constraint fgrone is led to look for a solution
u of the minimum problem

I (u) = minl(u).
( ueN ( )
For example, the assunlption that

supV(y) < lim V(x)

yERN [X| =400



guarantees that such a functioexists.

However, for a general nonlinearity, this technique no longer works. It is
tempting, therefore, to replace the Nehari manifold with the Pohozaev mani-
fold. Since we will prove the following Pohozaev identity

N—-2s r
2 RN

£ P+ [ VOIMPdxr 3 [ (V9. 1ut oy
—N [ Gux)dx ()
RN

we set
2 ={ue H¥RN)\ {0} | usatisfies[(B) .
Here is our main result about tmen-criticality of the Pohozaev set. This result
was proved in[[3] wheis = 1.
Theorem 3.5. If we assume (g1-4), (V1), (V3) and
(V5) ((V(x),X) < Ofor every xc RN;

(V6) NV(x)+ (OV (x),x) > 0for every xc RN and the inequality is strict at some
point,

then
b= inf I(u)

ue#

is not a critical value for the functional I.

4 The Pohozaev identity

To solve [[1), we will look for critical points of the functiahl. In this section
we prove that any solution € HS(RN) of (@) must satisfy a variational identity “a
la Pohozaev”. The following result in sketched in some pagdi0,[18]), but its
proof is a mixture of many ingredients that are scattereolutin the literature.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that & HS(RN) is a (weak) solution to[{1). Then u
verifies the Pohozaev identify (6).

Proof. Our argument is borrowed from_[12], where the identity isveab in di-
mension one. Assume thasatisfies the equation

(=A)’u+V(Xx)u=g(u) inRN )



Whens =1, the standard strategy to prove the Pohozaev identitynmsuittply this
equation by(x, Ou) and integrate by parts. We will show that this technique work
also for the fractional laplacian, but we need to be morefehrgnce the gradient
of u need not be integrable, in principle.
Step 1: regularity and decay estimatesWe claim thatu € H1(RN). Indeed,u
belongs to every.P space by an easy modification of the iteration methodin [4,
Proposition 5.1] (or, equivalently, by the results [of [ If)oreoveru is bounded
andu(x) — 0 as|x| — +. From [17, Remark 2.11] and recalling thatis a
continuous function, it follows that alge-A)2u € LP(RN) for every finitep. Thus
u € WSP(RN) for all finite p. Lemma 4.4 of[[6] guarantees now that C>P for a
suitable € (0,1). In particular, the gradient af makes sense.

Finally, we claim that, for some consta@t> 0 and everyi € RN,

C

U091+ 66 DU09)] < 3 s

8
Indeed, we recall from Propositign 7.2 in the appendix thatfuindamental solu-
tion .7 of the operatof —A)® + | satisfies the estimatds (32) and](33). If we write

) as
u= . x(—Vu+u+g(u)), 9)

by exploting the decay of¢", the estimate fou is proved in[11]. The decay of the
term|(x, Ju)| is somehow hidden in the same paper, and follows from theatgi
for u and the estimate fgfJ.#"| by differentiating [(9). A rather similar approach
is outlined on pages 24-26 ofl[1]. Actually, more is true. ded, we can prove
thatu € H>=+1(RN). This follows easily from the decay &f.# or, alternatively, by
mimicking the proof of Lemma B.1 i [12] fof{9).

Step 2: the variational identity. It is now legitimate to multiply[(B) by(x, Ou),
which decays sufficiently fast at infinity by Step 1. Let uswtibe computations
for the term containing the fractional laplacian, sincetladl other terms are local
and can be treated as in the case 1. Recalling the pointwise identity

(—0)°(x,0u) = 25(—A)°u+ (x,0(—=A)°u),

we can write

/ (x,Du)(—A)Sudx:/ u(—4)%(x,0u) dx
RN RN



Now,

/ (X,D(—A)Su>udx:/ div((—A)°u-ux) dx—/ (—A)°udiv(ux) dx
RN RN RN

_ [ div ((—A)%u-ux) dx—/ (—A)°u(Nu+ (x,0u)) dx.
RN RN

Therefore

/ (x,Du)(—A)Sudx:(Zs—N)/ u(—A)°udx
RN RN

+/RN div ((—A)°u-ux) dx— /RN (—A)u(x, Ou) dx,

and then
B 2s—N

/RN (x, 0U) (—A)*udx /RNu(—A)Sudx+%/RNdiv((—A)su-ux) dx

Since(—A)°u=g(u) —u, if we recall the decay estimates of Step 1 and we integrate
by parts, we find that the last integral is zero. We concludé th

/(x,Du)(—A)sudx: ZS_N/ u(—A)Sudx
RN RN
Since ‘ ‘
[ u-arudx= [ [(-a)fudx= [ je>acE)Pde,
RN RN RN
the Pohozaev identity|(6) follows. O

5 Existence theory

In this section we want to prove the existence of a radiallmsyetric solution to
equation[(ll). As usual when dealing with general nonliriessi we modify the
nonlinear terng in a convenient way. Let us distinguish two cases, recaltfirag
¢ is defined in assumption (g4):

1. if g(t) > O for everyt > &, we simply extendj to the negative axis:

o [gt)y ift>0
g(t)_{ —g(~t) ift<O.

10



2. If gvanishes somewhere j&,+), we call
to=min{t > { | g(t) =0}
and we define

0 if t ¢ [0, 1]
—§(~t) ift<o.

g(t) if t € [0,to]
-]

By the maximum principle for the fractional laplacian (s28]), any solution of
(—8)%u+V (x)u=g(u)

is also a solution to[ {1). Therefore, from this moment, wd weititly write g
instead ofg. We then introduce

g1(t) = max{g(t) + mt,0}
g2(t) = g1(t) —g(t),

wheremis taken from assumption (g2). It is a simple task to show that

jim 2 _ g (10)
t—0 t
and o
o oa(t)
tﬂ}rpm 1= 0. (11)
From
g2(t) >mt forallt>0 (12)

it follows that, given any > 0, there exist€; > 0 with the property that
01(t) <Cet? 14 egy(t) forallt >0. (13)

We now define, for=1, 2

Gi(t) :/Otgi(s)ds

In particular, m
Ga(t) > Et2 forallt € R (14)

and for anye > 0 there exists a numbé&; > 0 such that

Ce.
Gi(t) < 2-f|t|2 +£Gy(t) forallteR. (15)

11



To construct a solution of{1) we introduce a parametrizedilfaof functionals

0= [LjePerde 3 [ vioueapax
+/ Gz(u(x))dx—)\/ Ga(u(x)) dx
RN RN

Sincel; =1, we will construct bounded Palais-Smale sequences forsdlevery
A close to 1, and the exploit the following theorem. It is a denpodification of
[13, Theorem 1.1], stated byl[3].

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a Banach space and let.JJ0, +) an interval. Consider
the family of functionals on X given by

5 (u) = A(u) — AB(u),

whereA € J. Assume that B is nonnegative and eithéu)A— +c or B(u) — +
as|ju|| — 4. Moreover, assume thaf (0) = O for everyA € J.
For j € J we set

My ={yeC([0,1],X) [ y(0) =0, I, (y(1)) < O}. (16)
If, for everyA €J,T, #0and

= inf max, 0 17
Gy = inf maxir(v(t) >0, (17)

then for almost every € J there exists a sequenée, }, C X such that

1. {Va}nis bounded,;

2. h(vn) — Cy;

3. Dl (vn) — Ostrongly in X'.

We want to use this result with
X =Hgg= {ue HRN) | uis radially symmetri¢
“)ZQ/RN‘E‘ZS‘ ]2d5+2/ X)|u(x \de+/ Go(u(x))dx

B(u) — /RN Ga(u(x))dx.

The rest of this section is devoted to the definition of anrirgte] such thatl™, # 0
and [1T) holds true for every € J.
To begin with, we recall the following result from [10]:

12



Lemma 5.2. Let3 and R be two positive numbers. Define
3 ift € [O,R
WR(t) =< 3(R+1-t) ift e (RR+1)
0 ift € [R+1,+400).

Finally, set wy(x) = Vr(|X|). Thenw € HS(RN) and ||wg||ns < C(N,s,R); for some
constant GN,s,R) > 0.
Moreover, there exists R 0 such that

/ Ga(Wa(x)) dX— / Go(Wa(X)) dx = / G(Wr(x))dx > 0.
RN RN RN

If R> 0 is the number given by the previous Lemma, we keep it fixed and
abbreviatez = wg. We define

J=1[6,1], (18)

where 0< & < 1 is chosen so that
S/ Gl(wR(x))dx—/ G2(WRr(x))dx> 0.
RN RN
Lemmab5.3. (a) ForeveryA € J, the sel’, is non-empty.

(b) infycycy > 0.

Proof. Fir any A € J. To prove (a), consider a large numkgr- 0 and setz=

z(-/0). We can define the following path K>

rad*

0o 0 ift=0
YO=\ 7=z fo<t<1i
Since

oN—-2s oN —
) < & /RN]EIZSIO(E)IZdE+67/RNV(BX)]Z(X)]2dx

+eN </RN Ga(z(X)) dx— S/RN Gl(z(x))dx> :

we can taked so large that, (y(1)) < O.
To prove (b), we usé_(14) and (15) and remark that these imply

(W >3 [ IEPIE)PAE+5 [ VI
+/RN Go(U(x)) dx— /RN Ga(u(x)) dx

= BI0(8)|2 m 2 Ce o
EE/RN’E’ ace)| df+<1—e>§/RNru<x>r dX—;/RN!u(x)y dx

13



Recalling the Sobolev embedditg® c L?", we conclude that, for some > 0,
lullus < p impliesly (u) > 0. Let

€= inf I,(u)>0.
lull=p

If A e Jandye Ty, certainly|y(1)|| > p. Sinceyis continuous, there i5 € (0, 1)
such that|y(ty)|| = p. Hence

& > inf 1 (y(t)) > &
yela

and the proof is complete. O
The next step is the verification of the Palais-Smale camiftor 1 .

Lemma 5.4. For everyA € J and1/2 < s< 1, the functional | satisfies the
boundedPalais-Smale condition: from every bounded Palais-Smatgusnce it
is possible to extract a converging subsequence.

Proof. PickA < J, and assuméun }, is a sequence i3, such that

IA(un)| <C
DI, (uy) — 0 strongly in the dual spadéiy,y)”.

Up to subsequences, we may assume alsothat u almost everywhere and
weakly inH3,; Hence

[ A Edg < timint [ 18[2100(8) g

and

/ V(%) ]u(x )|2dx<I|m|nf/ X)Un(X)|2 dx
RN
Applying the first part of Strauss’ compactness lemima 7.3¢ovelude that

lim @1.(un X) dx = /g.

N—-co

for everyh € C3(RN), and thereforédl, (u) = 0. As a consequence,

/ 1€15(a(E yd£+/ (x)[2dx

= [ (Aga(u())u(x) — g2 (u())u(x)) dx

RN

14



by the Pohozaev identity. Again by Leminal7.3 and Lerhmh 7.4recalling that
1/2<s<1,

im_ [ 610000 dx= [ gi(ui))updx (19)
RN RN

and
- g2(u(x))u(x) dx < liminf Ngz(un(x))un(x)dx

N— 00

We deduce now that
imsup [ 1€%(00(§)/2d8 + [V (0]un(x)Plx—
n—+4o JRN RN

imsup || (Ags(Un()tn() ~ G2(th(X))tn(¥)) dx

n—-oo

</\/ gi(u / ga(U(X))u(x) dx
_/ HElt: ]2d5+/ (x)[2dx
This means that

im_ [ 18P10:(8) PdE = [ jg[a) de

n— o0 RN
m [ VOl Pdx= [ V0ojueo dx
and finally
im_ [ g2(Un(0)un (0 dx= [ ga(u(x)uidx (20)
Nn—--c0 RN ]RN

Since we can writg(s)s = ms +q(s) for some non-negative, continuous function
g, we conclude thati, — u strongly inL?(RN) and inHS . Indeed, Fatou's lemma
yields

2 L 2
/RN|u(x)| dxgl;}nlirg/Ran(xﬂ dx (21)
and
/ q(u dx<|;]nl|+r£c RNq(un(x))dx (22)

Therefore, by[(20),

[ Mt Pdx= [ miueoax+ [ aueo)dx— [ a(un()dxcto(a)

15



and by [22)

limsup [ mjun(x)|?dx
n—+o JRN

g/ mju(x)|?dx+ Ilmsup</ g(u(x))dx— [ q(u >
RN N——oo RN
/ mju(x |2dx+/ q(u dx—Ilmlnf/ q(un(x) )dx</ mju(x)[2dx.

This and [(Z11) imply thati, — uin L2(RN). and hence itd$

rad

O

If we apply the previous lemmas and Theoreml 5.1, we reachal@ving
conclusion.

Proposition 5.5. For every sc (1/2,1) and almost every € J, there existstic
WS4(RN) such that d 0, I, (u}) = c;, and D (1) = 0.

rad

5.1 The proof of Theorem 3.2

We select a sequendd,, }, of numbers\, 1 1 such that for each € N there exists
Vi € HS 4(RN) with v, # 0 and

rad

12, (Vn) = Ca,
DI, (Va) =0(1) strongly in(H5g(RY))".

Eachv,, is a solution of the equation
(=8)°Va +V Vo +G2(Vn) — AnG1(Vn) =0,

and therefore

N2 [ lelaerds g [ OV 00.0hn(0P dx

2/ X) |V (X yzdx+N/ (Ga(Va(X)) — AnG1(Va(X))) dx= 0. (23)

16



If we set, fori =1, 2,
an= [ 1€%10(5)[de
Bn= [ VO0la00[dx
M= [ (OV(9,0]va (0 2dx
o= [, Gi(va00) dx
8in= [ GR00)Wn() dx
we deduce fron{(23) that
{ @ +¥on—An¥in=Cy,

an+Br+%n—Andn=0 (24)
On+ NNZSBI’I + ernzs + N2_N25y2m - NZ_NZSAN Vin= 0.

Some algebraic manipulations imply easily that
N 2N
(N—23_1> hTN—2s T N_2s

S n
N n— i = C)\n>
and it follows that{ ay, } is bounded from above. From the second equation ih (24)

it follows that

On—Anlin=—0n—[n <0
and there exist > 0 andC; > 0 such that

20 < B0 <Ce /R ([ dxt e,
AS a consequence,
(1-8)&n<Cs [ a0 dx

and{&n}n is also bounded from above. Finally, this implies tfnt}, is bounded
in H3 4(RN), and we may assume that— v weakly inHS (RN). Since{g1(vn) }n

is bounded iNHS(RN))" by Lemmd7.B and

/ g1 (V(X))h(x) dx = / 91 (Va(X))N(X) dx-+ 0(1)
RN ]RN
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for everyh € C3'(RN), we deduce that
DI(Vn) = DIy, (Vn) + (An — 1) 91(Vn) = (An — 1) 91(Vn) = 0(1).

Moreover,
| (Vh) = Ly (Vi) + (An — 1) /RN G1(Va(X)) dx= c+0(1).

Hence{vn}, is a Palais-Smale sequence foat levelc, and we conclude that
is a non-trivial solution of the equatioBl (v) = 0. This completes the proof of
Theoreni 3.P.

5.2 The proof of Theorem 3.4

The proof of Theorerh 314 is similar to that of Theoreml 3.2. Tan difficulty
is that, in Lemma_5]4, we cannot use Lemimd 7.3 and the pomtdesay ofu,
to prove [19). However, Theoreim V.5 tells us that}, is relatively compact in
L9(RN), 2 < g < 2*. Inserting this information into assumption (g3)’, we cluate
that {91 (un)un }n converges strongly tg; (u)u. The proof is then identical to that
of Theoreni 3.P.

Remark5.6. The convergences (un)un — g1(u)u was troublesome because the
assumptions og are rather weak. The philosophy behind the use of radiaty-sy
metric functions is that they rule out amgass displacemenb infinity: this is
precisely the content of Strauss’ decay lemma. The factgfsit= o(s*> 1) as
s— 4o is a much weaker condition than a pure subcritical growtld, dgoes not
imply the continuity of the superposition operator g, (u)u.

6 Non-critical values

As we said in a previous section, the idea of minimizing théeEtunctionall
on the set of those functions that satisfy the Pohozaev itggf@) can be seen
as a natural attempt to find ground-state solution§ito (1)wever, the potential
functionV can be an obstruction, as we shall see.

Proposition 6.1. Let us define
2 ={ue HXRN)\ {0} | u satisfies[(6). (25)

The following facts hold true.

18



1. There results

inf{/RN 1€ [216(8)[2dé [ue 32} > 0.

2. There results
b= inf I(u) > 0.
ue &

3. Let we H3(RM) be such thatfpn G(w(x))dx > 0. Then there exist§ > 0
such that W = w(-/0) € 2.

Proof. 1. The proof is standard, and follows frofd (6) and assumpia).
2. Indeed, ifu € &2, then

=5 [ Je0E)de o [ (V.0 IuPdx (20

RN

and the assertion follows from the previous Lemma, assumgyyl) and
assumption (V2).

3. We notice that

- gN—2s
1) = 2= [ e de
AN 2 oN [
+— [ V(6x)|w(x)|“dx— 8 / G(w(x))dx.
2 JrN RN

First of all, we remark thait(w®) > 0 when@ is sufficiently small. Since our
assumptions o imply immediately that

dim [ V(8x)|w(X)|?dx=0,

B—+o00 JRN
we conclude that lirg, | (w‘;) — —oo. Hence the functio® — I_(w‘;) must
have at least a critical point. For this particugr> 0, we haven? € 2.

O
We define now

o= {uens@ 0| 5= [ lePae)Rae - [ sut)ax.

This set is defined exactly by the Pohozaev identity for smhstu ¢ HS(RN) of
the equation
(-=A)°u=g(u)  inRN. (27)



It can be easily checked tha®, is a natural constraint for the Euler functional

W) = 5 [ 1EP0E) g — [ Gu) dx 28)

and that the celebrated result by Jeanjean and Tanakée @§estill holds in our
setting, so that mig », lo(u) coincides with the minimum db(u) asu ranges over
all the nontrivial solutions of (27).

If we 2, andy € RN, we setwy = w(- —y) € Z. Let us fix6, > 0 such that

Wy =Wy (-/6y) € 2.

Lemma 6.2. There results

lim =1
|y|—+o0 %

Proof. Claim #1: limsup, _, ., 6 < +o.
If not, 8, — +o0 along some sequendg}n with |yn| — +. Giveny € RN,

we compute
BN—ZS QN 2
1(8y) = o [ 1&EE)PdE + - [ NV(®X)W<X—%> dx
~a) [ Gwix)dx

Now,

YAV
/RNV(QVX)W<X_@> dx=

y\|? v\ 2
/B(Op)V(eyX)W(X_@) dx+ RN\B(Qp)V(ny)w(x—@) dx

§||V||oo/ w(x)|?dx+ sup [V (x)|[|w||?.
B(—4,-0) x¢B(0,0)

Pick ¢ > 0 and choos@ > 0 such that
Vi [, wooPPdx<e
B(_%J))
for anyy € RN and anyp < p. Hence

lim V(6yx) 2dx:O.

[y|—=-+oo JRN

)
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We deduce that ligL, e | (W, ) = —oo, which is a contradiction to Lemnia 6.1.
This proves Claim #1.

Claim #2: limy_, 1. 6, = 1.
Indeed, sincev € &y andwy € &,

N(62— 1) /RN G(W(x)) dx

1

=56 [ (NV(Bpcty) +(DV(Bc+Y). x-+y) W P (29)

Recalling our assumptions (V5) and (V6),
0= /IéN (NV(Bx+y) + (OV (Byx+Y), Byx+Y)) [w(x)|*dx

S/RN NV (8yx+y)w(x)|2dx = o(1)
as|y| — 4o by Dominated Convergence. Claim #1 shows that the right+iséhe
of (29) iso(1) as|y| — +o: we conclude thafy, = 1+ 0(1) as|y| — +co. O
Proposition 6.3. We define

bo =inf{lo(u) |ue Ao},
where h was defined i (28). The following facts hold true.
1. There results k< by.

2. Letze HS(RN) be such thaizn G(z(x)) dx > 0. Then there exist8 > 0 such

that Z = z(-/8) € P. In particular, this is true for any £ 2 with 6 < 1.
Proof. 1. Indeed, letv € HS(RN) be a ground-state solutions of
(—8)°w=g(w), (30)

whose existence is proved in_[10]. In particulare &y andlo(w) = by.
Since [30) is invariant under translationg, € &, andlo(wy) = bg for any
ye RN,

Let us fix 6, > 0 such thatv; € &. Therefore
[1(Wy) — bo| = [1(Wy) —To(wy)| <
W28 ewepe+ S [ vigxeymoopax
2 RN 2 Jrn
+yeyN—1y/ G(W(x)) dx
RN

Letting |y| — +, we see thak(Wy) — bg, and hencd < by.
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2. There clearly existd > 0 such that
N—2s

[ J&™aE)Pdg =Ne? | o) dx
RN RN

Consider now the cases &2. Since

o Wi rdé+2/ 00[7dx

2/ (TV (%), %) |2() [ dx = N/ G(z(x)) dx

by (V6) we havefu G(z(x))dx > 0. If 8 > 0 is chosen so thaf € %,
then

%/RN (NV(x) + OV (x), X)|2(x)[2) dx = N(l—B_Z)/RN G(z(x).  (31)

Hence 0< 6 < 1.

6.1 Proof of Theorem 3.5

Assume, by contradiction, the existence of a critical paigtHS(RN) of | at level
b; as a consequences & andl(z) = b. Fix 8 € (0,1] such that® € 2, by the
strong maximum principle (see [23]), we can assume zhat0. By assumption
(V6) and [31) we conclude th#& < 1.

From assumption (V5) an@ (R6) we infer that

1@ =5 [ e Pdg o [ (V%1200 x

QN ZS

[, J&=2E)PdE = 10(Z) = bo.

But this contradicts Lemn{a 8.3, part 1.

7 Appendix

A basic regularity theory for the fractional laplacian isbkd on the following re-
sult.

Proposition 7.1([11]). Assume p>1andf > 0.
1. Forse (0,1) and2s < B, we have(—A)°: WSP(RN) — WA=25P(RN),
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2. Fors,y€ (0,1) and0 < p < y—2s, we havé—A)°: COY(RN) — COH(RN)
if 2s< y, and(—A)%: CYY(RN) — CLH(RN) if 25> y.

For the reader’'s convenience, we recall the main propediigbe operator
A = ((—=A)°+ 1)1 1tis known that

1
K =1 )
<1+!E!25>

Proposition 7.2([11]). Let N> 2 and se (0,1). Then we have:

1. ¢ is positive, radially symmetric and smooth BN \ {0}. Moreover, it is
non increasing as a function of= |x|.

2. For appropriate constants;Gand G,
C

H(X) < XN if x| >1 (32)
H )< ,X‘% i ]x] < 1 (33)

3. There is a constant & 0 such that
e ST MN% (34)

if x| > 1.
4. 1fg>1and N-2s— § <s<N+2s— T, then[x|°¢ (x) € LIRN).
5. 1f1<g< o, thens? € LYRN).
6. XNt (x) € L°(RN).

We collect here some useful results about compactness actidn spaces.
The first is a slight modification of a popular compactnes®an by Strauss (see
[24] and [5]).

Lemma 7.3. Let P and Q be two real-valued functions of one real variahlehs

that 5
lim ﬂ =0.
s+ Q(

«u



Let {vn}n, v and z be measurable functions fr@N to R, with z bounded, such
that

sup [ 1Q(vn())20x)]dx < -+
P(Va(X)) — V(X) almost everywhere iRN.

Then||(P(Vn) —V)Z|| 1) — O for any bounded Borel set B.

If we have in addition
lim @ =0
s—0 (S)
and
lim supjvn(X)| =0, (35)

[X| >4 n

then||(P(vn) —V)Z|| 1Ny = 0.

Condition [3%5) means that the sequerieg}, decays uniformly to zero at infin-
ity. When working with radially symmetriei functions, this is true by a theorem
of Strauss ([24]). In fractional Sobolev spaces, the sitnas more complicated.
The following theorem is proved (in a more general settindRil]. See alsad [22].

Theorem 7.4. Let0O < p < +oo,

(i) Leteither s>1/pand0<g<+cors=1/pand0<q<1 Then there
exists a constant & 0 such that

1N
[N <CIXP [ Fllwse(e)
forall f € WoH(RN).

(i) Let (N—1)/N < p. Furthermore, let either s 1/p and0 < q < 4o or
s=1/pandl < q< 4. Then for all|x| > 1 there exists a sequengé, },
of smooth and compactly supported radial functions (depgndn x) such
that || an\Nsp(RN) =1 andlimrHer | fn(X)| = +00,

It follows easily from (i) of the previous Theorem that theasaV\/éﬁ(]R{N) is
compactly embedded intd(RN) for any 2< q < 2*, provided that > 1/2.
However, this embedding is compact for anyxG < 1, as proved by Lions

([13]).

Theorem 7.5.LetN>2,s>0, pe [1,+); we set p=Np/(N—sp) if sp< N
and p = 4+ if sp> N. The restriction to i} (RN) of the embedding WP(RN) C
L9(RN) is compact if p< q < p*.
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According to Theorerb 714, part (ii), the proof cannot be Hase pointwise
estimates at infinity, whep = 2 and 0< s< 1/2. It is based on somiategral
estimate of the decay at infinity, i.e.

11X ™Y Pullws < Clluflwse

for any radially symmetrici € WSP(RN). This is enough to show the compactness
of the embedding, but it is too weak for a pointwise estimditthe decay ol. If

s> 1/2, then Sobolev’s embedding theorem implies that the iateggtimate gives
also a pointwise estimate.

Remark7.6. A “Strauss-like” decay lemma is also proved in|[10] fadially de-
creasingelements oHS(RN). Needless to say, we cannot use that result in our
setting, since we are not allowed to rearrange our funciibasdecreasing way.
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