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Abstract

The study of the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of ground state solutions to
semilinear elliptic equations is of great importance because of the resulting energy
landscape and its implications for the various dynamics. In [2], semilinear elliptic
equations with combined power-type nonlinearities involving the Sobolev critical ex-
ponent are studied. There, it is shown that if the dimension is four or higher, and
the frequency is sufficiently small, then the positive radial ground state is unique and
nondegenerate. In this paper, we extend these results to the case of high frequencies
when the dimension is five and higher. After suitably rescaling the equation, we
demonstrate that the main behavior of the solutions is given by the Sobolev critical
part for which the ground states are explicit, and their degeneracy is well character-
ized. Our result is a key step towards the study of the different dynamics of solutions
of the corresponding nonlinear Schrédinger and Klein-Gordon equations with ener-
gies above the energy of the ground state. Our restriction on the dimension is mainly
due to the existence of resonances in dimension three and four.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we investigate the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of ground state to the
semilinear elliptic equation of the form

— Au+wu = |ulPtu + |u|d%2u in R, we HY(RY) := HY(R?,C) (1.1)

where d > 3, w > 0 and 1 < p < 92 =: 2* — 1. Here we call u a ground state to (L)
provided u is a nontrivial solution to (LI]) satisfying

Su(u) = inf {S,,(v) : v is a nontrivial solution to (L))}

where the action S, is defined by
S 1= 3IVulfs + S lulle = = Iulifids - gl (12)

Observe that critical points of S, solve (IL1J). In addition, a solution u to (ILTJ) is said to
be nondegenerate in H (R?) when the linearized equation of (1)) at u

d+2
d—2

—Ap+wp = plufP Lo+ |u|d%2§0 inRY,  pe HL (RY) = {ue HY(R?) : u is radial}


http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.08696v2

has the trivial function ¢ = 0 as its unique solution. That is
Ker Lu‘Hrlad(Rd) = {O}
where L, : HY(R?) — (H'(R%))* is defined by

Ly = —A+w—pluff~ - Jul 7. (1.3)

d—2

Equation (LJ]) appears in studying standing wave solutions for the following nonlinear
Schrodinger equation and Klein-Gordon equation:

0 4
i~ ag = Py + I, (1.4
2 4
TY — At = [+ ], (15)

More precisely, when we look for solutions of the form v (t,2) = e"u(z) (A € R), we
observe that (L4) or (L) is equivalent to solving (LI with the choices A\ = w and
A=tV —w, w < m.

Due to the presence of multiple powers in (1), (L)) or (LH), these equations loose
their scaling invariances and thus a main interest in studying them is to explore the
implications of such perturbations, in particular the emergence of ground state solitary
waves, the resulting energy landscape, and its role for the global dynamics.

Recently, the dynamics for (L4)) and (L)) were intensively studied. When the energy
of initial data is less than the ground state energy, only two scenarios can happen: finite
time blow-up or scattering. For example, we refer to [I], 2 20}, 2], 28]. However, when
the energy of initial data is slightly greater than the ground state energy, the dynamic is
much more complicated, and the combination of finite time blow-up, scattering and non-
dispersion behaviors are shown in forward or backward in time. We refer to [2], 29, [30]
for more details. In studying the dynamics around the ground state, basic properties of
ground state such as the uniqueness and nondegeneracy play a crucial role. This is our
main motivation for the present paper.

On the other hand, the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of positive solutions have
applications to the study of nonlinear elliptic equations. For instance, let us consider the
following singular perturbation problem

—2Av+V(z)v = f(v) inR? (1.6)

where V(z) : RY - R and f : R — R are given functions and 0 < ¢ < 1 a parameter.
When we try to find spike solutions to (L8] concentrating at some point 2y € R%, the
uniqueness and nondegeneracy of positive solutions to

—Au+V(zg)u= f(u) inR?

are keys in order to apply the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction method. For instance, see
14l B2, [4]. Since it suffices to consider positive ground states due to Proposition
for (L)), the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of ground states to (LII) is regarded as a
step toward those of positive solutions to (LI]). Therefore, to study those properties is
fundamental and important.



In the case of a single power nonlinearity, and in his celebrated paper [22], Kwong
proved the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of positive radial solutions to

—Aut+u=u" inRY u(x) =0 as|z] = oo (1.7)

where d > 1 and 1 < p < 2* — 1. For generalizations and related results, we refer to
10l 111, 23] 26l B4, B5] and references therein. Here it is important to mention that it is
not simple to apply those results for (ILI]) except for some particular cases. In fact, to
the best of our knowledge, Pucci and Serrin [34] studied the uniqueness of radial positive
solutions to

Au+ f(u)=0 inRY wu(x) =0 as|z]— oo

and treated a general nonlinearity f(u). We will see in Appendix [C] that the result of
[34] can be applied to (1) when 3 < d < 6 and 2* —2 < p < 2* — 1 with 1 < p, and
unfortunately, not in the case d > 7 and w > 1. See Proposition and Remark [C.T]
and for other cases, we do not know whether or not the result of [34] can be applied.
Furthermore, the nondegeneracy of radial solutions is not treated in [34].

In addition, the uniqueness of radial positive solutions to (LIJ) is delicate according
to [13]. In [13], Dévila, del Pino and Guerra gave a numerical result which shows that
the uniqueness of positive solutions to (ILT) fails for d =3, 1 <p < 2* — 2 and w < 1.

About the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of ground states to (L], these properties
were proved in [2] under the assumptions d > 4, 1 + % <p<2—-1and w < 1.
We also mention that the papers [I7), [I8] studied the uniqueness and nondegeneracy of
ground states to equations in bounded domains with single power type nonlinearity whose
exponent is the critical one or close to it.

Recently, Coles and Gustafson [12] showed the uniqueness of the ground state to
(1) when d =3, 3 < p < 5 and w > 1. For more precise statement, see Remark
Here we also note that they also study the dynamics of the perturbed critical nonlinear
Schrédinger equation.

From the above observations, our aim in this paper is to address the uniqueness and
nondegeneracy of ground state to (LI) for w > 1 in the higher dimensional case. To
state our result more precisely, we first recall the existence of ground state to (LI)):

Proposition 1.1 ([3L B8] (cf. [§])). Assume either d =3 and 3 < p < 5 or else d > 4
and 1 <p< %. Then, for any w > 0 there exists a ground state to (L]).

For the sake of clarity and self-content, a sketch of the proof of Proposition [I.T] will
be given in Appendix [Al using simpler arguments than those in [3] [38].

Remark 1.1. In [1, Theorem 1.2], the nonexistence of ground state to (LTl) was mistak-
enly clatmed for d =3, 1+ % < p < 2" =1 and sufficiently large w. Indeed, in the proof
of that Theorem, (3.18) was overlooked and now the above Proposition [I 1] fizes that.

Using a standard argument for semilinear elliptic equation (see [2} 15, 24]), we can
derive the following properties of the ground states to (L)):

Proposition 1.2. Assume either d =3 and 3 <p <b orelsed>4 and 1 <p < %.
Then, for any w > 0 and any ground state Q, to (L)), the following properties hold:

(i) Q. € C%(R%,C).

(i) There exist y € RY, 6 € R and a radial positive function ®,, such that Q,(x) =
e, (x —y). In particular, ®,, is a radial positive ground state to (ILT)).



(iii) Fach radial positive ground state to ((LT) is strictly decreasing in the radial direc-
tion.

From Proposition [[2 it suffices to study radial positive ground states to (LI]). Now,
we state our main result:

Theorem 1.1. Assume d>5 and 1 <p < %. Then, there exists an wy, > 0 such that

for any w > wy, the (radial) positive ground state to (1)) is unique and nondegenerate
in H}ad(Rd).

Remark 1.2. (i) When 3 < d < 6 and ﬁ <p< % with 1 < p, by Propositions
1, and [C 1], equation ([II)) admits a unique radial positive solution for any w > 0.
Furthermore, combining this fact with Theorem [I1, when d = 5,6, ﬁ <p< % with
1 <p and w > wy, we find that the unique positive solution to (1)) is nondegenerate in
Hrlad(Rd)'

(ii) It follows from [31, Section 5] and Theorem [I1] that for any d > 5, any w > w, and
the radial positive ground state ®,, to (LI), we can prove

Ker Ly, = Zaja— ra; €C
J

See ([L3) for the definition of Lg,,.
(iii) In [12], Coles and Gustafson established the uniqueness of the ground state to
—Au+&(e)u = elulP"tu + |u|d%2u in R

where 3 < p <5, 0<e<1, @) =we?+o0(e?) and wy > 0. By scaling, the equation
can be rewritten as

4
—Au+wou = |uP "ty + |ulT2u in R, w, =00 ase— 0.

Therefore, Theorem [I1l is a higher-dimensional counterpart of the results in [12], how-
ever, our arqgument is different from the one in [12].

Next, we describe the difficulties and ideas of the proof of Theorem [[1] as well as its
comparison with the case w < 1 and the result of [17) [I§]. Set

G :={P, : D, is a radial positive ground state to (LI]).}

Our aim is to show that G, is a singleton and Ker Lg | ;1 J(RY) = {0} for @, € G,.
In 2], for w < 1 and @, € G,,, we use the following rescaling corresponding to the
subcritical power p:

1
T,[®Py] = w P 1O, (w_%x) ,
so that T,,[®,,] solves

1 2" —(p+1) 4
—Au+u—|[ufTru—w T ju|a2u = 0.
Next, we showed that T,,[®,] — U strongly in H'(RY) as w — 0 where U is a unique
radial positive solution to (LT7). By [22], we know that U is nondegenerate in H? j(R),
that is,
~1
Ker Lij [y gay = {0}, Ll = —A+1—pUP".

4



Hence, from the implicit function theorem, we observe that for w < 1, (L)) admits a
unique radial positive ground state to (ILT)) which is nondegenerate in H! ,(R?).
On the other hand, when w > 1, the Sobolev critical term becomes dominant and we

use the following rescaling (cf. [19] 27, [33] [34], B5]):

_2
d,,(z) = M, '®, (Mw ‘”x) y o My = 94,(0) = [Py oo (rey- (1.8)

Then, we can verify that

IS

d+2 4

~ _ 4 11—
—AD, 4 Py, — B — DT =0, oy i=wM, T2, Byi=M, 2. (L9)
Next, we prove a,, B, — 0 and @, — W strongly in H'(R%) as w — oo where
' RY) = {u e 12 R : llull = | Vull 2 gy < o0}

and W is the Talenti function with W(0) = 1, that is,

2 _a—=
wa) = (1+ ) 7 _Aaw w3 mre (1.10)
d(d —2) ’

Remark that the convergence is proved in H'(R%), which is different from H'(R%). More-
over, in contrast to U, W is degenerate in H}ad(Rd), and

KerL%,V\Hrlad(Rd) — {AW} (1.11)

where

L%,V =—-A+ %Wﬂl , AW = %W +z- VW = % /\ZlA%W()\x). (1.12)
From these facts, we need more delicate analysis to show the uniqueness and nondegen-
eracy for w > 1.

To overcome the above difficulties, we use arguments inspired by [I7, [I8]. We argue
indirectly and suppose that Theorem [[1] fails to hold. To derive a contradiction, key
ingredients consist of a uniform decay estimate of elements of G., and Pohozaev’s identity
corresponding to (L) where

§w = {&)w: D, € Gy}

For the uniform spatial decay, we use the Kelvin transform to reduce the problem to
a ball and apply Moser’s iteration scheme. One of differences from [I7, 18] is the presence
of the subcritical term (,®%, and we have to show that this term is harmless to employ
the Moser iteration.

After showing the uniform decay, we derive a contradiction. In [I7,[I8], contradictions
are derived through the information on boundary data. In our case, we investigate the
behaviors of o, ®,, and Bwfbf, in ([L9) with Pohozaev’s identity. To this end, we need not
only the convergence of @, in H'(R%) but also in L2(R%) which can be obtained from
the uniform decay. This requires us to assume d > 5.

Now, we introduce the notation used in this paper. By Br we denote the open ball
in R? of center 0 and radius R, namely, Bg := {x € R? : |2| < R}. For given positive



quantities @ and b, the notation a < b means the inequality a < Cb for some positive
constant C' depending only on d and p.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we prove the convergence results of
elements of G, as w — oco. Section []is devoted to deriving the uniform decay estimate
for elements of G,. Finally, in Section ], we give a proof of Theorem [Tl For readers’
convenience, we include an Appendix where we prove Proposition [[.Tin Section [A] state
a result of the Moser iteration technique in Section [B], and discuss when the result of [34]
is applicable to (L] in Section

2 Convergence as w — 00

Our aim in this section is to prove the following convergence result of rescaled ground
states:

Proposition 2.1. Assumed >3,1<p< % and G, # 0. Then, we have

Jim, sup @ =Wl =0

where ®,, and W are defined in (LR) and (CI0).

In order to prove Proposition 1], we introduce Nehari’s and Pohozaev’s functionals
(associated to equation (ILI])) defined by:

+1 -
No(u) == [VullFz + wllullfs — l[ullr — lull7e (2.1)
and
1 w 1 1 1 "
Pufu) = 5 IVl + Flults = =l = 5l (22)

respectively. Recalling (L2), the following linear combinations are useful in the study of
ground states to (LI)):

1
Sw(u) = Py(u) = E”VUH%% (2.3)
1 W 2 2" —(p+1) p+1
Putu) = o) = Sl - o B, (2.4
1 _op=1 e 27— (et > 2*
Pul) = = Nw) = 5wl = S P9l — i | (25)

We record the following basic properties of solutions to (ILII):
Lemma 2.2. Assumed > 3,1 <p< % and w > 0. Then, the following hold:

(i) If u is an H'-solution to (1)), then

Nalw) = Po(w) =0, Sulu) = 5 Vull= (2.6



(ii) If ®,, € G, then

VO < [VW]|L2, (2.7)
@z S w7, (2:8)
[Py (z)] < w*i\xlf% for all z € R?\ {0}. (2.9)

Proof. See [5] for the proof of the identities in (26]). The inequality ([2.7) follows from
@8) and (A.G). The inequality ([Z8) follows from (ZI), 6] and 7). Finally, we

prove ([Z9)). Using the fundamental theorem of calculus, Holder’s inequality and Hardy’s
inequality, we see that

d—1 2 =] d—l‘q)w(r)’ d—1 5/
ol (o) < [ {(d—l)r ()] + 2 |<1>w<r>||<1>w<r>|}dr

r

) </O {w . @‘/"(TW} " dr>% </0 By (1) 2 dr>%

S IV 2Pl 2

Furthermore, applying the inequalities (277)) and (Z8)) to the right-hand side above, we
obtain the desired result (2.9]). O

Next, we consider the rescaled ground states. Let ;1V>w S @J. Then, ;1V>w satisfies

equation (L9) and N N
|Pullree = P (0) =1 = ||[W]|Lee = W(0). (2.10)

Moreover, we see from (L9), [2:6) and (2.4]) that

0ullPulFz + VP72 = BullPullh it — [[@uFor =0,
and
Oz 90 2= (p+1) = oy
7||‘I)w||L2 - W@UHQ)MHLPH =0. (2.11)

The following lemma tells us the asymptotic behavior of M, and oy, as w — oc:

Lemma 2.3. Assumed >3, 1<p< %2 and G, # 0. Then

wh_)rrgo <I>iréfgw M, = oo, (2.12)
lim sup o, =0. (2.13)

w00 PuEGw

Proof. First, we prove [2I2). Let w > 0 and @, € G,. Since 0 is a maximum point of
®,, by Proposition [[2] we see AD,,(0) < 0. Recalling ®,,(0) = 1, we see from (LI that

_4
w— M- MI? <0, (2.14)

which implies (ZI2]).



Next, we prove (ZI3). From (ZI2) and @2I4]), we may assume M, > 1 and w <
4

2M272 . Furthermore, we see from the definition of «, that

0 < a:=limsup sup a, < 2.
w—oo  d,eq,
We prove ([2.I3]) by contradiction and suppose 0 < o < 2. Then, we can take sequences
{wy} and {P,,, } such that lim, o w, = 00, Dy, € G, for each n > 1 and lim,,—,c v, =
a. Since a > 0, we may also assume that

fa, > 2.
lIl Q, —
n>1 wn = 9

Combining the above inequality with the definition of ®,, , (Z7) and (Z38), we see that
|, 172 + [V, 72 < 200 Pu, |72 + IV Pa, |17

S wnll @172 + V0, 172 S 1+ (VW22
Hence, {E{%n} is bounded in H(R?). We also have ||®,, ||z~ = ®o,, (0) =1 (see ZI0)).
Since ®,,, satisfies equation (LI)) with w = wy, and f5,, — 0 as n — oo due to
([Z12), we find from the W29 estimate and Schauder’s estimate (see [I6]) that there
exists a subsequence of {®,,, } (still denoted by the same symbol) and a radial function
® € H'(R?) such that
lim ®,, = ® weakly in H'(R?) and strongly in C2_(R%)
n—o0
and
~ ~ ~ dt2
—AD 4+ ad = Pd2 in R?
- (2.15)
B(0) = 1.
On the other hand, thozaev’s identity associated with the equation in (ZI3]) implies
that if @ > 0, then ® = 0 (see, e.g., [0, Section 2.2]). This is a contradiction. Thus,
o = 0 and we have completed the proof of the lemma. O

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition 211

Proof of Proposition 2. By contradiction, assume that there exist a constant g9 > 0, a
sequence {wy,} in (0,00) and a sequence {@wn} such that lim,_,eowp = 00, D, € Gu,

and B
nh~>nolo H‘I)wn — WHHl > 0. (216)

We remark that {®, } is bounded in H*(RY), || @y, |1~ = P, (0) = 1, Dy, is a positive
solution to (LA]) with w = w,, and lim,, 0 v, = limy, 00 Bu, = 0. Hence, as in the proof
of Lemma [Z3] we can verify that there exist a subsequence of {®,,} (still denoted by
the same symbol) and a radial function ® € H'(R?) such that
lim ®,, =® weakly in H'(R%) and strongly in C2 (RY)
n—o0
and
~  ~di2
AP+ Pa—2 =0 in R,
N (2.17)
®(0) = 1.



From the uniqueness of radial solutions to the problem ([2.I7) (see [9]), it follows that
o =1WW.
On the other hand, we see from the weak lower semicontinuity of the H'-norm and
Lemma that N N
Wl = 18l < timinf B 10 < (W50

and therefore N N
I (| @y, (|1 =[] g1 = Wl g1 (2.18)

Combining the weak convergence in H'(R%), & = W and (ZIR), we find that

lim ®,, =W strongly in H'(R%).

n—oo

However, this contradicts (216]) and we have completed the proof. O

3 Uniform decay estimate

In this section, we discuss uniform decay properties of the rescaled ground states. In
particular, we aim to derive the following crucial uniform decay estimate:

Proposition 3.1. Assume d > 3, 1 < p < % and G, # 0. Then, there exist two

constants wWyee > 0 and Cgee > 0 such that for any w > wgee and any x € R¢,

sup @y, (z) < Cee (1 4+ [af) "2

®,€G.

A proof of Proposition Bl will be given in Section First, we derive the following
convergence result from Propositions 2.1] and B}

Corollary 3.1. Assume d > 3, 1 < p < % and G, # 0. Then, for any q > d%‘lz, we
have N
lim sup |[®, — W|La =0.

w—r00
PuEGw

Proof. Note first that Proposition 2] together with Sobolev’s inequality gives us

WILII;O sup [y, — W[+ = 0. (3.1)
d,€G0,

Moreover, it follows from (2.I0]) that for each w > 0 and ¢ > 2*,

o, — W%

O, — W de =297 Lo

B0~ Wly < [ 2
R4
Hence, we find that for any ¢ > 2%,

lim sup ||®, — W|La = 0.
“TO%,.eC.,

Next, assume d%‘lQ < g < 2" and fix gy € (d%dz’ q). From Proposition B1] we see that
for any sufficiently large w,

_sup @] L0 <1,
®,€G,



where the implicit constant depends on ¢qg. Furthermore, by Hélder’s inequality and

BI), we get

. . 2*(%;(10)
lim sup [|®, — W(Le < lim sup [[&, — W[ 477 =0.
weo &;w egw wmree EI;w egw
Thus, we have completed the proof of Corollary Bl O

3.1 Exponential decay estimate

In this subsection, we derive an exponential decay estimate which we need in the proof of
Proposition Bl Let us begin with rephrasing the estimate ([2.3) in terms of the rescaled
ground state: for every w > 0, &, € G, and = € R?\ {0},

®,(z) = M@, (M, ﬁx) 5

1
d—1 —= d—1
—-5= 1

1 2
S M wT T (M 7 )
Next, we state the main result in this subsection:

Lemma 3.2. Assume d > 3, 1 < p < % and G, # (0. Then, there exist constants

=

Lo > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for any w > 0 and |z| > Loy, ?,

~ d=2 aw
sup D, (z) < Coay,? o= Y3tlal (3.3)

®,€C.

Proof. Let w > 0, ®, € G, and Lo > 0 be a large number to be specified later. Since D,

is strictly decreasing in the radial direction by Proposition [[.2] we see from ([B.2)) that if
1

|x| > Loay, ?, then

~ 1 d—1 d-—2

O, (z) < Dy (Loaw?) S Ly 2 awt . (3.4)
Next, we rewrite (L9) as
~ ~ ~_4 \ ~
A+ (ozw — BBl - @5*2)% =0 inRY% (3.5)
_1
We see from ([B4]) and the definitions of «, and 3, that if |z| > Loo, ?, then

S _@-)@-1) (@42 (p-1) @) 4 gy

ﬁwq)i)}* (x) rg L(] ? Qg * Bw = LO 2 w 4 Oy (36)
~ 4 _2(d=1)

Q5 (x) S Ly 77 (3.7)
Furthermore, it follows from (BX), B8), (BX7) and the assumption p < &2 =1+ A
that if we choose a sufficiently large Ly depending only on d and p, then

— Ad,(2) + O‘—;%w(,@) <0 (3.8)

=

for all |z| > Loy, 2.

10



Now, we shall derive (B3] by using the comparison principle. To this end, let R >
1

Loa,,? and introduce a positive function ¢z on R as

1 1

ad -1 ol
YR(r) == exp < — 7(7“ — Loay, )) + exp (7(7“ — R))

It is easy to verify that

1

/ 615 /! Cxw
)] < i), vh(r) = “n(r). (39)

We use the same symbol 1z to denote the radial function ¥ r(|z|) on RY. Then, we see
_1
from [B9) that if Lo > 2(d — 1) and Lpa,? < r < R, then

d—1

Oy Ay
e e (3.10)

_1
Furthermore, it follows from (3.4)), ¥ r(Loa,?) > 1 and ¢r(R) > 1 that

d—1 d=2

)S Ly ® aw® min {¢r(Lea %), Yr(R)}. (3.11)

Hence, the comparison principle together with ([B.8), (810) and (311 implies that if
_1
Loay,? < |z| < R, then

q)w(R) < q)w(LOCV(:

NI

_1
Since R > Lgay, ? is arbitrary, taking R — oo, we find that
~ _d-1 d=2 ol _ 1 — 0 4=
Qy,(x) S Ly * aw® exp ( - 7(|x| —Loaw2)> =Ly Zeza,t e 2
_1
for all |z| > Loow, ?, which is the desired estimate (3.3). O

3.2 Kelvin transforms of rescaled ground states

In this subsection, we consider the Kelvin transform of elements in G,,. We use K [u] to
denote the Kelvin transform of a function u, that is,

K[u(z) = |z~ @Dy (é) .

Remark that [|K[®y]|z(p,) S 1 implies

sup &%(m) < |x|7(d72).
|z|>1

Thus, to prove Proposition [B.1] it suffices to show that there exists wge. > 0 such that

sup  sup HK[(iw]HLoo(Bl) < 0. (3.12)
w>wd&35w€é§

11



It is easy to verify that K[®,] satisfies

~ 1 ~ 1 ~ ~ d+2
— AK|[®, w g K[Py] = Bu—K|[P,]P + K[®,] 2, 3.13
] + 0 g K] = B KB + KB (3.13)
where
yi=4—(d-2)(p—1)>0. (3.14)
1
We also see from Lemma B2 that if |x| < o2 /Ly, then
~ d=2 T (. —
K[®.)(z) S au® Ja] 425"l (3.15)

Furthermore, since the Kelvin transform is linear and preserves the H'(R?) norm, we
have

1K u] = K[o]ll 1 = [lu =l (3.16)
for any u,v € H L(R?). Hence, Proposition 21l leads us to the following result:
Lemma 3.3. Assumed >3, 1<p< % and G, # (. Then, it holds that

i sup [K[&.] — KW =0.
In order to use Moser’s iteration (see Proposition[B.1)) for (3.I3)), we need the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.4. Assumed >3, 1 <p< % and G, # (. Then, it holds that
d
2

lim sup/ ﬁ—wK[;I;w]p_l(x) dxr = 0. (3.17)

w—)oo&)we(jw z|<4 ‘x”‘/
PTOOL It follows from Lemma[2.3] that there exists wy; > 0 such that o, < 1 for all w > wy
and @, € G,. In what follows, we always assume that w > wi. Also let Ly > 1 be the

constant appeared in Lemma We divide the integral into two parts:

/8 ~ B 2
L in ::/ —wA/K[@w]p Yz)| dz,
le|<vas/Lo | 7]
B ~ 3
Lo out ::/ —wA{K[q)w]p Yz)| dz.
Vas/Lo<lal<a | |]
We first show
J;rrgo _sup Iy out = 0. (3.18)
PuEGw
To this end, set sy := m and note that thanks to 0 < p—1 < d%“Q, we have
1 < 59 < oo. Moreover, since @ = 2% and 1 — % = I, we see from Holder’s

inequality and Lemma that

d
Iw,out = 5{3 / |£C|_
Vaw/Lo<|z|<4

1/s0
d ~ o
58 / K[ (2) da / 22 g
Vs Lo<lal<4 Vs Lo<lal<4

4 4 d _dy 4
4 4 4 _dy
{/ ledr} <Blay,® =w E.

Ve /Lo
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Thus, (3.18) holds.
Next, we consider I, ;. We see from BID) and v+ (d —2)(p — 1) = 4 (see (BI4))
that

d ~
Lo = B2 / 2|~ % K[8,)30D(2) da
|| <\/aw /Lo

SJ Béaj(diﬁ(ljil) / ‘x’7%{7+(d*2)(p*1)} exp <_M VOCUJ) dx (319)
|z|<\/aw /Lo 4’1“
4 dd=2)(p=1) [V%/Lo —d(p — 1) /o
S B&g (675 8 / ’I“ial*1 exp (W) dr.
0 T

Furthermore, by the change of variables s = \/a,r !, we find from (BI9) that

d  dd=2)(p=1) d [ dip—1)s
Iw,in g Bf}aw 8 2/ Sdfl exp <_ (p ) >d8.
L

N 4
Since %’y = g — W, we see that
4 dd=2)(p-1) d d _d, dry
B o P=fiawt =wTE
Hence, we conclude that
lim sup I, =0. (3.20)
wmee EI;w Eéw
By (B18) and (320, we obtain the desired result (3.17). O

3.3 Proof of Proposition 3.1]

Now we prove Proposition [3.1k

Proof of Proposition [31. As mentioned in ([B.12]), it suffices to show

sup  sup [[K[®u]]po(m,) < oo
W>Wdee ‘Z’WE_C':W
Recall that K [@,] is a solution to (IF). We shall prove FIZ) by applying Proposition
Bdto K[®,] with

= ’%K[@w]pl(x) + K[3,)7% (). (3.21)

Qo

a(r) = T2 b(x)
First, we note that it follows from (318 that for any v € H}(By),
Oy o~
/ O 1 [§,] ()]o()| dz < oo, (3.22)
By |$|
By (B.I6]), Proposition 2] and Sobolev’s inequality, one has

=0,
W—00 =~ L2* (R%)

lim  sup HK[FIEW]—K[W](
d,€6,

13



implying that the family {K[®,]2"} is uniformly integrable. Hence, it is not difficult to
check that

lim Sup HK d42—K[I/V]ﬁ

UJ—)OO

= 0. (3.23)

L3 (R
Combining ([B.22]) and (BE) with Lemma B4 we may apply Proposition [B.] (i) to show
that for every g > 1 there exists wgecq > 0 such that

< Cy. (3.24)

o [KRL, <
1

W>Wdec,q q> ng

Next, let n be a non-increasing smooth function on [0,00) such that n(r) = 1 for
r <1/2 and n(r) = 0 for 7 > 1. Tt is easily seen that for any 2 € R%\ {0} and any ¢ > 1,

KK (@] 0) = ol 2 (o) K (55 ) = 1ol 200 () B,

(3.25)
It follows from (B.16]), (B24]) and ([B.20]) that for any ¢ > 1, there exists C; > 0 such that

|z|(@=2 =)y 1 oY
]

Furthermore, by [5, Lemma A.III] and (3.20]), it holds that

sup Sup
W>Wdee,q q>w egw

= sup sup HUK[;IEW]‘JH, < Cy. (3.26)
HY  w>Wdee,q $,eC, H!

swpsup (|l @20 D8L@)) € Ol

W>Wdec,q <I> ng

for all |z| > 2. This implies that for any ¢ > 1 and any |z| < 1/2,

d—2
sup  sup K[®,](x ) S Cyla| 2. (3.27)
w>wdecq¢ egw

To prove ([BI2), we shall apply Proposition [BI (ii). Since we have (3.21]), (3:22) and
(B24]), what remains to prove is that there exist ¢y > d/2 and wge. > 0 such that

B

e

dr < Cy. (3.28)

sup sup /
W>Wdec Ef)wegw |z|<4

To this end, we divide the proof of ([B28)) into two cases.
d+2
Case 1: 2 <p< 5

We first remark that the condition ﬂ <p< d+2 implies 0 < v < 2. Therefore, we
may choose gy > d/2 and sufficiently large ¢ > 1 such that

It follows from (B.27]) that
| P b —go— E=2@=) 4,
sup sup | —K[P,]P" (z) S Cylz| crL! (31/2)

W>Wdec,q ‘Fi;weﬂng ’x"y

From this, (3:28]) holds.

14



Case 2: 1 <p< 75

We remark that 1 < p < 255 gives 2 <y < 4 and ¢ 5 < 2d Let qo € (d Q,Yd

claim that ([B:28) holds for thls qo. For this purpose, we remark that by 1 — @ <1,
there exist 6 > % and s; > 1 so that

4d9 4dp 4dd o dp—-1)

Next, we divide the integral into two parts:

Jw,out — / B [(iw]p—l q0

0 <|z|<4 ]

Jw,in = /
|z]<af

We first consider Jy, ou¢. Since % > 1 holds due to ¢y > %l and (329), by
Holder’s inequality and (3.24]), we see that

) and we

s1 > sp — L. (3.29)

dx,

B e ot

i dz.

Jwout = BL / || 7790 K [®,,) (P~ D0 g
af <|z|<4

1
S1

_ 1
~ (= 1)q081 1
< /33)0 K[CI) ] s1—1 / ’w‘*“ﬂmﬁ dx
x| <4 <|z|<4

1
4 p s1
—yqos1+d—1
C(qo, s1)B% T oS dr
aw

where C'(qo, s1) > 0 depends only on d, p, o and s;. Recalling the definitions of «,, 3,
and v, we obtain

(—vqgs1+d)6 _ 90 (—~qgsy+d)0 460~vqg sy —4do
Jw,out < C(q07 Sl)ﬂg;oaw o = C(Qm Sl)Mw 2w 1 M, (@=2)s1
(3.30)
ns _(40-1 _
= C(QO Sl)w(wosilﬁd)e M., (d—2))zfo { (4911??%0 81}
Since 2 <y < 4 and s; > 1 imply —vqos1 + d < 0, 330) and 329) yield
lim sup  Ju,out = 0. (3.31)
Ww—00 =
®,,€C.

Next, we consider J, . Since ¢ > % and limy, .o ¢, = 0, we may assume a;e <
1

Loag, 2. Thus, from Lemma B2l (or (31F)) and the definition of v, it follows that

T in = 3}0/< . 2|~ ’YQOK[ ](P 140 4

(d—2)(p—1)qq
S 53,0()@ 1 / |x|74QO exp < ( )QO\/aw> . (3.32)
lz]<ad,

2|

([@=2)(p-1ag  pof, -1 o
S Bg}oaw 4 / 874q0+d71 exp (_ (p 2)50\/ w) d
0

15



Using the change of variables ¢ = a? s~!, we find from 6 > 1/2 that

@=2)(p=1490 _ (4, _ g [ -1 —(0-1/2)
Jwﬂn ,S 50%()0@; 4 (490 =d) / tAa0—d—1 exp (_ (p )QOOéw o oar
1

2

(d=2)(-Dag 4. o0 _ —(0-1/2)
< C(qo, 6)5500@ 5 90 _ (4g0—d)6 / exp <_ (p 1)QOOéw t) dt
1 4 (3.33)

(d=2)(p=1)ag _ _ 1 1 —(0—1/2)
< Clao,0)ay T UmdO0—E (_(p e

< Cl(qo,0)BL

where C'(qo,0) denotes a positive constant depending only on d, p, o and 6. Thus, it
follows from ([B33) and lim,, o 5, = 0 that

lim sup J,in =0. (3.34)
wree EI;w ng
By 331) and 3.34), we have (3:28)) and complete the proof. O

4 Proof of Theorem [I.1]

In this section, we shall give a proof of Theorem [Tl In the sequel, we assume d > 5,
hence, by Proposition [T}, we have G, # () and the results of Sections 2 and Bl hold.

Our proof is based on the ideas in [I7, 18] and we first prove the uniqueness by
contradiction. Therefore, we suppose to the contrary that there exists a sequence {w,}
in (0, 00) such that lim,,_,oc wy, = 0o and for each n > 1, &y, 1, P, 2 € G, and O, 1 # Py 2.
For j = 1,2, we set

anj = H[}&adx (bnh] = (bn7](0)7

~ 2

Oy, () 1= M, 1 &y (M, ),

n7.] n7.]
. (4.1)
Qnj wnMnJ‘»’l_Q,
p—1-g4%5
5”7]‘ = n] ¢ 2’
and M
n,2
=" 4.2
We shall derive a contradiction. Let us begin with the following lemma:
Lemma 4.1. Assume d>5 and 1 <p < %. Then, for j =1,2,
: 2(p+1 w2
lim /Bn,j _ (p+ ) H Hfj (4.3)
n—oo oy 4—(d—2)(p—1) HWH’EW
where au, j, B ; are given in [@I), and W in (LIQ). Furthermore, it holds that
lim p, = 1. (4.4)
n—o0

16



Proof. The claim (@3] follows from identity (2I1]) and Corollary Bl Furthermore, an
elementary computation together with (A3]) shows ([@4]). O

In what follows, owing to Lemma [}, we may assume the that for all n and j = 1, 2:

/Bn,j S an,ja (45)
1 3

- < < —. 4.6
5 S Hn <3 (4.6)

Moreover, Proposition 2Tl Corollary Bl and Lemma 1] imply that

2

lim [ 8,1 — Wiy = lim [t @n2(uid) = Wil = 0. (4.7)
n—0o0 n—00

Next, we define

2 2

W () = Dy (M, {7 ) = @y p(M,, 72) = My {81(2) — a0l 72)}, - (43)
- U, (x)

=—— 4.
R A= )

2

Since <T>n71 and unfimg(u;f” x) are solutions to the same equation
—Au+ ap1u = By 1uP + uld+2)/(d=2)

we can verify that

d+2 A
—AZ, = —p1%, —i—pﬂn,l/ VP (x,0)doZ, + —— * Vn"l_2 (x,6)d0z, (4.10)

; d—2

where )
Vo (2,0) := 0D, 1 () + (1 — 0) iy, @y 2 (05, > ). (4.11)

We first show that {Z,} is bounded in H'(R?):

Lemma 4.2. Assumed >5 and 1 < p < &2, Then, {Z,} is bounded in HY(RY).

Proof. Since z, € H'(R?), using 7, as test function to (ZI0), we have

1
o |FnlZe + 1V ]2 < Bu / / V2, 0)d0 |5, da
R4 JO

/ / (z,0)d0 |Z,|? dx.
Rd

We see from Young’s inequality, (A5]) and (B.14)) that for any ¢ > 0,

1
ﬁn,l/ / VPl (x,0)d |7, |? dx
R Jo

Iznl dx + 6T QBM/ / (z,0)d0 2,2 dz (4.13)

//VdeG)dH\zn] dx,

17
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where the implicit constants are independent of 9.

Next, set ¢ := ﬁ and pg : . Note that

1 44 (d—2)e 8
1- — =020 2
Po 2d 3d
Since ||z, ||z~ = 1 holds by definition, it follows from Hélder’s inequality, Proposition B.1]
and Sobolev’s inequality that for all n > 1,

/ / Vd 2(x,0)d0|Z,)*dx </ / Vd 2(z,0)d0|Z,)* " dx
R4

< / Vi@ 00| E (419
0 LA+ (d=2)eg
4 ~ € 2—¢
SN+ ™ e I35 < IVEIG

Choosing ¢ sufficiently small depending on d and p, we find from (£12), (£13)), (£14])
and lim,, o 8,1 = 0 that
HvanL? = CHvan2 %

where C' > 0 depends only on d and p. Hence, {Z,} is bounded in H'(R%). O

Next, we derive a uniform decay estimate for {z,}.

Lemma 4.3. Assume d > 5 and 1 <p < d+§. Then, there exists C7 > 0 such that for
any x € R andn > 1,

20 (2)] < Oyl =02, (4.15)
Proof. We see from (3I6) and Lemma B2 that {K[Z,]} is bounded in H'(R%). Further-
more, it follows from (4.I10) that

~ an71 ~

1 1 d+ 2 4 €T
— p—l d—2 v K~
T [pﬁ"’l/o i (r W)da i 2/ Vi (\xPﬁ)d@} ol

To prove ([EIH), we shall apply Proposition [B] (ii). We first remark that by Lemma
B2l ¥,, decays exponentially and so does Z,. Thus, for any n > 1 and any v € H}(By),
we have

(4.16)

/ Ol ez (@) o(z)] de < oo, (4.17)
By |£C|
Next, it follows from (@II) that for each r > 0, x € R?\ {0} and 6 € [0, 1],

() s o () o (7)) o

where C). depends only on r. When r=p—1,by y=4— (d—2)(p — 1), we get

Bn,l ! — IBnl Tp— €T % €T
—4/ Vrf ! 2’9 do < Cp—4 q)zr)z,ll 12 _|_Mp 1(I)Z 21 /‘ﬁ 2—2
2t Jo ] 2] 2] 2]
~ ~ __2
< G { KB o)+ VKT (102 ) .

Pl
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Hence, recalling (£6), (328) in the proof of Proposition Bl we see that for some gy > %l,
Bn 1 /1 1 X
— VP —. 0| db
z[* Jo " =¥
On the other hand, when r = -4, ([@IR) gives us that
1 A (= ~ 4 ~ a4 [ 2
an W, 0) <Cy K[‘I)n,l] d—2 (,I) + K[‘I)n,g] =2 Up " .

By Proposition [B.1] {K[Ci,w]} is bounded in L>(R9) for j = 1,2. Hence,
< . (4.20)

1 1 A x
v (W’0> a0
0 L°°(B4)

From (£I6), (£I7), (£19) and (£20), we apply Proposition [B.] (ii) to obtain

sup || K[Zn][| oo 3,) < 00

n>1

< 0. (4.19)
L0 (B4)

sup
n>1

sup
n>1

Therefore, Lemma holds. O
As a corollary of Lemma [£.3] we obtain

Lemma 4.4. Assumed>5 and 1 <p < %. Then

sup [[Zn[ 2 < 0.
n>1

Before proving Theorem [Tl we use the following identity which is easily obtained
from elementary calculations:

Lemma 4.5. Assumed > 5 and 1 < g < %. Then, the following holds:

A g A (A= 2(a = 1)
[ WA (@) d TS

where A is defined in (L12)).

W15

[a+1

Now, we derive a contradiction and prove the uniqueness part:

Proof of uniqueness in Theorem [[1. By Lemmas@2and @4 {Z,} is bounded in H'(R%)
and we may assume that

lim 2, = Z,, weakly in H'(R%). (4.21)

n—oo

Moreover, recalling that z, satisfies (£.10), by elliptic regularity with Corollary Bl (44
and (7)), we can see that

lim Z, =Z, in C2 (RY), (4.22)
hence, zZ5 is a solution to
_ d+2__ _a_ _
Az — d—JFQWdfazw — 0. (4.23)
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Thus, we find from (£23]), (LII]) and the radial symmetry of Zo, that either zZ, = 0 or
Zoo = KAW with Kk # 0.

First, we suppose that z,o = 0. Then, it follows from (£9) and (£22]) that 1 =
|Zn]|Lee — 0, which is a contradiction.

Next, assume zoo = kAW for some k # 0. Using (24]) and ([2.0]), we see that

Mn 1 Wn 2 2
Sl ®nong s
”\IlnHLOO d ( H n,l”L2 H n,2”L2 ) (4 24)
My, 4 (d—2)(p—1) ( | 1Hp+1 — @ 2Hp+1 )
- n, 1 n, 1 .
[Wnllze  2d(p+1) Lt Lt
For the left-hand side of (£24]), using the change of variables, we observe that
My1 wp 2 2
ol En g — @
||\IlnHL°° d ( H n,1||L2 H n,2||L2 )
w P, 1(x) — Ppa(x
= My, — / (@) =~ Prs( )(q>n,1(x) + @, 5(z)) do (4.25)
d Jpa Wil oo
Qn,1 ~ = = ﬁ
=L [ 2 (@) | @i (@) + pnBna(pil )| da.
R4
In a similar way, the right-hand side of ([@.24]) becomes
Mpy 4—-(d-2)(p—1) +1 +1
s P p —||P p
”\IlnHLOO 2d(p 4 1) ( || n71HLP+1 H n72||LP+1 )
4—(d-2)(p-1 ! P D, — D
YAt Gl (Gt / / [9@,%1 +(1- e)cpn,z] i (4.26)
2d re Jo Wl
4—(d-2)(p—1 Lr o ~ 2 qp
= Bu1 ( ) —1) / / [Gfbn,l(x) + (1= 0)pn®p2(pn * x)} doz,(x) du.
2d R2 JO
Hence, we obtain the following identity from (£24)) through (£.26]) with ([£IT):
1 B ~ - 2
5 [, 3@ [Baa@) + Bl )| da
® (4.27)

@) [ e
_ : /Rd/o Vi (z, )P d0%, (z) dz.

Q1

Since Corollary 3.1l and Lemma [4.1] yield

2

lim ;1;”,1 =W, lim un?I;n,Q(uP-) =W strongly in L2(Rd),
n—oo

n— o0

recalling (A.21]) with zZ = kAW, we see from Lemma [£.5] that

1 - - 2
lim - [ Z,(z) [@n 1(z) + unCPng(,u;{_Qx)} dx = / KAW (2)W (x) dz = —k||W||32.
n—00 2 Jpd ’ ’ Rd
(4.28)

In a similar way, we can check that
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1
lim VP(x,0)do = WP strongly in L?(R9)

n—oo 0
and
1
lim/ / Vi(x,0)Pdoz,(x) de = WP(z)kAW (z) dx
R Jo R4

n—o0

(4.29)

_ A d=2)p—1) 0 pt1
= —K 2(p + 1) ||W||Lp+1'

Putting (£.27), ([£28), (43]) and [@29]) together, we find that

2(p+1) W12,
4= (d=2)(p—1) |w|2FL,

e M,

—wl| W]z =

4 2(p+1) et

= 2R e,

This contradicts x # 0, and the uniqueness in Theorem [[T] holds. O

Next, we shall prove the nondegeneracy in Hrlad(Rd).

Proof of nondegeneracy in Theorem[11l. From the uniqueness part, there exists w, > 0
such that if w > @,, then () admits a unique radial positive ground state and we
denote it by ®,. Our aim is to find w, > @, such that

Ker Lo, | 1 J(Rd) = {0} for every w > w;. (4.30)

In order to prove ([@30), we argue indirectly and suppose to the contrary that there
exist {w,} and {u,} such that

Dy < wp — 00, up € HL(RH\ {0}, Lo Ly = 0.

w

Remark that we may assume u,, : R — R and ||u,|| Leo(rey = 1 due to the linearity of
Lg,, and elliptic regularity. Set

wn

__2
vn(ﬁﬂ) = Up <M" d2x> y o My = q)wn(o) = ||(I)wnHL°°-

Then we observe that

d+2

~_4
%ﬂvn R fone =1 (431)

4 4 2

_ 4 14 ~ 2
where ay, = wy My, 72, B, = My, 2 and Oy, (z) := Dy, (M, *>z). By Proposition
B.I we can argue as in Lemma 4.2 to show that

{v,} is bounded in AH*(RY). (4.32)
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Next, let us consider the Kelvin transform of v, and write K[v,] for it. Then K[v,]
satisfies
1 Bn x> d+2 A
where 7 = 4 — (d — 2)(p — 1). We remark that each v,, has an exponential decay and
this fact can be proved reasoning as for Lemma Therefore, applying the argument
in Lemma 4.3, we get the uniform decay estimate for {v, }:

sup |vn(2)] < Co (14 |2)) @2 for all 2 € RY. (4.33)
n>1

By [@32) and [@33)), {v,} is bounded in H!(R?) and we may assume that there exists
a Voo € HL (RY) so that
Uy — Vs weakly in H'(R?).

Using Proposition 211, [@3T]), ([A33]) and elliptic regularity, we have

d+ 2
(Rd)? 1= HUOOHL“” _Avoo — ﬁwd 2’U in Rd.

: _ 2
nlingo Up = Voo strongly in Cf

Since [|veo||re = 1 and va € HL (R?), from (LI, there exists a x # 0 such that
Voo = KAW. (4.34)

Next, we consider wy,(x) := x - Vfiwn (x). It is not difficult to check that w,, satisfies

2

d+2 ~ ~ 42
- ¢5n2:| Wy, + 2 |:_an(1>wn + 5nq)p + fI) . (4.35)

— Awy, + apwy, = [pﬁnfbp 1y )

Thus, multiplying ([431]) by w,, and ([@35]) by vy, it follows from the integration by parts
that

d+2
/ [ anQ)wn + ﬁnQ)p + dd- ] vpdx = 0. (4.36)
Rd
Recall that e
- A(I)wn + an wn — Bnq)p + (I)d 2 in Rd. (437)

Multiply (£37]) by v, and (£31]) by <I>wn, and then integrate them: putting these together,
we obtain

d+2 ~ ~
/ [ﬁnQ)p + o ] vpdr = Vo, - Vu, + a,®,, v,de
R4 R4

~ 4 d+2+ ~
= /]Rd |:p5nq)5;n1 d_ Qq)cgn :| n(bwndx7

which implies
442 d—2)(p—1 ~
/ Ol 2 v,dr = —w/ Bn®P vydx.
R4 4 Rd "

Combining this with ([£30]), we find

Rd 4 Ay JRd "
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As n — oo, Corollary BJ], Lemma [T and ([@34]) yield

(d—2)(p - 1)} 2(p + 1) W2
4 1= (d=2)(p -1 WPt

WrAWdx = [1 — / WPrAW dzx.
R

R4

Since k # 0, Lemma 4.5 gives a contradiction:
(d-2)(p—1)
S e e [

Thus, ([@30) holds and we complete the proof of Theorem [LT] O

A Existence of ground state

In this section, we sketch the proof of Proposition [[LTl Since we restrict nonlinearities to
combined power-type ones, the proof is much simpler than the general case dealt with in
[38]. In particular, we can use a positive functional Z,, given by

Zo(u) == Sy(u) — Zﬁj\/’w(u) .
1
_ p—1 4—(d—=2)(p—1), 1o
= s Ul +wluls } + =l

Moreover, we easily verify the following structures of S,, and N, (cf. [37, Chapter 4]):
e For any u € H'(R%) \ {0}, there exists a unique A(u) > 0 such that

>0 if 0< A< A(u),
No(Qu) < =0 if A= Au), (A.2)
<0 if A> Au).
e For any u € H'(R%)\ {0},
the function A — Z,,(Au) is non-decreasing in [0, 00). (A.3)
Next, we introduce several variational values:
o = inf{||Vul2, : u € H*(R?) with ||ul|;2+ = 1}, (A.4)
my, = inf{S,(u) : u € H*(R%) \ {0} with A, (u) = 0}, (A.5)
My = inf {Z,(u) : w € HY(RY) \ {0} with NV, (u) < 0}.

By a standard argument (cf. [37, Chapter 4]), it is known that a minimizer for m,
becomes a ground state to (LIJ). Hence, in order to prove Proposition [T} it suffices to
show the existence of minimizer for m,,.

We first state the relationship between m,, and m,, (cf. [I, Proposition 1.2]):

Lemma A.1. Assume d > 3 and 1 < p < %. Then, for any w > 0, we have the
following:

(i) my =my >0
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(ii) Any minimizer for my, is also a minimizer for my,, and vice versa.

Proof. We shall prove claim (i). Since Z,,(u) = S,,(u) for every u € H'(R?) with N, (u) =
0, it is clear that m,, < m,,. For the opposite inequality m,, < m,,, fix any v € H'(R?)\
{0} with N, (u) < 0. By (A.2)), there exists a A € (0, 1] such that N, (Au) = 0. By (A.3)),

my, < Sp(Au) = Zy,(Au) < T, (u),

which yields m, < m,. Thus, m, = m,. It remains to prove that m, > 0. Let
u € HY R\ {0} with N, (u) < 0. Then, it follows from N, (u) < 0 and Sobolev’s
inequality that
+1
min{L,w}ullF < fullf + ulfn
This implies that there exists a constant ¢(w) > 0 such that ||u\|%,1 > ¢(w) and therefore
Z,(u) Z min{l,w}c(w). Since u is arbitrary, we find that m,, > 0.

Next, we shall prove claim (ii). Since Z,, = S, 1 J\/'w and m,, = m,,, it suffices to
prove that N/, (Qw) = 0 for all minimizer Qw for mw Suppose the contrary that there
exists a minimizer Q,, for M, such taht N, (Q,,) < 0. Then, it follows from (A.2]) that
there exists a unique Ao € (0,1) such that AV,(AQ.) = 0. Furthermore, we have

mw < Iw()‘Oéw) < Iw(@w) - mW7
which is a contradiction. Thus, Nw(@w) = 0. O

Next, we state a key inequality to show the existence of minimizer for my, (cf. [38]
Lemma 2.2]):

Lemma A.2. Assume that d >3 and 3 <p <5, ord>4 and1 <p< %. Then, the

following estimate holds

1 a
o 2

a’

Proof. Let x be an even smooth function on R such that y(r) = 1for 0 <r <1, x(r) =0
for r > 2, and x is non-increasing on [0, 00). Then, we define

my < —

1
= —HVWHLz - HWHLz* =~ [VW][72. (A.6)
d

Wa(a) = e 2 W (7) _ ( ; %) L Vi) = x(2)We(a).

Then, we can verify that 0% = (IVWe H2
IVVelZ2 = o2 + 0<e%, (A7)
IVelZee = 0% +O(e?). (A8)
Moreover, we find that
O(aw if dTQQ <q,
IVl =4 Ofhllogel) if q= 22, (A.9)
O(e(d_2)4(q+l) if 0<g< dT22-
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Next, for a given € € (0,1), we introduce a function y.: (0,00) — R as
t

1 .
e(t) i= STV + wlVelZe} = SoIValZor

It is easy to verify that the function y. attains its maximum only at the point

d—2
{IVVell9, +w||Ve]32}
Te,max = P .

IVllZ2

It follows from the definition of o (see (A.4])), (A7) and (A.8)) that

IVV2: o 4+0(T)
VelPo — % 1 0(e

Moreover, we see from (A7) and (A.9)) that

O(ez) if d=3,

%: O(ellogel|) if d=4

IVVelZ, g o

O(e) if d>5.

Hence, we find that

d

o) = ST (1 1V )

T d Vel IVVellZ2
159 +O(e2) if d=3, (A.10)
= éag—i—O(a]loga]) if d=4,

On the other hand, for each ¢ € (0,1), there exists 7. o > 0 such that N, (7 oV:) = 0.
Now, we assume that d = 3 and 3 < p < 5. Then, it follows from (A7), (A]) and

(A9) that
0= Nw(Te,OVa)
2 1 2 3 1 p+1 5-p 6 3 3
= wrz0(e7) +729{02 + O(e2)} =77 O(e7 ) —7-p{0> +O(e2)}-
Divide both sides above by 7'5270{03 + 0(6%)} Then, we obtain

7'40 = wO(E%) +1+ 0(8%) — T5610(8%).

g,

Since p — 1 < 4, this implies that for any w > 0,

: (A.11)

DN |

lim 7. ¢ >
e—0 7’
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Furthermore, it follows from the definition of m,, (see (A.3)), (A.9), (A.10Q), (A11) and
2 <p<2*—1that

p+1

Te,0 +1
my < Sw(TE,OVE-:) = ye(TE,O) - p:_ 1 ||‘/€Hip+l
Tp?)Ll 5—p 1 s 1 5-p
< ys(Ts,max) - pe_’i_ 1616 T = §J§ + 0(55) — g 1

for some positive constants ¢; and ¢ depending only on p. Thus, we find that if p > 3
and ¢ is sufficiently small depending only on p and w, then

1 s
my < 50'2 .
Similarly, we can prove that if d > 4, then claim (A6 is true. O

Now, we are ready to prove Proposition [Tl

Proof of Proposition [I.1. By Lemma [A]] it suffices to prove the existence of minimizer
for my,. To this end, we consider a minimizing sequence {u,} for m,. We denote the
Schwarz symmetrization of u, by u’. Note that ||Vu| ;2 < ||Vuy| 2 and ||ul|pe =
||un||Le hold for each ¢ € [2,2*]. For example, see [24]. From these properties, we have

Noy(uy) <0 for any n > 1, (A.12)
,}LHOIOIW(U") = My, (A.13)

lupll i < oo for any n > 1.

Since {u}} is radially symmetric and bounded in H'(R?), there exists a radially sym-
metric function Q € H 1(Rd) such that, passing to some subsequence,

lim uf =@ weakly in H'(R?) and strongly in LPT!(R9). (A.14)

n—oo

We shall show that ) becomes a minimizer for m,,.
We first show @ # 0. Suppose the contrary that @ = 0. Then, it follows from (A.12])
and (A1) that, passing to some subsequence,

. . 2
0> lim NL(up) > tim {1V 32 -

2, } . (A.15)

If |Vul|l2 — 0, then ||uf|lLe — 0 for all 2 < ¢ < 2*. By (A12) and (A13]), one has
|lut]l 72 — 0 and m,, = 0. However, this contradicts m,, > 0 (see Lemmal[AT]). Therefore,
we may assume lim,, o |V} |2 > 0.

Now, (AI5) with the definition of o gives us

2(d—2)
. 2 . 2 . e
Jim [[Vup[|72 > o mlup||72- > 0 lm [|Vug|| .
From lim,, 0 || Vuy, |12 > 0, it follows that
d . 2
02 < nh_)rrgo |IVuy |72 - (A.16)
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Hence, we see from (A.1l), (A.13)), (A.15) and (A.16l) that

my = T}ggquJ(uZ)

. p_l * 112
> 1
= ngfio{Q(p 1) IV Lz + 2d(p + 1)

1. 2 I a
> — * > —02.
>~ lim Va3, > S0

However, this contradicts (A.6). Thus, @ # 0.
Next, we shall show that N, (Q) = 0. Using the Brezis-Lieb Lemma [7], we have

(A.17)

*) _Iw(u:z - Q) _IW(Q) = On(l),
(A.18)

Iw (un

No(uy) = No(uy, — Q) — Nuw(Q) = on(1).

n

Furthermore, (A7) together with (A.13]) and the positivity of Z,, implies that
Z,(Q) < my.

Let us suppose N, (Q) < 0 and derive a contradiction. Note that (AJ9) implies that
7,(Q) = my,. Moreover, it follows from ([A.2]) that there exists a unique Ag € (0,1) such

that M, (AoQ) = 0. Hence, we have
my < Iw()\OQ) < Iw(Q) = My

(A.19)

This is a contradiction.
Next, suppose that AV,(Q) > 0. Then, it follows from (A.12]) and (A.I8) that N, (u) —
Q@) < 0 for any sufficiently large n. Hence, we can take \,, € (0,1) such that N, (A, (u}, —

@)) = 0. Furthermore, we see from (A.13]) and (A.I7) that

My < Zy(An(uy, — Q) < Lu(uy, — Q) = Lu(uy,) — Zu(Q) + 0n(1)

= M — T (Q) + on(1).

Hence, we conclude that Z,(Q) = 0 and @ = 0. However, this is a contradiction. Thus
Nu(@Q) = 0.
Since @ # 0 and N,,(Q) = 0, we have

My < Sw(Q) - IW(Q)'

Moreover, it follows from (A7) and Proposition [AT] that

Z,(Q) < lminf 7, (u;) < my, = my,.
n— o0

(A.20)

(A.21)

Combining (A.20)) and (A.21]), we obtain S,(Q) = Z,(Q) = my,. Thus, we have proved
U

that @ is a minimizer for my,.
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B The Moser iteration

Here we state a result used in sections [B] and M to obtain the uniform decay estimates.

Proposition B.1. Assume d > 3. Let a(x) and b(z) be functions on By, and let u €
H(By4) be a weak solution to

—Au+ a(x)u =b(x)u in By.

Suppose that a(x) and u satisfy that

a(x) >0 for a.a. x € By, / a(z)|u(z)v(x)|de < oo for each v € H}(By).
By

(i) Assume that for any ¢ € (0,1), there exists te > 0 such that

HXHb\>tE}bHLd/2(B4) <e

where [|b| > t] := {x € By :|b(z)| > t}, and xa(z) denotes the characteristic func-
tion of A C RY. Then, for any q € (0,00), there exists a constant C(d,q,t.) such
that

™l myy < C(d, g, t) ull 2= ().

(ii) Lets > d/2 and assume thatb € L*(By). Then, there exists a constant C(d, s, ||b]| s (B,))
such that

[ull oo (By) < C (dy s, 10l s 84)) Null p2 (5,

Here, the constants C(d,q,t.) and C(d,s, ||b]|1s(B,)) in (1) and (ii) remain bounded as
long as q, t- and ||b] s(p,) are bounded.

By the assumption of Proposition [B], notice that
/ a(x)pu’dr >0 for all u € H'(By)
By

where ¢ € C§°(By) with ¢ > 0. Using this fact and arguing as in [25 Proof of Proposition
2.2] and [16] (cf. [6]). we may prove Proposition [Bl Therefore, we omit the details of
the proof.

C The Pucci-Serrin condition

In this section, we give the range of space dimension d and the subcritical power p for

which [34] Theorem 1] is applicable to the case of equation (I.T]).
Proposition C.1. Let 3 < d < 6 and assume ﬁ <p< % with 1 < p. Then, for any

w >0, the equation (L)) admits at most one positive radial solution.

Proof. In order to apply [34, Theorem 1], what we need to check is [34], (2.5)]. In our
case, this condition becomes

d [F(u) d—2
il g .
du[ }_ 5 foru>0, u#a (C.1)
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where

flw) = —wu+uP +ul, F(u):=——u"+

We first rewrite (C.l). Since

du
(CJ) is equivalent to
0<q(f(w)*—(g+1)F(u)f'(u) =: g(u) forall u>0. (C.2)
Next, we expand g(u) as follows:

g(u) = Asw®u® + Ap+1wup+1 + Aq+1wuq+1 + Agpu2p + Ap+qup+q

where 1
AQ = qT’
(P —3p—2)q+p*+p+2
Ap+1 = 9
2(p+1)
—1)(q—2
Agyr = 402D (€.3)
q—p
Ay = ——,
2p p+ 1
. (q—p)p+1—q)
ptq - .
p+1

We remark that our assumption yields ¢ — 1 < p < g and 2 < ¢q. Hence, it is easily seen
that
Ay > 0, Aq+1 >0, A2p > 0, Aerq > 0. (04)

To show (C.2)), we divide the arguments into two cases:
Case 1: d = 3.
In this case, we have ¢ = 5 and 4 < p < 5, which implies

2(p+1)Ap+1:6]92—14p—8>0 for all 4 < p < 5.

By (C4), (C.2) holds.
Case 2: d =4,5,6.

In this case, we rewrite g(u) as follows:

p—1 uP~1

‘|‘A2p< w

w

2
u
9(u) = wu? {A2 + Ap1 ) } " Aq+1wu‘I+1 + AprquPta.

By (C.4), it suffices to show

Q(r) := As —|—Ap+17“—|—A2pr2 >0 foreachr>0andg—1<p<yq.
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When d = 4, one has ¢ = 3 and

2p* —2p—1) | 3—p 2
r)=1+ r+
Q) p+1 p+1

If p> = 2p — 1 > 0, then Q(r) > 0 for all » > 0. On the other hand, if p?> —2p — 1 < 0,
then we obtain 2 < p < 14 v/2 =: pg and simple computations give

2 oo 1\2
min Q(r) = (p° —2p—1)

B CESEED) (©5)

Set
hp)=@+1)B—p) — (@ —2p—1)> = —p" +4p°> - 3p* —2p+2.
Note that

W(p)=—4p° +12p> —6p—2, K'(p)=—12p>+24p—6 <0 in [2, pol.
We also observe that
R(2)=2>0, h'(po)=-2p0+2<0, h(2)=2=h(py) > 0.

Hence, h(p) > 0 in [2,po] and by (CH), we have min,>o Q(r) > 0 and (C2J).
When d =5, we see

1 5p2 —9p—4 7 —3p 2}
r)=-492+ r—+ res.
@) { p+1 p+1

w

Remark that 5p? —9p — 4 < 0 is equivalent to 9 — v/161 < 10p < 9+ /161 and also that
% < 9+1V 161 7 Hence, if 9+1V0161 <p< %, then Q(r) > 0 for all » > 0.
When <p< 9‘“ 161 " ohserve that

o0 -1 o-

r>0 3

(5p% — 9p — 4)? }
47-3p)p+ 1))

Since
8(7 — 3p)(p+ 1) — (5p* — 9p — 4)? = —25p* 4+ 90p® — 65p% — 40p + 40
= (p — 1)%(~25p* + 40p + 40) =: (p — 1)*A(p),
by 9+‘/F A3 — W and h(X) =7 > 0, we obtain h(p) > 0 for every p € [3, 9+‘/ﬁ].

10
Thus, mmrzo Q(r) > O and (C.2)) holds.
When d = 6, we observe

1 Bp+DHE2-p) | 202-p) 1 (2-p)Bp+1)°
5{1_ p+1 | pd TQ} wper) = {1_ 8(p+1) }

Q(r) =

r>0 2
Setting h(p) :=8(p+ 1) — (2 —p)(3p + 1)? for 1 < p < 2, we obtain
h(1) =0, h'(p) = 27])2 —24p—3>0 foreach1<p<2.

Hence, h(p) > 0 for all 1 < p < 2 and (C.2)) holds. O
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Remark C.1. Whend > 7 and 1 < p < % = q, condition (CIl) is not satisfied for

w > 1. In fact, we have 1 < ¢ < 2 and Agy1 < 0 in (C3). Fiz an o € (q%l,ﬁ) and
observe that
alp+q) <l+al(g+1), 24+2a<l+alg+1).

Noting also 1+ (p+1)a <1+ (¢+ 1)a and 2pa < (p + q)a, we see that

g(wa) :A2w2+2a+Ap+1w1+(p+1)a+Aq+1w1+(q+1)a+A2pw2ap+Ap+qw(p+q)a

— WO (A, 4 o(1)).

Since Agr1 < 0, we obtain g(w®) < 0 for w > 1 and (CI)) is not satisfied.

It is worth noting that for any ®,, € G,, we have @, (0) = || Pyl ~ = by Lemma
[£1 Hence, (CI)) breaks down even in the interval [0, @, (0)].
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