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Multiplicity of normalized solutions to the upper critical

fractional Choquard equation with L?-supercritical perturbation
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Abstract

We investigate normalized solutions with prescribed L?-norm for the upper critical frac-
tional Choquard equation

(=AY u+V(ez)u=Au+ (Lo * [ul?)|[ufP?u+ (Lo * [ul?)[u|? e inRY,
where N > 2s, 0 < s <1, (N —4s)" < a < N, and the nonlocal exponents satisfy

N+23—|—a< < _N+a
N 1=P= "N 95

so that both nonlinearities are L2-supercritical and the p—term has upper critical growth of
Hartree type. Under standard assumptions on the slowly varying potential V', we develop a
constrained variational approach on the L?-sphere, based on a truncation—penalization of the
critical term in the energy functional, to overcome the lack of compactness. We prove that,
for all sufficiently small € > 0, the problem admits at least catys (M) distinct normalized
solutions, where M is the set of global minima of V" and these solutions concentrate near M
as e — 0.

Keywords: Fractional Choquard equation, Critical growth, Multiple normalized solutions.
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1 Introduction and main results

This paper is concerned with the existence of multiple normalized solutions to the upper
critical fractional Choquard equation with mixed L?-supercritical Hartree nonlinearities

(=A)u+V(ex)u = Iu+ (I, |u|p)|u|p_2u + (Ia * [u|?) |ul =2y in RV, (1.1)

/ lu|?dz = a,
RN

where N > 25,0 < s <1, (N —4s)" < a < N, e > 0 is a small parameter and A\ € R is the
Lagrange multiplier associated with the L2-constraint. The nonlocal exponents satisfy

under the prescribed mass condition

N+2s—|—a< . _ N+a
N q b= a,s_N_257

so that both Hartree terms are L2-supercritical and the p-nonlinearity has Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev

upper critical growth.
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The fractional Laplace operator (—A)® for 0 < s < 1 is defined by

C(N,s) u(z) — u(y)
———2P.V. —_
2 v w [z — [+

(~A)u(z) =

where P.V. stands for the Cauchy principal value and C'(N, s) is a suitable normalizing constant;
we refer to [1] for further properties. The kernel

law) = % w <R\ {o}

is the Riesz potential of order (N — 4s)" < a < N, with
N—2
)
o= TN .
P (g
The exponent 27  is the upper critical Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev exponent associated with the

following classical Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality [15].

Proposition 1.1. Let t,7 > 1 and 0 < a < N be such that 1/t + 1/r = 1 + a/N, and let
fe LYRN), h e L"(RYN). Then there exists a sharp constant C(t,r,a, N) > 0, independent of
f and h, such that

f(x)h
/RN /R m ddy < C(t,r,0, N)| £l |1l

In particular, if t =r =2N/(N + «), then

C(t,r,a,N)=C(N,a)=n" 2

As a consequence, for u € H*(R") the nonlocal functional

)| fu(y)|"
— dx d
S /R/R Tp— Ve Y

is well defined whenever
N+«

pi= <r<2%,

The endpoint r = 2}

a,s 1s called the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev upper critical exponent, in com-

plete analogy with the usual Sobolev critical exponent for local nonlinearities. The presence of
this upper critical exponent plays a crucial role in the loss of compactness for problem (1.1).
On the other hand, under the L?-preserving scaling

ug(x) = t%u(tx),
the kinetic term and the Hartree energies scale as
I(=2)"wl3 = ** |(=A)2ull3,  Br(w) =1t By(u), 6 =Nr—(N+a).

Equating d, with 2s gives the L?-critical Hartree exponent

N +2s+ «
p=—-"7+

N



Accordingly, we say that the Hartree nonlinearity is L?-subcritical if r < p, L2-critical if r = p,
and L2-supercritical if » > p. In this terminology, the mixed exponents in (1.1) satisfy

P<q<p=2.5

so both Hartree terms are L?-supercritical, while only the p-term is HLS upper critical.

Equations involving nonlinearities of the form
(Lo * [u]") [u]"2u

are usually referred to as Choquard equations (or Hartree-type equations). Historically, Choquard
proposed in 1976 the nonlinear equation

—Au+u= (I * |u|2)u in R?

as an effective model in Hartree-Fock theory for a one-component plasma [I4]. Since then,
Choquard-type equations have appeared in several other contexts in quantum physics. In polaron
theory, Pekar’s continuum model leads to a Coulomb-type self-interaction and yields precisely
the Choquard—Pekar equation for the electron’s effective wave function [21]. In semiclassical
gravity and in models of self-gravitating bosonic matter, the same Hartree structure with the
Newton kernel gives the Schréodinger—-Newton equation and its stationary states |5, 18]. For a
modern mathematical account on existence, qualitative properties and decay of ground states
for nonlinear Choquard equations, we refer to [19, 20| and the references therein.

From a physical point of view, one is often interested in normalized solutions, that is, standing
waves with prescribed L?-norm. The L?-norm typically encodes a conserved physical quantity
(mass, charge, number of particles) and is closely related to the orbital stability of standing
waves. A foundational variational approach to normalized solutions for nonlinear Schrédinger
equations was initiated by Jeanjean [9], who studied constrained critical points of the energy
functional on the L2-sphere. This strategy was further developed by Bartsch and de Valeriola
[1] via a compactness threshold and a deformation argument on the mass constraint, and has
since been refined for various combined nonlinearities; see, for instance, Soave [23, 24| and the
references therein.

In the framework of fractional quantum mechanics, the stationary states of a particle subject
to a long-range self-interaction are often described by the fractional Choquard equation

(=AY u+ V(z)u = Au+ (Lo * [ul?)|ul’?u.

Fractional powers of the Laplacian arise naturally in Laskin’s fractional quantum mechanics,
where Lévy flights replace Brownian motion in Feynman’s path integral formulation [11]. Mo-
tivated by this, Li and Luo [12] studied normalized solutions of the purely fractional Choquard
equation

(~2)u = du = (Ja ™ s ful?) [u 2,

with N >3, (N —4s)T <a < N and

p € (max{2,p}, 27 ),

which corresponds to an L2-supercritical but HLS-subcritical regime. By searching for critical
points of the energy functional constrained on the L?-sphere, and combining a Pohozaev-type
natural constraint with genus-type arguments, they proved the existence of normalized ground
states and infinitely many normalized solutions.



The lower critical fractional Choquard case p = p was systematically investigated by Yu,
Tang and Zhang [26|. They considered

(—A)u = M+ (Io = [uf) |ul2™?u + plu|? >y,

with 2 < ¢ < 2% =2N /(N — 2s), and obtained nonexistence, existence and symmetry results for
normalized ground states depending on the parameters a,~, 4. Non-autonomous versions with
spatially varying Hartree kernels at the lower critical exponent were later analyzed by Liu, Sun
and Zhang [16], who studied normalized solutions for a fractional HLS lower critical Choquard
equation with nonconstant weights, proving existence, multiplicity and a detailed description of
the asymptotic behavior as the potential concentrates.

The HLS upper critical situation p = 27 ; has also attracted considerable attention. Lan,
He and Meng [10] investigated a critical fractional Choquard equation perturbed by a nonlocal
term and established the existence of normalized solutions by combining sharp HLS inequalities
with concentration—compactness arguments. He, Ridulescu and Zou [3]| considered the critical
fractional Choquard equation with an additional local power nonlinearity

(—A)°u = Au+ u!u\q_Qu + (Ia * \u]QQS)\uI%as_zu in RV, HuH% =ad?,

with 2 < ¢ < 2%. They proved the existence of normalized ground states in the L2-subcritical,
mass-critical and mass-supercritical regimes by a delicate analysis of the constrained functional,
using truncation and a refined characterization of the Pohozaev manifold to overcome the lack
of compactness at the HLS critical level. More recently, Meng and He [17] focused on the
pure HLS upper critical Hartree term for the fractional Choquard equation and constructed
normalized solutions at the exact exponent p = 27 ; clarifying the borderline between existence
and nonexistence in the mass-critical and mass-supercritical regimes.

There has also been rapid progress on fractional Choquard equations with mixed Hartree
nonlinearities and general potentials, where the normalization interacts with the geometry of
V(x). Zhang, Thin and Liang [27] considered a critical Choquard equation involving the frac-
tional p-Laplacian and proved the existence of multiple normalized solutions by means of a refined
Nehari-type decomposition adapted to the nonlocal operator. Chen, Yang and Zhang 3| studied
more general weighted Hartree nonlinearities of the form

(=A)*u+ V(z)u = du+ f(2) (Lo * (flul?)) [ul""%u + g(2) (L * (glul”)) [ulf2u,

ith
wi N+a

<qg<p<p,

and established existence results for normalized solutions on the mass constraint by combining
refined compactness and a careful use of the HLS inequality. In particular, in the unweighted
case f = g =1 they considered, for a > 0, the mass sphere

S(a) = {u e H*RY) : |Jul3 = a},

and, for € > 0, the energy functional

1 . 1
v = [ (AR + Vo) do— - [ (s ful)up do
1
- q q
30 s D lult da



whose constrained critical points on S(a) provide normalized solutions to (1.1). The mixed
exponents are assumed to satisfy

N+« N+2s+a .
N <q<T<pS2“’S’

and the potential V' € C(RY) N L>(RY) is nonnegative, with V(0) = 0 and

Voo := liminf V(z) € (0, c0). (V)
|z|—o00
Let M = {x € RV : V(z) =0} # 0 and, for § > 0, Ms = {x € RY : dist(z, M) < §}. Under a
smallness condition on the mass a, Chen, Yang and Zhang [2| proved that problem (1.1) admits
at least catyz, (M) pairs of weak solutions (u;, A;) € H*(RY) x R with |ju;3 = a.

This naturally raises the question whether analogous multiplicity and concentration phenom-
ena persist when both exponents p and ¢ lie strictly above the L2-critical threshold p, and in
particular when the larger exponent is fixed at the HLS upper critical value 27 ;. In this paper
we address precisely this fully L?-supercritical regime, taking

P<q<p=2,,

and we show that, under a suitable smallness assumption on the mass a, one can still obtain
multiple normalized solutions which concentrate around the global minima set of V ase — 0. Our
existence and multiplicity results are achieved by developing a constrained variational approach
on S(a) based on a careful truncation of the critical Hartree term and a precise analysis of the
associated autonomous limit problem.

Our main result can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (V) holds and that the mass a > 0 satisfies
1
a S (Kq—l SQ"?q) ‘1(1_’Y(1,$)7

where the constants Kq > 0, Sq > 0, 95 > 0 and 45 € (0,1) are defined in Section 2. Then
there exists eg > 0 such that, for each 6 > 0 and all 0 < € < g9, equation (1.1) admits at least
catyr (M) distinct solutions (u;, \;) with ||u;]|3 = a. Moreover, each u; is a normalized solution
whose mass concentrates near M as € — 0.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we collect the preliminary material.
Section 3 is devoted to the analysis of the autonomous case, where we study the truncated
functional and the associated constrained Palais—Smale sequences. In Section 4 we pass to
the non-autonomous problem. Finally, in Section 5 we apply Lusternik—Schnirelmann category
theory to obtain the multiplicity result stated in Theorem 1.2.

Notation. Throughout the paper we use the following notation.
e Bpr(x) denotes the open ball with radius R > 0 centered at 2 € RV,

e The symbols C' and C; (i € NT) denote positive constants whose value may change from
line to line.

e The arrows “—” and “—” stand for strong convergence and weak convergence, respectively.

e 0,(1) denotes a quantity that tends to 0 as n — oo.



o Forr > 1, |Jull, = ( [pn |u|" dz) Y7 is the norm of u in L™ (RN).
o |lu|loo = ess sup |u(z)| is the norm of u in L>®(RM).
TERN

* . 2N
hd 28 T N-—2s

is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we collect the functional setting and several auxiliary inequalities that will
be used throughout the paper. For any s € (0,1), the fractional Sobolev space H*(RY) can be

characterized in two equivalent ways:

s _ . u(x)—u(y)
H¥(RMN) = {u e L2(RV) : o i © LRV x RN)}

=<u 2 N: 2 u ’ o0
= fue @) [ (4 eI ©R i < oo},

where F(u) denotes the Fourier transform of .
The Gagliardo seminorm of « is given by

uly)l?
dran= [ L5 L s

and a standard computation using [/, Propositions 3.4 and 3.6] yields, for v € H*(RY),

2
[earefa = [ gerer - gows [ [ MO g,

where C(N,s) > 0 is the normalizing constant in the definition of (—A)*.
Throughout the paper we endow H*(R"™) with the norm

1
HUHHs(RN) = (/RN |u|2 dm—{—/RN ’( A S/QU‘ dm)Q,

and with the associated inner product

(u, v) :/RN(—A)S/%(—A)S/%CZH/ wv dz.

RN

We also make use of the homogeneous fractional Sobolev space

2
H(RY)=3ue - |x—y|N+23 xdy < oop,

equipped with the norm
1
Jull = ([ 180" dz)"
RN
2N

where 2 = 75 is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent.

We also recall a sharp interpolation inequality that controls the Hartree energy by the H*®-
norm and the L2-norm.



Lemma 2.1. [6] Let N > 25, 0 < s <1 and (N —4s)T < a < N. Let t satisfy

N+« N+«
t < 2F 2F = .
sts @8 N —2s

a,s?

Then there exists Coy > 0 such that, for all u € H*(RY),
2t (1=,
/ (Lo * ful)ul" de < Gl [uf[5770,
RN
where

Nt— N —«

1
28t 6(07 )7

Yt,s =

and the optimal constant Cqy 4 1s given by

Nt—N—a
_ 2st (28t—Nt+N+Oé) 2s ”UHQ_Qt
2st — Nt + N + « Nt— N —« 2

a,t
where U is a ground state solution of

(=AU +U— (I« |UNUI"2U=0 inRY.

*
a,s?

the best constant in the critical Choquard inequality.

At the HLS upper critical exponent 2 the optimal constant can be expressed in terms of

Lemma 2.2. [7] Let N > 25, 0 < s <1 and (N —4s)" < a < N. Define

‘(—A)S/Qu}zdx
. RN
So = inf 1

DN ( / (Lo 25 fuf 2o dx)zfr,s.
RN “

Then S, is achieved if and only if u is of the form

N—-2s
g 2 N
u(x) = C’(—) , x e RY,
(@) e2 + |z — xo|?
for some g € RN, C' > 0 and € > 0.
Remark 2.3. If we take vo; s =1 and
LN
Caz,, = (S31)™,

then, in view of Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.1 remains valid for all

N+«
te ( N 378] '
It is convenient to summarize here the exponents and constants that will appear in the small
mass condition of Theorem 1.2. We recall that the L?-critical Hartree exponent is

N+2s+a «  N+a Nt—N —«

, = —, = , t>1.
N as = N _ 9 s 9st

=
For endpoint bookkeeping we also introduce

~ N+a
C 2(a+2s)

7



When dealing with the mixed nonlinearity at exponent ¢ € (p, 22’8), we set

(2 —2974,5) Caqg 25,5
K, = ST =20 (28— — 2
q q(2 23,5 B 2) q ( a,s q'yq,S) «@,Ss

In these terms, the smallness condition on the prescribed mass a > 0 appearing in Theorem 1.2
reads

1
_ ¢ —
a S (Kq lsaq>Q(1 ’Yq,s).

The roéle of this condition will be clarified in the variational analysis of Section 3.
We conclude this section by recalling two compactness results that are crucial for handling
the nonlocal nonlinearities and the lack of compactness in RY.

Lemma 2.4. [25] Let N > 2s, 0 < s < 1, and let (u,) be a sequence bounded in H*(RYN) such
that for some R > 0,

lim sup / | (2)|? dz = 0. (2.1)
Br(y)

n—oo yGRN

Then, for every r € (2,2%) with 2% = Nzi\;s, we have

|unllLr@yy — 0 as n — oo.

Lemma 2.5. [19] Let N > 2s, (N —4s)t <a < N, and let p =2} , with s € (0,1). If (uy) is

a,s
a sequence bounded in L% (RN) and u,, — u almost everywhere in R, then

/ (Ia*\un\pﬂun\pdag:/ (Ia*]un—up)\un—u]pda:—i—/ (Lo # [u]?) [u]? dz + o(1).
RN RN RN

These lemmas will be repeatedly used in the analysis of Palais—-Smale sequences for the
constrained functionals associated with problem (1.1).
3 The Autonomous Case
In this section, we consider the autonomous problem
(=A)u+ pu = M+ (Lo * [ul?) [ulP~2u+ (In * [u|?)|u|9%u  in RY, (3.1)
with p € [0, Vo] and mixed L2-supercritical exponents

N—|—23+a< <p_ o _ N+a
N ISP = %0 = N 25

We analyze the constrained critical points of the autonomous energy functional

1 . po1 1
I = 518 Pulf + = oo [ () = 50 [ (ol
on the mass sphere
S(a) = {ue HOEY) : [lulf = a).

We adapt to our setting the truncation method of |13, 22], freezing only the critical term
outside a fixed ball of H® and is used to prevent escape to infinity along the constraint.



Definition 3.1. Let 0 < Ry < Ry and fir 7 € C*°([0,00);[0,1]) with 7 =1 on [0, Ry], =0 on
[R1,00), and nonincreasing on [0,00). Define
1 1
Jer(u) = / [(=A)*2u?da + / V (ex)|u|*dx
2 RN 2 RN

B 1
_ T(”“”H>/ (Lo * [uf?)|uf? d — / (Lo [u]")|u|? da,
2p RN 2q RN

and, in the autonomous case V= pu >0,

1 T(Hust)/ 1/
— N AYS/20,12 o g2 TAUIUIES) P/ 1P de q\[,, |4
T (@) = SI-A) 2l + Sl = T | (sl do = 5 [ (T < fulful? o

Throughout, we set
lullFre = 1(=2)"ull3 + [[ul3.

Lemma 3.2. Assume N >2s, 0<s<1, (N —4s)t <a < N, and

N+2s+a< <p_ o _ N+a
N TSP=%as = N g

Fiz a >0 and p € [0,Vs]. Then there exist ug,u; € S(a) such that
Ju(up) >0 and Ju(ur) < 0.

Consequently, with

I = {yeC(0,1],5a)): 7(0)=ug, ¥(1)=u1},

the mountain-pass value

bue = inf max J,(y(t))

Y€ t€[0,1]

is well defined and satisfies byq > Ju(ug) > 0.

)

Proof. Pick any nonzero w € S(a). For t > 0 consider the L?-mass preserving scaling
wy(z) = t%w(tx) € S(a).
Set
A=|[CayPull, By= [ (aslwl)oPde,  By= [ (< futlultds,
and write the homogeneity exponents

P=Np—(N+a), Q=Nqg— (N+a).

Then 1, i L, 1
Julwe) = 512 A+ Sa— a5t Br =351 Ba:
Since q > W, we have @) > 2s; with p = 2 _ one also has
P=Np—(N+a)= W—(N+a) - W > 25,
and clearly P > Q. Hence, as t — 07,
Ju(we) = ga + %thA +o(t*) > 0,



so choosing ¢y > 0 sufficiently small and setting ug = wy, gives J,,(ug) > 0.
As t — 400, the negative terms dominate because P > @ > 2s, whence J,(w;) — —o0.
Therefore there exists t; > 1 with J,(wy,) < 0; set u; = wy,. The path

v :[0,1] = S(a), v(0) = W(1—0)to+6t1 >
is continuous and connects ug to uy. For any v € I', max(g 17 Ju(7) = Ju(uo) > 0, so

bue = inf max J,(y(t)) > Ju(ug) > 0.

v€T t€[0,1]

,a

O

Remark 3.3. Let J,, 1 be the truncated companion where only the critical term is truncated:

Ly iz o TOule) 1
Tpr(w) = 518 Pulf+ 5 o= TS [ (s do = 5o [ (Tl da

Choose Ry < Ry with

Ry > sup |lwl g
tG[to,tl]

and any Ry > Rg. Then
Jur(uo) = Ju(uo) >0,  Jyr(ur) = Ju(ur) <0,
and for all u € S(a) one has J,r(u) > J,(u). Consequently, with the same path class

T = {ye0(0,1,5a): 7(0)=up, (1) =u},

the min—max value

buira = Il xuae Jur (0(1))

is well defined and satisfies by 1.4 > byq > 0.

For u € S(a) and t > 0 set
N
ut(z) =tz u(tr) € S(a).

Define the autonomous fibering curve

1
buat) = Ju(ur) = 5 2 1|(=2)"ul} + S a
th—(N—i—a) Ng—(N+a)

t
% /RN(Ia  |ulP)|ulP de — QQ/RN(Ia  |ul?)|ul? de.
The next lemma shows that if u € S(a) is a constrained critical point of J,, then the fibering

derivative vanishes at t = 1, i.e. qbiw(l) = 0, yielding a Pohozaev-type identity. Here and below

__ox _ N+« Np_(N"‘O‘) _
p= 20175 = N5 SO 5 = s.

Lemma 3.4. Assume N >2s, 0<s<1, (N —4s)" <a < N, and q satisfies W <qg<p

with p = 2%, .. Then:

»S°
(i) If u € S(a) is a constrained critical point of J,, then ¢, (1) = 0, equivalently

Np— (N
Np= N+ / (I * [uf") ul? da
p RN

/ (L [u|)u]? dzx = 0.
RN

P(u) = 25 [[(=A)"ul3 -

 Ng—(N+a)
q

10



(i1) Conwversely, for any fized u € S(a), every critical point t, > 0 of ¢, satisfies P(ug,) = 0.
Proof. The mass-preserving scaling yields
1(=2)* g3 = 2] (= A)*ul3, / (Lo Jug|")|ue|" dow = tNT_(NJra)/ (Lo |u]")|u|" da.
RN RN
Hence
Np— (N
alt) = s (- 2uly - T oot [ (g puful da
RN

H,u 2p

— w thI(N+Ol)1/ (I * |u|®)|u|? dz.
2q RN

Evaluating at t = 1 gives

P Q
! (1) = s||(=A)¥/? 2—/ Io % |ufP)|ul? —/ Lo * |ul)|ul?
Gpu(l) = s{l(=A)" ullz % RN( # [ufP)|ul? dx 2 RN( * ul?)|ul? dz,

where P = Np — (N +a) and Q = Ng — (N + ). Thus ¢, ,(1) = 0 is equivalent to (3.2).
To connect constrained criticality with ¢, , (1), note that ¢ = u; € S(a), so

Cdt =

d d
O:Cﬁ\]ut]@’t:l:2/RNuwdx, w——ut‘ € T,S(a).
If u is a constrained critical point, there exists A € R such that
JL(u)[v]—/\/ uvde Vo€ HY(RY).
RN
Choosing v = v and using [ ut) dz = 0 gives J;,(u)[¢)] = 0. By the chain rule,

, d

d
¢N7U(1) = a

Tulwn)|_ = T [ Zu ] = Tl =0,

hence (3.2). For (ii), apply the same computation to u;, and evaluate at ¢ = 1 to conclude
P(Ut*) =0. [l

As a consequence, the min—max level can be characterized by maximizing along rays and
then minimizing over directions.

Lemma 3.5. Let 4 >0 and

R(u) = max Jpu,(u), w(x) = t%u(tx), u € S(a).
Then
bure= inf R(u). 3.3
T uelg(a) (U) ( )

Moreover, for every fized u € S(a) there exists t(u) > 0 such that R(u) = Jy r(uy)) and

d
% JM7T(U1;) t:t(u) = 0 (34)

If, in addition, ||uy)|lms < Ro, then t(u) is unique and is characterized by the scaling identity

11



In the general truncated case, (3.4) is equivalent to Pr(uyy,) = 0, where
s Np— (N +« — a)—2s
Pr(un) = 25 (~8)2ull ~ T gy o502 | sl s (36)
R

_ Nq— <N+ Oé) th—(N—f—a)—Qs/ (Ia " ‘u|q)‘u|q dx
RN

q
/ s th—(N—l—oz)
- Tl g | [ b e
[t 75 p RN
and one has the exact identity
d t2s—1
@ JM,T('UJt) = PT(’LLt) (t > 0). (3.7)

Proof. Fix u € S(a) and set A = ||(=A)*/?ul|? > 0,

By= [ Uarla)uPde,  By= [ (axlulfultds, 5 =Nr-(N+a) (€ {p.a)).
RN RN

By the scaling,

I(=2)" w3 = ¢4, /RN(IO‘  |ug|")|ue|" dz =t By, € {p.q},
ey 2s 1/2
and, writing R(t) = |Ju¢||ms = (t* A+ a)

1, Iz T(R(1)) s L s
Guru(t) = Jur(u) = 5t "A+ 50~ Tt *Bp — ;qt 1By.

N+2s+a
N

Since q,p > , we have 64,0, > 2s. Hence as t — 0,

1
Puru(t) = %CL + 5752514 + o(t*%) > %a.

On the other hand, when R(t) > R; we have 7(R(t)) = 0, so

1 1
Ouru(t) = St A+ ga - ;qt‘Squ — —00  (t— +00).

Therefore, by continuity of ¢, 1., and the above asymptotics, there exists t(u) > 0 such that

R(u) = IP>aX Ju, 7r(ug) = JM,T(Ut(u))'

If t(u) is an interior maximizer, then

d

—J =0
dt nr(tn) t=t(u) ’
t?s—l
which is (3.4). For arbitrary ¢ > 0, using R/(t) = 0 and differentiating term by term, we
obtain
1
Oy ru(t) = st 1A - o [T'(R(t))R'(t) B, + 7(R(t)) 6,1 'B,| — — 6,t% !B,
K ) p q
251 ) ) sT/(R(t)) ))
2sA — L r(R(t)) 1% B, — LB, — —B
5 ( LT (R() 7B, O [p o] )
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which is exactly (3.7), with Pr given by (3.6). When |luy,)l|zs < Ro so that 7 =1,

B B)
Lo (8) = st A — 2l Ayl
¢“,T,u() S % 2 2 q

Set
= - 0 - 0
(t) = 752571¢/H7T;? (t) =2sA P 49p=25 B q 404—2s B,.

Since dq, 0, > 25, we have
0 1)
V' (t) = —L(6, — 2s)t%271B, — 4(5, — 25)t°2571B, <0 forall t > 0.
p q

Thus ¥ is strictly decreasing and admits a unique zero, which yields the unique maximizer and
P(uy(y)) = 0; this proves (3.5) and uniqueness.
We now prove (3.3). Let

D= {7€0(0.1].5(): Jur(0) >0, JurG) <0} bure = inf masx J,r(7(1).

By Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.3, we can choose the truncation so that there exist w € S(a) and
O<ty<ty withTt=1on [to,tl] and

J#,T(wto) >0> J#,T(wtl).
Then the fiber path v(0) = w(1_g),+6:, belongs to I'. Since

— >
R(w) = max Jy,r(we) > pnax Jur(7(0)),

we obtain

R > inf J 0)) = bura-
(w) > il max Jur((0) = bur

Therefore inf,cg(q) R(u) > buTa-
Conversely, let v € T'. For each 6 € [0,1], by definition
R((0)) = sup Jur(v(0)) = Jur(7(6)).

t>0

Hence

max J, 7(7(f)) < max R(y(0)).

0€[0,1] 0€[0,1]

Taking the infimum over v € T yields

bura < inf max R(y(#)) < inf R(u).

yel' 9€(0,1] ueS(a)
Combining the two inequalities gives (3.3). The proof is complete. O
Lemma 3.6. For any u > 0,
a Vot
b,u,T,a = bO,T,a + %7 boo,T,a - bO,T,a = 020 > 0.

Here boo 7)o = buTa . In particular, p— by 7, is strictly increasing and affine on [0, 00).

p=Veo

13



Proof. Fix u € S(a) and ¢t > 0. By definition of J, r and the fact that |||} = a,

a

Jur(ue) = Jor(ug) + %

Taking the maximum over ¢ > 0 and then the infimum over u € S(a), Lemma 3.5 yields

bure= inf maxJ,r(u;) = inf max(Jo,T(ut) + &>

ueS(a) >0 u€S(a) t>0 2
. Ha ua
= f Ji — = —.
(uég(a) 0 O’T(ut)) Ty ThmaT
Specializing to p = Vo, gives
Vot
boo,T,a, - bO,T,a = ?7

which is strictly positive because Vi, € (0,00) and a > 0. The affine (hence strictly increasing)
dependence on p follows from the first identity. O

Lemma 3.7. For the autonomous problem, the map p — by, is nonincreasing on (0,00). Con-
sequently, for the truncated level one also has p — by T, nonincreasing and

O<m<a= bO,ij > bO,T,a'

Proof. Fix u € S(1) and, for o > 0, set
L o L b L s
Go(t) = Jo((Vou)) = 5 ot*A — » oPt* B, — % ct% By,
with A = ||(=A)*/?u|3, B, = Jpn (Ta * |u]") |[u]" dz, and 6, = Nr — (N + ).

Define F, (o) = max ¢5(t) and let ¢, be a maximizer. Using 0:¢,(t,) = 0, we obtain
1,
2
The stationarity condition Opps(ts) = 0 reads

1 1
Fl/L(U) - 8‘7¢‘7(t0) «27514 - 5 Upiltngp - 5 Uqfltquq.

) _ _
sat?,s*lA — 2—1) apt‘f,” 1Bp -1 thgq qu =0,
p q

which implies

1 0
3 tgsA = Z L oT 0B,
re{p,q}

Substituting into F), (o) gives

Op —2
F{L(U): Z TTST’O’T*lt?BT.

,
re{p,q}
Because p = 2j, ¢, we have §, — 2sp = (N — 2s)p — (N + a) = 0, while §; — 2s¢ = (N — 2s)q —
(N 4 «) < 0. Therefore
0g—28q 1.5
Fl(0) = ‘IZLTUQ 4B, < 0,

so F, is strictly decreasing in o.
For any ps > p1 > 0, take 0 = pa/p; > 1. For every direction u € S(1), Fy(p2) < Fu(p1);
taking the infimum over all directions yields

bopa = dnf maxJo(v) = nf Fulpe) < b Fulpr) = bo,,

14



Hence p + by, is nonincreasing.
Finally, if the truncation radii Ry < R; are chosen so that the minimax level is attained
where 7 = 1, then by 1, = by, and the same monotonicity follows. In particular, for 0 <m < a,

bO,T,m = bO,m > bO,a = bO,T,a-

Ul
Lemma 3.8. Let N > 25, 0<s<1, (N —4s)" <a <N, and let
N+2s+a cg<
N q<Dp
Suppose (uy) is bounded in H*(RYN) and vanishes. Then
/ (I * |un|?) |up|9de — 0 and / (I * |un|P) |up|P de — 0.
RN RN
Proof. By Lemma 2.4, for every r € (2,2%),

Set rg =q - N+a < 2%. Using the Hardy-Littlewood—-Sobolev mapping

Io: L¥ia(RY) = L¥a(RY),

N

and Holder inequality with conjugate exponents +7 2N and we obtain

N+ ,
g/’<fa*\unr>\unq < Cllunl2, — 0.
]RN n—0o0

by (3.8) since rq < 2.
The endpoint p = 27, ; cannot be concluded from (3.8) alone. Define the nonnegative densities

pin () = [un (2)[".

Since (uy,) is bounded in H*(R"), the Sobolev embedding yields

< C,

||iu7l (RN) - H nHLp Nta (RN) HunHiQE(RN) -

0 (ptr) is uniformly bounded in Lta,
We claim that (u,,) vanishes locally, i.e.

lim sup / pndz = lim sup / |un|Pdz =0 for every fixed R > 0.  (3.9)
Br(y) Br(y)

n—oo yGRN n—oo yGRN

Indeed, fix R > 0 and choose 0 € (0, 1) by
1 1-6 6 N( 2

=+ = < 0= 1—7> 0,1),
2 +2§ 2s p €(0.1)

since 2 < p < 2. Interpolation between L? and L% gives, for any y € RV,

htnllraty < € lunll iy Nunllfos gy < Cllunll izt

15



using the uniform L2 -bound. Taking the supremum in y and using vanishing condition (2.1)
yields

sup |unllo(Br@) — 0
yeRN

which implies (3.9).
Now use the bilinear form of the Choquard energy,

()
1, nl?) |, P doe = a dx d
/<  [un]?) [wnl? do = Ciy, //RNX]RN |x_ Rl iy

We estimate the Choquard energy

i (9)
- dx dy
//MRN rx—yw z

by splitting the interaction into near and far ranges:

n—// — N a O dy+// - N(a)d dy =: I}°(R) + I, (R).
lz—y|<R ’.%' | lz—y|>R |I’ |

For |z —y| > R, |z — y|~ =% < R~(N=9) hence

2
Y'(R) < RV ( /]R N un) .

Using global interpolation between L2 and L%, ||ju,|r» < ||UnHL29HunHL2* for some 6 € (0,1),
we get sup,, [ pn = sup, ||un |}, < co. Thus, for any € > 0, choose R = R. large so that

s I (R.) < -
n 2

For |x — y| < R, by Fubini theorem and translation invariance,

e (R — /RN i () </BR M@) dz
< (e ) ([ o) s [ et

Since fBR(O) 12| ~N=2)dz = CyR™ and sup,, [ p1, < 00, We obtain
Z*(R) < C’R“( sup / un>.
z€RN J Br(x)

Fix the above R = R.. By local vanishing of (i), there exists n. such that for all n > n.,
sup,, fB 2 P < €/(2CR), hence

Ie(R) < 5 (nzne).
Combining the two ranges with this choice of R. gives

T, < I"%(R.) + I (R.) < ¢ for all n > n,,

RN xRN \95— | Ve

Equivalently, / (Lo * |un|?) |up P dz — 0.
RN

i.e.
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Lemma 3.9. Assume N > 2s, 0 < s < 1, (N —4s)" < a < N and W < q < p. For
IUS [07 VOO]: every (PS)b
the sense of Lions.

1. Sequence of JHvT‘S(a) is bounded in H*(R™) and does not vanish in

Proof. Let {un} C S(a) be a (PS)y, 1, sequence, i.e.

Jur(n) = bura +0(1), (Tur]gi0) () ez, sty = o(1).

Set
A= 1800l By = [ (Lot onPunl di, By = [ (s funl)
R R

and 6, = Nr — (N + «) for r € {p,q}. Since p = 2}, ., we have J,/p = 2s.

,s?

For t > 0, define up +(z) = t%un(tx) and Ry, (t) = |[un || gs = (** A, +a)Y/2. By Lemma 3.5,

d t25—1
T S (nt) = 5

Pr(un),
with
257 (Ry(t)) A, {t‘sp }

Rn(t) p

1) 1)
PT(un,t) = 25 An _ P T(Rn(t)) tl;p*ZSBp?n _aq t(Sq*QSBqﬂ_L _
p q p

Since t — upt € S(a), its velocity at t = 1, ¢, = %umt‘t:p lies in T3, S(a). By the (PS)
condition,

d 1
— / — —_
0 = (Jur| 5(0)) () ] = T T(Un,t)‘t:1 5 Pr(un) +o(1),
hence
0 25 7/ (||wn || s 1
Pr(un) = 25 Ap — 25 7(|[tnl g+) By — % By — 257 (Junllre) [pr,n} =o(1). (3.10)
q ”unHH9 p
From the energy identity
1 po T(lunllme) 1
— An —a — Bpyn — — Byn = a 1 ) 11
9 + 20’ 2p D, 2q q, b,U‘)Tv +O( ) (3 )

and Lemma 2.1, there exist constants C7,Cy > 0 (independent of n) such that
Bp,n < 1 Anpa Bq,n < (O qu anqa

with 6, > 1 and 7y > 0 determined by scaling. Hence, using 7 € [0, 1],

1 T 1 1 0
bM,Tﬂ + 0(1) = iAn + ga - %Bp,n - ?qu,n > §An + %a - C(Aﬁ + Anq).

If A, — oo, the right-hand side tends to —oo (since p > 1 and 6, > 1), contradicting the
boundedness of .J,, (uy). Therefore {A,} is bounded, and so {u,} is bounded in H*(RY).

Assume by contradiction that {u,} vanishes in the sense of Lions. By Lemma 2.4, the
subcritical Choquard term vanishes:

Byn = / (I * |un| ) un]? dz — 0.
RN
For the critical term, Lemma 3.8 gives

Bp,n = / (Ia * |un\p)\un]p dx — 0.
RN
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Returning to (3.10), the last term is nonnegative, while the B), ,, and By, terms tend to 0; hence

0= lim Pp(u,) > limsup2sA,,
n—r00 n—00

so A, — 0. Plugging A,, — 0 and B, ,,, By, — 0 into (3.11) gives

- _
nh_)ngo 1 (un) = 5

But by Lemma 3.6, b, 1,4 = bo1,a + & with borq > 0, a contradiction to Jy, 7(un) — by1.a-

Therefore vanishing cannot occur, and the sequence is nonvanishing in LIQOC(RN ). O

Lemma 3.10. If u € S(a) is a constrained critical point of J,, v with
Jur(u) < bura,
then its Lagrange multiplier satisfies
A—p <0  equivalently, X< pu.

Proof. By Lemma 3.5, with our choice of truncation radii the mountain—pass critical points are
attained where 7 = 1. Hence the truncation is inactive at u, i.e. 7(||ul/zs) = 1.
We may work with the full constrained Lagrangian

1 1 1 A
— A2 12 L B 2 - DPY|,|P _ q\|,, 19 _ 2 2
£ ) = GNAYul + Sl = 5 [ Gos flul? = 5 [ (o flal? = 5 (Jul — o)

so that the Euler-Lagrange equation on S(a) reads
(=A)*u+ pw = Mu + (I * [ulP)|ulP 20 + Iy * |u|D)|u/? 2w in RY.
Let

A=|[(=2)"ul3, B =/ (Lo * [uf?)|ul?, Bq=/ (Lo * ] )|,
RN RN

and a = ||ul|3. Then

A+ pa =X a+ B, + By. (3.12)
By Lemma 3.4 and 6, = Nr — (N + «),
o 1)
2sA— =L B,— 2B, =0.
p " g

. g
— 9%k L —
Since p = 27 ; we have = = 2s, hence

A—Bp:;—qu: (N —2s)g— (N +«)
s5q

B,. 3.13
2$q q ( )

From (3.12),
Xa = (A — By) — By + pa.

Using (3.13),
5 (049) (N4 a)— (N —2s)q

0
Aaz(—q—l)Bq+ua:ua— B,.

2sq 2sq
Because ¢ < p = ]]VV;";; , the coefficient of B, is strictly positive; since B, > 0 for u # 0, we
conclude
Aa < pa — A<,
ie. A—pu<0. O
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Lemma 3.11. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 1.2 hold. If (u,) C S(a) is a (PS)
sequence for JMT’S(G), then there exist translations y, € RN and wy, € S(a) such that v, =

w,T,a

Un (- + yn) — wy, strongly in H*(RN). In particular b, 1, is attained by a positive constrained
critical point w, € S(a).

Proof. Fix v € S(a) and let t(u) > 0 be the fiber maximizer given by Lemma 3.5; set
X = [[(=2)"2(uyw)) 13-

At t = t(u) we have %Juvﬂut)‘t:t(u) =0, i.e. Pr(uyy)) = 0. Since 7 < 1 and 7/ < 0, from the
explicit formula of Pr we obtain the inequality

1) 0
25X < ;po(ut(u)) + Equ(ut(u))a op = Nr — (N +a). (3.14)

By Proposition 1.1 and Lemma 2.1,
By(w) < Sall(=8)wl,  Byw) < Cogll(=A)" 2[5 w377,
and recalling that p = 2, ; and g—‘; = ¢7q,s, inequality (3.14) gives
X < SuXP 4+ K, 85" a%1-7as) X0, (3.15)

Define
hX) =S XP' + K, So "1 q10%s) X as=1 1 o (0, 00).

Since p > 1 and gvg,s > 1, the equation h(X) = 0 has a unique positive root X,(a). By (3.15),
any fiber maximizer satisfies X < X,(a). By the small mass hypothesis, a is chosen so that

X.(a) < R? for some fixed R, > 0,

equivalently,
Sa R 4 K, 57 a0 e) RO <,

Therefore, for every fiber maximizer ¢(u),
e = X < R?
N2 s +a < Ly +a.
Fix the truncation radii so that

Ry > +/ Rz +a and R > Rp.

Then necessarily |ug,)lms < Ro, hence the truncation is inactive at the maximizing point:
T(lugqullrs) = 1 and 7'(||ug |lgs) = 0. By Lemma 3.5, this forces the mountain pass critical

level to be attained entirely in the region {7 = 1}, and in particular along any (PS) sequence.

bp,,T,a
It is convenient to use the full energy

1 . " 1 1
(1) = 5 (=8 ull + Gl = 5 [ (Tos Pl o= 50 [ (Tl

for which &, (u,) = by 1,a + 0o(1) and (Eu‘s(a))’(un) = 0(1). By Lemma 3.9, there exist R, 3 > 0
and y, € RY such that, with v, = u, (- + yn),

/B SIdrEE S, G =bhura ol (Eulsio) ) = o)
R
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Up to a subsequence,
Up — Wy in HS’ Up — Wy in Lfoc (2 <r< 2:>7 'Un(x) - w,u('r) a.c.,

and w,, # 0 by the local L? lower bound.
Since (E.ls(a)) (vn) = o(1), there are \,, € R with

SL(vn) = A\pUp +0(1) in H%.
Thus
(=A)*v, + vy = An + o # |0n P [0n [P 20, + (T * [00]9)|vn |9 20, + 0(1).
Testing by v, gives
A(vy) + pa = Apa + By(vp) + By(vy), (3.16)

where A(u) = ||(=A)%?u||3 and B, (u) = Jen (Ta * [u]")|u|” dz. From (3.16) and boundedness of
A(vy), By (vy,) we get {\,} bounded. Passing to a subsequence, A, — A € R. Let ¢ € C°(RY).
Since v, — w,, in HS(RN) and v, — w,, a.e., by local Sobolev compactness we have

vp = w, in L"(suppp) for all 2 <r < 25,

B ~
ecause - oN < oN ,
P N+a N-2s %

it follows that
2N
[onlP"?0n 0 = JwuPPwu e in LE+a (RY),

and similarly
2N
[onl"vn @ = Jwu| " wup in LN+ (RY).

Moreover |v,|P is bounded in L%(RN ), hence

oal? = fwul? in L¥ERY),
and by the linear continuity of the Riesz potential

Io: L% (RY) — L-a(RN)

we get N
2
(Lo * [oaf?) = (Ia* [w,lP) in L¥=a(RY).

Therefore, by weak—strong pairing,
[ Gk loal)foaP2onpde = [ (Lot o) o, 2o
RN RN

Passing to the limit in the weak formulation yields

(—A) wy + pwy = Awy + (Lo * |wu‘p)’wu|p72wu + (Lo * ‘wu|q)|wu’qi2wu- (3.17)
By Lemma 3.4, w,, satisfies

dp dg

P(wy) = 2s A(w,) — ;Bp(w“) - ;Bq(w#) =0, 0 = Nr— (N + «), (3.18)

and since p = 27, ;, 6,/p = 2s.
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Set z, = vp, — wy. Then:

A(vp) = A(wy) + A(zn) + 0(1), (3.19)
By(vn) = Bp(wy) + Bp(zn) +0(1) (3.20)

and for g we argue as follows
By(v) = By(w,) + By(z) + o(1). (3.21)

Moreover, ||vg[|3 = [[wyl3+]1zall3+0(1) = a. As (Eulg(a)) (vn) = o(1) and the p-term is constant
along the mass-preserving ray, Lemma 3.5 yields

P(vn) = o(1).
Using (3.18), (3.19), (3.20), (3.21) we get
P(zn) = o(1). (3.22)
By the Brezis—Lieb splittings,
E4(n) = Eu(w) + Eulzn) + 0(1).

Since d,/p = 2s, a direct computation gives

1 ) 1
2E4(2n) = 55 Plen) = pllznlli + (5.1 = ) Balen) + (1), (3.23)
where %"q —é = %(% —1) > 0 because ¢ > W <= 04 > 2s. With P(z,) — 0 from (3.22),
we deduce

pllenlly+ (5 = 2 Bylen) = 0 ’]’;"”2 SO
¢(zn) = 0 always.
From P(z,) — 0 and §,/p = 2s we also get
A(zn) — Bp(zn) — 0. (3.25)
Comparing (3.16) with the test of (3.17) by w,, and using the splittings,
(An—p)a— (A= p)ym = (A(zn) = Bp(2n) = By(zn)) +0(1),  m= ||wull3 € (0,a].

Letting n — oo and using (3.24)—(3.25) yields (A—p)(a—m) = 0. By Lemma 3.10, A < u; hence
m = a. In particular, when p > 0 this also follows from (3.24) and the L2-splitting. Therefore

lwull3 = a,  [lznlla = 0. (3.26)

Since w,, € S(a) and P(w,) = 0, by Lemma 3.5 the fiber map t — &,((w,):) has a unique
critical point at ¢ = 1, which is its global maximum on the ray; hence

b/.L,T,(L é nggﬂ((w#)t) = g/“(w;u') S hmlnfgﬂ(vn) = b,LL,T,[l'

Thus
Eu(wy) =byra, Eu(zn) — 0. (3.27)
Combining (3.23), (3.22), (3.27) and (3.26) gives
A(zp) — 0, By(zn) — 0, By(zn) — 0,
80 z, — 0 strongly in H*(RY); i.e. v, — w, in H*.
Since &,(Ju]) < &,(u) and |w,| € S(a), replacing w, by |w,| preserves the level. The

Euler-Lagrange equation (3.17) and the fractional strong maximum principle then imply w, > 0
in RV, O
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4 The nonautonomous case
In this section we work with the slowly varying potential V' (ez):
(=A)’u+V(ex)u = Iu+ (I, * |u|p)|u|p_2u + (Ia * [u|?) |ul =2y in RY,

ith
W N+25—|—a< N+«

<p=2,,= :
N q p «a,s N o 25
and we keep the mass constraint S(a) = {u € H¥(RY) : ||lu||3 = a}.

Lemma 4.1. Let {u,} C S(a) be a (PS). sequence for J57T|S(a) with ¢ < boo1,q- Then {uyp} is
bounded in H*(RY).

Proof. Since {u,} is a (PS). sequence on the constraint S(a), we have
Jer(un) =c+o(1)  and  [[(Jerls@) (un)ll(z,, S(@) — O-
In particular, the energies {J. r(uy)} are bounded: there exists M > 0 such that
| Jer(upn)| < M for all n. (4.1)

Write [|u]|2, = [|(—A)*?u|3 +|Jull3 = ||(=A)*/2u||3 +a for u € S(a). We prove by contradiction
that {||un| g+} is bounded.
Assume ||uy||gs — oo. Consequently, for all sufficiently large n, ||u,||gs > Ri, hence by the
definition of 7 we have 7(||uy| gs) = 0 and, since 7 = 0 on [Ry,00), also 7/(||uy | zs) = 0.
Because (J:,7]g(q)) (un) — 0, there exist A, € R such that

! r(up) = Aun +0(1)  in H™%.

Testing by u, and using that the truncated p-term and its derivative vanish on this region, we

get
Ay, + / V(ex)|un|* dx = Mya + Byp + o(1). (4.2)
RN
Moreover, the energy identity reduces to
1 1 1
JE’T(Un) = iAn —+ 2/]RN V(E$)|un|2 dx — 2*(] Bq,n
-1 Ana
-2 (4 +/RN Vel de) + 5o +o(1), (4.3)
where we used (4.2) to eliminate By ,.
By Proposition 1.1,
Byn < CaquQ(lf'Yq,s) Ag“/q,s’ @Vgs > 1.

Since V is bounded above by Vi, we have [pn V(ex)|un|? dz < Viga. Thus from (4.2),

n—oo

Ana = A, + / V(ex)|up|*dz — Byp +0(1) < Ap+ Veea —c A" 4 0(1) —— —o0,
RN

because ¢vy4,s > 1 and A, — oo. Plugging this into (4.3) yields J. 7(u,) — —oo, which contra-
dicts the uniform bound |J. 7(u,)| < M. Hence {u,} is bounded in H*(RY). O
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Lemma 4.2. Let {u,} C S(a) be a (PS). sequence for J&T‘S(a) with ¢ < booTa. If {un}
vanishes, then

.. Voot
liminf J. 7(up) > 5

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, {u,} is bounded in H*(R"). Since it vanishes and is bounded, Lemma 3.8
yields
By(up) =0 and Bp(up) — 0,

where By(u) = [pn (To * |ul?) |u]t da.
By the definition of J. 7,

1 1 7(|lunl m+)
— A2, 20 2 5 _
Jer(un) 2”( A a5 + 5 /IRN V(ex) |up|® dx 72;0 By (up) % By (uy).

Using Bp(u,) — 0 and By(u,) — 0,

1
Jer(up) = 5 ox Viex) |un|2 dx + o(1).

Fix R > 0. Vanishing implies [5 ) [un|? dz — 0, hence

lz|>R z|>eR

/RN V(ex)|up|? dz > ( inf V(sx))(a—/BR(o) |un|2dx> - (‘ inf V(z)) (a — o(1)).

Let n — oo and then R — oo. Since inf|,>.r V() — Vi, we obtain

liminf J. 7(u,) > Vooa.

n—oo 2

O

Lemma 4.3. Let {u,} C S(a) be a (PS). sequence for JE7T‘S(CL) with ¢ < boo 7,4 Then, up to a

subsequence, either
1. up — u strongly in H*(RN) for some u € S(a), or

2. there exist > 0 and a sequence y, € RN such that for all large n

/ \un—u|2dw > B
Bl(yn)

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, {u,} is bounded in H*(R"). By the small-mass hypothesis and Lemma 3.5,
the truncation is inactive along {u, }, hence J. 7.(un) = (Je)'(un) and (Je,1|s(a)) (un) = (Je|s(a))’ (un)-
Passing to a subsequence there exists u € H*(RY) with

U, — u in H¥(RY), Uy — uin LT (RY) for 2 <r < 2%, up(z) = u(x) ae.

loc
Set v, = u, —u. If
lim sup / |vn |2 dz = 0,
Bi(y)

n—o0 yGRN

then by Lemma 2.4 one has v, — 0 in L"(R"Y) for all 2 < r < 2%. Since {u,} C S(a) is (PS).
on the constraint, there exist \,, € R such that

L p(un) = Apup — 0 in H5(RY).
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Testing by v,, yields
1(=2)"2va13 +/ V(ex)|va|* dx = Anllon]l3 + o(1). (4.4)
RN

Fix R > 0. From the vanishing of vy, fBR(O) |vn|? dz — 0. Hence

1% 2de > ( inf V 2—/ |2 d
L vt = ((nt Vi) (= [ ol dz),

= R

so taking liminf in n and then R — oo,

n—oo

liminf/ V(ex)|v, |2 dx > Vi liminf |, [|3. (4.5)
RN n—oo
From (4.4) and (4.5),

timsup (||(~A)20al3 + (Vo = M) [enl3) < 0.
n—oo
Let A, — A If A < Vi, then [[(=A)*2v,]]2 — 0 and |jv,|ls — 0, hence u,, — u in H3(RY),
which is (i).
If A > Vi, then by Lemma 4.2 and the energy splitting,
Ve

c=limJ. r(up) = Jor(u) + lim J. p(v,) > ?’O lim inf ||v, ||3.

By Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7, bog 7.4 = bo, 7,0 + V°2°a >

|vnll2 = 0, hence u,, — u in H*(RY), which is (i).
If the above vanishing fails, then there exist > 0 and y,, € R with / Bi(yn) |y, —ul?dz > B
for all large n, which is (ii). O

Voot
5

Since ¢ < boo,T,q, it follows that

Lemma 4.4. There exists pg > 0 (independent of €) such that, for any

. B B8 Vea
C<bO,T,a+/)O with  pg < E(boo,T,a_bO,T,a> = E 020 ’

every (PS). sequence of JE7T‘S(CL) is precompact in H*(RN).

Proof. Let {u,} C S(a) be a (PS). sequence with ¢ < by 74 + po. By Lemma 4.1, {u,} is
bounded in H*(RY). Assume by contradiction that {u,} does not converge strongly in H*. By
Lemma 4.3, there exist # > 0 and y, € RY such that, up to a subsequence,

/ ”UJn—U|2dl‘ Z B?
Bi(yn)

where u is the weak limit of u,, in H5. Set
() = (up — u)(x + yn).

Then v, — v in H¥(RY), v, — v in L2 (RY), and m = ||v||3 > 8. The Brezis-Lieb splittings
give
Jeir(n) = Jer(u) + I3 (0n) + 0(1),

where Jg(qu) denotes J. r with potential z — V' (e(z + yn)).
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By Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 4.2,
X m
2

Moreover Jer(u) = Jor(u) = by g yz- Using the mass splitting lull3 + (lim||v,]3) = a,

lﬂlol;}fjiz—)’(vn> Z boo,T,m = b07T7m+

subadditivity of by 7. in the mass, and passing to the limit, we obtain

) 7%
c=lm Jer(un) = by uyz +boorim = (bora —borm) + (borm + Yem) = bora+ %O m.
Since m > 3,

7%
¢ > bora+ %O B = bora+ po,

which contradicts ¢ < bor,,+po. Therefore every such (PS). sequence is precompact in H*(RY).
O

Lemma 4.5. There exists ¢, > 0 (independent of €) such that any constrained critical point
u € S(a) of Jeo with Jor(u) < ¢ satisfies ||u|lgs < Ro. In particular, 7(||ullgs) = 1 in a
neighborhood of u, and u is also a constrained critical point of J5|S(a).

Proof. For t € {p,q} set
Bi(w) = [ (ox ol ulde, AGw) = [(=8)"ul}
By Lemma 2.1 and |ju/j3 = a,

Bi(u) < Soi A(w)*/2am/? 6, > 2.

Case A: ||u||gs > Ry1. Then 7(||u||zs) = 0, hence

1 1 1 1 1
=_A ~ 2de > ZA) = - 2. _a) > Z(R?—q).
Lar() = 54 + 5 [ Vol de > 540 = 5(lulf—a) > 5(RE-a)
Set ¢1 = £(R? —a) > 0.
Case B: ||u| gs € [Ro, R1]. Here 7(||ul|zs) € (0,1], so
1 S, S
> = _ Pap np/2 0p/2 _ P4 mq/2 ‘9q/2'
Jer(u) > 2A(u) o a’“ A(u) 2 a"’* A(u)
Fix €,,&4 € (0,1/8]. Since 6;/2 > 1, Young’s inequality yields
Sa
S a" AW < e Alw) +C (€ {paa)

for suitable constants C;. Thus

Jor(u) > (%—Ep—aq)A(u)—(Cp—i—Cq) > iA(u)—Co,

after choosing ), g4 so that the bracket is > I and setting Cy = C,+Cy. Since |[uf|%. = A(u)+a
and ||ul gs > R, one has A(u) > R% — a, hence

1
Jer(u) > Z(RS —a) — Cy.

Let cg = %(R% —a) — Cy. Choosing Ry large (with Ry > Ry fixed) gives co > 0.
Set

1 1
¢, = min{cy, c2} = min {i(R% —a), Z(Rg —a)— Co} > 0.
If Jor(u) < ¢y and ||ul|gs > Rp, Case A or Case B is contradicted. Hence ||ul|gs < Ry, so
7(||u||zs) = 1 near u, and the Euler-Lagrange equations of J. 7 and J. agree at wu. O
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5 Multiplicity result

Let w € S(a) be a constrained critical point of J07T|S(a) at level by 7, (Lemma 3.11). By the
autonomous ray analysis, the truncation is inactive at w, that is, 7(||w|| gs) = 1, and we may fix
a margin

lw|gs < Ro—do for some &y € (0, Ro). (5.1)

Choose x € C°(RY;[0,1]) radial with y = 1 on B;(0) and x = 0 outside Bs(0). Pick a scaling
R. — oo such that eR. — 0 as € — 0. For y € M, set

We () = X<$ — y/€> w(x - g) , D (y) = LQ Wey € S(a).

R. [weyll3

Lemma 5.1. With ®.(y) € S(a) defined from w € S(a) as above, one has

sup |Jer(®(y)) — bo,ra| = 0 as e — 0.
yeM

Proof. By the change of variables z = y/e + z,

el = [ () @ra: — [ wPdz=a,
RN RE e—0 RN

hence the prefactor y/a/||wey||3 — 1, uniformly in y. Moreover, the standard cut-off approxi-
mation in H® gives

() o= wla =5 o

Using translation invariance of the H*-norm, this yields
[Wey —w(-—y/e)llgs =0 and ||®(y) —w(- —y/e)|as =0,
uniformly in y € M. In particular,

sup || (y)||zs — llwllms < Ro — o, (5.2)
yeM e—0

so for € small, independent of y, one has ||®.(y)|| g < Ro — %0; hence the truncation is inactive:
T(|P()]|ms) =1 for all y € M.
Write By(u) = / (In*|u|") |u|® dx for t € {p, ¢}. From the continuous embeddings H*(RY) <
L"(RY) for 2 < r §R2N§, we have
O.(y) — w(-—y/e) in H°N Ltl\%va,

uniformly in y. By continuity of the maps u — [|(=A)*?ul? and u ~— By(u) along these

convergences,
I(=2)2.(y)ll5 = (=2)*w]3,  Bi(®:(y)) = Bi(w),

uniformly in y € M.
With x = y/e + z,

/ Vex) ]@E(y,xﬂzdx:/ V(y—l—sz) ]q)s(y,y/5+z)\2dz.
RN RN
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By Step 1, |®:(y,y/c + 2)|> — |w(2)]? in L'(RY) uniformly in y. Since M is compact, V is
continuous, and eR. — 0,

sup |V(y+ez)—V(y)| —> 0, V(y) =0 fory e M,
yEM e—0
|z|<2R.

whence by dominated convergence

sup V(ex) |®:(y, z)|*dz — 0.
yeM JRN

Since 7 =1 on {®.(y) : y € M} for € small by (5.2), we may drop the truncation and write

1 1 1

Lir(®:(0) = 51 (=8)0.()I = 5 Bo(®:(0) = 5 Bal®:0) + 5 [ ViEw|o(o)P e

By above the first three terms converge uniformly in y to the corresponding autonomous value
at w, and the last term tends to 0 uniformly. Hence

sup |Jo.r(®e(y)) — Jor(w)| — 0.
yeM

Finally Jo r(w) = Jo(w) = bo 1, by (5.1), which gives the claim. O

To convert these profiles into distinct critical points, we encode their location through a
barycenter map adapted to the rescaled potential.

Definition 5.2. Fiz ¢ € C°(RY;RY) with {(z) = = for |z| < 1 and {(z) = 0 for |z| > 2. For
u € S(a) and € > 0 set
1
Be(u) =~ [ ((ea) u(x)|* dz € RY.
a JrN

The next statement shows that the barycenter of each model profile concentrates at its anchor
point.

Lemma 5.3. Let .(y) € S(a) be defined from w € S(a) as above, with R, — oo and eR. — 0.
Assume that there exists opr € (0,1) with M C By_s,,(0). Then

sup [Be(®e(y)) —yl — 0 ase—0.
yeM

Proof. Recall

@E,y(w) = X(w_Rf/g> w(x - g)’ (I)s(y) =4/ H@::A% way € S(a).

By construction, supp w.,, C Bar.(y/€), hence supp ®.(y) C Bar.(y/c) as well.
With the change of variables = ¥ + 2,

B.(0.0) = 1 [ (o B de=1 [yt e @:pfe + 2 d

a Jr

Set gey(2) = |P:(y,y/e + z)|2. Then SUpp gey C Bap. (0) for all y.
If z € Bap. (0) and y € M C By_5,,(0), then

ly+ez| < |yl+elz| < 1—6p+2eR..
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Since e R, — 0, there exists 9 > 0 such that |y +ez| <1—0p/2 < 1forally € M, z € Bar_(0)
and 0 < € < g9. By the definition of (, it follows that

C(y+sz):y—|—<€z for all z € suppgey, y € M, 0 <e < &o.

Using fRN Yey(2)dz = |®:(y)[|5 = a, we have

Be(®:(y)) = I/RN (y+¢e2) gey(2) dz = y+51 /]RN 2 gey(2) dz.

a a

Hence

1 1
@) —y] < o3 [ lo()ds < e2CR) [ goyfo)dz = 2R

The right-hand side is independent of y and tends to 0 as € — 0. Therefore

sup |Be(Pe(y)) —y| < 2eR. — 0,
yeM e—0

which proves the claim. O

We now restrict attention to a thin sublevel where the functional is close to the autonomous
ground energy. Define the near-peak sublevel set

S.(a) = {u € S(a): Jer(u) < bora + h(a)}, h(e) = 0 as £ — 0.
Lemma 5.4. For all sufficiently small € > 0,

P (M) C Se(a).
Proof. Set

H(e) = sup |Je7(P(y)) — bo1.al-
yeM

By Lemma 5.1 we have H(¢) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Hence, for every € > 0 and every y € M,

Jer(@e(y) < bora+ H(e).

Since h(e) — 0, choose ¢ > 0 such that H(e) < h(e) for all 0 < € < gg. Then, for every y € M
and 0 < € < g,
Jer(Pe(y)) < bora+ H(e) < bora+hie),

that is, ®-(y) € S-(a). Taking the supremum over y € M gives the claim. O

Within this thin sublevel, every function has barycenter close to the zero set of the potential;
thus low-energy mass concentrates near M.

Lemma 5.5. For every fized § > 0,

su inf u)—z| —— 0.
B B P

Proof. Since M = {x : V(z) = 0} is compact by assumption (V) and y € C°(RY;RY) equals
the identity near the origin, choose x so that

x(§) =¢ forall & € M.
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Let
vs = inf{V(zx): dist(x, M) >6/2} > 0,

which is positive by continuity of V' and compactness of {z : dist(x, M) > §/2}.
Assume there exist o9 > 0, €, — 0, and u,, € S, (a) such that

dist (e, (un), Ms) > & vn. (5.3)

By Ekeland’s variational principle on S(a) for J., 7| S(a)’ there exist vy, € S(a) with

1
Jan,T('Un) < Jen,T(un) SbO,T,a+h(5n)7 ||(J€n,T‘S(a))/(Un)HH—S < ﬁ?
and [[v, — up||gs < L. Since
Xlloo 2|Ix1loo
8.0) = )] < 02 e = o), < 2
we obtain, for n large,
1
dist (B, (vn), Ms) > 3. (5.4)

Thus {v,} is a (PS)., sequence with levels ¢, = J., 7(vn) < bo 1,0 + h(en).
Fix pg > 0 as in Lemma 4.4. Since h(e,) — 0, for n large one has ¢, < byre + po. By
Lemma 4.4, up to a subsequence,

v, — v strongly in H*(RY), veSa). (5.5)

Write

1
ngT(Un) = JO,T(Un) + 2/ V(€n$) ‘Un|2 dl’,
RN

the negative parts of Jo 7 and J., 7 being identical. By Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.4, the limit
v satisfies Pr(v) = 0. By Lemma 4.5 the truncation is inactive near by 74, hence v lies on the
Pohozaev manifold of Jy and

Jor(v) > bora-

Passing to the limit using (5.5) gives
1 1

liminf J., 7(v,) > Jor(v)+ = lim inf/ V(enz) lop|?dz > bo7q+ = lim inf/V(snx)|Un|2.
n—00 ’ ’ 2 n—oo RN o 2 n—oo
Since J.,, 7(vn) < bo 1.0 + h(en) = bo 1,4, it follows that

/ V(enx) lvn|*de —— 0 and Jor(v) = bo1.a- (5.6)

RN n—oo
Decompose RY = Qnear y Qfar where
Qe = {x . dist(epz, M) < §/2}, Qfar — RN\ quear,
By the choice of v > 0,
V(enz) |vnl* > vg/ |2
RN

Together with (5.6) this yields

/{;f' |’Un|2 m} 0, / ‘Un|2 ?) a. (57)
n n



Since x = id on My, for = € Q) one has x(en,2z) € My and therefore dist(x(enz), Ms) = 0.
On Qfr dist(x(en2), Ms) < Cy with Cy, = ||x||ec + diam(Mjs). Hence

1
dist(/8€7L(vn),M5) < / dist(x(sn:c),M(;) |vn|2d:6 < CX/ \%’2 — 0,
RN a Q%ar

a

by (5.7). This contradicts (5.4). The assumption (5.3) is false. The argument does not depend
on the choice of u, € S;,(a). Therefore

sup inf |Be(u)—2] -0 ase—0.
ueSe(a) 2€M;s
O
Lemma 5.6. Let e, — 0 and u, € S(a) satisfy Je, 7(un) — bo1.q. Then there exist translations

z, € RY and a ground state w € S(a) of the autonomous problem with Jor(w) = bo1a such
that, up to a subsequence,

Un(- 4+ 2n) — w(-—yo) strongly in H(RY)

for some yo € RN. Moreover,
dist (e, (un), M) — 0.

Proof. By Ekeland’s variational principle on S(a), replace u,, by v, € S(a) with

1 1 1
Jan,T(Un) < JamT(Un) + ﬁ’ H(JtEmT‘S(a))/(U”)HH*S > 57 an - UnHHS < ﬁ

Relabel vy, as uy. Then ¢, = J, 7(un) = bo 1, and {u,} is a (PS),, sequence.

By Lemma 4.1, {u,} is bounded in H*(R"). Vanishing is impossible by Lemma 4.2, since
otherwise liminf, J., 7(un) > % > bor1,. Because ¢, — bor,, for any h(e) — 0 one has
up € S, (a) for all large n. Lemma 5.5 gives, for every fixed & > 0,

dist (e, (un), Ms) — 0.
Letting § — 0 along a sequence yields
dist (B2, (un), M) — 0. (5.8)

Choose y, € M with |Be, (un) — yn| = dist(Se, (un), M) — 0 and set

W (2) = Un (x + y") e S(a).

En

Define the translated functional

—Aq(v),

1 s 1 TV s
1) = JI-a1 0+ 3 [ Vit - T 4 L

2 2 Jan 2p

so that J., r(up) = Jéi’%(wn) Then {w,} is a (PS). , bounded and

nonvanishing.

(yn)
. sequence for J2™'7

S5(a)

By compactness of M, up to a subsequence y, — y. € M. For each fixed R > 0, continuity
of V' gives sup|y<p V(en® + yn) = V(y+) = 0, hence

/ V(ens + ) |um]2 — 0.
Br(0)
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On Br(0)¢, tightness of {|w,|?} follows from boundedness and the concentration-compactness
exclusion of dichotomy at level by 1, as in the proof of Lemma 3.11; thus sup,, f\:p|>R |wp|? can
be made arbitrarily small by choosing R large. Therefore

/RN V(ent + yn) [wal2 — 0. (5.9)

Decompose

1
L) = )+ 5 [V ene o)

Since ¢, — by 1, and (5.9) holds,
JO,T(wn) — bO,T,a-

Moreover,

1/2
1ot g0 @) |- < T 500 @)l e + C( | Vienz +ya)lwnl?) ™ = 0,
(a) (a)

so {wy} is a (PS)
By Lemma 3.11, up to a subsequence and a fixed translation yy € RV,

bo.r.o SEQUEnce for J07T‘S(a).

w, — w(-—yo) strongly in H*(RY),

where w € S(a) and Jor(w) = bor1,. Since wy(x) = up(x + yn/cn), set x, = yn/en. Then
Un (- 4 25,) = wy, — w(- — yo) in H*(RY). The barycenter assertion follows from (5.8). O

The maps ®, : M — §5(a) and f: : gs(a) — My yield a Lusternik—Schnirelmann lower
bound for the category of the near-peak sublevel set. We first recall the basic definitions of the
Lusternik—Schnirelmann category.

Definition 5.7. Let X be a topological space.

1. The (absolute) category of X is
cat(X) = min {m eEN: X=A1U---UA,,, Aj closed in X, A; contractible in X}.

A set A C X is contractible in X if there exist v, € X and a homotopy H : [0,1] x A — X
with H(0,a) = a and H(1,a) = x, for all a € A.

2. If A C Z, the relative category of A in Z is

catz(A) = min {m €eN: A=DByU---UB,y,, Bj closed in A, B; contractible in Z}.

Remark 5.8. We record the properties used later:
1. (Monotonicity) If A C B C Z, then catz(A) < catz(B).

2. (Homotopy invariance) If i : A — Z is homotopic in Z to gof with f : A—Y,g:Y — Z,
then catz(A) < cat(Y).

3. (Deformation retract) If A is a strong deformation retract of Z (in particular, for the
tubular neighborhood Ms), then catz(A) = cat(A).

Lemma 5.9. For all sufficiently small e > 0,

cat(Sz(a)) > catas (M).
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Proof. Fix § > 0 so small that the tubular neighborhood Ms = {z : dist(z, M) < §} admits a
strong deformation retraction

X :[0,1] x Ms — Ms, H(0,z) =2, Z(l,z)=r(z)e M, X(t,y)=yforye M,

with r : Ms — M the nearest—point projection.
By Lemma 5.4 one has ®.(M) C S-(a) for € small. By Lemma 5.5, 8:(S:(a)) C Ms, and by
Lemma 5.3 the convergence

sup |ﬁ5(<1)5(y)) _y‘ — 0
yeM

holds as e — 0. Hence, for ¢ small,
Beo®. : M — Ms
is homotopic in My to the inclusion ¢ : M < My by the concatenation

%(225, ﬁs(q)s(y)))v te [O’ %]’

FE(2t_17y)a te [%71]7

[0,1] x M > (t,y) —

where I'; : [0,1] x M — M is a homotopy in M between r o 5. o &, and idys. Such a homotopy
exists because r o 8. o . — ids uniformly on the compact set M.

Let m = cat(Sz(a)). There exist closed sets
S.(a) =AU+ U Ap,

and homotopies Hj : [0,1] x 4; — S-(a) with H;(0,u) = u and Hj(1,u) = uj € S.(a). Since

@, : M — S.(a) is continuous and injective,
Bj =0 (A; N (M)
is closed in M, and {B;}]"; covers M. Define
K; :[0,1] x B; — Mj, Kjt,y) = BE(Hj(t,<I>E(y))).

Then K;(0,y) = B-(®.(y)) € My and Kj(1,9) = =7 = Bo(u}) € My, hence . o .(B;) is
contractible in Mj to z;‘. Composing with the homotopy joining 8. o ®. to i gives a contraction
of B; in Ms. Thus each Bj; is contractible in Ms, and by the definition of relative category,

caty, (M) < m = cat(gs(a)).
O

We now work in the energy range where J87T‘ S(a) satisfies the Palais—Smale condition with
precompactness, namely all levels ¢ < by 1, + po from Lemma 4.4. On S(a) we then apply the
constrained deformation Lemma 5.10 to obtain critical points at the target level.

Lemma 5.10. Let J = JE’T‘S(CL): S(a) — R be C! and assume that J satisfies (PS).. Then for
every neighborhood U of the critical set

Ke={ueS(a): J(u)=0, J(u)=c}

and every no € (0,1) there exist n € (0,mp] and a continuous map 2 : [0,1] x S(a) — S(a) such
that:
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1. 2(0,u) =u for allu € S(a), and t — J(Z(t,u)) is nonincreasing.
2. P(t,u) =u for allu € (JC_”) UU and all t € [0,1], where J* = {u € S(a) : J(u) < a}.
8. (1, JM\U) c Jen.

In particular, if A C S(a) is closed with J < ¢ on A, then (shrinking U if needed) 2 is a
descending deformation on S(a) which strictly lowers J on A\ U and fizes ANU.

Proof. We work on the C* Hilbert submanifold S(a) = {u € H*(RY) : ||lu||3 = a} endowed with
the ambient H® metric. Since J € C1(S(a),R) and (PS). holds, the level-c critical set IC. is
compact.

For 6 € (0,1) and p > 0 set

Ays ={ue S(a): |J(u)— | <p, dist(u,K.) >3}
There exist p,o > 0 such that
\Vsd(u)||lgs > o Vue A,s, (5.10)

where VgJ denotes the gradient of J on S(a).
On Q={ueS(a): VgJ(u)# 0} define

Vsd(u)

Y = s 7w

€ T,,S(a).
Mollify Y via a smooth partition of unity on S(a) to obtain a locally Lipschitz tangent field
V:Q — TS(a) and constants 1 < C7 < Cy with

CrtIVsd (W) < (J'(w), V() < Co||VsJ ()| YueQ,

and V(u) = 0 when VgJ(u) = 0.
Fix a neighborhood U of K.. Take § > 0 so small that B;(KC;) C U and pick n € (0, p).
Choose ¢ € C1(R;[0,1]) with

n

(B =0if t<e—m, B =1ift>c-g, >0

Define
§J(w) 9(u) V(u), ugU,
0, ueU,

W(u) =

where ¥ € C1(S(a);[0,1]) satisfies ¥ = 1 on {u : |J(u) —c| < p} \ U and vanishes outside a
slightly larger neighborhood. Then W is locally Lipschitz, tangent to S(a), and supported in
{u: Ju)>c—n}\U. Forue{|J—c| <p}\U,

(J'(w), W(u)) > cl|[VsJ(u)|gs, co=Cyt/2>0. (5.11)
Since W is locally Lipschitz on S(a), the Cauchy problem

() ==WH(t),  ~(0)=ue Sa),

admits a unique solution on some interval; by the support of W solutions exist up to time
T = n/cy for a suitable ¢; > 0. Define 2(t,u) = y(tT,u) on [0,1] x S(a). Then 2(0,u) = u,
2(t,-) € S(a), and

d

ZI( () = T (J'(2),W(2)) <o.
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If ueUor J(u) <c—mn, then W(u) =0 and Z(t,u) = u for all ¢, proving item (2).
While 2(t,u) € {|J —¢| < p}\ U, by (5.10) and (5.11),

d
ﬁJ(@(t, u)) < —Tcpo.

Choose T' = CQTZ Then starting from any u € J" \ U we obtain
J(*@(l’u)) < J(U) —2n < c—m,

which gives item (3). The final statement follows by restricting & to a closed A C S(a) with
J <e. O

We are now in position to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix § > 0. By Lemma 3.6,

Voot
boo,T,a - bO,T,a = % > 0.
Choose pg > 0 as in Lemma 4.4 and then €y > 0 so small that, for all 0 < & < &y,
1 1
sup | Jo7(®(y)) — bora| < 3P0, h(e) < 3P0
yeM

By Lemma 5.1 and the definition of S.(a),
O.(M) C S.(a) € {ueS(a): Jor(u) <bora+pot  (0<e<ep).

Set ¢ := bo,1,q + h(e). Since ¢ < by 1,4 + po, Lemma 4.4 yields that Je,T|5(a) satisfies (PS).
on the whole strip [bo 7,4, ¢]. By Lemma 5.9,

cat(gs(a)) > catp, (M) =: k.
Introduce the sublevel J ¢ := {u € S(a) : J-7(u) < c}. Since ®.(M) C S-(a) C J ¢, monotonicity
of category gives

cat(J€) > cat(S:(a)) > k.
Define the Lusternik—Schnirelmann families and levels
Fj:={ACJ: Aclosed in S(a), cat(A) > j}, dj:= inf supJep(u), j=1,... k.
Ae}-j u€eA
Then
bora < d < - < dp < e

If some d; were not a critical value of J&T‘ S(a)’ the constrained deformation lemma 5.10, appli-
cable at level ¢ under (PS)., would produce a descending deformation that strictly lowers the
energy on J %17\ U while fixing a neighborhood of the critical set at level d;, contradicting the
minmax characterization of d;. Hence each d; is a critical value. Therefore there exist at least
k = catp, (M) distinct constrained critical points

Ce C S(a), Jer(u) € [bo1,as bo1,a + h(e)] for u € C..

By Lemma 3.10, every u € C has a Lagrange multiplier A < 0. Fix the truncation radii with
Ry so large that the threshold c, in Lemma 4.5 satisfies ¢, > by, 74 + 1. For 0 < ¢ < g9 small,
bo 1, + h(€) < cx, hence Lemma 4.5 applies to each u € C. and yields

|lu|| s < Ro, T(||u||gs) = 1 near u,

34



so that u is also a constrained critical point of the untruncated functional JE} S(a)" Together with
A < 0, this gives normalized solutions (u,\) of (1.1) with ||ul3 = a and A < 0. The number of
distinct solutions is at least catpz, (M).

By construction of ®. and Lemma 5.3, B:(®.(y)) — y uniformly in y € M as ¢ — 0.
Lemma 5.5 then implies that for & small the barycenters of all low-energy critical points lie
arbitrarily close to M:

dist(B:(u), M) — 0 (u€C.).

Finally, choose any selection u. € C. with J.7(us) — borq along a sequence ¢ — 0. By
Lemma 5.6 there exist translations z. € R and a ground state w € S(a) of the autonomous
problem such that, up to a subsequence,

u(- +x.) — w(-—1yo) strongly in H¥(RY),

for some yo € RY, and dist(B:(u:), M) — 0.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O
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