arXiv:2307.07927v1 [math.AP] 16 Jul 2023

Normalized bound state solutions for the fractional Schrödinger equation with potential^∗

Xin Bao, Ying Lv, Zeng-Qi Ou^†

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Southwest University, Chongqing, 400715, People’s Republic of China

Abstract In this paper, we study the following fractional Schrödinger equation with prescribed mass (−Δ)^su = λu + a(x)|u|^{p−2}u, in R^N , ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = c^2, u ∈ H^s(R^N ), where 0 < s < 1, N > 2s, 2 +^{4s}_N < p < 2^∗_s :=^{2N}_{N−2s} , c > 0, λ ∈ R and a(x) ∈ C^1(R^N , R^+ ) is a potential function. By using a minimax principle, we prove the existence of bounded state normalized solution under various conditions on a(x).

Keywords: Fractional Schrödinger equation; Normalized solutions; Bound state; Potential

1 Introduction and main results

In this paper, we consider the following fractional Schrödinger equation (−Δ)^su = λu + a(x)|u|^{p−2}u, (1.1) and possessing prescribed mass ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = c^2, (1.2)

where 0 < s < 1, N > 2s, 2 +^{4s}_N < p < 2^∗_s :=^{2N}_{N−2s} , c > 0, and the function a(x) satisfies the following assumptions:

(A_1) a ∈ C^1(R^N , R^+ ), and a_∗ := inf_{x∈RN} a(x) with

a_∗ > max { N(N − 2s) N^2 − 2s(N − 2s) , 2N Np − 4s } ; (A_2) lim_{|x|→∞} a(x) = 1;

(A_3) x · ∇a(x) ⩾ 0 for all x ∈ R^N , with the strict inequality holds on a subset of positive Lebesgue

∗Supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (No.11971393) and Natural Science Foundation of Chongqing, China (cstc2020jcyjjqX0029).

†Corresponding author. E-mail address: bxinss@163.com (X. Bao), ly0904@swu.edu.cn (Y. Lv), ouzengqi@swu.edu.cn (Z.-Q. Ou).

measure of R^N ;

(A_4) Na(x) + x · ∇a(x) ≤ N for all x ∈ R^N ; (A_5) The map W : x → x · ∇a(x) is in L^∞(R^N ), and ‖W ‖_∞ ≤ (2N + p(2s − N))((Np − 4s)a_∗ − 2N) 8(p − 2)s ; (1.3)

(A_6) (1 − a(x)) ∈ L^{t1} (R^N ), and

‖1 − a(x)‖_{t1} < (2^{1− 4sN(p−2)} − 1)Np(p − 2) (N(p − 2) − 4s)‖w_c‖^p_{t2p} m_c, (1.4)

where t_1 =^{2N}_{2N−Np+4s} , t_2 =^{2N}_{Np−4s} , w_c and m_c are defined in (2.2) and (2.5) respectively. The fractional Laplacian operator (−Δ)^s is defined by (−Δ)^su(x) = C_{N,s} P.V. ∫ R^N u(x) − u(y) |x − y|^{N+2s} dy, in R^N for u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^N ), where C_{N,s} is a suitable positive normalizing constant and P.V. denotes the Cauchy principle value, see [16].

When we are looking for solutions of problem (1.1), a possible choice is to consider that λ ∈ R is fixed, and to look for critical points of the functional F_λ : H^s(R^N ) → R (see e.g. [13, 15, 34, 40])

F_λ(u) := 1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx − λ 2 ∫ R^N |u|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N a(x)|u|^pdx (1.5) with ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx = ∫ R^N ∫ R^N |u(x) − u(y)|^2 |x − y|^{N+2s} dxdy, where H^s(R^N ) is a Hilbert space with the inner product and norm respectively ⟨u, v⟩ = ∫ R^N (−Δ)^{s/2}u(−Δ)^{s/2}vdx + ∫ R^N uvdx,

‖u‖ = ( ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx + ∫ R^N |u|^2dx )_{1/2} . Another interesting way is to search for solutions with prescribed mass, that is, (1.2) holds, and λ ∈ R appears as a lagrange multiplier. This type of solution is called normalized solution, and can be obtained by looking for critical points of the functional

F (u) := 1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N a(x)|u|^pdx (1.6) on the constraint S_c := {u ∈ H^s(R^N ) : ‖u‖_2 = c}.

From the physical point of view, the normalized solution is particularly meaningful, since in addition to there is a conservation of mass, the mass has often an important physical meaning.

Considering the following Schrödinger equation with a normalization constraint (−Δ)^su + V (x)u = λu + f(u), in R^N , ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = c^2, u ∈ H^s(R^N ). (1.7)

If s = 1, in recent years, much attention has been paid to study problem (1.7), see [3, 5, 7, 24, 26, 32, 33, 36] for V (x) = 1 and [2, 4, 11, 17, 22, 29, 35] for V (x) ≠ constant. In particular, Ikoma and Miyamoto [22] studied normalized ground state solutions of problem (1.7) with the vanishing potential V in the L^2-subcritical case. In the L^2-supercritical case, by using a new minimax argument, Bartsch et al. [4] proved the existence of normalized solutions of problem (1.7) with the vanishing potential.

For s ∈ (0, 1) and f(u) = |u|^{p−2}u, the associated energy functional of (1.7) is given by

F_V (u) := 1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx − 1 2 ∫ R^N V (x)|u|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N |u|^pdx. From the variational point of view, F_V is bounded from below on S_c for p ∈ (2, 2 +^{4s}_N ) (L^2-subcritical), and unbounded from below on S_c for p ∈ (2 +^{4s}_N , 2^∗_s) (L^2-supercritical). Here 2 +^{4s}_N is called the L^2- critical exponent, which comes from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [30]. There are many results about problem (1.7), see [28, 39, 41] for normalized solutions without potential, [31] for normalized solutions with the vanishing potential, [19] for normalized solutions with the trapping potential, [27] for normalized solutions with a ring-shaped potential, [42] for normalized solutions with a weak form of the steep well potential.

Note that, all the results mentioned above are concerned with the problem (1.7) with autonomous nonlinearities. For the study of normalized solutions to the nonautonomous equations, i.e., the following equation (−Δ)^su = λu + a(x)f(u), in R^N , ∫ R^N |u|^2dx = c^2, u ∈ H^s(R^N ). (1.8)

Chen and Tang [11] first considered (1.8) with s = 1, and established the existence of normalized ground state solutions under suitable assumptions on a(x) and f. Compared with the autonomous problems with a prescribed L^2-norm constraint, the main differences and difficulties of [11] are finding a new method to construct a Pohožaev-Palais-Smale sequence, and recover the compactness for this sequence. By using a technical condition about a(x) which was introduced in [8], Alves [1] considered the multiplicity of normalized solutions to problem (1.8) with s = 1 in the L^2-subcritical case. Moreover, the above results are later generalized to the Kirchhoff type in R^3 by Chen et al. [10] and the fractional case by Yang et al. [38]. For more related results, see [12, 18, 37] for more details.

Nowadays, the study of problem (1.8) has attracted a lot interest. However, as far as we know, there are only a few papers dealing with problem (1.8) (even for s = 1) besides the one already mentioned above [1, 10, 11, 38]. With regard to this point, inspired by [11] and [25], in this work, we study normalized bound state solutions of problem (1.1)-(1.2).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (A_1)-(A_5) hold, and the supremum of |1 − a(x)| is sufficiently small, then problem (1.1)-(1.2) has a solution (u, λ) ∈ H^s(R^N ) × R^− .

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (A_1)-(A_6) hold, then problem (1.1)-(1.2) has a solution (u, λ) ∈ H^s(R^N )× R^− .

Remark 1.1. We point out that the supremum of |1 − a(x)| in Theorem 1.1 can be made explicit, see (3.10).

Remark 1.2. Different from [11], where the authors considered a(x) ≥ a_∞ and the existence of ground state solutions, while, in this paper, we focus on the case a(x) ≤ a_∞, and obtain a bound state solution.

Remark 1.3. Let us give a brief illustration of our proof.

Step 1: Under the conditions of a(x), we prove that F has a linking geometry; Step 2: Borrowing the idea of [23], and using a new minimax principle introduced in [21], we construct a bounded Pohožaev-Palais-Smale sequence;

Step 3: By using the splitting Lemma, we prove the convengence.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains some preliminaries. In Section 3, we use a minimax principle to construct a Pohožaev-Palais-Smale sequence. Section 4 is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Throughout the paper, we will use the notation ‖ · ‖_q := ‖ · ‖_Lq_{(R}N_), q ∈ (1, ∞), B_R(y) = {x ∈ R^N : |x − y| ≤ R} is the closed ball of radius R around y, C, C_i, i ∈ N^+ denote positive constants possibly different from line to line.

2 Preliminaries

By [20], for p ∈ (2 +^{4s}_N , 2^∗_s), the following fractional Schrödinger equation:

(−Δ)^su = −u + u^{p−1}, x ∈ R^N , u > 0, (2.1)

has an unique solution w ∈ H^s(R^N ), which is radial and radially decreasing. Then for c > 0, one obtains a solution (w_c, λ_c) ∈ H^s_{rad} (R^N ) × R^− of the following equation

(−Δ)^sw_c = λ_cw_c + |w_c|^{p−2}w_c w_c > 0, ‖w_c‖_2 = c, (2.2)

by scaling:

w_c(x) := (−λ_c)^{1p−2} w((−λ_c)^{12s} x), where λ_c is determined by −λ_c = ( c c_0 )_{−θ−2} > 0, c_0 := ‖w‖_2, θ := 4N − 2p(N − 2s) N(p − 2) − 4s > 0, (2.3)

and H^s_{rad}(R^N ) is the subset of the radially symmetric functions in H^s(R^N ). The solution w_c of (2.2) is a critical point, in fact a mountain pass critical point of

F_∞(u) := 1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N |u|^pdx (2.4) constrained to S_c. For any c > 0, setting

m_c := F_∞(w_c) and m_{c0} = F_∞(w), (2.5)

one has m_c = 1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N |w_c|^pdx = (−λ_c)^{pp−2 − N2s} (1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}w|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N |w|^pdx )

= (−λ_c)^{pp−2 − N2s} m_{c0} = ( c c_0 )_{−θ} m_{c0} .

(2.6)

Now we recall the notion of barycentre of a function u ∈ H^s(R^N )\{0} which has been introduced in [6, 9]. Setting ν(u)(x) = 1 |B_1(0)| ∫ B_1(x) |u(y)|dy. We can observe that ν(u) is bounded and continuous, and then, the function ^u(x) = ( ν(u)(x) − 1 2 max ν(u)

)_+

is well defined. Moreover, ^u is continuous and has a compact support. Therefore, we can define β : H^s(R^N )\{0} → R^N as β(u) = 1 ‖^u‖_1 ∫ R^N ^u(x)xdx. The map β is well defined, since ^u has a compact support, and one can verify that it satisfies the following properties:

(i) β is continuous in H^s(R^N )\{0}; (ii) if u is a radial function, then β(u) = 0; (iii) β(tu) = β(u) for any t ≠ 0 and u ∈ H^s(R^N )\{0};

(iv) letting u_z(x) = u(x − z) for any z ∈ R^N and u ∈ H^s(R^N )\{0}, there holds β (u_z) = β(u) + z.

Lemma 2.1. [21, Lemma 4.5] Let M be a Hilbert manifold and I ∈ C^1(M, R) be a given functional. Let K ⊂ M be compact and consider a subset G ⊂ {G ⊂ M : G is compact, K ⊂ G} which is homotopy-stable, that is, it is invariant with respect to deformations leaving K fixed. Assume that max_{u∈K} I(u) < e := inf_{G∈G} max_{u∈G} I(u) ∈ R. If τ_n ∈ R such that τ_n → 0 and G_n ∈ G is a sequence such that 0 ≤ max_{u∈Gn} I(u) − e ≤ τ_n.

Then there exists a sequence {u_n} ⊂ M such that (1) |I(u_n) − e| ≤ τ_n, (2) ‖∇_M I(u_n)‖ ≤ C √ τ_n, (3) dist(u_n, G_n) ≤ C √ τ_n, for some constant C > 0.

To study the behavior of a Palais-Smale sequence, we introduce a splitting Lemma. For λ < 0, let

F_λ(u) := 1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx − λ 2 ∫ R^N |u|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N a(x)|u|^pdx (2.7) and F_{∞,λ}(u) := 1 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}u|^2dx − λ 2 ∫ R^N |u|^2dx − 1 p ∫ R^N |u|^pdx. (2.8) Lemma 2.2. (Splitting Lemma) Let {v_n} ⊂ H^s(R^N ) be a Palais-Smale sequence for F_λ such that v_n ⇀ v in H^s(R^N ). Then there exist an integer k ≥ 0, k non-trivial solutions u^1, u^2, · · · , u^k ∈ H^s(R^N ) to the limit equation (−Δ)^su = λu + |u|^{p−2}u in R^N and k sequences {y^j_n} ⊂ R^N , 1 ≤ j ≤ k, such that |y^j_n| → ∞ as n → ∞, and

v_n = v + k∑ j=1 u^j(· − y^j_n) + o(1) in H^s(R^N ). (2.9)

Moreover, we have

‖v_n‖^2 = ‖v‖^2 + k∑ j=1 ‖u^j ‖^2 + o(1) (2.10) and F_λ(v_n) → F_λ(v) + k∑ j=1 F_{∞,λ}(u^j ) as n → ∞. (2.11)

Proof. The proof of Lemma 2.2 can be found in [14, Lemma 3.1]. The only difference is that [14] deals with exterior domains, not with in the whole space, however the proof is exactly the same with λ < 0 and thus we omit it here.

3 The minimax approach

For h ∈ R and u ∈ H^s(R^N ), we introduce the scaling h ⋆ u(x) := e^{Nh2} u(e^hx), which preserves the L^2-norm: ‖h ⋆ u‖_2 = ‖u‖_2 for all h ∈ R. For R > 0 and h_1 < 0 < h_2, which will be determined later, we set Q := B_R(0) × [h_1, h_2] ⊂ R^N × R.

For c > 0 we define Γ_c := {γ ∈ C(Q, S_c) : γ(y, h) = h ⋆ w_c(· − y) for all (y, h) ∈ ∂Q} . We want to find a solution of problem (1.1)-(1.2) whose energy is given by m_{a,c} := inf_{γ∈Γc} max_{(y,h)∈Q} F (γ(y, h)). (3.1) In order to develop a min-max argument, we need to prove that sup_{γ∈Γc} max (y,h)∈∂Q F (γ(y, h)) < m_{a,c} at least for some suitable choice of Q. For this purpose, we will prove Lemma 3.3, which gives a lower bound of m_{a,c}, and Lemma 3.4, which gives an upper bound of F ∘ γ on the boundary ∂Q, for any given γ ∈ Γ_c. The values of R > 0 and h_1 < 0 < h_2 will be determined in Lemma 3.4.

Next, for h_1 < 0 < h_2 determined in Lemma 3.4, we define D := {D ⊂ S_c : D is compact and connected, h_1 ⋆ w_c, h_2 ⋆ w_c ∈ D}, D_0 := {D ∈ D : β(u) = 0 for all u ∈ D}, D_r := D ∩ H^s_{rad}(R^N ), and l_c := inf_{D∈D} max_{u∈D} F_∞(u), l^0_c := inf_{D∈D0} max_{u∈D} F_∞(u), l^r_c := inf_{D∈Dr} max_{u∈D} F_∞(u).

By a similar argument as [28], we obtain m_c = inf_{σ∈Σc} max_{t∈(0,1)} F_∞(σ(t)), where Σ_c = {σ ∈ C([0, 1], S_c) : σ(0) = h_1 ⋆ w_c, σ(1) = h_2 ⋆ w_c}.

Lemma 3.1. l^r_c = l^0_c = l_c = m_c.

Proof. Since D_r ⊂ D_0 ⊂ D, we have l^r_c ≥ l^0_c ≥ l_c. In order to prove that l_c ≥ m_c and m_c ≥ l^r_c , arguing by contradiction we assume that l_c < m_c. Then max_{u∈D} F_∞(u) < m_c for some D ∈ D, hence max u∈U_δ (D) F_∞(u) < m_c for some δ > 0, where U_δ(D) is a δ-neighborhood of D. Observe that U_δ(D) is open and connected, so it is path-connected. Therefore there exists a path σ ∈ Σ_c such that max t∈(0,1) F_∞(σ(t)) < m_c, which is a contradiction.

On the other hand, let D̃ := {h ⋆ w_c : h ∈ [h_1, h_2]} ∈ D_r, then max_{u∈D̃} F_∞(u) = max_{h∈[h1,h2]} F_∞(h ⋆ w_c) = F_∞(w_c) = m_c.

Hence, m_c ≥ l^r_c .

Lemma 3.2. L_c := inf_{D∈D0} max_{u∈D} F (u) > m_c. Proof. By (A_3), (A_4) and Lemma 3.1, we know max_{u∈D} F (u) ≥ max_{u∈D} F_∞(u) ≥ l^0_c = m_c for all D ∈ D_0.

Now we argue by contradiction and assume that there exists a sequence {D_n} ⊂ D_0 such that max u∈D_n F (u) → m_c. Then we have max u∈D_n F_∞(u) → m_c. (3.2) Borrowing the idea of [23, Lemma 2.4], we consider the functional F̃_∞ : H^s(R^N ) × R → R, F̃_∞(u, h) := F_∞(h ⋆ u) constrained to M := S_c × R. We apply Lemma 2.1 with K := {(h_1 ⋆ w_c, 0), (h_2 ⋆ w_c, 0)} and G := {G ⊂ M : G is compact, connected, K ⊂ G}.

Observe that l̃_c := inf_{G∈G} max_{(u,h)∈G} F̃_∞(u, h) = l_c = m_c.

In fact, since D × {0} ⊂ G, hence l_c ≥ l̃_c, and for any G ∈ G, we have D := {h ⋆ u : (u, h) ∈ G} ∈ D and max (u,h)∈G F̃_∞(u, h) = max_{(u,h)∈G} F_∞(h ⋆ u) = max_{ū∈D} F_∞(ū),

hence l_c ≤ l̃_c. Therefore, Lemma 2.1 yields a sequence (u_n, h_n) ∈ S_c × R such that (1) |F̃_∞(u_n, h_n) − m_c| → 0 as n → ∞, (2) ‖∇_{Sc×R}F̃_∞(u_n, h_n)‖ → 0 as n → ∞, (3) dist((u_n, h_n), D_n × {0}) → 0 as n → ∞.

In particular, let v_n := h_n ⋆ u_n, differentiation shows that{v_n} ⊂ S_c is a Palais-Smale sequence for F_∞ on S_c at level m_c satisfying the Pohožaev identity for F_∞, that is there exist Lagrange multipliers μ_n ∈ R such that 1 2 ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 − 1 p ‖v_n‖^p → m_c, ‖F^′_∞(v_n) − μ_nH^′(v_n)‖_{(H}s_{(R}N_{))}∗ → 0, where H(u) = 1 2 ∫ R^N |u|^2dx, s‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 − N(p − 2) 2p ‖v_n‖^p → 0, as n → ∞. Moreover, {v_n} is bounded in H^s(R^N ). In fact, from the first and third relations above, we can infer that ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 → 2N(p − 2) N(p − 2) − 4s m_c and ‖v_n‖^p → 4ps N(p − 2) − 4s m_c. Thus {v_n} is bounded in H^s(R^N ), and the second relation implies that ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 − μ_n‖v_n‖^2 − ‖v_n‖^p → 0, which is equivalent to

μ_n = ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 − ‖v_n‖^p ‖v_n‖^2

+ o(1) → N(p − 2) − 2ps N(p − 2) − 4s · 2m_c c^2 =: μ < 0. Therefore, after passing to subsequences, {v_n} converges weakly in H^s(R^N ) to a solution v ∈ H^s(R^N ) of (−Δ)^sv = μv + |v|^{p−2}v. We claim that v_n → ±w_c strongly in H^s(R^N ). (3.3) In order to see this we first observe that, using again the second relation above, ∫ R^N (−Δ)^{s/2}v_n(−Δ)^{s/2}φdx − μ_n ∫ R^N v_nφdx − ∫ R^N |v_n|^{p−2}v_nφdx = o(1)‖φ‖ for every φ ∈ H^s(R^N ), hence {v_n} is also a Palais-Smale sequence for F_{∞,μ} at the level m_c −^μ_2 c^2. As a consequence, Lemma 2.2 implies

v_n = v + m∑ j=1 u^j (· − y^j_n) + o(1)

in H^s(R^N ), where m ≥ 0 and u^j ≠ 0 are solutions to (−Δ)^su^j = μu^j + |u^j |^{p−2}u^j and |y^j_n| → ∞. Moreover, setting γ := ‖v‖_2 and α_j := ‖u^j ‖_2, then there holds

c^2 = γ^2 + m∑ j=1 α^2_j

and thus at least one of the limit functions must be non-trivial. In addition, we have

F_∞(v_n) − μ 2 c^2 = F_∞(v) − μ 2 γ^2 + m∑ j=1 (F_∞(u^j) − μ 2 α^2_j ) + o(1),

which yields that F_∞(v_n) = F_∞(v) + m∑ j=1 F_∞(u^j ) + o(1).

Using Appendix in [31] and (2.6), we have that, if v is non-trivial, then F_∞(v) ≥ m_γ ≥ m_c. Therefore, if m = 0, then v ≠ 0; if m = 1, since u^j ≠ 0, we have F_∞(u^j ) ≥ m_{αj} ≥ m_c, then m_c + o(1) = F_∞(v_n) = F_∞(v) + m∑ j=1 F_∞(u^j ) + o(1) ≥ 2m_c + o(1), which implies that v = 0.

If m = 1 and v = 0, then v_n = u^1(x − y^1_n) + o(1), that is, ṽ_n := v_n(· + y^1_n) = u^1 + o(1). On the other hand, due to point (3), we have that v_n = φ_n + o(1) with φ_n ∈ D_n, so that β(φ_n) = 0. Moreover, by the continuity of β in H^s(R^N ), u^1 = ṽ_n + o(1) and ṽ_n = φ_n(· + y^1_n) + o(1), we obtain β(u^1) = β(ṽ_n) + o(1) = β(φ_n(· + y^1_n)) + o(1) = y^1_n + o(1), which contradicts |y^1_n| → ∞. So far we deduced that m = 0 and v_n → v strongly in H^s(R^N ). Using again point (3), we have β(v) = 0. Hence, by uniqueness, (3.3) follows. This implies F (v_n) = F_∞(v_n) + 1 p ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|v_n|^pdx → m_c + 1 p ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|w_c|^pdx > m_c as n → ∞, which contradicts (3.2).

Lemma 3.3. For any c > 0 there holds m_{a,c} ≥ L_c.

Proof. Given a function γ : Q = B_R(0) × [h_1, h_2] → S_c and h ∈ [h_1, h_2] we consider the mapping f_h : B_R(0) → R^N , y → β ∘ γ(y, h). We note that f_{hi} (y) = 0 if and only if y = 0 for i = 1, 2, and f_h(y) = y ≠ 0 for any y ∈ ∂B_R(0), so that deg(f_h, B_R(0), 0) = 1 for all h ∈ [h_1, h_2]. Therefore, by degree theory, there exists a connected compact set Q_0 ⊂ Q such that (0, h_i) ∈ Q_0 for i = 1, 2, and β ∘ γ(y, h) = 0 for any (y, h) ∈ Q_0. Hence the set D_0 := γ(Q_0) ∈ D_0 satisfies max (y,h)∈Q F (γ(y, h)) ≥ max_{u∈D0} F (u), which concludes the proof.

Lemma 3.4. For any c > 0 and ε > 0 there exist R̄ > 0 and h̄_1 < 0 < h̄_2 such that for Q = B_R(0) × [h_1, h_2] with R ≥ R̄, h_1 ≤ h̄_1, h_2 ≥ h̄_2 the following holds: max (y,h)∈∂Q F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) < m_c + ε. (3.4) Proof. Since F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) = e^{2sh} 2 ∫ R^N |(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c|^2dx − e^{p−2}2^{Nh} p ∫ R^N a(e^{−h}x + y)|w_c|^pdx, from a_∗ ≤ a(x) ≤ 1 for any x ∈ R^N and p > 2 +^{4s}_N , we deduce that F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) → −∞, as h → ∞ uniformly in y ∈ B_R(0) for any R > 0, and F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) → 0, as h → −∞ uniformly in y ∈ R^N . Thus, max y∈B_R(0),h∈{h_1,h_2} F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) < m_c, (3.5) provided that h_1 < 0 is small enough and h_2 > 0 is large enough. Moreover, for |y| = R large enough and h ∈ [h_1, h_2], choosing α ∈ (0, 1) such that α(1 + e^{−h1} ) < 1, then we have ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx ≤ ∫ |x|>αR (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx + ∫ |x−y|>αRe^{−h} (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx. (3.6)

The first integral is bounded by ∫ |x|>αR (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx ≤ e^{p−22 Nh}‖1 − a(x)‖_L∞_{(|x|>αR)}‖w_c‖^p → 0 (3.7) as R → ∞ and ∫ |x−y|>αRe^{−h} (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx =e^{p2 Nh} ∫ |x−y|>αRe^{−h} (1 − a(x))|w_c(e^h(x − y))|^pdx =e^{p−22 Nh} ∫ |ξ|>αR (1 − a(e^{−h}ξ + y))|w_c|^pdξ ≤e^{p−22 Nh}‖1 − a(e^{−h}ξ + y)‖_∞‖w_c‖^p_{Lp(|ξ|>αR)} → 0

(3.8)

as R → ∞. Note that F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) = F_∞(h ⋆ w_c) + 1 p ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx, form (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8), it follows that max |y|=R,h∈[h_1,h_2] F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) < m_c + ε, (3.9) as R → ∞. Combining (3.5) with (3.9), (3.4) is proved.

In the following, we always assume |h_1|, h_2 and R large enough but fixed. (3.4) implies that F has a linking geometry and there exists a Palais-Smale sequence of F at level m_{a,c}. The aim of the next parts is to prove that m_{a,c} is a critical value for F . Moreover, for future purposes, we prove the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that sup_{x∈RN} |1 − a(x)| < pm_c e^{p−2}2^{Nh2} ‖w_c‖^p , (3.10) where h_2 is given by Lemma 3.4, then m_{a,c} < 2m_c.

Proof. This follows from m_{a,c} ≤ max_{(y,h)∈Q} { F_∞(h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) + 1 p ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx }

≤ m_c + 1 p e^{p−22 Nh2} sup_{x∈RN} |1 − a(x)| · ‖w_c‖^p < 2m_c, provided that |h_1|, h_2 are large enough.

Now we will construct a bounded Palais-Smale sequence {v_n} ⊂ H^s(R^N ) of F at level m_{a,c}. Adapting the approach of [23], we introduce the following C^1-functional F̃ (u, h) := F (h ⋆ u) for all (u, h) ∈ H^s(R^N ) × R, and define Γ̃_c := {γ̃ ∈ C(Q, S_c × R) : γ̃(y, h) := (h ⋆ w_c(· − y), 0) for all (y, h) ∈ ∂Q} and m̃_{a,c} := inf_{γ̃∈Γ̃c} max_{(y,h)∈Q} F̃ (γ̃(y, h)).

Lemma 3.6. m̃_{a,c} = m_{a,c}.

Proof. Since Γ_c × {0} ⊂ Γ̃_c, then m_{a,c} ≥ m̃_{a,c}. On the other hand, for any γ̃ = (u, h) ∈ Γ̃_c, the function γ := h ⋆ u ∈ Γ_c satisfies max (y,h)∈Q F̃ (γ̃(y, h)) = max_{(y,h)∈Q} F (γ(y, h)), so that m_{a,c} ≤ m̃_{a,c}.

Lemma 3.7. If {(u_n, h_n)} is a (P S)_c′ sequence for F̃ and h_n → 0, then {(h_n ⋆u_n)} is a (P S)_c′ sequence for F .

Proof. Let w_n := h_n ⋆ u_n, we have F (w_n) = F (h_n ⋆ u_n) = F̃ (u_n, h_n) → c^′. We claim that F^′(w_n) → 0 in (H^s(R^N ))^∗.

First of all, for any φ̃ ∈ T_{un} := {φ̃ ∈ H^s(R^N ) : ∫ R^N unφ̃dx = 0}, one has ⟨∂_uF̃ (u_n, h_n), φ̃⟩ → 0 as n → ∞. For any φ ∈ T_{wn} := {φ ∈ H^s(R^N ) : ∫ R^N wnφdx = 0}, let φ̃(x) = e −^N_2 h_n φ(e−h_n x), we have ∫ R^N u_nφ̃dx = e^{− Nhn2} ∫ R^N u_n(x)φ(e^{−hn} x)dx = ∫ R^N w_nφdx = 0, that is, φ̃ ∈ T_{un} . Hence, from h_n → 0, we have ⟨F^′(w_n), φ⟩ = ∫ R^N (−Δ)^{s/2}w_n(−Δ)^{s/2}φdx − ∫ R^N a(x)|w_n|^{p−2}w_nφdx =e^{− N2 hn+2shn} ∫ R^N (−Δ)^{s/2}u_n(−Δ)^{s/2}φ(e^{−hn} x)dx − e^{p−32 Nhn} ∫ R^N a(e^{−hn} x)|u_n|^{p−2}u_nφ(e^{−hn} x)dx, =e^{2shn} ∫ R^N (−Δ)^{s/2}u_n(−Δ)^{s/2}φ̃dx − e^{p−22 Nhn} ∫ R^N a(e^{−hn} x)|u_n|^{p−2}u_nφ̃dx =⟨∂_uF̃ (u_n, h_n), φ̃⟩ → 0, as n → ∞. the conclusion is proved.

Applying Lemma 2.1, we immediately have the following proposition. Lemma 3.8. Let g̃_n ∈ Γ̃_c be a sequence such that max (y,h)∈Q F̃ (g̃_n(y, h)) ≤ m_{a,c} + 1 n . Then there exist a sequence (u_n, h_n) ∈ S_c × R and C > 0 such that m_{a,c} − 1 n ≤ F̃ (u_n, h_n) ≤ m_{a,c} + 1 n , (3.11) min (y,h)∈Q ‖(u_n, h_n) − g̃_n(y, h)‖_Hs_{(R}N_{)×R} ≤ C √ n , (3.12) ‖∇_{Sc×R}F̃ (u_n, h_n)‖ ≤ C √ n . (3.13) The last inequality means: |DF̃ (u_n, h_n)((z, s))| ≤ C √ n (‖z‖ + |s|) for all (z, s) ∈ { (z, s) ∈ H^s(R^N ) × R : ∫ R^N zu_ndx = 0 } . Lemma 3.9. There exists a bounded sequence {v_n} in S_c such that F (v_n) → m_{a,c}, ∇_{Sc} F (v_n) → 0 (3.14) and s‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 − N(p − 2) 2p ∫ R^N a(x)|v_n|^pdx + 1 p ∫ R^N (x · ∇a(x))|v_n|^pdx → 0 (3.15) as n → ∞. Moreover, the sequence of of Lagrange multipliers λ_n := ⟨F^′(v_n), v_n⟩ c^2

(3.16) admits a subsequence λ_n → λ with − δ_0 c^2

< λ < 0, (3.17) where δ_0 := (4(p(2s − N) + 2N) N(p − 2) − 4s + (p − 2)‖w‖_∞ N(p − 2) − 4s · 16s (Np − 4s)a_∗ − 2N ) m_c. (3.18)

Proof. By the definition of m_{a,c}, we choose a sequence g_n ∈ Γ_c such that max (y,h)∈Q F (g_n(y, h)) ≤ m_{a,c} + 1 n . Since F (u) ≥ F (|u|) for any u ∈ H^s(R^N ) and |γ| ∈ Γ_c for any γ ∈ Γ_c, we can assume that g_n(y, h) ≥ 0 almost everywhere in R^N . Define g̃_n(y, h) := (g_n(y, h), 0), then g̃_n(y, h) ∈ Γ̃_c, and max (y,h)∈Q F̃ (g̃_n(y, h)) = max_{(y,h)∈Q} F̃ ((g_n(y, h), 0) = max_{(y,h)∈Q} F (g_n(y, h)) ≤ m_{a,c} + 1 n . Applying Lemma 3.8, we can prove the existence of a sequence {(u_n, h_n)} ⊂ H^s(R^N ) × R such that F (h_n ⋆ u_n) → m_{a,c}. We also note that min (y,h)∈Q ‖(u_n, h_n) − g̃_n(y, h)‖_Hs_{(R}N_{)×R} ≤ C √ n , so that h_n → 0 as n → ∞ and there exists (y_n, h̄_n) ∈ B_R(0) × [h_1, h_2] such that u_n − g_n(y_n, h̄_n) → 0 in H^s(R^N ) as n → +∞. We define v_n := h_n ⋆ u_n.

Observe that, since g_n(y_n, h̄_n) ≥ 0 a.e. in R^N , then ‖u^−_n ‖_2 ≤ ‖u_n − g_n(y_n, h̄_n)‖_2 = o(1) and we can deduce that u^−_n → 0 a.e. in R^N . So

‖v^−_n ‖_2 → 0 as n → ∞.

Moreover, by Lemma 3.7, {v_n} is a Palais-Smale sequence for F , that is 1 2 ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 − 1 p ∫ R^N a(x)|v_n|^pdx → m_{a,c}. (3.19) and ‖F^′(v_n) − λ_nH^′(v_n)‖_{(H}s_{(R}N_{))}∗ → 0, (3.20) where H(u) =^1_2 ∫ R^N |u| 2dx. Since h_n → 0 as n → ∞ and ∂_hF̃ (u_n, h_n) =∂_h (1 2 e^{2shn} ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}u_n‖^2 − 1 p ∫ R^N a(x)|e^{Nhn2} u_n(e^{hn} x)|^pdx )

=s‖(−Δ)^{s/2}e^{Nhn2} u_n(e^{hn} x)‖^2 − N(p − 2) 2p ∫ R^N a(x)|e^{Nhn2} u_n(e^{hn} x)|^pdx + 1 p ∫ R^N (x · ∇a(x))|e^{Nhn2} u_n(e^{hn} x)|^pdx, we obtain (3.15).

By (A_4), (3.15) and (3.19), we have m_{a,c} + o(1) = Np − 4s 4ps ∫ R^N a(x)|v_n|^pdx − 1 2ps ∫ R^N (Na(x) + x · ∇a(x))|v_n|^pdx ≥ Np − 4s 4ps ∫ R^N a_∗|v_n|^pdx − N 2ps ∫ R^N |v_n|^pdx = 1 2ps (Np − 4s 2 a_∗ − N ) ‖v_n‖^p. Condition (A_1) implies that {‖v_n‖^p} is bounded, and ‖v_n‖^p ≤ 4psm_{a,c} (Np − 4s)a_∗ − 2N + o(1). (3.21)

This together with (A_2), (A_3) and (A_4) yields that

‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2 = 2m_{a,c} + 2 p ∫ R^N a(x)|v_n|^pdx + o(1) ≤ 2m_{a,c} + 2 p ∫ R^N |v_n|^pdx + o(1) ≤ ( 2 + 8s (Np − 4s)a_∗ − 2N ) m_{a,c} + o(1), (3.22)

which implies that {v_n} is bounded in H^s(R^N ). Moreover, we have ∫ R^N x · ∇a(x)|v_n|^pdx ≤ ‖W ‖_∞‖v_n‖^p. (3.23) In order to see (3.17), we set

a_n := ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}v_n‖^2, b_n := ∫ R^N a(x)|v_n|^pdx, d_n := ∫ R^N x · ∇a(x)|v_n|^pdx. Then from (3.21), (3.22), (3.23) and the definition of λ_n, up to a subsequence, we can assume that a_n → a ≥ 0, b_n → b ≥ 0, d_n → d ≥ 0, λ_n → λ ∈ R. Passing to the limit in (3.15), (3.19) and (3.20), then a = 2 p b + 2m_{a,c}, (3.24)

sa + ( N p − N 2 )b + 1 p d = 0, (3.25)

a = λc^2 + b. (3.26)

Now, we claim that λ < 0. In fact, from the above three equalities, we have −λc^2 = b − a = p − 2 p b − 2m_{a,c} = p − 2 p · 2ps N(p − 2) − 4s (2m_{a,c} + 1 ps d) − 2m_{a,c} = p(2s − N) + 2N N(p − 2) − 4s 2m_{a,c} + 2(p − 2) p(N(p − 2) − 4s) d > p(2s − N) + 2N N(p − 2) − 4s 2m_c +

2(p − 2) p(N(p − 2) − 4s) d, where we have used Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, from 2 +^{4s}_N < p < 2^∗_s, we have λ < 0. On the other hand,

−λc^2 = p(2s − N) + 2N N(p − 2) − 4s 2m_{a,c} + 2(p − 2) p(N(p − 2) − 4s) d < p(2s − N) + 2N N(p − 2) − 4s 4m_c + (p − 2)‖W ‖_∞ N(p − 2) − 4s · 16s (Np − 4s)a_∗ − 2N m_c = δ_0.

Thus, we have (3.17) holds. Moreover, recalling the definition of θ, we obtain

δ_0 m_c = 4p(2s − N) + 8N N(p − 2) − 4s + 16s(p − 2)‖W ‖_∞ (N(p − 2) − 4s)((Np − 4s)a_∗ − 2N) ≤ 12N − 6p(N − 2s) N(p − 2) − 4s = 3θ. (3.27)

4 The Proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Since {v_n} is bounded in H^s(R^N ), after passing to a subsequence it converges weakly in H^s(R^N ) to v ∈ H^s(R^N ). By Lemma 3.9, v ≥ 0, and by weak convergence, v is a weak solution of (−Δ)^sv = λv + a(x)|v|^{p−2}v, such that ‖v‖_2 ≤ lim inf_{n→0} ‖v_n‖_2 = c.

It remains to prove that ‖v‖_2 = c. Since ∫ R^N (−Δ)^{s/2}v_n(−Δ)^{s/2}φdx − λ_n ∫ R^N v_nφdx − ∫ R^N a(x)|v_n|^{p−2}v_nφdx = o(1)‖φ‖ for every φ ∈ H^s(R^N ), then {v_n} is a Palais-Smale sequence for F_λ at level m_{a,c} −^λ_2 c^2. Therefore, by Lemma 2.2, we have

v_n = v + k∑ j=1 u^j(· − y^j_n) + o(1), with u^j being solutions to (−Δ)^su^j = λu^j + |u^j |^{p−2}u^j and |y^j_n| → ∞. We note that, if k = 0, then v_n → v strongly in H^s(R^N ), hence ‖v‖_2 = c and we are done, thus we can assume that k ≥ 1, or equivalently ρ := ‖v‖_2 < c.

First, we exclude the case v = 0. In fact, if v = 0 and k = 1, we would have u^1 > 0 and ‖u^1‖_2 = c, so that (2.11) gives m_{a,c} = m_c, which is not possible due to Lemma 3.3. On the other hand, if k ≥ 2, by Lemma 2.2, we have

F_λ(v_n) → k∑ j=1 F_{∞,λ}(u^j ) = k∑ j=1 F_∞(u^j ) − k∑ j=1 λ 2 ‖u^j ‖^2, c^2 = k∑ j=1 ‖u^j ‖^2.

Let α^2_j = ‖u^j ‖^2, since F_∞(u^j ) ≥ m_{αj} and m_α > m_β, if α < β, (4.1) we have 2m_c ≤ m_{a,c}, which contradicts Lemma 3.5.

Therefore, from now on we assume that v ≠ 0. From F (v_n) → m_{a,c}, we deduce that m_{a,c} − λ 2 c^2 = F (v) − λ 2 ρ^2 + k∑ j=1 F_∞(u^j ) − λ 2 k∑ j=1 α^2_j

Using F_∞(u^j ) ≥ m_{αj} , (4.1) and c^2 = ρ^2 + k∑ j=1 α^2_j ,

we have 2m_c > m_{a,c} ≥ F (v) + k∑ j=1 m_{αj} ≥ F (v) + m_α ≥ F (v) + m_c, where α = max_j α_j . Moreover, using the equation for v, it is easy to check that F_λ(v) = max_{t>0} F_λ(tv).

Let β > 0 be such that λ_β = λ, according to (2.3). By Appendix in [31], w_β satisfies the limit equation with multiplier λ and β ≤ α. Using Lemma 3.5 and the above arguments, we have 2m_c > m_{a,c} ≥ m_α + F (v) = m_α + F_λ(v) + λ 2 ρ^2 = m_α + max_{t>0} F_λ(tv) + λ 2 ρ^2 ≥ m_α + max_{t>0} F_{∞,λ}(tv) + λ 2 (c^2 − α^2) ≥ m_α + F_{∞,λ}(w_β) + λ 2 (c^2 − α^2) ≥ m_α + m_β + λ 2 (c^2 − α^2 − β^2).

Since m_β ≥ m_α > m_c and λ < 0, we deduce that

c^2 − α^2 − β^2 > 0.

Using Lemma 3.9 and (2.6), we obtain 2m_c > c^θ α^θ m_c + c^θ β^θ m_c + λ 2 (c^2 − α^2 − β^2) > c^θ α^θ m_c + c^θ β^θ m_c − λ_0m_c 2c^2

(c^2 − α^2 − β^2),

where λ_0 :=^{δ0}_{mc} . Hence, one gets 2 + λ_0 2 > c^θ α^θ + c^θ β^θ + λ_0 2 ( α^2 c^2 + β^2 c^2

). (4.2)

Note that the following inequality holds for A > θ (see [4]) min { x^{−θ/2} + y^{−θ/2} + A(x + y) : x, y > 0, x + y ≤ 1 } ≥ 3 2 θ + 2, and by using (A_3) and (3.27), we have

λ_0 = δ_0 m_c > 4(p(2s − N) + 2N) N(p − 2) − 4s = 2θ, so (4.2) implies that 2 + λ_0 2 > 3θ 2 + 2,

which is a contradiction to (3.27).

Proof of Theorem 1.2: The strategy is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1. We observe that the results obtained in Section 3 excepting Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5 still hold true without any changes in the proof.

First, we claim that if (A_6) holds, then m_{a,c} < 2m_c. From the definition of m_c, we have

m_c = 1 2 ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c‖^2 − 1 p ‖w_c‖^p and s‖(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c‖^2 − N(p − 2) 2p ∫ R^N a(x)|w_c|^pdx = 0, which implies that

‖(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c‖^2 = 2N(p − 2) N(p − 2) − 4s m_c, ‖w_c‖^p = 4sp N(p − 2) − 4s . (4.3)

Note that m_{a,c} ≤ max h∈R,y∈R^N { F_∞(h ⋆ w_c) + 1 p ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx }

≤ max_{h∈R} { F_∞(h ⋆ w_c) + e^{2sh} p ‖1 − a(x)‖_{t1} ‖w_c‖^p_{t2 p} }

= max_{h∈R} ( e^{2sh} (1 2 ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c‖^2 + 1 p ‖1 − a(x)‖_{t1} ‖w_c‖^p_{t2 p} ) − e^{p−2}2^{Nh} p ‖w_c‖^p ) . (4.4)

Differentiating with respect to h, then there exists h_0 such that 2se^{2sh0} ( 1 2 ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c‖^2 + 1 p ‖1 − a(x)‖_{t1} ‖w_c‖^p_{t2 p} ) − N(p − 2) 2p e^{p−22 Nh0} ‖w_c‖^p = 0. Hence, we obtain that

e^{p−22 Nh0} = { N(p − 2) − 4s N(p − 2)m_c ( 1 2 ‖(−Δ)^{s/2}w_c‖^2 + 1 p ‖1 − a(x)‖_{t1} ‖w_c‖^p_{t2 p} )}^{N(p−2)} N(p−2)−4s . (4.5)

Combining (A_6) with (4.3) and (4.5), we obtain e^{p−22 Nh0} < 2. From (4.3) and (4.4), we have m_{a,c} ≤ e^{p−22 Nh0} m_c. This ends the proof.

Second, if (A_6) holds, then Lemma 3.4 still holds true. Same as the proof of (3.5), we can fix h_1 < 0 < h_2 such that sup (y,h)∈R^N ×{h_1,h_2} F (h ⋆ w_c(· − y)) ≤ m_c. (4.6)

For all (y, h) ∈ R^N × R, we have lim sup |y|→+∞ max h∈[h_1,h_2] F (h ⋆ w_c(x − y)) = lim sup |y|→+∞ max h∈[h_1,h_2] ( F_∞(h ⋆ w_c) + 1 p ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx ) . Since w_c ∈ L^{t2p}(R^N ) and (1 − a(x)) ∈ L^{t1} (R^N ), there exists R > 0 large enough for any ε > 0 such that ‖w_c‖^p_{Lt2p(BR(y))} < ε, ‖1 − a(x)‖_Lt_{1 (R}N_{\BR(0))} < ε, for |y| → ∞. Therefore, max h∈[h_1,h_2] ∫ R^N (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx = max

h∈[h_1,h_2] (∫ B_R(0) (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx + ∫ R^N \B_R(0) (1 − a(x))|(h ⋆ w_c)(x − y)|^pdx )

≤‖1 − a(x)‖_{t1} max_{h∈[h1,h2]} e^{2sh}‖w_c‖^p_{Lt2p(BR(y))} + ‖1 − a(x)‖_Lt_{1 (R}N_{\BR(0))} max_{h∈[h1,h2]} ‖h ⋆ w_c‖^p_{t2 p} → 0.

Using (A_3), (A_4) and (A_6), lim sup |y|→+∞ max h∈[h_1,h_2] F (h ⋆ w_c(x − y)) ≤ m_c. Moreover, lim sup |y|→+∞ F (w_c(x − y)) ≥ lim sup_{|y|→+∞} F_∞(w_c(x − y)) = F_∞(w_c) = m_c,

which implies that lim sup |y|→+∞ max h∈[h_1,h_2]

F (h ⋆ w_c(x − y)) = m_c. (4.7)

This together with (4.6) and (4.7) yields that Lemma 3.4 holds.

References

[1] C.O. Alves, On existence of multiple normalized solutions to a class of elliptic problems in whole R^N , Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 73(2022): 97.

[2] C.O. Alves, C. Ji, Normalized solutions for the Schrödinger equations with L^2-subcritical growth and different types of potentials, J. Geom. Anal., 32(2022): 165.

[3] C.O. Alves, C. Ji, O.H. Miyagaki, Normalized solutions for a Schrödinger equation with critical growth in R^N , Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 61(2022): 18.

[4] T. Bartsch, R. Molle, M. Rizzi, G. Verzini, Normalized solutions of mass supercritical Schrödinger equations with potential. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 46(2021): 1729–1756.

[5] T. Bartsh, N. Soave, A natural constraint approach to normalized solutions of nonlinear Schrödinger equations and systems, J. Funct. Anal, 272(2017): 4998–5037.

[6] T. Bartsch, T. Weth, Three nodal solutions of singularly perturbed elliptic equations on domains without topology, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire., 22(2005): 259–281.

[7] B. Bieganowski, J. Mederski, Normalized ground states of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with at least mass critical growth, J. Funct. Anal., 280(2021): 108989.

[8] D.M. Cao, E.S. Noussair, Multiplicity of positive and nodal solutions for nonlinear elliptic problems in R^N , Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré C Anal. Non Linéaire., 13(1996): 567-588.

[9] G. Cerami, D. Passaseo, The effect of concentrating potentials in some singularly perturbed problems, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 17(2003): 257–281.

[10] S.T. Chen, V. Rădulescu, X.H. Tang, Normalized solutions of nonautonomous Kirchhoff equations:

sub- and super-critical cases, Appl. Math. Optim., 84(2021): 773-806.

[11] S. T. Chen, X. H. Tang, Normalized solutions for nonautonomous Schrödinger equations on a suitable manifold, J. Geom. Anal., 30(2020): 1637–1660.

[12] Z. Chen, W.M. Zou, Existence of normalized positive solutions for a class of nonhomogeneous elliptic equations, J. Geom. Anal., 33(2023): 147.

[13] R. Clemente, J.C. de Albuquerque and E. Barboza, Existence of solutions for a fractional Choquard-type equation in R with critical exponential growth, Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 72(2021): 1565-1586.

[14] J. Correia, G. Figueiredo, Existence of positive solution for a fractional elliptic equation in exterior domain, J. Differ. Equ., 268(2020): 1946–1973.

[15] P. d’Avenia, G. Siciliano and M. Squassina, On fractional Choquard equations, Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 25(2015): 1447-1476.

[16] E. Di Nezza, G. Palatucci, E. Valdinoci, Hitchhiker^′s guide to the fractional Sobolev spaces. Bull.

Sci. Math., 136(2012): 521–573.

[17] Y.H. Ding, X.X.Zhong, Normalized solution to the Schrödinger equation with potential and general nonlinear term: mass super-critical case, J. Differ. Equ., 334(2022): 194–215.

[18] X.J. Dong, Y.Y. Yu, Normalized solutions and bifurcation for fractional Schrödinger equation with linear potential, Appl. Math. Lett., 145(2023): 108731.

[19] M. Du, L.X. Tian, J. Wang, F.B. Zhang, Existence of normalized solutions for nonlinear fractional Schrödinger equations with trapping potentials, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A., 149(2019): 617-653.

[20] R. Frank, E. Lenzmann, Uniqueness of nonlinear ground states for fractional Laplacians in R. Acta Math., 210(2013): 261–318.

[21] N. Ghoussoub, Duality and Perturbation Methods in Critical Point Theory, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993.

[22] N. Ikoma, Y. Miyamoto, Stable standing waves of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potentials and general nonlinearities, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 59(2020): 48.

[23] L. Jeanjean, Existence of solutions with prescribed norm for semilinear elliptic equations. Nonlinear Anal., 28(1997): 1633–1659.

[24] L. Jeanjean, S.S. Lu, A mass supercritical problem revisited, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 59(2020): 174.

[25] R. Lehrer, L.A. Maia, Positive solutions of asymptotically linear equations via Pohožaev manifold.

J. Funct. Anal., 266(2014): 213–246.

[26] X.F. Li, Existence of normalized ground states for the Sobolev critical Schrödinger equation with combined nonlinearities, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 60(2021): 169.

[27] L.T. Liu, K.M. Teng, J. Yang, H.B. Chen, Concentration behaviour of normalized ground states of the mass critical fractional Schrödinger equations with ring-shaped potentials, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A., (2022).

[28] J.H. Luo, Z.Z. Zhang, Normalized solutions to the fractional Schrödinger equations with combined nonlinearities, Calc. Var. Partial Differ. Equ., 59(2020): 143.

[29] R. Molle, G. Riey, G. Verzini, Normalized solutions to mass supercritical Schrödinger equations with negative potential, J. Differ. Equ., 333(2022): 302–331.

[30] L. Nirenberg, On elliptic partial differential equations, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci., 13(1959): 115–162.

[31] S. B. Peng, A. L. Xia, Normalized solutions of supercritical nonlinear fractional Schrödinger equation with potential, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 20(2021): 3723–3744.

[32] N. Soave, Normalized ground states for the NLS equation with combined nonlinearities, J. Differ.

Equ., 269(2020): 6941–6987.

[33] N. Soave, Normalized ground states for the NLS equation with combined nonlinearities: the Sobolev critical case, J. Funct. Anal., 279(2020): 108610.

[34] Z.F. Shen, F.S. Gao, M.B. Yang, Ground states for nonlinear fractional Choquard equations with general nonlinearities, Math. Methods Appl. Sci., 39(2016): 4082-4098.

[35] Z.W. Tang, C.X. Zhang, L.Y. Zhang, L.Y. Zhou, Normalized multibump solutions to nonlinear Schrödinger equations with steep well potential, Nonlinearity, 35(2022): 4624–4658.

[36] J.C. Wei, Y.Z. Wu, Normalized solutions for Schrödinger equations with critical Sobolev exponent and mixed nonlinearities, J. Funct. Anal., 283(2022): 109574.

[37] Z. Yang, S.J. Qi, W,M. Zou, Normalized solutions of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potentials and non-autonomous nonlinearities, J. Geom. Anal., 32(2022): 159.

[38] C. Yang, S.B. Yu, C.L. Tang, Normalized Ground States and Multiple Solutions for Nonautonomous Fractional Schrödinger Equations, Qual. Theory Dyn. Syst., 22(2023): 128.

[39] P.H. Zhang, Z.Q. Han, Normalized solutions to a kind of fractional Schrödinger equation with a critical nonlinearity, Z. Angew. Math. Phys., 73(2022): 149.

[40] W. Zhang, X. Wu, Nodal solutions for a fractional Choquard equation, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 464(2018): 1167-1183.

[41] M.D. Zhen, B.L. Zhang, Normalized ground states for the critical fractional NLS equation with a perturbation, Rev. Mat. Complut., 35(2022): 89-132.

[42] J.B. Zuo, C.G. Liu, C. Vetro, Normalized solutions to the fractional Schrödinger equation with potential, Mediterr. J. Math., 20(2023): 216.