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FOURIER-EXTENSION ESTIMATES FOR SYMMETRIC FUNCTIONS AND
APPLICATIONS TO NONLINEAR HELMHOLTZ EQUATIONS

TOBIAS WETH AND TOLGA YESIL

ABSTRACT. We establish weighted LP-Fourier-extension estimates for O(N — k) x O(k)-invariant

SN71

functions defined on the unit sphere , allowing for exponents p below the Stein-Tomas critical

exponent % Moreover, in the more general setting of an arbitrary closed subgroup G C

O(N) and G-invariant functions, we study the implications of weighted Fourier-extension estimates
with regard to boundedness and nonvanishing properties of the corresponding weighted Helmholtz
resolvent operator. Finally, we use these properties to derive new existence results for G-invariant
solutions to the nonlinear Helmholtz equation

—Au—u=Qx)|uf*u, ueW»PR"Y),

where (@) is a nonnegative bounded and G-invariant weight function.

1. INTRODUCTION

Starting with the pioneering work of Stein (cf. [II]), Tomas [I5] and Strichartz [13], Fourier
restriction and extension estimates have been receiving extensive attention due to their various
applications, especially to partial differential equations. For an overview on classical results and
recent progress, we refer the reader to e.g. [5, 12 14]. In its classical form, the famous Fourier
extension theorem of Stein and Tomas (see e.g. [12, §8: Corollary 5.4]) states that the inverse
Fourier transform Fj, of F € L?(SVN~!), given by

y(z) = (27) ¥ / ¢ P(w) dor(w)

gN-1

belongs to LI(RN) for N > 2 if ¢ > 2%\[:1), and that

(1.1) 1Fo )l Loy < CNIF Il 21y

with a constant C' > 0 depending only on ¢ and N. Here S ~! denotes the (N — 1)—dimensional
sphere in RV and do the induced Lebesgue measure on SV ~!. Due to the Knapp example given by a
characteristic function of a small spherical cap in S¥~!, this range of exponents is known to be sharp
for arbitrary functions, see e.g [14, Chapter 4]. On the other hand, it is a natural question whether
the range of exponents can be improved both by considering weighted L?-norms and by restricting
to functions having additional symmetries. A well known and classical observation in this context
yields that case holds for ¢ > 2 and radial (and thus constant) functions F € L2(SV~1),
see e.g. [12] §8: Proposition 5.1].

In the present paper, we analyze this question for more general symmetries with respect to closed
subgroups of O(N).

For this we introduce the following definition.
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Definition 1.1. Let ¢ > 1, let G C O(N) be closed subgroup, and let Q : RN — C be a measurable
function. We call (G, q,Q) an admissible extension triple if there exists a constant C' > 0 with

(1.2) HQFUHL,;(RN) < C|F || p2gn-1y for every G-invariant function F € L*(SN™1).

Here and in the following, a function F € L2(SV~!) is called G-invariant if F(Af) = F(6) for

every # € S¥"1, A € G. By the remarks above, ({id},¢,1) is an admissible extension triple if

q > Q%lel) and (O(N),q,1) is an admissible extension triple if ¢ > % As a further specific

example, we mention the subgroup O(N — 1) = O(N — 1) x {idg} C O(NN) which corresponds
to axial symmetry with respect to a fixed axis in RY. Since a characteristic function of a small
SN -1

spherical cap in
the range for ¢ with (O(N —1), ¢, 1) being an admissible extension triple cannot be extended beyond
i)

If, on the other hand, we consider weight functions Q € L*(R") for suitable s < oo, then the range
of exponents giving rise to admissible extension triples can be readily extended by applying Holder’s
inequality to the LHS of . In particular, this yields that ({id}, ¢, Q) is an admissible extension

triple if @ € L*(RY) for some s € [1,00) and ¢ > max{%, 1}. Moreover, (O(N),q,Q)

is an admissible extension triple if @ € L*(R") for some s € [1,00) and ¢ > max{ﬁ(]]vv_l), 1}.
In the present paper, we are interested in weight functions @ € L>(R"), where Holder’s inequality

does not yield an extended range of admissible exponents. The main aims of the paper are the

following. First, we wish to detect a class of admissible extension triples corresponding to nontrivial

subgroups of O(N) and corresponding to functions Q € L>(R") which are not s-integrable for any

— as considered in Knapp’s example mentioned above — is axially symmetric,

the value

s < 00. Second, starting from a range of admissible extension triples (G, q, @), we wish to derive
selfdual (L¥', L?)-estimates for the restriction of mappings of the form

[ Raof =QR(QS)
to G-invariant functions in the Schwartz space S of rapidly decreasing functions in RY. Here R
denotes the standard Helmholtz resolvent defined by Rf = ® * f, where
i 2—

1 Crle) 7 H o (2l), for 2 € RY\{0),

is the fundamental solution of the Helmholtz operator associated with Sommerfeld’s outgoing radi-

ation condition O,u(z) —iu(z) = 0(\x|%), as |z| — oco. Here HS\QQ denotes the Hankel function of
2

(1.3) O(x)

the first kind of order # Moreover, we wish to derive corresponding nonvanishing results in the

spirit of [3, Theorem 3.1]. Finally, we wish to deduce existence results for real-valued G-invariant
solutions of nonlinear Helmholtz equations of the form

(1.4) —Au—u=Qx)|ulP?u, wueW>PRN).

With regard to our first aim, we focus our attention to the subgroups

(1.5) Gr:=0O(N —k)xO(k) C O(N) fork=1,...,N — 1.
Moreover, we consider weight functions of the form @, = 1, for the set

(1.6) Lo i={z = aWR 2Ry c RN=F « RF . |z(V=F)| < gz,

where a > 0 is an arbitrary fixed number and a > 0. Since |L,| = oo, we have Q, ¢ L*(RY) for
any a > 0, s < oo.
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Theorem 1.1. Let N >3, k€ {l,...,N—1}, let « > 0, and let Q, = 11, with L, given in (1.6).
Moreover, suppose that

1 ) .
(1.7) o> if k=1, a<N-1 ifk=N-1,
and let
o(N 1) 2 o
N_2 ifk=1;
2(N —k) — 22 2k — 2a(N — k)
1.8 AN ko i= & if2<k<N-—2;
(18 A max{ N—k-1 ' k-1 f2sks :
2(N—-1) -2« .
et =N —-1.
\ N3 , if k

Then (G, q, Qo) is an admissible extension triple for every ¢ > ANk q-

We note that, in Theorem below, we shall in fact prove a generalization of this result for
characteristic functions of sets of the form L, 5 := {x € RN : [zN=F)| < g max{|z®)|~o [2(*)|=F1}
with a > 8 > 0. Regarding Theorem we note in particular that Ay g = 0 for a = =, so
(Gk,q,Qq) is an admissible extension triple for every ¢ > 1 in this case if also is satisfied.
More generally, the latter property holds if o € (ﬂ L), since then we have Ay o < 1.

2(N—Fk)> N—k+1
Comparing with the classical Stein-Tomas exponent, we have Ay 1 o < % if

N-1 N+1-2k
k<
<S5 ae((N—k)(N—l)’oo) or
N-1_, N+l e (N1 k(N — 1) o
2 2 SN RN 1) 2% (N 1) '
N+1 k(N — 1)
> —_— ).
b2y €Oy
2k—2a(N—k)
2N |\
N—-1

2(N—k)—2%&
N—k—1

FIGURE 1. Possible values of g for N = 6 and k = 2 depending on «.

The main part of the proof of this Theorem consists in a detailed asymptotic study of one-
dimensional integrals which arise after integrating along the orbits of Gj. Here, the well-known
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bound

dog(z)| < C(1+|a)) 7, zeRF
for the Fourier transform of the standard measure doj, on S¥~1 will play a key role (see e.g. [12] §8:
Theorem 3.1]).

We also remark that, if (G, ¢, Q) is an admissible extension triple and Q' : RY — C is a measurable
function with |Q’| < |Q| in RY, then, by definition, (G, ¢, Q') is also an admissible extension triple.
Consequently, the statement of Theorem |1.1| extends to functions Q € L™ (RY) with |Q| < ¢l in
RY for some ¢ > 0.

Next we state our main result on (L?', L?)-Helmholtz resolvent estimates for G-invariant func-
tions. Here and in the following, for r € [1,00], we let L7,(RY) denotes the closed subspace of
G-invariant functions in L"(R™).

Theorem 1.2. Let N > 3, let G C O(N) be a closed subgroup, let Q € LE(RY), and let

q € [1,%] be such that (G,q,Q) is an admissible extension triple. Then for every p €

(%%, %] there exists a constant C > 0 such that

(1.9) IRe(llpy < Clfllr for every f € S

Here and in the following, Sg C S denotes the subspace of G-invariant functions in the Schwartz
space S.

Our proof of Theorem [1.2|is based on the strategy used in [7] and [§], see also [3]. We recall that

a selfdual estimate of the form (1.9) has been proved in [§] for the Helmholtz resolvent R in place

of R in the range of exponents p € [2%Vj11), %] , while corresponding non-selfdual estimates were

obtained in [7]. Clearly, these already available (L", L®)-estimates for R extend, by approximation,
to the weighted resolvent Ry in the case where @ € L®(RY). Theorem complements the
selfdual estimate in [§], for R and G-invariant functions, in the case where (G, ¢, @) is an admissible
extension triple for some ¢ < %, which is equivalent to the inequality %% < %
fact, we will prove a non-selfdual generalization of Theorem in Theorem [3.1] below.

Under the assumptions of Theorem it follows, by density, that the weighted resolvent R

In

extends to a bounded linear operator LZ(RN ) — LZ(RN ). In our next result we state that, under
the same assumptions, a nonvanishing property in the spirit of [3, Theorem 3.1] holds.

Theorem 1.3. Let N > 3, let G C O(N) be a closed subgroup, let Q € LX(RY), and let q €

[1, %] be such that (G, q, Q) is an admissible extension triple. Moreover, let p € (%%, %] .
limsup [ v, Ro(vn) Cll“ > 0, there

n—oo RN

Then for every bounded sequence (vy), C Lg(RN) satisfying

exist — after passing to a subsequence — numbers R,¢ > 0 and a sequence of points (zy)neny C RV
with
/ 1Qup ()P dz > ¢, for all n.

BR(Tn)
In the special (non-symmetric) case G = {id}, Q =1, ¢ = 2(]<7le1)’ this theorem reduces to [3|
Theorem 3.1]. Here we note that 2N 2¢ _ ANHL) 3¢ q= Q%lel). The general strategy of the proof

N—Tq¢gr2 = ~N-1
of Theorem is inspired by [3, Theorem 3.1]. However, additional difficulties, related to the fact

that the multiplication with @ € L®(RY) does not map S into itself, lead to a somewhat more
involved argument.

Theorems and are useful in the study of real-valued G-invariant solutions of the nonlinear
Helmholtz equation with a real-valued weight function @ € L¥(RY), where G C O(N) is
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a given closed subgroup. In the following, we focus on dual bound state solutions, which arise as
solutions u € LP(R™) of the integral equation u = R(Q[u[P~?u), where R is the real part of the
resolvent operator R, see Section [p|for details. Our first main result in this context is the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let N > 3, let G C O(N) be a closed subgroup, and let Q € LOGO(RN) be a real-valued
nonnegative function with @ Z 0 and with the property that
(1.10) 1@ L1 (Br) — 0 as |x| — oo for some R > 0.

1
Moreover, let q € [1, 2%V_+11)], and let p € (max{%qi—%ﬂ}, %) be such that (G,q,Q?) is an

admissible extension triple. Then admits a nontrivial G-invariant dual bound state solution.

We recall that, by the Stein-Tomas inequality, (G,q,Q’) is an admissible extension triple for
q = Q%lel) and every closed subgroup G € O(N) and every Q' € L>®(RY). Recalling moreover

that %qi% = 2%\[:1) in this case, we readily deduce the following corollary of Theorem 1.4}

Corollary 1.5. Let N > 3, let G C O(N) be a closed subgroup, and let Q@ € L¥(RYN) be a
nonnegative function satisfying Q@ Z 0 and . Then admits a nontrivial G-invariant dual

bound state solution for every p € (2%Vj11), %)

This corollary applies in particular in the non-symmetric case G = {id}, but it requires the
asymptotic condition ({1.10). On the other hand, in the case of special symmetries corresponding to
the subgroups Gy defined in (1.5, we may drop assumption ((1.10)), as the following result shows.

Theorem 1.6. Let N >4, let k € {2,...,N —2}, and let Q € Ly (RN) be a nonnegative function

with @ # 0. Then admits a nontrivial Gg-invariant dual bound state solution for every
N—1 > N=-2/"

Finally, we point out that assumption (1.10) holds in particular for functions Q € L*(RY)
satisfying |Q| < ¢l for some ¢, > 0, where L, is given in (|1.6). Using this fact, the following
corollary can be deduced from Theorems [1.1] and

Corollary 1.7. Let N >3, let k € {1,...,N — 1}, and let & > 0. Moreover, let Q € LOGOk(RN) be a
nonnegative function with Q # 0 and satisfying |Q| < clr, for some ¢ > 0 with L, given in .
Then admits a nontrivial Gy-invariant dual bound state solution for all p € (UN k., %) if
one of the following holds:

(i) k=1 and
1 N+1
. KN1a = 4N(a(N —1) 1) o N1
(N —1)(2aN —3a —1)’ 3(N—-1)
(ii) k=N —1 and
ANV —1~ o) 3(N —1)
_ J(N-1)2N —a-3)’ 0<a§N7+17
(1.12) NN Lo = e
% W=l o <nN-1
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(ii) 2< k<N -2 and
AN(k — a(N — k) N+2k—1

N-D2k—1—aN —~) “>=WNFIOWN R
— N+2k-1 (N + 1)k
(1.13) PN ko = {2 m< a§N71+2(ka)’
AN(a(N — k) — k) oo (VD
(N-D2a(N —k) —a—Fk)’ N—1+2(N—k)
We point out that, in contrast to Corollary [1.5 and Theorem Corollary [I.7) allows to consider

exponents p < %

To put our existence results for into perspective, we recall some previous results. In [7],
the existence of small complex solutions has been proved via the use of contraction mappings in
dimensions N = 3,4, p = 3 and Q = +1. A variant of this technique is developed in [9], where
continua of small real-valued solutions of are detected for a larger class of nonlinearities.
The dual variational approach to was introduced in [3], where the existence of nontrivial

dual bound state solutions was proved for p € (2%\[:1), %) and for nonnegative weight functions

Q € L>(RY)\ {0} which are either Z"-periodic or satisfy the uniform decay assumptions Q(x) — 0
as |x| — oo. Under additional restrictions on @, this approach was extended to the Sobolev critical
case p = % in [4]. Moreover, a dual approach in Orlicz spaces was developed in [2] to treat
more general nonlinearities in . The defocusing case @ < 0 in and radial solutions are
considered in [I0]. We are not aware of any previous work where symmetries different from radial
symmetry are used to extend the range of admissible exponents to values below the Stein-Tomas
exponent % and to overcome lack of compactness issues in the context of . .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2 we derive a Fourier extension estimate for
G-invariant functions, where Gy is defined in . In particular, we prove a generalization of
Theorem In Section 3], we provide weighted Helmholtz resolvent estimates relative to a given
admissible extension triple, thereby giving the proof of Theorem In Section [] we study related
nonvanishing properties, and we give the proof of Theorem Finally, Section [5|is devoted to our
main existence results for dual bound state solutions of .

We close this introduction by fixing some notation. Throughout the paper we denote by B, (z)
the open ball in RY with radius » > 0 and center at z. Moreover, we set B, = B,.(0) and SV~ for
the boundary of B; =: B. The constant a represents the volume of the unit ball By in RY. For
any element x € RY we write x = (29 2®)) .= ((21,..., 2 ), (TN 11, 2N)) € RV TF X RE,
Moreover by B*) we denote the unit ball in R¥. By 17 we denote the characteristic function of
a measurable set L C RY. Furthermore, we shall indifferently denote by f or F(f) the Fourier

transform of a function in R given by
= _N —ix-
F1©) =7 = 0 F [ () ds
RN
and by F,, the inverse Fourier transform of an admissible functions F' defined on SV~ via
Fo(z) = (20)% / 9B (w) do(w).
SN-1

For 1 < s < 0o, we abbreviate the norm on L¥(RY) by ||-||,. The Schwartz-class of rapidly decreas-
ing functions on RY is denoted by S. For any p € (1, 00) we always denote by p’ := 1% the Holder
conjugate of p.
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2. FOURIER EXTENSION ESTIMATES FOR Gk—INVARIANT FUNCTIONS

We recall that, for a function F' € L2(SN~1), we define the (inverse) Fourier transform of F'do by

Fy(x) = (21)" 2 / % F(w) do(w).

S§N-1
For F' = 1 we use the notation
doy(z) = (2%)_% / e do(w)
SNfl

and will often omit the dimensional index if no confusion is possible. We point out that this function
satisfies the key uniform bound

(2.1) don(x)| < CA+|2)) =, xeRV.
with a constant C'= C(N) > 0, see e.g. [12] §8: Theorem 3.1].

For k € {1,...,N — 1}, we consider the closed subgroup Gy = O(N — k) x O(k) C O(N). We
first derive a useful expression for F, in the case where F € C(SVN~!) is Gj-invariant. Note that in
this case F' only depends on one variable r € [0, 1] via the function

(2.2) hp:[0,1] =R,  hp(r)=F@n,V/1—r2n)  forneSNFL esh

Lemma 2.1. Let k€ {1,...,N — 1} and F € C(SN™Y) be Gy-invariant. Then we have
1

(2.3) Fg<x>=<2w>¥]’jfjjv / PN E (L= 02 5 () (e ) (VT = 122 )
0

with hg given in . Moreover,

N|=

1
~ N kay ||l p2sn—1 Ch k=2 ~ _ -
1o (@) < (2m)7 5o ‘SM(IHS;” / PN =) | do i (ra YD) P (do (VL = 122

for all x € RV,

Proof. By using slice integration (see e.g. [I, A.5]) we have

Fy(z) = (2m)2 / % F(w) do(w)

SN-1
N ka k=2 iy (N=F) NON
—enf g [Ty [ VIR (4 T TyPa) dowa) dy-s(o)
B(N—E) Sk—1
1
k _ N .
= (27r)%Nak /rN_k_l(l —7’2)% / iz rn / e V1= <r77, 1 —r2u> doy(p) don_g(n) dr
an

SN—k-1 Sk—1

1
= (2m)* ]lj.a’“ / PN 25 () do g (re ™ ) dog (VT — 1228 dr
0
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for all 2 € RY with hp given in (2.2)), as claimed in (2.3)). In particular, we get

1
()] < (2m)F S0 / PN 252 ()] [do g (re Y0 [ (VI — 22 ®)] dir
0

Napn
i 1 2
g(zn)%NZ’; /rNk1(1—r2)’“22|hF(r)|2dr x
0

=

1
/TN’“(1 — )% |don i (ra ™) 2 o (V1 — r22®)) 2dr
0

1

N kag I Fll p2sn—1 ke k=2 _ -
=@M Ny |SN—k—(1|Sk)_1\ / PN —0?) 5 (o (re YD Jdog (v = 720 ®) 2dr

O
For a > 8 > 0 and fixed a > 0, we now consider the subset
(2.4) Lag = {z = @V® 2®): |z20V-F)] < gmax {|x(k)|_°‘, |:c<k>y—ﬂ}} C RV,
We shall prove the following generalization of Theorem

Theorem 2.2. Let N > 3. Suppose we have « > >0, k € {1,...,N =1}, Q = 1, , with Lop
given as in (L1.6]), and

2k —2B8(N — k) 2(N — k) — 2k
2. = a B
(25) AN kB max{ k-1 ' N—k-1
Suppose furthermore that ¢ > 1 and k € {1,...,N — 1} satisfy
k=1 d 2N 1) - 4
=1, ﬁ>N—1 an Q>W0T
(2.6) 2<k<N-2, q> ANkaopB OT
2(N —1)—2
k':N—l, OZ<N—1, andq>%
Then there exists a constant C = C(N, k,«, 8, a) with the property that
(2.7) HQF’UHq < CF || p2gn-1 for every Gy-invariant function F € C(SN™1).

Proof. We shall prove (2.7) under the additional assumption
(2.8) g <4,
noting that for any o > 5 >0 and k € {1,..., N — 1}, the set of values ¢ satisfying (2.6)) and ({2.8])
is non-empty. Moreover, by interpolating with the trivial estimate
|QF, ||, < (2m)~N/ISN-1| 1F |l 2sv-1y

we can remove the extra assumption (2.8)) a posteriori.
In the following, the letter C stands for positive and possibly different constants depending only
on N,k, o, and a. Let FF € C(SV~!) be a Gy-invariant function. Without loss of generality we

N|=
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assume that [|[F'[| 2gv-1) = 1. Using Lemma we can write

|QF ||} = / [QE,](2)| dz = / Q(z)|Fy(2)|? d

RN RN
1
<c / Q(x) /r<N—’f—1>3(1 = 2 ok (re )9 o (VT = 722 ®) 7 dr da
RN 0
1
= c/r<Nk1>%(1 — )28 /Q(x)u}m_k(mwk>)|q|d};k(mx<k>)\q dx dr
0 RN
1
(2.9) = C/T(N_k_l)g_(]v_k)(l — ) ik=2D=5 [, (),
0

where we have used that |Q|? = @ due to the special choice of @ as a characteristic function. In
the last line we have set

;U(ka) x(k) - -
Hy(r) := / Q( |do n—k(z NN oy (2®))]9 da.

RV
RN
Using the definition of @) and the estimate (2.1)), we deduce that
Hi(r) = / FANECNE / (oo (a2 dpNH) g8
RE

—a -8
z(F) z (k)
o0 <arman{ (S90) (L2 )

<C / (1 + Jz®])e'z" / (14 |z V=R e =57 g (V=R) g (k)
Rk

or s (V2)",(42)'}

= c/s’f—lu +5)72(kD) / N TR ) "2 g ds

0 0

virZ ar(1—r2) 3 5=

=C / sF1(1 4 5)72 (k7D / VRN 4 ) E VR g
0 0
00 ar(l—r2)§s’*3
(2.10) +C / sFH(1 4 5) 721 / tNEL (1 )TN RD gy g,
Vie? 0

where the last equality follows since a > 8 > 0 by assumption and therefore
{< s >_O‘ ( s >_5} (1—r2)2s™ 0<s<V1I—r2
max s —
Vi-i? Vi-i? (1—12)2sP, s> VI—12.
Combining (2.9) and (2.10)), we can estimate
- 1 2
(2.11) QA2 < (1" + 1)
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with
1

(2.12) 1= /T(N—’f—”%—(N—’f)u — )i gDy d@r for i =1,2
0

and

B
ar(1—r2)2s=F

a0 = [ et [ O g

,_.
|

3
¢
o

o
257«

(1-r2)
(14 5) 730D / VR (1 4 )" BN RD gy g,
0

We first estimate I ,%, and we note that

00 ar(l—rQ)gs’B
H}gl)(r) < / s1=$)(k—1) / N=k=1 3 ds
Vi? 0
(2.13) <CcrVTR1 - rz)g(N*k) / sI=DE-D)=BN-k) gq < crVTR1 - 7"2)(1*%)%*%
Vi-r2

for 0 < 7 < 1. Here we used in the last step that (1 — 2)(k — 1) — B(N — k) < —1 since by (2.6) we
have

. B 2k — 26(N — k)
ﬂ>N—1 in case k =1 and q > 1

Combining (2.12)) and (2.13)), we conclude that

f2<k<N-1.

1 1
1 < C/T(Nkl)g(l )25 DA g C/T(Nkl)g(l —?)~4ar,
0 0

where the integral on the RHS is finite due to . As a consequence, [ ,gl) < (7 with a constant
Ci1 = C1(N,k,B,a) > 0.
Next we consider I ]§2)’ and we distinguish the following cases.
Case 1: ¢(N —k—1) <2(N —k).
In this case we estimate as follows:
Vier2 ar(1-r2) 2 s—o
HIEQ) (r) < / sh—1 / N—k=1-4(N=k=1) 1+ 1
0 0
1—r2
< CpN RSNk (1 2y 5 (N k)= § §(N—k-1) / gh-1-a(N—k)+ad(N—k-1) g

0
k
2

_ CrN_k_%(N_k_l)(l _ 7«2) for r € (0, 1).
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Here we used in the last step that k — 1 — a(N — k) + aZ(N — k — 1) > —1 since by (2.6) we have

2N —k) - % -
W lncasek<N—1 and OZ<N—1 lfk:N—l
We thus conclude that
1 1
(2.14) 1P :/AN—’C—U%—(N—HQ r2)it=2=5 g3 (1) ar < c/(1r2)i<’f—2> dr < oco.
0

0

q>

We now consider

Case 2: ¢(N —k—1)>2(N — k).

In this case we choose § € (§(N—k—1)— (N —k), min{4(N—k—1),§(N—-k—-1)+ £ —(N—k)}),
and we estimate as follows:

1—12 af/‘(l—rQ)%s"1
2 (r) < / st / VTR 4 )23V RD g g
0 0
1—r2 r(l—r )%s*a

CID

/ Nk 1453 (N—k=1) gy g
0

2

< /
0
1—r

< CpN—RHi=§(V—k=1) (1 _ 2)§ (N-h+0)=§ §(N—k-1) / gh—1-a(N—k+d)+ad(N—k-1) g

0
= CTN_H‘S_%(N_’“_I)(I - 7’2)% for r € (0,1).
We thus conclude that
1 1
(2.15) 1P = /r(N—k—”%—(N—’f)@ — )iy g3 () / 1—7r)1F2 gr < 00,
0 0

Combining (2.14)) and 1) we conclude that I,iz) < Cy with a constant Co = Co(N, k, a,a) > 0.
Going back to (2.11f), we deduce that

|QF[|7 < C(C1+ Ca),
where the constant on the RHS only depends on N, k, «, 8 and a. The proof is thus finished. O

We note that Theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem since the assumptions of
Theorem [I.T] imply those of Theorem [2.2) in the case a = .
Moreover, we have the following duality property.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that a closed subgroup G C O(N), ¢ > 1, and Q € L%O(]RN) are given with
the property that (G, q, Q) is an admissible extension pair in the sense of Definition . Then there
exists a constant C' > 0 with

HQ]C‘SN—1HL2(§N—1) < CHqu’ for every f € Sg.
In particular, this holds if G = Gy, and N, k,«, 8,q and Q satisfy the assumptions of Theorem[2.3
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Proof. Let f € Sg and F := @’SN* € L2(SV~1). Then we have

1Py = [ @Fdr=e0 % [ [ 5@t de 7 oo

SN-1 SN-1RN

— (2n) % / f(2)Q@)
RN

and therefore || F||f2gn-1) < C|flly, as claimed. O

¢ F(0) do(0) dv < || fll¢1QFsllq < Cllflly |1Fllz2n1)

gN-1

3. RESOLVENT ESTIMATES FOR (G-INVARIANT FUNCTIONS

For N > 3, the radial outgoing fundamental solution of the Helmholtz equation —Au — u = dg
in RY is given by
4(27T\$|) En HN wo(lz]),  for x € RM\{0},
where H & denotes the Hankel function of the first kind of order % For a function f € S(RV)

2
the convolution u := ® * f € C®(RY) is a solution of the inhomogeneous Helmholtz equation

(3.1) d(x) =

—Au—u = f which satisfies the Sommerfeld outgoing radiation condition d,u(x)—iu(z) = o(|x| %),
as |x| — oo. Moreover, it is known (see [6]) that, in the sense of tempered distributions, the Fourier
transform of ® is given by

(3.2) B(¢) = (2m) ! 3 !

_— 27)" 2 lim ———.

ep o Y B e v

As a consequence of a classical estimate of Kenig, Ruiz and Sogge (see [8, Theorem 2.3]), the
mapping f > @ * f for f € S(RY) extends as a continuous linear operator

R : LP(RN) — LP(RY)

vz

for 2%\[:1) <p < ]\2,71172 Moreover, non-selfdual (LT,LPI)—estimates for R were established by

Gutiérrez in [7, Theorem 6]. The aim of this section is to establish a similar estimate for the
operator Rq defined by Ro(f) == f — Q[P * (Qf)], where G is a closed subgroup of O(N) and
QeLy (RY) is a weight function. The main result of this section is the following generalization of
Theorem [1.2]

Theorem 3.1. Let N > 3, let G C O(N) be a closed subgroup, let Q € LE?(]RN), and let q €

[1, Q%V_Jrll)] be such that (G,q,Q) is an admissible extension triple. Moreover, let p,r € (1,00)

satisfy

N -2 1 1 2N-—-1
(3.3) < il a2l

N p o 2q N
Suppose moreover that
11 N -1

(3.4) max { = p} ETE if ¢ > 2,
and that
(3.5)

2g I (N-1)g-2(N-3) 1 _(N-1)2-q)

1
< —
(N-1)2-q)p 2N (2 —q) r 2q P 49N
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if ¢ < 2. Then there exists C' > 0 such that
(3.6) IR fll, < ClIfll,y for all functions f € Sg(R™).

Remark 3.2. (i) In the special case r = p, the assumptions of Theorem reduce top € (% % , %] .
Hence Theorem [1.9 follows directly from Theorem [3.1]
(ii) The assumption q € [1, Q%lel)] implies that condition covers the (nonempty) condition
N2z < by L b considered in [T, Theorem 6).
p r +1

(iii) Geometrically, the conditions , and can be formulated for the point (%, %) to
be contained in the trapezoid in (0,1) x (0,1) spanned by the points

N-3 N-1 N—-1 N-1 N—-1 N-3 N—-1 N-1

( ) )7 ( ) )’ ( ) ) and (7’ 7)3

9N ' 2N gN ' 2N 9N ' 2N N ' gN

with part of the boundary being excluded due to the fact that some of these inequalities are strict.
In the case q = 2, this trapezoid degenerates to a triangle.

FIGURE 2. Reflected Riesz diagrams for 1 < ¢ < 2 (left) and ¢ > 2 (right)

In order to prove Theorem (3.1, we adapt the strategy of [7] and [8], see also [3]. Throughout the
remainder of this section, we fix a closed subgroup G C O(N) and Q € L (RY). We first note the
following lemma which is a basic consequence of complex interpolation.

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < g < oo and let p € S be a radial function. Suppose furthermore that

(3.7) 1Q[p * (Qu)lll2 < CD [Jull, and
(3.8) 1Qlp * (Qu)]lleo < CD' ™ Jluf], for all w € Sg(R™)
with constants C, D > 0. Suppose furthermore that p,r € (1,00) satisfy
(3.9) al‘lvlglgmin{1+1_1’al‘172}’
p T 2 ¢ pp
where
. fq 2 q 2
(3.10) dg,1 = min {2, q} and  dg2 = max {2, q} .

Then we have

(3.11) 1Q[p * (Qu)] HT < CDArwa [[wll,, for all u € Sg(RYN),
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with

(3.12) Ammxz2wv<1+l)—(N—J)

qg+2\r p

Proof. Since p € S is radial, the convolution with p maps G-invariant functions to G-invariant

functions. Moreover, by assumption we have

[ vl @ude= [ wQlo+ @u]ds < ull|Qlp+ (@) ], < CDlull ol
for all u,v € Sg. By duality, we therefore have
(3.13) Q[p* (Qu)] H < CD ||ul, for all u € Sg.

Note that, by (3.9)), the point ( ) is contained in the closed symmetric triangle in R? spanned by

the points (f 7) (%, %) and (0, O) Hence we can write

(3.14) ;:2+’;, 71«:;+Z with AMp>0 A+pu<l.
With v :=1— (A4 u), we thus have
1 A 1 A
7TetITT rTateta
so complex interpolation of the inequalities (3.7 , and gives
(3.15) |Q[p* (Qu)]||, < Cp (V=) Jull,, = CcD'N [Jull, for all u € Sg.

Solving ((3.14)) yields A + p = q+2 (1 + l) and therefore vy = 1 — 2% <% + p) Hence (13.11

D q+2
from (3.15)).

Next we decompose the fundamental solution ® asin [7] a

follows
O

[3]. For this we fix 1) € S(RV) such

and
that ¥ € C is radial, 0 < ¢ <1land =1 for gl —1] < &, @E(f) =0 for [|¢] — 1| > 1. We then

write
O =P + Py with &1 =9 +x®, &9= - P;.
Accordingly, we write
Ro=RH+Ry  with RL(f) == Q[®;+(Qf)], i=12.

As shown in [3, Section 3], we have

(3.16) @1(z)] < C(1+|z) 2 forw € RN
and
(3.17) |Pa(z)| < C’min{\:{:|2_N, ]a:\_N} for z € RY \ {0}.

In particular, by the Hardy Littlewood Sobolev inequality, we have the following.

Lemma 3.4. For every pair of numbers p,r € (1,00) satisfying
1 1 _ N-=-2
>

p r_ N’

the convolution operator f — ®o % f defines a bounded linear map from LV (RN) — L"(RN).
Consequently, the operator RQQ also defines a bounded linear map from LV (RN) — L"(RN) in

this case.

Next we turn to the operator Ré
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Proposition 3.5. Let q € [1,00) be given such that (G,q,Q) is an admissible extension triple.
Moreover, let p,r € (1,00) satisfy

dg1 1 dyo 1 1 ¢g+2N-1
1 q, < < q, d - -
(3.18) > 57 ) an p+ . < o0 N

with dg1,dg2 defined in . Then there exists C' > 0 such that
HRleHT < C|fll, for all functions f € Sg(RY).

Proof. Let ¢ € S(RY) be such that $ € C2°(RY) is radial, 0 < $ < 1 with g =1 for [|¢| - 1| < &
and ¢ = 0 for ||¢| —1] > % By construction of ®1, we then have o, = 6\14}5, which means that
o) = (2#)7%4)1 * ¢ and therefore

Rof = Q@1+ (Qf)] = (2m) 2 Q[@1%p+Qf]  for f€S.

Choose n € C°(RYN) radial with 0 < n < 1, n(x) = 1 for |z| < 1, n(x) = 0 for |z| > 2. Moreover
we define 1; € C2°(RN) by 19 = 1 and ¥;(z) = n(2~7x) — n(2=UVz) for j € N, z € RV. Then we
have the dyadic composition

_N
2

o0
=) @  with @] =v;P
j=0

Using (3.16)), we find that

J(N=1)

H@{ngcr =, forall j,

—

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of j. Using that <I>{ is radial, we get, with Plancherel’s
theorem and Lemma |2.3

[@ie) @], = [Ri©er@r d<c [ 0iwp [ 1Q10wP dow) ar
RN 1 SN—1
< CIRI31QFIZ < C27|1QfIZ  forall f € Se,

where the constant does not depend on j. Consequently, we thus have
|e@l+¢)«@n), < c2bliQrl,  foranfese.

Moreover, we have
J(N-1)
2

197 % @lloo < 197 lloclliplh < C27 ,  forall j,

which implies that
|Q(@]+¢)« @) <2 ™FQfh < el forall £ € S

Since the assumption 1D implies 1’ we may apply Lemma to the radial kernel @{ * (€
S(RY) and deduce that

(3.19) HQ(@{ x ) * (Qf)”r < G5 |f|, forall f € Sq
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with A, 4 given in (3.12). By assumption (3.18), we have A,,, < 0. Since, as remarked above,
P = (27?)_%@1 * i, we deduce that

IRLE|, = Q@1 * (QN), = 2m) 2 |Q(®1 % ¢) * (Qf)],
’%ZHQ o+ 0) % Q)| <Collfly  forall feSg

with Cp = 0(271')_% Z 923404 < o0, The proof is finished. O
=0

We may now complete the

Proof of Theorem[3.1. Let M denote the set of points ( ,1) € (0,1) x (0,1) such that |D holds
(

with some constant C' > 0. By combining Lemma and Proposition ﬁ we see that (3, 5) € M
if

[um—y

d d N-2 1 1 2N-—-1
(3.20) fal o 2 a2 g Ao fot gl OFENCC
p r p N p T 2q N
N—-1 N—l) (N—l N-1
gN > 2N 2N 0 gN
segment between these points. Moreover, by [8 Lemma 2.2(b)], M also contains the open line

Hence the closure of M contains the points ( ) and therefore also the line

segment between the points (%, %) and (]g—, %) Hence, if ¢ > 2, complex interpolation
yields that M contains all points (%, 1) € (0,1) x (0,1) with the property that 2 L5F and that
N —2 1 1 2N-—-1
(3.21) < Syl 1Fe ,
N p 2q N
i.e., all points (%, l) € (0,1) x (0,1) satisfying 1) and (3.4). Hence the theorem is proved in the

case q > 2.
If ¢ < 2, complex interpolation yields that M contains all points ( ,2) € (0,1) x (0,1) satisfy-
ing and with the property that (p, q) lies above the line through the points (%, %),

(]\q[]_vl, 2]_\,1) and below the line through the points (]\2[;,3, ]\2[]_\,1) (]\2[;,1, ]g]_\,l). This is precisely the

set of points ( ) (0,1) x (0,1) satistying 1) and 1) The proof is thus also finished in this
case. g

4. NONVANISHING FOR GG-INVARIANT FUNCTIONS

Our next aim is to deduce a nonvanishing theorem for the operator R and G-invariant functions,
where again G C O(NN) is a closed subgroup and @) € LOGO(RN ) is a given weight function. We restate
Theorem [I.3] for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem 4.1. Let N > 3, let G C O(N) be a closed subgroup, let @ € LEX(RY), and let q €

[1, (N+1)] be such that (G, q, Q) is an admissible extension triple. Moreover, let p € (]\2,—]_\71%, %] .

limsup [ v, Ro(vn) dx‘ > 0, there

n—00 RN

Then for every bounded sequence (vy), C Lg(RN) satisfying

exist — after passing to a subsequence — numbers R, > 0 and a sequence of points (xy)neny C RV
with

(4.1) / |Qun () |p/ dr > (¢, for alln.
Br(zn)
The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of this theorem. For this we fix N > 3 and

q € [1, Q%lel)] such that (G, ¢, Q) is an admissible extension triple. Moreover, we keep using the
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notation of the previous section, so we write = ®1 4+ ®5 and Rg = Rb + R?Q We need to analyse
the operators Ré and R%;, separately. We start by proving the following variant of Proposition
for the operator Ré

Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ € S(RY) be such that $ € CZ(RY) is radial, 0 < $ < 1 with § = 1 for
lel=1/< % and 3= 0 for 1€ - 1] > 1.

Moreover, let n € C(RYN) be radial with 0 <n <1, n(x) =1 for |z| < 1, n(x) =0 for |z| > 2, and
let ni(z) = n(27%x) for k € N.

Finally, let p € (]\Q,N1 q?fZ, 00) and Ap g4 = ];qi% +1— N < 0. Then there exists C > 0 such that

for k> 1 we have
k+1A

2 1£1,

qu

le(la—mel o= @n)| <o

for all functions f € Sq.

Proof. Let k € N. Using the given function 7, we let @{, j € NU {0} be defined as in the proof
of Proposition The proof of this proposition yields, in particular, inequality (3.19) with r = p,
which writes as

HQ[(Q’{ x ) % (Qf)] H < 25 4ra £, for 7 € N and all functions f € Sg

with A, , = Ap,p,q = —m +1— N, cf. 1} Moreover, by construction, we have the dyadic
decomposition

(1—m)®1 = Z ]
j=k+1
and therefore

HQ( (L =) ®1] * @ * Qf)H Z HQ (I)J *gp (Qf)]HPSCHpr’ i 93 Ap.q

j=k+1 j=k+1
k:+1A
273
=C——%- e 11l 5
for all functions f € Sg, as claimed. O
Lemma 4.3. Let p > ]\2[N1 q%fQ and suppose that (v,)n, C Sg is an LY -bounded sequence with

lim sup / |Qvn|p, de =20, forall p> 0.
n—oo yERN
By (y)

Then
/ Qun[P1 * (Quy)] dx — 0, as n — oo.

Proof. Let, as in the assumptions of Proposition ¢ € S(RY) be such that ¢ € C°(RY) is radial,
0<@p<lwithg=1for|l{—1 <] and =0 for|{|—1| > 5. Moreover, let w, = ¢ * (Quy).
Then we have

(4.2) lwnllp < ll@llil|Qually < llplll|@lloo[vnll

forallm e N by Young’s mequahty, 50 (wy)y is also a bounded sequence in L? (RY) by assumption.
Since <I>1 <I>1 ©», we have (27r) 2 ®; = &y x . Therefore, with n; defined as in Proposition M we
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can write

(27r)% / Qup[P1 * (Quy)] dx = / Qup[P1 % ¢ x (Qup)] dx
RN RN

= / Qvn[nk(bl * Q@ ox (Qvn)] dx + / Qvn[(l - nk)(Pl *p* (Qvn)] dz,
N RN

for every n, k € N, where
k+1A

2

QI -m o @) <=zl

[ Qual( =m0 (@un)] da] < [l
RN
by Holder’s inequality and Proposition Since Ap 4 < 0, it follows that

(4.3) sup’/ Qunl(1 — np) @1 * @ x (Quy)] dx‘ — 0, as k — oo.

neN
RN

For fixed k € N, we now choose R = 2+ which implies that 1, = 0 on RY \ Bg. Decomposing
RY into disjoint N-cubes {Z;};en of side length R, and considering for each [ the N— cube Z] with
the same center as Z; but with side length 3R, we find

[ Qualn) + 0 @uu)] da] =| [ Qual(m) v, o
RN N

< i/( / |1 (2 — y)| |Qualz)] [wn(y)] d:c) dy

=17 |la—yl<R

< r<1>1||LooZ/\Qvnr dw/rwn| dz
lzlz/ Zl

1
7

< ||®1]| oo [i(/mnl daj)pli|p [i(/@vﬂ dx>p];

i 71
< || 1| zee ( 3R /\wn|p dx /\Qvnp da: }p

p

1
< Hq)lnLoo(SR) 3 3P lwnl| sup/|Qvn|p dx Z/|Qvn|p dx P

l
p

<ol GR) T il (s [ 1Qual ae] 7 @l
yeERN
Bspyvn ()

P

142 2N 142 / 7—1
< @1l [Qle " el (38) > 3% oul, ” | sup [ laul @]
yERN
Bsryn(¥)

where we used (4.2)) in the last step. By assumption, it now follows that

(4.4) / Qua[(nk®1) * ¢ * (Qup)] dz — 0 as n — oo for every k € N.

RN
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The claim now follows by combining (4.3) and ({ . O
Regarding ®» we make use of the following variant of [4, Theorem 2.5].

Lemma 4.4. Let 2 < p < J\%—Jf and suppose that (vy)n is a bounded sequence in ) (RN) such that

lim sup / lup|? dz =0, for all p > 0.
n—oo ERN

Then

/vn[q)g*vn] dr =0 asn— oo.

RN
Proof. The claim follows from [4, Theorem 2.5] in the case where v, € S for every n € N. If (vy),
is an arbitrary bounded sequence in v (RN), we first recall that, by Lemma there exists a

constant C' > 0 with
|®y % 0], < Cllvlly  for every v e LF'(RY).

Moreover we choose, by density, o, € S with [[v, — Tp|ly < & for every n € N. The assumption
then implies that also

lim sup / |G| da = 0, for all p> 0

and therefore
/ﬁn[q)g*f)n] dr — 0, asn— oo

RN
by [4, Theorem 2.5]. Moreover,

‘/RN (2 % ) — (B3 % 3] | = | B

CA+ P)lonlly

(U, — Up) @2 * (v, + Uy) d

< Ollvn — Bnllprl|vn + Onlly < =0 as n — oo

3

and thus also
/vn[i)g*vn] de — 0 asn — oo,

RN
as claimed. O

We are now in position to finish the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [{.1. Let (vy)n C Lg(RN ) be a bounded sequence, and suppose by contradiction
that (4.1) does not hold. Then we have

lim sup / |Qua|P" dx =0, for all p > 0.

n—oo yERN
By y)

By density, we may choose ¥, € Sg with v, — Uyl < % for every n € N, which implies that
|Qun — QUy|y < % for all n and therefore also

lim sup / |Qt, P dx =0, for all p > 0.
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Combining Lemma (applied to ;) and Lemma (applied to Qv,,), we then deduce that

/f)nRQf}ndaz = / QU [Py % (Q0y)] dx + / QU [P2 * (QUy)] dz — 0 as n — 0o.
RN RN RN
Moreover, by Theorem [T.2] we have

‘/ [UnRqun — UnRoUn) dm‘ = ’/ (v — Un)Rg(vn + Un) dx
RN RN

< lvn = nllp R (vn + 0n)llp < Cllvn — Onlly llvn + Onllp
—0 as n — oo.
Consequently, we also have that [ v,Rqoun,dz — 0 as n — oo, contrary to the assumption. The

RN
claim thus follows. O

5. DUAL VARIATIONAL FRAMEWORK AND G—INVARIANT SOLUTIONS

Let G C O(N) be a fixed closed subgroup, and let @ € L%O(RN ) be a nonnegative fixed weight
function with @ # 0. We now focus our attention to the equation

(5.1) — Au—u = Q(z)|ulP%u, u e LP(RY).
To prove the existence of nontrivial real-valued solutions of (5.1]), we will use the dual variational

approach introduced in [3] and consider the operator Kq formally defined as Kqof = Q%R(Q% f),
where R denotes the real part of the Helmholtz resolvent operator R, i.e., Rg = (Re <I>) * g with the
fundamental solution ® defined in (|1.3]).

To analyze the mapping properties of K¢ and to set up a variational framework, we assume, as
1
in Theoremu that ¢ € [1, Q%lel)] and p € (max{%%, 2}, %) are fixed such that (G, q,Q?)
is an admissible extension triple. The following is an immediate consequence of Theorem

Lemma 5.1. Let p,r € (1,00) satisfy with p in place of p, and suppose moreover that
holds with p in place of p if ¢ > 2, and that holds with p in place of p if ¢ < 2.
Then the operator Kq is bounded as a map LL,(RY) — L7,(RY).

We note that Lemma [5.1| applies in particular in the case r = p = p, so
Ky is a bounded operator Lg (RY) — LI, (RY).

We also note the following immediate corollary of Lemma [5.1

Corollary 5.2. There exist 01 < p < o2 with the property that K¢ is bounded as a map Lg (RN) —
LY(RN) and as a map LZ(RN) — LZ(RN) fori=1,2.

Next we note the following variant of [3, Lemma 4.1].
Lemma 5.3. The operator K : Lg(RN) — LE(RY) is locally compact, i.e., the operators
Kolp: LERYN) = LL[RY)  and  1pKq: LE(RY) — LE(RY)

are compact for every bounded and measurable set B C RV,

N—1 ' N—2
By [3, Lemma 4.1], the operator 1pKg : L (RN) — L*(RVN) is compact. By duality, the operator
Kolp: LY (RY) = L*(RYN) is therefore also compact.

Proof. Let B C RY be bounded and measurable, and fix s € [Q(NH) 2N) with s > p, ie., s’ <p.
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Next, let (vyp)n C Lg(RN) be a sequence with v, — 0 in Lg(RN). Then we have w,, :== 1gv, =0
in LZ(RN ), and thus also in LS‘G/(]RN ), since B has finite measure. By the compactness property
mentioned above, it follows that Ko1gv, = Kol pw, — 0 strongly in LSG(RN ). Moreover, it follows
from Corollary [5.2] that the sequence of functions Kol gv,, = Kown, n € N is bounded in L} (RY)
for some o1 < p. Since 01 < p < s, it thus follows by interpolation that there exists 6 € (0, 1] with

IKoLpvnlly < |1 KqLpvalls, *IKolpuald =0 asn— cc.
Hence the loperator Kglp : LZ(RN ) — LE(RY) is compact, and by duality it follows that also
1pKq : LL(RYN) — LE(RY) is a compact operator. O
As in [3], we now introduce the (dual) energy functional
/ 1 / 1
T N / ol da— / o[Kov)(z) da.
RN RN
Then J is of class C! with
J (v)w = /(\U]pl% — Kgu)w dz for v,w € Lg(RN).
RN
Moreover, we have
Lemma 5.4. Ifv € Lg(RN) is a critical point of J, then u = RQ%U is a real-valued solution of
of class W24(RN) N C1(RYN) for ¢ > p, s € (0,1).
Proof. Let w € LP (RY), and let wg € LP (RN) be defined by
we = /w o Adu(A), ie., wa(z) = /w(A:z:)d,u(A) for z € RY,
G G
where p is the Haar-measure of G. Since v is G-invariant, it follows that
/(\v|p/_2v — Kgu)w dx = /(v|p1_2v — Kgu)[wo A] dx forall Ae @
RN RN
and therefore
/(|v|p,_221 — Kgu)w dz = /(|v|p,_2v — Kgu)wg dx = J' (v)wg = 0
RN RN

/ . . . . 1 .
Consequently, we have |[v[P'~2v = Kgv in LP(RY), which implies that v = RQ?uv satisfies the

equation
u = RQ|ulP%u in LP(RY).
The claim now follows by [3, Lemma 4.3]. O
Next we note that the functional J has a mountain pass geometry. More precisely, we have:
Lemma 5.5. (i) There exists 6 >0 and 0 < p < 1 such that J(v) > 3§ >0 for all v € L‘g(RN)
with o]y = p.

(ii) There is vg € Lg(RN) such that ||vol|,y > 1 and J(vo) < 0.
(iii) Every Palais-Smale sequence for J is bounded in LZ(RN).
(iv) There exists a Palais-Smale sequence for J at the mountain pass level

5.2 d:= inf J(y(#) > 0
(5.2) Inf max (v(1) :
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where T = {y € C([0,1], LL(RN)) : 4(0) =0, [yl > p, J(v(1)) < 0}.

Proof. Since p > 2, the parts (i)-(iii) are proved in [3 Lemma 4.2] for G = {id}, and the proof
remains the same for general closed subgroups G C O(N). Moreover, the positivity of the mountain
pass level ¢ defined in is a direct consequence of (i) and (ii), which also shows that the set I is
nonempty. Finally, the proof of the existence of a Palais-Smale sequence for J at level d is exactly
the same as the proof of [3, Lemma 6.1]. Here we note that periodicity of ) was assumed in [3]
Section 6], but this property is not used in Lemma 6.1. O

Proposition 5.6. Let (v,), C L’(’;(RN) be a Palais-Smale sequence of J with ¢ := lim J(v,) > 0.

n—oo
Moreover, suppose that one of the following conditions hold:

(A1) For some R >0, we have lim |[Ql/p1(p(z)) = O-

|z]—o0
(A2) For every R > 0 we have | l|im Ng(z, R) = 0o, where, for R > 0 and v € RV\{0}, Ng(z, R)
T|—0o0
denotes the maximal number of elements of a subset H C G with Br(Ax) N Br(A'z) = &
for A,A" € H.

Then, after passing to a subsequence, we have
Up — U in LP' (RY),

where v € Lg (RMY\ {0} is a critical point of J.

Proof. We first note that (v, ), is bounded by Lemma Consequently, since L’C’; (R™N) is reflexive,
there exists v € LZ(RN ) such that

(5.3) vy —v  in LY (RM).

Moreover,
/

. 2p . 1 2p
i, [ ook = 2t (5000~ 5 o) = 25020
RN

by assumption, which implies that

n—00

lim ‘/ vnRQ%vn dz‘ > 0.
RN

1
Since moreover (G, ¢, Q7) is an admissible extension triple by assumption, Theorem applies and
yields d, R > 0 and a sequence of points (z,), C RY such that, after passing to a subsequence,

1 ’
(5.4) / QP vp|P dx >0 >0, forallneN.
BR(Z’n)
We claim that (x,,), has to be bounded. To see this, we argue by contradiction and assume that,
after passing to a subsequence again, |z, | — oco. We distinguish two cases.

Case 1: (A1) holds.
In this case we put ¢, := Q1,1 p,(,,), and we note that (¢;), is a bounded sequence in LY (RM).
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Moreover, we have

(5.5) / |Q%’Un|p’ dr = / |Un‘p’_2vngpndl‘ = J'(Un)gon—l—/vnKQgpndx
Br(zn) RN RN

<o) lenll, +| [ vuKapn da|= o(1) + lunllyl1 Kapall
RN
as n — 0o. By Corollary there exists o > p’ and C' > 0 with the property that
[Kqenllp < Cllenller  forn €N,
whereas, since 0’ < p’ and by Holder’s inequality,
p'o’(p—1)

p/id/
lenllor = 1QP 0nll 1ot (B oy < (/ QI dx) ™ fuwly

BR($7L)

Plff;' (p'vl'(p—ll)_l) p//*cj/
po —0o o
< (1Rl Bateny) ™ QI " 7 fun

Since [|Q|l L1 (Bg(zn)) — 0 by (1.10), it thus follows that [[¢n |, — 0 as n — oo. Here we note that,
by an easy covering argument, (1.10)) holds for every R > 0 if it holds for one R > 0. Going back

to ((5.5)), we thus deduce that

1
/ Q7 v, [P dz — 0 as n — oo,
Br(zn)

which contradicts (5.4)).
Case 2: (A2) holds.
In this case it follows from (j5.4]) and the fact that v, and @ are G-invariant that

1 / 1 /
Q7 vn|l7 > Ng(n, R) / Q7 v, |P dz > Ng(xn, R)6 — 00
Br(zn)
as n — 0o, which contradicts the boundedness of the sequence (vy,), in L (RY).
Since in both cases we have reached a contradiction, we conclude that (z,,), is bounded. Therefore,

making R larger if necessary, we can assume that (5.4]) holds with z,, = 0 for all n € N. Now for
any fixed G-invariant function ¢ € C*(RY), any r > 0 and n,m € N we have

/ (|vn|p/_2vn - ]vm]p/_20m> o dz| = |J (va)e — J (vm)p + /cpKQ(vn —v) dx
N Br

< HJI(UTL) - J/(vm)H HSOHp' + H]lBrKQ(Un - Um)Hp ”@pr .

So by assumption and the local compactness of K, as stated in Lemma we get that (\vn\p/_Qvn)neN
is a Cauchy sequence in LP(Bpg). Consequently, |v,[’'~2v, — © strongly in LP(Bg) for some
v € LP(BpR), and passing to a subsequence also pointwisely almost everywhere on Bg. This clearly
implies that v, — |6|P~2% almost everywhere on B,. Now and the uniqueness of the weak
limit gives & = |v[’' ~2v and

0<6< / \Q%Un(:v)]pl dx — / |Q%v\p/ dr, asmn— o0
Br Br
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which implies that v # 0.
For every G-invariant function ¢ € C2°, we now have

J (v)p = / [P “2vep do — /goKQ(v) dx
RN RN

= lim /|vn|p/2vng0 dx — /QOKQ(Un) dx
N

n—00
RN

= lim J'(v,)p =0

n—oo
using the local strong convergence of |v,, |p/*20n and the continuity of linear operator Ky, : Lg (RN —
LV (RN). By density, it now follows that .J'(v)w = 0 for every w € Lg(RN), ie,ve Lg (RM)\ {0}
is a critical point of J. g

We now have all the tools to complete the proofs of our main existence results for nontrivial
G-invariant dual ground state solutions as stated in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem (completed). By Lemmal5.5(iv), there exists a Palais-Smale sequence (v,), in
LY, (RM) for J at the mountain pass level d > 0. By Propositionm we have v, — v in LF,(RY) after

passing to a subsequence, where v € Lg (RM) is a nontrivial critical point of .J. Here we note that
assumption (A1) of Proposition is satisfied by ([1.10|). The proof is finished by Lemma O

1
Proof of Corollary[1.5. Since Q» € L>®(RY), it follows by the classical Stein-Tomas estimate that

1
(G,q,Q7) is an admissible extension triple for ¢ = % Since
N +1) 2N ON  2¢ 2N

Cyv—1v_2)~ (N—1q+2’N—2)’
the assumptions of Theorem [I.4] are satisfied and yield the existence of a nontrivial solution v €
LE(RN) of (1.4). O

Proof of Theorem|[I.6. As above, it follows by the classical Stein-Tomas estimate that (G, q, Q%)

is an admissible extension triple for ¢ = Q%lel), whereas
2(N+1) 2N 2N 2q 2N

( N—-1'N- 2)
Moreover, since 2 < k < N — 2, we have

(5.6) lim Ng(z,R) = oo for every R > 0,

|z| =00

(N—1q+2’N—2)'

where Ng(z, R) is defined as in Proposition This fact is noted without proof in [16, Proof of
Corollary 1.25], and we give the short proof here for the reader’s convenience. In fact, follows
already from the fact that the minimal orbit dimension of Gy, is min{k —1, N —k — 1} and therefore
greater than or equal to one by assumption. In particular, for every n € N and § € SV~1, there
exists € > 0 and a subset Hy C G with B.(A0) N B.(A’0) = & for every A, A’ € Hy. Moreover,
by a straightforward compactness argument, € > 0 can be chosen to depend only on n and not
on § € SV"1. Hence, if R > 0 is given, € RY satisfies |z| > g and 6 equals ﬁ, we have
Br(A0) N Br(A'0) = @ for every A, A’ € Hy and therefore Ng(z, R) > n. This shows (5.6]).

Hence assumption (A2) of Proposition is satisfied, and thus the proof is completed as the
proof of Theorem [1.4] above. O



FOURIER-EXTENSION ESTIMATES FOR SYMMETRIC FUNCTIONS 25

Proof of Corollary[1.7, We first note that @ satisfies the asymptotic condition (1.10). Indeed, since
0<Q < cly, for some ¢ > 0 by assumption, it suffices to show that

(5.7) |Lo N Br(z)| — 0 as || — oo for every R > 0.

To see the latter, it suffices to consider a sequence (), = (x,(qN_k),x,(qk)) c RN=% x RF with

CL‘?(zN_k) =0foralln € Nand r,, := |2,| = |x;k)\ — 00 asn — oo. In this case we have ]az(k)—x,(lk)| <R
for x € Br(zy,) and therefore
Lo Br(an)| < / / VP 32 < ¢ / 2 - (V—ba g4
{|x(k)—x(k>|<R} {‘x(N*k)|<a|x(k)|—a} {\w(k)—z<k)\<R}
N—k)a
=C / |2F) 4 () |=(N=R)er g (k) < & / ]:L"(k | — ) dz®)
|z(®)|<R |z(®)|<R

= C(rp — R~ W=k 5 g as n — 0o

with constants C' > 0. Hence (5.7]) holds.
Next, we first consider the case £ = 1. By Theorem additionally the condition o > ﬁ is

. N
requlred and we set A = % By case distinction we see that py 1., = max {%%, 2} for
a > 57— Thus by Theorem . we may fix any ¢ € (1n,1,q,p) With p € (M]\LLO“ %) such that
1 1

(G1,q,1 La) is an admissible extension triple. Since 0 < Qr < cr1y,_, it follows that also (G1, q, Q )
is an admissible extension triple. Thus Theorem [1.4] applies and yields that ( admits a dual
bound state solution.

The case k = N — 1 now follows similarly: Consider additionally a < N — 1, set A = ANV =20 g

N-2

observe that for « < N—1 the expression iy, N—1, is chosen such that py ny—1,o = max {% )\Q—J;\Q, 2}.

1
Then, for ¢, p as above with pun n_1  instead of pn 1, We conclude that (Gn_1, ¢, Q7) is admissible
extension triple and Theorem 1.4 ﬂ again yields the existence of a dual bound state solution of (1.4 .
If2<k<N-2andpe€ (uNk s N 2 again a case distinction shows that py ;o = max{N T A+2’ 2},

where \ := )\ N ko is given in Theorem Consequently, by Theorem we may fix ¢ € (1N k,a, D)

with max 2990 < p< % and the property that (Gg,q, 11 is an admissible extension
N 1 q+2 N a

triple. As above, it follows that also (Gk,q,Qp) is an admissible extension triple. Again, Theo-
rem applies and yields that ((1.4) admits a nontrivial dual bound state solution. Thus the claim
holds in this case as well. O

Remark 5.7. We note that Corollary extends to the case where L., is replaced by the more
general class of sets La g considered in Theorem @ For this, one has to additionally assume
8 > ﬁ if Kk = 1. Then the statement of Corollary holds with pn1p. If kK = N — 1 the
statement holds with the same value uy N—1,o. For 2 < k < N — 2 the value jin k.o needs to be

replaced by max {]\2,—]_\[1%, 2}, where now X\ = ANk a8 1S given in
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