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Abstract

In this paper we investigate the existence of ground states and dual ground states for Maxwell’s
Equations in R? in nonlocal nonlinear metamaterials. We prove that several nonlocal models
admit ground states in contrast to their local analogues.

Mathematics Subject Classification 35J60 - 35Q61

1 Introduction

The existence of ground states is of central importance for a large number of linear and
nonlinear time-independent models in physics. The governing idea is that the physically most
relevant nontrivial solution of a given PDE is the one with lowest energy. Such a solution
is called a ground state. In this paper we are interested in ground states for the nonlinear
Maxwell equations

WD —-VxH=0, §B+VxE=0, V-D=V-B=0, 1

that describe the propagation of electromagnetic waves in optical media without charges and
currents. The symbols £, D : R3 — 3 denote the electric field and the electric induction
whereas H, B : R? — C3 represent the magnetic field and the magnetic induction, respec-
tively. This overdetermined system is accompanied with constitutive relations that provide a
link between these quantities. In homogeneous and isotropic media it is usual to assume

D=¢£+P and B=puH

where ¢, © € R\{0} and P denotes the so-called polarization field. In [3, Sect. 1.3] it was
shown that a time-harmonic ansatz for the electric field £(x, t) = ¢'“’ E(x) and P(x, t) =
[E(x, 1) |2‘1 —2g (x, 1) leads, after a suitable rescaling, to a nonlinear curl-curl equation of the
form
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VXxVXE+E=|EP?E R} 2)

provided that e uw? is negative. This assumption does not hold in natural propagation media
like vacuum, glass or water, but it holds for certain artificially produced metamaterials where
e can be negative [23]. It is therefore reasonable to investigate the existence of ground states
for (2) in order to single out physically relevant solutions of nonlinear Maxwell equations.
The energy functional associated with (2) is given by

1 1
IE):== | |VXE?+|EPdx—— | |E*dx
2 Jrs 2q Jr3

for E € H := H'(curtl; R?) = {E € L2R% R?) : VX E € L2(R3* RY}. So a ground
state is a nontrivial solution of the equation Z'(E) = 0 such that Z(E) is smallest possible
among all nontrivial solutions. Our first observation is that ground states for this system do
not exist, which is in striking contrast to the rich theory of ground states in the context of
stationary nonlinear Schrodinger equations of the form —Au + u = |u|??~2u in RN [4,24].
Borrowing ideas from [3, Theorem 1.1], we get the following.

Proposition 1 Assume 1 < g < oo. Then (2) does not have a ground state solution in
H'(curl; R3) N L% (R3; R3).

This is surprising given that the existence of ground state solutions can be proved for the
slightly different model where V x V x E + E isreplaced by V x V x E and the nonlinearity
is min{|E|P~2, |E|9"2}E for2 < p < 6 < ¢ < oo, see [20]. One may check that the
proof of Proposition 1 does not carry over to this case. We also mention the cylindrically
symmetric approaches from [2,3,9,12] where divergence-free solutions with higher energy
are constructed. Other prototypical nonlinear Maxwell equations will be commented on in
Remark 5.

Motivated by Proposition 1 our aim is to identify nonlocal variants of these nonlinear
models that admit ground state solutions, thus overcoming the lack of local compactness in
the gradient part of (2). In several physically relevant models, a nonlocal nonlinear effect
is given in terms of a rapidly decaying convolution kernel K : R®> — R that quantifies the
dependency of the nonlinear refractive index at a given point on the intensity of the electric
field nearby. Typical choices are given by (see [16, Sect. IV])

iyl _
Kix)=e " Kax)=e P K3(x) =15 <k,

while the latter is usually considered as a toy model allowing for explicit computations. In
some cases oscillatory kernel functions are considered as well [21]. To study the impact
of such regularizations for the existence of ground states we first consider some partially
nonlocal version of the cubic Kerr nonlinearity given by (K * |E|?)E instead of | E|2E. Here,
K | E|? represents a nonlocal nonlinear refractive index change of the propagation medium.
This phenomenological model is particularly popular in the study of laser beams modeled
by nonlinear Schrodinger equations, which in turn serve as reduced models for Maxwell’s
Equations [16]. It has the advantage of being variational, so it makes sense to look for ground
state solutions. However, we show that this particular model admits ground states only under
artificial assumptions on the kernel function K. In particular, we will see that K1, K, do not
admit ground states whereas K3 has such solutions. To be more precise, we introduce the
associated energy functional 7 : H!(curl; R3) — R via

1 1
I(E) ::f/ |VxE|2+|E|2dx—7/ (K % |E|*) |E|*dx 3)
2 R3 4 R3
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where K € L*®(R3). To prove the existence of ground states the typical strategy is to
minimize I over the Nehari manifold N' = {E € H : I'(E)[E] = 0, E # 0}. The following
result shows that this approach fails in most cases.

Theorem2 Let K € L®(R?) be almost everywhere continuous with K(z) — K(0) =
supgs K > 0 as |z| — 0. Then we have inf 5 I = ﬁ and a minimizer for inf s I exists
if and only if §g = sup{d : K(z) = K(0) for |z| < &} is positive. In this case the set of
minimizers consists of all gradient vector fields E = V® € N with diam(supp(E)) < 8.
Every such minimizer is a ground state solution of

VxVxE+E=(K«+|E*)E inR. )

From a mathematical point of view it is interesting to see what happens for other nonlin-
earities in the nonlocal term. We have a look at the case of other power-type nonlinearities
where |E|? is replaced by |E|?. The case ¢ > 2 will be excluded because the assumption
E e H=H 1(curl; R3) does not imply E € L]qOC(R3; R3), so the Euler functional is in
general not well-defined on H L(curl; R3). In fact, we will see in Remark 11 (c) that for rea-
sonable kernel functions (such as K, K2, K3) and ¢ > 2 ground states cannot be constructed
via minimization over the Nehari manifold even if the latter is intersected with L7 (R3; R3).
For this reason we concentrate on the case ¢ € (1, 2) and define the corresponding energy
as follows:

1 1
1,(E) = E/R3 IV x E|* +|E[*dx — Z/Rs (K % |E|9) |E|Y dx

The Nehari manifold is then given by Ny := {E € H'(curl; R®) : I/ (E)[E] = 0, E # 0}.
Our next result shows that there are ground states for each of the kernels K, K>, K3, which
is in contrast with Theorem 2. We will assume K € L'/Z=9(R3) to have a well-defined
functional 1, : L?9(R3) — R, but slightly more general assumptions are possible as
we will point out in Remark 10 (a). Moreover, we assume K to be Schwarz-symmetric,
i.e., K coincides with its spherical rearrangement [17, Chapter 3]. The common shorthand
notation for this is K = |K|*. These assumptions are satisfied if K is a nonnegative radially
nonincreasing function in LY/2=9(R3), which holds for K, K>, K3.

Theorem 3 Assume 1 < q < 2, K € LY@ O[®R?), K = |K|* # 0. Then infy;, I is
attained at some ground state solution E € H'(curl; R?) of

VxVxE+E=(Kx*|E)|EI"?E inR’.

All ground state solutions are irrotational and one of them is given by E(x) = t‘;—l fx)l/a

where t # 0 and f is a Schwarz-symmetric maximizer of the functional Q(f) = fR3(K *
) f dx over the unit sphere in L*/1(R3).

Irrotational vector fields satisfy V x E = 0 in R3, so there is a potential ® : R?> — R
such that E = V®. Such electric fields do not generate a magnetic field in view of (1). This
is different for the nontrivial cylindrically symmetric solutions of these equations found in
[3,9,12] that are divergence-free and hence do not satisfy V x E = 0. The ground states
obtained by Mederski [20] do not have this property either, so both types of solutions come
with a nontrivial magnetic field.

Given the importance of the cubic Kerr nonlinearity for nonlinear optics, we discuss
another nonlocal model that admits nontrivial solutions also in the case of a cubic nonlinearity.
This model originates from a description of the polarization field P(x, 1) = P(x)e!“! via
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P = K % (|E|?E) instead of P = E (K *|E|?). In the linear case such fully nonlocal models
are investigated both from a physical and mathematical point of view [10,14,22]. Our aim
is to show that such models often admit some sort of ground state solution, which stands in
contrast to Theorem 2. It even allows to treat all power-type nonlinearities | E|??—2E with
1 < g < oo under appropriate assumptions on the convolution kernel K. The following
result applies to each of the kernels K1, K>, K3 introduced above.

Theorem 4 Assume 1 < q < oo, K € L1(R3) and Jg3(K % f)fdx > 0 for some f €
L(ZC/),(IE@). Then there is a dual ground state solution E € L* (R3; R3)f0r

VxVXxE+E=Kx(EP??E) inR>. (5)

Since (5) is not variational, the notion of a ground state does not make sense. A dual ground
state is a function E given by | E|?7~2E = U where U is a ground state for the associated dual
functional J : L(zq)’(]R3; R?) — R that we will introduce in (9). This functional is defined
in such a way that any critical point U of J gives rise to a distributional solution E of (5). In
the Appendix we will motivate why such dual ground states may be interpreted as reasonable
substitutes for ground states. In each of our results one can deduce better integrability and
regularity properties of the constructed solutions under suitable assumptions on the kernel
function K using classical bootstrap arguments. Clearly, it would be of interest to know
about further qualitative properties of ground states like their symmetries, monotonicity and
positivity properties. We believe it to be particularly interesting whether ground states are
unique and irrotational.

2 Proof of Proposition 1

We have to show that the equation V x V x E + E = |E|*¥~2E in R? does not have ground
state solutions. To this end define E; (x) := ]l‘x|<1/jﬁ forj € N.ThenE; € H'(curl; RN
L2 (R3; R3) is a weak solution of (2) satisfying V x E; = 0 in the weak sense. The latter
is true because of E; = V®; where ®; € HILC(]R3) is given by ®;(x) := min{|x|, %}.
From I(E;) — 0as j — oo we deduce that a ground state can only satisfy I(E) = 0
if it exists. On the other hand, I'(E) = 0, E # 0 gives I(E) = I(E) — il/(E)[E] =

% fR3 |E |2‘1 dx > 0, so there is no nontrivial solution at the energy level zero. Hence, a
ground state cannot exist. O

Remark 5 (a) In [3, Theorem 1.1] the authors claim that all distributional solutions E (x) =
ﬁs(|x|) of theequationVx VX E+E = |E |2—2E are given by arbitrary measurable
functions s : (0, c0) — {—1, 1}. However, this is only a subfamily of all such distribu-
tional solutions. The correct version of this result states that all distributional solutions
E(x) = |j—ls(lxl) are given by arbitrary measurable functions s : (0, co) — {—1,0, 1}.
This small modification is important, because we exploit a shrinking of supports in our
proof above by choosing s(|x|) = 1|y|<1/;. In view of [3, Theorem 1.1] Proposition 1
generalizes to other nonlinear Maxwell equations like V x V x E + E = g(|x|, |E)E

where shrinking solutions are given by Ej(x) := 1< |x|<p+1/ja(|x]) \;7 for any measur-

able function a given by g(r, a(r)) = 1 for almost all r € (p, p + %), p > 0.
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(b) Similarly, one obtains solutions with compact supportfor VxVx E—E = g(|x|, |E)E.
In particular, V. x V x E — E = —|E[%72E with 1 < g < oo has the solutions
Ej(x) :=To<x<j ‘ﬁ—l and the associated energy

q—1

1 1 .
](Ej)ziv/ﬂés|VXEj|2—|Ej|2dx+Z/M|Ej|2qu=— 5 [{x e R3: 0<|x|<j}I

tends to —oo as j — o0o. So ground states do not exist for these equations. Moreover, V x

V x E+E = —|E|??~2 E does not admit any nontrivial weak solution in H' (curl; R3)N
L% (R3; R?), which follows from testing the equation with E. The equation V x V x
E — E = |E|**2E admits nontrivial cylindrically symmetric solutions for suitable

exponents g [19, Theorem 3a], but these solutions do not belong to H Lcurl; R3) due
to slow decay rates at infinity. In the related case of Helmholtz equations nonexistence
results for L2-solutions can be found in [13, Theorem 1a] or [15, Theorem 3]. Under
strong extra assumptions on | £ (x) |2‘1_2 the absence of H! (curl: R3)-solutions E follows
from [8, Theorem 3] choosing f(x) := 1, e(x) := 1 — | E(x)|?4 2.

(c) The existence of discontinuous and concentrating solutions illustrates that no regularity
theory and no compact embeddings in whatever Lebesgue space can be exploited in the
analysis of the (local) nonlinear Maxwell equation (2).

3 Proof of Theorem 2

It is convenient to split the functional / according to /(E) = 1 L(E) — %I ~L(E) where
IL(E)zf IV x EI> + |E* dx, INL(E>=/ / K(x = yE@|E(y)|* dx dy,
R3 R3 JR3

see (3). It is standard to show that 7 is continuously differentiable on H L(curl; R3) under the
assumptions of Theorem 2 with Fréchet derivative

I’(E)[E]:/ (VX E)-(VxE)+E - de—f / Kx—y)(E®) - E@)) [E(y)*dxdy
R3 R3JR3

for E, E € H. Moreover, critical points of I are weak solutions of (4), so a ground state
solution may be obtained by minimizing / over the Nehari manifold N' = {F € H :
I'(E)[E] =0, E # 0}. We first provide a convenient min-max characterization of the least
energy level inf o I with the aid of the fibering map y (t) := I(tE) for E € H\{0}. The
simple observation is that t E € A holds for some ¢ # 0 if and only if ¥'(z) = 0. Given the
structure of 7 it immediate to see that y has a unique positive maximizer if Iy (E) > 0. In
the opposite case, y increases to +o0o and does not have any critical point. This implies

. . IL(E)?
1/1\1/’["1 = inf supl(tE) = (6)

m I ue——
EcH\{0} ;0 EeH, Iy (E)>0 41Ny (E)

Note that K(z) > 0 for small |z| implies that /7 (E) > 0 holds for E belonging to some
nonempty open subset of H. In fact, one may take E with support of sufficiently small
diameter. We conclude that the Nehari manifold is non-void and it remains to analyze the
expression on the right of (6).
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We first prove the formula for inf or /. The lower bound is obtained as follows:

1L _ (Jgs |E@)[* dx)?
4INL(E) T 4 [ps [ps K(x — MIE@PRIE()2dx dy
(s |E()]* dx)?
> @)
4K (0) [ [ps IE@)PIE()? dx dy
1
T 4K(0)

Here we used K (z) < K(0) for all z € R3. On the other hand, choosing a nonconstant
¢ € H L(R3) such that V¢ has compact support and E, (x) = n?/ 2V¢ (nx), we observe
V x E,, = 0 and En e LA(R3; R3). In particular, E,, € H = H'(curl; R?). Moreover, the
supports of E,, shrink to {0}. Hence, K (z) — K (0) as z — 0 implies

IL(E)? (Js | En(0)|* dx)?
Ay (En) 4 [ frs KO — Y Ea0)PIEy(»)I? dx dy
3 (fs | En(0)|* dx)?
4 [ [as (K (0) + 0(1)| Ey (1) 2| Ex (p)|? dx dy

_ (Jps IV (0)I* dx)?
4 g3 Jrs K(OIV)I2 VP ()I*dx dy + o(1)

= Tl(o)—i-o(l) asn — oo.
This proves the formula for the infimum.

Next we show that a minimzer exists if and only if 6x > 0, i.e.,ifand only if K (z) = K (0)
for almost all z € R? such that |z] < § where § > 0. In fact, choose any nonconstant
¢ € FII(R3) such that the support of E = V¢ € H, E € L*(R3; R3) has diameter < §.
Then V x E = 0 implies E € H and both inequalities in (7) become equality. Vice versa, if
E is a minimizer, then the estimates from (7) show that V x E = 0 holds almost everywhere
and K(x — y) = K(0) has to hold for almost all (x, y) € supp(£) x supp(E). Since K
is continuous almost everywhere, this implies K (z) = K (0) for almost all z € R3 with
|z] < diam(supp(E)), which is all we had to prove. ]

4 ALemma

In this section we consider an auxiliary variational problem that will allow to deduce the exis-
tence of solutions for the nonlocal nonlinear Maxwell equations that we discuss in Theorem 3
and Theorem 4. It shares some features with Lions’ application of the concentration-
compactness principle presented in [18, Sect. I[I.1-2]. Let S := {f € LP (RN, RM)y . Ifllp, =
1} denote the unit sphere. Our aim is to solve the maximization problem

sup O(f)  where Q(f) i= fR RN

fes

under appropriate assumptions on the kernel function K. To prove the existence of a maxi-
mizer, we will use Lions’ concentration-compactness method. So we consider a maximizing
sequence (f;) in S and define the probability measures
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w8y = [ 15w dx.
B
According to [7, Theorem 4.7.3], see [18, Lemma I.1] for the original result, this family of
measures may behave in three possible ways:

(I) (Compactness) There is a sequence (x;) C R¥ such that for all & > 0 there is R, > 0
such that u; (Bg,(x;)) > 1 —e.
(I) (Vanishing) For all R > 0 we have lim;_, o, sup, cgnv 1t (Br(x)) = 0.
(III) (Dichotomy) There are A € (0, 1), a sequence (R;) with R; — o0, a sequence (x;) C
RY and measures ,u}, u? such that 0 < /L} + //L; < uj and

1
supp(i}) C Br; (xj), supp(u) CRV\Bag, (x;), |A—pujRY)|+[1-r—pu3(RY)| < 1

The aim is to show that (I) occurs and to derive the existence of a maximizer using some
local compactness property of f — K x f. The first step is to rule out the vanishing case
(ID). This is achieved with the aid of the following simple estimate.

Proposition 6 Assume N,M € N,1 < p < 2 and K € LP?/>@RN; RM*M)_Then we have
forallR >0

2—-p
o(f) = S(R)Ilfllf, +CBIfIp ( sup ||f||LP(BR(y))>
yeR
with e(R) — 0 as R — oc.

Proof We have
o= [ wep sar=[ (K-xwxp-savs [ pn s

where Kr(z) := K(2)1;14x)<r - Then Young’s convolution inequality gives due to
2<p <o

f (K= Kr) % )+ fdx < 1K= Kgll I £12
RN 2

and the prefactor goes to zero as R — oo by the Dominated Convergence Theorem. On the
other hand, the estimates from [1, p.109-110] yield

f(/cR*f)~fdxs||icR||oof / Lpey<rl FQONF )] dx dy
RN RN JRN

2-p
<CIfIY ( sup ||f||Lp<BmR<y>>>

yeRN

and the claim follows. O

Proposition7 Assume N,M € N, 1 < p < 2,K € Lp//z(RN; RM*MY and assume that
(fj) C S is a maximizing sequence for m = SUp reg O(f) > 0 with induced measures |4 ;.
Then neither (II) nor (Ill) occurs.

Proof For large j we have due to Proposition 6

|3

2-p
< 0(f) =e(R)+ C(R) ( sup ”fj”LP(BR(y))) .

yeRM
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with ¢(R) — 0 as R — oo. Hence, we may choose R > 0 so large that
supyery 1j(Br(y)) > 0 holds. So the case (II) cannot occur. Now assume (III) and
choose (x;),(R;),A € (0,1) accordingly. We decompose the sequence according to

fi = fj1 + f} + f} where fjl = filpg,x and sz = filRM\ By, (x;)- Then (ITD)
implies
/ |17 dx — A, f |f71Pdx — 1 =2, / |f}1Pdx — 0. (j — o0)
RN RN RN
®)
Then || 7|, — 0 and dist(supp(f}), supp(sz)) > R; — ocoas j — oo yield

o) = [ (5 1) frds
= [ocsah plaxe [ wesdfFavs [ oo
RV o RV : RN 7

+2/RN(IC*ij).fj.ldx+2/RN(lC*fj3).(fjl +fj2)dx
<oUH+oUhH+ IIICII%/IIf,-SIIf,
+ 20K 0wy g 1717y + 210y 111 S] + £7 1
=Q(fH+0(fH+o(l) asj— oo
Furthermore, since f /.1, f jz are nontrivial for large j, the definition of m implies

m= 0 I L 0T 4o, m= QU212 L (=277 o)),

Combining the previous estimates we get

2 2
m=0(f)+o(h) = QU1+ QP +o) =m- (a7 + 1 =2)7) +o(),
which is impossible due to X € (0, 1) and p < 2. So (III) cannot occur either. O

So we are left with the compactness case (I). So we exploit some local compactness
property to deduce the existence of a maximizer. This is provided next.

Proposition 8 Assume N,M e N, 1 < p <2 and K € L”//Q(RN; RM*MY Then the map-
ping LP(RN; RM) — LP'(B; RM), f +— K % f is compact for all bounded sets B C RV,

Proof We use the Fréchet-Kolmogorov-Riesz criterion [5, Theorem 4.26] that characterizes
precompact subsets in Lebesgue spaces with exponent < oo. Being given any bounded
sequence (f}) in L?(RY; RM) we have to show that {KC * fj + J € N} is precompact in
LP (RN; RM). The estimate [|KC* fill,» < IK|l,2ll ;1 » shows that the family is bounded.
Moreover,

[ f)(+h) = (Ko [l = NG +h) = K) = filly < 1KCH+h) =Kl a2l fill p-

So the boundedness of (f;) and [|/IC(- + h) — K| ,7/2 — 0 as |2] — 0 imply the equiconti-
nuity of {K* f; : j € N}in LY (RN RM). By the above-mentioned criterion, this implies
that {(IC * f; : j € N} is precompact in LP/(B; RM) for all bounded sets B ¢ RY. O
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Lemma9 Assume N,M € N,1 < p < 2 and that K € L”//Z(RN; RM XMy satisfies m :=
sup res Q(f) > 0. Then the functional Q has a maximizer over S. Moreover:

() If each entry of K is a nonnegative function, then Q has a componentwise nonnegative
maximizer.
(i) If M = 1 and K = |K|*, then Q has a Schwarz-symmetric maximizer.
(iil) If M = 1 and K = |K|* is radially decreasing, then each maximizer of Q is Schwarz-
symmetric up to translations.

Proof Let (fj) C S be a maximizing sequence for m > 0. Then the Concentration-
Compactness Lemma (see above) and Proposition 7 imply that the sequence of measures
(1) induced by ( f;) satisfies alternative (I). Since Q and § are translation-invariant, we may
assume x; = 0 in (I). Since (f;) is bounded in the reflexive Banach space L? (RY; RM), we
may furthermore assume f;— f in LP?(RN; RM) where I fllp <liminf; .| fill, =1.In
order to show that f maximizes Q let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary and choose R, > 0 as in (I). Then

we have
/ |fj|pdx <e.
RN\ Bg, (0)

Hence,
ofy) :/ (K f7)- fidx

RN

5/‘ (K5 £7) - fidx + 1Ky 1710 f ey g, ol
Bg, (0) 2 i

1

<[ g gydx Kt

Bg, (0) 2

We have f;—f in LP(RY) and Proposition 8 implies K * fi = Kx* fin L”/(BRS 0)).
Hence, passing to the limit j — oo we find

m= tim 0(f) = [

Jj—o0 B, (0)

1
(/C*f)-de-i-lllCll%/s".

In particular f # 0. Using || f||, < liminf; . || fjll, = 1 and sending ¢ to zero, we infer
from the Dominated Convergence Theorem

0<m= jlijgo Q(f)) < QN = QU /IFIDISIG < QU /I fllp) < m.

So f is a maximizer of Q with || f|, = L.

The claim (i) is clear. As to (ii), note that in the case M = 1, K = |K|* there is even a
Schwarz-symmetric maximizer. In fact, passing from f to its Schwarz-symmetric spherical
rearrangement | f|* we find Q(f) < Q(| f[*). This follows from || f ||, = Il f|*Il , [17,p.81]
and Riesz’ rearrangement inequality [17, Theorem 3.7]

Q(f) = /RN /RN K = WIfOIf ) dxdy

< / / IKI* e = I OLfI* () dx dy = QI f ).
RN JRY
If additionally I = |K|* is decreasing (i.e., strictly monotone) in the radial direction, then

each minimizer of Q is Schwarz-symmetric up to translations. This follows from the sharp
version of Riesz’ rearrangement inequality [17, Theorem 3.9] and (iii) is proved as well. O
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Remark 10

(a) The condition sup ;g Q(f) > 0 is typically easy to check. For instance, it holds for
kernel functions K that are uniformly positive definite close to the origin because we
may choose f with small support. In the case M = 1 it is sometimes easier to check the
equivalent condition supps K > 0.Our analysis extends to functions K that belong to the
closure of test functions in the weak Lebesgue space L?'/2:°°(RN; RM*M) This follows
from Young’s Convolution Inequality in these spaces and [|[K(- + 1) — K|l /2,00 — 0
as |h| — O and ||[K — Kgllp /2,00 = 0 as R — oo. The latter uses the density of test
functions.

(b) Lemma 9 may as well be used to give an alternative existence proof for nontrivial solu-
tions of autonomous (possibly nonlocal) elliptic PDEs as in [6, Theorem 1]. In fact, the
nonlocal PDE P(D)u = |u|" ~2u in RN with P(i&) = m(&), m real-valued and positive,
is equivalent to |v|’/_2v = K % v where v := |u| "2y and I/C\(S) = m(&)~'. Lemma 9
provides a nontrivial solution to this problem under similar assumptions as in [6, Theo-
rem 1], which gives a dual ground state of P(D)u = |u|" ~u. In the Appendix we will
provide the details and prove that any dual ground state is a ground state and vice versa,
so we recover [6, Theorem 1] under slightly weaker assumptions.

5 Proof of Theorem 3
For 1 < g < 2 we consider I,(E) = lIL(E) — iINL(E) where
I; (E) := / |V x E|2 + |E|2dx, Inp(E) ::/ (K % |E|D|E|?dx.
R3 R3

Then Young’s convolution inequality shows that /; is continuously differentiable provided

1
that K € L7-4 (R?). In this case, the Fréchet derivative is given by
I (E)E] :/ (VXE)-(VxE)+E-Edx
]R3
—/ / K(x = y)E@) - E@IE®I[T?|E(y)| dx dy
R3 JR3

for E, E € H. We consider minimization over the Nehari manifold A, = {E € H :
11; (E)[E] = 0, E # 0} and obtain as in the Proof of Theorem 2

1
—1 (IL(E)\ 7T
infl, = inf supl,(tE) = _inf L(“ ) )1 .
Ny E€H\{0} ;> EcH\{0} 2q \INL(E)

Note that the assumptions of Theorem 3 imply K > 0, K £ 0, so Ixz(E) > 0 holds for all
E € H\{0}. Hence we obtain

1
g1 ( oz |EC0) 2 dx) )

inf
EeH\{(0} 2 \ [p3 [gs K(x = Y|EX)|9|E()| dxdy

%

inf /
N, 1
1

—1 (NE13,\7"
— o 172 (EET Mg
EcH\{0} 2q O(|ED)
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L oog—1 “1) 7
= f I Eq Eq o
E£W2quNHWM)
>q_1( Q)_’II
—— (max 9=
=y, (ma

where § ;= {f € L4 (R3) Il fll2/4 = 1} denotes the unit sphere in L%/4(R3) and of) =
fR3 (K % f)f dx. Equality holds if and only if V x E = 0 and |E|? is a multiple of some
maximizer of Q over S. Lemma 9 shows that under the assumptions of Theorem 3 there is a
Schwarz-symmetric maximizer f(x) = fo(]x|). So we may define E,(x) := ‘j—lfo(lxl)l/q.
Then E, is irrotational because of

x|
Ei(x) =V®(x)  where &(x) := / fo(s)/4 ds.
0

Moreover, |E,(x)|? = fo(|x]) = f(x). Choosing #, > 0 as the maximizer of t — [, (1 E.)
we find E* := 1, E, € N, as well as

* . q_l —%
(B = inf Iy = 3~ max )77

so E* minimizes I, over A . This proves that E* is a ground state solution and the claim is
proved. O

Remark 11

(a) The uniqueness of ground states up to translations is an open question.

(b) The above proof shows that the conclusion of Theorem 3 is true as long as Q has a
nonnegative radially symmetric maximizer. This may be the case for more general radially
symmetric kernel functions K, possibly sign-changing ones. Our focus on nonnegative
radially symmetric maximizers is motivated by the fact that any such maximizer can
be written as |E|? for some irrotational vector field E. It is unclear how to link the
maximizers of Q to the ground state solutions for Nonlinear Maxwell Equations in
nonradial situations. Those occur if the kernel function K is nonradial or if |E(x)|? is
replaced by V (x)E(x) - E(x) with some periodic tensor field V, which is relevant for
applications in photonic crystals. In both cases, the existence of ground states and whether
those are irrotational is an open problem.

(c) In the case ¢ > 2 the approach presented above fails because the infimum over
the Nehari manifold is zero for all relevant kernel functions. For instance, consider
any kernel function K that is positive near the origin. Then choose a sequence (E,)
that is bounded in H'(curl; R3), has small support and satisfies || E,l; — oo, say

31
E,(x) := ﬁ|x|_g(1_”)]1\)(|§£ where K(z) > u > 0 for |z| < 2¢. Then a straightfor-
ward computation shows that the infimum over the corresponding Nehari manifold is

zero because (I (E,)) is bounded whereas Iy (E,) > u|| E, ||§q /" +00. In particular,
it does not make sense to look for nontrivial solutions using this approach.

6 Proof of Theorem 4

We present a dual variational approach for the fully nonlocal nonlinear Maxwell equation (5)
given by

VxVxE+E=Ksx(E"?E) inR?
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where r := 2¢ and the kernel function K € L"/2(R3). We are interested in nontrivial solutions
of this problem that turn out to exist for all r € (2, co). In particular, the most important case
of a Kerr nonlinearity r = 4 is covered. The above equation is not variational, so it does not
make sense to look for ground states. The idea is to follow a dual variational approach, i.e.,
to consider the equation as a variational problem for the new unknown U := |E|"~2E that
is obtained after inverting the linear operator £ +— V x V x E + E in suitable Lebesgue
spaces. We are looking for solutions E € L"(R3;R%), so the dual variational approach
dealing with U = |E|"~2E is set up in L” (R3; R3). From2 < r < oo we infer 1 < r’ < 2.
As mentioned above, we first need to invert the linear operator. We will need the following
auxiliary result about the Helmholtz Decomposition that decomposes a vector field as a sum
of its divergence-free (solenoidal) and curl-free (irrotational) part.

Proposition 12 Assume 1 < t < co. Then there is a continuous projector T1 : L' (R3; R3) —
L'(R3: R3) such that E = E| + E» with E| := I1E, E5 := (id —II)E implies V - E; = 0
and V x E> = 0 in the distributional sense. In particular,

VxVxE =—-AE], VxVxE,=0.

The proof is based on the vector calculus identity V x V x E = —AFE + V(V - E) and
the explicit definition

TIEE) := (1 — RE)EE)  where R(E) := |£] 267 e R,

This operator indeed defines a projector on L” ' (R3; R3) because of R(£)? = R(&) and the
L™ — L" —boundedness of Riesz transforms f— f‘1(§j|.§|‘1f) forj=1,2,3,see[ll,
Corollary 5.2.8]. We now use the Helmholtz Decomposition to derive the equivalent dual
formulation of (5). In fact, distributional solutions E € L" (R3; R3) of (5) solve

(—A+ DNE =T[K « U], (@{d—IDE = (id—I)[K * U]
where U := |E|""2E € L" (R?; R3). In Fourier variables this may be rewritten as
(P + D —REVEE) = KEA - RENUE),  REEE) =KEREUE).

We stress that the symbols |§ 12+1, K (&), R(&) commute because the former two are scalar.
Hence,

R S (s (1=RE)
EE)=KE)UE) where K :=F <K(') (W + R(~)>> .

Plugging in E = |U |r/_2U and applying the inverse Fourier transform in these equations it
remains to find a solution U € L” (R3; R3) of the integral equation

U 2U=K*U inR.
Given that K is a real-valued and symmetric tensor field, this equation has a variational

structure. The associated energy functional reads

1 / 1
J(U)::—/ |U|rdx—f/ (KxU)-Udx. )
r’ Jr3 2 Jr3
We establish the relevant properties of X with regard to Lemma 9.

Proposition 13 Assume 2 < r < oo and K € L"?(R?). Then K € L"/2(R?; R3*3). More-
over, if [3(K x f) f dx > 0 holds for some f € L™ (R%), then [ K % F - F dx > 0 for
some F € L’/(]R3; R3).
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Proof We use the Mikhlin-H6rmander multiplier Theorem from [11, Theorem 6.2.7], which
says that the linear operator f +— F ~l(m f ) is bounded on L'/2(RV; C) provided that
|%m(&)] < C(a, N)|&|71®! for all £ € RY and multi-indices & € N}'. Using this fact
for m(€) = (1> + D7'(1 = R(&)) + R(&) we find [|K]l,/2 < C||K|l;2 < oo. Finally,
Je3(K % f)fdx > 0 for some f € L" (R?) implies that the vector field F € L" (R*; R?)
given by F(£) = %f@) satisfies (1 — R(€))F (&) = 0 and thus

/(K*F)-Fdx:/ ﬁﬁﬁdg:/ 1€|F|2dg=f 12|f|2dg=/ (K % f)f dx>0.
R3 R3 R3 R3 R3
m}

Proof of Theorem 4 In view of K € L’/>(R3;R3*3) and Young’s convolution inequality
the functional J : L™ (R%; R3) — R from (9) is continuously differentiable with Fréchet
derivative

J’(U)[U]:/ |U|”—2U-z7dx—/ (KxU)-Udx
R3 R3

forall U, UelL” (]R3; R3). To find a ground state we minimize J over the associated Nehari
manifold M = {U € L" (R3; R3) : J/(U)[U] =0, U # 0}. We find as before

2—r/

’ 2
2—7 Ul" dx)»
inf J = inf SupJ(tU) — inf /r (fR? | | )
M UeLr (R¥:R3)\{0} 1>0 UeLr (R3:RIN\(0} 2 Jr3(K*U) - Udx

Combining the assumptions of Theorem 4 with Proposition 13 we obtain that the assumptions
of Lemma 9 hold. Hence, the functional Q(U) := ng (KxU)-U dx has amaximizer U, € S

over the unit sphere S := {U € L (R3; R3) : ||U]l,» = 1}. We thus obtain

2—r v 2—r v

W/l > = 2 oW, > =JwU,)

inf J = inf -
M UeLr R3:RI\(0)  2r

where 7, > 0 maximizes ¢ — J(tU,) so that t,U, € M. Hence, U* := t,U, is a ground
state for J and E* := |U*|" ~2U* is a dual ground state of (5). This finishes the proof of
Theorem 4. O
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Appendix: Ground states vs. dual ground states

We show that in several contexts the notion of a dual ground state solution coincides with
the classical notion of a ground state provided that both notions make sense for the equation
under investigation. In particular, dual ground states may be seen as reasonable substitutes for
ground states. As a model example we consider P(D)u = |ul|” 21 on RN from Remark 10.
The formally equivalent dual formulation is |v|r/_2v = P(D)"'v for v := |u| "2u. The
energy functional I : H*(RY) — R and the dual energy functional J : L"(RN) - R are
given by

1 1
1(u>=5/ m(s>|ﬁ<s>|2ds—f/ ul” dx,
RN r ]RN

1 , 1
o) = /R el dx - 5 fR mE) " [96)2 de.

Here, m(&) = P(i&) is the symbol associated with P and we shall assume [9%(m(£)~1)| <
ColE|I71I(1+1&))7> for0 < s < & suchthat2 < r < +*25- and all multi-indices o € NJ'.
This is slightly stronger than Assumption 1 in [6]. We now show on an abstract level that a
ground state solution for / is the same as a dual ground state solution.

Let 2 be a set and assume that for all x € €2 the functions F(x, ), G(x,-) € C 2(R) are
real-valued with F,, (x, ) ™' = G, (x, ) and F(x,0) = G(x, 0) = 0 for all x € €. Moreover
assume that there are Banach spaces X, Y consisting of real-valued functions defined on
and functionals

1 1
Iw) =501, u) —o(FC.w),  J@) =9(G(,v) = 202, v)

where Q] : X x X — Rand Q> : Y x Y — R are continuous bilinear forms and ¢ is a
linear functional acting on real-valued functions defined on €2 such as x +— F(x, u(x)) and
x = G(x,v(x)) foru € X,v € Y. We assume that /, J are continuously differentiable
with
I'(h1] = Q1(u, h) — @(F, (-, why),  J' ()[ha] = @(Gy(-, v)h2) — Q2(v, h2)
(hye X,hyeY).

We moreover assume that / and J are dual to each other in the following sense: there are
subsets M C X and N C Y such that the Euler-Lagrange equations for /|y, J|y are
equivalent, namely

') =0, ue M\{0} & J'(v)=0, veN\{0} for

v(x) = Fu,(x, u(x)), u(x) = Gy(x, v(x)). (10)

Note that the above example satisfies (10) for M = X = H'RN)and N =Y = L’/(]RN).
In fact, the implication from left to right follows from the fractional Sobolev Embedding

H*(RN) — L"(RM) for 2 < r < ;#-. The opposite implication, which should be seen
as a regularity result, follows from bootstrapping |v|" 2y = P(D)~ v with the aid of

||P(D)‘1f||q < C|fllpfor0 < % - é < 2ﬁ5 These estimates follow from Bessel potential

A

estimates and Mikhlin’s multiplier Theorem, which is applicable due to [0% (m (& y | <
ColE171(1 4 |£])~25. Here one needs the sharp inequality r < % to show that v €

L” (RY) implies v € L2(RY) (via bootstrapping) and hence u = |[v|” ~2v = P(D) v €
H*(RN).
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We say that a ground state for /| is a nontrivial solution of I'(u) = 0,u € M with
least energy / among all nontrivial critical points of I]y. A dual ground state for /|y with
respect to J|y is a nontrivial solution of I’(u) = 0,u € M such that the dual function
v(x) := F,(x,u(x)) is a ground state for J|y.

Proposition 14 Under the assumptions from above:
(i) A solution u* € M\{0} is a ground state for 1|y if and only if i € M\{0}, I' (i) = O
implies
@ (FuCou™yu* —2F(,u®)) < @ (Fy (-, )i — 2F (-, iv)) .
(ii) A solution v* € N\{0} is a ground state for J|y if and only if © € N\{0}, J/(?) = 0
implies
9 (2G (-, v*) = Gy (-, v)") <9 2G(-, D) — Gy(-, D)D) .
Proof Part (i) follows from 21 (1) = 21(u) — I'(w)[u] = ¢ (F,(-, u)u — 2F (x, u)) for all
u € M such that I’ () = 0. Part (ii) is proved analogously. O

Theorem 15 Under the assumptions from above: u* € M\{0} is a ground state for I |y if
and only if it is a dual ground state for 1|y with respect to J|n.

Proof Assume that u* € M\{0} is a ground state for 7|, define v* := F, (-, u*) € N\{0}.
We have to show that v* is a dual ground state. So take any v € N\{0} such that J'(v) =0
and define u := G, (-, v). By (10) we have u € M\{0} and I'(u) = 0. Since u* is a ground
state, we know from Proposition 14

(2 (Fu(', u yu* —2F(, M*)) <@ (Fu(wu —2F (-, u)).
Plugging in u* = G, (-, v*), u = G, (-, v) we find
@ (U*Gv(', v*) = 2F (-, Gy, v*))) <@ WGy(,v) =2F(, Gy(-, v))). (1)

Since F, (x, -) and G, (x, -) are inverses of each other, we have forallx € 2,z € R

Gy(x,2) b4
F(x, Gy(x,2)) =/ F,(x,s)ds =/ tGyy(x,t)dt = z2Gy(x,2) — G(x, 2).
0 0

Using this identity for z = v*(x), z = v(x), respectively, we obtain from (11)
¢ (2G(,v") —v*Gy(-, v)) <9 2G (-, v) —vGy (-, V).

Given that v, v* € N are critical points of J and v was arbitrary, this means that v* is a
ground state for J|y. Hence, by definition, u™* is a dual ground of 7|; with respect to J|y.
In a similar way one shows that a dual ground state with respect to J|y yields a ground state
solution. O
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