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Abstract

In the present paper, we study the normalized solutions with least energy to the fol-
lowing system:

—Au+ Mu = pr|ulP2u + Bryul" 2 |v| 2 in RV,
—Av + A0 = p2|v|7 %0 + Brajul™ v|"2 "2 in RV,
f]RN u?=a? and fRN v? = a3,
where p,ry 4+ r2 < 2% and ¢ < 2*. To this purpose, we study the geometry of the
Pohozaev manifold and the associated minimizition problem. Under some assump-
tions on a1, ae and 3, we obtain the existence of the positive normalized ground state
solution to the above system.

Key words: Semilinear elliptic system; Normalized ground states; Pohozaev mani-
fold; Soboleyv critical.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35J50, 35J15, 35J60.

*This work is supported by NSFC(11801581,11025106, 11371212, 11271386); E-mails: li-hw17@mails.tsinghua.edu.cn &  zou-
wm@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.14387v3

1 Introduction

We recall the following Schrodinger system:

—i%‘bl = APy + pu1|P1[P72Py + S|P3 | Do Py,
(1.1) —i 5Py = Ay + o[ P |10y + Bro| Py | Do 2Dy,

(I)j = (I>j(:v,t) eC, (,T,t) e RN x R, 7=1,2,
where 7 is the imaginary unit, 11, 1o and 3 are constants, which comes from various physical phenomena, such
as mean-field modles for binary mixtures of Bose-Einstein condensates, or binary gases of fermion atoms in

degenerate quantum states (Bose-Fermi mixtures, Fermi-Fermi mixtures), see [1} 2, for more physical
background. Physically, system (I.I)) has the nature of conservation of mass, that is the following two norms

/|<I)1(t,:c)|2d:17 and / | P (t, )| *da
RN RN

are independent of ¢ € R. Moreover, the L?-norms |®1 (¢, -)|2 and |®5(t, -)|2 have important physical signifi-
cance, for example, in Bose-Einstein condensates, |®1 (¢, -)|2 and |®2 (¢, -)|2 represent the number of particles
of each component; in nonlinear optics framwork, |®1 (¢, -)|2 and |®2(t, -)|2 represent the power supply. There-
fore it is natural to consider the masses as preserved, and the solution of (I.I) with prescribed mass is called
normalized solution.

In order to study the solitary wave solution of (LT), we set @1 (x,t) = etu(z) and @y (z,t) = e*2tv(x).
Then the system (L.1)) is reduced to the general elliptic system:

(12) {—Au—l—)\lu:u1|u|p_2u+Br1|u|”_2|v|”u in RV,

—Av + Xov = pz|v|7 20 + Braful" v|"2 "2 in RV,
And the existence of normalized solutions to (1.2) can be formulated as follows: given a1, as > 0, we aim to
find (u,v) € HY(RY) x HY(RY) and (A1, \2) € R? such that
—Au+ Mu = p|ulP~?u+ Brijul "2jv|2e in RV,
(1.3) —Av + Aov = pz|v|7 %0 + Bra|ul" v|"2 "2 in RY,
Jevu? =ai and [oy v =a3.
Throughout the paper, we treat (I3) in cases 1, p2, 8 > 0, which is the so-called self-focusing and attractive
interaction, and we require also
(1.4) N>3, r,re>1, 2<p<2% 2<ri+ra<2% 2<q<27,

where 2 = ]\2,—72 is the Sobolev critical exponent. These constants are prescribed while the parameters A;, A2

are unknown. It is easy to see that a normalized solution of (I.3) can be found as a critical point of the energy
functional

1 1 1
(15) I(u,0) = / 5 (IVul + Vo)) = = puful” = = o] = Bluf™*v]™
RN p q
under the constraint S,, X S,,, where

Sa—{ueHl(RN):/ u2—a2},
RN

and the parameters \;, Ao appear as Lagrangian multipliers. In this paper, we are particularly interested in the
normalized ground states



Definition 1.1. We say that (ug,vo) is a normalized ground state of system (L3, if it is a solution to (L3)
having minimal energy amoung all the normalized solutions:

I(ug,vo) = inf {I(u,v) : (u,v) solves (L3) for some (A1, A2) € R*}.

The search for normalized ground states of system (I.3) is a challenging and interesting problem. The
presence of the L2-constraint makes the methods developed to deal with unconstraint problems unavailable,
and new technical difficulties arise. One of the main difficulties is the lack of the compactness of the constraint
Palais-Smale sequences. Indeed it is hard to check that the weak limits of the constraint Palais-Smale sequences
lie in the constraint S,, X S,,, since the embeddings H*(RY) — L*(R") and even H} ,(RY) — L2(RY)
are not compact. Moreover, the L2-constraint induces a new critical exponent, the L?-critical exponent

4
p=2+ N
This is the threshold exponent for the boundedness of the energy functional I(u,v). If the problem is purely
L2-subcritical i.e., 2 < p, q,r1 +72 < P, then I(u,v) is bounded from below on S,, X S,,. In this case, T. Gou
and L. Jeanjean obtained the compactness of the minimizing sequence of I (u, v) constrianed on Sq, X Sa,,
and proved the existence of a normalized ground state as a global minimizer. However, if one of p, ¢, 71 + 72 is
greater than p, i.e., L2-supercritical, then I (u, v) is unbounded from below and from above on S,, X Sq,. In the
cases2 < p,g<p<7m +7re<2*and2 < r; +713 < p < p,q < 2%, T. Gou and L. Jeanjean [12] proved the
existence of a normalized ground state; in the cases p < p,q, 1 + ro < 2%, using the Pohozaev manifold and
mountain pass lemma, T. Bartsch, L. Jeanjean and N. Soave (See [5} 4]) proved the existence of a normalized
ground state for large 3, below we will give more detailed comparisons on these results. For other conclusions
about the existence and mulplicity of the normalized solutions for Schrodinger equations on the whole space,

we refer to [3 12, [5 4], [6] 211, 22} [14]].

We note that in [22], N. Soave considered the following nonlinear Schrodinger equation with combined
power nonlinearities:

(1.6) — Au = u+plul%u+u> 2u inRY, N >3,

/ fuf? = a2,
]RN

in the Sobolev critical case. For a L2-subcritical, L?-critical, and L2-supercritical perturbation p|u|?~2u, the
author proved several existence/non-existence and stability/instability results. He obtained a constraint Palais-
Smale sequence with an additional property by studying the geometry of the corrsponding Pohozaev manifold,
and he proved the compactness of this special constraint Palais-Smale sequence under some energy level. We
are motivated by [22] to study the system (I.3). However, we deal with a system, which is different from
the scalar equation: the appearence of the coupled item makes the geometry of the Pohozaev manifold more
complicated; the compactness of constraint Palais-Smale sequence is hard to get.

with prescribed mass

For simplicity, let » = r1 + 5 and

2
< -, if2<p<p,
p
N(p—2) 2 _
1.7 =———= =—, ifp=np, d « = 1.
( ) Yp 2p D p P an Y2
2 . .
>—, ifp<p<27,
p



Asin [22]), the following Pohozaev manifold will play a special role in the proof:

(1.8) Pa1,a2 = {(uav) S Sal X S¢12 : P(u,v) = O}’

where

(1.9) P(u,v) = /N |Vu|2 + |VU|2 — ppi |[ul? = yqp2|v]? — Ty Blulv]"2.
R

As a consequence of the Pohozaev identity, any solution of (I3) belongs to Py, 4,. S0 if (u,v) € Py, a4, is a
minimizer of the constraint minimization

(1.10) m(ay,az) = inf  I(u,v),

(U)U)epal Jag

and (u, v) solves system (L.2) for some A1, A2, then (u,v) is a normalized ground state of (L3). To study the
minimization problem (LI0), we introduce a dilition operation preserving the L2-norm: for u € S, and s € R,

Ns
2

sxu(r) :=e 2 u(e’r) forae xRV,

Then s x u € S,. Define s * (u,v) = (s x u, s x v) and the fiber maps
(I)(u,v) (S) L= I(S * (U’a 1)))

2s P
= [ S vu +vop) - £
ey 2

(1.11) »s
u1|u|p _
P

S
palo|t — € Blul™ o]

By direct computation, we have @’(uyv) (s) = P(s* (u,v)) and

Parar = {(u,v) € Sy X Sy ¥, ) (0) = o}.

In this direction, we decompose Py, 4, into disjoint unions Pq, a, = Py, ., UPS . UP, .. where
73:17(12 = {(u’v> S Sal X Sa2 : q)/(lu,v)(o) > 0}7
P‘(l)haQ = {(uav) S Sal X Sa2 : /(/uﬂ)) (0) = O},
Ptl_l@z = {(’U,,’U) € Sal X Sllz : /(Iu,'u)(o) < 0} .

We see that the monotonicity and convexity of ®(,, ., (s) will strongly affect the structure of P and hence have
a strong impact on the minimization problem

Now, we state our main results. As we have stated, throughout this paper, we require p1, pt2, 3, a1, a2 > 0
and ry, 7y > 1. For the convenience of description, let

— ro(l—, —g)y A e ,q2*mp . B

agl(l %)%2(1 el )ﬁ(uzag(l gl ))qwqﬁ _,_ulazf(l 7 )(mag(l gl ))q7q72, ifr < p,

(1.12) T(a1,a2) = { min {a;1(1*7r)a£2(1*7r)ﬁ7 (Mlaﬁ(lf’yp))ﬁ(M2ag(177q))m+2} 7 ifr = p,
— Tyr—2 _ _ a7g =2 . B

agl(lf'vr)a?(lfw)ﬁ(ulazl)(l 'yp))Q,m) +M2Gg(1 'yq)(Mlaylo(l 'vp))g,mp7 ifr > p.

Then we have a result concerning a mixed situation.



Theorem 1.1. Suppose 3 < N < 4,2 < p < p<q < 2% 7r < 2%ry <2, then there exists a constant
ag = ag(p,q,r, N) > 0 such that if T (a1, az) < g, then (L3) has a positive normalized ground state.

Remark 1.1. The assumption ro < 2 is used to control the energy level, and the assumption T (a1, a2) < ag
is applied to ensure that the Pohozaev manifold has a good geometry. We note that for fixed i1, 2, 3 > 0, the
constant T'(a1, az) < g holds as long as aias small enough.

We also obtain a result about the normalized ground state for purely L2-supercritical case.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose3 < N <4, p <p, q, r < 2%, then
(1) there exists a By > 0 such that (L3) has a positive normalized ground state for any 3 > Bo;
(2) if further m1,r2 < 2, then (L3) has a positive normalized ground state for any 3 > 0.

Remark 1.2. The first conclusion of Theorem[[2lis similar to the results in [4) [3]], but the second one is a new
result. Particularly, let N = 4, p = q = 2ry = 2ry € (p,2%), then according to the second conlusion of
Theorem[L2) the following system

—Au+ M = pyulP2u+ Briful2 2 o|fu inRY,
—Av + Av = pa|v|P2v + Bro|ul jv]E 2 in R,

2 _ 2 2 _ 2
fR4u =af, fR4v = a3,
has a positive normalized ground state for any ay, a2, 3 > 0.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we collect some preliminary results which will be used
from time to time in the paper. Theorems [[1] are proved in Sections 4, 5 respectively. In Appendix B,
we give a proof of a regularity result. Throughout the paper we use the notation |u|, to denote the L? (RM)
norm, and we simply write H! = H*(RN), H = HY(RY) x H*(RY). Similarly, H} denotes the subspace of
funtions in H' which are radial symmetric with respectto 0, and H, = H} x H}, S, , = S, N H}. The symbol
|| - || denotes the norm in H' or H. Denoting by u* the symmetric decreasing rearrangement of u € H*, we
recall that (see [[18])) for p,q > 1

V'l < [Vula, ol =luly and [ Pz [l
RN RN

The capital letters C, Cs, - - - denote positive constants which may depend on N, p, ¢, r1, r2, whose precise
values can change from line to line.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we summarize several results which will be used in the rest disscussion.
For N > 3,2 < p < 2%, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality is

2.1) lulp < Cnp|Vuld?july ", Vue HY,

where 7, is defined by (I7). For a special case of (2.I), if p = 2*, then denoting S = CX,?Q*, we have the
Sobolev inequality
Slul3. < |Vul3, Yue DVARY),



where DV2(RY) is the completion of C2°(R) with respect to the norm ||u||p1.2 := |Vu|s. We observe that
the functional I(u, v) defined in (I3 is well defined and is of class C. Throughout this paper, we denote

Dl _ (max{:l,m})rgr C}dv Tagl(l—yT)agg(l—vT),
22) Dy = Lk a7,

1—
Dg = %M2Cf\,7qag( Ya) .

St < ([l ? (i ?

< Cn a2 / [Vul?) 72" ( / |Vo?) 72"

)

Then we have

2.3) g .
§CN,Ta;I(lf'”)a?(l*%)(?l/|Vu|2+72/|VU|2)M7T
< Du( [ [Vu + 7o) ¥,

1 Py 1 a7

(2.4 » palul” < Do|Vuly™  and p p2lul? < Ds|Voly™.

Substituting (2.3)-2.4) into (I.3), we obtain

ryr

1
<umv)zgg/ﬁvuﬁ+¢VUPy_DMx/ﬂvuP+¢vvF)z<_Dﬂvug%-pﬂvvg%

2.5)
> h( / Vul + Vo)),

where h(t) : (0,400) — R defined by

1
(2.6) h(t) = §t2 — Dyt — Dyt?r — Dyt

We now focus on the Sobolev subcritical and critical nonlinear Schrodinger equations with prescribed
L?-norm. For fixed a > 0, > 0,2 < p < 2*, we search for (u, \) € H! x R solving

7 —Au+ A= plulP72u  inRY,
’ fRNuzzaQ, ue H.

Solutions of 27) can be found as the critical points of £, , : H — R

1 1
E = ~|Vul|? = = plul?,
(W) /RM' ul pulul

constrained on S,, and the parameter \ appears as Lagrangian multiplier. Back to the problem (2.7)), testing the

equation with u, we get
[owalen =y Jap.
RN RN RN



and then combined with the Pohozaev identity

N -2 N
Nz / wup? + X / =Y [,
2 RN 2 RN p RN

it follows that

(2.8) )\/ u? = (1 —vp)u/ |u|P.
RN RN

Hence, if p < 2*, then we must have A > 0. Therefore, by scaling, the equation (2.7) is equivalent to
(2.9) —Aw+w=|wP 2w nRY, weH".

While if p = 2*, we have A = 0, then by scaling, the equation (2.7) is equivalent to

(2.10) —Aw=|w? 2w inRY, we DR

Since the positive solutions of (2.9)(2.10) are studied clearly, the existence of normalized solutions of (2.7) can
be obtained by scaling. However, there are still some special properties that need to be clarified. To be precise,
we introduce the Pohozaev manifold for single equations

@.11) Tapp = {u esu: [ IV syl = o},
RN

and the constraint minimizition problem

(2.12) mb(a) = inf E,,(u).

u€Ta,p,u

It is easy to see that
m(ay,0) =my*(a1) and m(0,az) = mi>(az).

We have the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose N > 3,u,a > 0and 2 < p < 2*,p # p, then up to a translation, @) has a unique
positive solution uy, ,, € Tq p . wWith X > 0. Moreover,

(1) ifp < p, then

(2.13) mb(a) = 1é1§ E, (u) =Ep (up,) <05

(2) ifp > p, then

(2.14) mp(a) = uiensi max E,  (t*u) = max E, u(t*up ) = Ep u(up,) > 0;

Finally, for both cases ml, (a) is strictly decreasing with respect to a > 0.

Proof. By [10]l, up to a translation, w,, , is the unique positive solution of (2.9), which is radial symmetric
and decreasing with respect to 0. Since p # p, by scaling we obtain the unique solution of (2.7)
1 1 . a? 2
Up = (=)72wp (A2x) with A= (——spr—2)27,
H lwp,pul3

p—2



Using the Pohozaev identity, it is easy to check that u, , € Ty.p. .. On the other hand, the equality of 21} is
achieved by w,, ,, that is

0 1—y
(2.15) [wp,ulp = Cp.N[Vwp,ulo” [wp,uly
and taking a similar process as the one to get equation (2.8)), we obtain

2
(2.16) Vwp,ulz = 'Y;D|wp,u|£-

Then combining @.15) and @.16), there is |va7u|§7mp = 7pcp7N|wp,u|Z2)7mp~ So

1 1
Epyu(up,u) = (5 -—) /]RN |Vup7u|2

Pp
1 1 2 _p—PYWp
=G gy TN TVl
p
2.17 2
@17 - (l _ L)(Map—pvp)ﬁ [Vwp, x5
2 vy 2 (2 ”:p”;” )
[wp, N |2
1 1 B 2
= (5= 5 ) (pCn ppua ) 77
p

which is negative if p < p and is positive if p > p. To prove futher properties, let
Dy (s) = Epu(s*u)

(2.18) 025 PV
= Vul? — P,
5 RNI ul ’ %/RN plul

For the case p < p, we take u € S, then a direct computation tells us that there exists a unique global minimizer
sy for @,,(s) and s, xu € Tg p . SO

Epu(u) > Ep 1(sy *u) > mﬁ(a) > ulenbﬁ Ep#(u),
which implies m/(a) = inf,es, Epu(u) < 0. Taking a minimizing sequence u,, for infyes, Ep . (u), we
assume u,, > 0, u, € H} by insteading u,, of |u,|*. The coerciveness of E,, ,|s, means that u, is bounded.
Then up to a subsequence u,, — ug in H'(RY), u,, — ug in LP(RY) and u,, — ug a.e. in RY. So ug > 0.
We will prove that ug is a nontivial minimizer of m/(a). If ug = 0, then we have

1
m - |Vu,|? >0,

my(a) = lim B, ,(u,) = nlLOO -

n—r00

in contradiction with m/(a) < 0. Hence, 0 < |ug|2 < a. Suppose |ug|2 # a, then

mZ(a) = Ep,u(“n) +o(1) > EP,H(UO) > mZ(|u0|2)-

On the other hand, following the proof of Lemma 3.1], we have

mp(a) < mb(Juolz) +mh(a — [uolz) < mh(|uol2),

which is a contradiction. Thus |uo|2 = a, B ,(ug) = mk(a) and ug is a positive solution of (Z.7). Then the

uniqueness result implies ug = wu, , and hence m#(a) = E, ,(up ). Recall 2.17), we know that m# (a) is
strictly decreasing with respect to a > 0.

Suppose now p > p, then from [I5| Lemma 2.10], there is m/ (a) = max;er Ep . (txtup ) = Ep p(up, ),

O

and we can prove m/(a) = inf,es, maxier Ep . (t x u) similarly as[22] Proposition 2.2].



For the Sobolev critical case p = 2%, there is also a clear characterization about the positive solutions of
272) and the minimizition problem (2.12).

Lemma 2.2. Suppose N > 3, u,a > 0 and p = 2%, then

. 1 ~2 N
(2.19) mb. (a) = uléléfa r?eaugEQ*’“(t*u) =Nk T Sz >0.

Moreover,
(1) if N = 3,4, then @) has no posotive solution for any X € R, and in particular m¥. (a) is not achieved;
(2) if N > 5, then up to a translation, @71) has a unique positive solution us- ,, € Tq 2+, with X = 0, and

mg* (a) = EQ*-,,U.(U’Q*.,,U.)-

Proof. For detailed proof, we refer to Propesition 2.2]. O

In the following paper, we need the following result.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose (u,v) € H is a nonnegative solution of (L2) with 2 < p,q,r < 2%, then
(1) if N = 3,4, then uw > 0 implies \; > 0; v > 0 implies Ay > 0;
(2) if N > 5, then u > 0 implies \y > 0; v > 0 implies Ay > 0.

Proof. From Corollary Bl we know that (u, v) is a smooth solution. Suppose u > 0 but A\; < 0, then
—Au = [M|u+ puP™t + Briu™ o™ > min{ |\, g1 Ju®  in RY,

forany 1 < o < p — 1. Using a Liouville type theorem [20, Theorem 8.4], we deduce v = 0, which is
impossible since u > 0. So A\; > 0. Morevoer, if N = 3,4 and \; =0, i.e.,

—Au =P+ Briu "™ >0 inRY,
then Lemma A.2] implies that w = 0, which is also a contradiction. So A; > 0 when N = 3, 4. O
Finally we recall a Brezis-Lieb type lemma.
Lemma 2.4. Suppose (un,v,) C H is a bounded sequence, (un,v,) — (u,v) a.e. in RN and 2 < r <

2%, r1,r0 > 1, then

tim [ ™ ol = ™ ol = i — ™ o, — 0] = 0.
n—oo JpN

3 The mixed exponent case

In this section, we assume 2 < p < p < ¢ < 2*,2 < r < 2*, 71,9 > 1. Recall the definition of h(t) in

226D, we have

Lemma 3.1. There exists a constant oq > 0 such that if T'(a1,a2) < o, then the function h(t) has exactly
two critical points, one is a local minimum at negitive level, the other one is a global maximum at positive level.
Futher, there exists 0 < Ry < Ry such that h(Ry) = h(R1) = 0, and h(t) > 0 iff t € (Ro, R1).



Remark 3.1. Let [(t) = at? — bt™ — ctP¥r — dtDa with2 <p <p < q<2*, 2 <r < 2*anda,b,c,d > 0.
Then I(t) has at most two critical points in (0, 00).

The proof of Lemma[3.1]and Remark[3.1]is elementary but technique, we postpone it to the Appendix .

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant o > 0 such that if T (a1, az) < o, then PY . =0, and Pq, a, is a C"
submanifold in H with codimension 3.

Proof. We first prove that P? = () implies that P,, ,, is a C* submanifold in H with codimension 3. As we

ai,a2

can see, Pq, q, is defined by P(u,v) = 0,G(u) = 0, F(v) = 0, where

G(u):a%—/ u?, F(U):ag—/ v?,
RN RN

d(P,G,F): H—R> is asurjective.

Suppose it is not true, by the independence of dG(u) and dF'(v), there must be that dP(u, v) is a linear combi-
nation of dG(u) and dF(v), i.e., there exist 1, 2 € R such that (u, v) is a weak solution of

It is sufficient to prove

—Au+ viu = 22 |ulP~?u + 22 Bry [u| 2 v[2u inRY,
(3.1) —Av + vov = L2 po|v|97 20 + T Broful™ [u[2 720 inRY,

|’U,|2 = aq, |’U|2 = a.

Testing system (3.I) with (u, v) and combining with the Pohozaev identity, we can conclude that

2 / Vul? + [Vof = 2 / palul? + g2 / ialol? + () / Blul" o],
RN RN RN RN

which implies that (u,v) € P? 1.a» @ contradiction.
Now we prove that there exists a constant az > 0 such that P?
there is a (u,v) € PO . . Letp = (Ju2+ [v|2)2 and

ay,a2"

W(t) : = 1], ,)(0) — @, ,(0)

(u,v)

(=) [ [VuP 4 (9~ = [l
RN RN

() / polol® = (¢ — Ty ) / Blul" o]
RN RN
= 0.

= (aslongas T'(a1, as) < az. Suppose

1,02

We divide the proof into four different situations.
Case 1: p <r < p. Thereis py, < ry, <2 < ¢V, Onthe one hand, W (r~,) = 0 implies

(2 —rv:)p* < (qvg — ™) /N palv|? < (qvg — v )gD3p?e.
R

It follows that p > (% q%g) 722 On the other hand, by W(gv,) = 0, we obtain

(07 —2) = (@7 — PYp) P> /N palulP + (qyg — rye)ryep > /N Blul™ |v|"™
R R

< (qvq — P¥)1pPD20"* % + (q7g — 7v2 )y D1Bp™ 2

2—pyp 2—ryp

< C(p,q, 7“)(’D2D§”‘f2 + DlﬁDéﬂ‘f2 ).

10



Therefore by the definitions of Dy, D2, D3, we can choose an aiy > 0 such that

2—pyp 2—ryp

’D2’D§7q72 + Dlﬁ’Déﬂ‘r2 < C(p,q,r)_l(qwq -2)

as long as T'(a1, a2) < aq, then we get a contradiction. That is, P}}m = () provided that T'(a1, az) < ao.

Case 2: r < p < p. If we exchange the roles played by D5t?7» and D1¢"7" in Case I, then we can get a constant
ao with the required properties.

) when D13 < ay. Then completely

4> )
0, we can obtain the constant cvo with the

analogous as Case I, by combining W (gv,) = 0 and W (py,)
required properties.

Case 3: r = p. We first suppose s < 1, so that % — DB € (%

Case 4:r > p. If r < g, then there is py, < 2 < rv, < g7, and again proceeding as Case I, by combining
W (rv,) = 0 and W (p~y,) = 0, we can obtain the constant «y with the required properties. If r > ¢, then there
is pyp < 2 < ¢7y4 < 7, and again proceeding as Case 1, by combining W (gv,) = 0 and W (py,) = 0, we can
obtain the constant ae with the required properties.

O

Using Lemmas[3.11 we can discribe the geometry of P, 4, .

Lemma 3.3. IfT'(a1,a2) < min{ay, s}, then for every (u,v) € Sa, X Sa,, the function ®,, . (t) has exactly
two critical points 8y )y < t(y,v) and two zero-points ¢y vy < d(y,v) With S(uv) < Cluw) < tuw) < du,v)-
Moreover:
(1) s (u,v) € 73;1@2 iff s = S(uv) 8% (u,v) € Po an M5 = tuw)s

R
(2) S(uw) < log (Jan \Vu\242|V'u|2)1/2 and

. Ry
(I)(u,v)(s(u,v)) = inf {(I)(u,v) (S) s E (— o0, log (IRN |Vu|2 T |V1}|2)1/2)} ;

(3) I(t(up) * (u,v)) = maxser (s * (u,v)) > 0
(4) the maps (u,v) v t(y0) and (u,v) v 5 are of class C*,

Proof. Let (u,v) € Sy, X Sa,. By 2.3), we have

Pu0)(s) = I(s * (u,v)) > h(es(/RN |Vu|? + |VU|2)1/2),

and then

Ro Rl

[} 0, V I 1 .
u(s) > 0, s € (log s e ey 08 (g v )

Recalling the facts that ®(,, ,,y(—00) = 07 and ®(,, ,,)(+00) = —oo, we see that O, ,,y has at least two critical

points S(y,») < t(u,u), Where s, ) is local minimum point on ( — 00, log T~ Wu‘ﬁ‘wz)l/z) at negetive
R

level, and t(,, ) ia a global maximum point at positive level. On the other hand, from Remark [3] Dy 0) (s) has

at most two critical points in (—o0, +-00), which means that ®,, ,,)(s) has exactly two critical points s, ) and

t(u,v)- Since 7, 1 (s) = P(sx(u,v)), we know that s x (u,v) € Pa, a, implies s = () Or t(y,,). Moreover,

noticing (I)I(/u,u)(s(u,v)) >0, <I>’(’u7v) (tuw)) < 0and PP, = 0, we deduce that s, ) * (u,v) € P} , and

t(u,v) * (u, U) cP-

ai,a2”
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By the monotonicity, ) has exactly two zero-points ¢y ) and dy, ), With s¢, ) < C(u,0) < tu,w) <
d(u,v)- It remains to show that the maps (u,v) + t(,,,) and (u,v) = 5(,..,) are of class C'. We apply the

implicit function theorem on ¥(s, u, v) = ®{,, (s). Using the fact that

\IJ(S(u,v)a u, ’U) = \I/(t(u,v) * (uv ’U)) = O’
(95\11(8(“7@),11,, ’U) = @/(;71))(8(“7”)) > 0,

85\1}(8(11,,1))5 u,v) = (t(u,v)) < 07

(u7v)
and P, ,, = 0, there is (u,v) = t(y,,) and (u,v) — 5, are of class C*. O
For k > 0, let

Ag = {(u,v) € Sa; X Say : (/ [Vul? + |[Vo2)Y2 < R}.
RN
We have the following crucial estimates.

Lemma 3.4. Let N > 3 and T'(a1,a2) < min{ay, as}. If ro < 2, then

m(ai,a2) = inf  I(u,v) < min{m(ay,0),m(0,az)}.
(u,v)EAR,

Proof. From Lemma[3.3] we have

’P;rlm = {S(u,v) * (u,v) : (u,v) € Sqy % SGQ} C Ag,,
and
m(a1,a2) = inf I(u,v) = inf I(u,v) <O0.

ay,az Pay a0

Obviously m(a1, az) > inf 4, I(u,v). Onthe other hand, forany (u,v) € Ag,, since 0 < log Uon IVulfJOrIVvIQ)l/Z’

there is
m(ala a2) < I(S(u,v) * (’U,, 1))) < I(U, ’U).

It follows that m(a1, az) = inf (4 v)ea,, I(u,v). Noting that p < p < ¢ means m(a1,0) < 0 < m(0,az), we
only need to prove m(a1, az) < m(ay,0).
We now choose a proper test function to prove m (a1, az) < m(ay,0). From h(Rg) = 0, we have 3R} >

DyRy?, that is Rg_p " > 2D, Let (u, \g) € Sa, x RT be the unique function in Lemma[2.T] with parameters
P, p1, a1. It follows that

[Vuls = ppalull < pyDal Vuly™ < RS [Vl
which means [Vu|y < Ry. Take m > 1 such that % — % <m < % — 1 and let
p(x) € 57 (B2(0)), 0 <¢(x) <1, ¢(z)=1Lin B(0).

We define v(x) = c% € H' with constant ¢ > 0 such that v € S,,. Therefore, (u, sxv) € Ag, for s < —1.

Let
T2 S
a(s):/ |u|™ s % v|™ 2006(%_’”)”5/ u”(x)isp (e x)
RN RN ||

12



From the decay properties of [[17], we get by replacing a variable that u decays exponentially

1
u(z) = O(|:1c|_¥e_)‘02 m), as |z| — oo,

and |u(z)| < M in RY. Then

r 1
0</‘“1?SC(/ LT+/ jaf 7T e e ) < o
Ry |z|™T2 Br) 1ZI™2 " JBa0)e

Thus by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we obtain

lim u' (a:)w = /]RN u'™ (x); =:C € (0,00).

e o Jal R

Hence a(s) = Coe?*(Cy + o(1)) > €21e%% as s — —oo where § = (§ — m)ry € (1,2). Finally we see that
for some s < —1, there holds

m(ay,as) < I(u,s*v)

628 5 edVas
= Bpann(w) + S Voli = = olt = fa(s)

e?s edas CoCh s
< Epayu(u) + 7|VU|§ - lvl§ — 5766

< Epay pu(u) =m(a1,0).

Now we prove the compactness of Palais-Smale sequences.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose N = 3,4 and D15 < i whenr = p. Let (U, v,) C Sa, X Sa, be a radial Palais-Smale
sequence for I|s, xs,, atlevel m(ay,az) with additional properties P(uy,v,) — 0 and u,, , v, — 0 a.e. in
RN If

m(a1,az) < min {m(a1,0),m(0,az)},

then up to a subsequence, (tun,v,) — (u,v) in H, where (u, v) is a positive solution of (L2) for some A1, A >
0.

Proof. We first prove that (u,,, vy, ) is bounded. Let p, = (Jun|2 + |v,|2)2 and

Zn(t) : = tI(up,vy) — P, vy)

t—2 t—
=557 190 9 = e

t—q7 r r
= Q/mvnw—(t—mr)/muu1|vn|2
<C(t), Vn>1

We still disscuss it in four different situations.
Case 1: r < p. From Z,(qv,) < C, we get

-2 —
D02t <04 DI [, =) [ Blunl” o™ < €O+ 720 4 7).

which implies that (., v,,) is bounded.

13



Case 2: r = p. Note that rvy, = 2. From Z,,(q7y,) < C, we get

-2 -2
T—=(1—2D8)0% < O+ P02 — (4, 2) / Blun|" on "

<C+ q%;# /ullunlp <O+ pP),

which implies that (u,,, v,,) is bounded.
Case-3: p < r < q. From Z, (rv,) < C, we get

Yy — 2 Y —
Rk <o ot [ mlual? < cas g,

which implies that (u,,, v,,) is bounded.
Case-4: p < q < r. From Z,(qv,) < C, we get

_9 _
Do=2pp <o DD [, < o+ ),

which implies that (u,,, v,,) is bounded.

Since the sequence (u,, v, ) is a bounded sequence of radial functions, by the compactness of the embed-
ding H! — LP(RY) for2 < p < 2*, there exists a (u,v) € H such that up to a subsequence (wy,, v,) — (u,v)
in H and L?" (RN) x L¥ (RY) and (up, vn) — (u,v) in LP(RN) x LP(RN), L™ (RN) x L"(RN), L9(RY) x
LI(RYN) when ¢ < 2%, and (up,v,) — (u,v) ae. in RY. Hence u,v > 0 are radial funtions. Since
I |/Sa1 XSy (tn, v) — 0, by the Lagrange multiplier’s rule, we have that there exists a sequence (A1, A2.,,) C
R? such that

(3.2) / Vi, - Vo + A plngp — M1|un|p72unﬁp — B |un|mi2|vnlrzuns‘7 = o)l
RN

(3.3) /N Vo, - Vi + /\Q,nvnd} - ,LL2|1)n|q_2’Un1/) - ﬂT2|un|T1 |vn|T2_2vn1/} = 0(1)||1/}||H1a
R

as n — oo, for every (¢, 1) € H. By choosing (¢, %) = (un, vy,), we decude that (A1 ,, A2, ) is bounded as
well, and hence up to a subsequence (A1 5, A2.n) — (A1, A2) € R2 Then, passing to the limits in (3:2)-(3.3),
we deduce that (u, v) is a nonnegative solution of (I2). Thus from the Pohozaev identity we obtain

pov? 4+ (1 =~ )r Lu"t",
N

G4 Ml b= (=) [ e =) [
RN RN

R
Moreover, combining P (ty,,v,) — 0 with 32)(3.3), we have

/\1&% + /\QCL% = lim )\11n|un|§ + )\2,n|vn|§
n—oo

= lim (|Vun|2 + |an|2) + pa|unl? + p2lva]? + rBlun|™ o]

n—oo RN_
= Jim (1=5) [ plunl? + (1= [ ol (= [ Bl
n—o0 RN RN RN

— (=) [ om0 [ et @ [,
RN RN RN

(3.5)

Now since there may be u = 0 or v = 0, we will proceed in four cases.
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Case 1: uw = 0,v = 0. Since (un,v,) — (u,v)in LP(RY) x LP(RY), L"(RY) x L"(RY), we have

0= P(un,vy,) +o(1) = / |V, |* + |V, |* — wq/ p2|vn|? 4+ o(1).
RN RN
Then it follows that

1 1
m(ar,a2) = lim I(u,,v,) = nlim 3 /RN [V, |* + [V, |* — E/RN palvn|?

. 1 2 2
= lim (= — —) [Vu,|® + [Vu,|* > 0.
n—oo 2 qvq~ Jry

However, m(ay,as) < m(a1,0) < 0, we get a contradiction.

Case 2: v # 0,v = 0. By the maximum principle, u is a positive solution of (27) with parameters p, ;11 and
a = |u|z < ay, thenm(ay,0) < m(|ulz,0) = I(u,0). Let @, = u,, — u, then by using the Brezis-Lieb Lemma
and Lemma[2.4] we have

0= P(tn,vyn) + 0o(1) = P(tn,v,) + P(u,0) + o(1)

- / IVl + [Voul — / alonl? + o(1),
RN RN
and hence

m(ay,az) = lim I(up,v,) = lm I(Gp,vy,) + I(u,0)

n—oo n—oo

1 1
> lim —/ |Vﬂn|2+|an|2——/ ta|vn]® +m(aq, 0)
n~>oo2 RN q RN
1 1
= lim ———/ Vﬂn2+an2—|—ma1,O > m(aq,0),
Jim G =) [ 19+ V0l m(ar,0) 2 m(an.0)

which is a contradiction.

Case 3: u = 0,v # 0. If ¢ = 2*, then v is a positive solution of (27) with parameters p = 2*, 1 = o and a =
|v|2 > 0, which contradicts Lemma[2.2] If ¢ < 2*, then proceeding as Case 2, we get m(ay,as) > m(0,as2), a
contradiction too.

Case 4: u # 0,v #£ 0. In this case, we prove (un,v,) — (u,v) in H. Again by the maximum principle,
u,v > 0, then Lemma23limplies A1, A2 > 0. Moreover, from (G.4)(3.3), we obtain

M(ai = [ul3) + Aa(a3 — [vf3) =0,

and since 0 < |ulz < a1,0 < |v|2 < ag there must be |uls = a1, |[v|2 = az. So (u,v) € Pg,.a,. Let
(Un, Tn) = (uy — u, v, — v), then we have

0 = P(tn,vyn) + 0(1) = P(tn,0y) + P(u,v) + o(1)

- / Vil + V0 — 7 / 112/ + o(1),
RN RN
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and hence

m(ay,as) = nhﬁrrgo I(up,vpn) = nlirrgo (U, 0p) + I(u,v)

1 1
> lim —/ |Van|2+|Vz7n|2——/ a5 |? + m(as, az)
2 RN q JrN

n—oo

li (1 1)/ Vi, |* + [V, |* + m(a1, az) > m(a1,az)
= lim (= — — Uy, Up m(ay,as) > m(ay,as).
n—oo" 2 q4%Yq JRN

O

Proof of the Theorem[[ 1l Take ag = min{ay, 2}, then by LemmaB4land LemmaB3 it is sufficient to prove
the existence of a radial Palais-Smale sequence for I|s, xs,, atlevel m(a1,az) with additional properties
P(un,vy) — 0and u,, ,v, — 0ae. in RV,

Let my(a1,a2) = infa, nm, I(u,v), and using the symmetric decreasing rearrangement it is easy to
checkm(ai, az) = m(ar, az). Choosing a minimizing sequence (iy, 0,) form(as, az) = infa, m, I(u,v),
we assume (1, 0, ) are nonnegative by replacing (i, U, ) with (|G|, |0,|). Futhermore, using the fact that
I(S(a,,5,) * (n,0y)) < I(iin, y), and replacing (i, n) by S(a, 5,) * (in, Un), We obtain a minimizing
sequence (T, V) € 73;1 as,r for n > 1. Therefore, by Ekeland’s varational principle, there is a radial Palais-
Smale sequence (un,vy) for I[s, ,xs,, . (hence a Palais-Smale sequence for I|s,, xs,,) With the property

[|(n, vp) = (Un, 0n)|] — 0as n — oo, which implies that
P(tn,vp) = P(tiy, 9,) +0(1) =0 and wu,,v, — Oae. inRY,

then we finish the proof. O

4 The purely L,-supercritical case

In this section, we suppose p < p, q,r < 2*. To start our discussion, we consider once again the Pohozaev
manifold Py, 4, and the decomposition Py, o, = P ,, UPY, ., UP,, .. If thereis a (u,v) € PY, .. then

combining ®(,, ,,(0) = 0 and &, ,(0) = 0, we deduce that

(u, (u,v

(P — 2) /

ﬂ1|u|p+<qvq—2>/ uzlvl‘Z+<mr—2)m/ Blul™ o] = 0.
RN RN RN

Since pyp, e, g > 2, there must be (u,v) = (0,0), in contradiction with (u,v) € Sg, X Sg,. This shows
that 7331),12 = (), and then as Lemma[B.2l we can prove that P, 4, is a C' submanifold in H with codimension
3. However, in this section, the geometry of P, 4, Will be different from the one in Lemmal[3.3]

Lemma 4.1. For any (u,v) € Sa, X Sa,, the function ®, .y has a unique critical point t, ,y € R, which is a
strict maximum point at positive level. Moreover,

(1) Payar = 73(;17(12 and P(u, 1)) <0 lﬁct(uﬂ,) < 0;

(2) ®(u,v) is strict increasing in (—o0, tluw))s

(3) the map (u,v) — t(y . is of class Cn.

Proof. The proof is completely the sames as [22, Lemma 6.1], and we omit the details here. O
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Using the above lemma, it is easy to see that

m(ay,az) = Sallrxlfsag max I(t* (u,v)).

By using the same techniques as that in Lemmal[3.3 we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose N = 3,4. Let (upn,vn) C Sa, X Sa, be a radial Palais-Smale sequence for I|s, s, at
level m(ay, az) with the additional properties P(u,,v,) — 0 and u,, ,v;; — 0 a.e. in RN If

0 < m(a1,az) < min {m(a1,0),m(0,az)},

then up to a subsequence (uy,v,) — (u,v) in H, where (u,v) is a positive solution of (L2) for some A1, g >
0.

Remark 4.1. It is natural that m(a1, az) > 0. Indeed, for any (u,v) € Py, 4y, there is

/ Wmlﬂvw%:n/ mmw+%/’umw+ww/ Bl o]
RN RN RN RN
PYp avq

< Dapy([ | IVuP)F + Dagry([ | (90P)F
]RN RN
+ Dlrvrﬁ(/ |Vu|2 + |Vv|2)%”7
]RN

which implies infp [ IVul? +|Vu|? > C > 0. So we have

ai.a2

m(ar,a2) = inf I(u,v)
al,a2
. mp—2/ qvq—2/ mr—2/ -
— f p q 1 2
i el I palul” + =5 . palul? + — - Blul™ vl

> C inf / |Vu|?> 4 |Vv]? > 0.
RN

aq,ag
We recall the following lemma in [3]].
Lemma 4.3. The map (s,u) € R x H' — sxu € H' is continuous.
Now we give a way to find such a Palais-Smale sequence as the required one in Lemmal[£.2]

Lemma 4.4. There is a radial Palais-Smale sequence for I|s, xs,, at level m(a1,az) with the additional

a2

properties P(u,,v,) — 0 and u;, v, — 0 a.e. in RY.

n» - n

Proof. We consider the functional I : R x H'(RY) x H'(RY) — R defined by

I(s,u,v) = I(s* (u,v))

on the constraint R x Sy, X Sq, . Denote the closed sublevel set by I¢ = {(u,v) € Sy, X Sqy : I(u,v) < c}.
We note that for any (u,v) € Sg, X Sa,.,

1 v
I(u,v) > 5(IVul3 + [Vo[3) = Da|Vuly™ = Ds|Vol5™ —Dif(|Vulz + Vol3) =,
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I(u,v) < 5 (IVul3 +[Vof3),

N =

P(u,v) > |Vul3 + [Vol3 = Dipyp | Vuls™ — D3gyg|Vol3™ — Diry, B(Vul3 + [Vol3) =,

then there exists a small £ > 0 such that
0 < I(u,v) < mlai,as), Pu,v) >0, Y(u,v)€ Ap.
We introduce the minimax class

I':= {7 = (CY7(P1, 902) € C([()? 1]7]R X Sa1,r X Saz,r) : 7(0) € {0} X Ak7’7(1) € {O} X IO}

with the associated minimax level ~
= inf I(~(t)).
o= Inf max (v(1))
Next we check that o = m(ay, az). On the one hand, for any (u, v) € Py, 4., there are (u*, v*) € Sq, » X Say.r
and P(u*,v*) < P(u,v) = 0, which implies ¢, = ¢(,+ ,,») < 0. It follows that

I(u,v) > I(ts * (u,v)) > I(te * (u*,0%)) = rgleaﬂgl(t* (u*™,v")).

Observing that
|Vsxu*|3 +|Vsxv*[3 =0, ass— —oo0,

I(t* (u*,v*)) = —o0, ass— 00,

we choose sg < —1,s1 > 1 such that so x (u*,v*) € Ay and s1 x (u*,v*) € I°. Then we define 7, : [0, 1] —
R x Sq,,r X Sayr

Y (t) = (0,[(1 = t)so + ts1] * (u*,v")),
and by Lemma[43] v, € I'. Hence

o < max I(y2()) < max I(tx (u,v")) < I(u,v),

which implies o < m(a1, az). On the other hand, for any v = («, ¢1, p2) € T', we consider the function
Pyt €[0,1] = P(a(t) * (¢1(t), p2(t))) € R.

It is easy to see that P, is continuous and P (0) > 0. We claim that P, (1) < 0. Indeed, if P, (1) > 0, we have
t(p1(1),02(1)) = 0, and then from Lemmad.1l

I(p1(1),92(1)) = Py (1),02(1)) (0) > P, (1) (1)) (—00) = 07,

which is a contradiction. Thus we obtain a t, € (0,1) such that P, (¢,) = 0. It follows that

max T0(0) 2 T0(6)) = Ta(t) * (1(t,),2(8,)) = m(ar,a2)
which implies o > m(ay, az). Hence o = m(aq, az).

Let F = {v([0,1]) : v € T'}. Using the terminology in [9, Section 5], F is a homotopy stable family of
compact subset of R x Sg, - X Sy, , with extended closed boundary {0} x A U {0} x I°, and the superlevel
set {f > o} is a dual set for F, which means that the assumptions in [9, Theorem 5.2] are satisfied. There-
fore, taking a minimizing sequence {7, ([0,1]), v, = (e, ©1,n, P2.n)} for o with the property that «(t) = 0,
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©1.n(t) >0, p2,(t) > 0 forevery ¢t € [0,1]( Indeed, we can replace v, by ¥, = (0, an * (|©1.n], |P2.0])) ),
there exists a sequence (Sp, Un, vn) C R X Sq, X Sg, - such that as n — 0o, I($y, Uy, vy) — o and

4.1) asi(snu Un, Un) — 0, ||6(u,v)f(5nu Un s 'Un)l Ty Saq,r X Top Sag,r 7 0,

(4.2) [sn| + dist ((un, vn), (#1,n([0,1]), p2.2((0, 1]))) = 0.

Let (U, Un) = Sn * (Un, V) € Sayr X Say,r. From @.2), we know that {s,, } is bounded and @,,, 7;, — 0 a.e.
in RY. Moreover, (.I) implies that

P (U, 0y) = 051 (8, tn, vy) — 0,

and that
I/(ﬁna ﬁn)[(bv 1/)] - a(u,v)j(snv U, Un)[(_sn) * ((bv 1/))]
= o(D)[|(=sn) * (&, )|
OICRDII
for any (¢,v) € T, Say,r X T5, Say,r- Summing up, (un, ) is a radial Palais-Smale sequence of I|s; xsy
and hence a radial symmetric Palais-Smale sequence of /|s,, xs,, atlevel 0. O

Before giving an estimate of m(ay, az) from above, we would like to study the dependence of m(ay, as)
on 3. In the following lemma, we denote m(as, az), I(u, v) by mg(a1, az2), Is(u,v) respectively.

Lemma 4.5. For any aq,as > 0, we have that
(1) mg(ay,az) is decreasing with respect to 3 > 0;
(2) mo(a1,az) = min {m(as,0),m(0,az)}.

Proof. (1) Forany f; > f3 > 0,

mpy(an,0) = inf Dy, (5 (1,0) € inf D, (£ (1.0)) = mg, (o0, ),

so mg(aq, az) is decreasing with respect to 5 > 0.

(2) Let I = min{m(a1,0),m(0,az2)}. We first prove mq(a1,as) > I. Suppose 0 < mq(a1,az2) < I. Then
by Lemma[2l and Lemmad4] we can find a sequence (u,,v,) — (ug,vo) in H, where (ug,vo) attains the
minimum problem mq (a1, az). Since 3 = 0, the system (L3)) is given by two uncoupled equations and both g
and vy are positive radial solutions. By Lemma[2.] we have

[ > mo(al,ag) = IQ(UQ,'UQ) = m(al,O) + m(O,ag) >,

a contradiction.

Now we prove mg(a1,a2) < I. Let u be the unique positive solution of (27) with parameters p, i1, a;
and v be the unique positive solution of (2.7) with parameters g, p2, as. So (u,v) € Sq, X Sa, and (u, s *v) €
Say X Sa, forany s € R. Let ts = £(y 5x0), there is

0= Py(ts x (u,sxv))

:e%/ |Vu|2+e2ts+2s/ |Vv|2—empt3/ M1|u|p—eq”‘1(t°‘+s)/ pa|vl|?,
RN RN RN RN
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which means that
/ |Vul? + 825/ |Vo|? > ePrw=2)t / o fulP.
RN RN RN
Therefore, e’ is bounded as s — —oo. Hence, for any s € R,

mo(ar,az) < Io(ts * (1,5 % 0)) = By (ts %10) + By (15 + ) %)

62(t5+5) 9 eQ'Yq(ts+5)
< m(ay,0) + / [Vul® — 7/ palv|?.
2 RN q RN

Let s — —o0, we obtain mg (a1, az) < m(ai,0). Similarly we can prove that mg (a1, az) < m(0, az).

Lemma 4.6. For any a1, as > 0, we have that
(1) there exists a By > 0 such that m(ay, a2) < min{m(a,0),m(0,az)} for any 8 > fo;
(2) futher, if r1,72 < 2, then m(ay, az) < min{m(ay,0),m(0,az)} for any 8 > 0.

Proof. (1) Let u be the unique positive solution of (2.7) with parameters p, 11, a1 and v be the unique positive
solution of (2.7) with parameters q, 12, ao. It is easy to see that

E,u(s*xu) =0 and Ey,,(sxv) =0 ass— —oo.
So there exists a sp < —1 which is independent of 5 such that

(4.3) max I (s * (u,v)) < max Ep ,, (s xu) + Egu,(s xv) < min {m(a1,0),m(0,az)}.

s<8o s<So

If s > s, then the intersection term can be bounded from below:
|sxu|™ s *xv|"™? = e Mr® |u]™|v]™ > Ce™re0.
RN RN

As a consequence, we have

max I (s x (u,v)) < max Ep ., (s xu) + Equ, (s xv) — Ce™0f
5§20 s>50

< mf(ay,0) +m(0,az) — Ce™ %03,
and the last term is strictly smaller than min {m(a1,0),m(0,az)} provided j is sufficiently large.

(2) Let (u,\g) € Sa, x RT be the unique positive solution in Lemma 2.1 with parameters p, 11, a;. Since
ro < 2,wetakeam € (§ — %, T —1)andv(z) = c% with

p(x) € g7 (B2(0),  0<¢p(x) <1, ¢(z)=1in B(0).

Then v € H and we choose a suitable ¢ such that v € S,,. Therefore (u, s xv) € S,, x S,, forany s € R. Let

T2 S
als) = / |u]™|s xv|"? = C’Oe(%fm)ms/ u”(x)iw (e x)
RN RN

|x|m7‘2

As in Lemma[3.4] we can prove that

a(s) = Coe* (Cy + o(1)) > %695 as s — —00.
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where C1 = [y r;lly—n(fz) € (0,00) and § = (5 — m)ry € (1,2). Now let t = t(,, sxy), then
0= Py(ts x (u,sxv))
_ 2tg 2 2ts+2s 2 _pypts p
4.4) =e /RN|Vu| +e /RN|VU| elr /RNul|u|
— eqvq(ts-i-S)/ pi2|v|9 — Bryee "t afs),
RN

from which we obtain that there exists Co, C's > 0 such that
Cy<els <(Cs ass— —oo.

Without loss of generality, we assume e*s — [ > 0 as s — —o0, then let s — —oo in (#4), we conclude
12/ |VU|2 - lP’Yp/ ILL1|u|p = O,
RN RN

m(ay,az) < I(ts * (u, s xv))
e2(ts+s) ) e@Vq(ts+s) .
= Ep, (ts x u) + / [Vo|* — 7/ fia|v]? = Bem s as)
2 RN q ]RN

2(ts+s) avq(ts+s) CyC'
< m(ay,0)+ c / |Vol? — 67/ pia|v| — Berrts Z0ZL 05
2 RN q RN 2

which menas [ = 1. Therefore

from which, we see for sufficiently small s < —1, there holds m(a1, a2) < m(ai,0). Similarly we can prove
m(a1,az) < m(0,asz).
O

Proof of the Theorem The proof'is finished when we combine Lemmal.2] Lemma[£4and Lemmalf.6l O

A Proof of Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.1]

Proof of LemmaBl Since the monotonicity of i(t) will be strongly affected by the comparision of p, g and r,
we need to divide the proof into four different situations.

Case 1: p < r < p. We have py, < rvy, <2 < gy, and
B (t) = tP =L (t27P Dy Byt TP — Dapyp — Daqygt?’e P7).
Denote g(t) = t27P% — Dy Bry,t"7"~PIr — Dyqry,t97a~Pr, there are
K (t) = 7777 (g(t) — Dapp),

g'(t) =P [(2 = pyp )27 = Dy By (rye = pap) = Daqa(@vq — Pt
Let f(t) = (2 = pp)t*™""" — D3qq(ag — prp)t?» """, then

gl(t) = tTVT—pr—l [f(t) - 77157“% (7"7r - pr)} )
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F1@) =77 (2 = pp) (2 = 7)) = Dsavg(avg — pp)(avg — rye )t 2]
Since py, < 1y < 2 < qryg, we get f(400) = g(+00) = h(400) = —o0,f(0+) = 07, h(0+) = 0~ and

0, p<m,
0+) =
9(0+) {—Dlﬁr%<0, p=r.

We see that f(£) has a unique critical point ¢ in (0, +00) satisfying

(Al) t_q’yq—2 — 2_p717 2_7‘7’1‘ 1 .
Vg — PYp @Vq — TVr D3q7q

Moreover, if

(A.2) f(@) > D1Bry,.(ryr —pyp)),  g(t) > Dapyp,  h(t) >0,

then the function h(t) has exactly two critical points, one is a local minimum at negitive level, the other one is
a global maximum at positive level. Futher, there exists 0 < Ry < Rj such that h(Ry) = h(R;) = 0, and
h(t) > 0iff t € (Ro, R1). On the other hand, from the definitions of f(¢), g(¢) and h(t), we can check that
(A2) is equivalent to

(2 = pyp)t2 > D1y (e — PYp))E" + D3qyq(q7q — Pyp) T,
(A.3) 2 > Dy Bry, 7 + DopyptP? + D3gygtie,
182 > D1 B + DytP¥r + Dsl®a,

Substituting (A.T)) into (A3), we obtain a constant C' > 0 such that if

2—ryp 2—pvp

DD + DDy < O,

then (A3) holds, which menas (A.2) holds. It follows from the definitions of Dy, Dy and D3 that we can
immediately obtain a constant «; with the required properties.

Case 2: < p < p. If we exchange the roles played by D»tP7» and D;t"7", then we can get the constant av; as
Case 1.

Case 3: r = p. We first suppose a; < %, then § := % — D5 € (%, %) when D18 < ay and h(t) turns to be
h(t) = 6t2 — Dyt?’» — Dgt®e,

Taking a similar argument as in Case I, we can prove the existence of the constant o5 .

Case 4: r > p. Note that in this case py, < 2 < 77;, ¢¥4. Similarly we have
R (t) = P =L (t27P Dy Byt TP — Dapyp — Daqygt’e Pv).
Denote g(t) = t27P7% — Dy Bry, """ ~PTe — Dyqry,t97~P7r, there are
h'(t) = 777" (g(t) — Dapyp),

g'(t) =777 [2 = pyp = D1y (rye — p1)t™ ™% = Daag(qg — pp)t™ 7).
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We see that g(t) has a unique critical point ¢ in (0, +-00) and

(A4) (2 = p7p)t = D1Brye (rye — pp) 0" + Dagrg(avg — pp) 177
In particular, if

(A5) 9(t) > Dapyp, h(t) >0,

then h(t) has exactly two critical points: one is a local minimum at a negitive level, the other on is a global
maximum at positive level. Futher, there exist 0 < Ry < R; suct that h(Ry) = h(R1) = 0, and h(t) > 0 iff
t € (Ro, R1). On the other hand, (A3) is equivalent to

(A6) £2 > D1 Syt + Dapypt?™ + Daggt?e,
‘ 12 5 Dy i + Dy + Dy,

We observe that if

f>5:= (2Dpmin {2 D=2 =
™ =DV @Y — PV ’

then there are B B B
D1Bryrt™™ + Dapypt”? + D3qygt®
1 1

Yo =PV @Vqg — PVp

< max{ }(2 — pvp)? + ngwqu%_??
r
<12,
and )
D1 BT + Dot + Dyt < 5?

So we just need to guarantee ¢ > 5. Note that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
(2 = pp)5° > DiBry (1 — pp)5™" + D3qrq(a7g — Prp)5""

as long as
e avq 2
2

-2
DD, = "+ D3DyT < C,

then ¢ > § because of ¢v,, 7y, > 2. Finally, completely analogous to Case I, we get the constant «; with the

required properties.
O

Proof of Remark[3_1l The proof is similar to the one of Lemma [3.1] and we disscuss in four different cases
again.
Case 1: p < r < p. In this case, we have py, < rvy, <2 < gy, and
U'(t) =Pt (2at2*mp — byt — epry, — dq'yqtq%fmp) .
We denote g(t) = 2at* P — by, t"" =PV — dgy,t?'* P and hence

V() =t (g(t) — cpyp)

g'(t) =t [(2 = pp)2at” 7T — by (rye — pYp) — daYg(a7g — Pt T
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Now let f(t) = (2 — pyp)2at®> """ — dqyg(q7g — pyp)t?e =", then
g'(t) = "L f () = by (e — )]

F1#) =7 [(2 = pp) (2 — 77)2a — dayg (979 — Prp) (@7 — ry)t7 72

We see that f(t) has only one critical point ¢ in (0, 400), which is also a maximum point, and that f(¢) is
strictly increasing in (0, ¢) and is strictly decreasing in (¢, +0oc). To obtain the monotonicity of g(¢), we need to
compare the value of f(¢) and br, (ry, — pyp). If bry, (ry, — pyp) > f(t) = maxy~o f(t), then ¢’'(¢) < 0 and
g(t) is strictly decreasing in (0, +-00). Since

0, p<r,
(A7) 9(0+) = {
- b’f"}/r, p=r,

we have that g(t) < 0 < ¢p7p, and hence I'(t) < 0, which means that [(¢) has no critical points in (0, +00).
If brvy, (rye — pyp) < f(f) = maxyso f(t), then by f(0) = 0, f(+o0) = —oo, there exist two constants
0 <t <t < tysuchthat f(t1) = f(t2) = bry.(ry — pyp). So g(t) is strictly decreasing for 0 < ¢ < #;
and ¢ > to, and is strictly increasing for ¢; < t < to. It follows form (A7) that g(t) = cpy, has at most two
solutions in (0, +00), which implies that [(¢) has at most two critical points in (0, +00).

Case 2: v < p < p. Asin Lemma[3.]] if we exchange the roles of bt"7" and ct??», then we can conclude that
1(t) has at most two critical points in (0, +00).

Case 3: r = p. In this case py, < 7y, = 2 < ¢4, and hence I(¢) becomes
I(t) = (a — b)t? — ctPr» — dtds,

If a < b, we see that [(t) is strictly decreasing and has no critical points. Now suppose a > b, then according to
Case 1 with p = r, we conclude that [(¢) has at most two critical points in (0, +-00).

Case 4: v > p. Note that in this case py, < 2 < 17;, ¢y, We have
B (t) = tPre—t (2at2*mf' — bry, TR — epry, — dq”yqtq'yq*p'ﬁ’) .
By denoting g(t) = 2at?=P» — by, t™7" P — dgy,t?%a P there are
R (t) = 7 (g(t) — cpyp)

g'(t) =777 [(2 = pyp)2a = brye(rye = pyp)t™ 7% = dgyg(gy — pp)t™ 7]

Wesee that g(t) has a unique critical point ¢ in (0, +0c), which is also a maximum point, and g(¢) is is strictly
increasing in (0, ¢) and is strictly decreasing in (¢, +00). To obtain the monotonicity of I(¢), we need to compare
the value of ¢(f) and cpy,. If epy, > g(t) = maxy~og(t), then I’(t) < 0 and [(¢) has no critical points in
(0, +00). If cpyp < g(t) = maxyo g(t), then (A7) implies that ’(t) = 0 has atmost two soultions in (0, +00),

that is [(¢) has at most two critical points in (0, +00).
O

B A regularity result

We give a proof of the following facts, which is probably known, but for which we can not find a reference.
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Lemma B.1. Suppose Q is a domain in RN (N > 3) and (u,v) € H} () x HE(Q) is a nonnegative weak
solution of

{—Au-f(x,u,v), inQ

—Av = g(x,u,v),
where f(x,u,v),g(z,u,v) : Q x R? — R are Carathéodory functions satisfying

|f (@, u,0)] + g (2, u,0)] < Clul + o] + |ul* 4071

)

for some constant C > 0. Then (u,v) is a smooth solution.

Proof. We prove that u,v € LP(2) for any p < oo using Moser iteration, then elliptic regularity theory means
that u, v are smooth functions. Choose s > 0 such thatu,v € L2(*+1)(Q). We shall prove thatu € L2 +1)(Q)
so that an obvious bootstrap argument proves the assertion. Choose L > 0 and set

¢ =min{(u+0)* L}, ¢ = (u+0)?, Qp ={zeR": (u(z)+v(z)® < L}.
In what follows we denote by C' various constants independent on L. We have
Vi(u+v)¢] = (14 sxa, )V (u+v),
Vo = (14 2sx0, )%°V(u+v),
and ¢ € H}(Q). Therefore, we obtain
[V oPe <0 [ Vs Vo= [ [fwuo) + gl
Q Q Q
<C [ (ul + Jel + a4 o )
Q
<C | (ful+ )P+l + oD 2((f] + oo
<C+ [ wl(lul+ o)l
Q

where w(z) = (Ju| + |[v])2"~2 € L= (). Then we obtain

[Vl 0wl < 0 [ IV+oPe® <O+ [ ul(ul+ D)

Q

<Cl+K (Jul + [o])>+Y) +/ w(ful + [o])¥]%))
[w|<K |w|>K

SC(1+K+(/

lw|>K

2
3

Mg ([ ((w+ vy
W) ([ [t 0u)#)
<C+K)+ex [ [Vt ol

where e — 0 as K — +o00. Choosing K such that e < % we arrive at

w+ )2 = u—+v 2 .
/QLIV( o) / Vi(u+ o)) < C

Qp

Letting L — +o00, we get ust! v3t!1 € H'(Q), hence u € L¥ T (Q). O
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Corollary B.1. Any nonnegative solution of (L2) is smooth solution.
Proof. In this case, Q = RY and
fz,u,v) = =M+ pr|u|P~2u 4 Bri|ul™ 2 |v|"2u
g(x,u,v) = =Xav + palv|9 %0 + Brolu| ™ v "2,
then by Young inequality we have
|f (2, u,0)] + gz, u,0)] < Clul + o] + [P+ ol + Jul ™™ + o7
< O(ul + ol + [l 7" + o1,

Then from Lemma[B.1] we obtain any nonnegative solution of (I.2) is smooth. O
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