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Abstract

We establish the existence of solutions to a weakly-coupled competitive system of polyharmonic
equations in R

N which are invariant under a group of conformal diffeomorphisms, and study the behavior
of least energy solutions as the coupling parameters tend to −∞. We show that the supports of the
limiting profiles of their components are pairwise disjoint smooth domains and solve a nonlinear optimal
partition problem of RN . We give a detailed description of the shape of these domains.
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1 Introduction

Consider the weakly-coupled competitive polyharmonic system of ℓ equations in RN ,

(1.1)





(−∆)mui = µi|ui|2
∗

m−2ui +
ℓ∑
j=1
j 6=i

λijβij |uj|αij |ui|βij−2ui, i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

ui ∈ Dm,2(RN ), i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

where m,N ∈ N, N > 2m, 2∗m := 2N
N−2m is the critical Sobolev exponent, µi > 0, λij = λji < 0, αij , βij > 1

satisfying αij = βji and αij + βij = 2∗m, and Dm,2(RN ) is the completion of C∞
c (RN ) with respect to the

norm ‖ · ‖ induced by the scalar product

(1.2) 〈u, v〉 :=

{∫
RN ∆

m
2 u ·∆

m
2 v, for m even,∫

RN ∇∆
m−1

2 u · ∇∆
m−1

2 v, for m odd.

In this paper we establish the existence of solutions to (1.1) which are invariant under some groups of
conformal diffeomorphisms, and study the behavior of least energy solutions as λij → −∞. We show that
the supports of the limiting profiles of their components are pairwise disjoint smooth domains and solve a
nonlinear optimal partition problem in RN .

To state our results we introduce some notation. Fix n1, n2 ∈ N with n1, n2 ≥ 2 and n1 + n2 = N + 1,
and set Γ := O(n1)×O(n2). Each γ ∈ Γ is an isometry of the unit sphere SN , and gives rise to a conformal
diffeomorphism γ̃ : RN → RN given by γ̃x := (σ ◦ γ−1 ◦ σ−1)(x), where σ : SN → RN ∪ {∞} is the
stereographic projection. A subset Ω of RN will be called Γ-invariant if γ̃x ∈ Ω for all x ∈ Ω, and a function
u : Ω → R will be said to be Γ-invariant if

| det γ̃′(x)|
1

2∗m u(γ̃x) = u(x) for all γ ∈ Γ, x ∈ Ω.
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‡A. Saldaña was supported by UNAM-DGAPA-PAPIIT grant IA101721 (Mexico).
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If Ω is a Γ-invariant open subset of RN we write Dm,2
0 (Ω) for the closure of C∞

c (Ω) in Dm,2(RN ) and we
use Dm,2

0 (Ω)Γ and Dm,2(RN )Γ to denote the subspaces of Γ-invariant functions in Dm,2
0 (Ω) and Dm,2(RN )

respectively. Consider the Dirichlet problem

(1.3)

{
(−∆)mu = |u|2

∗

m−2u,

u ∈ Dm,2
0 (Ω)Γ.

This problem has a least energy nontrivial solution (see Section 4), whose energy will be denoted by cΓΩ, i.e.,

cΓΩ := inf
{m
N

‖u‖2 : u 6= 0 and u solves (1.3)
}
.

We consider partitions of RN by Γ-invariant open subsets. More precisely, for ℓ ≥ 2, let

PΓ
ℓ := {{Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ} : Ωi 6= ∅ is a Γ-invariant open subset of RN and Ωi ∩ Ωj = ∅ if i 6= j}.

A (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition for RN is a partition {Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ} ∈ PΓ
ℓ such that

ℓ∑

i=1

cΓΩi
= inf

{Θ1,...,Θℓ}∈PΓ

ℓ

ℓ∑

i=1

cΓΘi
.(1.4)

We study a symmetric version of (1.1), namely

(1.5)





(−∆)mui = µi|ui|2
∗

m−2ui +
ℓ∑
j=1
j 6=i

λijβij |uj|αij |ui|βij−2ui, i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

ui ∈ Dm,2(RN )Γ, i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

where λij , µi, αij and βij are as before.
Our first result asserts the existence of infinitely many fully nontrivial solutions of (1.5). A solution

(u1, . . . , uℓ) to the system (1.5) is called fully nontrivial if each component ui is nontrivial. We refer to
Definition 3.2 for the notion of a least energy fully nontrivial solution.

Theorem 1.1. The system (1.5) has a least energy fully nontrivial solution and a sequence of fully nontrivial

solutions which is unbounded in [Dm,2(RN )]ℓ.

Our next result describes the segregation behavior of least energy fully nontrivial solutions as λij → −∞,
showing that the supports of the limiting profiles of their components solve the optimal partition problem
(1.4). We write Sd−1 and Bd for the unit sphere and the open unit ball in Rd. The symbol ∼= stands for “is
Γ-diffeomorphic to”.

Theorem 1.2. For i = 1, . . . , ℓ, fix µi = 1 and for each i 6= j, k ∈ N, let λij,k < 0 be such that λij,k = λji,k
and λij,k → −∞ as k → ∞. Let (uk,1, . . . , uk,ℓ) be a least energy fully nontrivial solution to the system (1.5)
with λij = λij,k. Then, after passing to a subsequence, we have that

(a) uk,i → u∞,i strongly in Dm,2(RN ), u∞,i ∈ Cm−1(RN ), and u∞,i 6= 0. Let

Ωi := int {x ∈ RN : u∞,i(x) 6= 0} for i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Then u∞,i ∈ C2m,α(Ωi) is a least energy solution of (1.3) in Ωi for each i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

(b) {Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ} ∈ PΓ
ℓ is a (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition for RN .

(c) Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ are smooth and connected, Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ωℓ = RN and, after relabeling, we have that

(c1) Ω1
∼= Sn1−1 × Bn2 , Ωi ∼= Sn1−1 × Sn2−1 × (0, 1) if i = 2, . . . , ℓ− 1, and Ωℓ ∼= Bn1 × Rn2−1,
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(c2) Ωi ∩ Ωi+1
∼= Sn1−1 × Sn2−1 and Ωi ∩ Ωj = ∅ if |j − i| ≥ 2.

Combining Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.3. For every group Γ := O(n1) × O(n2) with n1, n2 ≥ 2 and n1 + n2 = N + 1, there exists a

(Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition for RN having the properties stated in (c) above.

Theorem 1.1 extends the multiplicity result in [1] for a single polyharmonic equation to systems, and
generalizes the results for systems involving the Laplacian in [4] and [5, Theorem 1.2] to the higher-order
case. In all of these results the symmetries play a crucial role in compensating the lack of compactness
inherent to critical problems. This fact was first used by W.Y. Ding in [8]. For bounded domains with
Dirichlet boundary conditions, critical polyharmonic systems with linear and subcritical coupling terms
have been studied in [3,18], whereas critical couplings were considered in [13]. See also [23] for some results
on weakly-coupled fourth-order Schrödinger equations.

For the proof of Theorem 1.1 we follow the variational approach introduced in [5] which carries over
immediately to higher-order operators and may be used to obtain existence and multiplicity results for other
polyharmonic systems as well.

The connection between optimal partitions and competitive systems for the Laplacian was first noticed
in [7] and has been further developed in various papers considering different types of nonlinearities, couplings,
and general smooth domains. Optimal partitions and shape optimization problems in general are difficult to
study in the higher-order regime. The available results for the Laplacian involve the use of advanced tools
such as Almgren-type monotonicity formulae, boundary Harnack principles, and Liouville theorems. The
extention of all this machinery to the higher-order case seems out of reach. For general statements and a
review of previously known results for the Laplacian we refer to [25].

In Theorem 1.2 we make strong use of the symmetries to obtain and fully describe the shape of the
optimal partition. This result extends the main theorem in [6]. As far as we know, it is the first result to
exhibit and fully characterize an optimal partition for a higher-order elliptic operator.

The conformal invariance of the system (1.5) allows translating it into the polyharmonic system on the
standard sphere,

(1.6)






Pm
g vi = µi|vi|2

∗

m−2vi +
∑

i6=j λijβij |vj |
αij |vi|βijvi,

vi ∈ Hm
g (SN ),

vi is Γ-invariant, i, j = 1, . . . , ℓ,

with the same µi, λij , αij , βij , where Pm
g is a conformally invariant operator generalizing the conformal

Laplacian for m = 1 and the Paneitz operator for m = 2, see (2.2). More precisely, v̄ = (v1, . . . , vℓ) is
a solution of (1.6) iff ū = (ι(v1), . . . , ι(vℓ)) solves (1.5) where ι is defined in terms of the stereographic
projection, see Proposition 2.1. Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 translate into similar statements for the system
(1.6), which is interesting in itself.

The orbit space of the action of Γ on SN is one-dimensional, see (2.6). This allows to translate the
systems (1.6) and (1.5) into a system of ODE’s. However, the operator has a rather complicated expression
and it is degenerate, in the sense that it involves sign-changing weights that can vanish at different points.

For m = 1, the ODE approach was exploited in [10] to derive the existence of sign-changing solutions
to the Yamabe equation on the sphere having precisely ℓ nodal domains for any ℓ ≥ 2, using a double-
shooting method. This result does not extend easily to m ≥ 2, because the corresponding ODE has a rather
complicated expression, see Remark 2.7 below. On the other hand, in [6], sign-changing solutions to the
Yamabe problem with a prescribed number of nodal domains were constructed using an alternating sum
of limiting profiles of positive least energy solutions to (1.5) with m = 1. This method also fails when
considering m ≥ 2, since it is not known if the least energy solutions of (1.5) are signed or sign-changing.
Therefore, the existence of sign-changing solutions to the problem

(1.7) P
m
g v = |v|2

∗

m−2v, v ∈ Hm
g (SN ),

with precisely ℓ nodal domains for any ℓ ≥ 2 remains an open question.
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Problem (1.7) arises naturally in conformal geometry when seeking for prescribed higher-order conformal
invariants, called Q-curvatures, generalizing the scalar curvature [11, 12, 21]. For m = 1 it is the Yamabe
problem and it is the Paneitz problem for m = 2 [9, 15].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we use the symmetries to restore compactness and to
derive regularity properties of the Γ-invariant functions. Next, in Section 3, we describe the variational
setting for the polyharmonic system and prove Theorem 1.1. Finally, in Section 4 we study the behavior of
the least energy solutions to the system as λij → −∞ and prove Theorem 1.2. To simplify our presentation,
two technical results are added in an Appendix.

2 Compactness and regularity by symmetry

Let (SN , g) denote the unit sphere with its round metric. For m ∈ N and N > 2m, the Sobolev space
Hm
g (SN ) is the completion of C∞(SN ) with respect to the norm defined by the interior product

(2.1) 〈u, v〉Hm
g (SN ) :=

{∫
SN

(uv +∆
m/2
g u ·∆

m/2
g v) dVg, m even,∫

SN
(uv + 〈∇g∆

(m−1)/2
g u,∇∆

(m−1)/2
g v〉g) dVg, m odd,

where ∇g is the gradient and ∆g is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on SN . Consider the elliptic operator of
order 2m on SN given by

(2.2) P
m
g :=

m∏

k=1

(−∆g + ck) , ck :=
(N − 2k)(N + 2k − 2)

4
.

This is a conformal operator. For m = 1 it is the conformal Laplacian and for m = 2 it is the Paneitz
operator. It yields an inner product

〈u, v〉∗ =

∫

SN

uPm
g v dVg , u, v ∈ C∞(SN ),(2.3)

and the induced norm ‖ · ‖∗ is equivalent to the standard norm given by (2.1), see [1, 21].
The stereographic projection σ : SN r {p0} → RN from the north pole p0 is a conformal diffeomorphism

and the coordinates of the standard metric g in the chart given by σ−1 are

gij = ψ4/(N−2m)δij ,

where δij is the Kronecker delta and ψ ∈ Dm,2(RN ) is

ψ(x) :=

[
2

1 + |x|2

]N−2m
2

.

As the operators Pm
g and (−∆)m are conformally invariant, the stereographic projection yields the relation

(2.4) P
m
g (u) = ψ1−2∗m(−∆)m[ι(u)], where ι(u) := ψ(u ◦ σ−1),

for every u ∈ C∞(SN ), see [21].

Proposition 2.1. The map

ι : (Hm
g (SN ), ‖ · ‖∗) → (Dm,2(RN ), ‖ · ‖), u 7→ ι(u) := ψ(u ◦ σ−1),

is an isometric isomorphism with inverse ι−1v = 1
ψ◦σ v ◦ σ.
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Proof. As dVg = ψ2∗m dx, we derive from (2.4) that

〈u1, u2〉∗ =

∫

SN

u1Pgu2 dVg =

∫

RN

ι(u1)(−∆)m[ι(u2)] dx = 〈ι(u1), ι(u2)〉

for any u1, u2 ∈ C∞(SN ). The proposition now follows by density.

Set Γ := O(n1)× O(n2), where n1, n2 ∈ N with n1, n2 ≥ 2 and n1 + n2 = N + 1. Then Γ acts by linear
isometries on the Sobolev spaces Hm

g (SN ) and Dm,2(RN ) as follows.

Proposition 2.2. For every γ ∈ O(N + 1),

γ : (Hm
g (SN ), ‖ · ‖∗) → (Hm

g (SN ), ‖ · ‖∗), γu := u ◦ γ−1,

and

γ : Dm,2(RN ) → Dm,2(RN ), γv := | det γ̃′|1/2
∗

mv ◦ γ̃,

with γ̃ := σ ◦ γ−1 ◦ σ−1, are linear isometries.

Proof. The operator Pm
g is natural in the sense that it is invariant under changes of coordinates [11, 21].

This implies, in particular, that γ∗Pm
g = Pm

g ◦ γ∗ for every isometry γ : SN → SN , where γ∗ denotes the

pullback of tensors, see [2, 21]. Therefore, if u ∈ C∞(SN ) and γ ∈ O(N + 1),

P
m
g (u ◦ γ) = (Pm

g ◦ γ∗)(u) = (γ∗ ◦ P
m
g )(u) = P

m
g (u) ◦ γ.

Then, for u ∈ C∞(SN ),

‖γu‖2∗ =

∫

SN

(u ◦ γ−1)Pm
g (u ◦ γ−1) dVg =

∫

SN

(u ◦ γ−1)Pm
g (u) ◦ γ−1 dVg =

∫

SN

uPm
g u dVg = ‖u‖2∗.

This shows, by density, that γ : (Hm
g (SN ), ‖ · ‖∗) → (Hm

g (SN ), ‖ · ‖∗) is a linear isometry.

By Proposition 2.1, the composition ι ◦ γ ◦ ι−1 : Dm,2(RN ) → Dm,2(RN ) is a linear isometry for every
γ ∈ Γ. So γv := (ι ◦ γ ◦ ι−1)v defines a linear action of Γ on Dm,2(RN ). Setting γ̃ := σ ◦ γ−1 ◦ σ−1, we have
that

γv =
ψ

ψ ◦ γ̃
v ◦ γ̃ = | det γ̃′|1/2

∗

mv ◦ γ̃

for any γ ∈ Γ and any v ∈ Dm,2(RN ), see identity (3.2) in [4].

Define

Hm
g (SN )Γ :={u ∈ Hm

g (SN ) : γu = u for all γ ∈ Γ},

Dm,2(RN )Γ :={v ∈ Dm,2(RN ) : γv = v for all γ ∈ Γ}.

Note that the map ι from Proposition 2.1 yields an isometric isomorphism

(2.5) ι : Hm
g (SN )Γ → Dm,2(RN )Γ.

Let L
2∗m
g (SN ) and L2∗m(RN ) denote the usual Lebesgue spaces. The crucial role played by the symmetries is

given by the following statement.

Lemma 2.3. The embeddings

Hm
g (SN )Γ →֒ L

2∗m
g (SN ) and Dm,2(RN )Γ →֒ L2∗m(RN )

are continuous and compact.

5



Proof. The statement for SN follows from [1, Lemma 3.2]. The statement for RN is obtained using the

isometry (2.5) and noting that ι : L
2∗m
g (SN ) → L2∗m(RN ) is also an isometry.

To study the regularity of functions belonging to Hm
g (SN )Γ and Dm,2(RN )Γ we turn our attention to the

space of Γ-orbits of SN .
We write RN+1 ≡ Rn1 × Rn2 . Accordingly, points in SN are written as (x, y) ∈ Rn1 × Rn2 . Let

q : SN → [0, π] be given by

(2.6) q := arccos◦f, where f(x, y) := |x|2 − |y|2.

This is a quotient map identifying each Γ-orbit in SN with a single point. It is called the Γ-orbit map of SN .
Note that the Γ-orbit space of SN is one-dimensional and that

q−1(0) ∼= S
n1−1, q−1(t) ∼= S

n1−1 × S
n2−1 if t ∈ (0, π), q−1(π) ∼= S

n2−1.

Let φ : (0, π) → R be given by

φ(t) :=
2

sin t
[(n1 + n2 − 2) cos t− (n2 − n1)](2.7)

and define L : C∞(0, π) → C∞(0, π) by

L := 4
d2

dt2
+ φ(t)

d

dt
.

Set

h(t) := 2|Sn1−1||Sn2−1| cosn1−1(t/2) sinn2−1(t/2), t ∈ [0, π],(2.8)

where |Sni−1| is the (ni − 1)-dimensional measure of the sphere S
ni−1 for i = 1, 2. For k = (k0, . . . , km) ∈

(0,∞)m+1 and w ∈ C∞(0, π) define

(2.9) ‖w‖k,h :=




m∑

i=0
i even

ki
4

∫ π

0

|L i/2w|2 h dt+
m∑

i=1
i odd

ki

∫ π

0

|(L (i−1)/2w)′|2 h dt




1/2

,

where L i denotes the i-fold composition of L and (L iw)′ := d
dt

(
(4 d2

dt2 + φ(t) ddt)
i(w)

)
.

Note that the operator Pm
g can be written as

P
m
g =

m∑

i=0

ai(−∆g)
i

for some ai > 0. Given k := (k0, . . . , km) ∈ (0,∞)m+1, we consider the operator

P
m
k,g :=

m∑

i=0

ki(−∆g)
i,

and the norm

(2.10) ‖u‖k,∗ :=

(∫

SN

uPm
k,gu dVg

) 1

2

for u ∈ C∞(SN ).

Note that ‖ · ‖∗ = ‖ · ‖a,∗ with a = (a0, . . . , am) as above. So ‖ · ‖k,∗ is equivalent to ‖ · ‖∗.
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Lemma 2.4. For every k ∈ (0,∞)m+1 and w ∈ C∞[0, π],

‖w ◦ q‖2k,∗ = ‖w‖2k,h.

Proof. Set u := w ◦ q. For u1, u2 ∈ C∞(SN ), observe that, if i is even, then

∫

SN

u1(−∆g)
iu2 dVg =

∫

SN

∆i/2
g u1∆

i/2
g u2 dVg,

while, if i is odd, ∫

SN

u1(−∆g)
iu2 dVg =

∫

SN

〈∇g∆
(i−1)/2
g u1,∇g∆

(i−1)/2
g u2〉g dVg.

Hence,

‖u‖2k,∗ =
m∑

i=0
i even

ki

∫

SN

|∆i/2u|2 dVg +
∑

i=0
i odd

ki

∫

SN

|∇g∆
(i−1)/2
g u|2g dVg.(2.11)

Note that, for the function f defined in (2.6), the sets M+ := f−1(1) and M− := f−1(−1) are submanifolds
of SN diffeormorphic to Sn1−1 and Sn2−1 respectively. As in [10], we have that

|∇gf |
2
g = 4(1− f2) and ∆gf = −2(N + 1)f + 2(n2 − n1).

Then, by the definition of q,
|∇gq|

2
g = 4 and ∆gq = φ ◦ q,

so
∆gu = ∆g(w ◦ q) = (w′′ ◦ q)|∇gq|

2
g + (w′ ◦ q)∆gq = (Lw) ◦ q, in S

N
rM+ ∪M−

and, for each i ∈ N ∪ {0},

∆i
gu = (L iw) ◦ q and |∇g∆

i
gu|

2
g = 4|(L iw1)

′|2 ◦ q, in S
N
rM+ ∪M−.

By [10, Lemma 2.2],

∫

SN

|∆i
gu|

2 dVg =
1

4

∫ π

0

|L iw|2 h dt and

∫

SN

|∇g∆
i
gu|

2
g dVg =

∫ π

0

|(L iw)′|2 h dt.

Therefore,

‖u‖2
k,∗ =

m∑

i=0
i even

ki
4

∫ π

0

|L i/2w|2 h dt+
m∑

i=1
i odd

ki

∫ π

0

|(L (i−1)/2w)′|2 h dt = ‖w‖2
k,h,

as claimed.

For ε > 0, let Hm(ε, π − ε) denote the usual Sobolev space of order m in the interval (ε, π − ε).

Lemma 2.5. For each ε > 0, there are k = (k0, . . . , km) ∈ (0,∞)m+1 and A > 0, depending on ε, such that

‖w‖k,h ≥ A‖w‖Hm(ε,π−ε) for every w ∈ C∞[0, π].

Proof. By Lemma A.2, for every ε > 0 there are η > 0 and µ > 1, depending on ε, such that, for i ≥ 2 even

1

4
|L i/2w|2h ≥ η



|w(i)|2 − µ

i−1∑

j=1

|w(j)|2



 in (ε, π − ε),(2.12)
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and for i odd

|(L (i−1)/2w)′|2h ≥ η


|w(i)|2 − µ

i−1∑

j=1

|w(j)|2


 in (ε, π − ε).(2.13)

Let k0 := 1, ki := (2µ)−i for i ≥ 1, and k := (k0, . . . , km) ∈ (0,∞)m+1. By (2.12), (2.13),

‖w‖2k,h =

m∑

i=0
i even

ki
4

∫ π

0

|L i/2w|2h dt+

m∑

i=1
i odd

ki

∫ π

0

|L (i−1)/2w′|2h dt

≥ η

∫ π−ε

ε

[( m∑

i=0

ki|w
(i)|2

)
− µ

( m∑

i=0

ki

i−1∑

j=1

|w(j)|2
)]

dt

= η

∫ π−ε

ε

[
k0|w|

2 +
(
k1 − µ

m∑

i=2

ki

)
|w(1)|2 +

m−1∑

i=2

(
ki − µ

m∑

j=i+1

ki

)
|w(i)|2 + km|w(m)|2

]
dt

= η

∫ π−ε

ε

[
|w|2 +

( 1

2µ
−

m∑

i=2

1

2iµi−1

)
|w(1)|2 +

m−1∑

i=2

( 1

2iµi
−

m∑

j=i+1

1

2jµj−1

)
|w(i)|2 + (2µ)−m|w(m)|2

]
dt.

For i = 1, . . . ,m− 1,

Ai :=
1

2iµi
−

m∑

j=i+1

1

2jµj−1
=

2−i(µ− 1)µ−i + 2−mµ1−m

2µ− 1
> 0,

and the claim follows with A := ηmin{A1, . . . , Am−1, (2µ)
−m} > 0.

We have the following regularity result.

Proposition 2.6. Let Z := (Sn1−1 × {0}) ∪ ({0} × Sn2−1) ⊂ SN . For every u ∈ Hm
g (SN )Γ there exists

ũ ∈ Cm−1(SN r Z)Γ such that u = ũ a.e. in SN .

Proof. Fix ε > 0 and let Θε := q−1(ε, π − ε). Then, by Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, there exists C > 0, depending
on ε, such that ‖u‖∗ ≥ C‖w‖Hm(ε,π−ε) because the norm defined in (2.10) is equivalent to ‖ · ‖∗. Therefore,
the map

Hm
g (Θε)

Γ → Hm(ε, π − ε), u 7→ w, where u = w ◦ q,

is continuous. Sobolev’s theorem yields a continuous embedding Hm(ε, π − ε) →֒ Cm−1(ε, π − ε). Thus, for
u ∈ Hm

g (SN )Γ and w given by u = w ◦ q, there exists wε ∈ Cm−1(ε, π− ε) such that w = wε a.e. in (ε, π− ε).
So uε := wε ◦ q ∈ Cm−1(Θε) and u = uε a.e. in Θε. The function ũ(p) := uε(p) if p ∈ Θε is well defined and
of class Cm−1 on SN r Z, and it coincides a.e. with u.

Remark 2.7. Let u ∈ Hm
g (SN )Γ. Since u is Γ-invariant, there is w : [0, π] → R such that u = w ◦ q, with q

as in (2.6). As a consequence, problem (1.7) can be seen as an ODE.
In particular, if m = 1, Lemma 2.4 yields that

‖u‖2∗ =

∫ π

0

(
|w′(t)|2 +

c1
4
w(t)2

)
h(t) dt,

where the constant c1 is as in (2.2). As a consequence, u ∈ Hm
g (SN )Γ is a solution to the Yamabe equation

(1.7) with m = 1 iff w solves the ODE

−(w′h)′ +
c1
4
wh = −w′′h− w′h′ +

c1
4
w h =

h

4
|w|2

∗

1
−2w in (0, π).
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A careful study of this ODE is performed in [10] to obtain existence of solutions to the Yamabe equation on
the sphere with exactly ℓ-nodal regions for any ℓ ∈ N. A similar analysis is much harder for m ≥ 2, where
the coefficients of the ODE are more complex. For instance, if u ∈ H2

g (S
N )Γ is a solution of (1.7) with m = 2

and w : [0, π] → R is such that u = w ◦ q, then, by Lemma 2.4,

‖u‖2∗ = ‖w‖2(a0,a1,1),h =
a0
4

∫ π

0

|w|2h dt+ a1

∫ π

0

|w′|2h dt+
1

4

∫ π

0

|4w′′ + φ(t)w′|2h dt

=

∫ π

0

(
4w′′(t)2 +

(
1

4
φ(t)2 + a1

)
w′(t)2 + 2φ(t)w′(t)w′′(t) +

a0
4
w(t)2

)
h(t) dt,

where a0 = c1c2, a1 = c1 + c2, and c1, c2 are given in (2.2). The associated fourth-order ODE for (1.7) with
m = 2 is

4hw′′′′ + 8h′w′′′ + C1 w
′′ + C2 w

′ +
a0
4
hw(t) =

h

4
|w|2

∗

2
−2w in (0, π),

where

C1(t) := 4h′′(t) + 2φ(t)h′(t) + 2h(t)φ′(t)−
1

4
h(t)φ(t)2 − a1h(t),

C2(t) := 4h′(t)φ′(t) + 2φ(t)h′′(t)−
1

4
φ(t)2h′(t)− a1h

′(t) + 2h(t)φ′′(t)−
1

2
h(t)φ(t)φ′(t).

3 The polyharmonic system

We fix Γ := O(n1) × O(n2) with n1, n2 ≥ 2 and n1 + n2 = N + 1 and we study the system (1.5). Let
H := (D1,2(RN )Γ)ℓ with the norm

‖ū‖ = ‖(u1, . . . , uℓ)‖ =
( ℓ∑

i=1

‖ui‖
2
)1/2

,

and J : H → R be the functional given by

J (ū) :=
1

2

ℓ∑

i=1

‖ui‖
2 −

1

2∗m

ℓ∑

i=1

∫

RN

µi|ui|
2∗m −

1

2

ℓ∑

i,j=1
j 6=i

∫

RN

λij |uj |
αij |ui|

βij .

This is a C1-functional and, by the principle of symmetric criticality [19], its critical points are the solutions
of (1.5). Observe that the fully nontrivial critical points of J belong to the set

N := {ū ∈ H : ui 6= 0, ∂iJ (ū)ui = 0, for each i = 1, . . . , ℓ}.

Note also that, for each i,

∂iJ (ū)ui = ‖ui‖
2 −

∫

RN

µi|ui|
2∗m −

ℓ∑

j=1
j 6=i

∫

RN

λijβij |uj|
αij |ui|

βij .

It is readily seen that

(3.1) J (ū) =
m

N
‖ū‖2 if ū ∈ N .

Lemma 3.1. There exists d0 > 0, independent of λij , such that mini=1,...,ℓ ‖ui‖ ≥ d0 if ū = (u1, . . . , uℓ) ∈ N .

Thus, N is a closed subset of H and infN J > 0.
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Proof. From λij < 0 and Sobolev’s inequality we obtain

‖ui‖
2 ≤

∫

RN

µi|ui|
2∗m ≤ C‖ui‖

2∗m for ū ∈ N , i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

with C > 0.

Definition 3.2. A fully nontrivial solution ū to the system (1.5) satisfying J (ū) = infN J is called a least

energy solution.

To establish the existence of fully nontrivial critical points of J we follow the variational approach
introduced in [5].

Given ū = (u1, . . . , uℓ) and s̄ = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ (0,∞)ℓ, we write

s̄ū := (s1u1, . . . , sℓuℓ).

Let S := {u ∈ D1,2(RN )Γ : ‖u‖ = 1}, T := Sℓ, and define

U := {ū ∈ T : s̄ū ∈ N for some s̄ ∈ (0,∞)ℓ}.

Lemma 3.3. (i) Let ū ∈ T . If there exists s̄ū ∈ (0,∞)ℓ such that s̄ūū ∈ N , then s̄ū is unique and satisfies

J (s̄ūū) = max
s̄∈(0,∞)ℓ

J (s̄ū).

(ii) U is a nonempty open subset of T , and the map U → (0,∞)ℓ given by ū 7→ s̄ū is continuous.

(iii) The map U → N given by ū 7→ s̄ūū is a homeomorphism.

(iv) If (ūn) is a sequence in U and ūn → ū ∈ ∂U , then |s̄ūn
| → ∞.

Proof. The same arguments used in the proof of [5, Proposition 3.1] give the proof of this result.

Define Ψ : U → R as
Ψ(ū) := J (s̄ūū).

According to Lemma 3.3, U is an open subset of the smooth Hilbert submanifold T of H. If Ψ is of class C1

we write ‖Ψ′(ū)‖∗ for the the norm of Ψ′(ū) in the cotangent space T∗
ū(T ) to T at ū, i.e.,

‖Ψ′(ū)‖∗ := sup
v̄∈Tū(U)
v̄ 6=0

|Ψ′(ū)v̄|

‖v̄‖
,

where Tū(U) is the tangent space to U at ū.
Recall that a sequence (ūn) in U is called a (PS)c-sequence for Ψ if Ψ(ūn) → c and ‖Ψ′(ūn)‖∗ → 0, and

Ψ is said to satisfy the (PS)c-condition if every such sequence has a convergent subsequence. Similarly, a
(PS)c-sequence for J is a sequence (ūn) in H such that J (ūn) → 0 and ‖J ′(ūn)‖H′ → 0, and J satisfies
the (PS)c-condition if any such sequence has a convergent subsequence. Here H′ denotes, as usual, the dual
space of H.

Lemma 3.4. (i) Ψ ∈ C1(U ,R),

Ψ′(ū)v̄ = J ′(s̄ūū)[s̄ūv̄] for all ū ∈ U and v̄ ∈ Tū(U),

and there exists d0 > 0 such that

d0 ‖J
′(s̄ūū)‖H′ ≤ ‖Ψ′(ū)‖∗ ≤ |s̄ū|∞‖J ′(s̄ūū)‖H′ for all ū ∈ U ,

where |s̄|∞ = max{|s1|, . . . , |sq|} if s̄ = (s1, . . . , sq).
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(ii) If (ūn) is a (PS)c-sequence for Ψ, then (s̄ūn
ūn) is a (PS)c-sequence for J .

(iii) ū is a critical point of Ψ if and only if s̄ūū is a critical point of J if and only if s̄ūū is a fully nontrivial

solution of (1.5).

(iv) If (ūn) is a sequence in U and ūn → ū ∈ ∂U , then |Ψ(ūn)| → ∞.

(v) ū ∈ U if and only if −ū ∈ U , and Ψ(ū) = Ψ(−ū).

Proof. These statements are proved arguing exactly as in [5, Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 3.5. Ψ satisfies the (PS)c-condition for every c ∈ R.

Proof. Let (v̄n) be a (PS)c-sequence for J with v̄n ∈ N . Then

m

N
‖v̄n‖

2 = J (v̄n)−
1

2∗m
J ′(v̄n)v̄n ≤ c(1 + ‖v̄n‖)

for some positive constant c not depending on v̄n, so the sequence is bounded. A standard argument using
Lemma 2.3, as in [4, Proposition 3.6], shows that (v̄n) contains a convergent subsequence. The statement of
the lemma follows from Lemmas 3.4(ii) and 3.3(iii).

Given a nonempty subset Z of T such that ū ∈ Z if and only if −ū ∈ Z, the genus of Z, denoted
genus(Z), is the smallest integer k ≥ 1 such that there exists an odd continuous function Z → Sk−1 into the
unit sphere Sk−1 in Rk. If no such k exists, we define genus(Z) = ∞; finally, we set genus(∅) = 0.

Lemma 3.6. genus(U) = ∞.

Proof. As in [4, Lemma 3.2] one constructs Γ-invariant functions in C∞(RN ) with disjoint supports. Then,
arguing as in [5, Lemma 4.5], one shows that genus(U) = ∞.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Lemma 3.4(iv) implies that U is positively invariant under the negative pseudogra-
dient flow of Ψ, so the usual deformation lemma holds true for Ψ, see e.g. [22, Section II.3] or [24, Section
5.3]. As Ψ satisfies the (PS)c-condition for every c ∈ R, standard variational arguments show that Ψ attains
its minimum on U at some ū. By Lemma 3.4(iii) and the principle of symmetric criticality, s̄ūū is a least
energy fully nontrivial solution of the system (1.5). Moreover, as Ψ is even and genus(U) = ∞, Ψ has an
unbounded sequence of critical values. Since Ψ(ū) = J (s̄ūū) =

m
N ‖s̄ūū‖2 by (3.1), the system (1.5) has an

unbounded sequence of fully nontrivial solutions.

4 Segregation and optimal partitions

Let Γ be as before and let Ω be a Γ-invariant open subset of RN . The solutions to the problem (1.3) are the
critical points of the energy functional JΩ : Dm,2

0 (Ω)Γ → R defined by

JΩ(v) :=
1

2
‖v‖2 −

1

2∗m

∫

Ω

|v|2
∗

m .

The nontrivial ones belong to the Nehari manifold

MΩ :={v ∈ Dm,2
0 (Ω)Γ : v 6= 0, J ′

Ω(v)v = 0}

={v ∈ Dm,2
0 (Ω)Γ : v 6= 0, ‖v‖2 =

∫

Ω

|v|2
∗

m},
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which is a closed submanifold of Dm,2
0 (Ω)Γ of class C2 and a natural constraint for JΩ. A minimizer for JΩ

on MΩ is called a least energy Γ-invariant solution to (1.3) in Ω. By standard arguments, using Lemma
2.3, one sees that (1.3) does have a least energy solution. So the quantity cΓΩ defined in the introduction is

cΓΩ = inf
u∈MΩ

JΩ(u).

We begin by establishing some properties of optimal partitions. Let

q̃ := q ◦ σ−1 : RN → [0, π],

where σ is the stereographic projection and q is the Γ-orbit map of SN defined in (2.6). So, writing RN+1 =
Rn1 × Rn2 , one has that q̃−1(0) = Sn1−1 × {0} and q̃−1(π) = {0} × Rn2−1.

Lemma 4.1. Let ℓ ≥ 2 and {Θ1, . . . ,Θℓ} ∈ PΓ
ℓ be a (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition for problem (2.5). Then, the

following statements hold true.

(i) There exist a1, . . . , aℓ−1 ∈ (0, π) such that

(0, π)r

ℓ⋃

i=1

q̃ (Θi) = {a1, . . . , aℓ−1}.

Therefore, after reordering,

Ω1 := Θ1 ∪ (Sn1−1 × {0}) = q̃ −1[0, a1),

Ωi := Θi = q̃ −1(ai−1, ai) for i = 2, . . . , ℓ− 1,

Ωℓ := Θℓ ∪ ({0} × R
n2−1) = q̃ −1(aℓ−1, π].

(ii) Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ are smooth and connected, they satisfy items (c1) and (c2) of Theorem 1.2, Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ−1

are bounded, Ωℓ is unbounded, Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪Ωℓ = RN , and {Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ} ∈ PΓ
ℓ is a (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition

for problem (2.5).

Proof. (i) : Let a, b, c ∈ (0, π) with a < b < c and set Λ1 := q̃ −1(a, b), Λ2 := q̃ −1(b, c), Λ = q̃ −1(a, c). As
Λi ⊂ Λ, we have that cΓΛ ≤ min{cΓΛ1

, cΓΛ2
}. We claim that

cΓΛ < min{cΓΛ1
, cΓΛ2

}.

Indeed, if cΓΛ = cΓΛ1
then, taking a least energy Γ-invariant solution to (1.3) in Λ1 and extending it by 0

in Λ r Λ1 we obtain a least energy Γ-invariant solution u to (1.3) in Λ. Then, u ∈ C2m(Λ) by [17] and it
vanishes in Λr Λ1, contradicting the unique continuation principle [16, 20].

Therefore, if {Θ1, . . . ,Θℓ} ∈ PΓ
ℓ is a (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition for problem (2.5), then (0, π)r

⋃ℓ
i=1 q̃ (Θi)

must consist of precisely ℓ− 1 points.
(ii) : Clearly, Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ are smooth and connected and satisfy statements (c1) and (c2) of Theorem 1.2.

Moreover, Ω1, . . . , Ωℓ−1 are bounded, Ωℓ is unbounded, R
N = Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ωℓ, and {Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ} ∈ PΓ

ℓ .
As Θi ⊂ Ωi we have that c

Γ
Ωi

≤ cΓΘi
for all i. So, as {Θ1, . . . ,Θℓ} is a (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition, we conclude

that {Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ} is a (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix µi = 1 in (1.5) for each i = 1, . . . , ℓ, and let λij,k → −∞ as k → ∞. To highlight
the role of λij,k, we write Jk and Nk for the functional and the set associated to the system (1.5) with λij
replaced by λij,k, introduced in Section 3. Let ūk = (uk,1, . . . , uk,ℓ) ∈ Nk be such that

cΓk := inf
Nk

Jk = Jk(ūk) =
m

N

ℓ∑

i=1

‖uk,i‖
2.
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Let

N0 := {(v1, . . . , vℓ) ∈ H : vi 6= 0, ‖vi‖
2 =

∫

RN

|vi|
2∗m , and vivj = 0 a.e. in R

N if i 6= j}.

Then, N0 ⊂ Nk for all k ∈ N and, therefore,

0 < cΓk ≤ cΓ0 := inf

{
m

N

ℓ∑

i=1

‖vi‖
2 : (v1, . . . , vℓ) ∈ N0

}
<∞.

So, after passing to a subsequence, using Lemma 2.3, we get that uk,i ⇀ u∞,i weakly in Dm,2
0 (RN )Γ, uk,i →

u∞,i strongly in L2∗m(RN ), and uk,i → u∞,i a.e. in R
N for each i = 1, . . . , ℓ. Moreover, as ∂iJk(ūk)[uk,i] = 0,

we have for each j 6= i,

0 ≤

∫

RN

βij |uk,j |
αij |uk,i|

βij ≤
1

−λij,k

∫

RN

|uk,i|
2∗m ≤

C

−λij,k
.

Then, Fatou’s lemma yields

0 ≤

∫

RN

|u∞,j |
αij |u∞,i|

βij ≤ lim inf
k→∞

∫

RN

|uk,j |
αij |uk,i|

βij = 0.

Hence, u∞,ju∞,i = 0 a.e. in RN . By Lemma 3.1,

0 < d0 ≤ ‖uk,i‖
2 ≤

∫

RN

|uk,i|
2∗m for all k ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

and, as uk,i → u∞,i strongly in L2∗m(RN ) and uk,i ⇀ u∞,i weakly in Dm,2(RN ), we get

(4.1) 0 < ‖u∞,i‖
2 ≤

∫

RN

|u∞,i|
2∗m for every i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Since u∞,i 6= 0, there is a unique ti ∈ (0,∞) such that ‖tiu∞,i‖20 =
∫
RN |tiu∞,i|2

∗

m . So (t1u∞,1, . . . , tℓu∞,ℓ) ∈
N0. The inequality (4.1) implies that ti ∈ (0, 1]. Therefore,

cΓ0 ≤
m

N

ℓ∑

i=1

‖tiu∞,i‖
2 ≤

m

N

ℓ∑

i=1

‖u∞,i‖
2 ≤

m

N
lim inf
k→∞

ℓ∑

i=1

‖uk,i‖
2 = lim inf

k→∞
cΓk ≤ cΓ0 .

It follows that uk,i → u∞,i strongly in Dm,2(RN )Γ and ti = 1, yielding

(4.2) ‖u∞,i‖
2 =

∫

RN

|u∞,i|
2∗m , and

m

N

ℓ∑

i=1

‖u∞,i‖
2 = cΓ0 .

Set Y1 := Sn1−1 ×{0}, Y2 := {0}×Rn2−1, and Y0 := Y1 ∪ Y2. Proposition 2.6, together with Lemma 2.4,
imply that u∞,i|RNrY0

∈ Cm−1(RN r Y0). Consequently,

Θi := {x ∈ R
N
r Y0 : u∞,i(x) 6= 0}

is a Γ-invariant nonempty open subset of RN and, as u∞,iu∞,j = 0, we have that Θi ∩Θj = ∅ if i 6= j. We
set Ωi := int(Θi). Then, every Ωi is a nonempty Γ-invariant open smooth subset of RN , Ωi∩Ωj = ∅ if i 6= j,

and u∞,i(x) = 0 in RN r Ωi. By Lemma A.1, u∞,i ∈ D1,2
0 (Ωi)

Γ and, by (4.2), u∞,i ∈ MΩi
and

ℓ∑

i=1

cΓΩi
≤
m

N

ℓ∑

i=1

‖u∞,i‖
2 = cΓ0 ≤ inf

(Φ1,...,Φℓ)∈PΓ

ℓ

ℓ∑

i=1

cΓΦi
.

This shows that {Ω1, . . . ,Ωℓ} is a (Γ, ℓ)-optimal partition for the system (1.5) and that u∞,i is a least energy
Γ-invariant solution to (1.3) in Ωi. Thus, by [17], u∞,i ∈ C2m,α(Ωi) for α ∈ (0, 1). This concludes the proof
of statements (a) and (b). Statement (c) follows from Lemma 4.1.
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A Auxiliary results

Lemma A.1. Let Ω be an open subset of RN of class C0. Then

D̃m,2
0 (Ω) := {v ∈ Dm,2(RN ) : v = 0 in R

N
r Ω} = Dm,2

0 (Ω).

Proof. That Dm,2
0 (Ω) ⊂ D̃m,2

0 (Ω) is clear.

Consider the space H̃m
0 (Ω) := {u ∈ Hm(RN ) : u = 0 in RN r Ω} endowed with the standard Sobolev

norm. If Ω is an open subset of RN of class C0, then H̃m
0 (Ω) = Hm

0 (Ω), see [14, Thm 1.4.2.2].
If Ω is bounded, the norm induced by the scalar product (1.2) is equivalent to the standard Sobolev norm

of Hm
0 (Ω). Therefore, D̃m,2

0 (Ω) = H̃m
0 (Ω) = Hm

0 (Ω) = Dm,2
0 (Ω).

If Ω is unbounded we take ϕ ∈ C∞
c (RN ) be such that ϕ = 1 in B1(0) and ϕ = 0 in RN r B2(0) and set

ϕn(x) := ϕ( xn ). If u ∈ D̃m,2
0 (Ω), then ϕnu vanishes in the complement of Ωn := Ω∩B2n(0) which is of class

C0. So, by the previous case, ϕnu ∈ Dm,2
0 (Ωn) ⊂ Dm,2

0 (Ω) for all n ∈ N. It is not hard to see that (ϕnu)
is bounded in Dm,2

0 (Ω). But then ϕnu ⇀ u weakly in Dm,2
0 (Ω) and, since this space is weakly closed, we

conclude that u ∈ Dm,2
0 (Ω).

Lemma A.2. For every ε > 0 and i ∈ N there are µ = µ(ε, i) > 1 and η = η(ε, i) > 0 such that, for every

w ∈ C∞(0, π),

1

4
|L i/2w|2h ≥ η


|w(i)|2 − µ

i−1∑

j=1

|w(j)|2


 in (ε, π − ε) for i even,(A.1)

and

|(L (i−1)/2w)′|2h ≥ η



|w(i)|2 − µ
i−1∑

j=1

|w(j)|2



 in (ε, π − ε) for i odd.(A.2)

Proof. Let i ∈ N be even and recall that L i/2w =
(
4 d2

dt2 + φ(t) ddt

)i/2
w, where φ ∈ C∞(0, π) is given by

(2.7). Then, L
i/2w =

(
4 d2

dt2 + φ(t) ddt

)i/2
w = 4i/2w(i) +Ri, where, by the binomial theorem,

Ri :=

i/2−1∑

k=0

(
i/2

k

)
4k
(
φ(t)

d

dt

)i/2−k
w(2k).

Fix ε > 0. Since φ ∈ C∞(0, π), there is µ1 = µ1(ε, i) > 0 such that |Ri| ≤ µ1

∑i−1
k=1 |w

(k)| in (ε, π− ε). Using
that ab ≤ 1

2 (a
2 + b2) for a, b ∈ R, we obtain that

|L i/2w|2 = 4i|w(i)|2 + 2i+1w(i)Ri + |Ri|
2 ≥ 4iw(i) − 2i(|w(i)|2 + |Ri|

2) = (4i − 2i)|w(i)|2 − 2i|Ri|
2

≥ (4i − 2i)|w(i)|2 − 2iµ2
1

(
i−1∑

k=1

|w(k)|

)2

≥ (4i − 2i)|w(i)|2 − µ2

i−1∑

k=1

|w(k)|2

in (ε, π − ε) for some µ2 = µ2(ε, i) > 0. As a consequence, since h ∈ C∞(0, π) is positive (see (2.8)),

1

4
|L i/2w|2h ≥ (4i−1 − 2i−2) min

[ε,π−ε]
h


|w(i)|2 − µ

i−1∑

j=1

|w(j)|2


 in (ε, π − ε),

for some µ = µ(ε, i) > 1 and (A.1) follows. Inequality (A.2) for i odd follows similarly.
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