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Abstract

We establish the existence of solutions to a weakly-coupled competitive system of polyharmonic
equations in R which are invariant under a group of conformal diffeomorphisms, and study the behavior
of least energy solutions as the coupling parameters tend to —oo. 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 RY. 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 ¢ equations in RY,

4
(—A)mui = ui|ui|2m_2ui =+ Z )\ijﬁij|uj|°‘ij |ui|'8“_2ui, 1=1,... ,f,

7j=1
(1.1) =
u; € D™2(RN), i=1,...,¢,

where m, N € N, N > 2m, 27 := NQ_—ng is the critical Sobolev exponent, p; > 0, Aj; = Aj; <0, ayj, 8i; > 1
satisfying ai;; = Bj; and auj + Bi; = 2%,, and D"™2(RY) is the completion of C2°(RY) with respect to the
norm || - || induced by the scalar product
(12) (1, 0) = S~ A%Z;%%v’ . for m even,

fRN VA7 =z u-VA 72 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 \;; —+ —oo. 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 RY.

To state our results we introduce some notation. Fix ni,ne € N with ny,no > 2 and ny + no = N + 1,
and set I' := O(n1) x O(n2). Each v € T is an isometry of the unit sphere SV, and gives rise to a conformal
diffeomorphism 7 : RY — RY given by 72 := (0 oy o 07 !)(x), where 0 : S¥ — RN U {co} is the
stereographic projection. A subset Q of RY will be called I'-invariant if Yo € Q for all z € Q, and a function
u : 2 — R will be said to be I'-invariant if

|det 7 (2)| % u(Fz) = u(z)  forall yeT, o€ Q.
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If 2 is a -invariant open subset of RN we write D}*(Q) for the closure of C>*(Q) in D" 2(RN) and we
use D" 2(Q)F and D™2(RN)T to denote the subspaces of -invariant functions in D{"?(Q) and D™2(RN)
respectively. Consider the Dirichlet problem

AT, — 27 —2
(1.3 PR
u e DI ().

This problem has a least energy nontrivial solution (see Section 4), whose energy will be denoted by cf, i.e.,
Lo inf L™ 2
cq = in NHUH :u # 0 and u solves (1.3) ¢ .
We consider partitions of RV by I'-invariant open subsets. More precisely, for £ > 2, let
P o= {{Q,...,Q} :Q; # 0 is a T-invariant open subset of RY and Q; N Q; = 0 if i # 5}.

A (T, ¢)-optimal partition for RY is a partition {,...,Q} € P} such that
¢ ¢

1.4 ch, = inf o, -

(14) ; % (01,0, €PT ; o

We study a symmetric version of (1.1), namely

Qg

51‘7‘72’[1,1', Z.Zl,...,g,

l
(=)™ i = palu[*n2us + 35 i Bijlug 9 us
j=1
J#i
wi€ DM2RNT, i=1,....0

(1.5)

where A;j, (s, a5 and B;; are as before.

Our first result asserts the existence of infinitely many fully nontrivial solutions of (1.5). A solution
(u1,...,u¢) to the system (1.5) is called fully nontrivial if each component w; 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 [D™2(RN)]*.

Our next result describes the segregation behavior of least energy fully nontrivial solutions as A;; — —o0,
showing that the supports of the limiting profiles of their components solve the optimal partition problem
(1.4). We write S~! and B for the unit sphere and the open unit ball in R?. The symbol 2 stands for “is
I'-diffeomorphic to”.

Theorem 1.2. Fori=1,...,¢, fix i; =1 and for each i # j, k € N, let X\;; ;; <0 be such that A\ij . = Nji i
and Aij i — —00 as k — co. Let (uk,1,...,uke) be aleast energy fully nontrivial solution to the system (1.5)
with A\jj = Aij . Then, after passing to a subsequence, we have that

(@) Uk — Uoo strongly in D™2(RN), us; € C™HRY), and ueoi # 0. Let

Q; =int{x € RN :us (z) # 0} for i=1,...,L
Then use,; € C?™(Q;) is a least energy solution of (1.3) in Q; for eachi=1,... (.
() {Q1,...,} € P} is a (L, 0)-optimal partition for RN.
(€) Q1,...,9Q are smooth and connected, Q3 U---UQ, = RY and, after relabeling, we have that

(c1) Q 2Sm—1xBre, Q28m—1xSu2-lx(0,1)ifi=2...,0—1, and Q = B™ x Rn2~1



(Cg) ﬁi mﬁi-{-l > §u—l o §re—1 gpg ﬁl ﬁﬁj =0 lf |j — ’L| > 2.
Combining Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 we obtain the following result.

Theorem 1.3. For every group T' := O(ny) X O(n2) with n1,ne > 2 and n1 + ne = N + 1, there exists a
(T, £)-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 Schrédinger 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,

gZ;ani = Mz‘|’l)i|2:"_2’l)i + Zi;ﬁj /\ijﬁij|vj|°”f |Ui|B”U1‘,
(1.6) v; € H*(SV),

v; is I'-invariant, h,j=1,...,¢,

with the same p;, Aij, aij, Bij, where & is a conformally invariant operator generalizing the conformal
Laplacian for m = 1 and the Paneitz operator for m = 2, see (2.2). More precisely, o = (v1,...,v¢) is
a solution of (1.6) iff @ = (¢(vy),...,t(ve)) solves (1.5) where ¢ 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 I' on S 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 ¢ nodal domains for any ¢ > 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 mn = 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

m 27 —2 m QN
(1.7) P = |v|*m ", ve H'(SY),

with precisely ¢ nodal domains for any ¢ > 2 remains an open question.



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 I'-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 A;; - —oo and prove Theorem 1.2. To simplify our presentation,
two technical results are added in an Appendix.

2 Compactness and regularity by symmetry

Let (SV,g) denote the unit sphere with its round metric. For m € N and N > 2m, the Sobolev space
H"(SN) is the completion of C*°(SY) with respect to the norm defined by the interior product

Jon (wv + AT AP0 dv, m even,

2.1 u,v m = m— m—
2 o ) {f§N<uv+<ngé D2 VAT R0 v, m odd,

where V, is the gradient and A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on SN. Consider the elliptic operator of

order 2m on SV given by

(N — 2k)(N + 2k — 2)
; .

(22) t@;n = H (—Ag + Ck), Cl =
k=1

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

(2.3) (u, V), :/ uPv dVy, u,v € C>(SM),
SN

and the induced norm || - ||, is equivalent to the standard norm given by (2.1), see [1,21].

The stereographic projection o : SV . {po} — R¥ from the north pole py is a conformal diffeomorphism

and the coordinates of the standard metric g in the chart given by o~ are

gij = NI,

where §;; is the Kronecker delta and 1 € D™?(RY) is

N—2m

As the operators & and (—A)™ are conformally invariant, the stereographic projection yields the relation

(2.4) PP (u) = 2 (<A u(w)],  where i(u) = p(uo o),
for every u € C>(SV), see [21].
Proposition 2.1. The map

c(HPEY), ) = 2R, we i) = dluo o),

is an isometric isomorphism with inverse : ‘v = wig

voo.



Proof. As dV, = = dx, we derive from (2.4) that
o). = [ g aVy = [ o) (=) )] do = (), ()
SN RN

for any uy,us € C>°(SY). The proposition now follows by density. O

Set I' := O(n1) x O(n2), where nq,n2 € N with ny,n9 > 2 and ny +no = N + 1. Then I' acts by linear
isometries on the Sobolev spaces H}*(SY) and D™2(RY) as follows.

Proposition 2.2. For every v € O(N + 1),
v (H SV L) = (H V), ), yu=won™
and

v : D™2(RY) = D™2(RY), v = | det ¥ [ 2mv 07,

with 5 := ooy L oo™, are linear isometries.

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

This implies, in particuiar, that y* 2" = P oy for every isometry 7 : SNV — SN, where v* denotes the
pullback of tensors, see [2,21]. Therefore, if u € C>*(SY) and v € O(N + 1),

P (won) = (2 o) (u) = (V" 0 ) (u) = P (u) 0.

g

Then, for u € C>=(SV),

Jvull2= | (woy ™)@y (uoy ") dVy= [ (uoy " )P (u)oy " dVy= [ uP]'udVy = |lul?.
SN SN

SN

This shows, by density, that v : (HJ"(S™), || - [|.) = (H7"(SN), ] - |l+) is a linear isometry.
By Proposition 2.1, the composition ¢ oy o =1 : D™2(RYN) — D™2(R¥Y) is a linear isometry for every

v €T. Soyv:= (toyor v defines a linear action of I' on D™2(RY). Setting 7 := c oy L oo™!, we have
that
yu = w~U07= |det 3|/ ?mv 07
Yoy
for any v € I' and any v € D"™2(RY), see identity (3.2) in [4]. O

Define

mQN\I' . _ mQNy . —
H'(S") :=={ue H'(S") : yu = u for all v €T},
D™ RN :={v € D™?(RYN) : yv = v for all v €T},

Note that the map ¢ from Proposition 2.1 yields an isometric isomorphism
(2.5) v HMSY)T — DA RN

Let L?” (S) and L2m (R™) denote the usual Lebesgue spaces. The crucial role played by the symmetries is
given by the following statement.

Lemma 2.3. The embeddings
HMSY)T s Lyn(sY)  and  D™PRV)T < L% (RV)

are continuous and compact.



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

isometry (2.5) and noting that ¢ : L?J:’”‘ (SV) — L% (RN) is also an isometry.

O

To study the regularity of functions belonging to H"(S™)'" and D™2(RN)" we turn our attention to the

space of T-orbits of SV.

We write RV+t! = R™ x R"2. Accordingly, points in SV are written as (z,y) € R™ x R"2. Let

q: SN — [0, 7] be given by

(2.6) q := arccosof, where f(x,y) = |z|? — |y|*.

This is a quotient map identifying each T'-orbit in S with a single point. It is called the T-orbit map of SV.

Note that the T-orbit space of SV is one-dimensional and that
g H0) =St g Ht)=Smt xS"hif t € (0,7), g Y(m) sl

Let ¢ : (0,7) — R be given by

(2.7) o(t) == i[(nl + ng — 2)cost — (ng — nq)]

"~ sint

and define .Z : C*°(0,7) — C*>°(0,7) by

d? d
L= + 9t
Set
(2.8) h(t) := 2|S™1|S"2 " cos™ T (t/2) sin™ " (t/2), t€[0,7],

where |S" 1| is the (n; — 1)-dimensional measure of the sphere S"~! for i = 1,2. For k = (ko, ...

(0,00)™*! and w € C*°(0, ) define

1/2
m ki T ‘ m T .
(2.9) lolhen:= | S Z/ LR hdt+ S k/ (22 R ha|
T 0 i 0
ilevgn izg(}d
where .£% denotes the i-fold composition of £ and (L'w)" = 4 ((43—; + qS(t)%)i(w)).
Note that the operator &;" can be written as
ey
i=0
for some a; > 0. Given k := (ko, ..., km) € (0,00)™!, we consider the operator
PR = Z ki(—A,)Y,
i=0
and the norm
3
(2.10) [l « := (/ uPyu dVg) for u € C>®(SV).
SN
Note that || - ||« = || - ||la,« with a = (ag,...,am) as above. So || - ||k« is equivalent to || - ||..

k) €



Lemma 2.4. For every k € (0,00)™ %! and w € C*[0, 7],
lwo gl = lwl
Proof. Set u :=w o q. For uj,us € C*(SY), observe that, if i is even, then
/ ’UJl(—Ag)i’UQ dVg = / A;/2’UJ1A;/2U2 dVg,
SN SN

while, if ¢ is odd,
/N Ul(_Ag)iW dVy = /N<VgAg71)/2U1, VgAéifl)/ng dVy.
S S

Hence,

(2.11) lullie = > ki /SN AU AV, + > ks /SN IV AG=D/2y2 qy,.
i=0 =0
i even i odd

Note that, for the function f defined in (2.6), the sets M, := f~1(1) and M_ := f~!(—1) are submanifolds
of SV diffeormorphic to S**~! and S"2~! respectively. As in [10], we have that

IVofl2=4(1—f*) and Agf=-2(N+1)f+2(ny—n1).

Then, by the definition of g,
|ng|§ =4 and Agq = ¢ogq,

S0
Agu=Ag(woq) = (w" oq)|Vyeqls + (0 0 q)Agq = (Lw)ogq, in SN M UM

and, for each i € NU {0},
A;u = (Lw)oq and |V9A;u|§ =4|(L"w1) Poq, in SV M UM_.

By [10, Lemma 2.2],

_ 1/~ . ™ _
/ |A;u|2 dVy = Z/ |.Z"w|* hdt  and / |VgAlgu|§ dvy = / |(Lw)'|? h dt.
SN 0 SN 0

Therefore,
~ kz T i uk T i—
e = > 5 [ 1R hde 3k [ R e = ol
ilc_vgn izjdld
as claimed. O

For e > 0, let H™ (g, m — ¢) denote the usual Sobolev space of order m in the interval (e, 7 — ¢).
Lemma 2.5. For each € > 0, there are k = (ko, ..., ky) € (0,00)™ " and A > 0, depending on e, such that
lwlle,n > Allw|| gm (e, n—e) for every w € C*[0, 7].

Proof. By Lemma A.2, for every £ > 0 there are n > 0 and p > 1, depending on ¢, such that, for i > 2 even

i1
L 202h > [ @ - “Z w2 in (e,m—¢),

j=1

(2.12) i



and for 7 odd
(2.13) (LD P2w) Ph =g Jw @ =) jw)? in (e,m—¢).

Let ko :=1, k; := (2u) % for i > 1, and k := (ko, ..., k) € (0,00)™ 1. By (2.12), (2.13),

Hw”ih: Z Z/o |$Z/2w|2h dt + Z ki/o |$l 1)/2 /| hodt
i=0 =

1 even i odd

e, X m i1
20 [ [(S ke Or) (SR )]
€ = i—0 i—o -:
=& m—1 -
:n/ kofuf* + (ks “E: DR+ (ki - WYk w2 + k2]
: ) 1=2 j=i+1
" w2 ! Ny 1 1))2 = 2y
) / [ +(Z_Z2W 1)|w( | +Z (21 i Z 20 pi— 1)|w(1| +(2p)” mIwmﬂ
c i=2 = )
Fori=1 -1,
S N Nl e BT
1 l— - — — — — 7
2 ] 27 i 2% — 1
and the claim follows with A := pmin{A;,..., A1, (2u)"™} > 0. -

We have the following regularity result.

Proposition 2.6. Let Z := (S™~1 x {0}) U ({0} x S™~1) € SN. For every u € H]"(SN)' there exists
€ CmYSN N 2)Y such that u =1 a.e. in SN.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 and let ©. := ¢~ (e, 7 — €). Then, by Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5, there exists C' > 0, depending
on ¢, such that |lull« > C|w|| gm (,x—-) because the norm defined in (2.10) is equivalent to || - [|«. Therefore,
the map

H;”(@E)F%Hm(s,w—s), ur w, where u=wogq,

is continuous. Sobolev’s theorem yields a continuous embedding H™ (e, 7w — ¢) < C™ (e, m — €). Thus, for
u € Hm(SN) and w given by u = wo g, there exists w. € C"™ (e, 7 — ¢) such that w = w. a.e. in (g, 7 —¢).
So u. :=w. 0q € C™1(O,) and u = u. a.e. in O.. The function u(p) := u.(p) if p € O, is well defined and
of class C™~ ! on SV \ Z, and it coincides a.e. with w. O

Remark 2.7. Let u € H)"(SV)'. Since u is T-invariant, there is w : [0, 7] — R such that u = w o ¢, with ¢
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

Jull2 = [ (1 @0 + 5 w0 i) .

where the constant c¢; is as in (2.2). As a consequence, u € H}" (SM)I' is a solution to the Yamabe equation
(1.7) with m = 1 iff w solves the ODE

h .
—(w'h) + th——wh—ww+%wh:ﬂﬂ%*w in (0, 7).



A careful study of this ODE is performed in [10] to obtain existence of solutions to the Yamabe equation on
the sphere with exactly f-nodal regions for any ¢ € N. A similar analysis is much harder for m > 2, where
the coefficients of the ODE are more complex. For instance, if u € H_(?(SN)F is a solution of (1.7) with m = 2
and w : [0, 7] — R is such that u = w o ¢, then, by Lemma 2.4,

a T s 1 s
|lul|? = Hw||%a0’al_’1)7h = ZO/O lw|*h dt—l—al/o |w'|?h dt + Z/o [4w” 4 (t)w'|*h dt

- [ 4w () + 1<z5(t)2+a1 W' (1)% + 20(0w (" (1) + Lw(t)? ) ht) dt,
/0 ( (4 4

where ag = ¢1c2, a1 = ¢1 + ¢2, and ¢1, ¢o are given in (2.2). The associated fourth-order ODE for (1.7) with
m = 2 1is

4hw"" 4+ 8k w" + CLw" + Cow’ + %h w(t) = Z|w|2§*2w in (0,7),
where
1
Ci(t) = 4R"(t) + 20(t)h' () + 2h(t)¢ (t) — Zh(zt)a;(t)z’ —arh(t),

Calt) = AW ()6 (6) + 26()A" (1) — LOUVW (1) — anh (1) + 2h(0)6" (1) — Sh{DD(1)) (1),

3 The polyharmonic system

We fix ' := O(n1) x O(ng) with nyj,ne > 2 and n; + no = N + 1 and we study the system (1.5). Let
H := (DV2(RM)T) with the norm

¢ 1/2
Jall = s sl = (3 ali?)
=1

and J : H — R be the functional given by

‘ ’ ’
1 , 1 oy 1 /
=3 il — Uil ™ T 5 Aij |y
@ =52 Il =53 / ui] 23-::1 | Al
i

Qg

ﬁij .

Uq

This is a C!-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 7 belong to the set

N:={ueH : u#0, 0;J(u)u; =0, foreachi=1,...,¢}.

Note also that, for each i,

¢
07 @i = il = [l =3 [ Xl .
RN o Ry
JF#i
It is readily seen that
m
(3.1) J(a) = NHaH? it uweN.
Lemma 3.1. There exists dy > 0, independent of \i;, such that min;—1 ¢ ||u;| > do if @ = (u1,...,ur) € N.

Thus, N is a closed subset of H and infpr J > 0.



Proof. From \;; < 0 and Sobolev’s inequality we obtain
a2 g/ pilugPn < Cllus|® for aeN, i=1,....0
RN

with C' > 0. O

Definition 3.2. A fully nontrivial solution @ to the system (1.5) satisfying J (@) = infyr 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 @ = (u1,...,us) and 5 = (s1,...,s;) € (0,00)¢, we write

su := (s1u, ..., Seup).
Let S := {u € DY2(RM)' : ||lul| = 1}, T := &%, and define
U:={uecT:5ucN forsome 5c (0,00)"}.
Lemma 3.3. (i) Letu € T. If there exists 55 € (0,00)" such that 531 € N, then 54 is unique and satisfies

J(8zu) = max J(5a).

5€(0,00)*

(ii) U is a nonempty open subset of T, and the map U — (0,00)" given by @ +— 5y is continuous.

(i4i) The map U — N given by @ — S50 is a homeomorphism.

(iv) If () is a sequence in U and G, — U € OU, then |3z, | — 0.
Proof. The same arguments used in the proof of [5, Proposition 3.1] give the proof of this result. |

Define ¥ : f — R as
U(a) := J(5u).
According to Lemma 3.3, U is an open subset of the smooth Hilbert submanifold 7 of . If ¥ is of class C*
we write |U’(@)||. for the the norm of ¥/(u) in the cotangent space T%(T) to T at a, i.e.,

()5
W@, = sup L@
setaw) 7l

v#0

)

where Ty (U) is the tangent space to U at 4.

Recall that a sequence (i) in U is called a (PS).-sequence for U if U(u,) — ¢ and || ¥’'(@,)|« — 0, and
U is said to satisfy the (PS).-condition if every such sequence has a convergent subsequence. Similarly, a
(PS).-sequence for J is a sequence (&) in H such that J(@,) — 0 and || J'(4y,)|% — 0, and J satisfies
the (PS).-condition if any such sequence has a convergent subsequence. Here H’ denotes, as usual, the dual
space of H.

Lemma 3.4. (i) ¥ e CY(U,R),
U (a)o = J'(54u)[550] for allu €U and v € Ty(U),
and there exists dy > 0 such that
do |7 (5at) |2 < 19" (@)ll« < [Salooll T (Satt)ll3er for all u €U,

where |5loo = max{[s1|,...,[sq|} if 5= (s1,...,84).
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(i1) If (un) is a (PS)c-sequence for U, then (35, Uy) is a (PS).-sequence for J.

(#4t) @ 1s a critical point of W if and only if 35 is a critical point of J if and only if $5U is a fully nontrivial
solution of (1.5).

(iv) If () is a sequence in U and @, — u € OU, then |¥(u,)| — .
(v) wel if and only if —u € U, and Y (u) = U(—au).
Proof. These statements are proved arguing exactly as in [5, Theorem 3.3]. O
Lemma 3.5. U satisfies the (PS).-condition for every c € R.
Proof. Let (vy,) be a (PS).-sequence for J with v, € N'. Then
1
o

m

Ell? = T (@) = 5= @a)50 < e(1 + |5l

for some positive constant ¢ not depending on v, so the sequence is bounded. A standard argument using
Lemma 2.3, as in [4, Proposition 3.6], shows that (7,,) contains a convergent subsequence. The statement of
the lemma follows from Lemmas 3.4(i¢) and 3.3(4i7). O

Given a nonempty subset Z of T such that u € Z if and only if —u € Z, the genus of Z, denoted
genus(Z), is the smallest integer k£ > 1 such that there exists an odd continuous function Z — S¥~1 into the
unit sphere S¥~1 in R¥. If no such k exists, we define genus(Z) = oo; finally, we set genus(f)) = 0.

Lemma 3.6. genus(U) = oo.

Proof. As in [4, Lemma 3.2] one constructs [-invariant functions in C>°(R") with disjoint supports. Then,
arguing as in [5, Lemma 4.5], one shows that genus(U) = oo. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Lemma 3.4(iv) implies that I/ is positively invariant under the negative pseudogra-
dient flow of ¥, so the usual deformation lemma holds true for ¥, see e.g. [22, Section I1.3] or [24, Section
5.3]. As U satisfies the (PS).-condition for every ¢ € R, standard variational arguments show that ¥ attains
its minimum on U at some @. By Lemma 3.4(7i7) and the principle of symmetric criticality, s;u is a least
energy fully nontrivial solution of the system (1.5). Moreover, as ¥ is even and genus(U) = oo, ¥ has an
unbounded sequence of critical values. Since ¥(u) = J(5zu) = % 5zu[? by (3.1), the system (1.5) has an
unbounded sequence of fully nontrivial solutions. O

4 Segregation and optimal partitions

Let T be as before and let 2 be a I-invariant open subset of RYY. The solutions to the problem (1.3) are the
critical points of the energy functional Jg : DB"’Q(Q)F — R defined by

Tato) 1= glol? = 5 [l
The nontrivial ones belong to the Nehari manifold
Mg :={v € DJ*( Q)" v #0, Jy(v)v =0}
(v e DO v £ 0, ol = [ o,

11



which is a closed submanifold of D" 2(Q)F of class C2 and a natural constraint for Jo. A minimizer for Jq
on Mg is called a least energy I'-invariant solution to (1.3) in Q. By standard arguments, using Lemma
2.3, one sees that (1.3) does have a least energy solution. So the quantity cg defined in the introduction is

cH = uér./l\flg Jao(u).

We begin by establishing some properties of optimal partitions. Let
G:=qoo *:RYN = [0,n],
where o is the stereographic projection and ¢ is the T'-orbit map of SV defined in (2.6). So, writing RN+ =
R™ x R"2, one has that ¢ 71(0) = S™~! x {0} and ¢ ~!(7) = {0} x R"2~1.

Lemma 4.1. Let £ > 2 and {O1,...,0,} € P} be a (T,{)-optimal partition for problem (2.5). Then, the
following statements hold true.

(i) There exist as,...,a¢—1 € (0,7) such that

(0,7) ~ U 7(0;) ={a1,...,as_1}.

1=1
Therefore, after reordering,

Q:=61U (Snl_l X {0}) = q~_1[0,a1),
Q'L = @i:ail(a’iflaai) fO’f’ i:27"'7€_17
Q= 06,U ({0} X RnQ_l) = 5_1(ag_1,71'].

(i) Qq,...,Q are smooth and connected, they satisfy items (c¢1) and (c2) of Theorem 1.2, Q1,..., Q1
are bounded, 0 is unbounded, Q; U---UQy = RN, and {Q4,...,Q} € P} is a (T, £)-optimal partition
for problem (2.5).

Proof. (i) : Let a,b,c € (0,7) with a < b < c and set Ay := ¢ (a,b), Ay :=¢q 1(b,c), A=¢qg a,c). As
A; C A, we have that ¢j < min{c} ,c}, }. We claim that

iy <min{cy ,cy, }-

Indeed, if | = CRI then, taking a least energy I'-invariant solution to (1.3) in A; and extending it by 0
in A\ A; we obtain a least energy I'-invariant solution u to (1.3) in A. Then, u € C>*™(A) by [17] and it
vanishes in A \ Ay, contradicting the unique continuation principle [16,20)].

Therefore, if {O1,...,0,} € P} is a (T, £)-optimal partition for problem (2.5), then (0,7) Ule q(0;)
must consist of precisely ¢ — 1 points.

(13) : Clearly, Qq,...,Q, are smooth and connected and satisfy statements (c¢1) and (¢z) of Theorem 1.2.
Moreover, 1, ..., €y_1 are bounded, € is unbounded, RY = Q; U---UQy, and {Q4,...,Q} € P} .

As ©; C Q; we have that cgi < cl(:)i for all i. So, as {©1,...,0,} is a (T, £)-optimal partition, we conclude
that {Q1,...,Q} is a (T, £)-optimal partition. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix p; =1 in (1.5) for each i =1,...,¢, and let \;j , — —o0 as k — oo. To highlight
the role of \;; i, we write Jj and N, for the functional and the set associated to the system (1.5) with \;;
replaced by Ajj k, introduced in Section 3. Let @y = (ug1,. .., uke) € N} be such that

¢
. _ m
cr = %fjk = Jr(tr) = N Z .|
=1
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Let
No = {(v1,...,v0) € H v 0, |Jui]]? :/ [vi|?m, and v;v; = 0 a.e. in RY if i # j}.
RN

Then, Ny C N}, for all k € N and, therefore,

4
. m
0<cp <cy:= mf{N;Hm? s (v1,. e, 00) eNo} < o0

So, after passing to a subsequence, using Lemma 2.3, we get that ug; — ueo,; weakly in Dgl’z(]RN)F, Ui —
Uno; strongly in L2m (RY), and uy; — Uso; a.e. in RY for each i = 1,...,¢. Moreover, as 0;Jy () [uki] = 0,

we have for each j # i,
g o 1 . C
0= / Bijlu, 1% Jup,;| P < A / |ug,i*m < A
RY —Aijk JRN —Aijk

Then, Fatou’s lemma yields
0 S/ |uooyj|o‘”|uooﬁi|'6” < liminf/ |uk7j|a”|uk1i|ﬂ” =0.
RN k—oo RN
Hence, too jtloo,; = 0 a.e. in RY. By Lemma 3.1,
0 < do < |Jupi|* < / |u;€,i|2:n forall keN,i=1,...,¢,

RN
and, as uy,; — Uso; strongly in L2 (RY) and uy ; — s ; weakly in D™2(RN), we get
(4.1) 0 < Jlusil|® < / [Uooi|*™ for every i=1,...,¢.

RN

Since oo, # 0, there is a unique ¢; € (0, 00) such that [[tiuce i3 = [on [tittoo,i|?™. S0 (F1tise 1, - - -, tetico ) €
No. The inequality (4.1) implies that ¢; € (0,1]. Therefore,

C()S_ZHtuooz S_Z”uooz
i=1

=1
It follows that uy ; — us ; strongly in D™2(RM)T and t; = 1, yielding

L
m
Po [ el and S sl =k,
RN i—1

Set Y7 := S~ x {0}, Y2 := {0} x R"2~1 and Yj := Y; UY>. Proposition 2.6, together with Lemma 2.4,
imply that weei[gyv .y, € C™ HRY \Yp). Consequently,

0; :={z e RN \ Y} : teoi(z) # 0}

< —hmlanHumH = hmlnfck <cp.

is a [-invariant nonempty open subset of RY and, as u juso j = 0, we have that ©, N ©; = () if i # j. We
set ; := int(0;). Then, every €); is a nonempty I'-invariant open smooth subset of RV Q Ny =01ifi # 3,
and s i(r) = 0 in RY \ ;. By Lemma A.1, uy, ; € D1 2(QZ) and, by (4.2), uso,; € Mg, and

ch < Znumn =< it EPFZ%
1y Z

£og=1

This shows that {§1,...,Q,} is a (T, £)-optimal partition for the system (1.5) and that ue ; is a least energy
[-invariant solution to (1.3) in €;. Thus, by [17], us; € C*™%(Q;) for a € (0,1). This concludes the proof
of statements (a) and (b). Statement (c¢) follows from Lemma 4.1.

O
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A Auxiliary results
Lemma A.1. Let Q be an open subset of RN of class C°. Then
D) == {v e D™?RY) : v=0in RN~ Q} = DI"*(Q).

Proof. That DJ"*(Q) c D"*(Q) is clear.
Consider the space HJ*(Q) := {u € H™(RY) : u =0 in RY \ Q} endowed with the standard Sobolev

norm. If © is an open subset of RN of class C°, then H{*(2) = HJ' (), see [14, Thm 1.4.2.2].

If © is bounded, the norm induced by the scalar product (1.2) is equivalent to the standard Sobolev norm
of HZ"(Q). Therefore, DI"*(Q) = Hi"(Q) = Hy(Q) = DI(Q).

If  is unbounded we take p € C>°(RY) be such that ¢ = 1 in B;(0) and ¢ = 0 in RY \ B(0) and set
on(x) =0(%). fue 56”’2(9), then ¢,u vanishes in the complement of €2, := QN Bz, (0) which is of class
C%. So, by the previous case, p,u € Dj"*(Q,) € Dy-*(Q) for all n € N. Tt is not hard to see that (,u)
is bounded in D{"*(€2). But then @,u — u weakly in Dj**(Q) and, since this space is weakly closed, we
conclude that u € DJ"*(1). O

Lemma A.2. For every e >0 and i € N there are p = p(e,i) > 1 and n = n(e,i) > 0 such that, for every
w € C(0,),

i—1
1, , .
(A1) Z|$Z/2w|2h > | Jw®)? - MZ Jw) |2 in (e,m —¢) fori even,
j=1
and
(A.2) (LD2wY Ph= g [ w@ = p> [w)]? in (e,m — &) fori odd.
j=1

. i/2
Proof. Let i € N be even and recall that .Z"/?w = (45—:2 + qS(t)%) w, where ¢ € C°(0, ) is given by
. i/2 ) )
(2.7). Then, .Z"/?w = (43—:2 + gb(t)%) w = 42w + R;, where, by the binomial theorem,
i/2-1 . i/2—k
i/2\ ik d 2k
Ri = 4 t)— (2k)
()t ()

Fix € > 0. Since ¢ € C*=(0, ), there is u1 = p1(e,4) > 0 such that |R;| < g 22;11 lw® | in (g, 7 —¢). Using
that ab < §(a® + b?) for a,b € R, we obtain that

|$i/2w|2 _ 4z|w(z)|2 + 21+1w(z)Rl + |Rz|2 > 4zw(z) _ 21(|w(z)|2 + |Rz|2) _ (41 _ 2z)|w(z)|2 _ 21|R1|2

i—1 2 i1
> (4 = ) — 2% (Z |w<k>|> > (@ = 2O Y 0
k=1 k=1
in (e,m — ¢) for some pg = pa(e,7) > 0. As a consequence, since h € C°°(0, 7) is positive (see (2.8)),
1 . . , Ut
~|L2wPh > (47 = 2072) min A | [w@? - /‘Z w2 in (e,m—e¢),
4 le,m—e] =1
for some p = p(e,4) > 1 and (A.1) follows. Inequality (A.2) for ¢ odd follows similarly. O
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