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1 Positive least energy solutions for k-coupled

Schrödinger system with critical exponent:

the higher dimension and cooperative case*

Xin Yin, Wenming Zou

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China.

Abstract

In this paper, we study the following k-coupled nonlinear Schrödinger system with

Sobolev critical exponent:















−∆ui + λiui = µiu
2∗−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βiju
2
∗

2
−1

i u
2
∗

2

j in Ω,

ui > 0 in Ω and ui = 0 on ∂Ω, i = 1, 2, · · · , k.

Here Ω ⊂ RN is a smooth bounded domain, 2∗ = 2N
N−2 is the Sobolev critical ex-

ponent, −λ1(Ω) < λi < 0, µi > 0 and βij = βji 6= 0, where λ1(Ω) is the first

eigenvalue of −∆ with the Dirichlet boundary condition. We characterize the positive

least energy solution of the k-coupled system for the purely cooperative case βij > 0,

in higher dimension N ≥ 5. Since the k-coupled case is much more delicated, we

shall introduce the idea of induction. We point out that the key idea is to give a more

accurate upper bound of the least energy. It’s interesting to see that the least energy

of the k-coupled system decreases as k grows. Moreover, we establish the existence

of positive least energy solution of the limit system in RN , as well as classification

results.

Key words: k-Coupled Schrödinger System; Positive least energy solution; Existence;

Uniqueness.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we consider the following k-coupled nonlinear Schrödinger system:















−∆ui + λiui = µiu
2p−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βiju
p−1
i upj in Ω,

ui > 0 in Ω and ui = 0 on ∂Ω, i = 1, 2, · · · , k,
(1.1)

where Ω = RN or Ω ⊂ RN is a smooth bounded domain, p > 1 and p ≤ 2∗/2 if

N ≥ 3, µi > 0 and βij = βji 6= 0 is a coupling constant.

System (1.1) arises when we consider the standing wave solutions to the following

time-depending coupled nonlinear Schrödinger system:











−i ∂
∂tΦ1 = ∆Φ1 + µ1|Φ1|2Φ1 + β|Φ2|2Φ1,

−i ∂
∂tΦ2 = ∆Φ2 + µ2|Φ2|2Φ1 + β|Φ1|2Φ2,

Φj = Φj(x, t) ∈ C, j = 1, 2, N ≤ 3,

(x, t) ∈ RN × R, (1.2)

where i is the imaginary unit, µ1, µ2 > 0 and β 6= 0 is a coupling constant. The system

(1.2) has many applications in physics, such as the occurrence of phase separation

in Bose–Einstein condensates with multiple states, or the propagation of mutuary in

coherent wave packets in nonlinear optics, see e.g. [2, 25, 26, 44].

From the physical aspect, the solution Φj denotes the jth component of the beam

in Kerr-like photorefractive media (see [2]), µj represents self-focusing in the jth com-

ponent, and the coupling constant β represents the interaction between the two compo-

nents of the beam.

To study the solitary wave solutions of system (1.2), we set Φj(x, t) = eiλjtuj(x)
for j = 1, 2. Then, it is reduced to system (1.1) with k = 2 and p = 2.

For the subcritical case, that is, N ≤ 3, the existence of least energy solutions were

studied in [3, 8, 9, 18, 21, 22, 23, 29, 35, 38, 40, 43, 45] and the references therein.

The existence and multiplicity of positive and sign-changing solutions were studied by

[3, 7, 9, 14, 15, 18, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 38, 41] and the references therein.

For the critical case p = 2 and N = 4 , Chen and Zou [17] proved that there exists

0 < β1 < β2 (β1 and β2 depend on λi and β), such that (1.1) has a positive least

energy solution if β < β1 or β > β2, while (1.1) has no positive least energy solution

if β1 ≤ β ≤ β2.

Later in [19], Chen and Zou considered the critical case 2p = 2∗ := 2N
N−2 of system

(1.1) in higher dimension N ≥ 5. It turns out that different phenomena happen from

the special case N = 4. Indeed, the authors showed that system (1.1) has a positive

least energy solution for any β 6= 0. When β = 0, the system is reduced to the well-

known Brézis-Nirenberg problem[11]

−∆u+ λiu = µi|u|2
∗−2u, u ∈ H1

0 (Ω). (1.3)
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The Brézis-Nirenberg problem (1.3) has been studied intensively, and we refer the

reader to [13, 16, 24, 39] and references therein.

From then on, many results corresponding to the coupled system with critical

Sobolev exponent have been studied. See [31, 37, 50, 52, 51] and references therein.

For the more general case where k ≥ 2, physically the coefficient βii = µi repre-

sents self-focusing within the ith component, while βij (i 6= j) illustrates interaction

between two different components. If βij > 0, the interaction between the ith and

jth components is of cooperative type; while βij < 0 means that the interaction is of

competitive type. The relation βij = βji illustrates the symmetry in the interaction

between different components.

Let λ1(Ω) be the first eigenvalue of −∆ with the Dirichlet boundary condition.

For the purely cooperative case, where βij > 0 for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k, Guo, Luo and

Zou [27] obtained the existence and classification of positive least energy solutions to

(1.1) under −λ1(Ω) < λ1 = · · · = λk < 0 in case of a bounded smooth domain

Ω ⊂ R4 with some additional conditions on the coefficients. In the same paper, the

authors treated the system with λ1 = · · · = λk = 0 and Ω = R4, which can be seen

as the limit problem corresponding to the previous problem. Wu [49] also obtained the

existence of positive least energy solution in RN with N ≥ 4 and βij = β, i 6= j via

variational arguments.

Meanwhile, for the purely competitive case βij < 0, [20, 42, 48] studied the exis-

tence of positive least energy solutions and phase separation phenomena respectively

for N = 4 and N ≥ 5. And some results are obtained for mixed cooperative and

competitive case when N = 4. See [42, 46] and references therein.

To the best our knowledge, there is no paper considering (1.1) with arbitrary purely

cooperative coefficients βij > 0 in higher dimension N ≥ 5. It is natural to ask

whether the more general k-coupled system (1.1) admits a positive least energy solution

similarly as the 2-coupled system proved in [19]. In the sequel we assume that

2p = 2∗. (1.4)

We shall see that the k-coupled case are more delicate than the 2-coupled case. The

key reason is that k ≥ 2 and 1 < p < 2 when N ≥ 5. The fact that k ≥ 2 and

1 < p < 2 make the problem more complicated comparing to the cases p = 2, k ≥ 2
and 1 < p < 2, k = 2. Some more ideas and techniques are needed.

First, we obtained the following results.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that N ≥ 3 and (1.4). Then system (1.1) has no positive solu-

tions if one of the following conditions holds.

(1) λi ≤ −λ1(Ω), µi > 0 and βij > 0 for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k.

(2) µi, βij ∈ R, λi ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , k, and Ω is star-shaped.
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If Ω = RN , and (u1, . . . , uk) is any a solution of (1.1), by the Pohozaev iden-

tity (2.1), it is easy to get that
∫

RN

∑

λiu
2
i dx = 0, so (u1, . . . , uk) ≡ (0, . . . , 0) if

λ1, . . . , λk are of the same sign. Therefore, in the sequel we assume that Ω ⊂ RN

is a smooth bounded domain. Some non-existence results also have been attained in

Theorem 1.1. In order to study the existence of positive least energy solution of (1.1),

we assume that −λ1(Ω) < λi < 0, µi > 0 and βij > 0 for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k.

We call a solution (u1, . . . , uk) is nontrivial if ui 6≡ 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k, while

a solution (u1, . . . , uk) is semi-trivial if ui ≡ 0 for some i = 1, 2, . . . , k. We only

study the nontrivial solutions of (1.1) in this paper.

Denote H := (H1
0 (Ω))

k and ~u = (u1, u2, . . . , uk) ∈ H is a vector function . It

is well known that solutions of (1.1) correspond to the critical points of C1 functional

E : H → R given by

E(~u) =
1

2

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i )

− 1

2p

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k

∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj|p).
(1.5)

We say a solution ~u of (1.1) is a least energy solution, if ~u is nontrivial and

E(~u) ≤ E(~v)

for any other nontrivial solution~v of (1.1). As in [29], we define a Nehari type manifold

M = {~u ∈ H | ui 6≡ 0, E′(~u)(0, . . . , ui, . . . , 0) = 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , k}.

Then any nontrivial solutions of (1.1) belong to M. Take ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕk ∈ C∞
0 (Ω)

with ϕi 6≡ 0 and supp(ϕi) ∩ supp(ϕj) = ∅ for ∀ i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k; then there exists

c1, c2, . . . , ck > 0 such that (
√
c1ϕ1,

√
c2ϕ2, . . . ,

√
ckϕk) ∈ M, so M 6= ∅.

Define the least energy

B := inf
~u∈M

E(~u) = inf
~u∈M

1

N

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i ). (1.6)

Now we consider the special case −λ1(Ω) < λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λk = λ < 0. It is well

known that the Brézis-Nirenberg problem [11]

−∆u+ λu = |u|2∗−2u, u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) (1.7)

has a positive least energy solution ω with energy

B1 :=
1

N

∫

Ω

(|∇ω|2 + λω2) dx =
1

N

∫

Ω

ω2∗ dx. (1.8)
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Consider the following nonlinear algebric problem















µit
2p−2
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βijt
p−2
i tpj =1, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

ti >0, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

(1.9)

In [17, 19], Chen and Zou proved the exsitece of solution to (1.9) in the case k = 2.

Recently, Wu [49] proved that (1.9) has a solution for k ≥ 2 with βij = β, by applying

the variational argument to the related system. We generalize the existence result of

the algebric system (1.9) to arbitrary βij > 0 and give a more minute and geometric

proof in Lemma 2.2. Moreover, we will prove in Lemma 2.2 that there exists ~̃t =
(t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k) such that

~̃t satisfies (1.9) and ~̃t attains dk. (1.10)

Here, dk := inf
~t∈Pk

Gk(~t), where

Gk(~t) :=

k
∑

i=1

(
t2i
2
− µi|ti|2p

2p
)− 1

2p

(

k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p
)

,

Pk := {~t ∈ Rk\{~0} | Pk(~t) :=

k
∑

i=1

(t2i − µi|ti|2p)−
k

∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p = 0}.

We will see that dk has a similar form as the minimizing problem (1.23) and dk plays

an important role in this paper.

Our second result also deals with the special case λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λk := λ.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that N ≥ 5 and (1.4), −λ1(Ω) < λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λk := λ <
0 and µi, βij > 0. Then system (1.1) has a positive solution of the synchronized form

(t1ω, t2ω, . . . , tkω), (1.11)

where ω is the positive least energy solution of (1.7) and (t1, t2, . . . , tk) solves (1.9).

Remark 1.1.

(1) Denote R = (βij)k×k as the coupling matrix, where βij = βji and βii = µi.

For the special case N = 4, Guo, Luo and Zou [27] proved that the least energy

B is attained by a symmetrized form solution (1.11), under the assumptions that

R = (βij)k×k is invertible and

k
∑

j=1

(R−1)ij > 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , k. (1.12)

Actually, under these assumptions, the algebric system has pairs of solutions

(±t1,±t2, . . . ,±tk), then the signed solutions (±t1ω, . . . ,±tkω) are nontrivial

signed solutions of (1.1).
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(2) If λ ≤ −λ1(Ω), we can obtain sign-changing solutions of synchronized form.

We shall give a classification result of the positive least energy solution of the (1.1).

Theorem 1.3. Assume that N ≥ 5, −λ1(Ω) < λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λk := λ < 0 and

µi, βij > 0. Then the positive least energy solution of the system (1.1) must be of the

synchronized form

(t̃1ω, t̃2ω, . . . , t̃kω),

where ω is a positive least energy solution of (1.7) and (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k) is defined in

(1.10).

Moreover, assume additionally that βij := β > 0 and Ω ⊂ RN is a ball, then there

exists βk > 0, such that the positive least energy solution of the system (1.1) is unique

for β > βk.

Remark 1.2.

(1) For the special case N = 4, Guo, Luo and Zou [27] classified the positive least

energy solution of the synchronized form (1.11), under the assumptions (1.12)

and R is positively or negatively definite. In particular, the positive least energy

solution is unique if Ω is a ball in R4.

(2) Recently, Tavares and You [42] also obtained the classification result for the

special caseN = 4, under the same assumption as our result. But the uniqueness

problem was not covered in [42].

Now let us consider the general case −λ1(Ω) < λ1, λ2, · · · , λk < 0.

Theorem 1.4. Assume thatN ≥ 5 and (1.4). Suppose that−λ1(Ω) < λ1, λ2, . . . , λk <
0 and µi > 0. Then system (1.1) has a positive least energy solution ~u with E(~u) = B
for any βij > 0.

Remark 1.3. In [20, 48], the authors obtained the existence of positive least energy

solutions of the system (1.1) for the purely competitive case βij < 0.

For each Θ $ {1, ..., k}, we obtain the following (k − |Θ|)-coupled system















−∆ui + λiui = µiu
2p−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βiju
p−1
i upj in Ω,

ui > 0 in Ω and ui = 0 on ∂Ω, i, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}\Θ,
(1.13)

by replacing λi, µi, βij , βji with 0 if i ∈ Θ, where |Θ| is the cardinality of Θ.

Note that the nontrivial solutions of (1.13) can be extended to the semi-trivial solu-

tions of k-coupled system (1.1).

Denote τ = k−|Θ|. Indeed, we can establish Cτ
k different τ -coupled systems from

(1.1). For every fixed Θ, we denote {i1, . . . , iτ} = {1, 2, . . . , k}\Θ and Bµi1
...µiτ

as
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the least energy of the τ -coupled system (4.3) with coefficients (µi1 , . . . , µiτ ), that is,

Bµi1
...µiτ

:= inf{E(~u) : ~u = (u1, . . . , uk) solves (1.1) and ui = 0 iff i ∈ Θ}.
(1.14)

Denote

B̄τ := min
∀{l1,...,lτ}${1,2,...,k}

{Bµl1
...µlτ

}. (1.15)

Next we need to obtain a more refined estimates on the least energy of the k-coupled

system.

Theorem 1.5. Assume thatN ≥ 5 and (1.4). Suppose that−λ1(Ω) < λ1, λ2, . . . , λk <
0 and µi, βij > 0. Then the least energy of (1.1) has an upper bound

B < min{B̄1, B̄2, . . . , B̄k−1}. (1.16)

To be more specific,

B < B̄k−1 < · · · < B̄1.

Moreover,

B := Bµ1µ2...µk
< Bµ1µ2...µk−1

< Bµ1µ2...µk−2
< · · · < Bµ1µ2

< Bµ1
.

By Theorem 1.5, it’s interesting to see that the least energy of the k-coupled system

may decrease as k grows.

Since the nonlinearity and the coupling term are both critical in (1.1), the existence

of nontrivial solutions of (1.1) depends heavily on the existence of the least energy

solution of the following limit problem














−∆ui = µiu
2p−1 +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βiju
p−1
i upj , x ∈ RN ,

ui ∈ D1,2(RN ), i = 1, 2, · · · , k,
(1.17)

where D1,2(RN ) := {u ∈ L2∗(RN ) : |∇u| ∈ L2(RN )} with norm ||u||D1,2 :=
(
∫

RN |∇u|2dx)1/2. Let S be the sharp constant of D1,2(RN ) →֒ L2∗(RN )

∫

RN

|∇u|2dx ≥ S

( ∫

RN

|u|2∗dx
)

2

2∗

. (1.18)

For ε > 0 and y ∈ RN , we consider the Aubin-Talenti instanton [6, 47] Uε,y ∈
D1,2(RN ) defined by

Uε,y(x) := [N(N − 2)]
N−2

4

(

ε

ε2 + |x− y|2
)

N−2

2

. (1.19)

Then Uε,y satisfies −∆u = |u|2∗−2u in RN and
∫

RN

|∇Uε,y|2dx =

∫

RN

|Uε,y|2
∗

dx = SN/2. (1.20)
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Clearly (1.17) has semi-trivial solutions

(µ
2−N

4

1 Uε,y, 0, . . . , 0), (0, µ
2−N

4

2 Uε,y, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , (0, . . . , 0, µ
2−N

4

k Uε,y).

Here, we are only concerned with nontrivial solutions of (1.17). DefineD := (D1,2(RN ))k

and a C1 functional I : D → R given by

I(~u) :=
1

2

∫

RN

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2 −
1

2p

∫

RN

(
k

∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj |p). (1.21)

We consider the following set as in [29]:

N = {~u ∈ D : ui 6≡ 0, I ′(~u)(0, . . . , 0, ui, 0, . . . , 0) = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , k}. (1.22)

Then any nontrivial solution of (1.17) belongs to N . Similarly N 6= ∅. We set

A := inf
~u∈N

I(~u) = inf
~u∈N

1

N

∫

RN

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2. (1.23)

Then we have the following theorem, which plays an important role in the proof of

Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.6. Assume thatN ≥ 5 and (1.4). If µi > 0 and βij > 0, then system (1.17)

has a positive least energy solution ~U with I(~U) = A, which is radially symmetric

decresing. Moreover,

(1) the positive least energy solution of (1.17) must be the least energy synchronized

type solution of the form (t̃1Uε,y, t̃2Uε,y, . . . , t̃kUε,y), where (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k) is

defined in (1.10).

(2) there exists β1 > 0, and for any 0 < βij = β < β1, there exists a solution

(t1(β), t2(β), . . . , tk(β)) of (1.9), such that

I(t1(β)Uε,y, t2(β)Uε,y , . . . , tk(β)Uε,y) > A = I(~U).

That is, (t1(β)Uε,y, t2(β)Uε,y , . . . , tk(β)Uε,y) is a different positive solution of

(1.17) with respect to ~U.

Remark 1.4.

(1) The multiplicity of solution of algebric system (1.9) arises much more difficulty

when dealing with the classification problem.

For the special case βij = β > 0, Wu proved that the positive least energy so-

lution of (1.17) must be of synchronized type (t1Uε,y, t2Uε,y, . . . , tkUε,y) where

(t1, t2, . . . , tk) is solves (1.9). (See [49, Theorem 1.2, Proposition 3.2].)

We point out that the solution (t1, t2, . . . , tk) of (1.9) might not attain dk, then

(t1Uε,y, t2Uε,y, . . . , tkUε,y) might not be of the least energy, since the method of

Lagrange multiplier yields only a necessary condition for constrained problems.
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It is interesting that Theorem 1.6 (2) coincides with the multiplicity of solution

of algebric system (1.9), and admits the existence of another positive solution of

(1.17) which is not of the least energy.

(2) Theorem 1.6 (1) generalizes [19, Theorem 1.6] in the sense that it asserts that

the positive least energy of (1.17) must be the synchronized type solution for the

purely cooperative case βij > 0.

(3) We note that a similar existence result of ground state (which seems probably to

be semi-trivial) is obtained by He and Yang [28] via concentration-compactness

lemma. We remark that our method is quite different from that. We illustrate the

positive least energy of synchronized type and any other result concerning (1.17)

cannot be found in [28].

In rest of this paper we prove these theorems. In Sect. 2, we obtain the funda-

mental Lemma 2.2 on the existence of positive solution of the algebric system (1.9)

with arbitrary βij > 0, which generalizes [49, Proposition 3.2] and gives out a de-

tailed and geometric explanation. Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 are proved subsequently. Since

the k-coupled case is much more delicated than 2-couple case, we shall introduce the

idea of induction in the proof of Theorem 1.4 and 1.6, respectively in Sect. 3 and 4.

The key idea is to give a more accurate upper bound of the least energy, which is in-

spired by [19, 29]. See Lemma 3.2 and 4.2. We mention that the idea of induction

is also introduced in [20, 42, 48] to obtain the positive least energy solution of the

purely competitive system. Theorem 1.5 is a byproduct of Lemma 4.2 and Theorem

1.4. Theorem 1.3 is proved in Sect. 4.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some fundamental results and prove Theorem 1.1 and

Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 2.1. (the Pohozaev identity)

If Ω is star-shaped with respect to some point y0 ∈ RN and ~u ∈ H be a solution

of (1.1), then ~u satisfies

1

2p

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2 dx+
1

2N

∫

∂Ω

k
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂ui
∂~n

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(x− y0) · ~n dS

=
1

2p

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k

∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj |p) dx− 1

2

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

λiu
2
i dx,

(2.1)

where ~n denotes the unit outward normal.

Proof. The Pohozaev identity (2.1) follows by multiplying ith equation

−∆ui + λiui = µiu
2p−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βiju
p−1
i upj
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by x · ∇ui and integrating by parts.

Fisrt we prove Theorm 1.1, which shows the nonexistence of positive solution of

system (1.1) under some assumptions.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 (1) Let φ1 be the first eigenfunction of −∆ with the Dirichlet

boundary condition with respect to λ1(Ω).
By multiplying each equations in (1.1) with φ1 and integrating over Ω, we obtain

(λ1(Ω) + λi)

∫

Ω

uiφ1dx =

∫

Ω

(µiu
2p−1
i φ1 +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βiju
p−1
i upjφ1) dx.

It is easy to see that when λi ≤ −λ1(Ω), µi > 0 and βij > 0 for i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k,
system (1.1) has no positive solutions.

(2) Assume that Ω is star-shaped with respect to some point y0 ∈ RN and ~u =
(u1, u2, . . . , uk) be a solution of (1.1), then ~u satisfies

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i ) dx =

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k

∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |ui|p|uj |p) dx.

If λi ≥ 0, combined with the Pohozaev identity (2.1) we have

0 ≤ 1

2N

∫

∂Ω

k
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂ui
∂~n

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

(x − y0) · ~n dS = (
1

2p
− 1

2
)

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

λiu
2
i dx ≤ 0,

then system (1.1) has no positive solutions. ✷

Now we turn to study the existence of solution to the algebric system (1.9), which

may play a fundamental role in the subsequent research. We generalize [49, Proposi-

tion 3.2] to arbitrary βij > 0. Our proof is more specific and gives out a geometric

explanation.

Lemma 2.2. Assume µi > 0 and βij > 0, then algebric system















µit
2p−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βijt
p−1
i tpj = ti, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

ti ∈ R, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k

has a nontrivial positive solution.

Proof. Let

dk := inf
~t∈Pk

Gk(~t), (2.2)

where

Gk(~t) =

k
∑

i=1

(
t2i
2
− µi|ti|2p

2p
)− 1

2p

(

k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij|ti|p|tj |p
)

,
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Pk = {~t ∈ Rk\{~0} | Pk(~t) :=
k
∑

i=1

(t2i − µi|ti|2p)−
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p = 0}.

Denote ~ei = (0, . . . , 0, µ
− 1

2p−2

i , 0, . . . , 0), it is easy to check that ~ei ∈ Pk for all

i = 1, 2, . . . , k, which implies Pk 6= ∅ and the minimizing problem (2.2) is well

defined. Notice that

dk = inf
~t∈Pk

Gk(~t) = inf
~t∈Pk

1

N

k
∑

i=1

t2i

= inf
~t∈Pk

1

N

(

dist (~0, ~t)

)2

.

Since Pk 6= ∅ and symmetric, the minimizing problem (2.2) is reduced to a geometric

problem, that is, to find the closest point to original point~0 in a nonempty set Pk. Then

dk can be attained by some ~̃t with t̃i ≥ 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k, and t̃i > 0 for some i.
By the method of Lagrange’s multiplier, there exists a Lagrange multiplier γ ∈ R

such that

∇Gk(
~̃t)− γ∇Pk(

~̃t) = 0, (2.3)

then ~̃t satisfies the system



























µi t̃
2p−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βij t̃
p−1
i t̃pj = t̃i, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

t̃i ≥ 0, and

k
∑

i=1

t̃i > 0, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

(2.4)

In fact, for any nonzero ~t ∈ Pk, we assume that ~t = (t1, . . . , tk) with ts 6= 0 for

1 ≤ s ≤ k, we see that

ti∂iPk(~t) = 2t2i − 2pµit
2p
i − p

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

2βijt
p
i t

p
j ,

then we have

s
∑

i=1

ti∂iPk(~t) = 2

s
∑

i=1

t2i − 2p

s
∑

i=1

µit
2p
i − p

s
∑

i=1

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

2βijt
p
i t

p
j

= 2

s
∑

i=1

t2i − 2p

s
∑

i=1

µit
2p
i − 2p

s
∑

i=1,j>i

2βijt
p
i t

p
j

= (2− 2p)

s
∑

i=1

t2i 6= 0,
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which implies that if~t ∈ Pk then ∇Pk(~t) 6= ~0. Then by (2.3), we have

∂iGk(
~̃t)− γ∂iPk(

~̃t) = 0.

Thus ∂iGk(
~̃t) = 0 if t̃i = 0, while

0 = Pk(
~̃t) =

s
∑

i=1

t̃i∂iGk(
~̃t) = γ

s
∑

i=1

t̃i∂iPk(
~̃t),

if t̃1, . . . , t̃s 6= 0, that is

(2− 2p)γ

s
∑

i=1

t̃2i = 0,

which implies that γ = 0 and ∂iGk(
~̃t) = 0 for t̃i 6= 0. Hence, ~̃t satisfies (2.4).

We claim that if βij > 0, then dk < min{d1, d2, . . . , dk−1}.

Our proof is inspired by [1]. By the method of induction, it suffices to prove that

dk < dk−1. Assume that dk−1 is attained by (t1, . . . , tk−1), then

dk−1 =
1

N

k−1
∑

i=1

t2i =
1

N
(

k−1
∑

i=1

µi|ti|2p +
k−1
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p).

Note that for any s ∈ R, there exists f(s) > 0 such that f(s)(t1, . . . , tk−1, sl) ∈ Pk,

where l ∈ R\{0}. In fact,

f(s)2p−2 =
Ndk−1 + s2l2

Ndk−1 + µk|sl|2p +
k−1
∑

i=1

2βik|ti|p|sl|p
.

By direct computations we have

lim
s→0

f ′(s)

|s|p−2s
= − p

(p− 1)Ndk−1

k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ti|p|l|p,

that is,

f ′(s) = − p

(p− 1)Ndk−1

( k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ti|p|l|p
)

|s|p−2s (1 + o(1)), as s→ 0.

Note that f(0) = 1, then

f(s) = 1− 1

(p− 1)Ndk−1

( k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ti|p|l|p
)

|s|p (1 + o(1)), as s→ 0.
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This implies that

f(s)2p = 1− 2p

(p− 1)Ndk−1

( k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ti|p|l|p
)

|s|p (1 + o(1))

= 1− 1

dk−1

( k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ti|p|l|p
)

|s|p (1 + o(1)) as s→ 0,

then we see that

dk ≤ Gk(f(s)t1, . . . , f(s)tk−1, f(s)sl)

=
1

N
f(s)2p

(

Ndk−1 + µk|sl|2p +
k−1
∑

i=1

2βik|ti|p|sl|p
)

= dk−1 − (
1

2
− 1

N
)

( k−1
∑

i=1

2βik|ti|p|l|p
)

|s|p + o(|s|p)

< dk−1 as |s| > 0 small enough.

By the idea of induction, we see that dk < min{d1, d2, . . . , dk−1}. Next we prove that

if βij > 0, then dk is attained by (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k), where t̃i > 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Without loss of genrality, we assume by contradiction that t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k−1 > 0, and

t̃k = 0. Denote

~̃tk = (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k−1, 0),
~̃tk−1 = (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k−1),

then ~̃tk−1 ∈ Pk−1. Notice that

dk = inf
~t∈Pk

Gk(~t) = Gk(
~̃tk)

= Gk−1(
~̃tk−1) ≥ inf

~t∈Pk−1

Gk−1(~t) = dk−1,
(2.5)

while we see that

dk < min{d1, d2, . . . , dk−1},
a contradiction. Hence we conclude that all t̃i > 0.

Now assume that N ≥ 4, −λ1(Ω) < λ1 = λ2 = · · · = λk := λ < 0. We shall

start to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 In the special caseN = 4, where 2p = 2∗ = 4, the nonlinear

algebric problem (1.9) reduces to

µit
2
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βijt
2
j = 1, for i = 1, 2, . . . , k,
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which can be seen as

R











t21
t22
...

t2k











=











1
1
...

1











, (2.6)

where R = (βij)k×k is the coupling matrix.

It is easy to check that if R is invertible and the sum of each column of R−1 is

greater than 0, then (2.6) has solutions (±t1,±t2, . . . ,±tk).
We can construct nontrivial solutions of (1.1) as

(±t1ω,±t2ω, . . . ,±tkω), (2.7)

where ω is the positive least energy solution of (1.7). Remark that these solutions are

signed solutions and (t1ω, t2ω, . . . , tkω) is a positive solution of (1.1). Moreover, it’s

proved in [27, Theorem 1.1] that (t1ω, t2ω, . . . , tkω) is a positive least energy solution.

In the general case N ≥ 5, Lemma 2.2 admits a positive solution of the nonlinear

algebric problem (1.9), we can also construct a positive solution of (1.1) as

(t1ω, t2ω, . . . , tkω),

where ω is the positive least energy solution of (1.7) and (t1, t2, . . . , tk) solves (1.9).

Moreover, we recall that in [5, 12], the authors obtained a nontrivial solution for

the Brézis-Nirenberg problem (1.7) if N ≥ 4 and λ < 0. Note that (1.7) has a positive

least energy solution if −λ1(Ω) < λ < 0. While any nontrivial solution of (1.7) is

sign-changing if λ ≤ −λ1(Ω)(See [39].) Thus, we observe that if λ ≤ −λ1(Ω), we

can also construct a sign-changing solution of (1.1) as

(t1ū, t2ū, . . . , tkū),

where ū is a nontrivial solution of (1.7) and (t1, t2, . . . , tk) solves (1.9). ✷

3 Proof of Theorem 1.6

Recall that

A := inf
~u∈N

I(~u) = inf
~u∈N

1

N

∫

RN

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2,

where

N = {~u ∈ D : ui 6≡ 0, I ′(~u)(0, . . . , 0, ui, 0, . . . , 0) = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , k}.

Define

A′ := inf
~u∈N ′

I(~u), (3.1)

where

N ′ = {~u ∈ D\{~0} : I ′(~u) ~u = 0}. (3.2)

14



Note that N ⊂ N ′, one has that A′ ≤ A. By Sobolev inequality (1.18), we have

A,A′ > 0.
Define B(0, R) := {x ∈ RN : |x| < R} and H(0, R) := (H1

0 (B(0, R)))k.

Consider














−∆ui = µi|ui|2p−2ui +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βij |ui|p−2ui|uj |p, x ∈ B(0, R),

ui ∈ H1
0 (B(0, R)), i = 1, 2, · · · , k,

(3.3)

and define

A′(R) := inf
~u∈N ′(R)

I(~u), (3.4)

where

N ′(R) =

{

~u ∈ H(0, R)\{~0} :

∫

B(0,R)

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2 dx

−
∫

B(0,R)

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij|ui|p|uj |p) dx = 0

}

.

(3.5)

We need the following lemma from [19], which still holds in our case.

Lemma 3.1. A′(R) ≡ A′ for all R > 0.

Proof. Take any R1 > R2. By N ′(R2) ⊂ N ′(R1), we have A′(R1) ≤ A′(R2). On

the other hand, for any (u1, u2, . . . , uk) ∈ N ′(R1), we define

u′i(x) := (
R1

R2
)

N−2

2 ui(
R1

R2
x),

then it is standard to see that (u′1, u
′
2, . . . , u

′
k) ∈ N ′(R2), and we have

A′(R2) ≤ I(u′1, u
′
2, . . . , u

′
k) = I(u1, u2, . . . , uk), ∀ (u1, u2, . . . , uk) ∈ N ′(R1).

That is, A′(R2) ≤ A′(R1) and so A′(R1) = A′(R2).
Clearly A′ ≤ A′(R). Let (u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn) be a minimizing sequence of A′.

We may assume that u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn ∈ H1
0 (B(0, Rn)) for some Rn > 0.Then

u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn ∈ N ′(Rn), and

A′ = lim
n→∞

I(u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn) ≥ lim
n→∞

A′(Rn) ≡ A′(R).

Therefore,A′(R) ≡ A′ for all R > 0.

Let 0 ≤ ε < p− 1. Consider














−∆ui = µi|ui|2p−2−2εui +
k

∑

j=1,j 6=i

βij |ui|p−2−εui|uj |p−ε, x ∈ B(0, 1),

ui ∈ H1
0 (B(0, 1)), i = 1, 2, · · · , k,

(3.6)
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and define

Aε := inf
~u∈N ′

ε

Iε(~u), (3.7)

where

Iε(~u) :=
1

2

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2 dx

− 1

2p− 2ε

∫

B(0,1)

(
k

∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p−2ε +
k

∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |ui|p−ε|uj|p−ε) dx,

(3.8)

N ′
ε = {~u ∈ H(0, 1)\{~0} : Hε(~u) := I ′ε(~u) ~u = 0}. (3.9)

We shall introduce the idea of induction. We notice that the proof of Lemma 3.2

depends on the existence result Theorem 3.1 for the (k − 1)-coupled system case.

From now on, we assume that Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.1 hold true for (k − 1)-
coupled system. We shall give out the proof of Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.1 for k-

coupled system in the sequel. Then by idea of induction, these results hold true for

arbitrary k-coupled system.

Denote ûi ∈ H(0, 1) as an vector, where the number of nonzero components of ûi

is i for i = 1, 2, . . . , k. Denote

Cε(i) : = min{ inf
ûi∈N ′

ε

Iε(ûi)}

= min

{

inf
(u1,...,ui,0,...,0)∈N ′

ε

Iε(u1, . . . , ui, 0, . . . , 0), . . . ,

inf
(0,...,0,u1,...,ui)∈N ′

ε

Iε(0, . . . , 0, u1, . . . , ui)

}

.

For the case k = 2, Cε(1) = min{ inf
(u,0)∈N ′

ε

Iε(u, 0), inf
(0,v)∈N ′

ε

Iε(0, v)}, Cε(2) = Aε.

Lemma 3.2. For any 0 < ε < p− 1, there holds

Aε < min
{

Cε(1), Cε(2), . . . , Cε(k − 1)
}

. (3.10)

Proof. Fix any 0 < ε < p− 1. By the idea of induction, we only need to prove

Aε := Cε(k) < Cε(k − 1).

Recall that 2 < 2p−2ε < 2∗, we may let (u1, u2, . . . , uk−1) be a least energy solution

of the (k − 1)-coupled system (3.6) with energy

ck−1 := inf
(u1,u2,...,uk−1,0)∈N ′

ε

Iε(u1, u2, . . . , uk−1, 0).
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We note that for any s ∈ R, there exists a unique t(s) > 0 such that

(t(s)u1, t(s)u2, . . . , t(s)uk−1, t(s)sφ) ∈ N ′
ε.

where φ ∈ H1
0 (Ω)\{0}. In fact,

t(s)2p−2ε−2

( ∫

B(0,1)

(

k−1
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p−2ε +

k−1
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |ui|p−ε|uj|p−ε

+µk|sφ|2p−2ε +

k−1
∑

i=1

2βik|ui|p−ε|sφ|p−ε)

)

=

∫

B(0,1)

(

k−1
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2 + s2|∇φ|2),

Note that t(0) = 1. Recall that 0 < p− ε < 2, by direct computations we have

lim
s→0

t′(s)

|s|p−2−εs
= − p− ε

(p− ε− 1)p′ck−1

∫

B(0,1)

k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ui|p−ε|φ|p−ε,

where p′ =
2p− 2ε

p− 1− ε
. That is,

t′(s) = − p− ε

(p− ε− 1)p′ck−1

( ∫

B(0,1)

k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ui|p−ε|φ|p−ε

)

|s|p−ε−2s (1 + o(1)),

as s→ 0 and so

t(s) = 1− 1

(p− ε− 1)p′ck−1

( ∫

B(0,1)

k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ui|p−ε|φ|p−ε

)

|s|p−ε (1+o(1)), as s→ 0.

This implies that

t(s)2p−2ε = 1− 2p− 2ε

(p− ε− 1)p′ck−1

( ∫

B(0,1)

k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ui|p−ε|φ|p−ε

)

|s|p−ε (1 + o(1)),

= 1− 1

ck−1

( ∫

B(0,1)

k−1
∑

i=1

βik|ui|p−ε|φ|p−ε

)

|s|p−ε (1 + o(1)) as s→ 0,

17



then we see that

Aε ≤ Iε(t(s)u1, . . . , t(s)uk−1, t(s)sφ)

=
1

p′
t(s)2p−2ε

(

p′ck−1 +

∫

B(0,1)

(µk|sφ|2p−2ε +

k−1
∑

i=1

2βik|ui|p−ε|sφ|p−ε

)

= ck−1 − (
1

2
− 1

p′
)|s|p−ε

∫

B(0,1)

k−1
∑

i=1

2βik|ui|p−ε|φ|p−ε + o(|s|p−ε)

< ck−1 as |s| > 0 small enough.

Then by similar arguments, we have

Aε < Cε(k − 1).

By the idea of induction, we have Cε(k − 1) < Cε(k − 2) < · · · < Cε(1). This

completes the proof.

Denote

C(i) : = min{ inf
ûi∈N ′

I(ûi)}

= min

{

inf
(u1,...,ui,0,...,0)∈N ′

I(u1, . . . , ui, 0, . . . , 0), . . . ,

inf
(0,...,0,u1,...,ui)∈N ′

I(0, . . . , 0, u1, . . . , ui)

}

.

Similarly as Lemma 3.2, we have

A′ < min{C(1), C(2), . . . , C(k − 1)}
< C(1)

= min{I(ωµ1
, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , I(0, . . . , 0, ωµk

)}

= min{ 1

N
µ
−N−2

2

1 SN/2, . . . ,
1

N
µ
−N−2

2

k SN/2}.

(3.11)

Theorem 3.1. For any 0 < ε < p − 1,(3.6)has a classical least energy solution

~uε = (uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k), and uε1, u

ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k ∈ C2(B(0, 1)) are all positive radially

symmetric decreasing.

Proof. Fix any 0 < ε < p−1, it is easy to see thatAε > 0. For (u1, u2, . . . , uk) ∈ N ′
ε

with u1, u2, . . . , uk ≥ 0, we donote by (u∗1, u
∗
2, . . . , u

∗
k) as its Schwarz symmetriza-

tion. Then by the properties of Schwarz symmetrization and βij > 0, we have
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∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇u∗i |2 dx ≤
∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2 dx

=

∫

B(0,1)

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p−2ε +

k
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij|ui|p−ε|uj |p−ε) dx

≤
∫

B(0,1)

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|u∗i |2p−2ε +

k
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |u∗i |p−ε|u∗j |p−ε) dx.

(3.12)

Recall (3.9) , there exists t∗ > 0 such that (t∗u∗1, t
∗u∗2, . . . , t

∗u∗k) ∈ N ′
ε with

(t∗)2p−2ε−2 =

∫

B(0,1)

∑k
i=1 |∇u∗i |2 dx

∫

B(0,1)
(
∑k

i=1 µi|u∗i |2p−2ε +
∑k

i,j=1,i<j 2βij |u∗i |p−ε|u∗j |p−ε) dx
≤ 1,

and then

Iε(t
∗u∗1, t

∗u∗2, . . . , t
∗u∗k) = (

1

2
− 1

2p− 2ε
)(t∗)2

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇u∗i |2 dx

≤ (
1

2
− 1

2p− 2ε
)

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2 dx

= Iε(u1, u2, . . . , uk).

(3.13)

Therefore, we may take a minimizing sequence ~un = (u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn) ∈ N ′
ε such

that (u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn) = (u∗1n, u
∗
2n, . . . , u

∗
kn) and Iε(~un) → Aε. We see from (3.13)

u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn are uniformly bounded in H1
0 (B(0, 1)). Passing to a subsequence,

we may assume that uin ⇀ uεi weakly in H1
0 (B(0, 1)). By the compactness of the

embeddingH1
0 (B(0, 1)) →֒ L2p−2ε(B(0, 1)) we have

∫

B(0,1)

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|uεi |2p−2ε +

k
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |uεi |p−ε|uεj |p−ε) dx

= lim
n→∞

∫

B(0,1)

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|uin|2p−2ε +

k
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |uin|p−ε|ujn|p−ε) dx

=
2p− 2ε

p− 1− ε
lim
n→∞

Iε(~un) =
2p− 2ε

p− 1− ε
Aε > 0,

which implies (uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k) 6= (0, 0, . . . , 0). Moreover, uε1, u

ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k ≥ 0 are

radially symmetric. Meanwhile,

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uεi |2 dx ≤ lim
n→∞

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uin|2 dx,
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then

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uεi |2 dx ≤
∫

B(0,1)

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|uεi |2p−2ε +

k
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |uεi |p−ε|uεj |p−ε) dx.

Therefore, there exists 0 < tε ≤ 1 such that tε~uε = (tεu
ε
1, tεu

ε
2, . . . , tεu

ε
k) ∈ N ′

ε, and

then
Aε ≤ Iε(tε~uε)

= (
1

2
− 1

2p− 2ε
)(tε)

2

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uεi |2 dx

≤ lim
n→∞

(
1

2
− 1

2p− 2ε
)

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uin|2 dx

= lim
n→∞

Iε(~un) = Aε.

Therefore, tε = 1 and ~uε ∈ N ′
ε with I(~uε) = Aε. Moreover,

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uεi |2 dx = lim
n→∞

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uin|2 dx,

that is, uin → uεi strongly in H1
0 (B(0, 1)). There exists a Lagrange multiplier γ ∈ R

such that

I ′ε(~uε)− γH ′
ε(~uε) = 0.

Since I ′ε(~uε) ~uε = Hε(~uε) = 0 and

H ′
ε(~uε)~uε = (2+2ε−2p)

∫

B(0,1)

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|uεi |2p−2ε+

k
∑

i,j=1,i<j

2βij |uεi |p−ε|uεj |p−ε) dx < 0,

we get that γ = 0 and so I ′ε(~uε) = 0. By Lemma 3.2, we see that uεi 6≡ 0, otherwise

~uε cannot minimize Iε(~u). This means that ~uε is a least energy solution of (3.6).

Recall that uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k ≥ 0 are radially symmetric non-increasing. By regularity

theory and the maximum principle, we see that uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k > 0 in B(0, 1) and

uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k ∈ C2(B(0, 1)) are radially symmetric decreasing.

Now we start to prove Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6 Recall the definition of N ′(R), for any ~u ∈ N ′(1), there

exists tε > 0 such that tε~u = (tεu1, tεu2, . . . , tεuk) ∈ N ′
ε with tε → 1 as ε → 0.

Then we have

lim sup
ε→0

Aε ≤ lim sup
ε→0

Iε(tε~u) = I(~u), ∀ ~u ∈ N ′(1).
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By Lemma 3.1 we have

lim sup
ε→0

Aε ≤ A′(1) = A′. (3.14)

By Theorem 3.1, let ~uε = (uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k) be a positive least energy solution of (3.6),

which is radially symmetric decreasing.

Fix 0 < ε ≤ p−1
2 . Then by I ′ε(~uε) ~uε = 0 and Sobolev inequality, we see that

2p− 2ε

p− ε− 1
Aε =

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uεi |2 dx ≥ C0, ∀ 0 < ε ≤ p− 1

2
, (3.15)

where C0 is a positive constant independent of ε. Then uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k are uniformly

bouned in H1
0 (B(0, 1)). Passing to a subsequence,we assume that uεi ⇀ u0i weakly in

H1
0 (B(0, 1)) for i = 1, 2, . . . , k. Then ~u0 = (u01, u

0
2, . . . , u

0
k) is a solution of















−∆ui = µi|ui|2p−2ui +
k

∑

j=1,j 6=i

βij |ui|p−2ui|uj |p, x ∈ B(0, 1),

ui ∈ H1
0 (B(0, 1)), i = 1, 2, · · · , k.

(3.16)

Assume by contradiction that
k
∑

i=1

‖uεi‖∞ is uniformly bounded, then by the Dominated

Convergence Theorem, we get that

lim
ε→0

∫

B(0,1)

|uεi |2p−2εdx =

∫

B(0,1)

|u0i |2pdx,

lim
ε→0

∫

B(0,1)

|uεi |p−ε|uεj |p−εdx =

∫

B(0,1)

|u0i |p|u0j |pdx.

Combining these with I ′ε(~uε) = I ′(~u0) = 0, we have that uεi → u0i strongly in

H1
0 (B(0, 1)) for i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Then by (3.15), we see that ~u0 6= ~0. Moreover u01, u
0
2, . . . , u

0
k ≥ 0. We may assume

u01 6≡ 0. By the strong maximum principle, u01 > 0 in B(0, 1). Note that 2p = 2∗.

Combining these with the Pohozaev identity (2.1), we have

0 <

∫

∂B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇ui|2(x · ~n) dS = 0,

a contradiction. Here, ~n denotes the outward unit normal vector on ∂B(0, 1).Therefore,

we deduce that
k
∑

i=1

‖uεi‖∞ → +∞ as ε→ 0.

Next we will use a blow up analysis.

Note that uε1, u
ε
2, . . . , u

ε
k are radially symmetric decreasing, then uεi (0) = max

B(0,1)
uεi (x).

We define Kε := max
i

{uεi (0)}, then Kε → +∞ as ε→ 0. Define

Uε
i (x) = K−1

ε uεi (K
−αε

ε x),
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where αε = p− 1− ε. Then

1 = max
i

{Uε
i (0)} = max

i

{

max
x∈B(0,Kαε

ε )
Uε
i (x)

}

, (3.17)

and Uε
1 , U

ε
2 , . . . , U

ε
k satisfy the following system:

−∆Uε
i = µi(U

ε
i )

2p−2ε−1 +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βij(U
ε
i )

p−1−ε(Uε
j )

p−ε, x ∈ B(0,Kαε

ε ).

(3.18)

Note that 0 < ε ≤ p−1
2 , then

∫

RN

|∇Uε
i |2 dx = K−(N−2)ε

ε

∫

RN

|∇uεi |2 dx ≤
∫

RN

|∇uεi |2 dx,

then {(Uε
1 , U

ε
2 , . . . , U

ε
k)}n≥1 is bounded in D. By elliptic estimates, for a subse-

quence we have (Uε
1 , U

ε
2 , . . . , U

ε
k) → (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) ∈ D uniformly in every com-

pact subset of RN as ε → 0, and (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) satisfies (1.17).Then we see that

I ′(U1, U2, . . . , Uk) = 0. Moreover, U1, U2, . . . , Uk ≥ 0 are radially symmetric de-

creasing.

By (3.17) we have (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) 6= (0, . . . , 0), and so (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) ∈ N ′.

Then we deduce from (3.14) that

A′ ≤ I(U1, U2, . . . , Uk) = (
1

2
− 1

2p
)

∫

RN

k
∑

i=1

|∇Ui|2 dx

≤ lim inf
ε→0

(
1

2
− 1

2p− 2ε
)

∫

B(0,Kαε
ε )

k
∑

i=1

|∇Uε
i |2 dx

≤ lim inf
ε→0

(
1

2
− 1

2p− 2ε
)

∫

B(0,1)

k
∑

i=1

|∇uεi |2 dx

= lim inf
ε→0

Aε ≤ A′.

This implies that I(U1, U2, . . . , Uk) = A′. By (3.11) we have that Ui 6≡ 0 for all i =
1, 2, . . . , k. By strong maximum principle, U1, U2, . . . , Uk > 0 are radially symmetric

decreasing. Notice that (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) ∈ N and so I(U1, U2, . . . , Uk) ≥ A ≥ A′,

that is,

I(U1, U2, . . . , Uk) = A′ = A, (3.19)

and (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) is a positive least energy solution of (1.17), which is radially

symmetric decreasing.

Now we shall prove that the positive least energy solution of (1.17) must be the

least energy synchronized type solution of the form (t1ω, t2ω, . . . , tkω). Recall the

minimizing problem

A′ := inf
~u∈N ′

I(~u),

22



where

N ′ = {~u ∈ D\{~0} : I ′(~u) ~u = 0},
and the minimizing problem introducd in the proof of Lemma 2.2:

dk := inf
~t∈Pk

Gk(~t),

where

Gk(~t) =

k
∑

i=1

(
t2i
2
− µi|ti|2p

2p
)− 1

2p

(

k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij|ti|p|tj |p
)

,

Pk = {~t ∈ Rk\{~0} | Pk(~t) :=

k
∑

i=1

(t2i − µi|ti|2p)−
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p = 0}.

By standard argument (cf. [36]), we see that

dk = inf
~t∈Rk\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1 t
2
i

)
N
2

N
(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ti|2p −
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p
)

N−2

2

,

and by (3.19) we have

A = A′ = inf
~u∈D\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1 ‖∇ui‖22
)

N
2

N
(
∑k

i=1 µi‖ui‖2p2p +
∑k

i,j=1,i<j 2βij‖uiuj‖
p
p

)
N−2

2

, (3.20)

then by Sobolev inequality (1.18), we have

A′ ≥ inf
~u∈D\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1 ‖ui‖22p
)

N
2

N
(
∑k

i=1 µi‖ui‖2p2p +
∑k

i,j=1,i<j 2βij‖ui‖
p
2p‖uj‖p2p

)
N−2

2

S
N
2 ,

where ‖ · ‖q denotes the norm on Lq(RN ) and 2p = 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . Recall Lemma 2.2,

then we see that

A′ = dkS
N
2

is attained by

(t1Uε,y, t2Uε,y, . . . , tkUε,y),

where (t1, t2, . . . , tk) is the positive solution of (1.9) that attains dk, and Uε,y is the

Aubin-Talenti instanton given by (1.19).

In fact, we deduce that

A′ = inf
~u∈D\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1 ‖ui‖22p
)

N
2

N
(
∑k

i=1 µi‖ui‖2p2p +
∑k

i,j=1,i<j 2βij‖ui‖
p
2p‖uj‖p2p

)
N−2

2

S
N
2 .

(3.21)
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Suppose that A′ is attained by some nonzero ~v = (v1, v2, . . . , vk). Then by Hölder

inequality and Sobolev inequality, we see from (3.20) and (3.21) that

‖∇vi‖22 = S‖vi‖22p

for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k, which implies vi = ciUε,y for some ci 6= 0, ε > 0 and y ∈ RN ,

or vi = 0. Redenote all vi = ciUε,y for all i where ci = 0 or ci 6= 0.

By (3.21), we have that (‖v1‖2p, ‖v2‖2p, . . . , ‖vk‖2p) attains dk. It is easy to see

that (c1, c2, . . . , ck) attains dk. Recall Lemma 2.2 that dk is attained by a positive

solution if βij > 0. Then ci > 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

That is, A′ is attained by ~u if and only if

~u = (t̃1Uε,y, t̃2Uε,y, . . . , t̃kUε,y),

where (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k) is defined in (1.10). We see that, if~v ∈ N attainsA, then ~v ∈ N ′

and by (3.19) we have

I(~v) = A = A′,

which means~v attainsA′. SinceA′ is attained only by ~u = (t̃1Uε,y, t̃2Uε,y, . . . , t̃kUε,y),
which solves (1.17), then ~u ∈ N , by

I(~u) = A = A′,

we see that ~u also attainsA. Hence, the positive least energy solution of (1.17) must be

the least energy synchronized type (t̃1Uε,y, t̃2Uε,y, . . . , t̃kUε,y), where (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k)
is defined in (1.10).

Finally, we show the existence of (t1(β), t2(β), . . . , tk(β)) for βij = β > 0 small.

Denote functions

fi(t1, t2, . . . , tk, β) := µit
2p−2
i

+

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βtp−2
i tpj − 1, ti > 0, and tj ≥ 0 for j 6= i,

(3.22)

and define ti(0) = µ
− 1

2p−2

i , then fi(t1(0), t2(0), . . . , tk(0), 0) = 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k.
Note that

∂ifi(t1(0), t2(0), . . . , tk(0), 0) = (2p− 2)µi(ti(0))
2p−3 > 0,

∂jfi(t1(0), t2(0), . . . , tk(0), 0) = 0, if j 6= i and j = 1, 2, . . . , k,

which implies that

det(Fij)k×k := det(∂jfi(t1(0), t2(0), . . . , tk(0), 0))k×k > 0.

Therefore, by the implicit function theorem, (t1(β), t2(β), . . . , tk(β)) are well defined

and class C1 on (−β2, β2) for some β2 > 0, and

fi(t1(β), t2(β), . . . , tk(β), β) ≡ 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.
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This implies that (t1(β), t2(β), . . . , tk(β)) solves (1.9). Moreover, we notice that

(t1(β)Uε,y , t2(β)Uε,y , . . . , tk(β)Uε,y) is a positive solution of (1.17) and

lim
β→0

k
∑

i=1

t2i (β) =

k
∑

i=1

t2i (0) =

k
∑

i=1

µ
− 1

p−1

i ,

that is, there exists 0 < β1 ≤ β2, such that

k
∑

i=1

t2i (β) > min
i
{µ− 1

p−1

i }, ∀β ∈ (0, β1).

Combining this with (3.11), we have

I(~U) = A′ = A < I(t1(β)Uε,y , t2(β)Uε,y, . . . , tk(β)Uε,y), ∀β ∈ (0, β1),

that is, (t1(β)Uε,y, t2(β)Uε,y , . . . , tk(β)Uε,y) is a different positive solution of (1.17)

with respect to ~U. This completes the proof. ✷

Similarly to [19, Proposition 2.1], the following properties still hold in our case.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that µi > 0 and βij > 0. Let ~U = (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) be a

positive radially symmetric least energy solution of (1.17) obtained in Theorem 1.6.

Then there exists C > 0 such that

k
∑

i=1

Ui(x) ≤ C(1 + |x|)2−N ,

k
∑

i=1

|∇Ui(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)2−N .

Proof. Define the Kelvin transformation:

U∗
i (x) := |x|2−NUi(x

∗), x∗ =
x

|x|2 ,

then U∗
1 , . . . , U

∗
k ∈ D1,2(RN ) and (U∗

1 , . . . , U
∗
k ) satisfies the same system (1.17). By

a standard Brézis-Kato argument [10], we see thatU∗
1 , . . . , U

∗
k ∈ L∞(RN ). Therefore,

there exists C > 0 such that

U∗
i (x

∗) = |x|N−2Ui(x) ≤ C,

then
k

∑

i=1

Ui(x) ≤ C|x|2−N . (3.23)

On the other hand, we note that U1, U2, . . . , Uk are radially symmetric decreasing. We

also have U1, U2, . . . , Uk ∈ L∞(RN ), and then

k
∑

i=1

Ui(x) ≤ C(1 + |x|)2−N .
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Moreover, by standard elliptic regularity theory, we have thatU1, U2, . . . , Uk ∈ C2(RN ).
We write Ui(|x|) = Ui(x) for convinience. Then

(rN−1(Ui)r)r = −rN−1(µiU
2∗−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βijU
2
∗

2
−1

i U
2
∗

2

j ),

and so for any R ≥ 1, we see from (3.23) that

RN−1|(Ui)r(R)| ≤ |(Ui)r(1)|+
∫ R

1

rN−1(µiU
2∗−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βijU
2
∗

2
−1

i U
2
∗

2

j ) dr

≤ C + C

∫ +∞

1

rN−1r−N−2 dr ≤ C.

Therefore, it is easy to see that |∇Ui(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)2−N for some C > 0. Then

there exists C > 0 such that

k
∑

i=1

|∇Ui(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)2−N .

4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, without loss of genrality, we assume that

−λ1(Ω) < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λk < 0.

Recall the definition of B in (1.6), since

∫

Ω

(|∇u|2 + λiu
2) dx ≥ (1 +

λi
λ1(Ω)

)

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 dx, i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

it is standard to see that B > 0. Recall [11] that the Brézis-Nirenberg problem

−∆u+ λiu = µi|u|2
∗−2u, u ∈ H1

0 (Ω) (4.1)

has a positive least energy solution uµi
∈ C2(Ω) ∩ C(Ω̄) with energy

Bµi
:=

1

2

∫

Ω

(|∇uµi
|2 + λiu

2
µi
) dx− µi

2∗

∫

Ω

u2
∗

µi
dx,

<
1

N
µ
−N−2

2

i SN/2, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

(4.2)

We need the following lemma from [19].
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Lemma 4.1. Let un ⇀ u, vn ⇀ v in H1
0 (Ω) as n → ∞, then passing to a subse-

quence, there holds

lim
n→∞

∫

Ω

(|un|p|vn|p − |un − u|p|vn − v|p − |u|p|v|p) dx = 0.

Remark 4.1. Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.6 in Sect. 3, before starting the proof,

we shall introduce the idea of induction again. From now on, we assume that Theorem

1.4 hold true for (k − 1)-coupled system, that is,

the (k − 1)-coupled system has a positive least energy solution.

We shall give out the proof of these results for k-coupled system in the sequel. Then by

the idea of induction, these theorems hold true for arbitrary k-coupled system.

For convinience, here are some notations. Consider the k-coupled system (1.1),

where the coefficients λi, µi, βij are fixed. For each Θ $ {1, ..., k} , we obtain the

following (k − |Θ|)-coupled system














−∆ui + λiui = µiu
2p−1
i +

k
∑

j=1,j 6=i

βiju
p−1
i upj in Ω,

ui > 0 in Ω and ui = 0 on ∂Ω, i, j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , k}\Θ,
(4.3)

by replacing λi, µi, βij , βji with 0 if i ∈ Θ, where |Θ| is the cardinality of Θ. Note

that the nontrivial solutions of (4.3) can be extended to the semi-trivial solutions of

k-coupled system (1.1).

Denote τ = k−|Θ|. Indeed, we can establish Cτ
k different τ -coupled systems from

(1.1). For every fixed Θ, we denote {i1, . . . , iτ} = {1, 2, . . . , k}\Θ and Bµi1
...µiτ

as

the least energy of the τ -coupled system (4.3) with coefficients (µi1 , . . . , µiτ ), that is,

Bµi1
...µiτ

:= inf{E(~u) : ~u = (u1, . . . , uk) solves (1.1) and ui = 0 iff i ∈ Θ}. (4.4)

Denote

B̄τ := min
∀{l1,...,lτ}${1,2,...,k}

{Bµl1
...µlτ

}. (4.5)

Define

B := inf
h∈Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

E(h(t)), (4.6)

where Γ = {h ∈ C([0, 1], H) : h(0) = ~0, E(h(1)) < 0}. By (1.5), we see that for

any ~u ∈ H,~u 6= ~0,

max
t>0

E(t~u) = E(t~u~u)

=
1

N
t2~u

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i )

=
1

N
t2

∗

~u

∫

Ω

(
k

∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj|p),

(4.7)
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where t~u > 0 satisfies

t2p−2
~u =

∫

Ω

∑k
i=1(|∇ui|2 + λiu

2
i )

∫

Ω(
∑k

i=1 µi|ui|2p +
∑k

i=1,j>i 2βij|ui|p|uj |p)
. (4.8)

Note that t~u ~u ∈ M′, where

M′ :=

{

~u ∈ H\{~0} : G(~u) :=

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i )

−
∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj|p) = 0

}

.

(4.9)

Note that M ⊂ M′, one has that 0 < B ≤ B. It is easy to check that

B = inf
~06=~u∈H

max
t>0

E(t~u) = inf
~u∈M′

E(~u). (4.10)

In fact, by (4.7) we have that

inf
~0 6=~u∈H

max
t>0

E(t~u) = inf
~u∈M′

E(~u),

and

E′(t~u)(t~u) = t2
∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i )− t2p

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k

∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj|p)

≥ 0 if 0 ≤ t ≤ t~u .

On the one hand, we see that E(t~u) < 0 for ~u ∈ H\{~0} and t > 0 large enough. Then

by the definition of B, we have

B ≤ inf
~06=~u∈H

max
t>0

E(t~u).

On the other hand, M′ separates H into two components

M′
1 = {~u ∈ H\{~0} : E′(~u)~u > 0} ∪ {~0},

M′
2 = {~u ∈ H\{~0} : E′(~u)~u < 0}.

Since E′(t~u)(t~u) ≥ 0 if 0 ≤ t ≤ t~u, we have

M′
1 = {t~u : ~u ∈ H\{~0}, 0 ≤ t < t~u}, M′

2 = {t~u : ~u ∈ H\{~0}, t > t~u}.
Note that for any ~0 6= t~u ∈ M′

1,

E(t~u) =
t2

2

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i )−

t2p

2p

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k

∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj |p)

>
1

2p

[

t2
∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λiu
2
i )− t2p

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k

∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj|p)
]

=
1

2p
E′(t~u)(t~u) > 0, if 0 < t < t~u,
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then every h ∈ Γ has to cross M′ and inf
~u∈M′

E(~u) ≤ B. It follows that (4.10) holds.

Next we introduce the key lemma in the proof of Theorem 1.4 which gives out an

estimate of B.

Lemma 4.2. (the comparison lemma) Let βij > 0, then

B < min{B̄1, B̄2, . . . , B̄k−1, A}.

Proof. We will prove the lemma in three steps.

Step 1 ( B < A )

Without loss of genrality, we may assume that 0 ∈ Ω. Then there exists ρ > 0 such

that B(0, 2ρ) := {x : |x| ≤ 2ρ} ⊂ Ω. Let ψ ∈ C1
0 (B(0, 2ρ)) be a nonnegative

function with 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 1 and ψ ≡ 1 for |x| ≤ ρ. Recall that ~U = (U1, U2, . . . , Uk) in

Theorem 1.6. We define

Uε
i (x) := ε−

N−2

2 Ui(x/ε), uεi := ψUε
i , i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Then it is easy to see that

∫

RN

|∇Uε
i |2 =

∫

RN

|∇Ui|2,
∫

RN

|Uε
i |2

∗

=

∫

RN

|Ui|2
∗

, i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

It’s proved in [19] that

∫

Ω

|∇uεi |2 ≤
∫

RN

|∇Ui|2 +O(εN−2), (4.11)

∫

Ω

|uεi |2
∗ ≥

∫

RN

|Ui|2
∗

+O(εN ), (4.12)

∫

Ω

|uεi |
2
∗

2 |uεj |
2
∗

2 ≥
∫

RN

|Ui|
2
∗

2 |Uj |
2
∗

2 +O(εN ), (4.13)

∫

Ω

|uεi |2 ≥ Cε2 +O(εN−2), (4.14)

where C is a positive constant. Recall that I(U1, U2, . . . , Uk) = A, we have

NA =

∫

RN

k
∑

i=1

|∇Ui|2 =

∫

RN

(
k

∑

i=1

µi|Ui|2
∗

+
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |Ui|
2
∗

2 |Uj|
2
∗

2 ).
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Combining this with (4.11)-(4.14) and recalling that λi < 0, 2p = 2∗, N ≥ 5, we

have for any t > 0 that

E(tuε1, . . . , tu
ε
k) =

1

2
t2
∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇uεi |2 + λi(u
ε
i )

2)

− 1

2p
t2p

∫

Ω

(
k

∑

i=1

µi|uεi |2p +
k

∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |uεi |p|uεj |p)

≤ 1

2

( ∫

RN

k
∑

i=1

|∇Ui|2 − Cε2 +O(εN−2)

)

t2

− 1

2∗

( ∫

RN

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|Ui|2
∗

+

k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |Ui|
2
∗

2 |Uj|
2
∗

2 ) +O(εN )

)

t2
∗

=
1

2

(

NA− Cε2 +O(εN−2)

)

t2 − 1

2∗

(

NA+O(εN )

)

t2
∗

≤ 1

N

(

NA− Cε2 +O(εN−2)

)(

NA− Cε2 +O(εN−2)

NA+O(εN )

)
N−2

2

< A for ε > 0 small enough.

Hence, for ε > 0 small enough, there holds

B ≤ max
t>0

E(tuε1, . . . , tu
ε
k) < A. (4.15)

From now on, we redenote Bk := B as the minimax value defined in (4.6) for the

k-coupled system.

Step 2 (k = 3 and B3 < min{B̄1, B̄2})

In [19], it’s proved that the 2-coupled system











−∆u+ λiu = µiu
2p−1 + βiju

p−1vp, x ∈ Ω,

−∆v + λjv = µjv
2p−1 + βijv

p−1up, x ∈ Ω,

u, v ≥ 0 in Ω and u = v = 0 on ∂Ω,

(4.16)

has a positive least energy solution (uij , vij) with energyBµiµj
and

Bµiµj
< min{Bµi

, Bµj
}, (4.17)

then B̄2 = min{Bµ1µ2
, Bµ1µ3

, Bµ2µ3
} < B̄1, it remains to prove B3 < B̄2.

We shall prove B3 < Bµ1µ2
.

Recall (4.8), we note that for any s ∈ R, there exists a unique t(s) := tu12,v12,sφ
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such that (t(s)u12, t(s)v12, t(s)sφ) ∈ M′ and

t(s)2p−2

(∫

Ω

(µ1u
2p
12 + µ2v

2p
12 + µ3|s|2pφ2p

+2β12u
p
12v

p
12 + 2β13|s|pup12φp + 2β23|s|pvp12φp)

)

=

∫

Ω

(|∇u12|2 + λ1u
2
12 + |∇v12|2 + λ2v

2
12 + s2|∇φ|2 + λ3s

2φ2),

where (u12, v12) is a positive least energy solution of (4.16) and φ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) is a

positive function. Recall that

NBµ1µ2
=

∫

Ω

(µ1u
2p
12 + 2β12u

p
12v

p
12 + µ2v

2p
12)

=

∫

Ω

(|∇u12|2 + λ1u
2
12 + |∇v12|2 + λ2v

2
12) := c12,

and we denote

g(s) := t(s)2p−2

=
c12 + s2

∫

Ω
(|∇φ|2 + λ3φ

2)

c12 +
∫

Ω
(µ3|s|2pφ2p + 2β13|s|pup12φp + 2β23|s|pvp12φp)

:=
A(s)

B(s)
.

(4.18)

Note that t′(s) = 1
2p−2g(s)

3−2p
2p−2 g′(s) and

lim
s→0

g(s) = g(0) = t(0) = 1, lim
s→0

A(s) = lim
s→0

B(s) = c12. (4.19)

By direct computations we have

g′(s) =
A′(s)

B(s)
− A(s)B′(s)

B2(s)
:= F1(s)− F2(s).

Note that 1 < p < 2, then

lim
s→0

F1(s)

|s|p−2s
= lim

s→0

2s2−p
∫

(|∇φ|2 + λ3φ
2)

c12 +
∫

(µ3|s|2pφ2p + 2β13|s|pup12φp + 2β23|s|pvp12φp)
= 0.

(4.20)

On the other hand, we see that

F2(s) =
2p|s|p−2s

B2(s)

[

c12 + s2(

∫

Ω

|∇φ|2 + λ3φ
2)

]

·
(

|s|p
∫

Ω

µ3φ
2p +

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p
)

,
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then

lim
s→0

F2(s)

|s|p−2s
=

2p

c12

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p. (4.21)

Then we have

lim
s→0

t′(s)

|s|p−2s
= − p

(p− 1)c12

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p,

that is,

t′(s) = − p

(p− 1)c12

(

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p
)

|s|p−2s (1 + o(1)), as s→ 0,

and so

t(s) = 1− 1

(p− 1)c12

(

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p
)

|s|p (1 + o(1)), as s→ 0.

This implies that

t(s)2p = 1− 2p

(p− 1)c12

(

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p
)

|s|p (1 + o(1)), as s→ 0.

Therefore, we deduce from (4.7) that

B3 ≤ E(t(s)u12, t(s)v12, t(s)sφ)

=
1

N
t(s)2p

∫

Ω

(µ1u
2p
12 + µ2v

2p
12 + µ3|s|2pφ2p

+ 2β12u
p
12v

p
12 + 2β13|s|pup12φp + 2β23|s|pvp12φp)

= t(s)2p
[

Bµ1µ2
+

1

N

∫

Ω

µ3|s|2pφ2p + 2β13|s|pup12φp + 2β23|s|pvp12φp
]

= Bµ1µ2
+

1

N

∫

Ω

µ3|s|2pφ2p + 2β13|s|pup12φp + 2β23|s|pvp12φp + o(|s|p)

− 1

N

2p

p− 1
|s|p

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p

− 1

N

2p

(p− 1)c12
|s|2p(

∫

Ω

β13u
p
12φ

p + β23v
p
12φ

p)(

∫

Ω

µ3|s|pφ2p + 2β13u
p
12φ

p + 2β23v
p
12φ

p)

= Bµ1µ2
− (

1

2
− 1

N
)|s|p

∫

Ω

2β13u
p
12φ

p + 2β23v
p
12φ

p + o(|s|p)

< Bµ1µ2
as |s| > 0 small enough.
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That is B3 < Bµ1µ2
. By a similar argument, we can prove that B3 < Bµiµj

, then

B3 < B̄2, which implies that

B3 < min{B̄1, B̄2}.

This completes the proof of the case k = 3.

Step 3 ( for general k ≥ 3 )

Suppose that the (k− i)-coupled system (4.3) with coefficients (µ1, µ2, . . . , µk−i)
has a positive least energy solution wk−i = (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωk−i) with energyBµ1...µk−i

.

Denote

W := (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωk−i, sφ, s
2φ, . . . , siφ),

where φ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) and φ 6≡ 0.

Recall (4.8), we note that for any s ∈ R, there exists a unique t(s) := tW such that

t(s)(W) ∈ M′. Then by similar argument as in Step 2 , we have

Bk ≤ E(t(s)(ω1, . . . , ωk−i, sφ, s
2φ, . . . , siφ))

= Bµ1...µk−i
− (

1

2
− 1

N
)|s|p

∫

Ω

k−i
∑

j=1

2βj,k−i+1|ωj |p|φ|p + o(|s|p)

< Bµ1...µk−i
,

which implies that Bk < B̄k−i. This completes the proof.

Let’s begin to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Assume that βij > 0. Since the functional E has a

mountain pass structure, by the mountain pass theorem [4, 47] there exists {~un} ∈ H ,

such that

lim
n→+∞

E(~un) = B, lim
n→+∞

E′(~un) = 0,

where ~un = (u1n, u2n, . . . , ukn). By standard argument it is easy to see that {~un}
is bounded in H , and so we may assume that (u1n, . . . , ukn) ⇀ (u1, . . . , uk) weakly

in H . Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that uin ⇀ ui weakly in L2p(Ω),
|uin|q−1uin ⇀ |ui|q−1ui weakly in L2p/q(Ω) if 1 < q < 2p, and uin → ui strongly

in L2(Ω). Since E′(~un) → 0, then we have E′(u1, . . . , uk) = 0.

Set σin = uin − ui, then by Brézis-Lieb Lemma, there holds

|uin|2p2p = |ui|2p2p + |σin|2p2p + o(1), i = 1, 2, . . . , k. (4.22)

Note that ~un ∈ M and E′(~un) = 0. Then combined with Lemma 4.1, we have

∫

Ω

|∇σin|2 −
∫

Ω

(µi|σin|2p +
k

∑

j=1,j 6=i

βij |σin|p|σjn|p) = o(1), (4.23)

E(u1n, . . . , ukn) = E(u1, . . . , uk) + I(σ1n, . . . , σkn) + o(1), (4.24)
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for i = 1, 2, . . . , k.
Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that

lim
n→+∞

∫

Ω

|∇σin|2 = bi, i = 1, 2, . . . , k,

then by (4.23) we have

I(σ1n, . . . , σkn) =
1

N
(b1 + · · ·+ bk) + o(1).

Letting n→ +∞ in (4.24), we get that

0 ≤ E(u1, . . . , uk) ≤ E(u1, . . . , uk) +
1

N
(b1 + · · ·+ bk)

= lim
n→+∞

E(~un) = B.
(4.25)

Case 1. u1, u2, . . . , uk ≡ 0.
By (4.25), we have b1+ b2+ · · ·+ bk > 0. Then we assume that (σ1n, . . . , σkn) 6=

(0, . . . , 0) for n large. Recall the definition of N ′, and by (4.23), it is easy to check

that there exists tn such that (tnσ1n, . . . , tnσkn) ∈ N ′ and tn → 1 as n→ +∞. Then

by (3.19) and (4.25), we have

B =
1

N

k
∑

i=1

bi = lim
n→+∞

I(σ1n, . . . , σkn)

= lim
n→+∞

I(tnσ1n, . . . , tnσkn)

≥ A′ = A,

a contradiction with Lemma 4.2. Therefore, Case 1 is impossible.

Case 2. ui 6≡ 0 and uj ≡ 0 for i ∈ I $ {1, 2, . . . , k} and j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}\I .

Without loss of genrality, we may assume that u1, . . . , uτ 6≡ 0, uτ+1, . . . , uk ≡ 0.

Then (u1, . . . , uτ ) is a nontrivial solution of the τ -coupled system, and so

B ≥ E(u1, . . . , uτ , 0, . . . , 0) ≥ Bµ1...µτ
≥ B̄τ ,

a contradiction with Lemma 4.2. Therefore, Case 2 is also impossible.

Therefore, u1, . . . , uk 6≡ 0.

Since E′(u1, . . . , uk) = 0, we have (u1, . . . , uk) ∈ M, by B ≤ B and (4.25) we

have

E(u1, . . . , uk) = B = B. (4.26)

This means (|u1|, . . . , |uk|) ∈ M ⊂ M′ and E(|u1|, . . . , |uk|) = B = B. By (4.9)

and (4.10), there exists a Lagrange multiplier γ ∈ R such that

E′(|u1|, . . . , |uk|)− γG′(|u1|, . . . , |uk|) = 0.
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Since E′(|u1|, . . . , |uk|)(|u1|, . . . , |uk|) = G(|u1|, . . . , |uk|) = 0 and

G′(|u1|, . . . , |uk|)(|u1|, . . . , |uk|)

= (2− 2p)

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj|p) < 0,

we get that γ = 0 and E′(|u1|, . . . , |uk|) = 0. This means (|u1|, . . . , |uk|) is a least

energy solution of (1.1). Then by the maximum principle, we see that |u1|, . . . , |uk| >
0 in Ω. Therefore, (|u1|, . . . , |uk|) is a positive least energy solution of (1.1). ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.3 Assume that N ≥ 5,−λ1(Ω) < λ1 = · · · = λk := λ < 0
and µi, βij > 0. The following proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.6 (1). It is

well known that the Brézis-Nirenberg problem [11]

−∆u+ λu = |u|2∗−2u, u ∈ H1
0 (Ω)

has a positive least energy solution ω that attains

Sλ := inf
u∈H1

0
(Ω)\{0}

∫

(|∇u|2 + λu2) dx

(
∫

|u|2∗ dx)
2

2∗

.

By (4.10) and (4.26), we have

B := inf
~u∈M

E(~u) = inf
~u∈M′

E(~u),

where

E(~u) =
1

2

∫

Ω

k
∑

i=1

(|∇ui|2 + λu2i )−
1

2p

∫

Ω

(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ui|2p +
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ui|p|uj|p),

M = {~u ∈ H | ui 6≡ 0, E′(~u)(0, . . . , ui, . . . , 0) = 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , k},
M′ = {~u ∈ H\{~0} | E′(~u) ~u = 0 for i = 1, 2, . . . , k}.

Then by standard argument(cf. [36]), we have

B = inf
~u∈H\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1

∫

(|∇ui|2 + λu2i )
)

N
2

N
(
∑k

i=1 µi

∫

|ui|2p +
∑k

i,j=1,i<j 2βij
∫

|uiuj|p
)

N−2

2

. (4.27)

Recall the minimizing problem introducd in the proof of Lemma 2.2:

dk := inf
~t∈Pk

Gk(~t),

where

Gk(~t) =

k
∑

i=1

(
t2i
2
− µi|ti|2p

2p
)− 1

2p

(

k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij|ti|p|tj |p
)

,

35



Pk = {~t ∈ Rk\{~0} | Pk(~t) :=
k
∑

i=1

(t2i − µi|ti|2p)−
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p = 0}.

By standard argument (cf. [36]), we see that

dk = inf
~t∈Rk\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1 t
2
i

)
N
2

N
(

k
∑

i=1

µi|ti|2p −
k
∑

i=1,j>i

2βij |ti|p|tj |p
)

N−2

2

,

then by Sobolev inequality

∫

Ω

(|∇u|2 + λu2) dx ≥ Sλ

(∫

Ω

|u|2p dx
)

2

2p

,

we have

B ≥ inf
~u∈H\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1 ‖ui‖22p
)

N
2

N
(
∑k

i=1 µi‖ui‖2p2p +
∑k

i,j=1,i<j 2βij‖ui‖p2p‖uj‖p2p
)

N−2

2

S
N
2

λ ,

where ‖ · ‖q denotes the norm on Lq(Ω) and 2p = 2∗ = 2N
N−2 . Recall Lemma 2.2, then

we see that

B = dkS
N
2

λ

is attained by

(t1ω, t2ω, . . . , tkω),

where (t1, t2, . . . , tk) is the positive solution of (1.9) that attains dk. In fact, we deduce

that

B = inf
~u∈D\{~0}

(
∑k

i=1 ‖ui‖22p
)

N
2

N
(
∑k

i=1 µi‖ui‖2p2p +
∑k

i,j=1,i<j 2βij‖ui‖p2p‖uj‖p2p
)

N−2

2

S
N
2

λ . (4.28)

Suppose that B is attained by some nonzero ~v = (v1, v2, . . . , vk). Then by Hölder

inequality and Sobolev inequality, we see from (4.27) and (4.28) that

∫

Ω

(|∇vi|2 + λv2i ) dx = Sλ

(

∫

Ω

|vi|2p dx
)

2

2p

,

(

∫

Ω

|vivj |p dx
)2

=

∫

Ω

|vi|2p dx
∫

Ω

|vj |2p dx

for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k, which implies vi = 0 or vi = ciωi for some ci 6= 0, where ωi

is a positive least energy solution of Brézis-Nirenberg problem (1.7).

Moreover, for vi = ciωi 6= 0, Hölder’s inequality implies that there exists ki, kj >
0, such that ki(ciwi)

2 = kj(cjwj)
2. Thus we can redenote all vi = ciω for all i where

ci = 0 or ci 6= 0.
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By (4.28), we have that (‖v1‖2p, ‖v2‖2p, . . . , ‖vk‖2p) attains dk. It is easy to see

that (c1, c2, . . . , ck) attains dk. Recall Lemma 2.2 that dk is attained by a positive

solution if βij > 0. Then ci > 0 for all i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

That is, B is attained by ~u if and only if

~u = (t̃1ω, t̃2ω, . . . , t̃kω),

where (t̃1, t̃2, . . . , t̃k) is defined in (1.10). Then the positive least energy solution of

the system (1.1) must be of the synchronized form (t̃1ω, t̃2ω, . . . , t̃kω).
Now we assume that βij := β > 0, i 6= j, i, j = 1, 2, . . . , k. Assume that Ω ⊂ RN

is a ball, then the positive least energy solution of the Brézis-Nirenberg problem (1.7)

is unique (cf. [11]). Recall [49, Proposition 3.3] that there exists βk > 0, such that the

algebric system (1.9) has a unique solution that attains dk for β > βk. Therefore, the

positive least energy solution of (1.1) is unique under these assumptions. ✷
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