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EXISTENCE OF BOUND AND GROUND STATES FOR AN ELLIPTIC

SYSTEM WITH DOUBLE CRITICALITY

EDUARDO COLORADO, RAFAEL LÓPEZ-SORIANO, ALEJANDRO ORTEGA

Dedicated to Ireneo Peral in memoriam

Abstract. We study the existence of bound and ground states for a class of nonlinear
elliptic systems in RN . These equations involve critical power nonlinearities and Hardy-type
singular potentials, coupled by a term containing up to critical powers. More precisely,
we find ground states either the positive coupling parameter ν is large or ν is small under
suitable assumptions on the other parameters of the problem. Furthermore, bound states
are found as Mountain–Pass-type critical points of the underlying functional constrained on
the Nehari manifold. Our variational approach improves some known results and allows us
to cover range of parameters which have not been considered previously.

1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to study a system of coupled nonlinear Schrördinger equations,
typically known as Gross-Pitaevskii,

(1.1)







































−i
∂

∂t
Ψ1 = ∆Ψ1 − a1(x)Ψ1 + µ1|Ψ1|

2Ψ1 + ν|Ψ2|
2Ψ1 in RN , t > 0,

−i
∂

∂t
Ψ2 = ∆Ψ2 − a2(x)Ψ2 + µ2|Ψ2|

2Ψ2 + ν|Ψ1|
2Ψ2 in RN , t > 0,

Ψj = Ψj(x, t) ∈ C, for j = 1, 2,

Ψj(x, t) → 0, as |x| → +∞, t > 0,

where a1, a2 are real potenctials, µ1, µ2 > 0 and ν 6= 0 is the so-called coupling parameter.
Problem (1.1) arises in several physical contexts, such as the Hartree-Fock theory for a double
condensate, namely a binary mixture Bose–Einstein condensates in two different hyperfine
states. Here Ψj represents the respective condensate amplitudes, the constants µj the inter-
species lengths and the sign of ν determines the interaction between the states. See [13, 14]
for further details.

System (1.1) also appears in nonlinear optics. More precisely, it allows us to study the
propagation of pulses in birefringnent optical fibers and the beam in Kerr-like photorefracive
media. For more information, we refer the reader to [4, 16] and references therein.
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Let us focus on solitary-wave solutions of system (1.1), namely, solutions Ψ1(x, t) =
eiλ1tu(x) and Ψ2(x, t) = eiλ2tv(x), with u, v solving

(1.2)

{

−∆u+ V1(x)u = µ1u
3 + νuv2 in RN ,

−∆v + V2(x)v = µ2v
3 + νu2v in RN ,

where V1(x) = a1(x) + λ1 and V2(x) = a2(x) + λ2 with respect to (1.1). This problem is
typically known in the literature as the Bose-Einstein condensate system. Actually, system
(1.2) can be seen as a particular case of the following extension

(1.3)

{

−∆u+ V1(x)u = µ1u
2p−1 + νup−1vp in RN ,

−∆v + V2(x)v = µ2v
2p−1 + νupvp−1 in RN ,

where 1 < p 6 N
N−2 with N > 3. In the subcritical regime, namely p < N

N−2 , the question

of the existence and multiplicity of solutions for (1.3) has been extensively analyzed under
some assumptions on Vj and ν, see [3, 5, 6, 17, 20, 21, 22, 23], among others.

Regarding the critical case, p = N
N−2 , if one takes Vj as non-zero constants, due to a

Pohozaev–type identity, system (1.3) admits only the trivial solution (u, v) = (0, 0) . Hence,

in this paper we shall assume the potential as a Hardy-type one Vj = −
λj
|x|2 . This kind of

potentials appears also in several physical models, for instance in nonrelativistic quantum

mechanics, molecular physics or combustion models. Notice that for (1.3) with Vj = −
λj
|x|2

the non-trivial solutions are singular around the point x = 0.
Concerning systems with singular potentials, we point out the following Hamiltonian sys-

tem introduced in [11],






















−∆u =
vp

|x|α
in Ω,

−∆v =
uq

|x|β
in Ω,

where Ω ⊂ RN is a bounded domain and some conditions on p, q, α, β are imposed. See also
[7] where some estimates on the singularity of the solutions near the origin where obtained
previously for Hamiltonian systems with absorption terms.

In this work, we will consider the problem

(1.4)



























−∆u− λ1
u

|x|2
− u2

∗−1 = ναh(x)uα−1vβ in RN ,

−∆v − λ2
v

|x|2
− v2

∗−1 = νβh(x)uαvβ−1 in RN ,

u, v > 0 in RN \ {0},

where λ1, λ2 ∈ (0,ΛN ) with ΛN = (N−2)2

4 the best constant in the Hardy’s inequality, 2∗ =
2N
N−2 is the critical Sobolev exponent, ν > 0, α, β are real parameters and h is a certain

function defined in RN . In particular, we shall assume

(αβ) α, β > 1 and α+ β 6 2∗,
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and

(H) h is a positive L∞(RN ) function.

Note that system (1.4) is related to (1.3) with µj = 1 for j = 1, 2 and the potentials are of
Hardy kind ones.

Our goal is to derive the existence of positive solutions to the system (1.4). We shall obtain
the main results of the work by means of variational methods. More precisely, we will look
for solutions as critical points of the associated energy functional

Jν(u, v) =
1

2

∫

RN

(

|∇u|2 + |∇v|2
)

dx−
λ1
2

∫

RN

u2

|x|2
dx−

λ2
2

∫

RN

v2

|x|2
dx

−
1

2∗

∫

RN

(

|u|2
∗

+ |v|2
∗

)

dx− ν

∫

RN

h(x)|u|α|v|β dx,

(1.5)

defined in the the Sobolev–based space D = D1,2(RN ) × D1,2(RN ). Here we consider the
space D1,2(RN ) as the completion of C∞

0 (RN ) under the norm

‖u‖D1,2(RN ) =

(
∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx

)1/2

.

A crucial point in our analysis will be the played by the semi-trivial solutions, namely
couples of solutions with a trivial component. Observe that for any ν ∈ R, problem (1.4)
admits two semi-trivial positive solutions (z1, 0) and (0, z2), where zj satisfies the entire
problem

−∆zj − λj
zj
|x|2

= z2
∗−1
j and zj > 0 in RN \ {0},

for j = 1, 2. The explicit expression of zj was found by Terracini in [26], which is recalled in
Section 2 joint with several energy properties.

A characterization of the semi-trivial solutions as critical points of the energy functional
is provided by Abdellaoui, Felli and Peral (cf. [2]). In fact, the authors prove that the
couples (z1, 0) and (0, z2) become either a local minimum or a saddle point of Jν on the
corresponding Nehari manifold (see Section 2) under some hypotheses on the parameters
ν, α, β. This classification will be crucial in order to study the geometry of the functional Jν
and to obtain some energy estimates, which will allow us to deduce existence of solutions.
For that reason, we recall the classification in Proposition 2.2.

The coupling parameter ν and the exponents α, β dramatically affect the behavior of the
functional Jν . In particular, if ν is large enough, one can find a positive ground state (cf. [2]),
that we also include in Theorem 4.1 to have a complete picture of the results. Conversely, if
α, β > 2 and ν is small enough, the ground states correspond to the semi-trivial solutions (cf.
[2]). Moreover, under this assumption, the functional Jν restricted on the Nehari manifold
Nν exhibits a Mountain–Pass geometry. Since the Palais-Smale (PS for short) condition is
satisfied under certain hypotheses on h and α, β, the existence of bound states is automatically
guaranteed.

The critical case, α + β = 2∗, was widely analyzed by Chen and Zou in [8]. Among other
questions, they establish that the lower bound of Jν on Nν is not reached for ν strictly
negative. Moreover, they find existence of radial ground states for h(x) = 1 under different
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premises on α, β and λ1, λ2, as well as they describe the limit energy level of the solutions
as ν → 0. The case of a sign-changing potential was studied in [27] under somehow optimal
hypotheses on the potential h.

We point out that the case in which one of the exponents α, β may be 1 is considered
in a forthcoming paper, [10]. For that setting, one of the semi-trivial couples is no longer
solution of (1.4). Indeed, the authors focus on the special case in which α = 2 and β = 1.
This configuration appears in the so-called Schrödinger-Korteweg-de Vries which models some
phenomena in fluid mechanics, see [1, 9, 12, 15] and references therein for more details.

To the best of our knowledge, the cases in which 1 < α < 2 6 β and λ2 < λ1 or
1 < β < 2 6 α and λ1 < λ2 are not considered by the previous works. Hence, the main goal
of this work is to cover these ranges.

In case that 1 < β < 2 6 α and ν is small enough, the couple (0, z2) becomes a local
minimum and (z1, 0) is a saddle point of Jν . The order between the parameters λ1 and
λ2 determines the order between the semitrivial energy levels. Indeed, if λ2 > λ1 with ν
small enough, the couple (0, z2) corresponds to the ground state of (1.4), see Theorem 4.4.
Assuming that the parameters are somehow closed, it is proved that the energy functional
exhibits a Mountain–Pass geometry and, consequently, a positive bound state is found. We
refer to Theorem 4.6 for further details. Analogous conclusions are obtained in case that
1 < α < 2 6 β and λ1 > λ2.

The main ingredient in our approach is the application of an algebraic lemma in the
component whose exponent is greater than 2, see Lemma 2.3. More precisely, this result
allows us to derive lower bounds on integral terms and, consequently, to prove the critical mass
of the underlying component must not vanish. For that reason, under suitable hypotheses on
ν, we find ground and bound states supposing that max{α, β} > 2.

As commented previously, to establish the existence results, first we need to guarantee
some compactness properties. This feature is given by a PS condition, relying on the well
known concentration-compactness principle, cf. [18, 19]. In this context, we shall deal with
the lack of compactness of the embedding of the space D1,2(RN ) in L2∗(RN ). Then, the
nonlinear coupling term, uαvβ , may be critical depending on the values of the exponents.
Indeed, we will consider two different cases between the subcritical exponents (α + β < 2∗)
and the critical ones (α+β = 2∗). If α+β < 2∗, compactness follows by standard embedding,
whereas if α + β = 2∗ the issue is more delicate and we need a careful analysis and extra
assumptions on h.

Organization of the paper: In Section 2, we introduce notation, we give the definitions of
bound and ground states, we introduce the Nehari Manifold and we show the character of
the semi-trivial solutions. Section 3 is devoted to prove the PS condition in both regimes,
the subcritical and critical ones. In Section 4 we show the main results on the existence of
bound and ground states of (1.4).

2. Preliminaries and Functional setting

In this section, we present a suitable variational setting for the system (1.4). Actually, the
problem (1.4) is the Euler-Lagrange system for the energy functional Jν , introduced in (1.5),
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defined in the product space D = D1,2(RN ) × D1,2(RN ). The energy space D is equipped
with the norm

‖(u, v)‖2D = ‖u‖2λ1 + ‖v‖2λ2 ,

where

‖u‖2λ =

∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx− λ

∫

RN

u2

|x|2
dx.

Let us point out that, because of the Hardy’s inequality,

(2.1) ΛN

∫

RN

u2

|x|2
dx 6

∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx,

the norm ‖ ·‖λ is equivalent to the norm ‖ ·‖D1,2(RN ) for any λ ∈ (0,ΛN ), where ΛN = (N−2)2

4
is the optimal constant in the Hardy inequality.

As mentioned above, the particular case of a single equation has been extensively studied.
In particular, if either the system is decoupled, namely ν = 0, or some component vanishes,
u or v satisfies the entire equation

(2.2) −∆z − λ
z

|x|2
= z2

∗−1 and z > 0 in RN \ {0}.

A complete classification of (2.2) was carried out by Terracini in [26]. Indeed, it is proved
that if λ ∈ (0,ΛN ), then the solutions of the problem (2.2) takes the expression

(2.3) zλµ(x) = µ−
N−2

2 zλ1

(

x

µ

)

with zλ1 (x) =
A(N,λ)

|x|aλ
(

1 + |x|2−
4aλ
N−2

)

N−2

2

,

where aλ = N−2
2 −

√

(

N−2
2

)2
− λ, A(N,λ) = N(N−2−2aλ)

2

N−2 and µ > 0 is a scaling factor.

Solutions of (2.2) arise as minimizers of the underlying Rayleigh quotient

(2.4) S(λ) = inf
u∈D1,2(RN )

u 6≡0

‖u‖2λ
‖uλµ‖

2
2∗

=
‖zλµ‖

2
λ

‖zλµ‖
2
2∗

=

(

1−
4λ

(N − 2)2

)
N−1

N

S,

where S denotes the optimal constant in Sobolev’s inequality

(2.5) S

∫

RN

|u|2
∗

dx 6

∫

RN

|∇u|2dx.

By explicit computations, it holds that

(2.6) ‖zλµ‖
2
λ = ‖zλµ‖

2∗

L2∗ = S
N
2 (λ).

Therefore, for every µ > 0 the couples (zλ1µ , 0) and (0, zλ2µ ) satisfy (1.4). From now on, we
will refer to these kind of solutions as semi-trivial solutions. Our main objective is to look
for solutions neither semi-trivial nor trivial, i.e., couples of solutions (u, v) such that u 6≡ 0
and v 6≡ 0 in RN .
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Definition 2.1. We say that (u, v) ∈ D \ (0, 0), is a non-trivial bound state of (1.4) if (u, v)
is a non-trivial critical point of Jν. A bound state (ũ, ṽ) is called ground state if its energy
is minimal among all the non-trivial and non-negative bound states, namely

(2.7) c̃ν = Jν(ũ, ṽ) = min
{

Jν(u, v) : (u, v) ∈ D \ (0, 0), u, v > 0, and J ′
ν(u, v) = 0

}

.

Let us stress that the functional Jν ∈ C1(D,R). In addition, the energy functional is not
bounded from below. Indeed, given (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D, we have

Jν(tũ, tṽ) → −∞ as t→ ∞,

In order to minimize the energy functional, it shall be convenient to introduce a proper
constraint. Let us introduce the Nehari manifold associated to the functional Jν , denoted by
Nν , and defined as

Nν = {(u, v) ∈ D \ (0, 0) : Φν(u, v) = 0} ,

where

(2.8) Φν(u, v) =
〈

J ′
ν(u, v)

∣

∣(u, v)
〉

.

Plainly, the set Nν contains all the non-trivial critical points of Jν in D. For the reader’s
convenience, we will recall some well-known facts about Nehari manifolds.

Given (u, v) ∈ Nν, then it holds that

(2.9) ‖(u, v)‖2D = ‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗ + ν(α+ β)

∫

RN

h(x)|u|α|v|β dx,

so the restricted energy functional can be rewritten as

(2.10) Jν
∣

∣

Nν
(u, v) =

1

N

∫

RN

(

|u|2
∗

+ |v|2
∗

)

+ ν

(

α+ β − 2

2

)
∫

RN

h(x)|u|α|v|β dx.

For every (u, v) ∈ D \ {(0, 0)}, there exists a unique t = t(u,v) such that (tu, tv) ∈ Nν.
Indeed, t(u,v) can be defined as the unique solution to the algebraic equation

(2.11) ‖(u, v)‖2D = t2
∗−2

(

‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗

)

+ ν(α+ β) tα+β−2

∫

RN

h(x)|u|α|v|β dx.

By using (2.9) and hypotheses (αβ), one gets that, for any (u, v) ∈ Nν ,

J ′′
ν (u, v)[u, v]

2 =
〈

Φ′
ν(u, v)

∣

∣(u, v)
〉

= (2− α− β)‖(u, v)‖2D + (α+ β − 2∗)
(

‖u‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖v‖2
∗

L2∗

)

< 0.
(2.12)

Thus, Nν is a locally smooth manifold near any (u, v) ∈ D \ {(0, 0)} with Φν(u, v) = 0.
Moreover, the second variation of the functional Jν at (0, 0) along the direction (ϕ1, ϕ2)
satisfies

J ′′
ν (0, 0)[ϕ1, ϕ2]

2 = ‖(ϕ1, ϕ2)‖
2
D > 0 for any (ϕ1, ϕ2) ∈ Nν ,

thus, we can infer that (0, 0) is a strict minimum for Jν . As a consequence, (0, 0) is an isolated
point of the set Nν ∪ (0, 0) and, therefore, the Nehari manifold Nν is a smooth complete
manifold of codimension 1. Moreover, there exists a constant rν > 0 such that

(2.13) ‖(u, v)‖D > rν for all (u, v) ∈ Nν .
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On the other hand, let (u, v) ∈ D be a critical point of Jν constrained on Nν , then there
exists a Lagrange multiplier ω such that

(Jν
∣

∣

Nν
)′(u, v) = J ′

ν(u, v)− ωΦ′
ν(u, v) = 0.

Consequently, we obtain that Φν(u, v) =
〈

J ′
ν(u, v)

∣

∣(u, v)
〉

= ω
〈

Φ′
ν(u, v)

∣

∣(u, v)
〉

. By (2.12),
one finds that ω = 0 and J ′

ν(u, v) = 0. To summarize,

(u, v) ∈ D is a critical point of Jν ⇔ (u, v) ∈ D is a critical point of Jν
∣

∣

Nν
.

Let us also note that, on the Nehari manifold Nν ,

(2.14) (Jν
∣

∣

Nν
)′(u, v) =

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖(u, v)‖2D +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(

‖u‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖v‖2
∗

L2∗

)

.

As a consequence of hypotheses (αβ) and (2.13), we have

Jν(u, v) >

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

r2ν for all (u, v) ∈ Nν .

Therefore, the energy functional Jν(u, v) is bounded from below on Nν , so we can try to
obtain solutions of (1.4) by minimizing Jν on the Nehari manifold.

2.1. Semi-trivial solutions.

As commented in the in the introduction, a particular type of solutions are the semi-trivial
ones which will help us to obtain certain energy estimates useful along our study. To do so,
first we determine their variational nature.

Let us consider the decoupled energy functionals Jj : D
1,2(RN ) 7→ R,

(2.15) Jj(u) =
1

2

∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx−
λj
2

∫

RN

u2

|x|2
dx−

1

2∗

∫

RN

|u|2
∗

dx,

for j = 1, 2. Note that

Jν(u, v) = J1(u) + J2(v)− ν

∫

RN

h(x)|u|α|v|β dx.

The function z
λj
µ , defined in (2.3), is a global minimum of Jj on the underlying Nehari

manifold

Nj =
{

u ∈ D1,2(RN ) \ {0} :
〈

J ′
j (u)

∣

∣u
〉

= 0
}

=
{

u ∈ D1,2(RN ) \ {0} : ‖u‖λj = ‖u‖2
∗

L2∗ dx
}

.

By a direct computation, it can be checked that the energy levels of z
λj
µ , and therefore the

semi-trivial solutions energy, are given by

(2.16) J1(z
λ1
µ ) =

1

N
S

N
2 (λ1) = Jν(z

λ1
µ , 0), J2(z

λ2
µ ) =

1

N
S

N
2 (λ2) = Jν(0, z

λ2
µ ),

for any µ > 0 where S(λ) is defined in (2.4).

The following result collects the behavior of the semi-trivial solutions (zλ1µ , 0) and (0, zλ2µ )
concerning the energy functional Jν on the Nehari manifold Nν .

Proposition 2.2. [2, Theorem 2.2] Under hypotheses (αβ) and (H), the following holds:

i) If α > 2 or α = 2 and ν small enough, then (0, zλ2µ ) is a local minimum of Jν on Nν.
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ii) If β > 2 or β = 2 and ν small enough, then (zλ1µ , 0) is a local minimum of Jν on Nν.

iii) If α < 2 or α = 2 and ν large enough, then (0, zλ2µ ) is a saddle point for Jν on Nν.

iv) If β < 2 or β = 2 and ν large enough, then (zλ1µ , 0) is a saddle point for Jν on Nν.

Before ending this preliminary section, let us recall an useful algebraic result, which will
be used in several proofs along this paper.

Lemma 2.3. [2, Lemma 3.3] Let A,B > 0 and γ > 2, consider the set

Σν = {σ ∈ (0,+∞) : Aσ
N−2

N < σ +Bνσ
γ
2

N−2

N }.

Then, for every ε > 0 there exists ν̃ > 0 such that

inf
Σν

σ > (1− ε)A
N
2 for any 0 < ν < ν̃.

3. The Palais-Smale condition

A crucial step to obtain the existence of solutions relies on the compactness of the energy
functional Jν provided by a PS condition. Before stating several results, let us recall some
general definitions concerning PS sequences and the PS condition.

Definition 3.1. Let V be a Banach space. We say that {un} ⊂ V is a PS sequence for an
energy functional F : V 7→ R if

F(un) → c and F′(un) → 0 in V ′ as n→ +∞,

where V ′ is the dual space of V . Moreover, we say that {un} satisfies a PS condition if

{un} has a strongly convergent subsequence.

In particular, we say that the functional F satisfies the PS condition at level c if every PS
sequence at level c for F satisfies the PS condition.

As a first step, we shall prove that a PS sequence for the energy functional Jν restricted
to the Nehari manifold Nν is also a PS sequence for Jν defined in the whole space D.

Lemma 3.2. Assume hypotheses (αβ) and (H). Let {(un, vn)} ⊂ Nν be a PS sequence for
Jν
∣

∣

Nν
at level c ∈ R. Then, {(un, vn)} is a PS sequence for Jν in D, namely

(3.1) J ′
ν(un, vn) → 0 in D′ as n→ +∞.

Proof. Let {(un, vn)} ⊂ Nν be a PS sequence for Jν at level c, by (2.14), one has

c+ o(1) = Jν(un, vn) >

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖(un, vn)‖
2
D,

which implies that {(un, vn)} is a bounded sequence in D. Moreover, consider the functional
Φν introduced in (2.8). From inequalities (2.12) and (2.13), we get

(3.2)
〈

Φ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(un, vn)
〉

6 (2− α− β)r2ν .

Let {ωn} ⊂ R be the sequence of multiplers provided by the method of Lagrange, then

(3.3) (Jν
∣

∣

Nν
)′(un, vn) = J ′

ν(un, vn)− ωnΦ
′
ν(un, vn) in D′.
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Taking the scalar product with (un, vn) in the previous expression, we have that Φν(un, vn) =
〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(un, vn)
〉

= ωn
〈

Φ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(un, vn)
〉

= 0. By (3.2), one derives that ωn → 0.
Thus, (3.3) implies directly (3.1). �

Next, we focus on boundedness of PS sequences that, together with the natural embedding
of the space D1,2, will provide compactness of PS sequences.

Lemma 3.3. Assume hypotheses (αβ) and (H). Let {(un, vn)} ⊂ D be a PS sequence for Jν
at level c ∈ R. Then, ‖(un, vn)‖D < C.

Proof. Let {(un, vn)} be a PS sequence for Jν at level c, i.e.

Jν(un, vn) → c and J ′
ν(un, vn) → 0 as n→ +∞.

Since J ′
ν(un, vn) → 0 in D′, in particular,

〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(un, vn)

‖(un, vn)‖D

〉

→ 0.

Thus, there exists a subsequence (still denoted by {(un, vn)}) such that

‖(un, vn)‖
2
D −

(

‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗

)

− ν(α+ β)

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

β dx = ‖(un, vn)‖D · o(1).

Moreover, since Jν(un, vn) → c, we have

1

2
‖(un, vn)‖

2
D −

1

2∗

(

‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗

)

− ν

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

β dx = c+ o(1).

Therefore

Jν(un, vn)−
1

α+ β

〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(un, vn)

‖(un, vn)‖D

〉

= c+ ‖(un, vn)‖D · o(1),

and, hence,
(3.4)
(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖(un, vn)‖
2
D +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(

‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗

)

= c+ ‖(un, vn)‖D · o(1).

As a consequence

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖(un, vn)‖
2
D 6 c+ ‖(un, vn)‖D · o(1), from where we conclude

that the sequence {(un, vn)} is bounded in D. �

3.1. Subcritical range α+ β < 2∗.

In the subsequent result, we establish the Palais-Smale condition for subcritical energy
levels of Jν , which will allow to find existence of solutions for (1.4) by minimizing the energy
functional.

Lemma 3.4. Assume α+β < 2∗ and (H). Then, the functional Jν satisfies the PS condition
for any level c such that

(3.5) c <
1

N
min{S(λ1),S(λ2)}

N
2 .
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Proof. From Lemma 3.3, we have that any PS sequence is bounded in D. Therefore, there
exists (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D and a subsequence (denoted also by {(un, vn)}) such that

(un, vn)⇀ (ũ, ṽ) weakly in D,

(un, vn) → (ũ, ṽ) strongly in Lq(RN )× Lq(RN ) for 1 6 q < 2∗,

(un, vn) → (ũ, ṽ) a.e. in RN .

Because of the concentration-compactness principle by Lions (cf. [18, 19]), there exist a
subsequence (still denoted by) {(un, vn)}, two (at most countable) sets of points {xj}j∈J ⊂ RN

and {yk}k∈K ⊂ RN , and positive numbers {µj , ρj}j∈J, {µk, ρk}k∈K, µ0, ρ0, γ0, µ0, ρ0 and γ0
such that, in the sense of measures,

(3.6)























































































|∇un|
2 ⇀ dµ > |∇ũ|2 +

∑

j∈J µjδxj + µ0δ0,

|∇vn|
2 ⇀ dµ > |∇ṽ|2 +

∑

k∈K µkδyk + µ0δ0,

|un|
2∗⇀ dρ = |ũ|2

∗

+
∑

j∈J ρjδxj + ρ0δ0,

|vn|
2∗⇀ dρ = |ṽ|2

∗

+
∑

k∈K ρkδyk + ρ0δ0,

u2n
|x|2

⇀ dγ =
ũ2

|x|2
+ γ0δ0,

v2n
|x|2

⇀ dγ =
ṽ2

|x|2
+ γ0δ0.

Note that, thanks to the Sobolev and Hardy inequalities ((2.5) and (2.1) resp.) the above
numbers satisfy the inequalities

Sρ
2

2∗

j 6 µj for all j ∈ J ∪ {0},

Sρ
2

2∗

k 6 µk for all k ∈ K ∪ {0},
(3.7)

and

ΛNγ0 6 µ0,

ΛNγ0 6 µ0.
(3.8)

The concentration at infinity of the sequence {un} is encoded by the numbers

µ∞ = lim
R→+∞

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

|x|>R
|∇un|

2dx,

ρ∞ = lim
R→+∞

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

|x|>R
|un|

2∗dx,

γ∞ = lim
R→+∞

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

|x|>R

u2n
|x|2

dx.

(3.9)

The concentration at infinity of the sequence {vn} is encoded by the numbers µ∞, ρ∞ and
γ∞ defined analogously.
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Next, for j ∈ J, let ϕj,ε(x) be a smooth cut-off function centered at xj , i.e., ϕj,ε ∈ C∞(R+
0 )

and

(3.10) ϕj,ε = 1 in B ε
2
(xj), ϕj,ε = 0 in Bc

ε(xj) and |∇ϕj,ε| 6
4

ε
,

where Br(xj) is the ball of radius r > 0 centered at the point xj ∈ RN . Thus, testing
J ′
ν(un, vn) with (unϕj,ε, 0) we get

0 = lim
n→+∞

〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(unϕj,ε, 0)
〉

= lim
n→+∞

(
∫

RN

|∇un|
2ϕj,εdx+

∫

RN

un∇un∇ϕj,εdx− λ1

∫

RN

u2n
|x|2

ϕj,εdx

−

∫

RN

|un|
2∗ϕj,εdx− να

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕj,εdx

)

=

∫

RN

ϕj,εdµ +

∫

RN

u0∇u0∇ϕj,εdx− λ1

∫

RN

ϕj,εdγ

−

∫

RN

ϕj,εdρ− να

∫

RN

h(x)|u0|
α|v0|

βϕj,ε dx.

(3.11)

Taking ε > 0 small enough, then 0 /∈ supp(ϕj,ε). Thus, since h ∈ L∞(RN ), letting ε → 0 we
get µj−ρj 6 0 from the expression (3.11). Then, we have two options either the PS sequence
has a convergent subsequence or it concentrates around some of the points xj.
In other words,

(3.12) Either ρj = 0 ∀j ∈ J or, by (3.7), ρj > S
N
2 ∀j ∈ J, so that J is finite.

By a similar argument the same conclusion holds for the numbers ρk, i.e.,

(3.13) Either ρk = 0 ∀k ∈ K or, by (3.7), ρk > S
N
2 ∀k ∈ K, so that K is finite.

As we defined ϕj,ε in (3.10), consider now ϕ0,ε a smooth cut-off function centered at the
origin. Analogously, testing J ′

ν(un, vn) with (unϕ0,ε, 0) , we obtain µ0 − λ1γ0 − ρ0 6 0 and
µ0 − λ2γ0 − ρ0 6 0. Taking in mind (3.8) and the definition of the constant S(λ) given in
(2.4), we find

µ0 − λ1γ0 > S(λ1)ρ
2

2∗

0 ,

µ0 − λ2γ0 > S(λ2)ρ
2

2∗

0 ,
(3.14)

from where we conclude

ρ0 = 0 or ρ0 > S
N
2 (λ1),

ρ0 = 0 or ρ0 > S
N
2 (λ2).

(3.15)

Finally, for R > 0 sufficiently large such that {xj}j∈J ∪ {0} ⊂ BR(0), consider ϕ∞,ε a cut-off
function supported near ∞, i.e.,

(3.16) ϕ∞,ε = 0 in BR(0), ϕ∞,ε = 1 in Bc
R+1(0) and |∇ϕ∞,ε| 6

4

ε
.



12 EDUARDO COLORADO, RAFAEL LÓPEZ-SORIANO, ALEJANDRO ORTEGA

Testing J ′
ν(un, vn) with (unϕ∞,ε, 0), we can similarly prove that µ∞ − λ1γ∞ − ρ∞ 6 0 as

well as µ∞ − λ2γ∞ − ρ∞ 6 0 and, as above, we therefore find

µ∞ − λ1γ∞ > S(λ1)ρ
2

2∗

∞ ,

µ∞ − λ2γ∞ > S(λ2)ρ
2

2∗

∞ ,
(3.17)

and we also conclude

ρ∞ = 0 or ρ∞ > S
N
2 (λ1),

ρ∞ = 0 or ρ∞ > S
N
2 (λ2).

(3.18)

Next, from (3.4) we get

c =

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖(un, vn)‖
2
D +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(

‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗

)

+ o(1).

Hence, because of (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), (3.14) and (3.17) above, we find

c >

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

(

‖(ũ, ṽ)‖2D +
∑

j∈J

µj + (µ0 − λ1γ0) + (µ∞ − λ1γ∞)

+
∑

k∈K

µk + (µ0 − λ2γ0) + (µ∞ − λ2γ∞)

)

+

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)(
∫

RN

|ũ|2
∗

dx+

∫

RN

|ṽ|2
∗

dx

+
∑

j∈J

ρj + ρ0 + ρ∞ +
∑

k∈K

ρk + ρ0 + ρ∞

)

>

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)



S





∑

j∈J

ρ
2

2∗

j +
∑

k∈K

ρ
2

2∗

k



+ S(λ1)

[

ρ
2

2∗

0 + ρ
2

2∗

∞

]

+ S(λ2)

[

ρ
2

2∗

0 + ρ
2

2∗

∞

]





+

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)





∑

j∈J

ρj + ρ0 + ρ∞ +
∑

k∈K

ρk + ρ0 + ρ∞



 .

(3.19)

In case of having concentration at the point xj , i.e., ρj > 0, from above and (3.12) we find

c >

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

S1+N
2

2

2∗ +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

S
N
2 =

1

N
S

N
2 ,

and we reach a contradiction with the hypothesis on the energy level c (3.5). Then, we
conclude ρj = µj = 0 for all j ∈ J. Arguing similarly we also conclude that ρk = µk = 0 for
all k ∈ K.
If ρ0 6= 0 from the above chain of inequalities and (3.15) we get

c >
1

N
S

N
2 (λ1),



BOUND AND GROUND STATES FOR AN ELLIPTIC SYSTEM WITH DOUBLE CRITICALITY 13

and we also reach a contradiction with the hypothesis on the energy level c. Then, ρ0 = 0.
Similarly, we also get ρ0 = 0. Arguing as above and using (3.18) we also find ρ∞ = 0 and
ρ∞ = 0. Hence, there exists a subsequence that strongly converges in L2∗(RN ) × L2∗(RN ).
As a consequence, we have

‖(un − ũ, vn − ṽ)‖2D =
〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(un − ũ, vn − ṽ)
〉

+ o(1),

and, thus, the sequence {(un, vn)} strongly converges in D and the PS condition holds.
�

The next result improves Lemma 3.4 by extending the PS condition to supercritical energy
levels, excluding multiples or combinations of the critical ones. In fact, this is a generalization
of [2, Lemma 3.5] for system (1.4). Whereas in the aforementioned result it is assumed that
min{α, β} > 2, we weaken the hypotheses to require that max{α, β} > 2. The main idea
of the proof is that if a sequence of solutions to (1.4) does not strongly converge in D, then
we can quantify the energy levels. As a consequence, we obtain the admissible energy levels
which allow us to pass to the limit. In order to do it, we shall apply Lemma 2.3 into the
component whose exponent is bigger than or equal to 2.

To study positive solutions of (1.4), it will be useful to consider the modified problem

(3.20)















−∆u− λ1
u

|x|2
− (u+)2

∗−1 = ναh(x)(u+)α−1 (v+)β in RN ,

−∆v − λ2
v

|x|2
− (v+)2

∗−1 = νβh(x)(u+)α (v+)β−1 in RN ,

where u+ = max{u, 0}. We also denote the negative part of the function u as u− = min{u, 0},
so that u = u+ + u−. Observe that a solution (u, v) of (1.4) satisfies (3.20).

The above system admits a variational structure and its solutions correspond to critical
points of the energy functional

(3.21) J+
ν (u, v) = ‖(u, v)‖2D −

1

2∗

(

‖u+‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖v+‖2
∗

L2∗

)

− ν

∫

RN

h(x)(u+)α (v+)β dx

defined in D. Besides, we shall denote N+
ν the Nehari manifold associated to J+

ν . More
precisely,

N+
ν =

{

(u, v) ∈ D \ (0, 0) :
〈

(J +
ν )′(u, v)

∣

∣(u, v)
〉

= 0
}

.

Given (u, v) ∈ N+
ν , the following identity is satisfied

(3.22) ‖(u, v)‖2D =
(

‖u+‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖v+‖2
∗

L2∗

)

+ ν(α+ β)

∫

RN

h(x)(u+)α(v+)β dx.

Let us also note that, on the Nehari manifold N+
ν , the functional J+

ν can be written as

(3.23) J+
ν

∣

∣

Nν
(u, v) =

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖(u, v)‖2D +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(

‖u+‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖v+‖2
∗

L2∗

)

.

Lemma 3.5. Assume α+ β < 2∗ and (H), α > 2, λ2 > λ1 and

(3.24) S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2) < S

N
2 .
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Then, there exists ν̃ > 0 such that, if 0 < ν 6 ν̃ and {(un, vn)} ⊂ D is a PS sequence for J +
ν

at level c ∈ R such that

(3.25)
1

N
S

N
2 (λ2) < c <

1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

,

and

(3.26) c 6=
ℓ

N
S

N
2 (λ2) for every ℓ ∈ N \ {0},

then (un, vn) → (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D up to subsequence.

Proof. Analogously to Lemma 3.3, any PS sequence for J+
ν is bounded in D. Conse-

quently, there exists a subsequence {(un, vn)} which weakly converges to (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D. Since
(J +

ν )′(un, vn) → 0 in D′, then

〈

(J +
ν )′(un, vn)

∣

∣(u−n , 0)
〉

=

∫

RN

|∇u−n |
2 dx− λ1

∫

RN

(u−n )
2

|x|2
dx→ 0,

which implies that u−n → 0 strongly in D1,2(RN ). Similarly, we can also prove v−n → 0.
Therefore, we can consider {(un, vn)} as a non-negative PS sequence at level c for the energy
functional Jν .
Next, following closely the approach of the proof of Lemma 3.4, we can deduce the existence
of a subsequence, still denoted by {(un, vn)}, two (at most countable) sets of points {xj}j∈J ⊂
RN and {yk}k∈K ⊂ RN , and positive numbers {µj, ρj}j∈J, {µk, ρk}k∈K, µ0, ρ0, γ0, µ0, ρ0 and
γ0 such that the weak convergence given by (3.6) is satisfied. Besides, the inequalities (3.12),
(3.13), (3.14), (3.15) hold.
In a similar way, we define the concentration at infinity provided by the values µ∞, ρ∞, µ∞
and ρ∞ as in (3.9), for which (3.17) and (3.18) hold.

Now, we claim that:

(3.27) either un → ũ strongly in L2∗(RN ) or vn → ṽ strongly in L2∗(RN ).

Assume by contradiction that {un} and {vn} do not strongly converge in L2∗(RN ). This
implies that there exists j ∈ J ∪ {0 ∪∞} and k ∈ J ∪ {0 ∪∞} such that ρj > 0 and ρk > 0.
Finally, by the expressions (3.4), (3.12), (3.13), (3.14) and (3.15) applied in (3.19), we get

c =

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖(un, vn)‖
2
D +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(

‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗

)

+ o(1)

>

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)(

S(λ1)ρ
2

2∗

j + S(λ2)ρ
2

2∗

k

)

+

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(ρj + ρk)

>
1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

.

The previous inequality contradicts assumption (3.25), so claim (3.27) is proved.

Subsequently, we claim that:

(3.28) either un → ũ in D1,2(RN ) or vn → ṽ in D1,2(RN ).
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Without loss of generality, by (3.27), assume that the sequence {un} strongly converges in
L2∗(RN ). Then, it is enough to observe that

‖un − ũ‖2λ1 =
〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(un − ũ, 0)
〉

+ o(1).

This implies that un → ũ in D1,2(RN ). Repeating the argument for the sequence {vn} we
conclude (3.28).

Next, we show that both components strongly converge in D1,2(RN ). In order to do it, we
shall distinguish the proof between two cases:

Case 1: The sequence {vn} strongly converges to ṽ in D1,2(RN ).

We want to prove that {un} strongly converges to ũ in D1,2(RN ). By contradiction, suppose
that none of its subsequences converge. If one assumes that J ∪ {0,∞} contains more than
one point then, by combining (3.19) with (3.12), (3.14), (3.15), (3.17) and (3.18), we find

c >
2

N
S

N
2 (λ1) >

1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

because of λ2 > λ1 and S(λ) is decreasing, which contradicts assumption (3.25). So, assume
that there exists only one concentration point xj, j ∈ J ∪ {0,∞}, for the sequence {un}.

Next, we shall prove that ṽ 6≡ 0. Assume by contradiction that ṽ ≡ 0, then ũ > 0 and ũ
verifies

(3.29) −∆ũ− λ1
ũ

|x|2
= ũ2

∗−1 in RN .

Thus, ũ = zλ1µ for some µ > 0 and

∫

RN

ũ2
∗

dx = S
N
2 (λ1) by (2.6). Since {un} concentrates

at one point, by combining (3.19) with (3.12), (3.14), (3.15), we conclude that

c >
1

N

(
∫

RN

ũ2
∗

dx+ S
N
2 (λ1)

)

=
2

N
S

N
2 (λ1) >

1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

,

which contradicts the assumption (3.25).
If ṽ ≡ 0 and ũ ≡ 0, one has that un should verify the following

−∆un − λ2
un
|x|2

− u2
∗−1
n = o(1) in the dual space

(

D1,2(RN )
)′
,

and

c = Jν(un, vn) + o(1) =
1

N

∫

RN

u2
∗

n + o(1) →
1

N
ρj ,

as {un} concentrates at one point. If j ∈ J, then {un} is a positive PS sequence for the
functional

Jj(u) =
1

2

∫

RN

|∇u|2 dx−
1

2∗

∫

RN

|u|2
∗

dx.

Using the characterization of PS sequences for the functional Jj provided by [25], we deter-

mine that ρj = ℓS
N
2 for some ℓ ∈ N, which contradicts the hypotheses (3.24) and (3.25). We

conclude that J = ∅. In case that {un} concentrates at zero or infinity, we can follow an
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analogous approach for the energy functional J1, defined in (2.15), and the result provided
by [24] to obtain that

c = Jν(un, vn) + o(1) = J1(un) + o(1) →
ℓ

N
S

N
2 (λ1),

with ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0} contradicting to (3.25). As a consequence, we have proved ṽ  0 in RN .
Next, we shall prove that un ⇀ ũ in D1,2(RN ) such that ũ 6≡ 0. As before, reasoning by
contradiction assume that ũ = 0, then ṽ satisfies the problem

(3.30) −∆ṽ − λ2
ṽ

|x|2
= ṽ2

∗−1 in RN .

Thus, ṽ = zλ2µ for some µ > 0 and

∫

RN

ṽ2
∗

dx = S
N
2 (λ2) by (2.6). As a consequence,

combining (3.19) with (3.12), (3.14), (3.15), we get

c >
1

N

(
∫

RN

ṽ2
∗

dx+ S
N
2 (λ1)

)

=
1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

,

contradicting (3.25). Thus, ũ, ṽ 6≡ 0. Next, taking the equality

c = Jν(un, vn)−
1

2

〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(un, vn)
〉

+ o(1)

=
1

N

(

‖un‖
2∗

L2∗ + ‖vn‖
2∗

L2∗

)

+ ν
α+ β − 2

2

∫

RN

h(x)uαnv
β
n dx+ o(1)

→
1

N

(

‖ũ‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖ṽ‖2
∗

L2∗

)

+
ρj
N

+ ν
α+ β − 2

2

∫

RN

h(x)ũαṽβ dx as n→ +∞,

(3.31)

by the concentration at j ∈ J ∪ {0,∞}.
Since

〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(ũ, ṽ)
〉

→ 0, ones arrives at the expression

‖(ũ, ṽ)‖D = ‖ũ‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖ṽ‖2
∗

L2∗ + ν(α+ β)

∫

RN

h(x)ũαṽβ dx,

which is equivalent to say that (ũ, ṽ) ∈ Nν . Actually, using (3.31), (3.32), (2.14), (3.12),
(3.14), (3.15) and (3.19), we have that

Jν(ũ, ṽ) =
1

N

(

‖ũ‖2
∗

L2∗ + ‖ṽ‖2
∗

L2∗

)

+ ν
α+ β − 2

2

∫

RN

h(x)ũαṽβ dx

= c−
ρj
N

<
1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

−
1

N
S

N
2 (λ1)

=
1

N
S

N
2 (λ2).

The above expression implies that

c̃ν = inf
(u,v)∈Nν

Jν(u, v) <
1

N
S

N
2 (λ2).

However, for ν sufficiently small, Theorem 4.4 states that c̃ν = 1
N S

N
2 (λ2), which contradicts

the former inequality. Thus, we have proved that un → ũ strongly in D1,2(RN ).
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Case 2: The sequence {un} strongly converges to ũ in D1,2(RN ).

We want to prove that {vn} strongly converges to ṽ in D1,2(RN ). By contradiction, suppose
that none of its subsequences converge. We start by proving that ũ 6≡ 0. Assuming that ũ ≡ 0
by contradiction, then {vn} is a PS sequence for the energy functional J2 defined in (2.15)
at energy level c.

Since vn ⇀ ṽ in D1,2(RN ), where ṽ satisfies the entire problem (3.30), then, ṽ = zλ2µ for
some µ > 0. Moreover, applying the compactness theorem given by [24] and (2.16), one has

c = lim
n→+∞

J2(vn) = J2(z
λ2
µ ) +

m

N
S

N
2 +

ℓ

N
S

N
2 (λ2) =

m

N
S

N
2 +

ℓ+ 1

N
S

N
2 (λ2),

where m ∈ N and ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0}, in contradiction with (3.25) and (3.26). So, we can conclude
that ũ 6≡ 0.

Conversely, if one assumes that ṽ ≡ 0, then one has that ũ solves to (3.29), which implies
that u = zλ1µ for some µ > 0. Subsequently, as we did above in Case 1,

c >
1

N

(∫

RN

ũ2
∗

dx+ S
N
2 (λ2)

)

=
1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

,

contradicting (3.25). Therefore, we can infer that ũ, ṽ 6≡ 0. Since (ũ, ṽ) is a solution of (1.4),
one can deduce that

(3.32) Jν(ũ, ṽ) =
1

N

∫

RN

(

ũ2
∗

+ ṽ2
∗

)

dx+ ν
α+ β − 2

2

∫

RN

h(x)ũαṽβ dx 6 c.

Using again (3.31) and the assumption that vn does not strongly converge in D1,2(RN ), then
there exists at least k ∈ K ∪ {0,∞} such that ρk > 0, which implies that

c =
1

N

(

∫

RN

(

ũ2
∗

+ ṽ2
∗

)

dx+
∑

k∈K

ρk + ρ0 + ρ∞

)

+ ν
α+ β − 2

2

∫

RN

h(x)ũαṽβ dx.

By using (3.32), (3.13), (3.14), (3.15) and (3.25), one gets

Jν(ũ, ṽ) = c−
1

N

∑

k∈K

ρk + ρ0 + ρ∞

<
1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

−
1

N
S

N
2 (λ2)

=
1

N
S

N
2 (λ1).

(3.33)

If we apply the definition of S
N
2 (λ1) and the first equation of (1.4), we get

(3.34) σ1 + ν

∫

RN

h(x)ũαṽβ dx =

∫

RN

|∇ũ|2 dx− λ1

∫

RN

ũ2

|x|2
dx > S(λ1)σ

2/2∗

1 ,

where σ1 =

∫

RN

ũ2
∗

dx. By using Hölder’s inequality, one gets

(3.35)

∫

RN

h(x) ũαṽβ dx 6 ‖h‖L∞(RN )

(
∫

RN

ũ2
∗

dx

) α
2∗
(
∫

RN

ṽ2
∗

dx

)
β
2∗

.
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Combining (3.35) and (3.32), we can transform (3.34) into

(3.36) σ1 + Cνσ
α
2

N−2

N
1 > S(λ1)σ

N−2

N
1 .

Since ṽ 6≡ 0, there exits ε̃ > 0 such that

∫

RN

ṽ2
∗

dx > ε̃. Taking ε > 0 such that ε̃ >

εS
N
2 (λ1), by (3.36), we can apply Lemma 2.3 to get a fixed ν̃ > 0 such that

σ1 > (1− ε)S
N
2 (λ1) for any 0 < ν 6 ν̃.

From previous estimates and (3.32), we obtain that

Jν(ũ, ṽ) >
1

N

(

(1− ε)S
N
2 (λ1) + ε̃

)

>
1

N
S

N
2 (λ1),

which gives us a contradiction with (3.33). Therefore, we can conclude that vn → ṽ strongly
in D1,2(RN ).

In both cases, we have arrived at the conclusion that the PS sequences strongly converge
in D to a non-vanishing limit, completing the proof.

�

In a similar way, we can establish an analogous result in case that λ1 > λ2.

Lemma 3.6. Assume α+ β < 2∗ and (H), β > 2, λ1 > λ2 and

(3.37) S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2) < S

N
2 .

Then, there exists ν̃ > 0 such that, if 0 < ν 6 ν̃ and {(un, vn)} ⊂ D is a PS sequence for J +
ν

at level c ∈ R such that

(3.38)
1

N
S

N
2 (λ1) < c <

1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

,

and

c 6=
ℓ

N
S

N
2 (λ1) for every ℓ ∈ N \ {0},

then (un, vn) → (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D up to subsequence.

3.2. Critical range α+ β = 2∗.

To address the critical case, more hypotheses on the function h are supposed. In particular,

(H1) h satisfies (H), h continuous around 0 and ∞ and h(0) = lim
x→+∞

h(x) = 0.

Moreover, it is distinguished the case in which either h is radial or the case of a non-radial
h, which requires the extra assumption that ν is sufficiently small.

In order to obtain minimizing and Mountain-Pass type solutions in the critical regime,
namely Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.6, we make use of the following Lemma,
which extends Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5. Let us emphasize that this result is an adaptation
of [2, Lemma 4.1] to our setting.
In what follows, Dr denotes the space of radially symmetric functions in D.
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Lemma 3.7. Assume that α+ β = 2∗ and (H1). Let {(un, vn)} ⊂ Dr be a PS sequence for
Jν at level c ∈ R such that

i) either c satisfies (3.5)
ii) or c satisfies (3.25) and (3.26) with α > 2 and λ2 > λ1,
iii) or c satisfies (3.37) and (3.38) with β > 2 and λ1 > λ2.

Then there exists ν̃ > 0 such that for every 0 < ν 6 ν̃ then (un, vn) → (ũ, ṽ) ∈ Dr up to
subsequence.

Proof. First, we note that, since {(un, vn)} ⊂ Dr are radial functions, in case of having
concentration at points different from 0 or∞ the set of concentration points is not a countable
set, contradicting the concentration-compactness principle by Lions (cf. [18, 19]).
Then, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, in order to avoid concentration
at the origin, it is enough to prove (see (3.11)) that

(3.39) lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕ0,ε(x)dx = 0,

for ϕ0,ε a smooth cut-off function centered at 0 defined as in (3.10). Analogously, in order to
avoid concentration at ∞, it suffices to show that

(3.40) lim
R→+∞

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

|x|>R
h(x)|un|

α|vn|
βϕ∞,ε(x)dx = 0,

where, ϕ∞,ε is a cut-off function supported near ∞, introduced in (3.16).
To prove (3.39), we note that, by Hölder’s inequality,

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕ0,ε dx 6

(∫

RN

h(x)|un|
2∗ϕ0,ε dx

)
α
2∗
(∫

RN

h(x)|vn|
2∗ϕ0,ε dx

)
β
2∗

.(3.41)

Then, because of (3.6) and (H1), we get

lim
n→+∞

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
2∗ϕ0,ε dx =

∫

RN

h(x)|ũ|2
∗

ϕ0,ε dx+ ρ0h(0)

6

∫

|x|6ε
h(x)|ũ|2

∗

dx

and

lim
n→+∞

∫

RN

h(x)|vn|
2∗ϕ0,ε dx =

∫

RN

h(x)|ṽ|2
∗

ϕ0,ε dx+ ρ0h(0)

6

∫

|x|6ε
h(x)|ṽ|2

∗

dx.

Therefore, we conclude

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕ0,ε dx 6 lim
ε→0

(

∫

|x|6ε
h(x)|ũ|2

∗

dx

) α
2∗
(

∫

|x|6ε
h(x)|ṽ|2

∗

dx

)
β
2∗

= 0.

Since lim
|x|→+∞

h(x) = 0, the proof of (3.40) follows in a similar way. �



20 EDUARDO COLORADO, RAFAEL LÓPEZ-SORIANO, ALEJANDRO ORTEGA

For the non-radial case, we can prove the PS condition under the assumption that ν is
sufficiently small.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose α+ β = 2∗ and (H1). Let {(un, vn)} ⊂ D be a PS sequence for Jν at
level c ∈ R such that (3.5) holds. Then, there exists ν̃ > 0 such that, for every ν 6 ν̃, we
have (un, vn) → (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D up to subsequence.

Proof. Note that we only need to take into account concentration phenomena at points xj 6=
0,∞, since concentration at these points can be excluded by similar arguments to those of
Lemma 3.7. Moreover, without loss of generality, we can assume that the index j ∈ J ∩ K

since, otherwise, it can be proved as before that

lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕj,ε dx = 0,

where ϕj,ε(x) is a cut-off function centered at xj ∈ RN defined as in (3.10). Hence, no
concentration can ocurr for xj ∈ RN with j ∈ J and j /∈ K or xk ∈ RN with k /∈ J and k ∈ K.
Then, assuming j ∈ J ∩ K and testing J ′

ν(un, vn) with (unϕj,ε, 0) we get

0 = lim
n→+∞

〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(unϕj,ε, 0)
〉

= lim
n→+∞

(∫

RN

|∇un|
2ϕj,εdx+

∫

RN

un∇un∇ϕj,ε dx− λ1

∫

RN

u2n
|x|2

ϕj,εdx

−

∫

RN

|un|
2∗ϕj,εdx− αν

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕj,ε dx

)

,

(3.42)

and testing J ′
ν(un, vn) with (0, vnϕj,ε) we get

0 = lim
n→+∞

〈

J ′
ν(un, vn)

∣

∣(0, vnϕj,ε)
〉

= lim
n→+∞

(
∫

RN

|∇vn|
2ϕj,εdx+

∫

RN

vn∇vn∇ϕj,εdx− λ2

∫

RN

v2n
|x|2

ϕj,εdx

−

∫

RN

|vn|
2∗ϕj,εdx− νβ

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕj,ε dx

)

.

(3.43)

Then, since h ∈ L∞(RN ), using (3.41) we find, for some constant C̃ > 0,

(3.44) lim
ε→0

lim sup
n→+∞

∫

RN

h(x)|un|
α|vn|

βϕj,ε dx 6 C̃ρ
α
2∗

j ρ
β
2∗

j .

Hence, letting ε→ 0, from (3.42), (3.43) and (3.44) we get

µj − ρj − ναC̃ρ
α
2∗

j ρ
β
2∗

j 6 0,

µj − ρj − νβC̃ρ
α
2∗

j ρ
β
2∗

j 6 0.

Then, by (3.7), we find

S

(

ρ
α
2∗

j + ρ
β
2∗

j

)

6 ρj + ρj + 2∗νC̃ρ
α
2∗

j ρ
β
2∗

j .

Therefore,

S
(

ρj + ρj
)

2

2∗ 6 (ρj + ρj)(1 + 2∗νC̃).
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As a consequence, we have two options either ρj + ρj = 0 or ρj + ρj >

(

S

1 + 2∗νC̃

)
N
2

. In

case of having concentration, arguing as in Lemma 3.4, we have

c >

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

(µj + µj) +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(ρj + ρj)

> S

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

(ρj + ρj)
2

2∗ +

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

(ρj + ρj)

>
1

N

(

S

1 + 2∗νC̃

)
N
2

.

Thus, for ν > 0 small enough, we conclude

c >
1

N

(

S

1 + 2∗νC̃

)
N
2

>
1

N
(min{S(λ1),S(λ2)})

N
2 ,

and we reach a contradiction with the hypothesis on the energy level c. �

4. Main Results

This section is devoted to prove the main theorems of the work concerning existence of
bound and ground states to system (1.4). In the following, we will use the next hypotheses.

(C) Either 2 < α+ β < 2∗ or α+ β = 2∗ and h is radial and satisfies (H1)

Our first result dealing with ground states is for ν sufficiently large, for which system (1.4)
admits a positive ground state solution.

Theorem 4.1. Assume (C). Then there exists ν > 0, then system (1.4) admits a positive
ground state solution (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D for ν > ν.

Proof. Set (u, v) ∈ D \ (0, 0), then there exists a constant t = t(u,v) such that (tu, tv) ∈ Nν.
More precisely, t(u,v) can be defined as the unique solution to the algebraic equation (2.11).

Due to the fact α + β > 2, then t = tν → 0 as ν → +∞. Since (tνu, tνv) ∈ Nν and
α+ β 6 2∗, by using (2.11), one has

lim
ν→+∞

tνν =
‖(u, v)‖2D

∫

RN h(x)|u|α|v|β dx
,

for some (u, v) ∈ D. On the other hand,

Jν(tνu, tνv) =

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β
+ o(1)

)

t2ν‖(u, v)‖
2
D.

Therefore, we conclude that

(4.1) c̃ν = inf
u,v∈Nν

Jν(u, v) < min{Jν(z
λ1
µ , 0),Jν(0, z

λ2
µ )} =

1

N
min{S(λ1),S(λ2)}

N
2 ,

for some ν > ν where ν is sufficiently large.
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For the subcritical regime α + β < 2∗, by Lemma 3.4 there exists (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D such that
Jν(ũ, ṽ) = c̃ν .
Moreover, observe that

Jν(|ũ|, |ṽ|) = Jν(ũ, ṽ),

so we can assume that ũ > 0 and ṽ > 0 in RN . Applying the classical regularity results, ũ
and ṽ are smooth in RN \ {0}. In particular, ũ 6≡ 0 and ṽ 6≡ 0. Otherwise, if ũ ≡ 0, then
ṽ > 0 and ṽ verifies (3.30), which implies that ṽ = zλ2µ , a contradiction with (4.1). Using
a similar argument, if ṽ ≡ 0, one obtains a contradiction with (4.1). Consequently, by the
maximum principle in RN \ {0}, we derive the existence of a ground state (ũ, ṽ) ∈ Nν such
that ũ > 0 and ṽ > 0 in RN \ {0}.

Using Lemma 3.7 and arguing as above, the same conclusion holds for the critical regime
α+ β = 2∗, namely, we conclude the existence of a positive ground state (ũ, ṽ). �

As the expressions (2.16) and (2.4) show, the order between the energy levels of the semi-
trivial solutions is determined by the relation of the parameters λ1 and λ2. Actually, if
λ1 > λ2, the minimum level between both solutions corresponds to the couple (zλ1µ , 0) which
is a saddle point under certain assumptions on β and ν. Alternatively, if λ2 > λ1, the
minimum energy level corresponds to the couple (0, zλ2µ ) which may be a saddle point under
certain hypotheses on α and ν. Therefore, for both situations there exists a positive ground
state for (1.4).

Theorem 4.2. Assume α+ β = 2∗ and ν small or (C). If one of the following alternatives
holds:

i) λ1 > λ2 and either β = 2 and ν large enough or β < 2,
ii) λ2 > λ1 and either α = 2 and ν large enough or α < 2,

then system (1.4) admits a positive ground state (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D.
In particular, if max{α, β} < 2 or max{α, β} 6 2 with ν sufficiently large, then system

(1.4) admits a positive ground state (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D.

Remark 4.3. In the previous result, notice that if α+ β = 2∗ and ν is small, the case β = 2
and λ1 > λ2 or α = 2 and λ2 > λ1 do not hold by the previous assumptions since they require
ν large.

Proof. Let us start by proving the thesis assuming alternative i). Under one of the hypotheses,
Proposition 2.2, states that (zλ1µ , 0) is a saddle point of Jν on Nν . Moreover, due to λ1 > λ2

c̃ν < Jν(z
λ1
µ , 0) =

1

N
S

N
2 (λ1) =

1

N
min{S(λ1),S(λ2)}

N
2 ,

where c̃ν is defined by (2.7). Therefore, for subcritical case α+ β < 2∗, by Lemma 3.4 there
exists (ũ, ṽ) ∈ Nν such that c̃ν = Jν(ũ, ṽ). Arguing by contradiction as in Theorem 4.1, one
gets that ũ, ṽ > 0 and (ũ, ṽ) 6= (0, 0). Finally, the maximum principle in RN \ {0} allows us
to conclude that (ũ, ṽ) is a positive ground state of (1.4).

For the critical case α + β = 2∗, we obtain the existence of a positive ground state (ũ, ṽ)
of (1.4), by using Lemma 3.7 in case that h is radial and Lemma 3.8 for ν small.
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Repeating an analogous argument, we can deduce the same conclusion for alternative ii).
If we suppose iii), it is immediate that

c̃ν <
1

N
min{S(λ1),S(λ2)}

N
2 ,

independently of the order between λ1 and λ2. Therefore, reasoning as before we infer the
existence of a positive ground state. �

In case that λ2 > λ1, the minimum energy provided by the semi-trivial solutions corre-
sponds to the energy of (0, zλ2µ ). Moreover if either α > 2 or α = 2 with ν sufficiently small,
the semi-trivial solution is indeed a local minimum. In this context, the following result
shows that for ν > 0 sufficiently small this couple realizes as a ground state solution for (1.4).
Under analogous hypotheses, we can establish the same conclusion for (zλ1µ , 0) in case that
λ1 > λ2.

The following result is an adaptation of [2, Theorem 3.4]. However, that result requires
that α > 2 and β > 2. In the subsequent, we prove that it is enough that one of the exponents
will be bigger than 2, namely max{α, β} > 2.

Theorem 4.4. Assume α+ β = 2∗ and ν small or (C). Then the following holds:

i) If α > 2 and λ2 > λ1, then there exists ν̃ > 0 such that for any 0 < ν < ν̃ the couple
(0, zλ2µ ) is the ground state of (1.4).

ii) If β > 2 and λ1 > λ2, then there exists ν̃ > 0 such that for any 0 < ν < ν̃ the couple
(zλ1µ , 0) is the ground state of (1.4).

iii) In particular, if α, β > 2, then there exists ν̃ > 0 such that for any 0 < ν < ν̃, the
couple (0, zλ2µ ) is a ground state of (1.4) if λ2 > λ1 and (zλ1µ , 0) is a ground state
otherwise.

Proof. Let us show i). By Proposition 2.2, (0, zλ2µ ) is a local minimum for ν small enough.

Next, assume, by contradiction, that there exists {νn} ց 0 such that c̃νn < Jνn(0, z
λ2
µ ). Since

λ2 > λ1, then

(4.2) c̃νn <
1

N
min{S(λ1),S(λ2)}

N
2 =

1

N
S

N
2 (λ2),

where c̃νn is defined in (2.7) with ν = νn. In case of α + β < 2∗, because of Lemma 3.4,
the PS condition holds at level c̃νn . If α + β = 2∗, we apply Lemma 3.7 for h radial and
Lemma 3.8 for ν small, to obtain the same conclusion.

Therefore, there exists (ũn, ṽn) ∈ D such that c̃νn = Jνn(ũn, ṽn). Since Jνn(ũn, ṽn) =
Jνn(|ũn|, |ṽn|), we can suppose that ũn > 0 and ṽn > 0.

Moreover, as we proved in previous results, is not difficult to show that ũn 6≡ 0 and ṽn 6≡ 0
in RN . Otherwise, it would contradict (4.2). Using the maximum principle in RN \ {0}, one
can conclude that actually ũn > 0 and ṽn > 0 in RN \ {0}.
Next, define the following integral quantities

σ1,n =

∫

RN

ũ2
∗

n dx and σ2,n =

∫

RN

ṽ2
∗

n dx.

Note that, by (2.10), we have

(4.3) c̃νn = Jνn(ũn, ṽn) =
1

N
(σ1,n + σ2,n) + νn

(

α+ β − 2

2

)
∫

RN

h(x) ũαn ṽ
β
n dx.
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Combining (4.2) and (4.3), we deduce that

(4.4) σ1,n + σ2,n < S
N
2 (λ2).

Now we take advantage from the fact that the pair (ũn, ṽn) is a solution to (1.4). Working
with the first equation and exploiting the definition of S(λ) given in (2.4), we obtain

(4.5) S(λ1)(σ1,n)
N−2

N 6 σ1,n + νnα

∫

RN

h(x) ũαn ṽ
β
n dx.

Subsequently, applying Hölder’s inequality and (4.4), we get

∫

RN

h(x) ũαn ṽ
β
n dx 6 ‖h‖L∞

(∫

RN

ũ2
∗

n dx

)
α
2∗
(∫

RN

ṽ2
∗

n dx

)
β
2∗

6 ‖h‖L∞(S(λ2))
βN−2

4 (σ1,n)
α
2

N−2

N .

and, hence, from (4.5), it follows that

S(λ1)(σ1,n)
N−2

N < σ1,n + νnα‖h‖L∞(S(λ2))
βN−2

4 (σ1,n)
α
2

N−2

N .

Since λ2 > λ1, then there exists ε > 0 such that

(4.6) (1− ε)S
N
2 (λ1) > S

N
2 (λ2).

Next, because of Lemma 2.3 with σ = σ1,n, we infer the existence of ν̃ = ν̃(ε) > 0 such that

(4.7) σ1,n > (1− ε)S
N
2 (λ1) for any 0 < νn < ν̃.

Because of (4.6), one deduces that σ1,n > S
N
2 (λ2), which contradicts (4.4). Thus, we have

proved that for ν sufficiently small

(4.8) c̃ν =
1

N
S

N
2 (λ2).

Let (ũ, ṽ) be a minimizer of Jν . Repeating the above argument, we can ensure that either
ũ ≡ 0 or ṽ ≡ 0. Obviously, if v ≡ 0, condition (4.8) would be violated. So u ≡ 0 and ṽ
satisfies the equation

−∆ṽ − λ2
ṽ

|x|2
= |ṽ|2

∗−2ṽ in RN .

Let us show that the ṽ does not change sign and in fact ṽ = ±zλ2µ . Assume by contradiction

that ṽ changes sign, then ṽ± 6≡ 0 in RN . Since (0, ṽ) ∈ Nν , hence (0, ṽ±) ∈ Nν . Moreover,
due to (4.3)

c̃ν = Jν(0, ṽ) =
1

N

∫

RN

|ṽ|2
∗

dx =
1

N

(
∫

RN

(ṽ+)2
∗

dx+

∫

RN

|ṽ−|2
∗

dx

)

> Jν(0, ṽ
+) > c̃ν ,

which is a contradiction. Hence, (0,±zλ2µ ) is the minimizer of Jν in Nν if λ2 > λ1. Even

more, (0, zλ2µ ) is a ground state to (1.4).

In a similar way we can deduce ii). In case that α, β > 2 we apply an analogous argument
for the semi-trivial couple whose energy level is the minimum one.

�
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Remark 4.5. The interval for admissible parameters ν in Theorem 4.4 depends on |λ2 −
λ1|. For instance, if λ2 > λ1, the range of ε which verifies inequality (4.6) increases as
λ2 − λ1 increases. This implies that (4.7) is satisfied for a bigger range of parameters ν as a
consequence of Lemma 2.3.

In the following result we find bound states by a min-max procedure. More precisely,
we shall show that the energy functional J+

ν , introduced in (3.21), admits the Mountain–
Pass–geometry for parameters λ1, λ2 which verifies a separability condition, that allows us to
separate the semi-trivial energy levels in a suitable way.

Theorem 4.6. Assume (C). If

i) Either

(4.9) α > 2 , λ2 > λ1 and
ΛN − λ2
ΛN − λ1

> 2−
2

N−1 ,

ii) or

β > 2, λ1 > λ2 and
ΛN − λ1
ΛN − λ2

> 2−
2

N−1 ,

then there exists ν̃ > 0 such that for 0 < ν 6 ν̃, the problem (1.4) admits a bound state of
Mountain–Pass–type critical point.

Proof. We will prove the result only for assumption i), since the proof under assumption ii)
follows analogously. The proof is divided into two steps. First, we prove that the energy func-

tional J +
ν

∣

∣

∣

N+
ν

admits a Mountain–pass–geometry. Secondly, we show that the PS condition

is guaranteed for the Mountain–Pass level. As a consequence, we can deduce the existence
of (ũ, ṽ) ∈ D which is a critical point of J+

ν and, therefore, a bound state of (1.4).
Step 1:

Let us define the set of paths that connects (zλ1µ , 0) to (0, zλ2µ ) continuously, namely

Ψν =
{

ψ(t) = (ψ1(t), ψ2(t)) ∈ C0([0, 1],N+
ν ) : ψ(0) = (zλ11 , 0) and ψ(1) = (0, zλ21 )

}

,

and the Mountain–Pass level

cMP = inf
ψ∈Ψν

max
t∈[0,1]

J+
ν (ψ(t)).

Assumption (4.9) implies that

2

N
S

N
2 (λ2) >

1

N
S

N
2 (λ1).

Moreover, by continuity and monotonicity of S(λ), we can take ε > 0 small enough such that

(4.10)
2

N
(1− ε)

(

S(λ1) + S(λ2)

2

)
N
2

>
2

N
S

N
2 (λ2) >

1 + ε

N
S

N
2 (λ1).

Next, we claim that there exists ν̃ = ν̃(ε) > 0 such that, for every 0 < ν < ν̃,

(4.11) max
t∈[0,1]

J+
ν (ψ(t)) >

2

N
(1− ε)

(

S(λ1) + S(λ2)

2

)N
2

with ψ ∈ Ψν .
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Take ψ = (ψ1, ψ2) ∈ Ψν , then by the identity (3.22), we obtain that
∫

RN

(

|∇ψ1(t)|
2 + |∇ψ2(t)|

2
)

dx− λ1

∫

RN

ψ2
1(t)

|x|2
dx− λ2

∫

RN

ψ2
2(t)

|x|2
dx

=

∫

RN

(

(ψ+
1 (t))

2∗ + (ψ+
2 (t))

2∗
)

dx+ ν(α+ β)

∫

RN

h(x)(ψ+
1 (t))

α(ψ+
2 (t))

β dx,

(4.12)

and using (3.23)

J+
ν (ψ(t)) =

1

N

(∫

RN

(ψ+
1 (t))

2∗ + (ψ+
2 (t))

2∗ dx

)

+ ν

(

α+ β − 2

2

)
∫

RN

h(x) (ψ+
1 (t))

α(ψ+
2 (t))

β dx.

(4.13)

Let us define σ(t) = (σ1(t), σ2(t)) where σj(t) =
∫

RN (ψ
+
j (t))

2∗ dx for j = 1, 2. Without

loss of generality, let us suppose that σj(t) 6 2S
N
2 (λ1) for t ∈ [0, 1] and j = 1, 2. Otherwise,

(4.11) is done.
On the other hand, by the definition of S(λ), from (4.12) we get

S(λ1)(σ1(t))
N−2

N + S(λ2)(σ2(t))
N−2

N 6

∫

RN

(

|∇ψ1(t)|
2 + |∇ψ2(t)|

2
)

dx

− λ1

∫

RN

ψ2
1(t)

|x|2
dx− λ2

∫

RN

ψ2
2(t)

|x|2
dx

=σ1(t) + σ2(t)

+ ν(α+ β)

∫

RN

h(x)(ψ+
1 (t))

α(ψ+
2 (t))

βdx.

(4.14)

By Hölder’s inequality, one can bound the last integral as

(4.15)

∫

RN

h(x)(ψ+
1 (t))

α(ψ+
2 (t))

β dx 6 ν‖h‖L∞(σ1(t))
α
2

N−2

N (σ2(t))
β
2

N−2

N .

From the definition of ψ, we know that

σ(0) =

(∫

RN

(zλ11 )2
∗

dx, 0

)

and σ(1) =

(

0,

∫

RN

(zλ21 )2
∗

dx

)

.

Then by continuity of σ, there exists t̃ ∈ (0, 1) such that σ1(t̃) = σ̃ = σ2(t̃). Taking t = t̃ in
inequality (4.14) and applying (4.15), we have that

(S(λ1) + S(λ2))σ̃
N−2

N 6 2σ̃ + ν(α+ β)σ̃
α+β
2

N−2

N .

Since α+ β > 2, Lemma 2.3 ensures the existence of ν̃ which depends on ε such that

(4.16) σ̃ > (1− ε)

(

S(λ1) + S(λ2)

2

)N
2

for every 0 < ν 6 ν̃.

As a result, from (4.13) and (4.16) we deduce that

max
t∈[0,1]

J +
ν (ψ(t)) >

σ1(t) + σ2(t)

N
>

2(1− ε)

N

(

S(λ1) + S(λ2)

2

)N
2

,
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which proves claim (4.11). Moreover, by (4.10) and (4.11), one can state that

(4.17) cMP >
(1 + ε)

N
S

N
2 (λ1) = (1 + ε)J +

ν (zλ11 , 0),

which implies that the energy functional J +
ν exhibits a Mountain–Pass–geometry on Nν .

Step 2:

Let us consider ψ(t) = (ψ1(t), ψ2(t)) =
(

(1− t)1/2zλ11 , t1/2zλ21

)

for t ∈ [0, 1]. By the definition

of the Nehari manifold, there exists a positive function γ : [0, 1] → (0,+∞) such that the
γψ ∈ N+

ν ∩ Nν for t ∈ [0, 1]. Observe that γ(0) = γ(1) = 1.
As above, let us define

σ(t) = (σ1(t), σ2(t)) =

(∫

RN

(γψ1(t))
2∗ dx,

∫

RN

(γψ2(t))
2∗ dx

)

.

By (2.6), we have that

(4.18) σ1(0) =

∫

RN

(zλ11 )2
∗

= S
N
2 (λ1) and σ2(1) =

∫

RN

(zλ21 )2
∗

= S
N
2 (λ2).

Due to γψ(t) ∈ N+
ν ∩ Nν , using (2.11), we get

∥

∥

∥

(

(1− t)1/2zλ11 , t1/2zλ21

)∥

∥

∥

2

D
= γ2

∗−2(t)
(

(1− t)2
∗/2σ1(0) + t2

∗/2σ2(1)
)

+ ν(α+ β)γ(t)(1 − t)t1/2
∫

RN

h(x)(zλ11 )α(zλ21 )βdx,

and, therefore,

(4.19) γ2
∗−2(t) <

||(ψ1(t), ψ2(t))||
2
D

∫

RN (ψ1(t))2
∗

+ (ψ2(t))2
∗

dx
=

(1− t)σ1(0) + tσ2(1)

(1− t)2
∗/2σ1(0) + t2

∗/2σ2(1)
,

for every t ∈ (0, 1). On the other hand, by definition of γ, (4.19) and (2.14), it follows that

J+
ν (γψ(t)) =

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

‖γψ(t)‖2D

+

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

γ2
∗

(t)

(
∫

RN

(ψ1(t))
2∗ + (ψ2(t))

2∗ dx

)

= γ2(t)

(

1

2
−

1

α+ β

)

[(1− t)σ1(0) + tσ2(1)]

+

(

1

α+ β
−

1

2∗

)

γ2
∗

(t)
[

(1− t)2
∗/2σ1(0) + t2

∗/2σ2(1)
]

<
γ2(t)

N
[(1− t)σ1(0) + tσ2(1)] .

(4.20)

Then, by (4.19) and (4.20), we deduce that, for 0 < t < 1,

J+
ν (γψ(t)) < g(t) :=

(1− t)σ1(0) + tσ2(1)

N

[

(1− t)σ1(0) + tσ2(1)

(1− t)2∗/2σ1(0) + t2∗/2σ2(1)

]
N−2

2

.
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Since function g(t) attains its maximum at t = 1
2 and due to (4.18)

g

(

1

2

)

=
σ1(0) + σ2(1)

N
=

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

N
,

we conclude

cMP 6 max
t∈[0,1]

J+
ν (γψ(t)) <

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

N
.

Finally, because of the separability condition (4.9) and (4.17), if λ2 > λ1 we have

S
N
2 (λ2)

N
<

S
N
2 (λ1)

N
< cMP <

1

N

(

S
N
2 (λ1) + S

N
2 (λ2)

)

< 3
S

N
2 (λ2)

N
.

Thus, the energy level cMP satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.7. Then, by
the Mountain–Pass Theorem, there exists a sequence {(un, vn)} ⊂ N+

ν such that

J+(un, vn) → cν J+|N+
ν
(un, vn) → 0.

If α+β < 2∗, because of analogous versions of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5 for J+
ν , we have {un, vn} →

(ũ, ṽ). Actually, (ũ, ṽ) is a critical point of Jν on Nν . It follows that is a critical point of
Jν defined in D. Moreover, ũ, ṽ > 0 in RN and by maximum principle in RN \ {0} we can
conclude that they are strictly positive. For assumptions ii), we would apply Lemma 3.6 to
guarantee the PS condition.

In case that α + β = 2∗, we follow the same approach for the compactness of the PS
sequence, using Lemma 3.7.

�

Remark 4.7. Comparing to Theorem 3.8 and Theorem 4.2 in [2], which works in dimension
N = 3 and N = 3, 4 respectively, Theorem 4.6 works until dimension 5. In some sense, the
wider range of the exponents allows the dimension to be bigger.

Remark 4.8. Let us stress that:

i) If λ1 = λ2, then the non-semi-trivial solution provided by Theorem 4.2 is a ground
state. As it is observed in [2], Jν admits a Mountain–Pass geometry. However,
it is not clear if the PS condition is satisfied for the Mountain–Pass level given in
Theorem 4.6. See Remark 3.10 in [2] for further details.

ii) If λ1 6 λ2 and

2
−2

N−1 >
ΛN − λ2
ΛN − λ1

.

It remains an open problem the geometry of the energy functional and if there exists
other solutions apart from the semi-trivial solutions and the ground states for ν small
enough.
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