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GROUND STATE NORMALIZED SOLUTION TO SCHÖDINGER

SYSTEMS WITH GENERAL NONLINEARITIES AND POTENTIALS

YINBIN DENG, QIHAN HE, AND XUEXIU ZHONG

Abstract. In present paper, we study the following Schrödinger systems






















−∆u1 + V1(x)u1 + λ1u1 = ∂1G(u1, u2) in R
N ,

−∆u2 + V2(x)u2 + λ2u2 = ∂2G(u1, u2) in R
N ,

0 < u1, u2 ∈ H1(RN ), N ≥ 1,
∫

RN u2
1dx = a1,

∫

RN u2
2dx = a2,

where the potentials Vι(x)(ι = 1, 2) are given functions and the nonlinearities G(u1, u2) are

considered of the form














G(u1, u2) :=
∑ℓ

i=1

µi

pi
|u1|

pi +
∑m

j=1

νj
qj
|u2|

qj +
∑n

k=1
βk|u1|

r1,k |u2|
r2,k , ℓ,m,n ∈ N

+

0 ,

µi, νj , βk > 0, 2 + 4

N
> r1,k + r2,k, pi, qj > 2, r1,k, r2,k > 1,

i = 1, 2, · · · , ℓ; j = 1, 2, · · · ,m; k = 1, 2, · · · , n.

Under some assumptions on Vι (ι = 1, 2) and the parameters, we can show the existence

of ground state normalized solution (λ1, λ2;u1, u2) ∈ R
2 × H1(RN ,R2) to the above mass

sub-critical problem for any given a1 > 0, a2 > 0. Here our nonlinearities are general. The

potentials V1(x) and V2(x) are also very general such that inf ess σ(−∆+ Vι) > −∞, which

are allowed to be singular at some points.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35J50, 35J20, 35J61,35Q55.

1. Introduction

The time-dependent system of coupled nonlinear Schrödinger equations





−i ∂
∂t
Φ1 = ∆Φ1 − V1(x)Φ1 + ∂1F (|Φ1|2, |Φ2|2)Φ1,

−i ∂
∂t
Φ2 = ∆Φ2 − V2(x)Φ1 + ∂2F (|Φ1|2, |Φ2|2)Φ2,

Φι = Φι(x, t) ∈ C, ι = 1, 2,

(x, t) ∈ R
N × R (1.1)

appear in mean-field models for binary mixtures of Bose-Einstein condensates or models for

binary mixtures of ultracold quantum gases of fermion atoms, such as Bose-Fermi mixtures

and Fermi-Fermi mixtures, see [1, 2, 15,29] and the references therein.

Key words and phrases. Nonlinear Schrödinger system; Ground state normalized solution; Mass sub-critical

growth; Potentials.
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The ansatz Φι(x, t) = eiλιtuι(x), ι = 1, 2 for solitary wave solutions leads to the following

elliptic system: 



−∆u1 + V1(x)u1 + λ1u1 = ∂1G(u1, u2) in R
N ,

−∆u2 + V2(x)u2 + λ2u2 = ∂2G(u1, u2) in R
N ,

u1, u2 ∈ H1(RN ), N ≥ 1.

(1.2)

In (1.2), if λ1 and λ2 are given, we call it the fixed frequency problem. There are many

mathematical theories and tools applied to study it. For example, one can apply the variational

method to look for the critical points of the associated energy functional

Ψ[u1, u2] :=
1

2

2∑

ι=1

∫

RN

[
|∇uι|2 + (Vι(x) + λι)u

2
ι

]
dx−

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx.

On the other hand, one also can use the topological methods to deal with (1.2 ), such as

the fixed point theory, bifurcation or the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. The fixed frequency

problem has been widely investigated by many authors for the decades, and it is impossible to

summarize it here since the related literature is huge.

An important and well-known feature of (1.1) is conservation of masses: the L2-norms

‖Φ1(·, t)‖2, ‖Φ2(·, t)‖2 of solutions are independent of t ∈ R. Therefore a natural approach to

find the solutions of (1.2) consists in finding critical points of the energy J [u1, u2] under the

the following masses constraint

(u1, u2) ∈ S̃a1,a2 :=

{
(u1, u2) ∈ H̃ :

∫

RN

u2ι dx = aι, ι = 1, 2

}
, (1.3)

where

J [u1, u2] =
1

2

2∑

ι=1

∫

RN

[
|∇uι|2 + Vι(x)u

2
ι

]
dx−

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx, (1.4)

and

H̃ :=

{
(u1, u2) ∈ H1(RN )×H1(RN ) :

∫

RN

Vι(x)u
2
ι dx <∞, ι = 1, 2

}
.

Then the parameters λ1 and λ2 appear as Lagrange multipliers. We call the problem (1.2) with

(1.3) the fixed mass problem, and a solution of (1.2) satisfying the prescribed mass constraint

(1.3), we call it normalized solution.

System (1.2) with (1.3) can be seen as a counterpart of the following prescribed mass problem

−∆u+ (V (x) + λ)u = g(u) in R
N ,

∫

RN

u2dx = a > 0. (1.5)

The prescribed mass problem is a research hotspot recently. The readers may refer to

[4, 7, 21,23,27,28,30,31,36,37,39] and the references therein.

Basing on the above results, we discover that even though a series of theories and tools

related to fixed frequency problem have been developed, such as fixed point theory, bifurcation,

the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, Nehari manifold method, mountain pass theory and many

other linking theories, these theories and tools can not be used directly to the fixed mass

problem. For the fixed mass problem, the normalization constraint (1.3) certainly brings too

much trouble in mathematical treatment. Comparing to the fixed frequency problem, the fixed

mass problem possesses the following technical difficulties when dealing with it:

(1) One can not use the usual Nehari manifold method since the frequency is unknown;



NORMALIZED SOLUTION 3

(2) The existence of bounded Palais-Smale sequences requires new arguments;

(3) The Lagrange multipliers have to be controlled;

(4) For the fixed frequency problem, usually a nontrivial weak limit is also a solution.

However, for the fixed mass problem, a nontrivial weak limit may be not a solution

since the constraint condition may be not satisfied.

(5) There is a number p̄ = 2+ 4
N
, called the mass critical exponent, affecting the geometry

of the functional heavily.

Due to the importance of the normalized solutions to (1.2) with (1.3), many researchers have

focused their attention on this problem and obtained some very meaningful results. Bartsch,

Jeanjean, Soave [6] and Bartsch, Soave [8] considered the following system case




−∆u+ λ1u = µ1u
3 + βuv2 in R

3,

−∆v + λ2v = µ2v
3 + βu2v in R

3,
∫
RN u

2 = a,
∫
RN v

2 = b

(1.6)

with β > 0 and β < 0 respectively, they found solutions to (1.6) for specific range of β

depending on a, b. Later in [10], Bartsch, Zhong and Zou presented a new approach based on

the fixed point index in cones, bifurcation theory and the continuation method, and obtained

the existence of normalized solution for β > 0 belonging to much better ranges, which is

independent of the prescribed masses a and b. For more results about (1.6), see also [9] and

the references therein.

In [35], Shibata introduced a new rearrangement inequality. And then applied the

rearrangement inequality to prove the convergence of any minimizing sequences for a

minimizing problem of the form

Ẽa1,a2 := inf
(u1,u2)∈Sa1,a2

J̃ [u1, u2] (1.7)

where

Sa1,a2 :=

{
(u1, u2) ∈ H = H1(RN )×H1(RN ) :

∫

RN

u2ιdx = aι, ι = 1, 2

}
,

J̃ [u1, u2] =
1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖∇uι‖22 −
∫

RN

G(|u1|2, |u2|2)dx,

and the function G(s, t) satisfies various assumptions and is of mass sub-critical.

For the following important and much more general system




−∆u+ λ1u = µ1|u|p−2u+ βr1|u|r1−2|v|r2u in R
N ,

−∆v + λ2v = µ2|v|q−2v + βr2|u|r1 |v|r2−2v in R
N ,

∫
RN u

2 = a,
∫
RN v

2 = b,

(1.8)

Gou and Jeanjean [17] proved the pre-compactness of the minimizing sequences up to

translation for mass sub-critical problems. In [18], the authors also studied the mass super-

critical case. Some mass mixed cases are also considered by Bartsch and Jeanjean [5]. Recently,

Li and Zou [24] also studied (1.8) for N = 3, 4, and the nonlinearities are of mixed terms which

involves Sobolev critical exponent. We also note that when G(u, v) := µ1

p
|u|p + µ2

q
|v|q +

β|u|r1 |v|r2 involves linear coupled terms, it has its own difficulties in mathematical processing.
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For the mass sub-critical case, we refer to Chen and Zou [12]. And for the mass mixed case,

we refer to Chen, Zhong and Zou [13].

When the system involves potentials, it will become very complicated in mathematical

processing. Let us consider the following system




−∆u1 + V1(x)u1 + λ1u1 = µ1|u1|p1−2u1 + βr1|u1|r1−2|u2|r2u1 in R
N ,

−∆u2 + V2(x)u2 + λ2u2 = ν1|u2|q1−2u2 + βr2|u1|r1 |u2|r2−2u2 in R
N ,

∫
RN u

2
ι = aι > 0, ι = 1, 2, N ≥ 1,

(1.9)

as we know, the first result is given by Guo, Li, Wei and Zeng [19], where the authors considered

the mass critical case. In [19], they assumed that N = 2, p1 = q1 = 4, r1 = r2 = 2 and

0 ≤ Vi ∈ Cα
loc(R

2) (i = 1, 2) satisfies that for i = 1, 2,

lim
|x|→∞

Vi(x) = ∞, both inf
x∈R2

Vi(x) = 0 and inf
x∈R2

(V1(x) + V2(x)) are attained,

and showed the existence of normalized solutions to (1.9) when µ1, ν1, β are appropriately small

positive constants. Recently, Ikoma and Miyamoto [22] gave a progress in this direction. They

assumed that Vi ∈ C(RN ), Vi(x) ≤ lim
|x|→∞

Vi(x) =: Vi,∞ (i = 1, 2) and discussed the compactness

of any minimizing sequence and the existence of normalized solutions for the mass sub-critical

case. However, Ikoma and Miyamoto only considered the case of r1 = r2 and assumed that

both V1(x) and V2(x) are bounded, or one of them is bounded and the other one is coercive.

In particular, the potentials are bounded from below there.

Based on these observations, we shall study the existence of ground state normalized solution

to systems with much more general potentials which are allowed to be singular at some points

and also make contributions to get rid of the constraint that r1 = r2. Precisely, we are

concerned with the existence of real numbers λ1, λ2 ∈ R and u1, u2 ∈ H1(RN ) that solve the

following system:




−∆u1 + V1(x)u1 + λ1u1 = ∂1G(u1, u2) in R
N ,

−∆u2 + V2(x)u2 + λ2u2 = ∂2G(u1, u2) in R
N ,

∫
RN u

2
1dx = a1 > 0,

∫
RN u

2
2dx = a2 > 0,

u1, u2 ∈ H1(RN ), N ≥ 1,

(1.10)

where




G(u1, u2) :=

ℓ∑

i=1

µi

pi
|u1|pi +

m∑

j=1

νj

qj
|u2|qj +

n∑

k=1

βk|u1|r1,k |u2|r2,k , ℓ,m, n ∈ N
+
0 ,

µi, νj , βk > 0, 2 + 4
N
> r1,k + r2,k, pi, qj > 2, r1,k, r2,k > 1,

i = 1, 2, · · · , ℓ; j = 1, 2, · · · ,m; k = 1, 2, · · · , n.

(1.11)

and V1(x), V2(x) satisfy the following assumption:

(VH1) For ι = 1, 2, Vι(x) ≤ 0 in R
N and lim

|x|→∞
Vι(x) = 0. Furthermore, there exist some

σι ∈ [0, 1) and τι ≥ 0 such that

‖u‖2Vι
≤ σι‖∇u‖22 + τι‖u‖22, ∀u ∈ L2

(
R
N ,−Vι(x)dx

)
, ι = 1, 2,
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where

‖u‖V :=

(∫

RN

−V (x)|u|2dx
) 1

2

. (1.12)

Remark 1.1. We note that for the bounded potentials Vι(x) ≤ 0 with −τι := infx∈RN Vι(x) >

−∞, then ‖u‖2Vι
≤ τι‖u‖22, and thus (VH1) holds naturally. Another important application for

unbounded potential is that Vι(x) = − κι

|x|sι with sι ∈ (0, 2), κι > 0 or sι = 2, κι ∈ (0, (N−2)2

4 )

for N ≥ 3. In particular, the Coulomb potential is within our consideration, which is very

important in physics. On the other hand, we emphasize that our argument is indeed valid for

general G of the form

G(u1, u2) =
µ1

p1
|u1|p1 +

ν1

q1
|u2|q1 + β1|u1|r1,1 |u2|r2,1 + F (u1, u2)

with some suitable assumptions on F (u1, u2) and r1,1 6= r2,1 is allowed.

Before stating our results, we give a definition.

Definition 1.2. For given a1 > 0, a2 > 0, a solution (λ1, λ2, u1, u2) to (1.10) is called ground

state normalized solution, or least energy normalized solution, if

J [u1, u2] = min
{
J [v1, v2] : (λ̂1, λ̂2, v1, v2) solves (1.10)

}
.

Firstly, we are concerned with the radial potential case that

(VH2) Vι(x) = Vι(|x|), ι = 1, 2 are non-decreasing functions with respect to r = |x|.
Our first main result is stated as following:

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that (V H1) − (V H2) hold and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). Then

problem (1.10) has a ground state normalized solution (λ1, λ2, u1, u2) with λ1 ≥ 0, λ2 ≥ 0

and (u1, u2) ∈ Hrad(RN ), where Hrad ⊂ H denotes the radial subspace.

When the potential Vι(x) is not of radial, we can not work in the radial subspace as [5, 17],

etc. In order to state our next main theorem, without loss of generality, we assume that

p1 ≤ pi, q1 ≤ qj, r1,1 ≤ r1,k, r2,1 ≤ r2,k for i ≥ 1, j ≥ 1, k ≥ 1. (1.13)

For the technical reason (see Remark 1.5 below), we require the following assumption in

addition.

When N ≥ 5,we suppose further that p1, q1 ∈
(
2, 2 +

2

N − 2

]
. (1.14)

Here comes our another main theorem focused on the case that Vι(x) is not necessary radial.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11) satisfying (1.13) and

(1.14). Then for any a1 > 0, a2 > 0, Problem (1.10) has a ground state normalized solution

(λ1, λ2, u1, u2) with λ1 > 0, λ2 > 0, (u1, u2) ∈ H and u1 > 0, u2 > 0 in R
N .

Remark 1.5. For these Lagrange multipliers λ1 and λ2, from a physical point of view it

represents the chemical potentials of standing waves. We point out that there are situations

in the Bose-Einstein condensate theory that requires the chemical potentials are positive, see

[26,32]. By a well-known result own to Frank H. Clarke(see [14, Theorem 1]), we always have

that λ1 ≥ 0 and λ2 ≥ 0, see also Proposition 3.7 in Section 3. When Vι(x) is not of radial, to

prove the strict binding inequality, we need a sharp decay estimation of the positive solution.
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And that the positiveness of the Lagrange multipliers plays an crucial role. Hence, we need to

exclude the case of λι = 0 (ι = 1, 2). Just because of this, we need to use the known Liouville

type result. Observing that ∂ιG(u1, u2) ≥ 0 in R
N , ι = 1, 2. So by the known Liouville type

results, one can see that λι > 0 provided 1 ≤ N ≤ 4. From a mathematical point of view, it

seems that λι = 0 may happen for high dimension case without any other condition. However,

if suppose p1, q1 ∈ (2, 2 + 2
N−2 ] in addition to the assumptions, one can also exclude the case

of λι = 0, see for instance [20, Lemma A.2]. For our case, see Lemma 7.4 in Section 7.

For the mass sub-critical problem (1.10), it is easy to see that the corresponding functional

is bounded from below on the masses constrained manifold (see Lemma 2.3), which admits

us to apply the minimizing argument. But the compactness is not easy to show. Comparing

with [22], our nonlinearities are more general and both V1(x) and V2(x) can be allowed to be

singular at some points, which brings much more difficulties to us in mathematical processing.

To obtain the compactness, we need to show the strict sub-additive inequality, which urges us to

prove Proposition 6.5: If (u1, u2) 6= (0, 0) is a nonnegative solution to (5.1) and (ω1, ω2) 6= (0, 0)

is a nonnegative solution to (5.9), then there exists some (φ1, φ2) ∈ H such that

(‖φ1‖22, ‖φ2‖22) = (‖u1‖22 + ‖ω1‖22, ‖u2‖22 + ‖ω2‖22) and J [φ1, φ2] < J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2]. (1.15)

To get Proposition 6.5, we need a sharp decay estimations of the positive solutions to (5.1)

and (5.9) (See Proposition 5.4). A better interaction estimation for the couples terms is also

crucial, see Lemma 6.4. The general nonlinearities also make the calculations very complicated

when we show the Proposition 6.5.

The paper is organized as follows. We collect and prove a few basic facts about the

minimizing sequence related to (1.10) in Section 2. In Section 3, we shall prove some properties

of Ca1,a2 , such as the monotonicity, continuity and binding inequality. In Section 4, we shall

focus on the radial case and prove Theorem 1.3 via the rearrangement argument. For the

non-radial case, to establish the strict binding inequality, a better decay estimation of the

positive solutions is necessary. So in Section 5, we shall give a sharp decay estimations of the

positive solutions for the fixed frequency problem. Basing on these results, we can prove the

strict binding inequality in Section 6 (see Proposition 6.5). Finally in Section 7, we apply the

standard concentration compactness argument to prove Theorem 1.4.

Throughout the paper we use the notation ‖u‖p to denote the Lp-norm, and simply write

H = H1(RN ) × H1(RN ). Hrad denotes the radial subspace. The notation ⇀ denotes weak

convergence in H1(RN ) or H. Capital latter C stands for positive constant which may depend

on some parameters, whose precise value can change from line to line.

2. Some Preliminaries

In this section, we summarize several results that will be used in the rest discussion.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that G(s, t) is given by (1.11). Then for any ε > 0, there exists some

Cε > 0 such that

G(s, t) ≤ Cε(s
2 + t2) + ε(s2+

4

N + t2+
4

N ),∀(s, t) ∈ R
2
+. (2.1)

Proof. It follows from Young inequality that

sr1,ktr2,k ≤ 1

r1,k + r2,k
r

r1,k
r1,k+r2,k

1,k r

r2,k
r1,k+r2,k

2,k

(
sr1,k+r2,k + tr1,k+r2,k

)
.
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On the other hand, let p ∈ (2, 2 + 4
N
), for any ε > 0, there exists some Cε > 0 such that

yp ≤ Cεy
2 + εy2+

4

N , ∀y ≥ 0. (2.2)

It is easy to check that (2.1) holds by using (1.11). �

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). Let σ := 1−max{σ1,σ2}
2 >

0 determined by (V H1). Then for any ε > 0, there exists some Cε > 0 such that

J [u1, u2] ≥ σ(‖∇u1‖22 + ‖∇u2‖22)− Cε(‖u1‖22 + ‖u2‖22)

− ε

(
‖∇u1‖22‖u1‖

4

N
2 + ‖∇u2‖22‖u2‖

4

N
2

)
, ∀ (u1, u2) ∈ H.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we have that for any ε > 0, there exists some Cε > 0 such that

G(u1, u2) ≤ Cε(|u1|2 + |u2|2) + ε(|u1|2+
4

N + |u2|2+
4

N ). (2.3)

So we have
∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx ≤ Cε

(
‖u1‖22 + ‖u2‖22

)
+ ε

(
‖u1‖

2+ 4

N

2+ 4

N

+ ‖u2‖
2+ 4

N

2+ 4

N

)
. (2.4)

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, there exists some C(N) > 0 such that

‖v‖2+
4

N

2+ 4

N

≤ C(N)‖∇v‖22‖v‖
4

N
2 , ∀v ∈ H1(RN ). (2.5)

Under the assumption (V H1), we have that

‖∇uι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι
≥ (1− σι)‖∇uι‖22 − τι‖uι‖22, ι = 1, 2. (2.6)

So by (2.4) , (2.5), (2.6), we obtain that

J [u1, u2] =
1

2

2∑

ι=1

(
‖∇uι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

)
−

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx

≥1

2

2∑

ι=1

[
(1− σι)‖∇uι‖22 − τι‖uι‖22

]
−

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx

≥1

2

2∑

ι=1

[
(1− σι)‖∇uι‖22 − τι‖uι‖22

]
− Cε

(
‖u1‖22 + ‖u2‖22

)

− ε

(
‖u1‖

2+ 4

N

2+ 4

N

+ ‖u2‖
2+ 4

N

2+ 4

N

)

≥σ(‖∇u1‖22 + ‖∇u2‖22)− (
τ1

2
+ Cε)‖u1‖22 − (

τ2

2
+ Cε)‖u2‖22

− εC(N)

(
‖∇u1‖22‖u1‖

4

N
2 + ‖∇u1‖22‖u1‖

4

N
2

)
.

Replaced εC(N) by ε, and redefine Cε, we finish the proof. �

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). For any a1 ≥ 0, a2 ≥ 0,

Ca1,a2 := inf
(u1,u2)∈Sa1,a2

J [u1, u2] > −∞.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.2, for any ε > 0, there exists some Cε > 0 such that

J [u1, u2] ≥ σ(‖∇u1‖22 + ‖∇u2‖22)− Cε(‖u1‖22 + ‖u2‖22)

− ε

(
‖∇u1‖22‖u1‖

4

N
2 + ‖∇u2‖22‖u2‖

4

N
2

)
.

So for any (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 , we choose ε > 0 small enough such that εa
2

N
ι < σ

2 , ι = 1, 2. For

such a fixed ε, we have

J [u1, u2] ≥
σ

2
(‖∇u1‖22 + ‖∇u2‖22)−Cε(‖u1‖22 + ‖u2‖22) > −Cε(a1 + a2),∀(u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 .

Hence,

Ca1,a2 := inf
(u1,u2)∈Sa1,a2

J [u1, u2] ≥ −Cε(a1 + a2) > −∞.

�

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). Then any L2-bounded

sequence {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} with supϑ∈N J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] <∞ is also bounded in H.

Proof. Let {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} be a L2-bounded sequence, i.e., ‖uι,ϑ‖22 ≤ Mι, ι = 1, 2. Suppose that

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≤ M3, ∀ ϑ ∈ N. Recalling Lemma 2.2, for any ε > 0, there exists some Cε > 0

such that

M3 ≥ J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥σ(‖∇u1,ϑ‖22 + ‖∇u2,ϑ‖22)− Cε(‖u1,ϑ‖22 + ‖u2,ϑ‖22)

− ε

(
‖∇u1,ϑ‖22‖u1,ϑ‖

4

N

2 + ‖∇u2,ϑ‖22‖u2,ϑ‖
4

N

2

)

≥σ(‖∇u1,ϑ‖22 + ‖∇u2,ϑ‖22)− Cε(M1 +M2)

− ε

(
M

2

N
1 ‖∇u1,ϑ‖22 +M

2

N
2 ‖∇u2,ϑ‖22

)
.

We can take ε > 0 small enough such that εM
2

N
ι < 1

2σ, ι = 1, 2. Then it follows that

sup
ϑ∈N

2∑

ι=1

‖∇uι,ϑ‖22 <∞, (2.7)

and this implies that the sequence {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)}∞ϑ=1 is bounded in H. �

Remark 2.5.

(i) Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). For any given a1 >

0, a2 > 0, by Lemma 2.3 and Ekeland’s variational principle, the existence of Palais-

Smale minimizing sequence is trivial. Furthermore, by Lemma 2.4, this Palais-Smale

minimizing sequence is also bounded in H. So the main difficulty of mass sub-critical

problem is the compactness.

(ii) Define

I[u1, u2] :=
1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖∇uι‖22 −
∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx,∀(u1, u2) ∈ H, (2.8)

and

Ea1,a2 := inf
(u1,u2)∈Sa1,a2

I[u1, u2]. (2.9)
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It is equivalent to take V1(x) ≡ V2(x) ≡ 0 in J [u1, u2] (which means that σι = 0, τι = 0

and σ := 1−max{σ1,σ2}
2 = 1

2). So we have a sequence of conclusions for I[u1, u2] and

Ea1,a2 , as that in Lemmas 2.2-2.4.

3. Some properties of Ca1,a2 and Ea1,a2

In this section, we shall establish some basic properties of Ca1,a2 and Ea1,a2 including

monotonicity, continuity and binding inequality.

Observing that J [u1, u2] = I[u1, u2] − 1
2

∑2
ι=1 ‖uι‖2Vι

, so we have Ca1,a2 ≤ Ea1,a2 . Recalling

the fiber map

u(x) 7→ (t ⋆ u)(x) := t
N
2 u(tx), (3.1)

for (t, u) ∈ R
+ ×H1(RN ), which preserves the L2-norm, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). For any a1 ≥ 0, a2 ≥ 0

and (a1, a2) 6= (0, 0), then Ca1,a2 ≤ Ea1,a2 < 0. In particular, if Ea1,a2 is attained, and

Vι(x) 6≡ 0, ι = 1, 2, then Ca1,a2 < Ea1,a2 < 0.

Proof. Letting (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 , we remark that t ⋆ (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 for any t > 0. A direct

computation shows that

I[t ⋆ (u1, u2)] =
1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖∇uι‖22t2 − t−N

∫

RN

G(t
N
2 u1, t

N
2 u2)dx. (3.2)

Noting that

G(t
N
2 u1, t

N
2 u2) = o(1)tN (|u1|2 + |u2|2), as t → 0+,

we have limt→0+ I[t ⋆ (u1, u2)] = 0. On the other hand, for t > 0 small enough, by (1.11), there

exists some ε0 > 0 such that

I[t ⋆ (u1, u2)]

t2
=
1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖∇uι‖22 − t−N−2

∫

RN

G(t
N
2 u1, t

N
2 u2)dx

≤1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖∇uι‖22 − ε0t
−N−2

∫

RN

µ1

p1
|tN2 u1|p1 +

ν1

q1
|tN2 u2|q1dx

=
1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖∇uι‖22 − ε0
µ1

p1
‖u1‖p1p1t

N
2
p1−N−2 − ε0

ν1

q1
‖u2‖q1q1t

N
2
q1−N−2.

Noting that p1, q1 ∈ (2, 2 + 4
N
), we have that N

2 p1 − N − 2 < 0, N2 q1 − N − 2 < 0. By

(a1, a2) 6= (0, 0), at least one of ‖u1‖p1p1 and ‖u2‖q1q1 is positive. Hence, there exists some t0 > 0

such that
d

dt
I[t ⋆ (u1, u2)] < 0, ∀t ∈ (0, t0), (3.3)

which implies that I[t ⋆ (u1, u2)] < 0 ∀t ∈ (0, t0). Recalling that J [u1, u2] = I[u1, u2] −
1
2

∑2
ι=1 ‖uι‖2Vι

≤ I[u1, u2], we have that

Ca1,a2 := inf
(u1,u2)∈Sa1,a2

J [u1, u2] ≤ Ea1,a2 := inf
(u1,u2)∈Sa1,a2

I[u1, u2] < 0.

In particular, if Ea1,a2 is attained, we can take (0, 0) 6= (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 with u1 ≥ 0, u2 ≥ 0

such that I[u1, u2] = Ea1,a2 . A standard elliptic estimation shows the solution is of classical.
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So by strong maximum principle, it is easy to see that at least one of u1 and u2 is positive in

R
N . Then by Vι(x) ≤ 0 but Vι(x) 6≡ 0, ι = 1, 2, we obtain that

Ca1,a2 ≤ J [u1, u2] = I[u1, u2]−
1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖uι‖2Vι
< Ea1,a2 < 0.

�

Lemma 3.2. For (a1, a2), (b1, b2) ∈ R
2
+, we have

Ca1+b1,a2+b2 ≤ Ca1,a2 + Eb1,b2 and Ea1+b1,a2+b2 ≤ Ea1,a2 + Eb1,b2 .

Proof. We only prove Ca1+b1,a2+b2 ≤ Ca1,a2 + Eb1,b2 , and Ea1+b1,a2+b2 ≤ Ea1,a2 + Eb1,b2 can be

proved by taking V1(x) ≡ V2(x) ≡ 0. If (a1, a2) = (0, 0) or (b1, b2) = (0, 0), it is trivial. Next,

we suppose that (a1, a2) 6= (0, 0) and (b1, b2) 6= (0, 0). For any ε > 0, by density, we can take

some (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 , (v1, v2) ∈ Sb1,b2 with uι, vι ∈ C∞
0 (RN ), ι = 1, 2, such that

Ca1,a2 ≤ J [u1, u2] < Ca1,a2 +
ε

2
and Eb1,b2 ≤ I[v1, v2] < Eb1,b2 +

ε

2
.

Let (v1,R, v2,R) := (v1(· −Re1), v2(· −Re1)). Take some R0 > 0 large enough such that

(supp u1 ∪ supp u2) ∩ (supp v1,R0
∪ supp v2,R0

) = ∅.
Then we have that (u1 + v1,R, u2 + v2,R) ∈ Sa1+b1,a2+b2 ,∀R ≥ R0, and

J [u1 + v1,R, u2 + v2,R] = J [u1, u2] + J [v1,R, v2,R] ≤ J [u1, u2] + I[v1,R, v2,R]

=J [u1, u2] + I[v1, v2] ≤ Ca1,a2 + Eb1,b2 + ε.

By the arbitrary of ε, we obtain that Ca1+b1,a2+b2 ≤ Ca1,a2 + Eb1,b2 . �

Corollary 3.3. For (a1, a2), (b1, b2) ∈ R
2
+ with (b1, b2) 6= (0, 0), then Ca1+b1,a2+b2 < Ca1,a2 and

Ea1+b1,a2+b2 < Ea1,a2 .

Proof. Recalling Lemma 3.1, we have Eb1,b2 < 0 for (b1, b2) 6= (0, 0). Then by Lemma 3.2, one

can see that Ca1+b1,a2+b2 < Ca1,a2 and Ea1+b1,a2+b2 < Ea1,a2 . �

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). Let {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} be

bounded in H with (‖u1,ϑ‖22, ‖u2,ϑ‖22) → (a1, a2) ∈ R
2
+. Then we have

lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ Ca1,a2 (3.4)

and

lim inf
ϑ→∞

I[u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ Ea1,a2 . (3.5)

Proof. We only prove (3.4). If a1 = a2 = 0, then we have that (u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ) → (0, 0) in

L2(RN ) × L2(RN ). Since {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} is bounded in H, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality,

one can see that uι,ϑ → 0 in Lp(RN ) for 2 ≤ p < 2∗ and ι = 1, 2. Hence,
∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx→ 0 as ϑ→ ∞.

By (V H1), we obtain that

lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ 0 = C0,0.
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If a1 = 0 < a2, we have that u1,ϑ → 0 in L2(RN ). Then by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

again, u1,ϑ → 0 in Lp(RN ) for 2 ≤ p < 2∗. By mean value theorem, there exists some

0 ≤ v1,ϑ(x) ≤ u1,ϑ such that
∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx−
∫

RN

G(0, u2,ϑ)dx =

∫

RN

∂1G(v1,θ, u2,ϑ)u1,ϑdx→ 0. (3.6)

Hence,

lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [0, u2,ϑ].

By ‖u2,ϑ‖22 → a2 > 0, without loss of generality, we may assume that ‖u2,ϑ‖2 > 0 for all ϑ ∈ N.

Let v2,ϑ :=
√
a2

‖u2,ϑ‖2u2,ϑ,∀ϑ ∈ N. Then we have that

‖v2,ϑ‖22 = a2, u2,ϑ = tϑv2,ϑ with tϑ → 1. (3.7)

Then we have

‖∇u2,ϑ‖22 − ‖u2,ϑ‖2V2
= t2ϑ[‖∇v2,ϑ‖22 − ‖v2,ϑ‖2V2

] = (1 + o(1))[‖∇v2,ϑ‖22 − ‖v2,ϑ‖2V2
], (3.8)

and by mean value theorem, there exists some ηϑ(x) ∈ [min{tϑ, 1},max{tϑ, 1}] such that
∫

RN

G(0, u2,ϑ)dx−
∫

RN

G(0, v2,ϑ)dx = (tϑ − 1)

∫

RN

∂2G(0, ηϑv2,ϑ)v2,ϑdx→ 0. (3.9)

Hence,

lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [0, v2,ϑ] ≥ C0,a2 .

We remark that the case of a1 > 0 = a2 can be proved similarly as above.

Finally, we consider the case of a1 > 0, a2 > 0. We let

vι,ϑ =

√
aι

‖uι,ϑ‖2
uι,ϑ, and tι,ϑ :=

‖uι,ϑ‖2√
aι

, ι = 1, 2.

Then we have that uι,ϑ = tι,ϑvι,ϑ with ‖vι,ϑ‖22 = aι,∀ϑ ∈ N and tι,ϑ = 1 + o(1) as ϑ → ∞.

Hence, similar to (3.8), for ι = 1, 2, we also have

‖∇uι,ϑ‖22 − ‖uι,ϑ‖2Vι
= (1 + o(1))[‖∇vι,ϑ‖22 − ‖vι,ϑ‖2Vι

]. (3.10)

On the other hand, there exist ηι,ϑ(x) ∈ [min{tι,ϑ, 1},max{tι,ϑ, 1}] such that
∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx−
∫

RN

G(v1,ϑ, v2,ϑ)dx =

∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx−
∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, v2,ϑ)dx

+

∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, v2,ϑ)dx−
∫

RN

G(v1,ϑ, v2,ϑ)dx

=(t2,ϑ − 1)

∫

RN

∂2G(u1,ϑ, η2,ϑv2,ϑ)v2,ϑdx

+ (t1,ϑ − 1)

∫

RN

∂2G(η1,ϑv1,ϑ, v2,ϑ)v1,ϑdx

=o(1).

We obtain that

lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [v1,ϑ, v2,ϑ] ≥ Ca1,a2 .

�
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Corollary 3.5. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). Then Ca1,a2 and

Ea1,a2 is continuous with respect to (a1, a2) ∈ R
2
+.

Proof. We only prove the continuity of Ca1,a2 . Let (a1, a2) ∈ R
2
+. For any sequence

(a1,ϑ, a2,ϑ) ∈ (R2
+) with (a1,ϑ, a2,ϑ) → (a1, a2), we shall prove that

lim
ϑ→∞

Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ = Ca1,a2 . (3.11)

Firstly, ∀ ε > 0,∃ (u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ) ∈ Sa1,ϑ,a2,ϑ such that Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≤ Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ + ε.

Noting that Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ 0, by Lemma 2.4, (u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ) is bounded in H. Then by Lemma 3.4,

we have that

lim inf
ϑ→∞

Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≥ lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ]− ε ≥ Ca1,a2 − ε.

By the arbitrary of ε, we obtain that

lim inf
ϑ→∞

Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≥ Ca1,a2 . (3.12)

If a1 > 0, a2 > 0, we put tι,ϑ =
(
aι,ϑ
aι

) 1

2

, ι = 1, 2. ∀ε > 0,∃ (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 such that

J [u1, u2] ≤ Ca1,a2 + ε. Then (t1,ϑu1, t2,ϑu2) ∈ Sa1,ϑ,a2,ϑ and thus Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ J [t1,ϑu1, t2,ϑu2].

Observing that tι,ϑ = 1 + o(1), ι = 1, 2, we obtain that

lim sup
ϑ→∞

Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ lim sup
ϑ→∞

J [t1,ϑu1, t2,ϑu2] = J [u1, u2] ≤ Ca1,a2 + ε.

By the arbitrary of ε, we obtain that

lim sup
ϑ→∞

Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ Ca1,a2 . (3.13)

Therefore, by (3.12) and (3.13), we obtain that (3.11) holds.

If a1 = a2 = 0, we have Ca1,a2 = 0. By Lemma 3.1, it is trivial that lim supϑ→∞Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ 0,

combing with (3.12), we see that the assertion (3.11) also holds.

If a1 = 0, a2 > 0. Let tϑ :=
(
a2,ϑ
a2

) 1

2

and ω ∈ H1(RN ) such that ‖ω‖22 = 1. For

∀ ε > 0,∃u2 ∈ H1(RN ) such that ‖u2‖22 = a2 and J [0, u2] ≤ C0,a2 + ε. Then we see that

(
√
a1,ϑω, tϑu2) ∈ Sa1,ϑ,a2,ϑ , thus

Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ J [
√
a1,ϑω, tϑu2]. (3.14)

Noting that a1,ϑ → 0, we can prove that

lim sup
ϑ→∞

Ca1,ϑ,a2,ϑ ≤ lim sup
ϑ→∞

J [
√
a1,ϑω, tϑu2] = lim sup

ϑ→∞
J [0, tϑu2]

=J [0, u2] ≤ C0,a2 + ε.

Then by the arbitrary of ε and (3.12), we also prove (3.11).

And the case of a1 > 0, a2 = 0 can be proved similarly. �

Noting that Sa1,a2 is not weak closed, for this reason we introduce a new set

Ba1,a2 :=

{
(u1, u2) ∈ H :

∫

RN

u2ιdx ≤ aι, ι = 1, 2

}
,∀(a1, a2) ∈ R

2
+. (3.15)

Then it is clear that Ba1,a2 is weak closed (compact). Define

Da1,a2 := inf
u∈Ba1,a2

J [u1, u2] and Fa1,a2 := inf
(u1,u2)∈Ba1,a2

I[u1, u2]. (3.16)
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Lemma 3.6. For any (a1, a2) ∈ R
2
+, we have that Ca1,a2 = Da1,a2 and Ea1,a2 = Fa1,a2 .

Proof. We only prove Ca1,a2 = Da1,a2 . The case of (a1, a2) = (0, 0) is trivial. For (a1, a2) 6=
(0, 0), observing that Sa1,a2 ⊂ Ba1,a2 , we have that Da1,a2 ≤ Ca1,a2 . If Da1,a2 6= Ca1,a2 , then

Da1,a2 < Ca1,a2 . And thus there exists some (u1, u2) ∈ Ba1,a2 such that

Da1,a2 ≤ J [u1, u2] < Ca1,a2 .

It is clearly that (u1, u2) ∈ Ba1,a2\Sa1,a2 . Put bι :=
∫
RN u

2
ιdx, ι = 1, 2. Then (u1, u2) ∈ Sb1,b2 .

Furthermore, It is easy to see that aι − bι ≥ 0, ι = 1, 2 and (a1 − b1, a2 − b2) 6= (0, 0). Then it

follows that

Cb1,b2 = inf
(v1,v2)∈Sb1,b2

J [v1, v2] ≤ J [u1, u2] < Ca1,a2 ,

a contradiction to Corollary 3.3. �

For the convenience to estimate the Lagrange multipliers, we prefer to give the following

result directly without proof, which essentially own to Frank H. Clarke(see [14, Theorem 1]).

Proposition 3.7. If (u1, u2) attains Da1,a2 , then there exists λι ≥ 0, ι = 1, 2 such that

J ′[u1, u2] + λ1(u1, 0) + λ2(0, u2) = 0 in H∗.

That is, (u1, u2) solves equation (1.10) with λ1, λ2 ≥ 0. Furthermore, we have

λι(‖uι‖22 − aι) = 0, ι = 1, 2.

4. Radial potential case and Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this Section, we focus on the radial case and prove Theorem 1.3 via the rearrangement

argument. Some properties relate to the rearrangement are provided first.

Remark 4.1. It is easy to see that for any fixed s ∈ R+, ∂1G(s, t) is increasing by t ∈ R+.

Similarly, for any fixed t ∈ R+, ∂2G(s, t) is increasing by s ∈ R+ under the assumption (1.11).

Lemma 4.2. Assume that G(s, t) is given by (1.11). Let u1, u2 be nonnegative functions on

R
N , vanishing at infinity and let u∗1 and u∗2 be their symmetric-decreasing rearrangements.

Then ∫

RN

G(u∗1, u
∗
2)dx ≥

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx. (4.1)

Proof. Noting that G(0, 0) = 0, we have
∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx =

∫

RN

[G(u1, u2)−G(0, u2) +G(0, u2)−G(0, 0)] dx

=

∫

RN

dx

∫ u1(x)

0
∂1G(s, u2(x))ds +

∫

RN

dx

∫ u2(x)

0
∂2G(0, t)dt

=

∫

RN

dx

∫ ∞

0
∂1G(s, u2(x))χ{x:u1(x)>s}(x)ds

+

∫

RN

dx

∫ ∞

0
∂2G(0, t)χ{x:u2(x)>t}(x)dt

=

∫

RN

dx

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
χ{x:∂1G(s,u2(x))>r}(x)χ{x:u1(x)>s}(x)drds
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+

∫

RN

dx

∫ ∞

0
∂2G(0, t)χ{x:u2(x)>t}(x)dt

=

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
|{x : ∂1G(s, u2(x)) > r} ∩ {x : u1(x) > s}| drds

+

∫ ∞

0
∂2G(0, t) |{x : u2(x) > t}| dt.

For r, s ∈ R+, we put

t(r, s) :=

{
sup{t : ∂1G(s, t) ≤ r}, if {t : ∂1G(s, t) ≤ r} 6= ∅,
−∞ if {t : ∂1G(s, t) ≤ r} = ∅.

(4.2)

Then by Remark 4.1, we have that ∂1G(s, u2(x)) > r if and only if u2(x) > t(r, s). So

|{x : ∂1G(s, u2(x)) > r} ∩ {x : u1(x) > s}| = |{x : u2(x) > t(r, s)} ∩ {x : u1(x) > s}| , (4.3)

and thus
∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
|{x : u2(x) > t(r, s)} ∩ {x : u1(x) > s}| drds

+

∫ ∞

0
∂2G(0, t) |{x : u2(x) > t}| dt. (4.4)

Similarly, we have
∫

RN

G(u∗1, u
∗
2)dx =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
|{x : u∗2(x) > t(r, s)} ∩ {x : u∗1(x) > s}| drds

+

∫ ∞

0
∂2G(0, t) |{x : u∗2(x) > t}| dt. (4.5)

Recalling the definition of symmetric-decreasing rearrangement, we have that ∀t, s ≥ 0,




|{x : u∗2(x) > t}| = |{x : u2(x) > t}| ,
|{x : u∗1(x) > s}| = |{x : u1(x) > s}| ,
|{x : u∗2(x) > t(r, s)}| = |{x : u2(x) > t(r, s)}| ,

and thus

|{x : u∗2(x) > t(r, s)} ∩ {x : u∗1(x) > s}|
=min {|{x : u∗2(x) > t(r, s)}| , |{x : u∗1(x) > s}|}
=min {|{x : u2(x) > t(r, s)}| , |{x : u1(x) > s}|}
≥ |{x : u2(x) > t(r, s)} ∩ {x : u1(x) > s}| .

Hence, one can see that ∫

RN

G(u∗1, u
∗
2)dx ≥

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx.

�

We note that under the assumption of (V H2), |Vι(x)|, ι = 1, 2 are symmetric decreasing

functions, i.e.,

−Vι(x) = |Vι(x)| = |Vι|∗(x), ι = 1, 2.
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Then by the simplest rearrangement inequality (see [25, Theorem 3.4]), we have that

‖u∗‖2Vι
=

∫

RN

|Vι(x)|u∗2(x)dx ≥
∫

RN

|Vι(x)|u2(x)dx = ‖u‖2Vι
, ι = 1, 2,∀u ∈ H1(RN ). (4.6)

Define

Crad
a1,a2

:= inf
(u1,u2)∈Srad

a1,a2

J [u1, u2], (4.7)

and

Drad
a1,a2

:= inf
(u1,u2)∈Brad

a1,a2

J [u1, u2], (4.8)

where Srad
a1,a2

:= Sa1,a2 ∩Hrad,Drad
a1,a2

:= Ba1,a2 ∩Hrad. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions (V H2) and (1.11), we have that

Ca1,a2 = Crad
a1,a2

= Da1,a2 = Drad
a1,a2

,∀a1 > 0, a2 > 0.

Proof. It is only need to prove Ca1,a2 = Crad
a1,a2

due to Lemma 3.6. It is trivial that

Crad
a1,a2

≥ Ca1,a2 since Srad
a1,a2

⊂ Sa1,a2 . On the other hand, for any (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 , we have

(u∗1, u
∗
2) ∈ Srad

a1,a2
. Recalling the Pólya-Szegö inequality, we have

∫

RN

|∇u∗ι |2dx ≤
∫

RN

|∇uι|2dx, ι = 1, 2. (4.9)

Under the assumption (V H2), by Lemma 4.2, combining with the formulas (4.6) and (4.9), we

have that

Crad
a1,a2

≤ J [u∗1, u
∗
2] =

1

2

2∑

ι=1

(
‖∇u∗ι ‖22 − ‖u∗ι ‖2Vι

)
−

∫

RN

G(u∗1, u
∗
2)dx

≤1

2

2∑

ι=1

(
‖∇uι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

)
−

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx

=J [u1, u2].

By the arbitrary of (u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 , we obtain the opposite inequality Crad
a1,a2

≤ Ca1,a2 . Hence,

Crad
a1,a2

= Ca1,a2 .

�

Now we are ready to prove our Theorem 1.3: Under the assumptions, by Lemma 4.3

and Remark 2.5-(i), there exists {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} ⊂ Hrad such that ‖uι,ϑ‖22 = aι, ι = 1, 2,∀ϑ ∈ N

and

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] → Ca1,a2 = Da1,a2 as ϑ→ ∞.

Up to a subsequence, we assume that (u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)⇀ (u1, u2) in H and

(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ) → (u1, u2) in L
2
loc(R

N )× L2
loc(R

N ), (u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ) → (u1, u2) a.e. in R
N .

By the Brézis-Lieb lemma [11], we have
∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx =

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx+

∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ − u1, u2,ϑ − u2)dx+ o(1). (4.10)
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Noting that the embedding H1,rad(RN ) →֒→֒ Lq(RN ) is compact for 2 < q < 2∗, provided
N ≥ 2. In particular, if N = 1, we can take {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} as non-increasing functions of |x|.
That is,

uι,ϑ(x) = u∗ι,ϑ(x), ι = 1, 2,∀ϑ ∈ N.

Then up to a subsequence, we can also have that uι,ϑ → uι in Lq(R), ∀2 < q ≤ ∞, ι = 1, 2

(see [33, Proposition 1.7.1]). Essentially, it is due to the fact that

uι,ϑ(x) = uι,ϑ(|x|) ≤ C‖uι,ϑ‖2|x|−
1

2 → 0

as |x| → ∞, uniformly in ϑ ∈ N and ι = 1, 2. So by Lemma 2.1, we have that

lim
ϑ→∞

∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ − u1, u2,ϑ − u2)dx = 0. (4.11)

It follows from (4.10) and (4.11) that

lim
ϑ→∞

∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx =

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx. (4.12)

On the other hand, by the weak lower semi-continuity of norm and lim|x|→∞ Vι(x) = 0, one

can prove that
∫

RN

|∇uι|2 + Vι(x)|uι|2dx ≤ lim inf
ϑ→∞

∫

RN

|∇uι,ϑ|2 + Vι(x)|uι,ϑ|2dx, ι = 1, 2. (4.13)

Hence, by (4.12) and (4.13), we have that

J [u1, u2] ≤ lim
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] = Ca1,a2 = Da1,a2 . (4.14)

It is clear that (u1, u2) ∈ Ba1,a2 . Put bι = ‖uι‖22, ι = 1, 2, then (u1, u2) ∈ Sb1,b2 with

b1 ≤ a1, b2 ≤ a2, and thus

Da1,a2 ≤ Cb1,b2 ≤ J [u1, u2] ≤ Ca1,a2 .

If (u1, u2) ∈ Ba1,a2\Sa1,a2 , we have aι − bι ≥ 0, ι = 1, 2 and (a1 − b1, a2 − b2) 6= (0, 0),

then by Corollary 3.3, we have that Cb1,b2 > Ca1,a2 , a contradiction. Hence, we have that

(u1, u2) ∈ Sa1,a2 with J [u1, u2] = Ca1,a2 . Finally by Proposition 3.7, λι ≥ 0 (ι = 1, 2), and we

finish the proof of Theorem 1.3. �

Corollary 4.4. For any (a1, a2) ∈ R
2
+, Ea1,a2 is attained.

Proof. By taking Vι(x) ≡ 0, ι = 1, 2, then it follows Theorem 1.3 that Ea1,a2 is attained by

some nonnegative symmetric decreasing function of |x|. �

5. The sharp decay estimation of positive solution

In this section, we shall give the sharp decay estimation of the positive solution for the fixed

frequency problem
{
−∆u1 + V1(x)u1 + λ1u1 = ∂1G(u1, u2) in R

N ,

−∆u2 + V2(x)u2 + λ2u2 = ∂2G(u1, u2) in R
N ,

(5.1)

where G(s, t) is given by (1.11) with the parameters satisfying (1.13) and V1, V2 are given

potentials.

The following Lemma is due to Ikoma and Miyamoto [22, Lemma 3.3], which is a variant

of [3, Proposition 1.2]
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Lemma 5.1. (cf. [22]) Let 0 ≤ f(x), g(x) satisfy f, g ∈ C(RN\{0}) ∩ L1(RN ) and

lim
|x|→∞

(1 + |x|)αeβ|x|g(x) = c ∈ [0,∞), f(x) ≤ Ce−γ|x| for each |x| ≥ 1

for some α ≥ 0, 0 ≤ β < γ. Then

lim
r→∞

(1 + r)αeβr
∫

RN

g(rω − y)f(y)dy = c

∫

RN

f(y)eβω·ydy unifromly with respect to ω ∈ SN−1.

Corollary 5.2. Let λ > 0 and Gλ be the Green function of −∆ + λ in R
N . Then for any

0 < ν < λ and t > 0,

lim
r→∞

(1 + r)teνr
∫

RN

Gλ(rω − y)(1 + |y|)−te−ν|y|dy =

∫

RN

Gλ(y)e
νω·ydy > 0 (5.2)

uniformly with respect to ω ∈ SN−1.

Proof. For η = λ−ν
2 > 0, we have ν + η = λ+ν

2 < λ. By comparison principle, one can find

some C > 0 such that

Gλ(x) ≤ Ce−(ν+η)|x| for each |x| ≥ 1.

So we can put g(x) = (1 + |x|)−te−ν|x|, f(x) = Gλ(x). And then apply Lemma 5.1 with

α = t, β = ν, one can see that (5.2) holds uniformly with respect to ω ∈ SN−1. Here we use

the property of convolution [f ⋆g](rω) = [g ⋆f ](rω) and note that c = 1 in this application. �

Lemma 5.3. Let G(s, t) be given by (1.11) with the parameters satisfying (1.13). We simply

write (r1,1, r2,1) by (r1, r2). Then there exists some C > 0 such that
{
∂1G(s, t) ≥ C(sp1−1 + sr1−1tr2)

∂2G(s, t) ≥ C(tq1−1 + sr1tr2−1)
for any (s, t) ∈ R

2
+. (5.3)

Furthermore, for any M > 0, there exists CM > 0 such that
{
∂1G(s, t) ≤ CM

(
sp1−1 + sr1−1(s+ t)r2

)

∂2G(s, t) ≤ CM

(
tq1−1 + tr2−1(s + t)r1

) for (s, t) ∈ [0,M ] × [0,M ]. (5.4)

Proof. It is trivial. �

Basing on (5.3) and (5.4) with p1, q1 > 2, r1, r2 > 1 , we can obtain the sharp decay estimation

of the positive solution for the fixed frequency problem (5.1). Precisely, we have the following

result.

Proposition 5.4. Suppose G(s, t) satisfies (5.3) and (5.4) with p1, q1 > 2, r1, r2 > 1. Assume

V1(x), V2(x) ≤ 0 with lim|x|→∞ Vι(x) = 0, ι = 1, 2. Let (u1, u2) ∈ H be a nonnegative solution

of (5.1) with λ1 > 0, λ2 > 0, Then we have the following sharp decay estimations.

(i) Assume u1 6≡ 0. Put

λ̄1 := min

{
λ1,

r22
(2− r1)2+

λ2

}
.

Then for any 0 < ν2 < λ̄1 < ν1, there exists Cν2 ≥ Cν1 > 0 such that

Cν1e
−√

ν1|x| ≤ u1(x) ≤ Cν2e
−√

ν2|x| in R
N . (5.5)
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In particular, if λ̄1 = λ1, the lower bound can be improved as that there exists some

c1 > 0 such that

c1(1 + |x|)−N−1

2 e−
√
λ1|x| ≤ u1(x) in R

N . (5.6)

(ii) Assume u2 6≡ 0. Put

λ̄2 := min

{
λ2,

r21
(2− r2)2+

λ1

}
.

Then for any 0 < ν2 < λ̄2 < ν1, there exists Cν2 ≥ Cν1 > 0 such that

Cν1e
−√

ν1|x| ≤ u2(x) ≤ Cν2e
−√

ν2|x| in R
N . (5.7)

In particular, if λ̄2 = λ2, the lower bound can be improved as that there exists some

c2 > 0 such that

c2(1 + |x|)−N−1

2 e−
√
λ2|x| ≤ u2(x) in R

N . (5.8)

The proof of this proposition is long but necessary. In order to avoid readers getting lost in

this complex proof detail, we tend to give its proof in the Appendix A.

Corollary 5.5. Suppose G(s, t) satisfying (5.3) and (5.4) with p1, q1 > 2, r1, r2 > 1. Assume

V1(x), V2(x) ≤ 0 with lim|x|→∞ Vι(x) = 0, ι = 1, 2. Let 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2. Suppose that (u1, u2) is a

nonnegative nontrivial solution to (5.1) and (ω1, ω2) is a nonnegative nontrivial solution to
{
−∆ω1 + λ1ω1 = ∂1G(ω1, ω2) in R

N ,

−∆ω2 + λ2ω2 = ∂2G(ω1, ω2) in R
N .

(5.9)

Define

ωι,R(x) := ωι(x−Re1), ι = 1, 2. (5.10)

We have the following conclusions:

(i) If u1 6= 0 and ω1 6= 0, then for any λ ∈ (0, λ1), we can find some c > 0 independent of

λ and another Cλ > 0 such that

c(1 +R)−
N−1

2 e−
√
λ1R ≤

∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx ≤ Cλe
−
√
λR. (5.11)

Furthermore, if λ1 = λ2, and u2 6= 0 and ω2 6= 0, then (5.11) also holds for∫
RN u2ω2,Rdx. And if λ1 < λ2, then we can find some θ1 > 1 and C > 0 such that

∫

RN

u2ω2,Rdx ≤ C

(∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx

)θ1

. (5.12)

(ii) Suppose λ̄2 = λ2. If u2 6= 0 and ω2 6= 0, then for any λ ∈ (0, λ2), we can find some

c > 0 independent of λ and another Cλ > 0 such that

c(1 +R)−
N−1

2 e−
√
λ2R ≤

∫

RN

u2ω2,Rdx ≤ Cλe
−
√
λR. (5.13)

(iii) Suppose λ̄2 < λ2. If u2 6= 0 and ω2 6= 0, then for any 0 < ν1 < λ̄2 < ν2, there exists

Cν1 , Cν2 > 0 such that

Cν2e
−√

ν2R ≤
∫

RN

u2ω2,Rdx ≤ Cν1e
−√

ν1R. (5.14)
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(iv) If u1 6= 0, u2 6= 0, ω1 6= 0 and ω2 6= 0, then for any γ1 ≥ r1, γ2 ≥ r2 with

η ∈ (0,min{r1 − 1, r2 − 1}), there exists some θ = θγ1,γ2,η ∈ (1, 2) such that




∫

RN

u
1+η
1 ω

γ1−1−η
1,R ω

γ2
2,R = o

(
(

∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx)
θ

)
,

∫

RN

u
1+η
2 ω

γ1
1,Rω

γ2−1−η
2,R = o

(
(

∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx)
θ

)
.

(5.15)

Proof. (i) When λ1 ≤ λ2, by Proposition 5.4, we see that λ̄1 = λ1. And then for any λ ∈ (0, λ1),

we have

lim
|x|→∞

e
√
λ|x|u1(x) = 0, ω1(x) ≤ Cλe

−
√

λ+λ1
2 in R

N .

Then by Lemma 5.1, we have that

lim
R→∞

e
√
λR

∫

RN

u1(Rω − y)ω1(y)dy = 0 uniformly with respect to ω ∈ SN−1.

It follows that ∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx = o(e−
√
λR) as R→ ∞.

Hence, we can find some Cλ > 0 such that
∫
RN u1ω1,Rdx ≤ Cλe

−
√
λR. On the other hand, by

Proposition 5.4 again, there exists some c > 0 such that

c(1 + |x|)−N−1

2 e−
√
λ1|x| ≤ u1(x), ce

−
√
λ1+1|x| ≤ ω1(x).

Then by Lemma 5.1 again, we have that

(1 +R)
N−1

2 e
√
λ1R

∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx

=(1 +R)
N−1

2 e
√
λ1R

∫

RN

u1(x+Re1)ω1(x)dx

≥c2(1 +R)
N−1

2 e
√
λ1R

×
∫

RN

(1 + |x+Re1|)−
N−1

2 e−
√
λ1|x+Re1|e−

√
λ1+1|x|dx

→c2
∫

RN

e−
√
λ1+1|x|e

√
λ1e1·ydy > 0.

Hence, the assertion of (5.11) holds.

Finally, if λ1 < λ2, we can take ε > 0 small such that λ1 + 3ε < λ̄2. Then, we have that

0 ≤ u2(x) ≤ Ce−
√
λ1+2ε|x|, ω2(x) ≤ Ce−

√
λ1+3ε|x|.

Hence, Lemma 5.1 yields σ2,R = o(e−
√
λ1+εR) as R→ +∞. Thus, we can find some θ1 > 1 and

C > 0 such that (5.12) holds.

(ii) When λ̄2 = λ2, by Proposition 5.4, (5.13) can be proved as (5.11).

(iii) Suppose λ̄2 < λ2. Then for any 0 < ν1 < λ̄2 < ν2, we can find some C, c > 0 such that

lim
|x|→∞

u2(x)e
√
ν1|x| = 0, ω2(x) ≤ Ce−

√

ν1+λ̄2
2

|x| in R
N ,

and

ce−
√
ν2|x| ≤ u2(x), ce

−
√
ν2+1|x| ≤ ω2(x).
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We have that

lim
R→+∞

e
√
ν1R

∫

RN

u2ω2,Rdx = 0

and

e
√
ν2R

∫

RN

u2ω2,Rdx ≥c2e
√
ν2R

∫

RN

e−
√
ν2|x|e−

√
ν2+1|x−Re1|dx

=c2e
√
ν2R

∫

RN

e−
√
ν2|x+Re1|e−

√
ν2+1|x|dx

→c2
∫

RN

e−
√
ν2+1|x|e−

√
ν2e1·xdx > 0 as R→ +∞.

Hence, there exists Cν1 > 0, Cν2 > 0 such that (5.14) holds.

(iv) Thanks to 1+η > 1, γ1−1−η+ r2 > r2 > 1 and Proposition 5.4, we may find an η1 > 0

such that

ω
γ1−1−η
1 ω

γ2
2 (x) + u

1+η
1 (x) ≤ Ce−

√
λ1+η1|x|. (5.16)

Therefore, exploiting Lemma 5.1, combining with the conclusion (i) above (see formula (5.11)),

we can find some θ̃1 ∈ (1, 2) such that
∫

RN

u
1+η
1 ω

γ1−1−η
1,R ω

γ2
2,R = o

(
(

∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx)
θ̃1

)
.

Similarly, we may find some θ̃2 ∈ (1, 2) such that
∫

RN

u
1+η
2 ω

γ1
1,Rω

γ2−1−η
2,R = o

(
(

∫

RN

u1ω1,Rdx)
θ̃2

)
.

Then we can take θ := min{θ̃1, θ̃2}. �

Remark 5.6. We emphasize that Vι(x) ≡ 0 is within our consideration in Proposition 5.4.

6. The strict binding inequality

In this Section, we shall prove the strict binding inequality associated with the functionals

J and I basing on sharp decay estimations of the positive solutions for the fixed frequency

problem (5.1) obtained in Section 5.

Lemma 6.1. (cf. [3, Lemma 2.1]) If p > 2, there exists some Cp > 0 such that for any a, b ≥ 0,

(a+ b)p ≥ ap + bp + pap−1b+ pabp−1 − Cpa
p
2 b

p
2 . (6.1)

In [22], Ikoma and Miyamoto gave the interaction estimation for the couples terms

(a1 + b1)
γ1(a2 + b2)

γ2 with γ1 = γ2 > 1. In present paper, we shall give the interaction

estimation for the general couples terms (a1 + b1)
γ1(a2 + b2)

γ2 , that γ1 6= γ2 is allowed.

Lemma 6.2. Let γ1 > 1, γ2 > 1. For any 0 < η < min{γ1, γ2} − 1, There exists some

Cγ1,γ2,η > 0 such that for any (x, y) ∈ R
2
+,

(1 + x)γ1(1 + y)γ2 ≥1 + xγ1yγ2 + γ1x+ γ2y

− Cγ1,γ2,η

(
xγ1−1−ηyγ2 + xγ1yγ2−1−η

)
. (6.2)
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Proof. Observing that for γ > 1, one can see that

{
xγ−1 < γ, ∀ 0 < x < γ

1

γ−1 ,

xγ−1 > γ, ∀ x > γ
1

γ−1 .

Then for any (x, y) ∈
[
0, γ

1

γ1−1

1

]
×

[
0, γ

1

γ2−1

2

]
, by Bernoulli inequality,

(1 + x)γ1(1 + y)γ2 ≥(1 + γ1x)(1 + γ2y)

=1 + γ1x+ γ2y + (γ1x) · (γ2y)
≥1 + γ1x+ γ2y + xγ1yγ2 ,

the assertion (6.2) holds.

For (x, y) ∈ (γ
1

γ1−1

1 ,∞)× (γ
1

γ2−1

2 ,∞), we can take C = Cγ1,γ2,η large enough such that

2

C
< min

{
γ

γ1−1−η

γ1−1

1 , γ

γ2−1−η

γ2−1

2

}
.

And then

C
(
xγ1−1−ηyγ2 + xγ1yγ2−1−η

)
≥ 2yγ2 + 2xγ1 > 1 + γ1x+ γ2y.

Since (1 + x)γ1(1 + y)γ2 > xγ1yγ2 , we have that

(1 + x)γ1(1 + y)γ2 > 1 + γ1x+ γ2y + xγ1yγ2 − C
(
xγ1−1−ηyγ2 + xγ1yγ2−1−η

)
.

Hence the assertion (6.2) also holds.

For y ∈ (γ
1

γ2−1

2 ,+∞), by the mean value theorem, there exists some z ∈ [y, y + 1] such that

(1 + y)γ2 − yγ2 = γ2z
γ2−1 ≥ γ2y

γ2−1 > γ22 > 1,

which implies that (1 + y)γ2 > 1 + yγ2 . So if (x, y) ∈ [0, γ
1

γ1−1

1 ]× (γ
1

γ2−1

2 ,+∞), we have

(1 + x)γ1(1 + y)γ2 >(1 + γ1x) · (1 + yγ2)

=1 + γ1x+ γ1xy
γ2 + yγ2

≥1 + γ1x+ xγ1yγ2 + γ2y.

Hence, the assertion (6.2) also holds. The case of (x, y) ∈ (γ
1

γ1−1

1 ,+∞) × [0, γ
1

γ2−1

2 ] can be

proved similarly. �

Corollary 6.3. Let γ1 > 1, γ2 > 1. For any 0 < η < min{γ1, γ2} − 1, There exists some

Cγ1,γ2,η > 0 such that for any aι, bι ≥ 0, ι = 1, 2,

(a1 + b1)
γ1(a2 + b2)

γ2 ≥ a
γ1
1 a

γ2
2 + γ1a

γ1−1
1 a

γ2
2 b1 + γ2a

γ1
1 a

γ2−1
2 b2 + b

γ1
1 b

γ2
2

−Cγ1,γ2,η

{
a
1+η
1 b

γ1−1−η
1 b

γ2
2 + a

1+η
2 b

γ2−1−η
2 b

γ1
1

}
.

(6.3)

Furthermore, if a1 = 0 or b1 = 0, we have that

(a1 + b1)
γ1(a2 + b2)

γ2 ≥ a
γ1
1 a

γ2
2 + γ1a

γ1−1
1 a

γ2
2 b1 + γ2a

γ1
1 a

γ2−1
2 b2 + b

γ1
1 b

γ2
2 . (6.4)
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Proof. If (a1 + b1) = 0 or (a2 + b2) = 0, it is trivial. So we only need to consider the case of

(a1 + b1) > 0 and (a2 + b2) > 0. Therefore, without loss of generality, we can assume that

a1 > 0 and a2 > 0, since aι, bι ≥ 0, ι = 1, 2. By putting x = b1
a1
, y = b2

a2
in (6.2), we can get the

inequalities (6.3).

In particular, if b1 = 0, then

−Cγ1,γ2,η

{
a
1+η
1 b

γ1−1−η
1 b

γ2
2 + a

1+η
2 b

γ2−1−η
2 b

γ1
1

}
= 0,

and thus (6.4) holds. If a1 = 0, by bγ11 (a2 + b2)
γ2 ≥ b

γ1
1 b

γ2
2 , (6.4) also holds. �

Put aι := ‖uι‖22, bι := ‖ωι‖22. Define

ωι,R := ωι(· −Re1), ι = 1, 2, (6.5)

σι,R :=

∫

RN

uιωι,Rdx, ι = 1, 2. (6.6)

We remark that if uι ≡ 0 or ωι ≡ 0, we have that σι,R ≡ 0,∀R ∈ R+. If uι 6≡ 0 and ωι 6≡ 0, by

the strong maximum principle, it holds that uι(x) > 0, ωι(x) > 0 in R
N . And thus

σι,R > 0 and σι,R → 0 as R→ ∞. (6.7)

Let

τ2ι,R :=
aι + bι

aι + bι + 2σι,R
= 1− 2

aι + bι
σι,R +O(σ2ι,R) (6.8)

and τι,R = 1 if σι,R = 0. Then one can see that

τι,R = 1− 1

aι + bι
σι,R +O(σ2ι,R) (6.9)

and

‖τι,R(uι + ωι,R)‖22 = aι + bι, ι = 1, 2. (6.10)

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11) with the parameters

satisfying (1.13). Let 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2. Assume that (u1, u2) 6= (0, 0) is a nonnegative solution to

(5.1) and (ω1, ω2) 6= (0, 0) is a nonnegative solution to (5.9). We have the following interaction

estimation.

(i) For i = 1, 2, · · · , ℓ, there exists some θ(pi) ∈ (1, 2) such that

− µi

pi
τ
pi
1,R

∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
pidx

≤− µi

pi

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]
− µi

∫

RN

[
u
pi−1
1 ω1,R + u1ω

pi−1
1,R

]
dx

+
µiσ1,R

a1 + b1

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]
+ o(σ

θ(pi)
1,R ).

(ii) For j = 1, 2, · · · ,m, there exists some θ(qj) ∈ (1, 2) such that

− νj

qj
τ
qj
2,R

∫

RN

(u2 + ω2,R)
qjdx

≤− νj

qj

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
− νj

∫

RN

[
u
qj−1
2 ω2,R + u2ω

qj−1
2,R

]
dx

+
νjσ2,R

a2 + b2

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
+ o(σ

θ(qj)
2,R ).
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(iii) If σ1,R > 0, for k = 1, 2, · · · , n, there exists some θ = θ(r1,k, r2,k) ∈ (1, 2) such that

− βkτ
r1,k
1,R τ

r2,k
2,R

∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
r1,k(u2 + ω2,R)

r2,kdx

≤− βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r1,ku

r1,k−1
1 u

r2,k
2 ω1,R + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

+
βkr1,k

a1 + b1
σ1,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

+
βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx+ o(σθ1,R)

And if σ1,R = 0, for k = 1, 2, · · · , n, there exists some θ = θ(r1,k, r2,k) ∈ (1, 2) such

that

− βkτ
r1,k
1,R τ

r2,k
2,R

∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
r1,k(u2 + ω2,R)

r2,kdx

≤− βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

+
βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx+ o(σθ2,R).

This lemma gives a good intersection estimation, which plays a crucial role in the proof of

strict binding inequality. Its proof required a sequence of complicated calculations. We shall

give the details in Appendix B. Basing on these estimations, we obtain the following strict

binding inequality. The proof of the following proposition will be given in Appendix C.

Proposition 6.5. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11) with the parameters

satisfying (1.13). Let 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2. Suppose that (u1, u2) 6= (0, 0) is a nonnegative solution

to (5.1) and (ω1, ω2) 6= (0, 0) is a nonnegative solution to (5.9). Then there exists some

(φ1, φ2) ∈ H such that

(‖φ1‖22, ‖φ2‖22) = (‖u1‖22 + ‖ω1‖22, ‖u2‖22 + ‖ω2‖22) and J [φ1, φ2] < J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2]. (6.11)

7. Compactness analysis and Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we shall apply the standard concentration compactness argument to prove

Theorem 1.4.

Remark 7.1. We remark that for a1 > 0, a2 > 0, Sa1,a2 is a Hilbert manifold with

codimension 2. And for any minimizing sequence {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)}∞ϑ=1 ⊂ Sa1,a2 , by Ekeland’s

variational principle for J and {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} on Sa1,a2 , there exist {(v1,ϑ, v2,ϑ)} ⊂ Sa1,a2 and

{λ1,ϑ}, {λ2,ϑ} ⊂ R such that

‖(u1,ϑ − v1,ϑ, u2,ϑ − v2,ϑ)‖H → 0

and

J ′[v1,ϑ, v2,ϑ] + λ1,ϑ(v1,ϑ, 0) + λ2,ϑ(0, v2,ϑ) → 0 strongly in H∗ as ϑ→ ∞.

See also [22, Lemma 2.3].
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For a1 > 0, a2 > 0. Let us take any minimizing sequence {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)}∞ϑ=1 ⊂ Sa1,a2 for Ca1,a2 .

Since J [u1, u2] = J [|u1|, |u2|], {(|u1,ϑ|, |u2,ϑ)|}∞ϑ=1 is also a minimizing sequence. Hence, we may

suppose that {uι,ϑ} (ι = 1, 2, ϑ ∈ N) are nonnegative functions. By Remark 7.1, without loss

of generality, we may suppose further that

J ′[u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] + (λ1,ϑu1,ϑ, λ2,ϑu2,ϑ) → 0 in H∗. (7.1)

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that (V H1) holds and G(s, t) is given by (1.11). For any given a1 >

0, a2 > 0, let {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)}∞ϑ=1 ⊂ Sa1,a2 be a minimizing sequence such that uι,ϑ, ι = 1, 2, ϑ ∈ N

are nonnegative functions and (7.1) holds, then {(λ1,ϑ, λ2,ϑ)} is bounded.

Proof. Recalling that {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} are bounded in H (see Remark 2.5), by

λ1,ϑ = −J
′[u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ](u1,ϑ, 0)

a1
,

we see that {λ1,ϑ}∞ϑ=1 is bounded. Similarly, by

λ2,ϑ = −J
′[u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ](0, u2,ϑ)

a2
,

we obtain that {λ2,ϑ}∞ϑ=1 is also bounded. �

Lemma 7.3. Under the assumptions of Lemma 7.2, let QN := [0, 1]N . Then

lim inf
ϑ→∞

sup
y∈RN

‖uι,ϑ‖L2(QN+y) > 0, ι = 1, 2. (7.2)

Proof. We only prove the case of ι = 1. And the case of ι = 2 can be proved in a same way.

Let us suppose

sup
y∈RN

‖u1,ϑ‖L2(QN+y) → 0 as ϑ→ ∞.

Then we infer that u1,ϑ → 0 strongly in Lp(RN ) for any 2 < p < 2∗ (See [38, Lemma 1.21]).

Therefore, similar to (3.6), we can prove that

lim inf
ϑ→∞

∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx = lim inf
ϑ→∞

G(0, u2,ϑ)dx, (7.3)

which implies that

Ca1,a2 = lim
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [0, u2,ϑ] ≥ C0,a2 . (7.4)

On the other hand, by Corollary 3.3 and a1 > 0, we have that Ca1,a2 < C0,a2 , a

contradiction. �

Lemma 7.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma 7.2, up to a subsequence, we assume that

(λ1,ϑ, λ2,ϑ) → (λ1, λ2). If N ≥ 5, we suppose further (1.13) and (1.14). Then λ1 > 0, λ2 > 0.

Proof. We only prove λ1 > 0. From Lemma 7.3, we deduce that there exists yϑ ∈ R
N such

that lim inf
ϑ→∞

‖φϑ(x)‖L2(QN ) =: δ > 0, where φϑ(x) := u1,ϑ(x + yϑ). Up to a subsequence, there

exists some 0 6≡ φ0(x) ≥ 0 in R
N such that φϑ(x)⇀ φ0(x) in H

1(RN ). If λ1 ≤ 0, we have that

−∆φ0 ≥ µ1φ
p1−1
0 in R

N . (7.5)

By the strong maximum principle, φ0 > 0 in R
N . However, if 1 ≤ N ≤ 4, (7.5) implies that

−∆φ0 > 0 in R
N , φ0 ∈ L2(RN ), (7.6)
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a contradiction to [20, Lemma A.2]. If N ≥ 5, by (1.14), we see that p1 − 1 ≤ N
N−2 . Then

follows by [34, Theorem 8.4] that (7.5) does not have any positive solution, also a contradiction.

Hence, we prove that λ1 > 0. �

In the following, without loss of generality, we may assume that 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2, (u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)⇀

(u1, u2) weakly in H and λι,ϑ → λι, ι = 1, 2. Remark that ‖uι‖22 ≤ aι, ι = 1, 2, and notice that

(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ) → (u1, u2) strongly in L2(RN )× L2(RN )

if (‖u1‖22, ‖u2‖22) = (a1, a2). Recalling {(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)} is bounded in H, by the well known Brezis-

Lieb Lemma and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, one can prove that
∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx→
∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx. (7.7)

On the other hand, by Vι(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞ and the weak lower semicontinuity of norm, it

follows that

Ca1,a2 = lim
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ]

= lim
ϑ→∞

{
2∑

ι=1

[
‖∇uι,ϑ‖22 − ‖uι,ϑ‖2Vι

]
−

∫

RN

G(u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ)dx

}

≥
2∑

ι=1

[
‖∇uι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

]
−

∫

RN

G(u1, u2)dx

=J [u1, u2] ≥ Ca1,a2 .

Therefore, (u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ) → (u1, u2) strongly in H and J [u1, u2] = Ca1,a2 .

Proof of Theorem 1.4: It is sufficient to prove that (‖u1‖22, ‖u2‖22) = (a1, a2). We argue by

contradiction and suppose that

(‖u1‖22, ‖u2‖22) =: (b1, b2) 6= (a1, a2).

Firstly we prove

Lemma 7.5. (u1, u2) 6= (0, 0) and (b1, b2) 6= (0, 0).

Proof. Suppose that (u1, u2) = (0, 0), then we also have (b1, b2) = (0, 0). Remark that uι,ϑ → 0

in Lp
loc(R

N ) for 2 ≤ p < 2∗ and ι = 1, 2. So by Vι(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, one can prove that

‖uι,ϑ‖2Vι
→ 0 as ϑ→ ∞, ι = 1, 2.

Hence,

Ca1,a2 = lim
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] = lim
ϑ→∞

I[u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] ≥ Ea1,a2 ,

a contradiction to Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 4.4. �

Secondly we prove

Lemma 7.6. Let QN := [0, 1]N . Then

lim inf
ϑ→∞

sup
y∈RN

[
‖u1,ϑ − u1‖L2(QN+y) + ‖u2,ϑ − u2‖L2(QN+y)

]
> 0. (7.8)
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Proof. Suppose that lim inf
ϑ→∞

sup
y∈RN

[
‖u1,ϑ − u1‖L2(QN+y) + ‖u2,ϑ − u2‖L2(QN+y)

]
= 0. Then by

[38, Lemma 1.21] again, we have that uι,ϑ → uι strongly in Lp(RN ) for any 2 < p < 2∗ and

ι = 1, 2. On the other hand, Vι(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞ and uι,ϑ → uι in L2
loc(R

N ) for ι = 1, 2.

Therefore,

Cb1,b2 ≤ J [u1, u2] ≤ lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ] = Ca1,a2 , (7.9)

a contradiction to Corollary 3.3, due to the fact (0, 0) 6= (a1 − b1, a2 − b2) ∈ R
2
+. �

Then by Lemma 7.6, we may find yϑ ∈ R
N such that |yϑ| → ∞ and up to a subsequence,

‖u1,ϑ‖L2(QN+yϑ) + ‖u2,ϑ‖L2(QN+yϑ) → c0 > 0.

So we may assume that
(
u1,ϑ(·+ yϑ), u2,ϑ(·+ yϑ)

)
⇀ (ω1, ω2) weakly in H. We remark that

(ω1, ω2) 6≡ (0, 0). (7.10)

By |yϑ| → ∞, one can prove that

‖uι,ϑ − uι − ωι(· − yϑ)‖22 = ‖uι,ϑ‖22 − ‖uι‖22 − ‖ωι‖22 + o(1), ι = 1, 2. (7.11)

In particular, put cι := ‖ωι‖22, ι = 1, 2. Then we have

cι := ‖ωι‖22 ≤ lim inf
ϑ→∞

(
‖uι,ϑ‖22 − ‖uι‖22

)
= aι − bι, ι = 1, 2. (7.12)

Next, we show

Lemma 7.7. (a1, a2) = (b1, b2) + (c1, c2), J [u1, u2] = Cb1,b2 , I[ω1, ω2] = Ec1,c2 and

Ca1,a2 = Cb1,b2 + Ec1,c2 . (7.13)

Proof. Suppose that

lim
ϑ→∞

2∑

ι=1

‖uι,ϑ − uι − ωι(· − yϑ)‖22 > 0.

Then we see that

(b1 + c1, b2 + c2) 6= (a1, a2).

By Brezis-Lieb Lemma again, combing with (7.11) and Vι(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, one can prove

that

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ]− J [u1, u2]− J [ω1(· − yϑ), ω2(· − yϑ)]

− J [u1,ϑ − u1 − ω1(· − yϑ), u2,ϑ − u2 − ω2(· − yϑ)] → 0, (7.14)

and

lim
ϑ→∞

J [ω1(· − yϑ), ω2(· − yϑ)] = I[ω1, ω2] ≥ Ec1,c2 . (7.15)

Put δι := limϑ→∞ ‖uι,ϑ − uι − ωι(· − yϑ)‖22, then by (7.11), we have

δι = aι − bι − cι ≥ 0, ι = 1, 2. (7.16)
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Since uι,ϑ − uι −ωι(· − yϑ) → 0 in Lp
loc(R

N ) for 2 ≤ p < 2∗ and Vι(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, we have

that

J [u1,ϑ − u1 − ω1(· − yϑ), u2,ϑ − u2 − ω2(· − yϑ)]

− I[u1,ϑ − u1 − ω1(· − yϑ), u2,ϑ − u2 − ω2(· − yϑ)]

=− 1

2

2∑

ι=1

‖uι,ϑ − uι − ωι(· − yϑ)‖2Vι
→ 0.

And then it follows Lemma 3.4 that

lim inf
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ − u1 − ω1(· − yϑ), u2,ϑ − u2 − ω2(· − yϑ)]

= lim inf
ϑ→∞

I[u1,ϑ − u1 − ω1(· − yϑ), u2,ϑ − u2 − ω2(· − yϑ)] ≥ Eδ1,δ2 . (7.17)

By the formulas (7.14)- (7.17), we have that

Ca1,a2 = lim
ϑ→∞

J [u1,ϑ, u2,ϑ]

= lim
ϑ→∞

{J [u1, u2] + J [ω1(· − yϑ), ω2(· − yϑ)]

+J [u1,ϑ − u1 − ω1(· − yϑ), u2,ϑ − u2 − ω2(· − yϑ)]} (7.18)

≥Cb1,b2 + Ec1,c2 + Eδ1,δ2 .

However, by Corollary 4.4, we may assume that Ec1,c2 and Eδ1,δ2 are attained by some

nonnegative symmetry decreasing functions (φ1, φ2) and (ψ1, ψ2) respectively. We recall the

coupled rearrangement of u and v, which is introduced by M. Shibata [35]. Then one can see

that

(φ1 ⋆ ψ1, φ2 ⋆ ψ2) ∈ Sc1+δ1,c2+δ2

and

Ec1+δ1,c2+δ2 ≤ I[φ1 ⋆ ψ1, φ2 ⋆ ψ2] < I[φ1, φ2] + I[ψ1, ψ2] = Ec1,c2 + Eδ1,δ2 ,

see [35, Theorem 2.4].

Therefore,

Cb1,b2 + Ec1,c2 + Eδ1,δ2 > Cb1,b2 + Ec1+δ1,c2+δ2 ≥ Cb1+c1+δ1,b2+c2+δ2 = Ca1,a2 ,

a contradiction to (7.18). Hence, we prove that δι = 0, ι = 1, 2. That is,

(a1, a2) = (b1, b2) + (c1, c2).

Again by (7.15), (7.18) and

Cb1,b2 + Ec1,c2 ≥ Cb1+c1,b2+c2 = Ca1,a2 ,

we see that

J [u1, u2] = Cb1,b2 , I[ω1, ω2] = Ec1,c2 and Ca1,a2 = Cb1,b2 + Ec1,c2 .

�

Now, we see that on the contrary hypothesis (b1, b2) 6= (a1, a2), we obtain that (0, 0) 6=
(u1, u2), (0, 0) 6= (ω1, ω2). Recalling (7.1), |yϑ| → ∞ and Vι(x) → 0 as |x| → ∞, we see that
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(u1, u2) 6= (0, 0) is a nonnegative solution to (5.1) and (ω1, ω2) 6= (0, 0) is a nonnegative solution

to (5.9). Then by Proposition 6.5, there exists some (φ1, φ2) ∈ H such that

(‖φ1‖22, ‖φ2‖22) = (‖u1‖22 + ‖ω1‖22, ‖u2‖22 + ‖ω2‖22) and J [φ1, φ2] < J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2].

We see that (φ1, φ2) ∈ Sa1,a2 . On the other hand, by Lemma 7.7, we have J [u1, u2] = Cb1,b2

and I[ω1, ω2] = Ec1,c2 . Hence,

Ca1,a2 ≤ J [φ1, φ2] < J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2] = Cb1,b2 +Ec1,c2 ,

a contradiction to (7.13).

To sum up, we can prove that (b1, b2) = (a1, a2) and J [u1, u2] = Ca1,a2 .

8. Appendix A

In this appendix, we give the detailed proof of Proposition 5.4.

Without loss of generality, we assume that 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2. By r1, r2 > 1, we have that λ̄1 = λ1

and λ̄2 = min
{
λ2,

r2
1

(2−r2)2+
λ1

}
.

(i) Put u(x) := u1(x) + u2(x), we have that

−∆u+ λ1u =∂1G(u1, u2) + ∂2G(u1, u2)− V1(x)u1 − V2(x)u2 + (λ1 − λ2)u2

≤∂1G(u1, u2) + ∂2G(u1, u2)− V1(x)u1 − V2(x)u2.

It follows from V1(x), V2(x) ≤ 0 that

−∆u+ [λ1 + V1(x) + V2(x)]u ≤ ∂1G(u1, u2) + ∂2G(u1, u2). (A.1)

We can take some R1 > 0 large enough such that

u(x) := u1(x) + u2(x) < 1 for |x| ≥ R1.

By (5.4), we have that

∂1G(u1, u2) + ∂2G(u1, u2) ≤C1

(
u
p1−1
1 + ur1−1

1 (u1 + u2)
r2 + u

q1−1
2 + ur2−1

2 (u1 + u2)
r1
)

≤CR1
up for |x| ≥ R1,

where p := min{p1 − 1, q1 − 1, r1 + r2 − 1} > 1. Then by (A.1), we obtain that

−∆u+ [λ1 + V1(x) + V2(x)−CR1
up−1]u ≤ 0 for |x| ≥ R1. (A.2)

So for any 0 < ν2 < λ1, by lim
|x|→∞

Vι(x) = 0, ι = 1, 2, we can take some R2 > R1 such that

λ1 + V1(x) + V2(x)− CR1
up−1 > ν2 for |x| ≥ R2.

Hence, we have

−∆u+ ν2u ≤ 0 in Bc
R2
. (A.3)

Then by the comparison principle, we have that u(x) ≤ Ce−
√
ν2|x| in Bc

R2
. Therefore, we can

find some Cν2 > 0 such that u1(x) ≤ u(x) ≤ Cν2e
−√

ν2|x| in R
N .

On the other hand, by (5.3), we see that ∂1G(u1, u2) ≥ 0, and thus

−∆u1 + λ1u1 = ∂1G(u1, u2)− V1(x)u1 ≥ 0 = −∆Gλ1
+ λ1Gλ1

in R
N ,
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where Gλ1
is the Green function for −∆+λ1 in R

N . It is known (see [16,22] for instance) that
{
Gλ1

∈ C(RN\{0}) ∩ L1(RN ), Gλ1
(x) > 0 in R

N\{0},
lim|x|→∞Gλ1

(x)|x|N−1

2 e
√
λ1|x| = γ0 ∈ (0,∞).

(A.4)

Using the comparison principle again, one can prove that

c1(1 + |x|)−N−1

2 e−
√
λ1|x| ≤ u1(x) for all x ∈ R

N and some c1 > 0,

and hence (5.6) holds. Noting that for any ν1 > λ1, it is trivial to find some Cν1 > 0 such that

Cν1e
−√

ν1|x| ≤ c1(1 + |x|)−N−1

2 e−
√
λ1|x| in R

N .

Hence, for any 0 < ν2 < λ1 < ν1, we can find some Cν1 , Cν2 > 0 such that

Cν1e
−√

ν1|x| ≤ u1(x) ≤ Cν2e
−√

ν2|x| in R
N .

We note that Cν2 ≥ Cν1 is trivial by putting x = 0. Hence, (5.5) holds and we finish the proof

of (i).

(ii) We note that (5.8) is trivial by the proof of (i). Next, we focus on the proof of (5.7).

We divide the proof into different cases.

Case for r2 ≥ 2: In this case, we have that λ̄2 = λ2. Firstly, we take some R1 > 0 large

enough such that

u1(x) + u2(x) ≤ 1, ∂2G(u1, u2) ≤ C1(u
q1−1
2 + ur2−1

2 [u1 + u2]
r1) for |x| ≥ R1.

It follows that

−∆u2 + [λ2 + V2(x)− C1u
q1−2
2 − C1u

r2−2
2 [u1 + u2]

r1 ]u2 ≤ 0 for |x| ≥ R1. (A.5)

By r2 ≥ 2, we have that

lim
|x|→∞

[
λ2 + V2(x)− C1u2(x)

q1−2 − C1u2(x)
r2−2[u1(x) + u2(x)]

r1
]
= λ2.

So for any 0 < ν2 < λ2, by the comparison principle, we can find some Cν2 > 0 such that

u2(x) ≤ Cν2e
−√

ν2|x| in R
N .

And we note that the lower bound can be proved as (i). Hence, (5.7) holds for r2 ≥ 2.

Case for 1 < r2 < 2: We firstly prove the upper bound of u2(x) in (5.7). Noting that we

can find some C > 0 such that

∂2G(u1(x), u2(x)) ≤ C
{
u2(x)

q1−1 + u2(x)
r2−1[u1(x) + u2(x)]

r1
}

in R
N .

Put f0(x) := ∂2G(u1(x), u2(x)). Observing that for any λ ∈ (0, λ1), there exists some Cλ such

that u1(x) + u2(x) ≤ Cλe
−
√
λ|x| in R

N . So we see that

f0(x) ≤ Cλ(e
−(q1−1)

√
λ|x| + e−(r1+r2−1)

√
λ|x|).

Since both q1 − 1 > 1 and r1 + r2 − 1 > 1, we can take ε ∈ (0, λ1

2 ) small enough, such that
√
ξ1,ε := min{(q1 − 1)

√
λ1 − ε, (r1 + r2 − 1)

√
λ1 − ε} >

√
λ1.

Noting that

−∆e−
√
ν|x| + (λ2 + V2(x))e

−√
ν|x| =

(
λ2 + V2(x)− ν − N − 1

|x|
√
ν

)
e−

√
ν|x|, (A.6)
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for any ν ∈ (0,min{λ2, ξ1,ε}), one can find some Rν > 0 large enough such that
(
λ2 + V2(x)− ν − N − 1

|x|
√
ν

)
e−

√
ν|x| ≥ f0(x) for |x| ≥ Rν . (A.7)

Then by the comparison principle again, one can prove that for any ν ∈ (0,min{λ2, ξ1,ε}), there
exists some Cν > 0 such that

u2(x) ≤ Cνe
−√

ν|x| in R
N . (A.8)

In particular, if ξ1,ε < λ2, one can improve the statement that

u2(x) ≤ Cεe
−
√

ξ1,ε|x| in R
N . (A.9)

So if ξ1,ε ≥ λ2, the upper bound of u2(x) in (5.7) holds. If ξ1,ε < λ2, noting that ξ1,ε > λ1,

so by such argument, we can improve the decay of u2 from e−
√
λ|x| with λ ∈ (0, λ1) to e

−
√
λ|x|

with λ ∈ (0, ξ1,ε). For each ε ∈ (0, λ1

2 ), we set

√
ξn+1,ε := min

{
(q1 − 1)

√
ξn,ε, r1

√
λ1 − ε+ (r2 − 1)

√
ξn,ε

}
. (A.10)

Suppose that ξn,ε < λ2, then we have f0(x) ≤ Cn+1,εe
−
√

ξn+1,ε|x| in R
N . Apply a similar

argument as (A.6)-(A.9), one can prove that for any ν ∈ (0,min{λ2, ξn+1,ε}),

u2(x) ≤ Cνe
−√

ν|x| in R
N . (A.11)

In particular, if ξn+1,ε < λ2,

u2(x) ≤ Cεe
−
√

ξn+1,ε|x| in R
N . (A.12)

By solving the equation

r1
√
λ1 + (r2 − 1)

√
t =

√
t, (A.13)

we have that t =
r2
1

(2−r2)2
λ1. So if λ3 :=

r2
1

(2−r2)2
λ1 > λ2, we can take ε0 > 0 small enough such

that
r2
1

(2−r2)2
(λ1 − ε0) > λ2. Since q1 − 1 > 1, we have that

√
s < (q1 − 1)

√
s for any s > 0 (A.14)

and
√
s < r1

√
λ1 − ε0 + (r2 − 1)

√
s iff s <

r21
(2− r2)2

(λ1 − ε0). (A.15)

So if ξn,ε0 ≤ λ2 for all n ∈ N, then by (A.10), (A.14) and (A.15), we see that {ξn,ε0} is an

increasing sequence with upper bound λ2. Let n→ ∞, we have that
√
ξ∞,ε0 = r1

√
λ1 + (r2 − 1)

√
ξ∞,ε0,

which implies ξ∞,ε0 = λ3 ≤ λ2, a contradiction. Hence, there must exists some n0 ∈ N such

that ξn0,ε0 > λ2. Therefore, for the case of 1 < r2 < 2 with
r2
1

(2−r2)2
λ1 > λ2, we have λ̄2 = λ2.

And for any 0 < ν2 < λ2, we can find some Cν2 > 0 such that u2(x) ≤ Cν2e
−√

ν2|x| in R
N . And

we note that the lower bound can be proved as (i). Hence, (5.7) holds for 1 < r2 < 2 with
r21

(2−r2)2
λ1 > λ2.
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Finally, we focus on the case of 1 < r2 < 2 with
r2
1

(2−r2)2
λ1 ≤ λ2. In this case, we have

λ1 < λ2 and λ̄2 =
r2
1

(2−r2)2
λ1. We take ξ1 satisfying that λ1 < ξ1 <

r2
1

(2−r2)2
λ1 ≤ λ2 and fix an

ε1 ∈ (0, λ1

2 ) small enough such that

λ1 < ξ1 <
r21

(2− r2)2
(λ1 − ε1). (A.16)

We argue as above and define {ξn,ε} inductively by (A.10) with ξ1,ε := ξ1 − ε for ε ∈ (0, ε1).

Then one can check that {ξn,ε}∞n=1 is an increasing sequence such that

ξn,ε ↑ ξ∞,ε :=
r21

(2− r2)2
(λ1 − ε).

Hence, for any ν ∈ (0, λ̄2), we can take ε0 > 0 small enough such that

ν <
r21

(2− r2)2
(λ1 − ε0) = ξ∞,ε0,

which implies that there exists some n0 ∈ N such that min{ξn0,ε0 , λ2} = ξn0,ε0 > ν. Then we

can find some Cν > 0 such that u2(x) ≤ Cνe
−√

ν|x| in R
N .

If
r21

(2−r2)2
λ1 ≥ λ2, we have λ̄2 = λ2, the lower bound can be proved as (i). So we suppose

that λ̄2 :=
r21

(2−r2)2
λ1 < λ2. We can prove the lower bound by a similar inductively way. Firstly,

we note that for any ν > λ2, as in (i), one can find some Cν > 0 such that

u2(x) ≥ Cνe
−√

ν|x| in R
N . (A.17)

Hence, we only need to consider λ̄2 < ν ≤ λ2 in the following. Put
√
η1 := r1

√
λ1 + (r2 − 1)

√
λ2 <

√
λ2.

Then by (5.3), we have

f0(x) ≥ C2(u
q1−1
2 + ur2−1

2 ur11 ) ≥ c̃1(1 + |x|)−α1e−
√
η1|x| in R

N (A.18)

with α1 := (r1 + r2 − 1)N−1
2 > 0. Recalling the Green function of Gλ2

, by

−∆u2 + λ2u2 = −V2(x)u2 + f0(x) in R
N ,

and V2(x) ≤ 0, we have that

u2(x) =Gλ2
⋆ [−V2(x)u2 + f0(x)]

=

∫

RN

Gλ2
(x− y)[−V2(y)u2(y) + f0(y)]dy

≥
∫

RN

Gλ2
(x− y)f0(y)dy

≥c̃1
∫

RN

Gλ2
(x− y)(1 + |x|)−α1e−

√
η1|y|dy

Then by Corollary 5.2, we have that

lim
r→∞

(1 + r)α1e
√
η1r

∫

RN

Gλ2
(rω − y)(1 + |x|)−α1e−

√
η1|y|dy

=

∫

RN

Gλ2
(y)e

√
η1ω·ydy > 0 uniformly with respect to ω ∈ SN−1.
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Hence, we can find some c1 > 0 such that

u2(x) ≥ c1(1 + |x|)−α1e−
√
η1|x| in R

N . (A.19)

If ν > η1, by (A.19), we can find some Cν > 0 such that u2(x) ≥ Cνe
−√

ν|x| in R
N . If ηn ≥ ν,

inductively, we define
√
ηn+1 := r1

√
λ1 + (r2 − 1)

√
ηn. (A.20)

We can find some cn > 0, αn > 0 such that

u2(x) ≥ cn(1 + |x|)−αne−
√
ηn|x| in R

N . (A.21)

If there exists some n0 ∈ N such that ηn0
< ν, our assertion holds. Suppose that ηn ≥ ν for all

n ∈ N, we have ηn >
r21

(2−r2)2
λ1 for all n ∈ N. Observing that

r1
√
λ1 + (r2 − 1)

√
t <

√
t iff t >

r21
(2− r2)2

λ1, (A.22)

we see that {ηn}∞n=1 is an decreasing sequence. Thus, ηn ≤ η1 < λ2 holds for all n ∈ N. Hence,

Corollary 5.2 is applied for every step in the induction. Let n→ ∞, we obtain that

r21
(2− r2)2

λ1 = η∞ := lim
n→∞

ηn ≥ ν,

a contradiction to ν > λ̄2. We complete the proof.

9. Appendix B

In this appendix, we give the proof of Lemma 6.4.

(i) If u1 ≡ 0 or ω1 ≡ 0, then we have σ1,R ≡ 0 and τ1,R ≡ 1. So the assertion of (i) holds

automatically. Next, we assume that u1 > 0 and ω1 > 0 in R
N . By Lemma 6.1 and the formula

(6.9) that

− µi

pi
τ
pi
1,R

∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
pidx ≤ −µi

pi

(
1− pi

a1 + b1
σ1,R

)

×
∫

RN

[
u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,R + piu

pi−1
1 ω1,R + piu1ω

pi−1
1,R −Cpiu

pi
2

1 ω
pi
2

1,R

]
dx+O(σ21,R).

By proposition 5.4, for any ν <
√
λ1, there exists some Cν > 0 such that

u1(x) + ω1(x) ≤ Cνe
−√

ν|x| in R
N .

Then thanks to pi
2 > 1 and pi − 1 > 1, we can find some ε > 0 such that

u
pi
2

1 (x) + ω
pi
2

1 (x) ≤ Cεe
−
√
λ1+ε|x| (B.1)

and

u
pi−1
1 (x) ≤ Cεe

−
√
λ1+ε|x|, ωpi−1

1 (x) ≤ Cεe
−
√
λ1+ε|x|. (B.2)

Then by Lemma 5.1, we have that




∫
RN u

pi−1
1 ω1,Rdx ≤ Ce

√
λ1−εR,

∫
RN u1ω

pi−1
1,R dx ≤ Ce

√
λ1−εR,

∫
RN u

pi
2

1 ω
pi
2

1,Rdx ≤ Ce−
√

λ1+
ε
2
R.

(B.3)
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It follows from (5.11) that c(1 + R)−
N−1

2 e−
√
λ1R ≤ σ1,R. So we can find some θ(pi) ∈ (1, 2)

such that

σ1,R

∫

RN

[
u
pi−1
1 ω1,R + u1ω

pi−1
1,R

]
dx+

∫

RN

u
pi
2

1 ω
pi
2

1,Rdx = o(σ
θ(pi)
1,R ) as R→ +∞. (B.4)

Hence, the assertion of (i) holds.

(ii) Recalling the definition of λ̄2, by proposition 5.4, for any ν < λ̄2, there exists some

Cν > 0 such that

u2(x) + ω2(x) ≤ Cνe
−√

ν|x| in R
N .

Then thanks to
qj
2 > 1 and qj − 1 > 1, we can find some ε > 0 such that

u
qj
2

2 (x) + ω
qj
2

2 (x) ≤ Cεe
−
√

λ̄2+ε|x| (B.5)

u
qj−1
2 (x) ≤ Cεe

−
√

λ̄2+ε|x|, ω
qj−1
2 (x) ≤ Cεe

−
√

λ̄2+ε|x|. (B.6)

Then by Lemma 5.1 again, we have that




∫
RN u

qj−1
2 ω2,Rdx ≤ Ce−

√
λ̄2−εR,

∫
RN u2ω

qj−1
2,R dx ≤ Ce−

√
λ̄2−εR,

∫
RN u

qj
2

2 ω
qj
2

2,Rdx ≤ Ce−
√

λ̄2+
ε
2
R.

(B.7)

On the other hand, by Corollary 5.5-(iii), we have that C̃εe
−
√

λ̄2+
ε
4
R ≤ σ2,R. So we can also

find some θ(qj) ∈ (1, 2) such that

σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
qj−1
2 ω2,R + u2ω

qj−1
2,R

]
dx+

∫

RN

u
qj
2

2 ω
qj
2

2,Rdx = o(σ
θ(qj)
2,R ). (B.8)

Hence, similar to (i), we can prove (ii).

(iii) If 0 = σ1,R < σ2,R, remark that either u1 ≡ 0 or ω1,R ≡ 0. Then by (6.4) and (6.9), we

have that

− βkτ
r1,k
1,R τ

r2,k
2,R

∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
r1,k(u2 + ω2,R)

r2,kdx

≤− βk

(
1− r2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R +O(σ22,R)

)

×
∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx.

Noting that if u1 ≡ 0, we have
∫

RN

r2,ku
r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,Rdx = 0.

And if u1 > 0, we can find some ε > 0 and C > 0 such that

u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 (x) ≤ Ce−

√
ε|x|, ω2(x) ≤ Ce−

√
λ̄2−ε|x|.

It follows Lemma 5.1 that
∫

RN

u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,Rdx ≤ Ce−

√
εR.
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So we may find some θ ∈ (1, 2) such that

σ2,R

∫

RN

u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,Rdx = o(σθ2,R). (B.9)

And thus

− βkτ
r1,k
1,R τ

r2,k
2,R

∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
r1,k(u2 + ω2,R)

r2,kdx

≤− βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

+
βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx+ o(σθ2,R).

If σ1,R > 0, by Corollary 6.3, we have that
∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
r1,k(u2 + ω2,R)

r2,kdx

≥
∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r1,ku

r1,k−1
1 u

r2,k
2 ω1,R + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

− Cr1,k,r2,k,η

∫

RN

[
u
1+η
1 ω

r1,k−1−η

1,R ω
r2,k
2,R + u

1+η
2 ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k−1−η

2,R

]
dx.

Thanks to 1 + η > 1 and r1,k − 1− η + r2,k > 1, we can find some η1 > 0 such that

u
1+η
1 (x) + ω

r1,k−1−η

1 ω
r2,k
2 (x) ≤ Ce−

√
λ1+η1|x|.

Then by Lemma 5.1 and (5.11), we may find some θ̃1 ∈ (1, 2) such that
∫

RN

u
1+η
1 ω

r1,k−1−η

1,R ω
r2,k
2,R dx = o(σθ̃11,R) as R→ ∞.

Similarly, we can also find some θ̃2 ∈ (1, 2) such that
∫

RN

u
1+η
2 ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k−1−η

2,R dx = o(σθ̃21,R) as R→ ∞.

On the other hand, similar to the proof of (B.9), combing with Corollary 5.5-(i), we may find

some θ̃3 ∈ (1, 2) such that

σι,R

∫

RN

[
r1,ku

r1,k−1
1 u

r2,k
2 ω1,R + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R

]
dx = o(σθ̃31,R), ι = 1, 2. (B.10)

Hence, there exists some θ ∈ (1, 2) such that

− βkτ
r1,k
1,R τ

r2,k
2,R

∫

RN

(u1 + ω1,R)
r1,k(u2 + ω2,R)

r2,kdx

≤− βk

(
1− r1,k

a1 + b1
σ1,R +O(σ21,R)

)(
1− r2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R +O(σ22,R)

)

×
{∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r1,ku

r1,k−1
1 u

r2,k
2 ω1,R + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

−Cr1,k,r2,k,η

∫

RN

[
u
1+η
1 ω

r1,k−1−η

1,R ω
r2,k
2,R + u

1+η
2 ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k−1−η

2,R

]
dx

}

=− βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r1,ku

r1,k−1
1 u

r2,k
2 ω1,R + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx
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+
βkr1,k

a1 + b1
σ1,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

+
βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx+ o(σθ1,R).

10. Appendix C

In this appendix, we give the proof of Proposition 6.5.

For ι = 1, 2, put aι := ‖uι‖22, bι := ‖ωι‖22. Let ωι,R := ωι(· −Re1) and σι,R :=
∫
RN uιωι,Rdx.

Let τι,R :=

√
aι + bι

aι + bι + 2σι,R
. For ι = 1, 2, we have

τ2ι,R

2
‖∇(uι + ωι,R)‖22 −

τ2ι,R

2
‖uι + ωι,R‖2Vι

=
1

2

(
1− 2σι,R

aι + bι
+O(σ2ι,R)

){(
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 + 2〈∇uι,∇ωι,R〉L2

)

−
(
‖uι‖2Vι

+ ‖ωι,R‖2Vι
+ 2〈uι, ωι,R〉Vι

) }

=
1

2

{ (
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 + 2〈∇uι,∇ωι,R〉L2

)
−

(
‖uι‖2Vι

+ ‖ωι,R‖2Vι
+ 2〈uι, ωι,R〉Vι

)}

− σι,R

aι + bι

{ (
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22

)
−

(
‖uι‖2Vι

+ ‖ωι,R‖2Vι

) }
+O(σ2ι,R)

+O (σι,R (〈∇uι,∇ωι,R〉L2 − 〈uι, ωι,R〉Vι))

=
1

2

{ (
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 + 2〈∇uι,∇ωι,R〉L2

)
−

(
‖uι‖2Vι

+ 2〈uι, ωι,R〉Vι

) }

− σι,R

aι + bι

{ (
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22

)
− ‖uι‖2Vι

}
+O(σ2ι,R)

+O (σι,R (〈∇uι,∇ωι,R〉L2 − 〈uι, ωι,R〉Vι))−
(
1

2
− σι,R

aι + bι

)
‖ωι,R‖2Vι

.

Recalling that (u1, u2) is a solution to (5.1), we have
{
〈∇u1,∇ω1,R〉L2 − 〈u1, ω1,R〉V1

= −λ1σ1,R +
∫
RN ∂1G(u1, u2)ω1,Rdx,

〈∇u2,∇ω2,R〉L2 − 〈u2, ω2,R〉V2
= −λ2σ2,R +

∫
RN ∂2G(u1, u2)ω2,Rdx.

(C.1)

When 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2, due to pi − 1 > 1, qj − 1 > 1, r1,k + r2,k − 1 > 1, apply a similar argument

of Lemma 6.4, we can find some θ ∈ (1, 2) such that if σ1,R > 0,

σι,R (〈∇uι,∇ωι,R〉L2 − 〈uι, ωι,R〉Vι)

=− λισ
2
ι,R + σι,R

∫

RN

∂ιG(u1, u2)ωι,Rdx = o(σθ1,R), ι = 1, 2,

and if σ1,R = 0 < σ2,R,

σ2,R
(
〈∇u2,∇ω2,R〉L2 − 〈u2, ω2,R〉V2

)
= o(σθ2,R).

On the other hand , by σι,R → 0 as R→ ∞, we consider R > 0 large enough such that

1

2
− σι,R

aι + bι
> 0, ι = 1, 2.
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Hence, if σ1,R 6= 0, then for ι = 1, 2, we have

τ2ι,R

2
‖∇(uι + ωι,R)‖22 −

τ2ι,R

2
‖uι + ωι,R‖2Vι

≤1

2

{
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

}
− λισι,R +

∫

RN

∂ιG(u1, u2)ωι,Rdx

− σι,R

aι + bι

{ (
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22

)
− ‖uι‖2Vι

}
+ o(σθ1,R).

And if σ1,R = 0, we have that

τ22,R

2
‖∇(u2 + ω2,R)‖22 −

τ22,R

2
‖u2 + ω2,R‖2V2

≤1

2

{
‖∇u2‖22 + ‖∇ω2‖22 − ‖u2‖2V2

}
− λ2σ2,R +

∫

RN

∂2G(u1, u2)ω2,Rdx

− σ2,R

a2 + b2

{ (
‖∇u2‖22 + ‖∇ω2‖22

)
− ‖u2‖2V2

}
+ o(σθ2,R),

and

τ21,R

2
‖∇(u1 + ω1,R)‖22 −

τ21,R

2
‖u1 + ω1,R‖2V1

=‖∇(u1 + ω1,R)‖22 − ‖u1 + ω1,R‖2V1

=

{
1
2

[
‖∇u1‖22 − ‖u1‖2V1

]
if ω1 = 0,

1
2

[
‖∇ω1‖22 − ‖ω1,R‖2V1

]
if u1 = 0

≤1

2

{
‖∇u1‖22 + ‖∇ω1‖22 − ‖u1‖2V1

}
.

In the following, we shall prove that there exists some R > 0 such that

J(τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)) < J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2]. (C.2)

We divide the proof into three cases.

Case 1: σ1,R = 0, σ2,R = 0 In this case, we have that τ1,R ≡ τ2,R ≡ 1,∀R > 0. Remark that

either u1 = ω2 = 0 or u2 = ω1 = 0. We only prove the case of u1 = ω2 = 0. By

G(ω1,R, u2) > G(ω1,R, 0) +G(0, u2) = G(ω1,R, ω2,R) +G(u1, u2),

we have that

J(τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)) = J [ω1,R, u2]

=
1

2

[
‖∇ω1,R‖22 − ‖ω1,R‖2V1

]
+

1

2

[
‖∇u2‖22 − ‖u2‖2V2

]
−

∫

RN

G(ω1,R, u2)dx

<
1

2

[
‖∇ω1,R‖22 − ‖ω1,R‖2V1

]
−

∫

RN

G(ω1,R, 0)dx

+
1

2

[
‖∇u2‖22 − ‖u2‖2V2

]
−

∫

RN

G(0, u2)dx

<
1

2

[
‖∇u2‖22 − ‖u2‖2V2

]
−

∫

RN

G(0, u2)dx

+
1

2
‖∇ω1,R‖22 −

∫

RN

G(ω1,R, 0)dx
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=J [0, u2] + I[ω1, 0].

The assertion (C.2) holds.

Case 2: σ1,R = 0 and σ2,R > 0 In this case, we have that

2∑

ι=1

τ2ι,R

2
‖∇(uι + ωι,R)‖22 −

τ2ι,R

2
‖uι + ωι,R‖2Vι

≤1

2

2∑

ι=1

[
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

]
− λ2σ2,R +

∫

RN

∂2G(u1, u2)ω2,Rdx

− σ2,R

a2 + b2

[(
‖∇u2‖22 + ‖∇ω2‖22

)
− ‖u2‖2V2

]
+ o(σθ2,R).

Then combing with Lemma 6.4, we can find some common θ ∈ (1, 2) such that

J [τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)] = J [u1 + ω1,R, τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)]

=
2∑

ι=1

τ2ι,R

2
‖∇(uι + ωι,R)‖22 −

τ2ι,R

2
‖uι + ωι,R‖2Vι

−
∫

RN

G
(
u1 + ω1,R, τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)

)
dx

≤1

2

2∑

ι=1

[
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

]
− λ2σ2,R +

∫

RN

∂2G(u1, u2)ω2,Rdx

− σ2,R

a2 + b2

[(
‖∇u2‖22 + ‖∇ω2‖22

)
− ‖u2‖2V2

]
+ o(σθ2,R)

−
ℓ∑

i=1

µi

pi

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]

−
m∑

j=1

νj

qj

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
−

m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

[
u
qj−1
2 ω2,R + u2ω

qj−1
2,R

]
dx

+

m∑

j=1

νjσ2,R

a2 + b2

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
+ o(σθ2,R)

−
n∑

k=1

βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx−

n∑

k=1

∫

RN

βkr2,ku
r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,Rdx

+

n∑

k=1

βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx+ o(σθ2,R).

Noting that

1

2

2∑

ι=1

[
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

]
−

ℓ∑

i=1

µi

pi

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]

−
m∑

j=1

νj

qj

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
−

n∑

k=1

βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

=J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2],
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− λ2σ2,R − σ2,R

a2 + b2

{ (
‖∇u2‖22 + ‖∇ω2‖22

)
− ‖u2‖2V2

}

+

m∑

j=1

νjσ2,R

a2 + b2

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]

+
n∑

k=1

βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

=− λ2σ2,R − σ2,R

a2 + b2

{ (
‖∇u2‖22 + ‖∇ω2‖22

)
− ‖u2‖2V2

}

− σ2,R

a2 + b2

∫

RN

[∂2G(u1, u2)u2 + ∂2G(ω1,R, ω2,R)ω2,R] dx

=− λ2σ2,R − σ2,R

a2 + b2

∫

RN

[∂2G(u1, u2)u2 + ∂2G(ω1, ω2)ω2] dx

− σ2,R

a2 + b2

{
− λ2a2 +

∫

RN

∂2G(u1, u2)u2dx− λ2b2 +

∫

RN

∂2G(ω1, ω2)ω2dx
}

=0

and
∫

RN

∂2G(u1, u2)ω2,Rdx−
m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

[
u
qj−1
2 ω2,R + u2ω

qj−1
2,R

]
dx

−
n∑

k=1

∫

RN

βkr2,ku
r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,Rdx

=−
m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

u2ω
qj−1
2,R dx,

we obtain that

J [τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)]− J [u1, u2]− I[ω1, ω2]

= −
m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

u2ω
qj−1
2,R dx+ o(σθ2,R).

(C.3)

Recalling Corollary 5.5 that for any ν1 < λ̄2, we have that σ2,R ≤ Cν1e
−√

ν1R. So by θ > 1, we

can find some suitable η1 > 0 such that

σθ2,R ≤ Ce−
√

λ̄2+η1R. (C.4)

On the other hand, by Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 5.1, for any ν2 > λ̄2,
∫

RN

u2ω
q1−1
2,R dx ≥ Cν2e

−√
ν2R. (C.5)

In particular, we can take ν2 = λ̄2 +
η1
2 ∈ (λ̄2, λ̄2 + η1). Then one can see that

σθ2,R

(∫

RN

u2ω
q1−1
2,R dx

)−1

→ 0 as R→ ∞, (C.6)
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which implies that

−
m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

u2ω
qj−1
2,R dx+ o(σθ2,R) < 0 for large R.

Hence, for R large enough, by (C.3) we have that

J [τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)] < J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2].

The assertion (C.2) also holds.

Case 3: σ1,R > 0 In this case, we have that

2∑

ι=1

[
τ2ι,R

2
‖∇(uι + ωι,R)‖22 −

τ2ι,R

2
‖uι + ωι,R‖2Vι

]

≤
2∑

ι=1

{
1

2

[
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

]
− λισι,R +

∫

RN

∂ιG(u1, u2)ωι,Rdx

− σι,R

aι + bι

[(
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22

)
− ‖uι‖2Vι

]}
+ o(σθ1,R).

Then combining with Lemma 6.4, we can find some common θ ∈ (1, 2) such that

J [τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)]

=

2∑

ι=1

[
τ2ι,R

2
‖∇(uι + ωι,R)‖22 −

τ2ι,R

2
‖uι + ωι,R‖2Vι

]
−

∫

RN

G
(
τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)

)
dx

≤
2∑

ι=1

{
1

2

[
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

]
− λισι,R +

∫

RN

∂ιG(u1, u2)ωι,Rdx

− σι,R

aι + bι

[(
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22

)
− ‖uι‖2Vι

]}
+ o(σθ1,R)

−
ℓ∑

i=1

µi

pi

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]
−

ℓ∑

i=1

µi

∫

RN

[
u
pi−1
1 ω1,R + u1ω

pi−1
1,R

]
dx

+

ℓ∑

i=1

µiσ1,R

a1 + b1

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]
+ o(σθ1,R)

−
m∑

j=1

νj

qj

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
−

m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

[
u
qj−1
2 ω2,R + u2ω

qj−1
2,R

]
dx

+
m∑

j=1

νjσ2,R

a2 + b2

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
+ o(σθ2,R)

−
n∑

k=1

βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + r1,ku

r1,k−1
1 u

r2,k
2 ω1,R + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

+
n∑

k=1

βkr1,k

a1 + b1
σ1,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx
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+

n∑

k=1

βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx+ o(σθ1,R).

Noting that firstly we have

2∑

ι=1

1

2

[
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22 − ‖uι‖2Vι

]
−

ℓ∑

i=1

µi

pi

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]

−
m∑

j=1

νj

qj

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]
−

n∑

k=1

βk

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

=J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2].

Secondly, by

2∑

ι=1

{
−λισι,R − σι,R

aι + bι

[(
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22

)
− ‖uι‖2Vι

]}

=
2∑

ι=1

{
−λισι,R − σι,R

aι + bι

[
−λιaι +

∫

RN

∂ιG(u1, u2)uιdx− λιbι +

∫

RN

∂ιG(ω1, ω2)ωιdx

]}

=

2∑

ι=1

− σι,R

aι + bι

[∫

RN

∂ιG(u1, u2)uιdx+

∫

RN

∂ιG(ω1, ω2)ωιdx

]
,

we have that

2∑

ι=1

{
−λισι,R − σι,R

aι + bι

[(
‖∇uι‖22 + ‖∇ωι‖22

)
− ‖uι‖2Vι

]}

+

ℓ∑

i=1

µiσ1,R

a1 + b1

[∫

RN

u
pi
1 + ω

pi
1,Rdx

]
+

m∑

j=1

νjσ2,R

a2 + b2

[∫

RN

u
qj
2 + ω

qj
2,Rdx

]

+
n∑

k=1

βkr1,k

a1 + b1
σ1,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx

+

n∑

k=1

βkr2,k

a2 + b2
σ2,R

∫

RN

[
u
r1,k
1 u

r2,k
2 + ω

r1,k
1,R ω

r2,k
2,R

]
dx = 0.

Thirdly,

2∑

ι=1

∫

RN

∂ιG(u1, u2)ωι,Rdx−
ℓ∑

i=1

µi

∫

RN

[
u
pi−1
1 ω1,R + u1ω

pi−1
1,R

]
dx

−
m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

[
u
qj−1
2 ω2,R + u2ω

qj−1
2,R

]
dx

−
n∑

k=1

βk

∫

RN

[
r1,ku

r1,k−1
1 u

r2,k
2 ω1,R + r2,ku

r1,k
1 u

r2,k−1
2 ω2,R

]
dx

=−
ℓ∑

i=1

µi

∫

RN

u1ω
pi−1
1,R dx−

m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

u2ω
qj−1
2,R dx.
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Hence, we have that

J [τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)]− J [u1, u2]− I[ω1, ω2]

=−
ℓ∑

i=1

µi

∫

RN

u1ω
pi−1
1,R dx−

m∑

j=1

νj

∫

RN

u2ω
qj−1
2,R dx+ o(σθ1,R), (C.7)

here we use the fact o(σθ2,R) = o(σθ1,R) due to Corollary 5.5. Then applying a similar argument

as the Case 2, we can prove that

σθ1,R

(∫

RN

u1ω
p1−1
1,R dx

)−1

→ 0 as R→ ∞. (C.8)

Hence, by (C.7) and (C.8), for R > 0 large enough, we have that

J [τ1,R(u1 + ω1,R), τ2,R(u2 + ω2,R)] < J [u1, u2] + I[ω1, ω2].

The assertion (C.2) also holds.
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