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GROUND STATES OF SCHRÖDINGER SYSTEMS

WITH CHERN-SIMONS GAUGE FIELDS

YAHUI JIANG, TAIYONG CHEN, JIANJUN ZHANG, MARCO SQUASSINA, AND NOUF ALMOUSA

Abstract. We are concerned with the following coupled nonlinear Schrödinger system
{

−∆u+ u+
( ∫∞

|x|

h(s)
s

u2(s)ds+ h2(|x|)

|x|2

)

u = |u|2p−2u+ b|v|p|u|p−2u, x ∈ R
2,

−∆v + ωv +
( ∫∞

|x|

g(s)
s

v2(s)ds+ g2(|x|)

|x|2

)

v = |v|2p−2v + b|u|p|v|p−2v, x ∈ R
2,

where ω, b > 0, p > 1. By virtue of the variational approach, we show the existence of nontrivial

ground state solutions. Precisely, the system above admits a positive ground state solution if

p > 3 and b > 0 large enough or if p ∈ (2, 3] and b > 0 small.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following coupled Schrödinger equations with Chern-Simons
gauge fields

{
−∆u+ u+

( ∫∞
|x|

h(s)
s
u2(s)ds + h2(|x|)

|x|2

)
u = |u|2p−2u+ b|v|p|u|p−2u, x ∈ R

2,

−∆v + ωv +
( ∫∞

|x|
g(s)
s
v2(s)ds + g2(|x|)

|x|2

)
v = |v|2p−2v + b|u|p|v|p−2v, x ∈ R

2,
(1.1)

where ω > 0, b > 0, p > 1 and

h(s) =

∫ s

0

r

2
u2(r)dr, g(s) =

∫ s

0

r

2
v2(r)dr.

When b = 0, then system (1.1) is uncoupled and it reduces to two equations of the same type.
In recently years, a single nonlinear Schrödinger equations coupled with the Chern-Simons gauge
field as follows has received much attention

(1.2)





iD0φ+ (D1D1 +D2D2)φ = −f(φ),

∂0A1 − ∂1A0 = −Im(φ̄D2φ),

∂0A2 − ∂2A0 = Im(φ̄D1φ),

∂1A2 − ∂2A1 = −1
2 |φ|2,

where i denotes the imaginary unit, ∂0 =
∂
∂t
, ∂1 =

∂
∂x1

, ∂2 =
∂

∂x2
, (t, x1, x2) ∈ R

1+2, φ : R1+2 → C

is the complex scalar field, Aµ : R1+2 → C is the gauge field and Dµ = −∂µ+ iAµ is the covariant
derivative for µ = 0, 1, 2. The Chern-Simons-Schrödinger system consists of Schrödinger
equations augmented by the gauge field, which was first proposed and studied in [13, 14]. The
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model was proposed to study vortex solutions, which carry both electric and magnetic charges.
This feature of the model is important for the study of the high-temperature superconductor,
fractional quantum Hall effect and Aharovnov-Bohm scattering. For more details about system
(1.2), we refer the readers to [8, 10,11]. System (1.2) is invariant under gauge transformation

φ → φeiχ, Aµ = Aµ − ∂µχ,

for any arbitrary C∞ function χ.
Byeon, Hun and Seok [5] investigated the existence of standing wave solutions for system (1.2)

with power type nonlinearity, that is f(u) = λ|u|p−2u with p > 2 and λ > 0. By using the ansatz

{
φ(t, x) = u(|x|)eiωt, A0(t, x) = k(|x|),
A1(t, x) =

x2
|x|2h(|x|), A2(t, x) = − x1

|x|2h(|x|).

Byeon et al. got the following nonlocal semilinear elliptic equation

−∆u+ (ω + ξ)u+
( ∫ ∞

|x|

h(s)

s
u2(s)ds +

h2(|x|)
|x|2

)
u = f(u), x ∈ R

2,(1.3)

where ξ is a constant and h(s) is defined as above. Byeon et al. showed that the existence and
nonexistence of positive solutions for (1.3) were established depending on the range of p > 2 and
λ > 0. For the special case p = 4, there exist solutions if λ > 1. It seems hard to obtain the
boundedness of Palais-Smale sequence when p ∈ (4, 6). They constructed a Nehari-Pohozaev
manifold to obtain the boundedness of Palais-Smale sequence. For p ∈ (2, 4), Pomponio and
Ruiz [19] proved the existence and nonexistence of positive solutions for (1.3) under the different
range of the ω. A series of existence and nonexistence results of solutions for (1.3) has been
researched in [6, 12, 15, 19, 20, 25]. There has been increasing interest in studying the existence,
multiplicity and the concentration behavior of the solutions for the problems above mentioned.

Problem (1.1) is a nonlocal problem due to the appearance of the term
∫∞
|x|

h(s)
s
u2(s)ds, which

indicates that (1.1) is not a pointwise identity. This causes some mathematical difficulties which
make the study of such a problem particularly interesting. System (1.1) is quite different from
the following local scalar field system

(1.4)

{
−∆u+ u = |u|2q−2 + b|v|q|u|q−2u, in R

N ,

−∆v + ω2v = |v|2q−2 + b|u|q|v|q−2v, in R
N ,

for ω > 0, b ∈ R, q ∈ (2, 2∗), which does not depend on the nonlocal term any more. The coupled
nonlinear Schrödinger system (1.4) has attracted considerable attention in the past fifteen years.
Maia et al. [18] by using the variational methods and the ideas of Rabinowitz [21] investigated
the existence of positive ground state solutions for system (1.4) under sufficient conditions on
parameter b and ω. For more progress in this aspect, we refer to [1,2,4,16,23] and the references
therein.

The energy functional for system (1.1) I : E → R is defined by

I(u, v) =
1

2
‖(u, v)‖2E +

1

2

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− 1

2p
F (u, v),



GROUND STATES OF COUPLED SCHRÖDINGER SYSTEMS 3

where

B(u) =

∫

R2

u2

|x|2
( ∫ |x|

0

s

2
u2(s)ds

)2
dx,

F (u, v) =

∫

R2

(
u2p + v2p + 2b|uv|p

)
dx.

Here E denotes the subspace of radially symmetric functions in H1
r (R

2)×H1
r (R

2) with the norm

‖(u, v)‖2E :=

∫

R2

(
|∇u|2 + u2 + |∇v|2 + ωv2

)
dx.

The functional I is of class C1(E), its critical point (u, v) is a weak solution of (1.1) and by
standard regularity theory is a classical solution.

Motivated by [18], we try to study the existence of positive ground state solutions for coupled
Schrödinger equations with Chern-Simons gauge fields (1.1) with suitable conditions on ω, b.

One of the main difficulties is the boundedness of Palais-Smale sequences if we try to use
directly by the mountain pass theorem to get the critical points of I in E. For p ≥ 3, it is
standard to show that Palais-Smale condition holds for I. For p ∈ (2, 3), the functional I has
the mountain-pass geometry. However, it seems hard to prove the Palais-Smale condition holds
for the functional I. Motivated by [5], by using a constrained minimizer on Nehari-Pohozaev
manifold we circumvent this obstacle.

Another problem is the existence of positive ground state for system (1.1), i.e., a minimal
action solution (u, v) with both u > 0, v > 0 nontrivial. We point out that the system (1.1) also
possesses a trivial solution (0, 0) and semi-trivial solutions of type (u, 0) or (0, v). A solution
(u, v) of (1.1) is nontrivial if u 6≡ 0 and v 6≡ 0. Here we overcome this obstacle by energy
estimation.

We now state the main result of the paper. The constants b1, b2, b3, b4, bδ involved in the
statement depends on the ground state of the single equation. We will give the corresponding
expressions in Section 3.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that one of the following conditions holds
(i) p ∈ (2, 3] and b ∈ (0, bδ) sufficiently small,

(ii) p ∈ (3, 3 +
√
6) and b > max{b1, b2},

(iii) p ∈ [3 +
√
6,∞) and b > max{b3, b4},

then the system (1.1) admits a positive vector ground state.

Additionally, we prove also the following nonexistence result.

Theorem 1.2. There exist b̃ > 0 sufficiently small and ω̃ > 0 sufficiently large such that b ∈ (0, b̃)
and ω > ω̃, then the system (1.1) has only trivial solution if p ∈ (1, 2].

Compared with the case of p > 2, it seems that the case of p ∈ (1, 2] becomes more complicated
and we will consider it in a forthcoming paper. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section 2, we present some notations and preliminary results and prove the nonexistence result
Theorem 1.2. Then we give the proof of the existence of a positive ground state in Theorem 1.1.
The item (ii) and (iii) are proved in Section 3, and the item (i) is proved in Section 4.
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2. Preliminaries

To prove the main results, we use the following notations:
• E := H1

r (R
2)×H1

r (R
2) with norm

‖(u, v)‖2E = ‖u‖2H1
r (R

2) + ‖v‖2H1
r (R

2).

• L2p(R2)× L2p(R2) for p > 1 with the norm

‖(u, v)‖2p2p = ‖u‖2p2p + ‖u‖2p2p.

• L
2p
loc(R

2) := L2p
loc(R

2)× L2p
loc(R

2);

Lemma 2.1. [5] Suppose that a sequence un converges weakly to a function u in H1
r (R

2)
as n → ∞. Then for each ϕ ∈ H1

r (R
2), B′(un), B′(un)ϕ and B′(un)un converges up to a

subsequence to B(u), B′(u)ϕ and B′(u)u, respectively, as n → ∞.

Lemma 2.2. [5] For u ∈ H1
r (R

2), the following inequality holds

∫

R2

|u|4dx ≤ 4
( ∫

R2

|∇u|2dx
) 1

2
( ∫

R2

u2

|x|2
(∫ |x|

0

s

2
u2(s)ds

)2
dx
) 1

2
.

Furthermore, the equality is attained by a continuum of functions

{
ul =

√
8l

1 + |lx|2 ∈ H1
r (R

2)
∣∣∣ l ∈ (0,∞)

}
,

1

4

∫

R2

|ul|4dx =

∫

R2

|∇ul|2dx =

∫

R2

u2l
|x|2

(∫ |x|

0

s

2
u2l (s)ds

)2
dx =

16πl2

3
.

Lemma 2.3. If (u, v) is a solution of (1.1) then it satisfies the Pohozaev identity

(2.1) ‖u‖22 + ω‖v‖22 + 2

∫

R2

(
h2(|x|)
|x|2 u2 +

g2(|x|)
|x|2 v2

)
dx =

1

p

(
‖(u, v)‖2p2p + 2b‖uv‖pp

)
.

Proof. We adopt some idea in [5]. Assume that (u, v) ∈ E is a weak solution for problem (1.1).

Similar to [3] and [5], we know that
∫∞
|x|

h(s)
s
u2(s)ds,

∫∞
|x|

g(s)
s
v2(s)ds, h

2(|x|)
|x|2 , g

2(|x|)
|x|2 ∈ L∞(R2).

Thus, the standard elliptic estimates [9] imply that u, v ∈ C1,γ
loc (R

2) for some γ > 0. Then we

obtain
∫∞
|x|

h(s)
s

u2(s)ds,
∫∞
|x|

g(s)
s
v2(s)ds, h

2(|x|)
|x|2 , g

2(|x|)
|x|2 ∈ C(R2). Since u, v ∈ H1

r (R
2), we deduce

that u, v ∈ C2(R2). Then, multiplying the first equation in (1.1) by x · ∇u and integrating by
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parts on a ball BR = {x ∈ R
2 : |x| < R}, then

∫

BR

∆u(∇u · x)dx =
R

2

∫

∂BR

|∇u|2dSx,

∫

BR

u(∇u · x)dx = −
∫

BR

u2dx+ oR(1),

∫

BR

|u|2p−2u(∇u · x)dx = −1

p

∫

BR

u2pdx+ oR(1),

∫

BR

(∫ ∞

|x|

h(s)

s
u2(s)ds

)
u(∇u · x)dx+

∫

BR

h2(|x|)
|x|2 u(∇u · x)dx = πh2(R)u2(R)

+ π

(∫ +∞

R

h(s)

s
u2(s)ds

)
u2(R)R2 − 2

∫

R2

h2(|x|)
|x|2 u2dx+ oR(1).

Thus, we deduce that

R

2

∫

∂BR

|∇u|2dSx +

∫

BR

u2dx− πh2(R)u2(R)− π

(∫ +∞

R

h(s)

s
u2(s)ds

)
u2(R)R2

+ 2

∫

R2

h2(|x|)
|x|2 u2dx =

1

p

∫

BR

u2pdx− b

∫

BR

|v|p|u|p−2ux · ∇udx.

(2.2)

In a similar way,

R

2

∫

∂BR

|∇v|2dSx +

∫

BR

ωv2dx− πg2(R)v2(R)− π

(∫ +∞

R

g(s)

s
v2(s)ds

)
v2(R)R2

+ 2

∫

R2

g2(|x|)
|x|2 v2dx =

1

p

∫

BR

v2pdx− b

∫

BR

|u|p|v|p−2vx · ∇vdx,

(2.3)

can be obtained. Then, summing up (2.2) and (2.3), we obtain
∫

BR

(u2 + ωv2)dx+ 2

∫

R2

(
h2(|x|)
|x|2 u2 +

g2(|x|)
|x|2 v2

)
dx− 1

p

∫

BR

(u2p + v2p)dx− 2b

p

∫

BR

|uv|pdx

= π

(∫ +∞

R

h(s)

s
u2(s)ds

)
u2(R)R2 + π

(∫ +∞

R

g(s)

s
v2(s)ds

)
v2(R)R2 + πh2(R)u2(R)

+ πg2(R)v2(R)− R

2

∫

∂BR

(|∇u|2 + |∇v|2)dSx.

Arguing as in [5, Proposition 2.3.], there exists a suitable sequence Rn → ∞ on which the right
hand side above tends to zero. Passing to the limit we get the identity. This completes the
proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let (u, v) be a solution of (1.1). By Lemma 2.2, we obtain

0 =

∫

R2

(|∇u|2 + u2 + |∇v|2 + ωv2)dx+ 3
(
B(u) +B(v)

)
−
∫

R2

(u2p + v2p + 2b|uv|p)dx

≥
∫

R2

(u2 +
1

2
u4 − (1 + b)u2p)dx+

∫

R2

(ωv2 +
1

2
v4 − (1 + b)v2p)dx.
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Denote

f1(t) = t2 +
1

2
t4 − (1 + b)t2p,

f ′
1(t) = 2t+ 2t3 − 2p(1 + b)t2p−1 = 2t

(
1 + t2 − 2p(1 + b)t2p−2

)
,

There exists b̃ > 0 small enough such that

1 +
(
p(1 + b̃)

) 1
2−p
(
p− 1

) p−1
2−p

(p− 2) = 0.

Then, we have

f1(t) ≥ 0, t ∈ R, b ∈ (0, b̃).

There exists a ω̃ > 0 such that the function t 7→ ωt2 + 1
2t

4 − (1 + b)t2p is nonnegative and

strictly increases as ω > ω̃, b ∈ (0, b̃). Hence, (u, v) must be identically (0, 0). This completes
the proof. �

3. Proof of (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 1.1.

Consider the following problem

−∆u+ ωu+
( ∫ ∞

|x|

h(s)

s
u2(s)ds+

h2(|x|)
|x|2

)
u = |u|2p−2u, x ∈ R

2,(3.1)

By [5], when p ∈ (3,∞), problem (3.1) admits a positive ground state solution uω. To be more
precise, define the associated energy functional by

Jω =
1

2

∫

R2

(|∇u|2 + ωu2)dx+
1

2
B(u)− 1

2p

∫

R2

u2pdx.

Denote the ground state level by

Eω := min{Jω(u) : u ∈ H1
r (R

2) \ {0}, J ′
ω(u) = 0},

Moreover,

Eω := inf
u∈Nω

Jω(u),

where

Nω :=

{
u ∈ H1

r (R
2) \ {0} :

∫

R2

(|∇u|2 + ωu2)dx+ 3B(u) =

∫

R2

u2pdx

}
.

Define the Nehari manifold of problem (1.1) by

N :=
{
(u, v) ∈ E \ {(0, 0)} |〈I ′(u, v), (u, v)〉 = 0

}
.

The corresponding groundstate energy is described as

cN := inf
(u,v)∈N

I(u, v).

Lemma 3.1. (Mountain-Pass geometry) Assume b > 0, then the functional I satisfies the
following conditions
(i) There exists a positive constant r > 0 such that I(u, v) > 0 for ‖(u, v)‖E = r;
(ii) There exists (e1, e2) ∈ E with ‖(e1, e2)‖E > r such that I(e1, e2) < 0.
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Proof. Since

2b

∫
|uv|pdx ≤ b(‖u‖2p2p + ‖v‖2p2p),

and by the Sobolev embedding theorem, there exists a positive constant C such that

I(u, v) =
1

2
‖(u, v)‖2E +

1

2

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− F (u, v);

≥ 1

2
‖(u, v)‖2E − C‖(u, v)‖2pE .

Hence, there exists r > 0 such that

inf
‖(u,v)‖E=r

I(u, v) > 0.

For any (u, v) ∈ E \ {(0, 0)} and t > 0,

I(tu, tv) =
t2

2
‖(u, v)‖2E +

t6

2

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− t2p

2p
F (u, v),

which implies that I(tu, tv) → −∞ as t → +∞. This completes the proof. �

That is I satisfies the geometric conditions of the Mountain-Pass theorem. Define

c = inf
γ∈Γ

max
t∈[0,1]

I(γ(t)),

where Γ = {γ ∈ C([0, 1], E) : I(γ(0)) = 0, I(γ(1)) < 0}.
Lemma 3.2. For every (u, v) ∈ E\{(0, 0)} there exists a unique tuv > 0 such that tuv(u, v) ∈ N .
The maximum of I(tu, tv) for t ≥ 0 is achieved at t = tuv.

Proof. ∀(u, v) ∈ E \ {(0, 0)} and t > 0, let

g(t) := I(tu, tv) =
t2

2
‖(u, v)‖2E +

t6

2

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− t2p

2p
F (u, v).

By Lemma 3.1, we deduce that there exists t = tuv > 0 such that

g(t) = max
t>0

g(t).

Moreover

g′(t) = t‖(u, v)‖2E + 3t5
(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− t2p−1F (u, v)

= t2p−1
( 1

t2p−2
‖(u, v)‖2E +

3

t2p−6

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− F (u, v)

)
.

As p > 3, thus g′(t) is strictly decreasing, the point t = tuv is the unique value of t > 0 at which
tuv(u, v) ∈ N . This completes the proof. �

Lemma 3.3. cN = c.

Proof. Define

c1 := inf
(u,v)∈E\{(0,0)}

max
t≥0

I(tu, tv).

By Lemma 3.2, we can obtain cN = c1. Since I(tu, tv) < 0 for any t large, it follows that c ≤ c1.
Since every γ ∈ Γ intersects N , so that c ≥ cN . This completes the proof. �
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Set

b1 =

(
(p− 1)3

p

p−1‖u1‖2p2p
pEω

)p−1

, b2 =

(
(p− 1)3

p

p−1‖uω‖2p2p
pE1

)p−1

,

b3 =

(
(p− 1)3

3
p−3‖u1‖2p2p

pEω

)p−1

, b4 =

(
(p− 1)3

3
p−3‖uω‖2p2p
pE1

)p−1

.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that one of the following conditions holds
(i) p ∈ (3, 3 +

√
6) and b > max{b1, b2},

(ii) p ∈ [3 +
√
6,∞) and b > max{b3, b4},

then cN < min{E1, Eω}, where E1 is a groundstate energy of problem (3.1) with ω = 1.

Proof. Denote

a(u, v) := ‖∇u‖22 + ‖∇v‖22,
b(u, v) := ‖u‖22 + ω‖v‖22,
c(u, v) := B(u) +B(v).

For fixed (u, v) ∈ E \ {(0, 0)}, we have

cN ≤ max
t≥0

I(tu, tv)

≤ max
t≥0

{
t2

2

(
a(u, v) + b(u, v)

)
+

t6

2
c(u, v) − t2p

2p
F (u, v)

}

≤ max
t≥0

{
t2

2

(
a(u, v) + b(u, v)

)
− t2p

4p
F (u, v)

}
+max

t≥0

{
t6

2
c(u, v) − t2p

4p
F (u, v)

}

≤ p− 1

2p

(
2(a(u, v) + b(u, v))p

F

) 1
p−1

+
p− 3

2p

(
6c(u, v)

p

3

F

) 3
p−3

.

Assume ω ≤ 1, E1 ≥ Eω. Choosing (u1, u1) such that

cN ≤ max
t≥0

I(tu1, tu1) < Eω,

where u1 is a positive ground state solution of (3.1) with ω = 1. Then

cN ≤ max
t≥0

I(tu1, tu1)

≤ p− 1

2p

(
2(2‖u1‖2)p

2(1 + b)‖u1‖2p2p

) 1
p−1

+
p− 3

2p

(
6(2B(u1))

p

3

2(1 + b)‖u1‖2p2p

) 3
p−3

≤ max{2
p

p−1 , 3
3

p−3 }p− 1

p
‖u1‖2p2p

( 1

1 + b

) 1
p−1

< max{2
p

p−1 , 3
3

p−3 }p− 1

p
‖u1‖2p2p

(1
b

) 1
p−1
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Due to

max{2
p

p−1 , 3
3

p−3 } =

{
3

p

p−1 , p ∈ [3 +
√
6,∞),

3
3

p−3 , p ∈ (3, 3 +
√
6),

we deduce that

b >





(
(p−1)3

p
p−1 ‖u1‖

2p
2p

pEω

)p−1

, p ∈ [3 +
√
6,∞),

(
(p−1)3

3
p−3 ‖u1‖

2p
2p

pEω

)p−1

, p ∈ (3, 3 +
√
6).

In a similar fashion, if ω ≥ 1, it follows that

b >





(
(p−1)3

p
p−1 ‖uω‖

2p
2p

pE1

)p−1

, p ∈ [3 +
√
6,∞),

(
(p−1)3

3
p−3 ‖uω‖

2p
2p

pE1

)p−1

, p ∈ (3, 3 +
√
6).

In conclusion, cN < min{E1, Eω} provided

b >

{
max{b1, b2} p ∈ [3 +

√
6,∞),

max{b3, b4} p ∈ (3, 3 +
√
6).

This completes the proof. �

Proof of (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 1.1. We divide the proof in several steps.
Step 1. We show that the existence of ground state solutions of problem (1.1). By the

Ekeland variational principle [24] that there exists a sequence {(un, vn)} ∈ E such that

I(un, vn) → c, I ′(un, vn) → 0 in E′.

By computing I(un, vn) − 1
6〈I ′(un, vn), (un, vn)〉, it is easy to get that {(un, vn)} is bounded in

E. Then there exists (u, v) ∈ E such that, up to a subsequence

(un, vn) → (u, v) weakly in E,

(un, vn) → (u, v) strongly in L2p(R2)× L2p(R2) for p ∈ (3,+∞),

(un, vn) → (u, v) a.e. in R
2.

Then I ′(u, v) = 0 and I(u, v) ≤ c. If (u, v) 6= (0, 0), it follows that (u, v) ∈ N , I(u, v) ≥ c. Then,
I(u, v) = c. Now, it remains to prove (u, v) 6= (0, 0). Assume by the contrary that (u, v) = (0, 0),
then

c+ on(1)‖(un, vn)‖E = I((un, vn))−
1

2
〈I ′(un, vn), (un, vn)〉

= −
(
B(u+B(v)

)
+
(1
2
− 1

2p

)
F (u, v) + on(1)

= on(1),

which is a contradiction. Thus (u, v) is a ground state solution of system (1.1).
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Step 2. We show that u 6= 0 and v 6= 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that u = 0
and v 6≡ 0. Multiplying the first equation in (1.1) by un, we obtain

lim
n→∞

∫

R2

(|∇un|2 + u2n)dx = 0,

Multiplying the second equation in (1.1) by vn,
∫

R2

(|∇vn|2 + v2n)dx+ 3B(vn) =

∫

R2

v2pn dx+ on(1).(3.2)

Therefore, there exists tn such that

1

t2n

∫

R2

(|∇vn|2 + v2n)dx+ 3B(vn) = t2p−6
n

∫

R2

v2pn dx.(3.3)

Combining (3.2) and (3.3), it follows that tn → 1, as n → ∞. Hence

lim
n→∞

I(un, vn) → I(0, v) ≥ Eω,

which contradicts the fact that cN < Eω. Similarly, if v = 0 and u 6≡ 0, we can obtain
I(un, vn) → I(u, 0), as n → ∞, which contradicts the fact that cN < E1.

Therefore, u 6≡ 0 and v 6≡ 0, (u, v) is a nontrivial ground state solution of (1.1). In fact, since
(|u|, |v|) ∈ N and cN = I(|u|, |v|), we conclude that (|u|, |v|) is a nonnegative solution of (1.1).
Using the strong maximum principle, we infer that |u|, |v| > 0. Thus (|u|, |v|) is a positive least
energy solution of (1.1). This completes the proof. �

4. Proof of (i) of Theorem 1.1.

Given (u, v) ∈ E \ {(0, 0)}, consider the path

γu,v(t) := (tαu(t·), tαv(t·)), t ≥ 0,

where α > 1 such that 1
p−1 < α < 1

3−p
for p ∈ (2, 3) and α > 1 for p = 3. Then

I(γu,v(t)) =
t2α

2

(
‖∇u‖22 + ‖∇v‖22

)
+

t2(α−1)

2

(
‖u‖22 + ω‖v‖22

)

+
t6α−4

2

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− t2pα−2

2p
F (u, v).

By differentiating both sides with respect to t at 1, we obtain the following constraint

J(u, v) =α
(
‖∇u‖22 + ‖∇v‖22

)
+ (α− 1)

(
‖u‖22 + ω‖v‖22

)

+ (3α − 2)
(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− pα− 1

p
F (u, v).

Define a constraint manifold of Pohozaev-Nehari mype

Mb := {(u, v) ∈ E \ {(0, 0)} |J(u, v) = 0} .
The corresponding groundstate energy is described as

cb := inf
(u,v)∈Mb

I(u, v).
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By [5], when p ∈ (2, 3], problem (3.1) admits a positive ground state solution ũω. To be more
precise, denote the ground state level by

Ẽω := inf
u∈Mω

Jω(u)

where

Mω :=

{
u ∈ H1

r (R
2) \ {0} :

∫

R2

(α|∇u|2 + (α− 1)ωu2)dx+ (3α− 2)B(u) =
pα− 1

p

∫

R2

u2pdx

}
.

Define the set of ground state solutions of (3.1) by

Sω := {u ∈ H1
r (R

2) \ {0} : J ′
ω(u) = 0, Jω(u) = Eω}.

Sω is nonempty.

Lemma 4.1. The set Sω is compact in H1
r (R

2). More precisely, any sequence {un} ⊂ Sω has a
subsequence {ujn} ⊂ Sω and u ∈ Sω such that ujn → u strongly in H1

r (R
2) as n → ∞.

Proof. For any {un} ∈ Sω,

Eω =
1

2

∫

R2

(|∇un|2 + ωu2n)dx+
1

2
B(un)−

1

2p

∫

R2

u2pn dx

=
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)∫

R2

|∇un|2dx+
(1
2
− α− 1

2(pα − 1)

)
ω

∫

R2

u2ndx+
(1
2
− 3α − 2

2(pα− 1)

)
B(un)

≥
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)∫

R2

(|∇un|2 + u2n)dx.

Therefore {un} is bounded on Sω. There exists u ∈ H1
r (R

2), such that, up to a subsequence,
un → u weakly in H1

r (R
2), strongly in Lp(R2) for p ∈ (2, 3] as n → ∞. Moreover, due to

un ∈ Mω for any n, we can obtain

lim inf
n→∞

‖un‖H1
r (R

2) > 0.(4.1)

First we prove that u 6≡ 0. Indeed, if u = 0, by Lemma 2.1, we obtain un → 0 strongly in
H1

r (R
2), as n → ∞, which contradicts (4.1). Thus u 6≡ 0. Next, we show that u ∈ Sω. Since un

satisfies problem (3.1), we get that u is a solution of problem (3.1). By the semicontinuity of the
norms,

Ẽω ≤ Jω(u) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Jω(un) = Ẽω.

Therefore u ∈ Sω and un → u strongly in H1
r (R

2), as n → ∞. That is, Sω is compact in
H1

r (R
2). �

Lemma 4.2. For given positive constants a, b, c, d, a function f(t) = at2α+ bt2(α−1)+ ct6α−4−
dt2pα−2 has exactly one critical point on (0,+∞), the maximum.

Proof. The proof is similar to [5], we omit it here. �

Lemma 4.3. For any (u, v) ∈ E\{(0, 0)}, there exists a unique tu,v > 0 such that γu,v(tu,v) ∈ Mb

and

cb = inf
(u,v)∈E\{(0,0)}

max
t>0

I(γu,v(t)).



12 Y. H. JIANG, T. Y. CHEN, J. J. ZHANG, M. SQUASSINA, AND N. ALMOUSA

Proof. The proof is standard, we omit it here. �

Lemma 4.4. If b > 0, then cb < Ẽ1 + Ẽω, where Ẽ1 is a groundstate energy of problem (3.1)
with ω = 1.

Proof. Let ũ1 and ũω be a positive ground state solution associated to the level Ẽ1 and Ẽω

respectively. Denote f(t) = I(tαũ1(t·), tαũω(t·)), that is,

f(t) =
t2α

2

(
‖∇ũ1‖22 + ‖∇ũω‖22

)
+

t2(α−1)

2

(
‖ũ1‖22 + ω‖ũω‖22

)

+
t6α−4

2

(
B(ũ1) +B(ũω)

)
− t2pα−2

2p
F (ũ1, ũω).

According to Lemma 4.2, there exists unique t0 > 0 such that (tα0 ũ1(t0·), tα0 ũω(t0·)) ∈ Mb. Hence

cb ≤ I(tα0 ũ1(t0·), tα0 ũω(t0·)) = I(t0ũ1(t0·), 0) + I(0, t0ũω(t0·))− 2bt2p0

∫

R2

|ũ1(t0x)ũω(t0x)|pdx

< I(t0ũ1(t0·), 0) + I(0, t0ũω(t0·))
= Ẽ1 + Ẽω.

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.5. lim infb→0 cb > 0.

Proof. Suppose by contradiction the lemma does not hold. Then there exists {bk} such that
bk → 0 and cbk → 0, as k → ∞. Moreover, there exists {(uk, vk)} ∈ Mbk such that I(uk, vk) → 0,
as k → ∞, that is

ok(1) =
1

2

∫

R2

(|∇uk|2 + u2k + |∇vk|2 + ωv2k)dx+
1

2
(B(uk) +B(vk))−

1

2p
F (uk, vk)

≥
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)
‖(uk, vk)‖2E .

We deduce that ‖(uk, vk)‖E → 0, as k → ∞. Since {(uk, vk)} ∈ Mbk ,

(α− 1)‖(uk , vk)‖2E ≤ C‖(uk, vk)‖2pE .

Thus we have ‖(uk, vk)‖E ≥ (α−1
C

)
1

2p−2 , which is a contradiction. This completes the proof. �

Given δ > 0, let

(Sω)
δ := {u ∈ H1

r (R
2)|u = ũ+ u, ũ ∈ Sω, ‖u‖H1

r (R
2) ≤ δ},

be the neighborhood of Sω of radius δ.

Lemma 4.6. For any δ > 0, there exists bδ > 0 such that for any b ∈ (0, bδ), up to a subsequence,
there exists (ubn, v

b
n) ∈ Mb satisfying

I(ubn, v
b
n) → cb, I ′(ubn, v

b
n) → 0, as n → ∞,(4.2)

and {ubn} ∈ (S1)
δ and {vbn} ∈ (Sω)

δ.
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Proof. We adopt some idea in [7]. Suppose by contradiction the lemma does not hold. Then
for δ0 > 0, there exists {bk} ∈ R

+ such that bk → 0, as k → ∞, and for any {(ubkn , vbkn )} ∈ Mbk

satisfying (4.2), there holds {ubkn } ∈ H1
r (R

2)\ (S1)
δ0 or {vbkn } ∈ H1

r (R
2)\ (Sω)

δ0 . For any k, there
exists nk such that

|I(ubknk
, vbknk

)− cbk | ≤ 1/k.

Let ũk = ubknk
and ṽk = vbknk

. By Lemma 4.4, we have

lim sup
k→∞

I(ũk, ṽk) ≤ lim sup
k→∞

cbk ≤ Ẽ1 + Ẽω.(4.3)

Since {(ũk, ṽk)} ∈ Mbk ,

cbk =
1

2
‖(ũk, ṽk)‖2E +

1

2

(
B(ũk) +B(ṽk)

)
− 1

2p
F (ũk, ṽk)

≥
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)
‖(ũk, ṽk)‖2E ,

we deduce that {(ũk, ṽk)} is bounded in E. Up to a subsequence, ũk → u and ṽk → v weakly in
H1

r (R
2), strongly in L2p(R2) for p ∈ (2, 3], as k → ∞. By Lemma 4.5, we have

lim inf
k→∞

min{‖ũk‖H1
r (R

2), ‖ṽk‖H1
r (R

2)} > 0.

Noting that bk > 0 and

ok(1) =

∫

R2

|∇ũk|2 + ũ2k + 3B(ũk)−
∫

R2

ũ2pk ,

there exists tk such that

1

t4α−4
k

∫

R2

|∇ũk|2 +
1

t4α−2
k

∫

R2

ũ2k + 3B(ũk) = t2+2pα−6α
k

∫

R2

ũ2pk ,

that is tαk ũk(tk·) ∈ N1. Similarly, there exists sk such that sαk ṽk(tk·) ∈ Nω.
Step 1. We claim that tk → 1 and sk → 1 as k → ∞. We only give the proof of tk → 1, as

the second convergence being similar. We consider two cases:
Case I. u 6= 0. If lim supk→∞ tk > 1, then we can assume that tk > 1 for all k we have

ok(1) = (t2+2pα−6α
k − 1)

∫

R2

ũ2pk − (
1

t4α−4
k

− 1)

∫

R2

|∇ũk|2 − (
1

t4α−2
k

− 1)

∫

R2

ũ2k

≥ (t2+2pα−6α
k − 1)

∫

R2

ũ2pk ,

which yields tk → 1 as k → ∞. This is a contradiction. So lim supk→∞ tk ≤ 1. Similarly,
lim infk→∞ tk ≥ 1. Then limk→∞ tk = 1.

Case II. u = 0. If lim supk→∞ tk > 1, then we can assume that tk > 1 for all k we
have lim supk→∞ ‖ũk‖H1

r (R
2) = 0, which contradicts (4.3). So lim supk→∞ tk ≤ 1. Similarly,

lim infk→∞ tk ≥ 1. Then limk→∞ tk = 1.
Step 2. Let uk = tαk ũk(tk·) and vk = tαk ṽk(tk·), then uk → u and vk → v weakly in H1

r (R
2),

as k → ∞. Next we show u ∈ S1, v ∈ Sω and uk → u, vk → v in H1
r (R

2), as k → ∞. This will
be a contradiction.
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Since ũk ∈ H1
r (R

2), there exist Uk ∈ C0(R
2) and Vk ∈ C0(R

2) such that
∫

R2

|∇ũk − Uk|2dx < ε,

∫

R2

|ũk − Vk|2dx < ε.

Therefore

‖∇(uk − ũk)‖22
=

∫

R2

|∇(tαk ũk(tkx)− ũk(x))|2dx

≤ 2

∫

R2

|∇(tαk ũk(tkx))− Uk(x)|2dx+ 2

∫

R2

|∇ũk(x))− Uk(x)|2dx

= 2

∫

R2

|tα+1
k ∇(ũk(tkx))− Uk(x)|2dx+ 2

∫

R2

|∇ũk(x))− Uk(x)|2dx

≤ 4t2α+2
k

∫

R2

|Uk(tkx)− Uk(x)|2dx+ 2|tα+1
k − 1|2

∫

R2

U2
k (x)dx+ (4t2αk + 2)ε

= 12ε,

and

‖uk − ũk‖22
=

∫

R2

|tαk ũk(tkx)− ũk(x)|2dx

≤ 2

∫

R2

|tαk ũk(tkx)− Vk(x)|2dx+ 2

∫

R2

|ũk(x)− Vk(x)|2dx

≤ 4t2αk

∫

R2

|Vk(tkx)− Vk(x)|2dx+ 2|tαk − 1|2
∫

R2

V 2
k (x)dx+ (4t2α−2

k + 2)ε

= 12ε.

It follows that ‖uk − ũk‖H1
r (R

2) → 0 and ‖vk − ṽk‖H1
r (R

2) → 0 as k → ∞. So

I(ũk, ṽk) = I(uk, vk) + ok(1) ≥ Ẽ1 + Ẽω + ok(1).

Recalling that lim supk→∞ I(ũk, ṽk) ≤ Ẽ1 + Ẽω, we obtain

lim
k→∞

J1(uk) = Ẽ1, lim
k→∞

Jωvk = Ẽω.

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we deduce that u 6≡ 0. Thanks to the lower semicontinuity
of norms,

J1(u) ≤ lim inf
k→∞

J1(uk) = B1

If J1(u) = E1, which yields that uk → u strongly in H1
r (R

2) and u ∈ S1. If not, we have

‖u‖H1
r (R

2) < lim inf
k→∞

‖uk‖H1
r (R

2).

It follows that u 6∈ M1. Then there exists a unique t0 ∈ (0, 1) such that J(tα0u(t0·)) = 0. Thus,
we have

J1(t
α
0u(t0·)) < lim

n→∞

(t2α0
2

‖∇uk‖22 +
t
2(α−1)
0

2
‖uk‖22 +

t6α−4
0

2
B(uk)−

t2pα−2
0

2p
‖uk‖2p2p

)
.
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Since J1(t
αuk(t·)) has the maximum value at t = 1 for all k. It follows that

J1(t
α
0u(t0·)) < lim

n→∞

(1
2
‖∇uk‖22 +

1

2
‖uk‖22 +

1

2
B(uk)−

1

2p
‖uk‖2p2p

)

= Ẽ1,

which is a contradiction. That is u ∈ M1 and J1(u) = Ẽ1, which yields u ∈ S1, and uk → u
strongly in H1

r (R
2) as k → ∞. Finally, we can similarly prove v ∈ Sω and vk → v strongly in

H1
r (R

2) as k → ∞. By Step 1, we know that ũk → u and ṽk → v strongly in H1
r (R

2), as k → ∞.
This is a contradiction with the fact that ũk ∈ H1

r (R
2) \ (S1)

δ0 or ṽk ∈ H1
r (R

2) \ (Sω)
δ0 . This

completes the proof. �

Proof of (i) of Theorem 1.1. We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. Mb is nonempty. For each (u, v) ∈ E \ {(0, 0)}, J(tαu(t·), tαv(t·)) is of the form

at2α + bt2(α−1) + ct6α−4 − dt2pα−2, which is positive for small t and negative for large t. Thus,
there exists t̃uv > 0 such that J(t̃αuvu(t̃uv·), t̃αuvv(t̃uv ·)) = 0. Thus, Mb is not empty.

Step 2. Mb is bounded away form zero, i.e. (0, 0) 6∈ ∂Mb. For each (u, v) ∈ Mb,

F (u, v) =
p

pα− 1

(
αa(u, v) + (α− 1)b(u, v) + (3α − 2)c(u, v)

)

≥ p

pα− 1
(α− 1)‖(u, v)‖2E .

(4.4)

By the Sobolev embedding theorem there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any (u, v) ∈ Mb,

‖(u, v)‖2pE ≥ C‖(u, v)‖2E . Therefore, ‖(u, v)‖E ≥ ρ > 0 and the conclusion holds.
Step 3. cb > 0. For each (u, v) ∈ Mb, combining (4.4)

I(u, v) =
1

2
‖(u, v)‖2E +

1

2

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− 1

2p
F (u, v)

=
1

2
‖(u, v)‖2E +

1

2

(
B(u) +B(v)

)
− 1

2(pα− 1)

(
αa(u, v) + (α− 1)b(u, v) + (3α− 2)c(u, v)

)

=
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)
a(u, v) +

(1
2
− α− 1

2(pα− 1)

)
b(u, v) +

(1
2
− 3α− 2

2(pα − 1)

)
c(u, v)

≥
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)
‖(u, v)‖2E .

Then taking into account Step 2 and pα− 1 > α, we can obtain cb > 0.
Step 4: If {(un, vn)} is a minimizing sequence for I on Mb, then it is bounded. Let

{(un, vn)} ∈ Mb such that I(un, vn) → cb. As in Step 3, we get

I(un, vn) =
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)
a(un, vn) +

(1
2
− α− 1

2(pα− 1)

)
b(un, vn) +

(1
2
− 3α− 2

2(pα − 1)

)
c(un, vn).

Since the coefficients of a(un, vn), b(un, vn) and c(un, vn) are positive, then

I(un, vn) ≥
(1
2
− α

2(pα− 1)

)
‖(un, vn)‖2E ,
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it follows that {(un, vn)} is bounded in E. Thus, there exists (u, v) ∈ E such that, up to a
subsequence

(un, vn) → (u, v) weakly in E,

(un, vn) → (u, v) strongly in L2p(R2)× L2p(R2) for p ∈ (2, 3],

(un, vn) → (u, v) a.e. in R
2.

If a(u, v) + b(u, v) = lim infn→∞ a(un, vn) + b(un, vn), then it follows (un, vn) → (u, v) strongly
in E as n → ∞ and (u, v) 6= (0, 0), then cb is attained by (u, v).
If a(u, v) + b(u, v) < lim infn→∞ a(un, vn) + b(un, vn), by the Lemma 2.1 and J(un, vn) = 0, we
deduce that J(u, v) < 0, then it follows that (u, v) 6∈ Mb and (u, v) 6= (0, 0). Then there exists
a unique t0 ∈ (0, 1) such that J(tα0u(t0·), tα0 v(t0·)) = 0. Thus, we have

I(tα0u(t0·), tα0 v(t0·)) < lim
n→∞

(t2α0
2

a(un, vn) +
t
2(α−1)
0

2
b(un, vn) +

t6α−4
0

2
c(un, vn)−

t2pα−2
0

2p
F (un, vn)

)
.

Since J(tαun(t·), tαvn(t·)) has the maximum value at t = 1 for all n.It follows that

I(tα0u(t0·), tα0 v(t0·)) < lim
n→∞

(1
2
a(un, vn) +

1

2
b(un, vn) +

1

2
c(un, vn)−

1

2p
F (un, vn)

)

= cb,

which is a contradiction.
Step 5. The minimizer (u, v) is a regular point of Mb, i.e. J

′(u, v) 6= 0. To the contrary,
suppose that J ′(u, v) = 0. For (ut, vt) = (tαu(tx), tαv(tx)), one has

J(ut, vt) = t
d

dt
I(ut, vt),

d

dt
J(ut, vt) =

d

dt
I(ut, vt) + t · d2

dt2
I(ut, vt).

Since d
dt

∣∣∣
t=1

J(ut, vt) = 0, it follows that

2α2a(u, v) + 2(α − 1)2b(u, v) + 2(3α − 2)2c(u, v) − 2(pα− 1)2

p
F (u, v) = 0.

Then, combining with J(u, v) = 0, we get

0 =(α2 − α(pα− 1))a(u, v) + ((α− 1)2 − (α− 1)(pα − 1))b(u, v)

+ ((3α − 2)2 − (3α − 2)(pα− 1))c(u, v)

The coefficients of a(u, v), b(u, v) and c(u, v) in the above identity are negative, which is a
contradiction.

Step 6. I ′(u, v) = 0. Thanks to Lagrange multiplier rule,there exists µ ∈ R such that

I ′(u, v) = µJ ′(u, v).(4.5)

We claim µ = 0. There holds




αa+ (α− 1)b+ (3α− 2)c − pα−1
p

d = 0;

(1− 2αµ)a + (1− 2µ(α − 1))b+ 3
(
1− µ(6α− 4)

)
c−

(
1− µ(2pα− 2)

)
d = 0;(

2µ(α− 1)− 1
)
b+ 2

(
µ(6α − 4)− 1

)
c− µ(2pα−2)−1

p
d = 0.
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The first equation holds since J(u, v) = 0. The second one follows by multiplying (4.5) by (u, v)
and integrating. The third one comes from Pohozaev equality. We get

0 =µ
((

(2α2 − (2pα− 2)α
)
a(u, v) +

(
2(α − 1)2 − 2(pα− 1)(α − 1)

)
b(u, v)

+ (2(3α − 2)2 − 2(pα− 1)(3α − 2)c(u, v)
)
.

All coefficients of a(u, v), b(u, v), c(u, v) in the above identity are negative. This implies that
µ = 0.

Step 7. Thanks to Lemma 4.6, the minimization {(un, vn)} can be chosen in (S1)
δ × (Sω)

δ,
where δ > 0 is small such that 0 6∈ S1 and 0 6∈ Sω. Hence, u 6≡ 0 and v 6≡ 0, (u, v) is a nontrivial
ground state solution of (1.1). In fact, since (|u|, |v|) ∈ N and cb = I(|u|, |v|), we conclude
that (|u|, |v|) is a nonnegative solution of (1.1). Using the strong maximum principle, we infer
that |u|, |v| > 0. Thus (|u|, |v|) is a positive ground state solution of (1.1). This completes the
proof. �
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Università Cattolica del Sacro Cuore

Via dei Musei 41, Brescia, Italy

Email address: marco.squassina@unicatt.it

mailto:18843111149@163.com
mailto:taiyongchencumt@163.com
mailto:zhangjianjun09@tsinghua.org.cn
mailto:marsquassina@pnu.edu.sa
mailto:nmalmousa@pnu.edu.sa
mailto:marco.squassina@unicatt.it

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Proof of (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 1.1. 
	4. Proof of (i) of Theorem 1.1.
	References

