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Abstract

LetQ c RN (IV > 3) be an open domain which is not necessarily bounded. By using
variational methods, we consider the following ellipticsems involving multiple
Hardy-Sobolev critical exponents:

2%(s1)—2 i
—Au— /\‘“H‘i“ = kards ol 2upl? inQ,

2% (s1)—2 1 _ .
—Av— pl T = ﬁﬁm|u|°‘|v|ﬂ 2y inQ,

(u,v) € 2 := Dy (Q) x Dy*(Q),

wheresy, s2 € (0,2),a > 1,8 > 1,A > 0, > 0,k # 0, + 8 < 2*(s2). Here,
2*%(s) = Q(Jf,v_’;) is the critical Hardy-Sobolev exponent. We mainly studydhgcal
case (i.e.q + 3 = 2*(s2)) when( is a cone (in particulaf) = RY or @ = RY).
We will establish a sequence of fundamental results inolydegularity, symmetry,
existence and multiplicity, uniqgueness and nonexistegime In particular, the sharp

constant and extremal functions to the following kind of biedvariable inequalities

|u|?" () [v|>" ()

Sa,ﬂ,/\w(ﬂ)(/g(/\ EE +p +2%(s)k

IUIQIUIB) )ﬁ

|z[* |z[*

< [ (9uP + [9oP)da
Q

for (u,v) € 2 will be explored. Further results about the sharp conssant » ,.(€2)
with its extremal functions whefl is a general open domain will be involved.
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1 Introduction

LetQ c RY (IV > 3) be an open domain which is not necessarily bounded. We study
the following nonlinear elliptic systems

|27 (1) -2y,

—Au— A T rl = u|*2ulv|? in Q,

v 2% (s )=2,, _ )
—Av — plY \r\il = nﬁw|u| |v|f =20 in Q, (1.1)
(u,v) € 2 := Dy (Q) x D> (),

:HOé|

wheresy, s2 € (0,2),a>1,8>1,A>0,u> 0,k # 0, a4+ < 2%(s2) := Q(L:;"‘)

The interest in studying the nonlinear Schrodinger syst&ymotivated by real
problems in nonlinear optics, plasma physics, condenset:nhysics, etc. For ex-
ample, the coupled nonlinear Schrodinger systems ariieeilescription of several
physical phenomena such as the propagation of pulses fnibgrent optical fibers and
Kerr-like photorefractive media, seel [2,]11] L6] 23,[24, 283. The problem comes
from the physical phenomenon with a clear practical sigaifce. The researches on
solutions under different situations not only correspaoddifferent physical interpre-
tation, but also has a pure mathematical theoretical sagmifie. Hence, the coupled
nonlinear Schrodinger systems are widely studied in rihcgrars, we refer the read-
ers to [1[8[20, 22, 25] and the references therein.

Foranys € [0, 2], we define the measud; := B ‘de and|[ulp = |u|1"duS

We also use the notatioffu||, := |ul|0. The Hardy-Sobolev mequalltﬂ[ﬂl 7. 14
asserts thaD*(RY) — L2 ()(RY du,) is a continuous embedding fere [0, 2].
For a general open domatil there exists a positive constalis, ) such that

25\ g
/Q|Vu|2da:ZC(S,Q)(/Q|u| d;c)2“, u e DS2(Q).

Ed

Definepus, () as

, |Vul?dx
sy (Q) = 1nf{ f(é *(51)
fg lu|

]2

ue 9372(9)\{0}}. (1.2)

d(E 2*(51)

Consider the case 6t = RY, it is well known that the extremal function of,, (R%Y)
is parallel to the ground state solution of the following Ipieom:

[]1

(1.3)
u=0ondRY.

2% (s1)—2 .
{—Au B

We note that the existence of ground state solutioh of (b8) f< s; < 2 is solved
by Ghoussoub and Robelt[13]. They also gave some propetims the regularlty,

symmetry and decay estimates. The instaritqn) := C(x + [z]?752) =5 for



0 < sy < 2is a ground state solution o (1.4) below (se€ [18] [27)):

[x]*2

Aut+ 28270 — 0 inRY, W
u>0 inRY and u — 0 as|z| — +oo. '

The case thdl € 02 has become an interesting topic in recent years since thatcue

of 9 at0 plays an important role, se [9,112] 13] 15], etc. A lot of sigfit conditions
are given in order to ensure that, (Q) < u,, (RY) in those papers. It is standard
to apply the blow-up analysis to show that, (2) can be achieved by some positive
u € HY(Q) (e.g., see[12, Corollary 3.2]), which is a ground state tsartuof

2% (s1)-2 .
{—Au =k ing,

Bl

u=20 on o,
and the least energy equé% — ﬁ)ﬂsl (Q) = .

However, it seems there is no article before involving tretesy case liké (111) with
Hardy-Sobolev critical exponents, which we are going td deth in the current paper.
It is well known that the main difficulty is the lack of compaess inherent in these
problems involving Hardy-Sobolev critical exponents. Toenpactness concentration
argument (see [21], etc.) is a powerful tool to handle witksthcritical problems. It
is also well known that the compactness concentration aegtickepends heavily on
the limit problem. Consider a bounded dom&inif 0 ¢ €2, we see tha%,z’ =1,2

are regular. We are interested in the case of that (). It is easy to see that when
0 € Q, the limit domain isR”Y, and wher) € 952, the limit domain is usually a cone.
Especially, whed2 possesses a suitable regularity (€9. € C? atz = 0), the limit
domain isR% after a suitable rotation. Hence, in present paper, we yatody the
critical elliptic systemd[(T11) witlx + 3 = 2*(s2) and( is a cone.

Definition 1.1. A cone inR" is an open domaif with Lipschitz boundary and such
thattx € Q) for everyt > 0 andz € Q.

We will establish a sequence of fundamental results to teeesy[1.1) including
regularity, symmetry, existence and multiplicity, and agistenceetc. Since there are
a large number of conclusions in the current paper, we domend to list them here.
This paper is organized as follows:

In Section 2, we will establish by a direct method a type of interpolatioequalities,
which are essentially the variant Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirendp (CKN) inequalities, see

B].

In Section 3 we will study the regularity, symmetry and decay estimatdout the
nonnegative solutions of (1.1). TakifRy) as a specific example, we will study the
regularity based on the technique of Moser’s iteration @emositio 3.11). By the
method of moving planes, we obtain the symmetry result (sepditior{ 3.8). Due to
the Kelvin transformation, we get the decay estimation Begositiod 3.R).



In Section 4, we shall study the basic properties of the correspondirigaienanifold.

In Section 5, we will give a nonexistence of nontrivial ground state $olu of (1.7)
for the case, > s, see Theorem5.1.

In Section 6, we will give an existence result of positive solution reégat a special
case :\ = u(§)2 (321)72, see Corollary 6]1. Further, we prepare a sequence of pre-
liminaries for the existence result which are not only ub&fuus to study the case of

s1 = s9 in Section 7, but also the caseQf# s, in Section 8.

In Section 7, we will focus on the case of, = so = s € (0,2) when{ is a cone. In
this case, the nonlinearities are homogeneous which enalitedefine the following
constant

S ) . Jo (IVul? + [Vo]?)da
B\ = _
0T ([ D 0 g bl g,

] [ ]

2 bl
2% (s)

(1.5)
where
~ |u|2*(s) v

2 :={(u,v) € 7 : (A

Q ||® |z[*

)dz > 0}. (1.6)

Ty, (ule)?

In particular, we shall see that = 2\{(0,0)} if and only if

see Lemma7]2. Wher < 0, we will prove thatS, s.x,,(2) has no nontrivial ex-
tremals (see Lemma_7.2). Hence, we will mainly focus on theeaz~ > 0 and
show that the systeni (1.1) possesses a least energy scdmibthatS,, s (1) is
achieved. These conclusions will produce the sharp conatahextremal functions to
the following kind of inequalities with double-variable

u*

Suprn@( [ W=+

2% (s) B\ g2
+2*(S):‘$|U| |’U| )d$)2 (s)

|z[* |z[*

< [ (9uP + [9oP)da
Q

for (u,v) € 2. For this purpose, a kind of Pohozaev identity will be essdtgd. Then
the existence, regularity, uniqueness and nonexisterscitseof the positive ground
state solution to the systef (IL.1) can be seen in this sedtiader some proper hy-
potheses, we will show that the positive ground state smiuthust be of the form
(C(to)U, toC(to)U), wheret, > 0 andC(to) can be formulated explicitly antl is
the ground state solution of

uz* (s)—1

—Au = pus(Q) EE in Q,
u=20 onoQ.




Taking a special cast = 3,s = 1,a = 8 = 2, A = u = 2k in consideration, we will
find out all the positive ground state solutions[to{1.1) . éghen these conclusions,
we may prove the existence of infinitely many sign-changimlgtfons of the system
(@) on a coné by gluing together suitable signed solutions correspantbreach
sub-cone. Further, if2 is a general open domain, the sharp consgans » ,.(€2) and
its extremal functions will be investigated. We will find ayv@ computeS, s »,,.(£2)
and to judge wheis, 3.»,,.(£2) can be achieved i is a general open domain.

In Section 8,the system[(1]1) satisfying, # s2 € (0,2) will be studied. We shall
consider a new approximation to the original system| (1.hj &stimation on the least
energy and the positive ground state along with its geomstructure to the approx-
imation will be established. Finally, the existence of pi@siground state solution to
the original system will be given.

2 Interpolation inequalities

Fors; # s2, we note that there is no embedding relationship betvlééﬁ1>(ﬂ, dps,)
andL? (2)(Q, dp, ) for any domairQ with 0 € Q. Hence, we are going to establish
some interpolation inequalities in this section.

Proposition 2.1. Let 2 ¢ RV (N > 3) be an open set. Assume tilak s; < sy <
s3 < 2, then there exist8 = % € (0,1) such that

w27 (2.1)

2*(53),53

|u|2*(52)752 S |u|g*(sl),sl |

forall u € L?"(0)(Q, 42y 0 L2 (3)(Q, 42,

> Tal1 » Tals

Proof. Definep = #2=22,thenl — o = ﬁ A direct calculation shows that

3—s1’
s2 =081+ (1 —0)ss3 (2.2)

and
2%(s2) = 027(s1) + (1 = 0)2"(s3)- (2.3)
It follows from the Holder inequality that

20, Juf? ()

2" (s2)
|ul dx:/( )Q(
o |z[* o |zl |2|53
2% (s1) 2% (s3) 1—
<(f M) ()
o lzlm o |zl

Letd := 3223 o, then by [ZB) agairl, — 6 = ggzg (1 — 0). Then we obtain that

1—0

dx

1-60
2*(53),53

0
|u|2*(82)732 < |u|2*(51)-,51 |u



forallu € L¥ (1) (Q, 42 )N 12" (3)(Q, 92 where

? Ja]st ) z[3
_ 2*(51)0 _ (N — 81)(83 - 82)
2%(s2) " (N = s2)(s3 — 1)

has the following properties. Firstly, we note tifat 0 sinces; < sy < s3 <2 < N.
Secondly,

€(0,1)

l<1ls (N — 81)(83 — 82) < (N — 82)(83 — 81) <~ (82 — 81)(N — 83) > 0.

Define
N(Sg — 81)

19(81, 82) = 52(]\] — 81)

for 0 <51 <59 <2 (24)

Corollary 2.1. LetQ c RV (N > 3) be an open set. Assurfie< s; < 2. Then for
anyss € [s1,2] andé € [9¥(s1, s2), 1], there existg”(d) > 0 such that

2+ (s1),81 = C(@)||u||9|u|179 (2.5)

|u 2% (s2),52

for all u € Dy*(Q), where|u|| == ( [, |Vu|2da:)%.

Proof. If s3 = s1 = s, thend(sy, s2) = 0 and [25) is a direct conclusion of Hardy-
Sobolev inequality and the best constarft) = 11,(2)~ %,V 6 € [0, 1], wherep, ()
is defined by[(IR). Ifs; = 0, thend(sy,s2) = 1,0 = 1 and [2.5) is just the well-
known Sobolev inequality.

Next, we assume thét< s; < so < 2. We also note that iff = 1, (2.3) is just the
well-known Sobolev inequality. Hence, next we always asstimtf < 1. Define

s g (N —s2)(s2—s1)
TN —s1) — (s2—s1)

Noted € [J(s1, s2),1), we have thab < 5 < s; < sy < 2. Then by Proposition 211,
we have

0 1-6
2*(5),§|“ 2% (52),52°

Recalling the Hardy-Sobolev inequality, we have

|u

2% (s1),81 < |u

1
|ul2=(5),5 < pa(2) 72 [ul].
Hence, there exists@(fd) > 0 such that

[l (oryer < COllul’luli, .

Define

(N - 81)(2 - 82)
(N — 82)(2 — 81)

¢(s1,82) := for 0 < s; < s9<2. (2.6)



Corollary 2.2. LetQ) c RY(N > 3) be an open set. Assurfie< s < 2. Then for
anys; € [0, so] ando € [0,5(s1, s2)], there exists &'(o) > 0 such that

2*(s2),82 < C(U)”u”1_0|u|g*(sl),sl (27)

|u
forall u € Dy%(Q).
Proof. We only need to consider that casespf< s, ando > 0. Define

(N = s1)(s2 — s1)
(N —51) — (N — s3)0”

S =81+

Recall thatr € (0,¢(s1, s2)], we have) < 51 < so < § < 2. Then by Proposition 211,
we have

o
2*(5),5"

|U, 2*(52)752 S |U g*(51)751|u

Recalling the Hardy-Sobolev inequality, we hgug- 5 s < 15(€) 2 ||ul|. Hence,
there exists &'(o) > 0 such that

2+ (s2),02 < C(0)|[ull =7 u

g
|'LL 2*(s1),81"

O

Remark 2.1. The above Corollary2]1 and Corollaiy 2.2 are essentiallywell known
CKN inequality. However, based on the Proposifiod 2.1, aoofs are very concise.
Moreover, the expressions @.8)and (Z.1) are very convenient in our applications.

3 Regularity, symmetry and decay estimation

In this section, we will study the regularity, symmetry aretdy estimation about the
positive solutions.

Lemma 3.1. Assume thal < s; < s < 2,0 < u € Dy*(RY) and|u[> 1)~ /|z[*1 €
LY(Bf ) forall 1 < g < ¢qi, whereB} := B;(0) "RY. Then

N(N + 2 — 281)ql
N(N—l— 2 — 282) + (82 - sl)q1'

|u|2*(52)*1/|a:|52 € LYBf) foralll <q<

Further, if [u|> (5)=1/|z|** € LY(B{") forall 1 < ¢ < oo, then we have

N(N +2—2s))

2*(82)—1 S2 q +
u z|*? € LY(B foralll1 <g¢ < .
| | /| | ( 1) —q (7\7 2)(52 51)

N(N+27251)q1
N+2—252)+F(N+2)(s2—s1)q1

Proof. Wheng < N and0 < s1 < sy < 2, we see that

2% (s2)—1
2*(82) -1 q <1 S2q — Q*Esfgflslq <1
2%(s1) — 1@ N -




Then we can take sontec (0, 1) such that

2*(s9) — 1 q cf<1- S2q — g:ng;:islq
25(s1) = 1aq N '
Let 2 (sg)-1
t:S2q—mq31 (1212*(52)—1(]
1-0 ’ 92 (s1) — 170

Then by the choice of, we havet < N andg < ¢1. Hence, by the Holder inequality,
we have

u(2*(52)_1)q u(2*(51)_1)q 6 1 1-6
B |z[®2¢ Bt |z[*d B ||

. N(N+2—251)q1
It is easy to see that
y N(N +2—2s2) + (N +2)(s2 — s1)qu
N(N +2—2s1)

(N + 2)(82 — 81)

is increasing by, and

asq; — oo. O

goes to

Lemma 3.2. Assume thal < so < 51 < 2,0 < u € Dy*(RY) and|u[?" 1) =1 /|z|** €
Li(Bf) forall 1 < g < qi, whereBf := B;(0) N RY. Then|u|> (2)=1/|z|52 €
La(Bf) forall 1 < g < 39~ q1.

Proof. For anyl < g < ggzgqu we sett = gznggjslq— soq andg = gnggjq

Then under the assumptions, it is easy to seettkad and1 < ¢ < ¢;. Hence,

(27 (s2)—1)q (2" (s1)—1)q
/ uidx:/ L |af'de
By @[ By |@[*d

w2 (s1)=1)q
</ ————dx < +o0. (3.2)
B

= Jpy T

We note that for some subset and somey > 1 such that

[l Do, ol )7 o] € L),

then by Holder inequality, we also havd 112 ¢ L4(Qy) provided0 < t1,t2 <

[*2

2*(s9) — L andt; + to = 2*(s2) — 1. Hence, we can obtain the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Assumesq, s2 € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1, a+ 8 = 2*(s2), then
any positive solutioitu, v) of

2% (s1)—2 1 _ .
—Au — AMWTU = KOs u|*2ulv|? in RY,
2% (s1)—2 i
—Av — pld leil L= liﬂ#|u|0‘|v|ﬁ72v in RY, (3.3)

(u,v) € 7 := DY*(RY) x DY*(RY),

satisfying the following properties:



(i) if 0 < max{si,s2} < 22, thenu,v € C%@);
(i) if max{sy,s2} = &2, thenu,v € CYY(RY) forall 0 <~ < 1;
(iid) if max{si, s} > N¥2 thenu,v € C1(RY)forall 0 < < YEmaxisnseh),

Proof. Indeed, it is enough to consider the regularity theorerth at 8Rf. By [286,
Lemma B.3],u, v are locally bounded. LeB := B;(0) N RY. We see that there
exists som&' > 0 such that

u(@)[* D7 |z]*t < Cla| =, fo(a) VT |2)* < Cla| ™,
Ju(@) 6D |z]*2 < Cla| 72, fo(2)]* 5271 /]a]** < O]~ (3:4)

forz € B;f. Hence

« x N
> D=L |z)5 o> G0z e LY(B;) forall 1 < ¢ < —
51

and
N
—92 B B—2 n
Iia|x|52 |U|0¢ ’u|U| ; I€6| |52 |u| |’U| v E Lq(B )fOF all 1 <g< g
SetSmaI = maX{S1,82} and Smin = min{Sl,SQ}. Then we have thath,v c

W2a(Bf) forall 1 < ¢ < 2. Denote
7 = sup{r : sup(fu(a)|/Je]") < 00,0 < 7 < 1},
B
7y 1= sup{r: sup(o(a)|/Jel") < 00,0 < 7 < 1},
B
and
7o := min{7y, 7, }.

Step 1: We prove thatrg = 1, i.e.,7, =7, = 1.

Case 1: s;qe < 1. By the Sobolev embedding, we havev € CT( ) for any
0 < 7 < 1. Hence;y = 1 in this case.

Case 2:s;,42 > 1. For this case, we have v € OT(B_f) forall 0 < 7 < min{2 —
Smaz, 1}. Then by the definition, we have— s, <7< 1. Forany0 < 7 < 79,

we havelu(z)| < Clz|™ and|v(z)| < Clx|™ for z € By, then for anyr € By, there
exists som&’ > 0 such that

T |2 (s1)— 1/|CL‘|51 < Clxl 2% (s1)—1)7— 51

u

|2* 52)—1/|x|52 < C|(E| 2% (s2)—1)7— 52

u\x

(2) ( )
|U(:C)|2 (s1)— 1/|CL‘|51 < C|:v|(2 (s1)— 1).,- =

(z) ( )
’U(a:)|2 (s2)— 1/|x|52 < O|:17|(2* 1)7- s2. (3.5)

10



Supposery < 1, then by [35), there must hol@*(smam) - 1)70 — Smaz < 0.
Otherwise,

uf¥ o) faff e € LBE), [of2 o) faf s € L4(BY)

forall 1 < ¢ < oo. On the other hand, by LemrhaB.2 and Holder inequality, itisye
to prove that

1

_9 8
|a ul’l}l s HB|I|S2

lu|*v|?~2v € LYB{) forall 1 < ¢ < co.

Ko |u

|[*

It follows thatu € W“(BIF/Q) foranyl < ¢ < oo and then by the Sobolev embedding

again we havey = 1, a contradiction. Thereforé2* (simaz) — 1)70 — Smaz < 0iS
proved and thus we have

|u|2*(5mam)_l/|x|57na17 |v|2*(57naz)_1/|x|5mam c Lq(Bi‘F)

N

Smax — (2*(Smam) - 1)7—0 .

foralll <g¢ <

Subcase 2.1f s,in, < 108 (2*(smin) — 1)70 — Smin > 0, we have
[l )t gl o2 min) L gl € L(BY)

forall1 < ¢ < N. We claim thats,,, — (2*(smaz) — 1)7-0 > 1. If not, we see
thatu,v € W24(Bf) forall 1 < ¢ < N, and then by Sobolev embedding, we
obtain thatry = 1, a contradiction. Hence, we hauev € W24(B; ) forall 1 < g <

, and by the Sobolev embedding again, we hauec CT(B;F/Q)

smazf(Q* (Smaz)fl)To
forall 0 < 7 < min{2 — [sae — (2*(Smaz) — 1)70], 1}. Then by the definition of
70, we should have

2 — [Smaw - (2*(5771@;3) - 1)7-0] S 70
which implies that

2 = Smaz + (2*(Smaz) — 2)70 < 0.

But s;max < 2,2*(Smaz) > 2,70 > 0, @ contradiction again.

Subcase 2.2f 1 < $;in < Smaax < 2@NA (2% (Smin) — 1)To — Smin < 0, by Lemma

B2 again,
|u|2*(57nin)_1/|x|5min7 |U|2*(5min)_1/|x|5min c Lq(Bi‘F)

for all

l<a< 2*(Smaz) — 1 N
=1 2*(szn) -1 Smax — (2*(Smam) - 1)70 .
On the other hand, by the definition af, we have that

uf¥ o) g, Jof2 i) gl € L9(BY)

11



foralll1 <¢< N . Thus,
Smm*(Q* (Smin)71)70

|u|2*(5min)_l/|x|57nin7 |v|2*(smm)—1/|x|smm c Lq(Bfr)
for all
1< g < max " 2 o) = - }
max , .
<4 Smoin — (2 (i) — )70 2 min) — 1 Sz — (2 (5maa) — )70
Noting that
2*(Sma;ﬂ) - 1 N
2*(8min) — 1 Spmaw — (2*(smm) - 1)70
N
o Smax — (2*(Sma$) - 1)70
N

)

- Smin — (2*(szn) - 1)7—0

we haVG’UJT(S’M") Hx|® vin o 2 (smin)—1 z|*m e LB forall 1 < q <
1
and it follows that

Sminf(Q* (Smin)fl)To
N
Smaxr — (2*(Smaz) - 1)7-0 .

Then apply the similar arguments as that in the subcase 2. taw deduce a contra-
diction. Henceyy, = 1is proved and them, = 7, = 1, i.e., foranyd < 7 < 1,

u,v € WH4(B) for 1< ¢ <

2% Sl)_l/|x|sl < C|x|(2*(51)71)7751,

|u(z
2*(51)—1)7—51,
)

(
2% 52)_1/|$|82 < C|x|(2*(52)—1 T—52
( _

|u(z

(@)
o@D /Ja} < Clal

(@) ,
p@)? ¢ o < Claf (27 C)1) 7,

(3.6)

Step 2: We prove thatu, v € W24(B;") for all

1< - |f 2*(877“11) —-1- Smax Z 0

<q s )
1 oy 12 (Smaz) = 1 = Smas <0

We divide the proof in two cases.

Case 1:2*(Smaz) — 1 — Smaw = 0, 1.€.,8max < 232, By taking T close tol, we see

that

o, o207 gl Juf? e a5, ol ) el € L1(BY)

|u

12



forall 1 < g < oo. Meanwhile, by the Holder inequality,

1

|[*

1

]2 lu|*|v|?~2v € LY(BT) forall 1 < ¢ < oo.

KQ lu|*2ulv|?, KB

Henceu,v € W4(B7)forall 1 < ¢ < co.
2
Case 2:2*(Smaz) — 1 — Smaz < 0, 1.6, 5582 < 5,0, < 2. Inthis case, we have

|u|2*(5maz)_l/|x|5maz, |U|2*(5mam)_1/|x|5mam c Lq(Bf’)

for all
N
1 + Smaz — 2*(Smaac) '

If 2*($min) — 1 — Smin > 0, then we see that

1<qg<

|u|2*(57nin)_1/|x|57nin, |v|2*(5min)_l/|x|57nin c Lq(Bi‘F) for a” 1< q < 00.
Henceu,v € W4(Bf) forall1 < ¢ < g,
If 2*(Smin) — 1 — Smin < 0, we must have
|u|2*(57nin)_1/|x|5min, |U|2*(5min)_l/|$|57nin c Lq(Bi")

forall 1 <g< % Since

1+8min—2* (57711'

N < N
1 + Smin — 2*(Sm1n) -1 + Smaz — 2*(Smaz)

we also obtain that, v € W>4(B{) forall 1 < ¢ < yp—"5—.

Step 3:By the Sobolev embedding theorem,
N +2

u,v € CY(BY ) forall 0 < v < 1if spnae <
In particular, in the case,,., < 252, there existg, > N such that

|‘UHW3w¢J0(BT/2)

u2*(51)72vu u2*(51)71 UJOL*QUBVU
§C(1+H e Hm(Bj)*’HWHqu(Bj)+HWHL%(BD
T e VAT u®"1f
+ ”THL%(BD + HWnqu(Bj)) < oo.

Thus, we obtain that € CQ(BT/Q). Similarly, we can also prove thate CQ(BT/Q).
If Spaz > NLH note that;— i\g*(s ; > N, by takingr close tol, we have

u,v € Clﬁ(Bl*/z) forall0 < v <1—[14 Smaz — 2*(Smaz)] = % O

13



Proposition 3.2. Assume thaty, s2 € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2*(s2).
Let (u, v) be a positive solution of3-3), then there exists a constafitsuch that

lu(@)], [o(x)| < C(L+ ||~ N=D); V()| [Vo(2)] < Cla| 7.
Proof. Recalling the Kelvin transformation:

u(y) = |y|-<N-2>u<ﬁ>, v (y) = |y|-<N-%<ﬁ>. (3.7)

It is well known that

A (y) = Mﬁmu)(ﬁ) andAv* (y) = Mﬁmvxﬁ). (3.8)

Hence, a direct computation shows tifat, v*) is also a positive solution to the same
equation.

By Proposition[3]1, we see that',v* € C“7(RY) for somey > 0. Then
[u* ()], |v* ()] < Cly| fory € B;. Going back to(u, v), we see thafu(y)|, [v(y)| <
Cly|~™-=1 for y € RY. Finally, it is standard to apply the gradient estimate, we
obtain thaf Vu(y)|, [Vu(y)| < Cly|~" fory € RY. O

Remark 3.1. Checking the proofs of Lemmas]8.113.2 and Proposifiod83 1their
conclusions are valid for general cote A little difference is that wheft = RV, the
decay estimation is

u(@)], lo(@)] < CL+]a|™);  [Vu(@)], [Vo(z)| < Cla| 7V

Proposition 3.3. Assume thaty, s> € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2*(s2).
Let (u,v) be a positive solution of8.3). Then we have thato o = u,vo00 = v
for all isometry ofR™ such thatr(RY) = RY. In particular, (u(z', zx), v(z, 2n))
is axially symmetric with respect to they —axis, i.e.,u(z’, zny) = u(]2’|,xn) and
v(a',xn) = v(|2], zN).

Proof. We prove the result by the well-known method of moving plan@snote by
ex the Nt" vector of the canonical basis " and consider the open bal :=
B% (%G—N>) Set
I 2—-N, (_>= T
{so(x) = o Nu(—ex + ), 3.9)

(a) = |2 No(—a3 + )

forall z € D\{0} and(0) = ¢(0) = 0. By Propositioh 311y (), ¢ (x) € C*(D) N
C*(D\{0}). We note that it is easy to see thatr) > 0,7 (z) > 0in D andp(z) =
Y(x) = 0ondD\{0}. On the other hand, by Proposition3.2, there exists 0 such
that

o(x) < Clz|,¥(x) < Clx| forall z € D\{0}. (3.10)

14



Slncego( ) = 1(0) = 0, we have thap(x),1(z) € C°(D). By a direct computation,
(¢(z), ¥ (x)) satisfies the following egaution
2 (s1)—1 a 1 5
—Ap—A
- ‘zd)z‘z(sl) 1 ‘xwli:B 1| in D. (3.12)
_A¢_M|17‘I‘ZB_N)‘ :K/ﬁ‘z ‘:E‘ZBN s2
Noting that
|z — |£C|2€—>N’ = |a| en|, (3.12)
we have - N
—A(p—/\‘ SILZ =T :/ioz‘x 4 Zim =
2 (ap)-1 i1 in D. (3.13)
_A1/) ,u/’ 1/.:1 I_N) 51— o eN 51

Sinceey € D\{0} andy(z), ¥ (z) € C(D\{0}) ﬁOO( ), there exist€' > 0 such
that
o(x) < Clz —en|,¢(x) < Cle —ex| forall z € D. (3.14)

Noting that2*(s;) — 1 — s; > —N fori = 1,2, then by [3.1D),[(3.13)[(3.14) and the
standard elliptic theory, we obtain thatz), v (z) € CY(D). By p(x) > 0, (x) >
in D, we obtain tha% < O < 0 on9dD, wherev denotes the outward unit normal
toD atx € 9D.
For anyn > 0 and anyz = (z1,2') € RY, wherex’ = (zq,--- ,zy) € RV 7L,
we let
zy = (2n — 21,2") andD,, := {x € D|x, € D}. (3.15)

We say that P,)) holds iff

D,, # 0 andp(x) > p(xy), ¥ (z) > ¥(zy,) forall 2 € D, such thate; < 1.

Step 1: We shall prove thatP,) holds ify < § and close ta} sufficiently.

Indeed, it is easily to follow the Hopf's Lemma (see the arguats above) that there
existse > 0 such that P,) holds forn € (§ — o, 3). Now, we let

o = min{n > 0; (Ps) holds for alld € (n, %)} (3.16)

Step 2: We shall prove that = 0.

We prove it by way of negation. Assume that> 0, then we see thdd, # () and that
(P,) holds. Now, we set

$(z) = p(z) — (o) andy(z) := ¥ (z) — ¥(zs). (3.17)

15



Then we have

~Ap =[-Ap(a)] - [-Ap(w)]
(@) T (@) ()

Mo ePen " o - e

(‘P(Io))z*(ﬁ)il oy (‘P(xd))ail(w(xo))ﬁ

- A

|To — |$U|2*5\f>|s1 ; |zs — |$o|25\f>|52
2%(s1)—1 1 1
>\ o(zo -
Al e e~ e P
+ (o))" (@) [ — L] @19
|z — [z[?en]®  |zo — |zs[?en|*
forallz € D, N {x; < o}. Noting that
oo +laoPER| — |z + |oPEr |
= (|lzo]? = 21 (1 + |26 + |2]* + 22n)
=do(o —z1)(1 + |zo]* + |z|> + 22x), (3.19)
we obtain that
—Ap(x) >0forallz € D, N {x; < o}. (3.20)
Similarly, we also have
— AY(z) > 0forallz € Dy N {z; <o} (3.21)
Then by the Hopf’'s Lemma and the strong comparison principéchave
Al e O
¢,¢>O|anﬁ{x1<a}anda—f,a—zf<Ooanﬁ{x1:a}. (3.22)

Here we use the assumptien> 0. By definition, there exists a}subsequelﬁcg}ieN -
R* and a sequender’};eny C D suchthat; < o,2" € D,,, (z')1 < 0, lim 0, = o
71— 00

and . . . .
p(a') < p((2')o,) or(z') < P((2*)s,). (3.23)

Up to a subsequence, we may assume #at) < ¢((z%),,) without loss of gen-
erality. Since{z'},cn is bounded, going to a subsequence again, we assume that
lim z; = x € D, N {1 < o} due to the choice ofz'}. Then we havep(z) <

1—> 00

o(zs), i.e., p(x) < 0. Combining with [3.2B), we obtain that(z) = 0 and then

T e G(Dg N{z; < cr}).

Case 1:1If z € 9D, thenp(z) = 0. It follows thaty(x,) = 0. Sincez, € D and
¢ > 01in D, we also haver, € 0D. We say thatt = x,. If not, x andz, are
symmetric with respect to the hyperplane= o. This is impossible since thd? is a
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ball, e > 0 andz, z, € 9D. Now recalling thatp € C!, by the mean value theorem,
there exists a sequencee ((z')1,20; — (2%);) such that

p(z') = p((2")a;) = 2010(73, (')") (&)1 — 04). (3.24)

Using the factgz’); < o; andp(z) < ¢((z")s,), we leti go to infinity and then
obtain that

Oe(x) > 0. (3.25)
On the other hand,
e
o) =57 (w(a). o)
o dp

a contradiction. Here we use the assumptior 0 again and the fact; = o since
T = Tq.

Case 2:If z € D, sincep(z) = ¢(z,) > 0, we haver, € D. Sincezx € 9(D, N
{z1 < o}), we havex € D N {z; = o}. Then apply the similar arguments in
Case 1, we can also obtain thate(xz) > 0. On the other hand, by (323), we have
201p(x) = 01¢(x) < 0, also a contradiction.

Hence,o = 0 is proved.
Step 3:By Step 2,0 = 0. Hence, we have

(P(CCl,I/) Z <P(—171a I/)a 1/}(:617:6/) Z 1/)(—$1a I/) for all x S DO =D. (327)
Apply the same argument one can obtain the reverse inegjUttitis,

o(z1,2") = p(—x1,2"),¢(x1,2") = (—21,2") forall x € D. (3.28)

Hence,p andvy are symmetric with respect to the hyperpldng = 0}. Noting that
the arguments above are valid for any hyperplane containihgBy going back to
(u,v), we obtain the conclusions of this proposition. O

Remark 3.2. (Open problem)The Propositiof 313 is established under the assump-
tion thatQ) = RY. But so far we do not know whether the Proposifior 3.3 is toue f
general coné). It remains an open problem.

4 Nehari manifold

In this section, we study the Nehari manifold correspondinte following equation:

2% (s1)-2 _ .
—Au — AMWTU = Iiaﬁ u|*2ulv|? in RY,
2% (s1)—2 .
—Av — pld |m|i1 L= ﬁ6ﬁ|u|o‘|v|5_2v in RY, (4.1)

(u,v) € = Dy*(RY) x Dy*(RY),

17



For (u,v) € 2, we define the norm
1
I, 0)llz = (lull* + 0]*) %,

where|u|| == ( fon |Vu|2d:c)% for u € Dy*(RY). A pair of function(u, v) is said
+
to be a weak solution of(4.1) if and only if

2*(51)72 2*(51)72
/ VuVpr + VoVadr — )\/ ud:c - H/ udm
B R

¥ RY  l2™ Yoo fal
a—2 B |82
—FLCY/ wdw—ﬁﬁ |u'|U|7Us’ndgc=0forall (p1,92) € 2.
RY |z|*2 RY | |52

The corresponding energy functional of problém](4.1) isrfias

1 1
D(u,v) = §a(u,v) — mb(u,v) — ke(u, v)
for all (u,v) € 2, where
a(u,v) = ||(u, ’U)H%,
w2 1) MEMCEY)
b(u,v) := )\fRf %dm + “fRﬁ lLdex’ (4.2)

() = fy, n M de
We consider the corresponding Nehari manifold
N = {(u,v) € 2\(0,0)|J(u,v) = 0}
where
T(u,v) =@ (u,v), (u,))
=a(u,v) — b(u,v) — k(a + B)c(u,v)

and®’ (u, v) denotes the Fréchet derivative®dft (u, v) and(-, -) is the duality product
betweenZ and its dual spac&*.

Lemma 4.1. Assumesy, sz € (0,2), A\, € (0,400),a > 1,5 > landa+ § =
2*(s2). Then for any(u,v) € 2\{(0,0)}, there exists a unique= ¢, > 0 such
thatt(u, v) = (tu, tv) € N if one of the following assumptions is satisfied:

(i) x> 0.
(i) kK <0andsy > s;.
(i) s2 = s1 andk < 0 with |x| small enough.

Moreover,\ is closed and bounded away frdm
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Proof. For any(u,v) € 2, we use the notations defined thy (4.2) and we will write
them asa, b, ¢ for simplicity. It is easy to see that for arfy,, v) # (0,0), we have
a>0,b>0,c>0.Forany(u,v) € 2\{(0,0)} andt > 0, we have

1 1 x «
B(tu, tv) ==at? — ——bt? (1) — g2 (52), (4.3)
2 2*(81)
Denote®(ut) .— _y4(¢), where

g(t) =bt? D72 4 k2% (sp)et? (52072 _ g,

For the cases dfi) and(ii), it is easy to see thgt{+o00) = 400 andg(0) = —a < 0.
Also for the casé€ii), by the Young inequality, one can prove that there existsesom
C' > 0 such that(u,v) < Cb(u,v) for all (u,v) € 2. Thus, for the case of;, = sy,

if £ < 0 with |x| small enough, we obtain that

b(u,v) + 2%(s2)ke(u,v) > 0 forall (u,v) € 2\{(0,0)}. (4.4)
Hence, we also hawg+o00) = 400 andg(0) = —a < 0.

Thus, we obtain that there exists sofme 0 such thay(¢) = 0 due to the continuity
of g(t). It follows thattu € N. By the Hardy-Sobolev inequality and the Young
inequality, there exists sont > 0 such that

b(u,v) < Ol (u,0)[|12,,  clu,v) < Cl(u, v)||5, 2.

Let (u,v) € NV, since2*(s1) > 2,i = 1,2, we have

2%(s1)

a:b—l—/-@(Z*(sQ))ch(a 2 —|—a—2*(252)),

which implies that there exists somg > 0 such that
[ (u,0)]|o = a® > & for all (u,v) € N. (4.5)
Thus, N is bounded away fronf0, 0) and obviously,\ is closed.

For any(u,v) # (0,0), letty := inf{t|g(t) = 0,¢ > 0}. Then we see thap > 0
andg(to) = 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 1, thatis,g(t) < 0
for0 <t < 1andg(l) =0 = b+ k2*(s2)c — a. We note that

g'(t) =(2"(s1) — 2)bt* D73 4 52%(55) (2% (s9) — 2)ct? (2) 73,

(1) If kK > 0, theng’(t) > O forall ¢t > 0.
(1) If K < 0,s2 > s1, recalling thad = b + k2*(s2)c — a, we have

g'(t) =(2"(s1) — 2)bt? ()73 4 k2% (52) (2% (s2) — 2)ct? (+2)73
:[(2*(81) . 2)bt2*(51)*2*(sz) + I€2*(82)(2*(32) _ 2)0} tz*(”)*g
= h(t)? (s2)3

3
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where
h(t) := (27 (s1) — 2)bt? D727 (2) 4 9% (55)(2%(s2) — 2) .
Whent > 1, we have
h(t) >(2%(s1) — 2)b+ k2" (s2) (2" (s2) — 2)c
=(2%(s1) — 2)(a — K2*(s2)c) + k2" (s2) (2% (s2) — 2)c
=(2"(s1) — 2)a — K2*(s2)(2"(s1) — 2"(s2))c
>0.

Henceg'(t) > 0 forall ¢t > 1.
(11) If kK < 0, s2 = s1, similar to the arguments as cg$é) above, we know

h(t) = (2*(s1) — 2) (b + 2*(s1)kc) > 0
whenk is small enough by (414).

The arguments above imply thaft) > 0 for ¢ > 1. Hencet = 1 is the unique
solution of g(¢t) = 0. It follows that for any(u,v) # (0,0), there exists a unique
t(u,0) > 0 such that, ,)(u,v) € N and

© (b (u,0)Us Eu,0)v) = max D(tu, tv).
0

Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Lemal4.1, &m5),, sequence ob(u,v)
ie.,

D (U, vn) = m

D' (U, vy,) — 0N Z*
is bounded inz.

Proof. Let {(un,v,)} C 2 be a(P5S).,, sequence ofb(u,v). We tend to use the
previous marks:, b, ¢ and denote(u,, vy,), b(un, vn), c(tn, vy) DY @y, by, ¢, for the
simplicity. Then we have

D(up,vp) = %an — ﬁsl)bn — ke =m+o(1) (4.6)
and
J(tn,vp) = an — by, — k(a4 B)en, = o(1)]| (wn, vn)|| 2- 4.7)

(1) If k > 0, for the case 0§, < s1, we have

m + o(1) (1 + || (un, vn)||2)

= @(un,vn) — %J(Uma’un)

— 1_ 1 a 2*(82) — C

- (2 2*(51)) n+ (2*(81) 1) n
1 1
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and for the case of, > s1, we have

m 4 o(1)(1 + || (ttn, )| 2)

= D (up,v,) — 2*(182)J(un, Up)
1 1 1 1
= (5 - 2*(82)) nt+ (2*(82) - 2*(81))b"

> (5= o) N v I

(2) If k < 0,89 > s1, similarly we obtain that
1 1
m+o(1) (1 + [|(un, va)ll2) > (5 - m)l\(umvn)ll?@-

Based on the above arguments, we can se€{that v,,)} is bounded inz. O

Lemma 4.3. Under the assumptions of Lemfal4.1,{ét,,,v,)} C A be a(PS).
sequence fob| ., i.e.,®(un, vn) = cand®’| (un, v,) — 0in Z*. Then{(un, v,)}
is also a(PS). sequence fob.

Proof. For any(u,v) € N, we will follow the previous marks, b, c defined by[(4.D).
Then we have
a—b—k2"(s2)c =0

and )
(J'(u,v), (u,v)) = 2a — 2*(s1)b — K(2%(s2)) "c.

@) If x>0,
(' (u, ), (u,0)) =2[b 4 K2 (s2)c] — 2%(51)b — k(2" (s2)) ¢
=[2—2"(s1)]b+ (2 — 2*(s2)) 2" (s2)kcC

(
<max{2 — 2%(s1),2 — 2" (s2) }[b + 2" (s2)~c]
=max{2 —2"(s1),2 — 2"(s2) }a.

(2)If 5 < 0,52 > 51,
(' (,0), (,0)) =20 — 27 (s1)[a — 5o+ B)c] - s(a+ B)2c
=[2-2"(s1)]a+ K[2°(s51) —a = B](a + B)c
<2-2 @)l
Hence, by[(4)5), we obtain that
(J' (u,v), (u,v)) < max{2 —2*(s1),2 —a — $}05 < 0 forall (u,v) € N, (4.8)

whered is given by [4.5). By the similar arguments as in Lenima 4.2 cae prove
that{(u,,v,)} is bounded inz. Let{t,,} C R be a sequence of multipliers satisfying

& (U, vp) = D | & (i, V) + tnd (Un, vp).
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Testing by(u,,, v,), we obtain that
tn(J (U, vn), (Un, vp)) — 0.

Recalling [4.8), we obtaity, — 0. We can also have that (u,,, v,) is bounded due to

the boundedness 6t.,,, v,,). Hence, it follows tha®’(u,,, v,) — 0in 2*. O
Define
= inf @ 4.9
coi= inf (u,v) (4.9)
and
1 1

W5:§—m,

wheres ., = max{sy, s2}. From the arguments in the proof of Lemial4.2, we
obtain that

co > 1l|(u, v)|[%- (4.10)
Combined with Lemmg4] 1, we have
co > 1dg, (4.11)

whered, is given by [45b). Ifm, is achieved by soméu,v) € N, then(u,v) is a
ground state solution of (3.3).

5 Nonexistence of nontrivial ground state solution

In this section, we continue to study the equatfonl(4.1).

Definition 5.1. In the sequel, we call, v) nontrivial iff w # 0 andv # 0, and call
(u, v) semi-trivial iff eitheru = 0 or v = 0 but not all zero.

We obtain the nonexistence of nontrivial ground state &miwif (4.), i.e., the least
energyco := inf(, ,)en ®(u, v) defined in[(4.D) can only be attained by semi-trivial
pairs. Denote

fRﬁ |Vul?dx

s (RY) 1= inf{ i uc ngz(M)\{o}}. (5.1)

2% (s) =
gy M de) =@

By the result of Egnell[[10]u., (RY) is achieved and the extremals are parallel to
U(z), a ground state solution of the following problem:

2% (s1)—1

{—AU = pis; (RY) *er— in RY,

(5.2)
u=0 ondRY.
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Define the functional

2%(s1)
Uy (u) = 1/ |Vu|*dz — A / ful dx. (5.3)
R R

2 Jry 2%(s1) Jry [

Then a direct computation shows thas a least energy critical point df  if and only
if

s (RY
w="Uy := (%*)) ENE U, (5.4)
whereU is a ground state solution df (5.2). And the correspondimgigd state value

is denoted by

2% (s1)

ma = Ur(Uy) = [ J(pay (RY)) 002\~ 272 (5.5)

2 2%(sy)

Then we see thah,) is decreasing byt and
co < min{my,m,}, (5.6)
wherec is defined by[(419).

Theorem 5.1. Assume that + 8 = 2*(s2). If one of the following conditions is
satisfied:

() xk <0andsy > s1;

(#1) min{a, B}% > 2,55 > 51 andx > 0 small enough,

then we have
co = min{my,m,}.

Moreover,c, is achieved by and only by semitrivial solution

(U)\a O) |f )\ > IU,,
0,U,) if A < s,
(U)\, O) or (O, UA) if A= p,

whereU,, U,, are defined by5.4).

Remark 5.1. Theoren 5]l means that the systém|(4.1) has only semitgirdand
state under the hypotheses of the theorem.

Remark 5.2. If s1 = s3 = s € (0,2), min{«, 5} > 2, we must havéV = 3. In this
case, the assumption that‘is small enough” can be removed (see Thedrerm 7.4).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we only prove the case\of . By (5.8), we see
thatcy < m,. By (4.11), we also have, > 0. Now,we proceed by contradiction.
Assume thaty is achieved by soméu, v) € & such that, # 0,v # 0. Without loss
of generality, we may assume that> 0,v > 0 sincec is the least energy.
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(i) If K < 0, we obtain that

2% (s1) al,,|B
/ |Vul* — )\/ ful dx = Aa/ [ul® o] dz < 0.
RY RY [T RY |]*

N
+ +

Recalling that

u[* () N ety
([ ar) " < Jull,

v fal
oy

if u # 0, we obtain that

2% (s1) N * (s
[l 7 g > (B0 (5.7)
RY [T A
Then by82 > s1,
1 1 ) 1 1 / || (s1)
- — ul|* + — A dx
(2 2*(52))H H (2*(82) 2*(81)) Rf |$|51
1 1 ju[2" (1) 2
> (5 = —— sy (RY dz) D
> (5~ g O, )7
1 1 || 2" (51)
ey ~ T g
2 1 RY T
1 1 2 2°(s)
= (5 a 2*(82))/\ e (a0 (RY)) 7072+
1 1 _ 2 _27(s1) _
— o INTTGO2 (p, RN ZGn-2
(2*(82) 2*(81)) ! (,LL 1( +))
1 1 — Ny ol
= (5 _ m),\ 27 (51) -2 (HSI(RH)Q G2
= Mm).
Similarly, if v # 0, we have
2% (s1) RY 2% (s1)
[ e > () (5.:8)
RY [T H
and
1 1 ) 1 1 |v|?" (1)
i — dx > .
G T 1+ oy~ Ty o2 e >
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Then,
1 1 1

co =P(u,v) = (% - m)a(u,v) + (m - m)b(u,v)

1 9 1 1 / |u|2*(51)
=(—- — u + - A d(E
(2 2*(52))” | (2*(52) 2*(51) RY |z[®
1

N
+

—_ ~—

1 1
(350

)HUHQ_"( )ILL/ |'U|2*(s1)dx
2%(s2)  2%(s1)” Jry |zl

N
+

S Jma ifo=0
T |mx+m, ifv#0.
Henceco, = m, is proved and we see that= 0, i.e., (u,v) = (Uy, 0).
() If K > 0, we denote

U::/ |,UJ|2*(S1)d:Zj 5::/ |v|2*(51)dx
Ry |zl ’ RY |T[%

N N
+ +

Then we have

*

(:“Sl (/\Rﬁ) ) RO .

o<

If not, apply the above similar arguments, we have

1 1 1 || 2" (1)
P(u,v) > (= — ul]? + — )\/ dx > my,
)2 G~ g I Gy ~ )y e :
a contradiction. Similarly, we also have
5< (/‘S1(Rf))2f;(%'
I
Similar to the arguments of Lemria#.1, we haver, v) > (3 — z(55y) 1 (v, v)17,
Hence,|[ul|?, [[v]* < (5 — 57(5;3) ' co. By Corollary[22, under the assumption of
min{a,ﬂ}% > 2, we can choose some propgr> 2,7, > 2 andC > 0
such that 5
/ el o, < Clul}} o)., = Co=CD (5.9)
sy 1ol e
and

2 = O5T0D (5.10)

2*(s1),81

aly|8
/ [l 0 < o
R

f |117|52
It follows that there exists som& > 0 such that

poy (RY )0 T — Ao < kCoT 0D (5.11)
and that

oy (RY)STC0 — i < 1COT 00, (5.12)
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Defineg; : Ry — R, ;i = 1,2 with

2% (s1)—2

1 n1—2
g1(t) == At TG0 4 gCt26D

and
2%(s1)—2 n3—2
ga(t) == pt TG0 4 gCETED.
Sinceny,n2 > 2, ¢;(t) is strictly increasing in terms df It is easy to check that there
exists somes, > 0 such that whemr < kg, a direct calculation shows that

1 sy (RY), 2ren)
o (3 (L o) < (e

2 A
and N
1, s, (R 2" (s1)
gz(g(%)z (51)72) < ps, (RY).

Hence, ifc # 0,5 # 0, by (5.11) and[(5.12), we obtain that

%(%}R]l))%
and 5 1 (usl(Rf))%
> —(————=) ¥ eo-2,
2 1%
Then
(1_ 1 )H H2+( 1 B 1 ))\/ |u|2*(51)
2 2%(s2) 2%(s2)  2%(s1)” Jry x|
1 1 1 1
— s RN o2¥G1) + _
1 1 1 s, (RY) _2ren o 2
Z < (RN [= LN FGD-2] 276D
(2 2*( )) 1( +)[2( A ) }
R B S 1(MSI(M>);;‘;%
2*(82) 2*(81) 2 A
1.1 1 ___ 2 2% (s1)
Z(Z _ AT TGO RVYZGD—2
>2(2 2*(81)) 1 /’Ll( +) E
L
=5
Similarly, we have
1 1 ) 1 1 o] (s1) 1 1
- — — d - —my.
(3~ F ) W+ (g = e oy a0 > 7> 3
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L Ly, [ b

V|| + — dx
7o) Gy~ m o) Ly e
>my,

a contradiction.

The arguments above imply that= 0 oré = 0, i.e.,u = 0orv = 0. If u = 0,
thenv # 0 is a critical point of¥,, and then®(u,v) = ¥,(v) > m, > my, also a
contradiction. Thus, we obtain that# 0,v = 0. Henceu is a critical point of¥,
andcy = ®(u,v) = ¥ (u) > my. Then, we havey = m) andu = Uj. O

Remark 5.3. We remark that the Theordm b.1 of this section is valid foramef2.

6 Preliminaries for the existence results

Remark 6.1. Without loss of generality, we only consider the cas€of RY. We
remark that the results of this section are still valid foyadomair(2 as long ags, (2)
is attained (e.g{2 is a cone).

Since the systeni (4.1) possesses semitrivial solution), we are interested in
the nontrivial solutions. Firstly, we recall the followimgsult due to Ghoussoub and
Robert [13, Theorem 1.2] (see al$a[15, Lemma 2[1], [19, Lan2ns]) for the scalar
equation.

Lemma 6.1. ([I3, Theorem 1.2]) Let: € Dy*(RY) be an entire solution to the
problem

Au+%:0 in RY, 6.1)
u>0inRY and  u=0o0ndRY. '
Then, the following hold:
(i) _
u e C*RY) ifs1 <1+ %,
ue CHARY)  forall0< B <1lifs; =1+2%,

we CYARY)  forall0< g < MGt if 5 > 14 2.

(i) Thereis a constant’ such thatu(z)| < C(1+ |z|)!=" and|Vu(z)| < C(1 +
)~ .

(i) u(2’,xy) is axially symmetric with respect to they-axis, i.e.,u(z’,xn) =
u(|2’|,xn), wherez’ = (21, ,2Nn_1).
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2%(s1)—2
2

6.1 Existence of positive solution for the caseX = u(g)
The following result is essentially due {0 |17, Theorem 1.2]

Lemma 6.2. Let N > 3, 51,82 € (0,2),A >0, > 1,8 > landa + 8 = 2*(s2).
Then the following problem

B 2" (s2)-1

2%(s1)—1 B .
{—Aw—/\w —Iﬁa(g)2W=0|an,

1ol . (6.2)
w(z) € Dy (RY), w(z) > 0inRY,
has a least-energy solution provided further one of thefwihg holds:
(1) 0 <51 <sy<2andk € R.

(i7) s1 > sp andk > 0.

[NisY

(#9i) s1 = s andx > —/\é(%) .

Remark 6.2. The case of. = 0 or s; = s, with x > —/\é(%)g, (62)is essentially
the problem(6.7). And the existence result was firstly given by Egmell [10].

Corollary 6.1. Let N > 3, s1,82 € (0,2),0 > 0,k # 0, « > 1,8 > 1 and

2% (s1)

a+ 3 =2%(s). If X = u(g) =, then(w, \/gw) is a positive solution of3.3)
provided further one of the following holds:

(1) 0 < s1 < s2 <2andk € R\{0}.
(1) s1 > sgandk > 0.
(#9i) s1 = s andk > —/\é(%)g
Herew is a least-energy solution d6.2).

Proof. This proof can be got through via a direct computation. Wet timeidetails. O

2% (s1)

Corollary 6.2. Assumethal > 3,a > 1,8 > 1, a+ 8 = 2*(s2), A = u(2)
0 and one of the following holds

>

(1) 0 <51 <s2<2,k<0,
(ii) s1=s2 € (0,2),-A(%)% <k <0,

(i17) min{a, B}% > 2,59 > s andx > 0 small enough.

Then(w, \/gw) is a positive solution to equatigB.3) but problem({3.3) has no non-

trivial ground state solution.

Proof. It is a straightforward consequence of Theofenh 5.1 and Goyi.1. O
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6.2 Estimation on the upper bound ofcy := inf ®(u,v)

(u,v)eEN
In order to prove the existence of positive ground statetsoiuo the equatior (411),
we have to give an estimation on the upper bound,pincluding the cases af, = s-
andSl }é S9.

Letl < a,1 < B,a+ B = 2*(s2). Letu := U, be a function defined by (3.4).
Then we have, > 0 in RY and

a8
c(u,v) ;:/ ol 4 0, YwveDy2®RY)M\{0}.
RY |z|*2

Assume that the assumptions of Lemind 4.1 are satisfiedone.of the following
holds:

() x>0,
(i) k< 0andsy > sq,
(iii) s2 = s; andk < 0 small enough,

then we see that for any € R, there exists a unique positive numiér) > 0 such
that (t(c)u, t(e)ev) € N. The functiont(e) : R — R, is implicitly defined by the
equation

*

s (g 2%(s1)—2
ol e 0 [t

51),51

Sl)

.
el + 2202 =[Aul3 (22 L,

+ K2 (s2)e(u, v) [t(e)]Z P e (6.3)

We notice that(0) = 1. Moreover, from the Implicit Function Theorem, it follows

thatt(e) € CY(R) andt’'(g) = gz((‘?) , where

Qu(e) =2 (0) = 2 [Mul3E1 L, + 0B s )™

+ 12" (52)[2% (s2) — 2Je(u, v) [t(e)]F el

and

* *(s 2% (s1)—2 *(51)—
P,(2) :=2||v||%e = 2*(s1)p|v E D [t(e)]F Y R e 2

51),81

2
2

— (2% (s2)Bc(u,v) [t(a)} 2*(52)_2|5|ﬂ_2€.

Lemma 6.3. (The case ofg < 2) Assume that < a,1 < 8 < 2,a+ 8 = 2*(s2)
and one of the following holds:

(i) x> 0.
(II) Kk < 0andsy > s;.

(i) s2 = s andk < 0 with |x| small enough.
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N 1
LetU, := (%) ZGo-2 ], whereU is a ground state solution o5.2). Then
(@) if k <0, (u,0) is a local minimum point ob in .

(b) if & > 0, then

co:= inf (P, ) < P(Ux,0) = Uy (Ux) = my.
0= nf (¢,0) < @(Ux,0) = UA(Ux) = mn

Proof. Letu := Uy and take any € Dy *(RY)\{0}. Wheng < 2, we have
P,(e) = —k2"(s2)Be(u, v)|a|ﬁ72a(1 +0(1)) ase =+ 0

and i
Qu(e) = ([2*(31) - 2})\|u|§*523151) (14 0(1)) ase — 0.
Hence,
t'(e) = —M(v)ﬂ|a|ﬁ*25(1 +0(1)),
where

K2*(s2)c(u, v)

[2*(s1) — 2] Aul- ()

51),81

M(v) :=

By the Taylor formula, we obtain that
te)=1- M(v)|a|ﬁ(1 + 0(1)),
[te)]” ) = 1= 27(s1) M(v) | (1 + 0(1)),
and -
[t(e)] ) =1 27 (s2) M (v)[e]® (1 + o(1)).
Noting that for any(¢, ¢) € N, we have

1 1

O(0, ) = (5 - m)bw, ®) +

whereb(¢, ¢), c(¢, ) are defined by[(4]12). Thus,
P (t(e)u, t(e)ev) — @(u,0)

2*(52) -2
f’ic(gba (p)v

/1 1 2*(s1) 2" (s1) 2% (s1) 2" (s1)|_12* (s1)
G 7)) R P O L T P O R
(s 2*(s9) — 2 2" (s2)
— /\|u|§*gsigysl} + 2fﬁc(u,v) [t(s)} el?
1 1 2" (s1) * B
:(5 — 2*(81)))‘|u|2*(51)751 [ —2%(s1)M(v)]e]” (1 + o(1))
2% (s5) — 2 ‘s
+ %nc(u,v) [t(s)]2 ( 2)|<5|B
K2*(s2)

=— 5 c(u,v)|€|5(1 + 0(1)) + M;_%{c(u,v) (1 + 0(1))|€|ﬁ
=— /<;|5|5c(u, v)(l + 0(1)),

which implies the results sinagu, v) > 0 for any0 # v € Dy (RY).
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Lemma 6.4. (the case ofg > 2) Assume that < «,2 < 5, + 8 = 2*(s2) and one
of the following holds:

(i) > 0.
(II) Kk < 0andsy > s;.

(i) s2 = s; andk < 0 with |x| small enough.

N
LetU, := (%) TTI2 (7, wherel is a ground state solution of5.2). Then
(Ux,0) is a local minimum point ob in V.

Proof. Letw := Uy and take any € Dy*(RY)\{0}. When$ > 2, we have

P,(e) = 2|v]]*e(1 + o(1))

and i
Qule) = ([2(s1) = 2Nl (1), ) (1 + 0(1)).
Hence, R
t'(e) =2M(v)e(1+ o(1)),
where

- v

M(v) .=
®) [2*(51) - 2}/\|u

2+ (s1)
2% (81)751

By the Taylor formula, we obtain that
t(e) =1+ M(U)|£|2(1 +0(1)),

[£(e)]* Y = 14 2%(s1) M (0) e 2(1 + 0(1)),

and . )
[t(e)]” ) =1 4 27 (s2) M (v)[e]*(1 + 0(1)).

Hence a direct computation shows that
®(t(e)u, t(e)ev) — ®(u,0)

=(5 = ey M) o 2 0BT I (14 0(1) + o)

1 2112
3 Il (1 + o(1)

>0 whene is small enough

Definen, := inf ||v||?, where
veED

Ux|*]v]?

]2

Z:={ve Dy*RY): /R de =1}.

N
+
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We note that by the Hardy-Sobolev inequality € L2 (32) (RY, @%), then by the

[UA|*]v[?
[[2

Holder inequality, [, dz is well defined for allv € Dy*(RY) whena =
+

2%(s2) — 2.

Define (¢, ) := [, ‘Uﬁd % Jz, then it is easy to check that -) is an inner prod-
uct. We say thap and) are orthogonal if and only if¢,v)) = 0. Then we have the
following result:

Lemma 6.5. Assume that < a = 2*(s3) — 2,8 = 2, then there exists; > 0 and
some) < v € Dy*(RY) such that

—Av=m \|gTj:v in RY 6.4)
v=0 onoRY. '
Furthermore, the eigenvalug is simple and satisfying
2
1
/ Ol x < —|jv||? forall v € Dy*(RY). (6.5)
RY |z|*> M
In particular, if s; = so = s, we have
= )\a (66)

and it is only attained by = U,.

Proof. It is easy to see thaj; > 0 under our assumptions. Léb,} C = be such
that|[v,||> — m1. Then{v,} is bounded inDy*(RY). Going to a subsequence if
necessary, we may assume that— vy in Dé’Q(Rf) andv,, — v a.e. inRY. By
Holder inequality, we have

at2 2
uvpy —uvg a+z |va =% 2 a—+2
[ (/A ) () |:c|52 -0

as|A| — 0 due to the absolute continuity of the integral and the boesdrofu,,.

Similarly, we also have tha{tm| "} is a tight sequence, i.e., far > 0, there exists
someR. > 0 such that

‘ / "d:z:’ < e uniformly for alln € N. (6.7)
RYNBg,_

I:v|52

Combine with the Egoroff Theorem, it is easy to prove that

a,2 a,2
/ udw%/ =20 da. 6.8)
Y |z]* RY |7[*

Hence, we prove that

Jul*[v]?

Dy (RY) = R with x(v) = /

Ry |T[*
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is weak continuous, which implies thatis weak closed. Hence, € = and we have
HU0||2 < lim inf anH2 =n.
n— 00
On the other hand, by the definitiongf andv, € =, we have
l[voll* = m.

Thus, vy is @ minimizer of||v||? constraint orE. It is easy to see thdty| is also a
minimizer. Hence, we may assume thgt> 0 without loss of generality. We see that
there exists some Lagrange multiplige R such that

|u|*vo

]z

—Avy =1

It follows thatn = ;. Sincevy € =, we get thaty # 0 andn; > 0.
N

Leta(z) := 771%, itis easy to see that(x) € L2 (RY). Then the Brézis-Kato

loc

theorem in[[4] implies that € L7 (RY) forall 1 < r < co. Thenvy € W;2! (RY)
forall 1 < r < oo. By the elliptic regularity theoryy, € OQ(Rf). Finally, by the
maximum principle, we obtain that, is positive. Finally,[C.0) is an easy conclusion
from the definition ofy; .

It is standard to prove thay is simple, we omit the details. Next, we will compute

the value ofy; whens; = so = s. A direct computation shows that

U2*(s)—1
— AUy = A\2——. (6.9)
||
Testing [(6.4) byU,, we have
Ux
(Vo -VUy)dz =m —=vUzdz. (6.10)
RY RY ||
Testing [6.9) by, we also have
Ux
(VU, - Vo)dx = A —-Uyvdz. (6.11)
RY Y |2]*
Hence,
(771 — /\)/ U—AU)\UdZC =0. (612)
rY |z]®
Sincev andU,, are positive, we obtain thagi = . O

Lemma 6.6. (the case of3 = 2) Assume that < a = 2*(s2) — 2, 5 = 2 and one of
the following holds:

(i) x> 0.

(i) kK <0andsy > s;.
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(i) s2 = s; andk < 0 with |x| small enough.

N 1
LetUy := (%) ZGo=2[7, whereU is a ground state solution of5.2). Then
there exists a positiviy = % such that

(a) if K <0, (Uy,0) is a local minimum point ob in \V.
(b) if 0 < k < ko, then(Uy, 0) is a local minimum point ob in .

(¢) if k> ko, then

co:= inf ®(p, ) < ®(Uy,0) = Ur(Uy) =my,
0= inf (¢,) < @(Ux,0) = U5(Ux) = ma

wheren; := inf |v||?, with
ve=

|UA*]0]

]2

Z:={ve Dy*RY): / dr =1}.
RY

Proof. Letw := Uy and take any € Dy*(RY)\{0}. In this case, we have

Py(e) = 2(”@”2 N ﬁz*(SQ)c(u,v))g(l +o(1))

and
Qule) = ([2°(s1) = 2] Alul3- (2], ) (1 + 0(1):
Hence,
t'(e) =2M (v)e (1 + o(1)),
where

: ]2 = k2" (s2)eu, v)

Mv) = [2%(s1) — 2] A|u 2*251)

2% 51)751

Similar to the arguments above, we obtain that

®(t(s)u, t(s)sv) — @(u,0) = = ([Jv]|* = k2% (s2)c(u,v))|s* (1 + o(1)).

| =

If & < 0, we obtain the result ofa).
Sinceu > 0 is given, by Lemm&a®6l5, we have

c(u,v) = / o, < L o2 for all v € D2(RY) (6.13)
’ - s — 0 + /- .
RY |]*2 Uit

Define




Hence, whem: < kg, we have
[v]|> — 2% (s2)kc(u, v) > 0 for all v € Dy*(RY)\{0},

which implies(b). Fork > ko = % by the definition of;, there exists some
v € Dy*(RY)\{0} such that

lv]|? = K2* (s2)c(u, v) < 0.
and then it followgc). O
Summarize the above conclusions, we obtain the followisglte

Corollary 6.3. Assume that < a,1 < 3, + 8 < 2*(s2) and one of the following
holds:

(i) > 0.
(i) kK <0andsy > s;.

(i) s2 = s; andk < 0 with |x| small enough.

N 1
LetU, := (%) ZGo=2[J, whereU is a ground state solution of.2).

(1) Assume that eithet < 0 or 8 > 2 or 8 = 2 but withx < % then(U,, 0)
is a local minimum point ob in A/
(2) Assume that eithet < 2 andx > 0 or 5 = 2 but withx > % then

co:= inf  ®(p, ) < ®(Uy,0) = Uy(Uyx) =my,
0= nf (¢.) < @(Ux,0) = U5(Ux) = ma

wheren; is defined as that in Lemrfa®.5. In particulas,= \ if s; = 59 = s.
Apply the similar arguments, we can obtain the followingutes

Corollary 6.4. Assume that < a,1 < 8, + 8 < 2*(s2) and one of the following
holds:

(i) x> 0.
(i) k< 0andsy > s1.
(i) s2 = s; andk < 0 with |x| small enough.
LetU, := (%M)) EChE: U, whereU is a ground state solution of5.2). Then

(1) if eitherk < 0ora > 2 0ora = 2 but withx < % then(0,U,,) is a local
minimum point ofb in \/;
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(2) ifa <2andk > 0ora =2 butwithx > % then

= inf ®(p,¢) < ®0,U,) =V,U,)= ,
Co (¢71011)€N (¢, 0) ( ) w(Un) =my,

. 2 1,2 /N |u|2|U#|ﬁ
wheren, := inf ||u/|*, and© = {u € Dy*(RY) - / ———dzr = } In
ueo Rf |./L'|52
particular e = p wheneves; = ss = s.

7 The case ofs; = s9 = s € (0,2): nontrivial ground

state and uniqueness; sharp constant,, s » ,(€2); ex-
istence of infinitely many sign-changing solutions

In this section, we focus on the casesef= s5 := s € (0, 2); the cases; # s2 will be
studied in the forthcoming paper (Part Il). That is, we sttiayfollowing problem

2% (s)—2
| %= RO L

“Au— 2\

N )
—Av — pl I 2= mﬁﬁ|u|a|v|ﬂ_2v in Q, (7.1)
(u,v) € 2 := Dy*(Q) x Dy*(),

ElR
,U‘2*(s)72

where( is a cone inR”" (especially2 = RN or @ = RY) or @ ¢ R" is an open do-
main but0 ¢ Q. In this section, we are aim to study the existence of naiatriground
state solution to the systedm I7.1. Thanks to the fact of ¢hat s,, we shall obtain
further results: the uniqueness of the nontrivial grousadessolution; the relationship
between the sharp consta$if s »,,.(£2) and the domaif2; the existence of infinitely
many sign-changing solutions to system 7.1. Finally, wéexiplore some approaches
for studying the sharp constasit, s » . (€2) when( is not necessarily a cone.

Noting that for the special casg = s; = s € (0,2) anda + 3 = 2*(s), the
nonlinearities are homogeneous which enable us to defirfeltbeing constant

Jo (IVul]? + Vo) dx

S pnnl ) = ( ir;f 9 2% (s) 2% (s) s oN
u,V)EZ w|2* (s v]2* (s % u|e|v 2% (s
(7.2)
where
u[* ) ]2 Ju|*v]?

+2%(s)k

2 = {(u,v) € D (A

)dz > 0}. (7.3)
Q |]® |z[*

£

The above constant determines the following kind of ineitjaal

@ u*[v)” N
Sa Q A 2" d
7,6’,/\7u( )(/ﬂ( |5 +p || +2%(s)m || ) x)
< / (|Vul® +|Vv|?*)dx (7.4)
Q
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for (u,v) € 2 or 2, which can be viewed as the double-variable CKN inequality.
the best of our knowledge, such kind of inequality and itgglcanstant with extremal
functions have not been studied before.

Denote

Jo IVul?dz
f{ 2% (5) 3 -
(fsz . dx) =

[

115(9) = in ue Dé’Q(Q)\{O}}, (7.5)

theny,(2) can be attained whef is a cone inRR™Y and0 < s < 2 (see[10]). Noting
thatDy*(2) x {0} ¢ Z and{0} x Dy*(Q) C 2, by the definition, we have that

Sepan(Q) < (max{A, 1) T g (Q), (7.6)

By Young’s inequality, it is easy to see th#t 5 » ,(€2) > 0. The following statement
is obvious.

Proposition 7.1. Assume thatu, v) is an extremal 05, 3, ,.(€2) such that

1 *(
/Q = A o

20 4 2% (s)k|u|*[v|?]dz = 1

and
/Q (IVul® + |Vv|?)dz = Sa,pgx,. ().

Then ) )
(6:%) = ((Saprn( D)=, (Sapan(@)TH=0)
is a ground state solution to problefd.]) and the corresponding energy
1 2% (s)
” QO —2*(3)72'
2*(5)) [S 75-)7#( )]

Lemma7.1. Assumethat > 0,5 > 0, A > 0, 1 > 0, then there exists a best constant

o =(0,0) = (5 -

0 B A ) = (a+ B)(2) %5 (

My 3is
. 5)" (7.7)

such that
B0 [ Tl ol <3 [l o+ [ ol
Q Q Q

forall (u,v) € LoTA(Q, dv) x LA (Q, dv).
Proof. By Young'’s inequality withe,

xy <exP 4+ Cle)y? (x,y >0, >0) (7.8)
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wherel + 1 —1,C(c) = (ep)~9/7q~". Takep = atf = oHrﬁ and

1 A _B o 8
= |u|%y= vﬁ,a: D)atpqats Batn
ul® = ol e = =5 (%) g
then we obtain that
1
ul®[v)? < ——— e (AT + pfo| ). (7.9)
[l ol? < g (™7 4 o +)

Hence, for all(u, v) € LoTA(Q, dv) x L*+A(Q, dv), we have

K(a, B, A, 1) / [ul*[o]®dv < A / u|* v+ p | Jo*Fdv. (7.10)
Q Q Q

. A .
And we note that whelfu, tu) with ¢ = (—ﬁ)aiﬂ, the constank(a, 5, \, 1) is at-
(0%
tained. Hencex(a, 8, A, 1) is the best constant. O

Lemma 7.2. Assumes: < 0. Then

Sa,pau(Q) = (max{)\,,u})_mus(ﬂ).

In particular, in this cases, 3,,,(€2) can only be attained by the following semi-trivial
pairs:

(U,0) it A > g

0,U) it A<

(U,0)or (0,U) if A=y

whereU is an extremal function qfi;(Q2). Hence, the ground state to problefl)
can only be attained by semi-trivial pairs.

Proof. By (Z.8), we only need to prove the reverse inequality. lléar any(u,v) €
2, we have

Jo (IVul?> +|Vv|?)dz
2
(Jo O 4 0 4 gl ) 70
Jo (IVul?* +|Vv|?)dx
2
w|2*(s) 2125 () ZF(s)
(o ()
Jo (IVul]? + |[Vo]?)da
2
w|2*(s) v]2* () O]
(o (B2 100 )
>

(IQ Iu‘;j - )2*() + (fQ e dx)z%(s)
(Jp 20 B2 gy 2t

EE [

> (max{A,u}) T (). (7.11)

Y

> (max{\, p}) 7O

> ( max{/\, M})_ 2*2(5) u
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By taking the infimum ovefZ, we obtain that

Sa,B,)\,N(Q) > (max{)\aﬂ})_mﬂs(ﬂ)

Moreover, by the processes bf(7.11), we see $hat » . (2) is only achieved by

(U,0) it A > p;
(0,0) it A< 3
(U,0)or (0,U) if A=p,
whereU is an extremal function ofi; (). O
", ~ Al _a M, 5
Proposition 7.2. 2 = 2\{(0,0)} whenx > —(=)T® (B)Wst
«

Proof. By Lemmd 7.1, ifx > —(5)2*%@ (%)WL@), then there exists sontg > 0 such

that

o

@, o) R
A +u +2"(s)k de > C (A +u dx).
J 0 FRRLE A rot )
(7.12)
Thereby this proposition is proved. O

Remark 7.1. By the Lemm& 712 and Propositibn17.2, we know that, whenx >
—(5)2’%5)(%)2*‘?@, then the inequality[{714) is meaningful but the sharp camist

[e3

Sa,8,1,,(€2) can be reached only by semi-trivial extremals.

Note: In view of Lemma_Z.R, Propositidn 4.2 and RemfrK 7.1, we haveonsider
the case that > 0. Therefore, throughout the remaining part of the currepepave
assumes > 0.

We obtain the following result:

Theorem 7.1. Assumd is a cone inR ™ (especially©2 = RY or @ = RY) or Qis an
open domainwitl) ¢ Q. If 0 < s <2, > 1,8> 1,a+ 8 =2*(s) andk > 0, then
Sa.8.0,.(€) is always achieved by some nonnegative fundtiom).

Remark 7.2. Theoreni 7]1 asserts that the constants », .(£2) can be attained by a
nonnegative extremal function. But at this moment, we caexaude the possibility
of the semi-triviality of the extremal function. Fortunigteve will see further results
in Theoreni 72 below for the nontrivial extremal function.

When we study the critical problem of a scalar equation($3y blow-up analysis
is one of the classical method. Its ideas usually are asvislidConsider a modified
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subcritical problem define on a convex domain, §&y), which approximates the prob-
lem (P). Then study the existence of positive solutiarto the modified probleriP.)
and the regularity of the positive solutions. By the stadd@ohozaev identity;. must
blow-up ass — 0. Apply the standard blow-up arguments to obtain the excsterf
positive solution of( P). It follows that the set of solutions is nonempty. Therefore
one may take a minimizing sequence to approach the grouted stahis process, the
approximation involves the domains and the format of thdinearities. However, for
the systenh 7]1, the customary skills can not be appliedttiirégince we want to get
rid of the semi-trivial solution, the main obstacles lieshiat we can not get the precise
estimate about the limit of the least energy of the approteérpaoblem. Therefore, in
the current paper, we introduce a new approximation systearewve just modify the
singularity.

7.1 Approximating the problems

For anye > 0, set

() = = forfa] <1, (7.13)

Lemma 7.3. Lete > 0. Then for any € Dy*(Q2), [, ac(z)|u[? ) dz is well defined
and decreasing by.

Proof. Lete; > e3 > 0. By the definition ofa. (), it is easy to obtain the result by
noting thata., (z) < ae,(z) < ag(x). O

We also note that for any compact &t C Q such tha0) & Qy, a.(z) — ao(z)
uniformly on§2; ase — 0. For any fixed= > 0, we consider the ground state solution
to the following problem:

—Au — Nag(z)|u)> 2y = kaa. (@) |u|*2ulv|? in Q,
—Av — pac(z)|v]* )20 = kBac(z)|u|*|v|?~2v in Q, (7.14)
k>0, (u,v) € 2 := Dy*() x Dy*(),
Consider the following variational problem
min/ (IVul]® + |Vo|*)dx (7.15)
Q
st / ae (@) [Nul® ) + glo2 @) + 2%(s)rful*|o]*]da = 1. (7.16)
%

We letS, 5 , ,(©2) be the minimize value of(7.15), then we have:

Lemma 7.4. The constanb, ; , ,(2) is increasing with respect toand

lim S(EY,B,)\,N(Q) = SOC75=>\7#(Q)'

e—0t
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Proof. By the definition ofS;, ; , ,(€2) anda.(z), itis easy to see that

SZfﬂ)NM(Q) > SZ?B,A,H(Q) foralye; > &2 > 0.

Hence, we have
lim inf Sg_ﬂyA_#(Q) > Se g u(€). (7.17)

e—0t

On the other hand, for any > 0, there exist§u, v) € C°(Q) x C2°(§2) such that
/ ao(@) [Nl ) + o> © + 2* (s)rlul®o]*]dz = 1
Q

and
/Q (|Vu|2 + |Vv|2)d:c < Sapau() +1.

Sincea.(x) — ap(z) in L= (supp(u)) ase — 0, we obtain that
limsup S, 55 ,(€2)

e—0t

Jo (IVu]? + [Vv]?)da

:hmstlp =
=0 (fQ ac (@) [A|u]2 () + plof>* () + 2*(s)f<a|u|0‘|v|5]dx)

Jo (IVul? + |Vv]?)dzx

_2
205 4 o2 () + 2+ s)fule o] dr)

(fﬂ ao(z) [Alu
:/ (|Vu|2 + |Vv|2)da:
Q
<Sa”@)>\7u(Q) + 7.

By the arbitrariness af, we have

limsup S5 5.5, (2) < Sapxu (). (7.18)
e—0t
Thus the proof is completed by (7117) ahd (7.18). O

Let L?(Q, a. (z)dx) denote the space @f-integrable functions with respect to the
measure:. (x)dxz and the corresponding norm is indicated by

1
lpei= ([ a@lurds)?. p>1.
Q

Then we have the following compact embedding result:

Lemma 7.5. For anye € (0, s), the embeddind);®(Q) — L2 )(Q, a.(z)dx) is
compact.
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Proof. Let {u,} C Dé’2g§2) be a bounded sequence. Up to a subsequence, we may
assume that,, — u in D0’2(Q) andu,, — u a.e. inQ2. Then for anyR > 1, we have

* 1 *
/ ac(z)|ul* Ode < Vo aolu|? ®dz — 0, (7.19)
QnBg, QnBg,

uniformly for alln asR — +oc.
Noting that2*(s) < 2*(s — ¢£),2*(s) < 2* := 2, by Rellich-Kondrachov
compact theorem, we have

lim ae () |un — u)? Pda = 0. (7.20)
o JONBR
By (Z.19) and[(7.20), we prove this Lemma. O

Lemma 7.6. For anye € (0,s), S5, 5, () is attained by some extrem@l., v.),
i.e., '

/ ac (@) [Mue ") + ploe| ) + 2% (s)rlue|*[ve || de = 1
Q

and
/Q (IVuel® + Vo ) de = S5, 5.5, (2).

Moreover,(u., v.) satisfies the following equation:
—Au=S; 5, ,.(Q) Aag () |ul? )2y + maaa(x)|u|o‘_2u|v|6) in Q,

20 = 85 3 u(9) (e (@) 0?20 + wfac (@)l e 20) g,

u>0,0>0,(uv) € 2 :=Dy*Q) x Dy*(),
(7.21)

Proof. Let {u, .} C 2 be a minimizing sequence, i.e.,
/ ac(x) [/\|un,8|2*(s) + plone ¥+ 2% (8) k|t e|* || dx = 1
Q

and
/Q (|Vtne|? + [Vupe ) dz — S () asn — +oo.

Then we see thafu,, .} and{v, .} are bounded iD;*(Q). By LemmdZb, we see
that up to a subsequengg . — u. andv,, . — v. in L2 ) (Q, a.(x)dz). Hence

20 4 2% (s)k|uc|*|ve|?]dx = 1.

/aa(w) [Mue ) + ploe
Q

Then by the definition o8, 5 , ,(£2), we have
/Q (IVuel® + Vo ) dx > S5, 5.5 ,(2).
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On the other hand, by the weak semi-continuous of a norm (muRaLemma), we
have

/Q (|V’u,8|2 + |V’UE|2)d(E < hnn_ligf‘/ﬂ (|V’U/n75|2 + |V’U/n78|2)d$ = 52)67)\)”(9).

Hence, (uc, v:) is @ minimizer ofS ;5 | (2). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that,, . > 0 andv, . > 0 for all n. Then sinceu,, . — u., v, — v; a.e.

in £, we obtain that.. > 0,v. > 0 a.e. inf2. There exists some Lagrange multiplier
A € R such that

—Au, = A()\as(:c)|u5 () =2y, 4 Aaas(a:)|us|a’2u5|v5|ﬁ) in Q,
—Av. = A(,uas(x)|v5|2*(5)7205 + /@Bas(x)|u5|°‘|v5|ﬁ72vs) in Q.
Testing by(u., v ), we obtain that\ = 57 5, (€2). O

Lemma 7.7. For ¢ € (0, s), assume&u., v.) is a solution to(Z.21) given by Lemma

[7.8. Then:
(i) The family(u.,v.) is bounded inZ;

(i) Up to a subsequence, we havg — u,v. — vin Dy*(Q) andu. — u,v. — v
a.e.in{2ase — 0.

(iii) (u,v) givenin(ii) weakly solves
—Au = Suga,(Q) (Ao (@) ul? ©2u + mao(x)|u|a*2u|v|ﬁ) in Q,
—Av = Sy g au(Q)( pag(z)|v]* =20 + mﬁao(x)|u|o‘|v|'8_2v) in Q,

u>0,v>0,(u,v) €,
(7.22)

(iv) If (u,v) # (0,0), then
/ ao(@) [Nul> @ + o> © + 2°()xlul*[o|] do = 1
Q
andu. — u andv. — v strongly inD{?(Q). Moreover,(u,v) is an extremal

function ofS,, 5, x,,.(9).

Proof. (i) follows by Lemma 7} angiii) is trivial;

(747) Without loss of generality, we assume that | 0 ask — oo. For any
¢ € CX(Q),y € C=(Q), since(ue,, v, ) is a solution of [[Z.21) withe = ¢, we
have

/ (Vugk Vo + Vo, - Vw)dx
Q

=522l ® [ (hacla)luc P20+ naac(o)fucf* ucglec)”) do

Q
+ Silfg,x,u(ﬂ) /Q (NGE($)|UE|2*(S)*2U61/’ + Iiﬁag(x)|u8|a|va|5*21;8¢) dzx.
(7.23)
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Recalling thati., (z) — ao(z) in L>(sppt(¢)Usppt(y)) andS ks \ () = Sa,pa,u(2)
ask — oo, we obtain that '

/ (Vu-Vo¢+Vv-Vi)de
Q
— SQ)B7A)H(Q)/ ()\ao(x)|u|2*(s)_2u¢+fiaao(:v)|u|°‘_2u¢|v|6)dx
Q
+ Sa,@,\,H(Q)/ (uao(:v)|v|2*(s)_2vw + ﬁﬁao(:v)|u|°‘|v|6_2vw)dx. (7.24)
Q

Since(¢, v) is arbitrary, we see thdt, v) weakly solve[[7.22).
(iv) By Fatou’s lemma, we have

2 4 2% (s)klul*|v]®] dz

/ ag(x) [Aul*" ) + p
Q

< liminf/ ey () [Mue, |27 + ploe, |77 + 2%(s)kue, |*|ve, [P]da = 1. (7.25)
Q

k— o0

If [, ao(x) [)\|u|2*(5) + plv)2 ) 2% (s)k|ul*|v|?]dz # 1, since(u,v) # (0,0), we
have

0< / ao(@) [Aul> ) + plv>"® + 2% (s)k|ul*[v]*]dz < 1.
Q
Hence, by(zi¢) and the definition 0B, g, (€2), we have

Jo (|Vu|2 + |Vo]?)dz

Sa Q) =
) Jo ao(@) (Ml + ulof2 () 4 2+ (s)lu|*[v]?] dz
- Jo (IVul]? + [Vv]?)da 2
(foy o) [\l ) 4 o) 2 ()] ] ) T
>Sa,8.3,u(8); (7.26)
a contradiction. Hence, ag(z) [Au*" ) + plv[*" ) + 2% (s)k|u|*|v|]dz = 1. It
follows that
/ (|Vue, > + |Voe, ) — / (IVul® + | Vv|?*)daz, (7.27)
Q Q
which implies thatu., — u,v., — vin Dy (Q). O

7.2 Pohozaev Identity and the Proof of Theorerh 7]1
Proposition 7.3. Let (u,v) € Dy*(2) x Dj*(Q) be a solution of the system

—Au = Gy(z,u,v),
—Av = Gy(z,u,v),
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where
G(z,u,v) = / Gs(z,s,0)ds + G(x,0,v) = / Gi(z,u, t)dt + G(x,u,0)
0 0

is such thatG(z,0,0) = 0, G(-, u(-),v(-)) and thatz; G, (-, u(-),v(-)) are in L1(Q).
Then(u, v) satisfies:

/ IV (u,v)|*x - vdo
o9
N
:2N/ G(x,u,v)d:v+22/ xiGwi(x,u,v)d:v—(N—Q)/ |V (u,v)|dz,
Q = Ja Q

(7.28)
where) is a regular domain inR”, v denotes the unitary exterior normal vector to

0Q and |V (u,v)|? := |Vu|? + |Vv|2. Moreover, if2 = R or a cone, then

2N [ G(z,u,v da:+22/ 2,Gy,(z,u,v)dr = (N=2) [ |V(u,v)|*dx. (7.29)
Q Q Q

Proof. Since(u,v) is a solution, then we have
= (= Au+ Gyu(z,u,v))z-Vu = (— Av+ Gy(z,u,v))z - V. (7.30)

Itis clear that

2 —

—Auz - Vu = —div(Vuzx - Vu — |V;| ) — ¥|Vu|2,
2 _

—Avz - Vo = —div(Vvz - Vo — x|V2v| ) — u|VU|2,

Gu(z,u,v)x - Vu+ Gy(x, u,v)z - Vo
= div(zG(z,u,v)) — NG(z,u,v) le 2 (T, u,0)

Integrating by parts, we obtain

2 2
/ (0G(0,u,v) + (Vuo - Vu — oﬂ) + (Vvo - Vo — 0&)) -vdo
Gi9)
N N
/ (NG(:C U, v) — —|V(u v)|? +le e (T, u v))d:z:. (7.31)
Q P
Whenu = v = 0 on o2, we have
Vu=Vu-vv,Vv=Vuv-vv. (7.32)
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Then by [Z.31), it follows that

/ (G(o,u,v) + l|V(u,v)|2)a -vdo
o0 2

N
:/ (NG(z,u,v) — ¥|V(u,v)|2 + inGM(m,u,v))dw. (7.33)
Q

i=1

Moreover, sinc&7(x,0,0) = 0, if u = v = 0 on 99, we haveG (o, u,v) = 0 ond,
then we obtain that

N
%/ |V(u,v)|20-l/daz/ (NG(x,u,v)—¥|V(u,v)|2+inGM($,u,v))d$,
o9 Q

i=1
(7.34)
which is equivalent td{7.28). Using polar coordinate tfamsation, sinceV (u, v)| €
L?(RY), we have

/ |V(u,v)|2d:c:/ |Vu|? 4 |Vo|?dx
RN RN
:/ / |Vu(r,0)|* + |Vu(r, 6)|>dor™ ~tdr
0 dB,.(0)

:/Oog(r)dr < 00,
0

where((r) == [, () IVu(r, 0)|? + |Vu(r,0)|2dorN =1 > 0, then by the absolute
continuity, there exists,, — oo such that/(r,,) — 0. SinceN > 3, we have

/ (|Vu(rn, t9)|2 + |Vo(ry, 9)|2)Tnd9 — 0,
9By, (0)
which implies that

/ |V (u,v)|?c - vdo — 0 asR — oc. (7.35)
OBRr(0)

Since|G(x, u.,v)| € L*(RY), then by the the similar arguments, we obtain that
/ G(o,u,v)o -vdo — 0 asR — oc. (7.36)
dBRr(0)
When considering2 = Br(0) in (Z313), it follows thatr = %, o-v = |z|, 0 <

|
(Vuo - Vu) - v < |Vu|?o - v. Hence by[(7.35), we have

2
/ (Vuo - Vu — 0@) -vdo — 0asR — +oo. (7.37)
OBRr(0)

Similarly, we also have

2
/ (Vvo - Vv — Uﬂ
dBRr(0)
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Finally, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theoremnRh— oo, we have that

RN

/ |V(u,v)|2d:v—>/ |V(u,v)|2d:v,/ G(z,u,v)dx — G(z,u,v)dx,
Br(0) RN Br(0)

and
N

N
Z/ Gy, (2, u,v)dr — Z/ Gy, (2, u,v)dz.
Br(0) i=1 /RY

i=1

Combining with these results arld (7.31), (7.36)._(7.37Bqy we obtain[({7.29). The
case of thaf) is a cone, we have - v = 0 for z € 99, then [Z.2D) follows by[{7.28)

easily. O

Corollary 7.1. Let0 < € < s < 2 anda.(z) be defined by{Z.13) Suppose that
a>1,>1,a+ 8 =2%(s) andQ is a cone. Then any solutiqm, v) of

—Au =52 4 (Q)(Aac(@)]uf? 20 + mas(x)|u|a*2u|v|ﬁ) in 0,
—Av =857 55, pa(x)|v]? ()2 + nﬁaa(:v)|u|°‘|v|6_2v) in Q,

u>0,0>0,(uv) e P :=Dy*Q) x Dy*(),
(7.39)
satisfies

A (s (s . o
| e @il + Za @i O + 2 (s)raw)lalol ] de
NB1

A * * * @
= [ [Pl Sl O 4 2 o)l o
QnB;

2*(s) 2*(s)
(7.40)
Proof. Let
=S¢ A 2°(s), M 2 (5) s
Gla, u,v) = S (D) [0 @™ O+ s ac @l O rac @)l ol ],
(7.41)
Noting that
—(s — &) e for <1,
2 () = (s E)‘z‘f ! i (7.42)
Ori —(s+e&)prrmrs forlz[>1,
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we have

x; - Gy, (x,u,v) (7.43)
= 555, 57 ol )+ sl ol (z)
B L9 () 2*( ) O,
(5= 2)85 5 WD [0l ) + ol ) ful*o]?] b
_Jifjaf < 1,
—(s+)82 5.2 . (D[575 s)|u|2 () + 2*‘55)|v|2 )+ kful Mﬂmfﬂ?
if |z > 1.
(7.44)
Hence, by Propositidn 1.3, we have
=N = 5) [ 5550, [ 0 @ul (7.45)
o 2%(s)
- —2[(LS) ac(@)|o]*" ) + kae(@)lul|o]* ] da
+ (N — 2)/ (|Vul® + |Vv|2)d:1:
Q
_ e 2*(s)
2 [ S @ a@l (7.46)
QNB; ( )
sl O 4 sl ol
€ A (s
_ 25/ Sa,BJ\,u(Q)[2*(S)a8($)|u|2 (s) (7.47)
QNBg¢
+ Lag(:v)|v|2*(s) + ka (z)|ul*|v]?]dz. (7.48)

2(s)

On the other hand, sinde, v) is a solution, we have

/ (IVul]® + |Vo|*)dx
Q

= 52)67)\)”(9)/ [)\as(a:)|u|2*(s) + ,uas(:zr)|v|2*(s) + 2*(s)na5(x)|u|°‘|v|5}dx.
Q
(7.49)
Recalling thatS;, 5 , ,(€2) > 0,e > 0, by (Z45) and[(7.49), we obtain (7140). O

Corollary 7.2. Let0 < € < s < 2 anda.(z) be defined by{Z.13) Suppose that
a>1,8>1,a+p = 2%s)andQ is a cone. Le{u.,v.) be a solution ta[Z.21)
given by Lemm@a7.6. Then up to a subsequence, there exigtigsam € 2 such that
u. — u,v. — v strongly inDy*(Q) ase — 0.

Proof. By Lemmd_Z.Y, we only need to prove th{at v) # (0, 0). Now,we proceed by
contradiction. We assume that= v = 0. Let x(z) € C°(Q2) be a cut-off function
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such thaty(z) = 1in Bx N Q, x(z) = 0in Q\B,, recalling the Rellich-Kondrachov

compact theorem anl < 2*(s) < 2* := 22, we haveu. — 0in L'(Q;) for all

1 <t<2%if 0 ¢ Q. Hence, it is easy to see that
| Dactau" ) + ()b + 2 (s)mac @)l ol da
- /ssz [Aae (@) ue* @) + pac(@)ve ) + 27 (s)rac (z)uc|*[ve| '] da + o(1)
=, +To(1). (7.50)
On the other hand, by the triangle inequality, we have

/Q (IV (e ? + |V (cwe) ) da

- / ((Vx0)us + xVusl? + [(Vx)us + xVoe|?)de
Q
1 1
s(( / (Vo) Puldz) + ( / P Ve )
Q Q

i (/Q (V) u2de)* + (/Q |X|2|Vvs|2dw)%>

:/ (|Vue* + |Vve|*)dz + o(1)
QNB,.
=0, + o(1). (7.51)
By (Z.50) and 7,51, we obtain that
82,5 @) (1 + (1) ™ < 0, +0(1). (7.52)

Similarly, we takey(z) € C*°(2) such thafy(z) =0in B, NQ andy = 1in Q\Ba,.
Then by repeating the above steps, we obtain that

Se (L =n+0(1) T <87 5,5, —or+o(1). (7.53)
By (Z.52) and[(Z.53), we deduce that
(m + 0(1))2*—(3) + (1 — 0+ 0(1))2*—(3) <1. (7.54)

Notice thath(t) := t7@ + (1-— t)2*2<s> satisfying thatmin,¢[o 1) 2(t) = 1 and only
achieved by = 0 ort = 1. Hence, we obtain that. = 0 orn,, = 1 for anyr > 0.
But by Corollanf{7.1, for any € (0, s), we have

/ [Aas($)|us|2*(s) + pae ($)|vs|2*(s) + 2*(8)/£a5(:c)|u5|°‘|v5|5}d:c
QNBy

- / [)‘as(x)|“8|2*(s) + uag(x)|v5|2*(s) + 2*(s)ma5(x)|u5|°‘|va|ﬂd:v.
QNBg¢
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Combined with the fact of that
/ [)‘as(x)|“8|2*(s) + MGE(QU”UEF*(S) + 2*(s)f$a5(x)|ug|°‘|vg|ﬂ dzx
QNB;
+/ [/\aa(ac)|u5|2*(s) + pac(x)|ve* ) + 2% (s)kae(z)|ue|* v | ] dz = 1,
QB¢
we obtain that
/ [Nae(@)]ue > + pac(z) o[> + 27 (s)kac (z)|ue|*|ve] * ] dz
QNBy
B / [Aac (@) e ) + pac(z) o> + 2*(s)kac(x)|ue|*[ve] *] dx
QnB¢

(7.55)

N =

Hence, we have, = % foranyr > 0, a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem[7.1: Let (u.,, v, ) be a solution to[(7.21) wite = &, given by
Lemma[Z6 and;, — 0 ask — +oo. Up to a subsequence, we may assume that
Us, — u,v., — vin Dy (Q) andu. — u,v. — v a.e. inQ (see Lemm&717).
Then if0 ¢ €, by Rellich-Kondrachov compact theorem, it is easy to saeith —
u,ve, — v strongly inDé’Q(Q). When(} is a cone, by Corollariy 7.2, we also obtain
thatu. — u,v., — v strongly inDy*(Q2). By (iv) of LemmalZY, we obtain that
(u,v) is an extremal 0B, 5,x,,(12), the proof is completed. O

Remark 7.3. WhenQ2 is a cone, letu, v) be the extremal obtained as limit@f., , v., ),
the solution toZ.21)with ¢ = ¢, given by Lemmg7.6. Then by Lenimd 7.7, Corollary
[7.2 and the formul{Z.58) we see thatu, v) satisfies

[ Daolel® 4 gl 9+ 2" s)mao(@) ol ol o
QNBy

N / [Aao(@)[ul*" ) + pag(x) o[ + 27 (s)rao (z)[ul*[v| ] dz
QMBS

Such a property has been observed for the scalar equation.

7.3 Existence of positive ground state solutions
By (Z.8), we always haveS, g () < (max{)\,u})_%mus(ﬂ). When( is a

cone ands € (0,2),a > 1,8 > 1,a + 8 = 2*(s), by Theoreni 715, 35,x,.() is
always attained (although the extremals may be semidyivizdeed, ifS, 5,1 . () =
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(max{X, u})_?‘%sms({)), thenS, s,x,,.(£2) can be achieved by semi-trivial function.
To see this, we just need to plug in the pajts 0) or (0,U), whereU is an ex-
tremal function ofy,(€2). But, under some special conditiort, s » ,.(2) can also

be achieved by nontrivial function evéiy s » ,.(€2) = (max{\, u}) _2*%3)#5((2), see
Theoreni 7} below. However, if

Sa,zau(2) < (max{)\,,u})_mus(ﬂ), (7.56)

then the extremal functions (hence the positive grounc siithe system[(711)) of
Sa,8,x,,(€2) must be nontrivial. Therefore, next we need to search sorfiigisnt
conditions to ensure the above strict inequalify (I7.56).0Main the following theorem
on the existence, regularity and decay estimate.

Theorem 7.2. LetQ be a cone irR" (especially2 = R™ or @ = RY) or Q be an
open domain bud ¢ Q. Assumes € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1,a + 8 = 2*(s).
Then systerfi’. 1) possesses a positive ground state solutign)) (i.e.,¢ > 0,1 > 0)
provided that one of the following conditions holds:

B=2

(a1) A > pand eitherl <ﬁ<2or{ A\ ;
H>2*—(s)

min{av B} = 27
A

()

(az) A = pand eithermin{«, S} < 2 0r {

. =2
(as) A < pandeitherl < o < 2o0r {a>
K

2*(s)
Moreover, wheif is a cone, we have the following regularity and decay prdpsrt
(by) if0<s<XE2 0,9 e C?(Q);
(bo) ifs =222 ¢ 4p € CT(Q)forall 0 <y < 1;
(b) if s > M2 6 p € CL7(Q) forall 0 < < M2=8),
When2 is a cone with) € 99 (e.g.,Q2 = RY), then there exists a constafitsuch that
|6(@)], [¢(2)] < CA+|2z[~ND), |Ve(a)], |Ve(x)| < Cla| 7.
When) = RY,
(@], [¥(2)] < CL+[a|™Y),  |Vo(@)],|Vi(x)| < Cla| =N

In particular, if @ = RY, then(¢(z),(x)) is axially symmetric with respect to the
T y-axis, i.e.,

(¢(2), ¥(2)) = (¢, 2n), (2", 2n)) = (¢(|2'], 2w ), Y (J2'], 2n)).
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Remark 7.4. The conditionga;) — (a3) imposed in Theorefn 7.2 are some sufficient
conditions to ensure the inequaliff.58) (see Lemm&a_719 below). But they are not
necessary conditions. For example, whep-  and1 < « < 2, we can not exclude

that S, g,x,.(92) < )\_ﬁus(m, i.e.,(Z58)may be true.

Define the functional

1
®(u,v) =3 /Q (|Vul® +|Vv|?)dx

1 / 1 27(s) 27(s) B
Aul® ¥+ plo]® ¥+ 27 (s)k|u|*|v]” | da (7.57)

and the corresponding Nehari manifold
N :={(u,v) € 2\{0,0} : J(u,v) =0} (7.58)
where
J(u,v) (7.59)
= (D' (u,v), (u,v))

1 - .
= / (IVul* + |Vo[*) dz — / ER [A[ul? ) pfo* ) 4 2% (8)k|u|*|v|?] dz.
Q Q

(7.60)
By Lemmd4.1V is well defined. Define
co = (uyivr;feN@(u, v), (7.61)
then basing on the results of Section 4 and Section 6, we ate th
0 <0 < [ = 5o [n(@] 70 () T (762

Moreover, we have the following result.

Lemma 7.8. LetQ be a cone oR” or 2 be an open domain bt¢ Q. Assume that
k>0,5€(0,2),aa>1,8>1,a+ 8 = 2%(s) and letcy be defined b{f7.61) then
we have

1 1 i O
co < [5 - 2*(8)](‘LLS(Q)) T2 (max{ A, pu}) T (7.63)
if and only if
Sa,pau(Q) < (max{, u}) T pu,(Q). (7.64)

Proof. A direct computation shows that

1 1 e
Co = [5 — 2*(8)](5(1"8’)\’“(9)) (=) . (7.65)

O
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Then combining with the conclusions of Section 6, we havddhewing result:

Lemma 7.9. LetQ be a cone irR" (especially) = RY andQ = RY ) or 2 be an
open domain bub ¢ Q. Suppose € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1,a+ = 2*(s).

ThenS, g.,.(Q2) < (max{/\,u})_%@us(m if one of the following holds:

=2
(1) A > pandeitherl < g < 2or P N ;
SR O)
i ) = 27
(14) A = p and eithermin{a, 5} < 2 or {:nn{a/\ﬁ} ;
2*(s)
. =2
(#4i) A < pandeitherl < oo < 2o0r “ .
RO

Proof. It follows by Corollary(6.3, Corollar{z6]4, Lemnia ®.5 and Leva[7.8. O

Proof of Theorem[7.2: Under the assumptions of Theorém]7.2, firstly by Theorem
[73, Sa 5,2, (Q) is attained by some nonnegative p@it v) such thatu, v) # (0,0).
On the other hand, by Lemrha¥ .9, we have

Sepan(Q) < (max{A, 1) T u(Q),

Hence, we see that=# 0,v # 0. Hence, by Propositidn 4.1,

(6, 9) = ((Sa500e () T2, (S, 00 (2)) T2

is a ground state solution of systein {7.1). Then by the stroagimum principle, it

is easy to see that > 0,,% > 0in Q. We note that the arguments in Proposifiod 3.1
and Proposition_3]2 are valid for general cone. Combininth Wiropositior 313, we
complete the proof. |

7.4 Unigueness and Nonexistence of positive ground statdisions

In the previous subsection, in Theoréml|7.2, we have eshaulithe existence of the
positive ground state solution to the systém](7.1). Nowhadurrent subsection, we
obtain the uniqueness of the positive ground state solttidime systen((7]1). Define

G(u,v) := Jo (IVul? +[Vo[?)dz =, (u,v) #(0,0)

(o QRED 0 gl )

z|* |]®

(7.66)
then we have

Se,gau(2) = G(u,v). (7.67)

inf
(u,0)€2\{(0,0)}
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For anyu # 0,v # 0 andt > 0, we have
Jo (IVu]? + |Vo?t?)dzx

Gl = . (7.68)
(fQ ()\Iu‘\i‘;w o v ‘|2‘< ) 42+ (s) +2%(s)k lu ‘|Z‘|Z|Btﬁ)da:)2 ©)
Hence,
G(u,tu) = Jo (IVu]? + [Vu|*t?)dx
’ 2
(fQ (/\\u||;|§s> +u \u||2|< )tz*(s) _’_2*( ) %t'@)drﬂ)z )
= 1+t fQ |Vul?dx
2 2
25(s) 4 2 1@ w2 () 27()
[\ 2 @) 4 2%(s) it (J"Q' - dw)
|Vu|>dx
=g(t) {92*() = (7.69)
(1 )
We defineg(+co) = lim g(t) = 4~ T, then we see that
— 100
Vol|?d
G(0,v) = lim G(v,tv) = g(+00) Jo [Vv|?da .
e |v]|2* (s) 2%(s)
(1)
Hence, we have
SO‘ Q = 1nf G U,V
A= B 00y FY)
S lnf 1nf G(u’tu)
ueD}? () tE[0,+00)
= inf g(t) inf Jo [VuPdr_
t T u ’ w|2* (s 3F (5)
€[0,+00) €Dy ?(Q)\{0} (fg | ||;|§ )d;v)z o)
= _inf g(t)us(9). (7.70)
tE[O,-l—oo)
Moreover, we can obtain the follow precise result:
Lemma 7.10. Sa,5,0,() = _inf _ g(t)us(©2), where
1+t
g(t) = i : (7.71)

(A + it (5) 4 2% (s)ktP] o)

Proof. By (Z.Z0), we only need to prove the reverse inequality. New{(u,v,)}
be a minimizing sequence &f, 5 ,(Q). SinceG(u,v) = G(tu,tv) forall t > 0,
without loss of generality, we may assume that

“(s)

2% (s) 2
/ (|un| S + |vn S ) ?
Q |z] |z]
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and
G(tn,vn) = Sa,gau(Q) +o(1).

|un|2*(5)

Case 1: lim inf ] dz = 0. Since{v,} is bounded inL> (*)(Q, &), by
n—+00 Q T

Holder inequality, up to a subsegeunce, we see that

2"(s)

|Un|2*(s) |vn, |un|a|vn|ﬁ vy,
A +u +2*(s)k————)dz =p
A Tt S

2°(s)

dx+o(1) = p+o(1).

lim G(u,v,) > hm G(0,v,).

n—oo

We see that0, v,,) is also a minimizing sequence 8f, 5,»,,.(€2). Hence, it is easy to
see that

Seprp(Q) =1~ T ()

=g(+oo) Hs (Q)

> inf  g(t)us(Q). (7.72)
te(0,4+00)

|vn|2*(s)

Case 2:liminf

dz = 0. Similarly to Case 1, we can obtain that
notoo Jo o |zl

Sa,[}7)\7#(ﬂ) :Ai%(b)‘us(ﬂ)

=9(0)ps(2)
> inf  g(t)us(Q). (7.73)
t€[0,4+00)
] |1, |2 (%)
Case 3:Up to a subseqgeuce if necessary, we may assume linat dr =

n—+oo /o |:C|5

|vn|2*(s)

6 >0and lim dr =1-06>0. Lett,, > 0 such that

n—+oo Jo ||

/'U"F*(S)d /'tnunlg*(s)d
T = ——duz,
o |z o [2°

then we see thaft, } is bounded and away fro. Up to a subsequence, we may

1

2%(s)

assume that, — tg = (%) . Now letw,, = tlvn, then we have
|Un|2 (s) B |wn 2% (s)

o |zf*

dz (7.74)

and by Young’s inequality, we have

o |7 25(s) Ja  |a] 2 III

|2 (s

|Un|2*(s) [wy,

dr =

- Wnl" " 4. (7.75)
o lzf* o lzff
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Hence,

G(tn, vn) =G (Un, tpwy,)

_ Jo |Vun|*dx
- 2
NENO) 9% 125 . e wn |8 ()
(fg ()\% 4ot (s)% 19 (S)ﬁtg%)dx)

fQ t2|Vw, |?dx

+ _2
(Joy (A 2 L0 g ookl ) ™0

[ [

- 1 Jo IV, Pdx

- sy *(s *is
[/\—l-,ut%*(s) +2*(S)Ht,ﬂ 2%(s) (fQ |un|? ()dx)2 )

]
N t2 Jo [Vwy [*dx

2 2
. ) *(s) )
[/\ + ,LLt% (s) + 2*(8),‘%2} 2%(3) (fQ Iwa'S dx) 2% (5)
1

2 * . s (€2)

t2
+ * & %NS(Q)
=g(tn)ps($2). (7.76)

Letn — 400, we obtain that

S, Q) > glto)us(Q) > inf  g(t)ps ().
B (€2) > g(to) s () te&){lﬂo)g( s (92)

TherebyS, g x,.(Q) = te(%nfoo) g(t)ps(2) is proved. O

Basing on LemmB&7.10, we can propose the “uniqueness” tywodt @s following:

Theorem 7.3. Let( either be a cone ik ™ (in particular, 2 = RY and2 = RY') or Q
be an open domain bot¢ Q. Assume € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,5 > 1,a+ 5 = 2*(s).
Let (¢, ) be a positive ground state solution to probl¢ral), then

(b = C(tO)Uu w = tOC(tO)Ua

whereU is the ground state solution of

w2 -1
u =0 onof,
whilety, > 0 satisfies that
gte) = _inf g(t) (7.78)
te(0,400)



and

1 =@
: : (7.79)
A+ oty ) 2+ (s)rt]

C(to) = [SQ,BA,H(Q)]W <

whereg(t) is defined in[(Z71).

Proof. By the processes of Case 3 in the proof of Lemimal7.1®,ifs »,,.(Q?) is
attained by some nontrivial functiofu, v), i.e., v # 0,v # 0, then there exists

somety > 0 such thatv = tyu, wherew is a minimizer ofu,(€2) and¢, satisfies
ty) = inf t).
g(to) te(glm)Q( )
Now assume that = CU, v = toCU, then a direct computation shows that

1 * * * «
/Q P [Aful? ) 4 o) 4 2% (s)k|ul v[f]dz =1

if and only if

EHE)
. S
¢= 2°(5) | ou(o)psB '
A+ pty 4 2% (s) Kty

Finally, we see thap = [S, g,1,.(2)] T2 U, Y = [Sa,8,2,. ()] QLS v, We com-
plete the proof. O

Remark 7.5. Under the assumption that

Sa,B,)\,;L(Q) < (max{)‘aﬂ})_mﬂs(ﬂ)a

we have seen that the problefid) possesses a positive ground state solution. But
the converse usually is not true. Next, we construct an el@wipereS,, 3, ,.(Q2) =

(max{\, p}) gEC) s () but the systerfiZ ) still has (multiple) positive ground state
solutions.

Theorem 7.4. LetQ be a cone ifR? or Q2 be an open domain bt¢ Q. Assume the
following conditions hold:

(@ 0<s <2,

(b) eithera > 2 or {a =2 ,
w>

K

. B8=2
c) eitherg > 2 or ,
() ei p A > 2k

(d) a+ 8 =2%s).

57



Then we have one of the following conclusion:

Q) fs=1,a=p0=2,A=p =2k > 0, then the set of all extremal functions of
Sa,p,2,1(€) is given by

A= {(tlU,tQU) 11 > 0,t0 >0, (tl,tg) 75 (0,0) and

U is an extremal opS(Q)}. (7.80)

(2) Except forthe item (1) abovB, g, x . (£2) has no nontrivial extremal function.

Remark 7.6. Under the hypotheséa)-(d), the dimension of the spa@" has to be
three. Therefore, we can only establish the above theoréid.in

Proof. We proceed by contradiction. Assume tifat 5 » ,.(£2) has a nontrivial ex-
tremal (u,v), then by Lemm&7.30 (see case 3 of the proof), we see that éxets
somet, > 0 such that = tyu andw is an extremal ofus(£2). Moreover,t, attains
the minimum ofg(¢), whereg(t) is introduced in[(Z71). By condition®) and (c),
we see thay”(0) > 0 andg’(¢) < 0 for ¢ large enough. Hencét > 0 : ¢'(¢) = 0}
has at leas$ solutions{t1,t2,t3} such thal) < t; < t3 =ty < t3 < oco. A direct
computation shows that

=2t ()71 4 2katPt — 2k B0 4+ 2Nt

/
g'(t) =
[\ 2" () + 2% (s) s8] 7 !
— 9t *
= c— (1t )72 — kat? + KBP2 = N).
(A + pt? () 4 2% (s)ktF] T
(7.81)
Define

h(t) := pt? 72 — kat? 4+ kBI2 = A, (7.82)

then we obtain thaft > 0 : h(t) = 0} has at leass solutions{t1, ¢2,?3} such that
0<t; <to=ty <tz < oo

Case 18 = 2 and 2x — \ < 0. For this caseh(t) = ut* (=2 — xat® + 2k — \. By
Rolle’s mean value theorenfit > 0 : h’(t) = 0} has at least two solutiorts, , such
that

t1<£1<t2=t0<£2<t3.

Note that
{t>0: h(t)=0}={t>0: pu2*(s) — 2Jt> @~ — 2ka = 0}.

In particular, the seft > 0: u[2*(s) — 2Jt* *)=* — 2ka = 0} has a unique solution
if 2*(s) # 4, a contradiction. Henc&*(s) = 4 andu = 2x. Recalling thak*(s) =

Q(Jf,vjj) ,s € (0,2), we obtainthat = 1, = 2*(s) — 8 = 2. Then

1+t 1
t = = —_—,
g(to) X+ 26td + 4kt2]7 VA

(7.83)
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which implies that

A= =2k
It follows thatg(t) = % Hence, whenNV =3.s = 1,a = 3 = 2,\ = u = 2k, the
extremals ofS, 3 »,,(£2) are given by[(7.80). In particular,

s (§2)

{(o,¥) =

are all the ground state solutions of

—Au— 2k lule — 9w iy Q,

|z] |]
—Av — 2/{‘75‘” = 2&% in Q, (7.84)

k>0,u,v € Dé’z(ﬂ),

whereU is the ground state solution ¢f (7]77).

Case 2:3 > 2. For this caseh(t) = ut> =2 — gat? + kpt#=2 — ), similarly we
see that the equation(t) = 0 (¢ > 0) has at least three roots < to = to < t3. It
follows that{h’(t),t > 0} has at least two roots andt,, which implies thap(t) = 0
(t > 0) has at least two solutions. Wher&) is defined by

p(t) = p[2*(s) — 2]t> )78 — kapt® + kB(B — 2). (7.85)

A direct computation shows that'(t) > 0 whena > 2. Hencep(t) = 0 (¢ > 0)
could not have more than one solution, a contradiction3 i 2,a = 2, we have
p(t) = [u[2*(s) — 2] — kaB]t? 4 kB(8 — 2), which also has at most one positive root,
a contradiction too.

We note that for the case pf> )\, we will take

1) 1+¢2
- 2
o [ M2 ) 4 2% (s)Rt0] T

and the arguments above can repeateds(replaced by now). We complete the
proof. O

Corollary 7.3. Under the assumptions of Theoreml 7.4, there must hold

Sepan(Q) = (max{A, 1) "7 (),

Proof. For the special cas®y’ = 3,s = 1,a = § = 2, A = u = 2k, a direct compu-

2

tation can deduce it. For the other casesifs . () # (max{\, u}) = u (),

then there must hold that, 5 ,.(Q) < (max{)\,u})f%mus(ﬂ). By TheoreniZl
and Lemma 7185, 5,1,.(£2) can be achieved by some nontrivial extrerialv), a
contradiction to Theorei4.4. O
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7.5 Further results about cones

Assume that) < s < 2, > 1,8 > 1,a + 8 = 2*(s). Based on the results of
Theoren 711, we see that whéhis a cone,S, s.x,,.(2) is always achieved. In this
subsection, we always assume thaits a cone. We shall investigate more properties
aboutS, g.x,,.(2) in terms ofQ). Let us begin with a remark.

Remark 7.7. Assume thaf);, 2, are domains oRY and; C s, then it is easy to
see thatD}* () € Dy?(Q2). Then by the definition &f,, 5.1 () (see the formula
(7.2)), we see thab, 5,5 ,(21) > Sa. ... (Q2).

Lemma 7.11. Let {2, } be a sequence of cones.

(i) Assume(Q,,} is an increasing sequence, i.€., C Q,,41, then

im Sa g,0,6(2n) = Sa,pau( Him Qn) = Sa g,x,4(€2),

n—roo n—oo

where

(@

Q= lim Q, =

n—roo

Q.

n=1

(i) Assume{€2,,} is a decreasing sequence, i.8,, 2 2,11, then

lim Sa,ﬁ.,)\,,u(ﬂn) = Sa,ﬁ,A,,u( lim Qn) = Sa_ﬂy)\_’#(Q),

n—oo n—00

where -
Q0= ﬂ O,
n=1

and we denote thaf, 5 »,,(2) = +oo if meas(Q2) = 0.

Proof. (i) By RemarK 7.V, we see th@S, s,x,,.(2,)} is a decreasing nonnegative se-
quence. HencBm,,, o Sa,3,1,,(2y) exists. Also by Remailk7.7 atl= [ J;=, ©; 2
Q,,V n, we have

SQ,B7A,H(Q) < nll)Irolo Sa7,@,>\7M(Qn). (7.86)
On the other hand, for any> 0, 3 (ue,ve) € C°(Q) x C2°(Q) such that
/[|Vu5|2 V0 2ldz < Sapan() + & (7.87)
Q
and 27(s) 27(s) B
/()\|u5| : +N|vs| S +2*(s)ﬂ%)d$:1- (7.88)
ol || ||

Then there exists son€, large enough such that
Ue, Ve € C°(Qy,) forall n > Ny. (7.89)
Hence, by the definition of,, 5, .(£2,) again, we have

Se s aun(2n) < Sapau() +eforalln > Ny. (7.90)
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Letn go to infinity, we have

lim S, B #( n) < Sayg_,)\“u(Q) +e. (7.92)

n—oo

By the arbitrariness of, we have

lm Sa () < Sapau(€). (7.92)
Now, (7.86) and[{7.92) say that
lim Sa)57)\)u(9n) = Sa B H( hm Q ) = SQ)B7A)H(Q). (793)

n—r00

(i) By Remark[Z.Y, we see thdtS, s,x,,.(2,)} is an increasing sequence. Let us
denote B
S= lim Sapau(Qn).

n—
For anyn, let (u,,v,) be the extremal function t8, 5 ,.(2) by Theorem 7]1. We
can extenou andv,, by 0 out side(,,. By RemarZ.B, we hav§Q (A'“"|2 ©

T
plesl o ()l Jeal”) g = 1 and

| ||

2% (s) 2% (s) ol |8
/ (/\|un| —|—,u|vn| +2*(S)K|un| U )d:z:
Q1NB1

|=[® |[® |z[®
27(s) 27(s) aly, |B
:/ S P 7Y Y O U LT A
Q\By |[® |[® |z[*
1
Case l#meas(2) = 0: In this case, we shall prove th&t= co. Now,we proceed by

contradiction. IfS < oo, {u,}, {v,} are bounded sequencesDé (€1). Thenuptoa
subsequence, we may assume that u, v, — vin D0 (Ql) andu, — u,v, — v
a.e. inQ;. Sincemeas(,_; 2,) = 0, we getu = 0,v = 0. On the other hand, by
applylng the same argument as Corollary 7.2, we can obtatnth— u, v, — v in

L 9(Q, 4). Then we have
2% (s) 2% (s) a8
/ S P a6 L L i (7.95)
ry 2| || ||

a contradiction. Hencs = .

Case 2} is a cone:In this case, by Theoreim 7.3, 5,»,,.(©2) is well defined and can
be achieved. Notice that for amy we haveQ) C ,,, by RemarK7J7 again, we have
Se, s aun(Qn) < Sa.p,.(82). Hence

S < Sapau(Q). (7.96)

39Ny
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Thus,{u,}, {v,} are bounded iD}*(€2,) for this case. Arguing as before, it is easy
to see the weak limit. £ 0, v # 0 and

2% (s) 2% (s) a8
0< / N A P L Ll P (7.97)
o |zl || ||
We claim that(u, v) weakly solves
—Au = S(Agplu (=2 4 KOs |u|0"2u|v|ﬁ) inQ,
~Av=_ 'ulmlls [v|2 (9)=2y + Kk lels |u|°‘|v|ﬁ72v) in Q, (7.98)

u>0,0>0,(u,v) € 2 :=Dy*(Q) x Dy*(Q),

SinceC°(Q2) is dense inD,*(12), we only need to prove that

Vu-V¢+ VvV
Q

B 2% (s)—1 2% (s)—1 a—2 B al,,|B—2
5 [ RECT RO el i e
) |=[* |=[* Ed |z]*
forall (¢,v) € CZ(Q2) x C°(Q). (7.99)

Now, let (¢, 1)) € C°(Q2) x C°(Q2) be fixed. Notice thaf2 C 2,,, we havep, ) €
Dy (), Y n. Then

)d:z:

/ Vu, - V¢ + Vv, - Vi
Qp

Un, 2*(5)—1¢ Un, 2*(5)—11/1
:saﬁ,k,u(ﬂn)/ﬂ (AL + bl

|[* |[*

n

a—2 B « B—2
—I—ma'u"' u,;¢|vn| +f$ﬁ|un| |Un|s Unw)dx. (7.100)
|| ||
Sincesupp(¢) supp(v) C ), we have
/ Vuy, - Vé + Vo, - Vi
Q’Vl
O o i’
~Sopnnl@) [ (A tu
sl [ (Vg B
a—2 B « B—2
+ mw + ﬁﬁw)d:ﬂ. for all 7. (7.101)
|z ||
Then apply the similar arguments as Corollary 7.2, we have
/Vu-VqSJer-Vw
Q
B 2% (s)—1 2% (s)—1 a—2 Jé] al,|B—2
O N i O e PO 7 390
0 || || || ||
(7.102)
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Thereby the claim is proved. By (7197) add< 2*(s), we have
Sapau(€2)
fQ[|Vu|2 + |Vv|?]dz
w|2*(s) v|2% () % ul|v|B %S
(Jo (/\‘ ||m|5 + 4 |‘m|5 +2%(s) ! “z}s| )dz) 7
fQ[|Vu|2 + |Vv|?]dz
— w|2*(s) v[2*(s) | |v|B
Jo (N1 ||:c|s + pul |‘i|s +2%(s)r Lt
It follows from (7.96) and[(Z.103) that

Saﬁ-,hu(ﬂ) =5= nlggo Saﬁ-,hu(ﬂn)

2% (s)
[l b
Q

|z[*

<

= 5. (7.103)

and _— p
42 (o)l

)dac =1.

Hence(u, v) is an extremal function of, g » . (2). The proofis completed. O

|z[* |z[*

Define

Se gy i=inf {Sa5x,(Q) : Qis acone properly contained "\ {0} }. (7.104)

For any given unit versar in RV, let
Qp:={zcRY :2-v > |z[cosh}, 6¢c (0,7 (7.105)

Definition 7.1. Assumel < p < N, —oco < t < N — p, we denote byD; ?(Q) the
completion ofC§° (§2) with respect to the norm

[Vul?

o |zt

[Jul| == ( dar)? (7.106)

Then we have the following result:

Proposition 7.4. If I is a closed subset of/a-dimensional subspace Bf¥ with k <
N —t —p, thenD}"?(Q) = D}**(Q\F). In particular, D;"*(RY) = D}P(RN\{0})
providedN — ¢ — p > 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume thiat= RY. Notice thatC>° (RN \ F) C
C2°(RY), by the definition, it is easy to see thaf *(RN\ F) C D, ?(RV).

On the other hand, for anye D;"?(12), there exists a sequenge,, } € C°(RY)
such that

— )P
lon —ul|P = /RN Wd:c — 0asn — oo. (7.107)

If there exists a subsequence{af,,, } such thatsupp(p,, ) N F = 0, then{p,, } C
C°(RN\F), and it follows that: € D;*(R™\ F) and the proof is completed. Hence,
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we may assume thatupp(e,) N F # 0 for anyn without loss of generality. Now,
for any fixedn, we may choose a suitable cutoff functiqy such thatys = 0 in
Fs,xs = 0in RN\FQ(S,X(S S (O, 1) in (RN\F(;) N Fos, |VX5| < %, whereF ¢ RN
and

F5 :={x € RY : dist(z, F) < 6}.

We note that s, € C2°(RN\F) forall § > 0.
Now, we estimaté| xs¢n — ©nl|?.

— P
/ |V(X5‘pn <Pn)| dx
RN |t

ya
:/ V06 = D%@0 +2V 06 = 1) - Vion (s = Deon + (6 = D*[Veenl’]*
RN |z[t
20906 = D262] + (x5 = )*Vnl?)|”
S/ dx
RN |2|*
p p
supp(pn)NFas || supp(pn) ||
=1+ 11I.
By the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, it isteame that
p
11:2”/ Ix(;—le'vcp’t’| dr — 0asé — 0. (7.108)
supp(pn) ||
Recalling thatVy;| < % there exists some, > 0 independent of such that
p 2
I= 2?/ VS o < e (Bypa—in. (7.109)
supp(pn)nFas  1T]* g
Hence, wherk < N — t — p, we also have
I —0aso— 0. (7.110)
Hence, we can take somg small enough such that
1
x5, 0n = @nll” < —. (7.111)

Now, we letu,, = xs,¢n € C(RN\F), we see thafju,, — u||P — 0 asn —
co. Henceu € DP(RN\F). Thus,D;”(RY) C D;/P(RN\F). Especially, when
N —t—p > 0, takek = 0, we see thaD; ”(RY) = D}"?(RV\{0}) and the proof is
completed.

O

Lemma 7.12.
Sepan(Qr) = Sapru(RY) for N > 4.
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Proof. Take F = RN\Q,, F, := F N B,(0). We note thatF}, is a closed sub-
set of al—dimensional subspace &” and ILm F, = F. Then by Proposition
73, D)*(RN\F,) = Dy*(RYN) for anyn. Then it follows thatD,?(RN\F) =
Dy (RY). Thatis,Dy* () = Dy (RN). Hence,Sy o.5(Q) = Spas(®RY). O

Theorem 7.5.Foreveryr > S, 5 , ,, there exists acor@in R" such thatS,, 5 » () =
7. Moreover, whenV > 4, we haveS,, ; , , = Sa.p.au(RY).

Proof. Define a mapping : (0, 7] — R4 U {0} with 7(0) = Sa 5,x,.(Q6). Then

by RemarK7J7, we see that the mapping decreasing with related th Evidently,
7(0) is continuous for a.ef € (0, «|. Furthermore, we can strengthen the conclusion.
Indeed, le¥ € (0, ) be fixed. For any,, 1 6, by (i) of Lemmd7Z.1lL, we have

lim 7(6,) = 7(0). (7.112)

n—r00

On the other hand, for ang,, | 6, by (ii) of LemmalZ.1l, we also obtaif (7.112).
Hence, is continuous in(0, ). In addition,7(6y,) | Sa,pxu(2x) = S4 5.0, @S
0, T mand7(0,) T +oo asé,, | 0.

Especially, whenV > 4, by Lemmd7.1R, we have that

ﬁa,,@,)\,u = 0675-)\7#(977) = Sﬂyﬁ-,)\nu(RN)'

7.6 Existsence of infinitely many sign-changing solutions

In this subsection, we will study the existence of infinitedany sign-changing solu-
tions as an application of Theorém]7.2.

Theorem 7.6. Assumes € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2*(s). LetQy
be defined by{7.10%)for some fixed € (0,7]. Suppose that one of the following
conditions holds:

. =2
(a1) A > pandeitherl < g <2or b N ;
K > 2*—(5)
. _9
(a2) A = p and eithermin{«, B} < 2 or {mm{a/’\ﬁ} B
2(s)
=2
(as) A < pandeitherl < o < 2o0r “ .
AR
Then the problem
—Au— A lels [u|? *)=2y = ka lels |u|*2ulv|? in Qg,
—Av — ,uﬁh} 2()=2y = kB ‘zl‘s lu|®|v]P~2v in Qg, (7.113)

(u,v) € 2 := Dy () x Dy (Qp),
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possesses a sequence of sign changing solufigns vy )} which are distinct under
the modulo rotations around. Moreover, their energies; satisfiescik — 400

2k(N—1)
ask — oo, where
1
Ck ::5/ [[Vug|* + |Vor|?]dz
Qo
1 2% (s) 2% (s) o B

- l/n (A'“k| 4l 4—2*(S)Htg£LJEEL—)dx. (7.114)

2*(s) Ja, |z[* |z[* Ed

Proof. The idea is inspired by [6]. We will construct a solution Qp by gluing to-
gether suitable signed solutions corresponding to eacttenb. Using the spherical
coordinates, we writé™" ! = {6,--- ,0x_1: 0, € St,i=1,--- /N — 1}. For any
fixedk € N, we set

J+1
9k—1

*® _ J
S = ( 0—0,

57T 6—6) j=0,1,---,2" -1

and for every choice ofjy, j2, -+ ,jn_1) € {0,1,2,--- ,2F — 1}N¥-1

(k) — LT (k) (k)
Q7 e, =T € Qg Tl ex;) x - x Xy Lt
Due to Theorerfi7]2, we can take!" .~ % .~ e Dy ) x
Dé’z(ﬂgf?m ) as the positive ground state solution to
k *(g)— o
—Au = Sﬂfvﬁ-,)‘vﬁ(ﬂgd,)m,jzvq)()\|m1|5 |'UJ|2 (s)=2y, + “O“;‘s u| 2u|v|’8)
in (k)
in Q" e 1
k (o) al 18—
~Av = Saga s i) (Rl 20 + kB ulou]P~20)
in (k)
12 (K) - (k)ln le;"' JN=17
u>0,02>0,(u,v) € Z:=Dy (" ;. ) x Dy (7 ;i )
We can extend evenyf?,,, N1 andvf?m N1 outsideﬂ‘gf?,,, N1 by 0 and now we
set
2k 1 2k 1
u(k) — Z Z (_1)J1+ +JN71U§'1?---.,]'N71 c Dé72(99)
J1=0 JN-1=0
and

2k 1 2k 1

ORI k
o) = Z Z (—1)+ +JN71U§17)__JN71 € DE2(Qy).

j1=0 JN-1=0

Notice that for any two different choiceg:, j2, - ,jn-1) # (J1,72. s JN—1)
there exists some rotatidd € O(R?), the orthogonal transformation, such that

(%

Jiy N -1 jlv"'-,jN—l)'
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Hence, we have

k k
Sa’ﬁ’)"ﬁ(le)”ij71) - SO‘ By, ﬁ(Q( ) ~ )

’ J1sJN—1

Then it follows that(u*), v(*)) weakly solves

k
—Au = SO"B)"B(Q(' : -,ijl) \ﬂc‘s
—Av = Sa,ﬁ,A,ﬁ(le? ,jN—l) 'LLICEIS |v|2 ()=2y 4 B2
(u,v) € 2 := Dy () x Dy (Qp).

[l )20+ madeulo™ 2u|v|'8) in Q,

ulfo]~2 ) in Q,

[

Noting that2*(s) > 2, after a scaling, let

1 1
k 2%(s)—2 k 2% (s)—2
Uk = (SO“'B’X”B(QE’L)“'JN—J) u(k)’ Uk -= (SO“'B’X”B(QEE?"'JN—J) v®

then (uy, v) weakly solves[(7.113). By the constructionwaf andwvy, it is easy to
see thatuy, v) is a sign changing solution afdus, vx)} are distinct under modulo
rotations around.

Moveover, we have

1

Ck ::—/ [[Vug|* + |Vor|?]dz
2 Ja,

1 2*(s) 2*(s) @ B
_ / (/\|uk| - +,Lt|vk| +2*(S)K|Uk| |vk| )dx
Qo

2%(s) || |[® |=[®
1 1 / 9 9
== — —— Vug|® + |Vog|7|dz
G5 [, (9mF +1v0p)
1 1 (k) 2(2)2/ DI (k) |2
(5= g (Seoponnl @ D)7 | UV 4 (90 da
1 1 2k —1 2k 1

:(5 B 2*(8))(80"6">"“(Q(k’) N -1 )2*() ’ Z Z /;(k) .

J1=0 JN-1=0
P+ (vol® o Plda

Jiy N -1

Hvu]l

v N -1

1 1 =3 _
:(5 _ 2*—(8))(Sa,,@,k,u(Q;lf?...yijl)) % (s) 22k(N 1)

- /Q (Va2 + [V o[2)de

1 1
:(5 B 2%(s)

2
k *(s)— —
)(Savﬁ'r)‘vl‘(Q;l?"ijfl)) ’ 22k(N 1)'

By LemmaZ.I1 S, 5.2 (€ ( )
again, we obtain that

- in_1) — tocask — oo. Recalling thak*(s) > 2

Ck

SEN-T) — +o00.
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Apply the same argument as in the proof of Theofemh 7.6, we béairothe fol-
lowing result for the system defined &1 :

Theorem 7.7. Assumes € (0,2),N > 4,k > 0, > 1,8 > L,a+ 8 = 2%(s).
Suppose that one of the following conditions holds:

. =2
(a1) A > pandeitherl < g <2or P 3 ;
K > 2*—(5)
. i I = 27
(az) A = pand eithermin{«, S} < 2 0r {mm{aAﬁ} ;
2*(s)
. =2
(a3) A < pandeitherl < a < 2or “
K > 2*—(3)
Then the problem
—Au— X\ ‘;‘S Ju|?”*)=2y = ka ‘11‘5 |u| > 2ulv|? in RY,
—Av — M#MQ*(S)_QU = ﬁ5#|u|o‘|v|ﬁ_2v in RN, (7.115)

(u,v) € 2 := Dy (RN) x Dy (RY),

possesses a sequence of sign changing solufiensvy ) } whose energiegk(if—il) —

+o00 ask — oo, where

1
o ;:5/ (Vurl? + [V ] da
RN

L[
- = A +u +2*(s)/17)d:c.
2%(s) Jrw Ed jz]° jz]°

Proof. It is a straightforward consequence of Theorém$ 7.6 addWesjust keep in
mind that whenV > 4, we have thab, s x () = Sa,p.x,.(RY). O

Remark 7.8. Itis clear that this kind arguments used in the proof of TleediZ.6 can
be adapted to other cones with suitable symmetry.

7.7 Further results on more general domain) and on the sharp
constantS, g x .(€2)

Remark 7.9. Given a general open domain(not necessarily a cone), we I§t, 5 5 ,.(€2)
be defined by7.2)if Q@ # 0 and S, g x .(0) = +oc. In this subsection, we are con-
cerned with whethes,, 3 » ,.(€2) can be achieved or not and we give some operational
way to compute the value 6f, 5 x .(€).

We note thaf2 can be written as a union of a sequence of doméins, | J.~_, ..
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Lemma 7.13. Assumé); N Q; = () Vi # j, then we have
Sasae(§2) = 0 Sapru(Qn)-

Proof. For anyn, sincef2,, C 2, we have

Sa.8au(n) > Sa,.a,u(52) forall n.

Hence,
H;fi Sa,8au(n) > Sa.pau(2). (7.116)
On the other hand, for any> 0, there exists a paimu, v) such that
2% (s *(s) B
/(/\IUI : +u|v 2% (s)n M)x:1 (7.117)
o |l ] jz]°
and
/[|Vu|2 + |Vv|?)dz < Sop2u(Q) + . (7.118)
Q

Setu,, = u‘Q s Un = Vg sinceQ; N Q; = O for all i # j, we have(u,,v,) €
Dy () x Dy?(Q) andu = 300wy, v = 320° v, Then

/ (Viun|? + [Von|2]dz
Q'Vl

|un|2*(s) |Un|2*(s) |un|alvn|6 to)
>8a,8., (Qn)(/ A + + 2% (8)k——— dac)
oo 0 O TaT EE EO
: |un|2*(s) |Un|2*(s) |tn| |Un|6 27()
>(inf S () (/ A +u +2%(s) d )
Y S o ol )
: |un|2*(s) |Un|2*(s) |tn| |Un|ﬁ
>(inf Sa,gxu (2 / A +2%(s)k dx,
(i Sopn(@) | N FE S e
S 1 |tn|*|vn |
here we useg:2 <1and/ /\|u"| = +2%(s)h————)dz < 1
=6 o VTR T E
It follows that
/[|Vu|2+|Vv|2]d:1:
Q
:Z/ [[Vun|? + Vo, |?]dz
n=1"%n
. |un|2 () |Un ’ |un|a|vn|'8
>( inf Sa g2, / + + 2" (s)k——F——)dx
(g S Z G ER
. Juf* o[> |u|* 0]
=(inf Sq g, (2 / A —l—u +2%(s)k dx
(i, Sopons()) o O e + 26 5)

= ffﬁfl Se,g.2,u (1)
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Hencejinf,>1 Sa g, 2,u () < Sa,p,2,.(Q) + €. Therefore,

H;fl Sa,8au(n) < Sagau(2). (7.119)

By (Z.116) and[{7.119), we complete the proof. O

Next, forr > 0, we set
Q. :=QNB,, Q :=0Q\B,. (7.120)

By Remarl 7.7, we see that the mapping> S, 5,1, () is non increasing and the
mappingr — Sa,3,1,.(£2") is non decreasing. Hence, we can define

Sopn() 1= lim S g5 ()

and
Savpau(2) = Hm Sap,(27).

Remark 7.10. It is easy to see thaﬁi‘g’ﬂ)hu(ﬂ) andSg’s , ,(€2) still have the mono-
tonicity property. Precisely, 2, C Q9, then we have

Sgc,ﬁ,)\,,u(Ql) > Sgc,ﬁ,)\,,u(QQ)v ngﬁ,)\,u(gl) > SS?B,A,;L(QQ)'

Theorem 7.8. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1,a+ § = 2*(s) andQ) is
an open domain aR”. Let{(u,,v,)} be a minimizing sequence, i.e.,

2%(s)
/ (’\|un| + u'U"
Q

|z[* |z[*

2% (s)

+2%(s)k
and
J 190+ 1900l = Su0(2)
Q
asn — oo. Then one of the following cases happens:

(a) There exists som@i,v) € Dy*(2) x Dy*(Q) such thatu, — u,v, — v
strongly inDy*(Q) and (u, v) # (0,0) is an extremal function A8, s, ,.(Q);

(b) Going to a subsequence if necessary, we set

2" (s) 2" (s)
7 := lim lim ()\|un| + u|vn +2%(s)k

r=0n—oo o || |[*

Then

52,/5,,\,#(9)772*7(” + 98,1 =0)T® < 84 g2 u(). (7.121)
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Proof. Itis easy to see thd, v) is an extremal function o, 5, (12) if and only if
(u,v) is a ground state solution of

—Au = S48.,5(Q) /\ﬁ|u|2*(5)72u + lia#|u|0‘*2u|v|ﬁ) in Q,

—Av = S48x8()( 1 L |v|2*(5)’2v+liﬂ L u|0‘|v|5’21)) in Q, (7.122)

EIR

]

w>0,0>0,(uv) € P :=Dy*Q) x D*(Q),

Since {(un,v,)} is @ minimizing sequence, we have tHdt:,, v,)} is a bounded

(PS)q sequence withl = (3 — 2%(5))5045-%5(9)- Without loss of generality, we

assume that,, — u,v, — v in Dy*(Q) andu, — u,v, — v a.e. inQ. Thenitis
easy to see thdt:, v) is a weak solution td (7.122) and

2% (s) 2% (s) al.|B
Og/ (A|u| +u|v +2*(s)nM)da:§ 1,
o lz® |z[* |z[*

/Q[|Vu|2 + |Voldz < Sa.pau().

Case 1:If (u,v) # (0,0), we shall prove thata) happens. In this caséy,v) is a
nontrivial solution or semi-trivial solution of (7.1P2). &\¢laim

2% (s) 2%(s) P
/ (/\|u| + ,u|v + 2*(s)n|u| id Jdz = 1.
Q

Ed Ed Ed

|2*(S) |v‘2*(5)

] ]

Ifnot, 0 < [, (AL + 2*(s)n|““(;}f|5)dx < 1. Then

Sa,gau(€2)

JollVul]? + [Vo]?]dx

MERD) NEC R wlo[v]B
fsz (AT + il + 27 (s)n e da
JollVul? + |Vu]?]dz
_2
w|2*(s) v]2*(s) N u 27 (35)

(fsz(/\‘ L+ il 4 20 (o) el )dx)

>Sa,s. (),

>

a contradiction. Hence,

2% (s) 2% (s) B
/Q(A|u| L Py M) dr =1,

|z]° |z]° |z]°

/Q[|Vu|2 + |Vul*ldz = S p2,.(Q).

That is, (u, v) is an extremal function of,, g x,,.(2). Note that||u, — u|| = |ju,| —
lull 4+ 0(1), [|vn — v|| = [luall = [|v]| + o(1), we see that,, — u, v, — vin Dy (Q).
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Case 2: If (u,v) = (0,0), we shall prove that (b) happens. The idea is similar to the
proof of Lemma 7.7 and Corollafy 1.2. Going to a subsequeimeciessary, we set

r—0 n—oo

Ag := lim lim [|Vun|2 + | Vo, [*dx

and
A% = lim lim | [|[Vual? + |[Von|2]dz

r—00 N—00 Q

Recalling the Rellich-Kondrachov compact theorem and 2% (s) < 2* := 2%, we

have(u,,, v,) — (0,0)in Li (Q) x Li (Q) forall 1 <t < 2*. Hence,
2% (s) 2% (s)
/ [un] . dac:o(l),/ [vn] —dz = o(1) (7.123)
o |zl a el

for any bounded domaift ¢  such that ¢ Q. Hence, we obtain that

2% (s) 2% (s) e B
lim lim (A'“"' [vn] +2%(s) [4n]*[on] )da =1 —1n. (7.124)
P Jor [l EE jal*
Similar to the formulal{7.32), we have
S0 (T < A, (7.125)

and similar to the formuld (7Z.53), we have
(@) (1 =7) T < A, (7.126)
Then by [7.12b) and {7.126), we have
S0 a4+ 552 ()1 =) 7@ < Ag+ A < Sp g ,(Q). (7.127)
O

Theoren{ZB is a kind of concentration compactness prieciquliginal spirit we
refer to [21]. Basing on Theorelm 7.8, we have the followinipgsesult:

Corollary 7.4. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ § = 2*(s) andQ is
an open domain dR”. Then we always have

Se g u(2) < mm{sgﬁ_,m(s)), ngﬁm(g)}. (7.128)

Moreover, ifSq, 5., () < min{Sy 5 | (80,555 5 ()}, thenS, 5,5 ,,(§2) can be
achieved.

Proof. We note that2, C 2,Q" C , by the monotonicity property, for any > 0,
we have

Sﬂfﬁ)\y#(ﬂ) S Sa,[},)\,,u(Qr)a Soc,ﬁ,)\,,u(ﬂ) S Sa.ﬁ )\.,LL(QT)

which deduce[(7.128). Moreover,$, s, (2) < min{S° Sas (W}
then [Z.1211) will never meet. Hence, only case (a) of Theﬁf_ﬂrhappens Thus,
Sa,p.x,1(Q) is achieved. O
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Furthermore, we have the following result:

Corollary 7.5. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1,a+ 3 = 2*(s) andQ
is an open domain dk”. If S, 3. ,.(©2) can not be achieved, then at least one of the
following holds:

(1) Sapxu(Q) = Sa,p.2,. () forvr > 0.

(II) Sayg_’)\“u(ﬂ) = Sa_ﬂy)\_’#(QT) forvr» > 0.
Proof. WhenS,, 5 x.,.(©) is not attained, by Corollafy 4.4, we have
Sa,B,x\,u(Q) = min{Sﬁ,g,x,M(Q)v Sg?,@,k,u(ﬂ)}-

Without loss of generality, we assume ttﬁt’ﬂjw(ﬂ) < 55%.1,,(€2), then we have

Sa,ﬂ,/\,u(Q) = Sg,ﬁ,)\,p(ﬂ)'

Next, we shall prove that case (i) holds. If not, assume thextet exists somey, > 0
such thatS, gx,,.(2) # Sa.sx,.(Qr), then by the monotonicity property, we have
S 2u(2) < Sagau(Qrg) <80 5, (Qy) = S0 5.,,(Q), acontradiction. O

Remark 7.11. We note that the inverse statement of Corollaryl 7.5 is na.trBor
example, by Theorem 7.1, whénis a cone,S, s,,.(Q) is attained provided <
a,l < B,a+ 8 = 2%(s),s € (0,2),x > 0. However, we still have the following
result.

Lemma 7.14. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a + 8 = 2*(s), then
S pau(2) = Sa s u(Qr) = Sa . (Q7) foranyr > 0 if Qis a cone ofR Y.
In particular,
S pan®Y) =S4 52 u(Br) = Sa.pau(RY\B,) for anyr > 0.

Further, S, 51,1 (22) = Sa, 5.2, (RY) provided that eithef2 is a general open domain
with 0 € 2 or Q is an exterior domain.

Furthermore, letA be a cone oRY, and2 = A\ F, whereF is a closed subset of
Asuchtha0 ¢ F or F'is bounded. Then

Sa.p () = Sapru(A).

Proof. We only proveS, sx,.(2) = Sa,1,.(2-) and the others are similar. By
the monotonicity property, we see théit 5 .(2) < Sa.,x,.(2-). Next, we shall
prove the opposite inequality. By Theoréml78. 5,,.(f2) is attained. Now, let
(u,v) € Dy*(Q) x Dy*(Q) be an extremal function of,, 5. (). We also let
xp(x) € C=(RYN) be a cut-off function such that,(z) = 1 in Bs, xp(z) = 0in
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RM\B,, |Vx,(z)| < % and definep, := x,(x)u(z), ¥, = x,(x)v(z) € CZ(Q,).
It is easy to see that

/ (V6,7 + [V, 21dz — / (Vuf? + [VoPldz = S 57 ,(9),
Q Q

and
2% (s) 2% (s) « B
/(A|¢P| - +u|¢p - +2*(S)I€|¢p| |’:/JP| )d(E
Q |z | |z|
[ ul¥v)?
— A +2%(s)k dx
o O T o)
=1

asp — +oo. ThenV e > 0, there exists somg, > 0 such that
Jo IV oo [2 + [V, [21daz

2 __

(fQ ()‘I%O‘z = + /LI%P o + 2*(5)“w)d5€) z* ()

< Sa7,3)>\7u(ﬂ) + €.

] []* []*

Now, considefi, (z) := ¢,, (22x), 0, () := 1, (2x) € C°(£,) and

Jo, IV (@) + [V (2)*)dw
2
(o, (B ¢ 70 et )

JollV @0, ? + Vb, |?]da
- )
(fQ ()\|¢”°||2 © —i—u‘w”f|2 o +2*(8)%7‘%0“;%?’)”'5)dx)2 ©

Sp,a,b(Qr) <

ER a]?

SSayg_)\“u(Q) +e.

Hence,
So,g () < Sa,px,u ().

Especially, také2 = R, we see that
Sasan®Y) =S4 52 u(Br) = Sa.pr . (RY\B,) foranyr > 0.
Hence, when) € (Q, then there exists some> 0 such thatB, C (2, then
Sa,pau(Br) 2 Sa,p () = Saau(RY) = Sap3,u(Br).

If Q is an exterior domain, there exists some- 0 such that RN\ B,) c Q, by the
monotonicity property again, we have

Sa8auBYN\By) > So.5.2,,(Q) > Sapxu®Y) = Sapru(RV\B,.).

FurthermoreAisacone anf = A\F C A, thenwe haveé, g x () > Sa.5.2,u(A).
If 0 ¢ F, then there exists some> 0 such that),. = A,., then

Sapau() < Sapru() = Sapru(Ar) = Sapru(A).
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Hence, we havé, 5 .(2) = Sa,,a,.(A). If F'is bounded, then there exists some
r > 0 such that)” = A", then

Sasan(2) < Sa,gau(Q7) = Sa,au(A") = Sapau(A),

it follows that So. 5., (2) = Sa,p 2 u(A). O

To search the results on general domains, we introduce Hlog/fog marks:

A°(Q) := {A: Ais a cone and there exists somg 0 such that), C A}

and

A>(Q) :={A: Ais acone and there exists some- 0 such that2” C A}.
Notice thatRY € A°(Q2) N A>®(2), A°(Q) # 0, A°(Q) # 0. Then we can define
59 an() = sup{Sapru(A) : A € A(Q)}

and

Sosau(2) :=sup{Sapru(A): A€ A®(Q)}.

Lemma 7.15.

S’g,g,x,u(ﬂ) < 52,5,,\,”(9)7 Sacaau() <8755, ,,().

Proof. We only proveSt, ; , () < SJ 4, ,.(€). For anys > 0, there exists some
Ae A°(Q)suchthat
Sgtﬁ)\,u(ﬂ) — & < Sa,paulA). (7.129)

By the definition 0f.A°(Q2), there exists some > 0 such that2, c A. Then by the
monotonicity property, we have

Sasau(A) < Sapru() < Sp s ,(Q). (7.130)

By (Z.129), [Z.130) and the arbitrarinesspive obtain thasy ; , ,(2) < 59 5, ,(Q).
O

Remark 7.12. By Corollary[Z.4, if we can prove that

SOZ;B)\;H(Q) < min{sg,ﬁ,)\,y(ﬂ)v SZ?[},)\,;L(Q)}7

thenS, 5.1,,(Q2) is attained. Since a lot of properties about cones have basf s
ied in Section 7 (subsections 7.1-7.6), Lenimal7.15 supplieseful way to compute
min{Sg)BA)H(Q), St (82)}. Here, we prefer to give some examples.

Example 1: If Q is bounded with) ¢ €, then byS, 5.1 .(0) = +oo, we see that
Sg_ﬂyA_#(Q) = 522 .,(€) = 4o0. Hence,

Sa,pau(2) < min{Sg,/a,,\,u(Q)a SE?B,A,H(Q)}
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andsS, g,,,(f2) is attained which can also deduce by Theorerh 7.1.

The following examples are also given by Caldiroli, Paola &fusina, Roberta
[6], when they study the case pf= 2,0 = 0,a € (—1,0). What interesting is that the
similar results still hold for our case (a slight modification Example 3).

Example 2: Assume0 € ) is a cusp point, i.e., there exists a unit vers@uch that
V0 € (0,7),3 rp > 0 such that?,, C Q. Notice that

Sg,ﬁ,)\,u(ﬂ) = Sgc,ﬁ.)\”u(Qre) > Sa,B,x\,u(Qre)-
On the other hand,

SQ,BA,H(QW) > Sa7,3,>\7u(99) — 400 asf — 0.
Hence,S) ; , () = +o0.

Example 3: LetQ = A x RV~ 1 < k < N, whereA is an open bounded domain
of R*. Then there exists some> 0 such that\ C BF, the ball inR* with radialr.
Now, we let

Ay = {(ta' ta”) e RE x RN 1t > 0,2 € BE, |2 |v_), > n},

oo
then it is easy to see th@t, } are cones such that, O A, 1,V n and ﬂ A, C
n=1

{0} xRY=F Thus,meas(N,2, An) = 0. By (i) of Lemmdm,lijn Sapau(An) =

+00. DefineQ) = BF x RN~*, then it is easy to see thét ¢ Q. Moreover, for any
n, there exists some, > 72 +n2 > 0 such thatQ™ c A,, whereQ™ is de-
fined by [Z.12D). Indeed, for any = (z1,22) € Q\An, we havelzi], < r and
lz2lv i < 2, thus|zs|n—r < n. Then it follows thatjz|y < vr2 +n? Hence,

[z1]e -
Q™ C Q™ C A,. Then by the monotonicity property we ha$g s . (2™) >

S8 2au(2) > Sapau(An) = +00 @asn — +oo. HenceST %, () = oo,

Lemma 7.16. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a + 3 = 2*(s), and
Q=AxRV"F 1<k < N,whereA is an open bounded domain&f with 0 ¢ A.
ThenS, g.x,,.(€2) is attained.

Proof. By Example 3, we see thaf’; , () = +oo. By0 ¢ A, we haveS), ; , ,(Q) =
+oo. Then by Corollar{ 74, we obtain the conclusion. O

Based on the result of Lemrha 7114 and the maximum principgesam obtain the
following interesting results.

Corollary 7.6. Assume thalv > 3,s € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2*(s),
and letQ) be a general open domain BfY.

(i) 1f 0 € Q, thenS, g.1,.() is not attained unlesg = RY;
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(i) If Qis an exterior domain, thef, s x,,(92) is not attained unlesg = RY;

(iii) If Q@ = AU U, whereU is an open bounded set with¢ U and A is a cone of
RY, then

Se82u(Q) < Sapau(A) = Sa g.2,u(2) = S3%5.5,.(Q)
and S, g2, () is attained.
Proof. For the case ofi) and (i), by Lemm&7.14, we see that

Sa8 () = Sa,gau(RY).

Then by the maximum principle, it is easy to see thats » ,.(£2) is not attained un-
lessQ2 = RY. For the case ofiii), sinceU is bounded and ¢ U, there exists
ri,r2 > 0 such that,, = A,,,Q™= = A™. HenceS], ;, ,(Q) = S35, ,.(Q) =
Sapau(A). I Sopr,u(Q) < min{Sg_ﬂyA#(Q), S2s.0.,(Q)}, then by Corollary
[74, S, 5,x,,() is attained and the proof is completed. If not, by Corollagy &gain,
Sa,pu(Q) = min{S) 5, (Q),55% 5 ()}, Hence,Sa,5,,u,(2) = Sa,pxu(A).
By maximum principle again$, g x . (A4) is not attained, a contradiction with Theo-

rem(7.1. O

Theorem 7.9. Assume thalv > 3,5 € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2*(s)
andQ c R¥ is an open bounded domain.Ofe 2, thenS, s, ,.(£2) is not attained.

Proof. Since(2 is bounded, there exists some> 0 such that? C B,(0). When
0 € Q, by Lemmd_Z.14, we have

Sasau(2) = Sa.sau(Br(0) = Sapau(RY).

By way of negation, assume thal, 5. () is attained and letu, v) € Dy (Q) x
Dy*(92) be an extremal function. We may assume that 0,v > 0. By extend-
ing v andv outside(? by 0, then we see thaiu, v) is also an extremal function of
Sa,8.a,u(Br(0). Hence,(u,v) # (0,0) is a nonnegative weak solution to the follow-
ing problem:

—Au= Sag.ap(Br(0) (A2 |u|2*(s)_2u+na#|u|o‘_2u|v|ﬂ) in B,.(0),

]
0 = So,00(B,(0)) (nrdelo 920+ RBLcful* 0l 20) in B (0),

u>0,v>0,(uv) € 2 :=Dy*(B(0) x Dy*(B,(0)).
(7.131)
On the other hand, sincB,.(0) is a star-shaped domain, by Proposifion 7.3 (see the
formula [Z.28)), probleri(7.181) has no nontrivial solat&ven semi-trivial solution, a
contradiction. Hence, we know that, s » ,.(£2) is not attained. O

Corollary 7.7. Assume thalv > 3,s € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ § = 2*(s),
if there exist some;, r, > 0 andé € (0, 7] such that

(Qe N BTl (O)) - Q - (Qe N BTz (O))a
thensSa, 5., (2) = Sa 5,x,.(€0) and is not attained.
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theordm 7.9, we omit the dstail O
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8 The case of; # s5 € (0,2)

In this section, we study the case @f # s; € (0,2). By constructing a new ap-
proximation, the existence of positive ground state sotuto the systeni (11.1) will be
obtained, including the regularity and decay estimation.

Assume? is cone. Define

Uy = (MM/\(Q))WU’

whereU is a ground state solution to the following problem:

u2*(s )—1 .
u =0 onofd.
Set
mo:= inf [jv]? Moo= inf [jul? (8.2)
vEEQ u€EBy
where )
S = {v e DL2(Q) : / U2 (52)=2|p|2dz = 1}, (8.3)
o |z]®

1
0y = {ue D}*(0): /QWW“

The corresponding energy functional of the probleml(1. teiined as

2 (52) =2y 2da = 1}. (8.4)

Do (u,v) = %a(u, v) — ﬁb(u, v) — ke(u, v) (8.5)
for all (u,v) € 2, where
a(u,v) = ||(u, ’U)H.Q@’
w21 |2 (1)
b(u,v) == A [, %dm + 1 fq wwd:c, (8.6)

c(u,v) == [o $|u|a|v|5dx.
Here comes our main result in this section:

Theorem 8.1. Assume thatq,so € (0,2),\,n € (0,400),x > 0, > 1,8 >
1, + 8 = 2*(s2). Suppose that one of the following holds:

=2 _
71,0 !
2% (s2)

. _
(a2) A = pand eithermin{«, 5} < 2 or {:nn{i’lf} e

2%(s2) — 2%(s2)

(a1) XA > pandeitherl < g < 2or {

=2
72,0
2% (s2)

(as) A < pandeitherl < o < 2o0r {a
KR
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Then problen{l.1) possesses a positive ground state solutiay vo) such that

1 1 :| 2% (s1)

q)O(UJOv’UO) < [5 - 2*(81) (Nm (Q))W(max{)\,ﬂ})iﬁ.

Moreover, we have the following regularity and decay proposs:
(b1) if 0 < max{sy,s2} < &2, thenug, vy € C*(Q);

(b2) if max{sy,s2} = 2E2, thenug, vy € C7(Q) forall 0 < v < 1;

N (2—max{s1,s2}) '

(bs) if max{sy, s2} > &2, thenug, vy € CT7(Q) forall 0 < v < L

When(2 is a cone with) € 99 (e.g.,Q2 = RY), then there exists a constafitsuch that

luo(2)], [vo ()| < C(1+ [z|~P=D), Vo ()], [Vo(z)| < Cla| ™.
When() = RV,
uo ()], |vo ()] < C(1 4 [z|~N), [Vuo(z)], [V (z)| < Cla| N1

In particular, if @ = RY, then(ug(z), vo(z)) is axially symmetric with respect to the
T n-axis, i.e.,

(uo(a:),vo(:c)) = (uo(a:/,a:N),vo(:c’,:cN)) = (u0(|x/|,xN),vo(|:17/|,:cN)).

Remark 8.1. The regularity, symmetry results and the decay estimatiemawe es-
tablished in Section 3 of the present paper. Therefore, énctirrent section we only
need to focus on the existence of the positive ground statgmso

8.1 Approximation

Whens; # so, the nonlinearities are not homogeneous any more which rtrake
problem much tough. Here we have to choose a different appetion to the original
problem in the same domain, i.e., we consider the followirgpfem:

—Au— u = raae(x)|u|*2ulv|? in Q,
—Av—umﬂ |2 (D=2 = pBa(@)ulofp/f20  InQ, (8.7
k>0, (u,v) € 2 = Dy*(Q) x Dy*(9Q),
where
ac(x) _{ﬁ for e} <1 for e € [0, s2) (8.8)
T g forlz 21 2 '

Under some proper assumptions@rj, A\, p andx > 0, we shall prove the existence
of the positive ground state solutié¢a,, v.) to (8.7) with a well-dominated energy (see
Theoreni8.P below). Finally, we can approach an existermétref (1.1).
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The corresponding energy functional of problém1(8.7) israkfias

O (u,v) = la(u,u) - ﬁ

5 b(u,v) — kee (u,v) (8.9)
forall (u,v) € 2, wherea(u,v) andb(u, v) are defined in[(8]6) and

ce(us) = [ aua)lul* ol (8.10)
Q
which is decreasing by. Consider the corresponding Nehari manifold
Nz = {(u,v) € 2\(0,0) : J.(u,v) =0}
where
']E(ua 1)) :<(I);(u’ 1)), (U, ’U)> = a(uv ’U) - b(ua 1)) - ’%(O‘ + ﬂ)cs(ua 1)). (811)

Lemma 8.1. Assumesy, s € (0,2), A\, € (0,40),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1 and
a+ S = 2*(s2). Lete € [0,s2), then for any(u,v) € 2\{(0,0)}, there exists a
uniquet = t(. ) > 0 such that{tu, tv) € N.. Moreover\; is closed and bounded
away from(0,0). Further,t = t. , ., is increasing by.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness ef t. ,, ., and that\; is closed and bounded
away from0, we refer to LemmBa4l1. Now, we prove that ¢ ,, .y is increasing by
e. Assume thab < g1 < g5 < s9, then we see that there exists a uniguandt, such
that

J51 (tlu, tlv) = Jag (tgu, th) =0. (812)

Recalling thate. (u,v) is decreasing by, we see that/.(u, v) is increasing bye.
Hence,

JE2 (tlu,tlv) Z JE1 (tlu, tlv) =0. (813)
If J.,(t1u, t1v) = 0, by the uniqueness, we obtain that= ¢;. If J., (t1u,t1v) > 0,
noting thatJ., (tu,tv) — —oo ast — +oo, there exists some, > ¢; such that
Je, (tsu, t,v) = 0. Then by the uniqueness again, we see that ¢. > t;. Hence,

we always have, > t; and we note that, > t; whenuwv # 0. O
Define
cor= b (o), b= fVuPERE (814)

We have the following results:

Lemma 8.2. . is increasing by € [0, s2), i.e.,d0p < d., < 0., provided0 < &1 <
g9 < S2.

Proof. For any(u,v) # (0,0), set¢ = \/Hullirllv\\?’w = \/IIuH;JJrHvIP' By Lemma

[8.3, there existd < t; < to such thalt; ¢, t11)) € N, and(i2¢, tath) € Ne,. Hence,
we obtain thab, is increasing by € [0, s2). O
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Remark 8.2. Sets;,q, := max{sy, s}, it is easy to prove that for anfu,v) € N,
we have

1 1 9 9
2e(u,0) 2 (5= gy ) (lll + 1) (8.15)
and it follows that
1 1
> (- —— )52 :
Ce = (2 2*(smam))55 (8.16)

Lemma 8.3. ¢, is increasing by in [0, s3).

Proof. Let (¢,v) # (0,0) be fixed. By Lemma8]1, for any € [0, s2), there exists a
uniquet. > 0 such that. (¢, ) € N:. In fact,t. is implicitly defined by the equation

a(p, 1) — b(e, Y2 D=2 — 2% (s5)kce (¢, )12 D72 = 0. (8.17)

It then follows that

D (t(e)g, t(e))

— l _ # 2 1 _ 1 2*(51)
-5-5 (82)]a(¢,w>[t(a)] + |5 SR (81)}b(¢,¢)[t(a)] . (8.19)
Case 1: sy > s;. For this case, we see thg;t—(lsz) — —2*(151) > 0. Noting that

a(g, ) > 0,b(¢, 1)) > 0 and Lemm&8l1, we obtain that
P (t(e), t(e)y) is increasing by in [0, s7). (8.19)

Hence, we get that. is increasing by in [0, s2).
Case 2:s5 < s1. By the Implicit Function Theorem, we see thét) € C*(R) and
4 ¢(c) > 0 by LemmdB8lL. Hence,

dig@s (t(e)o, t(e)v)
=20 g Al DN €+ 2 o035 — ey MO DI ()
=501 - orlato, e + e~ oo, e ]
2 1~ g lalo )i
+ B a6 P - 2 o2 )vee (6 0]
O [ R alo R + 12/ (s0) = 2 sl ) )
=0 (8.20)

Hence, we also obtain the conclusion[of(8.19) for the case ef s; and the proof is
completed. O
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8.2 Estimation on the least energy of the approximation

1
RecallUy := (“1T(Q)) 2*Gu=2J, whereU is a ground state solution of the following
problem:

- u2*(sl)71 .
—Au = Nsl(ﬂ)ilmlsl in £, (8.21)
u =0 onof.
Define the function
1 A || (s1)
Uy (u) = —/ Vul?dx — dx. (8.22)
=35 Jy V= 5y Jo e
Then
WA = [£ = o, () TN T (8.29)
my = =\|lz— s1 ! =2 :
A AU 27 25(s1) 12

is the least energy.

Remark 8.3. Evidently, for anye € [0, s2), we have that. < m, andc. < m,,.
Hence,

e <[5 = ) e () 7O (max{a ) T @.24)
Oa
Define
M= inf [[o]? (8.25)
where
=, = {ve DEA(Q) : / 0o (2)[Ux[2 92|y 2dg = 1}. (8.26)
Q

Sincea. () is decreasing by, it is easy to see tha . is increasing by.

Lemma 8.4. Assumesy, s € (0,2), A\, € (0,40),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1 and
a+ 3 =2%(s2). Lete € [0, s2).

(1) If B < 2,thenc. < my.
(2) If B> 2, then(Uy,0) is a local minimum point ob. in N;.
)

(3) If B=2andr > 5=, thenc. < m,.

2*(52) il

(4) If B =2and0 < k < /=5, then(Uy, 0) is a local minimum point ob. in .

Proof. The proofs are similar to those in Section 6.2. O

Lemma 8.5. 1, . is continuous with respect to€ [0, s»).
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Proof. For anysq € [0, s2), we shall prove that, . is continuous at = ¢¢. Apply
the argument of Lemnia 8.5, there exists séme v, € D;”* () such that

llvoll? = 71.c0 and/ﬂaso (2)|Ux|*" 2~ 202de = 1. (8.27)

Take a sequende,,} C [0, s2) withe,, | g9 asn — +o0. Recall thaty, . is increasing
by ¢, then lirf 11,¢, €xists and satisfies
n—+0oo

im 716, > N1, (8.28)
n—-+oo !
On the other hand, sineg, () — ag(x) a.e. inQ, recalling the decay property 6f,
(seel[1B, Theorem 1.2], 5, Lemma 2.1],][19, Lemma 2.6]} éasy to prove that

lim aen(x)|UA|2*<S2>*2v§dx:/aso(x)|UA|2*<S2>*2vgdx:1. (8.29)
Q

n—r o0 Q
Hence,
[[vol?
2% (s2)=292dx

lim
n—+too fQ ae,, (7)|Ux

Then by the definition ofy; ., we see that

= N,eo- (8.30)

(8.31)

lim M.e < lim HUO”2 = M.eqo-
n—o+oo " T no4oo fQ agn(x)|U>\|2*(52)_2’U(2)d.T =0

By (8:28) and[(8.31), we obtain that . is right-continuous.

Secondly, we take a sequens,} C [0, s2) such thak,, 1 ¢9 asn — +oco. By
Lemma Lemm&8]5 again, we may assume fhat ¢ D;*(Q) such that

lonl? = M c., and/ ae, (2)|U[* 627202 de = 1. (8.32)
Q

Up to a subsequence, we may assumedhat: v, in Dy (€2) andv,, — v a.e. inf.
Similarly, we can prove that

/aEO(a:)|U>\|2*(52)_2v§d:1:: lim [ ac, (2)|Ux> 2" 202de =1. (8.33)
Q

n—-+o0o Q

It follows that

Jvol® < liminf [lon|* = lim s, (8.34)
Therefore,
[[vol|* .
lm ., . (8.35)

Moo = T @)U P20 dr ~ oo

On the other hand, by the monotonicity, we can obtain thanssvinequality. Hence,

m < ||U0H2 — lim m
T [ ae (@)|UAF ) 20gdn nooo T

i.e.,m ¢ is left-continuous. The proof is completed. O
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Similarly, we define
Noe = 16115 ||| ? (8.36)

where

0. = {u e D2 (9) : /

) e (2)|UL[* 92 |uf2da = 1}. (8.37)

We also have thats . is increasing by € [0, s2) and continuous. Furthermore, we
can propose the following results without proof.

Lemma 8.6. Assumesy, s € (0,2),\, 4 € (0,40),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1 and
a+ 3 =2%(s2). Lete € [0, s2).
(1) If < 2, thenc. < my,.
(2) If @ > 2, then(0,U,) is alocal minimum point ob. in V.
)

3) fa=2k> 21’?';2), thenc. < m,,.

4) fa=2,0<k< 217?;2), then(0, U,,) is a local minimum point ob. in N-.

Now we can obtain the following estimation ont

Lemma 8.7. Assumesy, sa € (0,2),\,u € (0,400),x > 0, > 1,5 > 1 and
a+ B =2*(s2). Lete € [0, s2), then we have

. 1 1 22:5(—1)112 L cryE
ce < min{my,m,} = 57500 (usl (Q)) (max{)\, ,u})

if one of the following holds:

p=2 _
N1,e ’
2*(s2)

: _ 9
(b) A = pand eithemin{«, 8} < 2 or {:nn{%f} _ me

2% (52) 2% (52)

(a) A > pandeitherl < 5 < 20r{

=2
() A< pandeitherl <o < 2or {a Moo
K> 7 (52)
Proof. It is a direct conclusion following by Lemnia 8.4 and Lenimd 8.6 O

84



8.3 Positive ground state to the approximation problem(8.7)

In this subsection, we assume that (0, s2) is fixed. Then we can obtain the follow-
ing result.

Theorem 8.2. Assumesy, s € (0,2), A\, € (0,400),x > 0, > 1,5 > 1 and
a+f = 2*(s2). Then problenf8.1)possesses a positive ground state solutin . )
provided further one of the following conditions holds:

=2
M,e
2 (5)

(1) A > pandeitherl < g < Zor{

. — 2
(2) A = pand eithermin{«, 5} < 2 or {:nn{i’?}_ n;,e
2%(s) — 2*(s)
] a=2
(3) A < pandeitherl < a < 2or { Moe
2%(s)

Proposition 8.1. Assume that € (0, s2) and{(u,, v,,)} is aboundedPS). sequence
of .. Up to a subsequence, we assume that v,) — (¢,1) weakly inZ. Set
Uy = Up — O, Uy, := vy — 1), then we have that

U (i) — 0 and ¥/ (v,) — 0in H~(Q), (8.38)
whereW , is defined in(8.22)

Proof. Under the assumptions, we see that

<(I);(un’ Uﬂ)a (h7 0)> = 0(1)HhH (839)
Since(uy, vn) — (¢, 1), itis easy to see thd. (¢, ) = 0. Then we have
(@L(9,), (h,0)) =0. (8.40)

By LemmdZb and Holder inequality, it is easy to see that
/Qas(:c)lunl"‘”unlvnlﬁhdx - /Q a(2)|¢|* ¢l hdx = o(1)|[n].  (8.41)

It follows from (8.39),(8.4D) and (8.41) that
/Q V(un — ¢)Vhda — )\/Q ('”"'2*(51)72“” Il

|[* |[*
By [12, Lemma 3.3] or[B, Lemma 3.2], we see that
funl V2w fun = V2w, = 9) [TV 20

)hda: = o(1)[|A]].
(8.42)

in H-1(Q). (8.43)

|[* ] |[*
Hence, by[(8.42) and@{8.43), we obtain that
W) (@,) — 0in H1(Q). (8.44)
Apply the similar arguments, we can prove thgf(s,,) — 0 in HYQ). O
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Corollary 8.1. Under the assumptions of Propositionl8.1 and furthermor@agsime
that

1 1

3*F5112 2% f —2
5‘%@5M%JWV“”(mmen o,

¢ < min{my,m,} = [

Then up to a subsequence,,, v,,) — (¢, 1) strongly in% and(¢, 1) satisfies
. (p,0) = cand®(¢,v) = 01in 2™

Proof. We prove it by way of negation. Assume that,, v,,) 4 (¢,), then at least
one of the following holds:

(i) un # ¢ in Dy (Q);
(i) vn A ¥ in DYZ(Q).

Without loss of generality, we assurfi¢. By Propositiof 811, we see théf, (i,,) — 0
in H=(Q). Sinceil,, = u,, — ¢ A 0in Dy*(Q), itis easy to see that

lim inf Wy (d,) > my. (8.45)

n—-+o0o

On the other hand, by the Brézis-Lieb type lemma (sek [1@8yha 3.3]), we have
D (up, vn) = Pe(Un, n) + P, ) + o(1). (8.46)
By LemmdZb again, we see that
D (i, D) = Wi (1) + W, (3,) + 0(1). (8.47)

Since¥/,(v,,) — 0in H~'(1), it is easy to prove thdimJirnf U, (9,) > 0. We also
n—r—+0o0
note thatd. (¢, ) > 0. Then by [8:4b) [(8.47) anf(8M5), we have

c= lim O (up,v,) > Um Wy(d,) > my, (8.48)

n—-+o0o n—-+o0o

a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem[8:2: Let {(u,,v,)} C N be a minimizing sequence. Then it is
easy to see that

D (Up,vp) = Ce andCD'E‘NE (tn,vp) — 0N D7,

Itis standard to prove that.,, v,,) is bounded inZ and is also 4 PS).. sequence of
®.. By Lemmd38.Y, we have

2y L
](,UJsl (Q)) 2%(s1)—2 (max{/\, ILL}) 2% (s1)-2
(8.49)

1
¢ <min{my,m,} = [5 —

2*(s1)
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Hence, by Corollary8]1, there exists somig+)) € 2 and up to a subsequence,
(tn, vn) — (¢, 1) strongly inZ. Moreover, we have®. (¢, ) = c¢. and®L(¢, ) =

0. Thus,(¢, v) is a minimizer ofc.. It is easy to see that¢|, |1|) is also a minimizer.
Hence, without loss of generality, we may assume ¢éhat 0,¢» > 0 and it follows
that(¢, ) is a nonnegative solution df(8.7). Recallihg(8.49), itasgto see that #
0,4 # 0. Finally, by the strong maximum principle, we can obtairttha> 0, > 0.
That is, we obtain thafp, ¢) is a positive ground state solution bf(B.7). |

8.4 Geometric structure of positive ground state ta8.7)

Now, let us define the mountain pass value

G = inf o, 8.50
Ce 'yléll“ ax O (v(t)), (8.50)

wherel. := {vy(¢t) € C([0,1],2) : v(0) = (0,0),®.(y(1)) < 0}. We have the
following result.

Theorem 8.3. Assumesy, s € (0,2),\,u € (0,40),x > 0, > 1,5 > 1 and
a+ = 2"(sz). Lete € (0, s2) and one of the following hold:

(i) A > pandeitherl < 3 < 2or p=
K> Me

- M — 2
(”) )\ =M and elthermin{a, ﬁ} < 2 0r mln{a7 ﬁ} 9 :
K> Me =1N2e¢

. =2
(791) A\ < pand eitherl < a < 2or “
K> T2,

Thenc. = ¢. and any positive ground state solution of sys{@) is a mountain pass
solution.

Proof. It is easy to check thab. satisfies the mountain pass geometric structure. Re-
calling the existence result of Theorém]8.2, (1)) be a positive ground state so-
lution of (81). Defineyy(t) := tT(¢,%) for someT > 0 large enough such that

o (T¢, Te) < 0. Thenitis easy to see thag € T'.. By Lemmd38.1L, we have

(¢, ) = max b (16, 1v). (8.51)
Hence,
¢ < max P (vo(t)) = Po(p, ) = ce. (8.52)
te[0,1]

Under the assumptions, it is standard to prove &has also a critical value and there
exists a solutlor{gb ¥) such that,(¢,4)) = é and®.(¢,4)) = 0 in 2*. Then we
see that¢, 1) € N.. Hence, by the definition of. we see that

Ce = (u1l;I)12N O (u,v) < Be(9,9) = (8.53)
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By (8.52) and[(8.53), we obtain that = ¢.. For any positive ground state solution,
by the arguments as above, we have the mountainyath". and thus, the positive
ground state is indeed a mountain pass solution. O

Remark 8.4.

(i) Recalling that for= € [0, s2), bothn; . andns . are increasing by and contin-

uous with respect te. Whenx > %,z € {1, 2}, then by the continuity, we

see thats > 2172‘*;2) whene is small enough.

(i7) Note that the proof of. = c. for e € (0, s2) depends heavily on the existence
of the ground state solution. When= 0, the existence of ground state solution
is still unknown. However, we will prove that the resiglt= ¢, is also satisfied
(see Corollary 8P below).

Lemma8.8. ¢, > ¢gand lim ¢, = ¢y
e—0t

Proof. By the monotonicity ofi. (), it is easy to see that > ¢,. Hence,

lim & > é. (8.54)

e—0+

Next, we only need to prove the inverse inequality. For@ny0, there exists, € I'y
such that

max Po(vo(t)) < ¢ + 0. (8.55)
t€[0,1]

Denoteyy(1) := (¢, ), sinceyy € Iy, we haved(¢, ) < 0.

Case 1:1f |¢|*|y|® = 0, it is easy to see thab.(¢,v) = ®o(4,7) < 0. Hence,

v € T forall e € [0, s5) for this case.

Case 2If |¢|*[1|? # 0, then by the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we
have

Jim [ ac@lol ol de = [ aofa)ief o da, (8:56)

Hence, we havé_(¢,1) < 0 whene is small enough. Thus, we also obtain that
v € I'- whene is small enough. Now, we take an arbitrary sequeticel 0 as
n — +o0. Choose,, € [0, 1] such that

@, (Y0(tn)) = Jnax @, (70(t))- (8.57)

Up to a subsequence, we assume that> t* € [0, 1] and denote that
Yoltn) = (tn, o) Y0(t7) 1= (u*, 0%). (8.58)
Sinceyy € C([0,1], 2), we obtain thatu,,, v,) — (u*,v*) and it follows that
D, (Un,vy) = Pe, (u*,0") + o(1). (8.59)
By the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem againavee h

D, (u*,v*) = Do(u*,v") + o(1). (8.60)
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Hence, by[(8.59) and{8.50), we hade, (u,,v,) = Po(u*,v*) + o(1). Then

ésn Sq)sn (VO(tn)) = (I)En (unavn)
ot v) £ 0(1) = Bo(30(t*)) + o(1)
< max Po(70(t)) + o(1) = Po(¢, ¥) + o(1)

<& + 6+ o(1). (8.61)

Letn — +o0, we obtain that lim é., < & + J. Hencelim,_,g+ é- < &. Insert

n—-+oo

(B.54), we complete the proof. O

Corollary 8.2. ¢y = ¢g and lim ¢, = ¢g.
e—0t

Proof. For any(u,v) # (0,0), definey(t) = t(u,v), then we see that € I'y. Hence,
it is easy to see thafy < cp. On the other hand, by Theordm18.3 and Lenima 8.8,
we havecy = lim,_,o+ ¢. = lim._,q+ c.. By Lemma8.8, we havBm,_,¢+ c- > co.
Hence, we obtain that = ¢y and lirg[)l+ Ce = Cp. O

€

8.5 The existence of the positive ground state to the origihaystem

Take{s,} C (0, s2) such that,, | 0 asn — +oo. By Theoreni 8, the systef (B.7)
possesses a positive ground state solutignv,,). By Remar8., we have
1 1
= > (- - —

oo = e00) 2 (555
By Corollary[8:2, we have., — c¢o. Hence,{(u,,v,)} is bounded inZ. Up to
a subsequence, we may assume that v,,) — (ug,vo) weakly in 2 andu,, —
ug, v, — vo a.e. inQ). We shall establish the following results which are useful t
prove our main theorem.

)(Ilunll2 + [lal?)- (8.62)

Lemma 8.9. (ug, vo) satisfiesb(,(ug, vo) = 0in Z*.

Proof. We claim that for any) € D*(Q2), we have

lim aan(x)|un|o‘72un|vn|5¢dxz/ao(x)|u0|°‘72u0|vo|5¢d:v. (8.63)
Q

n—-+4o0o Q

Without loss of generality, we may also assume that 0. If not, we view¢ =
¢+ — ¢_, and we discusg, and¢_ respectively.
Firstly, by Fatou’'s Lemma, we have

/ao(:r)|u0|a72u0|vo|5¢dxSliminf/ ae, (2)|Un|® 2up|vn|Ppdz.  (8.64)
Q

n—-+4o0o Q

On the other hand, sineg , (z) < ag(z), we have

/Qasn(x)|un|°‘72un|vn|ﬁ¢dx§/an(a:)|un|o‘72un|vn|ﬁ¢d:c. (8.65)
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Further, sincéu,,, v,) — (ug,vo) in 2, itis easy to see that

2% (s0)
|t 2 [0 — 1o 2uo|vol® i LT (Q, ag(z)dz),
then we have

lim ao(:v)|un|°‘_2un|vn|6¢dx:/ao(ac)|u0|"_2u0|vo|6¢d:v. (8.66)
Q

n—-+4oo Q

By (8.63) and[(8.66), we have

limsup/a&-n(x)|un|°‘_2un|vn|6¢dx§/ao(:v)|uo|"_2uo|vo|6¢dx. (8.67)
Q Q

n—-+oo

Hence, from[(8.64) an@ (8.67), we prole (8.63).

Similarly, we can prove that for any € D;*(Q2), we have

lim asn(x)|un|°‘|vn|572vn1/1da::/ao(x)|u0|°‘|v0|572v01/)dx. (8.68)
Q

n—-+4o0o Q

Recalling tha{w,,, v,,) are critical point of®. , for any(¢,v) € 2, we have

(DL (un,vn), (6,7)) = 0. (8.69)
Then by [8.6B),[(8.88) an@.,,, v,,) — (ug, vo) weakly inZ, we obtain that

(@6 (uo,v0), (¢,9)) = 0. (8.70)
Hence ®((ug,vo) = 0in 2*. O

Lemma 8.10. If (ug,v9) # (0,0), then®g(ug, vo) = co > 0.

Proof. Since(u,,v,) is a positive ground state solution @P. ), it is easy to prove
that

1 1 2%(s
e, = Pc,, (Up,v,) = [5 — 2*(81)}b(un,vn) + [ (22) - 1} Kee, (Un, vy). (8.71)
By Lemmd38.9, we also have
1 1 2% (s
‘bo(uO,’Uo) = |:§ — m}b(u&vo) =+ |: (2 2) — 1:| KCO(Uo,’Uo). (872)
Noting that by Fatou’s Lemma, we have
b(ug,vg) < Egﬂg’ b(up, vp) (8.73)
and
€o (U’Ou UO) < 52141-25 Ce, (unu Un)' (874)
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Hence,®q(ug, vg) < lirf ce, and®q(ug, vg) > 0 follows by (8.72). By Corollary
n—-+0oo
[B2, we have lim c¢., = cg, hence

n—-+oo
o (ug,v0) < co. (8.75)

On the other hand, whefug,vy) # (0,0), it is trivial that ®¢(ug,vg) > ¢o > 0
by Lemma[8.D and the definition ef. Hence, we obtain thabg(ug,vg) = co if
(UO, ’Uo) 75 (O, 0) D

Lemma 8.11.

P (uo,vo) <min{my,m,}

o st i)

Proof. It is a direct conclusion by Lemnia 8.7 and Lemima 8.10. O
Corollary 8.3. If (ug,vo) # (0,0), then(uo, vo) is a positive ground solution o).

Proof. Since(u,,,v,) are positive and.,, — g, v, — vo a.e. inQ). We see thatiy >
0,v9 > 0. If vy = 0, then we see that’, (up) = 0 andug # 0. Hence®(ug, vo) =
U, (ug) > my, a contradiction to Lemm@a81L1. Similarly,«ify = 0,v # 0, we see
that ®o(ug,v9) > m,, also a contradiction to Lemnia 8]11. Heneg,# 0,vy # 0
and®,(up, vg) = co by Lemmd8.ID. That iuo, vo) is a nontrivial and nonnegative
ground state solution of (1.1). Finally, by the strong maximprinciple, we can prove
that(ug, vo) is a positive solution. O
Lemma 8.12.AssumethdimJirnf/ ae, [un|*|vn|” = 0, thenW} (u,) — 0, ¥/, (v,) —
0in H=1(9).

Proof. Under the assumptions, we claim that up to a subsequence,
/ ‘asn (:r)|un|a72un|vn|5h‘d:17 =o(1)||h]|- (8.76)
Q
For anyh € Dy*(), sincea., () < ao(z), we have

/aan|h|2*(sz)dx§/“o|h|2*(52)d$-
Q Q

Then by the Hardy-Sobolev inequality, we obtain that thediste someC' > 0 inde-
pendent ofx such that

1
([ aeult e2d2) ™7 < cn. (8.77)
Q
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Noting that®=1 + ﬁ + ﬁ = 1, by Holder inequality and (8.77), we have

[ Joes @l Pl
Q

a—1

< (f bl o) ™
Q

. T ogra X L

(/ asn(I)|vn|2 (52)d117) (s2)a (/ a5n|h|2 (52)d117) (52)
Q Q

= o(D)|A]l; (8.78)

which means thaE(8.76) is proved. Sires,, v,,) is a positive ground state solution of
the system[(817), we have

(O, (tn,vn), (h,0)) =0. (8.79)
Thatis,

2% (s1)—1
/ [Vuth—)\uh—na/ aan(:v)|un|o‘72un|vn|5h}d:vEO (8.80)
Q Q

for all n andh € D}*(Q). Then by [8.76) and{8.80), we obtain that

2% (s51)—1
/ {Vuth - A'“"H#“"h} dz = o(1)||R]). (8.81)
Q x|

Hence, ¥ (u,) — 0in H~'(Q). Similarly, we can prove thal/ (v,) — 0 in
H=Y(Q). O

Corollary 8.4. 1iminf/ ae, |un|*vnl? > 0.
n—-4o0o Q

Proof. By LemmdB8.2, we see that
lunll? + lloall? = 62, = 65 > 0. (8.82)
Hence, we obtain that
(tn, vp) 7 (0,0) in 2. (8.83)
If 1iminf/Qa5n|un|a|vn|B = 0, by Lemmd8.I2, we obtain thet, (u,,) — 0, ¥/, (v,,) —

n—-+o0o

0in H=1(2). Since eithe,, 4 0orwv, /4 0, itis easy to see that either

(0]
hm \]JM (Un) mu

By the assumption dim inf/ ac, |un|*va|? = 0 again, we have
n—+o0o Q

ngr}rloo D, (Un,vy) = nEIJIrloo Ui(un) + ¥, (vn) > min{my, m,}, (8.84)
a contradiction to Lemn{a8.1L1. Thereby this corollary isveih O
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Lemma 8.13. Assume thaf(¢.,, ¢,,)} is a bounded sequence @fsuch that

Jdim Je (6n,4n) =0 (8.85)
and

liminf cc,, (¢n,¥n) > 0, (8.86)

n—-4o0o

where the functionald, (u, v) and c.(u, v) are defined in8.11) and (8.10) respec-
tively. Then

liminf @, (én,9n) 2 co- (8.87)

Proof. SincelimJirnf Ce, (Pn,n) > 0, we see thato,, 1) /4 (0,0) in 2. Without

n—-+0oo

loss of generality, we may assume tliaf,, v,,) # (0,0) for all n. Combining with

the boundedness ¢f¢,,, 1)}, we obtain that there exists sonig d; > 0 such that

0 < do < a(n,¥n) = ||onl® + [[¥n]]?* < di forall n. (8.88)

We also claim thak(¢,,, 1, ) is bounded and away frofy i.e., there existds, dy, > 0
such that

0 < ds < b(dn, ) = Nl (o) ., + pltnl5o),, <da (8.89)

51),81 s1),81 —
The right-hand inequality if (8:89) is trivial due to the ldgfrSobolev inequality. Now,
we only need to prove the existencelgf We proceed by contradiction.l{¢,,, v,,) —
0 up to a subsequence, thep — 0,1, — 0 strongly in L2 (1) (Q, ‘f%). Recall-
ing the boundedness ¢f®,,, )} again, by Proposition 2.1 and Proposition| 2.2, we
obtain thatg,, — 0,4,, — 0 strongly in L2 (*2)(Q, a¢(x)dz). Noting thata.  (z) <
ap(x), then by the Holder inequality, it is easy to prove that

Cen (Dns ¥n) < co(Pny¥n) — 0, (8.90)

a contradiction td(8.86) and therelby (8.89) is proved. \We abte that., (¢, vy, is
bounded. Hence, up to a subsequence, we may assume that

a(dn, n) = a* > 0,b(dn, ¥n) = b* >0, cc, (On,¥n) = ¢ > 0. (8.92)
Then by [8.8b), we see that
a® —b" —2"(s9)kc™ = 0. (8.92)

On the other hand, for any, by Lemmd38.1L, there exists a unigyge > 0 such that
Je, (tndn, tntbn) = 0 @andt,, is implicity given by the following equation

(G n) = b(dn, Pn)ty, 72 = 2% (s2)kce, (¢n, Yu )ty 272 = 0. (8.93)
Sincea(¢,,, ¥, ) is bounded andﬁminf Ce, (On,vn) > 0, it is easy to see that, is
n—-+0oo

bounded. On the other hand, by the Hardy-Sobolev inequatiyn, we obtain that

2% (sq1) 2% (s9)

(s ) < Cr (@l b)) 7 202 4 Cy(aldn, b)) * 127622, (8.94)

for some positive constants,, C» independent of.. Then itis easy to see that at least
one of the following holds:
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2% (s1)

(7/) %a(¢na 1/171) <Cy (a(¢n7¢n)) 5 ti*(sl)72;

2% (s

(Z’L) %a(d)nﬂ/}n) <o (a(¢n7¢n)) 22)1%*(82)—2.

Hence, we see thaj, is bounded away fromi. Up to a subsequence if necessary, we
assume that, — t* > 0. Then we have that

Je, (tndn, tnthn) =0,
{(¢n,¥n)}isboundedinz, 3 = lim J. (t*¢n,t",) = 0.
tn = 5 > 0, e

By (8.91), we obtain that
a*(t*)? = b* (%) 1) — 2% (s9)ke (t9)2 2 =0,  (t* > 0). (8.95)

Itis easy to see that the algebraic equativr= b*t2" (51)=2 4 ¢*¢2"(2)=2 has a unique
positive solution. Hence, bj/ (8192) arid (8.95), we obtaat th = 1. Then recalling
the boundedness ¢f¢,,, 1, )} again, we see that

lim (I)En ((bna wn) = ngr-ir-loo q)an (tn(bna tnwn) (896)

n—-+oo

By the definition oft,,, we see thatt,, ¢, t,¥n) € Nz, . Hence @, (t,on, tnthn) >
ce, - Then by [B:96) and Corollafy 8.2, we obtain that

lim ®. (¢, ) > lim c., = co. (8.97)

n—-+o0o n—-+o0o

|
Lemma 8.14. Assumesy, so € (0,2), A\, u € (0,400),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1 and
a+ 8 =2%(s2). Lete € (0, s2), then any solutiorju, v) of the systenfB.7) satisfies

/ kae () |u|®v]Pdz = / rae () |u|®|v| de, (8.98)
QNB, QnBS

1

whereB; is the unit ball of RY entered at zero.

Proof. Let
A e ey
G(x,u,v) = + + Kae(x)|ul*|v|P. 8.99
0w =5y el T E(e fape el (899
Noting that

— L w— for <1,
—Q%U—{(@ )= i (8.100)

—(82+E)Wlﬁ for |(E| > 1,
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we have

x; - Gy, (x,u,0)

w]2" G NEMCGIR I wlul® o] # .
_51{2*@1)\ ||m|511 + 2*551)\ ||w| } Zr = (s —5)‘1|‘S‘2+‘2Lx12 if 2] <1,
= MEME NEMCIR - rlul® o] 8 .
—51 {2*()‘51) \ ||x|31 + Q*él) | ||x|31 ]W —(sa+¢) ‘z“slﬁlzie 2 if |z > 1.
(8.101)
Hence, by[(7.29), we have
I e
—2(N —s / +
V=) | 5y e T Ee
—2(N — 52)/ kae () |u|®v]P da
Q
+ (N —2) / (|Vul? + |Vv|?)dx
)
:25/ rae(z)|ul®|v|Pdz — 25/ rae(z)|u|®v]Pda. (8.102)
QNBy QMBS
On the other hand, sinde, v) is a solution of the systerh (8.7), we have
/ (1Vul? + |Vo?)da
Q
2*(81) 2*(81)
:/ (/\|u| - +u|v — + 2%(s2)kac (x)|ul*|v] %) da. (8.103)
Q |z|*1 |z
Sincees > 0, by (8.102) and(8.103), we obtain the resul{of (8.98). O

Proof of Theorem[8.1: By Corollary(8.3, we only need to prove th@iy, vg) # (0, 0).
Now,we proceed by contradiction. We assume that vo) = (0,0). By Corollary
[B:4, we have, up to a subsequence if necessary, that

lim [ ae, (2)|un|®|vn|Pde = 7 > 0. (8.104)

n—-4o0o Q

On the other hand, by Corollary 8114, we have

/ asn(:zr)|un|°‘|vn|5dx:/ to (2)[un|*|on|?dz forall n.  (8.105)
QNBy

QNBe
Hence,
lim ae, (2)|un|®vp|Pdz = lim ae,, (@) tn|*|vp|Pdz = )
n=+%0 Jons, n=+00 Jongs 2

(8.106)
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Let x(z) € C°(RY) be a cut-off function such that(z) = 1in Bi, x(z) =0in
RN\B; and takey(z) € C°(R") such thaty(z) = 0in B; andy = 1 in RV\B,.
Denote

1.0 () = X(2)upn (), don(x) = X(2)un (),
{%n(m) = X(@)0n (@), V2,0 (@) = X(2)0n (@) (8.107)

Recalling that(u.,, v,,) is a positive ground state solution of the systéml(8.7) with
€ = en, then

<q)/5n (unu ’Un)a (un - (bl,n - ¢2,n7 Un — wl,n - w2,n)> =0 forall n. (8108)

when (uo,vo) = (0,0), by Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorent) i Q, we
have thatu,, — 0,v, — 0 strongly in > 1)(Q, 42_) and L?" (*2)(Q, a., dx) uni-

I |I|31

formly for all n. Hence, it is easy to prove that

(U — P10 — P2.m,s V0, — Y1 — P2.n) — (0,0) strongly inZ. (8.109)
We also have that
(DL (tun,vn), (P1,n,%1,n)) = 0 for all n. (8.110)

Then by (ug, v9) = (0,0) and Rellich-Kondrachov compactness theorem again, it is
easy to see that

nEIJIrloo Je, (P1.m,Y1.0) = 0. (8.111)
We also obtain that
A T @ B _ Z
%g{l_g’ Ce, (P1m,V10) = nll}-il—loo s, ac, () |un|“|ve| de = 5 > 0. (8.112)

Hence, by Lemma8.13, we have
lim (I)an(¢1,n7wl,n) 2 Co. (8113)
n—-+oo
Similarly, we can prove that
lim (I)an(¢2,n7w2,n) 2 Co. (8114)
n—-4o0o
By (ug,v0) = (0,0) and the Rellich-Kondrachov compact theorem again, we leate t

Ce,, = lim (I)En (unavn) = lim [q)an(¢1,n7wl,n) + (I)En (¢2,naw2,n)}- (8115)

n—-+oo n—-+oo

Then by [8.11B).(8.114) and Corolldry B.2, we obtain that
Co Z 200, (8116)

a contradict to the fact of thay > 0. Hence,(ug,v9) # (0,0) and the proof is
completed.
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