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Abstract

LetQ c RV (IV > 3) be an open domain. By using variational methods, we conside
the following elliptic systems involving multiple Hardye8olev critical exponents,

lu> G102y 1 a—2, 1,18 ;
—AU—AT —:‘ﬂ?awhll ’LL|’U| In Q,

2% (s1)—2 .
—Av — plY |x|i1 L= ﬁ6ﬁ|u|a|v|ﬂ_2v in Q,

k>0, (u,v) € 2 := Dy*(Q) x Dy*(),

wheresy,so € (0,2),a > 1,8 > 1,A > 0,u > 0,5 # 0,a+ 8 < 2%(s2).
Here,2*(s) := % is the critical Hardy-Sobolev exponent. We mainly studg thi
critical elliptic systems withw + 3 = 2*(s3) andQ is a cone (especially = RY

or Q = RY). We will establish a sequence of fundamental and intergstsults
including regularity, symmetry, existence and nonexisteetc.
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1 Introduction

LetQ c RN (V > 3) be an open domain. We study the following nonlinear ettipti
systems

|u‘2*(31)72u
—Au— \ B ,
|’U‘2 (31)72,0

—Av — B = mﬁﬁ ul®[v]P~%v in Q, 1.1)
k>0, (u,v) € 2= Dy*() x Dy*(Q),

= liaﬁ|u|0‘72u|v|ﬁ in

wheresy, sz € (0,2),a > 1,8 > 1,A > 0,1 > 0,k # 0, a4 < 2%(so) 1= 2N=22),

The interest in nonlinear Schrodinger systems is motil/bteapplications to non-
linear optics,plasma physics, condensed matter physsi-er example, the coupled
nonlinear Schrodinger systems arise in the descriptiseweéral physical phenomena
such as the propagation of pulses in birefringent opticarfiland Kerr-like photore-
fractive media, seé [2,10,1/5,122,123] 27], etc. The problemes from the physical
phenomenon with a clear practical significance. Researdolotions under different
situations, not only correspond to different Physicaliiptetation, but also has a pure
mathematical theoretical significance, with a high scfentialue. Hence, the cou-
pled nonlinear Schrodinger systems are widely studie@éemtly years, we refer the

readers to[[1,13, 19, 21, P4,128.129] and the references therei
For anys € [0, 2], we define the measudg; := msd:z: and|[ul|P / |u|Pdps.
We also use the notations:|, = ||u|l,,0. The Hardy-Sobolev mequahtﬂ[EI 7. 3]

asserts thaDy*(RY) < L2 ()(RN, du,) is an embedding fos € [0,2]. For a
general open domam, there exists a positive constafits, ) such that

27(s) 2
/ |Vul? > C(S,Q)(/ [l - dz) 2*2;”, u e Dy (Q).
Q Q

||

Definepus, (2) as

. Vul?dz
sy (Q) = lnf{ f |{&‘2 |( 1) |
Q

[z]1

we Dy (\{0} }. (1.2)

2
2*(51)

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

|[1

(1.3)
u=0ondRY.

We note that the existence of ground state solutioh of (@) & s; < 2 is solved by
Ghoussoub and Robelt]12]. They also gave out some propattigut the regulanty,

symmetry and decay estimates. And the instabton) := C(r + |z]?~*2) 3 for
0 < sy < 2is a ground state solution o (1.4) below (se€ [17] [26]):

Au—l—%zo in RN, (1.4)
u>0 inRY and u — 0 as|z| — +oo. '



That0 € 09 has become a hot research topic in recent years as the aenedtu
plays an important role, segl[8,111,] 12] 14] .etc. A lot of sidfit conditions are
given to ensure that,, () < u,, (RY) in these papers. It is standard to apply the
blow-up analysis to obtain that,, (2) can be achieved by some positives H}(2)
(e.g.,se€[11, Corollary 3.2]), which is a ground state tsarfuof

{—Au = bE ing,

uw = 0 onof.

and the ground state value equ{a%s— W)““ (Q) =

However, there seem to be no article involves the systemwitisélardy-Sobolev
critical exponents which we are going to deal with. It is welbwn that the main dif-
ficulty is the lack of compactness inherent in these problieraving Hardy-Sobolev
critical exponents. And the compactness concentrationnaegit (see [20] .etc.) is a
powerful tool to handle with these critical problems. It iscawell known that the
compactness concentration argument depends heavily dimilh@roblem. Consider
a bounded domaif, if 0 ¢ Q, we see tha%,i = 1,2 are regular. We are inter-

ested in the case of thate Q. Itis easy to see that wheéhe Q, the limit domain
is RN, and whend € 052, the limit domain is usually a cone. Especially wheq
possesses a suitable regularity (€9, C? atz = 0), the limit domain isR% after a
suitable rotation. Hence, in present paper, we mainly stieyritical elliptic systems
(3) witha + B = 2*(s2) andQ is a cone. Here a cone " is a domaint2 with
Lipschitz boundary and such that € 2 for everyt > 0 andz € 2. We will estab-
lish a sequence of fundamental and interesting resultadited regularity, symmetry,
existence and nonexistence .etc.

Since there are a large number of conclusions, we do notdritefist them here.
This paper is organized as follows:
In Section 2 we will give out a type of interpolation inequalities whiahe essentially
the well known Caffarelli-Kohn-Nirenberg inequalitiég [Bvhich are useful for us in
Section 3.

In Section 3 we will study the regularity, symmetry and decay Estima@bout the
nonnegative solutions of (1.1). TakifRy) as a specific example, we will study the
regularity based on Moser's iteration technique (see Fsitipa[3.1). And by the well-
known method of moving planes, we obtain the symmetry résat Proposition 3.3).
Due to the Kelvin transformation, we get the decay Estinmatsge Propositidn_3.2).

In Section 4, we study the basic properties of the corresponding Nehamifold.

In Section 5 we will give a nonexistence of nontrivial ground state $olu for the
casess > s; With some other assumptions (see Thedrer 5.1).

In Section 6, we will give a existence of positive solution result for sesjal case :



2(1)

A= (ﬁ) , see Corollary 6]1. And give a sequence of preliminariegtier
existence result wh|ch are not only useful for us to studycte®e ofs; = s, in Section
7, but also the case 6f # s5 in a forthcoming paper.

In Section 7, we will focus on the case of; = so = s € (0,2). In this case, the
nonlinearities are homogeneous which enable us to defirfeltoeing constant

. Jo (IVul? + |Vv|?)dz
So,p2u(82) ::( 11;2@ oo Q (| po ) — —
' (IQ (/\ EIE +M EE +2*(S):‘$ S )dl‘)
(1.5)

where

~ |u|2*(s)
2 :={(u,v) € Z: (A

Q |[® |z[*

: |u|*[v]?
S)k

Ed

Whenx < 0, we will prove thatS,, 5,,,.(€2) has no nontrivial extremals (see Lemma
[Z2). Hence, we will focus on the case ©of> 0. It is easy to see thaf(1.1) pos-
sesses a least energy solution if and onl§.fs » . (€2) is achieved (see Remdrk.2).
In present paper, different from the classical blow up asialywe develop a new
method to study the system case which is also approached byberitical” prob-
lem essentially. Combining with Pohozaev identity, we finabtain thatS, s » ,.(£2)

is always attained (see Theoréml7.1). And under some fuabgrmptions, we can
exclude the semitrivial extremal, in other words, 11.1) yEsses a positive ground
state solution(¢, 1)) (see Theorerh 712). Moreover, we will prove that the positive
ground state solution is “unique” in the sensepof= C(to)U,v = t,C(to)U, where

2
to > 0 is the minimum point of(¢) := L+t — andC(ty) :=

(A + pt? (5) 4 2%(s)KtP] 7@

)dz > 0}. (1.6)

[Sapr ()] T2 <

lution of

1 e .
57 (5) . And U is the ground state so-
A+ uty 7+ 2+ (s)kth

—Au = NS(Q)% in Q,

u =10 ono.

Hence, ifU is unique and, is also unique, we see that, ) is unique. The details
we refer to Theorei 7.3. Note that for some caggsy) is not unique, e.g, whefy

is not unique. Taking a special cade= 3,s = l,aa = = 2,A = u = 2k as an
example, we see thatt) is a constant function, we will give out all the positive gnalu
state solutions (see Theoréml7.4). In subsection 7.5, westuilly the monotonicity
of Sa.8.,.(2,), wheng,, is a monotonous sequence of cones We also consider the
case of thaf2 is a general domain. In subsection 7.6, as an applicatiohebiient 7.2,
we will construct a sequence of sign-changing solution oore€) by gluing together
suitable signed solutions corresponding to each sub-asa®eTheorern 71.6). To close
this paper, we will also give some results about general dwsnecluded the achieved
results and non-attained results. It is worth mentionirad,thince a lot of properties



about the cones are studied in the previous subsectionstidis&, we will give a way
to computeS, 3,,,.(€2) approaching by a sequence of cones and also give a way to
judge whenS,, s ,.(2) is achieved (see Theorém17.8 and Corollary 7.4).

2 Interpolation Inequalities

Fors; # s, we note that there is no embedding relationship betwiéefi) (1, dﬂsl )
andL? (*2)(Q, dps, ) for any domair with 0 € Q. Moreover, ifp < 2*(s), |Q| =
whether the integral on d:c is well defined in® or F' is unknown. Hence, we are
going to establish some mterpola‘uon inequalities in g@stion.

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

19 (2.1)

2*(53) S3

|u|2*(82)782 = |u|2* 51);51|

forall w e L? (V(Q, 42y 0 L¥ (53)(Q, |m|5'3)

' \1\51
Proof. Definep = ﬁ thenl — p = ﬁ A direct calculation shows that
s2 =081+ (1 —0)s3 (2.2)

and
2%(s2) = 02"(s1) + (1 — 0)2"(s3). (2.3)
It follows from the Holder inequality that

|u|2*<”)dx:/ (el
o lzl* o |zl |z|®s

2% (s1) 2% (s3) 1—
§( [u] dx)g( [l dx) g
o |z o |zl

then by [Z.B) again, — 6 = 252) (1 — p). Then we obtain that

Letd :=

2 (s2)
0
|U|2*(52)752 S |u|g*(81),81 1 ,83
forallu € L2 (51)(Q, 42y N L2 (ss)(Q, 92 where

[z IS1

_ 2*(51)0 _ (N — 51)(53 — 82)
2%(s2) " (N = s2)(s3 — 51)

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

el

€(0,1)

f<1s (N — 81)(83 — 82) < (N — 82)(83 — 81) <~ (82 — 81)(N — 83) > 0.



Define
N(Sg — 81)

19(81, 82) = 52(]\] — 81)

for 0 < sp <59 < 2. (24)

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

|u 2 (s1),51 = 0(6‘)”u”0|u|;:(952) (2.5)

;82

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

Proof. If so = s; = s,9(s1,s2) = 0, (2.8) is a direct conclusion of Hardy-Sobolev
inequality and the best constaiitd) = 1.,(2)~ %,V 6 € [0, 1], wherep, (1) is defined
by (1.2). If s; = 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 i = 1, (Z.3) is just the
well-known Sobolev inequality. Hence, next we always asstimtf < 1. Define

§o— gy — (N—Sg)(Sg—Sl)
TN —s1) — (s2—s1)

Noted € [J(s1,s2),1), we have thad < 5 < s; < s < 2. Then by Propositidn2.1,

we have
1-6
2*(52),52 °

Recalling the Hardy-Sobolev inequality, we have

|u

2% (s1),81 < |u g*(§)§|u
_1
|ul2+(5),5 < pa(2) 72 [[ul].
Hence, there exists@(fd) > 0 such that

[ula- (51,50 < COull’uly7

2% (s2),82°

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, s2] ando € [0,5(s1, s2)], there exists &'(o) > 0 such that

|u

2 (520,02 < COull' ™ ulg (4, 4, (2.7)

forall u € D% (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, (51, s2)], we have) < s; < s3 < 5 < 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 ; < 15(€)~ 2 ||ul|. Hence,
there exists &'(o) > 0 such that

[l (s2),52 < COull'=ule 4y o, -

O

Remark 2.1. The above Corollarly2]1 and Corollaiy 2.2 are essentiallwell known
CKN inequality. However, basing on the Proposition 2.1, puofs are very concise.
Moreover, the expressions @.5)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. Without loss of generality, we only siter ) = R%Y and the
arguments are valid for general cone.

Lemma 3.1. Assume thal < s; < s < 2,0 < u € Dy*(RY) and|u[> 1) =1 /|z[*1 €
Li(Bf) forall 1 < g < qi, whereBf := B;(0) N RY. Then|u|> (2)=1/|z|52 €

N(N+2—-2s . *(g1)— s
Li(B) forall 1 < ¢ < N(N+§_;S22)f(;2)‘1_151)q1. And if |2 (D=1 /| g[51 (e Lq(Bf))
N(N+2—2s1

forall 1 < ¢ < oo, we haveu|* (*2)~1 /|z[*> € LI(B; ) forall 1 < ¢ < Frgm—ey-

N(N42-2s1)q

NTo—252) 1 (V1) (sa—snqr and0 < s1 < 59 < 2, we see that

Proof. Wheng < N

2" (s2)—1
2*(52) —1 q B S2q — 2*(;)_181(1 <1

L
2%(s1) —1qu N -

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

2" (s2)—1

2(s2) =1 4 g 207 en-1d
25(s1) = 1aq N
Let 2 (sa)1
— 524 — 2*(51)_1(181 q _ 12*(82) — 1q
1-46 T (s — 1



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

w27 (s2)—1)q w2 (s1)=1)q 6 1 \1-6
l/ —————dxg(/ ————T—M)(/’——) < 4o, (3.1)
B |z[®2e Br  |z[*d B ||t

N(N+2 QSl)ql
252)+(N+2)(s2—s1)q1

asq; — oo. O

It is easy to see thuN(NJr2 increasing byg; and goes to

N(N+2 251)
(N+2)(s2—s1)

Lemma 3.2. Assume thall < s, < 51 < 2,0 < u € Dy*(RY) 51 g
Li(Bf) forall 1 < g < qi, whereBf := B;(0) N RY. Then|u|> (2)=1/|z|52 €
LB ) forall1 < q< %ql

Proof. Foranyl < g < %ql, we sett = ;igjfgjslq— soq andg = %q.
Then under the assumptions, it is easy to seettkad and1 < ¢ < ¢;. Then

(2% (s2)—1)q (2" (s1)—1)q
[ = [ e
ST by Jola

(2%(s1)—1)
g/ i <+ (3.2)
Bt

|$|51q

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

D7 € L9(),

|u
then by Holder inequality, we also hay ‘1";;‘ 2 € LI(Q) providedd < ty,ty <
2*(s2) — L andt; + to = 2*(s2) — 1. Hence, we can obtain the following result:

Proposition 3.1. Assumesq, s2 € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,58 > 1, a+ 8 = 2*(s2), then
any positive solutioitu, v) of

*(s1)— :
—Au — /\‘“|2|I|i1 ko ks arlul*Pul” inRY,
2%(s1)-2 _ .
—Av — pl B L= liﬂlwlsz |u|*|v]P~2v in RY, (3.3)

k> o,< v) € 7 := Dy*(RY) x Dy*(RY),
satisfying the following properties:
(i) if 0 < max{si,so} < &2 w0 € Cz(@);
(#1) if max{s1,s2} = 2582, u,0 € CHY(RY) forall 0 < v < 1;

(i1) if max{sy, s2} > &2, u,0 € CHY(RY) forall 0 < v < W



Proof. The results can be proved by a modify bf[18, The proof of Lenth&, we
note that[[25, Lemma B.3] will be used instead(df [4, Lemm4,Bich is also based
on Moser's iteration technique. Since the system case ihmare complicated, we
prefer to give the details as following:

Indeed, it is enough to consider the regularity theorematyR% . By [25, Lemma
B.3], u, v are locally bounded. LeB; := B;(0) N RY. We see that there exists some
C > 0 such that

Ju(@)|* 07 2 < Cla| ™, Jo(2)
Ju(@)|* 27 |22 < Cla| ™2, |o(x)

2*(51)—1/|x|51 S C|$|—51,
(s2)=1|z)%2 < Cla| ™% forz € Bf. (3.4)

Hence

. N
P01 g5 e LB ) forall 1 < g < —

Juf* GO |z o
S1

and
1

]2

1 N
lu|*|v]?~2v € LY(B) forall1 < g < —.

_9 B
a2l R =

R

Set $ymar = max{si,s2} and s, = min{sy, s2}. Then we have that,v €
W24(Bf ) forall1 < ¢ < 2. Denote

ru = sup{rssup(ju(@)|/la]") < 00,0 < 7 < 1},
B

7, := sup{rysup(|v(@)|/|z]7) < 00,0 <7 < 1}.
Bf

and
Tp := min{ 7y, 7 }.

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

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

Case 2: 5,42 > 1: For this case, we have v € C7 (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

()| 01 2]t < Cla| (e 751 ()2 601 g1 < Cle| (27 E0-1) 72

(@) ) ] < Ol (D152 ()2 ) g2 < 0| (22 -1) 72
(3.5)

10



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

| (smaz) =1 | g|smaz e [I(B}), [v]? (Smae)=1/|g|smas e [9(Bf) forall 1 < ¢ < oo.
On the other hand, by LemriiaB.2 and Holder inequality, iaisyeo prove that
1

]2

1

"2, B

lu|*|v|?~2v € LY(B}) forall 1 < ¢ < co.

RQ

It follows thatu € W“(Bjﬂ) foranyl < ¢ < oo and then by the Sobolev embedding
again we have, = 1, a contradiction.
Therefore(2*(smaz) — 1)70 — Smae < 0 is proved and thus we have

|u|2*(5maz)_l/|x|5maz, |v|2*(5maz)_l/|x|5maz c LQ(B;’)

N

Smaz — (2*(Smaac) - 1)7—0 .
Subcase 2.11f spin < 105 (2*(Smin) — 1)70 — Smin = 0, We have

foralll <g¢ <

[uf¥ o) g, Jof2 i) gl € L9(BY)

forall 1 < ¢ < N. We claim thats,;,ae — (2*(Smaz) — 1)70 > 1. If not, we see
thatu,v € W24(B;) forall 1 < ¢ < N, and then by Sobolev embedding, we obtain
that, = 1, a contradiction. Hence, we havev € W24(B]) forall 1 < ¢ <

(2*(N e and by Sobolev embedding again, we haye € C7(By,) for
all0 < 7 < min{2 — [Spmaz — (2*(Smaa) — 1)70], 1}. Then by the definition ofy,
we should have

2 - [Smaz - (2*(Smam) - 1)70 S 70

which implies that
2 = Smaz + (2*(Smaz) — 2)70 < 0.

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

Subcase 2.2:1f 1 < spin < Smae < 2 AN (2*(Smin) — 1)70 — Smin < 0, by
Lemmal[32 againju|? (min) =1 /|g|smin - |p|? (smin) =L /|g|smin e [9(B]) for all

< 2*(5771111')_1 N . I
1<¢g< R smaz—(z*(smaz)—l)m On the other hand, by the definition gf,

we have thatu|? (smim) =1 /| g|smin | |y|2" (Smin) =L /| g|smin ¢ [4(BF) foralll < g <
i Thusy|u|2*(5min)_1/|x|5m1in, |U|2*(Smin)_l/|x|smin c Lq(Bf’)

N
Smin — (2* (Smin ) — 1) To

forall 1 < ¢ < max{

N 2" (Smaz)—1 N
) * . — .
S7n1ﬂn_(2*(5min)_l)7—0 2 (S7n1,n) 1 Smam_(z*(snlaz)_l)TO

11



Noting that

2*(Smam) -1 N
2*(Smin) -1 Smazx — (2*(Smam) - 1)TO
< N
= Smaz — (2*(smm) — 1)70
N

_Smin - (2*(szn) - 1)7—07

we haveu|? min) =L /|g|smin - |y[2 (smin) =1 /| plsmin ¢ [9(BF) forall 1 < ¢ <
N and it follows thats, v € W24(B; ) for1 < ¢ < N :
smmf(Q* (smm)fl)‘ro smazf(Q*(smaz)fl) To
Then apply the similar arguments as the subcase 2.1, we daicela contradiction.
Hence,y = 1is proved and themn, = 7, = 1, i.e., foranyd < 7 < 1,

fu@)? D fafr < Ol (20700 ()7 01l < e (o0t

(@) 61|22 < Cla| (D172 ()26 g2 < Q| (2 (62)-1) 752
(3.6)

if 2*(Smaz) — 1 — Smaz >0

O
Step 2: We prove thatu, v € W24(B; ) forall 1 < ¢ < _ :
P prove thatu, v (Br) =1 { if 2% (Smmaz) — 1 — Smaz < 0

1+Smax—2* (Smam)

Case 1:2*(Smaz) — 1 — Smaz > 0, 1.€.,8maz < % By takingr close tol, we see
that

FEOT e PO el ufT O a2 o607 /]2 € LI(BY) forall 1 < ¢ < oo

|u
At the same time, by Holder inequality,

1

]2

Ka [ul*~2ulv]?, KB lu|*v|?~2v € LYB}) forall 1 < ¢ < oo

]2

Henceu,v € W24(BY)forall1 < g < co.
2
Case 2:2* (Simaz) — 1 — Smaz < 0, 1.6, 282 < 5,4, < 2. In this case, we have

N

P (sma) =1 /| g|smas |p| 2" (Smax) =1 f|g|smaz ¢ [9(Bf ) forall 1 < ¢ < :
jul flalo=, o] /lal (B1) o Py

Subcase 2.12*(symin) — 1 — $min > 0. We see that
|u|2*(smm)‘1/|:v|smm, |v|2*(5"“'")‘1/|:1c|5mm € LY(Bf ) forall1 < ¢ < .

Thenu,v € W24(B) forall1 < ¢ <

- N
1+Smax—2* (Smam) '
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Subcase 2.22*(smin) — 1 — Smin < 0. We have

N

1 + Smin — 2*(szn) '

w2 (smin) =1 /|| smin |27 (Smin) =1 /| smin ¢ L4(B) forall 1 < ¢ <

. N N i 2, +
S'nceusmm—z*(smm) > T o Ve also obtain that, v € W=19(B7") for
all <g<

1+smaz —2* (Smaz) *

Step 3: By the Sobolev embedding ,

. N +2
u veO”(B;F/Q)foraIIO<7<1|f Smaz < ey

In particular, in the case, .. < % there existg, > N such that

[l gy, 0 (B},)

u? (51)-2y7y, w2 (s1)-1 w20V
<C(1+ HWHLQO B T HwHqu B T Hmeo(Bl*)
u* P11V u® 1P
+ ]2 Il a0 (B) HW”L%(BH) < 0.

Thus, we obtain that € CQ(BIF/Q) Similarly, we can also prove thate C2(B;,, {2

If Sphaw > NL+2 note that#%) > N, by takingr close tol, we have
u,v € CY(Bf,) forall0 <y < 1= [1 4 Smaz — 2*(5man)] = 2E82222L O

Proposition 3.2. Assume that;, s> € (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 constaft such that
u()], [o(2)] < C(1+ |z|~N=V) and|Vu(z)|, [Vo(z)| < Cla] V.

Proof. Recalling the Kelvin transformation:

w*(y) = |y~ V2 ( 2L (N=2), Yy, .
(y) := [yl (|y|2) v (y) ==y~ (|y|2) 3.7)

It is well known that

1 1 Y

A (1) = o (A |2)andAv ) = [ (A0 ()

(3.8)

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

By Proposition[ 311, we see that',v* € C"7(RY) for somey > 0. Then
lu*(y)|,|v*(y)] < Cly| for y € Bf". Then by going back tqu,v), we see that
lu(y)], |v(y)] < Cly|~WN=Y fory € RY. And it is standard to apply the gradient
estimate, we obtain tha¥u(y)|, [Vu(y)| < Cly|~" fory € RY. O
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Proposition 3.3. Assume thaty, s2 € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2*(s2).
Let (u,v) be a positive solution of8.3). Then we have thatoo = w,vo00 = v
for all isometry ofR™ such thatr(RY) = RY. In particular, (u(z', zx), v(z, 2x))
is axially symmetric with respect to they —axis, i.e.,u(z’, zny) = u(]2’|,xn) and
v(x',xy) = v(|2'], zN).

Proof. We prove the result by the well-known method of moving plarbgh is also
applied to investigated a single equation by Ghoussoub abeéR[12, Theorem 1.2].
However, the system case is much more complicated.

Denote byex the N vector of the canonical basis &" and consider the open
ball D := By (3ex). Set

{w(x) = [z Nu(—ex );

|z~z

B
ol

(3.9)

_l’_
_l’_

|+

() = |z~ No(—ex )

forall z € D\{0} andi(0) = ¢(0) = 0. By Propositioh 311y (), ¢ (x) € C*(D) N
C*(D\{0}). We note that it is easy to see thatr) > 0, (z) > 0in D andp(z) =
¥(z) = 00ndD\{0}. On the other hand, by Proposition13.2, there exists 0 such
that

¥

x|

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

Slncego( ) = 1(0) = 0, we have thap(x),1(z) € C°(D). By a direct computation,
(¢(z), ¥ (x)) satisfies the following egaution
_ _ @2*(51) 1 . o 1¢B
R N T T
¢2 (81) 1 - 1115 1 . .
_Az/]_ﬂz z|2en —Kﬁ1712?
|| lz[2en
Noting that . .
| — |z]’en| = ||| , (3.12)
we have ey .
—A(p—/\‘ - Ilav) — :na‘xsﬁ - Iz_]\}sg
2 (ap)-1 i1 in D. (3.13)
_Ad} /L’ S1 1_) S1 °1
Tr—en Tr— EN

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

Noting that2*(s;) — 1 — s, > —N for i = 1,2, then by [3ID)(313)[(3.14) and
standard elliptic theory, we obtain thatz), ) (z) € C1(D). By p(z) > 0,%(x) > 0
in D, we obtain tha% <0, ‘g—f < 0ondD, wherev denotes the outward unit normal
to D 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)

14



We say that P,) holds if

D,, # 0 andp(x) > p(xy), ¥ (x) > ¥(zy,) forall 2 € D, such thate; < 7.

Step 1: We shall prove thatP,) holds ifn < 3 and close tq; sufficiently.

Indeed, it is easily to follow the Hopf's Lemma (see the arguats above) that there
existseg > 0 such tha(P;) holds forp € (3 — e, 1).

Now, we let
o :=min{n > 0; (Ps) holds for alls € (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)
Then we have
—Ap =[-Ap(x)] — [-Ap(z,)]
(@) (@) ()"

o —laPET o~ 2PN

\ ((p(xg))Q*(m)*l o ((p(xg))a71(1/)(170))5

+ ra

|zo — |5E0|2‘;\f>|51 |xy — |170|2(;\l>|52
2%(s1)—1 1 1
>Mo(z, —
Al e e e PR
T ra(p(e) " (@) [ e — L] @)
|z — [z[?en]®  |zo — |zo[?en|*
forallz € D, N {x; < o}. Noting that
|20 + |25 |%en|” = | + |22eR|?
=(lzo|” = [2*) (1 + |26 |* + |2]* + 22n)
=do(o —x1)(1 +|ao* + [2]* + 22n), (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)
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Then by the Hopf’'s Lemma and the strong comparison principéchave
95 0

¢, >0in D, N{z; < o} anday, B

<0onD,Nn{x; =o0}. (3.22)
Here we use the assumption> 0. By definition, there exists a subsequefieg} ey C
R* and a sequender’};eny C D suchthat; < o,2" € D,,, (z')1 < 0, lim 0, = o
1— 00
and . . . .
p(x") < p((x')s,) or (') < y((z')s, ). (3.23)

Up to a subsequence, we may assume fat) < ¢((z%),,) without loss of gen-
erality. Since{z'},cn is bounded, going to a subsequence again, we assume that
lim z; = ¢ € D, N {x1 < o} due to the choice ofz‘}. Then we havey(z) <

1—r 00

o(zs),.e., p(z) < 0. Combining with [3.:2B), we obtain thai(z) = 0 and then

z € 0(DyN{z1 <0}).

Case 1:1If z € 9D, thenp(z) = 0. It follows thaty(x,) = 0. Sincez, € D and
¢ > 01in D, we also haver, € 0D. We say thatr = x,. If not, x andx, are
symmetric with respect to the hyperplane= o. This is impossible since thd? is a
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(a') = p((2")a,) = 2010(7s, (2')") (&)1 = 04). (3.24)

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

drp(z) > 0. (3.25)
On the other hand,
0
drp(e) =50 (v(a), &)
o Oy
= — <0 3.26
|l — %E\ﬂ ov <9 ( )

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

Case 2If z € D, sincep(z) = ¢(z,) > 0, we haver, € D. Sincez € d(D, N
{1 < o}), we havex € D n{z; = o}. Then apply the similar arguments in
Case 1, we can also obtain thate(x) > 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, we have

o(x1,2") > o(—z1,2"),(x1,2") > (—x1,2") forall z € Dy = D. (3.27)
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Apply the same argument one can obtain the reverse inegjUttitis,
o(z1,2") = p(—z1,2"), (21, 2") = Y(—z1,2") forall z € 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 3.1. (Open problem)When(2 is a general cone, it is easy to see that the
arguments of Proposition 3.1 and Proposition]3.2 are stllig. For any given unit
versorv in RV, let

Q=Qp:={zcRY:2-v > |r|cosb},0 € (0,7]. (3.29)

We believe that the positive solution still possesses dagisymmetry as Proposition
B3, i.e.,(u,v) is axially symmetric with respect to the versorlt remains an interest-
ing open problem.

Assumel < p < N,—oo < t < N — p, we denote byD;*? () the completion of
C§° () with respect to the norm

[Vul?

o |zt

[l := ( d)? (3.30)

Then we have the following result:

Proposition 3.4. If F'is a closed subset offa-dimensional subspace Bf¥ with k& <
N —t —p, thenD}"?(Q) = D}'*(Q\F). In particular, D} "*(RY) = D}P(RN\{0})
providedN —t —p > 0.

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

On the other hand, for any € D;}”(Q). There exists a sequende,} C
C>(RY) such that

llon —ul|? = / Mdm — 0 asn — oc. (3.31)
RN ||*

If there exists a subsequence{af,,, } such thatsupp(p,, ) N F = 0, then{p,, } C
C°(RN\F), and it follows that: € D;*?(RN\ F') and the proof is completed. Hence,
we may assume thatpp(e,) N F # 0 for anyn without loss of generality. Now,
for any fixedn, we may choose a suitable cutoff functign such thatys = 0 in
Fs,xs = 0in RN\FQ(;,X(; S (0, 1)in (RN\F(;) N Fys, |VX§| < 2 whereF ¢ RV
and

Fs5 .= {x € RN : dist(z, F) < 6}.

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

_ p
/ IV(Xs¥n — ©n)l "
RN

|[*

:/ V06 = D%@0 +2V (6 = 1) - Vion (s = Deon + (6 = D*[Veeul’]*
RN |z|*
p
[2(V (6 = 12021 + (xs = D Veal?)]”
S/ dx
RN ||t
p p
§2”/ |in| |gpﬁ|dw+2p/ Ixs — IIZ’LSDZII dx
supp(pn)NFas || supp(pn) ||
=1+ 11I.
By the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, it isteame that
P
17 = 2”/ |x5—1|P|W’;| dax — 0 ass — 0. (3.32)
supp(pn) ||
Recalling that V| < % there exists some, > 0 independent of such that
p 2
I= 2p/ VXS g < (2o —in (3.33)
supp(pn)nFas | 0
Hence, wherk < N — t — p, we also have
I —0aséd — 0. (3.34)
Hence, we can take somg small enough such that
» 1
x5, 0n = @nll” < —. (3.35)

Now, we letu,, := xs, 0, € C(RN\F), we see thafju,, — ul|? — 0 asn — oo.
Henceu € D;?(RN\F). Thus,D;}"?(RN) C D;?(RN\F).

Especially, wherV—i—p > 0, takek = 0, we see thab,”(RV) = D}"*(RN\{0})
and the proof is completed. O

4 Nehari Manifold

Let 2 := Dy*(RY) x Dy*(RY). For (u,v) € 2, we define the norm

1
I, 0)llz = (lull* + 0]1*) %,
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where||u|| := ( [on |Vu|2dx)% for u € Dy*(RY). A pair of function(u, v) is said
+
to be a weak solution of (3.3) if and only if

Jul* D)2y, S

/ VuVp1 + VoVpadr — A dr — dz
Q

Q |] 1 Q |z[s1
|u|*2ulv|’ o1

—ka | —————dx — k03
Q |[52 Q |z[52

|| B—2
[l ol "v02 4 — 0 forall (1, 0) € .

The corresponding energy functional of problém](3.3) isrfias

1 1
D (u,v) = ia(u,v) - mb(u,v) — ke(u,v)
for all (u,v) € 2, where
a(u,v) = [|(u, ’U)H%,
MEMCP) v]2" (1)
b(u,v) :== AfM l‘\mTlldx + ”IM ll\mTlldx, (4.1)
ul®|v]?
c(u,v) = fR+N lul®Jv]” ‘L‘LJ dz.

We consider the corresponding Nehari manifold
N = {(u,v) € 2\(0,0)]J(u,v) = 0}
where
J(u,v) :=(®'(u,v), (u,v))
=a(u,v) — b(u,v) — k(o + B)e(u,v)

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

Lemma 4.1. Assumesy, s2 € (0,2),\, 1 € (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;.
(iii) s2 = s; andx < 0 small enough.
Moreover,\ is closed and bounded away frdm

Proof. For any(u,v) € 2, we use the notations defined ly (4.1) 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 x
D (tu, tv) :§at2 - mth (51) _ pep? (52, (4.2)
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Denoted@(tu tv)

:= —tg(t), where
g(t) =bt> (172 4 9% (sy)ct? (52072 _ ¢,

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) forall (u,v) € . Thus, for the case of; = 51,

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

b(u,v) + 2%(s2)kc(u,v) > 0 forall (u,v) € 2\{(0,0)}. (4.3)
Hence, we also hawg+o00) = 400 andg(0) = —a < 0.

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

b(u,v) < Ol (u, )15, clu,v) < Cl(u, v)||5, 2.

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

a=b+k(2%(s2))ec < C(az*(zsl) + a%),
which implies that there exists somg > 0 such that
(u,v)|| = az > & forall (u,v) € N. (4.4)
Thus, N is bounded away frorf0, 0) and obviouslyV is closed.

For any(u,v) # (0,0), letty := inf{t|g(t) = 0,¢ > 0}. Then we see that > 0
andg(to) = 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 1, thatis,g(t) < 0
for0 <t <landg(l) =0=0b+ Kk2*(s2)c — a. We note that

g'(t) =(27(s1) — 2)bt> V77 4 52 (52) (2% (s2) — 2)ct® )75,

(1) If kK > 0, theng’(t) > 0 forall ¢t > 0.
(i7) If kK < 0,82 > 51, recalling thal = b + k2*(s2)c — a, we have

g'(t) :(2*(51) —2)bt? (173 4 2% (s9) (2% (s2) — 2)et? (+2)73
[ — 2)bt? ()=27(2) 9% (s55) (2% (52) — 2)4 $2"(2)=3
h( )t2 (52) 3

where . i
h(t) = (2%(s1) — 2)bt? D72762) 4 42%(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"(s51) — 2)a — K2"(52)(2"(51) — 2" (s52))c

>0.
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Henceg'(t) > O forall ¢ > 1.
(i79) If K < 0, s2 = s1, similar to the arguments as cageé) above, we know

h(t) = (2*(s1) — 2) (b + 2%(s1)Kc) >0
whengk is small enough by {413).

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

D (t (0 s Lu,0)V) = max D (tu, tv).

O
Lemma 4.2. Under the assumptions of Lemial4.1, &m6),, sequence ob(u,v)
ie.
D (U, vn) = m
@' (ty, vy,) — 01N Z*
is bounded inz.

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

D(Up,vn) = %an — ﬁbn — kep =m~+o(1) (4.5)
1
and
J(tUp, vn) = an — by — k(a+ B)en = o(1)||(un, vp)|| 2- (4.6)

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

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

= @(un,vn) — ﬁj(unavn)

— 1 1 a 2*(82) — C
(2 2*(51)) n+ (2*(81) 1) n
1 1

> - 2
= (2 2*(51))H(unvvn)”@
and for the case of; > s1, we have

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

= ®(up,vy) — ﬁ«](unavn)
1 1 1 1
= (5 - 2*(82))an + (2*(82) - 2*(81))b"
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(2) If kK < 0,59 > s1, similarly we obtain that
m 4 o) (L + (s v)ll2) = (5 — =) [t ) 13-
’ =2 25(sy) il

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.,®(uy, v,) = 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[(4.11).
Then we have
a—b—k2"(s2)c=10

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

@) If & > 0,

(J' (u,0), (u,0)) =2[b + K2*(s2)c] — 2(s1)b — k(2" (52)) °c
=[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 k < 0,89 > 51,

(J'(u,v), (u,v)) =2a — 2%(s1) [a — k(a + B)c] — k(e + B)*c
=[2—2"(s1)]a+ k[2"(s1) — o = B](a + B)c
<[2—2%(s1)]a.

Hence, by[(4}4), we obtain that
(J (u, ), (u,v)) < max{2 —2*(s1),2 — a — f}52 < 0 forall (u,v) € N, (4.7)

wheredy is given by [4.4). By the similar arguments as in Lenima 4.2 cam prove
that{(u,,v,)} is bounded inz. Let{t,,} C R be a sequence of multipliers satisfying

D (U, vn) = D\ n (U, vn) + tnJ (Un, vp)-
Testing by(u,,, v,), we obtain that
tn (" (Uny V), (U, vn)) — 0.

Recalling [4.7), we obtaify, — 0. We can also have that (u,, v,) is bounded due to
the boundedness ¢fi,,, v,,). Hence, it follows tha®’ (u,,, v,,) — 0in Z*. O
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Define

co = (u.’ivr;gN(I)(u,v) (4.8)
and
N
T T 5 (sman)

where s, = max{si, sa}. From the arguments in the proof of Lemial4.2, we
obtain that

co > nll(u, )% (4.9)
Combined with LemmB4l1, we have
co > 7768, (4.10)

wheredy is given by [4.H). 1fm, is achieved by soméu,v) € N, then(u,v) is a
ground state solution of (3.3).

5 Nonexistence of Nontrivial Ground State Solution

Denote

S~ [Vul?dz
e ue DR\, (5.
(fRf EE dilf) 2% (s)

by the result of Egnell 9], (RY) is achieved. And the extremals are parallel to
U(z), a ground state solution of the following problem:

s (RY) = intf {

FEACIPESI
—Au = i, (RY) |I|i1 in RY, (5.2)
u=0 ondRY.
Define the function
1 A 2 (s1)
Uy (u) = —/ \Vu|2dz — / [ (5.3)
2 Jus (1) Juy 2

Then a direct computation show thats a least energy critical point @f , if and only
if

o (RY
w="Uy := (%‘*)) e U, (5.4)

whereU is a ground state solution df (5.2). And the correspondimgigd state value
is denoted by
11 UL R
my = \IJ)\(U)\) = [5 — m](‘usl (R+)) =2 )\ -2, (55)

Then we see thah) is decreasing byt and

co < min{my,m,}, (5.6)

wherecy is defined by[(418).
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Theorem 5.1. Assume thad + 5 = 2*(s2). If one of the following is satisfied:
(i) k<082 > s1;
(i1) min{a, B}% > 2,59 > s andx > 0 small enough,

we have
co = min{mx, m,}.

Moreover,c, is achieved by and only by semitrivial solution
(Ux,0) itA>p
(0,U,) ifA<p
(Ux,0) or (0,Uy) ifA=p,
whereU,, U,, are defined by5.4).

Remark 5.1. If s; = s5 = s € (0,2), min{c, 5} > 2, we see thalV = 3, indeed the
assumptions of that# is small enough” can be removed (see Thedrerm 7.4).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we only prove the case\of p. By (5.8), we see
thatcy < m, by . By (4.10), we also have, > 0. Now,we proceed by contradiction.
Assume thaty is achieved by soméu, v) € 2 such thatw # 0,v # 0. Without loss
of generality, we may assume that> 0,v > 0 sincec is the least energy.

(i) If K < 0, we obtain that

2% (s1) al,,|B
/ |Vu|* — )\/ ful —dz = na/ de <0.
Y Ry ol my [l

Recalling that
N |u|2*(sl) =& )
pon BN ([ pe) ™ <
+

if u # 0, we obtain that

2"(s1)
[ e,
rY |zl

MSl(Rﬁ) %
D2 5.7
(——)7™ (5.7)

Y

Then by82 > s1,

1 1 2, 1 1 / || 2" (1)
- S W B e
G wmM T Ty ~F e ey e

1 N[ B gyt L [
2(2 2*(52))/‘ (RJr)(/RN |z[s1 dx) ! +(2*(52) 2*(51))/\ - |z[*
>(5 — 5y AT (R T o (5 L n T , (Y))
- 2 2*(52) 2*(82) 2*(51)
:(%_ 2*(18 ))/\ W(Nm(RN))%

1
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Similarly, if v # 0, we have

2" (s1) N (s
/ o] = dx > (/LSI(R‘F));(;)&?, (5.8)
RY |z H
and
1 1 ) 1 1 / |,U|2*(51)
~_ v||? + — dx > my, > my.
(2 2*(52))H ” (2*(82) 2*(81))M RY |x|51 H A
Then,
1 1 1
co =P(u,v) = (= — a(u,v) + (—— — ——)b(u,v
0 ( ) ( 2*(82)) ( ) (2*(82) 2*(81)) ( )
1 1 ) 1 1 / |u|2*(51)
=(—- — u + - A d(E
1 1 , 1 1 |v|2*(51)
s — d
+ (2 2*(82))HUH + (2*(82) 2*(81))'UJ/R$ |£L'|51 r
S ) ifv=20
T |mx+m, ifv#0.

Hence o = m, is proved and we see that= 0, i.e., (u,v) = (Uy, 0).
(¢3) If K > 0, denote

27(s1) 27(s1)
o ::/ [l dz, § ::/ [V dx
rY |zl Ry |z[*

*

(:“Sl (/\Rﬁ) ) 2*2<s(1s)112 )

Then we have

o<

If not, apply above similar arguments, we have

D(u,v) > (1 -

1 1 |u|?" (1)
2
— A d
2 2*(52))HUH + ) ~/]R v

2°(s2)  2°(s1) Sy 2l
a contradiction. Similarly, we also have

(Us1 (Rf))ﬁ%
i

0 <

Similar to the arguments of Lemmak.1, we hav@:, v) > (3 — g5y) (v, v)|7,

Hence,||ul|?, [v]|* < (3 — 5=(5y)"'co. By Corrolary22, under the assumption of
min{a,ﬂ}% > 2, we can choose some propgr> 2,7, > 2 andC > 0
such that

aly|B
[l ol” < Clu|™ = Co7 6D (5.9)
RN |$|52 2% (s1),81

N
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and
Ju*[o]?

N
+
It follows that there exists som& > 0 such that

n2
9e (s1),51 = COTCD. (5.10)

fs, (Rf)cﬂ*él) — Ao < KCo = 1) (5.11)
and ) .

frs; (RV)STED — pué < kCHTCD. (5.12)
Defineg; : Ry — R ,i = 1,2 with

2% (s1)—2 ny -2
gi(t) == MZE0 4 gCETED
and
2% (s1)—2 no—2
g2(t) = pt T 4+ kCtT GO .

Sinceny,n2 > 2, g;(t) is strictly increasing relate to It is easy to check that there
exists somesy > 0 such that whem < kg, a direct calculation shows that

1 ps, (RY), 2

(5(%)2 ““’2) < ps, (RY)
and N

11, (R 2" (s1)

2(5(¥)2 ) < @)

Hence, ifo # 0,6 # 0, by (5.11) and{5.72), we obtain that

1 psy (RY) | 2w
o> 5(1#)2 (s1)—2
and
5> 1(#51([&1))23:312
2 o '
Then
1 1 ) 1 1 / |u)?" (1)
~ - + - A
G weM T oy ~ ey e
1 1 1 1
>(= — — Y ug, (R o TG0 + —
(2 2*(52))M 1( +) (2*(52) 2*(81))
1 1 1 s, (RY) _2rn o 2
>(= — — Y pug, (RV)[= (B2 2) 7 6n-2 ] 2760
—(2 2*(52))M 1( +)[2( A ) }
N * (s
+( 1 _ 1 ) 1(#51([&4—))—23(;{;22
2*(82) 2*(81) 2 A
1.1 1 2 2% (s1)
(= — )\ 2% (s1)—2 s RN 2% (s1)—2
>2(2 2*(81)) 1 /’Ll( +) !
e
=3 A
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Similarly, we have

( : Mol + ( : : ) / o S
- — v — X —m —Mm ).
2 2%(s9) 2(s2)  2°(s0)" Jey Jal” g = 1A

Thus
1 2y (1 1 [uf*" )
CI)(U,’U) —(5_ (82))||u” ( (82) Vi (81)))\‘/]RN |(E|S1 dr
,02*(51)
F (G el (e~ g [ M
>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

6 Preliminaries for the Existence Results

Remark 6.1. Without loss of generality, we only consider the case cf Rf. And
the results of this section are still valid for any dom&irsuch thatu,, (Q2) is attained.

Since problem[(3]3) possesses semitrivial solutions,i.e£ 0,v = 0 or u =
0,v # 0. We are interested in the nontrivial solutions. So, it isassary to recall the
following result for a single equation due to Ghoussoub aaldrt [12, Theorem 1.2]
(see also[14, Lemma 2.1[, 18, Lemma 2.6]):

Lemma 6.1. Letu € D;*(RY) be an entire solution to the problem

u2*(51)*1 o . N
{AU—Fw—O |nR+, (61)

u>0 inRY and  uw=0o0ndRY.

Then, the following hold:
(i) o
u € C?(RY) if sy <142,
ue CYARY) forallo<B<lifs;=1+%,
ue CHA(RY) foraII0<B<M|fs >1+ 2.

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

(i) u(z’,xzn) is axially symmetric with respect to they-axis, i.e.,u(z’,xn) =
u(|2’|,xn), wherez’ = (21, -+ ,2n_1).
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2%(s1)—2
2

6.1 Existence of positive solution for a special case\: = u(g)
The following result is essentially due {0 |16, 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,

12N . (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(ﬁ)g, (62)is essentially
the problem(6.7). And the existence result was firstly given by Egnéll [9].

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. By a direct computation. We omit the details. 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 direct conclusion follows by Theordm b.1 and Corgifad. O
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6.2 Estimation oncy := inf ®(u,v)
(u,v)eN

In this subsection, we are aim to give an estimatiorgimcluded the cases 6f = so
ands; # ss. These results are useful to prove the existence of pogjtivend state
solution. The case of; = s, we refer to subsection 7.3 in present paper. Since the
case ofs; # s, is much more complicated, we will study it in a forthcomingpa

Letl < a,1 < B,a+ B = 2*(sa). Letu = U, be a function defined by (5.4).
Then we have, > 0 in RY and

a8
c(u,v) :=/]R N'“' P e < 0 0 e DL R\ {0}
+

]2

Assume that the assumptions of Lemimal 4.1 are satisfiedpne. of the following
holds:

() x>0,
(i) k< 0andsy > s1,
(iii) s2 = s1 andk < 0 small enough,

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

Sl)

2 2 2
el + £2loll? = [ Mul3- (3 .,

+ K2 (s0)c(u, ) [He)]* P el (6.3)

s *(s 2* 51)—2
+N|U|2* 1) |€|2 ( 1)] [t(&)} (s1)

Sl) S1

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

thatt(s) € C*(R) andt/ () = 22! (E),Where

* *(s (s *(s 2%(s1)—-3
Qu) =12 (s1) — 2 PHIZEE) , + lolZE ) bl ] e
+ k2" (52)[2%(s2) — 2]c(u,v) [t(s)]2*(52)_3|5|'8
and

s 2% (s1)—2 *
P, (e) =2l|v))%e — 2" (s )plol3 33, [t(e)] ()72

51)

— k2" (s2)Be(u,v) [K( )}2 (52)72|€|572€.

Lemma 6.3. (The case of3 < 2) Assume that < «o,1 < 8 < 2,a+ = 2*(s2)
and one of the following holds:

(i) x>0.
(i) k< 0andsy > s1.

(iii) s2 = s; andx < 0 small enough.
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N 1
Letu = Uy := (%) ZGo-2J, whereU is a ground state solution of6.2). Then

(@) if K <0, (u,0) is a local minimum point ob in .

(b) if x > 0, then

— inf B(p, ) < Bu,0) = Uy (u) = my.
coi= ot (¢, 0) (u,0) A(u) = my

Proof. Wheng < 2, we have
P,(g) = —K2%(s2)Be(u, v)[e|" 2 (1 4+ 0(1)) ase — 0

and
Qu(e) = ([2*(51) - 2}A|u|§I§§3)SI) (1+0(1)) ase — 0.
Hence,
t'(e) = =M (v)Ble|”%e(1 + o(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(U)|5|B(1 + 0(1))7
[te)]> " =127 (s1) M (v)[e]® (1 + o(1)),
and -
[t(e)] ) =1 27 (s2) M (v)[e]® (1 + o(1)).
Noting that for any(¢, ¢) € N, we have

1 2*(55) — 2
(I)((bv <P) - (2 - 2*(81))b(¢7 <P) + 2 KC(¢, (p)v
whereb(¢, @), c(¢, p) are defined by[{4]1). Thus,
P (t(e)u, t(e)ev) — @(u,0)
1 1 2% (s1) 2" (s1) 2% (s1) 2" (s1)|_ 2% (s1
=(5 = goery) [P0 O) ) o0, [o0) Vel
(g 2% -2 *(s2
- A|u|§*§53751} + %m(u, ) [t(e)]F e
o 1 1 2*(51) * B
—(5 - 2*(81)))\|U|2*(51)751 [ —2"(s1)M(v)]]e]” (1 + o(1))
n %2)—2,%(% ) [t(e)]” el
2% 2% -2
=-k ;SQ)C(U,UNEWQ +o(1)) + %KC(U,U)@ +o(1))|e|®
= — klee(u,v) (1 + o(1)),
which implies the results sinagu, v) > 0 for any0 # v € Dy (RY). O
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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) x>0.
(i) k< 0andsy > s1.

(iii) s2 = s andk < 0 small enough.

N 1
Letu = Uy := (%) ZGou-2J, whereU is a ground state solution d6.2). Then
(u,0) is a local minimum point o® in .

Proof. Wheng > 2, we have

P,(e) = 2”’0”28(1 + 0(1))

and
Que) = ([2*(s1) = 2|Alul3- (31, ) (1 + o(1)).
Hence, R
t'(e) =2M(v)e(1+ 0(1)),
where

v IIUH2

M(v) :=
= e 2

By the Taylor formula, we obtain that

51)
81) S1

t(e) =1+ M(v)|e* (1 + o(1)),

[t(e)]” ) = 1+ 27(s1) M (v)|e2 (1 + (1)),
and . .
()] = 1+ 2% (s2) M (v)[e[2 (1 + 0(1)).
Hence a direct computation shows that
®(t(e)u, t(e)ev) — (u,0)

:(% - 2*(151)) 2:523751 [2*(81)M(U)] |<€|2(1 + 0(1)) + O(|g|2)

=5 Iol2ef? (1 + o(1)

>0 whene is small enough

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

2
= := {v e Dy*(RY) |/ [Pl 5 1y

|[*
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We note that by Hardy Sobolev inequalityy € L? (*2)(RY, mfz) then by Holder

inequality, . Do 4 is well define for ally € D)2 (RY) whena = 2*(s,) — 2.

E
Define (¢, ) : fﬂ ‘UI;HSQW dz, then it is easy to check thét -) is an inner prod-
uct. We say that andi) are orthogonal if and only if¢, ) = 0. Then we have the
following result:

Lemma 6.5. Assume that < « = 2*(s2) — 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 we have
U 2 1
/ [OAP ol < —||v||? forall v € Dy (RY). (6.5)
RY |z|52 m
In particular, if s; = so = s, we have
m = )\7 (66)

and it is only attained by = U.
Proof. It is easy to see thaf; > 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— vg in D1 2(]RN) andv, — vy a.e inRY. By
Holder inequality, we have

’/ v—qudI’<(/ /|v—v = a+2—>0
|[>2 A |96|52 |[*

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

Similar, we also have tha{ |52 } is a tight sequence,i.e., fer> 0, there exists some
R. > 0 such that

’/ "dw‘ < e uniformly for alln € N. (6.7)
]RNﬂBC

|I|S

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

uo‘v2 u®v?
— "y — — Y. 6.8
/Rg s / e ©8

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. Hencg € = and we have
HUOH2 < lim inf anH2 =n.
n— 00
On the other hand, by the definitiongf andv, € =, we have
[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

that value ofy; whens; = s5 = s. A direct computation shows that

U2*(s)—1
— AUy = A2——. (6.9)
||
Testing [(6.4) byU,, we have
Ux
(Vo -VUy)dz =m —=vUzdz. (6.10)
RY RY ||
And testing [[6.P) by, we also have
Ux
(VUy - Vo)dz = A s Unvdz (6.11)
RY RY ||
Hence,
(771 — /\)/ U—ASU)\UdZC =0. (612)
RY ||
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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(iii) s2 = s; andk < 0 small enough.

Letu = U, := (@) EChE: U, whereU is a ground state solution d5.2). Then
there exists a positiviy = such that

(a) if K <0, (u,0) is alocal minimum point o® in \V.
(b) if 0 < k < ko, then(u, 0) is a local minimum point o® in .

(c) if & > ko,

co:= inf ®(d,¢) < D(u,0) = Ty(u) =my,
(dp)eN

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

2
Proof. In this case, we have

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

and i
Que) = ([2(s1) = 2N ul3 1), ) (1 + 0(1)).
Hence, -
t'(e) =2M(v)e(1 + 0(1)),
where

() I = A2 (s2)e,0)
[2(s1) — 2] AJul

Similar to the arguments above, we obtain that

81)
2* 51) S1

B(t(s)u, t(s)s0) — D(u,0) = = ([[v]]2 = k2" (s2)e(u, v))|s|? (1 + o(1).

N =

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

_ |u]*]v[? 1 2 1,2 N
c(u,v) = ———dx < —|jv||* forallv € Dy*(RY). (6.13)
rY 7] m
Define
[ n
D ()



Hence, whem: < kg, we have
[|v]|? = 2*(s2)ke(u, v) > 0 forall v e Dy 2(IRN)\{O},

which implies(b). Forx > ko =
v € Dy*(RY)\{0} such that

(57 DY the definition ofy, there exists some
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 < 8, + 8 < 2*(s2) and one of the following
holds:

@) > 0.
(i) k< 0andsy > s1.

(iii) s2 = s andk < 0 small enough.

N 1
Letu = Uy := (%) ZGo-27, whereU is a ground state solution of6.2). Then

(1) ifk <OorB>2o0rfB=2withkx < 5

( (u 0) is a local minimum point of
®in V.

(2) ifg<2,k>00rp=2withx > then

2*5)’

co:= inf P(p,9) < P(u,0) = Uy(u) =my.
o= il B(6.0) < B(1,0) = Uy(u) = mx

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

Corollary 6.4. Assume that < a,1 < 3, + 8 < 2*(s2) and one of the following
holds:

() x> 0.
(i) kK <0andsy > s;.
(iii)y s2 = s; andx < 0 small enough.

Letv =U, := (Liﬂ)) TEOE 7, wherel is a ground state solution d5.2). Then

(1) ifk <Oora>2ora=2withk < 5 ( (O v) is a local minimum point of

®inN.
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(2) ifa<2,k>00ra=2withxk > , then

2% (s

= inf  ®(d,0) < ®0,v) = U, (v) =m,.
o= inf 0(6.9) < B(0.0) = Wy(e) = m,

[ul*fol”

|[*

whererp; := inf, ul|?, and® := {u € Dy*(RY) |/ = 1}. In particu-

|ar772:,ulf81252:$.

7 Thecaseof; = sy =5 € (0,2)

In this section, we focus on the casesef= s; = s € (0,2), and the case; # sz will
be studied in Part Il. That is, we study the following probleere

Iz*(s)fz

Ay — A

|z|® |u|o¢ 2’u’|/U|'8 in Qu
‘2*(5)72

—Av — ,ulv‘z#v = ABW u|*|v|?~ 2w in Q, (7.1)
k>0, (u,v) € 2 := Dy*(Q) x Dy (Q),

= KT
Irl

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

kB, 1) = (+ B)(= >—ﬂ<g>% (7.2)

such that
g ) [ Py < [ Jul* ot [ ol
Q Q Q

forall (u,v) € L¥P(Q,dv) x LB (Q, dv).
Proof. By Young’s inequality withe,

xy <exP 4+ Cle)y? (x,y >0, >0) (7.3)
wherel+1 = 1,0(e) = (ep)~9/Pq~ . Taker = |u|®,y = |[v]?, e = ! (i)aﬁﬁaaiﬁ
pod ’ a+fp
andp = i, q= “Tﬁ then we obtain that
1
B a+p a+p
|| < ——————(AJu + plv (7.4)
ol < s (Ml o)

Hence, for all(u, v) € LoTA(Q, dv) x L*+8(Q, dv), we have

a8 [ty < [ty [l @2
Q Q Q

. A .
And we note that whelfu, tu) with ¢ = (—B)aiﬂ, the constank(a, 5, \, ) is at-
(0%
tained. Hencex(«, 5, A, i) is the best constant. O
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Noting that for the special casg = s; = s € (0,2) anda + 5 = 2*(s), the
nonlinearities are homogeneous which enable us to defirfeltbeing constant

Jo (IVul® + [Vo]?)dz

Sa Q) := inf 2
Al (w)ed W) el gy Julell?y g ) T
(fﬂ (A e t e 2 (s)k EE ):c)
(7.6)
where
N w2 v o ufefel?
2 :={(u,v) € 7 : / ()\| ||:z:|5 +u BE +2 (s)m' ||:z:||5| Jdz > 0}. (7.7)
Q
Denote
. fg|vu|2d$ 1,2
1) = mf{ e ——— i ue Dy (Q)\{o}}, (7.8)
(o " da) 7

theny(€2) can be attained wheh< s < 2 (see[[9]). Noting thaD}%(Q) x {0} € 2
and{0} x D;”*(Q) C 2, by the definition, we have that
Sa,ﬁ,A,u(Q) < (max{)‘a,u})iz*—(s)/%(ﬂ)-

And by Young's inequality, it is easy to see that g » . (Q) >
the following result:

(7.9)

0. Moreover, we have

Lemma 7.2. Sg5.0,,(€2) = (max{}, u})_z*%sms(ﬂ) whens < 0 and only can be

attained by
(U,0) it A >
0,U) it A< g
(U,0)or (0,U) if A\=p,

whereU is an extremal function qi(€2).

Proof. By (Z.9), we only need to prove the reverse inequality. lndéer any(u,v) €

2, we have

Jo (IVul? + [Vv|?)da

(fo OB + p2 4 24(s)n
Jo (IVul?* +|Vv|?)dx

2
\u|2 (s) [v]2* ()| 27 (®)
fsz( EER e

Y

> (max{\ N})iz%) Jo (IVul* +[Vv]?)dz
- ? %
2% (s) 2% (s5) 2F(s)
(o (= + B )dx)z
2% (s ) de) 2 N weey
> /\ _2*2(5) (IQ Iu‘x s )2 ( ) + (fQ ‘Iz‘s dx) o
>(max{\, p}) s ( ) @ PO
(fsz TalF EIR x)

> (max{A,u}) T ().
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By taking the infimum ovefZ, we obtain that

SQ,B,)\,N(Q) > (max{)\aﬂ})_mﬂs(ﬂ)

Moreover, by the processes bf(71.10), 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
~ Ao _ M B
Lemma7.3. 2 = 2\{(0,0)} whens > —(=)T® (B)Z*M.
«

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

that

o

N I PO U1 @,
A +u +2*(s)k de > C (A +u dz ).
It e )4 2 O J O ) e)
(7.11)
Thereby this lemma is proved. O

Basing on LemmA7l2, next we only need to consider that 0, and by Lemma
[73, we see tha? = 2\{(0,0)}. We obtain the following result:

Theorem 7.1. Let() be a cone irRY (especially) = R¥)or0 ¢ Q,0 < s < 2,a >
1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2%(s), thenS, ., .(€2) is always achieved by some nonnegative
function(u, v).

When study the critical problem about a single equationingp?),the classical
method is blow up analysis. It usually contains the follogviteps:

Step 1: Consider a modified subcritical problem in a subdopssy(P-), usually the
domain is chosen as a convex one;

Step 2: Study the existence of positive solutiorof the modified probleniP.) and the
regularity;

Step 3: By the standard Pohozaev identitymust blow up as — 0;

Step 4: Apply the standard blowing up argument to obtain #igtence of positive so-
lution of (P);

Step 5: For some proper problem, one may also prove the egésta least-energy so-
lution. Basing on the step 4, the solution set is an nonengity By taking a
minimizing sequence of the solution set, one is only needdvgthe sequence
possesses a nontrivial weak limit up to a subsequence.
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To see a specific example, we refer the reader§ to [16, SegliokVe note that in
Step 3, to obtain the weak convergence, one only need$#hatis bounded and thus
for some problem one usually only needs to prove that theesponding energy. is
bounded. And it is not necessary to care about the specifierlppund. However, for
the system case, we are interested in nontrivial solutiomnééd to exclude the semi-
trivial limit in Step 4 or Step 5. Hence, a further estimatadyout the upper bound of
energyc. is required which bring much trouble to us. Hence, in the gmépaper, we
prefer to apply a different method to study the system casehwik also approached
by a “subcritical” problem essentially.

7.1 Approximating problems

Ve >0,set

—= for|z| <1
= { =" ’ 7.12

We also denoteg(z) = ﬁ

Lemma 7.4. Lete > 0, for anyu € Dy*(Q), [, ac(z)|u[* ) dz is well defined and
decreasing by.

Proof. Lete; > 2 > 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 that) & Qy, a.(z) — ao(z)
uniformly on); ase — 0.
For any fixect > 0, we consider the ground state solution to the following pgob

—Au — Nag(z)|u)> 2y = kaa (@) |u|*2ulv|? in Q,

—Av — pac(z)|v]> 20 = kBac(z)|ul*|v|P v in Q, (7.13)
k>0, (u,v) € 2= Dy*() x Dy*(Q),

Consider the following variational problem

2*(S)+2*(s)n|u|“|v|ﬂ}d:§ =1
(7.14)

minimize/ (|VU|2+|VU|2)CZ:E When/ag(x)[)\|u|2*(s)+u|v
Q Q

We letSg, 5, ,(€2) be the minimize value of(7.34), then we have:

Lemma7.5.5; 5 ,()isincreasing with relate te andslirgl+ Se sau(2) = Sa p.au().

Proof. By the definition ofSf, ;  ,(€2) anda.(z), itis easy to see that
S () =825, () foralyer > ez > 0.

Hence, we have
lim inf Sg_ﬂyA_#(Q) > Se g u(€). (7.15)

e—0t
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On the other hand, for any > 0, there exist§u, v) € C°(Q) x C2°(§2) such that
/ a0 (@) [Mul2 ) + o> ® + 2* (s)rlul®o]*]dz = 1
Q

and

/ (IVul]® + |Vv]*)dz < Sa,g,u(2) + 1.

Q
Sincea.(x) — ag(z) in L= (supp(u)) ase — 0, we obtain that
lim sup SE,BJ\,N(Q)

e—0t

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

=lim sup
0 ((fpac (@) [Au (9 4 2(s)eful o)) o)

fQ (|Vu|2 + |Vv|2)d:c

2
2% (s)

2 + plo

2
2+ (s) + plv 2% (s) +2*(S)li|u|0‘|v|/5]d;¢)2 [©)

(fﬂ ap(x) [/\|u

:/ (|Vu|2—|—|Vv|2)d:17
Q

<Sa”@)>\7u(Q) + 7.

By the arbitrariness of, we have

limsup S5 5.5, (2) < Sapxu(€). (7.16)
e—0t
Thus the proof is completed by (7115) ahd (7.16). O

Let L7 (Q, a-(z)dx) denotes the space @f-integrable functions with respect to
the measure. (x)dx and the corresponding norm is indicated by

1
fulpe = ( / ae(@)ulPdz)?, p> 1.
Q

Then we have the following compact embedding result:

Lemma 7.6. For anye € (0, s), the embeddind);*(Q) — L2 )(Q, a.(x)dx) is
compact.

Proof. Let {u,} C Dé’2g§2) be a bounded sequence. Up to a subsequence, we may
assume that,, — u in Do’z(Q) andu,, — u a.e. inQ2. Then for anyR > 1, we have

* 1 *
/ ac(z)|u* Ode < ?/ aolu|? P dz — 0, (7.17)
QnBg, QnBg,

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

lim e ()|t —ul? Pdz = 0. (7.18)
n—o0 QNBg
By (Z.17) and[(7.118), we prove this Lemma. O

Lemma 7.7. For anye € (0,s), S5 5., ,(9) is attained by some extrem@l., v.),
ie.,

/ ae(x) [)\|u8|2*(5) + plve ) + 2% (s)k|uc|*[ve|]dz = 1
Q

and
/Q (IVuel® + Vo [*) dz = S5, 5 ,,(2).

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

—Av =55 5, .,.(Q) pac(x)|v]? ()2 + nﬁaa(:v)|u|°‘|v|6_2v) in Q,

u>0,0>0,(uv) € 2 :=Dy*Q) x Dy*(),
(7.19)

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 ) de — S () asn — +oo.

Then we see thaf(u,, .} andv, .)} are bounded iy *(2). By Lemm&ZB, we see
that up to a subsequengg . — u. andv,, . — v. in L *)(Q, a.(x)dz). Hence

20 2% (s)kue |02 |P] da = 1.

/as(:c) [Alue ) + pafoe
Q
Then by the definition of, ; | ,(€2), we have

/Q (IVuel® + Vo ) dx > S5, 5.5 ,(2).

On the other hand, by the weak semi-continuous of a norm (muRaLemma), we
have

/Q(|Vua|2+|vvg|2)dwﬁlinrr_l)i£f/ﬂ(|Vun78|2+|Vun7g|2)dx: = ().
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Hence, (ue, v.) is a minimizer ofSg 5 (€2). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that,, . > 0 andv, . > 0 for all n. Then sinceu,, . — u., v, — v. a.ein
Q, we obtain that.. > 0,v. > 0 a.e inQ.
There exists some Lagrange multipliere R such that
—Au, = A()\ag(x)|ug|2*(s)_2u5 + maaa(:v)|u5|°‘_2ug|vg|6) in Q,
—Av, = A(uas(x)|vs|2*(5)7zvs + /@Bas(x)|u5|°‘|v5|ﬁ72vs) in Q

Testing by(u., v:), we obtain that\ =S¢ 5, (€2). O

Lemma 7.8. For ¢ € (0, s), assum&u,, v.) is a solution to(Z.19) given by Lemma

[7Z2. Then:
(i) The family(u.,v.) is bounded inz;

(i) Up to a subsequence, we havge — u,v. — vin Dy*(Q) andu. — u,v. — v
a.einQ ase — 0.

(i) (u,v) givenin(ii) weakly solve

—Au = Sa 5.2,.(Q) (Aag(x)|u* )20 + fiaao(x)|u|o‘_2u|v|5) in Q,
— A0 = Sa,5.0,u() (Hao(@)v2 20 4 kBag(@)|ul* o] ~20)  inQ,
u>0,0>0,(u,v) € D,

(7.20)

(iv) If (u,v) # (0,0), then
/ a0 (@) [\ul> @ + o> © + 2°()lul*[o]*] do = 1
Q
andu. — u andv. — v strongly in Dy*(Q). Moreover,(u, v) is a extremal

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

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

(i41) Without loss of generality, we assume that | 0 ask — oo. For any
¢ € CX(Q),y € C=(Q), since(ue,,ve,) is a solution of (7.19) withe = ;. We
have

/ (Vua,C V¢ + Vg, - V1/))d:17

Q

=555, () | (Aol O+ el usolonl?) da
Q

+ 5553, (2) / (,uas(a:)|vs|2*(5)_2vsl/1+ nﬂas(x)|u5|0‘|v5|'8_21)51/))da: (7.21)
Q
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Recalling that., (x) — ao(x) in Lo (sppt(p)Usppt (1)) andSZ’fﬁ,A,u
ask — oo, letk — oo, we obtain that

() = Sa,8.a,u(€)
/ (Vu-Vo¢+ Vo-Vi)de
Q
=5a,82,u(92) / (/\ao(ac)|u|2*(s)72u¢ + ﬁaao(x)|u|a72u¢|v|ﬁ) dx
Q
+ S u(Q) / (uao(x)|v|2*(s)72m/) + liﬂao(a:)|u|a|v|ﬁ72m/)) dr  (7.22)
Q

Then by the arbitrary ofe, v), we obtain thatu, v) weakly solve[(7.20).
(iv) By Fatou’s lemma, we have

/ ao(@) [Alul*" ) + po ) + 27 (s)ru|*|v] ] da
Q

< liminf/ ey () [Mue, |27 O + ploe, |77 + 2%(s)kue, |*|ve, [P]da = 1. (7.23)
Q

k—o00

If [, ao(x) (A w2 + plo]? ) 4 2%(s)k|u|*|v]?]dz # 1, since(u, v) # (0,0), we
hve

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

Jo (IVul? + [Vo]?)da
209) 4 pfo] 2 ) + 2% (s)w|ul|v|?] da
Jo (IVu]? + [Vo]?)da
5
(Jopa0(e) N2+ o + 2+ ()l o)
ZSQ,B,A,,LL(Q)a (724)

Sprulf) :fsz ao(z) [/\|“

>

a contradiction. Hencel,, ao(z) [AJul?" ) + p|v[* () + 2*(s)k|u|*|v|®]dz = 1. And
it follows that

/ (|Vue, | + [Vve, [?) — / (IVul® + |V|?)da (7.25)
Q Q
which implies thatu., — u,v., — v in Dy (Q). O

7.2 Pohozaev ldentity and Proof of Theoreni 711
Proposition 7.1. Let (u,v) € Dy*() x Dy (Q) be a solution of the system

—Au = Gy(z,u,v)
—Av = Gy(x,u,v)
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and
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(+)) andz; Gy, (-, u(-),v(-)) are in L' (2), then
(u,v) satisfies:

/ |V (u,v) | - vdo
o0

N
:2N/ G(x,u,v)d:v+22/ xiGwi(x,u,v)d:v—(N—Q)/ |V (u,v)|dz,
Q = Ja Q
(7.26)

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

N
ZN/ G(x,u,v)da:+22/:ciGmi(:zr,u,v)d:c: (N—2)/ |V (u,v)|*dz. (7.27)
% —Jo %

Proof. Since(u,v) is a solution, then we have
0=(—Au+Gyu(z,u,v))z-Vu= (- Av+ Gy(z,u,v))z - Vu. (7.28)

Itis clear that

2 —

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

—Avz - Vo = —div(Vvz - Vo — x|V2v| ) — ¥|V’U|2,

N
Gu(z, u,v)x-Vut+Gy(z, u,v)z-Vo = div(zG(x,u,v))—NG(z, u, v)—z Gy, (2, u,v).
i=1
Integrating by parts, we obtain

2 2
/ (cG(o,u,v) + (Vuo - Vu — o |v;| )+ (Voo - Vo — U|Vv| ) - vdo
o0
N-2 .
= (NG(:c,u,v) - ——|V(u,v)|* + inGmi(:c,u,v))dw. (7.29)
Q 2 i=1
Whenu = v = 0 on 992, we have
Vu=Vu-vv,Vv=Vuv-vv. (7.30)
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Then by [Z7.2DB), 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. (7.31)
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
(7.32)
which is equivalent td{7.26). 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. (7.33)
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. (7.34)
dBRr(0)
When considering2 = Br(0) in (ZZ29), it follows thatr = %, o-v = |z|, 0 <

|
(Vuo - Vu) - v < |Vu|?o - v. Hence by[(7.33), we have

2
/ (Vuo - Vu — 0@) -vdo — 0asR — +oo. (7.35)
OBRr(0)

Similarly, we also have

2
/ (Vvo - Vv — Uﬂ
dBRr(0)
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Finally, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theoreranith— oo, we have
S0 VW) Pde = [on [V(u,0)Pd, [5, o) Gz, u,v)de — [ Gz, u,v)dz,

and
N

N
Z/ Gy, (2, u,v)dr — Z/ Gy, (2, u,v)dz,
Br(0) = Jry

i=1

Combining with these results and (7.20).(7.34).(7.B53&Y we obtain[(Z.27). The
case of thaf) is a cone, we have - v = 0 for z € 99, then [Z.2F) follows by[{7.26)

easily. O

Corollary 7.1. Let0 < € < s < 2 anda.(z) be defined by{Z.12) Suppose that
a>1,0>1a+ 0 =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,
A0 = 85 (@) (pac @O0+ e @)l | 20) g,

u>0,0>0,(uv) e P :=Dy*Q) x Dy*(),
(7.37)
satisfies

)\ 2*() 'LL 2*() " 5
a:(T)|u )4 a-(z)|v s+281£a5xu°‘v da

A * * * a
= [ @l © + e @l + 2 (s)wac o) ulol)da
QMBS

2*(s) 2*(s)
(7.38)
Proof. Let
=5, A 2y y 2°(s) apyl?
Gla, u,v) = St 2 (D) [0 @™ O+ s ac @l O rac (@)l ol
(7.39)
Noting that
—(s — &) e for <1,
2 =PI v (7.40)
Ori —(s+&)prrmrem forfz[>1,
we have

A *(s 1% *(s «
L Gzi(xvuav) = E,B,A,H(Q) [2*—(S)|u|2 (s) + 2*(8) |U|2 (®) + H|u| |v|ﬂxiax‘as(x)

—(5 = )85 g0 () [0y [ul> @) + g [0 ) + klu|*[0]P] a0 2] < 1,
—(s+ )85 51 . (W [ [ul® @) + Fg5 101> @) + klu|*0)?] greea? i 2] > 1.
(7.41)
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Hence, by Propositidn 4.1, we have

A . 1 .
—_9(N — e 0 [———a. 2" (s) . 27 (s) . o 1u181d
(V=) [ S8 5@ [F70e @) + Fisac @l O + ko) luf* o)) o

+ (N -2) /Q (IVul® +|Vv|?*)dx

A : i .
=2 Sa L ac(a)[ul> ) + ac(@)|v]* ¥ + kao (2)|ul®|v|?]dz
| Spa@ el O + ol (@l o]

A .
— 2 se D) [—Z—a.(2)u*® +
o S et

H 2% (s) a8
> () ac(z)|v] + Kae(z)|u|*|v]"]dz.
(7.42)

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

/ (IVul]® + |Vo|*)da
Q

= ;5%#(9)/ [/\as(x)|u|2*(s) + uas(:c)|v|2*(s) + 2*(s)lia5(a:)|u|a|v|ﬁ]d:1:.
Q
(7.43)

Recalling thatS;, ;5 , ,(€2) > 0,e > 0, by (Z.42) and[(7.43), we obtain (7138). O

Corollary 7.2. Let0 < € < s < 2 anda.(z) be defined by{Z.12) Suppose that
a>1,8>1,a+ = 2%(s)andQ is a cone. Le{u.,v.) be a solution ta[Z.19)
given by Lemm@7.7. Then up to a subsequence, there exigtigsam € 2 such that
u. — u,v. — v strongly inDy*(Q) ase — 0.

Proof. By LemmdZ.8, we only need to prove that v) # (0, 0). Now,we proceed by
contradiction. We assume that= v = 0. Let x(z) € C°(Q2) be a cut-off function

such thaty(z) = 1in Bx N Q, x(z) = 0in Q\B,, recalling the Rellich-Kondrachov

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

1 <t<2%if 0 ¢ Q. Hence, it is easy to see that
/ [Ma(ﬂfﬂxualz*(s) + Maa(x)lxvalz*(s) + 2*(S)f€aa($)|xua|°‘|xvamdf”
Q

:/ [/\aa(:v)|ua|2*(s) + uag(x)|vg|2*(s) + 2*(5)’€a8($)|ua|a|vs|ﬁ]d5€ +o(1)
QNB.

— + o(1). (7.44)
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On the other hand, by the triangle inequality, we have
[ (VP + 9w o

:/ ([(Vx)ue + XVue > + [(Vx)ue + XVU5|2)CZ$
Q
< << LRy« ([ e i)

Q Q

2
# ([ Iwora)’t |x|2|wa|2dw>§>
Q Q
:/ (|Vue* + |Vve ) dz + o(1)
QNB,
=0, +o(1). (7.45)
By (Z.44) and7.45, we obtain that

S«i,ﬂ,k,u(g) (777" + 0(1))2*—(5) <o, +o(1). (7.46)

Similarly, we takey(z) € C*°(Q2) such thafy(z) =0in B, NQ andy = 1in Q\Ba,.
Then by repeating the above steps, we obtain that

(L =n+0(1) 7@ <S5 55, —or+o(1). (7.47)
By (7.48) and[(7.47), we deduce that

(- +0(1)) TP + (1=, +0(1) ™ < 1. (7.48)

Notice thath(t) := 7@ + (1— t)?*%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

/ [)‘aa(x)|“€|2*(s) + Ma€($)|va|2*(s) + 2*(5)’€a6(x)|“6|a|va|ﬁ} dx
QNB;
:/ [)‘aa(x)|“€|2*(s) + Na6($)|7}6|2*(5) + 2*(s)f$a€(x)|u€|°‘|va|5} da.
QNBg¢
Combined with the fact of that
/ [)\as(x)|u5|2*(s) + /Las(fp)|vs|2*(s) + 2*(5)“a5($)|u5|a|vs|ﬁ} dz
QNBy

+ / (@)l + pae (@)oo 27 + 2% () (@) *v. | do = 1,
QNBg¢
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we obtain that
/ [)‘as(x)|“8|2*(s) + ,uaa(ac)|v5|2*(s) + 2*(s)f$a5(x)|ug|°‘|v5|5} dx
QNB;

:/ [Aa6($)|ua|2*(s) + ,uaa(x)|vg|2*(s) + 2*(s)f$a5(:v)|u5|a|v5|5}dx
QNB¢

1
5 (7.49)

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

Proof of Theorem[Z.1: Let (u.,,v., ) be a solution to[{7.19) with = ¢, given by
LemmalZy and; — 0 ask — +oo. Up to a subsequence, we may assume that
Ue, — u, v, — vin Dy?(Q) andu. — u,v. — v a.e. inQ (see LemmBa7]8). Then if

0 ¢ Q, by Rellich-Kondrachov compact theorem, it is easy to sagth— u, v., — v
strongly in Dé’Q(Q). And when( is a cone, by Corollarff 712, we also obtain that
u. — u,v., — v strongly inDy(Q). By (iv) of Lemmd 7.8, we obtain thgt, v) is

a extremal ofS,, 3,5, (€2), the proof is completed. O

Remark 7.1. WhenQ2 is a cone, letu, v) be the extremal obtained as limit@f., , v., ),
the solution ta[Z.19)with ¢ = ¢, given by LemmB&7.7. Then by Lenmimd 7.8, Corollary
[7.2 and the formul{7.49) we see thatu, v) satisfies

/ [Aao(@)[ul* ) + pao ()] + 2% (s)rao(x) ul*[v|*] da
QNBy

= [Aao(@)[ul* ) + pag ()| + 2° (s)rao (2)|ul® |v] *] dz
QNB¢

1
5 (7.50)
7.3 Existence of positive ground state solutions

Remark 7.2. Assume thatu, v) is a extremal o5, s » ,.(2) such that

1 * *
/ oF [Nu> @ 4 plo>© 4 2%(s)k]u|*|v]*]dz = 1

o lzl®

and
/Q (IVul® + |Vv]?)dz = Sa,p.x,u(9).

Then itis easy to prove théb, 1) := ((Sa.s.x () T2 1, (Sa pr () T2 0)
is a ground state solution to proble@d. ). And the corresponding energy

11 O
co = O(p, 7)) = (5 - 2*—(5)) [Sa,8apu ()] 72,
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O
By (7.9), we always havé, s x,,(Q2) < (max{\, u})_z*%sms(ﬂ). And whenQ
isaconeand € (0,2),a > 1,8 >1,a+ 3 = 2*(s), by Theoren 7115, s » . () is
always attained. However, §, 5. ,.(Q) = (max{/\,u})_z*i@ms(ﬂ), Segu(Q)
can be achieved by semi-trivial function. Hence, to obtam éxistence of positive
ground state solution to problef (I7.1), we only need to $esome sufficient condi-
tions to ensure the following strictly inequality:

Sa,pan() < (max{X, @)= pg(Q). (7.51)
We obtain the following existence theorem:

Theorem 7.2. Let() be a cone irR™ (especiallyQ = RV)or0 ¢ Q, s € (0,2),x >
0,a>1,8>1,a+ 8 = 2%(s). Then problenfIlI) possesses a positive ground state
solution(¢, v) provided further one of the following conditions:

=2
(a.l))\>u,1<ﬂ<20r{ﬁ N ;
R > 5575
27 (s)
: _
(a.2) A= p,min{e, B} < 20r mm{a),\ﬂ} T
SR O)
=2
(a.3) A<pu,l<a<2or “ .
2 EE

Moreover, whenf? is a cone, we have the following regularity and decay projmss:
(b.1) if0<s < 2E2 ¢4 € C*(Q);

(b.2) if s =822 ¢ e CL7(Q) forall 0 <y < 1;

(b.3) if s > M2 6 e C1(Q) forall 0 < v < Y229,

and there exists a constadt such that|¢(z)|, [¢(z)| < C(1 + |z[~™-Y) and
[Vo(z)|, [Vi(z)| < Clz|~N. In particular, if @ = RY, (é(z), ¢ (z)) is axially sym-
metric with respect to the y—axis,i.e., (¢(z), ¥ (z)) = (¢(z',zn),¥(2, zN)) =
(@(I2"], ), ¥ (|2'], 2)).-

Remark 7.3. The conditionga.1) — (a.3) assumed in Theordm Y .2 are some sufficient

conditions to ensure the inequalifg.51)(see LemmiaZ.10). But they are not necessary
conditions. For example, for the case)of> ;1 and1 < « < 2 is not enough to exclude

that S. g,x,.(Q) < )\*2%@#5(9), i.e.,(Z51)may also satisfy.
Define the functional
1
®(u,v) 25/ (|Vul® +|Vv|?*)dx
Q

1

1 x «
— — [N 4 pufo)> ) 4 2% (s)k|u|*v]|?]de (7.52)
505 . o P + (s)wful[o]?)
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and the corresponding Nehari manifold

N :={(u,v) € 2\{0,0} : J(u,v) =0} (7.53)
where
J(u,v) :=(®" (u,v), (u,v))

1 *(s *(s * a
:/ﬂ (|Vu|2+|Vv|2)d:1:—/£ l—[)\|u|2 ) 4 po ) 2% (s)r|ul*[v]?] da.

) |zl
(7.54)
By Lemmd4.1 N is well defined. Define
o = (uyivr;feN@(u, v), (7.55)
then basing on the results of Section 4 and Section 6, we age th
1 1 2°() 2
0<c <3~ 2*—(3)] [1()] 72 (max{\, u}) 72, (7.56)

Moreover, we have the following result:

Lemma 7.9. LetQ) be a cone oRY or 0 ¢ Q. Assume that > 0,s € (0,2),a >
1,8 >1,a+ B = 2*(s) and letcy be defined by7.58) then we have

1 1 2% (s) 2
- 2% (s)—2 2% (s)—2
co < [2 2*(5)](’%(9)) (max{\, u}) (7.57)
if and only if
Sa,pan() < (max{X, u}) 7@ py(Q). (7.58)

Proof. A direct computation shows that

sr7n) (Sasu(2) 772 (7.59)

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

Lemma 7.10. Let2 be a cone irRY (especiallyQ = RV)or0 ¢ Q, s € (0,2),x >
0,a>1,3>1,a+8 = 2*(s). Thenwe havé, s .(Q) < (max{\, u}) > u(Q).
if one of the following holds:

p=2

(i))\>u,1<[3<2or{ N ;
hZ e

(ii) A = p,min{a, B} < 2o0r {min{agﬂ} =2
R > =5~

27 (s)
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o =2

(u3i) )\<u,1<a<2or{
K>

_u
(5
Proof. It follows by Corollary[6.3, Corollar{z6]4, Lemnia ®.5 and Leva[7.9. O

Proof of Theorem[Z.2: Under the assumptions of Theor€ml7.2, firstly by Theorem
[73, Sa.,x,,(2) is attained by soméu, v) such thatu, v are nonnegative functions
such tha{u, v) # (0,0). On the other hand, by Lemrha7110, we have

Sa,pan(Q) < (max{, u}) T pu,(Q).
Hence, we see that+ 0,v # 0. By Remar{7.P,

(6, 9) = ((Sa500e () T2, (S, p0,u(2)) F20)

is a ground state solution of problem{[1.1). Then by the stroaximum principle, it
is easy to see that > 0,,¢ > 01in Q.

We note that the arguments in Proposition 3.1 and Propag#i@ are valid for
general cone. Combining with Propositlon]3.3, we complegearoof. |

7.4 Unigueness and Nonexistence of positive ground statdsions
Define

u2 'U2 X
Cluv) = Jo (Vul*+ [VuF)d — (1) £ (0,0)

(fo OB 4+ B2 4 2+ ()2l ) 7

(7.60)
then we have
Sa Q) = inf G(u,v). 7 61
Bau(82) (u,v)elgfl\{(o,o)} (u,v) ( )
For anyu # 0,v # 0 andt > 0, we have
G(u,tv) = fQ (IVul® + [Vu*t?)dx 762
) i .
[u]2* () |v‘2 () ox(s . ul |v]8 e
(«fﬂ ()\ ‘ ‘S ‘ ‘S t2 ( ) —‘,—2 (S)K, ‘w‘s tﬁ)dl‘)
Hence,
G(u, tu) = Jo (IWI2 + |Vul?2) de
’ N 3
= 1+ N Vu|2d:c
2
2% (s) * Jé] 2*(5) w2 () =
At + 25 (s)t] (Jo o)
Vul|?d
=g(t) Jo[Vulde (7.63)

.
f [u*@) 4 ¥ (5)
Q |z
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We defineg(+oc) = lim g¢(t) = u‘?‘#s), then we see that

t——+oo

Vo|?d
G(0,0) = Tim_ (v, ) = g(+oo) o VTE
t—+o0 (f |U‘2*(S)dx)—2*(s)
Q [alf

Hence, we have
Sa Q) = inf G(u,v
o= I 00y )
< inf inf  G(u,tu)
u€Dy 2 (Q) tE[0,+00)
Vul?d
= inf g(t) inf Jo [Vulde 5
te[0,4+00) ueDy " (Q2)\{0} (f ‘u|2*(3)d$) ¥ (5)
Q  z|®

= inf g(t)us(Q). (7.64)
t€[0,4+00)

Moreover, we can obtain the follow precise result:

Lemma 7.11. Sq p,1,.(02) = te[énfoo)g(t)us(m, where

1+¢?
g(t) := —— (7.65)
[N+ ut? () 4 2% ()t P ] T

Proof. By (Z.64), we only need to prove the reverse inequality. New{(u,v,)}
be a minimizing sequence &f, 5 .(Q). SinceG(u,v) = G(tu,tv) for all t > 0,
without loss of generality, we may assume that

|Un|2*(s) |Un|2*(s) _
/Q ( + ) =1,

G(un,vn) = Sa7,3)>\7u(ﬂ) +o(1).

|un|2*(s)

and

dx = 0. Since{v,} is bounded in? (*)(Q, 42} by

) ‘I‘S

Case 1:liminf
n—+oo [q x|

Holder inequality, up to a subsegeunce, we see that

2% (s) 2% (s)
/ ( o +1 o
Q

|[* |z[*

« B 2% (s)
+2*(S)Hw)d$ = ,u/ [vn] —dz+o(1) = p+o(1).
Q

|z[* ||
Hence,
nhﬂngo G(u,vy) > nhﬂngo G(0,v,).
We see that0, v,,) is also a minimizing sequence 8, s,x,,.(€2). Hence, it is easy to
see that
__2

Sepan($2) =p T ps(Q2)

=9(+00)ps(€2)

> inf  g(t)us(Q). (7.66)
te(0,4+00)
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|vn|2*(s)
Case 2:lim inf
n—too Jo ||

dxz = 0. Similarly to Case 1, we can obtain that

Seprp(Q) =ATF 0 1y (Q)

=9(0)125(€2)

> inf  g(t)ps(Q). (7.67)
te[0,4+00)

2" (s)

. . u
Case 3:Up to a subseqgeuce if necessary, we may assume linat [tun
n—+too o ||

0 >0and lim dx =1-—0 > 0. Lett,, > 0 such that

n—+oo [ |:C|5

|’Un|2*(s) - |tnun|2*(s)

o |zl o |z

dx,

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

1
assume that, — to = (%) “. Now letw,, = v, then we have

|1, |27 (%) |w,, |2 ()

o |zf* o |z

|8 2%(s) 2°(s)
o |zl 25(s) Jo |zl 25(s) Jo 2]

|un|2*(s) |2*(s)

dx (7.68)

|wn
ST A
Q Q

dz. (7.69)
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Hence,

G (U, vn) =G (Un, tnwy)

_ Jo [Vun|*dz
- 2
n 2% () 2* n 2% () * n « n B 2% (s)
(o (gl ety OV Les L2 e )t el )

Jo t2IVwy |*dx

+ 2
wn |2 () 2% (s) [wn |2 () . B [t |® [wn |8 2%(s)
(fsz (A |‘m|3 + utn \g‘g\s +2 (S)th%)dff)
2
> 1 2 Jo IVun|?dx 2
2% (s 2% (s) w25 () P
[)\ ot 4 2*(8)@3} (fsz | \L‘s da:)
+ tn fsz |Vw, |*dz
N w2 1 ()BT ([ wal @ g N TF@
+ ptn 4 2% (8)kty Jo he—dz
1 2
2 « %MS(Q) + . %NS(Q)
[)\ + /Lt?z (s) + 2*(8)/%2} ) [/\ + ,LLti (s) + 2*(8)/%2 )
=g(tn) s (). (7.70)

Letn — 400, we obtain that

o Q) > g(to)pus(Q) > inf  g(t)us(Q).
Sapau(2) > g(to)ps () te(glm)g()u()

TherebyS, 5., (2) = te(%ni’oo)g(t)us(ﬂ) is proved. O

Basing on LemmB&7.11, we can propose the “uniqueness” tywodt @s following:

Theorem 7.3. Let() be a cone irR™ (especially = RV)or0 ¢ Q, s € (0,2),x >
0, > 1,8 > 1,a+ 5 = 2*(s). Let(¢,v) be a positive ground state solution to
problem(Z.1), theng = C(to)U, v = t,C(to)U, whereU is the ground state solution
of

w2 -1
u=10 onof.
whilety > 0 satisfies that
to) = inf t 7.72
g(to) t€(5{1+oo)g( ) (7.72)
and
1 1 2%“)
C(to) = [Sapau ()] 7T = . (173)
A+ puty ) 2 (s)rt]
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Proof. By the processes of Case 3 in the proof of Lemimal7.115,if x,,.(Q?) is
attained by some nontrivial functiofu, v),i.e., u # 0,v # 0. Then there exists
somety > 0 such thatv = tyu wherew is a minimizer ofus(2) andt, satisfies
ty) = inf t).
g(to) te(glm)Q( )
Now assume that = CU, v = toCU, then a direct computation shows that

1 . .
/ Il + pfof2 ) 4 2% (s)wlul|o]] de = 1
¢

) |l

if and only if

1

1 27 (5)
¢= 2°(5) | ou(q)orB '
A+ pty 4 2%(s) Kt

Finally by Remark712, we see that= [S, g5, ()] O U, = [Saﬁ,w(ﬂ)]?(;)f? v.
And we complete the proof. O

Remark 7.4. We note that problerZ. 1) possesses a positive ground state solution is
a necessary condition but not a sufficient condition of that

S pan(Q) < (max{A, 1) "7 u(Q),

Next, we will give a counter-example théit=3,s = 1,a = 8 = 2, A = u = 2k, the
details see the following Theorém17.4.

Theorem 7.4. LetQ be a cone inRR? or 0 ¢ 2, 0 < s < 2. Then for the case of
s=1l,a=p=2A=pu=2k>0,the extremals 0f, 3, .(§2) are given by

A:={(t1U,taU) : t; > 0,19 > 0, (t1,t2) # (0,0) andU is a extremal ofss(2)}.

(7.74)
L a=2 B =2
And for the other cases satisfying that> 2 or , B> 2o0r ,
w> 2K A > 2K

thensS, 5., (£2) has no nontrivial extremal.

Proof. We proceed by contradiction. Assume ttfat s » . (€2) has a nontrivial ex-
tremal (u,v), then by Lemm&7.11(see case 3 of the proof), we see that ¢hests
somety > 0 such thaty = tpu andu is a extremal ofu,(€2). Moreovert, attained

L . =2 =9
the minimum ofg(t). Sincea: > 2 or “ , B >2o0r b , we see that
> 2K A > 2K
g”(0) > 0andg’(t) < 0 for ¢ large enough. Hencét > 0 : ¢'(¢) = 0} has at least
3 solutions{ty,t2, t3} such thal < t; < ta = tg < t3 < oo. A direct computation

shows that
—2ut?" (=1 4 2patPt — 2KB18 1 42Xt

_2
[A+ 2 () 4 2% (s)stB] =@

—9t *
= (1t )72 — kat® + KBP2 — \) (7.75)

_2
[A+ 2 ) 4 2% (s)tP] T

g'(t) =
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Define

h(t) == put? 72 — kat? + kB2 — ), (7.76)
then we obtain thaft > 0 : h(t) = 0} has at leass solutions{t1, ¢2,¢3} such that
0<t; <to=1ty <tz < oo

Case 18 = 2 and 2x — A < 0: For this caseh(t) = ut® *)=2 — kat? + 2k — \. By
Rolle’s mean value theorenlit > 0 : h/(t) = 0} has at least two solutioris, £ such
that

t1<£1<t2=t0<£2<t3.
Note that{t > 0 : &/(t) = 0} is equivalent to thaft > 0 : p[2*(s) — 2]t> (5)=* —
2ka = 0}. Note that{t > 0 : pu[2*(s) — 2Jt>"®)=* — 2ka = 0} has a unique
solution if 2*(s) # 4, a contradiction. Henc&"(s) = 4 andy = 2x. Recalling that

2%(s) = Q(Jf,vjj) ,s € (0,2), we obtainthatV = 3,s =1, = 2*(s) — 8 = 2. Then

1+t3 1
to) = r=—, 7.77
9(to) A+ 26t8 + 42z VA (7.77)

which implies that

A= =2K.
And it follows thatg(t) = % Hence,whelV =3,s =1, a = 3 =2,\ = = 2k,
the extremals of, 5, ,.(Q2) are given byl(Z.74). Andl(¢, ) = 2:(51(332) (U,t0U),t >
0} are all the ground state solutions of
—Au — 2/{‘75“ = ZHTT”T in Q,
—Av — 2f<am — 2K %0 i Q, (7.78)

|| [

K> 0,u,v € Dy(Q).

whereU is the ground state solution ¢f{7]71).

Case 253 > 2: For this caseh(t) = ut? *)=2 — kat® + kBtP—2 — ), similarly we
see that{h(t) = 0,t > 0} has at least three roots < t2 = ty < t3. It follow that
{K'(t),t > 0} has at least two roots and?,, which implies that{p(t) = 0,¢ > 0}
has at least two solutions. And her@) is defined as

p(t) = p[2*(s) — 2]t )78 — kapt® + kB(B — 2). (7.79)

A direct computation shows that'(¢) > 0 whena > 2. Hence{p(t) = 0 t > 0}
could not have more than one solution, a contradiction. At 2, o = 2, we have
p(t) = [u[2*(s) — 2] — kaB]t? + kB(B — 2) which also has at most one positive root,
a contradiction again.

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

. 1 142
9(t) = g9(3) = 5
[+ At27(9) 4 2% (s)kte] )

and the arguments above can repeatgeds(replaced by now). We complete the
proof. O
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Corollary 7.3. Let2 be a cone iR? or0 ¢ 2, 0 < s < 2. Furthermore, assume that

@=2 f=2 __2
2 , 2 ,thenS, 5 () = : 70 1 ().
a> or{uZ o 8> or{/\Z o enS,. g2, (Q) = (max{\, u}) 11s(€)

Proof. For the special cas®y’ = 3,s = 1,a = f = 2, A = u = 2k, a direct compu-
tation show it. And for the other cases,df, 5,1, () # (max{X, u}) = uy(€).
Then there must hold th&t, 5, ,.(Q) < (max{/\,u})_z*z“ms(Q). By Theoreni 7L

and Lemma S, 5,5,,(2), can be achieved by some nontrivial extrerpalv), a con-
tradiction to Theorern 714. O

7.5 Further results about cones

Assumethad < s < 2,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ = 2*(s), basing on the results of Theorem
[73, we see that whef is a cone S, 3,1, (12) is always achieved. In this subsection,
we always assume thé&k is a cone. And we shall investigate more properties about

Saor8.x(€2).
Let us begin with a remark:

Remark 7.5. Assume thaf;, 2, are domains oRY and; C €, then it is easy to
see thatDy*(€21) € Dy*(Q). Then by the definition &f,, 5.5 ,.(Q) (see the formula
(7.8), we see thab, g x,. (1) > Sa.p.a,u(22).

Lemma 7.12. Let{2,,} be a sequence of cones.

() {Q,}is aincreasing sequence,i.€,, C 2,41, then

lim Sa7,3,>\7u(ﬂn) = Sa”@,k#( lim Qn) = SQ,BA,H(Q),

n—roo n—oo

where

(@

Q= lim Q, =

n—roo

Q.

n=1

(i) {Q,} isadecreasing sequence,i,, 2 Q,1, then

lim Sa7,3,>\7u(ﬂn) = Sa”@,k#( lim Qn) = SQ,BA,H(Q),

n—oo n—00

where -
Q= ﬂ Q.
n=1

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

Proof. (i) By RemarK7.b, we see thS, s,x,,.(2,)} is a decreasing nonnegative se-
quence. HencBm,,_,  Sa,3,1,.(Q) exists. Also by Remaik7.5 arftl= U;’il Q, D
Q,,V n, we have

SQ,BA,H(Q) < nll)lrolo Sa7,@,>\7M(Qn). (7.80)
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On the other hand, for ary> 0, 3 (u,v:) € C°(Q) x C°(§2) such that

/Q[|Vu5|2 + |Voe|2ldz < Sapau() +¢ (7.81)
and 2°(s) 27 (s) 5
/ (ALl el T e[y g (7.82)
o'z |z]* |z]*

Then there exists son€, large enough such that
Ue, Ve € C°(Qy,) foralln > Ny. (7.83)
Hence, by the definition of, s ».,.(£2,) again, we have
Se g au(2n) < Sa,pau() +eforalln > Ny. (7.84)
Letn goes to infinity, we have

Hm Sa () < Saprn(Q) + e (7.85)

n—00

By the arbitrary of, we have

nh—>nolo Sa,,@,k,u(Qn) < Sa,,@,k,u(ﬂ)' (786)
(Z.80) and[(7.86) say that
nlLII;O Sa_ﬂy)\_’#(Qn) = Sa'ﬂ’)\"#(nhigo Qn) = Sa_ﬂy)\_’#(ﬂ). (787)

(iNBy Remark[Z5, we see thdtS, 5.1,.(2,)} is @ increasing sequence. Let us de-
note S := ILm Sa,8.a,u(y). For anyn, let (u,,v,) be the extremal function to

Sa,8.2,1(2) by Theoreni 7]1. We can extemg] andv,, by 0 out side(2,,. By Remark
[Z1, we havef,, (/\‘“”‘2 Ol 2*(5)&%)@ =1and

z[* z[* ||

2% (s) 2% (s) aly |8
/ (/\|u7|l||s +M|Un| +2*(S)l€|un| |vn] )d:v
T

QB |]® ||®
U, 27 (s) Un, 27 (s) Up, o Un, B
:/ ()\| |S JrM| : +2*(S)K| | |S | )de
Q\By || |z ||

1

=3 (7.88)
Case 1+meas(Q2) = 0: In this case, we shall prove tht= co. Now,we proceed by
contradiction. IfS < oo, {uy,}, {v,} are bounded sequencedy*(Q2; ). Thenuptoa
subsequence, we may assume that= u, v, — v in Dy*() andu, — u, v, — v
a.e. inQ;. Sincemeas((,—; n) = 0, we getu = 0,v = 0. On the other hand, by
applying the same argument as Corollary 7.2, we can obtatnith— u, v, — v in
L )(Q, 45). Then we have

) Ta[?
2*(s) 2*(s) aly|B
/ (A|“|| PN P Y i )da = 1, (7.89)
]RN

zl® |z]* |z]*
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a contradiction. Hencé = cc.

Case 2} is a cone:In this case, by Theorelm 7.3, 5,»,,.(©2) is well defined and can
be achieved. Notice that for amy we have2 C Q,,, by Remark 75 again, we have
Se, s aun(Qn) < Sa.p,.(82). Hence

S < Sapau(Q). (7.90)

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

2°(s)
o</ a2
Q

|z[*

2% (s) aly|B
O e ol

)da < 1. (7.91)

|z[* |z[*

We claim that(u, v) weak solve

—Au=S(\ e |S|u|2 ()= 2u—|—/£a |u|0‘ 2u|v|ﬁ) in Q,
~Av = 8 (ke o> 020 + kB ks ulv] P ) in 0, (7.92)
uZO,UZO,(, v) € P = Dy? (Q) x Dy (Q),

SinceC° () is dense inD;*(€2), we only need to prove that

/Vu Vo + Vo Vi

N L S N P T T
=S
I R L
forall (¢, ¢) € C(Q) x C(Q). (7.93)

Now let (¢,10) € C°(Q) x C°(Q) fixed. Notice that) C Q,,, we havep, ) €
Dy* (), Y n. Then

Vu, - Vo + Vu, - Vi
Q.

Uy, 2*(5)71421) Un, 2*(5)711/}
—Supnn(a) | (AL 1 plnd

Q. || |[*

a—2 B a =2
+ ol ol gl o ey (7.94)
ER ]
Sincesupp(¢) supp(y) € Q, we have
/vUn-v¢+an-V¢
Qn
N Y
=Sa A, Qn/ A + u
B M( ) Qn( || ||
a—2 B B—
ol |;|:¢|vn| L pplunl® |v|n|| i foralln, (7.9
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Then apply the similar arguments as Corollary 7.2, we have

Vu-Vé+Vu- -V
Q

g S S |u**uglv]? |u]*|v]* 2w
=S A dx.
g2 g na P
(7.96)
Thereby the claim is proved. By (7191) add< 2*(s), we have
Sa.pxau(82)
- JollVul? + |Vo|?]da
T, (A O o el gy 2t
(Ja ( FIE Kz s)h []® )dz)
Vu|? +|Vo|?]d _
< ‘MP*(S)IQH s‘lz*(s)' ofJde e =5, (7.97)
Jo (A e T H R +2*(s)nw)d:c
(Z.90) and[(7.97) say that
Sa,8au(82) = S= nlggo Se,g.2,u(E2n)
and 27(s) 27(s) B
Jul® ' LN (i ]
A 2 ——)dzr = 1.
f, e+t T o e
Hence(u,v) is a extremal function o, g x ,.(£2). The proofis completed. O
Define

Sy gy i=inf {Sa,5x,(Q) : Qis acone properly contained "\ {0} }. (7.98)

For any given unit versar in RY, let
Qo :={reRY :z-v>|z|cosb},0 € (0,7]. (7.99)
Then we have the following result:

Lemma 7.13.
Sepan(Qr) = Sapru(RY) for N > 4.

Proof. Take F = RN\Q,, F, := F N B,(0). We note thatF}, is a closed sub-
set of al—dimensional subspace &" and lim F,, = F. Then by Proposition

n—r00

B34, D)*(RN\F,) = Dy*(RYN) for anyn. Then it follows thatD,?(RN\F) =
Dy (RY). ThatisDy*(2,) = Dy *(RN). Hence,Sy a.5(r) = Sp.as(RY). O

Theorem7.5.Foreveryr > S, 5 , ., there exists a cor@in RYN suchthatS, g1, (Q) =
7. Moreover, whenV > 4, we haveS,, 4 5 , = Sap.au(RY).
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Proof. Define a mapping : (0, 7] — Ry U {0} with 7(0) = Sa.g,x,.(Q). Then by
RemarkKZb, we see that the mappings decreasing with related th By the basic
knowledge in real analysis;(0) is continuous for a.@ € (0,n]. Furthermore, we
can strengthen the conclusion. Indeedflet (0, ) fixed. For anyd,, 1 0, by (i) of
LemmdZ.1IP, we have

nh_)rrgo 7(0,) = 7(0). (7.100)

On the other hand, for an§,, | 6, by (ii) of Lemm&Z. IR, we also obtaifi (7.100).
Hence, is continuous in(0, 7). In addition,7(6,,) | Sapxu(Qx) = Su 5.0, @S
0, T mandr(f,) 1T +oo asb,, | 0.

Especially, whenV > 4, by Lemm&Z7Z.113, we have that

Sapon=Sapsru(Qr) = Sapau®Y).

7.6 Existsence of infinitely many sign-changing solutions

In this subsection, we will study the existence of infinitelgny solutions as an appli-
cation of Theorerh 7]2.

Theorem 7.6. Assumes € (0,2),x > 0, > 1,8 > 1, + § = 2*(s), and letQy as
the defined byf7.99)for some fixed € (0, x|, then the problem

—Au — /\‘;‘S ul? () =2y = ,%ozﬁ|u|0"2u|v|f{j in Qg, 6 € (0, ],
—Av — M#MQ*(S)_?U = ﬁ6#|u|o‘|v|ﬁ_2v in Qg, (7.101)

u>0,0>0,(uv) € 2 :=Dy*(Q) x Dy*(Q),

possesses a sequence of sign changing solufians vi)} different modulo rotations
aroundv if one of the following holds:
B=2

(a.l))\>u,1<[3<2or{ N ;
AR O

i b) = 2’
(a.2) A = p,min{a, B} < 2 0r {I:n{af}
O]
a=2

B) A< l<a<2or
(a.3) 11 <o {ﬂ>2*‘55>

Moreover, we have;, — +oc ask — oo where
1

” ;z—/ (Vur|? + [Vox|2]dz
2 Q

1 2% (s) 2% (s) al, B
- /(A'“’“' L +2*(S)RM)dx (7.102)
2*(s) Ja, |z|® ||

and satisfieszk(fv%l) — o0 ask — oo.
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Proof. The idea is inspired bly[6]. We will construct a solution Qg by gluing to-
gether suitable signed solutions corresponding to eacttenb. Using the spherical
coordinates, we writh" 1 = {6;,--- ,0x_1:0; € S*,i=1,--- N —1}. Forany
fixedk € N, we set

& _, 7
E (2k 2k 1

L__0—-0) j=0,1,---,2"-1
and for every choice ofji, j2, - - - ,inv—1) € {0,1,2,--- ,2F — 1}V -1
k) v =T €Qg Loen® o n®

VARMARY] |I| J1 le"'vjN—l}'

e Dy ()

k
Due to Theoreﬂz’ we can taléegl )7N 1’ gl)) 7jN—1) le"'7jN—1) x
Dé’2(9§’f?,,, v, as the positive ground state solution to
k () — a— . k
—Au = Sapas (i o) (Agplul® O~2u + ragslul 2“|U|ﬂ) N
k *(s)— o — i k
—Av = Sapas@F ) “|z1|s o2 =20 mpckfuleol ) QW)
Kk 1,2/~ (k
u>0,0>0,(uv) € 2:=Dy* (W . yx Dy ),
(k) (k) : (k)
We can extend every,” . . . andvjhm N1 out3|der1),,, N1 by 0 and now we
set
2k 1 2k 1
; e k 1,2
D S S A Y
Jj1=0 JjN—1=0
and

2k 1 2k 1

k
WY S e i

Jj1=0 JjN-1=0

Notice that for any two different choicés: , jo, - - - ,jn—_1) # (J1, 72, - »JN-1),
there exists some rotatidd € O(RY), the Orthogonal transformation, such that

(k) _ (k)
0 = RO )
Hence, we have
(k) (k)
Sa,o 08, gny) = Sapas(5 < ).
Then it follows that(u*), v(¥)) weak solve
—Au = Sapp(Q )( e a2 )20+ ks jul 2u|u|ﬁ) in Q.

—Av = Sa‘vﬁ')‘vﬁ( 317 IN— 1)(/L|m|5|v|2 (=)= v"’_’%ﬂ\z\s u| |'U|5 ? ) in Q(')v

u>0,0>0,(u,v) € 2 :=Dy*(Q) x Dy*(Q).
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Noting that2*(s) > 2, after a scaling, let

1 1
k 2%(s)—2 k 2% (s)—2
U += (SO‘7'8’>‘7'8(Q§1?"'-,J'N71)) u(k)’ Uk 2= (So‘vf@)kvﬂ(ﬂgly)"'-,ijﬂ) v(k)

then (uy, vi,) weak solve[(7.101). By the constructionwof andwy, it is easy to see
that (ux, vy) is sign changing solutions arf{duy, v)} are different modulo rotations
aroundy.

Moveover, we have

1
Cl ::5/ [|Vuk|2 + |Vvk|2]dx
Qo

1 2% (s) 2% () |y, |8
_ / (/\|uk| JrM|Uk| +2*(s),<;|“’“| vk | )dx
Qo

2*(s) |z |z |z
:(l_ 1 )/ [[Vug|> + |Vor|?]dz

2 2*(8) Qo

1 1

(> _ (k) O (k)2 (k)2
(5~ 7)) (Sean@l s )T [ ITUO 90 e

2k 1 2k 1

1 1 (k) W
= PCHIVCIIN) ki Wl ol
j1=0 JN—1=0" %1, in_1
k k
1vul? PVl e
1 1 ! T (N k k
=(5 = 377) (s (@, ) T 2N / [V o + Voil). o )de
2 2%(s) Q... 0

(1 1 S Q(k) SHOE: 9k(N—1)

=(5- 2*—@)( asgAnu( jl,...,jN,l))
By Lemmm,s'a,/a,m(ﬂgf?,,,7ij1) — +oo ask — oo. Recalling thaR*(s) > 2
again, we obtain that

Ck
72“]\[_1) — +00.

O

Apply the same argument as the proof of Theokenh 7.6, we canstdse the fol-
lowing result:

Theorem 7.7. Assumes € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a + 8 = 2*(s), then the
problem

—Au — A |x1|5 |u 2°(8)=2, = Koy ‘zl‘s u|®2ulv|? in RY,
—Av — M#MQ*(S)’QU = mﬁ‘;‘s lu|®|v|A 20 in RY, (7.103)

u>0,v>0,(uv) € 2:=Dy*(RN) x Dy*(RN),

possesses a sequence of sign changing solufioms vy)} if one of the following
holds:
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=2
(a.l))\>u,1<6<2or{ﬁ A ;
K > 557
2% (s)
. —9
(a.2) A= p,min{w, B} < 20r {Irﬁnm{a),\ﬂ} T
2%(s)

(a.3) )\<u,1<a<2or{a_
H>2*—(s)

Moreover,c, — oo ask — +oo where

1

Ck ::5/ [|[Vug|* + |Vor|?]dz
RN

1 2% (s) 2% () |y, |B
- / (/\|uk| : JrM|U/c| : —|—2*(s)/£|uk| |Zk| )d:c
2%(s) Jan |z| || |z|

and satisfies%(fv%l) — 400 ask — oo.

Remark 7.6. Itis clear that this kind arguments can be adapted also tocdme of a
cone with suitable symmetry properties.

7.7 Further results about general domains

Remark 7.7. Given a general open domaii, we letS, s, ,.(Q?) be defined by7.8)

if @ % 0 andS, g,x,.(0) = 4+00. The results of this section only focus on that whether
Sa,8,7,1(€2) can be achieved and give some operational way to computeathe of
Sa,p,x,1(€2). However, we do not exclude the semitrivial extremals. Tainla further
results, i.e., whether the extremal is positive, dependthervaluesy, 5, \, i, x (see
subsection 7.3 and 7.4).

We note thaf2 can be written as a union of a sequence of doméins, (.~ | ©2,.
Lemma 7.14. Assumé); N Q; = 0 Vi # j, then we have

Sa,BA,N(Q) = }f;fl Sa,,@,k,u(ﬂn)'

Proof. For anyn, sincef2,, C 2, we have
Se. s au(2n) > Sa.g.,.(82) for all n.

Hence,
ir;f; Se,sau(n) > Sapau(Q). (7.104)

On the other hand, for any> 0, there exists some

2% (s)

2°(s) alpl?
/ (A Pl 2 PP 2*(S)HM)M =1 (7.105)
o |zff |z[® |z[®
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and
/[|Vu|2 + |Voldz < S au(Q) +e. (7.106)
Q

Setu,, = u\Q Up = ’U‘Q , sinceQ; N Q; = 0 foralli # j, we have(u,,v,) €
Dy? () x Dy () andu = 307 w0 = 3207 v, Then

n=1

/ [[Vun|* + |Vu,|?]dx

I
L N A [t |*[vn |

0 ) O]
ZSO‘L—}7)\#(Qn)(/Qn ()\ |{I;|5 +'[L |{I,'|5 +2 (S)KT)CZI)

2 [y [

. |un| * |un|a|vn|6 o)
Z(zgflsa-ﬂmﬁn))(/gn“ e 2 R ) ds)

|z[*
|2 @) o2

2t Sasan@) [ O il 42

n

|y, |2 (%)

|z[* |z[*

H 2
since 557 < 1and/

follows that

/[|Vu|2+|Vv|2]d:1:

Q

:Z/ ([Vun|? + |Vo,|?|dz
n=1 Qn

. NG O ey el®
gseons T [ O i o

Jul>" o |u|*[v]?

|v

u
=(inf S .. (n / A —I—,u +2*%(s)k dx
(gl Sr ) J g g + 2 s
= Inf Sovgxu(En)-
Hence,
inf Sapxu(n) < Sapau(62) +e
By the arbitrary, we have
u;f; Se, g an(n) < Sapau(). (7.1207)
By (Z.104) and[{7.107), we complete the proof. O
Next, forr > 0, we set
Q,=QnNB, (7.108)
and
Q" = O\B,. (7.109)
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By Remarl7.b, we see that the mapping->a,s,1,. () is non increasing and the
mappingr — Sq,3,1,.(£2") is non decreasing. Hence, we can define

Sopau() = Tim Se g0, (2r)

and
ngﬂ,k,u(ﬂ) = lim Sa,[},)\,#(QT).

T—00

Remark 7.8. Itis easy to see that) ; , ,(©) and S5, , ,(Q) still have the mono-
tonicity property. Precisely, if2; C Q,, then we havé‘g)&/\)H(Ql) > S&BA,H(QQ)
anng‘jﬂ)/\#(Ql) > Sg?ﬂ)vﬂ(ﬂ2)'

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

2% (s) 2% (s) o
/ (z\'unl — + u'vn — + 2% (s)h————)dz =1
ol || ||

and/ [[Vun|? + Vv, 2ldz — Sa.p.x.() asn — co. Then one of the following
Q
happens:

(a) there exists somgu,v) € Dy (Q) x Dy*(Q) such thatu, — w,v, — v
strongly inDy*(Q) and (u, v) # (0,0) is a extremal function of,, 5.x.,.(Q);

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

|un|2*(s) 2% (s)

n:= lim lim (A + ulvn

r—0n—oo Q. |x|S |x|S

+2%(s)k

Then

S0 o NT T 4 85 (1 =) TD < Sopa,(@).  (7.110)

Proof. It is easy to see thd, v) is a extremal function o, 5,,,.(Q2) if and only if
(u,v) is a ground state solution of

— A = S pap(Q) (A ul® 920 + ﬁa#|u|o‘_2u|v|ﬂ) in ,
—Av = S45x8(Q) N#MQ*(S)*QU + kB u|0‘|v|5’21)) inQ, (7.111)

[

u>0,0>0,(u,v) €2 :=Dy*Q) x Dy* (),

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

(PS)a sequence withl = (3 — g=(57)5a,5,1,6(2). Without loss of generality, we

assume that,, — u,v, — v in Dy*(Q) andu,, — u,v, — v a.e. inQ. Thenitis
easy to see that we see tlfatv) weak solve[(Z.111) and

2" (s) 2" (s)

Og/ (A|u| +u|v +2*(s)
Q

zl® jz]°

|u|*[v]?
s il

L )d:z: <1,
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/Q[|Vu|2 + |Voldz < Sa.p.0,u(R).

Case 1:If (u,v) # (0,0), we shall prove thata) happens. In this Caséu v)is anon-
trivial solution (or semi-trivial solution) of (Z.111). Waaim |, (/\‘“| ol @ |

] [

2°(s)s 1 g = 1. 1ot 0 < fyy (AL 4o o ()T g < 1,
Then
Sexn($2)
_ JollVul? + |Vo?]dz
- u2<s) U2<s) ; w*[0]P
f [|Vu|2 + |Vo|?|dx
2
w|2*(s) v]2*(s) " wle|v|B 2%(s)
(fQ (AL 4 2 2 (o) Y
ZSOZ,B,)\,N(Q)7
acontradiction. Hencd, (/\‘“||;|:S)+u| “z‘s +2*(s)k %)dw: Land [, [|Vul*+

|Vul!lde = Sa.p,1,.(Q). Thatis,(u, v) is a extremal function of,, 5., (). We also
note that by followingd|u,, — u|| = |LU”H —ull+0(1), [[vn, — v|| = vl = |Jv||+ o(1),
we see thati,, — u, v, — vin Dy*(2).

Case 2If (u,v) = (0,0), we shall prove that (b) happens. The idea is similar to the
proof of Lemma 7.8 and Corollafy 7.2. Going to a subsequeimeciessary, we set

Ao:=lim lim [ [[Vun|? + Vo, [*ldz

r—0n—oco Q

and
A% := lim lim [[Vun* + | Vo, |?dz

r—oon—oo [or

Recalling the Rellich-Kondrachov compact theorem and 2*(s) < 2* := 22, we

2
have(uy,,v,) — (0,0)in Lt () x Lt (Q)forall 1 <t < 2*. Hence,

loc loc

|un|2*(s) |vn|2*(s) . =
7] =o(1), 7] dx = o(1) for any bounded domaif? C 2 such that) ¢
(7.112)
Hence, we obtain that
2*(s) 2%(s) aly |8
lim lim (A'“"' [vn] +2*(S)AM)CM —1—y. (7.113)
r—oon—oo Jqor |(E|S |«T|S |x|s
Similar to the formulal(7.46), we have
S8 5au(@NTE < Ao. (7.114)
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and similar to the formul&(Z.47), we have
S(‘fﬁy)\_’#(Q)(l —n)m <A™ (7.115)
Then by [Z.111¥) and(7.11L5), we have
S8 5 (DT + 5555 () (1=0) 7O < Mg+ A% < 8o au(®). (7.116)

O

TheorenZB is a kind of concentration compactness priecipiiginal spirit we
refer to [20]. Basing on Theorém7.8, we have the followinipgsesult:

Corollary 7.4. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 =2%(s) andQ is
a domain ofRY. Then we always have

Sag () < min{Sg g, (), 5oz 1, (D)} (7.117)

Moreover, ifSq 5., (2) < min{S° o (2555 5 ()}, thenS, 5.5 ,,(2) can be
achieved.

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

S, u() < Sap 2 u() Sa.pau() < Sapa u(QT)

which deducel(Z.117). Moreover,$, 5.,,,() < min{SY 55 (), 55 5 (D},
then [Z.11ID) will never meet. Hence, only case (a) of Theﬁf_ﬂrhappens Thus,
Sa,px,,(9) is achieved. O

Furthermore, we have the following result:

Corollary 7.5. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ § = 2*(s) andQ is
a domain ofR™Y. If S, 4,1,,.(€2) can not be achieved, then at least one of the following
holds:

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

(") Sac,ﬁ,)\,y(ﬂ) - Sa,ﬁ,)\ﬂu‘(QT) forvVr > 0.
Proof. WhenS,, s x.,.(©2) is not attained, by Corollary?.4, we have

Sapau(Q) = min{Sg 5 5 ,(Q), 5275, (W)}

Without loss of generality, we assume ttt ; , ,(Q) < 53°; , (), then we have

So«ﬁ-,hu(Q) = Sg,ﬁ,)\,p(ﬂ)'

Next, we shall prove that case (i) holds. If not, assume thexet exists somey > 0
such thatS, 5,1, (2) # Sa,8,1,.(€2,), then by the monotonicity property, we have
Sonpau(Q) < Sa,gxu(Qre) <89 50,1 (Qrg) = S0 5.1,,(Q), acontradiction. O
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Remark 7.9. We note that the inverse statement of Corollaryl 7.5 is nae.tr&or
example, by Theorem 7.1, whénis a cone,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 7.15. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a + 8 = 2*(s), then
Se () = Sa.p () = Sa,p . (Q7) foranyr > 0 if Qis a cone ofRY.
Especially,
Sasau®Y) =S4 523 u(Br) = Sapr(RY\B,) foranyr > 0

and S, 5.0, () = Sap.0,.(RY) for general domain witt) € © or  is an exterior
domain.

Furthermore, letA be a cone oRY, and2 = A\ F, whereF is a closed subset of
A suchthal ¢ F or F'is bounded. TheS, g x,.(Q) = Sa,5,2,.(4).

Proof. We only proveS, s ,.(€2) = Sa,z,,.(€2) and the other is similar. By the
monotonicity property, we see that, 55 .(2) < Sa.a.(2-). Next, we shall
prove the opposite inequality. By Theoréml79. 5,,,.(Q) is attained. Now, let
(u,v) € Dy(Q) x Dy*(Q) be a extremal function o, 5.5 ,.(Q). We also let
xp(x) € C=(RYN) be a cut-off function such that,(z) = 1in Bg, xp(z) = 0in
RM\B,, |Vx,(z)| < % and definep, := x,(x)u(z), v, := x,(x)v(z) € CX(,).

It is easy to see that

/ (V6,1 + [V, Pldz — / [Vl + [Vo2)d = Suprp(9),
Q Q

and

PR -l 2

27(s)
/ (A|¢P| - +u|wp
Q |z]

x|®
2 (s)

)dac

2%(s)

|v

alylB

Q |[* |z[*
=1

L )d:z:

asp — +o0o. ThenV e > 0, there exists somg, > 0 such that

f(l“v¢/ﬂo|2 + |vao|2]d‘r
—5
(fQ ()\|¢p(‘)z“2$ ) + lel)0|2 ) + 2*(S)K|¢po||‘;||1fpo‘ﬁ)dx) 2%(s)

]

< Sa7,3)>\7u(ﬂ) + €.
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Now, considefi, (z) := ¢,, (22x), 0, () := 1, (2x) € C°(£,) and

Jo IV ()] + |V, (2)?]dz
2
Uy (z)[27 () O (z)[27 () * U ()]0, (z)]8 27 ()

(er (/\\ (|x)||5 —|—u‘ (|x|‘5 +2 (S)HI ( ‘\I\IS (z)] )dx)

JolIVop, [ + Vi, |?dx

2
24 (o) 2%(s) ol |8 Pae)

(fQ ()‘I%rxlp + prfmlp + 2*(5)5%)‘“) ’

SSayg_)\“u(Q) + €.

Sp,a,b(Qr) <

By the arbitrary of, we obtain the opposite inequality
SaBau(r) < Sa,pau(€2)-
Especially, také) = RY, we see that
Sepan®Y) = Sa g au(Br) = Sapru(RY\B,) foranyr > 0.
Hence, wher € ), then there exists some> 0 such thatB,. C 2, then
Sa s au(Br) 2 Sa,g () 2 Sapau®Y) = Sa,pu(Br)-

And if Q) is an exterior domain, there exists some- 0 such thafRV\ B,.) C Q, by
the monotonicity property again, we have

Sa,p A u(R¥\By) 2 8a,5,3,u(R) = Sas0u(RY) = Sap3,u(RY\B,).
FurthermoreA is a cone and) = A\ F C A, then we have
Sapau(2) 2 Sagau(A).
If 0 ¢ F, then there exists some> 0 such that),. = A,., then
Sasan(2) < Sapau(Qr) = Sapau(Ar) = Sapau(4),

Hence, we have
Se,8.2u(82) = Sa,.x,u(A).

If F'is bounded, then there exist some- 0 such that)” = A", then
Sapau() < Sapru(Q) = Sapru(A7) = Sapru(A),

which also obtain that
Sa.p () = Sapru(A).
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To study a general domain well proceeding by cones, we intedhe following
marks:

AY(Q) := {A: Ais a cone and there exists some- 0 such that), C A}
and
A>(Q) :={A: Ais acone and there exists some- 0 such that2” C A}.

Notice thatRY € A°(Q) N A>®(9), A%(Q) # 0, A°°(Q) # 0. Then we can define

59 5au(€) :==sup{Sapru(A) : A€ A2(Q)}

and

Salgau () = sup{Sa,pau(4) : A € A(Q)}.

Lemma 7.16.

Sg,ﬂ,A,M(Q) < 52,5,,\,”(9), Satan () <875 5, ,,(9).

Proof. We only proveS? ;, () < S3 , , ,(©). For anyz > 0, there exists some
Ae A°(Q) suchthat
So gan() —e < Sagau(A). (7.118)

By the definition 0f4°(Q2), there exists some > 0 such that
Q,. C A.
Then by the monotonicity property, we have
Sovpan(A) < Sapau(r) < S0 55,(Q). (7.119)
By (Z.118)[7.11B) and the arbitrary ofwe obtain that

53,B,A,H(Q) < 52,/3,,\,“(9)

Remark 7.10. By Corollary[Z.4, if we can prove that

SOZ;B)\;H(Q) < min{sg,ﬁ,)\,u(ﬂ)v Soofﬁ,)\,u(g)}?

then S, 5,1,.(2) is attained. Since a lot of properties about cones have baei s
ied in Section 7 (subsections 7.1-7.6). Lenimal7.16 supplisful way to compute
mm{sg)mu(m andS2°; 5 ,(€2)}. Here, we prefer to give some examples, which are
also given by some authors when study a single equation.

Example 1: © is bounded with) ¢ Q, then byS, g.1,.(0) = +o00, we see that
Sg,ﬁ,)\,u(ﬂ) = gfg,x,#_(g) = +o0. HenceSa g,x,.(2) < min{Sgﬁ_’Ayﬂ(Q),ngﬁ_%#(ﬂ)}
andS, s,,,(12) is attained which can also deduce by Theolrerh 7.1.
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The following examples are also given by Caldiroli, Paold &usina, Roberta[6],
when they study the case pf= 2,b = 0,a € (—1,0). What interesting is that the
similar results still hold for our case (a slight modification Example 3).

Example 2: 0 € € is a cusp point, i.e., there exists a unit versosuch that
V0 € (0,7),3 rp > 0 such that?,, C Q. Notice that

Sg,ﬁ,)\,u(ﬂ) = Sg,,@,k,u(QTe) > Sa#ﬁv)‘#"(Qré)'
On the other hand,

SQ,BA,H(QW) > Sa7,3,>\7u(99) — 400 asf — 0.

Hence,
Sg,ﬁ,)\,u(Q) = 4o00.

Example 3: Q2 = A x RV=* 1 < k < n whereA is an open bounded domain of
R*. Then there exists some> 0 such that\ C B, the ball with radial- in R*. Now,
we letA, := {(ta’,ta") € R¥xRN"*|t > 0,2" € B, |2”"|ny_r > n}, thenitis easy

to see thaf A, } are cones such that,, O 4,11,V n and ﬂ A, c {0} x RNk,

n=1
Thus, meas(N,_; A,) = 0. By (i) of Lemmal[ZIR, lim S, g .(An) = +oc.
n—oo

Define = Bf x R¥N=F, then it is easy to see th& C . Moreover, for anyn,
there exists some, > /r2 +n? > 0 such that2?™ c A, whereQ is defined by
(7109). Indeed, for any = (z1,z2) € Q\An, we havelzy |, < r and[22lv-r < n

w1y = 7

thus|zz|n . < n. Then it follows thatz|y < v/r? +n2. Hence Q™ C Q™ C
A,. Then by the monotonicity property we hasig 5 ,.(2) > Sa g2, (2") >
Se,.2u(An) = +00 @asn — 4oo. HenceS; 5, () = oo.

Lemma 7.17. Assume that € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a + 3 = 2*(s), and
Q= AxRN"F 1 <k < nwhereA is an open bounded domainBf with 0 ¢ A.
ThensS, s,x,.(Q) is attained.

Proof. By Example 3, we see that?; , () = +oo. By 0 ¢ A, we haveS), 5 , ,(Q) =
+oo. Then by Corollar{ 7}4, we obtain the final result. O

Basing on the result of Lemima7]15 and maximum principle, @ abtain the
following interesting results.

Corollary 7.6. Assume thalv > 3,s € (0,2),k > 0, > 1,8 > 1,a+ § = 2*(s),
and letQ) be a general domain &% .

(i) 1f 0 € Q, thenS, 5.1,,.(Q) is not attained unles® = RY;
(i) If Qis an exterior domain , thefi, s, ,.(£2) is not attained unles@ = RY;

(iii) If © = AU U whereU is an open bounded set with¢ U and A is a cone
of RY, thenSa s5,u(2) < Sasau(d) = S0 54,,(Q) = 52%,,,(?) and
Sa,p,2,,(€) is attained.
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Proof. For the case ofi) and (ii), by Lemm&7.15, we see thét 5.1, () = Sa a0, (RY).
Then by maximum principle, it is easy to see tlsats x .(£2) is not attained unless

Q = RY. For the case ofiii), sinceU is bounded an@ ¢ U, there exists, 72 > 0
such that2,, = A,,,Q™ = A™. HenceS ; () =55, (Q) = Sa g u(A).

If S0, (Q) <min{SY 5\ () = 53, ,(2)}, then by Corollafy7I45., 5. x,,.(2)

is attained and the proof is completed. If not, by Corolladydgain,Sq 5,,.(2) =
mln{Sa,B,)\,u(Q) = a,B,)\,p,( )} Hence"ga-ﬂv)\a#(ﬂ) = Saaﬁv)\-ﬁ( ) By maximum
principle againS, 5,1, (A) is not attained, a contradiction with Theorem|7.1. O

Theorem 7.9. Assume thaltv > 3,s € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > L,a+ 8 = 2%(s)
andQ c R” is an open bounded domain.0fe €, thensS, 3.5 ,.(Q2) is not attained.

Proof. Since(2 is bounded, there exists some> 0 such that? C B,(0). When
0 € Q, by Lemm@a7.15, we have

Sasaun(2) = Sa.sau(Br(0) = Sapau(RY).

By way of negation, assume thal, 5. () is attained and letu, v) € Dy (Q) x
Dy*() be an extremal function. We may assume that 0,v > 0. By extend-
ing v andv outside(? by 0, then we see thatu, v) is also an extremal function of
Sa,8.2,u(Br(0). Hence,(u,v) # (0,0) is a nonnegative weak solution to the follow-
ing problem:

—Au = Sp0(B-(0)) (A % |2 =24 ragdslul*2ulvl?)  in B.(0),
—Av = Sy TO)( "= 2v+nﬂl Sl el 20) in By(0),
u>0,v>0,(u,v) € Q(BT(O)) X D32<BT<O>>,

(7.120)
On the other hand, sincB,.(0) is a star-shaped domain, by Proposftioh7.1 (see the
formula [Z.26)), probleri(7.120) has no nontrivial solateven semi-trivial solution, a
contradiction. Hence, we obtain thst s » ,.(2) is not attained. O

Corollary 7.7. Assume thalv > 3,s € (0,2),x > 0,a > 1,8 > 1,a+ 8 = 2*(s),
if there exists some, r2 > 0 andf € (0, 7] such that

(Qe N BTl (O)) - Q - (Qe N BTz (O))a
thenS, 5,1, (2) = Sa,5,1,.(£29) and is not attained.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorém7.9, we omit the dstail O
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