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THE BREZIS-NIRENBERG PROBLEM FOR NONLOCAL SYSTEMS

L.F.O. FARIA, O.H. MIYAGAKI, F.R. PEREIRA, M. SQUASSINA, AND C. ZHANG

ABSTRACT. By means of variational methods we investigate existence, non-existence as well
as regularity of weak solutions for a system of nonlocal equations involving the fractional
laplacian operator and with nonlinearity reaching the critical growth and interacting, in a
suitable sense, with the spectrum of the operator.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

Let © € RN be a smooth bounded domain. In 1983, Brézis and Nirenberg, in the seminal
paper [3], showed that the critical growth semi-linear problem

—Au=u+uv>"1 inQ,
(1.1) u>0 in Q,
u=20 on 0},

admits a solution provided that A € (0, A1) and N > 4, A\; being the first eigenvalue of —A
with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions and 2* = 2N/(N — 2) the critical Sobolev
exponent. Furthermore, in dimension N = 3, the same existence result holds provided that
< A< A, for a suitable g > 0 (if Q is a ball, then x4 = A\;/4 is sharp). By Pohozaev
identity, if A ¢ (0, A1) and 2 is a star-shaped domain, then problem (1.1) admits no solution.
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Later on, in 1984, Cerami, Fortunato and Struwe obtained in [6] multiplicity results for the
nontrivial solutions of

A, — 2-1
(1.2) { Au=u+u in ,

u=20 on 0f),

when A belongs to a left neighborhood of an eigenvalue of —A. In 1985, Capozzi, Fortunato
and Palmieri proved in [5] the existence of a nontrivial solution of (1.2) for all A > 0 and
N > 5 or for N > 4 and X different from an eigenvalue of —A. Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s.
The aim of this paper is to obtain a Brézis-Nirenberg type result for the following fractional
system

2
(—A)’u = au+ bv + —plu\p_zu\v\q in Q,
P+q

2
(1.3) (=A)’v=bu+cv+ a lulPlv|7%v  in Q,
p+q

u=v=0 in RV \ Q,

where (—A)® is defined, on smooth functions, by
: u(z) — u(y) N
—A)’u(x) := C(N,s) lim ———"dy, x€R"Y,
(A = Ot [ S dy

C(N, s) being a suitable positive constant and p,q > 1 are such that p + ¢ is compared to
2% := 2N/(N — 2s), the fractional critical Sobolev exponent [8]. The corresponding system
in the local case was studied in [1]. For positive solutions, system (1.3) turns into

2

(—A)’u =au+bv+ Tpup_lfuq in €,

prq
s 2q -1

(1.4) (—A)’v=bu+cv+ n uPov? in Q,
) prq

u>0, v>0 in Q,

L u=v=0 in RV \ Q.

In the following we shall assume that € is a smooth bounded domain of RY with N > 2s and
we shall denote by (\;s) the sequence of eigenvalues of (—A)* with homogeneous Dirichlet
type boundary condition and by u; and ps the real eigenvalues of the matrix

A= <a b), a,b,c e R.
b ¢

Without loss of generality, we will assume p; < ps. By solution we shall always mean weak
solution in the sense specified in Section 2, where the functional space X (2) is fully described.
It is known that the first eigenvalue \;  is positive, simple and characterized by

/ |(—A)2ul?da
(1.5) Ms= _inf RY .
ueX ()\{0} / luld
RN

The following are the main results of the paper.
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Theorem 1.1 (Existence I). Assume that b >0, pg < A1 s and
p+q<2;.
Then (1.4) admits a solution.
Theorem 1.2 (Existence II). Assume that b > 0 and
p+q=2.
Then the following facts hold.
(1) If N > 4s and 0 < py < po < A1 s then (1.4) admits a solution;
(2) If2s < N < 4s, there is i > 0 such that (1.4) admits a solution if i < p1 < po < A1 s.

Theorem 1.3 (Nonexistence). Assume that p+ q = 2% and one of the following facts hold.

(1) Q is star-shaped with respect to the origin and ug < 0;
(2) Q is star-shaped with respect to the origin and A is the zero matrix;
(3) b>0 and p1 > A s —la—c|.

Then (1.4) does not admit any solution. Furthermore, if pe < 0 and
p+aq> 2,
then (1.4) does not admit any bounded solution if ) is star-shaped with respect to the origin.

Theorem 1.4 (Regularity). Assume that p +q < 2%. If (u,v) is a solution to (1.3), then
u,v € Cllog(Q) for s € (0,1/2) and u,v € 01203(9) for s € (1/2,1). In particular (u,v) solves
(1.3) in classical sense.

The nonexistence result stated in (3) of Theorem 1.3 holds in any bounded domain. For
b = 0 it reads as pua > A1, properly complementing the assertions of Theorem 1.2. The
above results provide a full extension of the classical results of Brézis and Nirenberg [3] for
the local case s = 1. We point out that we adopt in the paper the integral definition of the
fractional laplacian in a bounded domain and we do not exploit any localization procedure
based upon the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension [4], as done e.g. in [2]. See [14] for a nice
comparison between these two different notions of fractional laplacian in bounded domains.
By choosing p = ¢ = 2%/2, system (1.4) reduces to

(=A)*u = au + by + w2/ (N2, N/ (N=25) iy

(=A)*v = bu + cv 4 uN/N=29)25/(N=25) 4y

u>0, v>0 in €,
u=v=0 in RV \ Q,

(1.6)

which, in the particular case of a = ¢, setting u = v, boils down to the scalar equation
(=APu= X u+u®"1 inQ,
(1.7) u>0 in Q,
u=0 in RV \ Q,

which is the natural fractional counterpart for the classical Brézis-Nirenberg problem [3].
For existence results for this problem, we refer to [12,13] and to the references therein.
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2. PRELIMINARY STUFF

2.1. Notations and setting. We refer the reader to [8] for further details about the func-
tional framework that follows. For any measurable function u : RY — R we define the
Gagliardo seminorm by setting

[u]s := (C(];r, 5) /RZN %dmdy)n2 = (/]RN \(—A)gu]2dx) 1/2.

The second equality follows by [8, Proposition 3.6] when the above integrals are finite. Then,
we introduce the fractional Sobolev space

HYRY) = {u e LPRY) : [uls <00}, lullms = (ullZ + [w])"?,
which is a Hilbert space and we consider the closed subspace
(2.1) X(Q):={uc HRY): u=0 ae. in RN\ Q}.

Due to the fractional Sobolev inequality, X (2) is a Hilbert space with inner product

C(N,s) (u(z) — uy))(v(z) — v(y))
2.2 = dz d
(22) oy = S [ e vdy,
which induces the norm || - [[x = [-]s. Now, we consider the Hilbert space given by the
product
(2.3) Y(Q) = X(Q) x X(Q),

equipped with the inner product

(2.4) ((u,v), (@, )y = (u, ) x + (v, ¥)x

and the norm

(2.5) (s 0)lly = (lulli + [lol13)">

We shall consider L™ () x L™(Q2) (m > 1) equipped with the standard product norm

(2.6) (s 0)[mxm = (lalfm + ollEm )"

We recall that we have

(2.7) 1 |U)? < (AU, U)ge < po|U|?,  for all U := (u,v) € R?.

In this paper, we consider the following notation for product space § x § := F and set
wh(z) := max{w(z),0}, w (z):=min{w(z),0},

for positive and negative part of a function w. Consequently we get w = w™ 4 w™. During
chains of inequalities, universal constants will be denoted by the same letter C even if their
numerical value may change from line to line.
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2.2. Weak solutions. Consider the following system
(—A)°u = f(u,v) in Q,
(2.8) (=A)°v = g(u,v) in Q,
u=v=0 in RV \ Q.

where f, g : RxR — R are Carathéodory mappings which satisfies, respectively, the following
growths conditions

(2.9) [F(zw)| S OO+ 2570 4 w70, forall (z,w) € R?,
(2.10) l9(z,w)] < C(1 4 |2%7 w71, for all (z,w) € R2.

Definition 2.1. We say that (u,v) € Y(2) is a weak solutions of (2.8), if
(211) (@) oy = [ fuo)gds + | gluoyda,

Q Q
for all (p,9) € Y(Q).

2.3. A priori bounds. We introduce some notation: for all £ € R and k& > 0, we set
(2.12) tr := sgn(t) min{|t|, k}.
From [9, Lemma 3.1] we recall the following

Lemma 2.2. For all a,b € R, r > 2, and k > 0 we have

4(r —1)

(a = B)(alaly~ = bplj ) = =

r_q r_q
(alalg —blblZ )

In the following, we prove an L>°-bound on the weak solutions of (2.8) which will be needed
in order to get nonexistence and regularity results.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that f and g satisfy (2.9)-(2.10) and let (u,v) € Y(Q) be a weak
solution to (2.8). Then we have u,v € L>(£2).

Proof. For all » > 2 and k > 0, the map t — t\t\2_2 is Lipschitz in R. Then
(ululy2,0) € Y(Q), (0,0]v];?) € Y().

We test equation (2.11) with (ulul;”2,0), we apply the fractional Sobolev inequality, Young’s
inequality, Lemma 2.2, and use (2.9) to end up with

r_q r_1 Cr? _
lulul 2 172y < Clluful?” |5 < (u, ulull, %) x
r—1

<cr [\ o)lullul? da
<Cr [ (i + Ju
Q

< C’r/ (|u|r—1 + |u|2;‘+r—2+ |,U|2’§+r—2) dl‘,
Q

(2.13)
2

ul i 7 + o uljuly?) da

for some C' > 0 independent of > 2 and k > 0. Then, Fatou Lemma, as k — oo yields

(2.14) ”uHEﬂz < CT(/Q (‘u’T—l + ‘u’2§+7’—2+ ‘U 2§+r—2) da:)

r —
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where vy = (2£/2)'/? (the right hand side may at this stage be c0). Now, in a similar way,
test (2.11) with (0,v|v[;~?) to obtain for some C' > 0 independent of r > 2

(2.15) il <Cr</ (o7 =" a5+ 4 [of%772) dr ),
Q

[P =

(the right hand side may be co). By (2.14) and (2.15) we get

@16)  full e, + ol < O [ (™ ol

2+r—2 ’,U’2§+r—2) dx).

Our aim is to develop a suitable bootstrap argument to prove that u,v € LP(Q) for all p > 1.
We start from (2.16), with r = 2% + 1 > 2, and fix ¢ > 0 such that Cro < 1. Then there
exists Ky > 0 (depending on u and v) such that

1—2

-3 2%
(2.17) (/ |u|% dx) + (/ B da:) <o.
{Jul>Ko} {Iv[>Ko}

By Hélder inequality and (2.17) we have

[P tae < KEI < Kb+ [
{lul>Eo} L2
2% 5% * —o%
(218) < a0 ([ anFan) T (i)
S Q {lul>Ko}
_—
< KET20) 4 afull) s,
and
(2.19) [ 1o e < K0+ ol
By (2.16), (2.18) and (2.19), we have
1 _ _ 25 4+r—2
) g (el + ol ) < Or( [ (= o) do+ R5T2).
s( )
Since r =27 4+ 1, we get u,v € L™ 2 = (Q). We define a sequence {r, } with
ro=2+1, rpy1 =~ —25+2.
Since
2524+ 1
2:+T0—2< 78( s2+ ),
we get

HU”L%‘mrz + HUHLrgHsz < +00.

Hence, we aim to begin an iteration in order to get the L°°-bounds of v and v. Using formula
(2.16) and Holder inequality, we obtain

[l fr2r + l[0ll 2,
251

1
1 25 4r—2 25+r—2 T
é (CT)T ( 2 tr-2 (Hu| L2*+r 2 + ||U| L2*+r 2) + (||u||Ls2§:'r72 + HU||L‘52§~:7‘72)) ’

1
T

i -1 2 4r—2\ 7
< (@0 (L1905 ) (lullgocrs + ol gz er—s) ™ (lll o orcs + o2 472)
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Substituting 7,41 for 7, since y2r, = 2% +r,11 — 2, we get

(2.21) HUHL’Vz"WkFI + HUHL’V2T7L+1

iglg, 1 2 _1
< (Crast) 7 (Ol e, + 100 0™ (2, + el 20, )T ) ™5
Denote
Ty, := max{1, [[ull ,2r,, + [[V] 520, }-

Then (2.21) can be written as

VZTn

1 1
(222) Tn+1 < (1 + C) Tn41 Tl 41 Tn Tt

Since r,,11 = ¥*r, — 2% + 2, by induction it is possible to prove that

Tn+1
72n+2

=2 14292 npeN

If n = 0 the assertion follows by a direct calculation. Assume now that the assertion holds
for a given n > 1 and let’s prove it for n + 1. We get

"n+2  Tn+l 25 —2
72n+4 - 72n+2 B ,72n+4
2% 2
_ o* —2n—2 S
=2, —1+2y T

=25 — 1+ 2y,

which proves the claim. In particular, % ~ 2% — 1. From (2.22), we also have

WQTn

_1 _1
Tn+1 < (1 + C’) Tl gy, 4 q Tl T,, "n+1

72Tn

1 _1 11 Vg Tn+1
< (14 C) gy 7 (L4 C) g i Ty o)

1442 1 ~? vira
= (1 + C) Tntlpy, g Tl Tkt T g Tl <

14724yt 4y 2 1 +2 4 +21 72n+2r0
< (1 + C) Tn+1 <Tn+1 Tl Tndlp, g Tntl o.opg Tadl )T el
2n+2 _ n 1 2n+2
o i 2n—i)\ —— 7o
=@+ (T ) 7o
i=0
We can easily compute that
,72n+2 -1 _ 9 ,72n+2,r.0 B 2: +1
~ P} ~ .
(07 D - D -9) 21
Moreover, r;41 < roy**? for every i € N, since
Tig1 ri o 25—2 1y
e+l T A 4 ) <<,

,722'4-2 - 72i 72i+2 W



8 L.F.O. FARIA, O.H. MIYAGAKI, F.R. PEREIRA, M. SQUASSINA, AND C. ZHANG

and r,41 > 72" 12 eventually for n large since 72”71112 ~ 27 —1>1, so that
1 n —2i-2 < 2i42
J2n=)\ 7 2(n—1) —2—5 Z v > e
( | | rH_l > ! ( | | 22y > < rgi= =0 " < 4o00.

1=0
Hence (T},) remains uniformly bounded and the assertion follows. Notice that the L>°-bound

depends on Ty which depends on u (and not only on ||ul[2:) through the presence of Ky > 0
in estimate (2.20). O

3. POHOZAEV IDENTITY AND NONEXISTENCE

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3, for this we need the following auxiliary
result known as Pohozaev identity for systems involving the Laplacian fractional operator.

Lemma 3.1. Let Q be a bounded C*' domain and let F € CY(RT x RT) be such that F,
and F, satisfy the growth conditions (2.9) and (2.10). Let (u,v) € Y () be a solution to
system

(—A)°u = F,(u,v) inQ,
(3.1) (—A)%v = Fy(u,v) in Q,
u=v=0 in RN\ Q.

Then u,v € C3(RN), u,v € CL¥(Q) for s € (0,1/2), u,v € Cloc( ) for s € (1/2,1) and

loc

(3.2) € C*(Q) for some a € (0,1),

53 ‘Q’ 53 ‘Q

where 6(x) := dist(x, 0Q), meaning that u/5°|q and v/5°|q admit a continuous extension to
Q which is C*(§2). Moreover, the following identity holds

(3.3) /RN (\(—A)%ul2 + ‘(—A)%UP) dr — 2:/QF(u,fu)dx

S 2 u v
+ %/@Q () + () J@wmsdz =0,

where I' is the Gamma function.

Proof. In light of Lemma 2.3, we learn that u,v € L*(Q2). Then, F,(u,v) and F,(u,v)
belong to L>°(Q) too. In turn, by [10, Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.6], we have that u and
v satisfy the regularity conclusions stated in (3.2). In particular, the system is satisfied in
classical sense. Whence, we are allowed to apply [11, Proposition 1.6] to both components
u and v, obtaining

_ 2 2
/(m -Vu)(—A)’udr = 28 N u(—A)Su dx — M/ (ﬁ) (x,v)pndo,
Q 2 oo \0°
_ 2 2
/(m -Vu)(—=A)’vdr = 28 N )vdx — M/ (£> (x,v)gndo.
Q 2 o0 \0°
Then, since (—A)*u = Fy,(u, U) and (— ) v = Fy(u,v) weakly in £ and recalling that

/Qu(—A)Suda: = /]RN [(=A)2uf? da, /Qv(—A)Sv dx = /]RN [(=A)20|? da,
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we get
2s — N I(1+s)? 2
/(x -Vu)Fy(u,v)dz = i (=) ) dx — u/ <£) (z,v)pndo,
Q 2 RN 2 aq \0°
2s — N I(1+s)? 2
/(x -Vu)Fy(u,v)dz = i |(—A)*0)? do — M/ <£) (z,v)pndo.
Q 2 Jry 2 o0 \0°

Observing that VF(u,v) - x = Fy(u,v)Vu - x + F,(u,v)Vv - x, integrating by parts we get,
(23—N)/ <|(—A)§u|2+ |(—A)%v|2) d:E—I-ZN/ F(u,v)dx
RN Q

=T(1 4+ s)? /89 [(6_?2)2 + (6—2)2]($,V)RNC£O',

which concludes the proof. O

3.1. Proof of nonexistence. Consider first the case p + ¢ = 2% with assumption (1) and
assume by contradiction that (1.4) admits a positive solution (u,v) € Y (€2). Consider the
functions f,g: Rt x RT — R defined by

2 2
fz,w) =az+bw + —pz”_lwq, g(z,w) =bz+ cw+ a
p+q p+q

Then, setting

Puw? = %(A(z,w), (z,w))p2 +

F(z,w):gzz—i-bzw—i-ng—F n n
pTgq pTgq

we obtain that F € C*(RT xR1), F, = f and F,, = g satisfy the growth conditions (2.9) and

(2.10) and (u,v) is a weak solution to (2.8). Then, the components u, v enjoy the regularity
(3.2) stated in Lemma 3.1 and identity (3.3) holds. Testing (2.11) with (¢,%) = (u,v), yields

/RN (’(—A)%uP + \(—A)%P) dx = /Qf(u,v)udw—i-/ﬂg(u,v)udg;

:/(AU,U)dex+2/upqua:,
Q Q

which substituted in (3.3), yields, recalling that p + g = 2%,

(1-5) [ naes S [ 1 () it o

Since €2 is star-shaped w.r.t. the origin, the equation above yields fQ (AU, U)g2dx > 0. This
is a contradiction with (2.7), because ua < 0 and u,v > 0. Now we cover case (2). If A is

the zero matrix, we get
% 2+ % ’ (z,v)gndo =0,
o L\0 o

which contradicts the fractional version of Hopf lemma, see [9, Lemma 2.7], since (—A)%u > 0
and (—A)%v > 0 weakly yield 5t > w and % > w’, for some positive constants w,w’. Let us
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turn to case (3). If ¢1 > 0 is the first eigenfunction corresponding to A; s and we assume
that a solution of (1.4) exists, by choosing (¢1,0) and (0, @) respectively in (2.11), we get

S S 2
)\1,5/ wprde = / (—A)2u(—A)2¢p1de = / (awpl + bupr + —pup_lfqupl)dx,
Q RN Q p+q

Al,S/fugpldx:/ (—A)2v(—A) cplda::/ (bu<,01+cvg01+
0 RN 0

Then, since b > 0 and u,v > 0, we get

)\1,3/ uprdr > a/ uprde, )\173/ vprdr > c/ vprde,
Q Q Q Q

that is max{a, c} < A;s. On the other hand, by assumption and a direct calculation

(a4 c) —/(a—c)? + 4b? < (a+c)—a—¢|
2 - 2

which yields max{a, c} > A 5, namely a contradiction. Finally we prove the last assertion. In

the case p+ ¢ > 2%, any bounded solution of system (1.4) is smooth according to Lemma 3.1
and arguing as above yields the identity

( —%) /Q(AU,U)de:E+2<1—pi‘gq)/ﬂu”qux

S 2 u v
S LG+ () w0

This yields [, (AU, U)gzdz > 0, contradicting po < 0 via (2.7). This concludes the proof. [

2q
p+q

(11
lo

upvq_lgpl)dx.

Al —la—c| <y = = min{a, c},

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The assertion follows as a particular case of Lemma 3.1. O

4. EXISTENCE I, SUBCRITICAL CASE

In this section, we will prove the Theorem 1.1 which guarantees the existence of solutions
for the problem 1.4 involving subcritical non-linearity.

4.1. Proof of existence I. Let 2 be a bounded domain and suppose that

(4.1) b>0,
(42) :u2 < )\1,87
(4.3) p+q<2;.
Consider the functional I : Y (©2) — R defined by
1 1
10) = 301 - 5 [ (AU V)sada,
2 2 /g

We shall minimize the functional I restricted to the set
M = {U = (u,v) € Y(Q) : /(u+)p(v+)qd:17 = 1} .
Q

By virtue of (4.2) the embedding X (Q) < L?(Q) (with the sharp constant \; s), we have

(4.4) 1w > %min {1, (1 - 4 >} U2 > 0.

1,s
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So define

4.5 Iy :=inf [l

(4.5) 0 :=infl,

and let (U,) = (un,vy) C M be a minimizing sequence for Iy. Then I(U,,) = Iy+0,(1) < C,
for some C' > 0 (where 0,(1) — 0, as n — o0) and consequently by (4.4), we get

(4.6) [un]? + [oals = llunllX + llvallk = (Ul < C".

Hence, there are two subsequences of (u,) C X () and (v,) C X(Q) (that we will still label
as uy, and vy,) such that U, = (uy,,v,) converges to some U = (u,v) in Y (2) weakly and

.. .C(N,s) |un () — un(y)?
: i< —
(4.7) [u]s < hmnlnf 5 /R2N = g dxdy,
.. .C(N,s) [on () — Un(y)‘2
: 2 <1 fi’/ .
(4.8) [v]5 < im in 5 v [ — g dzdy

Furthermore, in view of the compact embedding X(Q) — L7(Q) for all o < 2% (cf. [8,
Corollary 7.2]), we get that U, = (upn,v,) converges to (u,v) strongly in (LPT9(2))?, as
n — oo. Of course, up to a further subsequence, we have that (u,(z),v,(z)) converges
to (u(x),v(x)) for a.e. z € RY. Now we will show that U := (u,v) € M. Indeed, since

(U,) C M, we have

(4.9) /Q (P (0 ) = 1.

lim/ |un|P+f1d;p:/ |u|p+qd$’ lim/ |Un|p+qd$:/ |v|p+qd:p,
noJa QO n Jq Q

we have in particular |u,|PT¢ < 11 and |v,|PT9 < g, for some 7; € L1(Q) and any n € N.
Then

+yp V() < —L |y, (2) P9+ —Lju, (2)|PH < + for a.e. in Q.
@@ @) < L@+ @ < () + @), for ae. in

In turn, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, passing to the limit in (4.9), we obtain
/(u+)p(v+)qu =1,
Q

and, consequently U = (u,v) € M with u,v # 0. We now show that U = (u,v) is, indeed,
a minimizer for / on M and both the components u,v are nonnegative. By passing to the
limit in I(U,) = Iy + on(1), where 0,(1) — 0 as n — oo, using (4.7) and (4.8) and the
strong convergence of (uy,,v,) to (u,v) in (L3(Q))?, as n — oo, we conclude that I(U) < Io.
Moreover, since U € M and Iy = infa I < I(U), we achieve that I(U) = Iy. This proves
the minimality of U € M. On the other hand, let

G(U) = /Q (wHP(o+)ide — 1,

where U = (u,v) € Y (). Note that G € C! and since U € M,

G'(U)U = (p+q) /Q(u+)p(v+)qdw =p+q#0,
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hence, by Lagrange Multiplier Theorem, there exists a multiplier u € R such that
(4.10) I'(U)(p,¥) = nG'(U)(p,0), V(e,¥) €Y(Q).
Taking (¢,9) = (u=,v™) = U~ in (4.10), we get
U~ |2 = M/ ut(z)u” (y) + U_(l’)UJr(y)dxdy
R2N

D) |z — y|NT2s
(Vo — ()t
(O [ W ),
2 R2N |z — y|N+2s

+ / (AU, U Yo dz.
Q

Dropping this formula into the expression of I(U~), we have

5 ut (z)u~ u” (z)ut
(4.11) I(U_):g/Q( tuT +u v_)d$+%/ﬂ§m (@) ’x(y_);_’NH(s) (y)dxdy
C(N,s v (z)v (y) + v (z)vT
PO [ e ) W g,

since b > 0, w~ < 0 and w™ > 0. Furthermore,

I(U™) > min {1, <1 - i—i)} U3 >0

and using (4.11), we get U~ = (u~,v~) = (0,0) and therefore u,v > 0. We now prove the
existence of a positive solution to (1.3). Using again (4.10), we see that

@ Q0

and since U € M, we conclude that

Iozl(U):w>0,
since Iy is positive, via (4.2). Then, by (4.10), U satisfies the following system, weakly,

2pl,

(—A)°u = au+bv + ﬂu”_lvq, Q
Baly!

(—A)v =bu+cv+ i_o uPvd—1, Q
pT4q

u=1v =0, RM\ Q.

Now using the homogeneity of system, we get 7 > 0 such that W = (Iy)"U is a solution of
(1.4). Since b > 0 and u,v > 0 we get, in weak sense

(—A)*u > au Q
(—A)’v > cv Q
u>0,v>0 Q
u=1v=0, RM\Q.

By the strong maximum principle (cf. [9, Theorem 2.5]), we conclude u,v > 0 in Q. O
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5. EXISTENCE II, CRITICAL CASE

Next we turn to Theorem 1.2, for the critical case p+¢q = 2. The variational tool used is the
Mountain Pass Theorem. The embedding X () < L% (Q) is not compact, but we will show
that, below a certain level ¢, the associated functional satisfies the Palais-Smale condition.

5.1. Preliminary results. We will make use of the following definition

5.1 S = inf Ss(u),
( ) ueX (Q)\{0} ( )

where
/ |(—A)2u)?dx
RN

</]RN |u(z) 2§daz>2%§

is the associated Rayleigh quotient. We also define the following related minimizing problems

[(=A)zuf?dz
(5.3) Sprg(Q) = inf /RN .

ueX (2)\{0} ( / |u($)|p+qu)m
RN

(5.2) Slu) =

and

(5-4) Spa() ; /RN (I=2)%uf +|(~2) 0 da
54 Dsq = in : .

e SO ([ uPloge)iaz)
RN

We shall also agree that
Se =S8pig(), S::=8,,9), ifp+qg=2",

The following result, in the local case, was proved in [1]. The proof follows by arguing as it
was made in [1], but, for the sake of completeness, we present its proof.

Lemma 5.1. Let Q) be a domain, not necessarily bounded, and p+ q < 2%. Then

(5.5) S Q) = [(g) b + (g) +] Spia(V).

Moreover, if wy realizes Sp4q(2) then (Bwg, Cwy) realizes §p7q(Q), for all positive constants

B and C such that B/C = +/p/q.

Proof. Let {w,} C X(Q)\ {0} be a minimizing sequence for Sy ,(12). Define u,, := sw, and
Up, := twy, where s,t > 0 will be chosen later on. By definition (5.4), we get

3 —A)zw,[2dx
(5.6) g<t)/RN|( Y |2d > §,.0(9),

([ unlaproas)

where g : R™ — R™ is defined by

g(z) = p2/Pta 4 g=/pta s,
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The minimum value is assumed by g at the point x = y/p/q, and it is given by

9(Vp/q) = <<§>piq + <§>_piq> :

Whence, by choosing s,t in (5.6) so that s/t = \/p/q, and passing to the limit, we obtain

Sp.a(2) < 9(v/ /D) Sp+q(2).

In order to prove the reverse inequality, let {(un,v,)} C (X(Q)\ {0})? be a minimizing
sequence for Sp ,(€2) and define z,, := s,v, for some s, > 0 such that

/ \un]pﬂdx:/ |2 |PTd.
RN RN

Then, by Young’s inequality, we obtain

/ ln P|2n]%dz < —2— | JupPTdz + —L / |2n|Pd
RN p+q /gy pP+q JrN
(5.7) = / |t [P = / |2 |[PTd.

RN RN

Thus, using (5.7), we obtain
L (8P -850, ) da
_2
([, lumta)Plen(olraz) ™
RN
| (05 +[-8) ) do
RN

2

([, sl (wlras)
JRCNETRE
RN

( / () ) ™
RN
> g(5n)Sp+q(Q) > 9(\/P/2)Sp+4(€2).

Therefore, letting n — oo in the above inequality, we get the reverse inequality, as desired.
From (5.5), the last assertion immediately follows and the proof is concluded. O

_ sfﬂ/ ptq

/ (—A)3 2 de
]RN

([, 1ntpesar)

> sfﬂ/ p+q + s—2r/ptaq

n

From [7, Theorem 1.1], we learn that S; is attained. Precisely Ss = Ss(u), where

~ k
(5.8) u(z) = = T €RN EeR\{0}, up>0, zopeRY.

(1? + | — wo[?) 2

Equivalently,

S,=  inf / |(—A)%u|2dx:/ (—A)372dz,
u€ X\ {0} JRN RN

lull 2 = 1
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where T(x) = u(x)/[i]| ;2: . In what follows, we suppose that, up to a translation, 2o = 0 in
(5.8). The function

u*(x) = H(S:;S), xRV,

is a solution to the problem

(5.9) (=A)u = |u|*"2u in RY,
verifying the property

123 _
(5.10) [ gy = SN

Define the family of functions

Ulz) = 2w (2 zeRY
(x) (2). ,

€
then U is a solution of (5.9) and verifies, for all € > 0,
(5.11) / (—A)3U[2da :/ U (2)|% da = SN/,
RN RN

Fix 6 > 0 such that Bys C Q and n € C*®°(R") a cut-off function such that 0 <7 < 1in RV,
n=1in Bs and n = 0 in B§; = RN \ Bys, where B, = B,(0) is the ball centered at origin
with radius » > 0. Now define the family of nonnegative truncated functions

(5.12) ue(x) = n(z)U.(z), = € RY,

and note that u. € X (). The following result was proved in [13] and it constitutes the
natural fractional counterpart of those proved for the local case in [3].

Proposition 5.2. Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s. Then the following facts hold.

a)
/ [(—A)Zude < SN + O@EN7%), ase — 0.
RN

b)
Cse? + O(eN=2) if N > 4s,
/ @)z > Coe®|loge| + O(E2) if N —ds,
RY CyeN=25 4 O(e?) if 25 < N < 4s,

as € — 0. Here Cy is a positive constant depending only on s.
¢)

/ luc ()| de = SN/ + O(N),  ase— 0.
RN
Consider now, for any A > 0, the following minimization problem

S = inf S ,
A vEXl(g)\{O} 7,\(1))

. /RN y(—A)%dex—A/RN lo(z) dz
Ssa(v) == .

([, i)’

where

2x dm) 2%
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The following result was proved in [13, Propositions 21 and 22| for the first assertion, and

in [12, Corollary 8] for the second assertion.

Proposition 5.3. Let s € (0,1) and N > 2s. Then the following facts hold.
a) For N > 4s,

Ssalue) < S, for all X >0 and any € > 0 sufficiently small.
b) For 2s < N < 4s, there exists \s > 0 such that
Soalue) < S, for all X > Ag and any € > 0 sufficiently small.
Proof. For the sake of the completeness, we sketch the proof.
CASE: N > 4s. By Proposition 5.2, we infer

SN2 | 0(eN-25) _ \(O,e2
Soa(ue) < (E77) = X

( ey O(aN)) %
< 8o+ O(ENT) — ACoe®,
< 85+ e2(0(ENT) = AC))
< &8s, forall A >0 and ¢ > 0 small enough and some 58 > 0.

CASE: N = 4s.

Sua(un) < S22 0N 20 log el + O(e)
(8872 1 0(eM))
< S5+ O(e%) — ACse™|log e,
< 8, +22(0(1) — ACy|log )
< &8s, forall A >0 and ¢ > 0 small enough and some 58 > 0.

CASE: 25 < N < 4s.

SN2 | 0(eN=25) _ \C,eN-25 4 O(£28
Sor(ue) < ( ) 2 (e*%)

(sév/ 4 O(EN)) %
<S5 +NTE(O(1) - ACs) + O(e>),
< 8s, for all A > 0 large enough (A > ), € sufficiently small and some C, > 0.
This concludes the sketch. O

Even if it is not strictly necessary for the proof of our main result, we state the following
Corollary for possible future usage.

Corollary 5.4. Suppose that py given in (2.7) is positive and let
Seu = inf Ss a(u,v),
A= L0 Moy S
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where

/RN (\(—A)gulz + \(—A)%UF) dx — /RN (A(u(a;),v(x)), (u(m),v(aj)))deaz

([, toPotiar) ™

where p + q = 2%. Then the following facts holds
a) If N > 4s, then

Ss,a(u,v) =

SS,A < gs.
b) For 2s < N < 4s, there exists p11,s > 0, such that if pn > p1 s, we have
gs,A < gs.
Proof. From Proposition 5.3, we have
a) For N > 4s, we have
Se (ue) < Ss, if g > 0 and provided e > 0 is sufficiently small.
b) For 2s < N < 4s, there exists p1, > 0, such that if p; > p; 5, we have
Ssu (ue) < Ss, provided e > 0 is sufficiently small.

Let B,C' > 0 be such that g = \/% . From (2.7) and the above inequalities, we infer that
gs,A < Ss,A(Bu57 CU&)
@+ [ 8 e —m [ juew)Pd)
RN RN
. 2/23
(BrCuy2/zs ( / e () % i
RN

_ [<§>q/p+q N (S)—p/zﬂrq} Sy (1)

- [<§>q/p+q N (g)—p/ﬁq}ss _ gs.

This concludes the proof. O

5.2. Proof of existence II. In order to get weak solutions to system (1.4), we now define
the functional J : Y(2) — R by setting

Huo) =5 [ ()P + -85 do
1 2 » q
— §/RN(A(U,U),(U,’U))R2dx — 2—§ RN(u*’) (vh)dz,

whose Gateaux derivative is given by

(5.13)  J'(u,v)(p,9)
C(N,s) / (u(z) —u())(p(r) — oY) + (v(z) —v(Y))(P(r) — YY) drdy
RZN

2 ’x_y’N+2s

- [ A (e geds = 32 [ @ pds - 22 [ @
Q s JQ
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for every (p,1) € Y(§2). We shall observe that the weak solutions of problem (1.4) correspond
to the critical points of the functional J. Under hypothesis 0 < p11 < pg < Ay 4, our goal is
to prove Theorem 1.2. We first show that J satisfies the Mountain Pass Geometry.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose jio < A1 s. The functional J satisfies

a) There exist B,p > 0 such that J(u,v) > B if ||(u,v)|ly = p;
b) there exists (e1,e2) € Y(Q)\{(0,0)} with ||(e1,e2)|ly > p such that J(e1,e2) < 0.
Proof. a) By means of (2.7), using
(WP ()T < ufP*+ [P = Ju
and Poincaré inequality, we have

1 12 9 2%
>_ J— . s
T > 3 (1= 42 ) ) = €)1

2% + ‘0‘22

where C' > 0 is a constant.
b) Choose (ug, o) € Y(2) \ {(0,0)} with @y > 0, 99 > 0 a.e. and Uty # 0. Then
t2 : s
S, i) =5 [ (-850 + |(~8) 550l da
2 RN

t2 o 2% pq
- — (A(ao, 0o), (a9, 0o))dx — uygdx,
2 ]RN 2; ]RN

by choosing t > 0 sufficiently large, the assertion follows. This concludes the proof. O

Therefore, by the previous facts, by the Mountain Pass Theorem it follows that there exists
a sequence {(un,v,)} C Y (Q), so called (PS).—Palais Smale sequence at level ¢ , such that

(5.14) J(unavn) — G, HJ,(UTHUN)” — 0,

where c is given by

= inf J(y(t
¢ = Inf max (v(1)),

with
I'={y € C([0,1], Y(€2)) : 7(0) = (0,0) and J(y(1)) < 0}.
Next we turn to the boundedness of {(uy,v,)} in Y(Q).

Lemma 5.6 (Boundedness). The (PS) sequence {(un,vy,)} C Y () is bounded.

Proof. We have for every n € N

1
C+ OH(umvn)HY > J(unavn) - ?J/(umvn)(umvn)

= (é - 2_1;;) Iy va) [ (é - 2_1z> /RN (Altn, vn), (un; vn)) g

> (% - 2%) (1 - Aﬁi) H(un,’un)H%

Since 12 < A1, the assertion follows. O

The next result is useful to get nonnegative solutions as weak limits of Palais-Smale se-
quences. The same argument shows that a critical point of J corresponds to a nonnegative
solution to (1.3).
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Lemma 5.7. Assume that b > 0 and pa < A\ 5. Let {(un,vy)} C Y(Q) be a Palais-Smale
sequence for the functional J. Then

lmn (g, o)y = 0.
In particular, the weak limit (u,v) of the PS-sequence {(un,v,)} has nonnegative components.

Proof. By choosing ¢ := u~ € X(Q) and ¢ := v~ € X(Q) as test functions in (5.13) and
using the elementary inequality

(a—b)(a” =b")>(a” —b")% forallabeR,
we obtain

[ () =) ) + (0 o) =)
R2N

‘.’L’ _ y‘N+2s

[ @R e S Ry,
~ JRr2N ’

|z — y|N+2s

Now, note that, since b > 0 and w~ < 0 and w™ > 0, it holds

/ (A(u,v), (u™,v7))g2 dz §/ (A(u™,v7), (u",v"))ge dz.
RN

RN
In fact, it follows

(A(u7 U)? (u_ ) U_))]RZ

N

(u_,v_), (u_vv_))Rz + b((v+)u_ + (u+)v_),
u v ), (U, v7))Re.

, it follows that

(

IN
E

In turn, from the formula for J'(u,v)(u™,v

)
(

U x 2 o () — v )
T (u,0) (w0 N, s) N )~ (|x)) ;' W@ W),
_/Q( u v ), (w07 ))gede > I(u™) + I(v7),
where we have set
S w(z) — wy))?
t) = S5 [ ety = g ol =l = et

On the other hand, by the definition of A; 5, we have

Iw) 2 (1= 55l

which finally yields the inequality
/ - ) > k2
J (u,v)(u",v )_(1 3

1,s

([ 2+ 7).

Since {(un,vy)} C Y(Q) is a Palais-Smale sequence, we get J' (up, vy,)(u,, , v, ) = 0, (1), from
which that assertion immediately follows. O

From the boundedness of Palais-Smale sequences (see Lemma 5.6) and compact embedding
theorems, passing to a subsequence if necessary, there exists (ug,vg) € Y () which, by
Lemma 5.7, satisfies ug,v9 > 0, such that (u,,v,) — (up,vo) weakly in Y (Q) as n — oo,
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(Un,vn) — (up,vp) a.e. in Q and strongly in L"(2) for 1 < r < 2%. Recalling that the
sequences

1 —1 2 -1
wy = ()P (D) wp = (o)) T w)P, p g =23,

are uniformly bounded in L2)'(Q) and converges pointwisely to wh = u‘g_l

—1 . .
vd™ uf respectively, we obtain

vg and w} =
(wh, w?) = (w§,wd), weakly in LZ)(Q), as n — oo.

Hence, passing to the limit in

I (tun, vn) (@, 0) = 0n(1), V(p,9) € Y(Q), asn — oo,

we infer that (ug,vp) is a nonnegative weak solution. Now, to conclude the proof, it is
sufficient to prove that the solution is nontrivial.

CrAamm: (ug,vg) # (0,0). Notice that if (ug,vg) is a solution of system with ug = 0, then
vg = 0. The same holds for the reversed situation. In fact, suppose ug = 0. Then, if b > 0, it
follows vy = 0. If, instead, b = 0, then ¢ € {1, u2} < A1 5. Since vp is a solution of equation

(—A)’vg=cvp in Q, vo=0on RV \ Q,

we have that vg = 0. Therefore, we may suppose that (ug,vo) = (0,0). Define, as in [3],

L= tim [ (1(-A) 3w+ [(-A)v,?) dr,

n— oo RN
from J' (up, vy ) (tn, vn) = 0 (1), we get
lim (u)P (v ldx = £
n—oo JpN n n 2

Recalling that J(uy,v,) = ¢+ 0,(1), thus
(5.15) =2

From the definition of (5.4), we have

2

/RN (|(—A)%un|2 + |(—A)%vn|2) dz > [s”(/RN |un(<p)|p|vn(:n)|qcz:n)f

and passing to the limit the inequality above, we get
~ (LN\2/%
rz8(3)

Now, combining this estimate with (5.15), it follows that

2s 5’8 N/2s
c> — (—) .

N\ 2
Take B,C > 0 with B/C = \/p/q and let u. > 0 as in Proposition 5.2. Fix ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small that Proposition 5.3 holds and define v, := u./||uc|| 2z . Using the definition of S x(u),

(5.16)
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for every ¢t > 0, we obtain

J(tBvg, tCv,)

t2(B? +C? s 2t% BPC

< %(/ [(—A) 20| da —Ml/ |Ue|2d$> S
RN RN s

t2(B? + C* 2t%: BPC4

= %S&m (ug) — — = P(t), t > 0.
Thus, an elementary calculation yields
2s [ (B%+ C?) N/2s
Pmax = %@X?ﬁ =N {W&e,m (Us) .

By Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.3, we conclude that, for € > 0 small,

E (B2—|—02) N/2s
N | 2(BrCa)2/2: 77

e

wmax <

N/2s

25 1 Sg\V/2s
-~(5)
Let now v € C([0,1],Y(Q2)) be defined by

v(t) := (1tBve, 7tCv.), te€[0,1],
where 7 > 0 is sufficiently large that J(7Bv., 7Cv.) < 0. Hence, v € T and we conclude that

2s (SS)N/28

c < sup J(y(t)) < sup J(tBve, tCvs) < Ymax < — 5

t€[0,1] >0 N

9

which contradicts (5.16). Hence (ug,vp) # (0,0) and the proof is complete. Finally, that
ug > 0 and vy > 0 follows as in the sub-critical case. O
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