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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a fractional p-Laplacian system (1.1) with both concave-
convex nonlinearities and sign-changing weight functions in bounded domains. With
the help of the Nehari manifold, we prove that the system has at least two nontrivial
solutions when the pair of the parameters (), 1) belongs to a certain subset of R™ .
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we study the following system involving fractional p-Laplacian:

(=A)u = M (@)l Pu+ Zegh(@)|ul*ulv|” i Q,

P a+pB
(= A)Z = pg(@)[v|7"2v + Z5h(@)|ul*[v[* v in Q, (1.1)
u=v=0 in R™\ €,

where (2 is a smooth bounded domain in R", s € (0,1), n>ps, 1 <g<panda>1,0>1
satisfy p < a+ f < p* = ps, where p* is the fractional Sobolev exponent and (— A); is
the fractional p—Laplacian operator which is defined as

u(y) — u(@)P~*(u(y) — u())

o =y

(—A)u(z) = 2lim

dy, x€R"™
p e—0 R™\ B ()

The pair of parameters (A, u) € R™\ (0,0) and the weight functions f,g,h satisfy the
following conditions;
(A) f,g € LT (Q) where ¢* = aiyjq and f* = max{£f,0} # 0 or g™ = max{4g,0} # 0;
(B) h € C(Q) with ||h||ec = 1 and h > 0.

Recently, a great deal of attention has been focused on studying of equations or sys-
tems involving fractional Laplacian and corresponding nonlocal problems, both for their

interesting theoretical structure and their concrete applications(see [2, 10, 15, 5, 6, 4, 25]
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and references therein). This type of operator arises in a quite natural way in many dif-
ferent contexts, such as, the thin obstacle problem, finance, phase transitions, anomalous
diffusion, flame propagation and many others(see[11, 16, 22] and references therein).

Compared to the Laplacian problem, the fractional p-Laplacian problem is nonlocal
and more challenging. On the one hand, for the fractional elliptic problems when p = 2 has
been investigated by many researchs. For example, C. Brandle, E. Colorado, A. de Pablo
and U. Sanchez [3] studied the fractional Laplacian equation involving concave-convex
nonlinearity for the subcritical case, they prove that there exists a finite parameter A > 0
such that for 0 < A < A there exist at least two solutions, for A = A there exists at least
one solution and for A > A there is no solution. Furthermore, B. Barrios, E. Colorado,
A. de Pablo and U. Sénchez [2] studied the nonhomogeneous equation involving fractional
Laplacian and proved the existence and multiplicity of solutions under suitable conditions
of s and ¢. E. Colorado, A. de Pablo and U. Sanchez [10] studied the fractional equation
with critical Sobolev exponent, they proved that the existence and the multiplicity of
solutions under appropriate conditions on the size of f. For more other advances on this
topic, see [18, 19] for the subcritical, [20, 21] for the critical case.

For the fractional p-Laplacian equation, S. Goyal, K. Sreenadh [13] studied the follow-
ing equation involving concave-convex nonlinearities and sign-changing weight functions.

(—=A)3u = Ah(z)|ul" u + b(@)u v in Q,
u=0 on R™\ Q,

they showed that the existence and multiplicity of solutions by minimization on the suitable
subset of Nehari manifold using the fibering maps and proved that there exists Ay such
that for A € (0, \g), it has at least two non-negative solutions.

B. Cheng, X. Tang [9] studied the existence of solutions for the following fractional
p-Laplacian equation with sign-changing potential and nonlinearity

(—A)pu+ v(z)|[ulP"u = f(z,u) VzeRY,

wherep>2, N >2 0<s<1, Ve CRY R)and f € C(RY xR,R), under the suitable
conditions they prove the equation has at least one nontrivial solution.

It is also natural to study the coupled system of equations. W. Chen, S. Deng [§]
considered the special case when f(x) = g(x) = h(x) = 1 for system (1.1). They prove
that the system admits at least two nontrivial solutions under proper conditions of A and
1.

The purpose of this paper is to study system (1.1) in the case of 2 < a4+ § < p*,
by variational methods and a Nehari manifold decomposition, we prove that the system
admits at least two nontrivial solutions when the pair of parameters (\, u) belongs to
certain subset of R2.

To express the main results, we introduce

B P
O = {z € R\ (0,0) [ 0 < (NI l0)77 + (lullgll )77 < Clev, 8, p,q, S)}
P D
ond (o 0.8) = [t ™| 77 (573 585) 7

U= {z R\ (0,0) | 0 < (NI flla)77 + (ullglla )77 < D(e, B,p,q,9)}



P

and Dl §,1.0,8) = (§)7 [t ] (sFazit) 7

Where S is the best Sobolev constant that will be introduced later.
Our main results are:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the weight functions f, g, h be satisfied with the conditions
(A) and (B), for each (\, ) € ©, then system (1.1) has at least one nontrivial solution in
WP(Q2) x W*P(Q).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that the weight functions f, g, h be satisfied with the conditions
(A) and (B), for each (\,pu) € W, then system (1.1) has at least two nontrivial solutions
in WP(Q) x W*P(Q).

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce some preliminaries. In
section 3, we define the Nehari manifold and give some Lemmas that will be used later.
In section 4, we prove the existence of Palais-Smale sequence. In section 5, we give the

results of local minimization problem for system (1.1). Finally, the proofs of Theorem 1.1
and Theorem 1.2 are given in section 6.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce some preliminaries that will be used to establish the energy
functional for system (1.1). Let s € (0,1) and p € [1,400), we define the usual fractional
Sobolev space W*P(Q) endowed with the norm

1
jul) (), N
by = Doy + ([ =8y ) (21)

Let Q = R?>"\ (Cq x Cq) with Co = R™\ Q. We define

p
X = {u | u:R" — R is measurable and / %dwdy < +oo} .

The space X is endowed with the norm defined by

ru ’
ullx = ||u Lp(Q s . .
[ullx = flull y, +p lulz) ~uly)P” dy (2.2)

The functional space X denotes the closure of C§°(€2) in X. By Theorem 6.5 and Theorem
7.1 in [11] the space Xy is a Hilbert space which can be endowed with the scalar product
defined for any ¢, € Xy as

g



and the norm

mez(QB@iﬂﬂﬁmﬁg (2.4)

o=

is equivalent to the usual one defined in (2.1). Since v = 0 a.e. in R™\ Q, we have the
(2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) can be extended to all R™. By results of [13, 11], the embedding
Xo — L"(R2) is continuous for any r € [1,p*] and compact whenever r € [1,p*). Let S be
the best Sobolev constant for the embedding of Xo «— L+7(Q) defined by

S MOt vy

S = inf —-
z€X0\0 (fQ |u x)|°‘+5dx) a+B

For further details on X and X and also for their properties we refer [11] and the references
therein. Let F = Xy x Xg be the Cartesian product of two Hilbert spaces, which is a
reflexive Banach space endowed with the norm

L R R e e e

o gl o el
(2.5)
Definition 2.1. We say that (u,v) € E is a weak solution of (1.1) if the identity

/ lu(z) — u(y) P2 (u(z) — u(y)) (e (z) — (Pl(y))dxdy

o= gl

/ lu(z) — v()|P2(v(x) — v(y))(p2(z) — (‘DZ(y))dxdy

o~ g
:/ (/\f|u|q_2u<,01+,ug|v|q_2v<pg)dx—|—2—a/h|u|a_2u|v|5¢1d$+£/h|u|a|v|5_2vg02d:n.
Q a+ b Jo a+ B Jo

holds for all (p1,p2) € E.

Note that, the energy functional associated with (1.1) is given by

L[ Ju(@) —u(y) v(z) —v(y)P
I == ——=—dzxdy —dd 2.6
au(t-0) plg |z—y|rtre +p o le—yme Y (26)
1 2
- = Aful? + qux——/huavﬁda:.
q/Q(fH pglv|?) a+ﬁQHH

In the end of this section, we recall some notations that will be used in the sequel.
o LP(€2), 1 < p < oo denotes Lebesgue space with norm || ||, and E' = X x X is equipped

1
with the norm |, )] = (1l + 018, )" = (Jo ML M dady + [ 2 gy)
e The dual space of a Banach space E will be denoted by E~'. We set t(u,v) = (tu,tv)
for all (u,v) € E and t € R, z = (u,v) is said to be positive if u(z,y) > 0, v(x,y) > 0 in
E and to be non-negative if u(x,y) > 0, v(x,y) > 0 in E.

e B(0;r) is the ball at the origin with radius r. 0,(1) denotes o0,(1) — 0 as n — +oo.

e (', (;, c will denote various positive constants which may vary from line to line.



3 The Nehari manifold

We consider the Nehari minimization problem: for (A, ) € R2\ (0,0),
9)\,;1 = inf{l)\,u(u7v) | (U,U) € N)\,u}

where N, := {(u,v) € E'\ {(0,0)} | <I§\7“(u,v), (u,v)) =0} and

(I (1, 0), (w,0)) = [|(u, 0)||P — /Q (Afful® + pglv) dz — 2/QhIU\“!’U!de- (3.1)

Note that N, contains every nonzero solution of problem (1.1).
Define

<(I))\7H (u7 U)v (u7 U)> = <[$\,,u (u7 U)v (u7 U)>
Then

(@, (u,0), (u,0)) = pll(u, )P — g /Q (A [ul + pglol?) dz — 2o+ B) /Q BJul® ol da.

Moreover, if [ (Af|ul? 4+ pglv|?) dz # 0 and (u,v) € Ny ,, we have

@), (w0) = 0= Do)l = 2a+5 =) [ Hullode. (32
Similarly to the method used in [24], we split V) , into three parts.
N)—:M = {(’LL,’U) € N)\,u | <<I>/)\,u(uvv)7 (U,U)> > O}a

N3y = {(u,0) € Ny | (@, (w,v), (u,0)) = 0};
Ny, = A{@w,v) € Ny [ (@) ,(u,0), (u,0)) <0}
Then, we have the following results

Lemma 3.1. For each (A, ) € ©, we have Ng,u = 0.

Proof. We consider the following two cases

Case 1: (u,v) € Ny, and [, hu|®|v|’dz < 0, we have
/ Flul? + pglol?) da = [[(u, ) [P — 2 / B[l dz > 0.
Q Q

Thus (@), (u,0), (u,0)) = (p — )|, 0)IP — 2(a + 6 — @) f, Wlul* 0[P > 0

and so (u,v) ¢ NRM.

Case 2: (u,v) € N,, and [, hlu|*|v|’dz > 0. Suppose that Ng,u # 0 for all (\,p) €
R?\ (0,0). Then for each (u,v) € N/(\],u’ we have

(@), 0), (u,v)) = (p = Q)| (w, ) [P = 2(a + B —q) /Q hlul*[v]’dz = 0. (3-3)



Thus

2 —
() = 20220 / hu|*|v|’ dz
p—a Jo

and

jg<xfwwq+-umvw>dw::|uunoup—-2jgfwuVvadw

2 _
_ M/ hlu|®[v|dz > 0.
pP—q Q

By the Holder and Sobolev inequalities, we have

R -
[(u, v)[| = [ms p]otp (3.4)
and
at+pf-p P _ P _ 1B gy — q q
a+5_q\|(u,v)\| [[(, v)| 2/Qh|u| |v|”dx /Q(Af|u| + pglol|t) d

< Mo Ml Fass + alllgl o 0170

< (M )7 + (ualligl o) 7] 7 S0 (s 0)].

This implies
+B—q\r 1
e —q\ra » » 75
ol < (575 EEZD) T [0S0 + (ullalor 5] 35)
By (3.4) and (3.5), we have

P p
P P p—q atB | a+B—p _aa+B—q\ pa
A *)p—a + w)p—a| > |——= G p S pP— = ,
I )75+ il 750 2 | B | (57822020
contradicting with the assumption. O

Lemma 3.1 suggests that for each (A, ) € ©, we can write Ny , = N;u U N)\_M.
Next, we define

07 = inf Iy ,(z) and 0y = inf I, ,(2).
A zeNy H AH 2€N;, H

The following Lemma shows that the minimizer on N , is critical point for I ,

Lemma 3.2. For each (A, i) € ©, let (ug,vo) be a local minimizer for Iy, on Ny,

sthen I3, (ug,v0) = 0 in E~L



Proof. Since (uo, vo) is a local minimizer for Iy , on Ny ,, that is (ug,vo) is a solution of

the optimization problem
min{ly ,(u,v) | @) ,(u,v) = 0}.
Then, by the theory of Lagrange multipliers, there exists a constant L € R such that
(I3, (u0, v0), (w0, v0)) = L(®), ,,(u0, v0), (w0, v0))-

Since (ug,vg) ¢ NRM, we have (@i\’u(uo,vo), (ug,vp)) # 0, thus L = 0, this completes the
proof. O

Moreover, we have the following properties about the Nehari manifold N} .

Lemma 3.3. we have
() 1f (u,0) € Ny, then fo (Aflul? + pglol?) dz > 0

(i) If (u,v) € Ny . then Jo Plu|®|v]Pdz > 0

Proof. (i) We consider the following two cases.
Case 1: If [, h|u|*|v|’dz < 0, we have

[ sttt + glol®) da = )P =2 [ Blulofde > .
Case 2: If [, h|u|*|v|’dz > 0, since

o)l = [ Offult+ uglof?y do =2 [ Blul*[of’dz = 0
and
(@) :0)) =l )17 = [ Aflul? + pglol?) do =20+ 3) [ Blul*[of’de > 0
it follows that

0 =a) [ Flul'+ pglef") do =2+ 5= ) | il 'da >0,

which implies

/cvmw+umm%¢u>%ﬁiﬁiﬁ{/mmﬂww$>a

Q p—q Q

(79) We consider the following two cases.
Case 1: If [ (Af|ul? 4 pglv]?) dz = 0, we have

2/hmmm%x:m%mw>a
Q

7



Case 2: If [ (Af|u|?+ pg|v|?) dz # 0, we have
= Dll(w, )" =2(a+ 5 —q) /Q hlul® o)’ dz = (@}, ,(u,v), (u,0)) <0.

Thus [q, hlu|®|v[’dz > 0. O

Lemma 3.4. The following facts hold
(i) If (\, ) € ©, then we have 6, < 9;/1 <0
(¢i If (\,pu) € U, then we have 9/(# > ¢g for some positive constant co depending on

A 1,0, 9, S,

(¢73) The energy functional Iy, is bounded below and coercive on Ny .

Proof. (i) Let (u,v) € Ny

x 0 by (3.2), we have

P q p / a8
——||(u,v)||” > [ hlu|%|v|"dz.

Hence

11 11 .
D) = (5= ) Mol +2 (5 - — ) [ plueplPas

62+ (st

(q—p)(a+B—p)
pq(a+ )

< [[(w, 0)[[P < 0.

Therefore, by the definition of 8 ,, 9;{ w

(i) Let (u,v) € Ny ,, by (3.2), we have

we can deduce that 0, < 9;/1 < 0.

P—q » / al1B
—||(u,v < hlu|%|v|”dz.
2(a+5—q)”( )i A |u|*|v]

By the Holder inequality and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have
_otf
/h|u|a|v|5dm < S [|(u,0)[|*F.
Q
Hence

1
— a+pB \ atB-p _
I(u,v)|| > <mg » ) forall z € Ny, (3.6)



By (3.6), we have

I(uyv) = 2P =2y gy — AF P4

p(a+B) g(a+B)
u<u,v>uq[%n<u,v>np—q “(”‘)q[(wufum) + (gl o) 77) 7 577

>{ OO )75 + (gl )75 554

atfB—p P—4q atg\ a4 P—4q N
pla+ B) <2<a+6—q)5 > }X<2<a+6—q)5 > /

Thus, if (A, ) € ¥, then

/ O flul? + pglol?) de

v

I, >co, forall z € N/\_u’

for some positive constant ¢y = ¢o(A, i, p, q, S).

(¢73) Let (u,v) € Ny, by (3.1), Holder and Sobolev inequality, we have

_athop U, v p_athoa ul? v|?) dx
D) = SEER o)l = SEE [ 3 flul? + pglol®) d
a+p—p p ot B p=t g w0
e th) 1w, 0)[I” = ot )[(MHUHL!Z) + (lulllgll e ) 73] %" 575 | (u, 0) |2,

Since 1 < g < p, then the energy functional I, ,, is bounded below and coercive on N, ,,. [

For each (A, n) € Ny,

_ (p — o) (u, v)||P e
tmax = <2(a+/8_Q)th’U‘a”U’de> > 0.

we write

Then the following Lemma holds.

Lemma 3.5. For each (\, 1) € © and (u,v) € N, , we have

A2
(i) If Jo (Mflul? + pglv|?) de < 0, then there exists a unique (t"u,t"v) > 0 such that
(tTu,t7v) € Ny, and Iy ,(t7u, t7v) = 1{133{[)\7u(tu,t’[)).

(i) If [o (M flul? + pglv|?) dz > 0, then there exist unique 0 <t < tpee < t~, such that
(tTu,tto) € N;:u, (t"u,t7v) € Ny, and Iy ,(tu,tTv) = 0<1£r<11tn Iy, (tu, tv),

Iy (tTu, t7v) = max Iy . (tu, tv).

Proof. Fix (u,v) € Ny by Lemma 3.3, we have [, h|u|®|v|?dz > 0. Let
m(t) = 7=9||(u, )| — 2ta+ﬁ—q/ hul®[v|Pdz, for t > 0.
Q
Clearly, m(0) = 0, m(t) - —o0 as t — co. Since

m/(t) = (p — )"~ (w,0)||P = 2(a+ B — q)tetPI / hlul*[v|’dz,
Q

9



we have that m(t) is increasing for ¢ € [0, tynaz ), decreasing for ¢ € (¢4, +00) and achieves

its maximum at t,,,,. Moreover,

_ (p— @)ll(u, ) AR
mitnes) = (e meps) ol

( ) (u, v) [P .
p—q)|(u,v aFF=p a8
-2 hlul®|v|P dx
<ﬂa+ﬁ—®kﬂWWWWm> A el

at+B—q

a+ﬁ—p>< a5 p—gq >ﬁ%ﬁ
atf—q ) '

2HWqu< 2(a+pB—q

That is

a+f—p a8 p—gq e
M (tmaz) > [|(u,v)||? <m> <S P m) : (3.7)

(i) If [ (\flul? 4+ pglv|?) dz < 0, by the property of m(t), there is a unique ¢~ > t,40
such that m(t™) = [, (Af|u|? + pg|v|?) dz and m/(t7) < 0.

Since

(@)t 0), (w7 0)) = (p— @) (P (o) [P — 2+ B — )t /Q Bl ol da
(3.8)

= () (0 - D) (w0 = 20+ B - q)(t_)‘”ﬁ‘q_l/ h\U!a\v\ﬁdw]
Q
=)/ (t7) <0

and

(B (600 (0} = (o)l = )0 [ Ol + pglefy o =200 [ blulofds
— () [(t—>p—qu<u,v>up — [l + pghl) s — 2y [ h\ur“rvrﬁdx}
= (t7)? [m(t‘)—/Q(Af|u|q+yg|v|‘I)d4 =0.

Thus (t7u,t"v) € Ny .
For t > t;42, by (3.8), we know

(0 — Q|| 0)|P — 2+  — g)to*? /Q Bl dz < o.
When tz € N ,, we have

(0[P — 197 /Q (flul? + juglol?) do — 2o+5-P /Q B[] dz = 0

10



and

d? _ _ atpB— a
Dt to) = =12, o) == [ (Jal? + pglol®) do=2(at5-16"2 | Bjul*|of’de.

Consequently, %I,\,u(tu,tv) =97t/ (t) < 0.

Since
d
Dt to) = 7w o) = 670 [ O fluft 4 pgloft)de 261 [ blal?ofda,
Q Q

We have %1, ,(tu,tv) =0 for t =t~. Thus, I, ,(t"2) = ng(IA,u(tz).
(i) If [, (Aflul? + pgl|v|9) dz > 0.

Since
m(0) =0 < / A flul? + pglol) de
Q
< [OMIF N e ) 757 + (alllgl o) 7271555 (s 0)

a+pB—p athb P—4 =
<ol (SE222) (5% 221 )

< m(tmam) for (/\nu) €0,
therefore, there are unique ¢+ and ¢~ such that 0 < t7 < tae <t

m(t+) = /Q (M Jul? + puglol) d = m(t™)

and

m/(tT) > 0>m/(t7).
Thus, by the same arguments as (i), we have (tTu,ttv) € NIH, (t"u,t7v) € Ny,
Iy, (tu, t7v) > 1) ,(tu, tv) > Iy, (tTu, tTo) for each ¢ € [t1,¢7] and I ,(tTu,t7v) <
I ,(tu, tv) for each t € [0,t7].
That is

+o 4tg) — ; ) —
Iy, (tTu,t v)—0<£r<11t]7amzl,\,u(tu,tv), Iy, (t"u,t v)—rilzagcl,\,u(tu,tv).

4  Existence of Palais-Smale sequence

Definition 4.1. We say that (up,v,) € E is a (PS). sequence in E for Iy,, if
Dy(tn,vn) = ¢+ 0n(1) and I} (up,vn) = on(l) strongly in E~' asn — oo. If any
(PS). sequence in E for Iy, admits a convergent subsequence, we say that Iy, satisfies
the (PS). condition.

11



First, we will use the idea of Tarantello [23] to get the following results.

Lemma 4.2. Let z = (u,v) and (A\,u) € O, then for each z € Ny, there erists
r > 0 and a differentiable function & : B(0,r) C E — R such that £(0) = 1 and
£(m)(z —m) € Ny, for every m € B(0,r). Let
)P 2 — _
-y [ MU0l ) o),

o=y

/\U — v (v(z) — v(y y)ma(@) = ma@)) 4

o=y
Ty := q/ (A flul?2umy + pg|v|?2vms) dz,
Q

T3 := 2/ <ah|u|a_2um1|v|ﬁ + 5h|u|a|v|5_2vm2) dx,
Q

then
€O = G =20a + = 5 TP -y
holds for all m € E.
Proof. For z € Ny, define a function F : R x E — R by
F.(§9) <IM(§(2—q)) (= —q))
gp/ (u(@) — @ |$)_ ﬁg) _%(y))'pd;pdwgp/@ |(v(z) —Q2(|z))_—y|iv+(pys) —Q2(y))|”dxdy

¢ / (M flu— q1]? + pglo — gol?) dr — 2605 / Bl — 1o — go)da.
Q

Then, F(1,0) = (I} ,(u,v), (u,v)) = 0 and by Lemma 3.1, we have Ng = 0.
That is
dF,(1,0 .
T bl o)l —a [ (el + pglol®) do —2a -+ 5) [ blul*(ofda

= (p— Dl )| - 2+ 5 —q) /Q Bl |vlPd # 0.

According to the implicit function theorem, there exist » > 0 and a differentiable function
¢ : B(0,r) C E — R" such that £(0) = 1 and (4.1) holds. Moreover, F,(£(m),m) = 0
holds for all m € B(0,r) is equivalent to (I} ,({(m)(z —m)),&(m)(z —m)) = 0 for all
m € B(0,r). That is {(m)(z —m) € Ny . O

Lemma 4.3. Let z = (u,v) and (\,pu) € O, then for each z € Ny there exists
r > 0 and a differentiable function ¢~ @ B(0,r) C E — Rt such that £ (0) = 1 and
£ (m)(z —m) € Ny, for every m € B(0,r) and formula (4.1) holds.

12



Proof. Similar to the argument in Lemma 4.2, there exists » > 0 and a differentiable
function £~ : B(0,r) C E — R* such that {7 (0) = 1 and £~ (m)(z —m) € N, for every
m € B(0,r) and formula (4.1) holds. Since

@hul2):2) = 0= Dl )P =2a+5=0) [ Hullol’de <0,
by the continuity of function @) . and £, we have
(@), (6 (m) (2 —m)), &= (m) (= —m))
= (= llE(m)e = m)I? = 2a+ 8= a) [ HE () = m)i[*I(E (m)(z = m)ald <o
This implies that £~ (m)(z — m) € Ny . O

Lemma 4.4. The following facts hold:
(4) If (\, 1) € ©, then there is a (PS), ,-sequence {2} = {(un,vn)} C Ny for Iy,
(i) If (\, ) € U, then there is a (PS)Q; -sequence {zn} = {(un,vn)} C Ny, for Iy .
s ’

Proof. (1) By Lemma 3.4(iii) and Ekeland Variational Principle [12], there exists a mini-

mizing sequence {z,} C Ny, such that
1
Iy u(zn) <Oy, + - (4.2)
1
Du(zn) < Dyp(w) + —fw = znfl, ¥ w € Ny

By taking n large, from Lemma 3.4(i), we have 6, , < 0, thus

1 1 1 1
1 n) =(—— n,Un)||P — (= — A, |? nl?) d 4.3
wilen) = = =M v P = & = ) [ Ol + gl o (43
1 0y
<9A’“+E<Tu'
This implies
q(a+B) /
—— O, < Mlupl? + pglop|?) dx 4.4
Sat B Q(fl |+ nglon|?) (4.4)

P P P—gq

<[ )77 + (elllgl o) 7715 S5 [ (um, wa) 1

Consequently, z, # 0 and putting together (4.3), (4.4) and the Holder inequality, we

obtain

g(a + B) B 215 e ‘
[ (tim; o) > —m%,u[(lx\l\lﬂlw)f’ + ([ulllgll o) ] 5] :
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and

1

pla+ B —q) 2 2 =g g e
oo 7 LIl )75 + gl )75] 7 ] |

Now, we will show that

(s )| < [ (45)

HIf\,u(Zn)HEfl —0 as n— +oo.

Applying Lemma 4.2 to z,, we can obtain the function &, : B(0,r,) C E — R* such that
£n(0) = 1 and &,(m)(z, —m) € Ny, for every m € B(0,ry,). Taking 0 < p <7y, let w € E
with w # 0 and put m* = £, We set m, = &,(m*)(z, —m*), then m, € N ,.

flwl]

By (4.2), we have
1

Du(mp) = Iy u(zn) = _gHmp — zn|-

By the Mean Value Theorem, we get
1
<Ig\,u(2n)amp = zn) +o(|lmp — zp[) = _EHmp — 2.

Thus, we have

(I pu(2n), =) + (En(m™) = (I3, (2n), 20 — ") = —%Hmp = 2nl| + o(llmy = zal))-

(4.6)

From &,(m*)(z, —m*) € Ny, and (4.6), we obtain

1
I (o) o)+ (€)= DU (o) = T3 mg), 20— 12%) 2 =y = all + ol = 2]

So, we get
(e, 2y < I =zl ol =) W
Tl np ;
+ =D o) = im0 — )
Since
Iy — 2all < pln ()] + 160 (m*) = 11l tm, 00
and N .
tiy 2 =1 < 1 o),

If we let p — 0 in (4.7) for fixed n € N, then by (4.5) we can find a constant C' > 0,
independent of p such that

Catigon.

(I (z0), ﬁ> <

14



Thus, we are done once we show that [|£/,(0)|| is uniformly bounded. By (4.1), (4.5) and
Hoélder inequality, we have
- Cillm]
== )l (wn, va) [P = 2( + B = ) Jo Plun|*|vn|Pdz|
for some C7 > 0. We only need to show that

[(€5,(0),m)

(0 — )l (e o) — 2+ B — q) /Q Blutn | [0n|dz| > C,

for some Cy > 0 and n large enough. We argue by contradiction. Assume that there exists

a subsequence z, such that
(0= a0l =2+ 5 =a) [ Hual*lonlde = 0,(1), (48)
By (4.8) and the fact that z, € N) ,, we have
o)l = 2L b P+ 001)
p—q Q

and

a+6—q

[ (i, o) [P = /Q(/\flunlq + pglon|?) dz + 0n(1).

a+b—2
When n is large enough, by the Hélder and Sobolev inequalities, we have
P—q atf 1
Uy, Up)|| = [=———=5 » |otp-» 4.9
I(un vl 2 (B 8 (49)
and
L un, vl = [ (Al + gl
a+f—q 0

< AN Lo Mnl Zavs + gl o llonllZass
_pP_ _p P79 _ 4
< [AMIA L) 7= + (ulllgll Lo ) e=a] 757 (| (un, va) |
This implies

_aa+f—q
< p_— - 00 -
| (s, vn) || < <S atfB—p

By (4.9) and (4.10), we have

D p
_p_ _p_ pP—q atp | a¥B—p _ga+5_q “p—q
(A1) 7 + alllgll o) 77) > [275 2 } (s 7> ,

>ﬂ (M) 7T + (lallgll o )77). (4.10)

(a+B—4q) a+f—p

contradicting the assumption, that is

w C
I —) < —.
< )\,,u(zn)v HwH> =n
This completes the proof of (1).
Similarly, by Lemma 4.3, we can prove (ii), we omit the details here. O
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Lemma 4.5. If {z,} C E is a (PS).-sequence for I ,, then {z,} is bounded in E.

Proof. Let z, = (un,v,) C E be a (PS).sequence for Iy ,, suppose by contradiction that

|(tn, V)| = 400 as n — +oo. Let

" e | (tn, vn) | ”(unavn)H7 | (wn, vn) |l

We may assume that z, — 2 = (u,v) in E. By the compact embedding theorem, we know
Un(-,0) — u(-,0) and v,(-,0) — v(-,0) strongly in L"(€2) for all 1 < r < 2*. Thus, by

Hoélder inequality and Dominated convergence theorem, we have
Ol + pafl do = | P+ gl do -+ ou().

Since {z,} is a (PS).-sequence for Iy , and ||(u,,v,)| — 400, we have

1 ’ﬂn(‘r) — an(y)‘p 1 ’rljn(x) — 6n(y)‘p
—/Q dxdy + ]_7/62 dxdy (4.11)

p |z — y[rrs

- b B2 o+ gl d

a+pB—p
2H(u"2}i£ /h |u | |Un|6d$—0n( )
and
@nlz) — / [on(2) = On()I”
4.12
[ )= ‘n+ps P ey + _WHDS dady (4.12)

~ o) 77 | A&l + pg(a)f ) do
- 2||(umvn)\lo‘+ﬁ_p/ h(z)[in|* [0, da = 0,,(1)
Q
Combining (4.11) and (4.12), as n — oo, we obtain

/W) IO, / Oul2) = 5 5 (4.13)
Q Q

’x—y’n-‘f-ps ‘x—y‘n-l-ps
_ %”(umvn)”q—p/g()\f(x)\'dn\q + 1g(@)[T]9) dz + on(1),.

Since 1 < g < p and ||(un, vy)| = +00 as n — 400, (4.13) implies

i () - 7a(a) = Tl
i [ S

Q le-
Which contradicts the fact that [|Z,|| = 1 for any n > 1. O

dxdy — 0.
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5 Local minimization problem
Now, we establish the existence of a local minimum for I , on N ;r -

Theorem 5.1. Let (A, p) € ©, then Iy, has a local minimizer z* in N;r“ satisfying
(1) Dnu(2) = Ox = 03 5

(11) 2t is a nontrivial solution of (1.1).

Proof. By (i) of Lemma 4.4 there exists a minimizing sequence {z,} = {(un,vy)} for I ,

in N, , such that
Iu(zn) = O+ 0n(1) and Iy ,(2n) = 0n(1) in E~L (5.1)

By Lemma 3.4, Lemma 4.5 and the compact imbedding theorem, we know there is a

subsequence, still denoted by {z,} and 2T = (u™,v") € E such that
up — ut v, = ot weakly in X5(Q),
Up — T v, =0T, srongly in L™(Q) for all 1 <r < 2*.
As n — oo, by Holder inequality and Dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

/ (M lunl? + pglon|?) do = / (AFut1 + pglo*[?) di + o (1) (5.2)
Q Q

and
/h\unya\vn\ﬁdx:/h\u+\ayv+yﬁdx+on(1). (5.3)
Q Q

First, we claim that [, (Aflu®|? + pglvT|?) dz # 0, we argue by contradiction, then we
have [o (Af|un|? + pglvn|?) de — 0 as n — oo. Thus

[t 0n) [P = 2/Qh|un|“|vn|ﬁd$+0n(1)

and
Do) = Sl vl = [ Bl +0u(1)
(ot :
- (2= ) Nl + ut)

This contradicts Iy ,(z,) — 0x, <0 as n — oo.

Now, we claim 27 is a nontrivial solution of (1.1). From (5.1), (5.2) and (5.3), we know
2T is a weak solution of (1.1). From z, € Ny ,, we have

a+pB—p
pla+5)

_atB-q

([ (s vi) P g+ B)

I () = /Q A flunl? + pglon|®) de. (5.4)
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That is
q q — q(a—I_ﬁ_p) p
[ sl + gl de = LELEE )7 -

Let n — oo in (5.5), by (5.1), (5.2) and 6, , < 0, we have

q(a+ B)

. f u(zn)- (5.5)

+|q +1q >_q7(oz+ﬁ)
/Q()\f\u |7+ pglv ])dx_ a+ﬁ—qe>"“>0'

Therefore, z* € N, , is a nontrival solution of (1.1). Next, we show that z, — 2™ strongly
in E and I ,(2") =0 ,. Since 27 € Ny, then by (5.4), we obtain

O < D) = SEEZR Nt )P = SEEZL | (a4 gl ) do (56)

pla+p) (a+5)
.. fa+B—p a+ﬂ—q/ )
<liminf | ——||(up, vp)||P — ——— Alun|? 4+ pnglv,|?) dz
mint (SR )l = SIS | 0l + o)
. (a+B—p a+ﬂ—q/ >
< lim [ —————||(up, vn)||P — M lun|? + uglv,|?) dx
i (S EE w017 = SIS [l + gl
S nh—>n;o I)\”u(zn) = 9)\7“.
This inplies that Iy ,(z%) = 6), and li_}rn | (wn,vn)||P = [(u™,v")|P. Hence z, — 27

srongly in F.
Finially, we claim that 2™ € Ny + . Assume by contradiction that 2™ € Ny ,.» then by
Lemma 3.5, there exist unique tl and t,, such that t{(z7) € N;' , t(z7) € Ny, In
particular, we have tl < t; = 1. Since
2
(:Cllt Lt 2T) =0 and th
there exists t] < t* < t] such that I, ,(t]2") < I, ,(t*27). By Lemma 3.5, we have

IAu(tii_Z-i_) > 0,

IA,u(tii—Z—i_) < I)\,u(t*z+) < IA,u(tfz—i_) = I)\,u(z+)’

a contraction. Since Iy ,(z%) = Iy ,([u™|,[vT|) and (JuT],|vT]) € Ny, by Lemma 3.2, we

obtain that zT is a nontrivial solution of (1.1). O

Next, we establish the existence of a local minimum for I, , on N, -

Theorem 5.2. Let (\, i) € ¥, then Iy, has a local minimizer 2~ in N)\_M satisfying

(Z) I)\”u(z_) = ng,
(ii) z~ is a nontrivial solution of (1.1).

Proof. By (ii) of Lemma 4.4 there exists a minimizing sequence {z,} = {(un,v,)} for I) ,

in N):H such that

Du(zn) =0y, +on(1) and If\M(zn) =on(1) in E7L.
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By Lemma 3.4 (i7i), Lemma 4.5 and the compact imbedding theorem, we know there is a

subsequence, still denoted by {z,} and 2~ = (u™,v™) € N such that
Up — U™, v, = v, weakly inX§(2),
Up — U, vy, = v, srongly inL"(Q) for all 1 <r < 2%
As n — oo, by Holder inequality and Dominated convergence theorem, we obtain
[ \ftualt+ oty do = [ (174 nglo™ (1) do -+ 0,(1)
and

/h\unya\vn\ﬁdx:/h\u—\ayv—yﬁda;+on(1).
Q Q

First, we claim that [, (Aflu™|7 4 pglv™|7) dx # 0, suppose by contradiction, then we
have [o, (Aflun|? + pglvg|?) dz — 0 as n — co. Thus

|ty 0a) 7 = 2 / Blttn|® w30+ 0n(1)
Q
and
Tnp(2n) = | (im0 >\|2—i/h<:c>|u onlPdi + o (1)
)‘71" n p ny ¥n O[—i—ﬁ Q n n n

B <119 - aiﬁ) 1t ) 7 + 0n (1)

This contradicts Iy ,(z,) — 0x, <0 as n — oo.

Now, we prove that z, — 2z~ strongly in F. Othercase, we have
I )P = [ i+ lo™17) do =2 [ bl P
gliminf<||(un,vn)||p—/ ()\f|un|q—|—ug|vn|q)d:ﬁ—2/ h|un|a|vn|ﬁdx>
< lim <||(un,vn)||p—/ ()\f|un|q—|—ug|vn|q)d:ﬁ—2/ h|un|a|vn|ﬁdx> _ 0,
Which contradicts 2= € Ny r Hence z,, — 2~ strongly in E. This implies

Dou(zn) = Duu(z7) =05, as n— +o0.

Since Iy, (27) = Lyu(lu™,v7]) and [u™,v7| € Ny, by Lemma 3.2, we have 2~ is a

nontrivial solution of (1.1). O
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6

Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

Now, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

Proof. For (A, u) € ©, by Theorem 5.1, system (1.1) admits at least one nontrivial solution
2t e N;M. By Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.2, we obtain that for (A, u) € ¥, system (1.1)

admits at least two nontrivial solutions z* and 2z~ such that z™ € N ;’ RS Ny e Since

N;M N N;u =), then 2" and 2~ are distinct solutions of syetem (1.1). O
References
[1] C.O. Alves, D.C. de Morais Filho and M.A.S. Souto, On systems of elliptic equations

[10]

involving subcritical or critical Sobolev exponents, Nonlinear Anal., 42 (2000), no. 5,
T71-787.

B. Barrios, E. Colorado, A. de Pablo and U. Sdnchez, On some critical problems
for the fractional Laplacian operator, J. Differential Equations, 252 (2012), no. 11,
6133-6162.

C. Brindle, E. Colorado, A. de Pablo and U. Sanchez, A concave-convex elliptic
problem involving the fractional Laplacian, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 143
(2013), no. 1, 39-71.

X. Cabré, Y. Sire, Nonlinear equations for fractional Laplacians, I: Regularity, maxi-
mum principles, and Hamiltonian estimates, Ann. Inst. H. Poincar Anal. Non Linaire,
31 (2014), no. 1, 23-53.

L. Caffarelli, L. Silvestre, An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian,
Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 32 (2007), no. 7-9, 1245-1260.

L. Caffarelli, J. Roquejoffre and Y. Sire, Variational problems with free boundaries
for the fractional Laplacian, J. Fur. Math. Soc., 12 (2010), no. 5, 1151-1179.

A. Capella, J. Davila, L. Dupaigne and Y. Sire, Regularity of radial extremal solutions
for some non-local semilinear equations, Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 36
(2011), no. 8, 1353-1384.

W. Chen, S. Deng, The Nehari manifold for a fractional p-Laplacian system involving
concave-convex nonlinearities, Nonlinear Anal. Real World Appl., 27 (2016), 80-92.

B. Cheng, X. Tang, New existence of solutions for the fractional p-Laplacian equations
with sign-changing potential and nonlinearity, Mediterr. J. Math., 13 (2016), no. 5,
3373-3387.

E. Colorado, A. de Pablo and U. Sanchez, Perturbations of a critical fractional equa-
tion, Pacific J. Math., 271 (2014), no. 1, 65-85.

20



[11]

[12]

[13]

E. Di Nezza, G. Palatucci and E. Valdinoci, Hitchhikers guide to the fractional
Sobolev spaces, Bull. Sci. Math., 136 (2012), no. 5, 521-573.

I. Ekeland, On the variational principle, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 47 (1974), no. 2,
324-353.

S. Goyal, K. Sreenadh, Nehari manifold for non-local elliptic operator with concave-
convex nonlinearities and sign-changing weight functions, Proceedings - Mathematical
Sciences, 125 (2015), no. 4, 545-558.

X. He, M. Squassina and W. Zou, The Nehari manifold for fractional systems involving
critical nonlinearities, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 15 (2016), no. 4, 1285-1308.

J. Marcos, D. Ferraz, Concentration-compactness principle for nonlocal scalar field
equations with critical growth, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 449 (2017), no. 2, 1189-1228.

A. Mellet, S. Mischler and C. Mouhot, Fractional diffusion limit for collisional kinetic
equations, Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. , 199 (2011), no. 2, 493-525.

X. Ros-Oton, Nonlocal elliptic equations in bounded domains: a survey, Publ. Mat.,
60 (2016), no. 1, 3-26.

R. Servadei, E. Valdinoci, Mountain Pass solutions for non-local elliptic operators, J.
Math. Anal. Appl., 389 (2012), no. 2, 887-898.

R. Servadei, E. Valdinoci, Variational methods for non-local operators of elliptic type,
Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 33 (2013), no. 5, 2105-2137.

R. Servadei, E. Valdinoci, The Brezis-Nirenberg result for the fractional Laplacian,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 367 (2015), no. 1, 67-102.

R. Servadei, E. Valdinoci, A Brezis-Nirenberg result for non-local critical equations
in low dimension, Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 12 (2013), no. 6, 2445-2464.

L. Silvestre, Regularity of the obstacle problem for a fractional power of the Laplace
operator, Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 60 (2007), no. 1, 67-112.

G. Tarantello, On nonhomogeneous elliptic involving critical Sobolev exponent, Ann.
Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire, 9 (1992), no. 3, 281-304.

T.F. Wu, On semilinear elliptic equations involving concave-convex nonlinearities and
sign-changing weight functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 318 (2006), no. 1, 253-270.

X. Zheng, J. Wang, Symmetry results for systems involving fractional Laplacian,
Indian J. Pure Appl. Math., 45 (2014), no. 1, 39-51.

21



	1 Introduction
	2  Preliminaries 
	3  The Nehari manifold 
	4  Existence of Palais-Smale sequence 
	5  Local minimization problem 
	6 Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

