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1 Introduction

We consider the following system of coupled Schrodinger equations
—Au+Vi(z)u= fi(u) — [ulT2u+ Xz)v  inQ,
—Av + Vo(z)v = fo(v) — |[v]97 20 4+ A(z)u in Q, (1.1)
u=v=>0 on 012,
where Q C RY is a bounded domain or 2 = RY. Solutions of (1.1) describe standing waves of the
following nonlinear time-dependent system
i = — AU+ Vi(2)¥ — f1(V) + [T[9720 + Nz)®  (t,2) ER x
192 = —AD + Vo(2)® — fo(®) + [D[1720 + ()T (t,z) € R x Q.
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The studying of the existence of standing waves for nonlinear Schrédinger equations arises in various
branches of mathematical physics and nonlinear topics (see eg. [13,14,17,23,26,30] and references
therein). Recently many papers have been devoted to the study of standing waves of the Schrodinger
equation and of the system of Schrédinger equations (see eg. [2,3,6-11,15,16,18,19,21,22,24, 25,
29,34] and references therein).

Recently, J. Peng, S. Chen and X. Tang ([28]) studied semiclassical states of a similar system

—2Au+ a(z)u = [ulP~2u + p(z)v in RV,
—&2Av + b(x)v = [v|P~ 20 + p(z)u in RV,
u,v € HY(RY),

where a,b,p € C(RY) and ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small. J. M. do O and J. C. de Albuquerque

considered a similar system to (1.1) in R:

{ (=) 2u+ Vi(z)u = fi(u) + A(z)v  inR,
(—A) 20+ Va(z)o = fo(v) + Mz)u  inR,

but with the square root of the Laplacian (—A)'/? and f; with exponential critical growth (see [12]).
Similar systems were also considered in [1,20,35], see also references therein.

Our aim is to provide existence and multiplicity results using classical techniques in the presence
of external, positive potentials and sign-changing nonlinearities. We show that under classical
assumption (V2) on A and in the presence of nonlinearities like g(x,u) = |u|P~2u — |u|9~%u, where

2 < q < p < 2* classical techniques can be applied. We assume that
(F1) for i € {1,2}, f; € C}(R) is such that
|fl(u)| < c(1+ [ulP™2) for all u € R,
where 2 < g < p < 2" := ]\2,—1172; in particular the inequality
|fi(w)| < (1 +|uP™?) for all u € R,
also holds for some ¢ > 0;
(F2) fi(u) =o(u) as u — 0;

(F3) ITZ(‘Z) — 00 as |u| — oo;

(F4) ﬁg@l is increasing on (—o0,0) and on (0, c0);
(F5) fi(—u) = —fi(u) for all uw € R.
Observe that in view of (F4) we can easily show that

0 < qFi(u) < fi(u)u (1.2)

for any u € R.

We impose the following conditions on potentials



(V1) for ¢ € {1,2}, essinfycq Vi(z) > 0 and V; € L>(Q);
(V2) A(z) > 0 is measurable and satisfies

Mz) < 5/ Va(a)Va(z)
for some 0 < § < 1.
For Q = RY we assume additionaly that
(V3) Vi, Vo, A are ZN-periodic.

Observe that functions u — f1(u)—|u|9"2u, u + fo(u)—|u|?"2u don’t need to satisfy the Ambrosetti-
Rabinowitz-type condition on the whole real line R, e.g. take fi(u) = fo(u) = |u[P~2u. However
such a condition is satisfied for sufficiently large u, see Lemma 4.2.

We provide the following results in the case of bounded 2.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (F1)-(F5) and (V1)-(V2) hold, and Q C RY is a bounded domain.
Then there exists a ground state solution (ug,vo) of (1.1), i.e. a critical point (ug,vo) of the energy

functional J being minimizer on the Nehari manifold
N = {(u,v) € Hy(Q) x Hy()\ {(0,0)} : J'(u,v)(u,v) =0},
where J is given by (2.1). Moreover ug, vy > 0.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (F1)-(F5) and (V1)-(V2) hold, and Q C RY is a bounded domain.

Then there is a sequence of solutions (uy,v,) such that
T (Up,vn) = 00 asn — oo,
where J is given by (2.1).
We also obtain the following existence and multiplicity results in the case Q = RV,

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (F1)-(F4) and (V1)-(V3) hold, and Q = RN. Then there exists a
ground state solution (ug,vo) of (1.1), i.e. a critical point (ug,vg) of the energy functional J being

minimizer on the Nehari manifold
N = {(u,v) € H'RY) x H'RY)\{(0,0)} : T'(u,v)(u,v) = 0},
where J is given by (2.1). Moreover u,v € C(RY) and there are constants C,a > 0 such that
[u(@)] + [o(z)| < CemeW.
Theorem 1.4. Assume that (F1)-(F5) and (V1)-(V8) hold, and Q = RN . Then there are infinitely
many pairs (£u, £v) of solutions which are geometrically distinct.

We recall that solutions (u1,v1), (u2,ve) € HY(RN)x HY(RYN) are geometrically distinct if O(uq,v1)N
O(ug,v2) = 0, where

O(u,v) = {(u(- —2),0(- —2)) : z€Z"}
is the orbit of (u,v) € HY(RY) x H*(RY) under the action of (Z",+). Obviously, in view of (V3),

if (u,v) is a solution then the whole orbit O(u,v) consists of solutions.



Remark 1.5. Very similar results to Theorems 1.8 and 1.4 can be obtained in the same way for

the system of fractional equations
(—A)*2u+Vi(z)u= fi(u) — [ul72u+ Nz)v  inRY,
(=220 + Va(z)v = fo(v) — 0|7 20+ A(z)u  in RV,
(u,v) € HY/2(RN) x HY?(RN).
Our paper is organized as follows. The second section contains used notations and some preliminary

facts about nonlinearities, potentials and properties of the Nehari manifold. Sections 3, 4, 5 and 6

contain proofs of main results - Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 respectively.

2 Notations and preliminary facts

Let
E = H}(Q) x H} ()
and
(o) = [fullf +[v]3,  (u,0) € E,
where

||u\|?:/Q|Vu|2dx+/QVi(x)u2d:E, i€ {1,2}.

Recall that in the case Q = RY we have H{(Q) = HY(RY).
The energy functional 7 : E — R is given by

1 1
J(u,v) = 3 <H(u,v)|]2 - 2/ A(x)uw dw) — / Fi(u) + Fy(v)dx + g/ lul? + |v|? dx. (2.1)
Q Q Q
It is classical to check that J € C(E) and critical points of J are weak solutions of (1.1). Let

N = {(u,v) € E\{(0,0)} : J'(u,v)(u,v) = 0}.

Lemma 2.1. For s # 0 there holds

fl(s)s* — fi(s)s > (¢ — 2)fi(s)s, i€ {1,2}. (2.2)
Proof. Let ¢;(s) := |§‘i§f)1 for s > 0 and in view of (F4) we have
dp;(s)
s > 0.
Hence
fils)s™ = (g = 1)fi(s)s"2 > 0
for s > 0. So

fi(s)s® — fi(s)s = (a —2) fi(s)s > 0
and the conclusion follows for s > 0. Suppose now that s < 0. Then —s > 0 and
Fi(=8)(=8)? = fi(=5)(=s) — (a = 2) fi(=5)(=5) > 0
which implies that
fi(s)s* = fi(s)s — (a—2) fi(s)s > 0,
since (F5) holds. O



Lemma 2.2. There holds
o)l =2 [ AMajuwds > (1= 8)]w )] 2.3)
Proof. For any (u,v) € E we have
—2/9)\(a:)uv dx > —25/Q V Vi (@) Va(x)|uv| de > —6 </Q Vi(x)u? d +/QV2(33)02 da:) .

Hence

UU2— X )uv axr — UU2.
I, ) 2/QA<> dz > (1 - 8)|(u,v)]

Lemma 2.3. N C E is a C'-manifold.
Proof. Define
E(u,0) = T (u,0) (u,0) = || (u,0) |2 = Q/QA(SU)UU dx — /Q Si(wudz — /Qf2(v)v dz 4 |ulf + |v[].
Obviously N = £-1({0}) \ {(0,0)}. For (u,v) € N one has, using (2.2) and (2.3)
€ (u, 0) (1, v) = 2| 0)]* 4/Q Az da
— [ Syt fiwp da— [ fato)o+ (00 do + alulg + alol

= — /Q fi(wu? = fi(u)yude — /Qfé(’v)’v2 — fow)vdz + (q = 2)|ulf + (¢ — 2)[v[]

<~a=2) [ Aude—(a=2) | po)vde+a =2l + @ = 2)l;

~ (a2 (Julf + o~ [ St Rwuds) <o.
Therefore 0 is a regular value of ¢ and ¢~1({0}) \ {(0,0)} = N is a C'-manifold. O
Lemma 2.4. For every € > 0 there is C: > 0 such that

|Ei(s)| + 1 fi(s)s| < els|* + Cclsl?,

where i € {1,2}.
Proof. The inequality follows immediately from (F1), (F2) and (F5). O

Lemma 2.5. There holds

inf , >p>0.
(u}vgeNH(u v =p

Proof. Suppose that (uy,,v,) € N is such that

[[(n, va) || = 0.



Hence ||uy|l1 — 0 and ||v,]|2 — 0. In view of (2.3)
(1= 8| (s v)II* < [t v * — 2/Q>\($)unvn do = /Qf1(un)un + fo(vn)vn dz — Jun[§ — [vnl]
< /Qfl(un)un—kfg(vn)vnda:.
Thus

1
H(umvn)Hz < 15 /Q J1(un)un + fa(vp)vpde < C (5||un‘|% + CeuunH? + 5HUn||% + CsHUan)

= C (ell(un, v) I + Cellunllf + Celv]h) -
Choose € > 0 such that 1 —eC > 0. Then

p p D D
(1—-eC) < Caw =C. < H2UnH1 -+ ||2Un||2 2)
[[(uns on )| [unlli 4 llvallz — llunlly + l[onllz

< Ce (Jlunllf™ + onl8™) =0

- a contradiction. m
Lemma 2.6. Suppose that (ug,vg) € N is a critical point of j‘/\/ : N = R. Then J'(up,vo) = 0.

Proof. Let
€(u,v) == T (u,v)(u,v).

Since (ug,v9) € N is a critical point of J N there exists a Lagrange multiplier u € R such that
J' (uo, v0) — €' (ug, vo) = 0.

Thus
0 = J'(uo,vo)(uo,v0) = p&' (ug, vo)(uo, vo).

Taking into account that &’(ug, vo)(ug,vg) < 0 (see the proof of Lemma 2.3) we get u = 0 and

T (ug,v0) = p€' (ug, vo) = 0.

Lemma 2.7. For every (u,v) € E'\ {(0,0)} there is a unique t > 0 such that
(tu,tv) e N
and J (tu, tv) = maxg>o J (su, sv).
Proof. Take any (u,v) € E'\ {(0,0)} and consider the function
o(t) == J(tu, tv)

for ¢ > 0. Obviously ¢(0) = 0 and

t2 ¢
o(t) = —=||(u,v)||* - t2/ Ax)uv dx — / Fi(tu) + Fa(tv) de + —/ |ul? + |v]? da.
2 0 0 q Ja



In view of (F3) we have ¢(t) - —oo as t — co. Using Lemma 2.4 and (2.3) we gets

o(t) > OF

for sufficiently small ¢ > 0. Hence there is a maximum point .y of t — J(tu,tv) in the interval

(0,00). While ¢ is of C!-class for such ty,, we have
0 = ¢ (tmax) = I’ (tmaxt, tmaxv) (u, v).

Hence (tmaxt, tmaxv) € N. In order to show the uniquencess it is enough to show that for

(u,v) € N the point ¢ = 1 is the unique maximum of ¢. For (u,v) € N and ¢ > 0 we compute
S (1) =t (u, v)|2 275/ MNa)uw dz — / fultu)u + fo(to)o dz + tq—l/ [l + [o]¢ da
/ fi(u)tu — f1(tu)udx +/ fa(v)tv — fo(tv)vdr + (t971 — / |ul? + |v]? dx
For t > 1 we have 91 —¢ > 0 and in view of (2.3) we have
0< (=D))< [ fituyu+ fatw)ude = ulg + o

and therefore

/|u|q—|—|v|qu</fl(u)u—I—fz(v)vd:p
Q Q

Combining (2.4) with (2.5) under assumption that ¢t > 1 we get

any

(2.4)

/fl Jtu — fi(tu) uda:+/f2 (v)tv — fa(tv)vdx + (t1 1 /fl Ju+ fa(v)vdz

= / 97 i (w)u — fr(tu)uds + / 17 fo(v)v — fo(tv)vdz <0,
Q Q
since (F4) holds. Similarly ¢'(¢) > 0 for ¢ € (0,1) and the proof is completed.

Define the ground state energy level as

c:= inf J(u,v).
(u,v)eEN

Lemma 2.8. There holds
c>0.

Proof. Take (u,v) € N and taking (1.2) and (2.3) into account, we see that

> 1

J(u,v) > <H(u,v)|]2 — 2/9)\(95)1“) da:) — é/ﬁfl(u)u + fo(v)vdz + é /Q |ul? + |v]? dx

_ (% - é) <||(u,v)||2 —2/9)\(x)uv dm) > <% - é) (1= 8)l|(u, )|

Hence the statement follows by Lemma 2.5.

[\



Remark 2.9. Observe that from the inequality

T > (5= ) A= olwol?

it follows that J is coercive, i.e. {(tun,vn)}n>1 CN and ||(un,vy,)| — oo imply that
T (U, Uy) — 0.

Remark 2.10. In view of the coercivity of J on N, any sequence {(un,vpn)}n>1 C N such that
T (Up,, vp) — ¢ is bounded in E.

3 Existence of a ground state in a bounded domain

By Ekeland’s variational principle there is a Palais-Smale sequence on NV, i.e. a sequence {(un, v,) }n>1 Cl GczcNB
N such that J (uy, v,) — ¢ and (j‘/\)/ (up,vyn) — 0. Taking (|uy|, |vy|) instead of (uy,,v,) we may
assume that u,, > 0 and v, > 0. In view of Remark 2.10 the sequence {(uy,vn)}n>1 C N is bounded
in .
Arguing as in Lemma 2.6 we see that <J‘ )/ (Un,v,) — 0 implies also J'(up,v,) — 0. Hence
{(un, vp)}n>1 is a bounded Palais-Smale sequence for the free functional 7. Moreover J satisfies the
Palais-Smale condition (see eg. [33, Lemma 2.17]) and {(un,vn)}n>1 has a convergent subsequence,
i.e. (up to a subsequence)

(up,vpn) — (ug,v9) in E.
Hence J (uy,vn) — J (ug,vo) and therefore J(ug,vp) = ¢. Thus (ug,vg) is a ground state solution
and obviously ug, vy > 0.

4 Multiplicity result in a bounded domain

We will use the following Fountain Theorem provided by T. Bartsch.

Theorem 4.1 ([4], [33, Theorem 3.6]). Suppose that X is a Banach space, J € C*(X) and G is a
compact group. Moreover, assume that for any k € N there are pp > ri > 0 such that

(B1) G acts isometrically on

o0
X=X,

7=0
where X; are G-invariant, X; are isomorphic to a finite dimensional space V' such that the

action of G on V is admissible;
(B2) ai = maxyey,, Jullx=p J (1) <0, where Vi, = @j_ X;;
(B3) by :=infycg, |ujx=r, J(u) = 00 as k — oo, where Zy = D)) X;;
(B4) J satisfies the Palais-Smale condition at every level ¢ > 0.

Then there exists an unbounded sequence of critical points of J.



Lemma 4.2. There is a radius R > 0 such that
1
0 <4 (Flw) = Z1ul") < filwyu — fu
for |u| > R.

Proof. In view of (F3) we have Fj(u) > %|u|q for sufficiently large |u| > R. Hence the inequality
follows by (1.2). O

Let (e;) be an orthonormal basis of E = H}(Q) x H}(Q), G = Zy := Z/27Z and X, := Re;. On E
we consider the antipodal action of G. In view of the Borsuk-Ulam theorem the condition (B1) is
satisfied. From Lemma 4.2, (F3) and (1.2) there is C' > 0 such that

1
C(lul? —1) < Fi(u) - QIUIq-
Hence

T(u,v) < <||(u,v)||2 —2/9)\(x)uvd:1:> —C(ult + o]2) + 2019

IN

2 _ wl? vl?
(H(u,wu =7 A(m)\uuv\da:) Ol + fol2) + 201

<u<u,v>|r? e ( | s+ /Q \dex)) —O(lult + o9 + 2019,

Since on finite dimensional space Y} all norms are equivalent, we get

IN

1
2
1
2
1
2

T (u,v) < Cu|(u, v)||* = Coll(w, v)[|* + C5 - for (u,v) € Vi
Hence the condition (B2) is satisfied for p, > 0 large enough. From (F1) there is C' > 0 such that
[Fi(w)] < CQ+ [ul?).

Put B := sup(y,)ez,, (uww)=1 |4lp + [v]p. Then

1 - - -
70002 3 (w0l =2 [ A ) - Cluly - Clof - 200

1-6 ~ ~
> ?H(u,v)H2 = 2CB¢I(u, v)|I” = 2C1Q2].

v

Let rj, := (20125 67)'/27P). Hence for (u,v) € Zy and ||(u,v)|| = ry we get

1-§ - 2/(2—p) ~ - p/(2—p) .
J(u,v) > 5 <2C1 — 555) — 2CB£ <2Cmﬁ£> —2C1Q

C(1=86 1=\ (s p L\/CP
(57 bortsn) e

B 1 1 -~ P » 2/(2—p) -
—a- (3= (o) e

Hence it is enough to show that 8, — 01. Clearly 0 < Bx+1 < k. Hence 3; — 3 and for any k > 0

there is (ug,vr) € Zj such that ||(ug,ve)|| = 1 and |ug|p + |vklp > 6—2’“ In view of the definition




of Zj, we have (ug,vg) — (0,0) in HE(Q) x HL(). In view of Sobolev embeddings we obtain
|ug|p + |vk|p — 0 and therefore §;, — 0 and (B3) is proved. It is classical to check that (B4) is
satisfied, see e.g. [33, Lemma 2.17].

Hence, in view of Theorem 4.1 and coercivity of 7 on N there exists a sequence of solutions (uy,, vy,)

such that J(uy,v,) — oo and the proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed.

5 Existence of a ground state in R

By Ekeland’s variational principle there is a Palais-Smale sequence on NV, i.e. a sequence {(uy, vy) }n>1 Cl EGczNB
/
N such that J(up,v,) — ¢ and (‘7‘/\) (un,vn) — 0. In view of Remark 2.10 the sequence

{(tn,vn)}n>1 C N is bounded in E. Passing to a subsequence we may assume that

(Up, V) — (ug,v9) in E,

(up,vo) in Lf (RN) x Lt (RN) for every 2 < t < 2%,

(unv Un) loc

(un(2), vn(2))

Take any (p, 1) € C°(RY) x C°(RY) and see that

%
— (up(z),v9(x)) for a.e. z € .

j/(un,vn)(sﬁﬂ/}) = <(Un,’l)n)7 (907¢)> _/

)\(a:)unwda:—/ Az)vpp dx
RN

RN

—/ filup)p + fo(vp) dz —1—/ |un|q_2un<p+ |vn|q_2vn¢ dz.
RN RN

In view of the weak convergence we have

((un, vn), (0, 9)) = ((u0,v0), (¢, ¥)),

AMz)uptp de — Az)ugt dz,
RN RN

/ Az)vpp de — Az)vop dx.
RN RN

From the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem there hold
/ | |7 20y de —>/ |uo| T 2ugyp da
RN RN
/ 0|7 20,0 da —>/ |09 2vpt) dex.
RN RN
Let K ¢ RY be a compact set containing supports of ¢ and ). Then
(tn,vp) = (ug,vp) in L'(K) x L'(K) for every 2 <t < 2%,
From the continuity of the Nemytskii operator we obtain the convergence

Afl(un)¢d$%Af1(uo)wdx.

Similarly
/Kf2(vn)¢ dr — /Kfz(?)())l/J dzx.

10



Hence
T (tn vn) (0, 0) = T (w0, v0) (@, ).

Similarly we can show that

(7],) )+ (], 00

!/
and therefore <j‘ ) (ug,v9) = 0. In view of Lemma 2.6 we obtain that J'(ug,vg) = 0, i.e. (ug,vo)

is a critical point of J. If (ug,vo) # (0,0) we are done. Hence assume that (ug,vp) = (0,0). We

will use the following concentration-compactness result due to P.-L. Lions.

Lemma 5.1 ([33, Lemma 1.21]). Let r > 0 and 2 < s < 2*. If {w,} is bounded in H*(RY) and if

sup / |wp|®*de — 0 as n — oo, (5.1)
yeRN J B(y,r)

then wy, — 0 in LY(RN) for 2 < t < 2*.

Assume that

sup / [un |2 4 [vp|*dz — 0 asn — oo. (5.2)
yeRN J B(y,1)

In view of Lemma 5.1 we get u, — 0 and v, — 0 in L{(RY) for all ¢ € (2,2*). Then
(1= O)lI(w, v)II* < [I(un, va) I ~ 2/ A(@)unvy, dz
RN
= / fl(un)un + f2(vn)vn dx — / ’Un’q + ”Un‘q dx
RN RN
= / fi(un)un + fa2(vn)vn dz + o(1).
RN

From Lemma 2.4 we get

< elun |3+ Celunlb.

/ fi(up)uy, dx
]RN

In view of boundedness of {u,} we obtain that

/ fi(up)uy, de — 0.
]RN

Similarly

fa(vp)vp dx — 0
]RN

and therefore ||(un,v,)|| — 0 - a contradiction with Lemma 2.5. Hence (5.2) cannot hold. Hence

there is a sequence (z,,) C Z" such that

lim inf [un|* + |vn|? dz > 0. (5.3)

n—oo /;(Zn,l—l—\/ﬁ)

It is classical to check that that |z,| — co. Moreover (u, (- — z5),vn(- — 25)) — (4, ?) in H and in
view of (5.3) we have (@,0) # (0,0). Define u,, := u,(- — 2z,) and 9, := v, (- — 2,). Then similarly

as before

T (i, Tn) (0, 9) = T'(@,0)(ip,9)  for all (p,9) € C(RY) x C5°(R™).

11



In view of ZN-periodicity of Vi, Vs and \ we also have
T (@tn, 0) (0, %) = 0 for all (p,9) € C(RY) x C3°(RY).

and therefore, in view of Lemma 2.6, we obtain that (@,?) is a nontrivial critical point of 7, in
particular 7 (4, 9) > c. In view of Z¥-periodicity of Vi, V5 and A we have J (up, vn) = J (i, 0n) — c.
If

sup / |t — U|* + |0, — 02 dz — 0
yeRN JB(y,1)

then in view of Lemma 5.1 we obtain @, — @ and 9, — @ in LY(RY) for all ¢ € (2,2*) and, as

before, (i, ¥n) — (@, 7) and (i, ?) is a ground state. Otherwise there are (Z,) C Z" such that

lim inf

/ |t — 0% 4 [T — 02 dz > 0
n=0  JB(zn,1+vN)

and similarly
(ana'l_)n) = (an( - 2n)71~)n(' - Zn)) - (’L_Lvl_)) 7& (0’0); j/(ﬂ,@) =0.

Repeating this argument we obtain the following decomposition lemma (for more details see eg.
[6, Theorem 4.1]).

Lemma 5.2. There are £ >0, (2F) ¢ ZV and (w¥,w%) € E, where k = 1,...,{, such that
(i) (wh,w) £ (0,0) and J'(wh, wh) = 0;
(i) || (10 = 0 = Yoy wh(- = 2,00 — w0 = Thy (- = =) | > 0;

(iii) T (tn,vn) = T (1o, v0) + Yy J (wh, wh).

While we assumed that (ug,vo) = (0,0), from Lemma 5.2(iii) we get

)4
cto(1) = T (tn,vn) = > T (wi,wh) > e,

k=1
Hence ¢ > fc and therefore ¢ € {0,1}. While (ug,v9) = 0 we cannot have ¢ = 0 and therefore ¢ = 1,
and (wi,wi) is a ground state solution.
[27, Theorem 2] gives the continuity and exponential decay of the solution.

6 Multiplicity of solutions in RY

To show Theorem 1.4 we will adapt the argument from [32] to our context. Let 7 denote the action
of (ZN,+) on E, i.e. 7p(u,v) := (u(- — k),v(- — k)), where k € ZN. It is easy to show that

TkNCN,

i.e. N is invariant under 7%. Similarly ||7%(u,v)| = ||(u,v)| and J (7% (u,v)) = T (u,v). Since J is

invariant, we know that V.7 is equivariant.
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Fix any (u,v) € E'\ {(0,0)}. Let
S:=A{(u,v) € E : ||(u,v)]| =1},
Then there exists unique ¢(, .y > 0 such that (f(y,,)u,t.)v) € N. Define
m:S—=N

by the formula m(u,v) := (t(uﬂ,)u, t(u,w)v)- Obviously m is bijection and the inverse is given by

w0 = ([t T )

Lemma 6.1. The function m : S — N is a local diffeomorphism of class C*.

Proof. Let £: E\ {(0,0)} — R be given by
E(u,v) :== J (u,v)(u,v).
Fix (u,v) € E'\ {(0,0)}. From the proof of Lemma 2.7 there is a unique ¢(, ,y such that
€ (bt tupyv) = 0.
From the Implicit Function Theorem
E > (u,v) =t € R\ {0}
is of Cl-class and therefore
m: EN{(0,0)} = N, 1i(u,0) = (fu,p)ts tun)?)
is of Cl-class. Clearly, the restriction m = 1 5 is a local diffeomorphism. O

Similarly as in [5, Lemma 5.6] we show that m: S = N, m™1 : N — S and V(J om) : S — E are

Trp-equivariant.
Lemma 6.2. The function m™' : N — S is Lipschitz continuous.

Proof. Fix (u,v), (u,0) € N. See that

lm ™" (u,0) — m‘lf?f’)H :H <”<u?fv>u - U(a?ﬁgu’y(;vnr ) H(ffﬁ)ﬂ) H
H(HU_U u|<u,v>u—uu<uv>u v vH(uw)H—vH(u,vm)H

o)l * Mo Wao)l Tl [l [@o)]

I =0 -9 . @] - M)l _ o —3)]
ST ol T J@ol =2 @)l

< Lf[(u — u,v =),

where L := % > (0 and p > 0 is given by Lemma 2.5. O

13



Let
€ :={(u,v) €S : (J om) (u) =0}.

Let F C € be a symmetric set such that for every orbit O(u,v) there is unique representative
v € F. We want to show that F is infinite. Assume by contradiction that F is finite. Then we have
that (see [32])

K= lnf{”(u - 11,’[) - 6)” : (U,'U), (ﬁaf)) S Cga (U,’U) 7é (Naﬁ)} > 0.
Hence € is a discrete set.

Lemma 6.3. Let d > ¢ = infyr J. If (wh,2}), (w?,22) C S are Palais-Smale sequences for J om
such that

(T om)(wh, 2) <d, i€{1,2},
then

(wp, = wi, 2 = 22)] = 0

or
lim inf || (w), — w2, 21 — 22)|| > p(d) > 0,
n—oo

where the constant p(d) > 0 depends only on d, but not on the particular choice of sequences.

Proof. Define (uf,v!) := m(wl,z!) for i € {1,2}. Then a similar reasoning to [32, Corollary 2.10]

n»Tn
shows that (uf),v!) are Palais-Smale sequences for J and
T, vp) < dy i€ {1,2}

While J is coercive on A, the sequences are bounded and in view of the Sobolev embedding, they
are bounded also in L2(RY) x L*(RY), say

lupla + |vpl2 + U2 + |vale < M.

We will consider two cases.

Case 1. |up, — u2|, + vy — v2], — 0.

14



Fix any € > 0 and note that

n ny Yn ns Yn n ns

T / (Fr(d) — Fr(u2))(ul — u2) de + / (fa0}) — fo(02)) (0} — 02) da
RN RN

= [ b i) (ah = ) do = [ (ol - o2 (o o) o
RN RN

+ 2/ )\(x)(u}l — u?l)(v,ll - ui) dx
RN

< ell(up = up, vy = 03l

2
[k — 20k — o) = (ks ) — w2 — 02) — T2 — 20— 02)

1 2 1 2 1p—1 2 1p—2 1 2
+s/ <run\+\unr>run—un\dx+ca/ (kP! 4 2 P2l — 2| do
RN RN
e / (Ioh] + [0l — v2] dee + C. / (oh P~ 4 122 ok — 02| da
RN RN
= [ (b2l = 22l h — o= [ (o2 = R 2) (o) = o) da

+ 2/ )\(:t)(u,l1 — ui)(v,l1 — fufl) dx
RN
< (14 Co)ell(uy, — uz, vy — v)|| + De (lug — ullp + vy — valp)

+ O (uh =l + ok =2l +2 [ @)k — )0k~ o) da
for Cy,C1, D, > 0. From our assumption we have

’uiz - ui’p + ’vrlz - v?L‘p — 0.

Since (u) —u2) and (v} —v2) are bounded in L?(R") and 2 < ¢ < p, it follows from the interpolation
inequality that there holds

’uiz - u%z’q + ’vrlz - Ui‘q — 0.

Taking (2.3) into account we get

Juh — u2wh — )2 < <Dyt a2 o a2y 4 o)
for all € > 0. Hence
imsup [ (ul — o, v~ ) < = i sup o o~ )
and therefore ||(ul — u2, vl —v2)|| — 0. From Lemma 6.2 we obtain
1wy, —wis 2z = 22)|l = Im ™ (g, vp) = m ™ ug, op) | < Ll (up — upy, v — vp) || = 0.

Case 2. |u;, — ual, + v — v3], 7 0.

In view of Lions lemma (see Lemma 5.1) there is a sequence (y,) C RY such that

/ |ui—u%|2d$+/ vl — 022 dr > e
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for some ¢ > 0. In view of Tp-invariance of N, J, J om and 7p-equivariance of V.7, V(J om), m and

m~! we can assume that the sequence (y,) C RY is bounded. We have that, up to a subsequence

(up,vp,) = (u',0") in B, i€ {1,2}
and (ul,v}l) # (u2,v2). Moreover J'(u',v') = J'(u?,v?) = 0 and
(s o) = o'y i€ {1,2}.

We see that o satisfies

0<pB:= inf |(u,2)]<a’<v(d):=sup{||(u,)]| : (u,v) €N, T(u,v) < d}.

(u,v)EN

Suppose that (u',v!) # (0,0) and (u?,v?) # (0,0). Then (u’,v%) € N, (w',2*) := m~(ui,v?) € S
and (w!, z1) # (w?, z?). Then

! 2,2
lim inf | (w! — w?, 2L — 22)[ = lim inf || 22" uz, vp) (0%
n—00 n—00 ||(u}” U%,U% H a2
1

= ||B1(w', 2") - 52( 22|,

where 3; = ||(“;:}i)|| > %, i € {1,2}. Moreover

1(wn, zn)ll = Nl (g, z0)] = 1.

n’

Hence

timinf | (w, — i, 25 = 2 2 51w 21) = Ba(w?, )| 2 min {5}, 2") - (0, 2%)] 2 %

If (u?,v%) = (0,0) we have (u',v!) # (u?,v?) = (0,0) and similarly
(un,

1
n
1w,

‘2 v?d)‘

liminf [|(w} — w?, 2} — 22)|| = lim inf
n—oo n—o0

n)
1
n

- Tl > |

v
v

0

In view of [31, Lemma I1.3.9] 7 o m — R admits a pseudo-gradient vector field, i.e. there is a
Lipschitz continuous function H : S\ ¥ — T'S such that

H(w) € TS,
[H(w)|| < 2[[V(T om)(w)],

(H(w), V(T o m)(w)) > %IIV(Jom)(w)II2

for w € S\ €. Then we can define the flow n: T — S\ ¢ by

{ Z—?(t,w) = —H(n(t,w)),
1(0,w) = w,

where T := {(t,w) : we S\E, T (w) <t <TH(w)}. T (w)and TT(w) are the maximal

existence time in negative and positive direction of ¢ — 7(¢,w). Then we can repeat the arguments
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from the proof of [32, Theorem 1.2] and [5, Theorem 1.2]. In fact we show that for any k£ > 1 there
exists (wg, z;) € S such that

(T om) (wi,21) =0 and J(m(wy,z;)) = cx,

where
cp:=inf{deR : y{(w,2) €S : T (m(w,2)) <d}) >k}

and v denotes the Krasnoselskii genus for closed and symmetric sets. We refer to [31] for basic facts
about the Krasnoselskii genus and Lusternik-Schnirelmann values. Moreover ¢ < c;y1 and we have

a contradiction with the assumption that F is finite.
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