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Normalized ground states for a biharmonic Choquard system in R*
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Abstract

In this paper, we study the existence of normalized ground state solutions for the following
biharmonic Choquard system

A?u = M\ju+ (I, * F(u,v))Fy(u,v), in R
A?v = Xov + (I, * F(u,v))Fy(u,v), in R,
lu|?dx = a?, / lv]2de = b%, u,v € H*(RY),
R4 R4

where a,b > 0 are prescribed, A\, A2 € R, [, = ﬁ with p € (0,4), F,, F, are partial derivatives of
F and F,, F, have exponential subcritical or critical growth in the sense of the Adams inequality.
By using a minimax principle and analyzing the behavior of the ground state energy with respect
to the prescribed mass, we obtain the existence of ground state solutions for the above problem.

Keywords: Normalized solution; Biharmonic system; Choquard nonlinearity; Exponential sub-
critical or critical growth.
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1 Introduction and statement of main results

This work is devoted to the following biharmonic nonlinear Schrédinger system with a general Choquard
nonlinear term

P28~ A2y 4 (I, % F(v1, ) Py, (V1,1) = 0, in RN xR,

" . (1.1)
G — A%y + (I % F(y1, ) Fy, (1, 92) =0, in RV xR,
with p € [0, N), A? denotes the biharmonic
operator, Fy,,Fy, are partial derivatives of F. System (1.1) is derived in [25,30, 31] to reveal the
effects of a small fourth-order dispersion term in the Schrodinger equation. For convenience, we write
z = (21, 292), and F satisfies:

(Hy) For j =1,2, F. () €R for z; € R, F, (€12, €"22;) = €' F, (21, 22) for any 6; € R, z; € C;

[z1]  plez] 82F(s t)
Hy) F = —— 2 dsdt f C.
(Ha) F(21,22) /0 /0 eop(sdt for any 21,2, €

where N > 1, i denotes the imaginary unit, I, = #
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When looking for standing waves solutions of (1.1), that is, solutions for (1.1) of the form 4 (t,x) =
e~ Mby(z) and o(t,2) = e 2y(x) with A\, A2 € R and u,v € H?(R"Y) are time-independent real
valued functions. Then u, v satisfy

A%y = M+ (I, x F(u))Fy(u,v), inRY,

(1.2)
A% = Xv + (I, * F(u))F,(u,v), in RN,

If A\, A2 € R are fixed parameters, there are many results for (1.2) by variational methods, see e.g.
[18,23,43,47,54].

Another interesting way to find solutions of (1.2) is to search for solutions with prescribed mass,
and Ay, A2 € R arise as Lagrange multipliers. This type of solution is called normalized solution, and
this approach is particularly meaningful from the physical point of view, since in addition to there is a
conservation of mass by (H7) and (Hz), the mass has often an important physical meaning, e.g. it shows
the power supply in nonlinear optics, or the total number of atoms in Bose-Einstein condensation. In
this case, particular attention is also devoted to the least energy solutions which are also called ground
state solutions, namely solutions minimizing the associated energy functional among all nontrivial
solutions, and the associated energy is called ground state energy.

For the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with a normalization constraint

—Au=Mu+ f(u), in RV,
/ lulPdz = a®, ue H'(RY).
RN

If f(u) = |u[P~2u, the associated energy functional of (1.3) is given by

1 1
Ti(u) = 5/ |Vu|2d3:——/ lufPda.
RN P JrN

From the variational point of view, 7; is bounded from below on S(a) = {u € HY(RY) : Jpn u?dz =
a?} for p € (2,2 + %) (L*-subcritical case), here 2 + + is called the L*-critical exponent, which comes
from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality [45]. Thus, a ground state solution of (1.3) can be found as a
global minimizer of J; on §(a), see e.g. [17,36,48,51,52].

If p € (24 +,2%) (L2-supercritical case), on the contrary, J; is unbounded from below on 5 (a), so
it seems impossible to search for a global minimizer to obtain a solution of (1.3), where 2* = oo if
N <2 and 2* = 2% if N > 3. Furthermore, since A € R is unknown and H'(RY) < L?(R") is not
compact (even H! ,(RY)), some classical methods cannot be directly used to prove the boundedness
and compactness of any (PS) sequence. Jeanjean [28] first showed that a normalized ground state
solution for (1.3) does exist in this case by showing that the mountain pass geometry of 7| §(a) €A
construct a (PS) sequence related to the Pohozaev identity, which gives the boundedness. By using
a minimax principle based on the homotopy stable family, Bartsch and Soave [10,11] also presented a
new approach that is based on a natural constraint associated to the problem and proved the existence
of normalized solutions for (1.3). For more related results of normalized solutions for (1.3) in the
L?-supercritical case, the reader may refer to [4,13,29,33,49,50,56] and references therein.

For the mixed dispersion nonlinear Schrédinger equation with a prescribed L2?-norm constraint

A%u — BAu = du+ f(u), in RY,

1.4
/ lu*dz = a?, ue H*(RY). (14)
RN
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This kind of problem gives a new L2-critical exponent 2 + %. When 3 > 0, f(u) = |u/9"%u and
q€ (2,24 %), Bonheure et al. [14] studied (1.4) and established the existence, qualitative properties
of minimizers. By using the minimax principle, Bonheure et al. [15] obtained the existence of ground
state solutions, and the multiplicity of radial solutions for (1.4) when ¢ € (2 + %, 4*), where 4* = oo if
N <4 and 4* = 1\2,—1174 if N > 5. More recently, Fernandez et al. have made some improvements to [14]
and [15], we refer to [24] for more details. When 5 < 0, the problem is more involved, see [16,41] for
g€ (2,2+ %) and [39] for ¢ € (2+ £, 4*). Moreover, Luo and Zhang [40] studied normalized solutions
of (1.4) with a general nonlinear term f, and obtained the existence and orbital stability of minimizers,
when 8 € R and f satisfies the suitable L?-subcritical assumptions. For normalized solutions of (1.4)
with a general Choquard nonlinear term, we refer the readers to [19,20].
Considering the following system with the constraints

—Au = Mu+ Fy(u,v), inRY,
—Av = v + Fy(u,v), in RV, (1.5)
/ lu|?dz = a?, / lv|?dz =b?, u,v € H'(RY).

RN RN

This system has an important physical significance in nonlinear optics and Bose-Einstein condensation.
The most famous case is that of coupled Gross-Pitaevskii equations in dimension N < 3 with Fy,(u,v) =
pa|ulP~2u + rislo2 u| "2, Fy(u,v) = polul??u + roklul™ v]2 20, p = ¢ = 4, 11 = 12 = 2, and
[, fi2, & > 0, which models Bose-Einstein condensation. The particular case in R? was investigated in
the companion paper [7], and has been further developed by many scholars, see [9-12] for normalized
solutions of (1.5) in R3, [6,8,27,34,38,55] in R", and [46] in bounded domain. It is worth pointing
out that in [22], the authors first considered normalized solutions of (1.5) with general nonlinear terms
involving exponential critical growth in R?.

The study of normalized solutions for (1.5) is a hot topic in nonlinear PDEs nowadays. However, as
far as we know, there are only a few papers dealing with such problems with general nonlinear terms
besides the one already mentioned [22]. In this work, we study normalized solutions to the following
biharmonic Choquard system with general nonlinear terms in R*

A%y = Mu+ (I, * F(u))F,(u,v), inR*
A%y = v + (I, * F(u))F,(u,v), inR%, (1.6)
/ lu|?dz = a?, / [v*dz = b, u,v € H*(RY),

R R

where a,b > 0, A\;,\2 € R, I, = ﬁ with p € (0,4), and F,, F, are partial derivatives of F with
F,, F, have exponential subcritical or critical growth in the sense of the Adams inequality. To our best
knowledge, in literature, there is no contribution devoted to the study of coupled Choquard systems
with general nonlinear terms involving exponential critical growth in R* (even without the L2-norm
constraints). Compared with the single equation, there are some difficulties to deal with:

(1) We need to establish the Adams inequality for vector functions. Commonly, using the Adams
inequality [43], Young’s inequality, we can obtain the Adams inequality for vector functions. However,
using this Adams inequality, we cannot get a good upper bound of the ground state energy (the optimal
upper bound is 81_—6“) in the exponential critical growth, which is crucial to rule out the trivial case for
the weak limit of a (PS)g(qp) sequence, where E(a,b) is the ground state energy defined in (3.2).



Fortunately, inspired by an useful algebraic inequality given in [21], we overcome this difficulty and
establish the Adams inequality for vector functions that exactly we need in Lemma 2.5.

(ii) In [1,2,22], the authors considered a coupled system involving exponential critical growth in R?,
and the condition for the estimation on energy level is only given by an algebraic form:

F(u,v) > k|(u,v)|° for any (u,v) € R? and some ,c > 0.

In this paper, based on the Adams functions [37], we will give a more natural growth condition in the
exponential critical case. However, this adams functions cannot be directly applied to study normalized
solutions, because the functions are unknown in some ranges and the L?— norms of u, Vu, Au are given
as O(ﬁ), after a normalization, it is unfavorable to make a refined estimation. Hence, we use the
modified Adams functions introduced in [20] to complete the estimation.

Now, we introduce the precise assumptions on what our problems are studied. Assume that F
satisfies:

(F1) For j = 1,2, F. (2) € C(R x R,R), and F,(2) = o(|2|") as |z| — 0 for some 7 > 2 — 4;

(F) There exists a constant 6 > 3 — & such that

0<0F(z) <z-VF(z), forall z€ (R xR)\(0,0), where VF(z)= (F,,(2), Fs,(2));

(F3) F,,(0,22) # 0 for all zo € R\{0} and F.,(z1,0) # 0 for all z; € R\{0};
(Fy) For any z € R\{0} x R\{0}, 0 < F,,(2)z; < (2 - §)F(2), j =1,2;
(F5) For any z € R\{0} x R\{0}, let §(z) = z- VF(2) — (2 — §)F(z), V§(2)exists, and

(3 — %)F(é)&(i) < F(2)z-V3(2) + §(2)(B(2) — F(2)), for any 2,z € R\{0} x R\{0};

Our main results state as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that I, (j = 1,2) has ewponential subcritical growth at oo, that is,

F,.
IR

2
|z]—+o0 eo“z‘

=0, foralla>0.

Moreover, assume F satisfies (F1) — (F5), then problem (1.6) admits a ground state solution.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that F, (7 = 1,2) has exponential critical growth at oo, that is,

lim M )0 for all o > 3272,
|z| =400 eal=l? +00, forall 0 < a< 3272

Moreover, assume F satisfies (Fy) — (F5), and
(Fs) There exists o > 0 such that liminf

|21, 22| =+o0
then problem (1.6) admits a ground state solution.

Remark 1.1. By (F;) and (Fy), we have 3 — 4 <6 <4 - L.

F(2)[zVF(z
(625[1772\2\2( )] 2 Q’

Remark 1.2. (i) (F3) is a technical condition to rule out the semitrivial case for the weak limit of a
(PS) B(a,p) sequence.

(ii) By using (F%), we can prove that the Lagrange multipliers sequences {\;,} and {),} are
bounded in R, and up to a subsequence, A;,, — A1 <0, A2, = A2 <0 as n — oo.

(iii) Under the condition (F5), we can prove that there exists a unique s,y € R such that H((u,v), $(,.)) €
P(a,b) for any (u,v) € S, where H((u,v),s), P(a,b) and S are defined later.



Our paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 contains some preliminary results. In Section 3, we give
the variational framework of problem (1.6). In section 4, we study problem (1.6) in the exponential
subcritical case. Section 5 is devoted to the exponential critical case.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we give some preliminaries. For the nonlocal type problems with Riesz potential, an
important inequality due to the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality will be used in the following.

Proposition 2.1. [85, Theorem 4.3] Assume that 1 <r,t < 0o, 0 < u <4 and % + 4+ % = 2. Then
there exists C(u,r,t) > 0 such that

| [ (= sa)tats] < CGur0lal il (21)

for all g € L"(R*) and h € L}(RY).

Lemma 2.1. (Cauchy-Schwarz type inequality) [42] For g,h € L, .(RY), there holds

[ = tinlas < ([ o la@blolas)* ([ o). @2)

Lemma 2.2. (Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality) [45] For any u € H*(R*) and p > 2, then it holds

p—2 2

[ullp < Bpl|Aully” [lull3, (2.3)
where By, is a constant depending on p.

Lemma 2.3. (i) [58, Theorem 1.2] If @ > 0 and u € H?(R*), then

/ (eo‘“2 — 1)dz < 4o0;
R4

(ii) [43, Proposition 7] There exists a constant C' > 0 such that

sup / (eo‘“2 —ldx < C
u€H2(RY),||Aul|2<1 JR*

for all 0 < a < 3272,

Lemma 2.4. [21, Lemma 2.3] Suppose that ay,as,...,ar > 0 with a; + ag + --- + ax, < 1, then there
exist p1,p2,-..,Pr > 1 satisfying pil + piz + -4 ka = 1 such that p;ja; < 1 for any i = 1,2,... k.
Moreover, if ai,as,...,ar > 0 satisfying a1 + as + --- + ax = 1, then we can take p; = a% such that
pil—kp%—i-”-—ki =1 and pja; =1 for any i =1,2,... k.

Let X = H?(R*) x H?(R*) with the norm

1
) ,
o)l = (al? + 012 = ([ | 1807 + A0+ + o),



Similar to H?(R*), X is a Hilbert space and satisfies

X — LP(RYR?) := LP(R*) x LP(R*) and X —— LI (R*R?) :=L% (R*)x LI (RY) (2.4)

1

. .
for any p > 2, g > 1, where [(.0)l = . 0) oo oz = (ullp + 101> = ( [ (ul? + o))

Moreover, we set
S = {(u,v) eX: / lu>dz = az,/ lv|?dx = b2}.
R4 R4

Applying Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, we immediately have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. (i) If & > 0 and (u,v) € X, then
/@www_mm<+w
R4
(ii) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup / (eo“(“’”)|2 —1)dz < C
(uy)EX,||A(u,w)|2<1 JR*

for all 0 < a < 3212, where |A(u,v)|l2 = [[(Au, Av)|l2 = (fga(|Aul* + |Av|2)dx)%.
Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.3 and Young’s inequality, for any ¢t > 1 and ¢’ = %, we have

1 1 /
/ (ea|(u7v)\2 —1)dx = / (ea(u2+v2) —1)dx < _/ (etau2 —1)dz + _/ (et av? 1)dz < co.
R4 R4 t t' Jpa

R4
(7) Using Lemma 2.3 with k£ = 2, we know, for any a; + a2 < 1, there exist p;,ps > 1 satisfying
pll + p% = 1 such that p1a; < 1,poas < 1.
For any (u,v) € X with [[A(u,v)|2 < 1, there exist pi,ps > 1 satisfying p% + piz = 1 such that
p1l|Aul|3 < 1, po||Av||3 < 1. By Young’s inequality, we obtain

/ (ea|(u’v)‘2 )da < i/ (epwcllAuH%(m)2 ~1)dz + i/ (610201||Av||§(||AZH2)2 — 1)dz < C.
R4 P1 Jr4 P2 Jr4

O

Definition 2.1. [26, Definition 3.1] Let B be a closed subset of X. A class of G of compact subsets
of X is a homotopy stable family with boundary B provided

(i) Every set in G contains B;

(17) For any set A € G and any n € C([0,1] x X, X) satisfying n(t,w) = w for all (t,w) € ({0} x
X)U ([0,1] x B), one has n({1} x A) € G.

Lemma 2.6. [26, Theorem 3.2] Let 1 be a C'-functional on a complete connected C'-Finsler manifold
X (without boundary), and consider a homotopy stable family G with a closed boundary B. Set ¢ =
(v, G) = }‘ng maj(¢(w) and suppose that

€y ve

supy(B) < ¢.



Then, for any sequence of sets {A,} C G satisfying lim sup ¢ (w) = ¢, there exists a sequence {w,} C
n—o0 ’LUEA'!L
X such that
(1) lm (wn) = ¢
o
(i) lim [[¢)'(wy)|[« = 0;
n—oo
(797) lim dist(wy, A,) = 0.

n—o0

We observe that B = () is admissible, it is sufficient to follow the usual convention of defining
sup () = —oo. Since G1(u) = |[ul|3 — a2, Ga(v) := ||v[|3 — b* are of class C! and for any (u,v) € S,
we have (G (u),u) = 2a? > 0, (G4(v),v) = 2b> > 0. Therefore, by the implicit function theorem, S is
a C''-Finsler manifold.

Lemma 2.7. [32, Lemma 4.8] Let Q C R* be any open set. For 1 < s < oo, let {u,} be bounded in
L*(Q) and uy(x) — u(z) a.e. in Q. Then u,(x) — u(x) in L(£2).

3 Variational framework

It is standard to see that any critical point of the energy functional

J(u,v) = %/Rz;(‘AuP + |Av?)de — %A4([u « F'(u,v))F (u,v)dz,

restricted to S corresponds to a solution of (1.6).
If F satisfies (F1) and F.,(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical growth at oo, fix ¢ > 2, for any £ > 0
and o > 0, there exists a constant C¢ > 0 such that

|Fz1 (Z)|, |Fz2 (Z)| < £|Z|T + C§|Z|q(eo¢\z\2 - 1) for all z = (Zl,ZQ) € R xR,
and using (F,), we have
|F(2)] < €&lz7 + Cg]z\qﬂ(eo‘lz'z —1) forall zeRxR. (3.1)

By (3.1), using the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality [35] and Lemma 2.5, we obtain J is well
defined in X and J € C'(X,R) with

(T (u,v), (p, 1)) = /]I§4(AUA(’D + AvAy)dx — /Rz;(lu « F(u,v))Fy(u,v)pdr — /Rz;(lu « F(u,v))Fy(u,v)de,

for any (u,v),(¢,9) € X. The very same discussion applies to that F satisfies (F1) and F.,(j = 1,2)
has exponential critical growth at co.
To understand the geometry of J|s, for any s € R and u € H%(R*), we define

H(u, s)(z) = e*u(e’z).

One can easily check that ||H (u, s)||2 = |Jul|2 for any s € R. As a consequence, for any (u,v) € S, it holds
that H((u,v),s) := (H(u,s), H(v,s)) € S for any s € R, and H((u,v), s1 + s2) = H(H((u,v), s1),s2) =
H(H((u,v),s2),s1) for any s1,s2 € R. By Lemma 4.2 (or Lemma 5.2), we find that J is unbounded
from below on S. It is well known that solutions of (1.6) satisfy the Pohozaev identity

P(u,v) = /[R4(\Au]2 + |Av|?)dx — /R‘l(IM * F(u,v))§(u,v)de,
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where §(z) = z- VF(z) — (2 — §)F(z). This enlightens us to consider the minimization on the natural
constraint

P(a,b) = {(u,v) €S : Plu,v) = 0},

i.e.,

E(a,b) = inf . 3.2
@)= it T (32)

As will be show in Lemma 4.3 (or Lemma 5.3), P(a,b) is nonempty, and from Lemma 3.2, we can see
that any critical point of J|s stays in P(a,b), thus any critical point u of J|s with J(u) = E(a,b) is
a ground state solution of (1.6).

Lemma 3.1. Assume that u, — u in H*(R*), and s, — s in R, then H(un,sn) — H(u,s) in H*(R?)
as n — oo.

Proof. The proof can be seen in Lemma 2.6 in [20], we omit it here. O
Lemma 3.2. If (u,v) € X is a critical point of J|s, then (u,v) € P(a,b).

Proof. If (u,v) € X is a critical point of J|s, there exist A1, A2 € R such that

/IR4(AuA<,0 + AvAy)dx — /

» (I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)eds — /

(I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)dr = / (Aup + Xvip)de.
R4

R4
(3.3)
Testing (3.3) with (¢,v) = (u,v), we have
/ (|Aul? + |Av]*)dx = / (Ar]ul? 4+ Ao|v]?)dx + / (I, * F(u,v))[(u,v) - VF(u,v)]dz. (3.4)
R4 R4 R4
On the other hand, consider a cut-off function ¢ € C§°(R%, [0, 1]) such that p(z) = 1if [z| < 1, p(z) =0

if || > 2. For any fixed p > 0, set (u,(x),0) = (¢(pz)x - Vu(x),0) and (0,v,(x)) = (0, ¢(pz)z - Vou(z))
as test functions for (3.3), we obtain

AulAu,dr = A / utpdx —I—/ (I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)u,de (3.5)
R4 R4 R4
and
AvAT,dx = /\2/ VU, dr + / (I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)v,de. (3.6)
R4 R4 R4
Moreover,

/ (I“*F(u,v))Fu(u,v)ﬂpdx+/ (IH*F(u,v))Fv(u,v)T)pdx:/ (L% F(u,v))e(px)[x-Vy F(u,v)|d.
R? R4 R4

By [44], we know

lim [ wiydr =2 [ |ul*de, lim [ wvi,dz=-2 [ |v|*dz,
p—0 R4 R4 p—0 R4 R4

and a direct computation shows that

lim Aulu,dr =0, lim AvAv,dr = 0.
p—)O R4 p—)O R4



We claim that
lim [ (I, * F(u,v))p(px)z - Vo F(u,v)de = —(4 — g) /R4(IM * F(u,v))F (u,v)dz.

p—)O R4

Indeed, integrating by parts, we find that
/R4(1“ x F(u,v))p(px)[z - Vo F(u,v)|dz
/‘ 2=yl F (u(y), v(y)plpa) e - VP (u(), v(e)dady
-/ /ﬁ & — g F(u(y), v())p(p2) & - Vo F (u(a), o))
R4 JR4
o — | F (), v(@)p(py)ly - Vo F (uly), o(y))] ) dudy
5 [ [ (= ke Pl v Fa(o), o) 22

|z —yl?

e =y (o), o) Fuly), () LT )
+ ple — Y|P ((y). v(u)) [z - V)] Flu(a). ofa)
+ plz —y[THF (u(z), v(@))ly - Vye(py) F(uly), v(y))
+ e — | Pluty) vl)hplon) F(u(o),o(o)

(u(a), v(a) ). 0(0)

(
+ 4|z — y|THF(u(x),v(x))e(py) F (u(y), v(y

<

(pz )
(p )) dzdy.

Using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we prove the claim.
Adding (3.5) and (3.6), we obtain

/ (M) + Xo|v)?)dx + (2 — H) / (Iy * F(u,v))F (u,v)dx = 0.
R4 4 R4
This together with (3.4) yields that
/ (1Auf? + |Av)dz —/ (L F(u,0))3(u, v)dz = 0,
R4 R4

where §(u,v) = (u,v) - VF(u,v) — (2 — §)F(u,v). Thus, (u,v) € P(a,b). O

4 Exponential subcritical case

In this section, we will study problem (1.6) in the exponential subcritical case, and establish the
existence of ground state solutions.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that F satisfies (F1), (F2) and F,,(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical growth
at 0o, let {(un,vy)} C S be a bounded sequence in X, up to a subsequence, if (up,v,) — (u,v) in X,
for any ¢ € C5°(RY), we have

/ AupApdr — AulApdz, / Av, Apdr — AvApdzr, as n — oo, (4.1)
R4 R4

R4 R4

9



/ Uppdr — updr, / vppdr — vdx, as n — 0o,
R? R4 R? R4

and

/R4(IM * F(up, vp)) Fu, (U, vn)pdr — R4(IM * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)pde, as n — oo,

/R4(IM * F'(up, vn))Fy, (U, vp)pdx — » (I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)pdx, as n — oo.

Proof. For any fixed v € H?(R*), define
fo(u) :== AuAvdz, hy(u) = / uvdz, for every u € H*(R%).
R4 R4

Then, by the Holder inequality, we have

[fo(w)l; [ ()] < [loffflu]],

this yields that f, and h, are continuous linear functionals on H 2(R4). Thus, by u, — u, v, — v in
H?(R%), and C§°(R?) is dense in H?(R*) , we have that (4.1) and (4.2) hold. Next, we prove (4.3)-(4.4).

Since {(un,vy)} is bounded in X', we can fix @ > 0 close to 0 and ¢ > 1 close to 1 such that

4ot ||A(up, vy)
sup

2
”2 S 327T2
neNt 4—p

Using Lemma 2.5 and Young’s inequality, it yields that

2/ |(un,vn)|l 2
sup / (eC“'(unﬂ}n)‘Q _ 1)td$ S sup / (eatIIA(u7l7vn)|l2(HA(un,vn)”z) _ 1)d$ S C
neNt JR4 neN+ JR4

Therefore, (eo‘|(“”’””)‘2 —1) is uniformly bounded in L!(R%). Since (eo“(“”’””)|2 -1)— (eo“(“’”)|2 —1)ae.

in R*, by Lemma 2.7, we obtain (e®l(unon)l® — 1) — (eelwo)l* _ 1) in LfR4).
By corollary 2.1 of [19], we know

[px ol _as < Cllglls

4s
4—(4—p)s

4

for any ¢ € L¥(R%) and s € (1, ﬁ). Hence, let s — 7=, then 4_(4 — oo and

__ 28 _
4—p)s

1y * F(tn,vn)|loo < Cl|F (tn,vn) for all n € NT,

[
and by (3.1),
|F (tn, v0)| < €] (tn, )"t + Cg](un,fun)]‘Hl(eaK“"’U")‘2 —1) foralln e NT.

For t' = ﬁ, using Lemma 2.5, the Holder inequality, and the Sobolev inequality, we have

- o (00 2 SN
”F(Uny?)n)Hﬁ < (/R4 (f](umvn)’ g O, ) |7 (21 m o) ? 1)>4 ”da;)

d—p

4(r+1) 4(g+1)  dal(un.vn)|? 1
o O A G e R e G S W P
R4
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2 Ap
4(g+1)  4a|(un,vn)l

4
scuwn,vn)uzmnw( [ ) 5 —1>dx)

Mgt N R dat|(un,vn)|2 g
< Ol vy + € / (i 0)] 0 ) (/ (T —1dr)
R

2
il ¢+ 4at||Ai7in,vn)\\2 ( “A\((Zn,l;n))\“ )2 B 4_7:“
S C|’(Un7’l)n)”4(.,+1) +CH(Un,'Un)H4(q+1)t, R4(€ K n,vn)ll2 ].)df]}'

4—p 4—p

< Ot o)+ Ol (w7 < €,

where we have used the fact that 7> 2 — 4 >1, ¢ > 2, and t’ large enough.
Hence, for any ¢ € C§°(R*), we have

(L * F(un,vn))Fu, (Un, vn)p = (I, * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)e  a.e. in R*,

| (tn ,vn)|?
|(Ly * F(tn, vp)) Fu, (Un, vn) @l < ClFy, (un, va)|le] < Cl(tn, va)|" @] + Cl(un, va)|lpl(e (o)l 1)
for all n € N*, and

[ty )| p] + [ (1, ) ] (2102 — 1) — [, 0) [T p] + [, 0) 7ol (210 1) e, in RE.

Denote €2 := suppy. In the following, we prove that

/Q|(un,vn)|T|<p|dx—>/Q|(u,v)|T|<,0|d:E, as n — 0o (4.5)
and
/Q\(un,fun)\q\gp\(eo‘(“”’”"”2 —1)dz — /Q ](u,v)lq\gp\(eo“(“’””z —1)dz, as n — oo. (4.6)
Now, we show that
(i, v0)|” = [(w,0)|” in L2(Q)  and | (up,vp)|? = |(u,0)|7  in LY(Q). (4.7)

Since 7 > 2 — & > 1, we have u,, — u and v, — v in L*"(Q), thus |up|? — |ul?, [va]* — [v][* in L7(Q),
and

1ty vn) 2 = 1ty 0) P (@) = Ml = ul® + Jonl® = [l 27 ) < lunl? = [ul?ll 2 @) + lval? = 10| 7 (q)

which implies |(un,v,)|? = |(u,v)|? in L7(Q), and we have |(un,v,)|” — |(u,v)|” in L*(Q). Similarly,
we can prove that |(u,,v,)]? — |(u,v)|? in L (). By the definition of weak convergence, we obtain
(4.5), and

| [ m vl 1)z = | o)l ~ 1y
Q Q
< lelloo /Q ‘|(un,vn)|q _ |(u7v)|q‘(ea\(un,vn)|2 ~1)da

Hlploe [ 1ol 1) - (el - 1o
Q

11



<ol [ Jlams it =ty ([ et~y

+ ||<,0||oo/ |(u,U)|q‘(eo“(“”’”””2 -1) - (eo“(“’”)|2 — 1)‘d:17 — 0, as n — o0.
Q

Applying a variant of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we obtain (4.3). Similar argument
shows that (4.4) holds. O

4.1 The behaviour of E(a,b)

The goal of this subsection is to characterize the behaviour of F(a,b) as a,b > 0 vary. In particular, we
will prove the continuity of the function (a,b) — E,(a,b), the monotonicity of the functions a — FE(a,b)
and b — E(a,b), and the limit behaviour of E(a,b) as (a,b) — (0,0), where E,(a,b) is the radial ground
state energy defined in (4.10).

Lemma 4.2. Assume that F satisfies (F1), (F2) and F, (j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical growth
at oo, then for any fized (u,v) € S, we have

(1) T(H((u,v),5)) = 0" as s = —o0;

(i1) T (H((u,v),s)) = —oc as s — +o0.

Proof. A straightforward calculation shows that for any ¢ > 2,
”H(uv 3)”2 = a, HH(Uv 3)”2 =0,

IAH (u, )]z = e*[|Aull2,  [AH(v,5)ll2 = e**[|Av]2,

and
2(q—2)

IH((wv)s)lg =€ @ [l(w0)llq.

So there exists s; << 0 such that
IAH((u,v), )5 = [|AH (u, 5) |5 + [AH (v, 5) |5 < C
for all s < 1. Fix a@ > 0 close to 0 and ¢ > 1 close to 1 such that

8at||AH((u,v),s

2
)”2 S 327T2
8—p

For t' = ﬁ, using Lemma 2.5, the Holder inequality, and the Sobolev inequality, we have

A4(IM # F(H((u,0), ) F(H((u,v), 9))dz < | F(H((u,),9)l2s_

—
2

< (/R4 <§!H((U,v),s)\f+1 + CelM((u, v), 8)|7H (@ _ 1)>ﬁda;>4

8(g+1) sam«u v),s)|2

< </R4 (C!?—[((U,u)js)‘sgfi) + CIH((u,v),s)| 5+ (e . - 1))dm>4

- 8(atl) =~ SalH((wv), s)? KN
SﬂWWmONMﬁrN%/!%uv o) (o —nm)

12



8—

T LICE S P2 Batl () )l B
< Ol o))l + ¢ [ o) o ) T ([ @ )
R4 R4

Bat|AH((uv), )13, |2 ((u,0),9)] 8—p

< Ol ), )R + € (ws ), o) g L~ ) ¢

< C|H((u,v), >\|8<Zif> + C|[H((u, ), >||2<‘1“

8(q+1)t’
8—p
Artp—A (t+1) (4g+4— (g+1
= Cel T2 (u, 0) | AT ED) 4 CeUtA="a3  (u, 0) 291D,
8—pn 8—pn
(Ar4p—4)s = At (Ag+4— Merle St Sor
= Celmrnha(|ju ) +||v||8<7+1>) + Ol T ([l 8 Hllellygene ) T (48)
8—p 8—pu 8—p

for all s <s;. Since 7> 2 — &, ¢ > 2 and #' large enough, it follows from (4.8) that

J (H((u,v),)) =%e4s(IIAUH§ + | Av]3) —/R (Ly = F(H((u,v), 5)) F(H((u,v), s))dz — 07,

as s — —00.
For any fixed s >> 0, set

M(t) = %/M(IM « F(tu, tv))F(tu, tv)dz, for t > 0.

It follows from (Fy) that

dM(1)
dt
—, fort>0.
M) > rl ort>0
Thus, integrating this over [1, %], we have
1 6495
3 / (I, * F(e*u, e*v))F(e*u, e*v)dx > / (I * F(u,v))F(u,v)dz. (4.9)
R4 R4
Therefore,
ets e(40+p—8)s
J(H((u,v),s)) §—/ (JAu® + |Av[*)dr — —— / (I, * F(u,v)F(u,v)dz.
2 R4 2 R4
Since 6 > 3 — L the above inequality yields that J(H((u,v),s)) — —oo as § — +00. O

Lemma 4.3. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at co, then for any fized (u,v) € S, the following statements hold.
(i) The function J(H((u,v),s)) achieves its maximum with positive level at a unique point s, . € R

such that H((u,v),5u.)) € Pla,b).

(ii) The mapping (u,v) = Sy is continuous in (u,v) € S.

Proof. (i) By Lemma 4.2, we have

lim J(H((u,v),s)) =0 and lim J(H((u,v),s)) = —oc.

§——00 s—+400

Therefore, there exists s(,,) € R such that P(H((u,v),5(y.))) = 34 T(H((u,v), $)s=s(u.y = 0, and
J(H((u,v),5(u,))) > 0. In the following, we prove the uniqueness of s, ) for any (u,v) € S.

13



Taking into account that &7 (H((u,v), $))|s=s(u) = 0, using (F5), we deduce that

d2

@j(}[((uv U)v 3))

S:s(u,v)

8 — 2
= 8ets(uw) /R4(|Au|2 + |Av[?)dz — %e(“_&s(“’”) /R4 (I, * F(e** @, €250 p)) F (et u, €25 p)da

+ (28 — 4p)e8sww / (I, F(e*wvy, e*Swoy))
R4

X |:(€2s(u,v)u 62S(u,v)v) . (aF(e2s(u’v)u7 e2s(u’v)v) 8F(628(u’u)u7 ezs(u’u)v) ] T
' d(e¥wry) ' d(e¥wr)y)
23(71,,71) 23(u,’u) 23(u,’u) 23(u,’u)
— 4e(ﬂ—8)8(u,u) / (Iﬂ * [(628(%@)“7 625(“’”)’0) ) (8F(€ . u,e 1)), 8F(6 . u, e U) ]>
R4 0(e**wviy) d(e*wvv)
OF (e*wry, 25w y) OF (e25wv)y, 25w y) ]
x
D(e*$wv)y) ' (e wv)y)
o O2F (e25(w)y, 25w p)
D(e%8 ) )2

X [(628(“»“>u, X)) - (

_ 4e(ﬂ—8)8(u,v) / (IM * F(e23<“v“)u, 628(“7”)?))) [(628(“’”)21)
R4

5 02 F (25w, 2501 0)
D(e23 w0 )2

= _(8 - :u')(6 - %) /Rzl([u * F(H((uvU)?S(u,v))))F(H((uvv)aS(u,v)

+ (ezs(uvﬂ)v) :|d£l7

466 =4 [ [(Tx FOU0). 3500 [HU000)500) - (00 R ¢ el
B . v o). s . OF(H((u,v), 8(u0))) OF(H((u,v),s
4/R4 <I” [H(( ) Su) - ( O(H(u, suwy)) — O(H(v, s8¢
o ROH(,0), 5) OF(H((w0),50u)
. |:/H(( ’ )’ (uﬂ))) ( a(%(u S(uv))) ’ a(H(Uvs(u,
(

4 [ PO 0500 (40100

—4/ / ————dxdy < 0,
R4 JRa [T —y[#

[\

where

A :(3 - %)F(H((u(y)’v(y))’ S(u(y),v(y))))g(H((u(:E)’U(x))’ S(u(x),v(x))))
- F(H((u(y)7v(y))7 S(u(y),v(y))))
< [t o)) (eS|
= S(H((u(); v(¥)); Suy) i) NS (H((u(@), v()), S(u@)v@))) — F(H((u(x)W(fL")) (m))))] <0,

this prove the uniqueness of s, ).

(ii) By (i), the mapping (u,v) = S, is well defined. Let {(un,vn)} C S be any sequence such that
(Up,vp) = (u,v) in X as n — oco. We only need to prove that up to a subsequence, S(un,on) — S(uw) I
R as n — oo.
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We first show that {s(,, ,,)} is bounded in R. If up to a subsequence, s, .,) — +00 as n — oo,
then by (4.9), (F3) and (up,v,) — (u,v) # (0,0) in X as n — oo, we have
1 _4s(un,vn)
0< nh_{goe j(H((unvvn)y S(un,vn)))
< lim 1|:/ (|Aun|2 + |Avn|2)dx - 6(40+M_12)8(u"'vn) / (IH * F(umvn))F(umvn)d$ = 00,
R4 R4

n—oo 2

which is a contradiction. Therefore, {s(,,, 1,)} is bounded from above. On the other hand, by Lemma
3.1, H((tn, vn)s S(uw)) — H((u,v), 8(4,)) in X as n — oo, it follows from (i) that
j(%((unvvn)vs(un,vn))) > j(%((umvn)vs(u,v))) =J(H((u,v),s S(u, ))) + o, (1)
and thus
hnnl)iogf j(H((UW/7vn)7S(un7vn))) > j(?—l((u,v),s(um))) > 0.
If up to a subsequence, s(y,, ,) — —00 as n — 00, using (F3), we get

48 (un.vn)

j(H((unvvn)vs(un,vn))) = 2

which is an absurd. Therefore, {s(,,, 1,)} is bounded from below. Up to a subsequence, we assume that
S(un,vn) — S+ a8 — 00. Recalling that (un,vn) — (u,v) in X as n — oo, then H((un,vn); S, v,)) =
H((u,v),5,) in X as n — oo. Since P(H((Un,Vn), S(unv,))) = 0 for any n € NF, it follows that
P(H((u,v),8+)) = 0. By the uniqueness of s(, ., We get s(, .y = 4, thus (i) is proved. O

N

(HAunH% + HAvnH%) — 0, as n — oo,

Lemma 4.4. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2) and F,,(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical growth
at 0o, then there exists § > 0 small enough such that
1
T (u,v) = S ([ Aull3 + [ Av]l3)
and
P(u,v) > [[Aul3 + [| A3
for all (u,v) € S satisfying ||Aul|3 + ||Av||3 < 6.

12 < 3272 and

2
Proof. Arguing as (4.8), for any o — 0" and ¢t — 17, using (2.3), we have 78“"?_(1;’”)

/ Iy * F(u,v))F (u,v)dx
R4

8(r+1) 8(T+1) STTH 8(q+1)t’ 8(g+ 1)t/ TIM
< Oty + Iollaizt ) * o+ O (Il syt + Pollagetie)
8—p 8—p 8—p
8T—8+2u 8T—8+2u %Tu
<c(a|aul, =+ @A), )

8(q+1)t' —16+2u 8(q+1)t' —16+42u  8—p

clalaul, " @A, )T

8(q+1)t' —16+2pu 8(q+1)t' —164+2u

—8+2u —8+2u ; ;
<O(||AUH2 ! +||Av||2 )+ C([[Aully + |Avfly )
[057+ﬁ—2+05q }\|Au||2+ [OW” 24 051 ]HAUHQ

Since 7 >2—4 ¢g>2andt = Ll large enough, choosing § > 0 small enough, we conclude the result.
Similarly, we can prove the other. O
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Lemma 4.5. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,,;(j = 1,2) has ewponential subcritical
growth at oo, then we have

inf Aul? +||Av]|2) >0 and E(a,b) > 0.
ot (Al AuR) (@.b)

Proof. By Lemma 4.3, we obtain P(a, b) # (). Suppose that there exists a sequence {(un,v,)} C P(a,b)
such that (||Aw,||3 + [[Av,||3) — 0 as n — oo, then by Lemma 4.4, up to a subsequence,

0 = P, vn) > / (Aunl? + |AvyP)dz > 0,
R4

which implies that [ |Aup|?de = [pu |Av,|*dz = 0 for any n € N*. Hence, by (F») and P(uy,v,) = 0,
we have

0= /Rz;(lu * F(up,vn)) (%F(un,vn) — (Un, vp) - VF(un,vn))dx

8—p
< /R‘l(lu * F(unvvn))(4—9 - 1)[(unavn) : VF(’LLn,’Un)]d:E <0.

SO Uy, vy, — 0 a.e. in R*, which is contradict to a,b > 0.
For any (u,v) € P(a,b), by Lemma 4.3, we have

J(u,v) =T (H((u,v),0)) > T(H((u,v),s)) for all s €R.

Let § > 0 be the number given by Lemma 4.4 and 4s := In A illA ik Then (|| Aul|3+||Av||3) = 4,
uli2 vll2

by Lemma 4.4, we deduce that

648

o
T (u,v) 2 I (H((u,v),5) = —-([Aul + [|Av]3) = 5 > 0.
By the arbitrariness of (u,v) € P(a,b), we derive the conclusion. O
Denote X, = H2,,(RY) x H2 (RY), S, = SN Xy, Pr(a,b) = Pla,b) N X,, S(c) = {u e HX(RY) ;

/ lu|?de = c}, S,(c) = S(c) N HZ 4(R?) for any ¢ > 0, and the radial ground state energy
R4

FE.(a,b) = inf J(u,v). 4.10
( ) (u,v)€Pr(a,b) ( ) ( )

Here H? ,(R?) denotes the space of radially symmetric functions in H*(R*). The next lemma is focused

on showing the continuity of F,(a,b) in the exponential subcritical case.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at co, then the function (a,b) — E.(a,b) is continuous.

Proof. For any given a,b > 0, let {a,}, {b,} be any positive sequence such that a,, — a and b,, — b as
n — 0o, we only need to prove that E,(ay,b,) — E.(a,b) as n — oo.
On the one hand, for any (u,v) € P,(a,b), then
an, by

(;u, ?fu) € Sp(ap) x Sp(by)
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for n € NT. Since (%, 220) — (u,v) in X, as n — oo, by Lemmas 3.1 and 4.3, we have S(any, bny) =

)
S(uw) = 0 in R as n — oo and

'H((a_"u Z%" ),  S(any, anv)) N ’H((u,v),s(u,v)) = (u,v) in X, as n — oo.

As a consequence, limsup E,(ay,b,) < lim sup J(H((%2u
n—r oo

trariness of (u,v) € P,(a,b), we get hm supE (an,bn) E,(a,b).

On the other hand, for any n € N+ by the definition of E,.(ay,,by,), there exists (ty, 0p) € Pr(an, by)
such that

,b—gv),s(a_nu hv))) = J(u,v). By the arbi-
a b

1
j(ﬁny'ﬁn) S Er(anybn) + ;7

thus limsup J (tp, 0n) < Er(a,b). This with P(iy,,0,) = 0 and (Fy) yields that {(ty,0y)} is bounded
n—oo

in X,.. Setting

Sy 1= (i)%, ty = (bﬁ) (G, ) = (G (), 00 (L)) € Sy,

an,

then by Lemma 4.3, we have
Ep(a,b) £ T (H((@n, B), 5(305,)))
< T UGy 0): 53,50))) + | T U ). 8(3,5))) = T (s ) 8(3,,5))|
< T (s 00)) + [T P s ). 53, 500)) = T (s 00), 53, 5)

1 _ A

< By(an,ba) + -+ [T O (i, 50), 3(3,5,)) = T H{(ins ), 53,.5)
1

=: Er(an,by) + - + A(n).

We complete the proof if we can prove that limsup A(n) = 0. Indeed,

n— oo

A(n) = ‘% /R‘l(IM *F(%((am@n)rS(Qn,ﬁn))))F(H((ﬁmﬁn)vs(an,ﬁn)))dx

=5 L, U PO ). 560,00 ) O ). 305, 0))

We claim that limsup sz, 5,) < +00, otherwise, limsup sz, 5,) = +0°.
n—o0 n—oo

First, we prove that: up to a subsequence and up to translations in R*, there exists (@,7) € &,
such that (u,,0,) — (4,0) # (0,0) in X,. Since s,,t, — 1 as n — oo, and {(ty,?,)} is bounded in
X, we know {(uy,,0,)} is bounded in X, up to a subsequence, we assume that (i, 0,) — (4,0) and
(Up, Up) — (1, 0) in X,. By the uniqueness of limit, we have (u,?0) = (4, v). For any r > 0, let

0 := limsup ( sup /B( )(\ﬂnP + ]f)n]2)da;>.
Yy,r

n—oo y€R4

If o > 0, there exists {y,} C R?* such that fB |un| + |0n[P)dz > £, ie. fB(o 1 ([tin (z = yn)|® +

|On(z — yn)|?)dz > £. Up to a subsequence, and up to translations in R%, (&, 9,) — (11,17) # (0,0) in
X,
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If o = 0, using the Lions lemma [57, Lemma 1.21], @,,7, — 0 in LP(R*) for any p > 2. As a
consequence, arguing as (4.8), for any @ — 0%, ¢t —» 17, by 7 > 2 -4 > 1, ¢ > 2 and ¢/ = 5 large
8at|| A (i ,0n ) 2

8—p

enough, we have Iz < 3272 and

/R (L F i 00)[ (o, ) - V(i 0]

) 8(8le) 8(r+1) SfTu 8(g+1)t/ 8(q+1)t! Tj‘
<C(llanll ey + enll sz ) * + € (il getie + Nonll syt
8—p —H —H
» 8(r+1) . 8(r+1) TM . 8(q+1)t/ . 8(q+1)t/ T'M
=C sz nll sty + i allsctn) * +C (52 Mnll st + b lnll ozt ) =0,
8—pn 8—pu 8—p 8—pun

asn — oo. From the above equality and P (i, ?,) = 0, using (Fy), we deduce that ||Ad, |3+ ||Ady,|]3 —
0 as n — oo. In view of Lemma 4.4, up to a subsequence, we obtain

0 = Pity, ) > / (1Adn 2 + |Aby[2)dz > 0,
R4

which implies that [ |Ady|?de = [pu |AD,|*dz = 0 for any n € N*. Hence, by (F») and P(iy,, 9,) = 0,
we have

8 _
0= / (I % F(iiy, 0)) (T”F(an,@n) — (i, Bp) - VF(ﬁn,@n))dx
]R4

N o N N
< [ B Pl 6 G = Dl(@n,02) - VF (i )]s <0

SO 1y, Uy, — 0 a.e. in R*, which is contradict to ay, b, > 0.
If lim sup sz, 5,) = +00, using (4.9), (F) and (i, o) — (4,0) # (0,0) a.e. in R?, we have

n—oo

0 < liminf e **@n.m) T (H((Tin, Tn), S(ap 5)))

n—o0

1
<liminf o [/ (| ATy, % + |AG|?)da — eH0Hr—12)3(n on) / (I * F (T, On) F (i, By )d| = —00,
R4 R4

n— o0

which is an absurd. Hence, limsup s, 5,) < +00, up to a subsequence, we assume that sup s, s,) <
n—o0 neN+

—+o00.

According to {(in,0n)} and {(in, 0n)} are bounded in &, using sup sz, 5,) < +00, we obtain
neNt

sup [[AH((dn, ), $(a,,5,)l3 < 400, sup [[AH((Tn, Tn), 8(a,,5.)) I3 < +oo.
neN+ neN+

Fix a — 07 and t — 17 such that

sup at|A(ly, )| < 327, sup at]|A(dy, 5,)]|3 < 3277,
neNTt neN+

and

up AR 0. s 5B _ gy AN, B0). 55,5001

< 3272,
neN+ 4'_'N neN+ 4'_'N
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With a similar proof of Lemma 4.1, we can prove that, for any o — 07 and ¢t — 1T,
(el on)* _ 1) « (eel@D _ 1) (eel@n )l _ 1) s (e2d@DI _ 1y gy LHRY)
and
(L F(H (s 00 ), 8 (a0,50)) Moo < C5 - (L F(H((tns On),s 8(@,5,)))) oo < C-

Hence,

(1, * F(%((am@n)vS(ﬂn,f}n))))F(H((ﬁmﬁn)vs(ﬁn,f)n)))
— (L * F(H (T, ), S 5))))E(H (T, ), S 5))) — 0 ace. in RY,

’([u * F(H((ﬁm@n)vS(ﬂn,ﬁn))))F(H((ﬁmﬁn)vS(ﬂn,f}n)))
— (L * F(H((tin, Bn), S 5)))) E(H (T, B0, S )]
<C(| (i, D)7 A+ (s ) [7HY) 4 C| (G, 0)[ 7 (1@ 1) 1|y, By ) [47 (2] 1))

for all n € NT, and

7 g T Y N T Y g i ,On 2 ~ 5 Un ,On 2
[ D)7 A Gy ) [T [ (s B0) [ (210 20— 1) - | (i, )97 (1B 20 — 1)

—2|(@, )7 + 2| (@, 9) 9T (@D — 1) ae. in R

In the following, we prove that
/RAL(’(Q"’@")W (i, 60"V — 2/R4 (@, 9)[Ldz, as n — oo (4.11)
and
/R Caan, 00) 7 (20— 1) | i, ) 7 (1P — 1)
2 (@, 9|7 (@D — 1)dz, as n — . (4.12)

Using the compact embedding H?2 ,(R?) < LP(R*) for any p > 2, arguing as (4.7), we obtain (4.11)
and |(in, 0,)|7T = (@, 9)|7F, |(n, 0p)]7TY — | (@, 9)]91" in LY (R?), where ¢ = 5. By the definition
of weak convergence, using the Holder inequality, we infer that

\ / [ (fi, D)9 (1@ 1) | (@1, B, )9 (1m0 — 1] — / 2|(a, )|+ (@I 1)da
R4 R4

<| / [ty )| T (15— 1) — [ (1, 9)] (B~ 1)da
R4

R4’

+ / [, )| (O — 1y — [ (@, 2)| T (O 1) da
R4

]R4’

S A L T e L R L
R4 R4

[ i@ aiet = @ ol el — o 4 [ (o) (el o - 1) - @0 - plas
R4 R*
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N o 1
< (/ ’(am@n)’q—i-l - ‘(ﬁ,f))’q—i_l‘ dx) ‘ (/ (ea|(un,vn)|2 _ 1)tdx> [
R4 R4

+/ |(ﬂ71~))|q+1‘( al(fn,0n)? _ 1) — (eal(ﬂ,v ‘d:z:
vk N :
e A e A T I R R
R4
/ |(a ]‘”1 @ (@n,Tn)* _ 1) — (e"l|(ﬁ’f’)|2 — 1)‘da: — 0, asn — oo.

Applying a variant of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we get limsup A(n) = 0. Thus
n—oo

E.(an,by) = E.(a,b) as n — oc. O

Lemma 4.7. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at 0o, then the functions a — E(a,b) and b+ E(a,b) are non-increasing.

Proof. For any given a,b > 0, if @ > a and b > b, we shall prove that E(a,b) < E(a,b) and E(a, l~)) <
E(a,b). By the definition of E(a,b), for any € > 0, there exists (u,v) € P(a,b) such that

T (u,v) < Ea,b) + % (4.13)

Consider a cut-off function ¢ € C§°(R%,[0,1]) such that p(z) = 1 if |z| < 1, p(x) = 0 if |z| > 2. For
any small § > 0, define us(z) = p(dz)u(z) € H*(R*)\{0}, then (us(x),v(z)) — (u,v) in X as § — 0F.
By Lemmas 3.1 and 4.3, we have s(,;.) — S(u) =0 in Ras § — 0" and

H((us,0), S(us0)) = H((1,0),50)) = (w,v) in X asd— 07,
Fix g > 0 small enough such that
€
j(?‘[((UJO,U),S(%O’v))) < j(u,v) + g (4'14)

Let ¢(z) € C§°(RY) satisfy supp(y) C Bl+%(0)\B%(O), and set
0 0

N ||u60

13
= .
’ |!¢H2
Define 4y = us, + H(us,, A) for any A < 0. Since

2
dist(U50,7'[(?l50,)\)) > 5 > 0,
0
we have ||4y]]3 = a2, i.e., (Gy,v) € S(a) x S(b).
We claim that s, ) is bounded from above as A\ — —oo. Otherwise, by (4.9), (F2) and (y,v) —
(usy,v) # (0,0) a.e. in R* as A — —oo, we have
0< Jim ™ T(H((,v), 5(3,,0)))

n—oo

1
< lim _[/ (|Aa,\|2+|Av|2)dx—6(49”_12)8(’1*’“)/ (I, % F iy, 0)) F (i, v)dar| = —o00,
R* R4

n—oo
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which is a contradiction. Thus 53, ) + A — —00 as A — —oo0, by (F2), we get
64(5(12A,v)+)‘)

j(H((r&gO,O),S(aMU) +A)) < B

|Adg, |13 — 0, as A — —oo. (4.15)

Now, using Lemma 4.3, (4.13) — (4.15), we obtain

E(a,b) < T (H((ax,0); 8a,))) = T H(usy, 0); 8(a,0))) + T (H(H (@50, 0), 1), 80 0))
(H((u507v)73(ﬂ,\,v))) ( (( ) uA, v) + )‘))
(H((uéo’v)’s(u%,v )) ( (( Ugy 5 ) S(diy,v) + A)) < E(a’ b) +e€.

By the arbitrariness of £ > 0, we deduce that E(a,b) < E(a,b). Similarly, we prove F(a, 5) < E(a,b).
O

IN
NN

Lemma 4.8. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (Fy), (F5) and F, (j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at co. Suppose that (1.6) possesses a ground state solution (u,v) with A1, A2 < 0, then E(a’,b) <
E(a,b) for any o' > a close to a and E(a,b') < E(a,b) for any b’ > b close to b.

Proof. For any t > 0 and s € R, we know H((tu,v),s) € S(ta) x S(b) and

4s (n—8)s
J(H((tu,v),s)) :% / (3 Au)? + |Av|?)dz — ¢ 5 / (I, * F(te**u, e*v)) F (te** u, e**v)dx.
R4 R4
Denote a(t, s) := J(H((tu,v),s)), then
da(t, s) 4 9 _ OF (te*u, e**v)
) —¢ A _ L (p 8)3/ T« F(te2s 2s ) 2s -
Y R4| ul*de —e R4( ux F(te™u,e v))—ﬁ(te%u) e“udx T

where
OF (te**u, e**v) o,

B =(J'(H((tu,v),s)), H((tu,v), s)) —e** [ |Av|>dz — e85 / (I, * F(te**u, e*v)) e“*vdx
R4 R4 8(628’0)

By Lemma 3.1, H((tu,v),s) — (u,v) in X as (t,s) — (1,0), and since A; < 0, we have
(T (u,v), (u,v)) — |Av|?dz — / (I, % F(u,v))Fy(u,v)vdr = M ||ull3 = Ma® < 0.
R4 R4

Hence, one can fix 6 > 0 small enough such that

Oa(t, s)
ot
For any ¢t € (1,1 + ¢] and s € [—4, 0], using the mean value theorem, we obtain

da(t, s) a(l, s)

ot li=¢
for some £ € (1,t). By Lemma 4.3, 5(4,0) — S(up) = 0 in Ras t — 17. For any ' > a close to a, let
to = %, then

<0 forany (t,s) € (1,1 + 0] x [—46,0].

alt,s) =a(l,s)+ (t—1)

to € (1, 1+ (5], S(touw) € [—5, 5]

and thus, using Lemma 4.3 again,
E(CL/, b) < Oz(to, S(tou,v)) < 04(1, S(tou,v)) - j(H((u,v), S(tou,v))) < j(uvv) - E(CL, b)
Analogously, we can prove that E(a,b’) < E(a,b) for any b > b close to b. O
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From Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8, we directly obtain

Lemma 4.9. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at co. Suppose that (1.6) possesses a ground state solution with A\, a2 < 0, then E(da’,b) <
E(a,b) for any o’ > a and E(a,b') < E(a,b) for any bt/ > b.

Lemma 4.10. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at oo, then

lim E(a,b) = +o0.
(a,b)—(01,01)

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that for any {(u,,v,)} € X\(0,0) such that P(uy,,v,) = 0 and ]j_)m (| wn |3+
n—oo
|va]|3) = 0, one has lim J(uy,v,) = +0c. Setting
n— o0
48y = In(||Aun |3 4 [|Av,||3)  and (i, ) := H((tUn, Un), —5n),

then || Adiy|3 + [ A0n]3 = 1 and a3 + [0l = llunl + onll3- Since lim (

have

|un13 + llval3) = 0, we

lim sup ( sup / (i) + |@n|2)dx) =0,
n—oo  “ycR*JB(y,r)

for any » > 0. Using the Lions lemma [57, Lemma 1.21], @y,,?, — 0 in LP(R*) for any p > 2. As a

consequence, arguing as (4.8), for any fixed s > 0, as « — 0T and t — 1%, by 7 > 2 — % >1,q> 2,

8at||A/H((ﬁnvﬁn)75)”% < 327‘(‘2 and
8—p —

and t' = ﬁ large enough, we have

L s PO, 52), )P (i, ), )

A A 8(7+1) 8(1+1) SjTu (4g+4 Siu) 8(g+ 1)t/ 8(g+ 1)t/ SZT'H
— ~ 8— A~ 8— — ~ 8— -~ 8—
< Celtm =0 (| ) + ol ity )+ CeM T (Jlan |yt + lonll ozt )
8—p 8—p 8—p 8—p

Combing this and P(H((ty, 0n), Sn)) = P(un,v,) = 0, using Lemma 4.3, we derive that
T (un,vn) = T (H((Gn, 0n), n)) = T (H(H((Gn, 0n), 5n),8)) = T (H((Gn, ), 5)) = e* + on(1).

By the arbitrariness of s € R, we deduce that li_)rn T (Un,vy) = +00. O
n—oo

4.2 Palais-Smale sequence

In this section, using the minimax principle based on the homotopy stable family of compact subsets
of §, we will construct a (PS)g(p) sequence on P(a,b) for J.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that F satisfies (1), (F2), (F5) and F, (j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at co, then there exists a (PS)p(ap) sequence {(un,vn)} C Pla,b) for J.

Following by [57], we recall that the tangent space of S at (u,v) is defined by

Tiuw)S = {(@,¢) cX: /IR4(u<,0+v1,Z))dm = 0}.
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To prove Proposition 4.1, we borrow some arguments from [10,11] and consider the functional S — R
defined by

Z(u,v) = j(H((u’U)’S(u,v)))v

where s, ,) € R is the unique number obtained in Lemma 4.3 for any (u,v) € S. By Lemma 4.3, we
know that s(, ) is continuous as a mapping of (u,v) € S. However, it remains unknown that whether
S(u,w) 18 of class C 1. Inspired by [53, Proposition 2.9], we observe that

Lemma 4.11. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at oo, then T : S — R is of class C' and

(T'(u,0), (0, ) =¢*0 /W(Aumo + AvAY)dz — et /M(IH & P20, e 00))

2s u,v 2s u,v 2s u,v 2s u,v
X |:(€2S(u,v)(707 e2s(u,v)¢) . (8F(€ : )u’ e )'U)’ aF(e ( )U, e )U)
8(625(“”’)10 6(625(’“})1))

:<\7,(H((u7 U)? S(u,v)))v H(((p7 w)a S(u,v))>
for any (u,v) € S and (p,v) € T(y)S.

)| dx

Proof. Let (u,v) € S and (p,v) € T{(,,)S, then for any |¢| small enough, by Lemma 4.3, we obtain

T(u+to,v+ty) — I(u,v)
ZJ(H((U +ip, v+ t¢)’ S(u-i—tgp,v—i—tdf))) - j(H((u7 U)7 S(u,v)))
ST (H((u+tp, v + 1), Sugipvrty)) — T (H(W,0), Surtpotin)))

45(u+t Jutte)
— [ 1A )P~ 1AuP £ A+ ) - [Av]do
2 i
(M_g)s(qut JuFt)
[ [ Pl ok 1), esanian (0 + 1)
]R4

X F(rtowt (u+ ), 0tamto) (v 1 1))

— (I, * F(625(u+t¢,v+tw)u7 e2s<u+w,u+w)U))F(e%wﬂw,wtw)u, e2s(u+t<p,v+tw)v)} dx

et (ut oot

= / <i§2|Au|2 + t2| Av|? + 2tAuAp + 2tAvA¢> dz
2 R4

e(M_g)S(quw,un

- [ (T P (1t ), e v+ )
R4

X [(e2sw+wvv+w>tsﬁ, > uttotti) o) - (F, |

dx

zl:eZS(U+t¢,v+tw) (ut&tp)’ FZ2 |Z2:ezs(u+t¢,v+tw) (U+&t¢))}

e(/’l‘_g)s(u+t¢,v+t'¢))

_ 5 / (IM * F(ezs(u+t<p,’u+t'¢))u’ e2s(u+t¢,v+tw)v))
R4

x [(2sesrrg, tesny) - (F,| dz,

zl:e2s(u+t%v+tw) (u+Eetp)’ FZ? |22:e25(u+t<p,v+tw) (v+&etep) ):|

where & € (0,1). Analogously, we have

I(u+to,v+th) — I(u,v)
645(1“))

/ <t2]Au\2 + 2| Avf? + 2t Audgp + 2tAvAzp) dz
R4
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e(u_g)s(u,v)

B /M(fu s« (2500 (u + 1), €250 (v + 1))

2 u,v 2 u,v
x [(e w0 b, 0D ) + (Fay |, _ v sy Foa oy (oo d}))]dx

e(u_g)s(u,v)

- | s P, )

2 u,v 2 u,v
X [(e Swo)tp, e“Swo)t)) - (Fy, |Z1:e25(“v“) (u+<tt4p)’FZ2|Z2:62s(“'U) (U+Ctt1/1))] dx,

where (; € (0,1). By Lemma 4.3, %in(l) S(uttp,o+te) = S(uw), from the above inequalities, we conclude
—

lim I(’LL +ip, v+ t?,[)) — I(’LL,’U)
t—0 t

=) / (AuAgp + AvAp)de — =S5y / (I, * F(e*wvy, e*swy))
R4 R4

OF (e*wo y, e ) OF (25w u, 25w y)
8(625("’”)?1) ’ 8(628(“»”>U)

< [(e2 e, o) )|

Using Lemma 4.3, we find that the Gateaux derivative of Z is continuous linear in (¢, ?) and continuous
in (u,v). Therefore, by [57, Proposition 1.3], we get T is of class C'. Changing variables in the integrals,
we prove the rest. O

Lemma 4.12. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at oo. Let G be a homotopy stable family of compact subsets of S without boundary (i.e., B =10)
and set
:= inf T .
o0 = Jah s, Twv)

If eg > 0, then there exists a (PS)e, sequence {(un,v,)} C P(a,b) for J.
Proof. Let {A,} C G be a minimizing sequence of eg. We define the mapping
n:[0,1] xS =8, 0t (u,v)) = H((w0), t5(u,0))-

By Lemma 4.3, n(t, (u,v)) is continuous in [0, 1] x S, and satisfies (¢, (u,v)) = (u,v) for all (¢, (u,v)) €
{0} x 8. Thus by the definition of G, one has

Dy = (1, Ap) = {H((u,v), Suwy) * (u,v) € A} CG.

Obviously, D,, C P(a,b) for any n € N*. Since Z(H((u,v),s)) = Z(u,v) for any (u,v) € S and s € R,
then

max Z(u,v) = max Z(u,v)—eg, asmn — oo.
(u,v)EDp (u,v)EA,

which implies that {D,} C G is another minimizing sequence of eg. By Lemma 2.6, we obtain a (PS),
sequence {(ty,0p,)} C S for Z such that lim dist((Gy,,0p), D) = 0. Let
n— o0

(Un, vn) = H((tn, On), s(ﬁn,’ﬁn))?

then we prove that {(u,,v,)} C P(a,b) is the desired sequence.
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We claim that there exists C' > 0 such that e *@n.on) < C for any n € NT. Indeed, we observe that

| Ad |3 + [|Avn13
[Aup 3 + | Avy 3

6_45(711177371) =

Since {(un,vn)} C P(a,b), by Lemma 4.5, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that | A |3+ | Avy, |3 > C
for any n € N*. Regarding the term of {(dy,0,)}, since D,, C P(a,b) for any n € N and for any
(u,v) € P(a,b), one has J(u,v) = Z(u,v), thus

max u,v) = max ZL(u,v)—e as n — oQ.
(u,v)EDy j( ’ ) (u,v)EDy, ( ’ ) 9>

This together with D,, C P(a,b) and (F3) yields {D,,} is uniformly bounded in X, thus from

Hm dist((iin, on), Dy) = 0,

n—oo
we obtain sup ||(iy,, 0, )||?> < co. This prove the claim.
From {(Zi,lvn)} C P(a,b), it follows that
T (Un,vn) = Z(up,vy) = Z(ly, 0n) — €g, as n — oo.

For any (¢,v) € T(y, v,)S, we have
/ ('&ne_zg(ﬂn,f)n)(lp(e_s(ﬁn,ﬁn)aj) + @ne_25(an,an)1/;(3_5(11”,@703;)) dz
R4
:/ (ﬂn(es@n’ﬁn)y)e%(ﬂ”’ﬁ”)so(y) + @n(e%n’ﬁ”)y)e%(ﬂ”’ﬁn)¢(y)>dy = / (Untp + vp¥))dz = 0,
R4 R4

which means H((¢,%), =S (a,,0,)) € T(an,0,)S- Also, we have

[| (€725 Gn on) (e 5(in 0n) ), €725 (an.0n) g€ 5 on) 1) ) ||2
=~ 1m0 (| Apll3 + [|AD[[3) + 2672 (V|3 + [Vo[13) + (2l3 + [19[13)
<C(lApl3 + 1A¢]3) + 2VC(IVells + [IVY[I5) + (lell3 + [9]l3) < max{1,C} (e, %)

By Lemma 4.11, for any (¢,v) € T{y, v,)S, we deduce that

(T (un vn), (0, 0D = UT"(H((dns D) S(@,6,)))s HIH(2:¥)s =8(0,60))» S(n,00))]
= [(Z' (itn, 0n), (9, %), = (@ ,00))]
< N (i, o) 1 - IH((059), =S(a,00))
< max{1, VO|T' (i, n) 1« - | (0, %)

which implies that || 7/ (t,, v)||« < max{1, VC}HZ' (@in, 0n)|lx — 0 as n — oo. Thus {(u,,v,)} C P(a,b)
is a (PS)., sequence for J. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1: Noted that the class G of all singletons included in S is a homotopy stable
family of compact subsets of S without boundary. By Lemma 4.12, if eg > 0, then there exists a
(PS)eg sequence {(un,vn)} C P(a,b) for J. By Lemma 4.5, we know E(a,b) > 0, so if we can prove
that eg = E(a,b), then we complete the proof.
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In fact, by the definition of G, we have

eg = inf max Z(u,v) = inf Z(u,v) = inf T(H((u,v),80u))) = inf T(H((u,v),8wuw)))-

A€G (uv)eA (u,v)eS (u,v)eS (u,v)eS
For any (u,v) € S, it follows from H((u,v),s@,)) € P(a,b) that J(H((u,v),swu,v))) = E(a,b), by
the arbitrariness of (u,v) € S, we get eg > FE(a,b). On the other hand, for any (u,v) € P(a,b), by
Lemma 4.3, we deduce that s(,,) = 0 and J(u,v) = J(H((u,v),0)) > ( 1n)fsj( ((u;v), 8(uw))), by
u,v)e

the arbitrariness of (u,v) € P(a,b), we have E(a,b) > eg. O

For the sequence {(uy,v,)} obtained in Proposition 4.1, by (F»), we know that {(u,,v,)} is bounded
in X, up to a subsequence, we assume that (u,,v,) — (ug,vp) in X. Furthermore, by J'|s(un,vy) — 0
as n — oo and Lagrange multiplier rule, there exist two sequences {\1,}, {A2,} C R such that

/R;;(AUHASD + Av, Av)dx — /

R4(IM * F'(up, vp)) Fu, (Un, vy)pdx — / (I * F(un,vn)) Fy, (Un, vn)dx

R4

= [ Ot + At} + 0,1 (. 9)] (116)

for every (p,9) € X.

Lemma 4.13. Assume that I' satisfies (F1) — (F3), (F5) and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical
growth at oo, then up to a subsequence and up to translations in R*, ug # 0 and vy # 0.

Proof. For any r > 0, let
o0 := limsup ( sup / (Jun)? + |vn|2)d:17>.
B(y,r)

n— 00 yeR4

If o > 0, then there exists {y,} € R* such that fB |un|2+|vn| Jdz > 2. ie. fB(o 1 (Jun(z— Yn) >+

lun(z — yp)|*)dz > §. Up to a subsequence, and up to translations in R, (up,v,) — (ua,vb) # (0,0)
in X. From (4.16) and Lemma 4.1, we can see that (uq,vp) is a weak Solution of (1.2) with N = 4.
Assume that u, = 0, then by (F») and (F3), we know that v, = 0. Similarly, v, = 0 implies u, = 0.
This is impossible, since (uq, vp) # (0,0).

If o = 0, using the Lions lemma [57, Lemma 1.21], u,,v, — 0 in LP(R*) for any p > 2. As a

consequence, arguing as (4.8), since {(un,v,)} is bounded in X, for any o — 07 and t — 17, by

S8at||A(un,vn)||3

7>2-k4>1 ¢>2 and t' = 4 large enough, we have sup Iz < 3272 and

neN+t S
/4(IM * F'(Up, vp))[(tn, vy) - VF(uy, vy,)]|dx
R
S(Sle) 8(7+1) STTH 8(g+1)t’ 8(q+1)t’ 47“
<O (unllsicty + el ) * o+ C(emll syt + lonlgitin ) 0 s o0,
8—p 8—p 8—p 8—p

From the above equality and P(u,,v,) = 0, we deduce that ||Au,|]3 + ||Av,||3 — 0 as n — oo, hence
(Fy) implies lim J(up,v,) = 0, which is an absurd, since E(a,b) > 0. O
n—o0

Lemma 4.14. Assume that F satisfies (I'1) — (F5) and F,; (j = 1,2) has exponential subcritical growth

at 0o, then {\1n} and {X2,} are bounded in R. Furthermore, up to a subsequence, A1, — A1 < 0 and
Ao = A< 0inR asn — oo.
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Proof. Using (uy,0) and (0,v,) as test functions in (4.16), we have
Mint® = [ 18P~ [ (T Pl 00))Fay vt + 00(1) ]|
R R

and
Nonb? :/ |Avn|2d:n—/ (L F (1, 00)) Fo, (tts 0 )0l + 0 (1) 0.
R4 R4

By P(up,v,) = 0, we obtain
/ (I % F(tn, vn))[(tn, vn) - VF(up, vy)]da :/ (|Aup | 4 |Av, |2 da + STT'U/ (I * F(tp, vn))F(up, v,)de.
R4 R4 R

This together with (Fy) and the boundedness of {(uy,v,)} yields that {\,} and {\2,} are bounded
in R. Moreover,

1
i :—2(/ (Iu*F(un,vn))(ég—’uF(un,vn)—Fvn(un,vn)vn)dx—l—/ A, Pdz)
a R4 4 R4
and
- :i(/ (I, *x F(up,v ))(8_—’uF(u Un) — Fu,, (Un, vn)u )dm+/ |Au ]2dx)
2,n b2 - o nsy Un 4 nsy Un un \Uny Un JUn - n )

Thanks to u, # 0,v, # 0, using (Fy), (Fy) and Fatou lemma, we obtain lirginf —A1n > 0 and
n [e.e]
liminf —Ag ,, > 0, namely, limsup A; ,, < 0 and limsup Ay, < 0. Since {1} and {A\2,} are bounded,

n—00 n—00 n—00
up to a subsequence, we assume that A, — Ay <0 and A2, =+ A2 <0in R as n — oo. O

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, from (4.16) and Lemmas 4.1, 4.13, 4.14,
we know (ugq, vp) is a nontrivial weak solution of (1.2) with A\j, A2 <0, N =4, and P(ug,v) = 0. Using
the Brézis-Lieb lemma [57, Lemma 1.32], we have

Hun”% = |lun — uaH% + Hua”% +o0n(1) and anH% = |lvn — Ub”% + ”Ub”% + 0n(1).

Let a1 = [jugllz > 0, b1 := |lwpll2 > 0, and a1, = |lun — Uall2, b1 := |ln — vp|l2, then a® =
af +ai,, + 0,(1) and b* = b + b7, + 0,(1). Since P(uq,vy) = 0, using (F3) and Fatou lemma, we have

1
j(uaavb) - j(ua7vb) - §P(uaavb)

— % A4(Iu * F(ug, vp)) [(ua, vp) - VE (ug,vp) — (3 — %)F(um vb)] dz
< %hnrgigf /wuu s« F'(up,vp)) [(un, vp) - VE(up,v,) — (3 — %)F(un, vn)] dx

= lim inf(J (upn, vn) — %P(un,vn)) = F(a,b).

n—oo

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 4.7 that J (uq,vy) > E(aq,b1) > E(a,b). Thus J(uq,vp) =
E(ai,b1) = E(a,b), and it follows from lemmas 4.9, 4.14 that |lus|l2 = a, ||vp|l2 = b. This implies
(ugq,vp) is a ground state solution of (1.6). O
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5 Exponential critical case

This section is devoted to study (1.6) in the exponential critical case.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that F' satisfies (I1), (F2) and F, (j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth at oo,
let {(un,vn)} C S be a bounded (PS)gp) sequence of J in X, up to a subsequence, if (un,vn) — (u,v)
mn X, and

/Rz;(l” sk F'(tUn,vpn))[(tun, vn) - VF(up,v,)]de < Ky (5.1)

for some constant Ko > 0, then for any ¢ € C§°(R*), we have

/ AupApdr — AulApdz, / Av,Apdr — AvApdz, as n — oo, (5.2)
R4 R4 R4 R4
/ Uppdr — updz, / vppdr — vpdz, as n — o0, (5.3)
R4 R4 R4 R4
and
/ (I * F(un,vn))EFy, (U, vp)pdr — (I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)edr, as n — oo, (5.4)
R4 R4
/ (I * F(un,vn)) Fy, (Un, vn)pdr — / (I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)pdx, as n — oo, (5.5)
R4 R4
/ Iy * F(un,vn))F(un,vp)de = [ (I, * F(u,v))F(u,v)dz, as n — oo. (5.6)
R4 R4

Proof. With a similar proof of Lemma 4.1, we have (5.2)-(5.3) hold.

We adopt some ideas of Lemma 2.4 in [3] to prove (5.4) and (5.5). Let £ be any compact subset of
R* Q' cC Q and ¢ € C§°(9) such that 0 < ¢ <1 and ¢ = 1 in ', then by taking ¢ as a text function
in the first equation of (1.6) and using Holder inequality, we get

[ B P o) Pa o) < [ (Bt P, 00)) Fa 00}k < Clluall 6] < €,

which implies that wy, := (I, * F(un, vn))Fy, (un, vy) is bounded in L*(£2), up to a subsequence, wy, — w
in the weak*-topology as n — oo, where w denotes a Radon measure. So for any ¢ € C5°(92), we get

lm [ (1, % F(un,vn))Fu, (un, vp)pde = / wdw.
Q

n—o0 Q

Now recall that {(un,vn)} C S is a (PS)gp sequence of J, hence, for any ¢ € C5°(Q),

lim AupAp — Muppdr = / pdw,
n—o0o R4 Q

which implies that w is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Then, by the
Radon-Nicodym theorem, there exists a function g € L'(£2) such that for any ¢ € C§°(Q),

/cpdw:/cpgda:.
Q Q
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Since there holds for any compact set @ C R*, we have that there exists a function g € L (R*) such

that for any ¢ € C§°(R?),

loc
lim (I * F(un,vn))Fy, (Un, vp)pdr = / odw = / (I * F(u,v))Fy(u,v)ede.
n—o0o R4 R4 R4

So we have (5.4). Similarly, we prove (5.5).
Next, adopting some ideas of Lemma 3.3 in [5], we will prove (5.6). By (F3), (2.2), (5.1) and Fatou
lemma, we have

‘ /Rz;(l” * F(up, vp))F(tup, vp)dx — /Rz;([” * F(u,’u))F(u,v)dg:‘

< (A4(IM*F(un,un))(F(un,vn)—F(u,v))dw( +(44(1“*F(u,v))(F(un,vn)_F(u,v))dﬂ;(

[NIES

< </[R4(IM * F(un,vn))F(un,vn)dx) : ( /R‘*(IM 5 (F(tn, vp) — F(u,0)))(F(tn, vp) — F(u,v))daz)

=

n ( /R 4([H*F(u,v))F(u,v)dx)%< / (L % (F(u, vp) — F(u,0)))(F(tn, vn) —F(u,v))d:n)

R4

N

< 0</R (T * (Pt o) — F (1, 0)) (g, 0) — F(u,0)de)

Now we only need to prove that

lim Ly * (F(upn,vn) — F(u,0)))(F(un, vn) — F(u,v))dz = 0.

n—oo R4

For a fixed S > 0, denote

A= {x eRY: Ju,(z)] < S and |u,(z)| < S}, B = {a; eRY: ju(z)| < S and |v(z)| < S},

C = {:17 ERY: Jun(z)] > S or |un(z)] > 5}, D= {:17 eRY: u(z)] > S or |u(z)| > 5}.
Then

/ Iy * (F(up,vp) — F(u,v)))(F(un, v,) — F(u,v))dz
[ [ a0~ PO i), o) =Pl 0
R4 JR4 |z —y|~
(un; vn)xa(y) + Fu, v)xB(y) + F(u, v)xD(Y))F(un, vn)xc (@)
+2/]R4/]R4 P—r dxdy
(F(uny Un)XA(y) + F(“’? U)XB(y))F(uv U)XD(‘T)
+2/]R4/]R4 |$_y|u dxdy

/ / Un,?)n Xc y) (Un,’l)n XC d d +/ / u v XD F(u U)XD(x)dﬂj‘dy
R4 JR4 |z — gy~ R4 JR4 |z — gy~

=0+ b+ I3+ 1, + I5.
From (2.1), we obtain I; = o(1) for j = 2,--- ,5 when S is large enough. Moreover

| (tns vn)xa(y) — F'(u, 0)xB @)1 F (Un, va)xa(®) — F(u,v)xp(7)|
h _//]R4 |z — y|# ey
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dxdy
[z —yl

+/ / [ F'(un, vn)xa(y) = F(u, v)xB W) F (Un, vn)xa(x) = F(u,v)xp(2)]
R4H\Q JR*

=1g + I7.
Using (2.1) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we know I = o(1). Furthermore,
I; = o(1) when the measure of Q is large enough. This ends the proof. O
5.1 The behaviour of E(a,b)

Lemma 5.2. Assume that I satisfies (F1), (F2) and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth at
00, then for any fizxed (u,v) € S, we have

(1) T(H((u,v),5)) = 0" as s = —o0;

(i1) T (H((u,v),s)) = —oc as s — +o0.

Proof. 1t is obvious that there exist s; << 0 such that

8—p
[AH((u,0), )5 = [|AH (u, )15 + [AH (v, 5)[|5 < S

for all s < s1. Fix a > 3272 close to 3272 and t > 1 close to 1 such that

8ot || AH((u,v), s)
8—p

2
”2 é 327T2

Repeating the proof of Lemma 4.2, we derive the conclusion. O

Lemma 5.3. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F; (j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth
at oo, then for any fized (u,v) € S, the following statements hold.

(i) The function J(H((u,v),s)) achieves its mazimum with positive level at a unique point s(, ) € R
such that H((u,v),5(,.)) € Pla,b).

(i1) The mapping (u,v) = S, is continuous in (u,v) € S.

Proof. Using Lemma 5.2, with a similar proof of Lemma 4.3, we finish the proof. U

Lemma 5.4. Assume that I satisfies (F1), (F2) and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth at
00, then there exists § > 0 small enough such that

T (u,v) 2 2 ([ Aul3 + [|Av]3)

Ry

and
P(u,v) > || Aull3 + [|Av]j3

for all (u,v) € S satisfying ||Aul|3 + ||Av||3 < 6.

Proof. For § < 8_7”, fix o > 3272 close to 3272 and ¢t > 1 close to 1 such that

IO
8 — 1 - ’

with a similar proof of Lemma 4.4, we complete the proof. U
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Lemma 5.5. Assume that I satisfies (I), (F2), (F5) and I, (j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth

at 0o, then we have

inf Aul]2 + [|Av]|2) >0 and E(a,b) > 0.
ot (1AulB+ Av]B) (@.b)

Proof. Using Lemma 5.4, a similar argument of Lemma 4.5 completes the proof. O

Using Lemma 5.3, following the arguments of Lemmas 4.7-4.9, we can prove the following lemmas
hold.

Lemma 5.6. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F,; (j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth
at oo, then the functions a — E(a,b) and b— E(a,b) are non-increasing.

Lemma 5.7. Assume that I satisfies (I), (F2), (F5) and I, (j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth
at 0o, suppose that (1.6) possesses a ground state solution with A1, o < 0, then E(da’,b) < E(a,b) for
any a’ > a close to a and E(a,b’) < E(a,b) for any b’ > b close to b.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (F2), (F5) and F; (j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth
at 0o, suppose that (1.6) possesses a ground state solution with A1, Ay < 0, then E(a’,b) < E(a,b) for
any a’ > a and E(a,b') < E(a,b) for any /' > b.

5.2 The estimation for the upper bound of E(a,b)

In this subsection, we use the modified Adams functions introduced in [20] to estimate the upper bound
of E(a,b), which is important for exponential critical growth problems.

For any ¢(t) € C§°([0,00),[0,1]) such that ¢(t) =1if 0 <t <1, p(t) = 0if ¢t > 2. Define a sequence
of functions @, by

logn 1—n2|z|? <1
82 \/32n2logn’ for |l’| - n’
__ log|z] 1 <
o) = | Vortlorn for 7 <l <1
_ ¢(=|)log |z|
JorToan for 1 < |z] <2,
{ 0, for |z| > 2.

One can check that @, € H?(R*). A straightforward calculation shows that

o 14320 1 1 1+ 32M, 1
[&nllz = — 9 Tood = o(——);
128logn  96n 192n*logn  128logn log™ n
N 14+ 2Ms 1 14 2M, 1
Vo2 = - =
IVeonlz 8logn  12n%logn 8logn o log®n’”’
and 4+ M
Aoyl =1 :
I8 = 1+ et
where

2
M, = / ©? (r)r3log? rdr,
1
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2 2
My = / (gp’(r) logr + —(’D(T)> r3dr,
1 T

and
2 / / /
- 3 2 3 1
My — / ((p//(r) log 14 —2{) F3¢(r) + :;0 (r) +3r¢'(r) ogv‘>r3dr'
1
For any ¢ > 0, let wy, = ”;;'ﬁz. Then w¢ € S(c) and
2(14+2M> 1
IVwe||2 = ( 8logn (log 7)) _ 16¢*(1 4 2Mp) (1 + o( ! )) (5.7)
nli2 =™ 1432M - 2 ’ :
Jslogrlz +o (log -) 14 32M, log®n
2(1+ Tigs) 12802
4Togn C 4+ M3
[ LA ( +logn +o(—5—)) (5.8)
T35 Tog & +O(log4n) 1+ 32M, 4 log®n
Furthermore, we have
C(1+0( lo, 1311)) 1 g l—n2|:c|2 1
\/1+32ng <\;8TT; V3272 >7 for |z < 7,
128
C(l"'o(j)) log |z 1
— s ; for + < |z| <1,
WE(z) = e Ven? 8 (5.9)

cltolins ) o(la]) log o]

\/1+321\/11 V872
128

for 1 < |z] <2,

0, for |z| > 2.

For any t > 0, let

2 tg—4

5 [ (8utP + 1At e

gn(t) == j(twg(t%x) tw® (t2x)) /R4 (I * F(th,th))F(twa,th)dw.

By Lemmas 5.3 and 5.5, we know F(a,b) = ( in)f g max J(H((u,v),s)) > 0, this together with (w?,w?) €
u,v)ES SE

S yields that
< a b
0 < B(a,b) < max J(H((wh,wn), 5)) = max gn(t).
Lemma 5.9. Assume that I satisfies (F1), (F») and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth at
oo, then for any fived n € NT, max gn(t) is attained at some t, > 0.
>

Proof. For any fixed n € NT, as t > 0 small, fix o > 3272 close to 3272 and m > 1 close to 1 such that

8am| A(tw?, twh)

13 < 327°.
8—p
Arguing as (4.8), for m’ = "< we have
t2 b b
5 / (L, * F(twy, twy ) F (twy, tw, )dx
R4
A 8(r+1) B(ri1) | 8—u . 8(g+1)m’ 8(g+1)m/ i;t;
<O (il + bl ) © o+ CoF (Ml st + Nkt )
8—p 8—p 8—p BT
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ook 8(t+1) b 8(t+1) STTM g2 b 8(g+1)m’ , 8(q+1)m’ %
= ’ <||waH8(T+1) + ||(U HS(TJrl)) * ct ’ <||waH8(q+1)m’ + Hw HB(qul)m >

8—p 8—pn 8—pn

where 7 > 2 — & and ¢ > 2. So g,(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0 small enough. By (4.9), we obtain

14 $20+5-4
5 Aﬁ“F@%m%ﬂwthﬁ> 2(@@%ﬂ%m%ﬂ%m%ﬂ

Since 6 > 3 — &, we have that g, (t) < 0 for ¢ > 0 large enough. Thus max gn(t) is attained at some
t, > 0. O

Lemma 5.10. Assume that I satisfies (F1), (Fa), (Fs) and F.;(j = 1,2) has exponential critical
growth at oo, then max gn(t) < 81_—6“ for n € Nt large enough.

Proof. By Lemma 5.9, max gn(t) is attained at some ¢, > 0 and thus ¢/,(t,) = 0. By (F»),

— 8 B_
ti /4(\Aw;ﬂ2 + \Awglz)daz = 'uTtn2 ! /4([u * F(tnwf{,tnwg))F(tnwa,tan)d:ﬂ
R R

£y OF (t,w? tnwb) OF (tpw? tnwb)
t2 I, % Ftnw®, thw? TR w® w nnl g wl)d
B[ (D Pt ) (T sl ST )y gy
40 +p—8 1y por OF (tawl t,wl) OF (tpwl tywl)
> TR Py, I, F(taw®, tn n nEn )y o nonn)y whydr.  (5.10
> LR [ e Pttt (T )y oy Sl e, (5.10)
By (Fg), for any € > 0. there exists R. > 0 such that for any |z1], |22] > R,
F(z)[z-VF(2)] > (0 — 6)6647T2|Z|2. (5.11)

Case 1: li_l}n (t2logn) = 0. Then li_>m tn, =0, by (5.7) and (5.8), we have that

t2

5 (|Awn|2+|Aw 2)dz — 0, as n — oo.

Noting that F(t,w?,t,w’) > 0 by (F3), so we have
2
0 < gnlta) < 2 [ (18wl +]A08 )iz
2 R4
thus li_)m gn(tn) = 0, and we conclude.

Case 2: li_)rn (t2logn) =1 € (0,00]. We claim that | < co. Otherwise, if | = oo, then li_)rn (tnlogn) =
oo. By (5.7)-(5.9) and (5.10)-(5.11), we have

128(a® + b?)t2 <4 + M;

1
1
1+ 321, +Og”+(’(12))

4 ogn

wp nWp (T a nw’l,ll x), nwly)b x
404 p—8 I 8- / / (nso ().t (1) (2l Ohtnsss @)y o () - PPl Cplnisa @)y (7))
B B1(0)/B1(0)

|z —y|+

dxdy
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2,12y,2 2 1
1024 +b<)ts L 1+ —3—
024(a ) 7 log= n( O(log‘ n))

_46 T+32M7 / / dxdy .
B1(0)/BL(0) T —yl*

(x) for any |z| < %, the last integral can be estimated as follows

40+ p—8)(0—e)’
- 40

Sl

t

1
n

Since B1_|,((0) C B

1
n

dxdy _/ da:/ d_z
B, (0) /B, (0) |T =yl B (0) B (x) 12"
2/ d;g/ gz
B JBy_ 0 2"
2 4—
_ 2w / (l_m) de
d—pJp, @ \n

4 4 % 1 4—
] / (— — 7’) MT3d7‘
4 — M Jo n

2471 Cy

(4= p)(5 = p)(6 — p)(7 — p)(8 — pn®=# — nB=n’

1
n

where
247t

(4=p)B = )6 —p)(7T—p)(8—pn)

C, =

Consequently, we obtain

128(a® + b?)t2 <4 + M;

1
1 )
1+ 320, ;- Tlento(ize)

( 1024(a? 4+52)t2 log n(1+o0(—4—))
—4

log;3 n
T+320M _(8_“)> logn

— — )2

- 46

which is a contradiction. Thus I € (0,00), and li_)m t, = 0, li_}rn
(1 32M,)(8 — )
1024(a2 + 02)

(tplogn) = oo. By (5.12), letting
n — oo, we have that

0<lil<

(14+32M1)(8—p)
1024(a? +52)

(1+32M1)(8—p)
1024(a2+52)

Otherwise, if [ > , the right side of (5.12) approaches to infinity as n — oo, which is

impossible. If [ = , by the definition of w?® and w?, we can find that

1024(a? + b*)t2 logn(1 + 0(—1(3 )
log® n +
= —
Ay, 1+ 390, (8=pu) =07, asn— o0

and using the Taylor’s formula, we have

A2 log?
nA”:1+Anlogn+%gn+“'21.

Thus
128(a? + b?)t2 logn - (49 + 11— 8)Cu(o — €)?

1+ 32M, - 46

P
tn 5
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which is a contradiction. Therefore,

2
lim g (t) < lim 2 [ (18wt + A0t )z
n— 00 n—oo R4
_ 64(a* + b?)1 - 8—u
- 1+32M, 16
This ends the proof. O

5.3 Palais-Smale sequence

Similar to the arguments in section 4.2, we apply Lemma 2.6 to construct a (PS)p(qp) sequence on
P(a,b) for J. Here, we only state the conclusion without proof.

Lemma 5.11. Assume that I satisfies (F1), (Fa), (F5) and F.;(j = 1,2) has exponential critical
growth at co, then the functional Z(u,v) = J(H((u,v),5(u,v))) is of class C'! and

<I/(’LL, U)v ((107 ¢)> = (j/(H((u7 U)7 S(u,v)))7 ,H(((')Dv ¢)7 S(u,v))>
for any (u,v) € S and (¢, ) € T(y»S.

Lemma 5.12. Assume that I satisfies (F1), (Fa), (F5) and F.;(j = 1,2) has exponential critical
growth at oo. let G be a homotopy stable family of compact subsets of S without boundary (i.e., B =10)
and set

eg := inf max Z(u,v).
97 A€G (unyea (u,0)

If eg > 0, then there exists a (PS)e, sequence {(un,v,)} C P(a,b) for J.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that F' satisfies (F1), (Fs), (F5) and F,,(j = 1,2) has exponential critical
growth at oo, then there exvists a (PS)pgap) sequence {(un,vn)} C P(a,b) for J.

For the sequence {(uy, vy,)} obtained in Proposition 5.1, by (F»), we know that {(u,,v,)} is bounded
in X, up to a subsequence, we assume that (u,,v,) = (ug,vp) in X. Furthermore, by J'|s(uy, v,) — 0
as n — oo and Lagrange multiplier rule, there exist two sequences {1}, {A2,n} C R such that

/R (DunAp + Av A - /

(L * F(up,vpn))EFy, (n, vp)pdr — / (L * F(up,vpn))EFy, (U, vp)d
R4

R4

— [ utno  Naontdde + 0u (D 0 (513)

for every (p,9) € X.

Lemma 5.13. Assume that F satisfies (F1)—(F3), (F5), (F6) and F,; (j = 1,2) has exponential critical
growth at 0o, then up to a subsequence and up to translations in R*, ug # 0 and vy # 0.

Proof. If (uq,vy) = (0,0), by J(un,vy) = E(a,b) + 0,(1), P(un,v,) =0 and (Fy), we get

T (U, vp) — %P(un,vn) = %A4(IN * F'(up,vy)) {(un,vn) - VF(up,vy) — (3 — %)F(un,vn) dx
> 494_+12/ (I * F(un,vn))F(up, vy)de.
R4
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By 6 >3 — &, we have

8E(a,b)

< ——mM—- .
TS po12 (5.14)

lim sup/ (I * F(un,vn))F(un,vy)d
R4

n—o0

This with P(uy,,v,) = 0 and the boundedness of {(u,,v,)} implies that, up to a subsequence, there
exists constant Lg > 0 such that

/Rz;([” s F(tn, vn))[(tn, vn) - VE (up,vp)]dz < Lg. (5.15)

From Lemma 5.1, we can see

/([u sk F'(Up, Up))F (tup, vy )dz = o0, (1).
R4
Hence, by Lemma 5.10, we have

8 _
lim sup([| Aun|2 + |Av,|12) < 2E(a,b) < ——H.

n—o0 8

Up to a subsequence, we assume that sup (||Au,||3 + [|Av,[|3) < S_T“. Using (2.1) again, we have
neNt

/(IM # F(up, vn)) [(Un, vn) - VF (un, vp)]da < C”F(umvn)uﬁ“(umvn) - VE(up, vn)
R4

H%

Fix a > 3272 close to 3272 and m > 1 close to 1 such that

neNTt 8'_'N
Arguing as (4.8), for m’ = "< we have
8g+1) 8g+1) §%ﬁ 8%+1ﬂ/ MZ+UH %i#
HF(UMUH)H& < C(H“ﬂ”sg{ﬁ) +HUTLH8(8;+‘L1)) +C<”un”8(g;f)t’ +H””H8(¢é;f)t’> — 0, asn—oo.
— —p — 1 —p

Similarly, we can prove that

H(un,vn) ) VF(un,Un) — 0, asn — oo.

I
Therefore, we get

/(Iu * F(tn,v0))[(tn,vn) - VE(up, vy)]dz = 0 (1).

R4
Recalling that P(uy,v,) = 0, so [[Auy|l2+||Avy,||2 = 0,(1), which implies E(a,b) = 0, this is impossible,
since E(a,b) > 0. Hence (uq,v) # (0,0). From (5.13) and Lemma 5.1, we can see that (uq,v) is a
weak solution of (1.2) with N = 4. Assume that u, = 0, then by (F3), we know that v, = 0. Similarly,
vp = 0 implies u, = 0. This is impossible, since (uq,vp) # (0,0). O

Lemma 5.14. Assume that F' satisfies (F1) — (Fg), and F,;(j = 1,2) has exponential critical growth
at 0o, then {\1} and {X2,} are bounded in R. Furthermore, up to a subsequence, A1, — A1 < 0 and
Ao — A <0 inR asn — oo.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 4.14, so we omit it. U
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5.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.2: Using (5.15), Lemmas 5.1, 5.6, 5.8, 5.13, 5.14, we can proceed exactly as the
proof of Theorem 1.1. O
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