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ABSTRACT. In this article, our main concern is to study the existence of bound and ground state solutions for
the following fractional system of nonlinear Schrédinger-Korteweg-De Vries (NLS-KdV, in short) equations
with Hardy potentials:

(—A)*1u — N BN 2vh(z)uv in RY,
|(E|251

(—A)*20 — )\ZL O vh(z)u? in RV,
RS

w,v >0 in RV \ {0},

‘ ) B N/2 FQ(N<F42SZ')F(N<F22SZ')
where s1,s2 € (0,1) and X\; € (0,An,s,) with Ay s, = 20/ 2 —gd— 2~
184 184 2 Sy T(—s
(=) IT(=s)l

certain assumptions on the parameter v and on the function h, we obtain ground-state solutions using the
concentration-compactness principle and the mountain-pass theorem.

(¢ = 1,2). By imposing

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of elliptic equations and systems involving fractional Laplacian is attracting many researchers
over the last decade. The keen aspect of studying such equations is due to physical models in many different
applications, e.g., geostrophic flows, crystal dislocation, water waves, etc. we refer to [6,12,21] and the
references therein for more details. In this article, we are concerned with the system of fractional NLS-KDV
equations with singular Hardy potential and coupled with a parameter v on the entire RY given below

(—A)* u— Allsvl% T = wh(z)uy i RY,
(—A)=y — A2|;U|L2sz — o =uh(@u? iRV, (1.1)

u,v >0 in RV \ {0},

2, N+2s; N+42s;

where 51,55 € (0,1) and A € (0,A.s,) with A, = 2rV2 TG,
—a —Si

Ans;, (i = 1,2) is an optimal constant for the fractional Hardy inequality [14, Theorem 1.1]. The parameter

v is positive and 23, = 2N (2s; < N and i = 1,2) is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent. Further, we

- N*QSi )
assume that

(¢ = 1,2). The constant

max{2s1,2s2} < N < min{6s1, 6s2}, (1.2)
and h is a function defined on RV satisfying

0 < he LYRY) N L>RY). (1.3)
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For s1 = so = 1, the system similar to (1.1) is given as follows:

—Au — )\1% —u? 7t = vah(z)u|*?jv/®u in RV,

x

v 2°—1 _ o) 1B=2, i N (1.4)
—Av — AQW —v = vBh(z)|u|“v|”"“v in RY.

x

Observe that for & = 2 and 5 = 1, the system (1.1) is a fractional counterpart of (1.4). For v = 0, the system
(1.4) becomes a single nonlinear elliptic equation and the author in [25, Terracini] discussed the existence
of positive solutions as well as their qualitative properties. In 2009, Abdellaoui et al. (see [1]) dealt with
the local system (1.4), and they obtained the existence of positive ground state solutions depending on the
parameter v > 0 (large or small) and the non-negative function h(z) € L*(RN)NL>®[RN) for 2 < a+ 3 < 2*
and h(z) € L>®(RY) for a + B = 2*. Later in 2014, Kang [16] proved the existence of a positive solution to
(1.4) considering h(x), A1 (z), A2(z) € C(RY) with additional assumptions. In 2015, Chen and Zou [8] dealt
with the critical case i.e., « + 8 = 2* with h(z) = 1, and proved the existence of positive solutions which are
radially symmetric. Further, Zhong and Zou [27] proved the existence of ground state solutions by allowing
h(z) to change its sign with coupling parameter v = 1. Recently Colorado et al. [9] studied the problem (1.4)
with o+ 8 < 2* and 0 < h(x) € L>(RY), and obtained positive ground and bound state solutions depending
on the behaviour of parameter v > 0.

For s1 = s = s and v = 0, the system (1.1) reduces to a fractional doubly critical equation

W 2r_1 . N
(—A)Su—/\W =u in R*Y. (1.5)
In 2016 Dipierro et al. in their paper [13, Theorem 1.5] proved the existence of a positive solution using a
variational approach for any 0 < A < Ay . Moreover, they used the moving plane method to obtain the
qualitative behavior (such as radial symmetry, asymptotic behaviors, etc.) of solutions of (1.5). In 2020, He
and Peng [15] considered the following fractional system in RY

(= A)u+ P(e)u — a0 = Blolul—u  in RY,
(=)0 + Q()u — ofol 20 = Blu =20 in R, (1.6)
u,v € H¥(RY),

where N > 2 0 < s <1, 1 <p< %, w1 > 0, pue > 0 and B € R is a coupling constant, and
P(z),Q(x) are continuous bounded radial functions. The authors used variational methods to obtain the
existence of infinitely many non-radial positive solutions. Observe that the above system contains only the
subcritical nonlinear terms and coupled terms up to subcritical power. Recently, Shen [24] considered the
following fractional elliptic systems with Hardy-type singular potentials and coupled by critical homogeneous
nonlinearities on the bounded domain Q C RY

(—A)’u = Mt — Ju|?s~2u = 5

ul*2ulv]® 4+ 3Qu(u,v)  in €,

(~A)0 — dopter — o] 20 = BJul ol 20 + 3Qu(u,0)  in Q, (1.7)
u=v=0 in RV\Q,
where A1, A2 € (0,An,s) and 2% = NQiV% is the fractional critical Sobolev exponent. The existence of positive

solutions to the systems through variational methods was ascertained for the critical case, i.e., a+ 8 = 2% on
the bounded domain 2. Recently the authors in [17] established the existence of positive bound and ground
state solutions for the following system:

(=A)"u — >\1|;T—251 —u* 7 = vah(z)u® "t in RV,
(—A)%2v — Ao L vBh(z)u®v?~1 in RV, (1.8)

u,v >0 in RV \ {0},
with a, 8 > 1 and a+8 < min{2} ,2},}. Considering the case « = 2 and # = 1, and s; = sz = 1, the existence

817
of bound and ground state solutions of (1.8) is obtained by Colorado et al. [10] for 0 < h(z) € L®(RN).
The above case has not been dealt with in the fractional system literature (to the best of the authors’
knowledge). Therefore, in this article, we are interested in studying the system (1.8) when a = 2 and

B = 1. We are interested in finding the existence of positive solutions to the system (1.1). The lack of
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compactness due to the nonlinearities in the source terms and the singular Hardy potential terms make it
delicate to employ the variational methods to the problem (1.1). To deal with such kind of non-compactness,
we will use the concentration compactness principle for fractional problems in unbounded domains considered
in [3, Bonder et al.], [7, Chen et al.] and [23, Pucci and Temperini], and the Mountain pass theorem. These
concentration compactness principles are fractional analogous to the celebrated concentration compactness
principles discussed by P. L. Lions [19,20]. Next, we recall the following definition.

Definition 1.1 (Bound and Ground State Solution). If (u1,v1) € D\{(0,0)} is a critical point of J,, over D,
then we say that the pair (uq,v1) is a bound state solution of (1.1). This bound state solution (uy,v1) is said
to be a ground state solution if its energy is minimal among all the bound state solutions i.e.

¢y = Jy(ur,v1) = min{J, (u,v) : (u,v) € D\{(0,0)} and J, (u,v) = 0}. (1.9)

The following hypotheses are required to prove our main results,
Either max{2s1,2s2} < N < min{6s1,6s2} and h satisfies (1.3)

or (1.10)
N = min{6s1, 652} and h is radial and satisfies (H1)

In the following theorem, we prove the existence of a positive ground state solution of (1.1) when the correlation
parameter v is very large and h satisfies the assumption (1.10).

Theorem 1.2. Assume that v > U defined by (3.52). If the hypothesis (1.10) is satisfied, then a positive
ground state solution to the system (1.1) exists.

N N
Further, we show that the order relation between the Hardy-Sobolev constants S22 (A2) and S21 (A1) plays
an important role in order to prove the existence of a positive ground state solution.

Theorem 1.3. Assume (1.10). If S%(AQ) > S%(A1)752 > s1, then system (1.1) admits a positive ground
state (u,v) € D.

If the correlation parameter v is sufficiently small and the order relation between the Hardy-Sobolev constants

N N
S22 (A2) and SZ1 (A1) is strict, then we can say something more about the semi-trivial solutions i.e., the

solutions of type (0, zﬁ‘fsz) are ground state solutions.

Theorem 1.4. Assume (1.10). If S (A1) > S%()\g),sl > s9, then there exists vg > 0 such that for any
0 < v < the pair (0,22 ) is a ground state of (1.1).

? T, S2

The previous theorems are considering h to be radial only while dealing with the critical case N = min{6s1, 6s2}.
In the critical case N = min{6s1,6s2} to prove the existence of ground state solutions with the function h to
be non-radial, we need to restrict ourselves with s; = s3 = s and the smallness of the coupling parameter v
is also required to fulfill our goal. We state the following theorem:

Theorem 1.5. Assume that N = 6s with v sufficiently small and h is a non-radial function and S%()\g) >
S%()\l). Then the system (1.1) has a positive ground state solution (u,0) € D.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that N = 6s with v sufficiently small and h is a non-radial function. If e (M) >
S%(Ag), then the pair (0,22, ) is a ground state of (1.1).

77,82

In the next theorem, we show the existence of a positive bound state solution of the Mountain pass type.
Theorem 1.7. Assume (1.10) with s1 = so = s. If
N
1 ( S(A2) ) 28
- < <1, 1.11
2 S(A1) ( )

then for v sufficiently small, there exists a Mountain pass type positive bound state solution to the problem

(1.1).
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Remark 1.8. In case s; = so, the order between the parameters A\; and Ay determines the order between the
semi-trivial energy levels. Indeed, if Ay > A and v is small enough, J, (O,zu 2) = %S%(Az) < %S%(/\l) =
Ju(2)%,0) ie., the pair (0,2)%) is a ground state solution of (1.1), see Theorem 1.4. In this case, the order
of A1 and )\ plays a vital for determining the existence of positive and ground-state semi-trivial solutions.
But in the case of s1 # s, the order between A1 and Ay fails to determine the order between the semi-trivial
energy levels. Therefore, we find positive ground state solutions independent of the order between A\; and A,

while dealing with the system involving two different fractional Laplacians.

Our paper is organized in the following manner. First, we give some preliminary results and functional
analysis settings in Section 2. Further, Section 3 deals with the results in which the functional .J,, satisfies the
Palais-Smale condition for both the cases, i.e., subcritical and critical cases. In Section 4, we give the proofs
of the main results of this article concerned with positive bound and ground state solutions.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND FUNCTIONAL SETTING

In this section, we give an appropriate variational setting for the system (1.1). First, we define the energy
functional J,, associated with the system (1.1) given as

// dd += // )|2dxdy—ﬁ v
R2N Iflf—le“S1 R2N Ix yIN”Sz 2 Jr~ |z

2

v

1 2 1 27 / 2
- Y e — Sde — Bda — h de,
5 /RN PEz x — 2 /]RN w1 da 2 /]RN [v|*s2dz — v o (x)u“vdx

defined on the product space D = Ds1:2(RY) x D%2:2(RN). The space D**2(RY), (i = 1,2) is the closure of
Cs°(RY) with respect to the Gagliardo seminorm

1
[ul@) = w0 ) fori =
llulls, == o |I_ |N+25 zdy | , fori=1,2.

We refer to the articles [4,5] by Brasco et al. for more details about the space D%"2(RY), (i = 1,2). Further,
we endow the following norm with the product space D given by

(2.1)

1 )5 = Nlull3, 5, + 19013, 5,5

Ju(z) —u(y)l*
//RZN |x — y|N+25 daxdy — A |x|251 dz, fori=1,2.

The above norm is well defined due to the fractional Hardy inequahty [14, Theorem 1.1] given by

2
AN’“/ |x|251 //RN o — |N+22| dzdy, fori=1,2. (2:2)

N+2s; N+2s;
T )

where

N/2T3(

L2 (5570 [T (=s0)]
that the norms || - ||x,,s; and || - ||s; for any A; € (0,Ans;) with ¢ = 1,2 are equivalent due to the Hardy’s
inequality (2.2). In order to obtain (positive) solutions to (1.1), we can implement the maximum principle to
the critical points of the energy functional J, in a suitable manner. We first observe that the second equation
(of the system (1.1)) guarantees the positivity of the v component, while the positivity of u is immediately
derived by the first equation. Let us recall that the solutions of (1.5) arise as minimizers zﬁsl (1t =1,2) of
the Rayleigh quotient given by (see [13])

where An s, = 27 (i = 1,2) is the sharp constant for the inequality (2.2). We can note

u 2 VA
S()\l) R : f H H)\i,si H ,usl

wepe iz Tull,

HZAMSi

2
;" Lo =1,2). (2.3)
2%

Moreover, we have

2

2 =k, 25: — §%I(\), fori=1,2. (2.4)

127

HSi
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If \; =0 for i = 1,2, then S(\;) = S; which is known to be achieved by the extremal functions of the type

C(N,s;)(1 + |z|? )‘W (see [18]), where C(N,s;) is a positive constant depending on N and s; only. We
write S1 = S = S when s; = so. Let us re-write the functional J, (u,v) as

Jo(u,v) = Jy, (u) + Jx, (v) — V/]RN h(z)u?vdz, (2.5)

where
) 2 )\7, U2 1 2% .

drdy — — dr — — si do, f =1,2. 2.6
//R2N Iz — |N+2sl Ty =5 o |22 z 27 Jan |ul x, for e ; (2.6)

The functional J, is well-defined and is C? on the product space D. In the following, we are going to prove
that the functional J, is C! first and a similar argument will be followed for C? as well.
(a). The functional J, is well-defined on D = Dsl*Q(RN) x D2 2(RN) : Tt follows that

||v|\2*2 + 1// h(z)u|?|v| d. (2.7)
]RN

1 1
Jv ) <3
)] < 00+ gl + 5
The first term in the above inequality is finite as it is a norm on the product space . We recall the Sobolev

embeddings
S(Ai)lu

By using the above embeddings, it immediately follows that the second and third terms in (2.7) are finite.

Now just we need to check the finiteness of the last term in (2.7). Let us denote the integral as I =

Jan h(@)|ul?lv| dz. Tt is given N < min{6s1, 6s2}, and the function h is positive with h € L*(RY) N L>(RY).

Case 1. N < min{6s1,6s2}

If 51 > s9, then 25, > 25 which further implies 22 + 21 < 2* < 1. By symmetry, the condition sy > s7 also
1 )

5. <ul, ., fori=1,2. (2.8)

implies 2% + % < 1. Now we have
51

I:/RN h(a)ul |U|dx=/RN(h(x)) 2 (o) B ) (h(2) e o) de

Since the continuous embedding D%2(RY) <—> L% (RY), (i = 1,2) and h € L>®(RY), it follows that
_2 23 L
h(z)*1 [u|? € L 2" (RN) and similarly h(z)*z |v| € L*2(RN). Also, the assumption h € L*(RY) implies
1

1—

T T R s
(h(z))” ™ T el % % (RY).

, q=2;, andr = 17+ Since & —i— —|— = =1, by generalized Holder’s inequality
2, %,

1/r . 1/p . 1/q
I< (/ h(a:)dx) </ h(z)|u|*: d:z:) </ h(z)|v|*s2 da:)
RN RN RN
. 1/p . 1/q
< Bl Lo+ [ dz) (/ )
RN RN

Since the right side integrals are finite due to the Sobolev embeddings given in (2.8) and h € L (RM)NL>(RY),
the integral I is well-defined on the product space D.
Case 2. When N = min{6s1,6s2}.

For s1 > s9 or s1 < s9, we have 23 2*

o
We denote by p =

it follows that

< 1. The integral I is already finite in the case when

= 1. We apply Holder’s inequality with exponents p = 2%, q =23, and it

2*
Therefore, we consider 27 +
follows that

2T

. 1/p . 1/q
I< (/ ()l dx) (/ h(@)[o] dx)
RN RN
. 1/p . 1/q
< Hh”oo(/ |u|?5 dx) (/ |v] %2 d;C) ,
RN RN
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since the right side integrals are finite due to the Sobolev embeddings given in (2.8) and h € L>®(RY), the
integral I is also well-defined in this case on the product space D.

Finally, we conclude that the right-hand side of (2.7) is finite, and hence the functional J, is well-defined on
the product space D.

(b). The functional J, is C! on D : The functional is given by

1 1 R T
Ju(u,0) = S|(u,v)[|f — 2 5w ||21— 2 [0]l5:2 —V/ h(z)u?v da
]RN

2

1
§A(u, v) — B(u,v) — vI(u,v),

* *

where A(u,v) = ||(u,v)[|3, B(u,v) = 5+ ;il + 5l ; g = [p~ h(x)u?vde. If A, B,I € C" on the
L2,

product space D, then the functional J, is also in Cl on D. It is clear that A € C! as it is the square of a
norm on D.
B is C! on D: For every (¢,7) € D, using mean value theorem, there exist A\, € (0,1) such that for

0 < |t| < 1, we have
<.
RN

Bt t9,0 + 1) — Blov
27 1 27, 27,1 21,
< [ Qa5 ol o) dat [ (ol o + o) da

t
The right-side integrals in the last inequality are finite by using the Sobolev embeddings given in (2.8).
Therefore, using the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim Bluttoos i) - Bluv) :/ IR u¢dx+/ v]?> 20y da.
RN N

t—0 t

21l d + / o+ | de
]RN

Thus we infer that the functional B is Gateaux differentiable on the product space D. Moreover, the Gateaux
derivative of B at (u,v) € D is given by

B o)@0) = [ ol Pugdat [ o

It remains to check the continuity of the Gateaux derivative to prove that B is Fréchet differentiable. We
consider a sequence {(un,v,)} C D and (u,v) € D such that (un,v,) — (u,v) strongly in D. Then up to a
sub-sequences (still denoted by (u,,v,,) itself), (un,v,) — (u,v) a.e. in RY. Moreover, using u,, — u strongly
in L% (RY) and v,, — v strongly in L% (RY) we have

222y da, for every (¢, 1) € D. (2.9)

lun(2)| < U(x) a.e. in RN for some U € L*1 (RY), (2.10)
lun(2)] < V(z) a.e. in RY for some V € L*2(RY). (2.11)
Now for every (¢,¢) € D

((B'(un,vn) — B'(u,))[(¢,¥)) = /}RN(WnF:l_%n — |uf* " *u)pdz
+/ (vn 2 20, — [0]*2 " 20)y da. (2.12)
RN

Let us define

*

« 2%,
E(u) = |ul*: -2

“2u, F(v) = [v/*2 2vand r; = —%— i=1,2.
2%, —1

Clearly, E(u) € L™ (R") and further
|E(un) — E@)|™ < c(|B(un)|™ + |E(un)|™*) < (U + [u*+) € LYRY),

where c is some positive constant varying line by line. By applying dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim |E(upn) — E(u)|™ dx = 0. (2.13)

n—oo RN
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Analogously we also obtain

lim |F(vy) — F(v)|™ dz =0, (2.14)

n—oo RN

Consequently, by applying the Holder’s inequality we have

(B ) = B (o)l (6.)| < [ [Bw) = B)lolda+ [ P0,) = P} do

RN
< 1B (un) = E@)lr [|¢ll2s, + [1F(vn) = F()]lr,[l¢

2z, -
This further implies that

1B’ (un,vn) = B'(u,v) |+ < | E(un) = EW)lr, + [F(vn) = F(v)[lr, — 0 as n — oo.
The above convergence holds due to (2.13) and (2.14). Thus, we have proved that for every sequence (u,, v,) —
(u,v) in the product space D, there is a subsequence respect to which B’ is sequentially continuous. From
this, it is easy to conclude that B’ is sequentially continuous in all of D*. Hence, B is C' on the product

space D.
I is C! on D: The functional I is given by

I(u,v) = /RN h(x)u?vdz, ¥ (u,v) € D.

For every (¢,v) € D, we deduce

I(u—|—t¢,v—|—tt1/)) —I(u,v) _ /RN h@)(%)(p—khﬁ)dx
z)urp de. ’
+ [ aptva (2.15)

By mean value theorem, there exist A € (0,1) such that for 0 < |[¢| < 1, we have

‘I(u—l—tqﬁ,v—i—ttﬂ)—[(u,v)
t

<2 h@laliello+olde+2 [ b@iePlo+vide+ [ b@lPllde

RN RN
By the assumption N < min{6s1,6s2} and h € L*(RY) N L>=(RY), the three integrals in the last inequality
are finite. Therefore, letting t — 0 in (2.15) and using dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim Hu+td,v+ 1) = I(u,v) = 2/ h(z)ugv dx + / h(z)u?t) d.
RN RN

t—0 t
Thus I is Gateaux differentiable on the product space D and the Gateaux derivative of I at (u,v) € D is
defined as

<FWWM¢¢»:2/

RN

h(x)ugbvd:z:—l—/ h(z)u?y dz, (2.16)

RN
for every (¢,v) € D.
In order to check the Fréchet differentiability of I, it remains to verify the continuity of the Gateaux derivative
of I given by I’ in (2.16). We consider a sequence {(un,v,)} C D and (u,v) € D such that (un,v,) — (u,v)
strongly in D. Then up to a sub-sequences (still denoted by (uy,vy) itself), (un,v,) — (u,v) a.e. in RY.
Moreover, using u, — u strongly in L% (RY) and v,, — v strongly in L% (RM) we have
lun ()| < Ui(z) ae. in RY for some Uy € L% (RY), (2.17)
lun (2)| < Vi () a.e. in RY for some V; € L% (RYN). (2.18)
Now for every (¢, 1) € D,

(I (un, 0n) = I' (u, 0)) (6, ¥))
=2 /RN h(z)(upv, — uv)dde + /RN h(z)(uz —u®)y da.

— 2/RN h(z) (un — uw)vpddae + 2/RN h(z)(vn — v)upde +/ h(z) (u2 — u2) e da.

RN
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Now using the boundedness of the sequences {un},{vn} in L%1(RY) and L%*2(RY) respectively, and
h € LY(RYN) N L>°(RY) we obtain the following

(I (s va) = I'(, ) ||p- < ClHun —u

2y Fe2flon —vlly, +callun (2.19)

Let us define
Ei(u) =u, Ey(u)=|ul?and Fy(v) =v.
We have the following
By (un) — By (u)[*1 < e(|By(un) P + | By (uy 1) < c(JUL* + [uf*) € LYRY),

where c is some positive constant varying line by line. By applying dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

lim | By (un) — By (u))* da = 0. (2.20)

n—oo RN

Moreover, using similar set of arguments it hold that
25
lim | B (un) — By (u)| = dz =0, (2.21)
n—oo RN
and
lim |Fy(vn) — Fa(v)[*2 dz =0, (2.22)

n—r oo RN

Hence, by combining (2.19),(2.20),(2.21) and (2.22) we conclude that
I (i o) = I (1, 0))

Thus, we have proved that for every sequence (u,, v,) — (u,v) in the product space D, there is a subsequence
respect to which I’ is sequentially continuous.  From this, it is easy to conclude that I’ is sequentially
continuous in all of D*. Hence, I is C' on the product space D.

Since A, B and I all are C! functional on the product space D, we conclude that the functional J, is also C*
on D.

For (ug,v0) € D, the Fréchet derivative of J, at (u,v) € D is given as follow

(J! (u,v)|(uo,v0)) //R?N y))(rj\(/JJ(r2zl uo(y)) dzdy

(1)) (o) — w0(®)) u- o
// ooy dody =M / T

)\2/ wdx—/ |u|28172u~u0dx—/ |v|2:272v-vod:17
N |T[?2 RN RN
- 21// h(z)u - ugvde — I// h(z)u?vg de,

RN RN

where J, (u,v) is the Fréchet derivative of J, at (u,v) € D, and the duality bracket between the product space
D and its dual D* is represented as <-, > From (2.1) and for any 7 > 0, we get

Ju (Tu, TV) // d:cdy+ // |2d dy—)\1—T2/ de
R2N va—yl’”zs1 R2N va yl’”zs2 2 Jen faf?

2 : 23
— Aat? / Y de— :/ |ul? Sdr— T2 / |v|?s sodr — VTS/ h(z)u’v d. (2.23)
2 Jrw |@]?2 25, Jry 25, Jrw RN

S1

p+ — 0 as n — oo.

Clearly, J,(Tu,7v) = —00 as T — 400 which implies that the functional J,, is unbounded from below on D.
Here the concept of Nehari manifold plays its role in minimizing the functional .J, for finding the critical point
in D by using a variational approach. We introduce the Nehari manifold W, associated with the functional
J, as

N, ={(u,v) € D\{(0,0)} : &, (u,v) =0},
where
®,(u,v) = (J! (u,v)|(u, v)). (2.24)
We can see that all the critical points (u,v) € D\{(0,0)} of the energy functional J, lie in the set A,. On
Nehari manifolds, we recall some well-known facts for the reader’s convenience.
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Let (u,v) be an element of the Nehari manifold A,. Then the following holds:
I(u, 0)lIp = ||UI|2 + ||v||2i2 +3V/RN h(z)uvdz. (2.25)

If we restrict the functional .J, on the Nehari manifold N, the functional takes the following form

;iz + % /RN h(z)u?v dz. (2.26)

s1
JV|NU(U7U): N NH

Now suppose that (ru,7v) € N, for all (u,v) € D\{(0,0)}. Then using (2.25) we get the following

(o) [ = 7%~ +T 22l

ziz —|—3u7‘/ h(z)u?v dz. (2.27)
22 .

The above equation is an algebraic equation in 7 and a cautious analysis of equation (2.27) shows that this
algebraic equation has a unique positive solution. Thus, we can infer that there exists a unique positive
T = T(u,w) such that (Tu,7v) € N, for all (u,v) € D\{(0,0)}. By combining (2.25) and (1.2) we obtain that,
for any (u,v) € N,

T (u, 0)[u, v]* = (P}, (u v)l(u v)>

_2// |2dd +2// o) —v@)I 4, dy—2)\1/ B
RN |l’ - y|N+25 R2N |$ - ZJ|N+25 R 7]
2
—2X2 U dy — 2 |ul*1dz — 27 [v]?2dax — 9v h(z)u?v dz
255 51 52
RN |$| RN RN RN
x 2,

= 2l|(u,v)[13 - 2 2ol —ov [ hia)lvda.

Further calculations give us

2% 23,
s1

) (u,0)[u, ] = —||(u, v)[I3 + 3(||U||2 F o ol 25 vz

* 2*
(1w, )15 + (3 = 25, [ully:!

(3 2 )||v||§i2 <o0. (2.28)
52

Further, by using (2.25) we can prove the existence of a constant r, > 0 such that
|(u,v)||p > 7, for all (u,v) € N,,. (2.29)

Now by the Lagrange multiplier method, if (u,v) € D is a critical point of J,, on the Nehari manifold N,
then there exists a p € R called Lagrange multiplier such that

(Juln) (u, 0) = T (u, 0) = p&, (u,v) = 0.

Thus from the above, we calculate that p(®/ (u,v)|(u,v)) = (J,(u,v)|(u,v)) = 0. It is clear that p = 0,
otherwise the inequality (2.28) fails to hold and as a result J/(u,v) = 0. Hence, there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the critical points of J, and the critical points of J,|x;,. The functional J, restricted
on the Nehari manifold N, is also written as

1 651
(ol ) ) = 2, 0) | + 2

Thus, combining the hypotheses (1.2) and (2.29) with (2.30), we deduce

652

2= ol (2:30)

||u||2
Lo
Jy(u,v) > Gy for all (u,v) € N,,.

We come to the conclusion that the functional J, restricted on N, is bounded from below. Hence, we continue
our study to get the solution of (1.1) by minimizing the energy functional J, on the Nehari manifold N, .
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3. THE PALAIS-SMALE CONDITION
Lemma 3.1. Let us assume that (1.2) and (1.3) are satisfied and also that {(un,vs,)} C N, is a Palais-

Smale sequence for J,, restricted on the Nehari manifold N, at level ¢ € R, then {(un,v,)} is a bounded (PS)
sequence for J, in D, i.e.,

J! (U, vn) = 0 as n — oo in the dual space D*. (3.1)

Proof. Assume that {(u,,v,)} C N, be a Palais-Smale sequence for J, at level ¢, then

J(Un,vp) = ¢ as n— oo, ie., c+o(1) = J(un,vn) (3.2)
and we recall that
1 9 1 2% 1 2z, 9
T tmyv) = St 02 = o lnlet — ool = [ B@)uZvn do. (33)
2 gy Mmllar, o ltnllar, =V

For (up,v,) € Ny, we have

2% 2%
ot v I3 = eanll32 -+ 152 +3y/ W) v, de. (3.4)
RN
By combining the above two equations, we get
1 1 27 1 27 1 27 2%
J(tn,vn) = §||(un;vn)||]]2) - Enun 2*1 - g”vnnzgz - g(”(umvn)”%}) - ||un||2;1 - ||Un||232)

6s1 — N 27, 6s2— N 2z,
o el + g lonll

1
= llCum o) 3 +

1
(o) B

v

Thus, we have
1
e+ o(1) > ll(n, va) -

Thus the sequence {(un,vyn)} is bounded in D. Furthermore, we deduce the following by considering the
functional ®, given by (2.24) with the inequalities (2.28) and (2.29)

(@, (uns vn)|(n, va)) < =75 (3.5)

By the Lagrange multiplier method, we can assume the sequence of multipliers {w,} C R such that

(Jo|n) (s vn) = T, (un, vn) — wn®., (tn,vy,) in the dual space D*. (3.6)
Since (Jy|n, ) (tn, vyn) converges to 0 as n — oo in the dual space D*, this implies that

(Tl (s v0)| (s v5)) — 0 as n — o0o.
This further implies that —wy, (P!, (tn, vp)|(Un,vs)) — 0. Finally, we know that
(@), (tn, )| (tn, vn)) <0

and hence, we have w,, — 0 in R as n — oo. Thus, (3.6) directly implies (3.1). O

Further, we prove the boundedness of the Palais-Smale sequence in D.

Lemma 3.2. Let us assume that (1.2) and (1.3) are satisfied and that {(un,v,)} C D be a (PS) sequence for
the functional J, at level ¢ € R. Then the sequence {(un,v,)} is bounded in D.

Proof. Given {(un,vn)} C D is a (PS) sequence for J, at level ¢, then as n — oo
Jy(tn,vn) = cin R, (3.7)
J! (U, vn) — 0 in D*.

Using (3.8), we can write

(Un,vn)

———— ) =+ 0in R
||(umvn)||m>>

<J,’/(un, Un)
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Thus from the above, we have

2;
9s — [,
s1

23
1t ) I3 = [l 20— 31// h(@)uzvn dz = o(||(un, vn)[[n) as n — oo.
3 RN

Also, from (3.7) we obtain the following

1 2% 1 27

1
§H(Umvn)||112) - g”u"HQé’i - g”vn 22

— V/ h(z)uv, dz = ¢+ o(1) as n — oc.
RN

Thus, we can write

1 (Un, vp)
Tt 0) = =ty )| ) (1) 4 o (1, v ) 25 > o0,
3 [[(n, vn) I
and hence,
1 1 6s1 — N 2% 6so — N 2%
EH(“na”n)”%}) < 6||(Umvn)|\u2) + GT"U" 2: GTHU" 2
=c+o(1) + o(||(un,vn)|p) as n — oo.
Thus we can conclude that the sequence {(uy,vy,)} is bounded in D. O

Now we derive the non-local version of Lemma 3.3 in [1].

Lemma 3.3. Let C,D >0 and 0 > 2 be fizred. Also, assume that for any v > 0
T,={0eRT | Co"~ <o+ DUQ%(NX’QS)}.
Then for every € > 0, there is a v, > 0 depending only on €,C, D,v, N and s such that

inf7, > (1- E)C% for all0 < v <.

Proof. For p € T,,

F(o) < Dv, where F(p) = CQP?V_S % _p %

Hence, we notice that T, = {o € RT | F(p) < Dv}. Also observe that F(C2:) = 0 and

-t (ot - (559)
F'(o) =0 2 Co™ ¥ o -

If 6 < 2%, then F'(p) < 0 i.e. the function F is strictly decreasing function. If 6 > 2% and F’(p) = 0 then

N
. (0(5-2)) ey

0— 2%
N
which implies that F' has a global negative minimum at g = (C;(f—gf)) 22 > O and F tends to 0 as 0 — +00.
In any case, F is strictly decreasing in (0, C’%] and it has only one zero at C2: with lim,_,o+ F(0) = +00 and
F(0) <0 in (C2:,+00). Hence, inf T, = F~1(Dv) — C2 as v — 0T and the conclusion follows. O

3.1. The case max{2s1,2s2} < N < min{6s1,6s2}. In the following, we prove the Palais-Smale compactness
condition of the functional .J, at level c.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose max{2s1,2s2} < N < min{6s1,6s2} and (1.3). Then, the functional J, satisfies the
(PS) condition for any level ¢ satisfying

¢ < min {%S%(Al), 57 (/\2)}. (3.9)
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Proof. We know by Lemma 3.2 that any (PS) sequence {(un,v,)} is bounded in D. So, there exists a
subsequence denoted by {(un,vy)} itself and a (%, 0) € D satisfying the following

(t, ) weakly in D,

=
3
S
s
L

(@, D) strongly in L2 (RY) x L2 (RV) for 1 < ¢ < 2% ,1< o < 2%,

loc

_>
(tn,vn) — (@,7) a.e. in RY,

Now by using the concentration—compactness principle of Bonder [3, Theorem 1.1], Chen [7, Lemma 4.5] and
an analogous version of Pucci [23, Theorem 1.2], there exist a subsequence, still denoted as {(un, vy )}, two at
most countable sets of points {z;};e7 C RY and {yx}rex C RY, and non-negative numbers

{(wsp5) tiegs {(Bks Pr)}rex, o, po, Yo, fio, po and o
such that the following convergences hold weakly* in the sense of measures,

D% up | — dp > [D*af* + Sje g6z, + podo,
|D%v, > — djp > |D**9|* + Epexcfindy, + fodo,

un|*1 = dp = [l + Bje7p;0x, + podo,
[on|*2 = dp = [5[**> + Zyexprdy, + Podo, (3.10)
'LL2 ~2
n N _
2 ~2
v _ v
|$|;L52 - d'7 = | |252 + ’70607

where dg, d,,, 0y, are the Dirac functions at the points 0, z; and y of RY respectively. Now from inequality
(1.6) of [3, Theorem 1.1] and inequalities (1.7) of [23, Theorem 1.2], we deduce the inequalities given below

2

S’lp;Tl < u; for all j € J U{0},

", (3.11)
Sapy 2 < fiy, for all k € KU {0},
Also, by taking o = 251 and @ = 2s3 in the inequality (4.21) of [7, Lemma 4.5] we deduce that
AN 5,70 < po,
o (3.12)
An,s,% < fio.
We denote the concentration of the sequence {u,} at infinity by the following numbers
Poo = hm hmsup/ |tp %1 d,
R—oo pnooo |z|>R
Lhoo = hm hmsup/ | D%, |?da, (3.13)
=0 n—oo Jz|>R
u2
Voo = hm hmsup/ 5
R=00 nooo Jig|>r |7[*

In a similar way, we can define the concentrations of the sequence {v,} at infinity by the numbers fis, poo
and 7. Further, we assume that the function ¥; (z) is a smooth cut-off function centered at points {xz;},

j € J, satisfying

S

U,.=1in B%(,Tj), U,.=0 in Bf(z;), 0<¥; . <land |[VT,|<- (3.14)

m
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where B,.(z;) = {y € RN : |y — x| < r}. Now, testing J/, (un, v,) with (u,¥; ., 0) we get
0= hm <J (un,vn)|(un\11]7e,0)>

- |un un(y )|2
B ngr-ir-loo /~/]RzN |z — y|N+251 L) dody

Un(7) = un (1) (e () — ¥ (1)) ~ U g () de
+//R2N |N+2s1 un(y) doedy )‘1/R Vje(z)d

[z =y N |z[?s

_/ g1 U, () dx—ua/ h(z)uZv,V; (z) d:z:) (3.15)
RN RN

:/ W, dp — )\1/ W, dy— /\I!j76dp+
RN

Un (@) — un(¥))(Vje(2) — Ve (y))
+ lim //R2N un(y) dzdy

n——+oo | —y|N+251

—va lim h(x)uv,V; () dz.

n—-+o0o RN

Notice that 0 ¢ supp(¥;..) for € being sufficiently small and also it is given that h € L*(RY) N L>=(RY). Now
we evaluate each of the integrals mentioned above taking ¢ — 0.

/ \Iijé dup > / \Ifj75|Dslﬂ|2 dr + Zjejujdxj (\IJ%E) + ﬂodg(\lljﬁe)
RN RN
B /N V| D al? do + Bjeg 1 Vje(a5) + 1o¥j.e(0).
R
Taking the limit € — 0 and since 0 ¢ supp(¥,.) for € being sufficiently small, we get
i edp > puy. :
lim o Wjedp > p; (3.16)

and
/RN \Iijé dp = /RN |’l~1,|251 \Iijé dx + Zjejpjiszj (\IJ%E) + p050(\11j1€)
= /RN |’l~1,|251 \Iijé dx + Ejejpj‘lijé(zj) + po\Iijé(O).

Taking the limit ¢ — 0 and since 0 ¢ supp(¥; ) for € being sufficiently small, we get

tim [ Wedp=p (3.17)
Further,
. U )
513(1) ox U, dy= lgx{l)(/RN U, . e dx 4+ v0V;(0) ] =0. (3.18)
Next, we claim that:
L (un(@) —un () (Yj.e(x) = Ve (y)) _
i [ OO = 00D ) aaty =0 19

Let

_ //R2N (un () = un(y)(Vj,e(x) — \I]j’e(y))un(y) dzdy

o =y

] tenle) = D) ~ Bl o,
]R2N

o =y
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Since {u,V; bnen is a bounded sequence in D1:2(RY), by using the Holder’s inequality we obtain
1
5

1

|un un(y) (// Ve Ujie ()1 un(y)® )§
< < d d ’ ; dxd
//Rw |x— |N+251 Ty . |:1:— [N+251 ey

W@ G, @) P lun (y)]? )
<
C //RZN |x — |N+281 dxdy

By Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.4 of Bonder et al. [3], and Lemma 2.3 of Xiang et al. [26], we obtain that

. . |\Ijj € - ( )|2|un(y)|2 _
ll—%ngl}rloo //RZN |£C — |N+2S1 dIdy - O’

which implies that lim lim Z = 0. Hence, the claim (3.19) is done. Now we show that

e—0n—+oc0

=

lim lim h(x)uZv,V; (z)dz = 0. (3.20)

e—0n—+oc0 RN

We notice that 3 < min{2%

we have

[ @y @)= [ (h@)0)

%, } implies that 5=

817 52

1- -3} 2t o
T (b))

_1
* 23
YREINEE S
RN

The first integral on the RHS of the last inequality tends to 0 as € — 0, and the rest two integrals are bounded
as the limit » — oo. Therefore, first taking the limit as n — oo and then taking ¢ — 0, we get (3.20). Now
from (3.15-3.20), one leads to the conclusion that p; — p; <0 as e — 0. Then using (3.11), we have

N
either p; =0, or p; > SZT, forall j € J and J is finite. (3.21)

Analogously, we can also conclude that

N
either pp =0, or pp > S;°%, forall k € K and K is finite. (3.22)

Now for studying the concentration at origin, we consider a cut-off function ¥  which satisfies the assumption
(3.14). Again, testing J),(un, vp) with (u,¥q,0) and following the analogous approach, we can easily deduce
that po — A\1vo — po < 0 and fig — M50 — po < 0. Moreover, using the inequality (1.7) of [23, Theorem 1.2],
we have

2

o =M% = S()pyt and fio = Ax¥o = S(A2)pg * (3:23)
which further implies that

N
either =0 or > 5210 (),
Po po = N (A1) (3.24)
either pg =0 or pg > SZz(\g).

Next for concentration at the point co, we choose R > 0 large enough so that {z;},;es U {0} is contained in
Br(0) and we consider a cut-off function ¥, . supported in a neighbourhood of oo satisfying the following

4
Voo =0 in Bgr(0), oo, =1 in Bj, (0), 0< Uy, <1and |[VU, |<-. (3.25)
€

Analogously, it is easy to find that fieo — AM1Yoo — Poo < 0 and fice — A\1¥oo — Poo < 0 by testing J! (un, vy,) with
(Un¥oo,e, 0). Next, by the inequality (1.14) of [23, Theorem 1.3] we have

2 2

foo = Moo = S(A)pact and fise — AoYoo > S(Aa)pac? (3.26)
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which also further concludes that

either poo =0 or poo > S%()\l),

. (3.27)
either poo =0 or poo > 522 (A2).
As we already know that
e = lumv)l3 + S 32 + 2 o5 4+ 0(1) s oo (3.28)
Now using (3.10-3.12), (3.24) and (3.27), we deduce that
1 -
e (1@ + X 1y + (0~ A20) + (e — M)
i€
+ > i+ (io — A2F0) + (oo — A2 ))+M(/ ja* s dz+ > pj+po + )
M Ho 270 Moo 200 6N - . Pj T PO T Poo
ke jeT
6ss — N ~ 2% _ _ _
+67N</RN|U| ‘de‘f‘ZPk-i-Po-i-poo) (3:29)

ke

26({512’% 1 +52Z/’k2} +5(A1){po : +pool} +S()\2){po2 +poo2D

JjET ke

o )+ )
+—sn esz]—i_pO'i'poo'i' N ;Cpk+po+poo

If the concentration is considered at the point x;, then p; > 0 and further form above and using (3.21) we
find that

1 575 6s;— N
1 +7

_N_
c> 651 6N Sp = 5’251
Which contradicts the assumption on energy level given by (3.9). This leads to p; = u; = 0 for all j € J.
Proceeding in a similar way, we further deduce that pp = i, = 0 for all k € K. If pg # 0, from (3.29) and
(3.24), we have

S1 N
— S'2s3
N
which again contradicts the hypothesis on the energy level c. Therefore, py = 0. By the same token, we
also get pp = 0. Arguing as above and using (3.27) we also find po, = 0 and ps, = 0. Hence, there exists a

(& Z (/\1)

subsequence that strongly converges in L% (RN) x L% (RY). As a consequence, we have
[(un — @, v = D)5 = (T, (s va)|(un — @, v — ) + 0n(1),

which infers that the sequence {(un,v,)} strongly converges in I and the (PS) condition holds. O

Now we consider the modified version of the problem (1.1) to deal with the positive solutions.

(—A)s1y — )\1|m|+s1 — (u+)2:1_1 = 2vh(z)utv in RV, (3.30)
(=A)%0 = Dot — ()% = vh(z)(wt)® RV, '
where ut = max{u,0} and v~ = min{w,0} such that v = u™ + u™. It is clear that the solutions of (1.1) are

also the solutions of the modified problem (3.30). The modified problem also has a structure of the variational
type, and therefore, the solutions are merely the critical points of the associated functional on D given by

It +Hz

v

T ) = 3100 = GG = b5 v [ bt ar (3.31)
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It is easy to verify that the functional J;f is Fréchet differentiable on D. For (ug,vo) € D, the Fréchet derivative
of JF at (u,v) € D is given as follow

<(J+) (u,v)](uo, v0)) //RQN |x _))(rj\?5-221_ to(y)) dxdy
(¥))(vo(z) — vo(y)) u - ug
//RQN |:C—y|N+252 da:dy—)\l/RNm—zsld:r

- AQ/ T g — / ()2 Lug dz — / (v+)2 oy da
RN | T[22 RN RN
- 21// h(z)u" ugv do — V/ h(z)(u")?vo de.
RN RN
Besides, we shall denote N;f the Nehari manifold associated to J,I as

NS ={(u,v) € D\{(0,0)} : ((1;)))'(u, v)| (, v)) = 0}.

Also for every (u,v) € N, we have the following

27 27
1, )15 = Tl fl52t + flo™ 1522 + 3w /RN h(@)(u™)?v da, (3.32)
and using this we can write the functional J restricted on the Nehari manifold /\/ T as

1 651 652
JJ|NV+(U7U)=EH(U,U)H§» 6N | +6T|

In the following lemma, we prove strong convergence when certain Palais-Smale level conditions are imposed.

(3.33)

Lemma 3.5. Assume max{2s1,2s2} < N < min{6s1,6s2} and (1.3). Also let S%(Al) > S%(Ag) and

N N S N
571 (A1) + 572 (A2) < min{S;™, 5, }. (3.34)

Then, there exists vy > 0 such that, if 0 < v < vy and {(un,v,)} C D is a (PS) sequence for J} at level c € R
such that

S1 N min{sq, s N N
Nl‘% () <e % (s (A1) + S7° (AQ)), (3.35)
and
Sol | N
c# WS’M (A2) for every I € N\{0}, (3.36)

then there exists (4,0) € D such that up to a subsequence (Up,vn) — (4,7) in D as n — oco.

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that s; > s2. Following Lemma 3.2 it is easy to prove that the
(PS) sequence for J;f is bounded in D Thus, there exist a (@, 0) € D and a subsequence {(un,vy)} such that
{(tn,vn)} converges weakly to (@, 0) in D. Further

+y un () — un(y))(u, () — u, (y)) _ Unty,
<(J1/ ) (’U,n,’Un //]RWV |,T _ y|N+2s1 d:Z?dy A1 RN |$|251 dz
Since u = u™ +u~ and we know that utu~ = 0, as both u™ and u~ can not be positive simultaneously.

Hence,

2) = u (y))?
(Y (s o) //RN |I_ |N+251 dzdy
dzdy — A n.d
+// |:c—y|N+251 T Jon Ja2or
(ug () — u (1))? / (uy)?
> — .
—// gz WA e

From Hardy’s inequality (2.2), we have

won) [ OO gy ] G g, [ R,
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where C' = 1/An s,. Now using the fact that (J;F) (un,v,) — 0 in D*, we have
(L)) (tn,vn)|(uy, ,0)) = 0 as n — oo,

and hence we conclude from above inequalities that the sequence (u,,) — 0 strongly in D*1:2(RY). Proceeding
in a similar way, we also have that (v;’) — 0 strongly in D*2:2(R%). Therefore, there is no loss for considering
{(un,vn)} as a non-negative (PS) sequence at level ¢ for the functional J;F.

By using the analogous approach of Lemma 3.4, we can deduce the existence of a subsequence, still denoted
by {(un,vs)}, two (at most countable) sets of points {x;};es C RY and {yx}rex C RY and non-negative
numbers { (15, pj) ties, {(Br, Pr) ek o, Pos Yo, Fo, Po and 7o such that the weak* convergence given by (3.10)
is satisfied as well as the inequalities (3.21-3.24) also hold.

The concentration at infinity given by the numbers (oo, Poo, fico and poo as in (3.13), for which (3.26) and
(3.27) hold, are also defined in a similar way. Next, we prove the strong convergence:

cither u, — @ in L*1 (RY) or v, — @ in L%=2 (RY). (3.37)
The proof follows by using the method of contradiction. So we suppose that both the sequences {u,} and
{vn} do not converge strongly in L1 (RY) and L% (RY) respectively. Thus, there exists j € J U {0, 00} and
k € KU{0,00} such that p; > 0 and pg > 0. Using the expressions,(3.21-3.24) and (3.28) into the equation
(3.29), we obtain

1 6s1 — N 2" 6s9 — N 2"
¢ = gl wnva) 5+ =gmr=llunllor + =gz llonlloz; +o(1)
1 7 —) 651 — N 65y — N
—_ ,bl n 52 .
6 (S(/\l)PJ +S(A2)p,* ) + oN P + 6N

S92 N S9 N
> = 2s1 = 2s9 .
> NS (A1) + NS (A2)

[l

Pk

v

The aforementioned inequality contradicts assumption (3.35), so claim (3.37) is proved. Thereafter, we prove
that:

either u, — @ strongly in D*3(RY) or v,, — ¥ strongly in D*2?(RY). (3.38)

We assume by the claim (3.37) that the sequence {u,} strongly converges in L?1 (RY). This implies that we
have the following convergence

||un - ’a”ihsl = <JL(una Un)|(un - ﬂ’a O)> =+ On(l)v

which clearly shows u, — @ in D**'2(RY). Again, if we suppose that {v,} strongly converges in L% (RM),
then v, — ¥ in D*2-2(R"Y). Hence, the proof of claim (3.38) is done. Further, we consider two cases to prove
the strong convergence of both the components {u,},{v,} in D*1:2(RY) and D%22(RY), respectively.

Case 1: The sequence {v,} converges strongly to o in D%2:2(RY).
On the contrary, assume that none of its subsequences converge. Let us assume first that the set 7 U {0, 00}
has more than one point, by combining (3.29) with (3.21), (3.23), (3.24), (3.26) and (3.27), we find

281 N So N Sy N
c> Wlszsl (A1) > ﬁszsl (M) + N25252 (A2),

which contradicts assumption (3.35). Thus, there can not be more than one point i.e. z;, j € J U {0, 00}
contains only one concentration point for the sequence {u,}. Further, we shall show that o # 0. Again by
the contradiction we assume that o = 0, then @ > 0 (as u,, is a non-negative sequence) and @ verifies

u

e =%~ in RV, (3.39)

(=A)™ i — A

Therefore, for some p > 0, we have @ = zﬁ‘}sl and [px @% dr = §%1 (A1) by (2.4). Using the fact that there

is only one concentration point for the sequence {u,}, and combining (3.29) with (3.21), (3.23), (3.24), we
deduce the following inequality

251 N 52

c>8—1(/ @ dr + S5 (A ))——S%(A)>S—25251(A)+—5%(A)
=N N 1 — N 1 =N 1 N 2)-
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This contradicts the assumption (3.35). In case of ¥ = 0 and @ = 0, we have that {u,} should verify the
following

Un, 27 —1

(=A) up — )‘1|x|—281 —up = o0,(1) in the dual space (Dsl’Q(RN))/.

Which implies that

~un(y))? [ 2 [
dzdy — A 2 dx — n
// |x— Thiea Rl S vk L

¢ = Jy(tun,vn) +on(1) = Ji(uy) + J2(vy) — V/]RN h(z)u2v, dz + 0,(1)

=Ji(up,)+0-0+ on(l), as {v,} strongly converges to 0 and h € L'(RY) N L>=(RY)

un(y))? Al/ u? 1 / o
_ dady — 2L ndy— — [ (un)*1dz+ 0,1
//R?N y|N+281 ray 2 Jan Jz2o €z 27 RN(U )71 dz + o (1)

:_/ (un)*rdz — ! / (un)%1 dz + 0, (1) by using (3.40)
RN RN

% da = o (1), (3.40)

and

2 2"
= Sﬁl (un) %1 dz 4 0, (1) = Sﬁlpj, as @ =0 and {u,} concentrates at one point.
RN

Also for every j € J, the sequence {u,} is a positive (PS) sequence for the functional given as

) L[
—— 2 —dxd s1d
=3 L e =g [ s

Using the characterization of (PS) sequence for the functional J; provided by [22] (See (2.6) in the proof of

N
Theorem 1.1), we find that p; = [S]™ for some [ € N, which is a contradiction to (3.34) and (3.35). Thus,
J = 0. If {u,} is concentrating at points zero or infinity, we argue analogously for the functional J; and use
the result provided by [2] (See Theorem 2.1 part (v)) to obtain the following

¢ = Tyt vn) +0(1) = Ji(un) + (1) = S5 (),

for some | € NU {0}. Therefore, we get a contradiction to (3.35) and hence ¥ > 0 in RY. Further, we may
assume that there exists @ # 0 such that u,, — @ in D**2(RY). On contrary let % = 0, then @ is a solution to

the problem given by
(—8)%5 — dg U 5% i RV, (3.41)

Therefore, for some g > 0, we have v = zﬁ ., and fRN 5% dz = SQL(AQ) by (2.4). As a consequence,
combining (3.29) with (3. 21) (3.23), (3.24), we conclude that

> jv—2 . 7% dz + jv—ls%(xl) = jvis” (o) + %S%(Al) > jv—zs”
which contradicts the assumption (3.35). We can conclude that @, o # 0. Further, we have

S N
(A2) + 52577 (Aa),

¢ = J, (ttn ) — l<J;<un, 0n)| (1t 0)) + 00 (1)

2
27 2% v
||un o 2 +_/ h(z)u2 v, dz + o, (1) (3.42)
2 RN
S1 2 v ~2~
= N 1 ij + = > /]RN h(x)@*o d,

by the concentration at j € J U {O, }. Note that {v,} converges strongly to ¢ in D*22(RY).
On the other hand, using (J/, (un, v,)|(@, 0)) = 0,(1), we obtain the following expression

22 430 / h(z)a%s dz,
s9 RN

JO. 25 -
(@ D)1 = llal5:! +
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which clearly shows that (@,?) € N,. Indeed, by combining (3.42),(3.43),(3.21),(3.23),(3.24) and (3.29), we
get the following

Ju(auﬁ) =~ llu

S1 So N So9 N
— ij < stsl (A1) + NSQSQ (AQ) —

Thus, using the above expression we have
~ . So N
¢, = inf  J,(u,v) < =822 (\y).
(u,v)EN, ( ) N ( 2)
N
But, according to Theorem 1.4, we have ¢, = 3522 ()\2) provided that v is very small. Thus, we get a
contradiction to the former inequality. Hence, the proof of u,, — @ strongly in D1:2(RY) is completed.

Case 2: The sequence {u,} strongly converges to @ in D51:2(RY).

Our claim is that the sequence {v,} converges strongly to @ in D*2:2(R%). Using the contradiction method,
we assume that all of its subsequences do not converge. First we prove that @ #Z 0. On the contrary suppose
that @ = 0, then {v,} is a (PS) sequence for the functional J; given by (2.6) at level c¢. Clearly for some
p>0,0=2z7, as {v,} = 0 in D*>*(RY) and ¥ is a solution to the problem (3.41).Also, by applying the
compactness theorem given by [2] and using (2.6) and (2.4), we find that

5 > n N
)+ N2m522 2 —15252 (A2) = NmS2 2 4 32 T+ 1572 (),

for some m € N and ! € NU{0}. This contradicts the assumptions (3.35) and (3.36). Therefore, the conclusion
1 % 0 follows immediately. On the other hand, the assumption ¢ = 0 implies that @ is a solution to the problem

(3.39) and that for some p > 0, we have @ = zf)}sl . Thus, we obtain

c= lim Jy(v,) = Jo(z)

n—-+oo ,u 52

¢> N % da:—|—s—]\278%()\2) > SNQSN (A1)+SN25%(A2),
contradicting (3.35). Hence, we conclude that @,0 #Z 0. Now as (@, ?) is a solution of (1.1), we have
J, (1, 7) = jv_l /RN %1 dz + jv—2 /RN 5% dz + % /RN h(z)a*o de. (3.43)

Since {v,,} does not strongly converge to @ in D*2:2(R), there exists at least k € XU {0, oo} such that pz > 0
and using again (3.42), we get

B B W W 20
c= <N/RNu 1d;v—|—N/RNv 2dx+N];Cpk+po+poo)+ 2/RNh(:E)u vdz.
By using (3.22)-(3.24), (3.43) and (3.35), one has
- 52 _ ~ _
Ju(t,0) = ¢ = N(Z Pk + Po + Poo)
hek (3.44)
< 2T (n) + 2575 (Aa) — 255 (Aa) = 25T (M),

Further, we use the definition of S e (A1) in the first equation of (1.1) which implies that

[ (i) — ) i o
o1 +I/a/RN z)i*0 dr = //RzN |I —~ |N+25 dxdy — )\1/R B dz > S(A1)oy ™, (3.45)

such that o7 = fRN @1 dz. Then applying Holder’s inequality leads to the following

/ h(z)a?o dz < O(h)( / @ dx) s ( / 5% dx) (3.46)
RN RN RN

By combining (3.43) and (3.46), we can transform (3.45) into

N-—2s1 N-— 251

o1 + OthTl N> S(/\l) , (347)
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where the constant C7 > 0 depends only on N, s, h and independent of 4, and v. We know that ¢ # 0, we

can choose € > 0 such that [,y 5%2 dz > ¢ Now take ¢ > 0 such a way that ¢ > eSTr (A1). Since (3.47)
holds, therefore we can apply Lemma 3.3 to get a fixed vy > 0 such that

o1 > (1- 6)8%()\1) for any 0 < v < .
Combining (3.43) and the last estimate, we get the following inequality

~ o~ N S92 _ N S N S N
To(,7) 2 5o(1 = 871 (M) + NQE > N(l — )51 (A) + N%S%I (M) = NQS (A1),

contradicting the inequality (3.44). Hence, {v,} converges strongly to ¢ in D*22(R"). Proceeding in the same
way, the result can be proved for the case s; < so. Finally, combining both the cases leads to the conclusion
that the (PS) sequences strongly converge in D) to a non-trivial limit. Hence the proof is complete. O

Now we are going to study the character of the semi-trivial solution as a critical point of J,|n;,. Let us
consider the decoupled energy functionals J; : D*2(RY) — R,

—u(y) ? Ai u? 1 / 2*
—————dxdy — — ——dx — — u|“si dx. 3.48
=5 i ywm 2 o Tl ™ 25 Jo (343

for i = 1,2 such that J,(u,v) = Ji(u) + J2(v) — v [pn h(x)u?vdz. Observe that 2z}, , (i = 1,2) defined by
(see [13]) is a global minimum of J; constramed on the Nehan manifold N; defined by

Ni = {u € D" *R¥)\{0} : (J](u)|u) = 0}

. 2, (3.49)
= {u e D**RY)\{0} : 2 b
It is easy to prove that the energy levels of zu s> Are
VICAES 5251 (A1) = Ju(20%,,0),  Ja(z2,) = 32 2 (N2) = J(0,233,) (3.50)

for any p > 0 with S(\) deﬁned in (2.3). Given (u,7) € N, we denote by T(4,3» N, the tangent space of N,
at (@, 0). Note that

¢ = (¢1,02) € T(07z3252)/\/,, = Tz3252N2' (3.51)
Next, we determine the character of (0,2)2, ) as critical point of J, |/, .

7u52

Proposition 3.6. There exits v > 0 such that the following holds:

(i) if 0 <v <, (0,232,) is a local minimum of J, constrained on N,.

(ii) for any v >, (0,2)2%,) is a saddle point of J, constrained on N, .

Proof. (i) Let us set

D _ in ||¢||)\1 S1 (3-52)
¢€D*12(RN),620 2 [on h( T) P2z, da
Next, given ¢ = (¢1,p2) € T(o pe )./\/,,7 we have
Zulsy

T 0.5 61. 020 = 1011R, oy + T3 (2200l =20 [ h(@)e22 o (35)

As 22252 is a minimum of Jy on N5 and ¢, € szz N2, by (3.51), there exists C' > 0 such that
( u sz)[(b?] > C||¢2||§2,82 (354)
Then if v < 7, there exists ¢ > 0 such that J, (0,22‘282)[(%,(;52)]2 > c(llonl3, s + l02l13,,5,), Which proves

that (0,232,) is a local strict minimum of J,, constrained on A,.

»Yu,8

(i1) First we note that by (3.53) and (3.54),
Ty (0,222,)[(0,2))° = T, (202, [#2]* > Clal3, oo (3.55)
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On the other hand, if we take ¢ = (¢1,0) such that

I1113,.,
2 [pn h(z)o? Zn2,da

)

we get
T 0256008 = [l 0, =20 [ hle)0?25,d0 <0 for any v > (3.56)

Thus by (3.55) and (3.56) we conclude that (0, 232,) is a saddle point of J, on N,,. O

’ U, s

Remark 3.7. Although the pair (2;\}51,0) is not a critical point of the energy functional J,,, this pair does
belong to the Nehari manifold NV,,.

3.2. The case N = min{6s1,6s2}. We assume some extra continuity assumptions on h to deal with this
critical case. Precisely, more hypotheses on the function h are supposed to address this case. In particular,
0<heL*RY)NL>®RY), h continuous near 0 and oo, and h(0) = | |lim h(z) = 0. (H1)
x| =400
Adding to that, we will distinguish two different cases: one with A radial case and the other when h is non-
radial. To deal with the h non-radial case, we need to impose one extra assumption on v i.e., it should be
small enough. Let us define the space of radial functions in D

D, := D 3(RY) x Di23(RY) = {(u,v) € D : u and v are radially symmetric}.
Lemma 3.8. Assume that N = min{6s1,6s2} and (H1), and h is a radial function.

(i) If {(un,vn)} C D, is a PS sequence for J, at level ¢ € R such that ¢ satisfies (5.9), then the sequence
{(un,vn)} admits a subsequence strongly converging in D.

(i) If S’%(Al) > S%(Ag) and {(un,v,)} C Dy is a PS sequence for Jf at level ¢ € R such that ¢
satisfies (3.35) and (5.36), then there exists v1 > 0 and (4,0) € D, such that (un,vy,) — (G, 0) in D,
up to subsequence for every 0 < v < 4.

Proof. We observe that the functions {(un, v,)} C D, are radial and therefore we can not have concentrations
at points other than 0 or co, otherwise, we will get a contradiction to the concentration—compactness principle
by Bonder [3] as the set of concentration points is not a countable set.

Now if we want to avoid concentration at the points 0 and oo, by following the proof of Lemma 3.4 and
Lemma 3.5, it is sufficient to show that (see (3.15))

lim lim sup/ h(x)uZv, Vg () dr = 0, (3.57)
RN

=0 nstoo

R—400 nstoo

lim lim sup/ h(2)uv, Vo () dz = 0, (3.58)
|z|>R

where the cut-off function ¥y . is centred at 0 satisfying (3.14) and the cut-off function ¥, . supported near

oo satisfying (3.25). For any s1,s2 € (0,1), the assumption N = min{6s1, 6s2} implies that 23 + 21 <1 and
s1 ED)

the equality holds if and only if s = so.

If 251 + i < 1, by using the assumption on A in (H1) and the Holder’s inequality, we get

2 __1 2 4 1
/ h(x)uv, Vo () de = / (h(x)\lfoyé(x))l (h(x)qfoyé(x))2§1+2§2uivndx
RN RN

-5 5 . T
< ( / h(x)\yo,e(x)dx) ' < / h(x)|un|231\11075(3:)d:17) '
RN RN

(/RN h(zx)|vy,

1
. B
22 W () dx) ’.
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Now from (3.10) and (H1), we have

lim h(z)|un) U (x)dx

n—-+oo RN

[ M@ w0, 0) dz + poh0)
RN

< / h(z)|@|*1 dz, since h(0) = 0.

z|<e

and

im [ h(@)lon|2e W (x) de / h(@)|]% W, () dz + poh(0)
R

n—-+o0o RN

< / h(z)|5|*2 dz, since h(0) = 0.

By Combining the above three inequalities, we have
l-si =,
lim limsup/ h(x)u?v, Vg () de < lim (/ h(z) d;v) 1 % (/ h(z)|i
€70 notoo JrN 0| Nz <e |z|<e

([ moia)”)

= 0.
It 251 + 2;{2 = 1, by using the fact that h € L>(R") and the Hélder’s inequality, we get
o 7
/ h(z)u?v, ¥g  dz < ( / () un |1 W o dx) " ( / () |vn| %2 Wy dx) " (3.59)
RN RN RN

Again using the above approach, we get

lim limsup/ h(z)ulv, Vo () dz < lim (/ h(z)|a|* dm) : (/ h(z)|o|* dm) ‘I =o.

e=0 n s too JRN €—0 |z|<e |z|<e
Similarly, we can prove (3.58) by using the assumption that lim h(z) = 0. O

|z|—+o0

Next, we want to prove the Palais-Smale compactness condition for the case when h is non-radial. For this
purpose, we further assume that the parameter v is sufficiently small and s; = so = s.

Lemma 3.9. Let us assume that N = 6s and (H1), and {(un,v,)} be a (PS) sequence in D for J, at level
¢ € R such that c satisfies (3.9). Then, there exist (4,?) € D and vy > 0 such that (un,vs) = (4,0) in D up
to subsequence for every 0 < v < vg.

Proof. First, we observe that the concentrations at points 0, co can be excluded due to (3.57) and (3.58) given
in proof of Lemma 3.8. Therefore, we have only to take care of concentration points x; # 0, co. Furthermore,
we can also assume that the index j € J NK. On contrary suppose that the concentration occurs at z; € RV
with j € J NK¢ or 2, € RY with k € KN J¢, then it is easy to prove as done before that

lim lim sup/ h(z)uv,V; dx =0,
RN

e=0 pstoo

for a smooth cut-off function ¥; . centred at z; satisfying (3.14). Thus, this concludes that concentrations
can not occur at x; € RN with j € 7 N K¢ or z;, € RN with k € KN J°.

Now, we test the functional J), (uy,, vn) with (u,¥; ¢, 0) with the assumption that j € 7 N K and we obtain
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0= lim (] (tn,vn)|(un¥;e.0)

n—+
|un _un(y)|2
:ngr-ir-loo [/]Rzzv |I—y|N+25 Ve (2, dzdy+
un () — un(y)(Vje(z) — () / u721
: : n(y)dxdy — A ¥ dz—
+//R2N |z — y[N+2s Uy (y) dzdy — A\ B e(z)dz

—/ [tn| % W ; o (z) dz — 21// h(x)uZv,V; (z) da:)
RN RN

:/ \Ifj,edu—)\l/ \I!j76d7—/ U, .dp—2v lim h(x)u?v,¥; () da. (3.60)
RN RN RN

n—-+oo RN
Further, we test the functional .J/

! (tn,vyn) with (0,v,%; ) and we have the following
0= lim <<Jl',(un,vn)|(0 v W )>

n—-+oo
T |Un ()|2
_ngr-i{loo //Rmv |I— |N+25 \I]j’e(x) dxdy—i_ (3'61)
(vn (@) — v (¥)(Vjie(2) — Ve (y)) / v,
: n(y) dedy — A ——, (x)dz—
L. e — N ) dody =X e Vo)
—/ |vn|2:\11j1€(3:)d:17—2u/ h(x)uivnllljyé(x)dx)
RN RN
:/ \I!j76dﬂ—)\1/ \Ifj,ed’?—/ U, .dp—2v lim h(z)utv,V; () dz. (3.62)
RN RN RN n—+00 JpN

By assumption h € L>®°(RV) and using the Holder inequality (3.59), there exists some constant C' > 0 such
that the following inequality holds.

lim limsup/ h(x)uZv,V;  dz < Cp pJ%. (3.63)
€0 ns4oo JRN

Hence, by letting € — 0, from (3.60), (3.61) and (3.63) we get

.~ & L
pj —pj —2vCp;* p;* <0, (3.64)

2
iy — by —vCpl 5% <0 (3.65)
Then, by (3.11) together with (3.64) and (3.65), we find

m*"“

2 2
S(pjzs +[)2 )<pJ—|—pJ—|—2 prJ p;?

Therefore,

W)
m*l’"

(o +2) " <oy + 20+ 2000).

2s
consequently, we obtain that either p; +p; = 0 or p; + p; > (WLVC) . If we have a concentration at some
point z;, then following the arguments of Lemma 3.4 we get
1 6s — N _
2 5\ Ay )+ = (pi +05)
6s — N
6N

1 b
ZSE(pJ‘—Fﬁj) +

+(me)
N\1+ 2000

(pj +pj)

Y=

v



24 R. KUMAR, T. MUKHERJEE & A. SARKAR

If we assume that v > 0 is sufficiently small, then
N
s S )ﬁ s . N
>—| — > —min{S(\1),S(A2)}2s,
> 5 (iama) 2 min(s0n). 50)

which gives a contradiction to the hypothesis on level c. This implies that p; = 0 = p;. Hence, the result
follows from (3.63). O

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we will give the proofs of main theorems of the article showing positive ground and bound
state solutions of the system (1.1).

Proof of theorem 1.2. The proposition 3.6 states that the pair (0,272, ) is a saddle point of .J,, constrained on

? Y, 82
N, for v > . Moreover, (zﬁl51 ,0) is not a critical point of J, on N,. Therefore, we can write

¢y = inf  Jy(u,v) <min{J,(z 0), J,, (0, 22 )}

(u,v)EN, ,u Sl’ 1 THS2

and hence from above we get the following inequality

’%ML%S%Qg} (4.1)

~ . S1
¢, < min {NSZSl

For the case N < min{6s1, 652}, we use Lemma 3.4 to ensure the existence of (i, ) € D such that é, = J, (@, D).
Next, we will show that the functions w and v are indeed positive. For that purpose, we follow the argument
with @« = 2, 8 = 1 in [17, Theorem 4.1, page 24]. We define the function ¥(t) : (0,00) — R given by
P(t) = Jy(tu, tv), for all t > 0. Then ¥"’(t) < 0 for all ¢ > 0. Therefore the function ¢’ (¢) is strictly concave
for t > 0. Also, we have }gr(l) Y'(t) =0 and t_1}+moo Y’ (t) = —oo. Moreover, the function ¢’(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0 small

enough. Hence, ¢’ (t) has a unique global maximum point at t = ¢y and ¢’(¢) has a unique root at ¢; > tg
and ¢ (t) < 0 for ¢ > t¢, in particular ¢ (1) < 0. Also, from the equation (2.28) and v (t), we observe that
(tu, tv) € N, if and only if " (t) < 0.

Now we consider the function (|@l,|?]) € D, then from the above arguments there exists a unique 3 > 0 such
that ta(|al, |0]) = (t2]al, t2]0]) € N, and t, satisfies the following algebraic equation

i~ 2r —2 2% 2F —2
ICal 1PDIE =t “llally: + 5 ~lo

Also we know that (1, 7) € N,, therefore

27
9 + 3I/t2/ h(z)@?|o| da.
% N

(@, 8)IIE = lla ||2 + ||v||2*2 + 3V/RN h(z)al*o da.
Now from the inequality ||(|al, |17|)||D < ||(@,0)||p, one finds that t5 < 1. Since (@,?) € N, and (@, ?) is the
unique maximum pomt of Y(t) = J,(t,tv),V t > to. We can deduce that

J (@, 0) = maxJ (ta,t0) > J,(tat, ta®) > Jy(t2|d], t2|0]) >

Thus, we can assume that % > 0 and ¢ > 0 in RY. Moreover, @, ¥ are not identically equal to 0. On contrary,
if we suppose that @ = 0, then ¥ is a solution to the problem (3.41) and further o = 22,2527 which is not
possible due to the inequality (4.1). Following the same argument for ¥ = 0, we get a contradiction to (4.1).
Furthermore, we conclude that @ > 0 and ¢ > 0 using the maximum principle in R\ {0} [11, Theorem 1.2].

Hence, the existence of a positive ground state solution (u,?) € N, is proved.

In the case of N = min{6s1, 652}, we follow the same argument as in the subcritical case and part (i) of
Lemma 3.8 to conclude the existence of a positive ground state (4, 0). O

Proof of theorem 1.3. Since S%(AQ) > 5’2]:1 (A1), s2 > s1 and (21, ,0) is not a critical point of .J, on N,,.
we have

sy

L L
2s 2s

0) =2

&y < Jy(2) ﬁs @g_mm Lgar(n), 28

2 (A2)},

Hsl’

52
N
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where ¢, is defined by (1.9). In the case of N < min{6s1,6s2}, the Lemma 3.4 ensures the existence (a,7) € N,,
such that ¢, = J,(4,0). Now we can assume that 4,7 > 0 and @,? are not identically 0 using the same
argument as in Theorem 1.2. Then, we use the maximum principle by Pezzo and Quaas [11, Theorem 1.2] to
conclude that (@, ?) is a positive ground state solution of (1.1).

In the case of N = min{6s1,6s2} and h radial, we use part (i) of Lemma 3.8 and deduce the existence of a
positive ground state solution (@, ) of (1.1). O

Proof of theorem, 1.4. Let us assume by contradiction that there exists {1, } \, 0 such that é,, < J,, (0,2)%,).
N N
Since S%1 (A1) > S22 (\2), 81 > S92, then

~ . S N S N S N
&y, < mln{le%l (A1), N25 (A2)} = NQS (A2), (4.2)

where ¢, is given in (1.9) with v = v,,. If N < min{6s1,6s2}, the (PS) condition holds by Lemma 3.4 at
level ¢,,. For the case N = min{6s1,6s2}, we apply part (i) of Lemma 3.8 for h radial to reach the same
conclusion. Hence, for each n € N, there exists (ty,0,) € D which solves (1.1) such that ¢, = J,, (ln, 0n).
By following the same argument as in Theorem 1.2, we can assume that 4, > 0 and v,, > 0. Moreover, @,, #Z 0
and 7, # 0 in R as the assumption either @, = 0 or %, = 0 contradicts (4.2). Indeed, we can conclude by
the maximum principle of Pezzo and Quaas [11, Theorem 1.2] that @, > 0 and @, > 0 in R¥\{0}. Further,
Let us define the following integrals

_2r 2t
Osyn = / Un b dx and Osgn = / U 2 d.
RN RN

By (2.26), we obtain

5%_LA%@J_%%W+%%M+(%)AJ@Mﬁﬂm (4.3)
From (4.2), (4.3) and (1.3), we obtain that
Torm + Topm < ST7 (N2). (4.4)

We combine the definition of S(\;) with the first equation in the system (1.1) as we have given that (@, ¥y,)
is a solution to (1.1). we deduce

N —2s

S (0sy.0) "7 < 0sy 0+ 2 / h(z)a2 o, da. (4.5)
RN
Now by the Holder’s inequality and the inequality (4.4), one finds that

/ h(z)a2 0, dz < C(h)(/ |ﬂn|2:1 d:c) 51 (/ |Un,
RN RN RN

1
-
* s9
Zey d;C)

N—2s9 N —2sq1
S C)(S(A2)) ™2 (06,n) ¥
Using the above expression in (4.5), we get the following
1 N—-2s N—2s;

SO (@01.0) T < 0+ 2, CR)(S(R0)) T (00y,0) "
Since S (A1) > S73 (A2), then there exists € > 0 such that
(1- €S (\) 2 577 (o). (4.6)
By using Lemma 3.3 with 0 = oy, ,, there exists a vy = vy(e) > 0 such that
Osym > (1— 6)5’%()\1) for any 0 < v, < vy.

By using (4.6), one finds that os, », > S%(A2)7 which gives a contradiction to the inequality (4.4). Hence,
we have

~ So N
by = 37572 (M) = 1 (0, 2.%,); (4.7)
provided v sufficiently small. Thus, the pair (0, zl)ﬁsz) is a ground state of (1.1) for v small enough. |

Proof of theorem 1.5. The proof is direct by using the approach of Theorem 1.3 and Lemma 3.9. O
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Proof of theorem 1.6. The proof follows the approach of Theorem 1.4 and Lemma 3.9. O

Proof of theorem 1.7. We start with constructing a Mountain pass level so that the functional J} restricted
on N} satisfies the Mountain pass geometry, and the Palais-Smale condition is also satisfied at this level. So

we consider the set of paths connecting continuously (zﬁ‘}s, 0) to (0, zﬁfs), namely

X, = {gp(t) = (501(15), 902(t)) € CO([07 1]7‘/\[1;"_) : (p(O) = (Z})l,\,lS’O) and (p(l) = (0722,25)}7
and define the associated Mountain pass level as

Cmp = inf max Jf(¢(t)).

PEL, t€[0,1]
Assumption (1.11) implies that
2s |~ S oN
Wséi (Ag) > Nséi (A1). (4.8)
Further, by the monotonicity of S(\), we can choose € > 0 sufficiently small such that
N
2s S(A1)+S(A2)\> _ 25 .~ s(1+¢€) ,~
- e)(%) > WS%(AQ) > %S“ﬁ()\l). (4.9)

Now we claim the existence of a vy = vy(€) > 0 such that the following inequality

S(A\1) +S(\2)
2

holds for every 0 < v < vg. If o = (p1,p2) € ., then by using identity (3.32), we have

_ 2 _ 2 2 2
// lp1(x) — e1(W)|* + |p2(z) — 2y dxdy_Al/ ¢ dx_)q/ 2T
]R2N R RN

max JF (1)) > %(1 _ e)< )7 with ¢ € %, (4.10)

te0,1]

o — yN s ~ o B (411)
= [ (T @) + (@) do+ 3w [ ha)(et 003 0)d
RN RN
and we use (3.33) to get
THe®) = 5 [ (@7 )% + (o3 (1)) de
® (4.12)

+(3) | et 026 (0 do

Now we define o4(t) = (01,5(t), 02,4(t)) with 04(t) = [un (0] (£))% da for j = 1,2. Observe that if o; ,(t) >
28%(/\j), then (4.10) holds. Therefore, we assume that o; ((t) < 2S%()\j), j=12forall t € [0,1]. We
combine the definition of S(\) with (4.11) and obtain

SO (01.5(6) T 4 S(A)(02,:(8) 7 < //sz lor(z) S01(;)'_ ;zlrﬁi(m) — 2201 44,

2 2
_,\1/ o1 dx—)\g/ 22 gy (4.13)
R R

N |£C|2$ N |$|25

= ous(t) 4 aan(t) + 3 [ b (e (1) 03 (0 d

Using the Holder’s inequality, we get

N-—2s N—2s

/RN h(@)(pf (1)*ps (1)) de < C(h)(o1,5(t) N (02,5(1)) 2N . (4.14)
Also, by the definition of ¥, and since ¢ = (¢1, p2) € ., we have

os(0) = </RN (2235)2: dx,O) and o5(1) = <O,/RN(Z'L>L\’QS)2: dx).

Thus, by the continuity of oy, there is a ¢o € (0,1) such that o1 4(tg) = 05 = 02,5(to). Combining (4.13) and
(4.14), and taking ¢t = tg, we deduce the following

N —2s N —2s

(SOM) + S())5s ™ < 25, +3Cu5e ¥
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Now by using Lemma 3.3, there exists a vy = vg(€) such that

S(A1) +S(A2)

N
25
) ) for every 0 < v < 1. (4.15)

&sz(l—e)<

Consequently, we combine (4.12) and (4.15) to get

Mlz

s

)

S(A1) +S()\2))

max J (p(t)) > %(Ul,s(to) + 02,5(t0)) > %(1 - e)< 5

te0,1]
which proves claim (4.10). Moreover, by (4.9) and (4.10), one can state that
s(1+¢)

S2 (M) = (14 €)JF (22, 0). (4.16)

Camp > s
Thus, the functional J admits a Mountain-Pass-geometry on N,,.

Now we show that the Palais-Smale compactness condition is satisfied at the Mountain pass level Caqp.
We consider ¢(t) = (p1(t), ¢2(t)) = ((1 — t)1/2zl’>}s,t1/2zﬁfs) for ¢ € [0,1]. By the definition of the Nehari
manifold, there exists a continuous positive function 7 : [0,1] — (0,400) such that the np € N, NN, for
t € 0,1]. We notice that n(0) = n(1) = 1.

Now we define

os(t) = (01.5(t),02.5(t)) = </

RN

(s ()% da. [ (o0 do).
RN
Then, we have
01.5(0) = / (z))% de = 53 (A1) and  op(1) = / (z02)% da = 53 (\). (4.17)
RN RN
Since n(t) € N NN, by using the algebraic equation (2.27), we obtain
(1 = &) 22p1, 812202 ) |15 = 7P 2 () (1 = )% 201,5(0) + £/ 200,4(1))
O =082 [ (@) d,

. 1,8

and therefore,

272 [(o1(t), p2(t)IIB (1 =1)01,5(0) +to2,s(1)
T S @) + (e 0)F) (= 07 P01,4(0) oo (1) (419
for every t € (0,1). It is followed by the definition of 7, (2.30) and (4.18) that
T rett) = glne®1 + o O [ (a0 + (@al)*) da)
= ”zét) [(1 = )a1.4(0) + toa o (1)] + GSG;VN 72 (0)[(1 — )% 207 4(0) + %204, 4(1)] (4.19)
2

< S"Nﬁ[(l — 1)01,5(0) + toa.s(1)]

Then, by (4.18) and (4.19), and for every ¢ € (0,1), we obtain that

(1= Do1s(0) +tons(1) 1 %
(1 —)%/201 5(0) + t2:/205 4(1)

T e() < G(t) 1= (1 = )01,4(0) + toz,(1)]

Clearly, the function G(t) is maximum at point ¢ = £. Also, from (4.17), we have

6((5) = (100 4 020(1) = L5 ) + 5 0.

we conclude

< + S (g% 2% .
Camp < nax I (e(t)) < N(S (A1) + 52 (\2))
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If $25 (A1) > S2¢ (\;), using the separability condition (4.8) and the inequality (4.16), it follows that
s s s 3s
5 (ha) < £55 (M) < Cup < (S (M) + 5% (A2)) < 5% ().

From the above expression, it is clear that the Mountain pass level Cpqp satisfies the assumptions of Lemma
3.5 and Lemma 3.8. Therefore, by the Mountain-Pass theorem, the functional Jf | N admits a Palais-Smale
sequence {(un,v,)} C N, at level Cprp. Moreover, by Lemma 3.5, (up,v,) — (4, 0) in D. Indeed, (@,?) is
also a critical point of J} on D. Further, we have @, % > 0 in RY and @, % # (0,0). Indeed, we can conclude
by the maximum principle of Pezzo and Quaas [11, Theorem 1.2] that @ > 0 and ¢ > 0 in RV\{0}. Hence,
(@, ) is a bound state solution to the system (1.1). To deal with the critical case, i.e., N = 6s, we follow the
same approach for the compactness of the Palais-Smale sequence using Lemma 3.8. O
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