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Abstract

In this paper we study the Hartree-Fock type system as follows:

—Au+ U+ Ay pu = [ulP P u+ B |v|% |u|g72u in R3,
—AV 4 U+ Ay v = |v|pﬁ2v—}—ﬂ|u|g |v|%72v in R3,

where ¢y, (T ng 2(‘IJQC;Z|Z/)ciy, the parameters A,8 > 0 and 2 < p < 4. Such system is
viewed as an approxunatlon of the Coulomb system with two particles appeared in quantum
mechanics, taking into account the Pauli principle. Its characteristic feature lies on the presence
of the double coupled terms. When 2 < p < 3, we establish the existence and multiplicity of
nontrivial radial solutions, including vectorial ones, in the radial space H, by describing the
internal relationship between the coupling constants A and 5. When 2 < p < 4, we study
the existence of vectorial solutions in the non-radial space H by developing a novel constraint
method, together with some new analysis techniques. In particular, when 3 < p < 4, a vectorial
ground state solution is found in H, which is innovative as it was not discussed at all in any
previous results. Our study can be regarded as an entire supplement in d’Avenia et al. [J.

Differential Equations 335 (2022) 580-614].
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1 Introduction

Consider a system of N coupled nonlinear Schrodinger equations in R3:

N
—sz + ‘/extwi + (f]RS |"L‘ - ?/|_1 Zl |77Z)](y)|2dy> % + (‘/ex,lvb)z - Elwla VZ - 15 27 ceey N7 (11)
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where 9; : R® — C, V. is a given external potential, (Vic1); is the ¢’th component of the crucial
exchange potential defined by

Yi(y);(y)
exw Z% / |l‘ _ y| y7

and FE; is the ¢’th eigenvalue. Such system is called the Hartree-Fock system which can be regarded
as an approximation of the complex (M + N)-body Schréodinger equation originating from the study
of a molecular system made of M nuclei interacting via the Coulomb potential with N electrons.
Historically, the first effort made in this direction began from Hartree [20] by choosing some par-
ticular test functions without considering the antisymmetry (i.e. the Pauli principle). Subsequently,
Fock [19] and Slater [32], to take into account the Pauli principle, proposed another class of test
functions, i.e. the class of Slater determinants. A further relevant free-electron approximation for
the exchange potential V1) is given by Slater [33] (see also Dirac [15] in a different context), namely

1/3
( eX,QZ) =-C (Z |¢]|2> wia (12)

where C' is a positive constant.

When N = 1, the exchange potential (Viytp); = —C/|¢1]?/3¢; in (L2). If we consider 11 as a real
function, renaming it as u, and take, for simplicity, C' = 1, then System (LT]) becomes Schrédinger-
Poisson-Slater equation as follows:

—Au+u+ ¢y (r)u = [u/?u  in R?, (1.3)
where ()
u
qsu(x):/ Yy,
R |7 — Y|

It describes the evolution of an electron ensemble in a semiconductor crystal. Sdnchez and Soler [31]
used a minimization procedure in an appropriate manifold to find a positive solution of Eq. (L3]). If
the term |u|?/3u is replaced with 0, then Eq. (IL3) becomes the Schrodinger-Poisson equation (also
called Schrédinger-Maxwell equation). This type of equation appeared in semiconductor theory
and has been studied in [5,24], and many others. In some recent works [1}3,29,[30,B5H37,41], a
local nonlinear term |u[P~?u (or, more generally, f(u)) has been added to the Schrédinger—Poisson
equation. Those nonlinear terms have been traditionally used in the Schrodinger equation to model
the interaction among particle (possibly nonradial).
In this paper we take N = 2 and we assume that the exchange potential

(s P2 + B ey |22 |wz|%> )
ex :_C P_
v ((Wa\p 2461 ] [al3 )0

where 8 > 0 and 2 < p < 6. Note that, for p = %, (LC4) becomes

(1.4)

e ‘C(Mi Folul wz_lim)
(alf + Bl 2l )0

which is viewed as an approximation of the exchange potential (L2]) proposed by Slater.
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Considering v¢; and ), real functions, renaming them as u, v, and taking, for simplicity, C' = 1,
System (ILT]) becomes the following

—Au+ A+ Ay = [uf 2u+ Bl|® [ul2>u  in R3, (B »)
—AV + U+ Ay U = |v|1”_20+5|u|g |v|%_2v in R3, M
where 2y) + 02 (y)
u(y) +v° (y
Gup(T) :/ ———"dy. (1.5)
R3 |z -yl

It is easily seen that System (E) g) is variational and its solutions are critical points of the corre-
sponding energy functional Jy g : H — R defined as

1 P, P
Irp(u,v) = 2H(u v HH / Qﬁw u + v )daz——/RS (|u|1’+\v|1’+25\u\2|v‘2>dx

where [|(u, )|y = [ fgs (|Vul* + v + [Vo]* + v )d:p} is the standard norm in H. Clearly, J) 5 is a
well-defined and C* functional on H. For a solution (u,v) of System (E) g) , we here need to introduce
some concepts of its triviality and positiveness.

Definition 1.1 A vector function (u,v) is said to be

(1) nontrivial if either u # 0 or v # 0;

(17) sematrivial if it is nontrivial but either u =0 or v = 0;
(1ii) wvectorial if both of w and v are not zero;

(iv) nonnegative if u > 0 and v > 0;

(v) positive if u >0 and v > 0.

If A =0, then System (E) g) is deduced to the local weakly coupled nonlinear Schrédinger system
—Au+u:|u|p_2u+5|v|g|u|g_2u in R3, (1.6)
—Av+v = 2o+ Bu® v/ %0 in RS, '

which arises in the theory of Bose-Einstein condensates in two different hyperfine states [39]. The
coupling constant ( is the interaction between the two components. As § > 0, the interaction
is attractive, but the interaction is repulsive if 5 < 0. The existence and multiplicity of positive
solutions for System (L) have been the subject of extensive mathematical studies in recent years,
for example, [241112,22,25/26]. More efforts have been made on finding vectorial solutions of the
system by controlling the ranges of the parameter 3.

If X # 0, then a characteristic feature of System (E) 3) lies on the presence of the double coupled
terms, including a Coulomb interacting term and a cooperative pure power term. Very recently, based
on the method of Nehari-Pohozaev manifold developed by Ruiz [29], d’Avenia, Maia and Siciliano [14]
firstly studied the existence of radial ground state solutions for System (FE) ), depending on the
parameters 5 and p. To be precise, for A > 0, they concluded that (i) a semitrivial radial ground
state solution exists for 3 =0 and 3 < p <6, or for 0 < B < 227! —1 and 4 < p < 6; (11) a vectorial
radial ground state solution exists for 3 > 0 and 3 < p < 4, or for 3 > 22971 — 1 and 4 < p < 6; (214)
both semitrivial and vectorial radial ground state solutions exist for 3 = 22¢°! — 1 and 4 < p < 6.
It is pointed out that the definition of ground state solutions involved here is confined to the space
of radial functions H, := H! (R®) x H! (R3), namely, a radial ground state solution is a radial

rad rad
solution of System (E) g) whose energy is minimal among all radial ones.
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As we can see, the previous results leave a gap, say, the case 2 < p < 3. We remark that an
approximation of the exchange potential (I.2]) proposed by Slater, i.e. (L), is included in this gap.
The first aim of this work is to fill this gap and to study nontrivial radial solutions, including vectorial
ones, of System (£ 5) when 2 < p < 3. On the other hand, we also notice that all nontrivial solutions
are obtained in the radial space H, in [14]. In view of this, the second aim of this work is to find
vectorial solutions of System (E) 5) when 2 < p < 4 in the space H := H*(R?) x H'(R?). And on this
basis we shall further find vectorial ground state solutions in H, which is totally different from that
of [T4]. In particular, the existence of vectorial ground state solutions is proved in the case p = 3,
which seems to be an very interesting and novel result, even in the study of Schrodinger—Poisson
equations.

Compared with the existing results in [14], there seems to be more challenging in our study.
Firstly, the method of Nehari-Pohozaev manifold used in [14] is not a ideal choice when we deal
with the case 2 < p < 3, whether in H, or H. Secondly, we find the interaction effect between the
double coupled terms is significant for the case 2 < p < 3. As a result, the analysis of the internal
relationship between the coupling constants A and f is a difficult problem. Thirdly, it is complicated
to determine the vectorial ground state solutions in H for the case 3 < p < 4. In order to overcome
these considerable difficulties, new ideas and techniques have been explored. More details will be
discussed in the next subsection.

1.1 Main results

First of all, we consider the following maximization problems:

A(B) L sup %fR?’ Fﬁ (uvv) dr — % ”(uav)H?{
el {(0,0) Jos Guw (U2 +v2) dz

(1.7)

and ,
_ F dr —
A(B):= sup Jis £ (u, v) f ||2(u, U)HH’
wemn\{00)y  Jgs Pup (W +0?) dx

where Fs (u,v) := |ul’ + |[v[” + 28 |u|® |v]® with 2 < p < 3 and 8 > 0. Then we have the following
proposition.

Proposition 1.2 Let 2 <p <3 and § > 0. Then we have
(1) 0 <A(B) <0 and 0 < A(B) < o0;
(ii) A(B) and A (B) are both achieved.

About its proof, we refer the reader to Theorems and in Appendix. With the help of
Proposition [.2] we have the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.3 Let 2 < p < 3. Then for every 5 > 0 and A = 4A (8), System (E\g) admits two
nontrivial nonnegative radial solutions (uf\l)ﬁ, vg\l)ﬁ) , (uE\Z)ﬁ, UE\Z%) € H,\ {(0,0)} satisfying

T (w0 08%) =0 < s (s 0403) -

Furthermore, if 8 > 0, then (uf)ﬁ,vg\%) 15 vectorial and positive.



Theorem 1.4 Let2 <p < 3 and B > 0. Then the following statements are true.
(i) For every 0 < A < 4A(B), System (E\g) admits two nontrivial nonnegative radial solutions

(u&%,v&%) (u&%,v&%) € H,. satisfying

Tos (12, 0) <0 < T (a0l

Furthermore, if B > 0, then (uA)ﬁ,vg\ g) 15 vectorial and positive.

(i4) For every A > A (B), (u,v) = (0,0) is the unique solution of System (Ejz).

In the proofs of Theorems and [[L4] the key point is to establish Lions type inequalities in the
context of the vector functions (see (21 and (2.2) below). By using these, together with Strauss’s
inequality in H,, we can prove that the functional Jy g is coercive and bounded below on H,.

Next, we focus on vectorial solutions of System (E) g) on H. Define

( (r—2)/2
) ) P )
max 1-'- 1-'-74(4?) )\ —1 s 1f)\<pp,
B = b9 Shys \ 1P
. p—2 2(4 p) 22’/(1’ 2) p24/(p 2) (p_z)/Q .
max 4 5=, 255, ( \/1+ G 2)>)\ -1z, iX>p,,
12/5
\

where S, is the best Sobolev constant for the embedding of H 1(R3) in LP(R?), S is the best Sobolev
4
constant for the embedding of D#(R?) in L°(R?) and p, := 0-2)5"

2/5~. Then we have the following
results.

2(471))52?/(? 2) -

Theorem 1.5 Let 2 <p <4 and A > 0. Then the following statements are true.
(i) If 2 < p < 3, then for every > B (X\), System (E\g) admits two vectorial positive solutions

(u(;)ﬁ,vg%) € H and <UAB,U§\2%) € H, satisfying
s (452) <0 < s (o oL2)

(i1) If 3 < p < 4, then for every B > B (N\), System (Exg) admits a vectorial positive solution
(uf\l)ﬁ, v(l)) € H satisfying Jy g (uf\l)ﬁ,vg\l)ﬁ) > 0.

We note that the arguments in Theorems and [[.4] are inapplicable to Theorem [L5] since
the functional J) g is restricted to the space H. In view of this, we expect to find critical points by
applying a novel constraint method introduced by us, together with some new analysis techniques.

Finally, we establish the existence of vectorial ground state solution of System (E) g).

Theorem 1.6 Let 3 <p <4 and A\ > 0. Then for every
Gpv3p(p—2) 7
8V2U—p) (6—p) S

and B > B (N), System (E\g) admits a vectorial ground state solution (uyg,vrg) € H satisfying
J)\ﬁ (U)\ﬂ,’l})\ﬁ) > 0.

0< A<



Theorem 1.7 Let 3.18 ~ Hﬁ < p<4and X > 0. Then for every 5 > [(\), System (E»z3)
admits a vectorial ground state solution (uyg,vrg) € H satisfying Jx g (uxp,vrg) > 0.

The study of the vectorial ground state solution is considered by us from different perspectives.
In Theorem we analyze the energy levels of the solutions by controlling the range of A, and in
Theorem [L.7] we locate the solutions by reducing the scope of p.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. After introducing some preliminary results in
Section 2, we give the proofs of Theorems and [L4] in Section 3. In Section 4, we prove Theorem
[LH Finally, we give the proofs of Theorems and [[L7 in Section 5.

2 Preliminary results

Lemma 2.1 Let 2 < p < 4 and B > 0. Let gs(s) = s> +(1—s)2 + 2Bs1 (1—5)E fors E [0,1].

Then there exists sg € (0,1) such that gz (sg) = maxsepq) gp (s) > 1. In particular, if § > P5=, then
Sg = %
Proof. The proof is similar to the argument in [14] Lemma 2.4], and we omit it here. O

Lemma 2.2 Let2 <p <4,\>0and 3 > 0. Then for each z € H* (R3)\ {0}, there exists s, € (0,1)
such that

I (\/gz, V1— szz) < s (2,0)=Jr5(0,2) =1, (2),
where

1 A 1
I(2) == 5 /RS (IVz]* + 2°) dz + n /R3 ¢,z dr — ]—)/RB |2|P d.

Proof. Let (u,v) = (y/sz,v/1—sz) for z € H' (R*)\ {0} and s € [0,1]. A direct calculation shows
that

2 2 2 2
[(w, V)|l = s llzln + (1= 8) [[2llzn = 2]
and

/ (u2 + 112) Oupdr = / (322 +(1—y9) z2) Gupdr = ¢,2%dx
R3 R3 R3

Moreover, by Lemma 2] there exists s, € (0, 1) such that

[Nl

/ (|u|p+|v|p+26|u|g|v|%>dx:[s§+(1—sz) 4285 (1 - s,) % / |z|pd:p>/ 12" .
]RS

Thus, we have

T (Vo T=522) = —qum 1 [ostar— [ a-syteassta-s)f] [ s
]R3
< glhelln+ 5 [ ortda— / 7 do
= J)\g(z 0) J)\g OZ)—[A

The proof is complete. ]
By vitue of Lemma [22] we have the following result.



Theorem 2.3 Let 2 < p < 3,A >0 and B > 0. Let (ug,vo) € H, be a minimizer of the minimum
problem inf , yyem, Jxp(u,v) such that Jy g(ug,vo) < 0. Then we have ug # 0 and vy # 0.

The function ¢, , defined as (5] possesses certain properties [3,29].
Lemma 2.4 For each (u,v) € H, the following two inequalities are true.
(i) buw > 0;
(i) fgs Gup (u® +0%)dz < S 512/5 1w, )13 -
Following the idea of Lions [24], we have
% (Juf’ + 0 [u)dz = f/ ~Adyy) |uf da

= \/_/ (Voup, V |ul) dx

/ \Vul” de + = /(buv u® +v*) dx (2.1)

- \

RS

- \

e~ =

and

as

AB(u2\v|+\v|3)dx = %/ (—Aduw) [v|dz

/ Vol dx+—/ Gup (0 +07) dz (2.2)

for all (u,v) € H,, which imply that
1
Inp(u,v) = 2H(u v HH / Gup (0 +07) dz

1 PP
= [ (b o+ 2810l off) do
P Jrs

1 1 A
)R, + / (2 4+ 0?)de + 2 | G (4 +0?) do
4 8 R3

/ (luf + of* d:c——/ (jul =+ Jol” + 28 [ul® o] ) da
= 1M+ 5 [ b (0% da
1 A 1
+/ —u2+£|u|3—ﬂ|u|p dx
R3 4 4 P

1 1
+/RS <1”2 + % o] — %ﬁ |v|p> da. (2.3)

v

Then we have the following results.



Lemma 2.5 Let 2 <p <3,A>0 and > 0. Then J\ g is coercive and bounded below on H,.

Proof. By (23)) and applying the argument in Ruiz [29, Theorem 4.3], J, g is coercive on H, and
there exists M > 0 such that

£ g > M.
@y, Pus(t:9)

This completes the proof. O

3 Proofs of Theorems and 1.4

We are now ready to prove Theorem [1.3l By Theorem [6.I] there exists (uf)ﬁ,vg\ %) € H,\
{(0,0)} such that
2) (2 2) (2
b B (o20) a3 (o5.152)

2)
fRﬁl gbug?)ﬁ?”g?,)/j ([ug\ 5} + [vg\ B] ) dx

2

1 A(B).

It follows that
2
<J4/1A(B) 8 (ug\)ﬁavg\ 23) (o, ¢)>
2 2 2 2
Jes e, ([o5] + [2])

Moreover, by Palais criticality principle [27], we have

2)  (2)
<J4/1A(5),5 (ug\ﬁvvg\ 5) (9, ¢)>
2
fes b, ([092]+ [o2)] ) o

Hence, (uE\Z)ﬁ,vf\Zg) is a critical point of Jyz(g),5 for f > 0 and Jyp(s),s (uE\Z)ﬁ,vg\%) = 0, then so is

( uf)ﬁ fg ) . Thus, we may assume that (u(f)ﬁ, vg\ %) is a nonnegative nontrivial critical point of
Jyp. Next, we claim that u&mﬁ # 0 and U(2

by Lemma [22] there exists so € (0, 1) such that (\/_Ou)\ﬂ, V1-— soug\%) € H, and

=0 for all (¢,v) € H, \ {(0,0)}.

=0 for all (¢,v) € H\ {(0,0)}.

0 for # > 0. If not, we may assume that v? = 0. Then
# Y A8

Jins).5 (\/510&223 VT = souy, 5) < Jir).s (u(f?s 0) = Janp)5 (07 u(fia) = QuA().8;
which is a contradiction. Moreover, it follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem that
1 2 Cﬁ
Junps(u,v) 2 Sl o)y - —/ (ful” + [of")dz
D Jrs
1 C
> 5 M)l = ol vl for all (uw,v) € H,,
which implies that there exist 1, & > 0 such that || (u,v) |z > n and

maX{J4A(5 (0 0) J4A(5)75 (u&%,vf%)} =0<k § inf J4A(5)75(u, U).

Il (w,v) [ r=n
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Define

Osrp),5 = wl/rellf“OIgEE(IJA 8),8(7(7)),

where ' = {7 e C([0,1], H,) : v(0) = (0,0) ,~(1) = <u§\2)5, vff%) } . Then by the mountain pass theo-
rem [I828] and Palais criticality principle, there exists a sequence {(u,,v,)} C H, such that

Jines),s (Un, vn) = anpy) g > K and ||JA1A(B)75 (U, V) ||[r-1 = 0 as n — oo,

and using an argument similar to that in [29, Theorem 4.3], there exist a subsequence {(u,,v,)}
and (u)\)ﬁ,vg\lg> € H,\ {(0,0)} such that (u,,v,) — (u&%,v&%) strongly in H, and (u)\ﬁ,vg\lg> is a
solution of System (Eya(g),3). This indicates that

Janes).p (u&%,v%) = Ounp)p > K> 0.

The proof is complete.
We are now ready to prove Theorem [I.4l. (i) By Theorem [6.1] there exists (ug,vo) €
H, \ {(0,0)} such that

i fR:a Fﬁ <u07 UO) de — 3 H(u07 UO)”H
fRS (buo,vo (UO + UO) dzx
This implies that for each A < 4A (8),

= A(B).

1
Iap (1o, v9) = = ||(u0,v0 ||H / BDug.o uo + Uo) dr — 5/ Fs (ug,v) dx < 0. (3.1)
RS

Using (B.]), together with Lemma [2.5] we have

—00 <y = “ 11)1€fH Jrp(u,v) <O0.

Then by the Ekeland variational principle [I7] and Palais criticality principle [27], there exists a
sequence {(un,v,)} C H, such that

Jrg(Un, vn) = ax g +o(1) and J3 5(un, v,) = o(1) in H .

Again, adopting the argument used in |29, Theorem 4.3], there exist a subsequence {(un,v,)} and
(uf\z)ﬁ,vf\%) € H,\ {(0,0)} such that (u,,v,) — (u&%,v&%) strongly in H, and <uf\25,vf\2%) is a
nontrivial critical point of Jy g. This indicates that

J (u(2),v(2)>:a = inf Jyg(u,v) <0,
A8\ U s Vs A= b xa(u,v)

vg\% ) . Thus, we may assume that <uf\2)ﬁ, vf\zg) is a nonnegative nontrivial critical

then so is () )

point of Jy 3. Next, we claim that uf\z)ﬁ # 0 and vfﬁ # 0 for § > 0. If not, we may assume that
UE\Q% = 0. Then by Lemma [22] there exists s, € (0,1) such that <\/_u/\6, V1—s uf\ )B> € H, and

I\ <\/_uAB, V1 —syuy B) < Jrg (uf%,O) = s (O,uf%) = a3,

9



which is a contradiction. Moreover, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

1 C
Batwe) 2 gl =2 [l + jop)de
P Jrs
> 1||(u )% — G | (u,v)||% for all (u,v) € H,.
= 9 ’ H pS;I)) ) H ) r

This implies that there exist 7, x > 0 such that || (uf)ﬁ, v&%) ||z > n and

max 4 J) 5(0,0), J @ @)L =0 < inf J

08(0,0), g (uyzvng) g =0<kK< ’ 1ﬂ| , A, v).
u,w)||g=
Define
Orp = inf max Jy5(v(7)),

where I' = {fy e C([0,1], H,) : v(0) = (0,0) ,~(1) = (ug\)ﬁ, vf%) } . Then by the mountain pass theo-
rem [I8,28] and Palais criticality principle, there exists a sequence {(u,,v,)} C H, such that

Ing (tn,vn) = Org >k and  [|J} g (Un,vp) [[g-1 = 0 asn — oo,

and using an argument similar to that in [29, Theorem 4.3], there exist a subsequence {(uy,,v,)}
and (u&%,v&%) € H.\ {(0,0)} such that (u,,v,) — (u&%,v&%) strongly in H, and (u)\ﬁ,vg\ %) is a
solution of System (E) g). This indicates that

JAg (uk)ﬁ,vs)ﬁ) = 9)\,5 >k > 0.

(i7) Suppose on the contrary. Let (ug,vo) be a nontrivial solution of System (E) 3). Then according
to the definition of A (8), for 8 > 0 and A > A (), we have

0 = ||(U0,UO)||§{+)\/3 Duo,wo (UG +05) dx—/ Fs (ug, vo) dx
R

RS

> o 0) 4 K8) [ Gy (4 a8 e~ [ (o, o) o 20,
R

R3

which is a contradiction. The proof is complete.

4 Proof of Theorem
Define the Nehari manifold
M, 5 = {(u,v) € H\{(0,0)} : (J3 5 (u,v), (u,v)) = 0}.

Then u € M, 3 if and only if

SN bu (WP +0?) do —
0+ [ 6 (24 %) o~ [

R3

(|u|p +[of” + 28ul? \v|%) dz = 0.

10



It follows the Sobolev and Young inequalities that
o)l < o)+ [ Gun (02 4 00) da

= up+vp+26ugv§ dx
R3

Cs ||(u,v)||y for all u € M,y 4.

IN

So it leads to
(u, )| > C5 %7 for all u € M. (4.1)

The Nehari manifold M) 3 is closely linked to the behavior of the function of the form hy (. : ¢ —
Jxp (tu,tv) for t > 0. Such maps are known as fibering maps introduced by Drébek-Pohozaev [16],
and were further discussed by Brown-Zhang [10] and Brown-Wu [89]. For (u,v) € H, we find that

t? ,\t4 P
Moy (1) = 5 w0l + 5 [ dun (w2 +0?) do == | Fy (w,0)do
R

2 p
l)\,(u,v) (t) =1 ||(u7 U)qu + >‘t3/ gbu,v U + v ) dr — tp_l / FB (U, U) d!L‘,
R3 R3
1(7(%@) t) = |(u, U)qu + 3)\t2/ Guw (u2 + 1)2) de — (p—1) tp2/ Fs (u,v) dz.
R3 R3

A direct calculation shows that
th}\ J(u,) ( ) ”<tu7 tU) H?{ + )‘/ (btu,tv (t2u2 + t2'U2) dr — / Fﬁ (tu, tU) dx
R3 R3

and so, for (u,v) € H\{(0,0)} and t > 0, h) ,, (t) = 0 holds if and only if (tu,tv) € M,z In
particular, h) (1) = 0 holds if and only 1f (u v) € M, 3. It becomes natural to split M, 3 into

three parts corresponding to the local minima, local maxima and points of inflection. Following [38],
we define

M; = {u€Myg:hf g, (1) >0},
Mg\yﬁ = {U € MA,B : hl)(,(u,v) (1) = 0}7
M;B — {U/ € M)\ﬁ . hl)(,(u,v) (1) < 0}

Lemma 4.1 Suppose that (uo,vo) is a local minimizer for Jxg on Myg and (ug,vo) ¢ M3 5. Then
g3 5 (w0, v0) = 0 in H™'.

Proof. The proof is essentially same as that in Brown-Zhang [10, Theorem 2.3], so we omit it here.
O
For each (u,v) € M, 5, we find that

Biue (1) = o)l 433 [ o (@ +0%) da = (p=1) [ Frw)de
= — =Dl A=) [ o (4 ) do (1.2
= 2@l + @ -p) [ Frwo)de (4.3

11



For each (u,v) € My 4, using (1)) and ([A.3) gives

1 2 4—p p—2 2
Tolwe) = Moy =5 | Fylwv)de> S o)l
— 2 1 /(n
p—Cﬁ V=2 - .
4p

For each (u,v) € My 5, by ([&2) one has

p—2 A4 —p
Daun) = L2l - 2522 [ 6 (4 ) o

p—2 2
< @”(U’U)HH-

Hence, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.2 The energy functional Jy g is coercive and bounded below on My 5. Furthermore, for all

u € My g4, there holds
-2 __1/(p—

—2
(p*2)25 Silz/5

4Ap(4—p)

—2
(p— 2)2 S Sf2/5 p—2 2
Dpld—p) > Jag(u,v) = B [ (w, )7 —
A4 —p)

> = (w)|f — = ll(w,0)| -
p Toapstsy, "

Let (u,v) € M, g with J) g (u,v) < , we deduce that

A4 —p)
4p

Dup (u2 + vZ) dx
R3

Since the function ) N?
f ($) e p2_ .1'2 _ (_2_ p) .1'4
D 4pS~St, /s

_ 1/2
) (p—2)5° 54
have the maximum at zy = (712/5 , we have

=2
(p— 2)2 S Sf2/5

max f () = f (w0) = D —p)
Thus,
—9 —2 =2
M (p—2)*S Sf2/5 — M (p—2)°S Sf2/5 UM (p—2)*5 Sf2/5
M (- p) Mo A4 - p) MO A —p) |
where

M)\ﬁ[D] = {u € M)\,ﬁ : J)\ﬁ (U,U) < D},

—9 1/2
(p—2) S Siys
A4 —p)

M{A[D] = § u € Mg[D] : [|(u, v)l; < (

12



and

1/2
(r—2)S 512/5>

ME\Z)B[D] = qu € Myg[D] : ||(u,v)], > ( A4 —p)

for D > 0. For convenience, we always set

(p—2)"S°S}, (p—2)°5’S},
MY . W /5 d M2 .— Mm@ /5 .
VTR T ) | T T N Tp(a )

By (£2) , the Sobolev inequality and Lemma [2.4] it follows that

By (1) = = (0= 2) [(w,0) |5 + A (4 = p) /R Gup (u* +0%) do
—2
< G o)ly NS85 = p) o) - (0 —2)]
1
< 0 for all w e M{).
Using (£3) we derive that
=2
(p— 2)2 S sz/f;
Ap(4 —p)A

u, )% for all u € Mg\)ﬁ,

1 4—p
Hw ol -2 [ Fwode = dstuo) <

p2
L2
p

A\

which implies that if u € Mg\mﬁ, then we have

o (0 = 2l o)l + @ =p) [ Fyluo)do>0.

Hence, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.3 If A > 0 and § > 0, then M(Al)ﬁ C M4 and M(AZB c My Np are C! sub-manifolds.

Furthermore, each local minimizer of the functional Jy g in the sub-manifolds M(AI)B and MA7% s a
critical point of Jy g in H.

Let wg be the unique positive radial solution of the following Schrodinger equation

—Au+u=gg(sg) [ufu inR? (EF)

where g (sg) = maxyep1y9s(s) > 1 as in Lemma 211 Note that sg = 2 and gg (3) = (3) * +
p=2
(L)% 6 for all 5 > =2 From [2], we see that

; SI;)) 2/(p—2)
0 LT =
s 00 = maswato), Vsl = [ ostom) ot = (65
and 2
st ()"
af = inf J Jg (wg) = ’ H
5= ) = I ws) = 5 ) Y

13



where Jg° is the energy functional of Eq. (EEO) in H'(R3) in the form

1
T () = 5/ (1Vul? + u?) do — 22222 (59) [ 1up da
R3 D R3
with
M5 = {u e HRONO}: () (u) u) = 0},
Define ¢ \
I ppa 1 0 < < pp7
k(A) = { N ifA>
where p, = 2((52))5% Then k (A) > X and k=" (A) < p;! for all A > 0, which implies that
—p)S,
(p—2)°5 Sy l
M cM S2p/(p 2}
» [ ap(4—p)k (M) M2
and 5 —2
o2 4
_() (Z (p—2)"5 Siy5 G) | P =2 cop/p-2)
M, 5 = M, M ——S-P/P 4.
[ wa—pky | <M [ -

for all A > 0 and ¢ = 1, 2. Furthermore, we have the following results.

Lemma 4.4 Let 2 <p <4 and X\ > 0. Let (ug,vo) be a critical point of Jy 5 on M 5. Then we have

J)\,ﬁ (U07 ’UO) > p2;p25«§p/(p—2)

iof either ug = 0 or vy = 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that vy = 0. Then we have

T (0, 0) = ol + /qsmuadx /|U0|pd~”€

and
2ol +@=p) [ fuPde <o
RS
Note that
o (o) ol — / o (o) wol” dz = 0,
RS
where

_ 1/(p—2)
4= p\ M lollZ
—_ <t = —I— < 1. 4.6
( : ) otu) = (el (4.6)

By a similar argument in Sun-Wu-Feng [36, Lemma 2.6], one has

Jrp (ug,0) = sup Jg(tug, 0),

o<t<tf
1/(p—2)
where ¢} > (4%;)) to (ug) > 1 by (4.6). Using this, together with (4.6]) again, one has

‘]A,B (UO, 0) > J)\ﬂ(to (’LLO) Ug, O)

14



Thus, by [40], we have
J)\ﬁ ('LLQ,O) > J)\ﬂ(to (UO)UO,O)
1 1 M to (ug)]*
Lt (o) o2 ——/ o (uo)u0|pdx+M/ butild
2 p R3 4 R3

> ]9;2521)/(1)—2)_
2p 7

v

The proof is complete.

Lemma 4.5 Let 2 < p <4 and A > 0. Let wg (z) be a unique positive radial solution of Eq.

Then for each
(r—2)/2
p—2 )\psgp/(p—Q) ( » )(4—17)/2 .

B> By ()) := max , = ——
2 T (p-2)5°8%,

4—p

there exists two constants t;\rﬁ and ty 5 satisfying

2\
L<tis <7 <tig

—D
such that
+ + +
(t)\ﬁ‘/SgU)g,t)\ﬁ\/ 1-— 35w5) c M)\,ﬁ N H,
and

Tas (txp/55Ws: x5/ 1 — s5ws) = if Jy5 (ty/Sws, ty/1 - spwg) < 0.
In particular, (£ 4 /Sws, t} 51/T— spws) € Myy 0 H,.
Proof. Define
n(t) = 2] (Vssws, /1= sgwp) |, — /RS Fs (v/s5ws, /1 = sgwp) du

-9
= 7 g — / 5 (35) sl da for 1> 0 and 5> 22
R3

Clearly, tu € M, 3 if and only if
2 2
1) = N[ 0 ey, (V50) + (VT 5505)°) do

= =\ w 2dx.
/Rggbﬁwﬁx

A straightforward evaluation shows that

n(1) =0, lim n(t) = co and tlim n(t) = 0.
—00

t—0t

Since 2 < p < 4 and
0 () =17 Jwsllp [-2+ (4 =p) 7],

15
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1/(p—2)
we find that 7 (t) is decreasing when 0 < ¢ < ( )

This implies that

= and is increasing when ¢ > (i
—p 4—p

2 1/(p—2)
i (t) =7 (m) -

Moreover, for each A > 0 and 8 > [y (A\), we further have

9 1/(p—2) 4—p 2/(p—2) ) 9 (r—4)/(p—2)
- — _ - = pd
() (32) sl - () [ 910 sl o
D9\ (4 p\UPED

——92 4
< —AS S12§5HU}5HH1
< =) WA
= /RS¢ 5wﬁ x

= ]9 ey (VE705)" + (5505)°) o

Thus, there exist two positive constants ¢} 5 and t) 5 satisfying

5 N\ 02

1054 [ 6 mma imman (V503)" + (V550)7) do =0,

such that

That is,
(tiﬁ VssWs, tiﬁ V1 —spwg) € My N H,.

By a calculation on the second order derivatives, we find

B (i smumis sy o) (1) = 2[5 508 + (4= ) /R 95 (s5) [t g10s|" do
— (t;ﬂ)g’n’ (trg) <O
and
Bt mmonct ooy (O = 2kl + @ =) [ g5 (500 sl da
= (tf,)" 0 (tL,) >0,
leading to
(15 sv/35ws, t 53/ 1 — s5wg) € My ;N H,
and

05 st Tmmmn) ()
= (77(15) + )\/RS ¢Mw67mwﬂ ((\/%wg)z + (@w5)2> dx) :

16
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One can see that
4 - +
hA7(ﬁw67 o) (t) >0 for all t € (0,t; 5) U (t3 4, 00)
and
/

- 4t
h/\7< S/ Tm05) (t) <0 forallt € (ty 4t 4),
implying that

I (t;ﬁ\/%wg, tpv1— sgwg) = sup Jrg (t\/Spws, ty/1 — sgwg)

0<t<t]
and
JAﬁ (tiﬁ‘/sﬁwﬁ’tiﬁ 1-— 35w5) = t;il_f JAﬁ (tw/$5w5,t 1-— Sﬁ’wﬁ) y
- )\’ﬁ
and so
JAﬁ (tiﬁ‘/sﬁwﬁ’tiﬁ 1-— 35w5) < JAﬁ (t;ﬁw/sﬁwg,t;ﬁ 1-— stﬁ) .
Note that
2 o At ) ¢ v
Tas (ty/saws, ty/1 — spwg) = o sl + = | Guwwde —— | gg(sp) [wp]” d
R3 D Jrs
A
4 2
where
2 =t »
E(t) = sl — > |, 9 (sg) [wg|” de.

Clearly, Jy g (t@wg,t 1- stB) = 0 if and only if

A 2
+ 1 /RB Puwywidr = 0.
It is not difficult to verify that
¢ (t.) =0, lim £(t) = 0o and Jim £(t) =0,

where ty = (g)l/ ®°=2) By calculating the derivative of £(t), we find that

4 —
0 = = fually + 2 [ g st o
{(4 —p)tr? 1]
p

_ 2
=1 3Hw5”H1

Y

1/(p=2)
which implies that £ (¢) is decreasing when 0 < t < (ﬁ) and is increasing when ¢t >
1/(p—2)
(ﬁ) . Then for each A > 0 and 5 > fy (\), we have
1/ >=2) (4-p)/(0-2)
i — _ p—2(4-p )
nieln = ¢ [ ] = —2p (—p ) sl
Ag—2qo
< 45 512/5 [Jw ﬁHHl < == gbwﬁwﬁdx

A
= "1/, P Jgws/Tspws ((\/%wﬁ) +(\/§w6)2> dx

17



which yields that
J)\ﬂ (t;\*—,ﬁ‘/sﬁ'wﬁ’ t;\*—,ﬁ 1-— sﬁwg) = %I>l£ JAﬁ (t‘/$5w5,t 1-— 35w5) < 0.

This implies that (tj\Lﬁ. /S3Wg, tj\Lﬁ 1-—- sﬁwﬁ) € ME\2)B N H,.. The proof is complete. O

Note that 3 (X) > 5y (A), where we have used the inequality

4 p—2
4—p)? 2\ 2
(4=p) 1+\/1+L<—)p >1for2<p<4d
p

Then we have the following result.

Lemma 4.6 Let 2 <p <4 and A > 0. Let wg (x) be a unique positive radial solution of Eq. (EZ).
Then for each 5 > (), there exists two positive constants t;fﬂ and ty 5 satisfying

such that

_ _ ~=(1) ~r(2)
(t)\ﬁ\/sgwg,t)\ﬁ 1-— Sﬁ’wﬁ) € M)\ﬁ N H, and (tj\Lﬁ,/SBwﬁ, tj\Lﬁ 1-— sﬁwg) = M/\B NH,,

Proof. By Lemma L8] for A > 0 and § > 3 (\), we have
2)
(t)\ﬁ\/_w[%t)\ﬁ‘/l - SﬁU)g) S MAﬁﬂH
Next, we show that for A > 0 and 8 > 5 (A),

_ _ Wit
(t)\751/85w5, t)\,B 1-— sﬁwg) c M)\,ﬁ N Hr.

It follows from Lemma 2.3 and (4.4)) that
J)\ﬁ (t;ﬁ@wmt;ﬁ 1-— 35w5)
— \2 _ \4 _ \P
(trs) A (Bs) (trs)
= 2 sl + =2 [ w22 gy () ulda
2 4 R3 P

4
00 A 2 =2 ——2 4
< ag + <—p) S 512% |wg|| 2

4 \ 4 —
_ p—Q( S )2/@2)+ A ( 9 )1742( S )4/(p2)
p \1+p 554, \ A= 1+ 5
—2
(P—Q)ZS Sf2/5
dp(d —pk ()’

which implies that (t;ﬂ‘ /[Sgwg, ty 5/ 1 — stﬁ) € MSL N H,. This completes the proof. O

18



Define

ayg o= inf Jyg(u,v) for 2 <p <4,
(u, v)eMg\lfg
oy o= inf Jyg(u,v) for2<p<i4
(u,v)eﬁg\%fg
and
j\rﬁr inf Jrp (u,v) for 2 < p < 3.
(u,v)EM(ﬁ}gﬂHr
Clearly, ay 5 = inf weN; g (u,v), af 5 = f(u oeM}, Jxp (u,v) and oz)\ﬁ mf(um)eﬁjﬁmm Iap (u,0).
It follows from Lemmas 2.5 1.2 and .Gl that
2G2 o4
p— 2 1/(p—2) _ (p - 2) S 512/5
—0Cy < < for2<p<4
p 7 B O LTCY A
and
—oo<oz/\5<0for2<p<3 (4.7)

Furthermore, we have the following results.
Theorem 4.7 Let 2 < p <4 and X\ > 0. Then for each > By (), we have

+ .
ay ;= inf  Jyp(u,v) =—o0.
2B (u,v)GM;B &

Proof. Since wg is the unique positive radial solution of Eq. (E§°) with wg (0) = max,eps wo (),
we have

A— p 2 /4 — P (4-p)/(p—2)
15 S sl < 222 (52) 439
and
) ) Sp N\
sty = [ an(oadluslae = (S25) (49)
o P 95 (s3)
Then by Lemma [T, there exists a positive constant ¢} x5 Satisfying
)\
such that
J)\ﬁ (tiﬁ\/%wg, t:ﬁ‘/ 1— SﬁU)g) = %Eg JA,g (t\/%wg,t 1-— 35w5) < 0.
For R > 1, we define a function ¥z € C'(R3, [0, 1]) as
_ 1 el < g
wR(l’)—{ 0 |z|> R,
and |Vir| < 1in R3. Let ug (z) = ws (2) ¥g(z). Then there hold
/ lug|” dx —)/ \ws|” dz and |Jug|| ;= |wgll; as R — oo, (4.10)
RS RS
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and

/ Gupundr = /RB /R3 . \az — y\ d:L’dy — / ¢w5w5d:c as R — oo.
Since Jy 5 € C*(H,R), by ([£8)-(4I0) there exists Ry > 0 such that

Y 2/(p—2)
Ag gt |2 < P 2(4 p)<4 I [ Jio 95 (56) | do (411)
R g, |3
and
JAﬁ (t;fﬁ‘/sﬁuRO, t;\*—,ﬁ 1-— sﬁuRO) < 0. (412)
Let

ufy n () = ws (x +iN%) ¥, (z +iN%e)
foree S* and i =1,2,..., N, where N > 2R;. Then we deduce that

2
2
o=l [ Juda] do= [ Junas

(]
HURO7N’

and

2 Ok
/ ¢ (i) ]Qd / / uRON (x) |:uR0 N} (y)d p
i u r = x
iz L TN R3 JR3 4m |ff —yl y

— //URO uRO )d:pdy.
R3 JR3 47T|$—?/|

for all N. Moreover, by (@I1) and (&I2)), there exists Ny > 0 with N3 > 2R, such that for every
N Z NO?

W |P 2/(p—2)
9 p—2 (4 p\E /P2 Jrs 98 (s5) ’uRO’N dz
H1 2p

P 2

A—

S 'S 12?5

x|
R()N

U
H Ro.N|

and

}tgg W (t\/ URO Nty 1 — 36“%2 N) < g ( PWAVAT: URO Nt 1- Sﬁug,N)
= JAﬁ (tA,B\/ SBURy; t)\,ﬁ V 1— SﬁuRo)

< 0,

foralle € S?and i =1,2,..., N. Let

Wry, N (T E URO N-

Observe that wp, y is a sum of translation of ug,. When N* > N$ > 2R, the summands have
disjoint support. In such a case we have

lwre w7 = NllugllZn, (4.13)
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/ |wr, N|P dSL’—Z/ ‘uRON) d:c—N/ |ug, | dx, (4.14)

and

/ ¢\/_wRO N/ To55wrg N <(\/%wRO,N)2 + (/1- SgwRO,N)2> dx

_ //wRON w?%N(y)dxdy
R3 JR3 47T|f75—?/|
2 @ 12
-3 f RO,
a R3 JR3 47r\x—y| e
€)) 2()
uRoN (@ [URO N] Y
dxdy. 4.15
+Z/s/]Rs 47 ey ( )

o [z =y

A straightforward calculation shows that

0 1
uRON (x [uRO N] (y) (N? — N) 2
dedy < ~——~ 2 d
/RS/RS 47T|:L‘—y| ey = N3—2R0 </ﬂ@w6($> IL‘) ’

which implies that

i/3 /3 ufo ] @) [0l ] (y)dxdy —0as N = oc. (4.16)

oy Ar |z -y
Next, we define

nn (t) = t_2 H (\/%’UJRO’N, \/ 1-— sﬁwRO,N) Hi{ — tp_4 /3 FB (\/%MRO,Na \/ 1-— SﬁmeN) dx
R

and
e (®) =t Jury [ = 07 [ g3 (50) Jun, " d
R

for t > 0. Then by (4.13) and ([d.I4]), we get
av(®) = 2 wnally — 0 [ g () fona ] ds
R

= 2N Juny = N [ g 0 Jun, " d
R
= Nng,(t) for all t > 0. (4.17)

So one can see that (t,/sgwr,n,ty/1 — Sgwr,n) € My if and only if

mw (B == R3 gb\/ﬁwmwy\/muuzo,z\r ((\/%UJRO,N)Q + (\/ L- SﬁwRo,N)2> dr.
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We observe that
MR (Tﬁ (uRO)> = 07 lim MRy <t> = oo and lim MRy <t> = 07
t—0+ t—oo

lu ||2 1/(p—2)
T (ug,) = ( ol H ) .

Jus 98 (s5) [ug, | dx

Moreover, the first derivative of ng,(t) is the following

where

(6 = =2 fum s + (4= ) [ g3 (69) lun P

S P
0l g1 L )
(4—p) [g3 95 (s BSJ‘UROV? dm) and is increasing on

Then we obtain that ng, is decreasing on 0 < ¢ < (

2]ur, |, v
t > < Ry S,|1 i ) . Moreover, by (AI1]) one has
URy| dx

(4-p) Ju3 95(sp

2, | e
URy || g1

f =

infnm, (£) = 1rg <<4 =) Jus 93 (55) [um, | dx)

2/(p—2)
 2(p—2) [(4=D) [z 98 (s8) lug,|” dx lum |
= — 1
1 2 [, ol
_72 _
< —AS 5124;5 HuRoH}l{l
= —) / Dup, Uk, dir. (4.18)
R3
Then it follows from (£I7) and (AI8) that
/(p=2)
2 [y |7
inf < 0H
bt = <<4—p> oo 93 (58) lum P 4

9 /(p—2)
— Nog 2 [Jug, ||
N\ (4 =p) Jos 95 (58) lug,|” dz

< —)\N/ Dup, uy, dx

= —)\N/ / U (7) U ( )dxdy,
r Jrs  Am|r —y|

and together with (4I€]) , we further have

inf nn (t)

N )
U
R3 JR3 47'(".1’ — vy RS 471' |.T . y‘
2 2
= —A RS ¢\/@WR07N7\/1*SBU)RO,N ((\/ SﬁwRo,N) + (memN) ) dx
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for N sufficiently large. Thus, for N sufficiently large, there exist two positive constants t&?v and

t(fgv satisfying

9 ||U ||2 1/(p—2)
1<tW < FollH! <t
WS\ T 0) Joa 95 (59) [uml” do M

such that
(i) r— 2 T o 2 _
IN (t’\7N> +A /Rs QS\/@WRO,NW/ 1=sgwRry,N (( SBwR“’N) + ( - SﬁwRO’N) ) dr =0

for : = 1,2. That is, (tf\i’)N. /SEWRy.N, tf\i,)Nw /1 — sﬁmeN) € M, g for i = 1,2. A direct calculation on

the second order derivatives gives

1 2 1 p
R o (1) ) (1) = -2 Ht&}va,NHHl +(4—p) . 9p (s5) ’tg}va,N’ dx

A’(tA,N\/@wRaN’t)\,N‘/1istR7N
5
1 1
= (t(ﬁv) My (ﬁ,k) <0
and

2 P
(2)
h;v(t&%)zv\/@wR,N,th,)N\/ 1*36wR,N> <1> = 2 Ht)"NwR’NHHl + <4 B p)/ 9e Sﬁ ’tA NwRN’ du

2 5 2
= (62) b (£22) > o.

These enable us to conclude that

(t( ) \/S wRNat)\N\/l —sﬁvaN> S M;,B

and
(tgxz,g\f V SﬁwRJVa tg\?\[ me,N) & M)tﬁ
Moreover, it follows from (413) — (416) that

J)\ﬁ (t&%g\,,/sﬁwR,N,t&?\,\/l — 35wR,N) %Eg JA,g (t‘/slgwR’N,t 1— 35wR,N)

J)\ﬁ (t;B@U}RN,t;B\/ 1— SgwRJ\/)
< NJyg (tiﬁﬁ/slgu}gg,t}tﬁ\/l — Sgur,) + Cp for some Cy > 0

IN

and
I <tg2jvﬁ/55wR7N,t(A23V\/1 - 55wR7N> — —o0 as N — oo,
which implies that ay ; = = inf, ey, Jrp (u,v) = —oo. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.8 Let 2 < p < 3 and X\ > 0. Then for each > [y (\), System (Exg) has a vectorial
positive radial solution (ug)ﬁ, §\5> € Mg\zg N H, with Jyg (ug)ﬁ, g\g) +£
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Proof. It follows from Lemma and (4.7) that Jy g is coercive and bounded below on H, and

—00 <y = " })I)lefH Jrp(u,v) <O0.

Then by the Ekeland variational principle [I7] and Palais criticality principle [27], there exists a
sequence {(un,v,)} C H, such that

Irp(Un, vn) = axg +o(1) and J3 5(un, v,) = o(1) in H .

Again, adopting the argument used in [29] Theorem 4.3], there exist a subsequence {(u,,v,)} C H,
and <u§\2)ﬁ,vf\2%) € M, s N H, such that (u,,v,) — (uf\z)ﬁ,vg\ 23) strongly in H, and <u)\5,vf\2%) is a
solution of System (E) g) satisfying

(2)
JAB(“AB? 5<0

) =o
Moreover, by Lemma [£.2] it follows that (u W ) MA 5 M H, and further

+, 2 (2
ayy < Jag (u)\ﬁ Ux 5) A S @ E

which implies that

2 2

@) ) . According to Lemmal4.3] we may assume that (u&%, v&%) is a nonnegative

(2)
Uy, |5,

then so is (

nontrivial critical point of Jy 3. Furthermore, since ay g < 0, it follows from Theorem 2.3/ that ug\Q)B #0
and v 7& 0. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.9 Let 2 < p < 4 cmd A > 0. Then for each > B(X), System (Exg) has a vectorial

positive solution <ug)ﬁ, v&%) € MAB with Jy, <UA)57 vg%) = a5

Proof. By Lemmas[4.2H4.3 and the Ekeland variational principle, there exists a minimizing sequence
{(un,vn)} C Mf\l)ﬁ such that

Ixg (tn, vn) = ay g+ 0(1) and J} 5 (un, v,) = 0 (1) in H™".

Since {(un, v,)} is bounded, there exists a convergent subsequence of {(u,, v,)} (denoted as {(un, v,)}
for notation convenience) such that as n — oo,

(Un, V) — (up,vg) weakly in H,
(U, vn) = (ug,vo) strongly in L
(tn, vn) = (ug,v) a.e. in R3.

(R3) x LP

loc

(RB) ?

loc

Now we claim that there exist a subsequence {(u,,v,)} -, and a sequence {z,}°°; C R?® such
that

/ |(t, v0)|* dzz > dy > 0 for all n € N, (4.19)
BN (zn,R)
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where dy and R are positive constants, independent of n. Suppose on the contrary. Then for all
R > 0, there holds

sup / |(tn, v0)|* dz — 0 as n — oo.
ze€RN J BN (z,,R)

Applying the argument of [23] Lemma I.1] (see also [40]) gives
/ (Jun|" + o] )dx — 0 as n — oo,
RN

for all 2 < r < 2*. Then we have [,y Fj (un,v,)dx — 0 and [ps Gy, 0, (U2 +02) dz — 0 as n — o0,
which implies that

_ 1 1
apto(l) = JAﬁ(“&L?”E\%)
1 -2
= 4 gbunvn (U/ +U )d$+p2p— RNFﬁ(unavn)dx

= 0(1),

which contradicts with ay 5 > 0. So, (£19) is claimed. Let (u, (z), 0, () = (un ( — 2n) , v0 (¥ — 20)) -
Clearly, {(@,,v,)} C Mf\l)ﬁ such that

Irg (Wn,Un) =y g +0(1) and ‘]/,\,6 (U, Up) = 0(1) in H'. (4.20)

Since {(@,,v,)} also is bounded, there exist a convergent subsequence of {(u,,v,)} and (u A)B vi%) €
H such that as n — oo,

(ﬂnu En) - Ug\%)ﬁ, 'US% Weakly in H
(T, Ta) — (i, v} ) strongly in L, (R?) x L, (R?), (4.21)
(U, V) — u&lg,v% a.e. in R3.

Moreover, by ([@T9) and ([A20) — (@21]), we have

2
/B . (o) [ = do > 0 and (u)0)) € M

Next, we show that
(Un, V) — (u&l)ﬁ E\%) in H.

To this end, we suppose the contrary. Then it has

H <u)\1)5, N 5) H < lim inf || (@, vn)||H , (4.22)
n—00
(1) (p—2)S 5112/5 S _ Vi
which implies that H(u)\ﬁ,v/\ 5)” ) , since {(Up, )} C My 5. From (4.2), the
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Sobolev inequality and Lemma 2.4] it follows that

h// W @ (1) - (p_ 2) H(ug\Z%Ug\l[)?) _|_)\ 4 P / (b (1) (1) ([ug\lg]2+ |:U§\1[)3] 2) dx
A,(uA I B) \,B ’

OENONIE m . a

< (2 e83)], S 54 2 (o), - =2
—2

< H(u(n v 1)) 2 >\(4 p) (P —2) 5 Siys —(p-2)

NS YNB H S Sf2/5 )\<4 _p)
= 0.

This indicate that
(uf\l)ﬁ, v&%) € M;ﬁ and Jy 3 (uf\l)ﬁ, v&%) > ay g (4.23)

Let (wp, 2,) = (ﬂn — uf\l)ﬁ, Up — v&%) . Then by (4£2T]) and (£22]), there exists ¢q > 0 such that

o < w2y = 10 3N — || (w5 05) | +o0(1)
which implies that
=2 /
p—2)S St
| (W, 20) |3 < <( )\(4)_ p)12/5 for n sufficiently large. (4.24)

On the other hand, it follows from the Brezis-Lieb Lemma [7] that

/ Fs (ty,,v,) dx :/ Fjs (wn,zn)dx+/ Fj (u(;)ﬁ,vA B) dx + o(1)
RN RN RN

and
Sunin (@4 B o = [ G (wh 2ot [ 00 0 ([ug;g] +[40] )d:p+0( )
R3 R3 R3 Ux,pY ’
which implies that
)y + [ G (w42 da = [ Fy () =0 (1) (4.25)
R3 RN
and
Ing (T, T) = T (W 20) + I (ulh, 0i0)) + 0(1), (4.26)

Moreover, by ([£24) and (£25) , there exists s,, = 1 4+ 0(1) such that

[ ($nWn, $n20) |3 + /RS Dononssnzn (SoWs + saz0) da —/ Fg (spw, Spzy) dz =0

BN

and

(p—2)5 S}y
A4 —p)

/
) for n sufficiently large.

[($nwn, $n2n) H?{ < (
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Thus, we have

2

which implies that
1
Irp (SnWn, Sn2pn) > 50&,6 for n sufficiently large. (4.27)

Hence, by ([A23)), (£26) and (£27) one has

3
ay gt o(1) = Jyg (Un,0n) > Qa;\ﬁ for n sufficiently large.

This is a contradiction. Therefore, we conclude that (u,,v,) — <u§\1)ﬁ,vf\%) strongly in H and

I3 (u&%,v&%) = a4, then so is (’u/\ﬁ vg\%
(u(;)ﬁ, v& %) is a nonnegative nontrivial critical point of J) g. Moreover, since a;, 5 < ”2;;55’) /p=2) by

#3), it follows from Lemma 4 that uf\l)ﬁ # (0 and uf\l)ﬁ =# 0. The proof is complete. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem The proof directly follows from Theorems [4.§]
and (4.9

) . According to Lemma [4.3] we may assume that

5 Proofs of Theorems and 1.7
Define

-2
Aypg = {(u,v) € H\ {(0,0)} : (u,v) is a solution of System (E) g) with Jy 5 (u,v) < ]9_551,/(,,_2)} .

2p

Clearly, Ay 3 C M, [p2—;25§p /@ 72)] . Furthermore, we have the following result.

Proposition 5.1 Let 3 < p < 4. Then for every 0 < A < Ao and 5 > 0, we have Ay g C My g,

where
/B2
82 (4 —p) (6 —p)** S/ ~?

Proof. Let (ug,v9) € Ay g. Then there holds

0. 00) 4 A [ Gun (05 +8) do = [ P (o) d =0 (5.1)

R3
Following the argument of [13, Lemma 3.1], we have the following Pohozaev type identity

3

1 3
5/ (|Vu0|2+|vv0|2)dx+§/ (ug +v3) d$+—/ Du o (ug +v5) dv = —/ Fs (ug,vo) dx. (5.2)
RS RS D Jrs

Set

1
0 := Jyp (ug,v0) = = ||(u0,vo ||H / Buo o Uo + vo) dr — ]—) /3 Fs (ug, vo) dx. (5.3)
R
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Then it follows from (B.I)—(E.3) that

-2 AMp—3
g — P—< (ug + v3)dx + Mp—3) / Gug oy (ug + v5) d
6 —p R3

6—p R3
-2

> — (u2 +v3)dz > 0 for 3 <p < 4. (5.4)
6—p R3

Moreover, by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities and (5.4]), we have

8v/2 6/5 5/3
/ﬂ%?)(buowo(u%—l—vg)d:c < 3%(43(u3+v3)/dx

(] 0" (i)

iﬁ (%= ))3/2 ([ s+ eppac) v )
83{\/1%5 (ef__f))?’/? [( [ \Vu0|2dx)3+ (/R |W0|2dx)3]
oU/3 1 /4 (9(6 —p))3/2 (/RaQVuO‘Z N |VUO‘2>dx) 1/2

3YT /3t \ p—2

N ;f/ﬁ (ef__f))g/2 (/}RS(IVuol2 + |Vvo|2)dx) " (5.5)

IN

IN

IN

IN

We now define
21 = [ps (Vo> + [Voo|?)dz, 20 = [ps (ud + v5) du,

Then from (B.11) — (B.3) it follows that

1 1 A 1, _
271 T gRet i — ja = 0,

Zl+22+)\23—2’4:0,
%21 _'_%ZQ_'_%Z?, — %224 :O,
zi>0fori=1,2,3,4.

Moreover, by (B.5]) and System (5.6]), we have

and

Next, we show that there exists a constant

VB2
892 (4 —p) (6 — p)** Spr/® 2
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such that

—(p—2)(21+22) + A (4 —p)23 <0 forall X € (0,N). (5.8)
Since the general solution of System (5.0) is
21 3(p—2) p—2
22 0 6—p —2(p—3)
= — +1 , 9.9
23 p—2 0 2(p—2) (5.9)
24 2]9 p

where s,t,w € R. From (0.9), we know that z; > 0 (i = 1,2,3,4) provided that the parameter ¢
satisfies

6 —
ﬂp—$t<——gemm¢>0. (5.10)
p —
Substituting (5.9) into (B.7), we have

() o (5e2) (5=2)

m@ﬁ)Q(m6—p

<

N p_2)> 30 +2(p—3)1. (5.11)

Using the fact that ¢ > 0, it follows from (5.I0) and (5I1) that
i 2
42 (p — 2)? 1692\ (6-p\°

A2 3v/3m p—2
) 2
4 16¢/2 (6—p)3<3+6—p)
3v/3m p—2 p—2
o 42(p — 22 2pAd!
17(p — 3 P
— — At6° (4 —p) — 0
2 (4—p) 2 <0

2 3
where A := (;%3) (f}%’;) . This implies that the parameter ¢ satisfies

A2 (A (4 —p) 0% + \/A2 (4 — p)2 96 + 321?(17;22)1494)

0<t<
8(p —2)?

(5.12)

Using (5.9) again, we have
—(p—2)(z14+20) + A4 —p)2zg =—2pf +t(p—2)(4 —p). (5.13)
Then, it follows from (5.12) and (5I3]) that
—(p—2) (21 +2) + A4 —p) 2

7
v (A=) 0+ \far o )
< —2p+(p—2)(4-p) STE
V@—m)CU4—MGW+¢AN4—m%M+Qm%M£>

) (5.14)

29



In addition, a direct calculation shows that

32p(p — 2)A9? _ 16p(p — 2)
A2 4—0p

A4 —p)\20* + AQ\/AQ (4—p) ot + (5.15)

1/2

forall0 < 0 < pQ—;QSI?p/(p_z) and 0 < A < o ‘;’Sgp/(p_g) (p(p;m) . Hence, it follows from (5.14))
—p)p— D

and (B.I5) that for each A € (0, Ag),

—(p—2)(z1+22)+A(4—p) 23 <0,
where )¢ is as in (5.15]). Namely, (5.8)) is proved. This shows that

B tsoen) (1) = = (0= 2) o, )+ A (4= 5) | Gy (6 +25) o <0,

leading to (ug,v) € M}, 5. Therefore, we have Ay 5 C My ;. This completes the proof. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem [[.6: By Theorem [£.9] System (E) ) has a vectorial

solution (ug\l)ﬁ, vg\%) € Mg\l)ﬁ, which satisfies

2 =2
J (uu) v(1)> - (p—2)°5 Sf2/5
A ,
PN OS] T8 S T e (V)

and

I\ <uf\1)ﬁ,vf\%) =ay 5= inf  Jy 5(u,v).

ueM;ﬁ
Since M it 252;; /p=2) , it follows from Proposition L.l that
pA-—pE() = 2 p

1 1 _
a8 (u&%vﬁ 23) ==, b Iy 8, v),

which implies that ( g\)ﬁ vg\ g) is a vectorial ground state solution of System (£} ). This completes
the proof.

Proposition 5.2 Let H—g/ﬁ <p<6,A>0andp > 0. Let (ug,vy) be a nontrivial solution of System
(E)\ﬂ). Then ('LLQ,UQ) S M)_\,ﬁ'

Proof. Since (ug,vp) is a nontrivial solution of System (E) 3), we have
(w0, vo) |3 + )\/3 Duo o (ug + v5) dz — /3 Fs (ug,vp) dx =0 (5.16)
R R
and

1 3 oA 3
= / (IVuo| + |Vvo|?)da + —/ (u2 + v3)dx + —/ Dug vy (ug +v5) doz = = / Fs (ug, vo) da5.17)
2 R3 2 R3 4 R3 p R3

Combining (5.16]) with (5.17), one has
3(p—2 A(bp — 12)
AS(|VUO|Q+\VUO|2)dx: %/ﬂ%g(ug—l—vg)daz p / Duowo (ug + v3) d.
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Using this, together with (£2]), gives

o ) = = 0= 2 o w0 + 3@ =p) [ Gy (6 05) d
2p(p — 2 )\3p—2p—24
D [ o - [ G 08 18) o
< 0,

where we have also used the fact of 3p?> — 2p — 24 > 0 if 1+3_\/ﬁ < p < 6. Therefore, there holds
(u0,v0) € M 5. This completes the proof. O
We are now ready to prove Theorem [I.7: For A\ > 0 and g > [ (A). By Theorem [1.9,

System (E) g) has a vectorial solution (u(;)ﬁ, v&lg) € Mf\% satisfying

JIrp (u&%,v&%) =y, = eil\r}lf_ Irp (u,v),
u NGB

and according to Proposition B.2] we conclude that (u(;)ﬁ, vg\ %) is a vectorial ground state solution

of System (E) 3). This completes the proof.

6 Appendix

Theorem 6.1 Let2 <p <3 and B > 0. Then the following statements are true.
(i) 0 < A(B) < o0
(17) A (B) is achieved, i.e. there exists (ug,vo) € H, \ {(0,0)} such that

A(B) = L fea F (w0, vo) dw — 5 || (uo, vo) |3 ~0
f]RB (buo,vo (Uo + UO) dx

Proof. (i) Since 2 < p < 3, by Fatou’s lemma, for (u,v) € H, \ {(0,0)} with [ps Fj (u,v)dz > 0, we
have

111 1 1
tli)m b || (tu, tv)”H_ﬁ/Rs Fj (tu,tv)d:c] - /R3 Fs (u,v)dz <0,

which implies that there exists (e1, es) € H, such that

1 1
slevely = [ Fieneade<o.
P Jrs

Then, for each (u,v) € H,\ {(0,0)} with 1 [ (u, )| — 1—1) Jgs F (u,v) dz < 0, there exists ¢o > 0 such
that

1 1
vl + / bun (2 +22) e 2 [ Byl e <0
2 n s

p
or
o b B lue) o= Hw 0l
4 Jgs Gup (U +02) dz '

This indicates that there exists ¢y > 0 such that A (8) > ¢, > 0.
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Next, we show that 0 < A () < co. By Young’s inequality, we have

1 1
ﬂ lw|” < §w2 +Cpp \w\?’ , (6.1)

where

Cpp = (p—2) 23— p))i (1;5) -0,

Moreover, similar to (1) and (2.2)), we have

2

3., .9 1 Cps
Cop | (Ju]” + 07 |u|)de < - 5 |Vu| de + —*= 2 gbuv (u® +v*) do (6.2)
R3
and
2 3 1 2 CI%B 2 2
Cpp | (WP v]+ o] )de < = [ [Vu| do+ 22 | ¢y, (v +07) da (6.3)
’ R3 2 R3 2 R3 ’

for all (u,v) € H, \ {(0,0)}. Then it follows from (G.1))-(G.3)) that

L Joa Fs (u,0) de — 3 ||(u, 0)I[3,
fR:a ¢u,v<u2 + UQ)dSL’

< a2 x 3 3%IRS<|u|p+|v|”>daz——||<u oy
? 7 2Cy 5 faalul + 0P ) +2Cpp foa o] + 2 ul)d — oo (Ve + Vo)
< acry Cosfuallul +10")dr = § fou (Ve + Vo)
=T 000 fulll” + 0P )de = Ju(TuP £ Vo)
= s

which shows that

0<A(B):=  sup 3 Jis Fs (u,0) do = 5 [ (u,0) 1

< C?,.
(u0)E HA\{(0,0)} Jas G (u? + v2)d96 Pf

(17) Let {(un,v,)} C H, \ {(0,0)} be a maximum sequence of (7). First of all, we claim that
{(un,v,)} is bounded in H,. Suppose on the contrary. Then ||(u,,v,)||; — 0o as n — oo. Since
0<A(B) <ooand

3 Jes s (uny v) de — 5 || (un, va) |

Jrs Bun v (U%Jrv,%)d:p =A(P)+o(1),

there exists C; > 0 such that

~ 1 1
T (U, ) 7= = || (U, )| 31 + C’l/ Dunon (up +v7) d — —/ Fs (up, v,) dz <0 (6.4)
R3 R3

2 p
for n sufficiently large. Similar to (2I]) and (2.2)), we have

VC 1
L () 4 0? fu])da < —/ \Vu|2dx+ﬁ/ Gup (0 +0?) dz (6.5)
2 R3 4 R3 4 R3 ’
and
v/ 1
G / (u? o] + |v)*)dz < —/ \Vo|® dx + g/ Gup (0 +0°) dz (6.6)
2 R3 4 R3 4 R3 ’

32



for all (u,v) € H,. Then it follows from (6.4)—(6.6]) that

Tt vn) 2 4 Wt on)ly + 5 [ (4 02) ot [ () + 5 (00))d,

where fg(s) := s> + \/207153 LBgr for s > 0. It is clear that fg is positive for s — 0% or s — o0,
since 2 < p < 3 and [ > 0. Define

mg = inf fs(s).
If mg > 0, then by (6.4) we have
7 1 Cy 2 2
0> J (up,vn) = - 1 H(unvvn)HH + B Dupvn (Uyy + 0, )dx > 0,
R3

which is a contradiction. We now assume that mg < 0. Then the set {s > 0: f5(s) < 0} is an open
interval (sy, s2) with s; > 0. Note that constants sy, s2, mg depend on p, 5 and C;. Thus, there holds

Tt 2 o)l G [ unn+odddat [ (G un) + s ()

1
> 4H(un,vn HH—l——/ GOuupy v ( u? 4 v? daz+/ fs (uy) dz + (2)f5(vn)d:c
Dy,

1 C
>, vl + / Bunn (i + v)da — |mg| (| D] + [ D). (6.7)

where the sets DY := {z € R3 : u, (2) € (s1, 52)} and DY := {z € R® : v, () € (s1, s2)} . It follows
from (6.4]) and (IB:ZI) that

1
mal (IDD] 4+ D) > 1 e, ) (6.9
which implies that ’DS) + |DP| = o0 as n — oo, since | (2, vn)|| y — 00 @as n — oo. Moreover,

since DY and D) are spherically symmetric, we define pgf) =5 {\x\ z e DY } for i = 1,2. Then

we can take z1), 2 € R? such that |2¥| = . Clearly, u, (zM) = v, (#@) = s; > 0. Recall the
following Strauss’s inequality by Strauss [34]

12 ()] < colz| 7" ||2]|;n for all z € HY(R?) (6.9)
for some ¢y > 0. Thus, by (6.8) and (69]), we have

0 < 81 = (1) < o ()" Nuallyn < 260 Imal'* (o) ™" (|DO] + [DP)”

and
0 < 51 = v (22) < co (02) " [[oall s < 2¢0msl? (p2) " (|IDD] + |DR)2.

These imply that

cip? < (|DV| + |DP) 2forsomecl->08Lndi:1,2. (6.10)
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On the other hand, since j(un, v,) < 0, we have
2
2 il (1010 + |7

/ Pupon (U +072) da
R3

2 2 2 2 2 2
[ [ R, [ [ RS0y, [ R0,
R3 JR3 |x—y\ R3 JR3 Ix—y\ R3 JR3 \x—y|

v

2 2 2 2 2
pW Jpw |z —y| p@ Jp@ |z —1yl D pW |7 —y
2 2
)DS}’ )DS?’ )
> 5] + + 2/ v (y) (/ () d:p) dy
2o 2t D@ oM |z + [yl
2 2
o0 |oe) oo
2 S1 1 + 2 + 1 2
2,0£L) 2,0%) ,0%)+p1(1)
2 2
(108 o 2]ote] o
2 S1 1 + 2 + 1 2 ’
2,0£L) 2,0%) ,0%)+p1(1)

and together with (€I0) , we further have

2 4159+ [59]) DY 2 D 2 2
m n'| P > + +
Cyst 7 2o 9,0 FOpE

|

o0

o

2

C1 D1(12)

2 o

C2

+
)1/2 5 (‘DS)

DY

)1/2

+ ‘Dﬁf’

+ ‘fo)

9 ’DS’

1/2
(i +;") (| D8 )

> i {52 (¢t +;%) } (1D + [D2)

+ ’DS?’

3/2
Y

which implies that for all n,

}Dg)’ + ’Df)} < M for some M > 0.

This contradicts with ’DS)
in H,.

Assume that (u,,v,) — (ug,vo) in H,. Next, we prove that (u,,v,) — (ug,v) strongly in H,.
Suppose on contrary. Then there holds

+ ’fo’

— 00 as n — 00. Hence, we conclude that {(u,,v,)} is bounded

(a0, w0) 77 < Limnin || (e, va) |7
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Since H, — L"(R3) x L"(R?) is compact for 2 < r < 6 (see [34]), we have

/ Fg (up,vy)de — | Fp(ug,vp) dz.
R3

R3

Moreover, it follows from Ruiz [29, Lemma 2.1] that

Oupom (ui + vi) dr — Do (u% + ’US) dzx.
R3 R3

These imply that
1

1
—/ Fs (uo, vo) dv — 3 (w0, v0) |7 > 0
P Jrs

and . . )
» fRs Fﬁ (u07U0) dr — 2 H<u07U0)”H

fRB ¢u07’00 (U(Q) + 'US) dl‘

which is a contradiction. Hence, we conclude that (u,,v,) — (ug,vg) strongly in H, and (ug,vg) €
H, \{(0,0)}. Therefore, A (/) is achieved. This completes the proof. O

> A(B),

Theorem 6.2 Let 2 <p <3 and 8 > 0. Then the following statements are true.
(1) 0 <A(B) < oo
(17) A(B) is achieved, i.e. there exists (ug,vo) € H \ {(0,0)} such that

S Fs (o, v0) dz — || (uo, vo) |7 > 0

A(B) =
2 f]R3 Puoywo (U + v3) dx
Proof. The proof is similar to the argument in Theorem [6.1] and we omit it here. O
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