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Abstract: We investigate the existence of ground state solutions for a (p, q)-Laplacian system with p, q > 1
and potential wells on a weighted locally finite graph G = (V,E). By making use of the method of Nehari
manifold and the Lagrange multiplier rule, we prove that if the nonlinear term F takes on the super-(p, q)-
linear growth and the potential functions a(x) and b(x) satisfy some suitable conditions, then for any fixed
parameter λ ≥ 1, the system is provided with a ground state solution (uλ, vλ). Additionally, we set up the
convergence property of the solutions set {(uλ, vλ)} when λ → +∞.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, the analysis on graphs has attracted some attentions. For example, in [3], Bauer-Horn-Lin-Lippner-
Mangoubi-Yau proved a discrete version of Li-Yau inequality valid for solutions to the heat equation on graphs. In [7],
Horn-Lin-Liu-Yau proved a Gaussian estimate for the heat kernel, along with Poincaré and Harnack inequalities. It
is remarkable that some analysis on graphs has been applied to the investigation of machine learning, data analysis,
neural network, image processing etc (for example, see [1], [2], [6], [18], [19]).

Next, we would like to address some investigations of the partial differential equations on graphs. For example,
the heat equations [8], the Liouville type equations [13], the Fokker-Planck equation [4] and the Schrödinger equation
[5]. Especially, in [12], Grigor-Lin-Yang studied the following nonlinear equation on a locally finite graph G = (V,E):

−∆u+ hu = f(x, u) in V,

where ∆ is a graph Laplacian defined (1.4) below, V is the vertex set and E is the edge set, h : V → R satisfies some
suitable assumptions and f satisfies the superquadratic growth condition. They established some existence results via
mountain pass theorem. In [11], Grigor-Lin-Yang established some existence results to the Yamabe type equation

{

−∆u− αu = |u|p−2u, in Ω◦,

u = 0, on ∂Ω ,

by the mountain pass theorem, where p ≥ 2, α < λ1(Ω) which is the first eigenvalue of −∆. They also considered a p-
Laplacian equation with Dirichlet boundary value and a generalized poly-Laplacian equation with Dirichlet boundary
value on weighted locally finite graph, and a p-Laplacian equation and a generalized poly-Laplacian equation on finite
graph by the same method.
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Besides, the existence of ground state solutions on graphs have also attracted some academics via the Nehari
manifold method which was developed by Nehari firstly in [14]. In [22], Zhang-Zhao studied the convergence of ground
state solutions for the following nonlinear Schrödinger equation on a locally finite graph G = (V,E),

−∆u+ (λa+ 1)u = |u|p−1u in V,

where λ > 1 and a(x) satisfies the following assumptions:
(a1) a(x) ≥ 0 and the potential well Ω = {x ∈ V : a(x) = 0} is a non-empty, connected and bounded domain in V ;
(a2) there exists a vertex x0 ∈ V such that a(x) → 0 as d(x, x0) → +∞.

And, as λ→ +∞, the solutions family {uλ} converges to a ground state solution of the following Dirichlet problem
{

−∆u+ u = |u|p−1u in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω.

In [9], Han-Shao-Zhao considered the following biharmonic equation on locally locally finite graph G = (V,E):

∆2u−∆u+ (λa+ 1)u = |u|p−2u in V,

where λ > 1, a(x) satisfied (a1) and (a2) and they investigated the existence of ground state solution uλ on graphs by
the Nehari manifold method. Moreover, as λ → +∞, they also obtained that the solution uλ converges to a ground
state solution of the following Dirichlet problem

{

∆2u−∆u+ u = |u|p−1u in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω.

In [10], Han-Shao investigated the following p-Laplacian equation with p ≥ 2 on locally finite graph G = (V,E):

−∆pu+ (λa+ 1)up−2u = f(x, u) in V,

where λ > 1. They got that the equation admits a ground state solution uλ via the Nehari manifold method and
the deformation lemma. Besides, they also proved the convergence of ground state solution. They assumed that the
nonlinear term f satisfies the following conditions:
(f1) for any x ∈ V , f(x, s) is continuous in s ∈ R, f(x, 0) = 0, and for any fixed M > 0 there exists a constant AM

such that max|s|<M f(x, s) ≤ AM for all x ∈ V ;
(f2) there exists some α > p such that for any s ∈ R \ {0} and x ∈ V there holds

0 < αF (x, s) := α

∫ s

0

f(x, t)dt ≤ sf(x, s);

(f3) for any x ∈ V , there holds

lim sup
|s|→0

|f(x, s)|

|s|p−1
< λp := inf

u6≡0

∫

V
(|∇u|p + (λa+ 1)|u|p)dµ

∫

V
|u|pdµ

;

(f4) there exist some q > p and C > 0 such that

|f(x, s)| ≤ C(1 + |s|q−1) uniformly in x ∈ V ;

(f5) s 7→ f(x,s)
|s|p−1 is strictly increasing on (−∞, 0) and (0,+∞) for all x ∈ V .

The assumptions on the potential a(x) satisfies (a1) and

(a2)
′ (a(x) + 1)−1 ∈ L

1
p−1 (V ).

In [16], Shao studied the following p-Laplacian systems with p ≥ 2 on locally finite graph G = (V,E):
{

−∆pu+ (λa+ 1)|u|p−2u = 1
κ
Fu(u, v), in V,

−∆pv + (λb + 1)|v|p−2v = 1
κ
Fv(u, v), in V,
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where λ > 1, 2 ≤ p < κ <∞ and F satisfies the following conditions:
(F ) F ∈ C1(R2,R+) and F (tu, tv) = tκF (u, v) holds for all (u, v) ∈ R

2, where t > 0.
The assumptions on the potential a(x) and b(x) satisfies
(a3) a(x) ≥ 0, b(x) ≥ 0. The potential well Ωa := {x ∈ V : a(x) = 0}, Ωb := {x ∈ V : b(x) = 0}, and Ωa,Ωb and
Ωa ∩ Ωb are all non-empty, connected and bounded domains in V .
(a4) there exists a vertex x0 ∈ V such that a(x) → 0 and b(x) → 0 as d(x, x0) → +∞.
Shao established the existence of ground state solutions by the Nehari manifold method. When λ→ +∞, the ground
state solutions family converges to ground state solutions of the corresponding Dirichlet equation.

The ground state solutions for partial differential equations in the Euclidean setting have been studied extensively.
We mainly refer to the work in [15] which inspired our work. In [15], Papageorgiou-Rădulescu established the existence
result of the ground state solution by the Nehari manifold method and the Lagrange multiplier rule for the following
double phase problems:

{

−∆pu− div(a(z)|Du|q−2Du) = f(x, u), in Ω,

u = 0, in ∂Ω, 1 < q < p,

where Ω is a bounded domain in R
N (N ≥ 2) with a smooth boundary, p∗ is the critical Sobolev exponent corresponding

to p, which is defined by

p∗ =

{

Np
N−p

, if p < N

+∞, if N ≤ p,

f satisfies the following assumptions:
H(f) f : Ω× R → R is a measurable function such that for a.e. z ∈ Ω, f(z, 0) = 0, f(z, ·) ∈ C1(R\{0}) and
(i) |f ′

x(z, x)| ≤ a0(z)(1 + |x|r−2) for a.e. z ∈ Ω and all x ∈ R, with a0 ∈ L∞(Ω), 1 < q < p < r < p∗;

(ii) Let F (z, x) =
∫ x

0 f(z, x)ds. Then lim
x±∞

F (z,x)
|x|p = +∞ uniformly for a.e. z ∈ Ω and there exist constants τ ∈

((r − p)max{1, N
p
}, p∗) and β0 > 0 such that

β0 ≤ lim inf
x→±∞

f(z, x)x− pF (z, x)

|x|τ1
for all (x, t, s) ∈ V × R

2;

(iii) lim
x→0

f(z,x)
|x|q−2x

= 0 for all x ∈ Ω;

(iv) 0 < (p− 1)f(z, x)x ≤ f ′
x(z, x)x

2 for a.e. x ∈ Ω and all x 6= 0.

Motivated by [10], [11], [15] and [16], we consider the following (p, q)-Laplacian systems

{

−∆pu+ (λa+ 1)|u|p−2u = Fu(x, u, v), in V,

−∆qv + (λb + 1)|v|q−2v = Fv(x, u, v), in V,
(1.1)

where V is a locally finite graph, p, q > 1, λ ≥ 1, and a(x) and b(x) are potential functions. The nonlinear term
F : V × R × R → R and ∆s, s = p, q is the discrete s-Laplacian on graphs. We prove that for every given λ > 1,
the systems admits a ground state solution (uλ, vλ) via the method of Nehari manifold and the Lagrange multiplier
rule. As λ→ +∞, we also obtained that the solutions family {(uλ, vλ)} converges to the solution of the limit problem
defined on the potential wells Ωa and Ωb:



















−∆pu+ |u|p−2u = Fu(x, u, v) in Ωa,

−∆qv + |v|q−2v = Fv(x, u, v) in Ωb,

u = 0 on ∂Ωa,

v = 0 on ∂Ωb,

(1.2)

where Ωa = {x ∈ V : a(x) = 0} and Ωb = {x ∈ V : b(x) = 0}, ∂Ωa denotes the boundary of Ωa and ∂Ωb denotes the
boundary of Ωb which is defined by (1.3) below.
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To describe our problems and results more clearly, we review some concepts and assumptions (see [10], [11], [12]).
Let G = (V,E) be a graph, where V denotes the vertex set and E denotes the edge set. For any x ∈ V , if there are
only finite y ∈ V such that xy ∈ E, then G is called a locally finite graph. G is connected if any two vertices x and
y can be connected via finitely many edges. Let a measure µ : V → R

+ be finite. If there exists a constant µmin > 0
such that µ(x) ≥ µmin for all x ∈ V , we call that µ is a uniformly positive measure. G is said to be symmetric,
namely ωxy = ωyx. For any edge xy ∈ E with two vertexes of x, y ∈ V , assume that its weight ωxy > 0 and for any
x ∈ V ,

∑

y∼x ωxy < C, where C is a positive constant. Here and throughout this paper, y ∼ x stands for any vertex y
connected with x by an edge xy ∈ E. The distance d(x, y) of two vertices x, y ∈ V is defined by the minimal number
of edges which connect these two vertices. Ω ⊂ V is a bounded domain in V , if the distance d(x, y) is uniformly
bounded from above for any x, y ∈ Ω. Obviously, a bounded domain of a locally finite graph contains only finite
vertices. Denote that the boundary of Ω by

∂Ω := {y ∈ V \ Ω : x ∈ Ω such that xy ∈ E} (1.3)

and the interior of Ω by Ω◦. Obviously, Ω◦ = Ω.
For any x ∈ V , we define

∆ψ(x) =
1

µ(x)

∑

y∼x

wxy(ψ(y)− ψ(x)),

where ψ : V → R. The corresponding gradient form is

Γ(ψ1, ψ2)(x) =
1

2µ(x)

∑

y∼x

wxy(ψ1(y)− ψ1(x))(ψ2(y)− ψ2(x)).

Write Γ(ψ) = Γ(ψ, ψ). The length of the gradient is defined by

|∇ψ|(x) =
√

Γ(ψ)(x) =

(

1

2µ(x)

∑

y∼x

wxy(ψ(y)− ψ(x))2

)
1
2

.

For any function ψ : V → R, we denote
∫

V

ψ(x)dµ =
∑

x∈V

µ(x)ψ(x).

When p ≥ 2, we define the p-Laplacian operator by ∆pψ with

∆pψ(x) =
1

2µ(x)

∑

y∼x

(

|∇ψ|p−2(y) + |∇ψ|p−2(x)
)

ωxy(ψ(y)− ψ(x)).

In the distributional sense, ∆pψ can be written as follows. For any φ ∈ Cc(V ),
∫

V

(∆pψ)φdµ = −

∫

V

|∇ψ|p−2Γ(ψ, φ)dµ,

where Cc(V ) := {u : V → R : {x ∈ V : u(x) 6= 0} is of finite cardinality}.
When 1 ≤ θ < +∞, we define

Lθ(V ) =

{

ψ : V → R

∣

∣

∣

∫

V

|ψ(x)|θdµ <∞

}

and the norm by

‖ψ‖θ,V =

(∫

V

|ψ(x)|θdµ

)
1
θ

.
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When θ = +∞, we define

L∞(V ) =

{

ψ : V → R

∣

∣

∣ sup
x∈V

|ψ(x)| <∞

}

with the norm

‖ψ‖∞,V = sup
x∈V

|ψ(x)| <∞.

We define ‖(ψ, φ)‖L(V ) = ‖ψ‖θ1 + ‖φ‖θ2, where 1 ≤ θi ≤ +∞, i = 1, 2.

Next, we introduce the following assumptions on F : V × R× R → R and
(F1) F (x, 0, 0) = 0 and F (x, t, s) is twice continuously differentiable in (t, s) ∈ R

2 for all x ∈ V ;
(F2) there exist constants α > β := max{p, q} and 0 < ̺ < min{α−p

p
, α−q

q
} such that

αF (x, t, s) ≤ Ft(x, t, s)t+ Fs(x, t, s)s+ ̺(|t|p + |s|q) for all (x, t, s) ∈ V × R
2,

where Ft(x, t, s) =
∂F (x,t,s)

∂t
and Fs(x, t, s) =

∂F (x,t,s)
∂s

;
(F3) there exist constants r1, r2 > α, two functions Ci : V → R, i = 1, 2 such that C1 ∈ L1(V ) ∩ L∞(V ) with
0 < C1(x) ≤

1
1+β

for all x ∈ V , C2 ∈ L1(V ) ∩ L∞(V ) with C2(x) > 0 for all x ∈ V and

|Ft(x, t, s)| ≤ C1(x)(|t|
p−1 + |s|

q(p−1)
p ) + C2(x)(|t|

r1−1 + |s|
r2(r1−1)

r1 ), for all x ∈ V and ∀(s, t) ∈ R
2;

|Fs(x, t, s)| ≤ C1(x)(|t|
p(q−1)

q + |s|q−1) + C2(x)(|t|
r1(r2−1)

r2 + |s|r2−1), for all x ∈ V and ∀(s, t) ∈ R
2;

(F4) Fts(x, t, s)ts ≥ 0 and 0 < (β − 1)(Ft(x, t, s)t + Fs(x, t, s)s) < Ftt(x, t, s)t
2 + Fss(x, t, s)s

2 for all x ∈ V and
∀(t, s) ∈ R

2 \ {(0, 0)}.

The assumptions on the potential functions a(x) and b(x) are:
(A1) a(x) ≥ 0, b(x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ V . The potential wells Ωa := {x ∈ V : a(x) = 0}, Ωb := {x ∈ V : b(x) = 0}, and
Ωa,Ωb and Ωa ∩ Ωb are all non-empty, connected and bounded domains in V .

(A2) (a(x) + 1)−1 ∈ L
1

p−1 (V ) and (b(x) + 1)−1 ∈ L
1

q−1 (V ).

We define

W 1,s(V ) =

{

u : V → R

∣

∣

∣

∫

V

(|∇u|s + |u|s)dµ <∞

}

which is provided with the norm

‖u‖W 1,s(V ) =

(∫

V

(|∇u|s + |u|s)dµ

)
1
s

,

where s > 1. Let us consider the space W :=W 1,p(V )×W 1,q(V ) and ‖(u, v)‖W = ‖u‖W 1,p(V ) + ‖v‖W 1,q(V ).
Define

Wλ(a) :=

{

u ∈ W 1,p(V )
∣

∣

∣

∫

V

λa|u|pdµ <∞

}

and

Wλ(b) :=

{

v ∈ W 1,q(V )
∣

∣

∣

∫

V

λb|v|qdµ <∞

}

.

To study the problem (1.1), it is natural to consider the function space

Wλ :=

{

(u, v) ∈W
∣

∣

∣

∫

V

(λa|u|p + λb|v|q)dµ <∞

}

.
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It is easy to see that the space Wλ :=Wλ(a)×Wλ(b). Define the norm ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
= ‖u‖Wλ(a) + ‖v‖Wλ(b), where

‖u‖Wλ(a) =

(∫

V

(|∇u|p + (λa+ 1)|u|p)dµ

)
1
p

and

‖v‖Wλ(b) =

(∫

V

(|∇v|q + (λb + 1)|v|q)dµ

)
1
q

.

Then, (Wλ, ‖ · ‖Wλ
) is a reflexive Banach space (see [17]).

The functional related to (1.1) is defined by

Jλ(u, v) =
1

p

∫

V

(|∇u|p + (λa+ 1)|u|p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(|∇v|q + (λb + 1)|v|q)dµ−

∫

V

F (x, u, v)dµ.

Under the assumptions (F1) and (F3), a standard procedure can show that Jλ ∈ C1(Wλ,R) and

〈J ′
λ(u, v), (φ1, φ2)〉 =

∫

V

(|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ1) + (λa+ 1)|u|p−2uφ1)dµ+

∫

V

(|∇v|q−2Γ(v, φ2) + (λb + 1)|v|q−2vφ2)dµ

−

∫

V

(Fu(x, u, v)φ1 + Fv(x, u, v)φ2)dµ

for all (u, v), (φ1, φ2) ∈Wλ. By Lemma 3.1 below, the critical point of J is the point-wise solution of system (1.1).
Define the Nehari manifold

Nλ := {(u, v) ∈Wλ\{(0, 0)} : 〈J ′
λ(u, v), (u, v)〉 = 0}

and the least energy level

mλ := inf
(u,v)∈Nλ

Jλ(u, v).

It is well known that if mλ can be achieved by some function (uλ, vλ) ∈ Nλ and (uλ, vλ) is a critical point of the
functional Jλ, then (uλ, vλ) is a ground state solution of (1.1). Next, we provide our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let G = (V,E) be a locally finite graph and it is connected, symmetric and there exists µmin > 0 such
that µ(x) ≥ µmin for all x ∈ V . For any x ∈ V ,

∑

y∼x ωxy < C, where C is a positive constant. Assume 1
γ
< β+ 1

β
−1,

where γ = min{p, q}, and (A1), (A2) and (F1)− (F4) hold. Then for every λ ≥ 1, there exists a ground state solution
(uλ, vλ) of system (1.1) and ‖(uλ, vλ)‖Wλ

satisfies (3.21) below.

Remark 1.1. There exists examples satisfying Theorem 1.1. For example, let α > β := max{p, q} and

C1(x) =
1

(1 + β)(1 + |x|)2
, C2(x) =

2β

(1 + |x|)2
,

F (x, t, s) =
|t|α + |s|α

2α(1 + β)(1 + |x|)2

(

1−
1

ln(e2 + |t|α + |s|α)

)

.

In order to investigate the asymptotic behavior of (uλ, vλ) to the solution of (1.2), we defineWΩa
by the completion

of Cc(Ωa) under the norm

‖u‖WΩa
=

(∫

Ωa∪∂Ωa

|∇u|pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|u|pdµ

)
1
p

,

and WΩb
by the completion of Cc(Ωb) under the norm

‖v‖WΩb
=

(∫

Ωb∪∂Ωb

|∇v|qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|v|qdµ

)
1
q

,
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where Cc(Ω) denotes the set of all functions u : Ω → R satisfying supp u ⊂ Ω and u = 0 on V \ A for some subset
Ω ⊂ V . It is suitable to study (1.2) in the space WΩ := WΩa

×WΩb
and WΩ is a reflexive Banach space with finite

dimensional. Define the norm ‖(u, v)‖WΩ = ‖u‖WΩa
+ ‖v‖WΩb

.
We define when 1 ≤ θ1 < +∞,

Lθ1(Ωa) =

{

ψ : Ωa → R

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ωa

|ψ(x)|θ1dµ <∞

}

and the norm by

‖ψ‖θ1,Ωa
=

(∫

Ωa

|ψ(x)|θ1dµ

)
1
θ1

.

When θ1 = +∞, we define

L∞(Ωa) =

{

ψ : Ωa → R

∣

∣

∣
sup
x∈Ωa

|ψ(x)| <∞

}

with the norm

‖ψ‖∞,Ωa
= sup

x∈Ωa

|ψ(x)| <∞.

Similarly, when 1 ≤ θ2 < +∞,

Lθ2(Ωb) =

{

φ : Ωb → R

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ωb

|φ(x)|θ2dµ <∞

}

and the norm by

‖φ‖θ2,Ωb
=

(∫

Ωb

|φ(x)|θ2dµ

)
1
θ2

.

When θ2 = +∞, we define

L∞(Ωb) =

{

φ : Ωb → R

∣

∣

∣ sup
x∈Ωb

|φ(x)| <∞

}

with the norm

‖φ‖∞,Ωb
= sup

x∈Ωb

|φ(x)| <∞.

We also define ‖(ψ, φ)‖θ,Ω = ‖ψ‖θ1,Ωa
+ ‖φ‖θ2,Ωb

.
The functional related to (1.2) is

JΩ(u, v) =
1

p

(∫

Ωa

|∇u|pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|u|pdµ

)

+
1

q

(∫

Ωb

|∇v|qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|v|qdµ

)

−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

F (x, u, v)dµ,

where Ωa := Ωa ∪ ∂Ωa and Ωb := Ωb ∪ ∂Ωb. By a standard argument, we can verify that JΩ ∈ C1(WΩ,R) and

〈J ′
Ω(u, v), (φ1, φ2)〉 =

∫

Ωa

|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ1)dµ+

∫

Ωa

|u|p−2uφ1dµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇v|q−2Γ(v, φ2)dµ+

∫

Ωb

|v|q−2vφ2dµ

−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu(x, u, v)φ1dµ−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv(x, u, v)φ2dµ

for any (u, v), (φ1, φ2) ∈ WΩ. The corresponding Nehari manifold is

NΩ := {(u, v) ∈ WΩ\{(0, 0)} : 〈J ′
Ω(u, v), (u, v)〉 = 0}.
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Let

mΩ := inf
(u,v)∈NΩ

JΩ(u, v).

Similar to Theorem 1.1, the system (1.2) also has a ground state solution and the ground state solutions {(uλ, vλ)}
of system (1.1) converge to a ground state solution of system (1.2).

Theorem 1.2. Let G = (V,E) be a locally finite graph and it is connected, symmetric and there exists µmin > 0 such
that µ(x) ≥ µmin for all x ∈ Ω. For any x ∈ V ,

∑

y∼x ωxy < C, where C is a positive constant. Ωa,Ωb and Ωa∩Ωb are

non-empty, connected and bounded domains in V . Assume 1
γ
< β+ 1

β
− 1, (A1), (A2) and F : V ×R×R → R satisfies

(F1)− (F4). Then system (1.2) has a ground state solution (u0, v0) ∈ WΩ. Besides for any sequence λk → +∞, up to
a sequence, the ground state solutions family {(uλk

, vλk
)} of (1.1) converge to a ground state solution of (1.2).

Remark 1.2. Our works generalize those results in [10] in some sense, and (F2) corresponding to the scalar case is
weaker than (f2). Moreover, in [16], Shao studied system (1.1) with p = q and p ≥ 2 and the nonlinear term F is
independent on x (see system (1.1) for details). However, our system (1.1) allowed the fact that p, q > 1 and p, q are
allowed to be unequal, and the nonlinear term F is allowed to depend on x. It is easy to verify that the example in
Remark 1.1 does not satisfy the condition (F ). Hence our result is different from that in [16].

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we present some Sobolev embedding theorems on the locally finite graph and their proofs.

Lemma 2.1. Let G = (V,E) be a locally finite graph and assume p, q > 1. Then for any λ ≥ 1 and all (ψ, φ) ∈ Wλ,
there is

‖ψ‖∞,V ≤ d1‖ψ‖Wλ(a), ‖φ‖∞,V ≤ d2‖φ‖Wλ(b), ‖(ψ, φ)‖∞,V ≤ d‖(ψ, φ)‖Wλ
,

where d1 =
(

1
µmin

)
1
p

, d2 =
(

1
µmin

)
1
q

and d = max{d1, d2}.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 2.6 in [10] that ‖ψ‖∞,V ≤ d1‖ψ‖Wλ(a) and ‖φ‖∞,V ≤ d2‖φ‖Wλ(b). Furthermore,

‖(ψ, φ)‖∞,V = max
x∈V

|(ψ, φ)| ≤ ‖ψ‖∞,V + ‖φ‖∞,V ≤ d1‖ψ‖Wλ(a) + d2‖φ‖Wλ(b) ≤ max{d1, d2}‖(ψ, φ)‖Wλ
.

The proof is complete.

Lemma 2.2. Let G = (V,E) be a locally finite graph and assume that (A1) and (A2) hold. Then for any λ ≥ 1,
Wλ(a) and Wλ(b) are continuously embedded into Lθ1(V ) and Lθ2(V ) and for any ψ ∈Wλ(a) and φ ∈ Wλ(b),

‖ψ‖θ1 ≤ K(p,θ1)‖ψ‖Wλ(a), ‖φ‖θ2 ≤ K(q,θ2)‖φ‖Wλ(b), (2.1)

where θ1, θ2 ∈ [1,+∞),

K(p,θ1) =











d
θ1−p

θ1

1 , θ1 ≥ p,

min

{

d
θ1−1

θ1
1 ‖(a+ 1)−1‖

1
pθ1
1

p−1

, d
p(θ1−1)

θ1
1 ‖(a+ 1)−1‖

1
p

1
p−1

}

, 1 ≤ θ1 < p,

K(q,θ2) =











d
θ2−q

θ2
2 , θ2 ≥ q,

min

{

d
θ2−1
θ2

2 ‖(b+ 1)−1‖
1

qθ2
1

q−1

, d
q(θ2−1)

θ2
2 ‖(b+ 1)−1‖

1
q

1
q−1

}

, 1 ≤ θ2 < q.

Moreover, Wλ is continuously embedded into L(V ) := Lθ1(V )× Lθ2(V ) for all θ1, θ2 ∈ [1,+∞) and

‖(ψ, φ)‖L(V ) ≤ max{K(p,θ1),K(q,θ2)}‖(ψ, φ)‖Wλ
, (2.2)
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Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 2.6 in [10] with some slight modifications. According to Lemma 2.1, when
θ1 ≥ p, we have

‖ψ‖θ1θ1 =

∫

V

|ψ|θ1−p · |ψ|pdµ ≤ ‖ψ‖θ1−p
∞,V

∫

V

(|∇ψ|p + (λa+ 1)|ψ(x)|p)dµ ≤ dθ1−p
1 ‖ψ‖θ1−p

Wλ(a)
· ‖ψ‖p

Wλ(a)
= dθ1−p

1 ‖ψ‖θ1
Wλ(a)

.

By (A2) and noticing that λ ≥ 1, we have

∫

V

|ψ|dµ =

∫

V

(λa+ 1)−
1
p (λa+ 1)

1
p |ψ|dµ

≤

(∫

V

(λa+ 1)−
1
p
× p

p−1 dµ

)
p−1
p
(∫

V

(λa+ 1)
1
p
×p|ψ|pdµ

)
1
p

≤ ‖(a+ 1)−1‖
1
p

1
p−1

‖ψ‖Wλ(a). (2.3)

On one hand, when 1 ≤ θ1 < p, from (2.3), we have

‖ψ‖θ1θ1 =

∫

V

|ψ|θ1−1 · |ψ|dµ ≤ ‖ψ‖θ1−1
∞,V

∫

V

|ψ|dµ ≤ dθ1−1
1 ‖(a+ 1)−1‖

1
p

1
p−1

‖ψ‖θ1
Wλ(a)

. (2.4)

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.6 in [10], ‖ψ‖θ1 ≤ d
p(θ1−1)

θ1
1 ‖(a+ 1)−1‖

1
p

1
p−1

‖ψ‖Wλ(a). So combining (2.4), there is

‖ψ‖θ1 ≤ min

{

d
θ1−1

θ1
1 ‖(a+ 1)−1‖

1
pθ1
1

p−1

, d
p(θ1−1)

θ1
1 ‖(a+ 1)−1‖

1
p

1
p−1

}

‖ψ‖Wλ(a).

Similarly, it is easy to prove that the second inequality also holds in (2.1).Thus,

‖(ψ, φ)‖L(V ) = ‖ψ‖θ1 + ‖φ‖θ2 ≤ K(p,θ1)‖ψ‖Wλ(a) +K(q,θ2)‖φ‖Wλ(b) ≤ max{K(p,θ1),K(q,θ2)}‖(ψ, φ)‖Wλ
.

The proof is complete.

Lemma 2.3. Let G = (V,E) be a locally finite graph and assume that (A1) and (A2) hold. Then for any given λ ≥ 1
and any bounded sequence (ψk, φk) ∈Wλ, there exists (ψ, φ) ∈Wλ such that, up to subsequence,



















(ψk, φk)⇀ (ψ, φ), inWλ, as k → ∞,

ψk(x) → ψ(x), φk(x) → φ(x), ∀x ∈ V, as k → ∞,

ψk → ψ, in Lθ1(V ), ∀θ1 ∈ [1,+∞], as k → ∞,

φk → φ, in Lθ2(V ), ∀θ2 ∈ [1,+∞], as k → ∞.

Proof. Since Wλ is a reflexive Banach space. Thus for any bounded sequence (ψk, φk) ∈ Wλ, we get that, up to a
subsequence, (ψk, φk) ⇀ (ψ, φ) in Wλ. In addition, by Lemma 2.2, we can get ψk ⇀ ψ in Lθ1(V ) and φk ⇀ φ in
Lθ2(V ). The remaining proof is similar to Lemma 2.6 in [10] with substituting ψk and φk for uk in [10], respectively.
We omit it here.

Lemma 2.4. WΩa
and WΩb

are compactly embedded into Lθ1(Ωa) and L
θ2(Ωb) for any θ1, θ2 ∈ [1,+∞], respectively,

and for any ψ ∈WΩ,

‖ψ‖θ1,Ωa
≤ K∗

(p,θ1)
‖ψ‖WΩa

, ‖φ‖θ2,Ωb
≤ K∗

(q,θ2)
‖φ‖WΩb

, ‖(ψ, φ)‖θ,Ω ≤ K∗‖(ψ, φ)‖WΩ , (2.5)

where

K∗
(p,θ1)

=

(

∑

x∈Ωa

µ(x)

)
1
θ1
(

1

µmin

)
1
p

,K∗
(q,θ2)

=

(

∑

x∈Ωb

µ(x)

)
1
θ2
(

1

µmin

)
1
q

,K∗ = max
{

K∗
(p,θ1)

,K∗
(q,θ2)

}

.
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Moreover, WΩa
(WΩb

) is pre-compact, namely, if ψk(φk) is bounded in WΩa
(WΩb

), then up to a subsequence, there
exists some ψ ∈ WΩa

(φ ∈WΩb
) such that ψk → ψ in WΩa

(φk → φ in WΩb
).

Proof. The proof of (2.5) is similar to Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2. In fact,

‖ψ‖pWΩa
=

∫

Ωa

|∇ψ|pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|ψ(x)|pdµ ≥
∑

x∈Ωa

µ(x)|ψ(x)|p ≥ µmin

∑

x∈Ωa

|ψ(x)|p ≥ µmin‖ψ‖
p
∞,Ωa

. (2.6)

From (2.6), we have

‖ψ‖θ1θ1,Ωa
=
∑

x∈Ωa

µ(x)|ψ|θ1 ≤
∑

x∈Ωa

µ(x)‖ψ‖θ1∞,Ωa
≤
∑

x∈Ωa

µ(x)

(

1

µmin

)

θ1
p

‖ψ‖θ1WΩa
.

The proof of the first inequality in (2.5) is completed. Similarly, we can also easily complete the proofs of the other
two inequalities in (2.5). Since Ωa(Ωb) is a finite set in V , WΩa

(WΩb
) and Lθ1(Ωa)(L

θ2(Ωb)) are finite dimensional
spaces. Hence, WΩa

(WΩb
) is pre-compact. Then for any bounded sequence {(ψk, φk)} ∈ WΩ, there is subsequence,

still denoted by {(ψk, φk)} ∈ WΩ, such that ‖ψk − ψ‖WΩa
→ 0 and ‖φk − φ‖WΩb

→ 0. Furthermore, by (2.5), we can

get ‖ψk − ψ‖θ1,Ωa
→ 0 and ‖φk − φ‖θ2,Ωb

→ 0. So WΩa
(WΩb

) is compactly embedded into Lθ1(Ωa)(L
θ2(Ωb)) for any

θ1, θ2 ∈ [1,+∞].

3. The existence of ground state solutions

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 by the Nehari manifold method and the Lagrange multiplier rule.

Definition 3.1. Suppose that (u, v) ∈Wλ. If for any (φ1, φ2) ∈Wλ, there holds

∫

V

(|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ1) + (λa+ 1)|u|p−2uφ1)dµ+

∫

V

(|∇v|q−2Γ(v, φ2) + (λb + 1)|v|q−2vφ2)dµ

=

∫

V

Fu(x, u, v)φ1dµ+

∫

V

Fv(x, u, v)φ2dµ,

then (u, v) is called a weak solution of (1.1).

Definition 3.2. Suppose that (u, v) ∈WΩ. If for any (φ1, φ2) ∈WΩ, there holds

∫

Ωa

|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ1)dµ+

∫

Ωa

|u|p−2uφ1dµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇v|q−2Γ(v, φ2)dµ+

∫

Ωb

|v|q−2vφ2dµ

=

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu(x, u, v)φ1dµ+

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv(x, u, v)φ2dµ,

then (u, v) is called a weak solution of (1.2).

Lemma 3.1. If (u, v) ∈Wλ is a weak solution of (1.1), (u, v) is also a point-wise solution of (1.1).

Proof. The proof is standard (for example, see [21]). For completeness, we also present it here. Since (u, v) ∈Wλ is
a weak solution of (1.1), for any (φ, ψ) ∈ Wλ, there holds

∫

V

(|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ) + (λa + 1)|u|p−2uφ)dµ+

∫

V

(|∇v|q−2Γ(v, ψ) + (λb+ 1)|v|q−2vψ)dµ

=

∫

V

Fu(x, u, v)φdµ +

∫

V

Fv(x, u, v)ψdµ.

From Lemma 2.1 in [10], we have

∫

V

|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ)dµ =

∫

V

(−∆pu)φdµ,

∫

V

|∇v|q−2Γ(v, ψ)dµ =

∫

V

(−∆qv)ψdµ. (3.1)
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Then we get
∫

V

((−∆pu)φ+ (λa+ 1)|u|p−2uφ)dµ+

∫

V

((−∆qv)ψ + (λb + 1)|v|q−2vψ)dµ

=

∫

V

Fu(x, u, v)φdµ+

∫

V

Fv(x, u, v)ψdµ. (3.2)

If for any x0 ∈ V , we take the test function (φ(x), ψ(x)) : V → R in (3.2) with

(φ(x), ψ(x)) =

{

(1, 0) x = x0,

(0, 0) x 6= x0,
, (φ(x), ψ(x)) =

{

(0, 1) x = x0,

(0, 0) x 6= x0,

respectively, then

{

−∆pu(x0) + (λa+ 1)|u(x0)|p−2u(x0) = Fu(x, u(x0), v(x0)), x0 ∈ V,

−∆qv(x0) + (λb + 1)|v(x0)|q−2v(x0) = Fv(x, u(x0), v(x0)), x0 ∈ V.

Since x0 is arbitrary, we conclude that (u, v) is a point-wise solution of (1.1).

Lemma 3.2. If (u, v) ∈WΩ is a weak solution of (1.2), then (u, v) is also a point-wise solution of (1.2).

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.1. Since (u, v) ∈ WΩ is a weak solution of (1.2), for any (φ, ψ) ∈ Cc(Ωa) ×
Cc(Ωb), there holds

∫

Ωa

|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ)dµ+

∫

Ωa

|u|p−2uφdµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇v|q−2Γ(v, ψ)dµ +

∫

Ωb

|v|q−2vψdµ

=

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu(x, u, v)φdµ+

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv(x, u, v)ψdµ.

Similar to (3.1), we also have

∫

Ωa

|∇u|p−2Γ(u, φ)dµ =

∫

Ωa

(−∆pu)φdµ,

∫

Ωb

|∇v|q−2Γ(v, ψ)dµ =

∫

Ωb

(−∆qv)ψdµ.

and then
∫

Ωa

(−∆pu)φdµ+

∫

Ωa

|u|p−2uφdµ+

∫

Ωb

(−∆qv)ψdµ+

∫

Ωb

|v|q−2vψdµ

=

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu(x, u, v)φdµ +

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv(x, u, v)ψdµ. (3.3)

If for any given x1 ∈ Ωa, we take the test function (φ(x), ψ(x)) : Ωa × Ωb → R× R in (3.3) with

(φ(x), ψ(x)) =

{

(1, 0) x = x1,

(0, 0) x 6= x1,

and for any given x2 ∈ Ωb, we take the test function (φ(x), ψ(x)) : Ωa × Ωb → R× R in (3.3) with

(φ(x), ψ(x)) =

{

(0, 1) x = x2,

(0, 0) x 6= x2,

respectively, then

{

−∆pu(x1) + |u(x1)|p−2u(x1) = Fu(x, u(x1), v(x1)),

−∆qv(x2) + |v(x2)|q−2v(x2) = Fv(x, u(x2), v(x2)).
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SinceWΩa
(WΩb

) is the completion of Cc(Ωa)(Cc(Ωb)), u(x) = 0 on ∂Ωa and v(x) = 0 on ∂Ωb. Finally, by the arbitrary
of x1 and x2, we complete the proof.

Lemma 3.3. If (F1) and (F4) hold and (u, v) ∈Wλ\{(0, 0)}, then there exists a unique t0 > 0 such that (t0u, t0v) ∈ Nλ

and then Nλ is non-empty.

Proof. We define a fibering map g(t) := Jλ(tu, tv) on R for all t > 0. Clearly, we have

g′(t) = 0 ⇐⇒ 〈J ′
λ(tu, tv), (u, v)〉 = 0 ⇐⇒ 〈J ′

λ(tu, tv), (tu, tv)〉 = 0 ⇐⇒ (tu, tv) ∈ Nλ.

Since t > 0 and β = max{p, q}, then

g′(t)

tβ−1
= 0 ⇐⇒ g′(t) = 0 ⇐⇒ (tu, tv) ∈ Nλ

⇐⇒ tp−β‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ tq−β‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

= t−β

∫

V

[Ftu(x, tu, tv)tu+ Ftv(x, tu, tv)tv]dµ. (3.4)

Without loss of generality, we let β = p. Then we infer that

‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

= t1−p

∫

V

[Ftu(x, tu, tv)u+ Ftv(x, tu, tv)v]dµ − tq−p‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

. (3.5)

Let H1(t) = t1−p
∫

V
[Ftu(x, tu, tv)u+ Ftv(x, tu, tv)v]dµ − tq−p‖v‖q

Wλ(b)
. Then from (F4), we have

H ′
1(t)

= (1 − p)t−p

∫

V

[Ftu(x, tu, tv)u + Ftv(x, tu, tv)v] dµ

+t1−p

∫

V

[

Ftu,tu(x, tu, tv)u
2 + Ftu,tv(x, tu, tv)uv + Ftv,tv(x, tu, tv)v

2 + Ftv,tu(x, tu, tv)vu
]

dµ

−(q − p)tq−p−1‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

= (1 − p)t−p

∫

V

[Ftu(x, tu, tv)u + Ftv(x, tu, tv)v] dµ

+t−p

∫

V

[

Ftu,tu(x, tu, tv)tu
2 + Ftv,tv(x, tu, tv)tv

2
]

dµ

+t1−p

∫

V

[Ftu,tv(x, tu, tv)uv + Ftv,tu(x, tu, tv)vu] dµ− (q − p)tq−p−1‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

> (1 − p)t−p

∫

V

[Ftu(x, tu, tv)u + Ftv(x, tu, tv)v] dµ

+(p− 1)t−p

∫

V

[Ftu(x, tu, tv)u+ Ftv(x, tu, tv)v] dµ

+t1−p

∫

V

[Ftu,tv(x, tu, tv)uv + Ftv,tu(x, tu, tv)vu] dµ− (q − p)tq−p−1‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

≥ 0.

Thus H1(t) is strictly increasing in (0,+∞). Hence by observing (3.5), there exists a unique t0 > 0 such that (3.4)
holds and (t0u, t0v) ∈ Nλ. Therefore Nλ is non-empty.

Lemma 3.4. If (F1) and (F4) hold, then Jλ(tu, tv) ≤ Jλ(u, v) for any given (u, v) ∈ Nλ and all t > 0.

Proof. Since (u, v) ∈ Nλ, we have g′(1) = 0 where g(·) is introduced in the proof of Lemma 3.3, and 1 is the unique
critical point of g(·). Then

g(t) = Jλ(tu, tv) =
tp

p
‖u‖p

Wλ(a)
+
tq

q
‖v‖q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

F (x, tu, tv)dµ.

12



Then by (F4), we get

g′(t) = tp−1‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ tq−1‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

[Ftu(x, tu, tv)u+ Ftv(x, tu, tv)v]dµ.

g′′(t) = (p− 1)tp−2‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ (q − 1)tq−2‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

[Ftu,tu(x, tu, tv)u
2

+Ftv,tv(x, tu, tv)v
2 + Ftu,tv(x, tu, tv)uv + Ftv,tu(x, tu, tv)vu]dµ

< (p− 1)tp−2‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ (q − 1)tq−2‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

[(β − 1)
1

t
Ftu(x, tu, tv)u

+(β − 1)
1

t
Ftv(x, tu, tv)v + Ftu,tv(x, tu, tv)uv + Ftv,tu(x, tu, tv)vu]dµ.

Let t = 1. By (F4), we have

g′′(1) < (p− 1)‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ (q − 1)‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

[(β − 1)Fu(x, u, v)u

+(β − 1)Fv(x, u, v)v + Fuv(x, u, v)uv + Fvu(x, u, v)vu]dµ

≤ (β − 1)
(

‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

)

−

∫

V

[(β − 1)Fu(x, u, v)u

+(β − 1)Fv(x, u, v)v + Fuv(x, u, v)uv + Fvu(x, u, v)vu]dµ

= (β − 1)

∫

V

[Fu(x, u, v)u + Fv(x, u, v)v]dµ−

∫

V

[(β − 1)Fu(x, u, v)u

+(β − 1)Fv(x, u, v)v + Fuv(x, u, v)uv + Fvu(x, u, v)vu]dµ

≤ 0. (3.6)

From (3.6) and the fact that 1 is the unique critical point of g(t), we obtain that t = 1 is the maximizer of g(·).
Hence Jλ(tu, tv) ≤ Jλ(u, v) for all t > 0.

Lemma 3.5. If (F3) holds, there exists a constant η > 0 such that mλ = inf
(u,v)∈Nλ

Jλ(u, v) ≥ η > 0 .

Proof. By (F3) and Appendix A.2, we can get

|F (x, s, t)| ≤
2C1(x)

p
|s|p +

(

C1(x)(p− 1)

p
+
C1(x)

q

)

|t|q +
2C2(x)

r1
|s|r1 +

(

C2(x)(r1 − 1)

r1
+
C2(x)

r2

)

|t|r2 (3.7)

for all x ∈ V . For (u, v) ∈Wλ\{(0, 0)} with ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
< 1, from (3.7) and Lemma 2.2, we have

Jλ(u, v)

≥
1

p
‖u‖p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖v‖q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

2C1(x)

p
|u|pdµ−

∫

V

(

C1(x)(p− 1)

p
+
C1(x)

q

)

|v|qdµ

−

∫

V

2C2(x)

r1
|u|r1dµ−

∫

V

(

C2(x)(r1 − 1)

r1
+
C2(x)

r2

)

|v|r2dµ

≥
1

p
‖u‖p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖v‖q

Wλ(b)
−

2‖C1‖∞,V

p
‖u‖pp −

(

‖C1‖∞,V (p− 1)

p
+

‖C1‖∞,V

q

)

‖v‖qq

−
2‖C2‖∞,V

r1
‖u‖r1r1 −

(

‖C2‖∞,V (r1 − 1)

r1
+

‖C2‖∞,V

r2

)

‖v‖r2r2

≥

(

1

p
−

2‖C1‖∞,V

p
−

2‖C2‖∞,V

r1
Kr1

(p,r1)
‖u‖r1−p

Wλ(a)

)

‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+

[

1

q
−

(

‖C1‖∞,V (p− 1)

p
+

‖C1‖∞,V

q

)

−

(

‖C2‖∞,V (r1 − 1)

r1
+

‖C2‖∞,V

r2

)

Kr2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2−q

Wλ(b)

]

‖v‖q
Wλ(b)
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≥
1

2β−1
‖(u, v)‖βWλ

min

{

1

p
−

2‖C1‖∞,V

p
−

2‖C2‖∞,V

r1
Kr1

(p,r1)
‖(u, v)‖r1−p

Wλ
,

1

q
−

(

‖C1‖∞,V (p− 1)

p
+

‖C1‖∞,V

q

)

−

(

‖C2‖∞,V (r1 − 1)

r1
+

‖C2‖∞,V

r2

)

Kr2
(q,r2)

‖(u, v)‖r2−q
Wλ

}

Let

ρ ∈






0,min











1,





1
p
− 2‖C1‖∞,V

p

2‖C2‖∞,V

r1
Kr1

(p,r1)





1
r1−p

,





1
q
− ‖C1‖∞,V (p−1)

p
− ‖C1‖∞,V

q

(
‖C2‖∞,V (r1−1)

r1
+

‖C2‖∞,V

r2
)Kr2

(q,r2)





1
r2−q

















where p < r1, q < r2 and C1(x) ≤
1

1+β
< 1

2 , and

η

=
1

2β−1
ρβ min

{

1

p
−

2‖C1‖∞,V

p
−

2‖C2‖∞,V

r1
Kr1

(p,r1)
ρr1−p,

1

q
−

(

‖C1‖∞,V (p− 1)

p
+

‖C1‖∞,V

q

)

−

(

‖C2‖∞,V (r1 − 1)

r1
+

‖C2‖∞,V

r2

)

Kr2
(q,r2)

ρr2−q

}

.

Then

Jλ(u, v) ≥ η > 0 for all ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
= ρ.

For any given (u, v) ∈ Nλ ⊂Wλ, there exists τλ,u,v > 0 such that τλ,u,v‖(u, v)‖Wλ
= ρ. Then by Lemma 3.4, we have

Jλ(u, v) ≥ Jλ(τλ,u,vu, τλ,u,vv) ≥ η > 0

⇒ mλ = inf
(u,v)∈Nλ

Jλ(u, v) > 0.

Thus we finish the proof.

Lemma 3.6. If (F2) holds, then Jλ|Nλ
is coercive.

Proof. We prove the inverse negative proposition of coercive. That is, if {(uk, vk)} ⊆ Nλ and Jλ(uk, vk) ≤ M for
some M > 0 and all k ∈ N, then {(uk, vk)} ⊆ Nλ is bounded.

Indeed, from (F2), we have

M ≥
1

p
‖uk‖

p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

F (x, uk, vk)dµ

≥
1

p
‖uk‖

p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

1

α

∫

V

(Fuk
(x, uk, vk)uk + Fvk(x, uk, vk)vk + ̺(|uk|

p + |vk|
q)) dµ

=

(

1

p
−

1

α

)

‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+

(

1

q
−

1

α

)

‖vk‖
q

Wλ(b)
−
̺

α
‖uk‖

p
p −

̺

α
‖vk‖

q
q

≥

(

1

p
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)

‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+

(

1

q
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)

‖vk‖
q

Wλ(b)
.

Since 0 < ̺ < min{α−p
p
, α−q

q
}, we infer that {(uk, vk)} ⊆ Nλ is bounded. Therefore, Jλ|Nλ

is coercive.

Lemma 3.7. If (F1), (F3) and (F4) hold, then there exists some (uλ, vλ) ∈ Nλ such that mλ can be achieved.

Proof. Let {(uk, vk)} ⊆ Nλ be a minimizing sequence, that is,

lim
k→+∞

Jλ(uk, vk) = mλ.

From Lemma 3.6, we have {(uk, vk)} ⊆ Nλ is bounded, i.e there exists a positive constant T such that ‖(uk, vk)‖Wλ
≤

T . Then

T ≥ ‖uk‖Wλ(a) ≥

(∫

V

|u|pdµ

)
1
p

≥ ‖uk‖∞,V . (3.8)
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Similarly, ‖vk‖∞,V ≤ T . Lemma 2.3 tells us that there exists some (uλ, vλ) ∈ Wλ such that, up to a subsequence,



















(uk, vk)⇀ (uλ, vλ) inWλ,

uk(x) → uλ(x), vk(x) → vλ(x) ∀x ∈ V,

uk → uλ in Lθ1(V ), ∀θ1 ∈ [1,+∞],

vk → vλ in Lθ2(V ), ∀θ2 ∈ [1,+∞],

(3.9)

as k → +∞. By (F3), (3.8) and Appendix A.3, there exists positive functions C3(x) = max{1+ 1
p
+ q−1

q
, 1+ 1

q
+ p−1

p
} ·

C1(x), C4(x) = max{1 + 1
r1

+ r2−1
r2

, 1 + 1
r2

+ r1−1
r1

} · C2(x) such that

|Fuk
(x, uk, vk)uk + Fvk(x, uk, vk)vk|

≤ C3(x)(|uk|
p + |vk|

q) + C4(x)(|uk|
r1 + |vk|

r2)

≤ C3(x)(‖uk‖
p
∞,V + ‖vk‖

q
∞,V ) + C4(x)(‖uk‖

r1
∞,V + ‖vk‖

r2
∞,V )

≤ C3(x)(T
p + T q) + C4(x)(T

r1 + T r2)

≤ max{T p + T q, N r1 + T r2}(C3(x) + C4(x))

:= g1(x).

Note that C1, C2 ∈ L1(V ). Then we can obtain g1(x) ∈ L1(V ). Thus from Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
and (3.9), we have

lim
k→+∞

∫

V

[Fuk
(x, uk, vk)uk + Fvk(x, uk, vk)vk]dµ =

∫

V

[Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλ + Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ]dµ. (3.10)

Simiarly, by (F3), (3.8), (3.9), Appendix A.2 and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we also have

lim
k→+∞

∫

V

F (x, uk, vk)dµ =

∫

V

F (x, uλ, vλ)dµ. (3.11)

Since (uk, vk) ∈ Nλ, we have

‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)
=

∫

V

[Fuk
(x, uk, vk)uk + Fvk(x, uk, vk)vk]dµ. (3.12)

By the weak lower continuity of the norm, (3.10) and (3.12), we have

‖uλ‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vλ‖

q

Wλ(b)
≤ lim inf

k→+∞

(

‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)

)

= lim inf
k→+∞

(∫

V

Fuk
(x, uk, vk)ukdµ+

∫

V

Fvk(x, uk, vk)vkdµ

)

=

∫

V

Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλdµ+

∫

V

Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλdµ. (3.13)

Next, we show that (uλ, vλ) ∈ Nλ and (uλ, vλ) 6= (0, 0).
If (uλ, vλ) = (0, 0), then from (3.10) and (3.12), we have

lim inf
k→+∞

(

‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)

)

= lim inf
k→+∞

∫

V

[Fuk
(x, uk, vk)uk + Fvk(x, uk, vk)vk]dµ

=

∫

V

[Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλ + Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ]dµ

= 0.

Thus, (uk, vk) → (0, 0) in Wλ and then by the continuity of Jλ, (3.11) and (F1) we get Jλ(uk, vk) → mλ = 0. It is a
contradiction to Lemma 3.5. Therefore, (uλ, vλ) 6= (0, 0).
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Moreover, from (3.13), we suppose that

‖uλ‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vλ‖

q

Wλ(b)
<

∫

V

[Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλ + Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ]dµ, (3.14)

which implies that g′(1) < 0. By Lemma 3.3, we know that for (uλ, vλ) ∈Wλ \ {(0, 0)}, there is a unique tλ such that
(tλuλ, tλvλ) ∈ Nλ and g′(tλ) = 0. By Lemma 3.4 and (F4), we get

g′(tλ) = tp−1
λ ‖uλ‖

p

Wλ(a)
+ tq−1

λ ‖vλ‖
q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

[Ftλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ + Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ]dµ = 0

⇒ tp−1
λ ‖uλ‖

p

Wλ(a)
+ tq−1

λ ‖vλ‖
q

Wλ(b)
=

∫

V

[Ftλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ + Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ]dµ,

and it follows from (3.14), (F1) and (F4) that

g′′(tλ) = (p− 1)tp−2
λ ‖uλ‖

p

Wλ(a)
+ (q − 1)tq−2

λ ‖vλ‖
q

Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

[Ftλuλ,tλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)u

2
λ + Ftλvλ,tλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)v

2
λ

−

∫

V

[Ftλuλ,tλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλvλ + Ftλvλ,tλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλuλ]dµ

< (p− 1)tp−2
λ ‖uλ‖

p

Wλ(a)
+ (q − 1)tq−2

λ ‖vλ‖
q

Wλ(b)

−(β − 1)

∫

V

[
1

tλ
Ftλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ +
1

tλ
Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ]dµ

−

∫

V

[Ftλuλ,tλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλvλ + Ftλvλ,tλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλvλ]dµ.

< 0.

Thus we obtain that tλ is the unique maximizer of g(t). Then together with g′(1) < 0 and g(0) = 0 we can infer
that there exists tλ ∈ (0, 1) such that (tλuλ, tλvλ) ∈ Nλ.

When β = p, by Appendix A.4, (3.10), (3.11) and the weak lower continuity of the norm, we get

mλ

≤ Jλ(tλuλ, tλvλ)

=
1

p
‖tλuλ‖

p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖tλvλ‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

F (x, tλuλ, tλvλ)dµ

=
1

p

[∫

V

Ftλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλdµ+

∫

V

Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλvλdµ− ‖tλvλ‖
q

Wλ(b)

]

+
1

q
‖tλvλ‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

F (x, tλuλ, tλvλ)dµ

=

∫

V

[

1

p
Ftλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλ +
1

p
Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλvλ − F (x, tλuλ, tλvλ)

]

dµ

+

(

1

q
−

1

p

)

‖tλvλ‖
q

Wλ(b)

<

∫

V

[

1

p
Fuλ

(x, uλ, vλ)uλ +
1

p
Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ − F (x, uλ, vλ)

]

dµ (3.15)

+

(

1

q
−

1

p

)

‖vλ‖
q

Wλ(b)

≤ lim inf
k→+∞

[∫

V

(

1

p
Fuk

(x, uk, vk)uk +
1

p
Fvk(x, uk, vk)vk − F (x, uk, vk)

)

dµ
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+

(

1

q
−

1

p

)

‖vk‖
q

Wλ(b)

]

= lim inf
k→+∞

[

1

p
‖uk‖

p

Wλ(a)
+

1

p
‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)
+

(

1

q
−

1

p

)

‖vk‖
q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

F (x, uk, vk)dµ

]

= mλ

which is a contradiction. When β = q, we also have the similar contradiction. Hence (3.14) does not hold.
Therefore,

∫

V

Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλdµ+

∫

V

Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλdµ = ‖uλ‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vλ‖

q

Wλ(b)
,

and then (uλ, vλ) ∈ Nλ. Thus mλ is achieved by (uλ, vλ).

Lemma 3.8. If (F3) holds, there exists a constant ξ > 0 which is independent of λ, such that ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥ ξ for all

(u, v) ∈ Nλ.

Proof. Since (u, v) ∈ Nλ, by Lemma 2.2 and Appendix A.3, we have

0 = 〈J ′
λ(u, v), (u, v)〉

= ‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

Fu(x, u, v)udµ−

∫

V

Fv(x, u, v)udµ

≥ ‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

[C3(x)(|u|
p + |v|q) + C4(x)(|u|

r1 + |v|r2)]dµ

= ‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

− ‖C3‖∞,V ‖u‖
p
p − ‖C3‖∞,V ‖v‖

q
q − ‖C4‖∞,V ‖u‖

r1
r1

− ‖C4‖∞,V ‖v‖
r2
r2

≥ ‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−‖C3‖∞,V ‖u‖
p

Wλ(a)
− ‖C3‖∞,V ‖v‖

q

Wλ(b)
− ‖C4‖∞,VK

r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

− ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

= (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖u‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖v‖

q

Wλ(b)

−‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

− ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

. (3.16)

We will discuss the above formula in categories.
Case (1) : assume that p > q, ‖u‖Wλ(a) ≥ 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) ≥ 1. Then ‖(u, v)‖Wλ

≥ 1 and by (3.16),

0

≥ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖u‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖v‖

q

Wλ(b)
− ‖C4‖∞,VK

r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

− ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

≥ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )(‖u‖
q

Wλ(a)
+ ‖v‖q

Wλ(b)
)−max{‖C4‖∞,VK

r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}(‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

)

≥
1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2q−1
(‖u‖Wλ(a) + ‖v‖Wλ(b))

q −max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}(‖(u, v)‖r1Wλ
+ ‖(u, v)‖r2Wλ

)

≥
1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2q−1
‖(u, v)‖qWλ

− 2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}‖(u, v)‖
max{r1,r2}
Wλ

.

Thus we have

‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2q max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2}−q

.

Case (2) : assume that p > q, ‖u‖Wλ(a) ≥ 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) < 1. Then ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥ 1 and by (3.16),

0

≥ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖u‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖v‖

q

Wλ(b)
− ‖C4‖∞,VK

r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

− ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

≥ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖u‖
p

Wλ(a)
− ‖C4‖∞,VK

r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

− ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

.
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Thus we have

1− ‖C3‖∞,V ≤ ‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1−p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖C4‖∞,VK

r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

≤ ‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1−p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖C4‖∞,VK

r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

≤ ‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

‖(u, v)‖r1−p
Wλ

+ ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

‖(u, v)‖r2Wλ

≤ 2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}‖(u, v)‖
max{r1−p,r2}
Wλ

⇒ ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1−p,r2}

.

Case (3) : assume that p > q, ‖u‖Wλ(a) < 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) ≥ 1. Then ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥ 1 and similar to case (2), we have

‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2−q}

.

Case (4) : assume that p > q, ‖u‖Wλ(a) < 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) < 1, by (3.16),

0

≥ (1 − ‖C3‖∞,V )(‖u‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖v‖p

Wλ(b)
)−max{‖C4‖∞,VK

r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}(‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

)

≥
1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2p−1
‖(u, v)‖pWλ

−max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}(‖(u, v)‖r1Wλ
+ ‖(u, v)‖r2Wλ

).

Thus we have

max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}(‖(u, v)‖r1−p
Wλ

+ ‖(u, v)‖r2−p
Wλ

) ≥
1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2p−1
. (3.17)

When ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥ 1, from (3.17), we have

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}‖(u, v)‖max{r1−p,r2−p} ≥
1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2p−1

⇒ ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2pmax{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2}−p

.

When ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
< 1, from (3.17), we have

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}‖(u, v)‖min{r1−p,r2−p} ≥
1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2p−1

⇒ ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2p max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

min{r1,r2}−p

.

For the case p < q, using the same method, we can obtain that
Case (5) : assume that ‖u‖Wλ(a) ≥ 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) ≥ 1,

‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2pmax{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2}−p

;

Case (6) : assume that ‖u‖Wλ(a) ≥ 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) < 1,

‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1−p,r2}

;
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Case (7) : assume that ‖u‖Wλ(a) < 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) ≥ 1,

‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2−q}

;

Case (8) : assume that ‖u‖Wλ(a) < 1 and ‖v‖Wλ(b) < 1,

‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2q max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2}−q

, for ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥ 1.

‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2q max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

min{r1,r2}−q

, for ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
< 1.

Case (9) : assume that p = q, from (3.16) we have

0

≥ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖u‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ (1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖v‖

q

Wλ(b)
− ‖C4‖∞,VK

r1
(p,r1)

‖u‖r1
Wλ(a)

− ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

‖v‖r2
Wλ(b)

≥
1

2p−1
(1− ‖C3‖∞,V )‖(u, v)‖

p −max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}(‖(u, v)‖r1Wλ
+ ‖(u, v)‖r2Wλ

).

Thus we get

max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}(‖(u, v)‖r1−p
Wλ

+ ‖(u, v)‖r2−p
Wλ

) ≥
1

2p−1
(1 − ‖C3‖∞,V ). (3.18)

When ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥ 1, from (3.18), there is

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}‖(u, v)‖max{r1−p,r2−p} ≥
1

2p−1
(1 − ‖C3‖∞,V )

⇒ ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2p max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2}−p

.

When ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
< 1, from (3.18), there is

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}‖(u, v)‖min{r1−p,r2−p} ≥
1

2p−1
(1− ‖C3‖∞,V )

⇒ ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2p max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

min{r1,r2}−p

.

Let

ξ1 =

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2min{p,q} max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2}−min{p,q}

,

ξ2 =

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1−p,r2}

,

ξ3 =

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2−q}

,
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ξ4 =

(

1− ‖C3‖∞,V

2max{p,q} max{‖C4‖∞,VK
r1
(p,r1)

, ‖C4‖∞,VK
r2
(q,r2)

}

)
1

max{r1,r2}−max{p,q}

.

All in all, we can obtain that ‖(u, v)‖Wλ
≥ ξ, where ξ = min{ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ4}. By Appendix A.1 and noting that

C1(x) ≤
1

1+β
, we obtain that ‖C3‖∞,V < 1 and then ξ > 0. Thus the lemma is proved.

Lemma 3.9. If (F2) holds, then for a minimizing sequence {(uk, vk)} ⊆ Nλ, there holds

lim
k→+∞

‖(uk, vk)‖Wλ
≤

(

max{2p−1, 2q−1}

(

mλ

1
β
− 1+̺

α

+ 1

))
1

min{p,q}

.

Proof. Since {(uk, vk)} ⊆ Nλ is a minimizing sequence, we have

0 = ‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

Fuk
(x, uk, vk)ukdµ−

∫

V

Fvk(x, uk, vk)ukdµ. (3.19)

Then by (F2) and (3.19),

mλ = lim
k→+∞

(

1

p
‖uk‖

p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

F (x, uk, vk)dµ

)

≥ lim
k→+∞

[

1

p
‖uk‖

p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)

−
1

α

∫

V

(Fuk
(x, uk, vk)uk + Fvk(x, uk, vk)vk + ̺(|uk|

p + |vk|
q))dµ

]

= lim
k→+∞

(

1

p
‖uk‖

p

Wλ(a)
+

1

q
‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)

−
1

α
‖uk‖

p

Wλ(a)
−

1

α
‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)
−
̺

α
‖uk‖

p
p −

̺

α
‖vk‖

q
q

)

≥ lim
k→+∞

[(

1

p
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)

‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+

(

1

q
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)

‖vk‖
q

Wλ(b)

]

≥ lim
k→+∞

[

min

{

1

p
−

1 + ̺

α
,
1

q
−

1 + ̺

α

}

(

‖uk‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vk‖

q

Wλ(b)

)

]

≥ lim
k→+∞

[

min

{

1

p
−

1 + ̺

α
,
1

q
−

1 + ̺

α

}

(

‖(uk, vk)‖
min{p,q}
Wλ

max{2p−1, 2q−1}
− 1

)]

(see (66) in [20]).

Then we can obtain that

lim
k→+∞

‖(uk, vk)‖Wλ
≤

(

max{2p−1, 2q−1}

(

mλ

1
β
− 1+̺

α

+ 1

))
1

min{p,q}

.

The proof is complete.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We denote the critical set

KJλ
= {(u, v) ∈ Wλ : J ′

λ(u, v) = 0}.

Let k(u, v) := 〈J ′
λ(u, v), (u, v)〉, that is,

k(u, v) = ‖u‖p
Wλ(a)

+ ‖v‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

Fu(x, u, v)udµ−

∫

V

Fv(x, u, v)vdµ.
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Then by (F1), k(u, v) ∈ C1(Wλ,R) and

〈k′(u, v), (h1, h2)〉

= p

∫

V

(|∇u|p−2Γ(u, h1) + (λa+ 1)|u|p−2uh1)dµ+ q

∫

V

(|∇v|q−2Γ(v, h2) + (λb + 1)|v|q−2vh2)dµ

−

∫

V

[Fuu(x, u, v)uh1 + Fuv(x, u, v)uh2 + Fu(x, u, v)h1]dµ

−

∫

V

[Fvv(x, u, v)vh2 + Fvu(x, u, v)vh1 + Fv(x, u, v)h2]dµ,

for all (h1, h2) ∈Wλ. From Lemma 3.7, we know that

Jλ(uλ, vλ) = mλ = inf{Jλ(u, v) : k(u, v) = 0, (u, v) ∈ Wλ \ (0, 0)}.

Then by the Lagrange multiplier rule, we can find ϑ ∈ R such that for (uλ, vλ) ∈ Nλ, we have

J ′
λ(uλ, vλ) + ϑk′(uλ, vλ) = 0

⇒ 〈J ′
λ(uλ, vλ), (uλ, vλ)〉+ ϑ〈k′(uλ, vλ), (uλ, vλ)〉 = 0

⇒ ϑ〈k′(uλ, vλ), (uλ, vλ)〉 = 0. (3.20)

Suppose ϑ 6= 0. Then 〈k′(uλ, vλ), (uλ, vλ)〉 = 0. When β = p, by (F4), we get

〈k′(uλ, vλ), (uλ, vλ)〉

= p‖uλ‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ q‖vλ‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

[Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλ + Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ]dµ

−

∫

V

[

Fuλuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)u

2
λ + Fvλvλ(x, uλ, vλ)v

2
λ + 2Fuλvλ(x, uλ, vλ)uλvλ

]

dµ

= p

[

‖uλ‖
p

Wλ(a)
+ ‖vλ‖

q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

[Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλ + Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ] dµ

]

−

∫

V

[

Fuλuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)u

2
λ + Fvλvλ(x, uλ, vλ)v

2
λ + 2Fuλvλ(x, uλ, vλ)uλvλ

]

dµ

+(q − p)‖vλ‖
q

Wλ(b)
+ (p− 1)

∫

V

[Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλ + Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ]dµ

= (q − p)‖vλ‖
q

Wλ(b)
−

∫

V

[

Fuλuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)u

2
λ + Fvλvλ(x, uλ, vλ)v

2
λ

+2Fuλvλ(x, uλ, vλ)uλvλ] dµ+ (p− 1)

∫

V

[Fuλ
(x, uλ, vλ)uλ + Fvλ(x, uλ, vλ)vλ] dµ

< 0.

It is a contradiction. Similarly, when β = q, we can also have the same contradiction. So ϑ = 0. From (3.20), we get
J ′
λ(uλ, vλ) = 0 and so (uλ, vλ) is a nontrivial solution of (1.1). Moreover, by Lemma 3.8, the weak lower semi-continuity

of the norm ‖ · ‖Wλ
and Lemma 3.9, it is easy to obtain that

ξ ≤ ‖(uλ, vλ)‖Wλ
≤

(

max{2p−1, 2q−1}

(

mλ

1
β
− 1+̺

α

+ 1

))
1

min{p,q}

. (3.21)

Thus the proof is finished.

4. Convergence of the ground state solutions family

In this section, we prove that the ground state solutions family {(uλ, vλ)} of (1.1) converge to a ground state
solution of (1.2) as λ→ +∞, which imply Theorem 1.2.
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Lemma 4.1. If (F1) and (F2) hold, then mλ → mΩ as λ→ ∞, where mΩ is defined by (1.4).
Proof. Since NΩ ⊂ Nλ(see Appendix A.5), we obviously have that mλ ≤ mΩ for any λ > 0. Take a sequence λk → ∞
as k → ∞ such that

lim
k→∞

mλk
=M ≤ mΩ < +∞, (4.1)

where mλk
is the ground state of (1.1) with λ = λk and (uλk

, vλk
) ∈ Nλk

is the corresponding ground state solution.
Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.3, it can be obtain that NΩ is non-empty, that is, there exists a (u∗, v∗) ∈ NΩ.
Then by the definition of JΩ, we obtain that mΩ = inf(u,v)∈NΩ

JΩ(u, v) ≤ JΩ(u∗, v∗) < +∞. Lemma 3.5 tells us that
mΩ ≥M ≥ η > 0.

From (3.21) and (4.1), we get

‖(uλk
, vλk

)‖Wλk
≤

(

max{2p−1, 2q−1}

(

mΩ

1
β
− 1+̺

α

+ 1

))
1

min{p,q}

:= L. (4.2)

Besides by the definitions of W and Wλ, it is easy to see that {(uλk
, vλk

)} ⊂ W and so {(uλk
, vλk

)} is uniformly
bounded in W . So there exists (u0, v0) ⊂W such that

{

(uλk
, vλk

)⇀ (u0, v0), inW,

uλk
(x) → u0(x), vλk

(x) → v0(x) ∀x ∈ V.
(4.3)

Here we have used the proof of Lemma 2.3 with replacing Wλ(a),Wλ(b) and Wλ with W 1,p(V ),W 1,q(V ) and W ,
respectively, which is easily verified.

We claim that u0|Ωc
a
≡ 0 and v0|Ωc

b
≡ 0. Otherwise, without loss of generality, we assume that there exists a vertex

x0 ∈ Ωc
a such that u0(x0) 6= 0. Since (uλk

, vλk
) ∈ Nλk

, we have

Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
)

= Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
)−

1

α
〈J ′

λk
(uλk

, vλk
), (uλk

, vλk
)〉

=

(

1

p
−

1

α

)

‖uλk
‖p
Wλ(a)

+

(

1

q
−

1

α

)

‖vλk
‖q
Wλ(b)

+
1

α

∫

V

Fuλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)uλk

dµ+
1

α

∫

V

Fvλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)vλk

dµ−

∫

V

F (x, uλk
, vλk

)dµ

≥

(

1

p
−

1

α

)

‖uλk
‖p
Wλ(a)

+

(

1

q
−

1

α

)

‖vλk
‖q
Wλ(b)

−
̺

α

∫

V

(|uλk
|p + |vλk

|q)dµ

≥

(

1

β
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)

(‖uλk
‖p
Wλ(a)

+ ‖vλk
‖q
Wλ(b)

)

≥

(

1

β
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)∫

V

(|∇uλk
|p + (λka(x) + 1)|uλk

|p)dµ

≥

(

1

β
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)

λk

∫

V

a(x)|uλk
|pdµ

≥

(

1

β
−

1

α
−
̺

α

)

λka(x0)|uλk
(x0)|

pµ(x0).

Since x0 /∈ Ωa, a(x0) > 0, µ(x0) ≥ µmin > 0 and uλk
(x0) → u0(x0) 6= 0, then by λk → +∞, we get that

lim
k→∞

Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
) = +∞, which is a contraction to the fact that mλk

≤ mΩ. So u0|Ωc
a
≡ 0. Similarly, we can

also obtain that v0|Ωc
b
≡ 0.

Similar to (3.11), by (4.3), Appendix A.2, Appendix A.3 and Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, for all
t > 0, we have

lim
k→∞

∫

V

F (x, tuλk
, tvλk

)dµ =

∫

V

F (x, tu0, tv0)dµ (4.4)
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lim
k→∞

∫

V

(Ftuλk
(x, tuλk

, tvλk
)tuλk

+ Ftvλk
(x, tuλk

, tvλk
)tvλk

)dµ =

∫

V

(Ftu0(x, tu0, tv0)tu0 + Ftv0(x, tu0, tv0)tv0) dµ.(4.5)

Since (u0, v0) ∈W and u0|Ωc
a
≡ 0 and v0|Ωc

b
≡ 0, it follows from (A1) that

∫

V

(λa|u0|
p + λb|v0|

q)dµ =

∫

Ωa

λa|u0|
p +

∫

V \Ωa

λa|u0|
p +

∫

Ωb

λb|v0|
q +

∫

V \Ωb

λb|v0|
qdµ = 0

which shows that (u0, v0) ∈Wλ for all λ > 0. Next, we claim that (u0, v0) 6= (0, 0). In fact, if (u0, v0) = (0, 0), without
loss of generality, setting p ≥ q, then by the fact that (uλk

, vλk
) ∈ Nλk

and F (x, 0, 0) = 0 for all x ∈ V , (4.4) and
(4.5), we have

0 < M = lim
k→∞

Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
)

= lim
k→∞

[

1

p
‖uλk

‖p
Wλ(a)

+
1

q
‖vλk

‖q
Wλ(b)

−

∫

V

F (x, uλk
, vλk

)dµ

]

= lim
k→∞

[

1

q
‖uλk

‖p
Wλ(a)

+
1

q
‖vλk

‖q
Wλ(b)

+

(

1

p
−

1

q

)

‖uλk
‖p
Wλ(a)

−

∫

V

F (x, uλk
, vλk

)dµ

]

= lim
k→∞

[

1

q

∫

V

Fuλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)uλk

dµ+
1

q

∫

V

Fvλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)vλk

dµ

+

(

1

p
−

1

q

)

‖uλk
‖p
Wλ(a)

−

∫

V

F (x, uλk
, vλk

)dµ

]

=
1

q

∫

V

(Fu0 (x, u0, v0)u0 + Fv0(x, u0, v0)v0) dµ+ lim
k→∞

(

1

p
−

1

q

)

‖uλk
‖p
Wλ(a)

−

∫

V

F (x, u0, v0)dµ

= lim
k→∞

(

1

p
−

1

q

)

‖uλk
‖p
Wλ(a)

≤ 0.

It is a contradiction. Hence (u0, v0) 6= (0, 0).
Combining Lemma 3.3, it is easy to verify that there exists a constant t′ > 0 such that (t′u0, t

′v0) ∈ Nλ and further
by u0|Ωc

a
≡ 0 and v0|Ωc

b
≡ 0, we can obtain (t′u0, t

′v0) ∈ NΩ. Then by the weak lower semi-continuity of norm, (4.3)
and (4.4), we can infer that

mΩ ≤ JΩ(t
′u0, t

′v0)

=
1

p

(∫

Ωa

|∇(tu0)|
pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|t′u0|
pdµ

)

+
1

q

(∫

Ωb

|∇(t′v0)|
qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|t′v0|
qdµ

)

−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

F (x, t′u0, t
′v0)dµ

=
1

p

∫

V

(t′)p(|∇u0|
p + |u0|

p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(t′)q(|∇v0|
q + |v0|

q)dµ−

∫

V

F (x, t′u0, t
′v0)dµ

≤ lim inf
k→∞

[

1

p

∫

V

(t′)p(|∇uλk
|p + |uλk

|p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(t′)q(|∇vλk
|q + |vλk

|q)dµ−

∫

V

F (x, t′uλk
, t′vλk

)dµ

]

≤ lim inf
k→∞

[

1

p

∫

V

(t′)p(|∇uλk
|p + (λka+ 1)|uλk

|p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(t′)q(|∇vλk
|q + (λkb+ 1)|vλk

|q)dµ

−

∫

V

F (x, t′uλk
, t′vλk

)dµ

]

= lim inf
k→∞

Jλk
(t′uλk

, t′vλk
)

≤ lim inf
k→∞

Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
) (by Lemma 3.4)

= M.
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Then combining with (4.1), we get lim
λ→∞

mλ = mΩ. The proof is complete.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Lemma 4.1, (t′u0, t
′v0) ∈ Nλ and t′ > 0, we obtain that (u0, v0) 6≡ (0, 0). We have

proved in Lemma 4.1 that u0|Ωc
a
= 0 and v0|Ωc

b
= 0. Then there exists some t > 0 such that (t′u0, t

′v0) ∈ NΩ. First
we claim that as k → +∞, there hold

λk

∫

V

a|uλk
|pdµ→ 0, λk

∫

V

b|vλk
|qdµ → 0 (4.6)

and
∫

V

(|∇uλk
|p + |uλk

|p)dµ→

∫

V

(|∇u0|
p + |u0|

p)dµ,

∫

V

(|∇vλk
|q + |vλk

|p)dµ →

∫

V

(|∇v0|
q + |v0|

q)dµ. (4.7)

Otherwise, by (4.3) and the weak lower semi-continuity of the norm, for some η1 > 0 and η2 > 0, there holds

lim
k→∞

(

λk

∫

V

a|uλk
|pdµ

)

= η1 or lim
k→∞

(

λk

∫

V

b|vλk
|qdµ

)

= η2

or

lim inf
k→∞

(∫

V

(|∇uλk
|p + |uλk

|p)dµ

)

>

∫

V

(|∇u0|
p + |u0|

p)dµ

or

lim inf
k→∞

(∫

V

(|∇vλk
|q + |vλk

|q)dµ

)

>

∫

V

(|∇v0|
q + |v0|

q)dµ.

If any of the above four formulas hold, we get

JΩ(t
′u0, t

′v0)

=
1

p

(∫

Ωa

|∇(t′u0)|
pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|t′u0|
pdµ

)

+
1

q

(∫

Ωb

|∇(t′v0)|
qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|t′v0|
qdµ

)

−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

F (x, t′u0, t
′v0)dµ

=
1

p

∫

V

(t′)p(|∇u0|
p + |u0|

p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(t′)q(|∇v0|
q + |v0|

q)dµ−

∫

V

F (x, t′u0, t
′v0)dµ

< lim inf
k→∞

[

1

p

∫

V

(t′)p(|∇uλk
|p + (λka+ 1)|uλk

|p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(t′)q(|∇vλk
|q + (λkb+ 1)|vλk

|q)dµ

−

∫

V

F (x, t′uλk
, t′vλk

)dµ

]

= lim inf
k→∞

Jλk
(t′uλk

, t′vλk
)

≤ lim inf
k→∞

Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
) (by Lemma 3.3)

= mΩ,

which contradicts to the definition of mΩ and then the claim is proved.
Now we can prove that (u0, v0) is a ground state solution of (1.2). Firstly, we shall prove (u0, v0) is a weak solution of

(1.2). Since (uλk
, vλk

) is the ground state solution, then J ′
λk
(uλk

, vλk
) = 0. Thus for any (φ1, φ2) ∈ WΩa

×WΩb
⊂Wλ,

we have
∫

V

(|∇uλk
|p−2Γ(uλk

, φ1) + (λka+ 1)|uλk
|p−2uλk

φ1)dµ+

∫

V

(|∇vλk
|q−2Γ(vλk

, φ2) + (λkb+ 1)|vλk
|q−2vλk

φ2)dµ

=

∫

V

(Fuλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)φ1 + Fvλk

(x, uλk
, vλk

)φ2)dµ. (4.8)
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By (A1) and noting that Ωa = {x ∈ V, a(x) = 0} and Ωb = {x ∈ V, b(x) = 0}, it is easy to obtain that a(x)φ1(x) ≡ 0
and b(x)φ2(x) ≡ 0 for any x ∈ V . Then (4.8) reduces to

∫

Ωa

|∇uλk
|p−2Γ(uλk

, φ1)dµ+

∫

Ωa

|uλk
|p−2uλk

φ1dµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇vλk
|q−2Γ(vλk

, φ2)dµ+

∫

Ωb

|vλk
|q−2vλk

φ2dµ

=

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fuλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)φ1dµ+

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fvλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)φ2dµ. (4.9)

Note that
∫

Ωa

|∇uλk
|p−2Γ(uλk

, φ1)dµ−

∫

Ωa

|∇u0|
p−2Γ(u0, φ1)dµ

=

∫

Ωa

(|∇uλk
|p−2Γ(uλk

, φ1)dµ− |∇uλk
|p−2Γ(u0, φ1))dµ +

∫

Ωa

(|∇uλk
|p−2Γ(u0, φ1)− |∇u0|

p−2Γ(u0, φ1))dµ

=

∫

Ωa

(|∇uλk
|p−2Γ(uλk

− u0, φ1)dµ+

∫

Ωa

(|∇uλk
|p−2 − |∇u0|

p−2)Γ(u0, φ1)dµ. (4.10)

By (4.1), ‖(uλk
, vλk

)‖WΩ ≤ L. According to the definition of the local finite graph, we obtain that Ωa,Ωb, ∂Ωa and
∂Ωb are finite sets. So WΩ is a finite dimensional space. Then, up to a subsequence, (uλk

, vλk
) → (u0, v0) in WΩ.

Thus we can get
∫

Ωa
|∇(uλk

− u0)|pdµ → 0 and
∫

Ωb
|∇(vλk

− v0)|qdµ → 0. Similar to (7.10)− (7.11) in [21], we can

get
∫

Ωa
|∇uλk

|p−2Γ(uλk
− u0, φ1)dµ → 0 and

∫

Ωa
(|∇uλk

|p−2 − |∇u0|p−2)Γ(u0, φ1)dµ → 0. Thus (4.10) shows that

lim
k→∞

∫

Ωa

|∇uλk
|p−2Γ(uλk

, φ1)dµ =

∫

Ωa

|∇u0|
p−2Γ(u0, φ1)dµ,

and similarly, we also have

lim
k→∞

∫

Ωb

|∇vλk
|q−2Γ(vλk

, φ2)dµ =

∫

Ωb

|∇v0|
q−2Γ(v0, φ2)dµ.

Using (4.1) again, we have

L ≥ ‖uλk
‖WΩa

≥

(∫

Ωa

|uλk
|pdµ

)
1
p

≥ |Ωa| · ‖uλk
‖p∞,Ωa

.

So |uλk
| ≤

(

L
|Ωa|

)
1
p

for all x ∈ Ωa. Similarly, we can also get |vλk
| ≤

(

L
|Ωb|

)
1
q

for all x ∈ Ωb. Note that Ωa,Ωb and

Ωa ∪ Ωb are finite sets. Then by (4.3) and (F1), we have

lim
k→∞

∫

Ωa

|uλk
|p−2uλk

φ1dµ =

∫

Ωa

|u0|
p−2u0φ1dµ,

lim
k→∞

∫

Ωb

|vλk
|q−2vλk

φ2dµ =

∫

Ωb

|v0|
q−2v0φ2dµ,

lim
k→∞

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fuλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)φ1dµ =

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu0(x, u0, v0)φ1dµ,

lim
k→∞

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fvλk
(x, uλk

, vλk
)φ2dµ =

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv0(x, u0, v0)φ2dµ.

Then as k → ∞, (4.9) becomes

∫

Ωa

|∇u0|
p−2Γ(u0, φ1)dµ+

∫

Ωa

|u0|
p−2u0φ1dµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇v0|
q−2Γ(v0, φ2)dµ+

∫

Ωb

|v0|
q−2v0φ2dµ

=

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu0(x, u0, v0)φ1dµ+

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv0(x, u0, v0)φ2dµ,
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which tells us that J ′
Ω(u0, v0) = 0. Hence (u0, v0) ∈ NΩ is a solution of (1.2).

Next, we shall prove (u0, v0) is a ground state solution of (1.2). By u0|Ωc
a
= 0, v0|Ωc

b
= 0, (4.3), (4.4), (4.6) and

(4.7), we have

lim
k→∞

Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
)

= lim
k→∞

[

1

p

∫

V

(|∇uλk
|p + (λka+ 1)|uλk

|p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(|∇vλk
|q + (λkb + 1)|vλk

|q)dµ−

∫

V

F (x, uλk
, vλk

)dµ

]

=
1

p

∫

V

(|∇u0|
p + |u0|

p)dµ+
1

q

∫

V

(|∇v0|
q + |v0|

q)dµ−

∫

V

F (x, u0, v0)dµ+ ok(1)

=
1

p

(∫

Ωa

|∇u0|
pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|u0|
pdµ

)

+
1

q

(∫

Ωb

|∇v0|
qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|v0|
qdµ

)

−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

F (x, u0, v0)dµ+ ok(1)

= JΩ(u0, v0) + ok(1).

Since lim
k→∞

Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
) = lim

k→∞
mλk

and Lemma 4.1 tells us that lim
k→∞

mλk
= mΩ, then JΩ(u0, v0) = mΩ. Thus we

get that (u0, v0) is a solution of (1.2) which achieves the ground state. Finally, by Lemma 4.1 and the above proofs,
we can conclude that for any sequence λk → +∞, up to a subsequence, the corresponding ground state solutions
(uλk

, vλk
) ∈ Nλk

of (1.1) satisfying Jλk
(uλk

, vλk
) = mλk

converge to a ground state solution of (1.2) with ground state
energy mΩ. Thus Theorem 1.2 is proved.

5. Appendix A

Appendix A.1. Assume that 1
γ
< β + 1

β
− 1. Then 1

1+max{ 1
p
+ q−1

q
, 1
q
+ p−1

p
}
> 1

1+β
.

Proof. When p ≥ q, β = p, γ = q, we have

max

{

1

p
+
q − 1

q
,
1

q
+
p− 1

p

}

=
1

q
+
p− 1

p
,

then
1

q
+
p− 1

p
− p =

p+ pq − q − p2q

pq
=
p− q + pq(1− p)

pq
.

If p− q + pq(1− p) < 0, then 1− p < 1
p
− 1

q
, we can obtain 1

q
< p+ 1

p
− 1.

When p ≤ q, β = q, γ = p, we have

max{
1

p
+
q − 1

q
,
1

q
+
p− 1

p
} =

1

p
+
q − 1

q
,

then
1

p
+
q − 1

q
− q =

q + pq − p− pq2

pq
=
q − p+ pq(1− q)

pq
.

If q − p+ pq(1− q) < 0, then 1− q < 1
q
− 1

p
, we can obtain 1

p
< q + 1

q
− 1.

Thus when 1
γ
< β + 1

β
− 1, we have max{ 1

p
+ q−1

q
, 1
q
+ p−1

p
} < β i.e 1

1+max{ 1
p
+ q−1

q
, 1
q
+ p−1

p
}
> 1

1+β
.

Appendix A.2. Assume that (F1) and (F3) hold. Then

|F (x, t, s)| ≤
2C1(x)

p
|t|p +

(

C1(x)(p− 1)

p
+
C1(x)

q

)

|s|q +
2C2(x)

r1
|t|r1 +

(

C2(x)(r1 − 1)

r1
+
C2(x)

r2

)

|s|r2

for all x ∈ V and ∀(t, s) ∈ R
2.

Proof. From (F3) and Young inequality, we can get

|F (x, t, s)|
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≤

∫ |t|

0

|Ft(x, t, s)|dt +

∫ |s|

0

|Fs(x, 0, s)|ds

≤

∫ |t|

0

[C1(x)(|t|
p−1 + |s|

q(p−1)
p ) + C2(x)(|t|

r1−1 + |s|
r2(r1−1)

r1 )]dt+

∫ |s|

0

(C1(x)|s|
q−1 + C2(x)|s|

r2−1)ds

=
C1(x)

p
|t|p + C1(x)|s|

q(p−1)
p |t|+

C2(x)

r1
|t|r1 + C2(x)|s|

r2(r1−1)

r1 |t|+
C1(x)

q
|s|q +

C2(x)

r2
|s|r2

≤
C1(x)

p
|t|p +

C1(x)(p − 1)

p
|s|q +

C1(x)

p
|t|p +

C2(x)

r1
|t|r1 +

C2(x)(r1 − 1)

r1
|s|r2 +

C2(x)

r1
|t|r1 +

C1(x)

q
|s|q +

C2(x)

r2
|s|r2

=
2C1(x)

p
|t|p +

(

C1(x)(p− 1)

p
+
C1(x)

q

)

|s|q +
2C2(x)

r1
|t|r1 +

(

C2(x)(r1 − 1)

r1
+
C2(x)

r2

)

|s|r2 .

Thus, the proof is finished.

Appendix A.3. Assume that (F3) holds. Then

|Ft(x, t, s)t+ Fs(x, t, s)s| ≤ C3(x)(|t|
p + |s|q) + C4(x)(|t|

r1 + |s|r2)

for all x ∈ V and ∀(t, s) ∈ R
2, where C3(x) = C1(x) · max

{

1 + 1
p
+ q−1

q
, 1 + 1

q
+ p−1

p

}

and C4(x) = C2(x) ·

max
{

1 + 1
r1

+ r2−1
r2

, 1 + 1
r2

+ r1−1
r1

}

.

Proof. It follows from (F3) that

|Ft(x, t, s)t+ Fs(x, t, s)s|

≤ C1(x)(|t|
p + |s|

q(p−1)
p |t|) + C2(x)(|t|

r1 + |s|
r2(r1−1)

r1 |t|) + C1(x)(|t|
p(q−1)

q |s|+ |s|q) + C2(x)(|t|
r1(r2−1)

r2 |s|+ |s|r2)

≤ C1(x)|t|
p +

C1(x)(p − 1)

p
|s|q +

C1(x)

p
|t|p + C2(x)|t|

r1 +
C2(x)(r1 − 1)

r1
|s|r2 +

C2(x)

r1
|t|r1

+
C1(x)(q − 1)

q
|t|p +

C1(x)

q
|s|q + C1(x)|s|

q +
C2(x)(r2 − 1)

r2
|t|r1 +

C2(x)

r2
|s|r2 + C2(x)|s|

r2

=

(

C1(x) +
C1(x)

p
+
C1(x)(q − 1)

q

)

|t|p +

(

C1(x) +
C1(x)

q
+
C1(x)(p − 1)

p

)

|s|q

+

(

C2(x) +
C2(x)

r1
+
C2(x)(r2 − 1)

r2

)

|t|r1 +

(

C2(x) +
C2(x)

r2
+
C2(x)(r1 − 1)

r1

)

|s|r2

≤ C1(x) ·max

{

1 +
1

p
+
q − 1

q
, 1 +

1

q
+
p− 1

p

}

(|t|p + |s|q)

+C2(x) ·max

{

1 +
1

r1
+
r2 − 1

r2
, 1 +

1

r2
+
r1 − 1

r1

}

(|t|r1 + |s|r2)

= C3(x)(|t|
p + |s|q) + C4(x)(|t|

r1 + |s|r2).

Thus, we finish the proof.

Appendix A.4. If β = p, tλ ∈ (0, 1) and (F4) holds, then (3.15) holds.

Proof. Let A(tλ) =
1
p
Ftλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλ + 1
p
Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλvλ − F (x, tλuλ, tλvλ).

Then

A′(tλ)

=
1

p
Ftλuλ,tλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλu
2
λ +

1

p
Ftλuλ,tλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλvλ +

1

p
Ftλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ

+
1

p
Ftλvλ,tλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλvλ +
1

p
Ftλvλ,tλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλv

2
λ +

1

p
Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ

27



−Ftλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ − Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ

>
p− 1

p
Ftλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ +
1

p
Ftλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ +
1

p
Ftλuλ,tλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλvλ

+
p− 1

p
Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ +

1

p
Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ +

1

p
Ftλvλ,tλuλ

(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλvλ

−Ftλuλ
(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)uλ − Ftλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)vλ

=
2

p
Ftλuλ,tλvλ(x, tλuλ, tλvλ)tλuλvλ

≥ 0.

So A(tλ) is a strictly monotonically increasing function. Thus A(1) > A(tλ).

Appendix A.5. NΩ ⊆ Nλ.

Proof. For any (u0, v0) ∈ NΩ, we have
∫

Ωa

|∇u0|
pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|u0|
pdµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇v0|
qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|v0|
qdµ−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu0(x, u0, v0)u0dµ−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv0(x, u0, v0)v0dµ = 0.

Then by (F1), (A1) and the fact that WΩa
(WΩb

) is the completion of Cc(Ωa)(Cc(Ωb)), we have

〈J ′
λ(u0, v0), (u0, v0)〉

=

∫

V

(|∇u0|
p + (λa+ 1)|u0|

p)dµ+

∫

V

(|∇v0|
q + (λb + 1)|v0|

q)dµ−

∫

V

(Fu0(x, u0, v0)u0 + Fv0(x, u0, v0)v0)dµ

=

∫

V \Ωa

|∇u0|
pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|∇u0|
pdµ+

∫

∂Ωa

|∇u0|
pdµ+

∫

V \Ωa

(λa+ 1)|u0|
pdµ+

∫

Ωa

(λa+ 1)|u0|
pdµ

+

∫

V \Ωb

|∇v0|
qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇v0|
qdµ+

∫

∂Ωb

|∇v0|
qdµ+

∫

V \Ωb

(λb + 1)|v0|
qdµ+

∫

Ωb

(λb+ 1)|v0|
qdµ

−

∫

V \(Ωa∪Ωb)

Fu0(x, u0, v0)u0dµ−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fu0(x, u0, v0)u0dµ

−

∫

V \(Ωa∪Ωb)

Fv0(x, u0, v0)v0dµ−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

Fv0(x, u0, v0)v0dµ

=

∫

Ωa

|∇u0|
pdµ+

∫

Ωa

|u0|
pdµ+

∫

Ωb

|∇v0|
qdµ+

∫

Ωb

|v0|
qdµ−

∫

Ωa∪Ωb

(Fu0 (x, u0, v0)u0dµ+ Fv0(x, u0, v0)v0)dµ

= 0.

Thus (u0, v0) ∈ Nλ.
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