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EXISTENCE OF NORMALIZED SOLUTIONS OF A HARTREE-FOCK
SYSTEM WITH MASS SUBCRITICAL GROWTH

HUA JIN, YANYUN CHANG, MARCO SQUASSINA, AND JIANJUN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we are concerned with normalized solutions in H}(R?*) x H}(R?) for
Hartree-Fock type systems with the form
—Au+ apyou = Mu+ [u* T2 u4 B o] |u)!? u,
{ — AV + aduv = Aov + 0|72 0 + Blul? [v]T % v,
ng |u|2 dz = a1, fR3 |v|2 dz = as,
where

[ CW)+) 12 (g3
¢u,v(x).—43 o=y dy € D"* (R”).

Here o, > 0,a1,a2 > 0and 1 < g < % By seeking the constrained global minimizers of

the corresponding functional, we prove that the existence of normalized solutions to the system

above for any ai,a2 > 0 when 1 < q < % and for ai,az > 0 small when % < g < % The

nonexistence of normalized solutions is also considered for % <g< g Also, the orbital stability
of standing waves is obtained under local well-posedness assumptions of the evolution problem.

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Background. The Hartree-Fock type system
A o [l e (03 03)] W = 0,0 PR Bl R,
(1.1) “ AUy + a [z 7V (U2 02) | Wy = 00, Wy + (T[22 Wy + BT |7 |Ty|7 2 Ty,
U =0 (x,t) €C,(z,t) eR3xR,j =1,2,

has received a lot of attention in recent years. For instance, it appears in the basic quantum,
chemistry model of the small number of electrons interacting with static nuclear, see [9,24,25] and
the references therein for details. This system consists of two Schrodinger equations, in which
there are Coulomb interaction terms. The constant 8 € R describes the interspecies scattering
lengths. When 8 > 0, it indicates interspecies attraction and 8 < 0 indicates interspecies
repulsion.

Such problem was initially introduced by Hartree in [22] by employing a set of specialized
test functions, without explicitly considering the Pauli exclusion principle. Subsequently, Fock
in [17] and Slater in [27] addressed the Pauli exclusion principle by selecting a distinct class of
test functions known as Slater determinants. By doing so, they derived a system of N-coupled
nonlinear Schrédinger equations
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(12 g+ Vet | [ ool 1§:|wy Py | e+ (Vo) = Bt

where ¢, 1R3> - C,k=1,...,N, Vo is a given external potential, and
y)¥j (v)
Y; 7@
(Ve Z 7 Jrs |z —y|

is the k-th component of the crucial exchange term and E} is the k-th eigenvalue. For more
details about the Hartree-Fock method we refer to [8,13,18,26] and references therein.

In this paper, our main interest is focused on the case of N = 2 and assume the external
potential has the following form

(Voth) = <wﬁﬂm+5mwﬂwwq>

92272 2o + B |7 [1ba|* % 4o

which is consistent with the assumptions in [15]. It leads us to investigate the system (1.1). Since
we are mainly interested in the existence of standing wave solutions to (1.1), namely, solutions
having the form of

(1.3) Uy (x,t) = e My (2), Uy (2,1) = e~ 20 (), A, A2 € R,
it suffices to consider the following coupled elliptic equations with nonlocal interaction

{ —Au+ adyu = Mu+ [ul TP u4 Bl u|” %y in RS,

14
(14) — AV + aduv = Aov+ ]2 %0 + Blul? o] 2v in RS,

where ) )
(2 +v
Gup (x) = / —(y) () dy € D'? (R?’)
R3 |z —y|
is the unique solution in D2 (R3) of
—A¢y,y = 4m (u2 + v2) in R3.
System (1.4) is called a Schrédinger-Poisson type system, see [16].

In [15], the authors first studied the system (1.4), where A1, A2 € R are fixed parameter. They
dealt with the functional

1 1 «
T (u,v) :§||Vu||§ + §||Vv||% + 1 /]R3 (u2 + v2) Gupdx

1 2 2 B
=5 (Ml + e o1) = 5o (Il +1113g) == [ puftolra

and looked for its critical points in H}!(R3) x H!(R?). In that direction, mainly by variational
methods, they showed the existence of semitrivial and vectorial ground states solutions depending
on the parameters involved. In addition, the authors in [11] considered the least energy solutions
of Hartree-Fock systems when the nonlinearities are subcritical. However, nothing can be said a
priori on the L?-norm of solutions.

In recent years, the study of normalized solutions has attracted considerable attentions, that
is, the desired solutions have a priori prescribed L?- norm. Let us introduce some related results
about the Schrodinger-Poisson equations

—Au+ ¢yu — [ufP Pu=wu inR3
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where ¢, (x ng = y| dy satisfies —A¢, = 4mu?. In the last decades, the existence and
stability of normahzed solutions have been studied by many authors. We refer the reader
to [5—7,23,28] and the references therein. The usual way in studying such problem is to looking
for the constrained critical points of the functional

J (u) = /|Vu|2d:17—|— // ©) Pluly )‘d dy — 1/ |ulP dx
R3 JR3 |517— D Jrs

on the constraint
S(c) = {u € H' (R : / lu? da = c} .
R3

In [28], the authors proved the existence of minimizers when p = %, and ¢ € (0, ¢p) for a suitable
co > 0. When p € (2,3), it was shown in [7] that a minimizer exists if ¢ > 0 is small enough.
In [6], J. Bellazzini and G. Siciliano obtained the existence and stability only for sufficiently large
L?norm in case 3 < p < %, in case p = % for sufficiently small charges. In [23], L. Jeanjean and
T. Luo gave a threshold value of ¢; > 0 for existence and nonexistence by a detailed study of the
function ¢ — m(c) := infyes, J (u) in the range p € [3, %] Also, they gave a nonexistence result
of normalized solutions when p = 3 for all ¢ > 0 and when p = % for ¢ > 0 is small enough. In
addition, when p € (%,6), m(c) = —oo for all ¢ > 0. In [5], the authors considered the mass
supercritical case p € (13—0, 6). By virtue of a mountain-pass argument developed on S (¢), they
showed that for ¢ > 0 small enough, J admits a critical point constrained on S (¢) at a strictly
positive energy level and it is orbitally unstable.
As for the existence of normalized solutions to nonlinear Schrédinger system

—Au+ Mu = p|ulP2u + aful*2vfu in RV,

—Av + Agv = polv|972 v + Blu|*w]f~20  in RY,

Jepwu® =a?, [pwv? =02
we refer to [1-4,10,14,19,21]) and point out that no nonlocal terms are involved. In [29], J.
Wang and W. Yang studied the coupled nonlinear Hartree equations with nonlocal interaction

2 2
—Au+Vi(z)u = Mu+ p [ %dy u+pB <fRN %dy) u, =RV,
2 2
—Av + Va(z)v = Aov + o fRN %dy v+ (fRN %dy) v, x€RN.
In addition to prove the existence and nonexistence of normalized solutions, they also obtained
a precise description of the concentration behavior of solutions to the system under certain
type trapping potentials by proving some delicate energy estimates. Due to the influence of

nonlocal terms, we should emphasize that it is more difficult to estimate the energy and obtain
the compactness of the (P.S) sequence, which also leads to less research on such problems.

1.2. Main results. Motivated by these recent works above, we consider the existence of
solutions to (1.4) satisfying the conditions

(1.5) / luldz =a; >0 and / lv]? dz = ag > 0.
R3 R3

Define
S (ay,az) == {(u,v) € H! (R®) x H} (R%) : |ull3 = a1, ||v]|3 = ag}
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and a solution (u,v) € H} (R®) x H} (R3) of (1.4)-(1.5) can be obtained by seeking a critical
point of the functional

1 1 a 1 2 2 B
I (u,v) = §|IWI|§ + §||Vv||§ t7 /W (u® +v?) pupdz — % (IIUII2Z + ||v||2Z> Ty /RB lul?|v|?dz

constrained on S (a1, az). The parameters A1, Ay € R are no longer fixed, but appear as Lagrange
multipliers. I is a functional of C''-class and bounded from below when 1 < ¢ < g Let

1.6 m(ay,a9) = inf I (u,v).

(1.6) (a1, az) it (u,v)
In the present paper, by analyzing the compactness of the minimizing sequence of the related
constraint problem, we obtain the existence of the normalized solutions of system (1.4). The
orbital stability and some nonexistence results are also considered.

We state the main results as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Assume o, 5 >0 and 1 < ¢ < %

(i) When 1 < q < %, problem (1.4)-(1.5) admits a normalized solution for any ay,as > 0.
(ii) When § < q < 3, problem (1.4)-(1.5) admits a normalized solution for ai,as >0 small.
(iti) When 3 < q < 2, problem (1.4)-(1.5) admits no normalized solution for ai,as > 0 small.
(iv) When ¢ = 3,1 < o < 87 and 0 < B < «, problem (1.4)-(1.5) admits no normalized

solution for any ay,as > 0.

[ [VMUCI N

Next, we consider the orbital stability of the set of minimizers.
Definition 1.2. Let
G(a17a2) - {(’U,,’U) € S(CLl,CLQ) : [(U,U) = m(a17a2)} :

G (a1,a9) is called orbitally stable, if for every e > 0, there exists § > 0 so that if the initial
datum (U (-,0),Wa (-,0)) in the system (1.1) satisfies

inf (\Ill ('70)7\112 ('70))_ (uvv)HHl <9,

(u,w)EG(a1,a2) ”
there holds that

f Uy (1), Uy (1)) — (u, <e W0,
woyenby o 1P 68 P2 (458)) = (w0} [

where W; (-, t) i = 1,2 is the solution of (1.1) with initial datum (V1 (-,0),¥s (-,0)).

Theorem 1.3. Let g € (1, %) Then the set G (a1, as) is orbitally stable.

1.3. Main difficulties and ideas. The main difficulty of the problem is the compactness of the
minimizing sequence with respect to m (aq,as). In order to overcome this difficulty, the method
in [19] is adopted. We consider the problem in H}(R3) x H!(R3). By establishing a weak
subadditive inequality, the strong convergence of the minimizing sequence is obtained. For the
non-existence results, we mainly obtain it by a delicate estimate of the nonlocal term and applying
the fact that any critical point of I(u,v) on S(aj,as) satisfies the identity Q(u,v) = 0, where
Q(u,v) is defined in (2.9). In addition, through the scaling transformation ug (z) = 6%u (6x),
v (z) = 0%v (A), compared with the case of a single Schrédinger-Poisson equation, a new similar
L?-critical index ¢ = % appears in our study. That is, when 1 < g < %, m (ay,a2) < 0 for any
a1, a9 > 0, but when % <g< %, m (a1, az2) < 0 only for sufficiently small a1, as, when % <qg< %,
m (a1, a2) < 0 only for sufficiently large ay, as.
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1.4. Notation.
e Denote the norm of LP (R3) by

1
p
fulli= ([ JaPae) " 1 <<
R

o H! (Rg) is the usual Sobolev space endowed with the norm

1
2
lull g = (/ |Vu|2dx+/ |u|2d:1:>
R3 R3

H! (Rg) = {ue H! (Rg) cu(z) =u(lz])}.

and

[NIES

e DM (R3) := {u € L* (R3) : Vu € L? (R®)} with the norm <fR3 Vul? dx) and
D}? (R?) := {u e D" (R?) :u(z) =u(|z|)}.

Denote by ' —" and ' —' weak convergence and strong convergence, respectively.
C represents various positive constants which may be different from line to line.
The symbol o0,(1) is used to denote a quantity that goes to zero as n — +oo.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some preliminaries are introduced. Particularly,
some results in [15] are recalled that will be used to get compactness. We also give the variational
setting for our problem. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1, which is about the
existence and nonexistence of normalized solutions of (1.4). In Section 4, the orbital stability of
the set of minimizers is established.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Firstly, let us observe that the C! functional I (u,v) is well-defined in H! (R*) x H' (R?). For

1 < g < 2, thanks to the Holder inequality, there is p > 1 with 2 < gp, qp’ < 6,p’ := Ll hence

/ [ul® o] da < |lullg, lvllg, < oo foru,ve H' (R%).
R3
We now give an upper bound estimate for the nonlocal term.

Lemma 2.1. There exist constants C1,Co,C3 > 0 independent of u and v, such that for all
u,v € H' (Rg),

/]R3 (w +2) duodz < Cu [} HUHS ool HvHs Ty 3 HUHS ol el

W00 Wl

Proof. Since ¢, (z ng = y| dy € D2 (R?’) solves the equation
(1.1) —A¢, =4mu® in R,
multiplying (1.1) by ¢, () and integrating, we obtain

477/ u2¢udx:/ IVou|? d.
R3 R3

L@Qmm<mmmm

Recall the following inequality

wloo wloo
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1 5
/ v udz < (/ \¢u\6dx>6 </ o[ % dx>6
R3 R3 R3
3 5
<o [ warar) ([ ¥ a)
R3 R3
;
=2y/7C </ u2¢ud:17> (/ |v|1_o2 dx)
R3 R3

S T
< Cllullz full$ ol ol -

then we have

Thus,

/ (u2+v2)¢u,vd$:/ ungudx—l—/ v2¢vdx—|—/ u2¢vdx+/ v, da
R3 R3 R3 R3 R3

4 8 4 8 2 4 2 4
< Cylull3 HUI|§ + Ca [[v]l3 HUH§ + Cs ||ull3 HUI|§ [v]l3 ||v||§-
O

Next, We begin to show that the following properties hold, which are important for proving
the convergence of the minimizing sequence (u,,vy,) with respect to m(ay,as).

Lemma 2.2. (see [15] Lemma 3.2) Let ¢ € (1,3) and {(un,v,)} € H}(R3) x H(R3) be such
that (Up,v,) — (u,v) in HY(R3) x H}(R3) as n — +oo. We have, as n — +00,

¢un,vn — gbuv m D172 (Rg)

/ (u +v )¢un,vnd$—>/ u? +v )qbuvd:z:

/|un|q|vn|qd$—>/ fuf?|o|d.

As it is usual for elliptic equations, the solutions of (1.4) satisfy a suitable identity called
Pohozaev identity, which can be found in [15, Lemma 3.1]. Benefiting from this Pohozaev
identity, our nonexistence results are obtained.

Lemma 2.3. If (u,v) is a solution of (1.4), then it satisfies the Pohozaev identity
1 3 da
Paya (w,0) = 5 (IVull3 + 1V0l3) = 5 (M lull3 + A 0l3) + 27 /R (02 +0?) Gy da

3 2[] 2[]) 35 q q
- - d
5 (35 4 1wll35) === [ ultleftaz

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Before proving the main theorem, some Lemmas are in order. The next lemma shows that
the functional I (u,v) is bounded from below on S(a1,az) when 1 < ¢ < 2.

Lemma 3.1. If1 < g < %, then for every ai,as > 0, the functional I (u,v) is bounded from
below and coercive on S (a1,az).
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Proof. The Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

Np=2) oy Np-2) .
lully < CnpllVully * lully  * forue H (RT),

which holds for 2 < p < 2* when N > 3, implies for (u,v) € S (a1,as2),

3(pg—2) 3(p'q—2)

[ fatteltae < el o, < CIvally 190l

where p > 1, I%+%:1,2§qp,qp’§6.
So we obtain
1 1 a 1 3
(o) = SIVal + 5Tl + 5 [ (04 07) duacte = o0 (Il + 0lEg) = 2 [ uitletras
1 1 1 9 B
AR R (RN ) / [ul?lol*da
1 301 301 3(pa—2) 3(p'a-2)
> IVul} + 5l - 20 (Caan VUl "™ + Can V0I5 ) -2 ||v o [[Velly

3(pg—2) 3(p'q—2)

1 1 3(g—1) 3(g—1 P 7
= SIIVul3 + S1IVoll3 = CullVullp ™™ = Gl Vol = Col[Vully [ Voll, ™

Asl<g< %, it followes that 0 < 3(¢—1) < 2,0 < 3(”5;2) + 3(‘”;;,_2) < 2, which ensures the

boundedness of I (u,v) from below and the coerciveness on S (a1, az). O

Hereafter, we use the same notation m (ay,aq) for a1,as > 0 with either a; > 0 or ag > 0,
namely, one component of (a1, az) maybe zero.
In what follows, we collect some basic properties of m (ay, az).

Lemma 3.2. (1) Let 1 < g < %, for any ay,as > 0 with either a1 > 0 or as > 0,

—oo < m(ag,az) <0

(2) If 3 < q < 3, there exist p,po > 0 such that —oo < m(ay,a2) < 0 for all
a; € (0,p1),a2 € (0,p2). If% < q < g, then there exist ps,ps > 0 such that
—o0 < m (a1, a2) <0 for all a; € (p3,+00), a2 € (p4,+00).

(8) m (ay,a2) is continuous with respect to ay,as.

(4) For any a1 > by > 0,a2 > by > 0,

m (al,ag) S m (bl, b2) +m (al — bl,ag — bg) .
Proof. (1) It follows from Lemma 3.1 that I (u,v) is coercive and in particular m (a1, as) > —oc.

We define us (z) = e%u(esx), vs (z) = e%v(esx), so that ||us (m)”% = Hu(m)”%, [lvs (a:)Hg =
|v ()3, then we have the following scaling laws,

IVus (@)I; = e |Vu (@)]3
s () 155 = >0 Jlu () Iz,

us (2)|7 v (z)]? da = e35(@=D) u(z)|? v (2)|?de,
[ @ @ [ @@

R

L [ @) 0 @] s @)z = ¢ [ u@ 400 1 0)

RS
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Thus
2s

e ae’
I () =5 (190l + 19018) + %5 [+ 1) 60 (@) do
3s(g—1

) 3s(q—1)
_¢ 2q 2q)_5€ / |19 d
3o (Il + lol3; L el d.

We notice that 0 < 3s(¢g—1) < sfor 1 < ¢ < %, thus, for s — —oo, we have I (ug,vs) — 07,
which prove the first claim.

(2) When % < g < 3, weset ug(z) = 933y (), vo(z) = 933"y (4), so that [lug (m)||§ =
0 ||u ()]13, ||vg ()]|3 = 6 ||v (x)]|3, then the following scaling laws can be obtained,

IVug ()5 = 0" | Vu ()13,

lug ()15 = 0V [lu () 155

[ o @ oo )7 o = 005 [ @) fo (o),
L 0 @02 4 (00 @)] gy (01 = 027 [ [u@)? +0 @] dus (@) da

Therefore

1 1 o Qo
I (ug,vg) 2591 2 (HVUH% + HV’UH%) + 192 /R3 (u? +v?) Py () da

1 B
_ _9(1—37‘)q+3r ( 2q 2q> _ _9(1—3r)q+3r/ 119 de.
o l[ullzg + llvllzg . . u|? [v|? dz

Note that for r = —1 , we get

1 a
1 (g, o) =56° (90l + Vo) + 56° /R (12 + %) by (z) da

1
= o0 (Juls + oltg) — S0 [ pult ol da,
2q q R3
4

Since 4¢ — 3 < 3 for 3 < ¢ < %, there holds for 8§ — 0, I (ug,vg) — 0~. Thus, there exist
p1,p2 > 0 such that —oo < m (aj,az) < 0 for all a; € (0,p1),a2 € (0,p2). If % <qg< %, we
have 4g — 3 > 3, then for § — +oo, I (ug,v9) — 0~. Thus, there exist ps, ps > 0 such that
—o0o < m(ay,az) <0 for all a; € (p3, +0),as € (pg,+00). The second claim is completed.

(3) We assume (af,ay) = (a1,a2) + 0,(1). From the definition of m (a},ay), for any € > 0, there
exists (up,vn) € S (al,a2) such that

(2.1) I(unyvn) <m (CL?, ag) +e.
1
ai, v, =

Nl

Setting @, := ”u ” ”vn”2a2, we have that (uy,,0,) € S (a1,a2) and

(2.2) m (a1, a2) < I (Up,0n) = I (Up,vy) + 0n(1).
Combining(2.1)and (2.2) we obtain
(2.3) m(ay,a2) < m(al,ay) + e+ op(1).

Similarly, from the definition of m (a1,as), for any € > 0, there exists (u,v) € S (ay,a2) such
that

(2.4) I (u,v) <m(a,az)+e.
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Let u := ||7f||2 (a’f)%, V= ”;’”2 (ag‘)%, then (u,v) € S (af,ay) and
(2.5) m (af,ay) < I(a,v) =1 (u,v)+ o,(1).
Combining(2.4)and (2.5) we deduce that

(2.6) m(al,ay) <m(ay,a2) + €+ on(1).

Therefore, since € > 0 is arbitrary, according to (2.3) and (2.6) we deduce that
m(ay,ay) =m(a1,az2) + €+ on(1).

The third claim is obtained. o o
(4) By density of C§° (RN) into H' (RN), for any € > 0, there exist (51,52) , <£1,£2) €

Cg° (RN) x Cg° (RN) with Hf_ng = b;, él z =a; — b; for i = 1,2 such that
(2.7) I (&1,62) <m(br,b2) + %7
(2.8) I<§1,§2) <m(a —b1,a2—b2)+%-

We may assume that
(suppér U suppés) N <sum)§1 U Supp&) =0,

and

L &° (z) + & (w)> <§12 (1) +& (y)> 2
[ (&) onatr [ [\ <
R3 R3 JR3

lz —y «
then for i = 1,2
2 9 2
&+ & 9 = Hsz2 + 1|& ) =b; + (CLZ' — b,’) = a;.
It follows that m (a1,a2) < T <§1 +€1,§2 +€2>. Set & = & +éi , we have H&Hg =aq; fori=1,2.
and

rene) = 5 (IVal3+1vell) + 5 [ (€ +8) o cia

1
>
1 p
- 5 (bl + neat) - 2 [ e et ae
1 _ _ _ _
=5 (Ivals+Iveal) + 5 [ (67 +&%) og a0

1rimnze e 2y B [ 1e1ae
~ 5 (i 1el) -2 [ el el as

ry(Ival val;) + [ @+&) oo
1 ~ |24 ~ 1124 15} ~ 1G]~ |
“g (6l +lell) -7 Ll el o

+7 (/R (67 +&") og, o+ /R (& +4) ‘bf'hfzdx)

<I(6,6)+1(6.6)+e
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Combining (2.7) and (2.8), we obtain
m (a1,a2) < I(&,&) < m (b, b2) +m(a; — bi,az — ba) + 2,

thus
m(a1,az2) < m(by,ba) +m (a1 —b1,az — ba).

This completes the proof of the Lemma. O

Remark 3.3. Note that if we set ug (z) = e%u(esx), s € R then
3s 5,112
e’ u (e
¢us (33) — / Mdy — es¢u (eS:E) ]
R |2 — Y
To obtain our nonexistence results, we use the fact that any critical point of I (u,v) restricted
to S (a1, az) satisfies @ (u,v) = 0, where
a 3(g—1 2 2
@ u,0) =ITuB 4Tl + 5 [ (02 +02) oo — 202 (i + o)

29
e T
q R3

Indeed, we have the following Lemmas.

(2.9)

Lemma 3.4. If (ug,v) is a critical point of I (u,v) on S (a1,as), then @ (ug,vg) = 0.

Proof. First, we denote

1 1 )\1 2 )\2 2 «
I (wsv) =§||VU||§ + §||VU||§ =5 llully = 5 llvllz + » (u® + v%) ¢updz
1 2 2 B
- 2—q(||u||23 +[Jvllog) — 7 /R3 ul?|v|*da,

here A1, A2 € R and Iy, ), (u,v) is the energy functional corresponding to the equation (1.4).
Clearly,

A1 A2
Iy (00) = 1 (,0) = 2 Jull3 = 2 ol

and simple calculations imply that

Q (,0) = 5 (T4, (,0), (1,0)) = Pr, s, (1,0).

Now from Lemma 3.1 of [15], we know that Py, ), (u,v) = 0 is a Pohozaev identity for
the Hartree-Fock equation (1.4). In particular, any critical point (u,v) of Iy, x, (u,v) satisfies
Py, », (u,v) = 0. On the other hand, since (ug,wvp) is a critical point of I (u,v) on S (a1,a2),
there exists a Lagrange multiplier A1, Ay € R, such that I’ (ug,vo) = A1 (ug,0) + A2 (0,v9). Thus,
for any (¢1,p2) € H' (R®) x H' (R?), we have

(I3, 5, (wo,v0) , (01, 02)) = (I' (g, v0) — A1 (u0,0) — A2 (0,v0) , (1, 92)) =0,

which shows that (ug,vp) is also a critical point of Iy, x, (u,v). Hence Py, x, (ug,v0) = 0 and
<IS\17)\2 (U(], UO)) (u07 U0)> = 07
Q (ug, vg) = 0 follows then. O

Now, a delicate estimate of the nonlocal term is given, which is available to control the
functional I (u,v) and Q (u,v).
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Lemma 3.5. When % < q <2, for any € > 0, there are constants C1, Co > 0 depending on q,
e, such that for any (u,v) € S (a1,a2) ,

2, 2 .1 9 9 lu ||“q lv H“q
RS (U +o )¢“’Ud$ - _87'('52 (||VU||2 + ||V’U||2)+Cl 3(2q 3) 2¢—3 +02 3(2q 3) 2g—3 "
-2 4—2q -2 4—2
IVull, ™ Jlually ™ [Vl ol
Proof. When % < ¢ <2, by interpolation, we have
3(4—2q) | 114(2q—3)
(2.10) lull3g < ulls“* lall5*
Since the ¢y, (z) € D2 (R?) solves the equation
(2.11) — Ay =4n (u2 +v?) in R3
on one hand, multiplying (2.11) by ¢, , () and integrating, we obtain
(2.12) 4 / (u? +2?) pupda = / Vo (z)|? dz.
R3 R3

On the other hand, multiplying (2.11) by |u| + |v| and integrating, we get for any n > 0 ,

oy | (u? 4 0%) (lul + o)) de = —n | Aduy (@) (Ju] + [v]) dz
(2.13) /RS /

=1 [ | V6u0 () V(ul + pl)do
It follows from Young inequality that for any € > 0,
2
@) am [ (@) (e << [ [Vou @Pde+ L [ 9 @0 de
R3 R3 4e R3
Thus, taking n =1 in (2.14), combining (2.12) and (2.14), we obtain
1
(2.15) 47r/ (o + %) (Ju] + [o]) da < 4775/ (1 + %) fyuda + —/ IV (u+ ) da
R3 R3 4e R3
Clearly, we observe that
(2.16) / (e 4+ v%) (Ju] + o)) de > / (juf + 0/?) d
R3 R3
Then, from (2.15) and (2.16),
(2.17) lall2 + ol < g/ (i + 0%) buodz + —/ Vu+ Vol? da,
R3

is obtained. By (2.17)
2, .2 S 3 3 /
/RS (0 +0%) duodde > = ([l + o)) - - s [ Vut Volda

3 3
> = (Il + ol3) — gz (17l + 1701)
Now, using Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, there exists a constant C; > 0, such that
4(2¢—3 3(2¢—3 20-3
(2.19) el < €, Iull3® flull3*.
Taking (2.19) into (2.10), we obtain
(4—2q) 3(2q-3) | 112¢—3
(2.20) lullzg < Cq llullz ™~ [V ally® = flull3*=>.

= M| =

(2.18)
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Thus,
3 Cy |l H4 &
(221) Hu”3 Z 3(2q 3) 2¢—3 "
IV7ully 2 ffull ;™
It follows from (2.21) and (2.18) that
Cy llu ||4L & Cy v H4 & 1
/R3 (u2 +U2) Py pdr > 3(2q 3) a5 T 3(2q 3) 208 Qre2 (HVUH% + HVUH%)
elVaully ™ Jlully™ el Vol H I3~
_2q
C1 |Jullyg™ Cs HUH4 & 2 2
3(2q23) 243 3(2q23) 23 T Sre2 (HVUH2 + HVUH2)
IVully ™ Jully™ [Vl ol ™
Then, the proof is completed. U

The estimate on the nonlocal term leads to a lower bound on @ (u,v).

Lemma 3.6. When % <qg< % and o, B > 0, for any € > 0, there are constants Cs (g,q,a, 3),
Cy(e,q,a, B) >0, such that for any (u,v) € S (a1, as),

327e2
327me?

Proof. By Lemma 3.5, for any ¢ > 0, there are constants C; > 0, Cy > 0 depending on ¢, g, such
that, for any (u,v) € S (a1,a2), a, 8 > 0, there holds

1 1
(2.22) Q(u,v) = = (IVul3 + 1Vl B) — Cs | Vull3af — Cy||Volf3 a3

32me? —a 9 9 [|u H4 %
Q (u,v) ZW (||Vu||2 + ||VU||2) + aCy 3(2q 3) 2¢—3
o Va7l
. 2
[[0]] 4™ 3(g—D(B+1)
+ alh 3(29—3) 2q—3 2 (HuH +HUH >
IVolly > [lofl ™
To obtain (2.22) from (2.23), we introduce the auxiliary function
32me? — = = 3(@-1)(pB+1

Ty ks (T1,22) = % (ki + ko)+aDyz{ * +aDoxy 2 — (g ;q(ﬁ ) (v1+mx2), x1,79 >0

3(2¢—3) 2¢—3 \ —1 3(2¢—3) 2¢-3 \ —1
with D1 = 4 <k2(42Q) -af(42q)> ,and Dy = Oy <k2<42c” -a2(42q)> . The study of the

auxiliary function will provide us with an estimate independent of HuHQq, ||v] ]2q Clearly,

afkl,kz (x17x2) _ « Dmiq—gi _3((]—1) (5+1)
Ox; 4—2q¢ 0 2q ’
0? o 2g — 3 da 7

Wfkhb(xl,xg):4_2q-4_2q-Di-xi472q >0, forxzi,xe>0,1=1,2.
i
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3(¢=1)(8+1)(4—29)

For convenience, we set M := . Therefore, fy, k, (z1,22) has the unique global

2q
minimum at
4-2q9 4-2q
[f f] B M 2¢—3 M 2¢—3
1,42] — OfDl ) OfDQ )
and
1 1
327e? M \ 23 M \ 23
01, X ——— (k1 + k D Dy | ——
T ko (21, 72) = 392 ( 1+ ko) +aDy ( D1> + aDy <aD2>
3(q-1DB+1) [/ M é‘;—f§+ M\ Bk
2q aDq aDsy
327e? 2¢-4 1 1
_7k k D+)2a-3 . M2¢-3 . |1 —
32me? Uk + ke) + (@D ) ’ < 4 — 2q>
2q—4 1 1
+ (aD3)?=3 - M2a-3 . <1 T 2(])
32me? — o q=4 ~— 1 2g—3 3 1
_T(k1+k2)_a2q 3C1 - M2a-3 .4_2q kf .a12
2g—4 ~— 2q_3 3 1
— (v 29— 3C2 M2q34_2qk22a22
32me? 1 1
= o (IVul3 +[IV0]13) - Cs | Vullja - Cal|Vel3a.
Because of fi, i, (T1,22) > fiy ko (€1, 22) for all x1, 29 > 0, we get (2.22). O

Next, we are ready to give the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assume that (u,,v,) is a minimizing sequence with respect to m(aq, az),
then I (upn,vn) = m(a1,a2) + o, (1). By the coerciveness of I (u,v) on S (a1, az), the sequence
(tn,vy) is bounded, and so, (un,v,) — (u,v) in H}(R3) x H}(R?). By the compactness of the
embedding H} (RN) c L? (RN) for 2 < p < 6, Lemma 2.2, and the weak convergence, the
following formulas hold
Up —u in L% (R3) ,

vp — v in LM (Rg) ,

/ (ud —i—v)gbunvnda:—)/ (u? 4 v?) ¢y v,

/\un\qlvnlqu—)/ luf?|o]9da,

(2.24) m(a1,a2) = lim I (up,v,) > 1 (u,v).

n—o0

thus we have

Assume that (uy,,v,) = (u,v) = (0,0) in H}(R3) x H}(R3), it follows that m (a1, as) > 0 which
contradicts with m (a1,as) < 0. Note that if |ul|3 = a1 and ||v]|3 = az we are done. Indeed,
from the definition of m (a1, a2), we deduce I (u,v) > m (a1, az) this moment, this together with
(2.24) leads to

(2.25) m(a1,a2) =1 (u,v).
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Therefore, combined with I (u,,v,) = m(a1,a2) + o, (1), the strong convergence of (uy,v,)
in H} (]RN ) x H} (}RN ) then directly follows. Otherwise, we assume by contradiction that
||u\|§ = b1 < ay or Hng := by < ag. By definition I (u,v) > m(b1,bs) and thus it results
from (2.24) that

(2.26) m (bl, bg) <m (al,ag) .

At this point, by Lemma 3.2, in case 1 < g < %, m (a1 — by,as — by) < 0. In case % <gqg< %,
then there are p1, p2 > 0 such that m (aq — by,as — be) < 0 for all a3 € (0,p1),a2 € (0,p2). So
we get

m (al,ag) >m (bl, bg) +m (a1 —b1,a9 — b2) R
which is a contradiction to Lemma3.2(4) and Theorem 1.1 (1),(2) is proved.

Since there is (u,v) € S (a1, a2) with m (a1, a2) = I (u,v). By the Lagrange multiplier, there

exist A1, Ao € R such that

I' (u,v) = A1 (u,0) + Ag (0,0) .
Therefore, we obtain the normalized solution (A1, A, u,v) of (1.4)-(1.5) in H}(R3) x H}(R?) for
the above several cases.

We consider the non-existence for % <q< g By contradiction, assuming that there are
sequence af C R, a C R, with a} — 0, a} — 0, as n — oo, and {(uy,v,)} C S (al,a}) such
that (uy,v,) C S (al,ah) is a critical point of I (u,v) restricted to S (af,a%) . Then, on the one
hand, from Lemma 3.4,

«
@ () = [Vl B+ 1900l + 5 [ (024 02) 61,0,
R
3(¢—1) % o) 38(¢—1)
= 2 (3 + Nl ) = 4= [ oo
=0.
Since o > 0, 8 > 0 and % <qg< %, naturally, we deduce

3(g—1)(5+1)
(2.27) 1900l + 190§ < =L ({35 + ol )

We have, from Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, that for some C7 > 0, and Cy > 0,
3—q — 3—q _

(228)  [[VualB + 1Vonll3 < Calaf) =" [Vuall3™" + Colag) =" [Vonll3 .

Because of 3 (¢ — 1) < 2, we obtain that

(2.29) [|[Vuplla =0 and ||Vugy|l2 — 0 as n — o0o.

On the other hand, by Lemma 3.6, it follows that there are constants Cjs(e,q,a,f),

Cy(e,q,,3) > 0 such that

327me? — o
32me?

According to the arbitrariness of €, we can take ¢ > \/% , then (2.30) implies that

1 o L
(2.30) (IIVunll3 + [[Vonl[3) < Cs [[Vunll3 (af)? + Cy [ Vonll3 (a5)? .

[|Vunl|la = 00 or |[|[Vuy|l2 = o0 as n — 0o,

which are contradictory to (2.29). Thus, we finish the proof of Theorem 1.1(3).

Now when g = %, it is enough to prove that, for any aj.as > 0, there holds @ (u,v) > 0 for
all (u,v) € S(ai,az). Indeed, if @ (u,v) > 0 holds true, we can conclude the nonexistence of
minimizers directly from Lemma 3.4.
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To check @ (u,v) > 0 for all (u,v) € S (ay,a2), let n =2 in (2.13) and € = 1 in (2.14), then
from (2.12) and (2.14), we get

@ 2,2 o 2,2 @ 2
. - v > - — .
(2.31) /3 (u? 4 v*) gy pda . /3 (u® 4+ v*) (Ju| + |v]) dz 16 \ (V(Ju] + |v])*dz)

[NJ[oV]

Thus, for any (u,v) € S (ay,a2), ¢ =

)

« 1 3, 3
Q (u,0) = IVally + 190l + 5 [ (4 0%) duacde = 5 (lullf+ [1o1) = 3 | Jul¥lol3da

(0%
> ||Vullz + [1Voll3 + 5 /RS (w? +v?) (Jul + [v]) dz

(67
167 R3

- 2 oy a—1 3 3 3103
> (1= 5=) (19l + IV0l) + 5= alf +11ol) + (0 = 8) [ ful¥lol .

1 3, 3
(V(Jul + [v])?) dz — 3 (ll3 + [o]13) — ﬁ/RS lulz |v|2dz

Since 1 < a < 8, and 0 < 8 < «, we can get @ (u,v) > 0. At this point, the proof is complete.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 following the classical arguments of [12,20].
Proof of Theorem 1.3. First of all, we notice explicitly that G (a1, az) is invariant by translation,
ie. if (u,v) € G (a1,as) then also (u(- —y),v(- —y)) € G (a1,as) for any y € R3. We argue by
contradiction, assuming that there exist a; and ag > 0 such that G (a1, a2) is not orbitally stable.
This means that there is a ¢y > 0, and a sequence of initial (¥ (0), 45 (0)) € H} (R3) x H} (R?)
and {t,} C RT such that

(u,v)elg(al’az)u( 1(0), 95 (0)) — (u,v) || g
and
2 il () U (o)) — (6 0)lln 2

(u,w)EG(a1,a2)

Since by the conservation laws, the energy and the charge associated with U; (,) i = 1,2. satisfies
I (\IJ?('?tn)7 \113(7tn)) =1 (\IJ? (70) 7\:[13 ('70))7 and |’\IJ?(7tn)Hg = H\IJ?(O)”; for i = L,2. Define

- (..t 1
UP(ty,) = 772 (. tn) 2al?,for i=1,2,
||\Ilz ("tn)HQ

we have

197 )l = aisfor i=1,2,and T (W}, 98) =m(ar1,a2) + 0 (1).

So we find a minimizing sequence (\17?,\175‘ with respect to m (ay,az). However, according to
theorem 1.1 (1)(2), the minimizing sequence is precompact (up to translation) in H!(R3) x
H}(R?), which contradicts (2.1). The proof is completed.



H. JIN, Y. Y. CHANG, M. SQUASSINA, AND J. J. ZHANG

REFERENCES

[1] T. Bartsch and L. Jeanjean, Normalized solutions for nonlinear Schrodinger systems. J Math Pures Appl.
148 (2018), 225-242. 3
[2] T. Bartsch, L. Jeanjean, and N. Soave, Normalized solutions for a system of coupled cubic Schrédinger
equations on R3 J Math Pures Appl. 106 (2016), 583-614. 3
[3] T. Bartsch, H. Li, and W. Zou, Existence and asymptotic behavior of normalized ground states for Sobolev
critical Schrodinger systems, Calc Var Partial Differ Equations. 62 (2023), 9. 3
[4] T. Bartsch and N. Soave, Multiple normalized solutions for a competing system of Schrodinger equations,
Calc Var Partial Differ Equations, 58 (2019), 22. 3
[5] J. Bellazzini, L. Jeanjean, and T. Luo, Existence and instability of standing waves with prescribed norm
for a class of Schrédinger-Poisson equations, Proc. London Math. Soc. 107 (2013), 303-339. 3
[6] J. Bellazzini and G. Siciliano, Stable standing waves for a class of nonlinear Schrédinger-Poisson equations,
Z Angew Math Phys. 62 (2011), 267-280. 3
[7] J. Bellazzini and G. Siciliano, Scaling properties of functionals and existence of constrained minimizers, J
Funct Anal. 261 (2011), 2486-2507. 3
[8] O. Bokanowski, JL. Lopez, and J. Soler, On an exchange interaction model for quantum transport: the
Schrédinger-Poisson-Slater System, Math Models Methods Appl Sci. 13 (2003), 1397-1412. 2
[9] C. L. Bris and P. L. Lions, From atoms to crystals: a mathematical journey, Bull New Ser Am Math Soc.,
42 (2005), 291-363. 1
[10] T. Bartsch, X.Zhong and W. Zou, Normalized solutions for a coupled Schr&inger system, Math Ann. 380
(2021), 1713-1740. 3
[11] M. Chen and H. Jin, The ground states for Hartree-Fock systems with a general nonlinearity, Math. Methods
Appl. Sci. 46 (2022), 1837-1851. 2
[12] T. Cazenave and P.-L. Lions, Orbital stability of standing waves for some nonlinear Schrédinger equations,
Commun. Math. Phys. 85 (1982), 549-561. 15
[13] J. Danielesen, Methods of molecular quantum mechanics by R. McWeeny and B. T. Sutcliffe. Acta
Crystallogr. C Struct. Chem., 26 (1970), 1387-1388. 2
[14] Y. Deng, Q. He and X. Zhong, Ground state normalized solution to Schrodinger systems with general
nonlinearities and potentials. 2021, arXiv.2107.12570. 3
[15] P. d’Avenia, L. Maia, and G. Siciliano, Hartree-Fock type systems: Existence of ground states and
asymptotic behavior, J. Differential Equations, 335 (2022), 580-614. 2, 5, 6, 10
[16] A. Faraj, A. Mantile, and F. Nier, Double scale analysis of a Schrodinger-Poisson system with quantum
wells and macroscopic nonlinearities in dimensions 2 and 3. ASY., 62 (2009), 163-205. 2
[17] V. Fock, Nherungsmethode zur Lsung des quantenmechanischen Mehrkrperproblems. Eur. Phys. J. 61
(1930), 126-148. 1
[18] J. Froehlich and A. Knowles, A Microscopic Derivation of the Time-Dependent Hartree-Fock Equation with
Coulomb Two-Body Interaction. J Stat Phys. 145 (2008), 23-50. 2
[19] T. Gou and L. Jeanjean, Existence and orbital stability of standing waves for nonlinear Schrodinger systems.
Nonlinear Analysis 144 (2016), 10-22. 3, 4
[20] M. Grillakis, J. Shatah, and W. Strauss, Stability theory of solitary waves in the presence of symmetry, I.
Journal of Functional Analysis. 74 (1987), 160-197. 15
[21] T. Gou and L. Jeanjean, Multiple positive normalized solutions for nonlinear Schrodinger systems,
Nonlinearity. 31 (2018), 2319-2345. 3
[22] D. R. Hartree. The Wave Mechanics of an Atom with a Non-Coulomb Central Field. Part I. Theory and
Methods. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 24 (1928), 89-110. 1
[23] L. Jeanjean and T. Luo, Sharp nonexistence results of prescribed L% norm solutions for some class of
Schroédinger-Poisson and quasilinear equations. Z Angew Math Phys., 64 (2013), 937-954. 3
[24] E. H. Lieb and B. Simon, The Hartree-Fock theory for Coulomb systems. Commun. Math. Phys. 53 (1977),
185-194. 1
[25] P.-L. Lions, Solutions of Hartree-Fock equations for Coulomb systems. Commun. Math. Phys. 109 (1987),
33-97. 1
[26] N. J. Mauser, The Schrodinger-Poisson equation. Appl Math Lett., 14 (2001), 759-763. 2
[27] J. C. Slater, Note on Hartree Method. Physical Review 35 (1930), 210-211. 1
[28] Sanchez and J. Soler, Long-Time Dynamics of the Schrodinger-Poisson-Slater System, J. Stat Phys., 114
(2004), 179-204. 3



A HARTREE-FOCK SYSTEM WITH MASS SUBCRITICAL GROWTH 17

[29] J. Wang and W. Yang, Normalized solutions and asymptotical behavior of minimizer for the coupled Hartree
equations, J. Differential Equat., 265 (2018), 501" C544. 3

(H. Jin)

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS

CHINA UNIVERSITY OF MINING AND TECHNOLOGY
XUuzHOU, 221116, CHINA

Email address: huajin@cumt.edu.cn

(Y. Y. Chang)

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS

CHINA UNIVERSITY OF MINING AND TECHNOLOGY
XuzHOU, 221116, CHINA

Email address: TS21080001A31@cumt.edu.cn

(M. Squassina)

DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA E FIsica
UNIVERSITA CATTOLICA DEL SACRO CUORE
VIA DEI MUSEI 41, BRESCIA, ITALY

Email address: marco.squassina@unicatt.it

(J. J. Zhang)

COLLEGE OF MATHEMATICA AND STATISTICS
CHONGQING JIAOTONG UNIVERSITY

CHONGQING 400074, CHINA

Email address: zhangjianjun09@tsinghua.org.cn


mailto:huajin@cumt.edu.cn
mailto:TS21080001A31@cumt.edu.cn
marco.squassina@unicatt.it
mailto:zhangjianjun09@tsinghua.org.cn

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Background
	1.2. Main results
	1.3. Main difficulties and ideas
	1.4. Notation

	2. Preliminary results
	3. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	4. Proof of Theorem 1.3
	References

