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NORMALIZED NLS GROUND STATES ON A DOUBLE PLANE
HYBRID

FILIPPO BONI, RAFFAELE CARLONE, AND ILENIA DI GIORGIO

ABSTRACT. We investigate the existence and the properties of normalized ground states
of a nonlinear Schrédinger equation on a quantum hybrid formed by two planes connected
at a point. The nonlinearities are of power type and L2-subcritical, while the matching
condition between the two planes generates two point interactions of different strengths
on each plane, together with a coupling condition between the two planes. We prove that
ground states exist for every value of the mass and two different qualitative situations
are possible depending on the matching condition: either ground states concentrate on
one of the plane only, or ground states distribute on both the planes and are positive,
radially symmetric, decreasing and present a logarithmic singularity at the origin of each
plane. Moreover, we discuss how the mass distributes on the two planes and compare
the strengths of the logarithmic singularities on the two planes when the parameters of
the matching condition and the powers of the nonlinear terms vary.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum hybrids are multidimensional structures on which a quantum dynamics is set:
more specifically, different manifolds characterized by different dimensionality are glued
together in such a way that a non-trivial dynamics on the whole structure can be defined.
The significance of this process of hybridization lies in the specific mathematical technique
used to construct such structures that allows us to deal with operators typical of quantum
mechanics.

In the present paper, we continue the investigation of stationary solutions of nonlinear
Schrodinger equations on quantum hybrids started in [3, 4], where a halfline-plane hybrid
and a line-plane hybryd were considered (see Figure 1). Here we consider a double plane
hybrid, namely a hybrid structure where two identical planes are connected at a single
point (see Figure 2). The dynamics is described by a nonlinear Schrodinger equation of
the form
0 2 M2 2 2 2
za\lizﬂ\lf—i-g(\l'), U =(z,w): L*(R°) & L*(R*) - C (1)

where g : C> — C? is a nonlinear function given by
g(z,w) = (_|Z|p1_227 _|w|p2_2w)v p1,p2 > 2

and H is a self-adjoint operator on the quantum hybrid (see Appendix A for more details).
Such a dynamics coincides with the standard NLS dynamics on each plane far from the
points where the planes are glued together and allow a connection between the two planes
through proper matching conditions that make the operator H a self-adjoint operator.

From the physical point of view, the study of various models involving quantum hybrids
began in the context of spectroscopy in order to understand the characteristics of the
conduction in regions where the geometry presents a singularity of halfline-plane type (see
[29] and Figure 1).

The mathematical interest in this type of models dates back to the late eighties with
the papers [22, 23, 24|, where the authors considered both hybrids made of a plane and
a halfline and hybrids made of two planes connected at a point. The geometry of point
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Ficure 1. Halfline-plane hybrid (on the left) and line-plane hybrid (on
the right).

FiGUrE 2. Double-plane hybrid.

contacts is crucial in point-contact spectroscopy since it directly influences the mechanisms
of electron transport. When the dimensions of the metallic contact are comparable to
or smaller than the electron mean free path, the electron transport becomes ballistic
rather than diffusive. In this regime, electrons can traverse the contact without scattering,
allowing for a direct study of electron-phonon interactions [29].

Although initially developed for its applications in the latest advancements of solid-
state physics, the technique of point-contact spectroscopy has proven to be useful for
the characterization of superconducting materials, and in particular for mapping bosonic
and superconducting order parameter spectra through quasiparticle classical and Andreev
scattering, respectively [32].

Hybrid quantum systems represent the most natural mathematical modeling even for
configurations resulting from the construction of devices based on one-dimensional and
two-dimensional materials or nanostructures. [26]. The electrical properties of nano con-
tacts affect the controllability, reliability, and efficiency of the device. Managing current
transport in nano contacts is essential for achieving technological advancements [9]. This
effectively gives rise to structures that are geometrically similar to hybrids, whose dimen-
sions make quantum effects non-negligible.

From a mathematical point of view, the study of linear and nonlinear PDEs on hybrids
represents the generalization and the natural continuation of the well established line of
research about linear and nonlinear dynamics on metric graphs. The literature in this
field is huge and we provide only some recent results about this topic, especially in the
nonlinear setting [1, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 18, 20, 21, 31, 33].

The common and peculiar aspect of the research programs on hybrids and metric graphs lie
in the fact that, besides being inspired by physical models, they serve as useful laboratories
for the development and application of mathematical techniques. The main difference
between metric graphs and hybrids is that in the latter case the definition of self-adjoint
operators is more difficult due to the singular character of the fundamental solution of
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the Laplacian in dimension higher than one, making the nonlinear problem even more
challenging. Even though the present paper discusses a specific example of quantum hybrid
as done in [3, 4], the long-term goal is to isolate topological and dimensional properties
that distinguish different quantum hybrids from the point of view of the existence and
stability of stationary solutions.

1.1. Setting and main results. The main goal of the paper is to study the existence and
the properties of particular solutions of (1), namely ground states of the energy associated
with (1) subject to the constraint of fixed L? norm. The precise definition of the energy
and of ground states is not straightforward and requires to be introduced step by step.
Let us start recalling the definition of the standard NLS energy on the plane, that is

1 1
u) :2/ \Vu|2dx—/ |u|P dz, u € H'(R?),
R2 P Jr2

and suppose that the energy on the hybrid presents an interaction between the two planes
that is concentrated only at the junction point: this interaction produces a point interac-
tion on each plane together with a coupling term between the two planes.

The point interaction on each plane can be defined through the theory of self-adjoint
extensions of hermitian operators introduced by Krein and Von Neumann (see [34]) and
produces a peculiar decomposition of the energy domain D, namely every function u € D
decomposes as the sum of a reqular part ¢ € H'(R?) and a singular part qG1, where ¢ € C
is usually called the charge and G is the Green’s function of —A + 1: more specifically,
D reads as

D:={ucl?R*:3¢cC:u—qG :=¢c H (R}
The NLS energy with point interaction on the plane is thus defined as the functional
F, s : D — R acting as
1
Fpo(u) ::§Q0(U) Hu”Lp (R2)
1 2 — log(2 @
-1 (ugbuipmz) o) + 2 (o + T ) -l o

with v being the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The existence and some stability properties
of the ground states of the energy (2) have been studied in [2, 27] and, in presence of a
nonlocal nonlinearity, in [28]. Moreover, well-posedness, scattering properties and blow-
up of solutions of the associated nonlinear Schrodinger equation have been investigated in
[16, 15, 25].

Given p; > 2, 0; € Rfor i = 1,2 and § > 0, and denoted by U = (uy,u2) € A :=D xD
and by g; := lim; 0 % the charges associated with u; for ¢ = 1,2, one can define the
NLS energy on the double-plane hybrid as the functional F': A — R acting as

)= D, Fpooi(ui) — BRe{nia} (3)
i=1,2

As one can notice, the coupling term is chosen to be quadratic as function of the charges

q;: by this choice, the operator associated with the quadratic part of the energy turns out
to be self-adjoint (see Appendix A). Let us observe that, denoted with

=Y Qo,(u;) — 28Re{q1 72},
i=1,2
then the energy (3) can be rewritten also as
1 1
F(U) = §Q(U) - Zl2pl||l"1| LPi(R2)’
=1,

Let us now give the definition of ground state.
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Definition 1.1. (Ground state). For every fixed p > 0, we call ground state of F' at mass
w1 any function U belonging to

Mg i= {(ur,uz) € A B sy + luzl3aqea) = 1}

such that
FU)=F(p) = Ulgj{uF(U)

In particular, F(u) is called ground state energy level of F' at mass p.

Let us highlight that ground states U of (3) at mass u solve for some w € R the system

{HU+g(U)+wU:O

UeD(H). @)

See Appendix A for a more explicit expression of (4). In particular, given a solution
of (4), one can construct standing waves solutions of (1), i.e. solutions of the the form
U(t,z,y) = e“tU(x,y) with z,y € R2.

Summing up, we investigate the following problem:

Problem. Given p; € (2,4), 0; € R fori=1,2, 8 >0 and pu > 0, study the existence and
qualitative properties of ground states at mass p of the energy (3), namely minimizers of

FU) = Z Fyioi(ui) — BRe{q1@2} =

i=1,2

1 1 .
= 5 {30ntw) = Sl p-srelam)

=12 g
among all the functions belonging to A,,.

In order to ease the notation, in the following we will often use F; in place of F, ;.
Moreover, we will denote the ground state energy levels of ), and F; at mass y respectively
as

& = inf E,(v
(1) veiitge) p(v)
and
Fi(p) := inf F; i =1,2
i(1) ot i(v), i=12,
where the subscript p in H!(R?) and D denotes that the additional constraint Hv||%2(
1 holds.

We present now the main results of the paper. We recall that the parameters in (3) are
chosen as follows when not specified: p; € (2,4), 0; € R for i = 1,2, and g > 0.

The first result concerns the existence of ground states at fixed mass.

R2)

Theorem 1.2 (Existence of ground states). For every p > 0, there exists at least a ground
state of (3) at mass .

Differently from the case of other hybrids considered [3, 4], ground states exist for every
value of the mass when two planes are connected at a single point. This is due to the
fact that point interactions on the plane are always attractive, namely the associated self-
adjoint operators on the plane have always a negative eigenvalue, and this makes more
convenient to concentrate around the point of contact rather than escaping at infinity.

In the second result, we provide a characterization of ground states at fixed mass both
when 8 = 0 and 8 > 0. These two cases correspond to the decoupled and coupled case
respectively and are coherent with what happens in the linear setting [24], in the sense
that the actual hybridization of the two planes happen when the coupling parameter [ is
different from zero.
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Theorem 1.3. Let p > 0. If 5 =0, then

F(p) = min {F1(n), F2(p)} - (5)
Moreover,

i) if Fi(p) < Fa(p), then every ground state U is of the form U = (u1,0);
i) if Fi(p) > Fa(p), then every ground state U is of the form U = (0, uz);
i) if Fi(u) = Fa(p), then every ground state U is either of the form U = (u1,0) or
U = (0,u).
If instead 8 > 0, then
F(p) <min{Fi(u), Fa(p)}. (6)
In particular, given U = (ui,u2) a ground state of F' at mass p and q; be the charge
associated with u;, then, up to a multiplication by a phase factor, ¢; > 0 and u; is positive,
radially symmetric and decreasing along the radial direction for i = 1,2. Furthermore,
denoted by w the Lagrange multiplier associated with U, by G, the Green’s function of
—A+w and by ¢; = u; — Gy fori =1,2, then also ¢;, is positive, radially symmetric
and decreasing along the radial direction.

Remark 1.4. As explained in Subsection 2.1, the decomposition consider in Theorem 1.3,
i.e u; = ¢iw + ¢:Gu, is another possible decomposition for wu;, that differs from the one
presented in the Introduction from the fact that the singular term is given by the Green’s
function of —A + w instead of the Green’s function of —A + 1.

In the next result, we investigate the distribution of the charges and of the mass on the
hybrid when the strength of the interaction on the first plane is lower than the strength
on the second plane and the power nonlinearities are the same on each plane.

Theorem 1.5. Let 01 < 02, >0 and p1 = pa and let U = (u1,uz2) be a ground state of
(3) at mass p > 0. For i = 1,2, denote by q; the charge associated with u; and by p; the
mass of u;. Therefore, it holds that

i) g2 < qu;
i1) for any o1 € R and o9 — 400, it holds that

luillZogey = 1 and  F(U) = Fi(w);

In the last theorem, we investigate the distribution of mass on the hybrid when the
strengths of the interaction on the two planes are equal and sufficiently large and the
power nonlinearity on the first plane is smaller than the one on the second. Before stating
the result, let us introduce for every p; # po the critical mass

(4—p1)(4—p2)

w=(ew) T ”

Theorem 1.6. Let 01 =02 =0, p1 <p2, it >0 and U = (u1,uz2) be a ground state of F
at mass p > 0. Then, as 0 — 400, the following limits hold:
i) if u < p*, then

lerlBagey = 1 and F(U) — & (1),
it) if u > p*, then
lusllZae) = 1 and  F(U) = Ep(i):
Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.5 are the first results on the distribution of the mass and
of the charges on a quantum hybrid. The results are obtained in some specific regimes

of the parameters only since for general values of the parameters one cannot compare the
NLS energies with point interactions on the two planes.
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The paper is organized as follows:

— in Section 2 we recall some preliminary results, in particular concerning the domain
of the energy with point interaction in Subsection 2.1, the problem at infinity on
the hybrid in Subsection 2.2 and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities in Subsection
2.3;

— in Section 3 we provide the proof of Theorem 1.2 about the existence of ground
states.

— Section 4 contains the proof of Theorem 1.3 abot the properties of ground states;

— in Section 5 we present the proofs of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6, concerning the
distribution of mass and the comparison between the strength of the logarithmic
singularities on the two planes.

The paper ends with Appendix A about the rigorous definition of the class of self-adjoint
operators on the hybrid.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some well-known facts and results that will be useful along the
paper.

2.1. About the representation of the domain D. First of all, let us recall that every
function u € D can be written as the sum of a reqular part belonging to H'(R?) and a
singular part given by a complex multiple of G;, which is the Green’s function of —A + 1.
This representation is only one possible way to represent functions in D. Indeed, if one
denotes by Gy the Green’s function of —A + A for any A > 0, then one can write u as

uw=¢x+qGr, with ¢x:=¢+q(G1—Gx) € H'(R?).
Moreover, it is not hard to see that the quadratic form (), can be written as function of
¢ and q as
Qo) = [Voala(ge) + MoalZagas) — Alulliage, + ol (0 +63),
with
_ log(vA/2) ++

2
Therefore, the domain and the action of the energy Fj, , can be written respectively as

D={uecL*R? :3¢g€C,A>0:u—qG:= ¢\ € H(R?}

0

and

1 2 2 2 g |2 1

Fpo(u) =5 (\|V¢/\HL2(R2) + MDAl T2 me) — )‘HUHL2(R2)) + 5 (040 - ];\

This alternative way of representing functions belonging to D is very important in some
of the proofs of the paper (see for example Theorem 1.2).

‘“ng(w)-

2.2. The problem at infinity on the hybrid. Particularly relevant in such minimiza-
tion problems is the so-called problem at infinity.
Let us consider the energy F> : H'(R?) x H'(R?) — R, defined as

FOO(U) = Ep, (ul) + Epz(UQ)v
and the associated ground states energy level

Fo(u) = Fe(0). (8)

inf
UeH! (R?)x H' (R?)
U]3=p

In the next lemma, we provide a first characterization of (8) when p; € (2,4).
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Lemma 2.1. Let p; € (2,4) fori=1,2. Then for every u >0
F2 () = min{&y, (1), Epy (1)}

Proof. Let us first observe that the minimization problem (8) is decoupled and can be
reduced to an algebraic problem, in particular

F(p) = inf{gm (p1) + gpz(ﬂ2) D+ e = pl
Since &,(p) = —ppuﬁ, with p, = —&p(1), it follows that

F¥(p) = inf g(m),
me[0,u]
where , ,
g(m) = —pp, M — ppy (p—m) T2
The function g is continuous in [0, u], of class C? in (0, u) and

Ap1—2) A Apy - 2) 029
Ny o A M2 —m) P2 <0 Vme (0,p),
4 p2 (4_mypmm ) (0, 1)

g"(m) = —
hence g attains the minimum either at 0 or at p, entailing the thesis. O

In the next proposition, we give a more precise characterization of (8) when p; # po.

Proposition 2.2. Let p; € (2,4) for i = 1,2, with p1 # pa. Then, given p* as in (7),
there results that

or oy JEm () if (p1—p2)(p—p*) >0,
d (“)‘{epxu) § (o1 —p2)— ) <0

Proof. Let us introduce for every p > 0 the function
2 2

h(N) = 8p1 (N)RQ) - gpQ(/’L7R2) = _p]!n,U’m + pr:U'qa

and observe that

lim A(p) =0, lim h(w

) s if p1 > p2,
pn—0 p—>+00

oo, if p1 <2,
By direct computation,

2p p1-2 2p pa—2
W) = —2Pr 55 o 2P B
() === " R
hence there exists 7 > 0 such that h'(x) < 0 if and only if (p1 — p2)(p — 1) < 0. This
entails that h(y) < 0 if and only if (p1 — p2)(pu — *) > 0, with p* being the only value for

which h(u) = 0: the thesis follows from the definition of h. O

2.3. Modified Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities. We recall now some Gagliardo-
Nirenberg inequalities that will be useful in the following. Let us start from the classical
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality on R?: for every p > 2 [17, Theorem 1.3.7] there exists K,
such that

-2
HUH]]ip(W) < Kp [ Vu| iz(ﬂgz)”uH%?(R?) Vu € HI(R2)‘

Let us now present some modified Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities proved in [2, 16] valid
for functions in

D={ucL?R?:3¢gcC,A>0:u—qG:= o\ c H(R?)}.
On the one hand, equipping D with the norm

Nya() = (Qo(u) + Aul2) 2, 9)
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the authors in [16] proved that there exists C}, > 0 such that
- 2
s 2y < CoNoa(@??llull 2@z, Yu €D (10)
On the other hand, in [2] the authors proved the existence of a constant M, > 0 such
that every function u = ¢,y + ¢Grw) € D\ H'(R?), with A(u) = |¢*/||ul)3, satisfies

||u”Lp R?) < Hvﬁbk ‘Lz R2) + lq|P™ 2)”“”L2 R2)"
( (

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2
This section is entirely devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let U,, = (u1,n,u2,,) be a minimizing sequence for (3) at mass f,
ie.
|Unl3=n Yn and F(U,) — F(u) as n — +oo,

and g;,, be the charge associated with u;, for i = 1,2. Let ¢ = min{o;, 02}, fix A =
4e47(26-9)=27 and consider the decomposition u;, = ¢;n + ¢nGx for i = 1,2: when not
necessary, we omit the parameter A to lighten the notation.

We divide now the proof in some steps.
Step 1. There exist ¢; € H'(R?) and q; € C such that, up to subsequences,

Gin — ¢i in HY(R?), ¢in—¢q in C.
By using that ||Up,||? = i, (10) and (9) and observing that
(O-+0/\)|Q’Ln’ (01+9A)‘q1n| o,(uzn)Q, VneN, =12,

one obtains that

p

1 1
F(Uyn) 2-Ns, (ul,n)Q + N, (u27n>2 - Noy (U1,0)Noy (u2,n)
2 2 o+ 0,
A Cpy 1t 2 Cpp 2 (an
_ 1 pi—a _ P27 p2—
9 ) NGl (ul,n) Do NO'Q (u27n)
Since o + 0, = 2 according to our choice of A, (11) entails
1 1 C C A
F(Un) =2 =Ny (u17n)2 + =N, (uQ,n)Q - = MNG’I (ulm)pliQ - LMNO’Z (UZ,n)p272 - M-
4 4 D1 P2 2(12)

Since F(U,) < 0 and p; < 4, by (12) it follows that Ny, (u; ) are equibounded for ¢ = 1,2,
in particular ¢;, are equibounded in H 1(R?) and gi,n are equibounded in C, hence by

Banach-Alaoglu-Bourbaki theorem the thesis of Step 1 follows.
Step 2. It holds that F () < F°°(u). By lemma 2.1, we have that

F2p) = min{Ep, (1), Epy ()} > min{ F1(p), Fo(p)}- (13)
Moreover, let us observe that
Flp) = jnf FU)= inf {Fy(u) + Fo(v) = Blai] o}

< inf {F1(u)+F2(U)} (14)

= te%fu]{fl (t) + Fa(p —t)}.

Since F; and Fy are strictly concave functions of the mass by [3, Lemma 4.2], then also
the function Fi(t) + Fa(p — t) turns out to be a strictly concave function of ¢ and attains
its minimum at ¢ = 0 or ¢ = u, so that

tei[r(l),fu]{fl(t) + Fa(p — t)} = min{F1(p), F2(u)}- (15)

By combining (13), (14) and (15), we conclude the proof of Step 2.
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Step 3. Given u; = ¢; + q;Gx for i = 1,2, then U = (uy,us) is a ground state of (3) at
mass p. By Step 1, we deduce that u; , — u; weakly in L?(R?) since ¢;,, — ¢; weakly in
L?*(R?) and ¢;,G) — ¢;G» in L*(R?). Set now m = ||U||%2(I) = Hu1||%2(R2) + ||u2\|%2(R2)-
First, we observe that by weak lower semicontinuity of the norms

2 2 I 2 S 2 . 2
a3 ey + a2 32 gzy < limin 3 g + liminf a3 ge) < liminf Va3
thus m < p. Suppose first that m = 0, i.e. v = 0 and v = 0. In particular, this entails

that ¢1,, — 0 and g2, — 0 as n — +o00. Therefore, relying on Step 2 we deduce that for
n sufficiently large

= lim {E, (¢1n)+ Ep,(d2n)}
n——+00 g)}

n—+o0o
> inf{&p, (1) + Epp(p2) : pi1 + p2 = p} = F2(p),

fOO('U) ” .F(/L) =, Jim {Fl(ul ”) + F2(u2 n) B |QI,n’ |QZ,7L|}
i 2
> tim {&,(161a]2) + &
thus m # 0. Suppose now that 0 < m < u. Note that, since u;, — u; in L*(R?) for
i =1,2, then

n——+00
2
i)
= lim_{&, (Junnl3) + &l
1Un = Ul3azy = WUl = 101G +0(1) = p—m+o0(1), as n—-+oo.  (16)

On the one hand, since p; > 2 for ¢ = 1,2

(16) and HM(UR
700 < F (o L -0)

1 I 1 2 .
ST QU — U) ()rmm—mw
2|0, - U[3 > 1Un = UII3 "

’ ||UnﬁU||§ = —m +o(l) >1as n — 400 by

2
)|| = u, there results that
2

]

i=1,2 Pi
1
<—————F(U,-0),
HUH - UH?}(Z)
hence

.. nw—m

1 f F(U, — > . 1
lim inf F(Uy, —U) . F(n) (17)

On the other hand, by similar computations

i 1
H”<F<|W@¢yﬂwgﬂw

thus
F(U) > %}'(u). (18)
In addition, since u;, — u; in L?(R?), Gim — ¢i in H'(R?) and ¢in — ¢ in C, then
QU,-U)=QU,) —QU)+o0(1), as n— 4o,
while by Brezis-Lieb lemma [14] applied to u;, we get
iy = tin = 2, ) + el ) +0(1), 25 = +oc.

Thus
FU,) =FU,—-U)+F{U)+o(l1), as n— +oc. (19)



10 F. BONI, R. CARLONE, AND I. DI GIORGIO

Combining (17), (18) and (19), it follows that
M —_—

F(u) = liminf F(U,) :lggirgF(Un—U)+F(U) >

m m
lim inf Flu) + 7 F ) = Fw),
which, being a contradiction, forces m = p. In particular, U € A, and thus u;, — u; in
L*(R?) and ¢, — ¢; in L?(R?). In order to conclude that U is a ground state, we are
left to prove that

F(U) < liminf F(U,) = F(p),
n—+o0o
which reduces to prove that u;, — u; in LPi(R?) for i = 1,2. By (10), we obtain that
l|lwin — ul||%,,l (R?2) < Cp, Np, (Wi — ui)Pi—QHUM — ui||%g(Rg) — 0, as n — oo,
which concludes the proof since N, (u; , —u;) is equibounded and u; ,, — u; in L?(R?). O

Remark 3.1. Let us stress that the choice of A in the proof of Theorem 1.2 is not the only
possible one: it is sufficient to choose A > 0 such that o + 6, > 26 and all the arguments
in the proof can be repeated.

4. PROPERTIES OF GROUND STATES: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

This section is dedicated to the proof of the Theorem 1.3. The first result establishes
that u; Z 0 and ¢; > 0 for ¢ = 1,2, up to the multiplication by a phase factor.

Proposition 4.1. Let p; € (2,4), 0, € R fori = 1,2, § > 0 and p > 0. Let U =
(u1,u2) € A, be a ground state of F at mass p, then u; # 0 and ¢; > 0 fori = 1,2, up
to a multiplication by a phase factor. Moreover, for i = 1,2 and A\; > 0 there results that

¢; = u; — q;Gy, £ 0.

Proof. Let U = (u1,uz) be a ground state of F' at mass p and A; > 0 for i = 1,2, so that
u; = ¢; + ¢;iGy,. Since U solves (32), there results that

{¢1(0) = (o1 + 0z )a1 — B,
$2(0) = =B q1 + (02 + 01,) -

Step 1. u; Z 0 for i = 1,2. Let us first prove that u; # 0. Suppose by contradiction
that u; = 0. Therefore, since 8 > 0, it follows that go = 0, hence uy € H'(R?). Therefore,
since U is a ground state of F' at mass pu, by Step 2 in Theorem 1.2 it holds that

Fp) = F(U) = Faug) = &y, (1) = F= (1) > F(p),

which is a contradiction. Analogously, one can prove that us % 0.
Step 2. q; # 0 fori = 1,2. Let us first prove that ¢; # 0. If we suppose by contradiction
that ¢ = 0, then
F(U) = Ep, (u1) + Fa(u2),
hence

Flp) = mieI[l({u]{f‘fpl (m) + Fa(p —m)}

Since both &,, and F» are strictly concave functions of the mass, then also the function
m +— &y (m) + Fa(p — m) is strictly concave in [0, 4] and attains its minimum at m = 0
or m = p. This entails that either u; = 0 or ug = 0, but this is in contradiction with Step
1. In the same way, it is possible to prove that go # 0.

Step 3. ¢; £ 0 for i =1,2. Let us prove first that ¢; #Z 0. Indeed, if we suppose by
contradiction that ¢; = 0, then by (32) we have that

A —w= @00 (@), Yo e RP\ {0},

but this is a contradiction since the left-hand side is constant, while the right-hand side is
a multiple of Gy, hence ¢; # 0. Analogously, one can show that ¢ # 0.
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Step 4. qi > 0 for i = 1,2, up to a phase factor. First of all, let us observe that
@1 = |q1|e"?* and g2 = |g2|€'¥? share the same phase, i.e. ¥t = ¢'?2. Indeed, suppose
by contradiction that e’ # €2, Then the function U, = (ug,e'¥17%2)uy) satisfies
1Ue3 = IU]|3 and

F(Uy) = Fi(u1) + F <UQ6 i1 ) — BRe{qigae 1192}

= Fi(u1) + Fa(u2) — Bla1]|g2]
< Fi(ur) + Fa(u2) — BRe{q1qz} = F(U),

which contradicts the fact that U is a ground state of F' at mass p. Now, if ¢; are not
positive, i.e. ¢ = |g;|e’? with e’ # 1, then it is sufficient to observe that the function
e~ U has positive charges ¢; and satisfies ||[e"?U||3 = p and F (e=*?U) = F(U), thus
without loss of generality we can suppose that ¢; > 0 for i = 1, 2. O

In order to prove Theorem 1.3, we follow the strategy introduced in [2] and [3], where the
properties of ground states are proved switching to alternative minimization problems and
relying on the connection between them and the original problem itself. In particular, we
first introduce the action functional S,,. Given w € R, the action functional at frequency
w is the functional S, : A — R defined by

Su(U) = F(U) + 51U 22

Denoted by I, : A — R the functional
1,(U) = Q) + wl|U 227y — a2y ey — 0222 g (20)
one defines the Nehari’s manifold at frequency w as
N, :={U € A\ {0} : I,(U) = 0},
Let us also introduce

Qu(U) := Q(U) + w|Ull72()
Definition 4.2. A function U belonging to the Nehari manifold NV, and satisfying

Su(U) =d(w) :== Vienzj\f[w Sw(V)
is called a minimizer of the action at frequency w.

Let us highlight that also minimizers of the action at frequency w satisfy (4). In the
next lemma, we state a connection between ground states at fixed mass and minimizers
of the action at fixed frequency. The proof is analogous to the case of the standard NLS
[19, 30]. Before stating it, let us define by

w*:=— inf Q(UZ)
vea\{o} |U]3

Lemma 4.3. Let > 0. If U is a ground state of F' at mass u, then U is a minimizer of
the action at frequency

w0 = 1 (IR gy + a2l ey — Q) )> (21)

Proof. Let U = (uj,u2) be a ground state of F' at mass p and w > 0 be the asso-
ciated Lagrange multiplier, given by (21). Assume by contradiction that there exists
V = (v1,v2) € N, such that S, (V) < S,(U) and let 7 > 0 be such that HTVH%Q(RQ) = l.
Then

7 T TP P2
Sw(TV) = jQw( ) = pf”’”ﬂ\yn (R2) — p72”U2HLp2(R2)
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Computing the derivative with respect to 7 and using that V € N,,, we get
d
dr

which is greater than equal to zero if and only if 0 < 7 < 1. Hence S,(7V) < S5,(V) <

S, (U) for every 7 > 0 which, combined with ||7V||3 = |U||3 = p, entails that F(7V) <

F(U). Since this contradicts the fact that U is a ground state of F' at mass y, it follows

that U is a minimizer of the action at frequency w.

Finally , (21) follows from

Su(tV) =1 |(1 =72 [Jur |} + (1 = 77272 [Joa]12

Q) iy — 2y 2E(U) = B (sl
H H
<2fW gy @O e
K UehA,

Let us now introduce the functionals § Ay, B, : A — R, defined as
p2

g(U) : 2]02 HUQHLpz (R2)’
pl - 2 p2 —
Au(U) = 2p1 Qu(U) + 1P H 2||LP2(R2)
p2 —2 p1— P2
Bw( ) = 209 Qw(U) + LD H lHLm (R2)>

and observe that, by using (20), the action can be rewritten alternatively as
1 ~ 1 1
Sw(U) = §Iw(U) + S(U) = EILU(U) + Aw(U) = ZTQIM(U) + Bw(U)a
so that B
d(w)= inf S({U)= inf A,(U)= inf B,(U
(w) UEN, (o) UEN,, «(U) UEN,, w(U)
In the following lemmas, we provide other equivalent formulations for d(w) involving
the three functionals S, A, and B, subject to other constraints. For the proofs, we refer
to [3, Lemma 5.6-5.7], where the same results were proved in an analogous setting.

Lemma 4.4. Let p; > 2 fori=1,2 and w > w*. Then, denoted with
N, :={V € A\ {0}, I,(V) < 0},

there results that _
d(w)= inf S(V).
VeN,
Moreover, for any function U € A\ {0}, it holds that
Sy =dw) . [Su0)=dw)
1,(U) <0 L) =0

Lemma 4.5. Let p; > 2 fori=1,2 and w > w*. Then, denoted with
M, :={VeA:S(V)=dw)},
there results that

dw) = Viélé A,(V) = Viélé B, (V).

In particular, for every U € A\ {0}, it holds that

{Aww):d(w) . {wa):d(w) . {sww):d(w)
U elIl, U elIl, 0
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We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let us focus first on the proof of (5) and (6), when # =0and 5 > 0
respectively. In particular, if 5 = 0, then

Flp) = jnf {Fi(w) + Bw)} = inf (F1(t) + Falp = 1)},

hence by applying (15) we deduce (5) and the fact that every ground state is either of the
form U = (u1,0) or of the form U = (0, uz), depending on which is the minimum between
Fi(p) and Fa(p): this entails in particular (i), (i7) and (7).

If instead 8 > 0, then

F(p) = inf {Fi(u)+ F2(v) — Bla|lel}} < inf {Fi(t)+Falp—1)},
UeAy te(0,u]

thus by (15) we get that
F(p) < min{Fi(u), Fa(p)}-

In order to prove (6), it is sufficient to exclude that F(u) = min{Fy(u), Fa(p)}. If we
suppose by contradiction that F(u) = min{Fi(u), Fo(u)}, then there exist also ground
states either of the form U = (u1,0) or of the form U = (0,uz). But this contradicts
Proposition 4.1, hence (6) holds.

Fix now 8 > 0 and let U = (u1,u2) be a ground state of F' at mass p: its existence
is ensured by Theorem 1.2. By proposition 4.1, we deduce that the associated charges g;
satisfy ¢; > 0 for ¢ = 1,2, up to multiplication by a phase factor. Moreover, by Lemma
4.3 U is also a minimizer of the action at frequency w, with w > w*. Let us consider the
decomposition of u; corresponding to the Lagrange multiplier w, namely u; = ¢; o, + ¢;Ge.
Since the proof of the positivity and the radiality of both ¢;, and u; is quite long, we
divide it into two steps.

Step 1. Positivity of ¢; ., and u;. We first prove that ¢1, > 0. First of all, by Lemma
4.5 it follows that U is also a minimizer of A, on II,. Let us define

Q:={z e R*\ {0} : ¢1u(x) # 0}
By Proposition 4.1, it holds that || > 0, hence there exists o : @ — [0,27) such that
b1.0(2) = )| gy ,(x)| for every z € Q. Define now

Q:={zeQ:ax) #0}
and assume, by contradiction, that ]ﬁ\ > 0. Let us now introduce the function
Ur = (u1,r,u2), with wuy;:=7|d10| + @0w-
Since |V|p1w|l|13 < [|[Vd113, then for every 7 € (—1,1)

Qu(Ur) = 72 (1916112 g2, + w610

2) + 101201 + 0) + Qo (w2) + a3 — B

< IVI1wll72@e) + @ lorulls + a1l (01 + 00) + Qs (u2) + wllusls — Bar a2

This entails in particular that

Ay(Ur) < Au(Uh) < Au(U) V7 e(—1,1). (22)
We claim that there exists 7 € (—1,1) such that
[ur 7[5} = [lallp; - (23)

if we prove (23), then Uz € I1,, and (22) would contradict the fact that U is a minimizer
of A, in Il,, ensuring that ¢, > 0 on §.
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First of all, let us observe that the function 7 + |uy|/bi is continuous on [—1,1].
Moreover, since

Jur ()7 = [1,0(2)* + 4192 (2) + 2 cos(@)qn[d1 () |G () < Jura(@)?, Yz € Q,
and Q| > 0, there results that [urlly; < [lura]}}. In order to prove (23), we need to
distinguish two cases. Suppose first that there exists €, with ]S~)| > 0, such that « # 7 on
Q). In this case, we have that

w1, 1170 2y = llua, -1 lI7, + [Jun, 117,

LP1(R2\Q) LP1(Q

- Hulrrm(R?\Q /~]r¢1,w|2 +q192 C2glnalal]®

1

ot [ 1610 + GG+ 2cos(@inlonld.|

- HuluLm(R2)
hence, since ||u1,,1|]1£1pl(R2) < ||u1|]7£1pl(R2) < ||u1,1||2£1pl(R2), there exists 7 € (—1,1) such
that (23) holds.
Suppose instead that a(z) = 7 for a.e. « € Q or, equivalently, that u;(z) = u; —1(z)
for a.e. = € Q: differently from the previous case, we cannot conclude immediately using

the continuity of |juj -||p; since ||ug —1]|h; = |lu1|[bi. To solve this issue, we observe that
for every 7 € [—1,1]

_ 'ddT(T

= )pl ‘¢1,w| |u1,‘r

r1
2g3) + 27—q1|¢1,w|gw) 2

d
p1
dT |u177'|

|P1—2 |p1—1

Al e LY(R?),

Ui r| =Pp1 |¢1,w‘ |u1,7' <p1

hence by dominated convergence

d d
el p1 — . p1
d7'||uLT”Lp1(R2) T=—1% /]R2 T‘ULT| T=—
— [, milorallunt 2
R2
Since U is a ground state and solves (32) with A\; = w, we have that

/ 161,0(2) | (2) [P0y () dz = — / 1V [1,0() P iz — / 61,0(2) 2 d,
R2 Rd R2

diB:/ p1lo1wl|ut,—1 [P 2ur,—1 da
1 R2

thus
d

By | <O (24)

T=—1%

Therefore, by combining (24) and the fact that [luy, 1|7}, (R2) = [Ju1 ||V, ®2) < HumH?pl(RQ),
there exists 7 € (—1,1) such that (23) follows. Summlng up, in both the cases we get a
contradiction and we can conclude that ¢1,, > 0 on Q. We are thus left to prove that in
fact ¢1(z) > 0 for every x € R2. Since u; solves (32), ¢1,., satisfies

(—A+w)d1w = || 2(P10 + ¢1G0)-

Therefore, as ¢1,, is non-negative, (—A + w)d1, = 0 in H~H(R?) and ¢1,, # 0 by Propo-
sition 4.1, then by the Strong Maximum Principle (e.g.,[17, Theorem 3.1.2]) ¢, > 0 on
R2. To prove that $2.,(x) > 0 for every z € R?, we repeat the same arguments using the
functional B, instead of A,. The positivity of u; follows from the positivity of ¢; ., and

qi-
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Step 2. Radiality of ¢i. and w;. As in Step 1, by lemma 4.5 U is also a minimizer of
A, in II,. In order to prove that ¢, and u; are radially symmetric and decreasing along
the radial direction, it is sufficient to show that ¢y, = ¢7 , a.e. on R?, where ¢7 , denotes
the symmetric decreasing rearrangement of ¢1 ,, namely

+o00 o "
¢>iw(3€) :_/O ]lBr(t) (;1;) dt, T(t) = \/’{ d)l,ﬂ-( ) > t}’ .

Let us recall the following relations for ¢7 , (see for example [2, Section 2.3]):

Vot ol < IVérwll3, o7 ul3 = lé10l5,
Vp>1 VgeLP(R?) 6], +glb > llé1w + gl

Moreover, if g is radially symmetric and decreasing, then the equality holds if and only if

Tw = ®1w a.e. on R?. Assume now by contradiction that ¢1 ., # ¢7 ,, on a set of non-zero
Lebesgue measure, and define the function U* := (¢7 ,, + 1Gw, u2). By (25) and the fact
that the equality case in the last inequality in (25) is realized if and only if ¢7 , = ¢1,, a.e.
on R?, we get that A, (U*) < A,(U) and [[¢1 , + 1Gullpy > 610+ @1Gullpi- In particular,
there exists 7 € (0,1) such that, denoted with U = (7¢7 ,, + q1Gu, u2), there results that
767 o + ©1Gullpy = |10 + @1Gullpr s i-e. U € IL,. Moreover, it holds that

(25)

p1—2 p1—2 p1—2 9 2 2
QU = B QuU) = (=) (Ve + wleil) <o,
thus A, (UX) < A, (U*) < Ay (U), which contradicts the fact that U is a minimizer of the
action at frequency w, hence ¢; ,, and u; are radially symmetric and decreasing. The same
properties can be proved for ¢s,, and wug (using the functional B, instead of A, ), hence
the proof is concluded. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.5 AND 1.6

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.6. Let us start with
the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of the Theorem 1.5. Let us start with the proof of point (i). Let U = (u1,u2) be a
ground state of (3) at mass u, ¢; and u; be the charge and the mass associated with u; for
it = 1,2. By Theorem 1.3, we can assume that g; and w; are positive for ¢ = 1,2. Suppose
now by contradiction that ¢ < g2 and consider the function U = (u2,u1) € Ay, which
satisfies

F(U) = Fi(u2) + Fo(w1) — Bq1 2, (26)
= Fy(u1) + % (63 — @7) + Faluz) + % (67 — &) — Baraz

= F1(u1) + Fa(u2) — Bq1 g2 + w;‘l)(cﬁ )

= F(U)+ m;q)(qf - 43).
In particular, if ¢; < gg, then by (26) we get that F(U) < F(U), which contradicts the
fact that U is a ground state. If instead ¢ = g2 =: ¢, then F(U) = F(U), hence U is

a ground state too and solves (32). In particular, since both U and U solve (32), there
results that

¢1,w(0) = (Ul + 9w - 5)(1 and ¢2,w(0) = (01 + 9w - /B)Q
¢2,w(0) = (02 + Hw - B)qa ¢1,w(0) = (02 + 9w - 5)%
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hence o1 = o9, which is again a contradiction and concludes the proof of point (1).

Let us focus now on the proof of point (ii). Fix g > 0, o1 € R, denote with p := p; = p
and let o9 vary in the interval (o1, +00): let us denote with 0 := o9 — 01 € (0, +00). We
observe that, by Theorem 1.2, there exists at least a ground state of (3) at mass p, that we
denote by Us = (uy 5, u25). We consider for ¢ = 1,2 the decomposition w; 5 = ¢; s + ¢ 5Gx,
corresponding to A = 4e7(28-01)=27 o equivalently, to o7 + 6y = 23, and we call mgs the
mass of u; 5. By arguing as in (11) and using that F(Us) < 0, we get that

1 C A
5 { N uss? = NG g2 < G

i=1,2

thus Ny, (u;s5) are equibounded in § > 0 for ¢« = 1,2. In particular, this entails that
(¢i5)s>0 is equibounded in H'(R?) and both (u;s)s>0 and (¢is)s>0 are equibounded in
L"(R?) for every r > 2 for i = 1,2. Moreover, (q1,4)s>0 is equibounded and

(02 +0\)d5 5= (28+0)g55 < C,

from which we deduce that g 5 — 0 as § — 400. Since by Lagrange theorem it holds that
for every r > 2

r = b2,

it follows that

7 ld2slli T} lazel1Gall: = 0, 6 = oo,

[lluz,s o < rsup {{luzs

[

A 92,5
0> Fa(ung) = Epl@25) =5 (16243 = luzll3) + 57 (01 + 5+ 63)
1 )
(s lly = N2ll) = G + (1)

hence 5q§7 s — 0 as 0 = +oo. Therefore,
F(n) = F(Us) = Fi(ui,s) + Fa(uzs) + o(1) = Fi(uis) + Ep(¢2,6) + o(1) (27)
> Fi(ms) + Ep(p — ms) +o(1), & — +oo.

On the other hand, since F,, is an increasing function of ¢ by [3, Lemma 4.3] and (5)-(6)
hold, we get that

Fp) =F(Us) < min{Fy(p), Fa()} = Fi(p),
thus combining with (27), there results that
Fi(p) = Fi(ms) + E(p —ms) +o(1), & — +oo. (28)

We claim that ms — p and F(u) — Fi(u). Indeed, if we suppose by contradiction that
there exists d,, = +00 as n — 400 and € > 0 such that ms, < pu— ¢ for every n € N, then
by concavity of both F; and &, and since Fi(u) < &,(u) for every p > 0, we have that

lim [F1(ms,) +E(p—ms,) +o(l)] = inf {Fi(m)+E(n—m)}

n—+00 me(0,pu—e]
= min {&,(n), F1(p —€) + &p(e)}
> min {&,(n), F1(w)} = Fip),

which is in contradiction with (28) and entails that ms — u as § — +oo. Moreover, by
(27) and (28), we deduce that F(u) — Fi(u), concluding the proof of point (ii).
O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.6.
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Proof of Theorem 1.6. Given ¢ = 01 = 09, we know by Theorem 1.2 that there exists
at least a ground state of (3) at mass p, that we denote by U, = (u1,4,u2,). Fixed
A = 4e™?7 we represent u;, as Ui, = ¢io + ¢ oGy for i = 1,2. By using (10) and the
fact that F(U,) < 0, we get that for o sufficiently large (12) holds, hence Ny (u; ) is
equibounded in ¢ > 0. This entails that qu » is bounded, hence ¢; , — 0 as 0 — 400 for
i=1,2.

Therefore, as 0 — +o0

1 1 1 ,
F) = F(Un) = 3 { 51901018+ 52 (160018~ s 13) = sl | +0(0) 20

i=1,2

=Y By (¢io) +o(1) = Y &, (licl3) +o(1)

i=1,2 i=1,2
=Y Enllluigl3) +o(1) > nf {Epi(m) + Epy (= m)} +0(1)
i=1,2 '

= min{&p, (1), Epy (1)} + 0(1).
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.1 and Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we have that
F(U,) = F(p) < F(p) = min{&y, (1), Epy (1) }, thus together with (29) gives

lim F(Uy) = min{€, (1), &, (1)}

o——+00
Let us distinguish now the cases p < p* and p > p*. If p < p*, then by Proposition
2.2 there results that min{&,, (1), Ep, (1)} = Ep, (1) and

lim F(Us) = &, (1) (30)

o——+00

(30) entails also that |u1.||3 — p as ¢ — +o00. Indeed, if we suppose by contradiction
that there exists € > 0 such that ||u; ,||3 < o — € along a subsequence of ¢ — +00, then
arguing as in (29) we get that

. > 3 X .
A PO > Hm D Enllluio
=1,

12) = min{&, (1 — €), Epy (1)} > Epy (1),

which contradicts (30).
If instead g > p*, then min{&,, (1), Ep, (1)} = Epy (1), hence it is possible to deduce that
F(U,) — Epy () and |Jug»||3 — v as done for the case u < p*, concluding the proof. O

APPENDIX A. THE SELF-ADJOINT OPERATOR

In this paragraph, we briefly outline the rigorous construction of the linear operator. The
first version that appeared in the literature is in this paper [24].

We rigorously define the operator H : D(H) C L*(Z) — L*(Z). It is defined as a
self-adjoint extension of the symmetric operator Hy @ Hg, where

Hp : C°(R*\{0}) C L*(R?) — L*(R?), Hou = —Au.

Let us first recall that the self-adjoint extensions of Hy are given by a one parameter
family H,, with 0 € RU {oco} with domain

D(H,) :={u € L*(R?) : 3¢ € C,\ > 0 s.t. u— qG\ € H*(R?) and ¢,(0) = (o + )¢}
and action

Hou=—Adx—qAG\,  Vu=¢x+qGy € D(H),

where Gy : R?\ {0} — RT is the Green’s function of —A + X and
_ log(v/A) — log(2) + 5
' 27 ’
with v denoting the Euler-Mascheroni costant.

0
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We are now ready to define for every 0,09 € R and 3 > 0 the operator H : L?(T) —
L?(T), with domain

D(H) := {U = (u1,uz) € L*(Z) : 3¢; € C, N\ >0 : w; — q; Gy, = ¢ix, € HA(R?),
o1 0) =01 _ (o1 =B\ (¢
(@,AQ(O) - 9A2q2> - (—ﬁ aa) (qz) } @0

HU = (_Agbl,)\l - )\1ng/\17 _A¢2,/\2 - )\2(]2g)\2)-
Equation (4) can thus be rewritten as

and action

(A +w)pix + (w—N)g Gy, — [ui|Pi2u; =0, i=1,2,
$1.0,(0) = (01 +0x,)a1 — Bao, (32)
P22, (0) = —=Bq1 + (02 + 0),)qo.

Remark A.1. It is possible to define the operator H for every 8 € C: it is sufficient to
substitute the condition in (31) with the more general condition

P10, (0) =0\ _ (o1 =B\ (@

$2.2,(0) — 02,02 —B 02 ) \@
Nevertheless, from the variational perspective, without loss of generality we can reduce to
the study of the case 5 > 0, as observed in [3].
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