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SINGULAR NONLOCAL ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS VIA NONLINEAR RAYLEIGH QUOTIENT

EDCARLOS D. SILVA, ELAINE A. F. LEITE, AND MAXWELL L. SILVA

ABSTRACT. In the present work, we establish the existence of two positive solutions for singular nonlocal elliptic systems. More
precisely, we consider the following nonlocal elliptic problem:
(—A)*u+ Vi(z)u = N4P + 52 00u|* 2ulv|?, in RV,
(—A)*v + Va(z)v = A%Z + Lo0lu| |0~ 2v, in RV,

(u,v) € H*(RYN) x H*(R"Y),

where 0 <p<g<1< a,8,2<a+B<25,0>0,XA>0,N>2s,and s € (0,1). The potentials Vi, V> : RY — R are continuous
functions which are bounded from below. Under our assumptions, we prove that there exists the largest positive number A\* > 0
such that our main problem admits at least two positive solutions for each A € (0,\*). Here we apply the nonlinear Rayleigh
quotient together with the Nehari method. The main feature is to minimize the energy functional in Nehari set which allows us to
prove our results without any restriction on the size of parameter 6 > 0. Moreover, we shall consider the multiplicity of solutions
for the case A = \* where degenerated points are allowed.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we consider the existence and multiplicity of positive solutions for singular nonlocal elliptic systems. More specifically,

we study the nonlocal elliptic problem:

uP a+pB
(—A) v+ Va(z)v = A2 4+ L glu|||’~?v, in RV,
The potentials V; : RY — R,i = 1,2 are continuous functions and A > 0,0 > 0. Here we also mention that 0 < p < ¢ < 1 <
a,fB,2<a+p<2;, 2 =2N/(N—-2s),0>0,A>0,N>2s,and s € (0,1). Later on, we shall discuss the hypotheses on V, s,p, ¢
and a, (.

For the scalar case we mention that nonlocal semilinear elliptic problems have been attracted many attention in the last years,

(u,v) € H*(RY) x H*(R"Y). (Sy)

{ (=A)*u+ Vi(z)u = A42 4 2 _gly|*2yfp|®, in RV,

see [7,18,19,24,36,44,47-51] and reference therein. Furthermore, we observe there are several physical applications such as nonlinear
optics. Furthermore, the fractional Laplacian operator has been accepted as a model for diverse physical phenomena such as diffusion-
reaction equations, quasi-geostrophic theory, Schrodinger equations, Porous medium problems, see for instance [4,17,23,29,40, 56].
For further applications such as continuum mechanics, phase transition phenomena, populations dynamics, image processes, game
theory, see [8,11,40]. It is important to stress that semilinear nonlocal reaction-diffusion equations have attracted some attention
in the last few years. The main motivation for this kind of problem is to combine nonlinear and quasilinear nonlocal terms in order
to model a nonlinear diffusion. On this subject we refer the reader to [52-54] and references therein.

Now, we mention that nonlocal elliptic systems have been widely studied considering some tools provided by variational methods,
see [1,2,10,15,21]. For the local case, that is, assuming that s = 1 we refer the reader to the important works for elliptic
systems [22,42,45,46]. In those works was proved several results on existence and multiplicity of solutions taking into account
some hypotheses on the potential as well as in the nonlinearity. Recall that there exist some results on singular elliptic problems,
see [28,43]. For further results on fractional elliptic system we refer the interested reader to [31,39,41]. It is important to recall
that a pair (u,v) is said to be a ground state solution for the System (Sx) when (u,v) has the minimal energy among all nontrivial
solutions. At the same time, a nontrivial solution (u,v) is a bound solution for the System (Sx) whenever (u,v) has finite energy.

Recall that in [15] the authors considered the following nonlocal elliptic system

(=AY u+ Mu = p|ul 2w+ BluP2ufvP, in RY,

(—=A)*v 4+ Aov = p2|v|** 20 + BlulP|v|P"%v, in RV, (1.1)

(u,v) € H*(RY) x H*(RY).
where N € {1,2,3}, i, ;s > 0,5 =1,2,p > 2,(p — 2)N/p < s < 1. The authors proved several results on existence of ground and
bound state solutions assuming that p > 2 or p = 2. The main ingredient in that work was to combine the Nehari method and
the size of f > 0 in order to avoid semitrivial solutions. In fact, assuming that § > 0 is small, the authors proved also that the

bound state for the Problem (1.1) is a semitrivial solution. On the other hand, assuming that 8 > 0 is large enough, the authors
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proved existence of ground state solutions (u,v) for the Problem (1.1) where u # 0 and v # 0. In other words, for each g > 0 large
enough, the authors ensured that for the Problem (1.1) there exists at least one non-semitrivial ground state solution. At the same
time, we observe that Problem (1.1) is superlinear at the origin and at infinity. Motivated in part by the previous discussion we
shall consider existence and multiplicity of solutions for the System (S)) assuming that the nonlinear term admits a singular part
and another which provides us the coupling term. Furthermore, for the coupling term is a more general function due to the fact
that 1 < «, 8 < 2% where o and 8 can be different. Hence, our main objective in the present work is to guarantee existence and
multiplicity of solutions without any restriction on the size of . For similar results on nonlocal elliptic problems we refer the reader
also to [5,14]. It is important to emphasize that (0,0) is not a trivial solution for the System (Sx). On the other hand, given any
weak solution (u,v) for the System (Sx), we obtain that v and v are nonzero in 2 C R"™ for each subset 2 of positive Lebesgue
measure. Our approach applies the minimization method in Nehari set which is related to the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient. Namely,
there exists A* > 0 such that for each A € (0, A*] the Nehari can be applied.

Singular elliptic problems considering local or nonlocal terms have been studied in recent years, see [6,12,16, 25,27, 30] and
references therein. The main obstacle here is to apply variational methods due to the fact that the energy functional is only
continuous. Indeed, looking for the singular term, the Gateaux derivatives for the energy functional are not well-defined in general.
Many other types of research have been considered using some tools such as the sub and supersolution methods showing the existence
and multiplicity of solutions for singular elliptic problems. On this subject, we refer the interested reader to [26,32-35].

It is important to stress that the System (Sx) has an associated energy functional where the first derivative and the second
derivative do not make sense for each directions. However, we are able to use the Nehari method depending on the size of A > 0.
More specifically, we define the Nehari set N\ where we can consider a minimization problem. Moreover, we split the Nehari set
into three disjoint subsets given by /\/‘;ﬁ/\f; and NY. Recall also that a point u is named a degenerate point whenever u € NY.
Otherwise, the point u is called as non-degenerated. Another difficulty in the present work is to avoid degenerate points where the
standard minimization procedure for singular elliptic problems does not work anymore. Hence, for degenerate points, the Nehari
set is not a natural constraint. In order to overcome this situation we prove that there exists A* > 0 such that for each A € (0, \*)
the energy functional does not admit any degenerate point. Furthermore, for A = A\, we prove that the set of degenerate points is
always not empty. Hence, our main contribution in the present work is to consider general singular nonlocal elliptic systems defined
in the whole RY exploring existence and multiplicity of solutions via the Nehari method and the Rayleigh quotient.

It is worthwhile to stress that there exists another extreme A, < A" such that for each A € (0, \.) the System (Sx) admits at
least one weak solution (u,v) such that Ex(u,v) > 0 where E denotes the energy functional. Furthermore, Ex(u,v) =0 for A = A,
and Ex(u,v) < 0 for each A € (A, A"). In order to use the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient we need to consider the fibering map
t — Ry (tu,tv) where R, is a suitable continuous functional. In the spirit of [37,38] we shall prove that the map ¢ — Ry, (tu, tv) has
a unique critical point which is denoted by ¢, (u,v) where (u,v) # (0,0). On the other hand, we need to prove that the functional
(u,v) = Ry (tn(u,v)(u,v) is continuous to ensure the strong convergence of minimizers sequences in the Nehari set. The main idea
here is to employ the Tmplicit Function Theorem showing that (u, v) = Ry (ts (u,v)(u,v) and (u,v) — t,(u,v) are in C° class.

Another obstacle in the present work is to ensure that minimizers in the Nehari set provide us weak solutions for our main
problem. The main feature here is to apply the same procedure discussed [55,57]. More specifically, we shall prove that any
minimizer (u,v) in the Nehari set is a weak solution for the System (S)) using some auxiliary nonnegative test functions given by
((u+ep1)™, (v+ep2)t) where (¢1, ¢2) is any pair of functions in the Sobolev space. Moreover, looking for general testing functions,
the nonlocal term in our main problem brings us some difficulties. Indeed, for any testing function (¢1, ¢2) € X, we need to control
the behavior of the Gagliardo semi-norm for the pair (u,v) considering some fine estimates. In this procedure, we prove also that
u,v > 0 almost everywhere in RY. Furthermore, we ensure that N = () for each A € (0, A*). Therefore, the System (S») has at
least two positive weak solutions which stay in N, j and N, , respectively.

For the case A = \* we prove that VY. # ). Hence, we prove existence and multiplicity of solutions for the System (Sy) using
an auxiliary sequence (ug, vi) € /\/‘/\Jrk and (zk, wk) € /\/‘/\; where 0 < A\x < A" and A\ — A*. The main difficulty here is to guarantee
that our main problem does not admit any weak solution in A/J.. This feature can be understood as a nonexistence result for weak
solutions for the System (S») in the set NVyx.

1.1. Statement of the main results. As was told in the introduction the main objective in the present work is to find the
existence and multiplicity of weak solutions for the System (Sx). In order to that we shall explore some extra conditions of A > 0

and p,q. Throughout this work, we assume that

(Po) a€ LT (RY) , be LT (RY) and a(z),b(z) > 0 Vz € RY;

(P1) a¢ L'(RY) and 8 > % (3 — a - p);

(P)a, B >1, 0<p<g<l 2 < a+p <2, 6>0A>0,N>2ss€(0,1);
)

(Vo) Vi(z) > Vo > 0 and Va(z) > Vo > 0,Vz € RY;
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(V) {z e R™;Vi(zx) < M} < 400, i=1,2, ¥V M>0.
Now, we consider our setting by choosing X = X; x X5. In the present work, we assume that the integrals are taken in RY and
X; = {u € HS(RN);/‘/j(x)u2dx < oo}7 j=1,2.

Here we consider the fractional Sobolev space as follows

H*(RY) = {u e L*(RY); [u] < oo,/(—A)Sunpd:c = /u(—A)SgodeLp € CEO(RN)}
where the Gagliardo seminorm of u is given by

i om [[ B

|z —y| N+
In X we define the norm and the inner product as follows:

s )2 1= [, 0)]2 + [ Vi(a)u® + Va(a)o’das

((u,v), (p,)) = ff [u(x)*u(y)]hﬁ(:;)*v(y)] 4 [U(x)iv(y)][]u\;s,xg)siw(y)]dxdy+fVlUQO"“/Q'U'l/JdZC.

|z —y|N+2s [z—vy]
Notice also that the Gagliardo seminorm of the ordered pair (u,v) is represented by [(u, v)]? := [u)® + [v]?, (u,v) € X. Furthermore,
by using (Vp) and (VY{), we guarantee the continuity and the compactness of X <« L™ (RY) x L™ (R") for 71,72 € [2,25) where
27 =2N/(N — 2s), see for instance [7,9].

Lemma 1.1. ( [3, Lemma 1]). Suppose (Vo),(V{),s € (0,1) and 2s < N. Then there exists some C = C(N,p,s) > 0 such that
|ty 0)||ry xre < Cl(u,v)|| with (u,v) € X holds for each r1,r2 € [2,2%]. Thus X is continuously embedded in L™ (RY) x L™2(R")
where we take the usual norm ||(w,v)|ry xry = |[wllry + |[V]lry. Moreover, X is compactly embedded into L™ (RY) x L™ (R™) for each
ri,r2 € [2,25).

The energy functional associated with the System (Sy) denoted by Ey : X — R can be written as follows:
By () = w0 - 12— [ el "o = 12 [u@hldo = S [l loPde. (o€ x.
We say that (u,v) € X is a weak solution to the System (S\) if and only if, for every (¢1, ¢2) € X, we obtain that

0
a+

Proposition 1.1. Assume (Py) and (P). Let (u,v) € X be such that (1.2) is satisfied. Then the sets {z ; u(xz) = 0} and

{z ; v(z) = 0} have zero Lebesque measure.

(), (1, 02)) — / aful*2ups o] — Blul®o]®vpada — A / a(@)lul P o1 — b(@) o] padz = 0. (1.2)

Proof. Assume that Q, := {z ; u(x) = 0} has positive measure. Choosing any positive function ¢ € C5°(£2) where |supp ¢NQ6| > 0

we obtain that
1

7 /;zg a(z) [Ju(x) + to(@)|' 7 — u(z)| "] dz — /Qg a(x)|u] " " Pupdz, t — 0.

On the other hand, by using the fact that }m(l)tipfﬂ a(z)p' "P(x)dz does not exist and taking into account that P(u) :=
e o
J a(x)|u|'"Pdz, we infer that the limit

P’W:PL%(%/QC a(a) [Ju(@) + te@)]' " ~ u(@) e + 5 / a(@)lte ()| dx)

o

does not make sense. This ends the proof. O

Recall that E, ¢ C’O(X7 RN) since we are looking singular elliptic problems. Then the energy functional is not differentiable

anymore. However, we compute the expression E’ (u,v)(u,v) for each (u,v) € X. Namely, we obtain that

B (u0) ) = w0} = X [ a@lul 7z =X [ bl dw ~ 6 [ uf* ol dz. (1.3)
Similarly, we compute also the second derivative as follows
" 2 _ 2 1— 1— o 1B
B (u.0)(w,0)? = 2w, 0)| = A1 =) [ al@)ul! 7dz = A1 =) [ bla)lul'"de —0(a +5) [ ul” ol . (14)
Now, we consider the Nehari set for the System (Sy) in the following form:

Ny = {(u, v) € X\(0, O);E; (u,v)(u,v) = O}. (1.5)



4 EDCARLOS D. SILVA, ELAINE A. F. LEITE, AND MAXWELL L. SILVA

As usual, we split the Nehari set NV into three disjoint subsets. Namely, we shall write:

N = {(w,0) € N B (w,0)(w,0)* > 0} ; (1.6)
Ny = {(u,v) € Na; BY (u,v)(u,v)* < 0} ; (1.7)
2 = {(u, ) € Na; B! (u,0) (u,0)° = 0} w8)

Hence, we obtain (u,v) € N, if and only if

_ | (u, 0))1* = 0 [ |ul®|v|’d
[ a(@)u]'=rdzx + [b(z)[v|'~2dz’

Similarly, Ex(u,v) = 0 holds if and only if
s 0)? = 355 [ [ul® ol dz

= [a(z)u|'~Pdz + 1= [b(z)[v]'~9dz

1-p 1—q

A=

Now, taking the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient, we define an auxiliary set where the coupled term for the System (Sx) does not

vanish. In fact, we consider the following set:

A= {(u,v) c X;/|u|a|fu|*3dx > 0} .
Furthermore, we define the functionals R, R. : A — R of C°class, for each parameters X\ > 0 and 6, as follows:
[, 0) 1> = 6 [ |u]*[v]"dz and  Ru(u,v) = — 3ll(uw, )1 = 55 [ ul*[v] dz

T @7z + [ b@)le[~ode L Jal@)ul=rda + 15, Th@)[—ide

—q

Ry (u,v) = (1.9)

Hence, we define the following extremes:

A= inf maxRn(tu,tv) and M= inf max Re(tu,tv).
(u,v)eA t>0 (u,v)eA t>0

Hence, we have some interactions between the fibers of the Rayleigh quotient and the energy functional. In fact, we obtain that
Remark 1.1. Let (u,v) € A be fized. Then, we obtain the following statements:

i) Rn(u,v) = X & B (u,0)(u,v) = 0; ii)Rn(u,v) > X< E (u,v)(u,v) >0; i) Ro(u,v) < A& E (u,v)(u,v) <0.
) Re(u,v) =X & E, (u,v) =0; v) Re(u,v) > A< E, (u,v) > 0; vi) Re(u,v) < A& E, (u,v) <0.

Now, we state our main results without any restriction on the parameter 6 > 0. Firstly, we shall consider the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Assume (Po), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then we have that 0 < A < A" < oo. Furthermore, for each X € (0,\"),
the System (Sx) admits at least one ground state solution (u,v) € A. Moreover, (u,v) satisfies the following statements:
i)E” (u,v)(u,v)* > 0, that is, (u,v) € Ny N A; ii) There ezists C < 0 such that E, (u,v) < C.

Now, we shall consider the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose (Py), (P), (Vo),(Vi) and X € (0,\*). Then System (Sx) admits at least one weak solution (z,w) € A
satisfying the following assertions: i)E" (z,w)(z,w)* < 0, that is, (z,w) € Ny NA=Ny; i) IfX € (0,\) then E, (z,w) > 0;
i11) Assume also that A = A.. Then, we obtain that E, (z,w) = 0; i) For each X € (A, \*) we deduce that that E, (z,w) < 0.

As a consequence, we obtain that following result:

Theorem 1.3. Suppose (Py), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then, the System (S\) has at least two weak solutions (u,v) and (z,w) for each

X € (0, \*). Furthermore, the functions u,v,z and w are strictly positive a.e. in RY .

Now, assuming A = \*, we use an auxiliary sequence proving that our main problem does not admit any weak solution in N7Y.

Precisely, we prove the following result:

Theorem 1.4. Suppose (P), (P1) (P), (Vo), (Vi) and X\ = X". Then, the System (Sx+) admits at least two weak solutions

(s, v4) € N2 and (2., w.) € Ny.. Furthermore, the functions u.,v«, 2« and ws are strictly positive a.e. in RY.

1.2. Outline. The present paper is organized as follows: In the forthcoming section we use the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient in order
to lead with the minimization method in the Nehari set. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of existence and multiplicity of solutions

for our main problem whenever A = \*. In Section 4 we prove our main results taking into account the Nehari method.
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1.3. Notation. Throughout this work we shall use the following notation:
o B (u,v)((u,v)(u,v)) = EY(u,v)(u,v)* denotes the second derivatives in the (u,v) direction.
o |||l and || - ||oo are the norms in L°°(RY) and L"(R™) for each r € [1, c0).
e S, is the best constant for the embedding X — L"(RY) x L"(RY), r € [2,2}].
e B. = Be(u,v) = {(w,2) € X : |[(u,v) — (w,2)|| < ¢} and Bs(r) = {x € RN : |z —r| < §}.
o A(u,v) == [|(u,v)||?, B(u,v) = [|u|*|v|’dz P(u):= [a(z)lu|'Pdr, Qv):= [b(x)v|' dz.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS AND VARIATIONAL SETTING

In this section, we shall consider some results related with the Nehari method together with the nonlinear Rayleigh quotient.

Firstly, we begin defining the fibers maps in the following way:
2 A(u,v) — 0t* P B(u,v)

Qn(t) = Ru(tu,tv) = 7 P(a) £ 010(0) (2.10)
142 A(u, v) — 7P —2L_B(u,v
Qe(t) = Re(tu,tv) = 25 ff ) e ( ). (2.11)
Under our assumptions we emphasize that 0 < p < ¢ < 1. Thus, we mention that
. Q”(t) A(u7 U) : Q”(t) _HB(U7 U)
> < . .
Mt T Pw e 0 " AR = P+ o) < (212)

The main idea is to employ the same strategy as was done in [13,37,38]. Firstly, we obtain the following result:

Proposition 2.1. Suppose (Py) and (P). Then for every (u,v) € A there exists a unique t = tn(u,v), such that @, (t) = 0.
Furthermore, t, - A — R is a function of class C°(A,R).

Proof. According to Lemma 2.2 we write A = A(u,v), B = B(u,v),C = P(u),D = Q(v) and n = « + (. Then, the
identity @7, (¢) = 0 has a unique solution ¢, (u,v) which is a point of global maximum for Q,(t). Now, we define the function
F : (0,400) x X — R given by

F(t,(wi,w2)) = R;(t(zl + w1, z2 +w2))(t(z1 + w1, 22 + w2)), t >0, (w1, w2) € X. (2.13)
Notice also that @, (1) = F(1,(0,0)) = R (z1,22)(21,22) = 0 and 8:F(1,(0,0)) # 0. Hence, by using the Implicit Function

Theorem [?, Remark 4.2.3], we guarantee that there exists a unique function t, : B:(z1,22) — Bi C R which belongs to
C°(Be(z1, 22),R) such that F(t, (w1, w2), (wi,ws)) = 0 holds for each (w1, w2) € Be(z1,22). Recall that (z1,22) € A is arbitrary
which ensures that ¢, € C°(A,R). This ends the proof. O

Consider the functional A, : A — R given by
[[(tn (s 0) (s O)* = O [ [t (1, v}l [t (u, 0) 0]

A’!L B = R, (t b = Qn(tn 5 5 = 2.14
(u,v) NG (tu, tv) = Qn(tn(u, v)(u, v)) [ a(@) [t (u, v)ul=7 + [ b(x)[tn(u, v)v|t—1 (2.14)
Recall that A, is given by composition of continuous functions. Therefore, we conclude that A, € C°(A,R).
Remark 2.1. For the particular case p = q the solution of Q,,(t) = 0 is given explicitly in the following form:
1
(1 +p)A(u,v) ateee
t = tn(u,v) = .
)= (gt A B
Hence, we see that
atB—1+p 1tp
A(u,v) o2 1+p)ati—2(a+B—2
An(u,v) := Ca,p,p0 (1+p ) ) Ca,pp,0 = 1(+p ) ( a+521+p : (2.15)
B(u,0) 72 (P(u) + Q) 0 (0t -1t p) s
Proposition 2.2. Suppose (Po) and (P). Then the functional Ay, is zero homogeneous.
Proof. Consider s > 0. Notice that Ay (su, sv) = sup Qn(tsu, tsv) = sup Qn(au,av) = Ay (u,v). This ends the proof. a

t>0 a>0

In order to study where the energy functional is positive, negative or zero we need to study the behavior of the function provided

in (2.11). Analogously, as was done for the behavior of @Q),, we analyze the fibering map for Q.. More precisely, we obtain that

L A(u, . —_B(u,v
lim Qfg) S T - vl) >0;  lim a?BEtl)+p <-ps : 1 : <0
t—0 1 5 P(u) + = P) t—oo i 15 Pu) + = P)

Proposition 2.3. Assume (Py) and (P). Then, for every (u,v) € A, there exists a unique t = te(u,v) such that Q.(t) = 0.
Moreover, (u,v) — te(u,v) is in C°(A,R) class.
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Proof. Here we apply the same ideas discussed in the proof of Proposition 2.1. We omit the details. (]

Similarly, we obtain that A. € C°(A, R) where

Ac(u,v) = max Re(tu, tv) = Re(te(u,v)(u,v)). (2.16)
Proposition 2.4. Suppose (P,), (P), (Vo), (VI ). Let us consider (u,v) € A. Then we conclude that
t (1—t' 7P + (1 —p)tlqu(v)) /
n(t) — Qel(t) = (). 2.17
@n(61- @) = i (it et @0 (247
Proof. The proof follows by a simple computation. We omit the details. |

Remark 2.2. It follows from (2.17) and Remark 2.9 the following estimates:
t1-p)7'Qut) < Qu(t) = Qe(t) < t(1—q) Q). (2.18)
Moreover, Qn(t) > Q.(t) if and only if QL(t) > 0 which makes sense only for 0 < t < tc(u,v). Similarly, Q.(t) < Q.(t) holds if

and only if Q.(t) < 0 which makes sense only for t > te(u,v). Furthermore, we mention that Qn(t) = Qe(t) holds if and only if
Q. (t) = 0 which occurs only for t = te(u,v).

Remark 2.3. For the particular case where p = q, the value te(u,v) is explicitly given by

_ (04D (@+p)Awy) T
te(u,v) = (20(o¢+6—1+p)B(u71})) . (2.19)
Furthermore, we mention that
atB—1+p
Ae(u,v) = éa,ﬁ,p,@ A(}ﬁ:) i ; (2.20)
B(u,v)=¥7=2 (P(u) + Q(v))
3 (1+p)(a+B)\ 7= 1 TP

Remark 2.4. Assume that p = q. Hence, we obtain that Q. (t) — Q.(t) = t(1 —p) ' QL(t).

Proposition 2.5. Assume that (Po),(P),(Vo) and (Vi) hold. Consider (uk,vi) € A a minimizing sequence for \*. Then the
auziliary sequence (g, Ux) € A given by Ur = tn(Uk, Vi )Uk, Uk = tn(Uk, Vk)Vk, 1S also a minimizing sequence. Moreover, there exist
ps p >0 such that ||(i, ox)|| > p and 6 [ |||k dz > p.
Proof. Firstly, by using Proposition 2.2, the functional A, is zero homogeneous and (ug,?) is also a minimizing sequence.
Furthermore, we see that
d L
ERn(tuk,tvk) - =0.
Hence, we deduce that
(24w, 51) — (o + B) 0B, 50)) (P(an) + Q(r)) = (Alin, 5) — 0B (i, 7)) (1 — p) (P(n) + (1 — Q)
Consequently, we obtain
2A(t, o) [P(ik) + Q(0r)] — 0(a + B) Bk, o) [P(ik) + Q(0r)] =
Ak, o) [(1 = p)P(ix) + (1 — q)Q(uk)] — 0B ik, 0x) [(1 — p)P(ix) + (1 — q)Q(ix)] -

Similarly, we see that
Ak, Ok) [(p+1) Ptr) + (¢ + 1) Q(0r)]

0B (uy,0r) = — —. 2.22
(8 = @t 8) — 1+ p) P + (o +8) — 1+ ) Q0w 222
Now, by using Lemma 2.9 and taking into account the fact that the function f(z) = m,}ﬁifmux is increasing, we deduce that
f(p) A(ur, 0x) < O0B(uk, %) < [f(q) AUk, Ur). (2:23)
Hence, by applying Holder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding, see Lemma 1.1, we infer that
F@) i, 5) |17 < 0l |5 1011545 < O (G, B) 11355 < OSTE (e, B) | (2.24)
As a consequence, we see that
1
~ ~ atp-2 ~
(| (@, o) || > (éi”ﬁ) =p. (2.25)

In view of (2.25) and (2.23) we obtain that the minimizing sequence is far away from the boundary of . A. In fact, we observe that

1/(a+B-2)

- aps P ()

0B (tk, 0x) = ‘9/|Uk| |vk|6d$ 2 <W(aiﬂ);) =P (2:26)
a+
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This finishes the proof. O
Proposition 2.6. Suppose (Py), (P), (Vo) and (V). Then there exists C, > 0 such that \* > C, > 0.

Proof. Firstly, by using (2.23), we see that

|| (@, o) |2
(i) 2 1= S0 a2

It follows from Sobolev embedding and Holder inequality that

P(ii) < Sy llallz/ o) 1@, 5177 < S (@, 5l 7, Q(0r) < Sy~ [1Bll2 (g 1y (@, Tl < S|, )|~ (2.27)
where S := max{HaH%SZl*p, Hb||%857q}. Therefore, by using Remark 2.9, we obtain

p q
U 1— . _ U
i, 5e) > LD i, 5142, e, ),

Now, by using (2.25), we see that A, (i, 0x) > 1;’;‘1) max {p' 79, 5" P} =: C5. This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.7. Suppose (Py), (P), (Vo) and (VY ). Then the minimizing sequence provided by Proposition 2.5 is bounded.

Proof. Up to a subsequence, we see that A, (i, 9x) < A"+ £. Without loss of generality we suppose that ||(ik, 0x )| > 1. Therefore,
by using (2.27), we obtain

(@, o) 1* < f(@l(@r, o) 1* + (A" + 5) S (1@, o) P + (1@, o) [ 7F1) - (2.28)
The last assertion implies that
1
I A 4L)2s) T-¢
1@k, i) || < <7( 1,fk(3) > : (2.29)
This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.8. Assume (Py), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then the sequence given by Proposition 2.5 satisfies
A (,3) < lim inf An(ix, ), (2.30)
—00
where (U, Ux) — (4,0) in X.

Proof. From the boundedness of minimizing sequence we suppose that (ug,?0r) — (4,?) in X. Using the compact embedding,
X; e L™ (RN) for r; € [2,2%), i = 1,2,we obtain the following statements:

{ an — 4, in Xi; i { ar(r) = a(z) a.e RY; (2.31)

ax — @, in L™(RY); |tir| < oy € L RY) r €[2,2%).
Notice that

1—p

~ |1=p ~11=p 1T2p =
< ||a|\ﬁ ||| 7 — |a]' 7P| TP da .

" — @ |77 < Jjal P+ @l P T <27 (jaf + Jal®) < 277 (|hef? + [al%) € L'RY),

‘/a(x) [|ﬂk|17p — |ﬂ|17p] dx

Furthermore, we infer that

Now, by applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we deduce that

-
; ~ |1=p ~|1=p ﬁ =

< khm lal| =2 ‘|uk| — |l ’ dx =0.
— 00 1+p

Similarly, we show that klim [ b(2)|0k|' " 9dz = [b(x)|0|' “dz. From now on, by using the Hélder inequality with the exponents
el

QTJrB and r’ = O‘TW, we obtain that

lim ‘/a(x)|ﬂk|17pd:c—/a(:c)|ﬂ|17pd:c

k—oo

r=

[rhide < lbasslsalhassli, < oo
The Dominated Convergence Theorem implies
klllglo/|ﬂk|a|ﬁk|ﬁdx = / |i|*|5]° da. (2.32)
Putting all these things together and using that the norm is weakly lower-semicontinuous we infer that
An(a,0) < likniigf Ay (Tg, Uk).

This ends the proof. O
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Remark 2.5. If (up,vx) — (u,v) in X, using the same argument employed in the proof of Proposition 2.8, we obtain that

E, (u,v) Sli]clgiol‘}f E, (uk,vk); B (u,v)(u,v) §liknli£f E’ (uk, vr) (ur, vi); EY (u,v)(u, v)? §liknli£f E (ug, ve) (u, o).

Proposition 2.9. Suppose hypotheses (Py), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then \* = inf A,(z,w) is attained.

(z,w)eA

Proof. Firstly, using Propositions 2.7, the minimizing sequence provided by Proposition 2.5 that is denoted by (ux, Uk ) is bounded.
Thus, we deduce that (ax,0x) — (4,0) in X where (4,0) € A. It follows also from Proposition 2.8 that

A* < Ay (4,0) < liminf Ay, (g, o) = A"

k— 400

Hence, A* = An (@, ). The last assertion implies that A* is attained. This ends the proof. O
Lemma 2.1. Assume (Py), (P), (Vo) and (V). Then A, is continuous and unbounded from above.

Proof. Let us consider functions in AT NS where AT =

{(u,v) € A:u,v >0} and S = {(u,v) € X : ||(u,v)|| = 1}. Define the
continuous function G : X — R given by G(u,v) = P(u)+ Q

(u,

(v), (u,v) € X. In view of the last assertion, we obtain G~*((0,00))NS
is a relative open set in S. Furthermore, t ~ G(tu,tv) = t'"PP(u) 4+ t'79Q(v) is increasing for t > 0. Under these conditions,
we mention that G~'((0,00)) NS # S. Therefore, there exists a sequence (ux,v) € G~((0,00)) N S such that G(ux,vx) — 0 in R.
Now, we shall use ¢ instead of ¢, (ur,vx) to simplify the notation. Hence, we obtain that

lim A (u o) — lim ||(tkuk,tkfuk)||2—9f|tkuk| |tkvk|*3dx
koo ks k ﬁmf |tkuk|1 pdl’—‘rfb |tkvk|1 adx’

(2.33)

Recall also that
% R, (tuk s t’t)k)

t=t,
Now, by using (2.22) for ¢t = t, (uk, vk) =: tx, we deduce that

[t teve) I [(1+ p) P(trus) + (1 + ) Q(trve)]
(a+B=1+p)Ptrur) + (@ + B — 1+ q)Q(trvr)”

OB(tkuk7 tkvk)

In light of (2.33) we deduce that

2 [ (14p) P(tpup)+(14+9)Q(txvs)
Il (trur, tevr) | [1 (aJrBf1+P)P(tkuk)+(a+5*1+Q)Q(tkvk)]

P(trur) + Q(trvk)
Note that for each (ur,vi) € S, we have that [|(ur,vr)|| = 1. As a consequence, we obtain that
ti(a+5-2)
(a+B—1+4p)t, "Plug) + (a4 B — 1+ q)t;, "Q(vx)
According to Proposition 2.5 we infer that ||(txuk,trvr)|| > p holds. The last statement implies that ¢, > p. Hence, by using

A (trug, trog) =

An (tpuk, tyor) =

hypothesis (P), we see that

12 a+pB—-2 1
max{t,lfp,tllfq} (a4 B —1+q) G(uk,vr)
This ends the proof. O

An (trug, trhog) >

—  OQ.

Proposition 2.10. Assume (Fo), (P), (Vo) and (Vi). Then for each X € (0,\*) and (u,v) € A fized the fibering map
v, () == E, (tu,tv) has evactly two distinct critical points t;} (u,v) and t, (u,v) such that 0 < t;(u,v) < tn(u,v) < t, (u,v).
Furthermore, we deduce the following statements:

i) It holds t;} (u,v) is a local minimum for ~y, while t,, (u,v) is a local mazimum. Moreover, t (u,v)(u,v) € N;

ii) The functions (u,v) — t; (u,v) and (u,v) — t, (u,v) belong to C°(A,R).

Proof. (i) Firstly, by using (2.12) and Lemma 2.2, we show that ¢ — R, (tu,tv) is increasing for 0 < ¢t < t,(u,v) and decreasing
for t > tn(u,v). Since A < Ry(tn(u,v)(u,v)) we have that R,(tu,tv) = A has exactly two roots 0 < &} (u,v) < tn(u,v) <
t, (u,v). Notice that tf(u,v) are critical points of 7, (t) := E, (tu,tv), see Remark 1.1. Under these conditions, we have
Qn(tF (u,v)) > 0 and @/, (t, (u,v)) < 0. Therefore, using Remark 2.6, we conclude that E7 (¢} (u,v)(u,v))(t} (u,v)(u,v))* > 0
and EY (t,, (u,v)(u,v))(t, (u,v)(u,v))* < 0. According to (1.6) and (1.7) we get t,} (u,v)(u,v) € Ni\ and t;, (u,v)(u,v) € N .

(i3) Suppose A € (0,A*). Thus, NY = @ and Ny = N;}f UN, . Furthermore, Q. € C'((0,00),R), Q,(t,} (u,v)) > 0 and
Qh(tr (u,v)) < 0. Let (21, 22) € Ny be fixed. In order to ensure that (u,v) + ¢} (u,v) and (u,v) = t, (u,v) are in C°(A,R), we
consider the function F : (0, 4+00) x X — R given by

F(t,(u,v)) = A(t(z1 + u, 22 +v)) — AP(t(21 + u)) — AQ(t(22 + v)) — 0B(t(z1 + u, 22 + v)).
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Recall also that 5

F(1,(0,0)) = B, (21, 22) (21, 22) = 0, pn

F(L (07 0)) = E;,(Zh 22)(217 22)2 < 0.

It is important to emphasize that F' € C°((0, +00) x X, R). Hence, using the Implicit Function Theorem [?, Remark 4.2.3], there is
a function f € C°(B-(0,0), (1 — §,1+J)) such that
F(f(uv U)v (U7 'l))) = 07 IR} (u7 U) € B5(07 0)

Recall also that Be(z1,22) = {(w1,w2) € X : |[(w1,w2) — (21, 22)|| < e}. From now on, due to the continuity of the derivative, we

infer that

0
aF(f(u,v), (u,v)) <0, (u,v) € Be(21,22).

Now, choosing (21, 22) = f(u,v)(z1 + u, 22 + v), we obtain that

B (a1, 2)(5,2)° = [, 0)] ™ 4 F(f(,0), (,0) < 0.

The last assertion implies that f(u,v)(z1 + u, 22 + v) € N, . Hence, we see that
t,:(Zl +u,z2 + U) = f(U7 U)v (u7 'U) € B5(07 0)

In fact, we observe that (z1+u, z2+v) € B-(z1, 22) and (u,v) € B:(0,0). Therefore, t;; € C°(B.(z1, 22),R) holds for each A € (0, \*).
Since (21, 22) € Ny is arbitrary, we know that ¢, € C°(A, R). Similarly, ¢;/ € C°(A, R) holds true. This finishes the proof. O

Proposition 2.11. Consider (u,v) € A and t > 0 in such a way that A = R, (tu,tv). Let us consider the function G : A — R
given by G(u,v) = P(u) + Q(v). Then

d E" (tu, tv)(tu, tv)?
ZR, t ,t — A ) )
g Ton (b 1) tG (tu, tv)
Proof. Firstly, we mention that
t%G(tu, 1) = (1— p)P(tu) + (1 — )Q(tv). (2.34)

Recall also that
G(tu, tv) Rn (tu, tv) = £*||(u, v)|| —eta+ﬁ/|u|a|v|ﬁdx.

Hence, we obtain that
t%[G(t% £0)] R (tu, tv) +tG(tu7tv)%[Rn(tu, )] = 26 (u,0)|? —9(a+/3)ta+ﬁ/|u|a|v|5dx.
Now, by using the fact that R, (tu,tv) = X, we infer that
t%G(tu7 tv)\ + tG(tu, tv)%Rn(tu7 tv) = 2||(tu, tv)||> — (a + B) / [tu|*|tv]”.
In light of (2.34) we mention that
A1 = p)P(tu) + AM(1 — ¢)Q(tv) + tG(tu, tv)%Rn(tu7 tw) = 2||(tu, tv)||* — 6(a + B)B(tu, tv).
Furthermore, we observe that
tG(tu,tv)%Rn(tu, tv) = 2||(tu, tv)||* — 0(a + B)B(tu, tv) — A(1 — p) P(tu) — A\(1 — q)Q(tv) = E (tu, tv)(tu, t)?.
This ends the proof. O
Remark 2.6. Assume A\ = Ry (tu,tv). Then <Ry (tu,tv) has the same sign as E (tu, tv)(tu, tv)?>.

Proposition 2.12. Assume (Po), (P), (Vo) and (Vi). Then we obtain that Ny. # (.

Proof. Recall that A, is zero homogeneous. Without loss of generality we suppose that A\* = Ay, (4, ¥) = Ry (4, v). In other words,

tn(@,?) = 1 holds for some (@,7) € A. As a consequence, %Rn(tﬂ,tf)) =0 at t = 1. Now, by using Remark 2.6, we obtain that

(i, 7) € N3«. This finishes the proof. O
Remark 2.7. It holds that A = \* is the smallest positive value such that N # (.
Proposition 2.13. Assume (Po), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Suppose also that X\ € (0, \*). Then N = §.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that there exists (u,v) € NY. Hence, tn(u,v) = 1 which implies that A\ = R,(u,v) =
Ry (tn(u,v)(u,v)) = An(u,v) > X* > X. This is a contradiction showing the desired result. O
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Now, we prove a relation between £ R (tu,tv) and E’ (tu, tv)(tu,tv). Define the function G : A — R given by
1 1

P .

P+ Q)

Proposition 2.14. Consider (u,v) € A where A\ = Re(tu,tv) holds true for some t > 0. Then

Gu,v) =

d 1 E (tu, tv)(tu, tv)
—Re(tu,tv) = - 22—~~~ _~
g et ) = T = o)
Proof. The proof follows the same ideas discussed in the proof of Proposition 2.11. The details are omitted. ]

Now, we show whether the function ¢ — E(tu, tv) intersects the ¢ axis. In fact, we consider the following result:

Remark 2.8. Assume A = Re(tu,tv). Then % Re(tu,tv) has the same sign as E’ (tu, tv)(tu, tv). Furthermore, % Re(tu, tv) is zero
if and only if E (tu,tv)(tu,tv) is zero.

Now, we are able to prove the following result:

Proposition 2.15. Assume (Po, (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then we obtain that Ay (u,v) > Ac(u,v), (u,v) € A. As a consequence, we
deduce that 0 < A\, < A" < +o0.

Proof. According to the Proposition 2.4 we infer that

ot (0l P@ (- QW) d
@ (01-0:0 = = (g ety ) #-0)

On the other hand, we know that Qn(tn(u,v)) > Qn(t) holds for each ¢ # t,(u,v). Therefore, we see that
An(u,v) = Ae(u, v) = Qultn(u,v)) = Qelte(u,v)) > Qu(te(u,v)) = Qe(te(u,v)) = 0.

Here, was used the fact that %‘j}t) =0 for t=tc(u,v). Under these conditions, Ac(u,v) < An(u,v). Moreover, by using Proposition
2.9, we infer also that A\* = A, (@, v) and

M= inf An(u,v) = Ap(@,0) > Ae(@,0) > inf  Ae(z,w) = .
(u}geA (u,v) (a,0) (u v)i(z’lwn)eA (z,w)

This ends the proof. O
Proposition 2.16. Assume (Py) and (P). Then the functional Ac is zero homogeneous.

Proof. For any s > 0, we see that Ac(su, sv) = sup Qe(tsu, tsv) = sup Qe(au, av) = Ac(u,v). This finishes the proof. O
>0 a>0

Remark 2.9. Consider nonzero numbers a1, az,b1,bs € Rt where bi,ba > 0. Then, we obtain that

min a1 gz <a1+a2<max a a2
b17b2 by +by — b17b2 ’

Lemma 2.2. Consider a function f : R — R given by f(t) := %ﬂf > 0, where A, B,C,D > 0. Then there exists a unique

critical point of f which correspondents to a global mazximum point.

Proposition 2.17. Suppose (Py), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then there exists a bounded minimizing sequence for A..

Proof. The proof follows the same ideas employed in the proof of Proposition 2.7. Consider the (ug,7;) € A given by
Ut = te(uk, vi)ur and Uk = te(uk, vi)vr. Hence, by using Proposition 2.16, we obtain that (@, Ux) is also a minimizing sequence for
A«. Notice also that

4 Rt tm)|  =o. (2.35)

dt i1
In particular, we mention that

- - 1 TN (1 0 - _ _
(A 50) = 08 (0,0) (1 Pl + Q00 ) = (A0 — I Bl 0 ) (P2 + Qo).
The last identity is equivalent to
(- 5) P + (£ - 1) @@
QB(ﬂk7’l7k) = : : - . : - ’l]k7’l_)k).
(m - 1,p) P(uk) + (m - ﬁ) Q(vk)
Notice that . .
31Tz _atB 1+z _atp = l+z
&_iﬁ_ﬁ T2 a+pB—-142z 2 f(z) where f(z) = a+B—-1+z’
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is an increasing function. Now, by using Remark 2.9, we obtain the following estimate:

a+ o _ag- a+p o
5 F )|l Care, o) || §9/|uk| o] "dz < 3 F(@)ll (@, o) 1. (2.36)
Similarly, by using (2.25), we infer that
1
S (@t+B)fp)\ "7 _ .
Uk, U > | — = p. 2.37
(.m0 ( o ) (2.37)
As a consequence, by using estimate (2.37) and (2.36), we deduce that
1
atp atp\ aFF—2
9/|ﬂk|a|ﬁk|ﬁdx > (@+5) Qf(p) =p>0. (2.38)
2046925250
Furthermore, we infer that Ac(ug, 0k) < As + % Thus, we obtain that
3l (@, o)l = 55 [ |ax|* ok de N
f x)|ag) rde + = qu o)|og|tade =77 Tk

The last assertion implies that

2

Now, by using (2.27) and (2.36), we deduce that

mP(ﬂk) + quQ(m))

28

o o o - o _ 1
(@, o) 11* < F(@)l| (@, o)1 T2, (1@, DI + 1 @ws 5 177) (e + 2) (2.39)
Without loss of generality we assume that ||(@k, ox)|| > 1. Hence, we infer that
1
48 (A + 1) P
@@k, )| < | =i .
(1= f(a) —q)

This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.18. Assume (P),(P),(Vo) and (V{). Then the weak limit (u,v) of sequence provided by Proposition 2.17 satisfies
Ae(w,v) = Uminf Ae(Tr, Uk) = A
k—oo

Proof. Firstly, by using Proposition 2.17, we suppose that (ux,0x) — (4,7) in X. Hence, using the same arguments discussed in

the proof of the Proposition 2.9, we obtain that

A < Ac(u,v) < liggionge(ﬂk,@k) = A
This ends the proof. O
Proposition 2.19. Assume (Po), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then there exists Cs such that A« > Cs > 0.

Proof. Firstly, by using (2.36), we obtain in the following estimate

1 A(ar, o) — =25 Blg, v
Ac(ug,v) = Re(te(ur,vr)(ur,vr)) = Re(tg, o) = = lijpv(l;)k) :ig:ljk)vk)

Now, by using the Hélder inequality, (2.36) together with (2.27), we deduce that

_— éll(ﬁw')k)ll2 H2|(ar k)ll2 _(0-90 =) (@, 7)1
Al o) 2 =5 (1w, o)l =7 + | (aw, 50) ' =9) 25 ([ (@, D) 1P+ [l (ar, D8 [P~

Furthermore, by applying Remark 2.9 and (2.37), we rewrite the last estimate as follows:

At ve) > LZOL I iy ) 752, ) 47y > LRI i priny o

This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.20. Suppose (Po), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Assume also that X € (0,\*). Then there exists C > 0 such that
l(u,v)|| > C = C(p,0,a, ) > 0 holds for any (u,v) € N .
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Proof. Let us consider (u,v) € Ny . Thus, we obtain that
AP(u) + AQ(v) = ||(u,v)||> — 0B(u,v). (2.40)
Moreover, we know that
2|[(u, 0)[I* = 0l + B)B(u,v) < AL —p)P(u) + A1 = q)Q(v) < (1 =p) [|(w,0)|* = 6B (u,v)] .

Here was used the the estimate (2.40). Hence, we obtain that

(1Pl <@+ 5= 1+p) [ fulfolda. (2.41)
Since [ |u|*|v|?dz < Sgig”(u, v)||**# we mention also that
1+0p otz _
|(u,v)|| > oy = C, (u,v) ENy .
Ola+ B —1+plS5 15
This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.21. Assume (B), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Let us consider (uk,vi) C Ny a minimizing sequence for C,— where
A
(u,vk) = (u,v) in X. Then there exists 5c > 0 such that [ |u|*|v|?dz > dc > 0.

Proof. Initially, by using (2.41) and Proposition 2.20, we infer that
a B (1 + p) 2
ug | okl de > ———————C" =: ¢ > 0.
R BCCEEERED ‘

Therefore, the desired result follows by using the Dominated Convergence Theorem. This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.22. Suppose (P), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Let us consider A\ = X\* and (u,v) € N5.. Then, for any (¥1,12) € X, we
obtain that

2((u,v), (Y1, 42)) — 9/G|U|a72m/11|v|5 = Blul* (o]~ *vipade — X* /(1 —pa(x)u” 1 + (1 = g)b(z)v™ "hodz = 0. (2.42)

Proof. Firstly, taking into account Proposition 2.9, we obtain the characterization of NY.. In what follows, we shall split the proof
of (2.42) into three steps. Let (u,v) € A be fixed such that \* = A, (u,v). Hence, we write A, (u,v) as
Jew) = o

&)= P o)
Under these conditions, we write z := t,(u, v)u and w := ¢, (u, v)v.

Step 1. Here we shall prove that (f'(z,w), (¢1,12)) exists for each (z,w) € N where z,w > 0 and for any (¢1,v¢2) € X.

It follows from continuity of B that [ |z + t31|*|w + t32|’dz > 0 is satisfied for each small ¢ > 0. In other words, we obtain that
(2 + tahr, w + tp2) € A. Hence, by using the fact that (z,w) — A(z,w) and (z,w) > B(z,w) are in C' class, we obtain that

(g'(z,w), (Y1,92)) = tlinﬁ.lo g(z + t1,w +ttw2) — g(z,w)'

Recall also that (u,v) is a minimizer for the functional A,. As a consequence, we obtain that

An(u,v) = f(z,w)g(z,w), where and g(z,w) := A(z,w) + 0B(z,w).

An(u,v) = f(z,w)g(z,w) = A" = inf Ap(z,w).
(z,w)EA

Furthermore, we mention that Ay (u 4+ ti1, v + t1h2) — Ap(u,v) > 0 is satisfied for each ¢ > 0.
From now on, we shall use the following notation z = t,(u + t11,v + ti2)(u + t¢1) and w = ty (u + th1, v + th2) (v + t2). Now,
we infer also that

0 < f(i, 'Lf))g(i, 71)) - f(Z, w)g(sz)v 0 < f(i, w)g(z, 'LI)) - f(sz)g(sz) + f(,Z’ w)g(sz) - f(i, w)g(sz)'

As a consequence, we obtain that

f(Z,w)(g(2,w) — g(z,w)) > —g(z,w)(f(Z,w) — f(z,w)). (2.43)
At this stage, we define the following functionals:
L{t) = Flta(e + by, 0+ )z + o0+ 142)) = s,

Hence, by using the Mean Value Theorem, there exists 6 € (0,¢) such that

L)~ LO) _ p1gy _ 1E0) ~ fw) L)~ L(O)
t

= lim L'(#) = L'(0) = lim !

t Tt50 t t—0 t—0 t
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and

Notice also that

oy (1= p) [a(@)|z] " Pepnda + (1 - q) [ b(x)|w]| " wipada
LO=- (P() + Q(w))? | (244
Hence, by using (2.43), we infer that
f(z,w) liﬁn% w > —g(z,w) hm 1nf w (2.45)
As a consequence, we deduce that
00 > f(z,w) (g (z,w), (¥1,%2)) > —g(z,w) hmmf M (2.46)

t

Now, we mention that (Z,%) — (z,w) as t — 07. Under these conditions, by using (2.44) and the last estimate, we obtain that

(1—p) [a(@)]z|""P2ndz + (1 - q) fb(ﬂ?)lwl*l*qwibzdx‘

00 > g(z,w)liminf

t—0t (P(2) + Q(w))?
In view of Fatou’s lemma we see that
Ja(z )hmlr+1f Hidm—&—fb hmir+1f ‘w‘liq;‘w‘liqd:c
00 > g(z, w) t—0 —0
(P(2) + Q(w))?
Similarly, we define the following functionals:
Ll(z) = Z17p7 Lll (2)1/)1 = (1 - p)zipwh Gl(x) = Zﬁp(x%
Lo(w) =w'™"  Lh(w)po = (1 = q)w "2,  Ga(z) = w (z).
Here, we emphasize that (u,v) € N and z,w > 0, a.e., in RY. Furthermore, we mention that
P if 1 if 0;
Grmy = L @ @A e, ) £0;
00, if z(z)= 00, if w(x)=0.
Hence, by choosing 1,2 € X+, we deduce that Gi(z) = 27 P(x) and G2(z) = w™9(x) holds for each x € RY. Therefore, z > 0 and

(
w > 0 a.e. in RY. Under these conditions, for each (¢1, 1/)2) € X4, we conclude that

0< /a(x)z*”wldx <oo and 0< /b(:c)w*qz/;zdx < 0.
As a consequence, we obtain that
(P0) = (1=p) [a@lePde and (@ (). v2) = (1 - ) [ bla)fu] vad.
Recall also that f(z,w) =

Hence, we infer that

(P'(2),¥1) +(Q'(w), 12)
(P(2) + Q(w))?

1
P(2)+Q(w) "

(f'(z,w), (h1,12)) = —

) (1/}171/}2) € X+' (247)

This finishes the proof of Step 1.
Step 2. Here we shall prove that the expression of the first member of (2.42) is nonnegative for each (¢1,v2) € X1. In order
to do that, we shall prove that

2((z,w), (Y, 12)) —904/|2|a7221/)1|w|/8d~’0—95/|2|a72z|w|ﬂ¢2dw+
—\" {(1 —p)/a(m)zipwld:c—i— (1 —q)/b(x)w7q¢2dx} >0, (2.48)

holds for each (v1,12) € X+. Recall that (z,w) — g(z,w) is in C* class. Hence, we deduce that

<g/(sz)7 (1/1171#2)) = Al(sz)(%ﬂ/}z) - HB/(Z7 w)(q‘/}l: 1/12)7 (1/1171/)2) exX
Furthermore, by using (2.46) and (2.47), we infer that

L(z,w) ,
- - 2 < .
g(z,w) (P(z)—|—Q(w))2 = f(z,w) <g (va)(¢1y1/12)>
Here, we observe that L(z fa )z Piprdr + f b(z)(1 — q)w™ Ypodx. Similarly, we mention that

( )(9’(27 )(1/1171#2)) 2 Py da N — - Tede < 0o
L(z,w) < oG (P(2) + Q(w)) 7/0(96)(1—13)2 Yrd +/b( )1 = q)w™ Ypadr < co.
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As a consequence, all the terms in the weak formulation given in (2.42) are finite. Recall also that
/a(:c)(l —p)z" Piprdr < oo and /b(:c)(l — @Q)w™ Npadr < oc0.
In view of the last assertion we obtain that z > 0 and w > 0 a.e. in RY. As a consequence, we obtain that

o w :_(P’(z)¢1+Q’(w)¢2):_ o wN2(P (2 ()b
(v on, ) = - LTI (1020 ey + @ (wpa),

Furthermore, by using (2.46), we see that
f(z,w) <g'(z7w)7 (11)171/)2» +9(z,w) <f,(sz)7 (1, "/)2)> >0, (Y1,92) € X*.
Let us apply the last assertion which proves that (g'(z,w), (11,12)) is well defined. In fact, we obtain that
(g'(z,w), (1,92)) = 2((z,w), (Y1, ¥2)) —904/|Z|a7221/11|w|6d13—95/IZIalwIB”wwzdm.

Then, by using the function f(z,w), we deduce that

f(z,w) <2<(27w),(1/117¢2)> —9a/|Z|a722¢1|w|ﬁdl’—95/IZIQleﬁfzwwzdl’ +

— (2, w)g(zw) [(1 o) [a@ll oo+ (1-0) [ b<x>|w|*qwzd:c]) >0,

Moreover, we have that A\* = f(z,w)g(z,w) and f(z,w) > 0. Hence, by using the last estimate, we obtain that

2((z,w), (¢1,2)) — 6’Oé/|Z|a*2f«’¢1|w|Bd~’E— 95/|Z|a722’|wlﬁwzdw+

—\" {(1 —p)/a(m)zipwld:c +(1—-9q) /b(x)w7q¢2dm} >0,

holds for each (¢1,v2) € X4.

Step 3. In this step we follow the strategy of [55,57] proving that (2.42) is verified for each (¢1,12) € X. Recall that (2.48) is
verified for non-negative functions. Hence, by taking any functions (¢1,12) € X, we obtain that ¢; = (2+e91)" and ¢2 = (w+erp2) ™"
satisfies (¢1, ¢2) € X4. As a consequence, by using Step 2 and (2.48), we see that

0 < 2((z,w), (41, $2)) — Oox / 12| 221 |w|* dx — 0 / |2|* lw|® P wadz+

=-\" [(1 —p) / a(x)z Porde + (1 —q) / b(x)wqubgd:c] . (2.49)
Let us analyze each term given just above separately. First, we consider the following decomposition:
ooy = [ OG0 | o) =) = W) iy [ vins + Vit

=I1+I+II+1T.

Let us analyze the estimates for I and 1. Here, we observe that

- [[ =0l =6,

Iiv —y|NrE

Recall also that ¢1 = (z 4 et1)". Hence, we obtain that

z(z) — z( z+ ey z4epr)t
- [ s,
Now, by using the that v = u™ + u~, we write
_ (@) = 2] [(z +e1)(@) = G+ ev) W], o I [Gted) (@) - Gred) @],
L= / |z — y|N+2s dyd // | — y|N+2s dyd
= S1+ 5.
As a consequence, we mention that
=t
- // |x_ |[}Z\r(+2)5 ( )]dydx+e/ [2(= |x)_][1/|)jlv(+2)s wl(y)]dydx,

and

dydz.

_/ [2(z) — 2(y)] [(z +e¥1) " (2) — (2 +ev1) " (y)]

|z —y| N+
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Furthermore, by using the same strategy developed in [57], we also write
A ={z eRY;(z+etn)(x) >0} and A; = {x € RY; (2 + eh1)(z) < 0}.

Notice also that RY = AT U A7 and Af N A7 = 0. Hence, we obtain that

_//[z(x)—z(y)][(z+g¢1)(x)—(z+e¢1)*( dyda — //[z —2(y)] [0 (z+61/11)7(y)}dydx'

o=y ¥ o

Under these conditions, we split the domain of integration of the second integral into A;j and A, . Namely, we consider

_ [2(x) = 2] [(z + e1) (2) = (2 + )W 5 0 [2(x) = 2@)] [(z + &) (z) = O] , .
so- o[ [H PR = [ [P e
AL Ay AL AF
z —2(y)][0— (= Py
//[ Im—[ IN(+2j_€ S )]dydx
Af Ay
= Li+La+ Ls.

Now, we mention that

/ /[z |x_y|[w(f3s 2O gy / /[z |x_[y |N(+35 O

Az Ay Az Ay

L < —5/ / |m_]w|);\r(+2)s 1) gy (2.50)

As a consequence, we obtain that

Recall also that Ls = L3 and

[ [ el et
| |

T — y|N+2s
Ay A
Thus, we see that
[2(x) — ()] " [2(z) + e (= ~ [2(@) + e ()]
/ / |:c T d dx — |x N dydzx.
Ay Af Ay Af

It is important to stress that [2(z) — z(y)]" needs to be considered only in the set z(z) > z(y). However, z(y) > —e¢1(y) in A}

proving that z(z) > —et1(z) in AF. Furthermore, we infer that — [z(z) — 2(y)]” [2(z) + ev1(z)] <0, in A7 x Af. The last

assertion implies that

L, < _6//[2 — 2" [- 1/)1()+1/)1(1’)]dydx.

T
Ay AF
Under these conditions, we deduce that
+
- - +
Lo+ Ls < —25/ / [z(@) Z(ﬁ]_ [W%igy) D@ i (2.51)
Az Af

Now, putting estimates (2.50), (2.50), (2.51) together, we obtain that

I = sl+s2
- / o |x_ |[N(fz)s Dayaz + ¢ / / |x_w|)11v(+2)s O gy + L+ Lo + L,
Moreover, we obtain that
iy 1{@&38 B B
o [ [ st

Ay Af
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Similarly, considering the the estimates for I’, we write B = {x € R /(w + ey2)(x) > 0} and B, = {x € RY /(w + etp2)(x) < 0}.
Hence, using z instead of w, ¢1 for ¢z, 11 for ¥, A; for B and A, for B, respectively, we deduce that

/ = |:c — er‘v)izz dydm+5// |x _]jpz\iizz (y)]dydac
w 2 2 + Sz
//[ e = e gy - 2// S )

By B

Let us estimate the integral given in I by using (2.50). It is not hard to see that

11 = /Vlzqﬁldac:/%z(z+51/)1)+dx:/%z[(z+51/z1)—(z—&—sz/)l)*]dx
= /V1z2dav+5/V1z1/)1dx— /V1z2dx—5/V121/11dx
Ay AL

/Vlzzd:c+5/Vlzi/)1dx—e/Vlzv,l)ldx. (2.52)

Az

IA

Similarly, we are able to prove that
I < /ng2dm+5/V2w1/12dm—€ / Vawtpadz. (2.53)
By

Let us estimate the other terms given in (2.49). Here is important to stress that

—0a/|z|a72z¢1|w|ﬁdx —Ha/|z|a72z(z+5w1)+|w|ﬁd:c
= —fa [/|z|a72z(z+s¢1)|w|ﬁdx— /|z|a72z(z+5¢1)7|w|ﬁdm}

= —9aB(z,w)—0a5/|z|a72217/)1|w|*8dx—9a/|z|a|w|*8dx—a9a/|z|a7217/)1|w|5dx.

Ay Ay

Now, by dropping the term —fa [ |z|%|w|?dz < 0, we ensure that

Ay
—0a/|z|a72z¢1|w|ﬁdx < —Ha/|z|a|w|ﬁdx—9a5/|z|a7221/11|w|5d1:—59a/|z|a721/)1|w|ﬁdac
Az
Similarly, we are able to prove that
—9,8/|z|a|w|*872w¢2dx < —0,8/|z|a|w|*8dx—966/|z|a|w|572wi/)2daz—596/|z|a|w|*8721,/12d:c.

By

On the other hand, we see that

—/a(x)zipqﬁldac = —/a(x)zip(z +ep)) T dr = — / a(x)z"P(z + er)dx — /a(ac)zfp(z +e1) dr
Hence, we mention that
—/a(x)zipd)ld:c =— / a(z)z' " Pde — s/a(x)zfpwld:c - / a(x)z"P(z + eyp1)dx
Az
The last assertion provide us
- /a(x)z7p¢1dac < —/a(x)zlfpdx - E/Q(x)zfpwldac —c / a(x)z Pirdz. (2.54)
Az
Similarly, we mention that

—/b(x)w7q¢2dx < —/b(x)wlfqd:c—s/b(x)w7q¢2dx—s / b(x)w™ Yapedx. (2.55)

By
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Recall also that (z,w) € N3, i.e., we know that EY.(z,w)(z,w)? = 0. Hence, by using (2.50), (2.52), (2.52), (2.52), (2.53), (2.54),
(2.54), (2.54) and (2.55) together, we prove the following estimates:

0 < E(z,w)(z,w) +e2((z,w), (¥1,92)) —5904/|z|a72z1/)1|w|5d:c
—59ﬂ/|z|a|w|572ww2d:c—5)\*(1—p)/‘a(:c)zfpz/)ld:c
—5)\*(1—(])/ (x)w ql/!zd:c—a//[z |:c—[y|N(+2)5 wl(y)]dyd:c

+
[L/J()+L/1 Yl [Y2(x) — Pa(y)]
_25// lx_ |NJ1r2s 1 dyd:c—s// |x_ |J\2,+2S dydx
Ay Af AL Ay
—25// ]+[|N+2(§/)+¢2(x)]dydac—5/V121/11dac—5/ngz/)zdm
A7 AF Az By
—59a/|z|a|w|572w1d:c—a9,8/|z|a|w|572¢2dx—e/a(:c)zipz/)ld:c—s/b(x)wfqz/)gdx. (2.56)
AL B Ay By

From non on, by using the last estimate divided by € and doing € — 0, we infer that all characteristic functions for the sets A, ,A,,

B, and B, goes to zero. The key point here is to apply the Dominated convergence Theorem. In conclusion, we obtain that
0 < 2(ew), (0 — b [ Al de = 05 [ [21° 0l P wvads
N =p) [al@)zrde =X (1= q) [ba)w vade, (r,0m) € X
Now, using (—1, —t2) € X instead of (11,1)2), we guarantee that
0 = 2((zw), (¥1,92)) —9a/IZI‘Ifzzwllwlﬁdx—@B/|Z|a|w|ﬁ72w¢zdx
—-A"(1-p) / a(z)z Piyrde — N (1 = q) /b(alc)ufqz/)zdar:7 (Y1,72) € X
This ends the proof. O

Corollary 2.1. Suppose (Py), (P1), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Then the System (Sx~) does not admit weak solutions (z,w) € Ni«.

Proof. The proof follows arguing by contradiction. Assume that there exists a weak solution (z,w) € NY. for the System (Sy-).
Now, by using Proposition 2.22, we infer that

2 (2, w), (th1, 1)) — ba / |22 2n [wldz — 68 / 2] o] 2oz

-\ [(1 —p)/a(x)zfpwldx +(1- q)/b(x)wquzd:c] =0, (¢Y1,¥2)€eX (2.57)

Furthermore, we know that

R / o)z Prde + [ Wayu s ) + 0 2zl de
0L [l Rwads, (i, v2) € X. (2.58)
Hence, by using (2.58) and (2.57), we are able to use the testing function (¢1,2) = (¢1,0) proving that
2 ()\*/ (z)z p¢1dx+9Tﬂ |z|a72z1/)1|w|5dac> - Ha/ |2]* 22 [w|Pdz — A*[(1 —p)/a(x)zipz/)ldac =0.

Now, we rewrite the last identity as follows:
/ [a(x)z”’A*(l —p)+ 00 (%ﬁ) |z|“*1|w|5] i = 0.
In particular, we mention that
a(z)z "A"(1 —p) + O (W) |2 Hwl® =0, ae in RY.

Hence, we obtain that
ba(a+ 5 —2) > pta—1 8 fa—1, 8
a(z) = ——————< ) 2 w” =i Cupparro 2" w”.
@=(Fanern o
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Under these conditions, by using Young’s inequality with 7' = 2% /8 and r = 2} /(2% — ), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

/a(x)dx < C’/ (|w|2: + |z|(p+a71)r) de < oo.

In view of hypotheses (P) and (P1) we mention that (p + o —1)r = (p+ a — 1)% < 27 holds whenever 2 < a4+ f < 27 and
0 < p < 1. Similarly, we obtain that (p+ o —1) 23513 > 2 holds assuming that g > %(3 — a —p). This is a contradiction due to the
fact that a ¢ L'(RY). This ends the proof. O

Now, we are looking for weak solutions for the System (S») taking into account the following minimization problems:

Cy,- = inf FE (u,v); 2.59
v = 0t () (2:59)

and
CijA = inf E, (u,v). (2.60)

+
(u,v)e./\fk nA

Remark 2.10. It is important to stress that Ny C A. In fact, for any (u,v) € Ny, we prove that B(u,v) > 0. Here was used the
that that E. (u,v)(u,v) = 0 implies

0> EY(u,v)(u, v)? = A1 +p)P(u) + X1+ q)Q(v) + (2 — a — B)B(u, v)
holds true for each (u,v) € Ny .
Proposition 2.23. Suppose (P), (P), (Vo) and (V{). The energy functional Ex : X — R is coercive in the Nehari set.

Proof. Let (u,v) € N be fixed. Hence, we mention that £’ (u,v)(u,v) = 0. As a consequence, we see that

0/ lu|*|v])Pdz = || (u,v)||* — )\/a(:c)|u|17pd:c - )\/b(:c)|v|17qd:c.

Now, we write Ex(u,v) = Ex(u,v) — a_JerE,A (u,v)(u,v). The last assertion implies that
1 1 1 1 1 1
E = (== A A ——— Pu)+ A [ ——— .
o) = (5 i) Ao+ (1 i ) P@ A (s + ) Q)
Now, by using (2.27), we infer that
B\ (u,v) > Cill(u,0)|* = Call(w, v)|I"™" = Cs]l(w, w) |, (2.61)
As a consequence, we deduce that E, (u,v) — 400 as ||(u,v)|| — +oo. This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.24. Assume that (Po), (P), (Vo), (Vi) and X € (0,\*) hold. Consider a minimizer sequence (uj,vi) € Ny for
C, - Then there exists (u,v) € Ny such that (u,vr) = (u,v) in X.
A

Proof. Consider a sequence (ug,vr) € Ny such that Ex(ug,vr) — CN;' Here we observe that the sequence (uy,vy) is bounded,
see Proposition 2.23. Up to a subsequence, we know that (ug,vr) — (u,v) for some (u,v) € X. Now, by using Proposition 2.20,
together with (2.41), we obtain that u # 0 and v # 0. According to Proposition 2.10, there exist ¢} (u,v) > 0 and ¢, (u,v) > 0 such
that ¢} (u,v) < tn(u,v) <t (u,v) where ;7 (u,v)(u,v) € Ny and ¢, (u,v)(u,v) € Ny . Under these conditions, we deduce that

Oy < Balt (u, ), v). (2.62)
A
On the other hand, we see that E} (ux,vi)(uk, vx) = 0, EY (g, vi)(ur, vi)? <0,
(wr,o0)| = C > 0, /|uk|a|vk|ﬁdm >5.50, keN.

Now we claim that (ug,vr) — (u,v) in X. The proof follows arguing by contradiction assuming that (uy,vx) does not converge.
Therefore,
(| (tu, tv)||* < likm inf || (tuy, tog)||*, ¥ t> 0.
— 00

In particular, we obtain that
Ey\(t(u,v)) < likminf Ex(t(uk,vk)), ¥V t>0. (2.63)
— 00

Hence, for t = ¢, (u,v), we deduce that
E\(t, (u,v)(u,v)) < likm inf Ex (¢, (u, v)(uk, vk)). (2.64)
— o0
Thus, using (2.62) and (2.64), we infer that

Cyn- < liminf E, (¢, (u,v)(uk, vr)). (2.65)
Y k— o0
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Now, by using Remark 2.5, we see that
E\(u,v)(u,v) < likrg'gf EA\(uk, vi) (ug,ve) =0 and  EX(u,v)(u,v)* < liggf EX (ug, vg) (ug, vg,)* < 0.

It is not hard to verify that 74 (t) = EA(tu, tv)(u,v) <0, 0<t <t} (u,v) and t>t, (u,v). Recall also that

0 = E\(tu, tv)(u,v) < likn;iolgf EX (tug, tog) (ug, vg), for ¢ =1t} (u,v).
Thus, 1 > ¢, (u,v) holds. Notice also that E} (tuk,tvk)(uk,vi) < 0 for each 0 < ¢ < t;} (ux, vx). Moreover, we mention that

EA\(tu, tv)(u,v) < li&gf EA\ (tug, tog) (uk, vg).

Now, by using the last assertion, we obtain that

0= Ef\(tZ(u, V) (uk, vi)) (uk, vi) < likn;iolgf E'A(t:[(u, ) (uk, vg)) (uk, vk ).
Hence, we infer that t,} (ux, vi) <t (u,v) < t, (u,v) < t,, (ug, ve) = 1. As a consequence, we obtain

ON; < likn;iolgf E, (t, (u,v)(uk,vr)) < liknli(gf E, (ug,vg) = CN;'

I

This is is a contradiction showing that ||(u,v)||” = likm inf || (ug, vx)||?. Therefore, (ux,vx) — (u,v) in X. This ends the proof. O
—00

Proposition 2.25. Suppose (Po), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Assume that A € (0, \*). Let (uk,vx) € Ny be a minimizing sequence for
C)r+- Then, up to a subsequence, there exists (u,v) € A such that (ug,vi) — (u,v) in X where (u,v) € Ny .
A

Proof. First, we consider the singular elliptic problems:

(—A)*u+ Vi(z)u = Aa(z)u™?, (2.66)
(—A)°v + Va(x)v = Xb(z)v™ 7. (2.67)
Recall that V; : RY — R, i = 1,2 are continuous potentials. Furthermore, we consider the following associated energy functionals:
Ja) = 31l = 22 [a@l de, and Jaa) = 3ol - 22 [ sl

Let us consider also the Nehari sets as follows
Nip={ue Xi\op; Jia(wu=0};  Nox={veE Xa\{o};J5(v)(v) =0}

Ny ={u e M Tl (e’ >0} N = {v € Mo 3 (v)(v)? > 0}
Consider wy € N, 1+ , and w2 € ./\/2Jr , be weak solutions for the singular elliptic problem given in (2.66) and (2.67), respectively. Now,
applying the ideas developed by [55,57], we see that w1, w2 > 0. It is important to emphasize that problems (2.66) and (2.67) does
not admit u = 0 as trivial weak solution. Thus, we deduce that (w1, w2) € A. Furthermore, assuming that (u,v) € Ny is a weak
solution for the System (Sy), we deduce that (1.2) is verified. Furthermore, we mention that EY(u,v)(u,v)? > 0. In particular, we
have that Ej(u,v)(u,v) =0 and CNr = E(u,v). It remains to show that (ug,vr) — (u,v). Recall that Ex(ug,vr) — CNr’
Furthermore, we see that

Ex(u,v) < likm inf B, (ug,vx) = C+ and  Ej\(u,v)(u,v) < liminf B (ux, vk)(uk, vr) = 0.
—00

A k—oco

In the same way, we obtain that E}(u,v)(u,v) < 0. Therefore, E} (tu,tv)(tu,tv) < 0 for each t € (0, (u,v)). The last assertion
implies that ¢ (u,v) > 1. Moreover, t; (u,v)(u,v) € Ny . Hence,

C o+ < Ex(t!(u,v)(u,v)) < Ex(u,v) < liminf Ex(ug,ve) = C

N/\ k— oo Nr
As a consequence, (uk,vr) — (u,v) in X. In particular, we obtain that (u,v) € N N .A. This ends the proof. a
Proposition 2.26. Suppose (Po), (P), (Vo), (Vi) and X\ € (0,\"). Then C\+ , <O0.
A

Proof. Firstly, by using the Proposition 2.10, the t + E)(tu,tv) is decreasing for each 0 < t < t}(u,v). As a consequence,
Ex(t (u,v)(u,v)) < 0. In particular, we obtain that C .+ , < Ex(t;f (u,v)(u,v)) < 0. This finishes the proof. O
A

Proposition 2.27. Suppose (Po), (P), (Vo) and (V{). Assume also that 0 < X\ < \* holds. Then for some (u,v) € Ny and
(z,w) € Ny,
Ex(u,v) = CNT and Ex(z,w) = ON;' (2.68)
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Proof. Let us consider a minimizing sequence (uk,vi) € Nj Here we observe that (ug,vr) — (u,v) in X, see Proposition 2.25.

Furthermore, we obtain that

Ex(u,v) = liminf E)(uk, vg) = Cyrt-
A

k— o0
Similarly, by using Proposition 2.24, the sequence (zx,ws) satisfies (zx,wr) — (z,w) in X for some (z,w) € N, . Under these

COI‘lditiOnS7 we ObSerVe lha,t
,\(z,w) = . A(Zk,'ll)k) = C’J\/}T

This ends the proof. O
Proposition 2.28. Suppose (Py), (P), (Vo), (Vi) and 0 < X\ < X*. Let (u,v) € Ny and (z,w) € N such that Ex(u,v) = C,+
A
and Ex(z,w) = C,,— Then for every pair (y1,%2) € X4 there exists €0 > 0 such that
A
i) Ex(u,v) < Ex(u+ey1,v +ee), Ve € [0,e0];
1) Given (ze,w:) = (z,w) + e(¢1,v2) we obtain that t, (ze,we) — 1 ase — 0.

Proof. i) Let (¢1,12) € X4 be fixed and (ue,v:) = (u,v) + e()1,12). Now, we write

(t) == Ex(tu,tv) and 7, ,_, ()= Ex(tue, tve).

Ix v

ve)

Now, by using (1.4), we have that
V(e ey (1) = 2A(us; 0:) = AL = p) P(ue) = A(1 = ¢)Q(ve) — (v + 5) B(ue, ve).

Notice also that e =, ,_, (1) is continuous for each ¢ > 0. Hence, there exists €o > 0 such that v} (1) > 0 holds for each

A (ue,ve)

€ € ]0,e0]. As a consequence, we mention that
EX (ue, ve)(ue,v:)> >0, for e € [0,e0].

The last assertion implies that 1 € (0,¢, (ue,v:)). Recall also that t — E\(tue,tv:) with ¢ € [0, ¢, (ue, v-)] assumes its minimum at

th (e, ve). Therefore, we obtain that
EA(U7 ’U) < E)\(tj;(u& ve)(us7 'Ue)) < EA(UE7 Us)'

it) The main goal here is to show that given (z,w) € N there exists a neighborhood of (z,w) such that all elements can be
projected into NV . Consider z. = z+e91 and w. = w + 12 where (z,w) € N, . Define the function F : (0,00) x X — R given by:

B(t, ($1,2)) = A(t(ze, we)) = AP(t(22)) — AQ(t(w:)) — OB(t(22, we)).

Since (z,w) € N\ we obtain that F(1,(0,0)) = E}\(z,w)(z,w) = 0. Furthermore, we know that (z,w) € Ny . It is easy to see that

oF "
W(lv (07 0)) = W}x,(z,w) (1) <0.

Hence, by using the Implicit Function Theorem, there exist open I C R a neighborhood of 1, © a neighborhood of (z,w) and
f:Q — I such that f(z,w) = 1 is verified. Notice also that f € C°(Q,I) is unique and

F(f(ze,we), (ze,we)) =0,  (ze,we) € Q, OcF(f(2e,we), (ze,we)) <0, forall € (0,e0).

In particular, we see that f(ze,we)(ze,we) € Ny . In fact, for each € small enough, we infer that

or

W(f(zﬁwf?% (25771}5)) <0.

Under these conditions, we prove that
2f (22, we) A(ze, we) = M1 = p) f (22, we) " P(2) = A1 = q) f (22, w:) " Q(w:) — O(ax + B) f (2, we)* 7' B(ze, we) < 0.
Therefore, we deduce that

2A(f (ze, we) (22, we)) = A1 = p)P(f (22, we)ze) = A1 = @) Q(f (22, we)we) — O(a + B) B(f (22, we) (22, we)) = X (2. w0y (1) < 0.

Thus, we obtain that f(ze,w:)(ze, we) € Ny . Obviously, we mention that ¢, (ze,we) = f(z-,we) in Q. Furthermore, we observe
that

lim(z:,we) = (z,w) and limt, (ze,w:) =1 =1, (z,w).
e—0 e—0

This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 2.3. Suppose (Po), (P), (Vo), (V{) and X € (0,X"). Let (u,v) € Ny and (z,w) € Ny be such that Ex(u,v) = C\+ and
A
Ex(z,w) = C,—. Then u,v,z,w >0 a.e. in RY and for each pair (1,12) € X4, we obtain
A

((0), (1,02)) = 5 [ alul” 2unlol” + Blul* ol vvade — X [ a(e)lul"4n + bia)lo| "wads > 0, (269
0 a—2 B a B—2 —p —q
((evw), () = s [ alel™ Zeunful? + Blal” ol Pwads = X [ a@)lz| 71 +b@ul “ade 0. (@270

Proof. The proof follows the same ideas discussed in Step 2 of Proposition 2.22. Indeed, by using Proposition 2.28, we deduce that

Ex(ue,ve) — Ex(u,v) > 0. As a consequence, we infer that
1 by A
0 < 5”(“67”6)”2 - m/a(x)|us|1*”dx_ 1Tq/l’(~’0)|1)s|17qal:c+

0 «@ B 1 2 A 1—p
5 [ el de = Sl o) + 12— [ (@l do+

A - 0 8
+—— [ b(x)|v qd:c—|——/uafu dz.
e Ol s [l
The last expression implies that

A ) ) \ i 7
1_p_ (/a(w) [|u5|1 p _ |u|1 p} d:c) + m (/b(m) [lvsll q _ |U|1 q] dm) S
! ! 0 o 0 .
5l (e o) I = Sl )| + a—+5/|“€| Jve | Pdaz m/w o] da.

Now, using the last assertion and doing € — 0 we obtain that

a(z) (lus|* =P — |u|t—P b(z) (et~ — |v|* 9 2 _ 2 2 18— lul®lul?
] AR ) U (T ] gy et s f bl )
(1—-p)e (1—-q)e e=0 2 (+B)e
From now on, using the similar ideas employed in the proof of Proposition 2.22, the singular term has Gateaux derivative for any
direction (¢1,%2) € X4. In fact, we observe that

A(u,v) — 0B(u,v)
P(u) + Q(v)
Thus, choosing (11,12) € X4, we infer that (R, (u,v), (11,12)) > 0. Using the same ideas provided in the proof of Proposition 2.22

we obtain that

Ry (u,v) =

fu,v) = fa(x)|u|1fpd:c—1|—fb(:c)|v|1fqu and  g(u,v) = |[(u,0)|* ~ 9/ Ju|* o]’ da.

Under these conditions, by using the directional derivatives f’(u,v)(t1,%2), ¢'(u, v)(¥1,12), we obtain that

2<(U7v)7(1/)171/)2)> —Qa/|u|a72u1/)1|v|ﬁdx—6ﬂ/|u|a|v|ﬁ72v'¢)2d;¢

- <(1 — D) / a(z)|u|"Pprdz + (1 — q) / b(m)|v|7q1/)2d:c> >0, VYV (¢1,¢2) € Xq. (2.71)

Now, we shall prove that (2.70) holds true. Firstly, by using Proposition 2.28, item i), given any (z,w) € N, such that
Ex(z,w) = C,,—, there exists t, (z:,w:) such that t, (ze,we)(ze,we) € N . Moreover, we know that t, (ze,we) — 1 as t,, (z,w).
A

Hence, we infer that
Ex(tn (22, we)(2e,we)) > Ex(z,w) = Y (zw) (1) 2 18, (20 (B (26, we)) = Ex(tn (22, we) (2, w).

Moreover, we observe that E(t, (ze, we)(ze, we)) — Ex(t, (ze,w:)(z,w)) > 0. Using the last inequality we obtain the following

estimate:

2 Ze, We 2 zZ,w 2 _ a zsawsﬁ—zo‘wﬁ
[t (22, ws)] [H( )H25 Il (z, w)| ]—[tn(zs,ws)} +ﬂ{ |2 |(o¢|+ﬂ;f3| |w] d:c]

dx} + [tn (ze,we)] TN V b(x)%dm}

e

> [t (z=we)] A [/“(“")lzs (1-p)e

where € > 0 is small enough. Now, for any (¢1,%2) € X+ and doing as € — 0, we obtain that

((zvw)s (1, 02) = i [ alal™ 2zl + 81wl wiade — A [ a(a)|z| 71 + ool Hado > 0,

This ends the proof. O

Proposition 2.29. Suppose (Po), (P), (Vo), (Vi) and 0 < X\ < X*. Then (u,v) € N and (z,w) € Ny where (u,v) and (z,w)
given by (2.68) are weak solutions for the System (Sy).
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Proof. Firstly, we show that (u,v) € /\/’AJr is a weak solution for (Sx). The main idea here is apply the Step 2 of Proposition 2.22. Let
us consider (¢1,¢2) € X any fixed function. Define 91 = (u + 5(;51)7L >0 and 92 = (v+ €¢2)+ > 0 where € > 0. Hence, we obtain
that (2.71) holds for (¢1,%2) € X. Now, using the same ideas employed in Step 3 for the proof of Proposition 2.22; we deduce that
(2.69) holds for (1,1) € X. The reverse inequality is obtained using (—¢1, —¢2) € X as a test function. Hence, we obtain that

0 o o _ _ _
(o), (o) — — / alul* 2upilo]® + Blul®o]’ 2vpadz — Ay / a@)lul P prde + b(z)|o| I padz = 0.

Similarly, (2.70) holds for any (¢1,¢2) € X. This ends the proof. O

3. MULTIPLICITY OF SOLUTIONS FOR A = \*

In the present section we shall consider our main problem assuming that A = A*. In order to clarify the notation, for each

A € (0,\*) and given any (u,v) € X, we shall use t{ (u,v) and ) (u,v) instead of ;| (u,v) and t;, (u,v), respectively.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose (Po), (P), (Vo), and (V{). Let (u,v) € A and I C R be an open interval such that t{ (u,v) and t; (u,v) are
well-defined for every A € I. Then, we obtain that

a) The functionals \ s t5 (u,v) are C*(I,R). Moreover, \ + t; (u,v) is decreasing and \ + t} (u,v) is increasing.

b) For each (u,v) € A, the functional A — E (X\) := Ex(t] (u,v)(u,v)) is C*(I,R) and decreasing.

¢) For each (u,v) € A, the functional A — E; () := Ex(t (u,v)(u,v)) is C*(I,R) and decreasing.

(u,v)
(u,v)

Proof. Define the function F : (0,00) X (0,00) x X — R in the following form
F(\t, (u,0)) = YA () = BA(H(u,v)) (u,v) = tA(u,v) — Xt PP(u) — Xt 1Q(v) — 0t~ B(u,v)
where \; € I. Recall also that t! (u,v) is well-defined and ¢t} (u,v)(u,v) € /\/‘;271' = 1,2. Moreover,

OF
=7 Qi 13, (1,0), (u,0)) = A5, (w,0)) > 0 and F(\i, £ (u,0), (u,v)) = 24, (¢, (u,,v)) = 0.
It follows from the Implicit Function Theorem ( [?, Theorem 4.2.1]) that there exists a unique ¢(\) such that ¢(X) = ¢ (u,v),
Ae Ni—egXite)epe C°((Ni —e, i +¢),R) for some € > 0 and for each . Since I C R is an open and )\; is arbitrary, we
conclude that ¢ € C*(I,R). Furthermore, we mention that

Oy 8t+ B B—I;()\,ti(u, v), (u,v))
N =gy (W) =- %—f(A7t¢(u7 v), (u,v))
As a consequence, we obtain that
ot ()PP + (¢ (1) Q)
8)\(7)_ 7)\( (uv)) > 0.

Hence, the function A — ¢} (u,v) is increasing. Similarly, we have that ) (u,v) is decreasing and C" (I, R).
Now, we shall prove that A — E(u 1})()\) is decreasing. More specifically, we analyze the derivative with respect to A. Notice also

that EZ; n(A) = Ex (tf (u,v)(u,v)) with (u,v) € X. In particular, we infer that

N u, v 2
o™ = B ) — 2 ) ) — P ) Q) i 6 ) B
Hence, we obtain that
dE? 9 0
(u,v) _ P
L) = £ (,0) 5t (o)A, 0) = M 0) ot (n,0) P) +
M ) () Q) — 05 0D () B, ) +
Flu,v)) P Tu,v)) 1
. <<tA (1_2 Py + 8 (1_2]) Q(v))
As a product, we see that
dE(, ., )
—52 0 = tk(l S axta (s 0) (A (0, 0)(w,0)) = AP(E (s v)u)

T (u. v))1P T (u.v))
AQUES (,w)0) — OB () () — <%P(u) + %Q(v)) |

Notice also that 1 (u,v)(u,v) € Ny. Tt follows also that E4(t3 (u,v)(u,v))(t} (u,v)(u,v)) = 0. Therefore, we infer that

dE(, , (1 (u,v)) " (1 (u, )
T (uyv) _ A A
o A= —( T, P+ =g Q) | <0.
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(u,0)(A) 18 decreasing with

As a consequence, E(J;m)()\) is decreasing with respect to the parameter \. Similarly, we have that E

respect to the parameter A. Recall also tf (u,v) > 0 for A € I. Hence, we obtain that
BlpwyN) = By (t] (w,0)(u,0))  and B, y(A) = B, (¢, (u,0)(u, v)).
As a consequence, we have that A — E(Z ) and A — E(u ») are in C*(I,R). This ends the proof. O

In order to ensure that there exist two weak solutions to the System (Sx+) we use Proposition 3.1. Let A € (0, A\*) be fixed.
Consider (ux,vx) € Ny and (zx,wy) € Ny as weak solutions for the System (S5 ), see for instance Proposition 2.29. For simplicity,

we shall use (ux,vr) instead of (ux,,va,).

Proposition 3.1. Suppose (Py), (P1), (P), (Vo), and (V{). Let X € (0,\*]. Suppose (A\x) C (0, \*) such that \y — X. Then, we
obtain the following statements:

a) It holds that the functional X — CN/\i is decreasing for 0 < X < \*.

b) The functionals A (ux,vx) and X— (zx, wy) are continuous;

¢) It holds that the functional \ — CNf is left-continuous for 0 < X\ < \*.

d) There holds Ali}l“&l* CNAi = CN)\i*‘

Proof. a) Firstly, we shall prove that A\ +— C,,— is decreasing. Now, for any A1 < A2, we infer that Fy,(tu,tv) < Ex, (tu,tv) and
A
EY, (tu, tv) (u,v) < By, (tu, tv)(u,v) for all ¢ > 0. Consider (u;,v;) in such way that

Oy, = Bxi(ty (un, v)(ug,v)) - and -

= = Byt (u2, v2) (u2, v2)).
2
Recall also that E3, (t(u1,v1))(u1,v1) < EY, (t(u1,v1))(u1,v1) < 0 for each 0 < ¢ < til (u1,v1) or t > ¢y (u1,v1). Under these
conditions, we infer that
t;rl (uhvl) < t;rz (uhvl) < t;z (uhvl) < t;\l (uhvl). (3.72)

Thus, we see that

Cnp = Bxs(ta,(u2,v2)(uz,02)) < By (8, (ur, v) (un, v1)) < By (8, (w1, v1) (ua, 01)) < B (Ey, (us, 01) (un, 01)) = C-
2

A1
Here was used the fact that the fibering map ¢t — Ex, (tu1,tv1) is increasing over the interval [tj1 (u1,v1),ty, (u1,v1)].
Similarly, we deduce also that A +— CN* is decreasing. In fact, the function ¢ — E), (tu1,tv1) is decreasing in the set
A

t e (0, t;; (u1,v1)) and taking into account (3.72), we deduce that

Chv = Bx (t, (wr,v1) (w1, v1)) > Ex, (83, (w1, 01)(u1,01)) > Ex, (3, (w1, 01) (ur,01)) > Ex, (83, (u2, v2) (u2, v2)) = Cyir -
2

A1
Now, we shall prove the item b). Define E : (0, +00) X X — R given by E(X, (u,v)) := Ex(u,v). It is important to mention that
E is continuous in the variable (u,v). Now, we shall verify that A\ — E\(u,v) is continuous. Consider a sequence (A;) such that

A — A. Hence, we are able to prove the following assertion:

B OV, (1,0)) = BV (,0)| < [0 = A |72 Pw) + 1=

Qv)| — 0. (3.73)

As a consequence, the functional A — E(X,u,v) is continuous. Recall also that (ux,,vz,) € ./\f;rk and (zx,,wx,) € ./\/;k Moreover,
the functional E, is coercive in the Nehari set. Therefore, (ux,,va, ) and (2, ,wx, ) are bounded, see Proposition 2.23. Furthermore,
we observe that A — ¢ (u,v) and (X, (u,v)) — E(), (u,v)) are continuous functions. Notice also that tjk (us,vs5)(us,vy) € N;k
Hence, C’N;k < E\, (tjk (us,v5)(uzvy)). Moreover, we obtain that

limsup €+ < limsup Ex (8, (us, v5) (us, v5)) = B3 (8 (ux,v3) (uz, v3))-

A=A~ ke A=A~

As a byproduct, we obtain that

limsupC, .+ <C, +. (3.74)
A=A~ Nkk NS‘
Now, by using Proposition 2.23, we mention also that
s = By, (e, 6) > Cull (s, v0)|I* — Call s v~ — C )7, (3.75)
k

Therefore, (u,vx) is bounded in X. Similarly, (zx,ws) is also bounded. In this way, (ur,vi) — (us,us) for some (us,uy) € X.
It remains to prove that (up,vi) — (uj,us) in X. Notice also that (ux,, v, ) is a weak solution for Systems (1.2) with A = Aj.

Analogously, by using the same ideas discussed in the proof of Proposition 2.29, we infer that

0= ((ur, v), (o1, p2))— aluk | Purprok]? — Blur]* vkl Pvkpa— Ak /a(x)wkl*ps@l —b(z)|vk| 2. (3.76)

_9
a+pf
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In particular, choosing (11, %2) = (ux, — us,va, — vy), we see that

((ur,vr), (uk — us, v —v3)) = a+5/a|uk| wi(ur — ug)ok]” + Bluk|* vk |* vk (v — v5)

+Ak /‘a(x)|u/1€|7p(u;c —us) + b(x)|vk| " (vk — vy). (3.77)
Now, we shall analyze each term on the right-hand side of (3.77). In order to do that we mention
\ J A e R P e P P e L e e (O [P

Hence, by applying Holder’s inequality with exponents r1 = 5 ,re =a+ [ and r3 = ‘%57 we ensure that

—1
< ukllSypllun — ugllatsllvells 5

‘/ k| (ur, — ug) |ox |’ da

In view of hypothesis (P) we have that 2 < a + 3 < 2. Now, by using Lemma 1.1, we have that X << L*"#(R"). Therefore,

lur — uslla+s — 0 as k — co. As a consequence, we obtain that

lim sup ‘/ k| * 2w (ug — us) o] ? da| = 0. (3.78)
k—oo
Similarly, we also mention that
lim sup /|uk|°‘|v;€|572fuk(fu;c —vy)dz| = 0. (3.79)
k— oo

Under these conditions, we estimate (3.77) as follows:

lim sup ((uk, vk ), (Tk(w), Tk (v))) < limsup {)\k/a(xﬂukrp(lﬂk(u)) + b(x)|vk|7q(l“k(v))d:c] ,

k— oo k—oo

where 'y (u) = ur — uy, I'v(v) = vi — v5. According to Proposition 2.20, ug, vy > 0 in RY. Therefore, we see that

lim sup ((uk, vk), (ur — v5, 06 —vy)) < limsup)\k/a(:c)|uk|17pdx+limsup)\k/—a(:c)|uk|7pu;\dx
k— oo k— oo

k—oo

+ lim sup A / b(x)|vk|" ™ da 4 lim sup Ak / —b(z)|vk| vy da.
k— o0 k—oc0
Furthermore, we obtain

lim sup ((uk, vi), (ux — uy, ve — vy)) < limsup)\k/a(x)|uk|17pdx—likminf)\k/a(:cﬂukrpu;dx
k— o0 o0

k—oo

—Himsup)\k/b(x)|vk|17qu—likminf)\k/b(:c)|vk|7qv;d:c.
— 00

k—oo

It follows from Fatou’s Lemma and the last estimates that

lim sup ((uk, vr), (ux — us, ve —v3)) < X/a(x)|u;\|17pdx—/likminf)\ka(x)mkrpu;d:c
— 00

k— o0
+5\/b(m)|v;|17qd:c—/‘likminf)\kb(:c)|vk|7qv;d:c.
— 00

Therefore, we deduce that

lim sup ((uk, vi), (ur — uy, v — vy5)) < 0. (3.80)
k—oo
Now, taking into account (3.78), (3.79) and (3.80), we infer that
limsup [T (), Ta(@)) |2 = limsup (T (), T (0), (T (), T (4))
k— o0 k— o0
< limsup ((uk, vr), (ur — ug, vk = v5)) + limsup (= ((ug, vx), (ur — us, ve = v5)))
ks 00 ko0
= limsup ((ur, vi), (ur — ux, v — vy)) — liminf ((us, vy), (U — us, v — v5)) -
k—o0 k—ro00
On the other hand, by using that (ux,vr) — (uy,vs) and (3.80), we see that limsup ||(ur — us, v — v5)|| = 0. As a consequence,

(uk,vr) = (us,v5) in X. The same argument can be applied for the sequence (z:fka) Therefore, A — (ux,vy) and A — (zx, wx)
are continuous functions.

Now, we shall prove the item c). Here we need to show that (us,vy5) € /\/’XJr Recall that the functional (A, (u,v)) — E(X, (u,v))
is continuous. Then, for each sequence Ay — X and (ux,vr) — (us,vy), we deduce that

lim E(Ag, (ug, o)) = (5\7 (uz,v3)) = Ex(us,v5)-

k—oo
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Now, by using (3.74), we infer that

E5(us,vs) = kILH;oE()\M (ur,vr)) = klin;oCN;k < CNX+ < 0.

Hence, (uz,vs5) # (0,0). Consider also A, — A € (0, \*), (ux,vr) — (us,v5) in X and (uy,vy) € /\/‘/\Jr)€7 u; # 0 and v; # 0 in such
way that
E(Ak, (uk, vk)) = Ex, (uk, vi) = Chr

)
Ak

ElAk (umvk)(umvk) = 07 E'X(u;m;)(u;w;) = 07
E’A’k (ur, vi) (ug, vi)? > 0, E’X’(u;\,v;\)(u;,v;f > 0.
Under these conditions, (us,v5) € N3 U/\/’/\Jr. Now, for each \ € (0,2*), we have that N5 = 0. Moreover, for A = \*, by using
Proposition 2.1 together with (3.76), we conclude that (us,vs) € No.. Hence, (us,v5) € /\/’XJr Summarizing, by using (3.74), we
obtain that lim sup ON* = ON*' Here was used the fact that
Ak X

Al —A
Cy+ < E\, (us,v3)) = limsup E( Ak, (uk, vi)) = limsqu’N; <Oy
A A=A A=A k A
Now, we shall prove item d). In order to do that we consider a sequence A\, — (A*)”. Therefore, lim O+ = Cyt .
A —=(A*)~ Ak A*
Similarly, we deduce that lim C,.- = C,,- . This finishes the proof. O
k— o0 A A*

Proposition 3.2. Assume (P),(P1),(P),(Vo) and (V{).Then, System (Sx+) has at least two solutions (z.,w.) € N;. and
(s, v4) ENF.

Proof. Firstly, we shall prove that there exists a solution (z.,w.) € N, for System (Sx«). Define a sequence {\z} C (0, A") such
that A\x — (A\")” as k — oo. For each k € N, by using Propositions 2.27 and 2.29, there exists a solution (zy,wy) € Ny, for the
System (S, ). Now, we claim that (zr,ws) is bounded. Otherwise, up to a subsequence, ||(zx,wr)|| — oo as k — co. Under these
conditions, we obtain that

1 A A 0
B, (2, wk) = 5 Az, wi) — —ka(zk) - quQ(wk) — —5 Bz, w). (3.81)

1- +5

Now, by using E}, (zk, wx)(zk, wx) = 0 and (3.81), we rewrite the last identity as follows:

Bx, (zywn) = (%— ! )A(zk7wk)—)\k <L_ ! )P(zk)—)\k< ! ! )Q(wk).

a+p 1—-p a+p l—q_a+6

Hence, by using the Hélder inequality, the Sobolev embedding and the ideas employed in (2.61), we deduce that

Cny = En (2, wr) 2 C1ll (2, wi) | = Col| (2 wi)[I'™F = Csl (2, wie) |77
k

It follows from Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.1 that A — C',~ is bounded and decreasing. Notice also that the functional Ey, is
A
coercive. Therefore, (25, wy) is bounded in X. Furthermore, C,,— := /\ligl C\~ - In this way, there exists (z.,w.) in X such that
A* k * Ak
(z, wi) = (24, wx) in X.
At this stage, we shall guarantee that z., w. are positive functions. To begin with, by using Proposition 2.29, for any (¢1, ¢2) € X,
we infer that

0 a o - - -
(2, wr), (1, 92)) — P alzi]* 2 zepr|wi|” — Blzk|* [wi| " Pwkpadr = Ay /a(l’)|zk| Po1 + b(x)w|*pada.
In particular, taking ¢1,¢2 > 0 and applying the Fatou’s Lemma, we obtain that
A (/ a(z)|z«| Pordx + /b(:c)|w*|7q<p2d:c) < likminf)\k/a(:cﬂzkrpnpld:c +likminf Ak /b(x)|wk|7qg02dx
—00 — 00
< liggf <<(zlﬁwk)7 (p1,p2)) — Ga;:-ﬁ / |21 * 2 2ip1 g | P de — aa—f—ﬁ / |zk|a|wk|5*2wk<ﬂ2d$> < oo.
Define the following auxiliary functions

Gl(x):{ wP(w), if z(x)ig Gz(x):{ wi(z), if w*(:c);éoi

00, if z.(x) 00, if wi(z)= (382)

Hence, 0 < \* [ a(x)|z.| Pprdz + A* [ b(x)|ws| Tp2dr < co. In particular, z.,w, >0 a.e. in RY and (2., w.) € A.
It remains to prove the strong convergence. The main idea here is to repeat the procedure discussed in the proof of Proposition
3.1. In fact, we assume that A = A\* and using as test function (¢1, P2) = (2 — 2+, Wi — wx ), we obtain

"

7)\*,(2*,10*)(1) = k:li)r[olo ’y/\k,(zk,wk)(l) = 07 ’y/\*,(z*,w*)(l) = kli)r[olo ’y/\k,(zk,wk)(l) S 0. (383)
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Thus we have that (z.,w.) € N, or (z.,w.) € N7, . Recall also that

((zr, wr), (1, P2)) — 6 /|2k|a722k¢1|wk|ﬁdl’

x>

a+p
af—ﬂ / 2| [we [P 2 wrdads — Ax </ a(z)|zk| Pordr + /b(x)|wk|7q¢2dx> =0.
holds for all (¢1,¢2) € X. In particular, for each (¢1,¢2) € X4, we see that

((ze, i), (@1, ¢2)) — 0 /Iz*lafzz*mlw*lﬁdx—@%iﬂ/IZ*Ialw*lﬁfzw*sbzdx

—0

o
a+p

= liggf [)\k / (a(@)|zk] " ¢1 + b(z)|wi| I ¢2) dac] >\ / (a(z)|z«] P P14 b(x)|ws| T ¢2) dax.

Hence, we obtain that

((zrv), (0, 0) = 02 / |z*|a*2z*¢1|w*|ﬁdx—ea%ﬂ / |22 |0a [P~ 200 2z

-\* / (a(@)|z«| "1 + b(@)|ws| Yp2) dz >0

is satisfied for each (¢1, ¢2) € X, ¢1, 2 > 0. Now, choosing (¢1, ¢2) = ((z« + et1) ™, (wx +ev2)) | (¢1,92) € X as a test function,
we deduce that

<(z*7w*)7 ((zeden) ™, (w*+51/12)+)> — oeL—;—ﬂ oe|zk|°‘72z*(z*—|—f31/)1)+|w*|ﬁ + ﬁ|z*|a|wk|572w*(w*+s¢2)+dac

X / (a(@)|z] P (2 tetn)t + b(@)wa I (w. +ey)™ ) de > 0.

Notice also that (z.,w.) € Nyz UNY.. Then, EY. (z«,w.) (2, ws)? < 0. Hence, by using the same estimates as was done in Step 3
of Proposition 2.22, we prove that (2.56) is satisfied. Now, by dividing last estimate by ¢, we deduce that

(ervw), (r,02) = 2 [ (ol 22t + Blael o ) da

—A* / (a()]z«| Pap1 + b(x)|ws| " p2) dz > 0.

Now, using (—¢1, —12) € X as testing function, we obtain that (z.,w.) is a weak solution for the System (Sy«). Furthermore, by
using Corollary 2.1, does not exist any weak solution of (Sx+) in N.. Hence, any nontrivial solution for the System (Sx+) belongs
to N, or Ny.

At this stage, by using Propositions 2.24 and 3.1, we see that

Ex« (24, ws) = khﬁn;o Ex, (2, wr) = khﬁn;o CN;,c =Cp,-

Note that (z«,w«) € Ny. is a global minimum of Ex~ restricted to N..

In order to show the existence of a second solution for the System (Sx«), we proceed in a similar way. Consider a sequence
{Ak} C (0,A"), such that Ay — A" and {(ur,vr)} C N;; Therefore, (uy,v) is bounded in X and there exist u.,v. > 0 where
(uv,v:) € Ny UNY. such that (uk,vi) — (us,v.) in X. Furthermore, (ug,vi) is a solution for the System (Sx«). Hence, we
obtain that (u«,v.) € A, ’Y;*,(u*,v*)(l) =0 and 7;,*7@*7“)(1) > 0. Now, using the same ideas discussed just above, we show that
(us,v4) € Nii. Under these conditions, we infer that (u«,v.) € Ny is a global minimum for the functional Ex- restricted to
Ny UNZ.. Thus, by using Corollary 2.1, we deduce that (u.,v.) ¢ Ny.. This ends the proof. |

4. THE PROOF OF MAIN THEOREMS

The proof of Theorem 1.1. Firstly, by using Propositions 2.27 and 1.1, for each A € (0, \*), there exists a positive weak solution
(u,v) € Ny for the minimization problem (2.60). According to Proposition 2.29, we know that (u,v) is a weak solution for our
main problem. Furthermore, by using Proposition 2.26, we obtain E\(u,v) = OijA < Bt (u,v)(u,v)) = Cy < 0. O

The proof of Theorem 1.2. (i) In view of Proposition 2.27 there exists (z,w) € Ny such that CN;mA = E\(z,w). Recall that there
is an extreme value A* > 0 such that for all A € (0, \*) we obtain that (z,w) is a weak solution for our main problem. Therefore,
using Proposition and (1.1), z > 0 and w > 0.

(ii) For each A € (0,\") we have that ¢, (z,w) = 1 > te(z,w). Thus, A = Rn(z,w) = Ru(t, (z,w)(z,w) < Re(t, (z,w)(z,w) =
Re(z,w). Hence, Ex(z,w) > 0 and CN; = Ex\(z,w) > 0.

(iii) Assume that A = A.. Hence, we deduce that Ex(z,w) = 0. Since A\x = Ac(z,w) = Re(te(z,w)(z,w)) = Re(t, (z,w)(z,w)) =
Re(z,w).
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(iv) Let A € (A, \") be fixed. Consider (u,v) € A. Then, there exist two roots for the equation Qn(t) = X, see Proposition
2.10. Furthermore, we know that ¢, (u,v)(u,v) € N, . Thus, we have that A\« < Ac(u,v) = Re(te(u,v)(u,v)). Notice that
t, (u,v) € (0,te(u,v)). Moreover, we have that Re(t, (u,v)(u,v) < Rn(t, (u,v)(u,v) = X . Therefore, E\(t, (u,v)(u,v) < 0. Under
these conditions, CN; < Ex(t, (u,v)(u,v)) < 0. This ends the proof. O

The proof of Theorem 1.3. Consider A € (0,\*). According to Proposition 2.29 we obtain two weak solutions of the System (S»)
given by (u,v) E./\/;r and (z,w) €N, . Now, applying Proposition 1.1, we obtain that w,v, z and w are strictly positive a.e. in Q. O

The proof of Theorem 1.4. Assume that A = A*. Consider a sequence A\, — (A\*)7,k — oo. Hence, there exist two weak solutions
for (Sy,) given by (ux,vx) € Ny and (21, wr) € Ny . The main idea is to guarantee that the limit of the sequences of solutions
converges for weak solutions for the System Sy=. Recall that N'). # (). Now, by using Proposition 3.1 item b), we infer that the
sequences of solutions strongly converges. Namely, we obtain that the limits (ug,vk) — (ux, vs) and (zg, wi) — (24, ws) in X which
are minimizers in Ny and N5, respectively. In view of Corollary 2.1 we deduce that also that (u.,vs) and (2., w.) does not belong
to NY.. Furthermore, by using Proposition 3.2, we show that (u.,v.) and (2., w.) are weak solutions for the System (Sy«). Under

these conditions, applying the Proposition 1.1, we obtain that u«,v«, z. and w. are strictly positive. [
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