arXiv:1610.06765v1 [math.AP] 21 Oct 2016

A PRIORI ESTIMATES AND POSITIVITY FOR SEMICLASSICAL
GROUND STATES FOR SYSTEMS OF CRITICAL SCHRODINGER
EQUATIONS IN DIMENSION TWO

DANIELE CASSANI! AND JIANJUN ZHANG?

ABSTRACT. We consider in the whole plane the following Hamiltonian coupling of
Schrédinger equations
—Au+ Vou = g(v)

{ —Av+ Vov = f(u)
where V5 > 0, f,g have critical growth in the sense of Moser. We prove that the
(nonempty) set S of ground state solutions is compact in H'(R?) x H'(R?) up to
translations. Moreover, for each (u,v) € S, one has that w,v are uniformly bounded
in L>°(R?) and uniformly decaying at infinity. Then we prove that actually the ground
state is positive and radially symmetric. We apply those results to prove the existence of
semiclassical ground states solutions to the singularly perturbed system

—e?Ap +V(2)p = g(¥)

—2 Ay + V(x)y = f(p)
where V' € C(R?) is a Schrodinger potential bounded away from zero. Namely, as the
adimensionalized Planck constant ¢ — 0, we prove the existence of minimal energy

solutions which concentrate around the closest local minima of the potential with some
precise asymptotic rate.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider in the whole R? the following system of coupled Schrodinger equations

—e?Ap + V(z)p = LHéZ’ v)
(1.1)
—E2AY + V(@) = —%i’d’)

where ¢ > 0, the external Schrodinger potential V' € C(R2 R) enjoys the following
condition:

(V) 0 < Vg :=infge V(2) < limjyne V(2) = Ve < 00.
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The Hamiltonian has the following form H(p, ) = G(¢)) — F(p), with F(t fo

and G(t) = fo 7)dr and the nonlinearities f,g € C(R,R) satisfy the followmg
hypotheses

(H1) f(t) =o(t) and ¢(t) = o(t), as t — 0;
(H2) There exists # > 2 such that for any ¢ # 0,

0<0F(t) < f(t)t and 0 < 0G(t) < g(t)t;
(H3) There exists M > 0 such that for any t # 0,

0< F(t) < Mf(t)and 0 < G(t) < Mg(t);
(H4) f(t)/|t| and g(t)/|t| are strictly increasing for ¢ # 0.

As a consequence of the Pohozaev-Trudinger-Moser inequality for which the Sobolev space
H' embeds into the space of functions such that e®*” € L', the following notion of critical
growth in dimension two was first introduced in [1, 14] (in the case of bounded domains):

Definition 1.1. A function [ : Rt — R™ has critical growth in the sense of Pohozaev-
Trudinger-Moser inequality, if there exists ag > 0 such that

lim f(t) _ {0 if @ > ap

2 .
t—+oo e +oo ifa<ag

It will be crucial in what follows the following growth assumptions:

g(t) > By > %Vo

(H5) liminf tf(;) > By > 2—V and lim inf
[t| =00 €90 [t|—oo €%

It is well known, both from the theoretical point of view as well as from that of applications,
that minimal energy solutions, the so-called ground states, play a fundamental role, see
e.g. [3]. In what follows we will focus on this class of solutions. In particular, to investigate
the sign of ground state solutions to (1.1), we require in addition the following condition:

(H6) There exist p,q > 1 such that f(¢) > t? and g(t) > t? for small ¢ > 0;
As a reference model take F(t) = [t[?(e*™ — 1) and G(t) = [¢|9(e*™* — 1) with p,q > 2
and oy = 47 which clearly satisfy (H1)-(H6).

Our main result reads as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Assume condition (V') and that f,g have critical growth in the sense of
Definition 1.1 and satisfy (H1)—(Hb5). Then, for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, (1.1) admits a
least energy solution z. = (p.,1.) € HY(R?) x HY(R?). Moreover, the following properties
hold:

(i) let z}, 2%, x. be any mazimum point of | .|, |e|, |pe| + [tbe| respectively, then, setting

M={xeR?:V(x) =V}

>R E’

one has

lim dist(z., M) =0 and lin(1)|xf:—x€| =0, i=12.
e—

e—0
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Furthermore, (p-(cx + x.),Y-(ex + x.)) converges (up to a subsequence) as e — 0
to a ground state solution of

—Au+ Vou = g(v)
—Av + Vv = f(u)

i) if in addition (H6) holds, then replacing f and g above with their odd extensions,

for € > 0 small enough, up to changing sign u.,v. > 0 in R* and z!, 22 are
the unique global maximum points of u.,v. respectively and which also enjoy the
following

lim |z} — 22| /e = 0.
lim |22 — 27|/
Moreover, for some ¢,C > 0 one has

e(@)] < Cexp(~Sla = all), [.(@)] < Coxp(~Slo = a2)), o € R

(Without loss of generality, throughout the paper we may assume 0 € M.)

Remark 1.3. Let us point out a few comments on the conditions we assume in Theorem

1.2:

o Actually the Ambrosetti-Rabinowitz condition (H2) can be replaced by the following
slightly weaker assumption:
(H2)" There exists @ > 2 such that for any t # 0,
0<2F(t) < f(t)t and 0 < 0G(t) < g(t)t,
or equivalently
0<OF(t) < f(t)t and 0 < 2G(t) < g(t)t.
e We also point out that conditions (H2) and (H4) are weaker than the following
assumption:

(H) f,g € CYR,R) and there exists &' > 0 such that for any s # 0,
0<(1+8)f(s)s < f'(s)s* and 0 < (1+6&)g(s)s < ¢'(s)s>
which appears in the literature, see [4, 27, 29].

e Hypotheses (H6) and (H) can be also found in [4]. Clearly hypothesis (H) yields
sf(s) < f(D)|s* and sg(s) < g(1)|s|>t? if |s| < 1. Let us point out that in the
present paper we do not require sf(s), sg(s) to be less than |s|" near the origin for
some r > 2.

Systems of the form (1.1) have been largely investigated in the last three decades being a
prototype in many different applications, where they model for instance the minimal energy
interaction between nonlinear fields, see [3,36]. The scenario changes remarkably from the
higher dimensional case N > 3 to the planar case N = 2. In particular, N = 2 affects
the notion of critical growth which is the maximal admissible growth for the nonlinearities
in order to preserve the variational structure of the problem; we refer to [8-10] for a
discussion on this topic and to [5,30] for a survey on systems of the form (1.1) in the case
of bounded domains. As far as we are concerned with minimal energy solutions in the
whole space, existence results have been first established in [31], see also [34], in the higher
dimensional case and then recently extended to N = 2 in [16] , where the Trudinger-Moser
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critical case is covered, see also [4,6]. Qualitative properties of minimal energy solutions
such as symmetry and positivity have been investigated in the higher dimensional case
in [4,7,32], see also [12, 28] for closely related results. Always in dimension N > 3, a
priori estimates have been obtained in [15]. A priori bounds open the way to investigate
the existence and concentrating behavior, as ¢ — 0, of the so-called semiclassical states.
From the point of view of Physics, these solutions live on the interface between quantum
and classical Mechanics, in the sense that the field behaves like a Newtonian particle as
e — 0, see [21] for a survey on the topic and references therein. Semiclassical states for
singularly perturbed Schrodinger systems have been studied in the higher dimensional case
in [2,17,29].

Finally, let us mention that the question weather the ground state we find is unique, seems
to be out of reach at the moment. This is still a challenging open problem even in the
subcritical case as well as in higher dimensions in which uniqueness of positive solutions
(not necessarily ground states) is known just in a few particular cases such as Lane-Emden
systems [11]. More in general, the matter of uniqueness of ground states, even in cases in
which one has multiplicity of positive solutions, remains open even for the single equation.

Overview. The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we begin with studying a
limit problem for system (1.1). Here we complete the work initiated in [16], where
the existence of ground states is proved, by establishing a priori estimates, regularity,
symmetry and qualitative properties of solutions. Here we use a suitable Nehari manifold
approach in the spirit of Pankov [25] combined with Moser type techniques, as everything
is set in dimension two and in presence of Moser critical growth. In particular we exploit
those preliminary results to prove positivity of ground states solutions in a quite general
setting, as developed throughout Section 2.4. Then, Section 3 is devoted to apply the
informations previously obtained on the limit problem, to analyze the concentrating
behavior of semiclassical solutions from the point of view of localizing bumps as well as of
deriving the asymptotic rate of concentration. Here the presence of critical Moser’s growth
requires some delicate energy estimates which we then apply to establish compactness.

2. THE LIMIT PROBLEM

By denoting u.(z) = p(ex),v-(z) = ¢(ex) and V.(x) = V(ex), (1.1) is equivalent to
—Aue + Ve(r)ue = g(ve)
_A'Ua + ‘/;(z)va = f(ua)

in the whole plane. Let zy € R* and assume u (- +2) — u, v.(- + 2) — v in C} (R?), if
Vo = V(xg) then one has

(2.1) { —Au + Vou = g(v)

—Av+ Vv = f(u)

which is the so-called limit problem of (1.1). Recently, D. G. De Figueiredo, J. M. do o)
and J. Zhang established in [16] the existence of ground state solutions to (2.1), precisely

Theorem A. (Theorem 1.3 in [16]) Suppose that f,g have critical growth and satisfy
(H1)-(Hb5). Then (2.1) admits a ground state solution (u,v) € H'(R?) x H'(R?).



A PRIORI ESTIMATES AND POSITIVITY FOR SEMICLASSICAL GROUND STATES 5

Denote by S the set of of ground state solutions to system (2.1), then by Theorem A
S # ). Here we investigate the regularity and qualitative properties of the ground state
solutions to (2.1). Precisely, we prove the following results:

Theorem 2.1. Suppose f,g have critical growth and satisfy (H1)-(H5). Then the
following hold true:
(i) (u,v) € S = u,v € L=®(R?) N CLY(R?) for some v € (0,1);
(i1) let x. € R? be the maximum point of |u(x)| + |v(z)|, then the set
{(u(-+22),v(- +2.)) [ (v, 0) € S}
is compact in H'(R?) x H*(R?);
(iii) 0 < nf{[lullco; [vlloc | (u,v) € S} < sup{|[ulloc, [[V]loc | (u, v) € S} < o0;
() uw(x +z,) = 0 and v(z + z,) — 0, as |x| — oo uniformly for any z = (u,v) € S,
where x, is given in (ii);
(v) for any (u,v) € S, the following Pohozaev-type identity holds

/R2(F(u) + G(v) — Vouv) dz = 0.

Theorem 2.2. Assume in addition to the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1 that also (HG6) holds.
Then, replacing f and g in Theorem 2.1 with their odd extensions, for any (u,v) € S one
has u,v € C*(R?) and uv > 0 in R%. Moreover, there exists some point xo € R? such that
u,v are radially symmetric with respect to the same point xo, namely u(x) = u(|x — xo|),
v(x) = v(|lz — xo|) and setting r = |z — x|, one has for r >0

ou ov

as well as
Au(zg) <0 and Av(zg) <O.

Moreover, there exist C,c > 0, independent of z = (u,v) € S, such that
|Du(x)| + [D(x)| < Cexp(—clz —xo|), x€R? |a]=0,1
2.1. The functional setting: a generalized Nehari manifold. Let H'(R?) be the

usual Sobolev space endowed with the inner product

(u, V) i= | VuVo+Vouv, |Jull? = (u,u)gr,u,v € H'(R?).
R2

and set £ = H'(R?) x H'(R?) with the inner product
(21, 22) = (ug,ue) g + (v1,v2) g1, 2z = (ug,v;) € Eyi=1,2.
Clearly we have the space decomposition £ = ET & E~, where
Et ={(u,u)|uec H'(R?*} and E~ :={(u,—u)|uec H(R?*}.
For each z = (u,v) € E, one has

z=z2"+27 = ((u+v)/2, (u+v)/2) + ((u—10)/2, (v —u)/2).
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Weak solutions to (2.1) are the critical points of the associated energy functional

O(z) = VuVv + Vouv — I1(z), z=(u,v) € E,
R2
where I(z) =[5, F(u) + G(v). Using the above notation we have
1 1, _
(2.2 B(z) = ol — 57 - 1),

which emphasizes the strongly indefinite nature of ® which however, by the hypotheses
on f and g, is of class C1(E,R) and

(2.3) I(0) =0, (I'(2),z) > 2I(2) >0, forall z€ E\ {0}
On one hand, if z = (u,v) € E'\ {0} such that ®'(z) = 0, then by (H2)
B(2) = B(2) — %(@'(2), 9= %f(u)u —F(u) + %g(u)u —Gu) > 0.

On the other hand, if z = (u, —u) € E~, we have by (H2)

B(2) :—/R2(|vu\2+v0u2>—/ Flu) + G(—u) < 0.

R2

As a consequence, if z € E' is a nontrivial critical point of ®, then necessarily z € F'\ E~.
This motivates the introduction of the following generalized Nehari manifold, due to
Pankov [25] and then used also in [16, 33, 34]:

N:={zeE\E :(9'(2),2) =0,(P(2),p) =0 for all p € E~}.

Let

. = Inf ®
= )

then ¢, is called the least energy level of system (2.1). In [16] the authors proved that
¢« € (0,47 /) and that it is achieved on V.

2.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let {z,} C S, namely
(3.4) P(z,) =c. and P'(z,) =0, VneN

We carry out the proof of (i) of Theorem 2.1 through the following four steps:

e We first prove that {z,} is bounded in £ (Proposition 2.3);

e In Proposition 2.4 we prove that there exisst {y,} C R? and z; # 0 such that
Zn(- +yn) = 20 in B and 2z, (- + yn) == 2o in R?, as n — 00;

e In Proposition 2.5 we show that zy is actually a critical point of ®;

e Finally in Proposition 2.6 we prove that zp € S and that actually z,(- +y,) — 2o
strongly in F, as n — oc.

In the proof of the Proposition 2.3 below we will use the following lemma which we borrow
from [13]:
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Lemma A. The following inequality holds

op< (e —1) + s(log s)/2,  for allt >0 and s > e'/*;
- (et2 —1)+ %SQ, for allt >0 and 0 < s < el/%.

The proofs of Proposition 2.3 and 2.5 are similar to [16], however for the sake of
completeness we give the details.

Proposition 2.3. There exists C > 0 such that for all n € N:
) |20l = II(Umvn)II <C;
2) fuo f un Uy dz < C and [g, g (vp)vpdr < C;
fRQ un d.ﬁ(} < C and fR2 Un dLE‘ < C.

Proof. From (®'(z,), z,) = 0 we have

(3.5) 2/ (Vu,Vu, + Vou,v,) dz — f(up)u, de — / g(vy)v, dz = 0.
R2

R2 R2

Recalling that
D(z,) = / (Vu, Vv, + Vounv,) de — / (F(uy) + G(v,)) dz = c,
R2 R2
we obtain by (Hj) the following

/R2 L (un)un + g(vy)v,] do = 2/ [F(un) + G(vy,)] do + 2c¢,

RZ

2
< 7 /R2 [f (un )ty + g(vp)vy] doe + 2¢..
Thus
N
(3.6) 1w+ go)on] do < 755

From (®'(z,), (v,,0)) = 0 and (®'(2,), (0,u,)) = 0, we have

anH2 — /}R2 f(un)v,dz =0 and HunH2 —/ g(vy)u, de = 0.

R2
Let U, = u,/||u,|| and V,, = v, /||v,]|, then

(3.7 fonll = [ #un)Vida

(39 ol = [ gton)Ud.
By (H1), there exist § > 0 and Cz > 0 such that

f(t) < C’ﬁeﬁt2 and g(t) < C’geﬁt2 for all ¢ > 0.
Moreover, there exists C7 > 0 such that for all n

fun(z)) < Crun(z) for x € {R?: f(un(x))/Cs < e'/*}.
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Setting ¢ = V,, and s = f(u,)/Cs in Lemma A then by (H1)-(H2) together with the
Pohozaev-Trudinger-Moser inequality, we get

1 1 1/2
FluVado < G [ o) [l )] o
R2 {z€R2: f(un(x))/Cg>el/4} “B B
1 1
= & Flun)frde+Ca [ (@ = 1)da
2 J{weR?: f(un(2))/Cp<et/y O R?

< oot (824 Co/(205) [ Flun)un

for some constant Cy > 0. This estimate together with (3.7) implies, for some constant
c1 > 0, that

(39 fonll < 1+ [ Fan)u,da)

and similarly

(3.10) un|l < (1 + /R2 g(vn)v, dx).

From (3.9), (3.10) and (3.6) it follows the first claim 1). Then, by (3.6) and (H3) we obtain
the remaining bounds 2) and 3). O

Next we prove that, up to translations, {z,} has a nontrivial weak limit. Clearly (u,, v,,)
satisfies just one of the following conditions:

Vanishing) — 1im,_,. SUDP, cp2 u? +v2)dx =0 forall R > 0;
yeER? JBR(y)\"'n n
(Nonvanishing) there exist v > 0, Ry > 0 and {y,} C R? such that
lim (u? +v2)dr > v.
o BRO (yn)

We borrow from [13] the following lemma:

Lemma B. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain and f € C(R,R). Let {u,} C L'(Q) be
such that u, — u strongly in L'(Q),

f(u,) € LYQ) and / |f(up)uy|de < Cin>1
Q
for some C' > 0. Then, up to a subsequence we have
fu,) — f(u) strongly in L'(Q) as n — oo.
Proposition 2.4. Vanishing does not occur.

Proof. We know from [16] that ¢, € (0,47 /ap), hence for some 6 > 0 sufficiently small one
has ¢, € (0,47 /ap — 0). Assume by contradiction that vanishing occurs, namely

lim sup / (u? +v2)dz =0 forall R >0,
Br(y)

n—oo y6R2

then Lions’s lemma [23] yields u,, — 0,v, — 0 strongly in L*(R?) for any s > 2.
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Let us divide the proof into two steps:

Step 1. We claim

lim F(u,)dz =0 and lim G(v,) dx = 0.

n—oo R2 n—oo R2

9

Indeed, by Lemma B, for any R > 0 one has f(u,) — 0 and g(v,) — 0 strongly in
L*(Bg(0)) as n — oco. Then by (H3) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,

(3.11)

lim F(up,)dz =0 and lim G(v,)dz = 0.

In order to prove the claim, it is enough to prove that for any € > 0, there exists R > 0
such that for n large enough,

(3.12)

/ F(u,)dxr <e and / G(v,) de < e.
RZ\BR(0) R\ BR(0)

By (H3) and Proposition 2.3, for any K > 0 and n,

F(u,) < — flug)u, < ——.

/{meRQ\BR(m:mn(m)zK} K J{wer2\Br(0):lun(2)|>K} K

Then choosing K > 0 large enough, we get that for all n

(3.13)

/ Flu,) <
{zeR2\BR(0):|un(z)|>K}

By (H1), for any p > 0 there exists C), x > 0 such that

F(t) <pt? +C,xt', |t| < K.

Recalling that u, — 0 strongly in L*(R?), we obtain

lim sup

/ Flun) < psup unl
n—o0  J{zeR?\Bg(0):|un(z)|<K} n

By Proposition 2.3 and since p is arbitrary, for n large enough we get

(3.14)

/ Fu,) < &,
{(£€R2\ BR (0):]un ()| <K} 2

Thus (3.13) and (3.14) yield the first bound in (3.12) and similarly one gets the second

bound.

Step 2. We claim that ¢, = 0, from which the contradiction follows as we know ¢, > 0.
We need the following inequality used in [18, Lemma 4.1]

(3.15) ts< (e — 1)+ s(logs)d, forall (f5)€[0,00) x [e¥7,00).
By Step 1,
(3.16) lim (Vu,Vu, + Vou,v,) = ¢, .

n— o0 R2
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If u, — 0 or v, — 0 strongly in H*(R?) as n — oo, then (3.16) directly yields ¢, = 0.
Therefore, let us assume inf,>; ||u,|| > b > 0. Note that

(3.17) | | :/ g(vn)uy, de.
R
By (H1), for any fixed £ > 0, there exists C. > 0 such that
F),g(t) < Cel @ for > 0.
Let @, = (47/ay — 0)Y?u,/||u,|| and using the inequality (3.15) with s = ¢(v,)/C. and

t = /o |ﬂn|,
(4 /a0 = 82| < | glun)lim] do
R2

Ce [ gvn) —_
= voolw,| dz
V&0 JR2 Ce 0| |

o G 9(vn)
T V0 Jperzigon(ay ooz ¥y Ce

+/ g(vn)[@,| dz + Coy/a / e — 1) da
{Z€R?:g(vy (2))/Ce <t/ VA}

”ao+5/ g(vp)v, do + Coy/a / e — 1) da
{z€R2:g(vn(z))/Ce>el/ \/_}

g(vp)[w,| dx

log (Pl 2 s

AmGRQ :g(vn(2))/Ce<el/ \/_}

ag + €
<4/ 0 / (Un)vpda + I + Loy
(%)) R2

Recalling that u, — 0 strongly in L*(R?) for any s > 2. Since ||u,||*> = 47/ag — §, there
exists p > 1(close to 1) such that pag(47/ag—09) < 4w. Thus, by the Pohozaev-Trudinger-
Moser inequality, as n — oo,

1/q o, 1/p
Iln S CE\/OéQ (/ |ﬂn|2q) (/ (epoeoun — 1)) — 0,
R2 R2

where 1/p+ 1/q = 1, namely, [, = 0,(1). Note that by (H1)-(H2), for any p > 0, there
exits C, . > 0 such that

g(v () < plog(z)| + Cp,evfl, for any z € R? with g(v,(z))/C. < AL

1/2 1/2 1/2
p([1mk) o ([ o) ](/ )
R2 R2 R2

Recalling v,, — 0 strongly in L*(R?),

Then

Ton < / (Ploal + Cpet?) ] <
RZ

limsup I, < C'p,

n—oo
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where C” > 0 is independent of p. By the arbitrary choice of p, I, = 0,(1). Hence,

(3.18) (47 g — 6) 3| un|| < 0n(1) + (1 + ai)l/z/ g(vp)Uy.
0 R?

Similarly, we have

(3.19) (47 /g — 8)2||un || < on(1) + (1 + Ozi)l/2 F(n)ttn.
0 R?

Note that
(D (2,), 2n) = 2/ (Vu, Vo, + Vou,v,) —
RZ

and that by (3.16) we get

flunyun+ [ gt =0

R2 R2

) + / g(vn)on = 260 + on(1).
R2 R2
It follows from (3.18)-(3.19) that

€
(4m/ap = )" (J[un e + onllzr) < 26a(1 4+ —)12 4+ 0,(1).
0

Since ¢, < 47/ — 9, for € > 0 sufficiently small, as n is large enough we have
[l + [[oall < 247 /0 — 6/2)1/2.

Then similarly as above, by the Trudinger-Moser inequality and w, — 0 strongly in
LI(R?) for any ¢ > 2, we have [, g(v,)u, — 0, which implies by (3.17) that u, — 0
strongly in H'(R?). Thus, it follows from (3.16) that ¢, = 0 and hence a contradiction
and vanishing does not occur. O

As a consequence of Proposition 2.4, up to a subsequence, there exist {y,} C R? and
20 Z 0 such that z,(- +y,) — 20 in E and 2, (- + yn) —> 2 in R?, as n — oo.

Proposition 2.5. The weak limit zo is a critical point of ®.
Proof. By (H1), there exist a > 0 and a > «ag such that
1F(0)] < alt] + (e = 1) for all teR.
Then by the Pohozaev-Trudinger-Moser inequality f(u,) € L}, .(R?) and ¢(v,) € L}, (R?),

loc loc
where Z, = (U, 0,) = (u(- + Yn), v(- + y»)). From Lemma B and and Proposition 2.3 we

get, as n — 00

|G ae+g@pe) = [ (ftuno+ oo
for any (¢, ¢) € C5°(R?) x C5°(R?). Noting that ®'(z,) = 0, it follows that

/ (Vs Vb + VooVip + Voo + Vovog) dar = / (f (w0} + g(u0)9) da.
RZ

R2
for any (p, ¢) € C°(R?) x C§°(R?). Thus, ®'(29) = 0 in E and zy = (ug, vg) is a critical
point of . 0
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Proposition 2.6. 2o € S and z,(- +y,) — 20 in E, asn — oo, thus S is a compact set.

Proof. Thanks to the invariance of ® by translation, let us write for simplicity z, in place
of z,(- + yn) and let z, = (up,v,), 20 = (ug,v0). By (H2), f(s)s — 2F(s) > 0 and
g(s)s —2G(s) > 0 for any s € R. Then by Fatou’s Lemma,

1
e = P(z,) — i(q)/(zn), Zn)
. 1 1
~ tim ( [ 3= Flua) + [ Sotunun - G(un))
> timsup | 2 Tt — Flu) + lim o / 0 — o)
(3.20) > lim inf %f(un)un — F(uy,) + lim inf/ %g(un)un — G(uy)
n—oo g2 n—oo  Jp2
> [ 3o = Pl + [ Sotu)un - Gluo)
= (I)(ZQ) — %(q)/(ZQ), ZQ> = @(Z())

On the other hand, since zy # 0 and ®'(z5) = 0 one has ®(zy) > c,. Therefore, z; is a
ground state solution of (2.1), namely, z, € S.

Next we prove that z, — 2o in £. By (3.20) and ®(zp) = ¢, we have

(3.21) tim [ 5 pua)un = Flun) = [ 3o = Fluo)
and
(3.22) im [ Zg(u)vn — Glo,) = / L oo — Glvo).
n—oo fpa 2 R2 2
By (H2) we get
0< P2 2Pt < S fwam — Fw), 0< 22000 < Lo~ G, 021

and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, together with (3.21) and (3.22) yields

(3.23) lim F(uy) :/ F(up), lim G(vn) :/ G(v).
n—00 [po2 R2 n—0o0 w2 R2
Then, by (3.21) and (3.22) one has
(3.24) lim flun)un, = [ f(ug)ug, lim g(vp)v, :/ g(vo)vo.
n—oo R2 R2 n— o0 R2 R2
Since z,, zg € S, we have

/ Vu, Vv, + Vou,v, = ¢ + / F(u,) + G(vn),
RZ

R2
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VugVuy + Vougryg = ¢, + / F(ug) + G(vp).

R2 R2

Thanks to (3.23),
(3.25) lim Vu, Vv, + Vou,v, = VugVug + Vougug.
n—oo R2 R2
By (¥ (uy, v,), (tn, u,)) = 0 and (3.24)-(3.25) we obtain
(3.26) (Vu,|* + Vou? = / fuo)uo + g(vp)u, — / VuoVug + Vougvg + on(1).
R? R? R?
At the same time from (®'(u,, v,), (Un, —u,)) = 0 and (D(ug, vo), (ug, —ug)) = 0, we have

327 [t = [ st [ s = [ o

This implies by (3.24) that lim, oo [go 9(Vn)un = [za g(vo)uo. As a consequence, by (3.26)
we obtain

R2

lim |Vun|2 + Voui = / f (uo)uo + g(vo)ug — VuoVug + Vougug.
R2 R2 R2

n—o0
Recalling that (®'(uo, vo), (1o, up)) = 0, namely
(Vuo|® + Voug = [ f(uo)uo + g(vo)ug — | VueVuy + Vougu,
R R? R?

which implies

lim \Vun|2+%ui:/ |Vu0|2+‘/bu(2)
R2 R2

n—oo

and hence u,, — uy in H'(R?). Similarly, v, — vy in H'(R?). O

Next we prove (i), (7ii) of Theorem 2.1 through the following three steps:
e In Proposition 2.7 we prove regularity, namely for any fixed z = (u,v) € S we
prove that u,v € L=(R?) N C.7(R?) for some v € (0,1);

loc
e In Proposition 2.8 we prove that for any {z,} C S, z, = (un, v,), for which there

exists y,, € R? such that z,(- + y,) — 20 € S, one has

sup ([ tnloo + [|vnlloo) < 00;
n>1

e Finally, in Proposition 2.9 we prove the following a priori estimates

0< (inf)esmiﬂ{HUHom [olsc} < sup ([[uflos + [[v]loc) < 0.

z=u,v z=(u,w)eS

Proposition 2.7. Let (u,v) € S, then u,v € L™(R?) N CLY(R?) for some v € (0,1).

loc

Proof. For any r > 0, let By = B,.(0), By = B,(0). Noting that u is a weak solution of
the following problem

(3.28) — AU + VU = g(v) in By, U —u € H(By),



14 D. CASSANI AND J. ZHANG

by the Pohozaev-Trudinger-Moser inequality one has g(v) € LP(Bsy) for all p > 2. By the
Calderon-Zygmund inequality, see e.g. [22, Theorem 9.9], one has u € W?P(By). It follows
from classical interior LP-estimates that

(3.29) [ullwzos,) < C (lg(0)llers) + lullirs,))

where C' only depends on r,p. Meanwhile, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, if p > 2
we get that v € C*(B;) for some v € (0,1) and there exists ¢ (independent of u) such
that

(3.30) ullcrn@ny < cllullwze)-

Next we prove that u vanishes at infinity, namely that for any 6 > 0, there exists R > 0
such that |u(z)| < 4, V|z| > R. Indeed, otherwise there exists {z;} C R? with |z;| — oo,
as j — oo and liminf; , |u(x;)| > 0. Let u;(x) = u(x + x;) and v;(x) = v(z + z;), then
[ujll = [lu] and

(3.31) — Auj + Vouj = g(v;), u; € H'(R?).

We may assume u; — ug weakly in H*(R?), we claim that ug # 0. In fact, noting that u;
is a weak solution of (3.28) replacing g(v) by g(v;), it follows from (3.29) and (3.30) that,
up to a subsequence, u; — ug uniformly in Q. Hence,

which implies that ug # 0. On the other hand, for any fixed R > 0 and j large enough,

we have
/ uzde/ uzdx—l—/ u?de
R2 Br(0) Br(z;)
= / wrdr + / u? dx
Br(0) Br(0)

:/ u2dx—i—/ ud dz + 0;(1),
Br(0) Br(0)

where 0;(1) — 0, as j — oo. Since R is arbitrary, we get uo = 0, which is a contradiction.
Thus, u(x) — 0, as |z|] — oo. Moreover, since u € C(B,) for any r > 0, we have
u € L*°(R?). Similarly, v € L>=(R?). O

Proposition 2.8. Let z, = (u,,v,) C S such that zZ, = z,(- + yn) = 20 = (ug, o) € S in
E, then

sup(||unloo + [|vnlleo) < 00

n>1

Proof. Let w,, = u(-+y,), Up = v,(- + yn). Similarly as above, u,, is a weak solution of the
following problem
(3.32) — AU + WU = g(v,) in By, U —@,, € Hy(Bs).

Moreover, for any p > 2 we have

(3.33) lnllw2rz) < C (19@n)llzrms + ltallr@.))
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where C' only depends on 7,p. By the Sobolev embedding theorem, if p > 2 we get
u, € C*(By) for some v € (0,1) and there exists ¢ (independent of n) such that

(3.34) [nl o1y < clltinllwzea,).
Then by (3.33)-(3.34), we get
(3.35) lanllcra@ry < € (19(0n)lleee) + 1nll Logze)) -

By (H1), for 8 > ag and some C' > 0, we have |g(t)| < C(|t| + exp (8t?) — 1),t € R.
Recalling that o, — vy in H'(R?), we next prove that

(3.36) lim | exp(pBv2) — exp(pBud)|dz = 0.

n— oo

In fact, since vy € L°(R?), there exists ¢ > 0 such that

|ePP7R) — o(PBYd)| qy

R2
R2

= c/ E (2pB|5n—vo|?) —1]|8% — v dz + 0,(1)
R2

1/2
<ec (/ [e(4p6\ﬂn—vo|2) ) (/ ‘ b2 — d:c) + 0,(1),
RZ

where 0,(1) — 0, as n — oo. From |[|v, — wl|s — 0, as n — oo and the Pohozaev-
Trudinger-Moser inequality, there exists C' such that

/ [ (4pB|on—vo?) ] dz < C
R2

as n is large enough; thus (3.36) follows.
Recalling that z, — 2o in E, by (3.36) [|g(0n)||Lrr2) — ||g(v0)||Lr(r2) as n — oo. Finally
we have

(3.37) sup [t |l 1.3 7y < 00

Next we prove that @,(z) — 0, uniformly as |z| — oo. It is enough to prove that
for any 0 > 0, there exists R > 0 such that |u,(z)] < 6, ¥n > 1,|z|] > R. Suppose
this does not occur, so that there exists {x,} C R? with |z,| — oo, as n — oo and
liminf, o |8n(2,)| > 0. Let 4,(x) = 4, (2 + x,) and v,(x) = v,(x + z,,), then

(3.38) — Nty + Vit = (), in € H'(R?).

We may assume @, — iy weakly in H'(R?) and we claim o # 0. For any n > 1, 4, is a
weak solution to the following problem

(3.39) — AU + VU = g(9,) in By, U — @, € Hy(Bs).
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Moreover,

(3.40) lnllwzscs) < C (9(00) | saa) + il asa)

where C' depends on r only. At the same time, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we
get 1, € C17(By) for some v € (0,1) and there exists ¢ (independent of n) such that

(3.41) [@nllcrayy < clltnllw2aes).
Then by (3.40)-(3.41), we get
il i) < e (lgwn)llzse) + llunllzae) ) -

Then similar to (3.37), sup,,>1 ||tnl/c1@) < 0o. Hence up to a subsequence, @, —
uniformly in B;. Thus,

p(0) = liminf @, (0) = lim inf u,(x,) # 0,

n— o0 n—oo

which implies that @y #Z 0. On the other hand, for any fixed R > 0 and j large enough,

we have
on(1)+/ ugdx:/ u? dw
R2 R2

> / a2 dz + / u? dx
Br(0) Br(zn)
i do + / i da
r(0) Br(0)

:/ ugdx+/ iig dx + 0,(1),
Br(0) Br(0)

where 0,(1) — 0, as n — oo and we have used the fact that @, = w,(-+y,) — uo in H'(R?).
Since R is arbitrary, we get 1o = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus, @, (z) — 0, uniformly as
|x| — oo, which immediately implies by (3.37) that sup,,~; [|tn]lcc = SUP,>1 ||Un|lc0 < 00.
Similarly, sup,,>; [|vn|lee < 0. - - O

I
s

Proposition 2.9. The following a priori estimates hold

(3.42) 0< inf minffulle, [v]lec} < sup ([Jufloc + [[v]lec) < 00
z=(u,v)eS z=(uw)eS

Proof. The upper bound is a consequence of Proposition 2.8 and the fact that S is compact.

In order to prove the lower bound we argue by contradiction and thus assume

inf  min{||ul|, [|[v||ee} = 0.
_inf_ infllule ol
Then, there exists {z,} C S such that, without loss of generality, ||v,]|s — 0, as n — oc.
From

|Vun\2 + Voui = / g(vn) Uy,

R2 R2
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1/2 1/2
/ (Vun|? + Vouz < o,(1) (/ vi) (/ ui)
R2 R2 R2

and hence u,, — 0 in H'(R?). From

/R2 [Vu|? 4+ Vovl = . Flun)vn < (/RQ Ui) 12 (/RQ[f(un)P)l/z’

together with the fact u, — 0 in H'(R?) which implies [g,[f(u,)]* — 0, we have also
v, — 0 in H'(R?). Finally, as (u,,v,) € S, we obtain a contradiction from the following

by (H1) we have

n—oo

0<c,= lim (/ Vu,Vu, + Vou,v, — / F(u,) + G(Un)) =0
R2 R2
]

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 2.1 it remains to show that ground states vanish
at infinity and that enjoy a suitable Pohozaev-type identity in the whole plane; we prove
these results in Proposition 2.10 and 2.12 of the next Section.

2.3. Vanishing and Pohozaev-type identity.

Proposition 2.10. (Uniform vanishing) Let z, € R? be a mazimum point of |u(z)|+|v(x)],
z = (u,v) €S. Then u(zx +x,) — 0 and v(z + x,) — 0, as |x| — oo, uniformly for any
(u,v) € S.

In order to prove Proposition 2.10 we need the following technical lemma

Lemma 2.11. For any {z,} C S, z, = (un,v,), up to a subsequence, z,(-+x,) — z in E,
asn — oo, where {x,} C R? is such that |u,(x,)| + |vn(2,)] = max,epe (|un(2)] + |va(2)]).

Proof. We first claim that there exist > 0 and R; > 0 such that

(3.43) lim (u2 +v2)dz > pu.
n—oo BRl (xn)

Let us argue by contradiction, indeed if not, for some {z,} C S and any R > 0, we get
lim (u2 4+ v2)dw = 0.
n— o0 BR(x7L)

Let 4, = u,(-+x,) and 0, = v, (- +x,), then d,, 0, — 0in L} (R?), as n — oo. Similarly

loc
as above, 1, is a weak solution of the following problem
~AU +VoU = g(d,) in By, U — 1, € Hy(By).

By standard elliptic regularity we get @, € C'7(By) for some v € (0, 1) and there exists ¢
(independent of n) such that for p > 2

(3.44) il 1 @m) < € (19(0n)llzoez) + [l oes)) -
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By Proposition 2.8, z, — 2 in £, by (3.36) [|9(0n) | Lrr2) = ||g(0n) || zr@2) = [|9(v0)|| Lo (r2),
as n — 0o0. Then we have

(3.45) SUp [fiin | o1 ) < 00,

which implies by 4, — 0 in L*(B) that 4, — 0 uniformly in B;. In particular,
U, (0) = up(z,) — 0. Similarly, we have v,,(0) = v,,(x,) — 0. Finally we obtain

lim max(|u, ()| + [va(2)]) = lim ([up(z5)] + [va(zs)]) =0,
n—o00 xcR2 n—oo

which implies

lim min{||u,|oo, [|[Vn]|lec} = 0
n—o0

and thus a contradiction.
Now by (3.43) limp, oo [j5 oty + 07)dz > p which combined with the local
1

compactness of the embedding H'(R?) — L?(R?), yields up to a subsequence, z,(-+z,) =
(i + 0p) — 21 # 0in E and 2,(- + x,) — 21 a.e. in R? as n — oco. Then arguing as in
Proposition 2.5-2.6, we get z; € S and z,(-+x,) — 21 in E, as n — oo, and this completes
the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 2.10.

Next let us prove that for any § > 0, there exists R > 0 such that |u(z+x,)|+|v(z+z,)| <
d,|x| > R for any z = (u,v) € S, where z., € R? is a maximum point of |u(z)| + |v(z)|. If
not, there exist z, = (u,,v,) € S and {z,} C R? such that |z,| — oo as n — oo and

liminf (|u, (2, + x,,)| + |vp (2, + 2,,)]) > 0,
n—oo

where z,, € R? is a maximum point of |u,(x)| + |v,(z)|. Without loss of generality,
we may assume liminf, . |u,(z, + z.,)| > 0. Let @,(z) = u,(x + x, + x,,) and
Un(x) = vp(x + 2, + 2.,). Assume 4, — tp weakly in H'(R?), in the following we
claim 1y # 0. Indeed, by Lemma 2.11, up to a subsequence, there exists z € S such that
(un(-+2,),v0(-+2,,)) = 2z strongly in E. Then as in the proof of the above Lemma, by
the elliptic estimates, up to a subsequence, for some g € H'(R?) and v € (0,1), @, — o

3 17')/ 2
in C,;](R?), as n — oco. Hence,

Up(0) = liminf @, (0) = lim inf u,(x, + x.,) # 0,

n— o0 n—oo

which implies that @y #Z 0. On the other hand, proceeding as in Proposition 2.8, we get
g = 0, which is a contradiction. O

Proposition 2.12. (Pohozaev-type identity) For any z = (u,v) € S, the following
Pohozaev-type identity holds true

(3.46) / (F(u) + G(o) ~ Vouv) dz = 0.
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Proof. By the proof of Proposition 2.7 we know u,v € W2P(R?) for any p > 2. Then
Au = Voyu — g(v) a.e. in R? and Av = Vyv — f(u) a.e. in R Following [26, 35] we get

2
ou Ov ov Ou
(3:47) 9B, VuVv: (z.n)ds - ngr (Z <8:E] ox; 8—%5—951) ,n) s

= 2/ (Vouv — F(u) — G(v)) de,

where B,(0) := {x € R?: |z| < r},7 > 0 and n is the outward normal of B, at x. From
Vu, Vv € L*(R?), by virtue of the coarea formula, there exits 7, such that r, — oo and

% ou Ov
Tn
8B,,

01']- al’Z
As a consequence as 1 — 09,

ds — 0, for any i,57 =1, 2.

VuVuv - (x,n)ds

< rn% |IVuVu| ds — 0
0By,

0B,
and hence
]{ (ix <@@+@au) n) ds =0
oB. \ "\ Ox; 0, Ox;0x; ) ’
Then, let r = 7, in (3.47) to get, as n — oo, identity (3.46). O

2.4. Sign and symmetry properties. This section is devoted to proving Theorem 2.2.
To investigate positivity and radial symmetry of ground state solutions to (2.1), without
loss generality, throughout this section we assume that f, g are odd symmetric functions.
Let
k= sup{||ullo, [[v]|o : (u,v) € S} <00
by Theorem 2.1. By (H1) and (H6), there exist small ag, by € [0,1) and ky, ko > 0 with
k= max |[F(OI/E), k2= max lg@1/1tl,

<|t|I<k bo<|t

such that f(t) <t, fort € [0,a0] and g(t) <t, for t € [0, bo]. Moreover, f(ag) = kiad and
g(bo) = koblf. In fact, if limsup,_, | f(t)|/|t|? < oo, we can choose ag = 0, otherwise there
exists ag € (0,1) such that f(ag)/af = maxye(q, . f(t)/t9. Let

_ [ f@), if £ € [0, a]
fi() —{ min{ F(1), kyt?}, £ C (ay, 00)
and fp(t) = —fr(—t) for t < 0 and similarly for g. Then, fy,gx € C(R,R) and

fu@®) = f(@), () = g(t) if [t| < &, 0 < fi(t) < f(1),0 < gi(t) < g(t) for all £ > 0.
At the same time, there exists § > 0 such that

|[fe()] = B[t]* and |g ()] > BIt[P, for any ¢ € R
(3.48) [fe@O = [fO] < [t] if [t] < a0, |gx(®)] = 1g(®)] < [¢] if [] < bo

|fr(®)] < kalt|? 3 [t] > ao, [gx(t)] < koltP if [t] > bo.
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Moreover, it is easy to check that f, g, satisfy (H1), (H4) and

(3.49) 0 <2F(t) < fi(t)t, 0 < 2Gk(t) < gi(t)t, t #0,
() - Gi(t)
(350) \tl|l—r>noo 2 - |t1\1—r>noo 2 -

where Fy.(t) = [} fi(7)dr and Gy(t) = [; gi(7) d7.
Now consider the truncated problem

—Au + Vou = gi(v)
—Av + Vv = fi(u)

whose associated energy functional is

(3.51)

Op(2) = /R2(VUVU + Vouv) do — /RQ(Fk(u) + Gi(v))dz, z=(u,v) € E.

Recall the generalized Nehari Manifold
N :={z€ E\ E™ : (®(2),2) =0,(P,.(2),p) =0 for all p € £~}

and the least energy

koo
¢l = zlel}\f/q)k(z>

Noting that for any (u,v) € S, (u,v) is a solution to (3.51), hence ¢* < ¢,. For z € E\ E~,
set
E(z) =E ¢oR'z=E @Rtz .
From [16, 33, 34] we have
Lemma 2.13.
1) For any z € N, (I)k‘E'(z) has a unique mazimum point which occurs exactly at z;

2) For any z € E\ E~, the set E(z) intersects Ny at ezactly one point 1i,(z), which
1s the unique global mazimum point of (I)k|E(z)f

3)
"= inf max ®p(w).
z€EE\E~ weE(z)

From 0 < Gi(t) < G(t) and 0 < Fy(t) < F(t) for any t € R, we have

> inf max ®(w)=c,.
z€EE\E™~ weF(z)

thus cf =c, > 0.
Next define
my 2z € E\ E™ = my(2) € E(z2) NN
There exists § > 0 such that ||zT||. > ¢ for all z € N}; in particular one has
|7k (2)T ]| > forall ze E\ E™.
Moreover, for each compact subset YW C E'\ E~, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

|Im(2)|| < Cy forall zeW.
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Define
Sti={ze Et:|z|| =1},
then, ST is a C''-submanifold of £T and the tangent manifold of S* at z € S* is given by
T(ST)={we E": (w,2) =0}
Let
my, = M|+ : ST — N,
then 1, is continuous and my, is a homeomorphism between ST and N,. Define
Uy ST — R, U(2) := Op(mp(2)),2 € ST
then, by [34, Corollary 4.3] we have
Proposition 2.14.
1) ¥, € CYST,R) and
(W(2),w) = llm(2) T[{ @ (mu(2)), w),  for all w € T(ST);

2) If {w,} C ST is a Palais-Smale sequence for Wy, then {my(w,)} C Ny is a Palais-
Smale sequence for ®. Namely, if Vi.(w,) — d for somed > 0 and ||V} (wy,)]|« — 0
as n — 0o, then @i (my(w,)) = d and ||} (mg(wy))|| — 0 as n — oo, where

[y (wn)lls = sup  (Wy(wn), @) and ||} (mu(wn))l| = sup (P4 (mi(wn)), ¢);

$ETwy, (ST)

PEE
lloll=1 llell=1

3) w € ST is a critical point of Wy if and only if my(w) € Ny, is a critical point of ®y;
4) il’lfs+ \Ifk = ll’lf/\/’k (I)k

It follows from the Ekeland Variational Principle (see [20, Theorem 3.1]) that there exists
{2k} C N}, such that

(3.52) Op(2F) = ¢, >0 and ®,(2F) =0, as n — oco.
Next we prove that {z¥} is uniformly bounded in E. Precisely we have the following

Lemma 2.15. There exists C > 0 such that ||2F|| = ||(uX, vF)|| < C, for all n € N.

n’-n

Proof. Let 2¥ = 2t +2- where 2zt € Et, 2z, € E~. Noting that 2* € N}, we have ||z} ||? >
|2E112/2 for all n € N. Let wf = w; +w, = 2¥/||z¥||, where w € F(zF) c E*,w, € E~
and w; = (wy, ,), then |Jw,7||* > 1/2. By Lemma 2.13, for some R > 2,/¢,, we have

ce +o,(l) = @k(zﬁ) = max P (w) > O(Rw;)
weE(zk)

> R2/4— / Fu(Rin) + Gu(Riy),
R2
which implies

n—oo

lim inf / Fu(Riby) + Gi(Rib) > 0.
]R2
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By Lions’ Lemma, up to translations, w, — w # 0 weakly in H'(R?) as n — oo. Assume
that w — (u,v) weakly in H'(R?) as n — oo, then u +v = 2w. If ||2¥|| = oo as n — oo,
then u®(z) — oo if u(x) # 0 as n — oo and by Fatou’s Lemma and (3.50),

o Fy.(u}) Gk(vk))

lim inf / ( 4 | = 400,

n—o0 [ B4
which yields ®;(zF) — —oo as n — oco. This is a contradiction and therefore {2*} stays
bounded in E. 0

Up to a subsequence, we may assume 2* — z* weakly in E, as n — oo. It is standard
to check that @} (2*) = 0.

Proposition 2.16. The truncated problem (5.51) admits a ground state solution.
Proof. If 2% # 0, then by (3.50) and Fatou’s Lemma one has

ot on(1) = By (2 >—%<<I>’< .28)
[ St =R + [ Sl Gutud)
[ SR =R+ [ St = Giet) + ou(1)
= Bu(¥) — P (), ) +0u(1)

= Op(2") > ¢, +0,(1).

from which z* is a ground state solution to (3.51).
If 2% = 0, we claim there exist v > 0, Ry > 0 and {y,} C R? such that

(3.53) lim (|u®]? + |[vF ) dz > v.

oo BRO (yn)

Suppose the claim holds true and set @%(-) := uf(- +y,) and ¥() := v¥(- + y,), so that

(3.54) lim (Jak |2 + [o%%) dz > v,

n—oo BRO (0)

and @5 (ZF) — ¢, > 0 and @} () — 0, as n — oo where zF = (aF k). Clearly {z¥}
is bounded in £ and up to a subsequence, by (3.54) we may assume that z¥ — 2% £ 0
weakly in £ to a ground state solution of (3.51).

Hence let us prove by contradiction the claim (3.53). Indeed, if (3.53) does not hold we

have
lim sup / (|u®? + [v5[*)dz = 0 for all R >0,
Br(y)

n—oo y6R2

then by Lions’s Lemma, u* — 0,vF — 0 strongly in L*(R?) for any s > 2. By (H1) and
(3.48) we have

/ (\Vun| —i—V0|un\) / gk(vﬁ)uﬁdx — 0, n — oo.
R2
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Namely, uf — 0 strongly in E, as n — oco. It follows that
/ (|VOE| + VoloF)) do = / fe(uwk dz — 0, n — oco.
R2 R2

Namely, vf — 0 strongly in F, as n — 0o. So we get ¢, +0,(1) = ®p(2F) = 0, as n — o0,
which is a contradiction. O

Denote by S the set of of ground state solutions to system (3.51), then Sy, # (). Similarly
as above, for any z = (u,v) € Sk, u,v € L®(R?) N C7(R?) for some v € (0,1). Recalling

loc
that ¢, = ¥, we get S C S;. In order to prove the reverse inclusion let us recall the

following results from [16]

Lemma 2.17. [16] With the assumptions in Theorem 2.1, we have:
1) for any z € N, (I)‘E(z) admits a unique mazimum point which is precisely at z;

2) for any z € E\ E~, the set E(z) intersects N at exactly one point m(z), which is
the unique globally maximum point of ®|E(z)f

3)
¢, = inf  max P(w).
2€E\E~ ueE(z)
Let m := g+ : ST +— A and
U: ST R U(2) :=d(m(z)),z €8T,
then m is continuous and m is a homeomorphism between ST and N. As in [34], m is

invertible and the inverse is given by

+
_ z _ _ _
mte) =", 2=2"+2 €N, 2t €E", s €cE".
2

Similar to Proposition 2.14, we have

Proposition 2.18.
1) ¥ € CYST,R) and
(V'(2),w) = [m(2)T[{®'(m(2)),w) for all weT.(ST);

2) If {w,} C ST is a Palais-Smale sequence for U, then {m(w,)} C N is a Palais-
Smale sequence for ®. Namely, if ¥(w,) — d for some d > 0 and ||V (w,)|[« — 0
as n — oo, then ®(m(wy,)) — d and ||®'(m(wy))|| = 0 as n — oo, where
' (wn)lls = sup  (¥'(wn), @) and || (m(wn))]| = sup (¥'(m(wn)), ¢);

GETwy, (ST) PEE
lol=1 l6ll=1

3) w € ST is a critical point of ¥ if and only if m(w) € N is a critical point of ®;
4) infg+ U = inf, ®.

Proposition 2.19.
S, =S8.
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Proof. For any z¢ € S, we know z*¥ € AN}, by Lemma 2.13 (I)k|E(z) admits a unique
maximum point at zF and
= inf max ®p(w) = max Pp(w).
zEE\E~ weE(2) web(zk)
Since z¥ € E\E~, by Lemma 2.17 the set E(z*) intersects A just at one point (%), which
is the unique global maximum of ®|z . Let m(zF) = (4%, 6%), then by 0 < fi.(t) < f(1)
and 0 < gi(t) < g(t), for t > 0 we have
¢y = max Py(w) > Oy(1m(2"))

wekb(zF)

= O (1 (")) +/

R2

R2

wekb(zF) R2

= max <I>(w) -+ /R2 [F(ﬁk) — Fk('&k)] dz + / [G(’flk) — Gk(f)k)] dz
(

> inf max ¢

ax P(w) > ¢,
z€E\E~ weE(z)

which implies F(i(x)) = Fy(ix(z)) and G(0x(z)) = G1(0x(2)) for all z € R? and

ax Oy (w) = Pi(rn(2")) = @1 (")) = c..

Then U(m~1(m(z%))) = ®(m(z*)) = c.. Notice that m~1(m(z*)) € ST. Then, by
Proposition 2.18, m~!(m(2*)) is a minimizer of ¥ on the C'*-manifold ST. Thus
(W' (m™" (m(2"))),w) = 0 for all w € Tp1(m0k)) (ST).

If follows from 3) of Proposition 2.18 that ®(m(2*)) = 0, which yields (z*) € S. By
uniqueness of the global maximum point of |+, We get 2% = n(z*) and hence 2* € S.
Therefore, S, = S. U

In the last part of this section, in the spirit of [4] we prove that uv > 0 in R? for any
z = (u,v) € S.
Let h(s) := g; *(s) and H denote the primitive function of h. By (3.48), for some ¢, C' > 0,

h(s)s < C|s|®*D/P for s € R,
(3.55) h(s)s > s%/2 if |s| < g(by),
h(s)s > c|s|®TV/P if |s| > g(by).

and clearly the same estimates hold for H(s) as well. Consider the Schrédinger operator
L := —A + Vj and the Sobolev space W2®+1/P(R?) endowed with the norm

lll = ( [ 1201 ar) "

The following embeddings hold

s 1
W (RY) < L"(RY), for any r > i :

s>1, if s(N—2) <2,
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in particular W2®+D/p(R2) < L2(R?) N LPTY(R?) N LT(R?). For u € W2P+D/p(R2)
define
Je(u) = [ H(Lu) — Fj(u)dzx

RZ
then J; is of class C'* and

(i) = [ (M(L0L() = Fu))da, o € WHEIIR?),

Proposition 2.20. (u,v) € E is a critical point of @y if and only if u is a critical point
of Jx and v = h(Lu). Moreover, one has ®(u,v) = Jy(u).

Define

c1(R?) = lel}\f/ Ji(u), where N := {u € W>PTD/PRA)\ {0} : (J(u),u) = 0},

which under our assumptions might not be well defined. We overcome this difficulty by
considering an approximation via bounded domains. Precisely, for any R > 0 let us
consider the problem

(3.56) { —Au+ Vou = gi(v)

—Av + Vv = fi(u)

u,v € H}(Br(0)) whose associated energy functional is
Igr(z) := / (VuVov + Vouv) de — (Fi(u) + Gi(v)) dz,
Br(0)

where 2z = (u,v) € Eg := H}(Br(0)) x Hi(Br(0)).

A

We can define as above E}, Ex, Fr(z) and
Nr:={2€ Eg\ Eg : (Ip(2),2) =0, (Ix(z),¢) =0 for all ¢ € E;}.

Denote by c.(Bg(0)) the corresponding least energy associated to the energy functional
Ig. Similar to Lemma 2.15, every Palais-Smale sequence for Ii is bounded in Ex. Then
c.(Bg(0)) is the ground state critical level associated to Ir. Moreover,

c(Bgr(0)) = inf  max Ig(w).

2EER\ER weER(2)

Remark 2.21. If z = (u,v) € Ny, we have (I5(2), (¢, —p)) = 0 for all ¢ € H}(Bg(0)).
In general, (IL(2),(¢,—¢)) = 0 does not hold for all ¢ € H'(R?). Then, Ny is not a
subset of N, so it is not clear if c.(Bgr(0)) is greater than c..

Let
X = W20 (Br(0)) 0 Wy 7P (Br(0)

endowed with the norm ,
FEu
il = ([ 12al*s az)
Br

Jr(u) = ; (O)H(Lu)—Fk(u)dx, u € Xg.
R

and
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Proposition 2.22. z = (u,v) € Eg is a critical point of Ig if and only if u is a critical
point of Jg and v = h(Lu). Moreover, Ig(u,v) = Jr(u).
Let

Ny, i ={ue Xgr\ {0} : (Jp(u),u) =0}, c1(Bgr(0)) := inf Jg(u).

U‘ENIR

Notice that N, might not be a C*—manifold, so that we next borrow some ideas of [34]
to overcome this difficulty and prove the existence of ground states corresponding to the
functional Jg on Ny, for any R. Then by passing to the limit, we show that ¢;(R?) is the
ground state critical value.

Lemma 2.23. For any u € Xg \ {0}, Jg(tu) — —o0, as t — +oo and the set RTu
intersects Ny, at exactly one point denoted by mp(u), which is the unique global mazimum
point of Jgr(tu), for t > 0. In particular, mg(u) = 1 if and only if u € Nj,. Moreover,
there exist ar,br > 0 such that

llull = ar for any u € Ny, and cy(Br(0)) > b,

Proof. Step 1. By (3.48) and (3.55), for any u € X\ {0} and t > 0,

Tn(tu) < CHE /P /

1
| Lu|PH0/P iﬁt‘”l/ luT — —oc0, t — +o0,
Br(0) q Br(0)

and for any v > 0 small, there exists ¢, > 0 such that

t2
Jr(tu) >— / | Lul? 4 ct@tD/p / | Lu| 1)/
{|Lul<g(bo)} {| Lul>g(bo)}

— 7152/ |u|2 — cﬁ,t‘”l/ |u|q+1 >0, |t <1,
Br(0) Br(0)

{|Lul < g(bo)} := {x € Br(0) : [Lu(z)| < g(bo)}.
For any u € Ny, let 6(t) = Jgr(tu), then 6(0) = 0 and #'(1) = 0. Recalling that gi(s)/s is
strictly increasing for s > 0, h(s)/s is strictly decreasing for s > 0. Obviously, Lu = 0 if
and only if w = 0. Then for any ¢ > 1, thanks to (H4), (H6),

0'(t) = /B » h(tLu)Lu — / Ffultu)u

BRr(0)

- / h(t|Lul)| Lu| — / futul)lul
Br(0) Br(0)
h(t|L t
) / (L) ) e / flthal) o
Bro) tlLul Bro) tlul

where

= t/ h(Lu)Lu — t/ fr(uw)u = 0.
Br(0) Br(0)
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Similarly, ¢'(t) > 0 for t < 1. Namely, Jgp(u) = max;>o Jr(tu). Similarly, for any
u € Xg\ {0}, Jr(tu) - —o0 as t — +oo and the set RTu intersects N, at exactly
one point, which is the unique globally maximum point of Jg(tu) for ¢ > 0.

Step 2. We prove that there exists ag > 0 such that
[ull| > ar for any u € Ny,
For any u € Xg \ {0}, by (3.55) one has

1
/ h(Lu)Lu > —/ | Lul? +c/ | Lu|®+D/P
B(0) 2 J{iLui<g(bo)} {ILul>g(bo)}

. - b\ O
(3.57) > ~|Bgr(0)| | Lu|PH0/P
2 (| Zul<g(bo)}

e / L0+ )/7,
(1Lul>g(bo)}

Moreover, by (H1), for any small v > 0, there exist ¢, > 0 and C' > 0 (independent of )
such that

(3.58) / fe(w)u < / yu® 4yl < Ol (y + eyl ull )
Br(0) Br(0)

Here we used the embedding of X into L"(Bg(0)) for r = 2 and r = ¢ + 1. By choosing
4p+42

7= 275 [Ba(O)
and for any u € Ny, if [|Juf|" < ye; !, by (3.57) and (3.58),

1 ir ) (p+1)/p
ZlBR(O)l“p | Lu) +c | Lu|
{|Lul<g(b0)} {|Lul>g(bo)}

20/ (p1)
< G2/ +) ( / | Lu‘(pm/p) _
1Ll >g(bo)}

Since u # 0, we have [(; .\ o | Lu|®P+1)/P > 0 and then

+1

pt+1
/ [Lu|@t0p > ()" )
(1Ll >g(b0)} — \Cy2%/er)

So that for any u € Nj, the following holds

_p_
. L c p—l

Step 3. We prove that there exists b > 0 such that ¢;(Bgr(0)) > bgr. Obviously,
c1(Br(0)) > 0. Assume by contradiction that there exists {u,} C Nj, such that
Jr(u,) — 0, as n — oo. We claim that {u,} is bounded in Xg. Indeed, if not we
may assume |||u,||| = oo, as n — oo. Let v, = u,/ ||| u,||| and assume that v, — v weakly
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in Xg. If v =0, then by compactness of the embedding of Xy into L"(Br(0)) for r = 2
and r = ¢+ 1, we get fBR(O) Fi(v,) — 0, as n — oo. Then by Step 1,

Jr(u,) = max Jr(tu,) > Jr(v,) = H(Lv,) 4 o,(1).
=0 Br(0)
Namely, fBR(O) H(Lv,) = 0,(1). On the other hand, similar to (3.57),

. . 2/ (p+1)
/ H(Lv,) > =|Bg(0)|7 (/ |Lvn|<p+1>/p)
Br(0) 2 {|Lvn|<g(bo)}

+o / | L, |0/,
{[Lvn|>g(bo)}

It follows that v, — 0 strongly in X, which contradicts the fact |||v,]|| = 1. So v # 0 and
by (3.50), (3.55) and Fatou’s Lemma,

_ Jr(uy,) B Fr.(uy) (
On 1 T (p+1)/ |Un|
lleen > Bao) [tn] 7T

This is a contradiction. Hence, {u,} is bounded in Xz. We may assume, up to a
subsequence, u, — u weakly in Xz and strongly in L?(Bg(0)). Noting that h(t)/t is
strictly decreasing for ¢ > 0, we have 0 < h(t)t < 2H (t) for all ¢t # 0. Then by (H2),

1

P/ s o

on(1) = Jr(u,) — §<J}’%(un),un>
1 1

= / H(Lu,) — =h(Lu,)Lu, + —/ fr(un)u, — 2F;(uy,)
Br(0) 2 2 Br(0)
1 0—2

= fr(un)un — 2Fy(un) > —— F(u,)
2 Br(0) 2 {2€BR(0):|un|<ao}
0—2

- — F(u), as n — oc.

2 J{2€Br(0):|u|<ao}

/ F(u) = 0.
{z€BR(0):|u|<ao}

Since u € Xp, from elliptic regularity we get u € C%?/®P+1)(Bp(0)), which yields u = 0.
Analogously we get fBR(O) Fi(u,) — 0, as n — oo and

It follows that

) H(Luy,) = Jr(uy) + 0,(1) = 0,(1).

Similar to (3.57),
. . 20/ (p+1)
H(Lu,) > §|BR(0)|W (/ |Lun|(p+1)/p)
{

BRr(0) | Lun|<g(bo)}

+o / | L, | 4D/,
{[Lun|>g(bo)}
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Thus u, — 0 strongly in Xz, which contradicts the fact [|ul|| > ag for all u € Nj;,,. O
Define
mp:u € Xp \ {0} — mR(U) € R+UHNJR.
Similar as in [33], we have the following
Lemma 2.24. There exists 0 > 0 such that ||ul|| > ¢ for all u € N,. In particular,
el =6, forall uwe Xg\ {0}.

Moreover, for each compact subset W C Xg \ {0}, there exists a constant Cyy > 0 such
that

lme(u)|| < Cw, forall uwe W.

Proof. By (3.55), for any u € Ny, we have

by < Jr(u) < H(Lu) < C || w0
Br(0)
Thus, there exists 6 > 0 such that [[u]|| > ¢ for any u € Nj,. Moreover, since
mpr(u) = mg(u/ ||| u|l|) for any v # 0, without loss generality, we may assume VW C
Sk :={u € Xg: [|u]]| = 1}. In the following, we claim that there exists C)y, > 0 such that

(3.59) Jr <0 on Rtu\ Bg,,(0), for all u € W,

where Be,, (0) = {v € Xg : ||v]| < Cw}. If the claim (3.59) is true, then noting that
Jr(mpg(u)) > by > 0 for all 0 # u € Xg, we have ||mg(u)|| = [[mr(u/ || u||])|| < Cy for
any u € W.

So let us prove (3.59). Assume by contradiction that there exists {u,} C W C Sk with
u, — u strongly in W and w,, € RTw,, with w,, = t,u,, t, — 0o such that Jg(w,) >0, as
n — oo. For n large enough, by (3.55) one has

(3.60) 0< M <C - an“pﬂ)/p.
llon [ 777 Bi(0) |ntin| PV
Noting that u, —= u # 0, it follows from Fatou’s Lemma and (3.60) that
JR(wn) _
1
llwn [ 777
as n — 00, which is a contradiction. O

Let mp := mgls, : Sk — Ny, and
K:Sp— R, K(u):=Jr(mg(u)),u € Sk,
then My is continuous and mpg is a homeomorphism between S and N,

Proposition 2.25.
1) K € CY(Sg,R) and (K'(u),w) = [|mg(u)||{Jr(mg(u)),w), for all w € T,(Sg);
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2) If {wn} C Sk is a Palais-Smale sequence for K, then {mg(w,)} C Ny, is a Palais-
Smale sequence for Jg. Namely, if K(wy,) — d for some d > 0 and || K'(w,)|]« — 0,
as n — o0, then Jp(mpg(wy,)) — d and || Jp(mg(wy,))|| — 0, as n — oo, where

1K (wn) | = ,Sup )<K'(wn),¢> and ||Jp(mr(w,))|l = sup (Jr(mr(wn)), 9).

llelll=1 llllll=1

3) w € Sg is a critical point of K if and only if mr(w) € Ny, is a critical point of
JR;
4) infg, K = ianJR JR.

Lemma 2.26. For any R > 0, ¢1(Bg(0)) > c.(Bgr(0)).

Proof. Observing that Sk is a C'-manifold in Xp, by virtue of the Ekeland variational
principle (see [20, Theorem 3.1]), there exists {u,} C N, such that

(3.61) Jr(un) = ¢1(Bgr(0)) >0 and Ji(u,) — 0, as n — oo.

It is standard to show that {w,} is bounded in Xg, thus up to a subsequence, u, — u
weakly in Xg, as n — oo. By means of the compactness of Xp < L"(Bg(0)) for any
r>(p+1)/p, u, — u strongly in L9 (Br(0)). Then

(3.62) liminf/ h(Luy,)Lu,, = liminf/ fun)uy, :/ f(u)u.
Br(0) Br(0) Br(0)

n— o0 n— oo

By (3.55), we also have

1
/ h(Luy,) Lu, > = / |Lun|* + ¢ / | L, |PTD/P
BR(0) 2 J|Lun| <g(bo) | Lttn >4 (bo)

We claim that u # 0. Indeed, otherwise by (3.62) we get
lim |Lu,|* =0 and lim | Lu,| PP = 0.
700 | Lun|<g(bo) n=%0 J| Luy | >g(bo)

Hence

lim |Lun|(p+1)/p < lim |Lun|(p+l)/p
"7 JBr(0) "% | Lun|>g(bo)

(p+1)/(2p)
+ lim ( / |Lun\2) | Br(0)|®=D/P)
| Lun|<g(bo)

n— o0

as n — 0o, which implies Jg(u,) — 0, as n — oo. This is a contradiction.
Next let ug = mpg(u)u and v, = mg(u)u,. By (H7), H is convex. Therefore

lim inf H(Lv,) > H(Lup) and lim F(v,) = / F(uyp).
00 J BR(0) Br(0) "% J BRr(0) Br(0)
As ug € Ny, one the one hand on has

liminf Jg(v,) > H(Lug) — / F(ug) > ¢1(Bgr(0)).
(0) Br(0)

n—oo BR
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On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 2.23 and u,, € N, the following

liminf Jg(v,) < liminf max Jg(tu,) = liminf Jg(u,) = ¢1(Bg(0)).

n— 00 n—oo  t>0 n—00

and in turn Jgr(ug) = ¢1(Bg(0)). By Proposition 3.61 Ji(ug) = 0 and by Proposition
2.20, (ug, vg) is a nontrivial critical point of I, namely (ug, vg) € Ng where vy = h(Luy).
Finally,

¢x(Br(0)) < Ir(ug, vo) = Jr(ug) = c1(Br(0)).

Similar as in [4], one can prove the reversed inequality to get the following

Lemma 2.27. For any R > 0,

¢(Br(0)) = c1(Br(0)).

Lemma 2.28. Let (ug,vr) be any ground state for the functional Ig, then ugvg > 0 in
Br(0).

Proof. Recalling that S = Sy, it is enough to prove uv > 0 in R? for any (u,v) € Sy.
For any R > 0 and any ground state (ug,vg) for the functional /g, by Lemma 2.27 and
Proposition 2.20, ug is a ground state for the functional Jg. Let w = L™!(|Lug|), then
w > 0 and w > |ug|. Moreover, (Ji(tw),w) = 0, where t = mpr(w) > 0. On the other
hand,

c1(Br(0)) < Jr(tw) = Jp(tug) + /B ) Fy(t|ug]) — Fy(tw)

SCl(BR(O))—F/ Fk(t\uR\)—Fk(tw)
Br(0)
So that fBR(O) Fy.(t|lugr|) — Fi(tw) > 0. It follows from (H7) that |ug| =w > 0. If ug >0

in Br(0), then by means of the maximum principle, vg > 0 in Bg(0) and ugvg > 0 in
Bgr(0). Similarly, if ug < 0 in Bg(0), ugvg > 0 in Bg(0). O

As a consequence of Lemma 2.27 and Lemma 2.28, see also [4, Remark 4.11], we have
Lemma 2.29. The map R +— c.(Bg(0)) is decreasing for R > 0.
Lemma 2.30. For any R > 0, we have c,(Bgr(0)) > c,.(R?).

Proof. For any R > 0, let zr = (ug,vg) be a ground state solution of Ir. Namely,
Ir(zr) = c.(Bgr(0)) and I(zr) = 0. We extend zr € Eg to zr € E by zero extension
outside Bg(0). Then, as in Lemma 2.15, {2z} turns out to be bounded in £. Up to a
subsequence, we may assume zg — 2o weakly in F, as R — oo, then zy = (ug,v9) € E is
a nonnegative solution to (3.51), namely &} (zy) = 0.
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If zy # 0, by (H2) and Fatou’s Lemma, we have for any r < R,

) ) 1
L (B0) 2 Jim .(Br(0) = fin (1n(en) = S{Then)on) )

) 1 1
= hm </ —fk(uR)uR — Fk(uR) + / —gk(UR)UR — Gk(UR))
=00 \ /B (0) 2 Br(0) 2

> %fk(uo)uo — Fy.(uo) + / %gk(UO)UO — Gy (vo)
R? R?
1
2
If zp = 0, then {zp} satisfies one of the following alternatives:
(1) (Vanishing)

= Dy(20) — 5(Ph(20), 20) = Pr(20) > c.(R?).

lim sup / (u¥, 4+ v%)dz =0, forall r > 0;
()

R—o00 yER2

onvanishing) there exist v > 0, 7o > 0 an ry C such that
(2) (N shing) th i 0, 0 and {yr} R? h th

I%im (u% +vy)dr > v.
7% J By (yr)
As in Proposition 2.4 Vanishing does not occur. Solet tig := ur(-+yg) and 0p := vr(-+yg),
then Zp = (g, Ug) is bounded in H'(R?) and Zz — Z, # 0 weakly in H'(R?). Moreover,
let 2o = (@p, Do), we know g, U9 are nonnegative. Obviously, |yr| < R + ro. Assume that,
up to a rotation, yr/|yr| — (0, —1) € R? and (o, 0y) € Hg () x HJ(Q) satisfies

(3.63) —Al}o + Vofto = gk(ffo)
— Ay + Voo = fr(to)

where Q = R? or Q = {(x,75) € R? : 25 > d}, where d := liminfg_, dist(yr, dBr(0)).

If Q = R? the proof follows. If Q = {(z;,73) € R? : 25 > d}, then by the Hopf Lemma,

Oty/0n < 0 and 0vy/0n < 0 on OS2, where 7 is the outward pointing unit normal to 9f.

Finally from the Pohozaev type identity proved in [19, Proposition 1.2](see also [27, Lemma
3.1]) one actually has

Dt 0y

00 On On

which is a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2 completed. Thanks to Lemma 2.30 any ground state solution (u,v)
to (2.1) does not change sign. Assume u > 0 and v > 0 in R?. Setting

filu,v) = g(v) = Vou and fo(u, v) = f(u) = Voo,

as a consequence of [7, Theorem 1] and (H1), (u,v) is radially symmetric and strictly
decreasing with respect to the same point, which we denote by xy. Clearly, Au(zg) < 0
and Av(xg) < 0. To complete the proof of Theorem 2.2, we next prove that actually
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Au(zg) < 0 and Av(xg) < 0. Indeed, if not, without loss of generality we may assume
Au(zg) = 0 and then g(v(xg)) = Vou(zo). Let uy = u — u(xp), then u;(z) < 0 in R? and
— Aup = —Au = g(v) — Vyu
< g(v(o)) — Vou(zo) — Vour
= —Vbul.
Namely, —Au; +Vou; < 0in R?. Noting that u;(0) = 0, by the maximum principle, u; = 0
in R?, which is a contradiction. Therefore, Au(zy) < 0. Similarly, one has Av(zy) < 0
as well. Finally, by Proposition 2.10, u(z + z.),v(z + z,) — 0, as |z| — oo uniformly for

any z = (u,v) € S. Since u,v do not change the sign, using the maximum principle, we
conclude that there exist C, ¢ > 0, independent of z = (u,v) € S, such that

[D%u(2)] + [D()| < Cexp(—clz — xo|), » €R?, |a] = 0,1

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

3.1. Functional setting. By setting u(x) = p(ez),v(z) = ¢¥(ex) and V.(x) = V(ex),
(1.1) is equivalent to

(5.1) { —Au+ Vo(x)u = g(v)

—Av 4 V.(x)v = f(u)

We next consider (5.1). Let H. be the completion of C§°(R?) with respect to the inner
product

(u,v)1:= [ VuVu+ V(x)uv
and the norm .
||u||%8 = (u,u)1,u,v € H,.

Let E. := H. x H. with the inner product

(21, 22)c i= (U1, u2)1e + (V1,v2)16, 2 = (us,v;) € Eey i =1,2.
and the norm |[|z[]2 = |[(u,v)[|2 = [Juli. + [[v][7.. We have the orthogonal space
decomposition E. = EX @ E_, where

Ef ={(u,u)|ue H.} and E. :={(u,—u)|ue H.}.

For each z = (u,v) € E.,

z=z2" 427 =((u+v)/2,(u+v)/2) + ((u—v)/2, (v —1u)/2).

Weak solutions of (5.1) are critical points of the associated energy functional
O (2) := / VuVu + Vo(x)uv — I(2), z=(u,v) € EL,
R2

where I(z) =[5, F(u) + G(v). Then ®. € C'(E,R) and

@) = [

R2

(VuVwy + VoVw; + V.(z)uws + V.(z)vw;) — / (f(w)wy + g(v)wy),

R2
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for all z = (u,v),w = (wy,wy) € E.. Moreover, ®. can be rewritten as follows
1 1, _
(5.2) P (2) = Sl1z712 = SlI=7IE = 1 (2).

We know that if z € E. is a nontrivial critical point of ®., then z € E. \ E_. In the spirit
of [33], we define the generalized Nehari Manifold

N.i={z€ E.\ EZ : (P.(2),2). = 0,(PL(2),p). =0 for all p € E_}.

Let

.= inf &.(2),
= 4, %)

then c. is the least energy for system (5.1), the so-called ground state level.
For z € E. \ E_, set
E.(2)=E- ®R*z=E- ®R" 2",
where Rz := {tz : t > 0}. From [16,33,34] we have the following properties of N, which
will be used later.

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.2, we have:
1) for any z € N, ]| f.(z) admits a unique mazimum point which occurs precisely at
Z;
2) for any z € E.\ E_, the set E.(z) intersects N2 at exactly one point m.(z), which
is the unique global mazimum point of .|z ).

3.2. Lower and upper bounds for c..

Proposition 3.2. There exists co > 0 (independent of €) such that for e > 0 sufficiently
small,
c.: = inf  max P (w) € (co, 4/ ).
2€E\E- weE:(z)

Proof. The min-max characterization is standard and we refer to [16]. Here we are
concerned with estimating form below and above the critical level C-..

Lower bound. On one hand, for any z € E., we know E.(z) = E.(z"). Then, for any
a>0

c.= inf max &.(w)= inf max P.(w)
2€EN\EZ webe(2) 2€EB\{0} weF.(2)

= inf max ®.(w)> inf max O .(w),
2€ST . wek.(2) 2€8; . wERT 2

where S := {z € EI : ||z]|. = a}. On the other hand, recalling that f,g have critical
growth with critical exponent g, by (H1), for some o’ > g, there exists C' > 0 such that

1 142 1 142
(5.3)  F(t) < 7Volt? + Cltf* (e‘“ . 1) LG < TVolt]? + Clef* (eat - 1) teR.

By the Pohozaev-Trudinger-Moser inequality, there exists a > 0 sufficiently small such

that
/ <€20c’u2 o 1) S 17
R2
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for any u € H'(R?) with ||ul|z < a. Then, for any z = (u,u) € S

a,e’

max @) > B.() = [ [VuP + Vila)ed - /R F(u) + Gl

weRt 2z

>l = Vo/2 [ o =2c [ Juft (e 1)

1/2
> C'llll?, - 20 ( / u) > a2 (€ = 20C2 ull),

where C" = min{1, Vy}/2 and Cg is the Sobolev’s constant of the embedding H'(R?) —
L9(R?). Thus, taking a > 0 fixed but small enough, for any z = (u,u) € S;_, we have
lullf . = a*/2 and

max @.() > ul, [ —20Cul.] > a/6 > 0.

weRTz
Thus, for any € > 0, ¢. > ¢y = a?/6.
Upper bound. By (H5) and V(0) = V4, for some fixed r > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that

2
46% max|z|<er V(SC)

(5.4) Bo >

P , € €(0,¢e9),

we consider the following so-called Moser sequence
(logk)'2, |2 |<r/k;
(5.5) wp(@) = =14 =Bl r/k<|z|<n

/_277' (log k)1/2 )
0

, |z |>r.

Then, one easily checks that ||[Vwi]le = 1 and ||wi||3 = 72/(41logk) + o(r?/logk). Let
di(r) = r*/4 + o,(1) where ox(1) — 0, as k — +oo and Wi = wi/||wk|l1e, then
|k cll1 = 1 and for k large enough,

1 T
~2 > _ < —
(5.6) B el@) 2 5 (logk dk,a(r)) for Jo] < ..
where dj, (1) = dj(r) max, <., V(x) > Vodg(r).
Suppose by contradiction that for some fixed ¢ € (0,eq) and for all £,

sup O (2) > 4/ ap.

2EE (@, @r,c))
Then @, (Mm((Oge, re))) > 4/ for all k, where (@, 0x ) € N: and
M (Dher Dre)) = To(Dper De) + (un, —up) € E((@ge, Dre))-

Namely,

(67) 2o / (Va2 + Vi (2)d) — / (F(redins + ug) + G(raidn . — we)] > 4/
R2 R2
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and
(5.8)

v — / (|Vug|* + Ve(z)ui) = / L (ke + ur) (Trln e + uk) + 9(Thlk e — Up) (Thlp,e — ug))-
R2 R2

Claim: limy_,o 7y = 47/cg. Indeed, from (5.7), we get 77 > 47 /apy. From (H5), given
p > 0, there exists R, such that

tf(t) > (By — p)e®” for all ¢ > R,.
and the same holds true also for tg(t). Noting that

Vlog k
TkWhe = Tk VIOBF — +00, as k — 00, T € By,
wrlle V2

by choosing k sufficiently large, we get max {7,@y . + up, ThWre —ux} > R, for all
r € B, ;. So that by (5.6),

> / [f (Th@g,e + wr) (Te@r e + k) + g(ThWre — k) (TeWr,e — U)]
Br/k

> (B = p) / e qp
Br/k

(5.9) > 7TT2(B0 —p) e';‘—ir)7-]3[1ogk—dk,5(r)}—2logk7
which implies that {7} is bounded. By (5.9), as a consequence of the boundedness of
{7}, we know limsup,_, 72 < 47/ay. In fact, if not we have

2072 logk—dy, . (r)]—2logk _

lim sup ez~ = 00,
k—o0

which is a contradiction, and the claim is proved.
As wy, — 0 a.e. in R?, by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem

/ mind{ f(70x,e) TkWk e §(TeWk ) Tur,c } dz — 0,k — 00
{2€Br g <Ry}

and

~, 2
/ e®0 (k)™ g — 92,
{z€Br:Twy <Ry}

Then, from (5.8) and (H4) we have obtain

"> / Lf (Th@n e + un) (Th@re + ur) + 9(Talr e — up) (T@pe — up)] do

> (BO _ p>/ eao(Tk@k,s)z dr — (BO _ p>/ eao(Tk@k,s)z dx

T {Z'EBrlTka)k,5<Rp}

+/ min{ f (7,0 ¢ ) Tk@rk.e, (Thlk ) TeWk e } A
{(EGBTZT]C(I)]C’5<RP}

= (Bo—p) [/ e®0(Mh@k.e)* qg — 7T7‘2} )

T
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In the following, we estimate the term [ B, e (@k.)* 4z Observe first that from (5.6) one
has

~ 2 o 2
/ eao(Tkwkﬁ) dr > 7T7‘2 eﬁﬂ-k[logk—dk’s(r)]—2logk'
Br'/k:

Noting that 77 > 47 /ag and 77 — 47/, we have

. . ) 2 _ 2
h}gn mf/ e (Tk@ke)” qgp > e MaXjal<er V(@)r7/2
— 00

B'r/k

Secondly, by using the change of variable s = re~llvsll=vioekt gne hag
Viogk

/ @ Ao = 2112 wi|-/og k / @ lnleiogk ) gy
B"“\Br'/k: 0

e
227T7’2Hwk||e\/logk/ e 2lewnlleviogkt gy
0

_ 7TT2 (1 _ 6_210gk).
Thus
lim inf/ e (M@, qg > mr? (e MaXlelser Vier?/2 | 1),
B

k—o0

which implies

A /ag = lim 7']3 > (6o — p)7rr2e_max‘x‘§” V@)r?/2,
k—+o00

As p is arbitrary, we have
2
46% max|,|<ep V(x)

Y

Bo < 5
QT
which contradicts (5.4). Therefore, ¢. < 47w /aq for € € (0, &¢). O

3.3. Existence of solutions to system (5.1).
Let us define A
me:z € E.\ EZ — me(2) € E.(2) N N-.

Lemma 3.3. There exists § > 0 (independent of €) such that ||zT||. > & for all z € N_.
In particular,
|7e(2)F]|lc >0 forall z€ E.\ E-.
Moreover, for each compact subset W C E. \ E-, there exists a constant Cyy . > 0 such
that
||me(z)||e S CW@ fOT all ze W.

Let
Sti={ze€ Ef:|z|l. =1},
then S is a C'-submanifold of EF and the tangent manifold of S at z € ST is
T.(SF)={we Ef: (w,2). = 0}.
Let
me = 1e|gr 1 ST — N,
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then by Lemma 3.3, m. is continuous and m. is a homeomorphism between SF and N-..
Define

V.S — R, U (2):=d.(m(2)), z € ST,
then, as a consequence of [34, Corollary 4.3], for any fixed € > 0, we have the following
Proposition 3.4.
1) . e CY(SH,R) and
(VL(2),w)e = [me(2) TI{PL(me(2)),w)e for all w € T(S7);

2) If {w,} C ST is a Palais-Smale sequence for V., then {m.(w,)} C N is a Palais-
Smale sequence for .. Namely, if V. (w,) — d for some d > 0 and ||V (w, )|« — 0,
as n — oo, then ®.(m.(wy)) — d and || PL(m.(wy,))|| — 0, as n — oo, where

W (wn)lls = sup  (Wi(wn),@)e and [|DL(me(wn))ll = sup (PL(me(wn)), @)e;

$ETwp (53) OEBe

lll-=1 Iéll-=1

3) w € ST is a critical point of V. if and only if m.(w) € N- is a critical point of .,
4) infg+ W, =infy, O..

Since S is a regular C''-submanifold of EF, by Proposition 3.2 and Proposition 3.4, it
follows from the Ekeland variational principle (see [20, Theorem 3.1]) that there exists
{w,} C ST such that

U (w,) = c. >0 and [|[VL(w,)|« = 0, as n — oo.
Let z, = m(w,) € N, then
(5.10) P.(2,) = c. >0 and [|[PL(z,)]| — 0, as n — oc.
Similar as in [16], one has the following two propositions:

Proposition 3.5. There exists C' (independent of €) such that for all e > 0 and n € N:

1) Hane = H(umvn>He <C(1+c);
2) [ao f( un u, dz < C(14c.) and [g, g vp)vpdr < C(1+c.)
3) ng (up)dz < C(1+c¢.) and fR2 (vp)de < C(1+c.).

Up to a subsequence, there exists z. = (u.,v:) € E such that z, — z. in E. and z, N
in R?, as n — oo, which is actually a weak solution to (5.1), precisely we have

Proposition 3.6. The weak limit z. is a critical point of ®..

3.4. Asymptotic behavior of c.. By Proposition 3.6, it suffices to show 2. # 0. For
this purpose, in the following, we investigate the relation between ¢, and c., where ¢, c.
are the corresponding least energies to System (2.1) and (5.1) respectively.

Lemma 3.7. With the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, we have

limsup ¢ < ¢,.
e—0
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Proof. By Theorem A, there exists z = (u,v) € N such that

¢, = max P(w) = max P(w).
wek(z) weR(z1)
Noting that z € £\ E~, we know for any ¢ > 0, z € E. \ E_. Then, by Lemma 3.1, for
any € > 0
c: < max P (w) = P (m.(2)).
weE:(z)

Recalling that m.(z) € Ee(z) NN, there exist s. > 0, t. € R and ¢. € H., ||p.]l. = 1
such that m.(2) = s.z + t- (e, —¢).

Step 1. We borrow some ideas from [29] to prove that ., s. are bounded for ¢ > 0
sufficiently small. We proceed by contradiction and distinguish between two cases.
Case I. Both s, t. are unbounded for & small. If |t.|/s. — oo, as ¢ — 0, then

ce < (I)a(saz + ta(SOEa _Qpa))

= I~ 2 s 0(1) = [ Flsaut tp) + Gloco =t

< 82||z)|2 — 2 + t.5.0(1) = s2(O(1) — 1) = —o0,
which contradict the fact ¢. > ¢y > 0. If |t.|/s. — 0, as € — 0, then

c. < s?||z||? — tg +t.5.0(1) — /R2 F(seu+tep:) + G(sev — tep.)

_ 3 (0(1) B /2 Fscuttepe) | Glsev— tews)) .

€ 3 3
Se Se

Since ¢. > ¢y > 0, as € — 0 we have

/ F(seu +tepe)
]RZ

3
Sz

G(sev — tepe)

3
Sz

— 0, — 0.

Recalling that f has Moser critical growth at infinity, there exists C' > 0 such that
|F(t)] > C|t]? for |t| > 1. Let A, := {z € R*: |s.u(z) + t.p.(z)| > 1}, then

/ F(Seu‘i‘ts@e) >

3
S Ac

3

)

u() + ()

£

where the left hand side vanishes as k — oo, which yields lim. o [, |u(z)[* = 0. At the
same time,

1 t.
[ s [ (24 )
R2\A. R2\ A, Se Se
1 |t | 1/2 1/2
< —/ u?(z) + — (/ u4(:c)) (/ go?(x)) — 0, ase — 0.
Se R2 Se R2 R2
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Hence [, [u*> =0 and in turn « = 0. Similarly, v = 0. So that we get ¢, = 0, which is a
contradiction. If |t.|/s. — [ > 0, as € — 0, then following the same line as above,
3

le
[ e+ Zota)| o
Moreover,
t o t ?
/ u(z) + =p.(z)| < —/ u(z) + —p- ()| =0, ase — 0.
R2\ A, Se Se R2\ A, Se
Then X
le
/ u(z) + —p-(z)] -0, e—0
R2 Se
and analogously
t. °
/ v(x) — —p(z)] =0, e —=0.
R2 Se

So we get [g, [u+v[> =0, that is u = —v. This implies z = (u,v) € E~ which contradicts
the fact z € N.

Case I1. Just one between s. and t. stays bounded for € small. If |¢.|/s. — o0, as e — 0,
then |t.| — oo, as ¢ — 0 and as above one has

. < s§||z]|§ — t? +t.5.0(1) = tg(O(l) —1) = —o0,

which contradicts the fact ¢. > ¢o > 0. If [t.]/s. is bounded for £ small, then s. — oo and
|t|/s: — 0, as ¢ — 0. Reasoning as in Case I, we get u = v = 0 and ¢, = 0, which is
again a contradiction.

Step 2. Recall that

c: < max P (w) = P (1.(2))
weFE:(z)

where m.(2) = s.z + t-(¢e, —pe). Then
Ce S(I)s(sez + ts(@a _SOE)) = (I)(Sez + te(gpsa _306))
s [ 0@ = Dt )0 — )
RZ

< max P(w)+ I, = ¢ + I,
weE(z)

where I, := [, (Vo(x) —1)(scu+t.p.)(s.v —to@.). Since 0 € M, by Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem and Step 1, we have

I. = / (Ve(x) — 1)[s§uv — t?go? +tes:(v — u)pe]
]R2

< /R (Valw) = Dlsun + tosev — u)]

1/2
< 3?/ (Ve(z) — Duv + |teose| (/ Vo(x) — 112 (v — u)z) —0 ase — 0.
R2 R2
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Therefore, lim sup,_,, c. < c,. U

3.5. Existence of ground state solutions for (5.1). For any A > 0, let us consider
the following problem in R?

—Au + A= g(v)
(5.11) { —Av+dw = fu)
whose corresponding energy functional is
®y\(2) = | VuVo+ I uww —1(z), z=(u,v) € E.
R2

As above one can define the generalized Nehari Manifold A, and the least energy

C) = inf (I))\(Z).

ZE./\/—A

Moreover, with the same assumptions of Theorem 2.1, if ¢\ € (0,47 /ag) for some A > 0,
then there exists z), = (uy, vy) € N, such that ®)(z)) = c,.
Lemma 3.8. With the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, for any X > 0 the map A\ — ¢\ €
(0,47 /) is strictly increasing.
Proof. For any A > 0 with ¢y € (0,47 /ayp), let zy = (uy,vy) be a solution of (5.11), then
Zy = (lin, 72) = (ux(-/VA, 0r(-/V/\)) satisfies in the whole plane the following system

—Aﬂ)\ + Uy = )\_19(17)\)

—AD\ + Uy = )\_lf(ﬁ)\)

whose corresponding energy functional is

(5.12)

(I))\(é)\) = Vu Vo, + u vy — )\_lf(éA).

R2
Similar as above, we can define the generalized Nehari Manifold Ay and the least energy
5)\ = 1nf (f)\(z)
ZGNA
We have ¢\ = ¢y € (0,47 /ap). Then (5.12) admits a ground state solution Z\ = (uy, 7).
Moreover,

éy:= inf max ®y(w)= max D,(w).
z€EE\E~ weE(z) wek(zy)

To show that ¢, is strictly increasing, it is enough to prove that ¢, is strictly increasing.
For any 0 < 1 < A, the set E(Z,) intersects N, at exactly one point 7, (), which is the
unique global maximum point of ® ul sy~ Since F(s), G(s) > 0 for any s # 0,

Cp < max o ( ) = éu(mu(z))

wEE(zA)

< ®y\(1h,(2)) £ max Dy(w) = é.
wEE(Zk)

Therefore, ¢, < c,. U
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Now, we are set to prove that the weak limit obtained in Proposition 3.6 is non trivial,
precisely

Lemma 3.9. 2. # 0 provided € > 0 is sufficiently small.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that z. = 0 for & > 0 small, then z, = (up,v,) — 0 in

E. and z, % 0 in R?, as n — oo. It is well known that {z,} satisfies just one of the
following alternatives:

1) (Vanishing)

lim sup / (u2 +v2)dz =0 forall R > 0;
Br(y)

n—oo y6R2

2) (Nonvanishing) there exist v > 0, Ry > 0 and {y,,} C R? such that
lim (u? +v)de > v.
o BR() (yn)
Due to ¢. € (¢, 4m/a) we can rule out Vanishing. So that Nonwvanishing occurs. Let
Up(+) := Up(- + ypn) and 0, (+) := v, (- + yn), then |y,| — oo, as n — oo and
(5.13) lim (42 +02)dx > v.
Let Z, = (Un, V), {Z,} is bounded in E. Up to a subsequence, by (5.13) we assume that
Zy — Z # 0 weakly in E for some Z = (u,7) € £ and ®y,_(Z) = 0, where

Dy (2) = / VuVu + Vouv — 1(z), z = (u,v) € E.
R2

By (H2) and Fatou’s Lemma, for fixed ¢ > 0,

ot on(1) = @.(5,) — L (@L(5,). %)

AV
T
DO | N | —

51— F@)+ [ 5000 = G0) +ou(1)
_ By (3) - %@’Vm(z), 5) 4 on(1) > cr. + on(1).

It follows that c. > ¢y, for € > 0 small enough. By Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8, we get
Cv., > .. Again by Lemma 3.7 we get a contradiction. 0

By virtue of Lemma 3.9 we get straightforward the following

Corollary 3.10. Fore > 0 small enough, ®.(z.) = c., namely z. is a ground state solution

of (5.1).
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3.6. Concentration. Reasoning as in Proposition 2.7 we have

Proposition 3.11. Let ¢ > 0 and z. = (ue, v.) be a ground state solution to (5.1). Then,
Uz, v. € L®°(R2) N CLY(R2) for some v € (0,1). Moreover, uc(x),ve(z) — 0, as |z| — oo.

loc

By Proposition 3.11, there exists y. € R? such that
[ ()] + [v=(11e)| = max(fue ()] + |ve()])-

Moreover, x. := ey. is a maximum point of |¢.(z)| + [e(x)|, where (p.(-),¥:(+)) =
(us(-/€),v:(-/€)) is a ground state solution of the original problem (1.1). We conclude
the proof of Theorem 1.2 by proving Proposition 3.12, 3.13 and 3.14 below.

Proposition 3.12.

1) lim. ¢ dist(z., M) = 0;
2) (ue(-+xz:/€),ve(-+x./€)) converges (up to a subsequence) to a ground state solution

of

—Au+ Vou = g(v)
(5.14) in R?
—Av+ Vv = f(u)

3) u(x+x./e),v-(x+2./€) = 0, uniformly as |x| = oo, for e > 0 sufficiently small.

Proof. By virtue of Proposition 3.5 and Fatou’s Lemma, there exists C' > 0 (independent
of €) such that ||(ue,v.)||e < C for all € € (0,g0). Up to a subsequence, we may assume
ze = (ug,v.) = 2z = (ug,vo) in B and (ue,v.) == (ug,vp) in R%, as ¢ — 0. Due to
c. € (o, 41/ ) for e > 0 sufficiently small, as in Lemma 3.9, we have ug # 0,vy Z 0.
Moreover, ®’(z9) = 0. By (H2) and Fatou’s Lemma,

o= u(z) %@'(za) 2
= [ 3= P+ [ St -G
> [ 3= Pl + [ Sotun)un = Glon) +o.(1)

— B(z) — %(@'(zo), 20) + 0.(1) > o+ 0.(1).

Thanks to Lemma 3.7, ®(z9) = c., namely (ug,vp) is a ground state solution of (5.14).
Thanks to Fatou’s Lemma again

ti [ S5 = Pl = [ 5 Fo)u = Fu)

and

ing [ So(ee)e = Ge) = [ Saow)n = Glow)

e—0 R2
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Repeating the argument in Proposition 2.6, we get ||uc||c — ||uol| g2 and [|ve|le = [|vol| a1,
as € — 0. This implies (ue, v.) — (ug, vo) strongly in E as € — 0. Then, as in Proposition
2.8 and 2.9, {||ucoo, [|c|loo} is uniformly bounded for € > 0 small and

lim inf min{||uc || oo, [|ve]|oo } > 0.
e—0

As in Proposition 2.11, there exists Ry > 0 such that

lim (u? +v?)dz > 0.

e—0 BRZ(-'EE/e)
Now, we claim that {z.} is bounded for € > 0 small enough. Suppose this does not occur,
so that |z.| — oo, as € — 0. Let @.(-) = uc(- + z./¢) and v.(-) = v.(- + x./¢) which, up
to a subsequence, (u.,0.) — z = (u,v) weakly in E, as ¢ — 0 and u,v # 0. Moreover,
1, (2) = 0. As in Lemma 3.9 we get a contradiction. Therefore {z.} is bounded for
e > 0 small. Up to a subsequence, assume x. — xg, as € — 0 and let 4.(-) = u.(- + x./¢),
Ue(+) = ve(- + x-/¢). Then, up to a subsequence, z. = (i.,0.) — 2 = (4, 0) # 0 weakly in
E,ase — 0 and @, 1(2) =0, where

Py (2) = | VuVo+V(zg)uv —I(2), 2z = (u,v) € E.

R2
By (H2) and Fatou’s Lemma,

ek %@' (z2), )
i

]R2
Lo X
S (@i = F@)+ [ 5o - G0) +o.(1)
R2 2 R?
o1 N s
= Pvao) (2) = 5{Pv(ag) (2), 2) +0:(1) 2 Cvi(ag) + 02(1).
Recalling that limsup,_,c. < ¢, we get cy,) = ¢ and hence (u,7) is a ground

state solution of (5.14). Thanks to Lemma 3.8, V(zg) = Vp, namely z, € M and
lim._,odist(z., M) = 0. Moreover, (u.,0.) — (@,v) strongly in £, as ¢ — 0. As in
Proposition 2.8, u.(z + z./¢),v.(x + x./¢) — 0 vanish at infinity uniformly in e. O

Proposition 3.13. Let (p.,%.) be a ground state solution to (1.1) and x!,2? be any
mazximum point of |¢.| and || respectively. Then,

lim, o dist(z:, M) =0, lim. |2 — 2| =0, i=1,2.

If in addition f and g are odd and (HG6) holds, then for ¢ > 0 small enough, v > 0 in
R? and

lim |z} — 22| /e = 0.

e—0

Moreover, for some ¢, C' > 0,

pe(@)] < Coxp(—Zla —all),  [ula)] < Cexp(—Z|a —22)), v € B2
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Proof. Note that z!/e, 22/ are the maxima points of u.,v. respectively. Thanks to the
decayof u.,v. and the following fact

lim inf min{ ||t || oo, ||Ve |0 } > 0,
e—0

we get |zl/e — z./e| is bounded for i = 1,2 and € > 0 small enough. Then,
lim, o dist(2xl, M) =0,i=1,2, lim._,q|2. — 2. =0,i= 1,2 and lim._,o |2} — 22| =0.
Next we assume f and g are odd, that (H6) holds, and also that, up to a subsequence,
(xl —22) /e = yo € R? as € — 0. Let 4.(-) = u.(- + 2! /e) and 0.(-) = v.(- + 2% /¢), then
(@e(+), 0-(- + (L —22) /e)) — (u,v) # 0 strongly in E and in C}. _(R?), as ¢ — 0. Moreover,
(u,v) is a ground state solution of (2.1). Without loss generality, we assume u > 0, v > 0
in R2. Since 0 is a maximum point of 4., 0 is a maximum point also for u. By virtue
of Theorem 2.2, 0 is the unique maximum point of v and v. On the other hand, up to
a subsequence, (a.(- + (22 — x!)/e),0.(-)) = (@,9) # 0 strongly in E and in C} (R?), as
e — 0. Then (a(-),o(+)) = (u(- — yo),v(- — Yo)), which is a ground state solution of (2.1).
Since 0 is a maximum point of 7., then 0 is the unique maximum point of ©. Therefore,
Yo = 0.

Finally, we prove that u.,v. do not change the sign for € > 0 sufficiently small. Let

U, = u (- +aL/e), v.=v.(-+xl/e),

it is enough to prove @.v. > 0 in R?. We assume (i, ?.) — (u,v) € S strongly in E and
uniformly in C?_(R?), as € — 0 and 0 is the unique maximum point of u,v. By Theorem

2.2, uv > 0 in R%. Without loss of generality, we assume « > 0 and v > 0 in R?. Then
there exist R > 0 and gy > 0 such that u.,v. > 0 in Bg(0) for ¢ < g¢. Define

R.(u.) :=sup{r|u.(x) >0, Vo € B.(0)}, R.(v:) :=sup{r|v.(x) >0, Vz € B.(0)}

and R. := min{R.(u.), R:(v:)}, then R. > R for any ¢ < g¢. If R. = oo for any ¢ < &,
the proof is complete. Otherwise, there exists ¢, > 0 such that ¢, — 0, as n — oo and
R, := R., < oo for any fixed n. Then, by the maximum principle, R,, (., ), R., (0,) < oo
for any fixed n € N. Hence inf,cg2 4., () < 0 and inf gz 0., (x) < 0 for any n € N.
Noting that ., (z),v.,(x) — 0, as |z|] — oo, there exist y,,z, € R? such that
Ue, (Yn) = mingegz U., (x) < 0 and v, (2,) = mingeg2 v, () < 0. Then we have

9(V, (Yn)) < Volle, (yn), [T, (20)) < Vobe, (2n).
By Remark 1.3 we have

Vil () 2 900, () 2 (0 () 2 g (L0520 ) 5 (L)),

which yields inf,, |a., (y,)| > 0 by (H1) . Observe that ., () — 0, as || — oo, uniformly
in €, and thus sup,, |y,| < oo, namely |y,| < R, for n sufficiently large. Hence u., (y,) > 0,
which is a contradiction. Finally, since u.,v. do not change the sign, by the standard
comparison principle, we get the uniformly exponential decay at infinity. U

In order to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 we need to prove the uniqueness of the
maximum points of ¢, ..
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Proposition 3.14. Let z},y! be any mazima points of p.. Assume f and g are odd and
(H6) holds. Then z! = y!, for e > 0 sufficiently small. Namely, the mazimum point of
. 1s unique. The same holds for ..

Proof. Let

U, = u (- +al/e), v.=v.(-+aL/e).
Then (i, v.) — (u,v) € S strongly in E and uniformly in C? (R?), as € — 0. Moreover,
there exist ¢, C' > 0 such that

0.(2)] < Cexp (~clr —xl/e]), = € B2
Hence ||t/ < Cexp (—c|yl — xl|/€). As a consequence we have

limsup |y! — 2|/ < 0.
e—0

Indeed, otherwise ||t.||oc — 0, as € — 0, which yields

/ [|V1_)5|2—|—V;(SL’—|—SL’;/€)|Q_J€‘2] dz :/ f(u:)v. dx — 0.
R2 R2

Namely ||vc|l1. — 0, as ¢ — 0 from which ®.(u.,v.) — 0, as ¢ — 0, thus a contradiction
by Proposition 3.2. Therefore |y! — x|/ stays bounded for € > 0 small. As in Proposition
3.13, |yt — xl|/e = 0, as ¢ — 0. Obverse that Vu.(0) = Vu.((y! — zl)/e) = 0. By
Theorem 2.2, Au(0) < 0. Recalling that u(x) = u(|z|), ©/(0) = 0 and v"(r) < 0 for r = |z|
small. On the other hand, since ¢ € C!, 4, € C* and 4. — u in C?_(R?), as ¢ — 0, it

loc

follows from [24, Lemma 4.2] that y! = 2! for € > 0 sufficiently small. O
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