arXiv:2402.06225v1 [math.AP] 9 Feb 2024

ON A SYSTEM OF NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS WITH POTENTIAL AND QUADRATIC INTERACTION

Vicente Alvarez and Amin Esfahani

Department of Mathematics, Nazarbayev University, Astana 010000, Kazakhstan E-mail: vicente.alvarez@nu.edu.kz, amin.esfahani@nu.edu.kz.

In this work, we aim mainly to study the existence of different classes of standing waves for a class of nonlinear Schrödinger system with quadratic interaction, combined with a harmonic interaction potential or partial harmonic potential. We establish the existence of ground-state normalized solutions for this system, serving as local minimizers for associated functionals. Novel approaches are employed to address challenges posed by the potential term, including profile decomposition and concentration-compactness principles. The absence of global energy minimizers in critical and supercritical cases necessitates focusing on local energy minimizers. Notably, positive results are observed in cases of partial confinement due to the spectral properties of associated linear operators. Additionally, we demonstrate the existence of a second normalized solution using Mountain-pass geometry, overcoming challenges posed by nonlinear terms. Additionally, the asymptotic behavior of local minimizers is explored, revealing connections with unique eigenvectors of the linear operators. The analysis showcases the dispersive properties of Schrödinger operators and derives Strichartz estimates for local well-posedness in the energy space. Global and blow-up solutions are derived in time under certain conditions, contributing new insights into the dynamics of the system.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider a system of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with trapping potential, namely i∂_tu_1 + Δu_1 − V (x)u_1 + u_2u_1 = 0, i∂_tu_2 + κΔu_2 − V (x)u_2 +^1_2 u^2_1 = 0, (u_1, u_2)(x, 0) = (u^0_1, u^0_2)(x),

(1.1)

where u_1(x, t) and u_2(x, t) are complex-valued functions on R^n × R, Δ is the Laplace operator on R^n , V (x) is a real-valued potential, κ > 0, and 1 ≤ n ≤ 5.

System (1.1) in the two-dimensional spatial case was derived to model second-harmonic (SH) generation based on the scaled equations for the fundamental frequency (FF) and SH field amplitudes u_1 and u_2, along with an isotropic harmonic oscillator trapping potential V (x) = |x|^2. In the three-dimensional spatial setting with an axisymmetric potential V (x) = x^2_1 + x^2, the evolution of the FF and SH field amplitudes was described by (1.1) (see [15, 29, 30]). For a detailed derivation of this system from a physical context, readers are referred to [31].

In this paper, our focus is on the study of (1.1) with the harmonic potential V (x) = V_1(x) = |x|^2 and the partial harmonic potential (confinement) V (x) = V_2(x) = ∑_{n−1} j=1 x^2_j . Initially, we analyze the existence of different classes of standing waves for (1.1) and subsequently investigate the associated initial value problem.

Disregarding the trapping potential V (x), where (1.1) was introduced as a non-relativistic version of some Klein-Gordon systems (see [14] and references therein), it was demonstrated in [14] through a contraction argument combined with Strichartz estimates that (1.1) is well-posed in L^2(R^n ) × L^2(R^n ) for 1 ≤ n ≤ 4 and in H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ) for 1 ≤ n ≤ 6. Furthermore, the global

2020 MATHEMATICAL SUBJECT CLASSIFICATION: 35Q55, 82C10, 35J60, 35J20 KEYWORDS: NLS SYSTEM WITH POTENTIAL, NORMALIZED SOLUTION, MOUNTAIN-PASS SOLUTIONS, BLOW-UP. 1

well-posedness was established in L^2(R^n ) × L^2(R^n ) for the case when n = 4. Similarly, global existence was proven in H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ) for 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, attributing this to the conservation of mass and energy. Additionally, when the initial data belongs to H^1(R^5 ) × H^1(R^5 ), a condition for global existence was identified. This condition relies on the comparison of the size of the initial data with respect to the associated ground states (see [14]). The exploration of global existence and energy scattering has been undertaken in previous works such as [23, 25, 36], while investigations into finite-time blow-up phenomena have been demonstrated in [16, 18, 25]. The existence of ground states for 2 ≤ n ≤ 5 was demonstrated in [43]. The paper also establishes the continuous dependence on the parameter, investigates the asymptotic behavior of ground states, and proves the existence of multi-pulse solutions with specific symmetry.

For further results on similar systems of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with quadratic interaction, interested readers may refer to [10].

In the presence of potential V (x) ≢ 0, there are some results known for a single nonlinear Schrödinger equation i∂_tu + Δu − V (x)u + |u|^pu = 0, p > 1. (1.2)

Fujiwara [12] investigated (1.2), incorporating a general real-valued potential function V (x), a study later explored in [8]. In situations where |D^αV (x)| is bounded for all α ≥ 2, Fujiwara [12] established the smoothness of the Schrödinger kernel for potentials exhibiting quadratic growth. Furthermore, Yajima [39] demonstrated that, for super-quadratic potentials, the Schrödinger kernel lacks continuity everywhere and is not of class C^1. Additionally, Oh [26] emphasized that quadratic potentials represent the highest order of potentials for ensuring the local well-posedness of the equation. Consequently, the potential V_1(x) = |x|^2 emerges as the critical potential for the local existence of the Cauchy problem. See also the results of [40, 41, 42] and references therein on a sharp condition for global existence and finite-time blow-up of solutions, as well as the instability of standing wave.

When the partial Harmonic oscillator V_2 is taken into account in (1.2), the existence of orbitally stable ground states to (1.2) in the case n = 3 with L^2-supercritical nonlinearity 7/3 ≤ p < 5 was proven in [3]. Indeed, as the energy functional is not bounded from below, these ground states are local energy minimizers on the sphere {u ∈ H^1(R^3 ), ‖u‖_L2 = r}, where H(R^3 ) = { u ∈ H^1(R^3 ), u ∈ L^2(V_2 dx) } . In the scenario where V = V_2, a key observation arises: the last variable in V_2 remains unconstrained. Consequently, the one-line solitons cannot be straightforwardly extended across the entire space while preserving their finite energy property.

We establish the existence of a ground-state normalized solution for (1.1), serving as a local minimizer for the associated functional on ellipses or product spheres of H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ). Notably, the characteristics of (1.1) diverge from those in [7, 13, 37], even when V = V_1. To address the challenges posed by the potential term, we employ a profile decomposition (see Proposition 2.10) associated with the stationary system (see (2.1) below), enabling us to operate in the ellipses of H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ). Extending this result to the product spheres of H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ) entails applying the concentration-compactness principle. In critical and supercritical cases, the absence of global energy minimizers necessitates focusing on local energy minimizers. The analysis becomes more intricate due to the presence of potential V . However, in the case of partial confinement, positive results stem from the spectral properties of the linear operator associated with the elliptic-type system (2.1). Moreover, we establish a direct connection between the previously obtained minimizer and a minimizer for a reduced one-dimensional system (see (2.83)) derived from (1.1) without potential (see Theorem 2.27). Additionally, we demonstrate the existence of another normalized solution using Mountain-pass geometry. The challenge lies in the quadratic nature of the nonlinear term, complicating the control of the nonlinear component of the energy of (1.1). This challenge is overcome through scaling and rearrangement techniques. Furthermore, we explore the asymptotic behavior of local minimizers as the radius of existence varies, particularly in terms of (ψ_0, ψ_0), where ψ_0 denotes the unique eigenvector of −Δ + V_2(x), following the approach in [3].

It is natural to see the connection of obtained standing waves and the solutions of the Cauchy problem (1.1). Associated with (1.1), the following quantities are formally conserved:

Q(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = ‖u_1(t)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2‖u_2(t)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_), E(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = P (u_1, u_2) − K(u_1, u_2),

where

P (u_1, u_2) = ‖∇u_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇u_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_1|^2 + |u_2|^2) dx,

K(u_1, u_2) = ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_1ū_2 dx.

We demonstrate that the dispersive properties of the Schrödinger operator −Δ + V (x) are inherent in the analysis of (1.1). By adopting the abstract concepts from [5, 11], we derive Strichartz estimates, facilitating the local well-posedness of (1.1) in the energy space. To comprehend the global behavior of solutions for (1.1), we establish that local solutions can be extended globally in time if the initial data is smaller than the radial standing waves of (1.1) with V ≡ 0. Moreover, in the supercritical and critical cases, blow-up occurs if the initial data is close to the aforementioned standing waves. Additionally, through meticulous analysis aided by localized Morawetz estimates, we ascertain conditions, contingent on the ground states of (1.1), under which local solutions of (1.1) experience blow-up in both temporal directions (refer to Theorem 4.8).

In the subsequent sections of the paper, we first demonstrate the existence of standing waves of (1.1) when V is the Harmonic potential in Section 2. We then address the case of partial confinement. This section concludes with the proof of the existence of the second (Mountain pass) solution. With the existence results established, we proceed to study the Cauchy Problem (1.1). Using Strichartz estimates, we establish the local well-posedness in the enrgy space in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4, we determine the conditions under which the obtained local solutions are global or result in blow-up.

2. Existence of standing waves

2.1. Preliminaries. Let us start by defining the concept of a standing wave solution for (1.1). A standing wave solution is a solution of (1.1) in the form (u, v) = ( e^{iλ1 t}ϕ(x), e^{iλ2 t}ψ(x) ) , where ω > 0 is a real parameter and ϕ, ψ are real-valued functions, which may depend on ω, with a suitable decay at infinity. By substituting this approach into (1.1), we obtain the following elliptic system: { −Δϕ + λ_1ϕ + V (x)ϕ = ϕψ, −κΔψ + λ_2ψ + V (x)ψ =^1_2 ϕ^2. (2.1) Our goal is to establish the existence of solutions for the system (2.1). To achieve this, we first need to define what we will consider as a solution of (2.1).

Definition 2.1. A pair (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H^1 (R^n ) × H^1 (R^n ) is called a solution (or a weak solution) of (2.1) if ∫ R^n (∇ϕ · ∇f + λ_1ϕf + V (x)ϕf)dx = 2 ∫ R^n ϕψfdx, ∫ R^n (κ∇ψ · ∇g + λ_2ψg + V (x)ψg)dx = 1 2 ∫ R^n ϕ^2gdx, for any f, g ∈ C^∞_0 (R^n ).

According to the established elliptic regularity theory (see, for instance, [5]), weak solutions are indeed smooth and adhere to (1.1) via the standard methods. In fact, we can assert the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Assuming 1 ≤ d ≤ 5, consider (Φ_1, Φ_2) ∈ H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ) as a solution of (2.1). Then, for any j + 1, 2, Φ_j ∈ W^{3,p}(R^n ) for 2 ≤ p < ∞. In particular, Φ ∈ C^2(R^n ), and ∑_2 k=1 | |D^β Φ_k(x) | |^{|x|→∞} −→ 0 for all |β| ≤ 2.

Proof. The proof of this result is an adaptation of Theorem 8.1.1 in [5]. Indeed, let ξ be a smooth function satisfying ξ(x) = 1 for |x| ≤ 1 and ξ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 2. Given R > 0, we denote ξ_R(x) = ξ(^x_R ). Hence, a direct computation gives −Δ(ξ_RΦ_1) + λ_1ξ_RΦ_1 = (−Δξ_R + ξ_RΦ_2 + V (x)ξ_R)Φ_1 − 2∇ξ_R · ∇Φ_1.

Since ξ_R is smooth bounded function supported in a ball and ∇ξ_R is smooth compactly supported, we have (−Δξ_R + ξ_RΦ_2 + V (x)ξ_R)Φ_1 − 2∇ξ_R · ∇Φ_1 ∈ L^{pα+1} (R^n ) where α + 1 = 2. Therefore, it follows from the standard bootstrap argument (see Theorem 8.1.1 in [5]) that ξ_RΦ_1 ∈ W^{3,p}(R^n ) for all 2 ≤ p < ∞. In particular, ξ_RΦ_1 ∈ C^{2,η} (R^n ) for all 0 < η < 1. Since ξ_RΦ_1 = Φ_1 on B(0, R) for any R > 0, it follows that Φ_1 ∈ C^2(R^n ) and |D^β Φ_1| → 0 as |x| → ∞ for all |β| ≤ 2. Similarly, we proceed in the case of Φ_2 using the second equation in (2.1). □ 2.2. Existence of standing waves: Harmonic potential. The L^2-norm of solution often denotes the number of particles of each component in Bose-Einstein condensates or the power supply in nonlinear optics. Thus from this physical relevance, it is of great interest to seek for solutions to (2.1) having the prescribed L^2-norm. More precisely, for given μ_1, μ_2 > 0, we define

S(μ_1, μ_2) = { (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H : ∫ R^n |ϕ|^2 dx = μ_1, ∫ R^n |ψ|^2 dx = μ_2 } . One can get a normalized solution to problem (2.1) by looking for a critical point of the following functional I(ϕ, ψ) = 1 2 ( ‖∇ϕ‖^2_L2 + κ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2 ) + 1 2 ∫ R^n V (x)((|ϕ|^2 + |ψ|^2)dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n ϕ^2ψdx. In order to minimize the functional I, we must establish certain spaces where we will work. We define the space H = { (ϕ, ψ) ∈ Ḣ^1(R^n ) × Ḣ^1(R^n ) : V (x)ϕ, V (x)ψ ∈ L^2(R^n ) } equipped with the norm

‖(ϕ, ψ)‖^2_H = ‖∇ϕ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖ϕ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|ϕ|^2 + |ψ|^2) dx. Thus, our objective is directed towards ensuring the existence of critical points of I on the constraint S(μ_1, μ_2). Namely, ensuring the minimization of the problem d_{μ1 ,μ2} := inf_{S(μ1 ,μ2)} I(ϕ, ψ). (2.2)

It is standard that the minimizers of d_{μ1 ,μ2} are critical points of I|_{S(μ1,μ2 )} as well as normalized solutions to problem (2.1).

In fact, by using the ideas established in [40], we can guarantee this fact in the L^2-subcritical case. By using the uncertainty inequality (see Lemma 4.4 below) it follows that K(u, v) ≤ 1 2 ‖u‖^2_L3_{(R}n_) ‖v‖_L3_{(R}n_) ≤ 1 2 C^3_∘ ‖∇u‖^{n3}_{L2(Rn)} ‖u‖^{2− n3}_{L2(Rn)} ‖∇v‖^{n6}_{L2(Rn)} ‖v‖^{1− n6}_{L2(Rn)} ≤ 1 2 C^3_∘ ( 2 n ) 6−n_4 ‖∇u‖^{1+ n6}_{L2(Rn)} ‖xu‖^{1− n6}_{L2(Rn)} ‖∇v‖^{6+n12}_{L2(Rn)} ‖xv‖^{6−n12}_{L2(Rn)} ≤ C ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_)

) 6+n_8 ( ‖xu‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖xv‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ) 6−n_8 , (2.3) where C = C(C_∘, n) and C_∘ is the sharp constant of the Sobolev embedding ‖u‖_L3_{(R}n_) ≤ C_∘‖∇u‖^{n6}_{L2(Rn)}‖u‖^{1− n6}_{L2(Rn)}. Notice from (2.3) for n ≤ 3 that I(u, v) ≳ 1 2 ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ − C(n, μ_1, μ_2)‖(u, v)‖^{n2}_Ḣ ≳ 1 4 ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ − C(n, μ_1, μ_2) ≥ −C(n, μ_1, μ_2), (2.4)

where ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ := ‖∇u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx. So, when n ≤ 3, I is coercive and bounded from below. Hence, the existence of a minimizer of d_{μ1 ,μ2} is obtained from the compact embedding in Remark 2.2 in the case V_1(x).

However, when attempting to apply these same tools to the L^2-critical and L^2-supercritical cases, certain issues arise. It is important to note that in this scenario, the functional I is not bounded from below. Specifically, for any fixed (φ, ψ) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) with φ, ψ > 0, and defining (φ_s, ψ_s) = (s^{n2} φ(sx), s^{n2} ψ(sx)), it follows that (φ_s, ψ_s) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2). However, it can be observed that

I (φ_s, ψ_s) = s^2 2 ∫ R^n |∇φ|^2 + κ|∇ψ|^2dx + 1 2s^2 ∫ R^n V (x) ( φ^2 + ψ^2 ) dx − s^{n/2} 2 ℜ ∫ ϕ^2ψdx → −∞ as s → ∞. For this reason, the method proposed in [40] for obtaining standing waves does not apply to problem (2.1). Additionally, we consider a local minimization problem: for any given χ > 0, we define d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} := inf S (μ1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ)I(ϕ, ψ), (2.5) where B(χ) = { (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H : ‖(ϕ, ψ)‖^2_Ḣ ≤ χ ϵ_0 }

and ‖(ϕ, ψ)‖^2_Ḣ := ‖∇ϕ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∇ψ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|ϕ|^2 + |ψ|^2)dx. Then, it is worth noting that I(ϕ, ψ) ⩾ − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n ϕ^2ψdx ⩾ − 1 2 ‖ϕ‖^2_L3_{(R}n_)‖ψ‖_L3_{(R}n_) ⩾ −C‖∇ϕ‖^{n/3}_{L2(Rn)}‖ϕ‖^{2−n/3}_{L2(Rn)}‖∇ψ‖^{n/6}_{L2(Rn)}‖ψ‖^{1−n/6}_{L2(Rn)} ⩾ −C(μ^{1−n/6}_1 )(μ^{1/2−n/12} 2 )χ^{n/4}. (2.6)

So, for any fixed χ > 0, μ_1, μ_2 > 0 with S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ) ≠ ∅, we have that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} is well-defined.

Remark 2.2. From [40, Lemma 3.1] or [2, 27], we have that {ϕ ∈ H^1(R^n ) : V_1|ϕ|^2 ∈ L^1(R^n )} is compactly embedded into L^{q+1}(R^n ) for 1 ≤ q < ∞ if n = 1, 2, and 1 ≤ q < 1 + 4/(n − 2) if n ≥ 3. Furthermore, by the Sobolev embedding theorem, H^1(R^n ) → L^{q+1}(R^n ) for 1 ≤ q < ∞ if n = 1, 2, and 1 ≤ q < 1 +^4_{n−2} if n ≥ 3. Thus, ϕ ∈ H^1(R^n ) : V_2|ϕ|^2 ∈ L^1(R^n ) is embedded into H^1(R^n ), which in turn is embedded into L^{q+1}(R^n ). However, this embedding is not compact if we replace V_1 with V_2.

We now proceed to establish the following result that ensures the existence of a minimizer of the problem (2.5).

Theorem 2.3. There exists a solution to (2.1) as a minimizer to (2.5).

Proof. Let (ϕ_m, ψ_m) ∈ H such that ∫ R^n |ϕ_m|^2 dx → μ_1, ∫ R^n |ψ_m|^2 dx → μ_2, I (ϕ_m, ψ_m) → d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , ‖(u_m, v_m)‖^2_Ḣ ≤ χ. Thus, from (2.3), we have K(u_m, v_m) ≤ Cχ^{n/4}. Now, since I (ϕ_m, ψ_m) → d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , then 1 2 ( ‖∇ϕ_m‖^2_L2 + κ‖∇ψ_m‖^2_L2 ) + 1 2 ∫ R^n V (x)(|ϕ_m|^2 + |ψ_m|^2)dx ≤ d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} + 1 2 + K(ϕ_n, ψ_n) ≤ d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} + 1 2 + Cχ^{n/4} (2.7)

Therefore, {(ϕ_n, ψ_n) : n ∈ N} is bounded in H. Then there exists (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H such that

(ϕ_m, ψ_m) ⇀ (ϕ, ψ) in H. (2.8)

We observe that H → L^2(R^n )×L^2(R^n ) from the uncertainty inequality. Moreover, this embedding is compact. Thus, (ϕ_m, ψ_m) → (ϕ, ψ) in L^2(R^n ) × L^2(R^n ) This implies that ∫ R^n |ϕ|^2dx = μ_1, ∫ R^n |ψ|^2dx = μ_2. (2.9)

Also, from (2.2), we have that

(ϕ_m, ψ_m) → (ϕ, ψ) in L^q(R^n ) × L^q(R^n ), for 2 ≤ q ≤ 2n n − 2 . Thus, since {(ϕ_n, ψ_n) : n ∈ N} is bounded in H, | | | ∫ R^n ϕ^2_mψ_m dx − ∫ R^n ϕ^2ψ dx | | | ≤ | | | ∫ R^n ϕ^2_mψ_m dx − ∫ R^n ϕ^2ψ_m dx | | | + | | | ∫ R^n ϕ^2ψ_m dx − ∫ R^n ϕ^2ψ dx | | | ≤ C ( ‖ϕ_m − ϕ‖_L3_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_m − ψ‖_L3_{(R}n_) ) (2.10) Therefore, by combining (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10) we get that I(u) = d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} . Hence,

d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} = min

S(μ_1 ,μ_2)∩B(χ) I(ϕ, ψ), from where it follows the desired result. □

2.3. Existence of standing waves: Partial confinement. In this section, we will consider V (x) = V_2(x) in the system (2.1). Our goal is to ensure the existence of standing waves under these new conditions. This section is dedicated to the study of the existence of stationary waves for the system (2.1) with partial confinement within the L^2(R^n )-subcritical and L^2(R^n )-supercritical scenarios. To accomplish this, we will employ spectral theory arguments associated with the aforementioned system, providing valuable tools for addressing the challenges inherent to our work. In particular, the arguments we will use are largely based on the principles of profile decomposition and compactness concentration.

Consider the system { −Δu + (x^2_1 + x^2 + · · · + x^2_{n−1})u = λ_1u, −κΔv + (x^2_1 + x^2 + · · · + x^2_{n−1})v = λ_2v, (2.11)

with (u, v) ∈ H̃, where

H̃ = { (ϕ, ψ) ∈ Ḣ^1(R^{n−1} ) × Ḣ^1(R^{n−1} ) : V_2(x)ϕ, V_2(x)ψ ∈ L^2(R^{n−1} ) } .

It is worth noting that (2.11) can be solved by considering the functional: Ĩ(u, v) = ‖∇u‖^2_{L2(Rn−1)} + κ‖∇v‖^2_{L2(Rn−1)} + ∫ R^{n−1}) (x^2_1 + x^2 + · · · + x^2_{n−1})((|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx.

constrained on S̃ = { (u, v) ∈ H̃ : ∫ R^{n−1} |u|^2 dx = 1, ∫ R^{n−1} |v|^2 dx = 1 } . That is, by utilizing the fact that H̃ → L^2(R^{n−1} ) is compact and employing a similar argument to the one used in Theorem 2.3, it follows that min (u,v)∈S̃ Ĩ(u, v) is achieved. Let us denote this minimizer as (Φ_0, Ψ_0). Now, the solution is the eigenfunction and corresponds to the eigenvalue (l_0, m_0), where (l_0, m_0) and (Φ_0, Ψ_0) satisfy (2.11). Therefore, we will commence by setting forth the following spectral theory result associated with the system (1.1) as a direct consequence of Lemma 2.1 established in [3].

Lemma 2.4. Define L_0 := inf ∫ Rn |u|^2dx=1 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + V_2(x)|u|^2dx, M_0 := inf ∫ Rn |u|^2dx=1 ∫ R^n κ|∇u|^2 + V_2(x)|u|^2dx,

l_0 := inf ∫ Rn−1 |v| 2dx^′=1 ∫ R^{n−1} (_{n−1} ∑ i=1 |∂_{xi} v|^2 ) + V_2(x)|v|^2dx^′. and m_0 := inf ∫ Rn−1 |v| 2dx^′=1 ∫ R^{n−1} κ (_{n−1} ∑ i=1 |∂_{xi} v|^2 ) + V_2(x)|v|^2dx^′. Then, L_0 = l_0 and M_0 = m_0 = √ κl_0.

Remark 2.5. It is known that (see [1]) γn is the first simple eigenvalue of −Δ + γ^2|x|^2 with the eigenfunction π^{− n2} e^{− γ|x|22} . The pure point spectrum of −Δ + |x|^2 is {n + 2k, k ∈ N}, and the associated eigenfunctions are given by the Hermite functions.

Before delving into showing the existence of a solution for system (2.1), we will lay down some preliminary concepts that will play a crucial role in its resolution.

First, we recall some rearrangement results. In the following, for any x ∈ R^n we write x := (x^′, x_n) with x^′ := (x^′, . . . , x_{n−1}) ∈ R^{n−1} and x_n ∈ R. Let u : R^n → R be a Lebesgue measurable function and vanish at infinity, i.e. lim_{|x|→∞} u(x) = 0. For any t > 0, x^′ ∈ R^{n−1} , setting {|u (x^′, y)| > t} := {y ∈ R : |u (x^′, y)| > t} , the Steiner rearrangement u^⋆ of u is defined (see [32]) by

u^⋆(x) = u^⋆ (x^′, x_n) := ∫_∞ 0 χ_{{|u(x}′_{,y)|>t}}∗ (x_n) dt, (2.12) where A^⋆ ⊂ R stands for the Steiner rearrangement of set A ⊂ R given by A^⋆ := ( −σ^1(A)/2, σ^1(A)/2 ) , and σ^n(A) is n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of set A ⊂ R^n . In view of the definition (2.12), for any x^′ ∈ R^{n−1} we see that the function x_n → u^⋆ (x^′, x_n) is nonincreasing with respect to |x_n|, and u^⋆ (x^′, ·) is equimeasurable to |u (x^′, ·)|, namely for any t > 0, σ^1 ({u^⋆ (x^′, y) > t}) = σ^1 ({|u (x^′, y)| > t}) . (2.13) About the Steiner rearrangement, we summarize well-known facts as follows.

Lemma 2.6. Assume 1 ≤ p < ∞, and u^⋆ be the Steiner rearrangement of u. Then

(i) u^⋆ and |u| is equimeasurable in R^n , i.e. for any t > 0, σ^n ({x ∈ R^n : u^⋆(x) > t}) = σ^n ({x ∈ R^n : |u(x)| > t}) . (ii) Let Φ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be non-decreasing, then Φ(|u|)^⋆ = Φ(u^⋆). In particular, ∫ R^n |u^⋆|^p dx = ∫ R^n |u|^pdx. If u ≥ 0 then ∫ R^n (u^⋆)^2 v^⋆ dx = ∫ R^n ( u^2 )_⋆ v^⋆ dx. (iii) If u ∈ W^{1,p} (R^n ), then u^⋆ ∈ W^{1,p} (R^n ), and ∫ R^n |∂_{xi} u^⋆|^p dx ≤ ∫ R^n |∂_{xi} u|^p dx for i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , n. Proof. See [22]. □ Theorem 2.7 ([3]). Let V : R^n → [0, ∞) be a measurable function, radially symmetric satisfying V (|x|) ≤ V (|y|) for |x| ≤ |y| then we have: ∫ R^n V (|x|) |u^∗|^2 dx ≤ ∫ R^n V (|x|)|u|^2dx. If, in addition, V (|x|) < V (|y|) for |x| < |y|, then ∫ R^n V (|x|) |u^∗|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V (|x|)|u|^2dx ⇒ u(x) = u^∗(|x|). This result holds for any measurable function u which vanishes at infinity.

Now, considering two measurable functions u, v which vanish at infinity, we define for t > 0, A^⋆(u, v, t) := {x ∈ R^n : |x| < r}, where r > 0 is chosen such that σ ({x ∈ R^n : |x| < r}) = σ ({x ∈ R^n : |u(x)| > t}) + σ ({x ∈ R^n : |v(x)| > t}) , and we define Schwarz rearrangement {u, v}^⋆ by {u, v}^⋆(x) := ∫_∞ 0 χ_A⋆_{(u,v,t)}(x)dt, where χ_A is a characteristic function of the set A ⊂ R^n (see [32]).

Lemma 2.8. (i) The function {u, v}^⋆ is radially symmetric, non-increasing, and lower semicontinuous. Moreover, for each t > 0, there holds {x ∈ R^n : {u, v}^⋆ > t} = A^⋆(u, v, t).

(ii) Let Φ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be non-decreasing, lower semi-continuous, continuous at 0 and Φ(0) = 0. Then {Φ(u), Φ(v)}^⋆ = Φ ({u, v}^⋆). (iii) ‖{u, v}^⋆‖^p_Lp_{(R}n_) = ‖u‖^p_{Lp(Rn)} + ‖v‖^p_{Lp(Rn)} for 1 ⩽ p < ∞. (iv) If u, v ∈ W^{1,p} (R^n ), then {u, v}^⋆ ∈ W^{1,p} (R^n ) and ‖∇{u, v}^⋆‖^p_{Lp(Rn)} ⩽ ‖∇u‖^p_{Lp(Rn)} + ‖∇v‖^p_{Lp(Rn)} for 1 ⩽ p < ∞. In addition, if u, v ∈ ( W^{1,p} (R^n ) ∩ C^1 (R^n ) ) \{0} are radially symmetric, positive, and non-increasing, then ∫ R^n |∇{u, v}^⋆|^p dx < ∫ R^n |∇u|^p dx + ∫ R^n |∇v|^p dx, for 1 ⩽ p < ∞. (v) Let u_1, u_2, v_1, v_2 ⩾ 0 be Borel measurable functions which vanish at infinity, then ∫ R^n (u_1u_2 + v_1v_2) ⩽ ∫ R^n {u_1, v_1}^⋆ {u_2, v_2}^⋆ .

Proof. See Lemma A.1 in [19]. □ We now present some lemmas that will be of great utility in the development of our work.

Lemma 2.9. If (u_m, v_m) → (u, v) in H, then up to a subsequence,

‖(u_m, v_m)‖^2_Ḣ = ‖(u_m, v_m) − (u, v)‖^2_Ḣ + ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ + o_n(1), ∫ R^n (u^2_mv_m − (u_m − u)^2(v_m − v)) dx = ∫ R^n u^2v + o_m(1),

where o_m(1) → 0 as m → ∞.

Proof. See Lema 3.2 in [21]. □

Subcritical case In order, to ensure the existence of stationary waves for the system (2.1) in

L^2(R^{n−1} )-subcritical case, that is, when 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, we proceed to apply the profile decomposition

principle to address the minimization problem (2.2).

Indeed, we present a result of the profile decomposition principle.

Proposition 2.10. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 3. For (u_m, v_m)_{m≥1} a bounded sequence in H. Then there

exist a subsequence, still denoted by (u_m, v_m)_{m≥1}, a family ( x^j_m ) m≥1 of sequences in R and a

sequence ( U^j , V^j ) j≥1 of H-functions such that

(1) for every j ≠ k, | x^j_m − x^k_m | → ∞ as m → ∞ (2) for every l ≥ 1 and every x ∈ R^n ,

u_m(x) = l∑ j=1 τ_xj_m U^j (x) + r^l_m(x), v_m(x) = l∑ j=1 τ_xj_m V^j (x) + p^l_m(x)

where τ_xj_m U^j (x) = U^j (x^′, x_n − x^j_m) and τ_xj_m V^j (x) = V^j (x^′, x_n − x^j_m) and

lim sup m→∞ ‖ ‖(r^l_m, p^l_m) ‖ ‖_{Lq (Rn)×Lq (Rn)} → 0 as l → ∞ (2.14) for every q ∈ (2, 4). Moreover, for every l ≥ 1,

M (u_m, v_m) = l∑ j=1 M ( U^j , V^j ) + M ( r^l_m, p^l_m ) + o_m(1), (2.15)

P (u_m, v_m) = l∑ j=1 P ( U^j , V^j ) + P ( r^l_m, p^l_m ) + o_m(1) (2.16) and K (u_m, v_m) = l∑ j=1 K ( U^j , V^j ) + K ( r^l_m, p^l_m ) + o_m(1) (2.17)

where o_m(1) → 0 as m → ∞.

Proof. The proof is based on the argument of [9]. Let (u, v) = (u_m, v_m)_{m≥1} be a bounded sequence

in H. Since H is a Hilbert space, we denote A(u, v) the set of functions obtained as weak limits

of sequences of (u_m (x^′, · + x_m) , v_m (x^′, · + x_m))_{m≥1} with (x_m)_{m≥1} a sequence in R. Denote T (u, v) := sup{M(u, v) + P (u, v) : (u, v) ∈ A(u, v)} If T (u, v) = 0, then we can take ( U^j , V^j ) = (0, 0) for all j ≥ 1. Otherwise we choose ( U^1, V^1 ) ∈ A(u, v) such that M ( U^1, V^1 ) + P ( U^1, V^1 ) ≥ 1 2 T (u, v) > 0.

By definition of A(u, v), there exists a sequence ( x^1_m ) m≥1 ⊂ R such that up to a subsequence, ( u_m ( x^′, · + x^1_m ) , v_m ( x^′, · + x^1_m )) ⇀ ( U^1, V^1 ) weakly in H

We consider r^1_m(x) := u_m(x) − U^1 ( x − x^1_m ) and p^1_m(x) := v_m(x) − V^1 ( x − x^1_m ) . It follows that ( u^1_m ( · + x^1_m ) , v^1_m ( · + x^1_m )) ⇀ (0, 0) weakly in H. Then, using the Brezis–Lieb Lemma, we have

‖u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ‖τ_x1_m U^1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖r^1_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + o_m(1)

‖∇u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ‖∇τ_x1_m U^1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∇r^1_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + o_m(1),

‖v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ‖τ_x1_m V^1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖p^1_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + o_m(1),

‖∇v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ‖∇τ_x1_m V^1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∇p^1_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + o_m(1)

(2.18)

and ∫ R^n V (x)|u_m|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V (x)|τ_x1_m U^1|^2 dx + ∫ R^n V (x)|τ_x1_m r^1_m|^2 dx, ∫ R^n V (x)|v_m|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V (x)|τ_x1_m V^1|^2 dx + ∫ R^n V (x)|τ_x1_m p^1_m|^2 dx.

(2.19)

Therefore,

M (u_m, v_m) = M ( U^1, V^1 ) + M ( r^1_m, p^1_m ) + o_m(1)

P (u_m, v_m) = P ( U^1, V^1 ) + P ( r^1_m, r^1_m ) + o_m(1).

Thus, we have ℜ ∫ R^n v_m (u_m)^2 dx = ℜ ∫ R^n τ_x1_m V^1 + p^1_m ( τ_x1_m U^1 + r^1_m

)_2 dx = ℜ ∫ R^n τ_x1_m V^1 ( τ_x1_m U^1

)_2 dx + ℜ ∫ R^n p^1_m ( r^1_m

)_2 dx + R_{1,m} = ℜ ∫ R^n V^1 ( U^1

)_2 dx + ℜ ∫ R^n p^1_m ( r^1_m

)_2 dx + R_{1,m}, where

R_{1,m} : = ℜ ∫ R^n τ_x1_m V^1 ( r^1_m

)_2 dx + ℜ ∫ R^n p^1_m ( τ_x1_m U^1

)_2 dx + 2ℜ ∫ R^n p^1_mτ_x1_m U^1r^1_m dx + 2ℜ ∫ R^n τ_x1_m V^1τ_x1_m U^1r^1_m dx.

Since ( r^1_m ( · + x^1_m ) , p^1_m ( · + x^1_m )) ⇀ (0, 0) weakly in H, we see that R_{1,m} = o_m(1). Hence,

K (u_m, v_m) = K ( U^1, V^1 ) + K ( r^1_m, p^1_m ) + o_m(1).

We now replace (u, v) = (u_M , v_M )_{M≥1} by ( u^1, v^1 ) = ( r^1_m, p^1_m ) m≥1 and repeat the same process.

If T ( u^1, v^1 ) = 0, then we choose ( U^j , V^j ) = (0, 0) for all j ≥ 2. Otherwise, there exist ( U^2, V^2 ) ∈ A ( u^1, v^1 ) and a sequence ( x^2_m ) m≥1 ⊂ R such that M ( U^2, V^2 ) + K ( U^2, V^2 ) ≥ 1 2 T ( u^1, v^1 ) > 0 and ( r^1_m ( x^′, · + x^2_m ) , p^1_m ( x^′, · + x^2_m )) ⇀ ( U^2, V^2 ) weakly in H. Set r^2_m(x) := r^1_m(x)−U^2 ( x^′, · − x^2_m ) and p^2_m(x) := p^1_m(x) − V^2 ( x^′, · − x^2_m ) . It follows that ( r^2_m ( x^′, · + x^2_m ) , p^2_m ( x^′, · + x^2_m )) ⇀ (0, 0)

weakly in H and M ( r^1_m, p^1_m ) = M ( U^2, V^2 ) + M ( r^2_n, p^2_m ) + o_m(1) K ( r^1_m, p^1_m ) = K ( U^2, V^2 ) + K ( r^2_n, p^2_n ) + o_m(1) P ( r^1_m, p^1_m ) = P ( U^2, V^2 ) + P ( r^2_m, p^2_m ) + o_m(1).

We next claim that | |x1_m − x2_m | | → ∞ as m → ∞. Indeed, if it is not true, then up to a

subsequence, x^1_m − x^2_m → x_0 as m → ∞ for some x_0 ∈ R. Since

r^1_m ( x^′, x_n + x^2_m ) = r^1_m ( x^′, x_n + ( x^2_m − x^1_m ) + x^1_m ) , p^1_m ( x^′, x_n + x^2_m ) = p^1_m ( x^′, x_n + ( x^2_m − x^1_m ) + x^1_m ) and (

r^1_m ( x^′, · + x^1_m ) , p^1_m ( x^′, · + x^1_m )) ⇀ (0, 0), it yields that ( U^2, V^2 ) = (0, 0), which is a contradiction to T ( u^1, v^1 ) > 0.

A bootstrapping argument and orthogonal extraction allow us to construct the family ( x^j_n ) j ≥ 1 of sequences in R and a sequence ( U^j , V^j ) j ≥ 1 of H-functions satisfying the desired conclusion.

To show (2.14), we can refer to Proposition 3.5 in [9], where we can find all the details, and whose arguments remain valid in our conditions. □ To establish the existence of stationary waves in the subcritical case, we consider S(μ) = { (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H : ∫ R^n |ϕ|^2 + 2|ψ|^2 dx = μ } . Thus, our objective is directed towards ensuring the existence of critical points of I on S, that is, d_μ := inf_{S(μ)} I(ϕ, ψ). (2.20)

Having established this result, we proceed to formulate the following theorem that guarantees the existence of a solution for the problem (2.2).

Theorem 2.11. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 3 and μ > 0, then there exists (u, v) ∈ S(μ) such that d_μ = I(u, v). Before presenting a proof of this result, we need to introduce some preliminary lemmas. Here, we present the first lemma, which establishes a correlation estimate between the minimizer d_μ and the eigenvalues of the spectral problem in (2.4).

Lemma 2.12. Let μ ≥ 0, then we have d_{μ1 ,μ2} < l_0μ 4 ( 1 + √ κ 2 )

Proof. Since H̃ → L^2(R^{n−1} ), it is standard to show that (Ψ_0, Φ_0) and (l_0, m_0) satisfy that −Δ_x′ Ψ_0 + V_2(x)Ψ_0 = l_0Ψ_0, ∫ R^{n−1} |Ψ0| 2 dx^′ = 1, −κΔ_x′ Φ_0 + V_2(x)Φ_0 = m_0Φ_0, ∫ R^{n−1} |Φ0| 2 dx^′ = 1.

From Lemma 2.4, we know that L_0 = l_0 and M_0 = m_0. Now, we set ψ, ϕ ∈ H^1(R) such that

u(x) = Ψ_0(x^′)ψ (x_n) , ∫ R |ψ|^2dx_n = μ 2 v(x) = Φ_0(x^′)ϕ (x_n) , ∫ R |ϕ|^2dx_n = μ 4 with ψ (x_n) and ϕ (x_n) to be chosen later. After some basic calculations, it is evident that (u, v) ∈ S (μ). Moreover, from Lemma 2.4, we have m_0 = √ κl_0, then I(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 + V_2(x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ∫ R^n u^2vdx = 1 2 ∫ R^n (−Δ_x′ u + V_2(x)u) u dx + 1 2 ∫ R^n (−κΔ_x′ v + V_2(x)v) v dx + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0dx^′ ) (∫ R (ψ)^2ϕdx_n )

= 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n + l_0 2 ∫ R |ψ|^2 dx_n + √ κl_0 2 ∫ R |ϕ|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ψ)^2ϕ dx_n ) .

(2.21)

Next, to obtain the desired result is sufficient to choose (ψ, ϕ) such that 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ψ)^2ϕ dx_n ) < 0. (2.22)

In fact, we define ψ (x_n) = √ γf (γx_n) , where ∫ R |f (x_n)|^2 dx_n = μ_1 and ϕ (x_n) = √ γg (γx_n) , where ∫ R |g (x_n)|^2 dx_n = μ_2.

We claim that there exists a γ_0 > 0 such that (ψ, ϕ) satisfies all the conditions above for every γ < γ_0. Then, notice that 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ψ)^2ϕ dx_n )

= γ^2 2 ∫ R |∂_nf|^2 dx_n + γ^2 2 ∫ R |∂_ng|^2 dx_n − √ γ 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R f^2g dx_n ) . Hence, (2.22) is deduced for γ ≪ 1. And the result is now completed. □ The following lemma shows the non-vanishing of the minimizing sequences of (2.2). Lemma 2.13. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 3. Assume that {(u_m, v_m)} is a minimizing sequence to (2.2).

Then there exist δ > 0 such that

lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |u_m|^3 dx > δ and lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |v_m|^3 dx > δ. Proof. Suppose by contradiction that

lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |u_m|^3 dx = o_m(1).

Since {(u_m, v_m)} is a minimizing sequence to (2.2), it follows from (2.4) for n ≤ 3 and (u_m, v_m) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) that (u_m, v_m) is bounded in H. So the fact ℜ ∫ R^n (u_m)^2v_m dx ≤ ‖u_m‖^2_L3_{(R}n_)‖v_m‖_L3_{(R}n_),

shows that ℜ ∫ R^n (u_m)^2v_m dx = o_m(1).

By using a similar argument to that employed in (2.21), d_{mu1 ,μ2} = lim inf_{m→∞} I(u_m, v_m) ≥ 1 2 lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |∇u_m|^2 + κ|∇v_m|^2 + V_2(x) ( |u_m|^2 + |v_m|^2 ) dx ≥ μL_0 4 + μM_0 8 = μl_0 4 ( 1 + √ κ 2 ) . This is contradictory to Lemma (2.12). Similarly, we can proceed if

lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |v_m|^3 dx = o_m(1). □ In this manner, we have all the conditions to prove Theorem 2.24.

Proof of Theorem 2.24. Let {(u_m, v_m)} be a minimizing sequence for (2.2). From (2.4), {(u_m, v_m)} is bounded in H. Then, by applying the profile decomposition of bounded sequences in H as outlined in Proposition 2.10, there exists a weakly convergent subsequence of {(u_m, v_m)} such that u_m(x) = l∑ j=1 τ_xj_m U^j (x) + r^l_m(x), v_m(x) = l∑ j=1 τ_xj_m V^j (x) + p^l_m(x) (2.23)

with lim sup m→∞ ‖ ‖(r^l_m, p^l_m) ‖ ‖_{Lq (Rn)×Lq (Rn)} → 0 (2.24) for every q ∈ (2, 4). Hence, from Proposition 2.10,

I (u_m, v_m) = l∑ j=1 I ( τ_xj_m U^j , τ_xj_m V^j ) + I ( r^l_m, p^l_m ) + o_m(1). (2.25)

Now, for all j = 1, . . . , l, we consider the transformations U^j_{sj} (x) = s_j τ_xj_m U^j (x) and V^j_{sj} (x) = s_j τ_xj_m V^j (x) with

s_j = √ μ √ ‖U^j (x)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2 ‖V^j (x)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) . Then, is clear for all j = 1, · · · , l that ‖ ‖ ‖U^j_{sj} (x) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖ ‖V^j_{sj} (x) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = μ. (2.26)

Thus, (U^j_{sj} , V^j_{sj} ) ∈ S(μ) for all j = 1, · · · , l.

On the other hand, I ( U^j_{sj} , V^j_{sj} )

= 1 2 (‖ ‖ ‖∇U^j_{sj} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ∫ R^n V (x) (| | |U^j_{sj} | | |^2 + |V^j_{sj} |^2 ) dx + κ ‖ ‖ ‖∇V^j_{sj} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) − 1 2 ∫ R^n ( U^j_{sj} )_2 V^j_{sj} dx = 1 2 ( s^2_j ‖ ‖∇τ_{xjm} U_j ‖ ‖^2 L^2(R^n) + ∫ R^n V (x) ( s^2_j | |τ_{xjm} U_j | |^2 + s_{2j} | |τ_{xjm} V_j | |^2 ) dx + κs^2_j ‖ ‖∇τ_{xjm} V_j ‖ ‖^2 L^2(R^n) )

− s^3_j 2 ℜ ∫ R^n ( τ_xj_m U^j )_2 τ_xj_m V^j dx = s^2_j I ( τ_xj_m U^j , τ_xj_m V^j ) − s^2_j (s_j − 1) 2 ℜ ∫ R^n ( τ_xj_m U^j )_2 τ_xj_m V^j dx. This shows that I ( τ_xj_m U^j , τ_xj_m V^j ) ≥ I ( U^j_{sj} , V^j_{sj} ) s^2_j + s_j − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n ( τ_xj_m U^j )_2

τ_xj_m V^j dx. (2.27)

Similarly, for the term I ( (r^l_m, p^l_m) ) , we can get from (2.24) that

I ( (r^l_m, p^l_m) ) = t^2_m μ I ( √ μ t_m r^1_m, √ μ t_m r^2_m ) + (_{√μ} t_m )_3 − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n (r^l_m)^2p^l_m dx + o_m(1) ≥ t^2_m μ I ( √ μ t_m r^1_m, √ μ t_m r^2_m ) + o_m(1),

(2.28)

where t_m = √ ‖r^l_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2 ‖p^l_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_). Due to ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ √ μ t_m r^l_m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(R^n) + 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ √ μ t_m p^l_m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 L^2(R^n) = μ, we can obtain from the definition of d_μ and (2.26) that I ( U^j_{sj} , V^j_{sj} ) ≥ d_μ (2.29) and I ( √ μ t_m r^1_m, √ μ t_m r^2_m ) ≥ d_μ. (2.30)

Moreover, from Proposition 2.10, we know that ∞∑ j=1 (‖ ‖U^j (x)‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖V^j (x)‖^2_{L2(Rn)} )

is convergent, then ‖ ‖U^j (x) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖V^j (x) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} → 0 as j → ∞. That is, { 1 ‖U^j (x)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2 ‖V^j (x)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) } j≥1 is bounded from below. Hence, there exists j_0 ≥ 1 such that

inf_{j≥1} s_j − 1 2 = 1 2 √ μ √ ‖U^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2 ‖V^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 1 . (2.31)

Therefore, by combining (2.25)-(2.31), we have I (u_m, v_m) ≥ l∑ j=1 I ( U^j_{sj} , V^j_{sj} ) s^2_j + s_j − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n ( τ_xj_m U^j )_2 τ_xj_m V^j dx + o_m(1)

+ ‖ ‖rl_m ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖pl_m ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} μ I ( √ μ t_m r^1_m, √ μ t_m r^2_m )

≥ d_μ l∑ j=1 ‖ U^j (x) ‖_2 L^2(R^n) + 2 ‖ V^j (x) ‖_2 L^2(R^n) μ + inf_{j≥1} s^j − 1 2 l∑ j=1 ℜ ∫ R^n ( U^j )_2 V^j dx

+ d_μ ‖ ‖rl_m ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖pl_m ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} μ + o_m(1).

So, from (2.15) and Lemma 2.13, it follows that

I(u_m, v_m) ≥ d_μ + δ 2 √ μ √ ‖U^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2 ‖V^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 1 + o_m(1)

as m → ∞ and l → ∞. Then, since I(u_m, v_m) → d_μ as m → ∞, we obtain δ 2 √ μ √ ‖U^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2 ‖V^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 1 ≤ 0;

from which ‖ ‖U j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖V j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≥ μ. Hence, ‖ ‖U^j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖V^j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = μ

and from (2.23), there exists only one term U^{j0} , V^{j0} ≠ 0 in (2.23). Thus, from (2.15) and ‖ ‖U^j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖V^j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = μ, it follows that

‖u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 2 ‖v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) → ‖ U^{j0} ‖_2 L^2(R^n) + 2 ‖ V^{j0} ‖_2 L^2(R^n) ,

and ‖ ‖r^1_m ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 2 ‖ ‖r^2_m ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} → 0, as m → ∞. Hence, it follows from (2.18) that

‖u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) → ‖ ‖U^j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ ‖V^j0 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} as m → ∞. Also, notice that ∫ R^n V (x) (| | |τ_xj0_n U^{j0} | | |^2 + | | |τ_xj0_n V^{j0} | | |^2 ) dx = ∫ R^n V (x) (| |U^j0 | |^2 + | |U^j0 | |^2 ) dx. Finally, we observe from (2.25) that

I (u_m, v_m) = I ( U^{j0} , V^{j0} ) + 1 2 ∫ R^n | |∇r^j0_m | |^2 dx + κ 2 ∫ R^n | |∇p^j0_m | |^2 dx + 1 2 ∫ R^n V (x) (| |r^j0_n | |^2 + | |p^j0_n | |^2 ) dx + o_m(1) ≥ I ( U^{j0} , V^{j0} ) . Now, since I (u_m, v_m) → d_μ as m → ∞ and I ( U^{j0} , V^{j0} ) ≥ d_μ then ∫ R^n | ∇r^{j0}_m |_2 dx + κ 2 ∫ R^n | ∇p^{j0}_m |_2 dx + 1 2 ∫ R^n V (x) (| |r^j0_n |^2 + |p^j0_n |^2 ) dx → 0 as m → ∞ and as a result, I ( U^{j0} , V^{j0} ) = d_μ Therefore, we get lim m→∞ ‖ ‖∇r^j0_m ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} = lim_{m→∞} ‖ ‖∇p^j0_m ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^n V (x) | |r^j0_m | |^2 dx = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^n V (x) | |p^j0_m | |^2 dx = 0.

From the above results and (2.16), we conclude that

‖∇u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u_m|^2 + |v_m|^2 ) dx → ‖∇U^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇V^{j0} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x) ( |U^{j0} |^2 + |V^{j0} |^2 ) dx as m → ∞. Consequently, we deduce from (2.18) and (2.19) that

‖(u_m, v_m)‖^2_H → ‖(U^{j0} , V^{j0} )‖^2_H as m → ∞.

By combining this with the fact that (τ_{−x}j_{0m} u_m, τ_{−x}j_{0m} v_m) ⇀ (U^{j0} , V^{j0} ) in H (from the construction

of the sequence in Proposition 2.10), we can conclude that (τ_{−x}j_{0m} u_m, τ_{−x}j_{0m} v_m) → (U^{j0} , V^{j0} ) in H

and I(U^{j0} , V^{j0} ) = d_μ. This yields that d_μ is achieved by (U^{j0} , V^{j0} ). □

Next, consider the manifold

S(μ_1, μ_2) = { (ϕ, ψ) ∈ H : ∫ R^n |ϕ|^2 dx = μ_1, ∫ R^n |ψ|^2 dx = μ_2 } . Our objective now is to solve the following minimization problem:

d_{μ1 ,μ2} = inf_{S(μ1,μ2 )} I(u, v), (2.32)

This entails ensuring the existence of stationary waves for the system (2.1) under the constraints

imposed by S(μ_1, μ_2). To achieve this, we will employ rearrangement arguments (refer to Lemmas

2.8 and 2.6), in conjunction with Lemma 2.4 and the principle of compactness concentration.

We commence by establishing the subsequent lemma, which synthesizes the characteristics of

d_{μ1 ,μ2} with the first eigenvalue associated with l_0 as defined in Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.14. Let μ_1, μ_2 ≥ 0, then we have

(i) (μ_1, μ_2) → d_{μ1 ,μ2} is continuous.

(ii) For i = 1, 2 such that μ_i = a_i + b_i and a_i, b_i ≥ 0, we have d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ d_{a1 ,a2} + d_{b1,b2} .

(iii) d_{μ1 ,μ2} < l_0μ_1 2 + √ κl_0μ_2 2 .

Proof. (i) Let μ_1, μ_2 ≥ 0. By definition of d_{μ1 ,μ2} , we have that for any ϵ > 0, there exists a sequence (ũ^m_1 , ṽ^m_1 ) ⊂ S(μ_1, μ_2) such that

I (ũ^m_1 , ṽ^m_1 ) ≤ d_{μ1 ,μ2} + ϵ 2 . We assume that (μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ) is a sequence satisfying μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ≥ 0 and (μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ) → (μ_1, μ_2) as m → ∞. By taking

u^m_1 := ( μ^m_1 μ_1

) 1_2

ũ^m_1 , v^m_1 := ( μ^m_2 μ_2

) 1_2

ṽ^m_1 ,

we have (u^m_1 , v^m_1 ) ∈ S (μ^m_1 , μ_2).

Since (μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ) → (μ_1, μ_2) as m → ∞, we have for m sufficiently large that

d_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 ≤ I (u^m_1 , v^m_1 ) = μ^m_1 2μ_1 ∫ R^n |∇ũ^m_1 |^2 dx + κμ^m_2 μ_2 ∫ R^n |∇ṽ^m_1 |^2 dx + μ^m_1 μ_1 ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ũ^m_1 |^2 dx + μ^m_2 μ_2 ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ṽ^m_1 |^2 dx − μ^m_1 μ_1 ( μ^m_2 μ_2 )_{1/2} ℜ ∫ R^n (ũ^m_1 )^2ṽ^m_1 dx

= I (ũ^m_1 , ṽ^m_1 ) + ( μ^m_1 μ_1 − 1 ) ∫ R^n |∇ũ^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ^m_2 μ_2 − 1 ) ∫ R^n |∇ṽ^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ^m_1 μ_1 − 1 ) ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ũ^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ^m_2 μ_2 − 1 ) ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ṽ^m_1 |^2 dx − ( μ^m_1 √ μ^m_2 μ_1 √ μ_2 − 1 ) ℜ ∫ R^n (ũ^m_1 )^2ṽ^m_1 dx ≤ d_{μ1 ,μ2} + ϵ. On the other hand, revering the argument with simpler calculations than the above deduces for m sufficiently large

d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ d_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 + ϵ.

Therefore, d^χ_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 → d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} as m → ∞.

(ii) By definition of d_{μ1 ,μ2} there exists a (u_1, v_1) ∈ S (a_1, a_2) such that for any ϵ > 0,

I (u_1, v_1) ≤ d_{a1 ,a2} + ϵ 2 . Similarly, we can find (u_2, v_2) ∈ S (b_1, b_2) such that

I (u_2, v_2) ≤ d_{b1 ,b2} + ϵ 2 . Without loss of generality, we assume u_1, u_2, v_1, v_2 ≥ 0 by considering the Steiner rearrangement of each sequence. Additionally, we suppose that supp u_1 ∩ supp u_2 = ∅ and supp v_1 ∩ supp v_2 = ∅. If this condition is not initially satisfied, we redefine (u_1, v_1) and (u_2, v_2) as follows: ũ_1 is defined as u_1 where supp u_1 ∩ supp u_2 = ∅ and as 0 where supp u_1 ∩ supp u_2 ≠ ∅. Similar adjustments are made for the other variables. Set u = u_1 + u_2, v = v_1 + v_2, we obtain that (u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(^χ_{ϵ0} ), and d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ I(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n |∇u_1 + ∇u_2|^2 + κ|∇v_1 + ∇v_2|^2 + V_2(x) ( |u_1 + u_2|^2 + |v_1 + v_2|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_1 + u_2)^2(v_1 + v_2) dx

≤ I (u_1, v_1) + I (u_2, v_2) + ℜ ∫ R^n ∇u_1∇u_2 dx + ℜ ∫ R^n ∇v_1∇v_2 dx + ℜ ∫ R^n V_2(x)(u_1u_2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u_1u_2v_1 dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u_1u_2v_2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v_1 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_1v_2 dx ≤ d_{a1 ,a2} + d_{b1 ,b2} + ϵ. Then, it follows that d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ d_{a1,a2} + d_{b1 ,b2} .

(iii) First we introduce Ψ_0 (x^′) , Φ_0 (x^′) and l_0, m_0 such that −Δ_x′ Ψ_0 + V_2(x)Ψ_0 = l_0Ψ_0, ∫ R^{n−1} |Ψ0| 2 dx^′ = 1, −κΔ_x′ Φ_0 + V_2(x)Φ_0 = m_0Φ_0, ∫ R^{n−1} |Φ0| 2 dx^′ = 1.

From Lemma 2.4, We know that L_0 = l_0 and M_0 = m_0. Now we set

u(x) = Ψ_0(x^′)ζ (x_n) , ∫ R |ζ|^2dx_n = μ_1

v(x) = Φ_0(x^′)ς (x_n) , ∫ R |ς|^2dx_n = μ_2

such that ζ (x_n) and ς (x_n) to be chosen later. Notice that (u, v) ∈ S (μ_1, μ_2). Moreover, from Lemma 2.4, we have m_0 = √ κl_0, then I(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 + V_2(x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ∫ R^n u^2vdx = 1 2 ∫ R^n (−Δ_x′ u + V_2(x)u) u dx + 1 2 ∫ R^n (−κΔ_x′ v + V_2(x)v) v dx + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ςdx_n )

= 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n + l_0 2 ∫ R |ζ|^2 dx_n + √ κl_0 2 ∫ R |ς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ς dx_n ) . It is sufficient to choose (ζ, ς) such that 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ς dx_n ) < 0. (2.33)

In fact, we define ζ (x_n) = √ γψ (γx_n) , where ∫ R |ψ (x_n)|^2 dx_n = μ_1 and ς (x_n) = √ γϕ (γx_n) , where ∫ R |ϕ (x_n)|^2 dx_n = μ_2.

We claim that there exists a γ_0 > 0 such that (ζ, ς) satisfies all the conditions above for every γ < γ_0. Then, notice that 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ς dx_n )

= γ^2 2 ∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + γ^2 2 ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n − √ γ 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R ψ^2ϕ dx_n ) .

And (2.33) is derived for γ ≪ 1. □ Similarly, as in the previous case, we present the following lemma.

Lemma 2.15. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 3. Assume that {(u_m, v_m)} is a minimizing sequence to (2.32). Then there exist δ > 0 such that lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |u_m|^3 dx > δ and lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |v_m|^3 dx > δ. Proof. To prove this result, it is sufficient to follow the same strategies used in Lemma 2.13. □ Before stating the main result, we present the following lemma.

Lemma 2.16. Assume that sup_{m∈N} ‖(u_m, v_m)‖_H < ∞ and there exists ϵ_0 > 0 such that ∫ R^n |u_m|^3 dx > ϵ_0, ∫ R^n |v_m|^3 dx > ϵ_0, ∀m ∈ N^+ , then there exists sequence {y^m_1 } ⊂ R such that (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 )) ⇀ (u, v) ≠ (0, 0) in H.

Proof. See Lemma 3.4 in [3]. □ Finally, we will state our main result that provides a solution to problem (2.32). Set D_{μ1 ,μ2} := {(u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) : I(u, v) = d_{μ1 ,μ2} } .

Theorem 2.17. Let n ≤ 3. Given μ_1, μ_2 > 0, D_{μ1 ,μ2} ≠ ∅.

Proof. Suppose that {(u_m, v_m)} ⊂ S(μ_1, μ_2) is a minimizing sequence for d_{μ1 ,μ2} , this is, I (u_m, v_m) → d_{μ1 ,μ2} as m → ∞, then from (2.4), we have ‖(u_m, v_m)‖^2_H ≤ C. So {(u_m, v_m)} is uniformly bounded in H. The idea is to show that {(u_m, v_m)} is compact, up to translation, in H.

By Lemmas 2.15 and 2.16, there exist a sequence {y^m_1 } ⊂ R and (u, v) ∈ H\{(0, 0)} such that u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) ⇀ u, v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) ⇀ v in H as m → ∞. Without loss of generality, assume that u ≢ 0 and notice that ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ lim inf_{m→∞} ‖u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_1 and ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ lim inf_{m→∞} ‖v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_2, hence 0 < a_1 := ‖u‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ μ_1, 0 ≤ a_2 := ‖v‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ μ_2. We show that a_1 = μ_1. Set ~u_n(x) = u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) − u(x), ~v_n(x) = v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) − v(x).

By contradiction, we just suppose a_1 < μ_1. We consider two cases a_2 < μ_2 and a_2 = μ_2 to obtain a contradiction.

If a_2 < μ_2. By the Brezis-Lieb Lemma and Lemma 2.9, we have I (u_m, v_m) = I(u, v) + I (~u_m, ~v_m) + o_m(1) ≥ I(u, v) + d^χ_bm_{1 ,b}m_2 + o_m(1),

(2.34)

where (b^m_1 , b^m_2 ) = ( ‖~u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) , ‖~v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ) . Moreover, again using the Brezis-Lieb Lemma, we have (b^m_1 , b^m_2 ) + (a_1, a_2) = (μ_1 + o_m(1), μ_2 + o_m(1)) . (2.35)

We can assume that (b^m_1 , b^m_2 ) → (b_1, b_2) and hence (b_1, b_2) + (a_1, a_2) = (μ_1, μ_2) for m sufficiently large. Therefore, by using Lemma 2.14, (2.34) and (2.35), it follows that d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≥ d_{a1,a2} + d_{b1 ,b2} . But, we know from Lemma 2.14 that d_{μ1 ,μ2} < d_{a1,a2} + d_{b1 ,b2} , hence, d_{μ1 ,μ2} = d_{a1,a2} + d_{b1 ,b2} . (2.36) Since I (u_m, v_m) = d_{μ1 ,μ2} + o_m(1), (2.37) we then obtain from (2.34) that d_{a1,a2} + d_{b1 ,b2} + o_m(1) ≥ I(u, v) + d_bm_{1 ,b}m_2 + o_m(1), then, for m sufficiently large, by definition of d_{a1 ,a2} , we have I(u, v) = d_{a1 ,a2} . (2.38) Note that we can assume that u, v ≥ 0, since if (u, v) satisfies (2.38), then (|u|, |v|) also satisfies it. In fact, since |∇|u|| ≤ |∇u| and |∇|v|| ≤ |∇v|, it is clear that d_{a1,a2} ≤ I(|u|, |v|) ≤ I(u, v) = d_{a1 ,a2} . Identity (2.38) implies that (u, v) is solutions to problem (2.1), then by the maximum principle we can suppose that v > 0.

On the other hand, as a_i < c_i(i = 1, 2), we have b_i > 0. Then, suppose that {(u_m, v_m)} is a minimizing sequence to d_{b1 ,b2} . Similar to above, we can obtain that there exists a sequence {z^m_1 } ⊂ R and (u, v) ∈ H\{(0, 0)} such that u_m (x^′, x_n − z^m_1 ) ⇀ u, v_m (x^′, x_n − z^m_1 ) ⇀ v in H as m → ∞. Moreover, define d_1 := ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) > 0, d_2 := ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≥ 0.

So, proceeding as above, we have d_{b1 ,b2} = d_{d1,d2} + d_{b1 −d1,b2−d2} (2.39) and I(u, v) = d_{d1,d2} , and v > 0. (2.40) It follows from (2.36) and (2.39) that d_{μ1 ,μ2} = d_{a1,a2} + d_{d1,d2} + d_{b1−d1,b2 −d2} . Now, let u^⋆ be the Steiner rearrangement of u, then using (2.13), ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u|^2 dx, and from Theorem 3.4 in [22], ∫ R^n u^2v dx ≤ ∫ R^n (u^⋆)^2v^⋆ dx = ∫ R^n (u^2)^⋆v^⋆ dx.

In consequence, d_{a1 ,a2} ≤ I (u^⋆, v^⋆) ≤ I (u, v) and d_{d1,d2} ≤ I (u^⋆, v^⋆) ≤ I(u, v). Therefore, from (2.38) and (2.40), it follows that I (u^⋆, v^⋆) = d_{a1 ,a2} and I (u^⋆, v^⋆) = d_{d1,d2} . (2.41) This implies that (u^⋆, v^⋆) and (u^⋆, v^⋆) are solution of system (2.1), then by elliptic regularity theory, they are functions of class C^2(R^n ) (see Proposition (2.1)) and by the maximum principle we can suppose that u^⋆, v^⋆, u^⋆, v^⋆ > 0.

Now, using the items (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 2.8, we obtain ∫ R^n |{u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n ( |u^⋆|^2 + |u^⋆|^2 ) dx = a_1 + d_1, ∫ R^n |{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n ( |v^⋆|^2 + |v^⋆|^2 ) dx = a_2 + d_2, ∫ R^n V_2(x) |{u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u^⋆|^2 + |u^⋆|^2 ) dx, ∫ R^n V_2(x) |{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |v^⋆|^2 + |v^⋆|^2 ) dx, ∫ R^n ((u^⋆)^2v^⋆ + (u^⋆)^2v^⋆) dx ≤ ∫ R^n {(u^⋆)^2, (u^⋆)^2}^⋆{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆ dx = ∫ R^n ({u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆)^2{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆ dx and from item (v) in Lemma 2.8, ∫ R^n |∇{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx < ∫ R^n |∇v^⋆|^2 dx + ∫ R^n |∇v^⋆|^2 dx, ∫ R^n |∇{u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx < ∫ R^n |∇u^⋆|^2 dx + ∫ R^n |∇u^⋆|^2 dx. Hence, we deduce from (2.38), (2.41) and the estimates above, that d_{a1 +d1,a2+d2} ≤ I ({u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆, {v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆) < I (u^⋆, v^⋆) + I (u^⋆, v^⋆) = d_{a1 ,a2} + d_{d1,d2} = d_{μ1 ,μ2} − d_{b1 −d1,b2−d2} , which contradicts (ii) in Lemma 2.14 . Now, if a_2 = μ_2. In this case, we can similarly obtain a contradiction by the same arguments as a_2 < μ_2. As a consequence, we have proved that μ_1 = a_1. As a result, we obtain ‖u‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = μ_1, and u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) → u(x) in L^2 (R^n ) as m → ∞. (2.42) and using the Gagliardo-Sobolev inequality we get that u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) → u(x) in L^3 (R^n ) as m → ∞. (2.43) We now reverse the role of {u_m} and {v_m}, then there exist a sequence {y^m_2 } ⊂ R, (ũ, ṽ) ∈ H, such that ‖ṽ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = μ_2 such that u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) ⇀ ũ(x), v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) ⇀ ṽ(x) in H as m → ∞. Moreover, v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) → ṽ(x) in L^2 (R^n ) as m → ∞. (2.44) and using the Gagliardo-Sobolev inequality we get that v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) → ṽ(x) in L^3 (R^n ) as m → ∞. (2.45) On the other hand, notice that lim m→∞ |y^m_1 − y^m_2 | < ∞. (2.46) If this does not hold, we get that ũ = v = 0 due to (u, ṽ) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2). Indeed, suppose v ≢ 0, then since v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) ⇀ v(x) in L^2(R^n ), hence v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) ⇀ v (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) in L^2(R^n ), then from (2.44), we have ṽ(x) = v (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ), thereby since |y^m_1 − y^m_2 | → ∞ as m → ∞, it follows that μ_2 = ∫ R^n |ṽ(x)|^2 dx = ∫ R^n |v (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) |^2 dx = 0, which is a contradiction.

Consequently, we get from the Brezis-Lieb Lemma and Lemma 2.9 that I (u_m, v_m) =I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ))

=I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) − u, v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 )) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) =I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − u (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 )) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) =I(0, ṽ) + I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − u (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − ṽ) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) ≥ I(0, ṽ) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) − ∫ R^n (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − u (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ))^2 (v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − ṽ) .

Hence, it follows from (2.43) and (2.45) that d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≥ I(u, 0) + I(0, ṽ). So, from Lemma 2.6, we obtain d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≥ I(u, 0) + I(0, ṽ) ≥ I (u^⋆, 0) + I (0, ṽ^∗) ≥ d_{μ1 ,0} + d_{0,μ2} .

Hence, we infer from (ii) in Lemma 2.14 that d_{μ1 ,μ2} = I (u^⋆, 0) + I (0, ṽ^∗) . (2.47) Since (u^⋆, ṽ^∗) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2), we have d_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ I (u^⋆, ṽ^∗) < I (u^⋆, 0) + I (0, ṽ^∗) , (remembering that u^⋆, v^⋆ > 0). This contradicts (2.66). Therefore, (2.65) holds.

Now, we can find a y ∈ R such that y^m_1 = y^m_2 + y + o_m(1). Define (φ_m(x), ψ_m(x)) := (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 )) ∈ S (μ_1, μ_2) .

Accordingly there is a (φ(x), ψ(x)) := (u(x), ṽ (x^′, x_n − y)) ∈ S (μ_1) × S (μ_2) such that (φ_n, ψ_n) ⇀ (φ, ψ) in H, (φ_n, ψ_n) → (φ, ψ) in L^3 (R^n ) × L^3 (R^n ) .

We conclude from the Brezis-Lieb Lemma and Lemma 2.9 that I (u_m, v_m) = I (φ_n, ψ_n) = I(φ, ψ) + I (φ_n − φ, ψ_n − ψ) + o_m(1) ≥ d_{μ1 ,μ2} + min{1, κ} 2 ‖(φ_m, ψ_m) − (φ, ψ)‖^2_Ḣ − ∫ R^n (φ_m − φ)^2(ψ_m − ψ) dx + o_m(1).

From (2.37), we obtain that (φ_n, ψ_n) → (φ, ψ) in H as m → ∞. Hence, any minimizing sequence for d_{μ1 ,μ2} , up to translation, is compact and D_{μ1 ,μ2} ≠ ∅ follows. □ Critial and Supercritical cases. Now, we proceed to ensure the existence of stationary waves for (2.1) in the L^2(R^n )-subcritical case.

Since H → L^q(R^n ) is not compact, we must take a different approach than before. The idea is to establish the compactness of any minimizing sequence, up to translation. We consider once again the local minimization problem: for any given χ > 0, define d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} := inf

S(μ_1 ,μ_2 )∩B(χ) I(u, v), (2.48) where S(μ_1, μ_2) = { (u, u) ∈ H : ∫ R^n |u|^2 dx = μ_1, ∫ R^n |v|^2 dx = μ_2 }

and B(χ) = { (u, v) ∈ H : ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ ≤ χ ϵ_0 } with ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ := ‖∇u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx. Lemma 2.18. Let ϵ_0 = min{1, κ} and μ_1, μ_2 > 0. For any χ > 0 with μ_1 + μ_2 ≤^χ_{ϵ0l0} , there holds that S (μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ) ≠ ∅.

In particular, I(u, v) is bounded from below on S (μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ). Proof. For any χ > 0, choose Ψ_0 be satisfy

−Δ_x′ Ψ_0 + V (x)Ψ_0 = l_0Ψ_0, ∫ R^{n−1} |Ψ_0|^2 dx^′ = 1.

Note that, from the equality above, it is clear that ‖Ψ_0‖^2_Ḣ = l_0. Then, ‖ √ μ_1Ψ_0‖^2_Ḣ + ‖ √ μ_2Ψ_0‖^2_Ḣ = (μ_1 + μ_2) ‖Ψ_0‖^2_Ḣ = l_0 (μ_1 + μ_2) ≤ χ ϵ_0 . Hence, (√ μ_1Ψ_0, √ μ_2Ψ_0 ) ∈ S (μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ). It follows from (2.6) that I(u, v) is bounded from below on S (μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ). □

The previous lemma establishes that problem (2.48) is well-defined if for any χ > 0, it is verified that μ_1 + μ_2 ≤^χ_{ϵ0l0} .

Lemma 2.19. Let n ≥ 4. If (u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) is a critical point of I(u, v) constrained on S(μ_1, μ_2), then J(u, v) := ∫ R^n ( |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 ) dx − ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − n 4 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx = 0. Furthermore, d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} > 0.

Proof. Since (u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) is a critical point of I(u, v) constrained on S(μ_1, μ_2), from the Lagrange Multiplier Theorem there exists (λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) ∈ R^2 such that (u, v) satisfies I^′(u, v) = λ_{μ1} ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + λ_{μ2} ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_).

This means such that (u, v) satisfies the following system { −Δu + V (x)u = λ_{μ1} u + uv −κΔv + V (x)v = λ_{μ2} v +^1_2 u^2 (2.49)

Define (δ_au)(x) = u(^x_a ) and (δ_av)(x) = v(^x_a ). Then the function a → h(a) = Ĩ(δ_au, δ_av) has a critical point at a = 1 where Ĩ(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n (|∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2) dx + 1 2 ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx − 1 2 λ_{μ1} ∫ R^n |u|^2 dx − 1 2 λ_{μ2} ∫ R^n |v|^2 dx. Moreover,

0 = h^′(1) = n − 2 2 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2dx + n + 2 2 ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − n 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx − n 2 λ_{μ1} ∫ R^n |u|^2 dx − n 2 λ_{μ2} ∫ R^n |v|^2 dx. On the other hand, testing (2.49) with (u, v), we find λ_{μ1} ∫ R^n |u|^2dx = ∫ R^n ( |∇u|^2 + V (x)|u|^2 ) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx, λ_{μ2} ∫ R^n |v|^2dx = ∫ R^n ( κ|∇v|^2 + V (x)|v|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx.

Then, we have ∫ R^n ( |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 ) dx − ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − n 4 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx = 0, so that, J(u, v) = 0. Therefore I(u, v) = I(u, v) − 2 J(u, v) n = n − 4 2n ∫ R^n ( |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 ) dx + n + 4 2n ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx > 0. This implies that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≥ d_{μ1 ,μ2} > 0. □

Lemma 2.20. Let ϵ_0 = min{1, κ} and μ_1, μ_2 > 0. If S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ ( B(χ)\B (_χ 2ϵ_0 )) ≠ ∅, then there exists for any χ > 0 a μ̄ := μ̄(χ, κ) such that for μ_1 + μ_2 ≤ μ̄, inf (u,v)∈S(μ_1,μ_2 )∩B (_χ 4δ0 ) I(u, v) < inf (u,v)∈S(μ_1,μ_2 )∩ ( B(χ)\B (_χ 2ϵ0 )) I(u, v), where δ_0 = max{1, κ}.

Proof. For any (u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ ( B(χ)\B (_χ 2ϵ_0 )) , we have from the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality that I(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 + V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx ≥ ϵ_0 2 ‖(u, v)‖^2_{H̀} − 1 2 C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6} 1 μ^{(6−n)/12} 2 ( ‖(u, v)‖^2_{H̀} )_{n/4} . Since ϵ_0 2 ‖(u, v)‖^2_{H̀} − 1 2 C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6} 1 μ^{(6−n)/12} 2 ( ‖(u, v)‖^2_{H̀} )_{n/4}

= 1 2 ‖(u, v)‖^2_{H̀} ( ϵ_0 − C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6}

1 μ^{(6−n)/12} 2 ( ‖(u, v)‖^{(n−4)/4} H̀ )) , then, taking μ^{18−3n12} < 1 C_∘‖(u, v)‖^{(n−4)/8} H̀ ( 1 2 ϵ_0 ) , with χ 2ϵ_0 < ‖(u, v)‖^2_{H̀} ≤ χ, so, we have that there exists a μ̄(χ, κ) > 0 such that for μ_1 + μ_2 ≤ μ̄, I(u, v) ≥ 3χ 8 . On the other hand, let (u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B (_χ 4δ_0 ) with u, v ≥ 0, then I(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 + V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx ≤ δ_0 2 ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ ≤ χ 8 . Collecting all above inequalities, we have inf (u,v)∈S(μ_1,μ_2 )∩B (_χ 4δ0 ) I(u, v) < inf (u,v)∈S(μ_1,μ_2 )∩ ( B(χ)\B (_χ 2ϵ0 )) I(u, v). □ Now we establish the following lemma, which provides us with some properties of d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} . Lemma 2.21. Let μ_1, μ_2 ≥ 0, for every χ > 0, we have

(i) (μ_1, μ_2) → d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} is continuous.

(ii) For i = 1, 2 such that μ_i = a_i + b_i and a_i, b_i ≥ 0, we have d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ d^χ_{a1 ,a2} + d^χ_{b1,b2} . (iii) For any χ > 0, there exists a μ^⋆ = μ^⋆(χ, κ), such that if μ_1 + μ_2 ≤ μ^⋆, then d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} < l_0μ_1 2 + √ κl_0μ_2 2 . Proof. (i) Let μ_1, μ_2 ≥ 0. We assume (μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ) is a sequence satisfying μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ≥ 0 and (μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ) → (μ_1, μ_2) as m → ∞. Now, by definition of d^χ_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 , we have that for any ϵ > 0, there exists a sequence (u^m_1 , v^m_1 ) such that I (u^m_1 , v^m_1 ) ≤ d^χ_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 + ϵ 2 . Using Lemma 2.20, we can assume that {(u^m_1 , v^m_1 )} ⊂ S (μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ) ∩ B (_χ 2ϵ_0 ) . Taking

ũ^m_1 := ( μ_1 μ^m_1

) 1_2

u^m_1 , ṽ^m_1 := ( μ_2 μ^m_2

) 1_2

v^m_1 ,

we have (ũ^m_1 , ṽ^m_1 ) ∈ S (μ_1, μ_2) and

‖ũ^m_1 ‖^2_Ḣ + ‖ṽ^m_1 ‖^2_Ḣ = ∫ R^n μ_1 μ^m_1

|∇u^m_1 |^2 dx + ∫ R^n μ_2 μ^m_2

|∇v^m_1 |^2 dx + ∫ R^n μ_1 μ^m_1

V_2(x)|u^m_1 |^2 dx + ∫ R^n μ_2 μ^m_2

V_2(x)|v^m_1 |^2 dx

= ‖u^m_1 ‖^2_Ḣ + ‖v^m_1 ‖^2_Ḣ + ( μ_1 μ^m_1 − 1 ) ∫ R^n |∇u^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ_2 μ^m_2 − 1 ) ∫ R^n |∇v^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ_1 μ^m_1 − 1 ) ∫ R^n V_2(x)|u^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ_2 μ^m_2 − 1 ) ∫ R^n V_2(x)|v^m_1 |^2 dx.

(2.50)

Since (μ^m_1 , μ^m_2 ) → (μ_1, μ_2) as m → ∞, for m ∈ N sufficiently large it, follows from (2.50) that

‖ũ^m_1 ‖^2_Ḣ + ‖ṽ^m_1 ‖^2_Ḣ < χ ϵ_0 . Moreover, for sufficiently large m

d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ I (ũ^m_1 , ṽ^m_1 ) = μ_1 2μ^m_1 ∫ R^n |∇u^m_1 |^2 dx + κμ_2 μ^m_2 ∫ R^n |∇v^m_1 |^2 dx + μ_1 μ^m_1 ∫ R^n V_2(x)|u^m_1 |^2 dx + μ_2 μ^m_2 ∫ R^n V_2(x)|v^m_1 |^2 dx − μ_1 μ^m_1 ( μ_2 μ^m_2 )_{1/2} ℜ ∫ R^n (u^m_1 )^2v^m_1 dx

= I (u^m_1 , v^m_1 ) + ( μ_1 μ^m_1 − 1 ) ∫ R^n |∇u^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ_2 μ^m_2 − 1 ) ∫ R^n |∇v^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ_1 μ^m_1 − 1 ) ∫ R^n V_2(x)|u^m_1 |^2 dx + ( μ_2 μ^m_2 − 1 ) ∫ R^n V_2(x)|v^m_1 |^2 dx − ( μ_1 √ μ_2 μ^m_1 √ μ^m_2 − 1 ) ℜ ∫ R^n (u^m_1 )^2v^m_1 dx

≤ d^χ_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 + ϵ.

On the other hand, revering the argument with simpler calculations than the above deduces for sufficiently large m d^χ_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 ≤ d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} + ϵ.

Therefore, d^χ_μm_{1 ,μ}m_2 → d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} as m → ∞.

(ii) Let {(u^m_1 , v^m_1 )} ⊂ S(a_1, a_2) ∩ B(χ) be such that I (u^m_1 , v^m_1 ) → d^χ_{a1,a2} as m → ∞. Without loss of generality, we can assume that u^m_1 , u^m_2 ≥ 0 (by using the Steiner rearrangement). Moreover, by Lemma 2.20, we can assume that (u^m_1 , v^m_1 ) ∈ S(a_1, a_2)∩ B (_χ 2ϵ_0 ) for every m large enough. So,

for any ϵ > 0, there exists a (u_1, v_1) ∈ S (a_1, a_2) ∩ B (_χ 2ϵ_0 ) such that

I (u_1, v_1) ≤ d^χ_{a1 ,a2} + ϵ 2 . Similarly, we can find (u_2, v_2) ∈ S (b_1, b_2) ∩ B (_χ 2ϵ_0 ) such that

I (u_2, v_2) ≤ d^χ_{b1 ,b2} + ϵ 2 . Without loss of generality, we assume that supp u_1 ∩ supp u_2 = ∅ and supp v_1 ∩ supp v_2 = ∅. Otherwise, we can redefine (u_1, v_1) and (u_2, v_2) so that this condition is met. For instance, we can define ũ_1 as u_1 where supp u_1 ∩ supp u_2 = ∅ and as 0 elsewhere. Similarly, we can make analogous adjustments for the others.

Setting u = u_1 + u_2 and v = v_1 + v_2, we obtain that (u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(^χ_{ϵ0} ), and d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ I(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n |∇u_1 + ∇u_2|^2 + κ|∇v_1 + ∇v_2|^2 + V_2(x) ( |u_1 + u_2|^2 + |v_1 + v_2|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_1 + u_2)^2(v_1 + v_2) dx

≤ I (u_1, v_1) + I (u_2, v_2) + ℜ ∫ R^n ∇u_1∇u_2 dx + ℜ ∫ R^n ∇v_1∇v_2 dx + ℜ ∫ R^n V_2(x)(u_1u_2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u_1u_2v_1 dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u_1u_2v_2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v_1 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_1v_2 dx ≤ d^χ_{a1 ,a2} + d^χ_{b1 ,b2} + ϵ. Then, it follows that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ d^χ_{a1,a2} + d^χ_{b1 ,b2} .

(iii) First we introduce Ψ_j (x^′) , Φ_j (x^′) and l_j , m_j for j ≥ 0 such that −Δ_x′ Ψ_j + V_2(x)Ψ_j = l_j Ψ_j , ∫ R^{n−1} |Ψj | 2 dx^′ = 1, −κΔ_x′ Φ_j + V_2(x)Φ_j = m_j Φ_j , ∫ R^{n−1} |Φj | 2 dx^′ = 1, where l_j ≤ l_{j+1}, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . and m_j ≤ m_{j+1}, j = 0, 1, 2, . . ..

It is well known that {Ψ_j } and {Φ_j } are Hilbert bases for L^2 ( R^{n−1} ) . From Lemma 2.4, we know that L_0 = l_0. Set u(x) = Ψ_0(x^′)ζ (x_n) , ∫ R |ζ|^2dx_n = μ_1

v(x) = Φ_0(x^′)ς (x_n) , ∫ R |ς|^2dx_n = μ_2

such that ζ (x_n) and ς (x_n) to be chosen later. Notice that (u, v) ∈ S (μ_1, μ_2). Moreover, from Lemma 2.4, we have m_0 = √ κl_0, then I(u, v) = 1 2 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 + V_2(x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2vdx = 1 2 ∫ R^n (−Δ_x′ u + V_2(x)u) u dx + 1 2 ∫ R^n (−κΔ_x′ v + V_2(x)v) v dx + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ςdx_n )

= 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n + l_0 2 ∫ R |ζ|^2 dx_n + √ κl_0 2 ∫ R |ς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ς dx_n ) .

It is sufficient to choose (ζ, ς) such that 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ς dx_n ) < 0 (2.51) and ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ ≤ χ ϵ_0

. (2.52)

In fact, we define ζ (x_n) = √ γψ (γx_n) , where ∫ R |ψ (x_n)|^2 dx_n = μ_1 and ς (x_n) = √ γϕ (γx_n) , where ∫ R |ϕ (x_n)|^2 dx_n = μ_2.

We claim that there exists a γ_0 > 0 such that (ζ, ς) satisfies all the conditions above for every γ < γ_0. Then, notice that 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + 1 2 ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n − 1 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R (ζ)^2ς dx_n )

= γ^2 2 ∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + γ^2 2 ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n − √ γ 2 ℜ (∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0)^2Φ_0 dx^′ ) (∫ R ψ^2ϕ dx_n ) . And (2.51) follows for γ ≪ 1. Note that

‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ = ∫ R |∂_nζ|^2 dx_n + ∫ R |∂_nς|^2 dx_n + l_0 ∫ R |ζ|^2 dx_n + √ κl_0 ∫ R |ς|^2 dx_n = γ^2 ∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + γ^2 ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n + l_0μ_1 + √ κl_0μ_2,

hence by choosing γ small enough,

γ^2 (∫ R |∂_nψ|^2 dx_n + ∫ R |∂_nϕ|^2 dx_n ) ≤ l_0 max{1, √ κ}(μ_1 + μ_2)

and μ^⋆ = μ^⋆(χ, κ) such that 2l_0 max{1, √ κ}μ^⋆ <^χ_{ϵ0} . This shows (2.52). And the proof is complete. □

We now proceed to establish a lemma that underpins the existence of solutions for the system (2.1).

Lemma 2.22. Let χ, μ_1, μ_2 > 0, and μ^⋆ = c^⋆(χ) > 0 be as in Lemma 2.21. If μ_1 + μ_2 ≤ μ^⋆ and {(u_m, v_m)} is a sequence such that (u_m, v_m) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ), I (u_m, v_m) → d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , as m → ∞, then, there is a δ > 0 such that

lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |u_m|^3 dx ≥ δ, lim inf_{m→∞} ∫ R^n |v_m|^3 dx ≥ δ. Proof. By contradiction, we suppose that ∫ R^n |um| 3 dx → 0 as m → ∞. Since (u_m, v_m) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ), we know, from (2.7), that {(u_m, v_m)} is bounded in H, then it follows from the Hölder inequality that ∫ R^n (u_m)^2v_m dx → 0 as m → ∞.

Thus, lim m→∞ I (u_m, v_m) = 1 2 lim m→∞ ∫ R^n |∇u_m|^2 + |∇v_m|^2 + V_2(x) ( |u_m|^2 + |v_m|^2 ) dx, that is,

d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} = l_0μ_1 2 + √ κl_0μ_2 2 , which is a contradiction with Lemma 2.21. Thus there is a δ > 0 such that lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |u_m|^3 dx ≥ δ Using the same method as above, we can prove lim inf m→∞ ∫ R^n |v_m|^3 dx ≥ δ □ Once it was shown that S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ) ≠ ∅ (see Lemma 2.18), d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} is achieved, i.e. D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} := { (u, v) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ) | I(u, v) = d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} } ≠ ∅ and the minimizer of (2.48) is a critical point of I|_{S(μ1 ,μ2 )} as well as a normalized solution to (2.1). Thus we obtain the following main result.

Theorem 2.23. Let n ≥ 4. Given μ_1, μ_2 > 0, for any χ > 0, there exists a constant μ^⋆ := μ^⋆(χ, κ) > 0 such that for any μ_1, μ_2 > 0 satisfying μ_1 + μ_2 < μ^⋆, D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≠ ∅. Proof. First, we will prove that D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≠ ∅. In fact, for any χ > 0, suppose that {(u_m, v_m)} ⊂ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ) is a minimizing sequence for d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , this is, I (u_m, v_m) → d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} as m → ∞, then ‖(u_m, v_m)‖^2_H ≤ χ + μ_1 + μ_2. So {(u_m, v_m)} is uniformly bounded in H. The idea is to show that {(u_m, v_m)}, up to translation, is compact in H.

By Lemmas 2.22 and 2.16, there exist a sequence {y^m_1 } ⊂ R and (u, v) ∈ H\{(0, 0)} such that u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) ⇀ u, v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) ⇀ v in H as m → ∞. Now, without loss of generality, assume that u ≠ 0 and notice that ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ lim inf_{m→∞} ‖u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_1 and ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ lim inf_{m→∞} ‖v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_2, hence 0 < a_1 := ‖u‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ μ_1, 0 ≤ a_2 := ‖v‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ μ_2. Let us see that a_1 = μ_1. Set ~u_n(x) = u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) − u(x), ~v_n(x) = v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) − v(x).

By contradiction, we just suppose a_1 < μ_1. We consider two cases a_2 < μ_2 and a_2 = μ_2 to obtain a contradiction.

If a_2 < μ_2. By the Brezis-Lieb Lemma and Lemma 2.9, we have I (u_m, v_m) = I(u, v) + I (~u_m, ~v_m) + o_m(1) ≥ I(u, v) + d^χ_bm_{1 ,b}m_2 + o_m(1),

(2.53)

where (b^m_1 , b^m_2 ) = ( ‖~u_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) , ‖~v_m‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ) . Moreover, again using the Brezis-Lieb Lemma, we have (b^m_1 , b^m_2 ) + (a_1, a_2) = (μ_1 + o_m(1), μ_2 + o_m(1)) . (2.54) We can assume that (b^m_1 , b^m_2 ) → (b_1, b_2) and hence (b_1, b_2) + (a_1, a_2) = (μ_1, μ_2) for sufficiently large m. Therefore, from using Lemma 2.21, (2.53) and (2.54), it follows that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≥ d^χ_{a1,a2} + d^χ_{b1 ,b2} . But, we know from Lemma 2.21 that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} < d^χ_{a1,a2} + d^χ_{b1 ,b2} , so that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} = d^χ_{a1,a2} + d^χ_{b1 ,b2} . (2.55)

Since I (u_m, v_m) = d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} + o_m(1), (2.56) we then obtain from (2.53) that d^χ_{a1,a2} + d^χ_{b1 ,b2} + o_m(1) ≥ I(u, v) + d^χ_bm_{1 ,b}m_2 + o_m(1).

Thus, for m ≫ 1, by definition of d^χ_{a1,a2} we have I(u, v) = d^χ_{a1 ,a2} . (2.57) Note that we can assume that u, v ≥ 0, since if (u, v) satisfies (2.57), then (|u|, |v|) also satisfies it. In fact, since |∇|u|| ≤ |∇u| and |∇|v|| ≤ |∇v|, it is clear that d^χ_{a1,a2} ≤ I(|u|, |v|) ≤ I(u, v) = d^χ_{a1 ,a2} . Equality (2.57) implies that (u, v) are solutions to (2.1), then by the maximum principle we can suppose that v > 0.

On the other hand, as a_i < c_i(i = 1, 2), we have b_i > 0. Then, suppose that {(u_m, v_m)} is a minimizing sequence to d^χ_{b1 ,b2} . Similar to above, we can obtain that there exists a sequence {z^m_1 } ⊂ R and (u, v) ∈ H\{(0, 0)} such that u_m (x^′, x_n − z^m_1 ) ⇀ u, v_m (x^′, x_n − z^m_1 ) ⇀ v in H as m → ∞. Moreover, define d_1 := ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) > 0, d_2 := ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≥ 0.

So, proceeding as above, we have d^χ_{b1 ,b2} = d^χ_{d1,d2} + d^χ_{b1 −d1,b2−d2} (2.58) and I(u, v) = d^χ_{d1,d2} , and v > 0. (2.59) It follows from (2.55) and (2.58) that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} = d^χ_{a1,a2} + d^χ_{d1,d2} + d^χ_{b1−d1,b2 −d2} . Now, let u^⋆ be the Steiner rearrangement of u, then using (2.13), ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u|^2 dx, and from Theorem 3.4 in [22], ∫ R^n u^2v dx ≤ ∫ R^n (u^⋆)^2v^⋆ dx = ∫ R^n (u^2)^⋆v^⋆ dx.

Consequently, d^χ_{a1 ,a2} ≤ I (u^⋆, v^⋆) ≤ I (u, v) and d^χ_{d1,d2} ≤ I (u^⋆, v^⋆) ≤ I(u, v). Therefore, it follows from (2.57) and (2.59) that I (u^⋆, v^⋆) = d^χ_{a1 ,a2} and I (u^⋆, v^⋆) = d^χ_{d1,d2} . (2.60) This implies that (u^⋆, v^⋆) and (u^⋆, v^⋆) are solution of system (2.1), then by elliptic regularity theory, they are functions of class C^2(R^n ) (see Proposition (2.1)) and by the maximum principle u^⋆, v^⋆, u^⋆, v^⋆ > 0. Now, using the items (ii) and (iii) in Lemma 2.8, we obtain ∫ R^n |{u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n ( |u^⋆|^2 + |u^⋆|^2 ) dx = a_1 + d_1, ∫ R^n |{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n ( |v^⋆|^2 + |v^⋆|^2 ) dx = a_2 + d_2, ∫ R^n V_2(x) |{u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u^⋆|^2 + |u^⋆|^2 ) dx,

∫ R^n V_2(x) |{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |v^⋆|^2 + |v^⋆|^2 ) dx, ∫ R^n ((u^⋆)^2v^⋆ + (u^⋆)^2v^⋆) dx ≤ ∫ R^n {(u^⋆)^2, (u^⋆)^2}^⋆{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆ dx = ∫ R^n ({u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆)^2{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆ dx and from (v) of Lemma 2.8, ∫ R^n |∇{v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx < ∫ R^n |∇v^⋆|^2 dx + ∫ R^n |∇v^⋆|^2 dx, ∫ R^n |∇{u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆|^2 dx < ∫ R^n |∇u^⋆|^2 dx + ∫ R^n |∇u^⋆|^2 dx. Hence, we deduce from (2.57) and (2.60), and the above estimates, that d^χ_{a1 +d1,a2+d2} ≤ I ({u^⋆, u^⋆}^⋆, {v^⋆, v^⋆}^⋆) < I (u^⋆, v^⋆) + I (u^⋆, v^⋆) = d^χ_{a1 ,a2} + d^χ_{d1,d2} = d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} − d^χ_{b1 −d1,b2−d2} , which contradicts (ii) in Lemma 2.21. Now, if a_2 = μ_2. In this case, we can similarly obtain a contradiction by the same arguments as a_2 < μ_2. As a consequence, we have proved that μ_1 = a_1. Then, we obtain ‖u‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = μ_1, and u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) → u(x) in L^2 (R^n ) as m → ∞. (2.61) The Gagliardo-Sobolev inequality shows that u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) → u(x) in L^3 (R^n ) as m → ∞. (2.62) We now change the role of {u_m} and {v_m}, then there exist a sequence {y^m_2 } ⊂ R, (ũ, ṽ) ∈ H, such that ‖ṽ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = μ_2 such that u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) ⇀ ũ(x), v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) ⇀ ṽ(x) in H as m → ∞. Moreover, v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) → ṽ(x) in L^2 (R^n ) as m → ∞, (2.63) and by using the Gagliardo-Sobolev inequality we get v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) → ṽ(x) in L^3 (R^n ) as m → ∞. (2.64) On the other hand, notice that lim m→∞ |y^m_1 − y^m_2 | < ∞. (2.65) If this does not hold, we get that ũ = v = 0 due to (u, ṽ) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2). Indeed, if v ≠ 0, then v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) ⇀ v(x) in L^2(R^n ), shows that v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) ⇀ v (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) in L^2(R^n ), From (2.63), we have ṽ(x) = v (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ), so it follows from |y^m_1 − y^m_2 | → ∞, as m → ∞, that μ_2 = ∫ R^n |ṽ(x)|^2 dx = ∫ R^n |v (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) |^2 dx = 0, which is a contradiction.

Then, we get from the Brezis-Lieb Lemma and Lemma 2.9 that I (u_m, v_m) = I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ))

= I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) − u, v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 )) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) = I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − u (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 )) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) = I(0, ṽ) + I (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − u (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − ṽ) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) ≥ I(0, ṽ) + I(u, 0) + o_m(1) − ∫ R^n (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − u (x^′, x_n + y^m_1 − y^m_2 ))^2 (v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_2 ) − ṽ) .

Hence, (2.62) and (2.64) show that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≥ I(u, 0) + I(0, ṽ). So, from Lemma 2.6, we obtain d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≥ I(u, 0) + I(0, ṽ) ≥ I (u^⋆, 0) + I (0, ṽ^∗) ≥ d^χ_{μ1 ,0} + d^χ_{0,μ2} .

Hence, we infer from (ii) in Lemma 2.21 that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} = I (u^⋆, 0) + I (0, ṽ^∗) . (2.66) Since (u^⋆, ṽ^∗) ∈ S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ), then d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ I (u^⋆, ṽ^∗) < I (u^⋆, 0) + I (0, ṽ^∗) , (remembering that u^⋆, v^⋆ > 0). This is a contradiction from (2.66). So (2.65) holds.

Now, we can find a y ∈ R such that y^m_1 = y^m_2 + y + o_m(1). Define (φ_m(x), ψ_m(x)) := (u_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 ) , v_m (x^′, x_n − y^m_1 )) ∈ S (μ_1, μ_2) .

Accordingly there is a (φ(x), ψ(x)) := (u(x), ṽ (x^′, x_n − y)) ∈ S (μ_1) × S (μ_2) such that (φ_n, ψ_n) ⇀ (φ, ψ) in H, (φ_n, ψ_n) → (φ, ψ) in L^3 (R^n ) × L^3 (R^n ) .

We conclude from the Brezis-Lieb Lemma and Lemma 2.9 that I (u_m, v_m) = I (φ_n, ψ_n) = I(φ, ψ) + I (φ_n − φ, ψ_n − ψ) + o_m(1) ≥ d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} + min{1, κ} 2 ‖(φ_m, ψ_m) − (φ, ψ)‖^2_Ḣ − ∫ R^n (φ_m − φ)^2(ψ_m − ψ) dx + o_m(1).

From (2.56), we obtain that (φ_n, ψ_n) → (φ, ψ) in H as m → ∞. Hence, any minimizing sequence for d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , up to translation, is compact and D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≠ ∅ follows.

Therefore, there exists (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) ∈ D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} and (λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) ∈ R^2 such that (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} , λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) is a couple of weak solution to problem (2.1). □ Now, we are going to study the behavior of the solutions found in D^χ_{μ1,μ2} . Theorem 2.24. Every minimizer obtained in Theorem 2.23 (that is in principle C -valued) is of the form (e^{iθ1} f_1(x^′, x_n), e^{iθ2} f_2(x^′, x_n)), where f_1, f_2 are a positive real-valued minimizer and θ_1, θ_2 ∈ R. Let (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) ∈ D^χ_{μ1,μ2} , then there exists (λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) ∈ R^2 such that (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} , λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) is a couple of weak solution to problem (2.1) with the estimates:

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} < l_0 max{1, √ κ} ( 1 + max { μ_2 μ_1 , μ_1 μ_2 }) , λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} ≥ l_0 min{1, √ κ} ( 1 + min { μ_2 μ_1 , μ_1 μ_2 }) as (μ_1, μ_2) → (0, 0) and sup (u,v)∈D^χ_{μ1,μ2} ‖(u, v) − (φ_0Ψ_0, ψ_0Φ_0)‖^2_H = O (μ_1 + μ_2) , (2.67)

where Ψ_0 (x^′) is the unique normalized positive eigenvector of the quantum harmonic oscillator − ∑_{n−1} i=1 ∂^2_{xi} +V_2 and Φ_0 (x^′) is the unique normalized positive eigenvector of the quantum harmonic oscillator −κ ∑_{n−1} i=1 ∂^2_{xi} + V_2,

φ_0 (x_n) = ∫ R^{n−1} u_{μ1} (x)Ψ_0 (x^′) dx^′, ψ_0 (x_n) = ∫ R^{n−1} v_{μ2} (x)Φ_0 (x^′) dx^′.

Furthermore, for some (s, l) ∈ R^2 , u_{μ1} (x^′, x_n − s) and v_{μ2} (x^′, x_n − l) are radially symmetric and nonincreasing a.e. x^′ for any x_n. In addition, for sufficiently small μ_1, μ_2 > 0, the minimizers in D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} are least energy normalized solutions to problem (2.1).

Proof. Let (u, v) ∈ H^1(R^n : C ) × H^1(R^n : C ) be a complex valued minimizer. A standard elliptic regularity bootstrap (see Proposition 2.1) shows that u, v are of class C^1(R^n : C ). We know that (|u|, |v|) satisfies the following |u|, |v| ∈ C^1(R^n : C ) and are minimizers. Moreover, by using the strong maximum principle we get |u|, |v| > 0 and thus (u, v) ∈ C^1(R^n : C \{0}) × C^1(R^n ; C \{0}). Now, since (u, v) and (|u|, |v|) are minimizers, we have I(u, v) = I(|u|, |v|), from which ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v|^2 dx = ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v|^2 dx. We then write u = ρ_1w_1 and v = ρ_2w_2, where ρ_1 = |u| and ρ_2 = |v|. Since u, |u| ∈ C^1(R^n : C \{0}), it follows that w_1 ∈ C^1(R^n : C \{0}). Since |w_1| = 1, we have ℜ(w̄_1∇w_1) = 0. Thus, by ∇u = (∇ρ_1)w_1 + ρ_1∇w_1, we have |∇u|^2 = |∇ρ_1|^2 + ρ^2_1|∇w_1|^2.

Similarly, we obtain |∇v|^2 = |∇ρ_2|^2 + ρ^2|∇w_2|^2.

Thus, since ρ_1 = |u| and ρ_2 = |v|, we have that |∇|u|| = |∇ρ_1| and |∇|v|| = |∇ρ_2|. Hence, ∫ R^n |∇ρ_1|^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇ρ_2|^2 dx = ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v|^2 dx = ∫ R^n ( |∇ρ_1|^2 + |ρ_1∇w_1|^2 ) dx + κ ∫ R^n ( |∇ρ_2|^2 + |ρ_2∇w_2|^2 ) dx. Therefore, ∫ R^n |ρ_1∇w_1|^2 dx = −κ ∫ R^n |ρ_2∇w_2|^2 dx ≤ 0,

implying ∫ R^n |ρ1∇w1| 2dx = 0 and ∫ R^n |ρ2∇w2| 2dx = 0, which leads to ∇w_1 = 0 and ∇w_2 = 0.

Then, w_1, w_2 are constants, from which, using the complex polar form of u and v, it follows that there exist θ_1 and θ_2 in R such that u = e^{iθ1} f_1(x^′, x_n) and v = e^{iθ2} f_2(x^′, x_n), with f_1(x^′, x_n) = ρ_1(x^′, x_n) and f_2(x^′, x_n) = ρ_2(x^′, x_n).

Now, let (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) ∈ Dμ_1, μ_2^χ. We know that (uμ_1, v_{μ2} ) stays away from the boundary of S(μ_1, μ_2) ∩ B(χ), since, by Lemma 2.20, we see that (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) ∈ B (_χ 2ϵ_0 ) . Then (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) is indeed a critical point of I(u, v) restricted on S(μ_1, μ_2). So, there exists (λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) ∈ R^2 such that (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} , λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) is a couple of weak solution to problem (2.1). Namely, (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} , λ_{μ1} , λ_{μ2} ) satisfies { −Δu_{μ1} + V_2(x)u_{μ1} = λ_{μ1} u_{μ1} + u_{μ1} v_{μ2} , −κΔv_{μ2} + V_2(x)v_{μ2} = λ_{μ2} v_{μ2} +^1_2 u^2_{μ1} .

Or equivalently,

λ_{μ1} = 1 μ_1 (∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u_{μ1} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx ) . (2.68) and λ_{μ2} = 1 μ_2 ( κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |v_{μ2} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx ) . (2.69)

If μ_1 = μ_2, then

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} = 1 μ_1 (∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u_{μ1} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

+ 1 μ_2 ( κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |v_{μ2} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

≤ 1 μ_1 ( ∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 ) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

< 2I (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) μ_1 . By Lemma 2.21, we have

I (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) < l_0 (μ_1 + √ κμ_2) 2 = l_0 (1 + √ κ) 2 μ_1,

and hence λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} < l_0(1 + √ κ) ≤ 2l_0 max{1, √ κ}. (2.70) Moreover,

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} = 1 μ_1 ( ∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 ) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx ) . So that λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} ≥ 1 μ_1 ( ∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 ) dx − C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6} 1 μ^{(6−n)/12} 2 ( ‖∇u_{μ1} ‖^2 )_{n/6} ( ‖∇v_{μ2} ‖^2 )_{n/12} )

= 1 μ_1 (∫ R^n ( |∇u_{μ1} |^2 + κ |∇v_{μ2} |^2 + V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 )) dx )

× ( 1 − 1 κ^{n/12} C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6} 1 μ^{(6−n)/12}

2 χ^{n−44} ) . So, from Lemma 2.4, we have that if (μ_1, μ_2) → 0, λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} ≥ 2 min{1, √ κ}l_0. (2.71) If μ_2 < μ_1, then

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} = 1 μ_1 (∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u_{μ1} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

+ 1 μ_2 ( κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |v_{μ2} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

< 1 μ_2 ( ∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 ) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

< 2I (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) μ_2 .

By Lemma 2.21, we observe that

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} <

2I (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} )

μ_2 ≤ l_0 (μ_1 + √ κμ_2) μ_2

≤ l_0 max{1, √ κ} ( 1 + μ_1 μ_2 ) . (2.72)

Now, since

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} = 1 μ_1 (∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |u_{μ1} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

+ 1 μ_2 ( κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) |v_{μ2} |^2 dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} dx )

≥ 1 μ_1 (∫ R^n ( |∇u_{μ1} |^2 + κ |∇v_{μ2} |^2 + V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 )) dx )

× ( 1 − 1 κ^{n/12} C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6} 1 μ^{(6−n)/12}

2 χ^{n−44} ) , then from Lemma 2.4,

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} ≥ 1 μ_1 ∫ R^n ( |∇u_{μ1} |^2 + V_2(x)|u_{μ1} |^2 ) dx + μ_2 μ_1 1 μ_2 ∫ R^n ( κ |∇v_{μ2} |^2 + V_2(x)|v_{μ2} |^2 ) dx ≥ l_0 ( 1 + μ_2 μ_1 √ κ ) ≥ l_0 min{1, √ κ} ( 1 + μ_2 μ_1 ) , if (μ_1, μ_2) → (0, 0). So,

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} ≥ l_0 min{1, √ κ} ( 1 + μ_2 μ_1 ) . (2.73)

On the other hand, if μ_1 < μ_2, performing the same process, we obtain

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} < l_0 max{1, √ κ} ( 1 + μ_2 μ_1 ) . (2.74)

and if (μ_1, μ_2) → (0, 0)

λ_{μ1} + λ_{μ2} ≥ l_0 min{1, √ κ} ( 1 + μ_1 μ_2 ) . (2.75)

Therefore, combining (2.70)-(2.75), the result follows.

We will now try to show (2.67). Let (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) ∈ D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} . First, we consider Ψ_j (x^′) , Φ_j (x^′) and l_j , m_j for j ≥ 0 such that

−Δ_x′ Ψ_j + V_2(x)Ψ_j = l_j Ψ_j , ∫ R^{n−1} |Ψj | 2 dx^′ = 1, −κΔ_x′ Φ_j + V_2(x)Φ_j = m_j Φ_j , ∫ R^{n−1} |Φj | 2 dx^′ = 1,

(2.76)

where l_j ≤ l_{j+1}, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . and m_j ≤ m_{j+1}, j = 0, 1, 2, . . .. Then, we write

u_{μ1} (x) = ∞∑ j=0 φ_j (x_n) Ψ_j (x^′) , v_{μ2} (x) = ∞∑ j=0 ψ_j (x_n) Φ_j (x^′) ,

where

φ_j (x_n) = ∫ R^{n−1} u_{μ1} (x)Ψ_j (x^′) dx^′, ψ_j (x_3) = ∫ R^{n−1} v_{μ2} (x)Φ_j (x^′) dx^′, and {Ψ_j } and {Φ_j } are Hilbert bases for L^2 ( R^{n−1} ) . Thus, from (2.76)

μ_1 = ‖u_{μ1} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ∞∑ j=0 ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ‖Ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = ∞∑ j=0 ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ,

μ_2 = ‖v_{μ2} ‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ∞∑ j=0 ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ‖Φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} = ∞∑ j=0 ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)}

‖(u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} )‖^2_Ḣ = ∞∑ j=0 ( ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ‖Ψ_j ‖^2_Ḣ + ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ‖Φ_j ‖^2_Ḣ )

= ∞∑ j=0 ( l_j ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + m_j ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) . Now, let ϵ_0 = min{1, κ}, then there exists C > 0 such that

I(u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) = 1 2 ∫ R^n ( |∇u_{μ1} |^2 + κ |∇v_{μ2} |^2 + V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 ) − ℜ(u^2_{μ1} v_{μ2} ) ) dx ≥ 1 2 ( ∫ R^n |∇u_{μ1} |^2 dx + κ ∫ R^n |∇v_{μ2} |^2 dx + ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u_{μ1} |^2 + |v_{μ2} |^2 ) dx − C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6} 1 μ^{(6−n)/12} 2 χ^{n/4} )

≥ ϵ_0 2 ‖(u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} )‖^2_Ḣ − C_∘μ^{(6−n)/6}_1 μ^{(6−n)/12}_2 χ^{n/4} ≥ ϵ_0 2 ‖(u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} )‖^2_Ḣ − C ( μ^2_1 + μ_2

)^{6−n}_6

= ϵ_0 2 ∞∑ j=0 ( l_j ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + m_j ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) − C ( μ^2_1 + μ_2 ) 6−n_6

= ϵ_0 2 ∞∑ j=1 ( l_j ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + m_j ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) + ϵ_0l_0 2 ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ϵ_0m_0 2 ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} − C ( μ^2_1 + μ_2 ) 6−n_6

= ϵ_0 2 ∞∑ j=1 ( l_j ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + m_j ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) + ϵ_0l_0 2 ( μ_1 + √ κμ_2 ) − C ( μ^2_1 + μ_2

)^{6−n}_6 . (2.77) Now we know, from (iii) in Lemma 2.21, that I(u, v) = d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} < l_0 2 ( μ_1 + √ κμ_2 ) . (2.78)

Hence, from (2.77) and (2.78), we have

l_1 ∞∑ j=1 ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + m_1 ∞∑ j=1 ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ ∞∑ j=1 l_j ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ∞∑ j=1 m_j ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ 2C ( μ^2_1 + μ_2

)^{6−n}_6

+ (1 − ϵ_0)l_0 ( μ_1 + √ κμ_2 ) , that is ∞∑ j=1 ( ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) ≤ 2C ( μ^2_1 + μ_2 ) 6−n_6 + (1 − ϵ_0)l_0 (μ_1 + √ κμ_2) min{l_1, m_1}

, (2.79) and ∞∑ j=1 l_j ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ∞∑ j=1 m_j ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ 2C ( μ^2_1 + μ_2 ) 6−n_6 + (1 − ϵ_0)l_0 ( μ_1 + √ κμ_2 ) . (2.80)

Therefore, for any (u, v) ∈ D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , we see from (2.80), that as (μ_1, μ_2) → (0, 0)

‖(u, v) − (φ_0Ψ_0, ψ_0Φ_0)‖^2_Ḣ = ∞∑ j=1 ‖(φ_j Ψ_j , ψ_j Φ_j ‖^2_Ḣ

= ∞∑ j=1 ( l_j ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + m_j ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} )

= O (μ_1 + μ_2)

and from (2.79)

‖(u, v) − (φ_0Ψ_0, ψ_0Φ_0)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ∞∑ j=1 ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ‖Ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ∞∑ j=1 ‖ψ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ‖Φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)}

= ∞∑ j=1 ( ‖φ_j ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ψ_j |^2_{L2(Rn)} )

= O (μ_1 + μ_2) .

To show the symmetry of the minimizers in D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , let (u, v) ∈ D^χ_{μ1,μ2} and denote

(ũ (x^′, x_n) , ṽ (x^′, x_n)) = ( u^♯_{xn} (x^′) , v^♯_{xn} (x^′) ) , where (u_{xn} (x^′) , v_{xn} (x^′)) = (u (x^′, x_n) , v (x^′, x_n)) and ♯ denotes the Schwartz rearrangement a.e. x^′. Then, from Lemma 2.6 and Theorem 2.7, the following properties hold: ∫ R^n |∇_xũ|^2 dx = ∫ R ∫ R^{n−1} |∇_xũ|^2 dx^′dx_n ≤ ∫ R ∫ R^{n−1} |∇_xu|^2 dx^′dx_n = ∫ R^n |∇_xu|^2 dx, ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ũ|^2 dx ≤ ∫ R^n V_2(x)|u|^2 dx ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ṽ|^2 dx ≤ ∫ R^n V_2(x)|v|^2 dx ∫ R^n ũ^2ṽ dx ≥ ∫ R^n u^2v dx.

(2.81)

Hence, from (2.81), we have d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} ≤ I(ũ, ṽ) ≤ I(u, v) = d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , then I(ũ, ṽ) = I(u, v), that is ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |ũ|^2 + |ṽ|^2 ) dx − ∫ R^n ũ^2ṽ dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − ∫ R^n u^2v dx. So, from (2.81) ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |ũ|^2 + |ṽ|^2 ) dx ≥ ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx. then, ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |ũ|^2 − |u|^2 ) dx ≥ ∫ R^n V_2(x) ( |v|^2 − |ṽ|^2 ) dx ≥ 0. It follows that ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ũ|^2 dx ≥ ∫ R^n V_2(x)|u|^2 dx. Hence, (2.81) implies that ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ũ|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x)|u|^2 dx. Similarly, we obtain ∫ R^n V_2(x)|ṽ|^2 dx = ∫ R^n V_2(x)|v|^2 dx.

Thus, ∫

R^2

V_2(x)|ũ|^2 dx^′ = ∫ R^2

V_2(x)|u|^2 dx^′, a.e x_n ∈ R ∫ R^2

V_2(x)|ṽ|^2 dx^′ = ∫ R^2 V_2(x)|v|^2 dx^′, a.e x_n ∈ R. Using Theorem 2.7, we get (u (x^′, x_n) , v (x^′, x_n)) = (ũ (|x^′|, x_n) , ṽ (|x^′|, x_n)) for a.e. x_n ∈ R. Since u (x^′, x_n) and v (x^′, x_n) are continuous, then for any x_n, we have u (x^′, x_n) and v (x^′, x_n) are radially symmetric and nonincreasing a.e. x^′.

Finally, we establish that the minimizers within D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} represent the least-energy normalized solutions to problem (2.1). In fact, let (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) ∈ D^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} . From Lemma 2.19, we have d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} = I (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) > 0. It follows by item (iii) of Lemma 2.21 that d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} → 0 as (μ_1, μ_2) → (0, 0) (2.82) Let us assume by contradiction that there exists a critical point (u, v) for I on S (μ_1, μ_2) with I(u, v) < d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} . Hence, remembering J in Lemma 2.19, we have d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} > I(u, v) = I(ũ, ṽ) − 2 J(ũ, ṽ) n = n − 4 2n ∫ R^n ( |∇ũ|^2 + κ|∇ṽ|^2 ) dx + n + 4 2n ∫ R^n V (x) ( |ũ|^2 + |ṽ|^2 ) dx > ϵ_0(n − 4) 2n ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ , where ϵ_0 = min{1, κ}.

In particular, for μ_1, μ_2 > 0 small enough, by (2.82), we get ‖(u, v)‖^2_Ḣ < χ. It follows that I(u, v) ≥ d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} , which is a contradiction. Therefore, when μ_1 and μ_2 are small enough, the minimizer (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) of d^χ_{μ1 ,μ2} is a critical point of I(u, v) constrained on S (μ_1, μ_2) and

I (u_{μ1} , v_{μ2} ) = inf { I(u, v) |(u, v) ∈ S (μ_1, μ_2) , dI|_{S(μ1,μ2 )} (u, v) = 0 } . □ As an additional result, we aim to establish a direct relationship between the existence of the previously obtained minimizer and a minimizer for the following 1D-system −∂^2_{xn} ϕ − s^1_nϕψ = −λ^1_∞ϕ, −κ∂^2_{xn} ψ − s^2_nϕ^2 = −λ^2_∞ψ,

(2.83)

where s^1_n = π^{− 2n+12} (_{2κ} 2κ+1 ) n−1_2 and s^2_n = π^{− 2n+12} (^{2κ}_3 )^{n−12} .

In this sense, we define the following minimization problem J^{μ1 ,μ2} ∞ = inf (u,v)∈H^1 (R)×H^1(R) { I_∞(u, v) : ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_1, ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_2 }

where I_∞(u, v) = 1 2 ‖∂_{xn} u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ 2 ‖∂_{xn} v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − κ 3 √ π ℜ ∫ R u^2v dx_n. We recall that the problem J^{μ1 ,μ2}_∞ possesses a positive symmetric decreasing ground state (Q^1_∞, Q^2_∞), and it solves the Euler-Lagrange system (2.83) (see [24]).

To clarify the connection to the 1D model, we reformulate the setup of the problem as follows. Replacing (e^{L0it}u, e^{2M0√κ it}v) with (u, v), we rewrite (2.1) as (H_1 − L_0)Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_1 − Q_1Q_2 = −λ_1Q_1,

(H_2 − 2L_0)Q_2 − κ∂^2_{xn} Q_2 −^1_2 Q^2_1 = −λ_2Q_2,

(2.84) where H_1 = −Δ_x′ + V_2 H_2 = −κΔ_x′ + V_2.

Therefore, we can easily show (see Section 3) that the parabolic system associated with (2.84) is well-posed in H equipped with the norm

‖(u, v)‖^2_H := ∫ R^n ( |u|^2 + |∇u|^2 + V_2|u|^2 + |v|^2 + κ |∇v|^2 + V_2|v|^2 ) dx. Thus, we establish the following minimization problem associated with (2.84),

J_{μ1 ,μ2} = inf

(u,v)∈H^1 (R^n)×H^1 (R^n) { J(u, v) : ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_1, ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = μ_2 and ‖(u, v)‖^2_{Ḣx′} ≤ χ } , where J(u, v) = ‖(u, v)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + 1 2 ‖∂_{xn} u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ 2 ‖∂_{xn} v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx, and ‖(u, v)‖^2_{Ḣx′} = ∫ R^n ( |∇_x′ u|^2 + V_2|u|^2 − 2|u|^2 + κ |∇_x′ v|^2 + V_2|v|^2 − 2|v|^2 ) dx. Therefore, following the strategies used in Theorem 2.24, with some modifications, we can obtain the existence of a minimizer (Q_1, Q_2) satisfying the properties imposed in Theorem 2.24.

We introduce Ψ_j (x^′) , Φ_j (x^′) and L_j , M_j for j ≥ 0 such that −Δ_x′ Ψ_j + V_2(x)Ψ_j = L_j Ψ_j , ∫ R^{n−1} |Ψj | 2 dx^′ = 1, −κΔ_x′ Φ_j + V_2(x)Φ_j = M_j Φ_j , ∫ R^{n−1} |Φj | 2 dx^′ = 1, where L_j ≤ L_{j+1}, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . and M_j ≤ M_{j+1}, j = 0, 1, 2, . . .. It is well known that {Ψ_j } and {Φ_j } are Hilbert bases of L^2 ( R^{n−1} ) , and the corresponding eigenfunctions for L_0 and M_0 are given by Ψ_0(x^′) = π^{−n/2}e^{− |x′|22} and Φ_0(x^′) = π^{−n/2}e^{− |x′ |22κ} respectively. Hence, from the spectral representation, we can write u(x) = ∞∑ j=0 ⟨u(·, x_n), Ψ_j ⟩_L2_{(R}n−1Ψ_j (x_n) and v(x) = ∞∑ j=0 ⟨v(·, x_n), Φ_j ⟩_L2_{(R}n−1Φ_j (x_n),

where ⟨u(·, x_n), Ψ_j ⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) = ∫ R^{n−1} u(x^′, x_n)Ψ_j (x^′) dx^′ and ⟨v(·, x_n), Φ_j ⟩_L2_{(R}n−1 = ∫ R^{n−1} v(x^′, x_n)Φ_j (x^′) dx^′.

We denote the Ψ_0-directional component of u by ũ(x_n) = ⟨u(·, x_n), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) , and we define the projection onto the lowest eigenspace by ( P^1_0 u ) (x) := ũ(x_n)Ψ_0(x^′), and let P^1_1 = 1 − P^1_0 be the projection to the orthogonal complement, precisely, ( P^1_1 u ) (x) = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨u(·, x_n), Ψ_j ⟩_{L2(Rn−1)} Ψ_j (x^′).

Then, we have

‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = ∞∑ j=0 ‖ ‖ ‖⟨u(·, xn), Φj ⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(R)} = ‖ ‖P^1_0 u ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ ‖P^1_1 u ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} .

Similarly, we define for v. That is, ṽ(x_n) = ⟨v(·, x_n), Φ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) , ( P^2_0 v ) (x) := ṽ(x_n)Φ_0(x^′) and ( P^2_1 u ) (x) = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨v(·, x_n), Φ_j ⟩_{L2(Rn−1)} Φ_j (x^′).

Now, we present a preliminary result that establishes a relationship between the two minimization problems.

Lemma 2.25. Let (Q_1, Q_2) be the minimizer constructed for the system (2.84). Then,

J_{μ1 ,μ2} = J^{μ1 ,μ2}_∞ (m) + O (μ_1 + μ_2) . (2.85) Moreover, ‖ ‖P^1_1 Q_1 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ ‖P^2_1 Q_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} ≤ C ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖_{Hx′} ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2) (2.86) ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^1_1 Q_1) ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^2_1 Q_2) ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2) (2.87) and |λ_1 − λ^1_∞| + |λ_2 − λ^2_∞| ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2). (2.88) Proof. First, we show that ‖ ‖P^1_1 Q_1 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ ‖P^2_1 Q_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} ≤ C ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖_{Hx′} ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2).

Note that, (H_1 − L_0)Q_1 = (H_1 − L_0)P^1_0 Q_1 + (H_1 + V_2)P^1_1 Q_1 = H_1P^1_0 Q_1 − L_0P^1_0 Q_1 + (H_1 + V_2)P^1_1 Q_1 = L_0P^1_0 Q_1 − L_0P^1_0 Q_1 + (H_1 + V_2)P^1_1 Q_1 = (H_1 − L_0)P^1_1 Q_1 = H_1P^1_1 Q_1 − l_0P^1_1 Q_1 = (L_1 − L_0)P^1_1 Q_1, then, since L_1 > L_0, we have ‖P^1_1 Q_1‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C‖(H_1 − L_0)Q_1‖_L2_{(R}n_).

Moreover, (H_1 − L_0)Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_1 + λ_1Q_1 = (H_1 − L_0)P^1_0 Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} P^1_0 Q_1 + λ_1P^1_0 Q_1 + (H_1 − L_0)P^1_1 Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} P^1_1 Q_1 + λ_1P^1_1 Q_1 = (H_1 − L_0)P^1_1 Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_1 + λ_1Q_1.

Since, λ_1 ≥ 0 (see Theorem 2.24), we have ‖P^1_1 Q_1‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C‖(H_1 − L_0)Q_1‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C‖(H_1 − L_0)Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_1 + λ_1Q_1‖_L2_{(R}n_) = C‖Q_1Q_2‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2).

Similarly, we obtain ‖P^2_1 Q_2‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2).

We denote by Q̃_1(x_n) = ⟨Q_1(·, x_n), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) and Q̃_2(x_n) = ⟨Q_2(·, x_n), Φ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_). Note that

if we denote by μ̃_1 = ‖ ‖ ‖Q̃1 ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(R)} and μ̃2 = ‖ ‖ ‖Q̃2 ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(R)} then we have

μ_j = ‖Q_j ‖^2_{L2(R)} = ‖ ‖ ‖P^j_0 Qj ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(R)} + ‖ ‖ ‖P^j_1 Qj ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(R)}

= μ̃_j + ‖ ‖ ‖P^j_1 Qj ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(R)} .

Hence, from (2.86), it follows that

μ̃_j = μ_j + O(μ_1 + μ_2).

Therefore, I_∞ ( Q^1_∞, Q^2_∞ ) ≤ I_∞ (√ μ_1 + μ_2 μ̃_1 + μ̃_2

(Q̃_1, Q̃_2) ) = I_∞ ( Q̃_1, Q̃_2 ) + O (μ_1 + μ_2) = 1 2 ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^1_0 Q_1) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ 2 ‖ ‖∂^2_{xn} (P^1_0 Q_1) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} − κ 3 √ π ∫ R^n (P^1_0 Q_1)^2P^2_0 Q_2 dx + O (μ_1 + μ_2)

= J (Q_1, Q_2) − 1 2 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} − 1 2 ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^1_1 Q_1) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} − 1 2 ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^2_1 Q_2) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + O (μ_1 + μ_2) .

Since J (Q_1, Q_2) ≤ I_∞ ( Q^1_∞, Q^2_∞ ) , it follows that 1 2 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + 1 2 ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^1_1 Q_1) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 1 2 ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^2_1 Q_2) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2), (2.89)

hence, (2.87) is deduced. Then, we obtain

J_{μ1 ,μ2} = J^{μ1,μ2}_∞ + O (μ_1 + μ_2) .

Finally, to obtain the last term, we proceed to multiply system (2.84) by (Q_1, Q_2) and (x_n∂_{xn} Q_1, x_n∂_{xn} Q_2). Then we obtain, 0 = ⟨ (H_1 − 2) Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_1 − Q_1Q_2 + λ_1Q_1, Q_1 ⟩ L^2(R^n) = ∫ R^n ( |∇_x′ Q_1|^2 + V_2|Q_1|^2 − 2|Q_1|^2 ) dx + ‖∂_{xn} Q_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − ℜ ∫ R^n Q^2_1Q_2 dx + λ_1μ_1 and 0 = ⟨ (H_2 − 2) Q_2 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_2 − 1 2 (Q_1)^2 + λ_2Q_2, Q_2 ⟩ L^2(R^n) = ∫ R^n ( κ |∇_x′ Q_2|^2 + V_2|Q_2|^2 − 2|Q_2|^2 ) dx + κ ‖∂_{xn} Q_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n Q^2_1Q_2 dx + λ_2μ_2.

Hence, we have

0 = ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + κ ‖∂_{xn} Q_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∂_{xn} Q_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 3 2 ℜ ∫ R^n Q^2_1Q_2 dx + λ_2μ_2 + λ_1μ_1.

(2.90)

Furthermore, by performing the same process changing (Q_1, Q_2) by (x_n∂_{xn} Q_1, x_n∂_{xn} Q_2), we have 0 = ⟨ (H_1 − 2) Q_1 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_1 − Q_1Q_2 + λ_1Q_1, x_n∂_{xn} Q_1 ⟩ L^2(R^n) = ∫ R^n ( x_n 2 ∂_{xn} (√ H_1 − 2Q_1

)_2 − x_n 2 ∂_{xn} (∂_{xn} Q_1)^2 − x_n 2 Q_2∂_{xn} Q^2_1 + λ_1x_n 2 ∂_{xn} Q^2_1 ) dx and 0 = ⟨ (H_2 − 2) Q_2 − ∂^2_{xn} Q_2 − 1 2 Q^2_1 + λ_2Q_2, x_n∂_{xn} Q_2 ⟩ L^2(R^n) = ∫ R^n ( x_n 2 ∂_{xn} (√ H_2 − 2Q_2

)_2 − x_n 2 ∂_{xn} (∂_{xn} Q_2)^2 − x_n 2 Q^2_1∂_{xn} Q_2 + λ_2x_n 2 ∂_{xn} Q^2 ) dx. Therefore,

0 = − 1 2 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + κ 2 ‖∂_{xn} Q_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 1 2 ‖∂_{xn} Q_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n Q^2_1Q_2 dx − λ_2 2 μ_2 − λ_1 2 μ_1.

(2.91)

Now, from (2.90) and (2.91), it follows 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n Q^2_1Q_2 dx = 2 5 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} +

2λ_2 5 μ_2 +

2λ_1 5 μ_1 and κ 2 ‖∂_{xn} Q_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + 1 2 ‖∂_{xn} Q_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = 1 10 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + λ_2 10 μ_2 + λ_1 10 μ_1.

Then, it is seen from (2.89) that

J(Q_1, Q_2) = ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + 1 2 ‖∂_{xn} Q_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ 2 ‖∂_{xn} q_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n Q^2_1Q_2 dx

= ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + 1 10 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} + λ_2 10 μ_2 + λ_1 10 μ_1 − 2 5 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} − 2λ_2 5 μ_2 −

2λ_1 5 μ_1

= ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} − 3 10 ‖(Q_1, Q_2)‖^2_{Ḣx′} −

3λ_2 10 μ_2 +

3λ_1 10 μ_1 = − 3λ_2 10 μ_2 +

3λ_1 10 μ_1 + O(μ_1 + μ_2).

On the other hand, by a similar argument, it is not difficult to show that

I_∞(Q^1_∞1, Q^2_∞) = −

3λ^2_∞ 10 μ_2 +

3λ^1_∞ 10 μ_1 + O(μ_1 + μ_2).

Therefore, using (2.85), it follows that |λ_1 − λ^1_∞| + |λ_2 − λ^2_∞| ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2). □ We recall a result on the non-degeneracy estimate of the 1D linearized operators L^1_∞ = −∂^2_{xn} + λ^1_∞ − 2s^1_nQ^2_∞ and L^2_∞ = −κ∂^2_{xn} + λ^2_∞ − s^2_nQ^1_∞.

Lemma 2.26. The linearized operators L^1_∞ and L^2_∞ satisfies ‖ ‖L^1_∞φ ‖ ‖_{H−1 (R)} ≥ C‖φ‖_{H1 (R)} for all even φ ∈ H^1(R) and ‖ ‖L2_∞φ ‖ ‖_{H−1 (R)} ≥ C‖φ‖_{H1 (R)} for all even φ ∈ H 1(R).

Proof. See [17]. □

Now, we finally establish the desired result.

Theorem 2.27. Let (Q_1, Q_2) be a minimizer for the problem J_{μ1 ,μ2} . Then, we have ‖ ‖(Q_1, Q_2) − (Q^1_∞(x_n)Ψ_0(x^′), Q^2_∞(x_n)Φ_0(x^′)) ‖ ‖_H ≤ O(μ_1 + μ_2).

Proof. First, we note that from Theorem 2.24 that ‖ ‖(Q1, Q2) − (Q̃1Ψ0, Q̃2Φ0) ‖ ‖_{(L2(Rn)×L2(Rn))∩Ḣx′} ≤ C(μ1 + μ2). (2.92) Moreover, from Lemma, it is seen that 2.25 ‖ ‖(∂_{xn} (Q_1 − Q̃_1Ψ_0), ∂_{xn} (Q_2 − Q̃_2Φ_0)) ‖ ‖ L^2(R^n)×L^2(R^n) = ‖ ‖(∂_{xn} (Q_1 − P^1_0 Q_1), ∂_{xn} (Q_2 − P^2_0 Q_2)) ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)×L2(Rn)} = ‖ ‖∂_{xn} (P^1_1 Q_1, P^2_1 Q_2) ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)×L2(Rn))} ≤ C(μ_1 + μ_2).

Then, by Lemma 2.25, it suffices to show that ‖ ‖ ‖(Q̃1(xn)Ψ0(x^′), Q̃2(xn))Φ0(x^′) − (Q^1_∞(xn)Ψ0(x^′), Q^1_∞(xn)Φ0(x^′)) ‖ ‖ ‖_{H1 (Rn)×H1 (Rn)} = ‖ ‖(Q̃1(xn), Q̃2(xn)) − (Q^1_∞(xn), Q^1_∞(xn)) ‖ ‖_{H1 (R)×H1(R)} ≤ O(μ_1 + μ_2).

(2.93)

From the proof of Lemma 2.25, we have

J_ω (Q_1, Q_2) ≤ I_∞ ( Q^1_∞, Q^2_∞ ) ≤ I_∞ (√ μ_1 + μ_2 μ̃_1 + μ̃_2

(Q̃_1, Q̃_2) ) = I_∞ ( Q̃_1, Q̃_2 ) + O (μ_1 + μ_2) .

Hence,

√_{μ1 +μ2}

μ̃_1 +μ̃_2 (

Q̃_1, Q̃_2) is a minimizing sequence for the variational problem J μ1 ,μ2_∞ . Then, by

the well-known variational property of J^{μ1 ,μ2}_∞ and the uniqueness of the minimizer (Q^1_∞, Q^2_∞), it follows that (Q̃_1, Q̃_2) → (Q^1_∞, Q^2_∞) in H^1(R) × H^1(R). Now notice that

(H_1 − L_0)Q̃_1 = (H_1 − L_0)⟨Q_1(x^′, x_n), Ψ_0(x^′)⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_)

→ (H_1 − L_0)⟨Q^∞_1 (x_n), Ψ_0(x^′)⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) = ⟨Q^∞_1 (x_n), (H_1 − L_0)Ψ_0(x^′)⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) = 0.

Then from the convergence in (2.93) and using the system (2.84), we write the equation for Q̃_1 as ( −∂^2_{xn} + λ_1 )~ Q_1 = ⟨Q_1(·, x_n)Q_2(·, x_n), Ψ_0(·)⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) .

Furthermore, applying the same argument to H_2 + M_0, we obtain that ( −κ∂^2_{xn} + λ_2 )~ Q_2 = 1 2 ⟨ Q_1(·, x_n)^2, Φ_0(·) ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1}) . (2.94)

Then, r̃_1 = Q̃_1 − Q^1_∞ satisfies

L^1_∞r̃_1 = −∂^2_{xn}Q̃_1 + λ^1_∞Q̃_1 − 2s^1_nQ^2_∞Q̃_1 − ( −∂^2_{xn} Q^1_∞ + λ^1_∞Q^1_∞ ) + 2s^1_nQ^2_∞Q^1_∞ = ( λ_1 − λ^1_∞ )~ Q_1 − s^1_nQ^1_∞Q^2_∞ − 2s^1_nQ^2_∞Q̃_1 + 2s^1_nQ^2_∞Q^1_∞ + s^1_nQ̃_1Q̃_2

+ ⟨Q_1(·, x_n)Q_2(·, x_n), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) − s^1_nQ̃_1Q̃_2 = ( λ_1 − λ^1_∞ )~ Q_1 + s^1_nQ^1_∞Q^2_∞ − 2s^1_nQ^2_∞Q̃_1 + s^1_nQ̃_1Q̃_2

+ ⟨Q_1(·, x_n)Q_2(·, x_n), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) − s^1_nQ̃_1Q̃_2.

Now, note from Lemma 2.25 that ‖ ( λ_1 − λ^1_∞ )~ Q_1‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ |λ_1 − λ^1_∞|‖Q̃_1‖_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ O(μ_1 + μ_2).

Also, since

s^1_n = ∫ R^{n−1} (Ψ_0(y))^2Φ_0(y) dy,

it follows that

s^1_nQ̃_1Q̃_2 = ⟨(Q̃_1Ψ_0)(Q̃_2Φ_0), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) = ⟨(P^1_0 Q_1)(P^2_0 Q_2), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_).

Hence,

⟨Q_1(·, x_n)Q_2(·, x_n), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) − s^1_nQ̃_1Q̃_2

= ⟨Q_1(·, x_n)Q_2(·, x_n), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) − ⟨(P^1_0 Q_1)(P^2_0 Q_2), Ψ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) = ⟨ Q_1Q_2 − ((1 − P^1_1 )Q_1)((1 − P^2_1 )Q_2), Ψ_0 ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1}) = ⟨ Q_1Q_2 − Q_1Q_2 + Q_1(P^2_1 Q_2) − (P^1_1 Q_1)Q_2 − (P^1_1 Q_1)(P^2_1 Q_2), Ψ_0 ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1})

Then, Lemma 2.25 with the uniform bound yields ‖ ‖ ‖⟨Q1(·, xn)Q2(·, xn), Ψ0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_) − s^1_nQ̃1Q̃2 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} ≤ C (‖ ‖P^1_1 Q_1 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} + ‖ ‖P^2_1 Q_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn)} ) ≤ O(μ_1 + μ_2).

Finally, notice that ‖ ‖ ‖s^1_nQ^1_∞Q^2_∞ − 2s^1_nQ^2_∞Q̃1 + s^1_nQ̃1Q̃2 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} = ‖ ‖ ‖s^1_nr̃1(Q̃2 − 2Q^2_∞) + s^1_nr̃2Q^1_∞ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} ≤ C ( ‖r̃_1‖_H1_{(R)} + ‖r̃_2‖_H1_{(R)} ) Collecting all above eqtimates, we obtain from Lemma 2.25 that ‖ ‖L^1_∞r̃_1 ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} ≤ O(μ_1 + μ_2).

Similarly, taking r̃_2 = Q̃_2 − Q^2_∞ we have from (2.94) that

L^2_∞r̃_2 = −κ∂^2_{xn}Q̃_2 + λ^2_∞Q̃_2 − s^2_nQ^1_∞Q̃_2 − ( −κ∂^2_{xn} Q^2_∞ + λ^2_∞Q^2_∞ ) + s^2_nQ^1_∞Q^2_∞ = ( λ_2 − λ^2_∞ )~ Q_2 − s^2_n 2 (Q^1_∞)^2 − 2s^2_nQ^1_∞Q̃_2 + 2s^2_nQ^2_∞Q^1_∞ + s^2_n 2 (Q̃_1)^2 + 1 2 ⟨ Q_1(·, x_n)^2, Φ_0 ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1}) −

s^2_n 2 Q̃^2_1.

Now, since

s^2_n = ∫ R^{n−1} (Φ(y))^3 dy,

we have s^2_n 2 Q̃^2_1 = 1 2 ⟨ Q̃^2_1Φ^2_0, Φ_0 ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1}) = 1 2 ⟨ (P^1_0 Q_1)^2, Φ_0 ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1}) .

Then, 1 2 ⟨ Q_1(·, x_n)^2, Φ_0 ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1}) −

s^2_n 2 Q̃^2_1 = 1 2 ⟨Q^2_1 − (P^1_0 Q_1)^2, Φ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_)

≤ C⟨Q_1 − P^1_0 Q_1, Φ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_)

= C⟨P^1_1 Q_1, Φ_0⟩_L2_{(R}n−1_).

Therefore, ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 ⟨ Q_1(·, x_n)^2, Φ_0 ⟩ L^2(R^{n−1}) −

s^2_n 2 Q̃^2_1 ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2(R) ≤ C ‖ ‖P^1_1 Q_1 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rn−1)} . Moreover, ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖− s^2_n 2 (Q^1_∞)^2 − s^2_nQ^1_∞Q̃_2 + s^2_nQ^2_∞Q^1_∞ + s^2_n 2 (Q̃_1)^2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} ≤ C ‖ ‖ ‖Q^1_∞ − Q̃1 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} + C ‖ ‖ ‖Q^2_∞ − Q̃2 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} ≤ C ( ‖r̃_1‖_H1_{(R)} + ‖r̃_2‖_H1_{(R)} ) . Combining all the above and proceed as in the case of the operator L^1_∞, we have ‖ ‖L^2_∞r̃_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(R)} ≤ O(μ_1 + μ_2).

Finally, by applying the nondegeneracy estimate for the linearized operator in Lemma 2.26, we

complete the proof. □

2.4. Mountain pass solution. In this section, we want to address the existence of a solution for the elliptic problem (2.1) from another perspective. That is, we aim to demonstrate that there exists a normalized solution which is also a mountain-pass solution, for N sufficiently small. Consider the system, { −Δu + λ_N u + V (x)u = uv, −κΔv + λ_N v + V (x)v =^1_2 u^2,

(2.95)

where ∫ R^n (|u|^2 + 2|v|^2) dx = N. Remark 2.28. For the solution of this system to be a solitary wave, we should add 2λ_N v to the second equation of the elliptic system. In the general case where we consider μ instead of 2, I believe we would have to add μv to the equation or modify the mass term of the equation for it to work.

In the following result, we state our main objective in this section.

Theorem 2.29. Let 4 ≤ n. Then for N > 0 sufficiently small, (2.95) has a second positive normalized solution (ũ_{N,2}, ṽ_{N,2}), which is also a mountain-pass solution, with a Lagrange multiplier

λ_{N,2} = (1 + o_N (1)) [ (n + 6) ∫ R^n(w 1 ∞)^2w^2_∞ dx 4N^2

]^2_{n−4} → ∞ as N → 0, where (w^1_∞, w^2_∞) is the unique (up to translations) positive solution of the following equation: { −Δu + u = uv, −κΔv + v =^1_2 u^2. (2.96)

Before proving this result, we need to establish some tools that will be of great utility. In fact, let (u_N , v_N ) be a solution of (2.95). The Pohozaev identity of (see Lemma 2.19) is given by 0 = n − 2 2 ∫ R^n |∇u_N |^2 + κ|∇v_N |^2dx + n + 2 2 ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u_N |^2 + |v_N |^2 ) dx − n 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_N v_N dx + n 2 λ_N ∫ R^n |u_N |^2 dx + n 2 λ_N ∫ R^n |v_N |^2 dx. On the other hand, by (2.95) with (u_N , v_N ), we have λ_N ∫ R^n |u_N |^2 dx = ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_N v_N dx − ∫ R^n ( |∇u_N |^2 + V (x)|u_N |^2 ) dx, λ_N ∫ R^n |v_N |^2dx = 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_N v_N dx − ∫ R^n ( κ|∇v_N |^2 + V (x)|v_N |^2 ) dx. Combining the equations from above, we have λ_N (∫ R^n |u_N |^2dx + ∫ R^n |v_N |^2dx ) = n + 6 4 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_N v_N dx−2 ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u_N |^2 + |v_N |^2 ) dx. (2.97)

We define w^1_N (x) = λ^{−1}_N u_N ( λ^{− 12}_N x ) and t_N = λ_N ,

w^2_N (x) = λ^{−1}_N v_N ( λ^{− 12}_N x ) and t_N = λ_N .

(2.98)

Then ( (w^1_N , w^2_N ), t_N ) is a solution of the following system:

−Δw_1 + w_1 + t^{−2}_N V (x)w_1 = w_1w_2

−κΔw_2 + w_2 + t^{−2}_N V (x)w_2 =^1_2 w^2_1

N^2 = t^{4−n2}_N

(_{n+6} 4 ℜ ∫ R^n w 2 1 w_2 dx − 2t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x) ( |w_1|^2 + |w_2|^2 ) dx ) (2.99)

To find normalized solution of (2.95), it is equivalent to studying the existence of solutions of (2.99). For this purpose, let us first consider the following equation: −Δw_1 + w_1 + t^{−2}_N V (x)w_1 = w_1w_2

−κΔw_2 + w_2 + t^{−2}_N V (x)w_2 =^1_2 w^2_1.

(2.100)

The corresponding functional of (2.100) is given by J_t(w_1, w_2) = 1 2 ( ‖∇w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + t^{−2}_N ∫ R^n V (x)(|w_1|^2 + |w_2|^2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n w^2_1 w_2 dx ) . We know that this functional is well defined and of class C^2 in the Hilbert space H = { (w_1, w_2) ∈ H^1 (R^n ) × H^1 (R^n ) : ∫ R^n V (x)(|w_1|^2 + |w_2|^2) dx < +∞ } . with the norm ‖(w_1, w_2)‖^2_H = ‖∇w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) +‖∇w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) +‖w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) +‖w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|w_1|^2 +|w_2|^2) dx.

We also define the usual Nehari manifold of J_t(w) as follows: M_t = {(w_1, w_2) ∈ H\{(0, 0)} | ⟨J^′_t (w_1, w_2), (w_1, w_2)⟩ = 0} .

Notice that, for (w_1, w_2) ∈ M_t, we have J_t(w_1, w_2) = J_t(w_1, w_2) − 1 3 ⟨J^′_t (w_1, w_2), (w_1, w_2)⟩ = 1 6 ‖(w_1, w_2)‖^2_H , hence, we can define m(t) = inf

(w_1,w_2)∈M_t

J_t(w_1, w_2).

Definition 2.2. If (w_1, w_2) is a nontrivial solution of (2.100) with J_t(w_1, w_2) = m(t), then (w_1, w_2) is a ground state of (2.100).

On the other hand, consider the following system: −Δw_1 + t_N w_1 + V (x)w_1 = w_1w_2

−κΔw_2 + t_N w_2 + V (x)w_2 =^1_2 w^2_1.

(2.101)

The corresponding functional of (2.101) is given by I_t(w_1, w_2) = 1 2 ( ‖∇w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + t_N (‖w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_)) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|w_1|^2 + |w_2|^2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n w^2_1 w_2 dx ) . This functional is well defined and of class C^2 in the Hilbert space H. Similarly, as mentioned above, we define the usual Nehari manifold of I_t(w_1, w_2) by P_t = {(w_1, w_2) ∈ H\{(0, 0)} : ⟨I^′_t(w_1, w_2), (w_1, w_2)⟩ = 0} . Let M (t) = inf

(w_1 ,w_2)∈P_t

I_t(w_1, w_2).

Definition 2.3. If (w_1, w_2) is a nontrivial solution of (2.101) with I_t(w_1, w_2) = M (t), then (w_1, w_2) is a ground state of (2.101).

Next, we establish a standard result associated with our elliptic problem (2.100).

Proposition 2.30. Let n ≥ 4, then (2.100) has a positive ground state (w^t_1, w^t_2) for all t > 0 satisfying C_1t^{6−n2} ≤ ‖(w^t_1, w^t_2)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C_2t^{6−n2} as t → 0 and (w^t_1, w^t_2) → (w^1_∞, w^2_∞) strongly in H^1 (R^n ) × H^1 (R^n ) as t → +∞, where (w^1_∞, w^2_∞) is the unique (up to translations) positive solution of the following equation: { −Δw_1 + w_1 = w_1w_2 −κΔw_2 + w_2 =^1_2 w^2_1 . (2.102) Moreover, (w^t_1, w^t_2) is unique for t > 0 sufficiently large.

Proof. Initially, we will ensure the existence of a ground state for the system (2.100). Applying the strategy used before, we know for any t > 0 that there exists a minimizing sequence { (w^{n,t}_1 , w^{n,t}_2 ) } on the Nehari manifold M_t such that (w^{n,t}_1 , w^{n,t}_2 ) is real and positive. Since

J_t(w_1, w_2) = J_t(w_1, w_2) − 1 3 ⟨J^′_t (w_1, w_2), (w_1, w_2)⟩ = 1 6 ‖(w_1, w_2)‖^2_H ,

it follows that m(t) > 0. Moreover, we know that there exists {z_m} ∈ R such that (w^{n,t}_1 , w^{n,t}_2 ) (x^′, x_n − z_m) ⇀ (w^t_1, w^t_2) ≠ (0, 0) in H as m → ∞.

Following the strategy used in Theorem 2.24, we can demonstrate that indeed for any t > 0, we have that (w^t_1, w^t_2) is a ground state for the system (2.100).

We next prove (w^t_1, w^t_2) → (w^1_∞, w^2_∞) for t → +∞. Let (w^t_1, w^t_2) be a positive ground state of (2.100) for t > 0. Indeed, we know that Δw^t_1 − w^t_1 + w^t_1w^t_2 = t^{−2}V (x)w^t_1 ≥ 0 and Δw^t_2 − w^t_2 + 1 2 (w^t_1)^2 = t^{−2}V (x)w^t_1 ≥ 0,

then, for t ≥ 1 (using arguments in Lemma 2.1) we have that j = 1, 2, w^t_j ∈ C^2(R^n ), and 2∑ k=1 | |D^βw^t_k (x) | |^{|x|→∞} −→ 0, (2.103)

for all |β| ≤ 2. Now, since V (x) ⩾ 0, t > 0 and w^t_1, w^t_2 are positive, we know that Δw^t_1 − w^t_1 + w^t_1w^t_2 = t^{−2}V (x)w^t_1 ≥ 0 and Δw^t_2 − w^t_2 + 1 2 (w^t_1)^2 = t^{−2}V (x)w^t_1 ≥ 0, hence −Δw^t_1 + w^t_1 ⩽ w^t_1w^t_2 in R^n (2.104) and −Δw^t_2 + w^t_2 ⩽ 1 2 (w^t_1)^2 in R^n . (2.105) Moreover, since m(t) is decreasing w.r.t. t > 0 (see Lemma 3.2 in [38]). Thus, 1 6 ‖ ‖(w^t_1, w^t_2) ‖ ‖^2_H = J_t(w^t_1, w^t_2) − 1 3 ⟨J^′_t (w^t_1, w^t_2), (w_1, w_2)⟩ = J_t(w^t_1, w^t_2) = m(t) ≤ C,

so, {(w^t_1, w^t_2)} is bounded in H^1 (R^n ) × H^1 (R^n ). Let ε > 0 and θ_ε(x) = exp (_{|x|} 1+ε|x| ) . Then θ_ε is bounded, Lipschitz continuous and satisfies |∇θ_ε| ≤ θ_ε w.r.t in R^n . Multiplying the equation (2.104) by θ_εw̄^t_1 ∈ H^1(R^n ), it follows that ∫ R^n ℜ ( ∇w^t_1 dx · ∇ ( θ_εw̄^t_1 )) dx + ∫ R^n θ_ε|w^t_1|^2 dx ≤ ℜ ∫ R^n θ_ε|w^t_1|^2w^t_2 dx.

Since ℜ ( ∇w^t_1 · ∇ ( θ_εw̄^t_1 )) ≥ θ_ε|∇w^t_1|^2 − θ_ε|w^t_1||∇w^t_1|, we get ∫ R^n θ_ε|∇w^t_1|^2 dx − ∫ R^n θ_ε|w^t_1||∇w^t_1| dx + ∫ R^n θ_ε|w^t_1|^2 dx ≤ ∫ R^n θ_ε|w^t_1|^2|w^t_2| dx

Let 0 < δ < 1 4 , (2.106) then it follows from (2.103) that, for some R_1, |w^t_2(x)| < δ provided that |x| ≥ R_1. So, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get 1 2 ∫ R^n θ_ε|∇w^t_1|^2 dx+ 1 2 ∫ R^n θ_ε|w^t_1|^2 dx ≤ ∫ {|x|≤R_1} e^{|x|}|w^t_1|^2|w^t_2| dx + δ ∫ {|x|≥R_1} θ_ε|w^t_1|^2 dx. From (2.106), we obtain 1 2 ∫ R^n θ_ε|∇w^t_1|^2 dx + 1 4 ∫ R^n θ_ε|w^t_1|^2 dx ≤ C, where C is a positive constant independent of ε. Letting ε ↓ 0 we obtain 1 4 ∫ R^n e^{|x|} ( |∇w^t_1|^2 + |w^t_1|^2 ) ≤ C. There exists from (2.103) a positive constant R_2 such that |w^t_1(x)| + |∇w^t_1(x)| < 1 if |x| ≥ R_2 and for |x| ≤ R_2 we get

e^{2|x|n+2} {|∇w^t_1(x)| + |w^t_1(x)|} ≤ e^{2R2N +2} ‖w^t_1‖_W 1,∞_{(R}n_). (2.107) Let x ∈ R^n such that |x| ≥ R_2. Since w^t_1 and ∇w^t_1 are globally Lipschitz continuous, there exists L > 0 such that, for all y ∈ R^n , we have { |∇w^t_1(y)| ≥ |∇w^t_1(x)| −^{L√}_2 |x − y|, |w^t_1(y)| ≥ |w^t_1(x)| −^{L√}_2 |x − y|, from which we deduce that |w^t_1(x)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(x)|^2 ≤ 2 ( |w^t_1(y)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(y)|^2 + L^2|x − y|^2 ) Taking ρ = 1 2L ( |w^t_1(x)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(x)|^2 )_{1/2} , (2.108) we have |w^t_1(x)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(x)|^2 ≤ 4 ( |w^t_1(y)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(y)|^2 ) for any y ∈ B_ρ(x). (2.109) Integrating (2.109) on B_ρ(x) we obtain C_nρ^n ( |w^t_1(x)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(x)|^2 ) ≤ 4 ∫ B_ρ (x) ( |w^t_1(y)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(y)|^2 ) dy and from (2.108) we get C_n ( |w^t_1(x)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(x)|^2

)^{n+2}_2 ≤ 4 ∫ B_ρ (x) ( |w^t_1(y)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(y)|^2 ) dy. Since ρ ≤ 1/2L if |x| ≥ R_2, it follows that |y| − |x| + 1/2L ≥ 0 ∀y ∈ B_ρ(x) and so, we conclude that

C_n(1 + |x|)^{n+22} e^{|x|} ( |w^t_1(x)|^2 + |∇w^t_1(x)|^2

) n+2_2 ≤ C, (2.110) then, by (2.107) and (2.110) it follows that there exists a < 1 such that |w^t_1| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^{−1}e^{− 12 |x|} in R^n for t ⩾ 1. (2.111) Thus, ∫ R^n V (x)|w^t_1|^2 dx ≤ C for all t ⩾ 1, which implies that t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)|w^t_1|^2 dx = o_t(1) as t → +∞. (2.112) Similarly, we can also obtain t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)|w^t_2|^2 dx = o_t(1) as t → +∞. (2.113)

Now, since

J_t(w^t_1, w^t_2) = 1 2 ( ‖∇w^t_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇w^t_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w^t_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w^t_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_)

+ t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|w^t_1|^2 + |w^t_2|^2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx )

= 1 2 ( ‖∇w^t_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇w^t_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w^t_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w^t_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx ) + o_t(1)

≥ m + o_t(1), as t → +∞, where m = inf

(w_1,w_2)∈M

J (w_1, w_2)

with

J (w_1, w_2) = 1 2 ( ‖∇w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖w_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − ℜ ∫ R^n (w_1)^2w_2 dx )

and M = { (w_1, w_2) ∈ H^1 (R^n ) \{(0, 0)} : ⟨J^′(w_1, w_2), (w_1, w_2)⟩ = 0 } . Therefore, m(t) ≥ m + o_t(1). On the other hand, it is well known that ((2.102)) has a unique (up to translations) positive radial solution (w^1_∞, w^2_∞), which exponentially decays to zero at infinity. Moreover, since for any (w_1, w_2) ∈ M, J_t(w_1, w_2) = J (w_1, w_2) + o_t(1), then m(t) ⩽ m + o_t(1) as t → +∞. It follows that m(t) = m+ o_t(1) as t → +∞. Since {(w^t_1, w^t_2)} is bounded in H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ), we have (w^t_1, w^t_2) ⇀ (w_1, w_2) as t → +∞, then J_t(w^t_1, w^t_2) → J_t(w_1, w_2) as t → +∞.

Since m(t) → m as t → ∞, it follows by uniqueness of (w^1_∞, w^2_∞) that (w_1, w_2) = (w^1_∞, w^2_∞).

Now, once again, as m(t) = m + o_t(1), ⟨J^′_t (w^t_1, w^t_2), (w^t_1, w^t_2)⟩ = 0 and ⟨J^′(w^1_∞, w^2_∞), (w^1_∞, w^2_∞)⟩ = 0, we have ‖ ‖(w^t_1, w^t_2)‖^2_{H1 (Rn)×H1 (Rn)} = ‖(w^1_∞, w^2_∞)‖^2_{H1 (Rn)×H1 (Rn)} + o_t(1) (2.114) and ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx = ℜ ∫ R^n (w^1_∞)^2w^2_∞ dx + o_t(1), as t → +∞. (2.115)

Therefore, using the weak convergence, (w^t_1, w^t_2) ⇀ (w^1_∞, w^2_∞), it follows that (w^t_1, w^t_2) → w_∞ strongly in H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ) as t → +∞.

We now turn to the proof of the convergent conclusion for t → 0. For every t > 0, let (w^t_1, w^t_2) be a positive ground state of (2.100), then, (u^t_1, u^t_2) is a positive solution of (2.101). Moreover, by direct calculations,

J_t(w^t_1, w^t_2) = t^{6−n2} I_t(u^t_1, u^t_2) and ⟨J^′_t (w^t_1, w^t_2), (w^t_1, w^t_2)⟩ = t^{6−n2} ⟨I^′_t(u^t_1, u^t_2), (u^t_1, u^t_2)⟩ Thus, (u^t_1, u^t_2) is a positive ground state of (2.101) for all t > 0. Thus, using similar arguments as those applied previously, we have M (0) > 0 and M (t) = M (0) + o_t(1), (2.116) as t → 0. Since (u^t_1, u^t_2) is a positive ground state of (2.101) for all t > 0, then ‖(u^t_1, u^t_2)‖^2_H ≤ C and 1 6 ‖ ‖(u^t_1, u^t_2) ‖ ‖^2_H = I_t(u^t_1, u^t_2) − 1 3 ⟨I^′_t(u^t_1, u^t_2), (u^t_1, u^t_2)⟩ = I_t(u^t_1, u^t_2) = M(t) = M(0) + o_t(1).

Hence, C_1 ≤ ‖(u^t_1, u^t_2)‖^2_H ≤ C_2, as t → 0. (2.117) Now, it follows from ⟨I^′_t(u^t_1, u^t_2), (u^t_1, u^t_2)⟩ = 0, that C_2‖(u^t_1, u^t_2)‖^2_H ≤ ℜ ∫ R^n (u^t_1)^2u^t_2 dx ≤ C_3‖(u^t_1, u^t_2)‖^2_H ,

this is, C_4 ≤ ℜ ∫ R^n (u^t_1)^2u^t_2 dx ≤ C_5. (2.118)

Therefore, combining (2.116)-(2.118), we have C_6 ≤ ‖(u^t_1, u^t_2)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C_7.

Consequently, C_6t^{6−n2} ≤ ‖(w^t_1, w^t_2)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ≤ C_7t^{6−n2} .

We finish the proof by showing the uniqueness of (w^t_1, w^t_2) for t > 0 sufficiently large. Let (w^t_1, w^t_2) and (w̃^t_1, w̃^t_2) be two different positive ground states of (2.100) and we define for j = 1, 2, ϕ^t_j = w^t_j −w̃^t_j ‖w^t_j −w̃^t_j ‖_{L∞(Rn)} . Then,

−Δϕ^t_1 + ϕ^t_1 + t^{−2}V (x)ϕ^t_1 =

(w^t_1w^t_2 − w̃^t_1w̃^t_2) ‖w^t_1 − w̃^t_1‖_L∞_{(R}n_) = (w^t_1w^t_2 + w^t_1w̃^t_2 − w^t_1w̃^t_2 − w̃^t_1w̃^t_2)

‖w^t_1 − w̃^t_1‖_L∞_{(R}n_) = w^t_1ϕ^t_2 + w̃^t_2ϕ^t_1.

That is −Δϕ^t_1 + ϕ^t_1 + t^{−2}V (x)ϕ^t_1 = w^t_1ϕ^t_2 + w̃^t_2ϕ^t_1. (2.119) Similarly, −Δϕ^t_2 + ϕ^t_2 + t^{−2}V (x)ϕ^t_2 = 1 2 (w^t_1 + w̃^t_1)ϕ^t_1. (2.120) Since V (x) ⩾ 0, by (2.111), −Δ ( ϕ^t_1

)_2 + 3 2 ( ϕ^t_1

)_2 ⩽ 0, in R^3 .

Thus, by the maximum principle, |ϕ^t_1| ≤ Ce^{− 12 |x|} for |x| ⩾ 1. Now, taking the inner product in (2.119) and (2.120) with ϕ^t_1 and ϕ^t_2 respectively, we have that for j = 1, 2, ϕ^t_j → ϕ strongly in any compact sets as t → +∞ and −Δϕ_1 + ϕ_1 = w^1_∞ϕ_2 + w^2_∞ϕ_1,

−Δϕ_2 + ϕ_2 = w^1_∞ϕ_1.

Note that (w^t_1, w^t_2) and (w̃^t_1, w̃^t_2) are radial w.r.t. x^′ for all x_n and even w.r.t. x_n for all x^′. Thus, ϕ_t is also radial w.r.t. x^′ for all x_n and even w.r.t. x_n for all x^′. Now, by the well-known nondegeneracy of w^1_∞, we have ϕ_1 ≡ 0 and ϕ_2 ≡ 0 . It, together with |ϕ^t_1| ≤ Ce^{− 12 |x|} for |x| ⩾ 1 implies that ‖ϕ_1‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≠ 1 and ‖ϕ_2‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ≠ 1, which is a contradiction. Therefore, (w^t_1, w^t_2) is unique for t > 0 sufficiently large. □ In the following, we will proceed to demonstrate Theorem 2.29. Initially, let (w^t_1, w^t_2) be a positive ground state of (2.100) given by Proposition 2.30 and we define

f(N, t) := N^2 − t^{4−n2} ( n + 6 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx − 2t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|w^t_1|^2 + |w^t_2|^2) dx ) . For every t > 0 sufficiently large, by Proposition 2.30, there exists a unique

N_t := ( t^{4−n2} ( n + 6 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx − 2t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|w^t_1|^2 + |w^t_2|^2) dx

)) 1_2

> 0 (2.121)

such that f (r_t, t) = 0. Therefore, from (2.97) there exists (u^t_N , v^t_N ) a positive normalized solution of (2.99) with a positive Lagrange multiplier t > 0. Based on this, we proceed to the proof of Theorem 2.29.

Proof of Theorem 2.29. Let (w^t_1, w^t_2) be a positive ground state of (2.100) given by Proposition 2.30. Since (w^t_1, w^t_2) is unique for t > 0 sufficiently large, we consider t > T_⋆. It is standard to show that ∫ R^3 V (x)w 2 t is continuous for t > T_∗. Now from (2.115) in Proposition 2.30, we have n + 6 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx − 2t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|w^t_1 |^2 + |w^t_2|^2) dx = n + 6 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^1_∞)^2w^2_∞ dx + o_t(1).

That is, the term on the left-hand side in the above equality is bounded for sufficiently large t. Therefore, for every N < ( T^{4−n2}_⋆ ( n + 6 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^{T⋆}_1 )^2w^{T⋆}_2 dx − 2T_⋆^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|w^{T⋆}_1 |^2 + |w^{T⋆}_2 |^2) dx

)) 1_2 , we have f(N, T_⋆) < 0. Now, by n ≥ 4 and taking t sufficiently large, say t_1, we have f(N, t_1) > 0. Hence, from continuity of f for t > T_⋆, it follows that, there exists t_N > T_⋆ such that f(r, t_N ) = 0. This implies that (2.99) has a second positive normalized solution (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2}) with a positive Lagrange multiplier λ_{N,2}. On the other hand, from (2.97), (2.98) and (2.121),

λ_{N,2} = (1 + o_N (1)) [ n + 6 4N^2 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^1_∞)^2w^2_∞ dx ] 2_{n−4} → +∞ as N → 0. (2.122)

It remains to show that (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2}) is a mountain-pass solution of (2.99) for N > 0 sufficiently small. As that in [[3], remark 1.10], we introduce the mountain-pass level α(N) = inf

(g_1,g_2 )∈Γ_N max t∈[0,1] Y(g_1[t], g_2[t]),

where Y(u, v) = 1 2 ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx ) (2.123) and Γ_N = {(g_1[s], g_2[s]) ∈ C ([0, 1], S_N ) : g_1[0] = u_{N,1}, g_2[0] = v_{N,1}, Y(g_1[1], g_2[1]) < Y(g_1[0], g_2[0])} with (u_{N,1}, v_{N,1}) being a local minimizer of Y(u, v) in S_N given in the previous section and

S_N = { (u, v) ∈ H : ‖u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) = N^2 } .

Let B_{ρ,H,t} = { (u, v) ∈ H : ‖(u, v)‖^2_{X,t} ⩽ ρ^2 } , where ‖(u, v)‖_{H,t} is a norm in H given by ‖(u, v)‖_{H,t} = ( ‖∇u‖^2 + ‖∇v‖^2 + t^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx ) 1_2 . Let us consider that for all (u, v) ∈ B_{ρ,H,t} cumple ℜ ∫ R^n u 2v dx > 0, If not, we work with B_{ρ,H,t} ∩P, where P = { (u, v) ∈ H : ℜ ∫ R^n u 2v dx > 0 } . Then by [3, Lemma 2.1], and the Sobolev inequality, for a fixed ρ > 0 sufficiently small, it can be proved, see [28], by a standard way that m(t) = inf_{(h1 ,h2)∈Θ} max_{t∈[0,1]} J_t(h_1[t], h_2[t]),

where Θ = { (h_1[t], h_2[t]) ∈ C([0, 1], H) : h_1[0], h_2[0] ∈ B_{ρ,H,t} and J_t(h_[1], h_2[1]) < 1 4 ρ^2 } . Now, for every (g_1[s], g_2[s]) ∈ Γ_N , we define

g̃_1[s] = λ^{−1}_{N,2}g_1[s] ( λ^{− 12}_{N,2}x ) and g̃_2[s] = λ^{−1}_{N,2}g_2[s] ( λ^{− 12}_{N,2}x ) . Then, we have from (2.21) that

J_{λN,2} (g̃_1[s], g̃_2[s]) = λ^{n−62}_{N,2} ( Y(g_1[s], g_2[s]) + λ_{N,2}N^2 2 ) . (2.124)

Moreover, Theorem 2.23 and (2.122) reveal that

‖(g̃_1[0], g̃_2[0])‖^2_{H,λN,2} ≤ Cλ^{n−62}_{N,2} ‖(u_{N,1}, v_{N,1})‖^2_{H,λN,2} ≤ Cλ^{n−62}_{N,2} N^2 → 0, if N → 0.

Thus, (g̃_1[0], g̃_2[0]) ∈ B_{ρ,H,λN,2} and Similarly to (2.124) we have

J_t (g̃_1[0], g̃_2[0]) = t^{n−62} ( Y(g_1[0], g_2[0]) + λ_{N,2}N^2 2 )

≤ t^{n−62} ( C ‖(u_{N,1}, v_{N,1})‖^2_H + λ_{N,2}N^2 2 )

≤ Ct^{n−62} N^2 → 0,

for N > 0 sufficiently small. By the definition of (g_1[t], g_2[t]), we also have J_t ( g̃_[1], g̃_2[1] ) <^1_4 ρ^2.

It follows that (g̃_1[t], g̃_2[t]) ∈ Θ, which implies from (2.124)

m (λ_{N,2}) ⩽ λ^{n−62}_{N,2} ( α(N) + λ_{N,2}N^2 2 ) . (2.125)

We now show that the inequality above is indeed equality. In fact, we consider the fibering map of Y at (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2}) given by T_{uN,2} (τ) = τ^2 2 ( ‖∇u_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇v_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) + 1 2τ^2 ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_{N,2}|^2 + |v_{N,2}|^2) dx − τ^{n/2} 2 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_{N,2})^2v_{N,2} dx

By direct calculations, T^′_{uN,2} (τ) = τ ( ‖∇u_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇v_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) − 1 τ^3 ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_{N,2}|^2 + |v_{N,2}|^2) dx − nτ^{n−22} 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_{N,2})^2v_{N,2} dx and T^{′′}_{uN,2} (τ) = ‖∇u_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇v_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + 3 τ^4 ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_{N,2}|^2 + |v_{N,2}|^2) dx − n(n − 2)τ^{n−42} 8 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_{N,2})^2v_{N,2} dx. From (2.19), we have T^′_{uN,2} (1) = 0. Moreover, by (2.114), (2.112), (2.113) and the Pohozaev identity of (w^1_∞, w^2_∞), we have

T^{′′}_{uN,2} (1) = λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} (‖ ‖∇w^N_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖ ‖∇w^N_2 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} − n(n − 2) 8 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^N_1 )^2w^N_2 dx + o_N (1) )

= λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} ( n(4 − n) 8 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^1_∞)^2w^2_∞ dx + o_N (1) )

< 0 for r > 0 sufficiently small. Now, let

h(τ) = τ^4 ( ‖∇u_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇v_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) − nτ^{n+42} 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_{N,2})^2v_{N,2} dx, then,

h^′(τ) = 0 if and only if τ = 32 (‖ ‖∇wN_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖ ‖∇wN_2 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) n(n + 4)ℜ ∫ R^n(w N 1 )^2w^N_2 dx , hence

max_{τ ⩾0} h(τ)

= n − 4 n + 4 32 (‖ ‖∇wN_1 ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇wN_2 ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) n(n + 4)ℜ ∫ R^n(w N 1 )^2w^N_2 dx 2 n−4 (‖ ‖∇w^N_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖ ‖∇w^N_2 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} )

> 0. Since, T^′_{uN,2} (1) = 0, then h(1) = ∫ R^n V (x)(|uN,2| 2 + |v_{N,2}|^2) dx. So,

max_{τ ⩾0} h(τ) > ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_{N,2}|^2 + |v_{N,2}|^2) dx. Thereby it follows that, max_{τ ≥0} T^′_{uN,2} (τ) > 0.

Therefore, there exists τ_N < 1 such that T^′_{uN,2} (τ_N ) = 0 and T^{′′}_{uN,2} (τ_N ) > 0. We claim that τ_N → 0 as N → 0. If not, then, there exists N_m → 0 such that τ_{Nm} ≳ 1 as m → ∞. Without loss of generality, we may assume τ_N ≳ 1 for all N > 0 sufficiently small. We know that T^′_{uN,2} (τ_N ) = 0 then (2.114), (2.112), (2.113) and the Pohozaev identity of (w^1_∞, w^2_∞), we have

T^{′′}_{uN,2} (τ_N ) = λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} (‖ ‖∇w^t_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖ ‖∇w^t_2 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} − n(n − 2) 8 τ^{n−42}_N ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx + o_N (1) )

= λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} ( n 4 − n(n − 2) 8 τ^{n−42}_N + o_N (1) ) ℜ ∫ R^n (w^1_∞)^2w^2_∞ dx.

Since T^{′′}_{uN,2} (τ_N ) > 0, this implies τ_N <

(_2 n−2 ) 2_{n−4} ≤ 1. So, we can assume that τ_N → τ_0 as N → 0. Then by T^′_{uN,2} (τ_N ) = 0, (2.114), (2.112), (2.113) and the Pohozaev identity of (w^1_∞, w^2_∞) we must have τ_0 = 0. Which is a contradiction. Thus, we must have τ_N → 0 as N → 0. Now, since T^′_{uN,2} (τ_N ) = 0, then 1 τ^4_N ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_{N,2}|^2 + |v_{N,2}|^2) dx = ‖∇u_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇v_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)}

− nτ^{n−42}_N 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_{N,2})^2v_{N,2} dx

That is, 1 τ^4_N λ^2_{N,2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|w^t_1|^2 + |w^t_2|^2) dx = ‖ ‖∇w^t_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖ ‖∇w^t_2 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)}

− nτ^{n−42}_N 4 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 dx.

By (2.114) and (2.115) we have 1 τ^4_N λ^2_{N,2} (∫ R^n V (x)(|w^1_∞|^2 + |w^2_∞|^2) dx + o_N (1) )

= ‖ ‖∇w^1_∞ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖ ‖∇w^2_∞ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + o_N (1).

(2.126)

Applying again (2.114), (2.115) as N → ∞, ‖ ‖(u_{N,2}, v_{N,2}))_{τN} ‖ ‖^2 H = τ^2_N ( ‖∇u_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇v_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) + τ^{−2}_N ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u_{N,2}|^2 + |v_{N,2}|^2 ) dx = τ^2_N λ^{4−n2}_{N,2} ( λ_{N,2} ‖ ‖∇w^t_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κλ_{N,2} ‖ ‖∇w^t_2 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + τ^{−4}_N λ^{−1}_{N,2} ∫ R^n V (x) ( |w^t_1|^2 + |w^t_2|^2 ) dx )

= τ^2_N λ^{4−n2}_{N,2} ( λ_{N,2} (‖ ‖∇w^1_∞‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇w^2_∞‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + o_N (1) )

+τ^{−4}_N λ^{−1}_{N,2} (∫ R^n V (x) ( |w^1_∞|^2 + |w^2_∞|^2 ) dx + o_N (1) )) ,

where (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2})_{τN} = (τ^{n2}_N u_{N,2} (τ_rx) , τ^{n2}_N v_{N,2} (τ_N x)). Thus, from (2.126), we have (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2})_{τN} ∈ B_{Nχ,H,1} for a fixed and large χ > 0. Since B_{rχ,H,1} is connected, we can find a continuous path Υ with Υ(0) = (u_{N,1}, u_{N,1}) and Υ(1) = (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2})_{τN} . Now, we define

h^{⋆⋆}[s] = { Υ[(2s)], 0 ⩽ s ⩽^1_2 , (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2})_{2(1−s)τN +(2s−1)τN,⋆} ,^1_2 ⩽ s ⩽ 1, where we choose τ_{N,⋆} > 1 such that Y(h^{⋆⋆}[1]) = T_{uN,2} (τ_{N,⋆}) < Y (u_{N,1}, v_{N,1}) = Y(h^{⋆⋆}[0]). Note that for (u, v) ∈ B_{Nχ,H,1} Y(u, v) = 1 2 ( ‖∇u‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇v‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V (x)(|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx )

≤ CN^2 and again from (2.114) and (2.115), for N > 0 sufficiently small, we have Y (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2}) = 1 2 ( ‖∇u_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇v_{N,2}‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) + 1 2 ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_{N,2}|^2 + |v_{N,2}|^2) dx − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n (u_{N,2})^2v_{N,2} dx = λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} ( 1 2 (‖ ‖∇w^t_1 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖ ‖∇w^t_2 ‖ ‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^t_1)^2w^t_2 + o_N (1) dx )

= λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} ( 1 2 (‖ ‖∇w^1_∞‖^2_{L2(Rn)} + κ ‖∇w^2_∞‖^2_{L2(Rn)} ) − 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n (w^1_∞)^2w^2_∞ + o_N (1) dx )

≥ C. Thus, for N > 0 sufficiently small, h^{⋆⋆}[s] ∈ Γ_N and

α(N) ⩽ max_{0⩽s⩽1} Y(h^{⋆⋆}[s]) ≤ Y (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2}) = T_{uN,2} (1) = m (λ_{N,2}) λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} − λ_{N,2}N^2 2 . Hence, α(N) ⩽ λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} m (λ_{N,2}) − λ_{N,2}N^2 2 . Therefore, from (2.125)

α(N) = λ^{6−n2}_{N,2} m (λ_{N,2}) − λ_{N,2}N^2 2 . From which, we conclude that (u_{N,2}, v_{N,2}) is a mountain-pass solution of (2.95) for N > 0 sufficiently small. □

3. Local well-posednes As previously mentioned, local well-posedness results for (1.1) can be obtained similarly to those established for the scalar Schrödinger equation (see [5]). Additionally, see [34, 35] for further reference. We will focus on studying the existence of local solutions in the H^1(R^n ) subcritical and critical regimes, specifically for dimensions 1 ≤ n ≤ 6. It is important to note that local-in-time Strichartz estimates are sufficient to establish local well-posedness in the energy space.

We also present a preliminary result obtained by Fujiwara [11], which characterizes the kernels considering H = −Δ + V . For a more comprehensive study, one can refer to [1] and [4].

Proposition 3.1 ([11]). For sufficiently small δ > 0 and 0 < |t| ⩽ δ, (i) the classical action function S(t, x, y) is globally (uniquely) defined and smooth, (ii) the kernel k(t, x, y) has the form k(t, x, y) = ( −i 4πt )_{n/2} a(t, x, y)e^{iS(t,x,y)}, where a is a bounded continuous function of t, x and y.

Consider the Schrödinger operators R^n H_1 = −Δ + V, H_2 = −kΔ + V.

First, we recall preliminary results that serve as the foundation for obtaining Strichartz estimates. Assume that U_j is the propagator of H_j and k_j (j = 1, 2) its kernel. It is not difficult to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. For j = 1, 2. For any q ⩾ 2 and 0 < t ⩽ δ, U_j (t) is a bounded operator from L^{q′} to L^q, 1/q + 1/q^′ = 1 and the map t → U_j (t) s strongly continuous to B (L^q, L^q). Moreover, for all 0 < t ⩽ δ, we have ‖U_j (t)u‖_Lq ⩽ C (4π|t|)^{n/q−n/2} ‖u‖_Lq′ . Proof. See [26]. □

Remark 3.3. When V ≢ 0, one can use Mehler’s formula to derive the above results. See [20] and references therein.

Now, recalling the definition of an admissible pair, we say that a pair (q, r) is called admissible if 2 q = n ( 1 2 − 1 r )

and 2 ≤ r ≤ 2n n − 2 (2 ≤ r ≤ ∞ if n = 1 and 2 ≤ r < ∞ if n = 2).

Following the strategy used in [5], the main dispersive estimates are obtained.

Proposition 3.4. (Strichartz estimates) Let (q_1, r_1) and (q_2, r_2) be two admissible pairs and I = [−T, T ] for some T > 0. Then, for j = 1, 2, ‖U_j (t)u‖_Lq_{1 (R;L}r_{1)} ≤ C‖u‖_L2 , u ∈ L^2, and ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 U_j (t − s)u(·, s)ds ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lq1 (I;Lr1 )} ≤ C‖u‖L^{q′}2^(I;L^{r′}2^), u ∈ L^q ′ 2 ( I; L^{r′2} ) , where q^′_2 and r^′_2 are the Hölder conjugates of q_2 and r_2, respectively.

We intend to apply the Banach fixed-point theorem to an operator defined in a specific space. To do so, we define the following space on the time interval I = [−T, T ] with T > 0: (1.1). X(I) = { (C ∩ L^∞) ( I : H^1 ) ∩ L^{12/n} ( I : W^1_3 ) , 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, (C ∩ L^∞) ( I : H^1 ) ∩ L^2 ( I : W^1_{2n/(n−2)} ) , 4 ≤ n ≤ 6, by the norm

‖f‖_{X(I)} = ‖f‖_L∞_{(I:H}1_) + ‖f‖_{L12/n}(_{I:W} 1_3 ), 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, ‖f‖_L∞_{(I:H}1_) + ‖f‖_{L2}^(_{I:W 12n/(n−2)}^), n ≥ 4 To guarantee the existence of a unique solution in the energy space, we need the following technical lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Assume 1 ≤ n ≤ 6 and f, g ∈ X(I). Define θ(n) = { (4 − n)/4 if 1 ≤ n ≤ 3 (6 − n)/4 if 4 ≤ n ≤ 6.

Then, ‖fg‖_{L12/(12−n)}(_{I:L3/2}) ≤ CT^{θ(n)}‖f‖_{X(I)}‖g‖_{X(I)} if 1 ≤ n ≤ 3 and ‖fg‖_{L4/(8−n)}(_{I:Ln/(n−2)}) ≤ CT^{θ(n)}‖f‖_{X(I)}‖g‖_{X(I)} if 4 ≤ n ≤ 6. Proof. See [25]. □ We will consider the associated system of integral equations

u_j (t) = U_j (t)u^0_j + i ∫_t 0 U_j (t − t^′) f_j (u_1, u_2) dt^′

(u_1, u_2) (x, 0) = ( u^0_1, u^0_2 ) (x), where f_j (u_1, u_2) = { u_1u_2, j = 1, 1 2 u^2_1, j = 2. (3.1)

Lemma 3.6. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 6. Then, we have f_j ∈ C ( H^1 (R^n ) × H^1 (R^n ) , H^{−1} (R^n ) ) for all j = 1, 2.

Proof. See [25]. □

Next, we present a result that establishes the local existence of a solution for the system (1.1) in the subcritical case.

Theorem 3.7. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 5. For any (u^0_1, u^0_2), ∈ H^1 × H^1 the system (1.1) has a unique solution (u_1, u_2) ∈ X(I) × X(I) with I = [−T ( ||u^0_1||_H1 , ||u^0_2||_H1 ) , T ( ||u^0_1||_H1 , ||u^0_2||_H1 ) ]. It holds that T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} = ∞ (global existence), or else T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} < ∞ and lim t↑T^−_{max(u01 ,u02)}

‖(u_1, u_2)‖^2_H1_{(R}n_{)×H}1_{(R}n_) = ∞ (blow up) and lim t↓−T^+_{max(u01 ,u02 )}

‖(u_1, u_2)‖^2_H1_{(R}n_{)×H}1_{(R}n_) = ∞ (blow up).

Furthermore, for all t ∈ [0, T ), the solution satisfies the following two conservation laws of mass and energy:

Q(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = Q(u^0_1, u^0_2) and E(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = E(u^0_1, u^0_2).

Proof. Consider q such that (q, r) is an admissible pair, and define X = { u ∈ X(I) : ‖u‖_{X(I)} ≤ M } , where I = (−T, T ) and T and M are positive constants that will be chosen later. Without loss of generality, suppose that I = [0, T ) for the case (−T, 0) is treated similarly.

Define the map H : X × X → X × X as H(u_1, u_2) = (H_1(u_1, u_2), H_2(u_1, u_2)), where H_j (u_1, u_2)(t) := U_j (t)u^0_j + i ∫_t 0 U(t − t^′)f_j (u_1(s), u_2(s))ds (3.2)

for j = 1, 2. Here, our goal is to find T and M such that H is well-defined and is also a contraction. Initially, note that for (u_1, u_2), (v_1, v_2) ∈ X × X , |f_j (u_1, u_2) − f_j (v_1, v_2)| ≤ (|u_1| + |u_2| + |v_1| + |v_2|)(|u_1 − u_2| + |v_1 − v_2|) (3.3) and |∇f_j (u_1, u_2) − ∇f_j (v_1, v_2)| ≤ (|u_1| + |u_2| + |v_1| + |v_2|)(|∇u_1| + |∇u_2| + |∇v_1| + |∇v_2|). (3.4) Then, using Proposition 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we have for 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 U_j (t − t^′) [f_j (u_1, u_2) − f_j (v_1, v_2)] dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{X(I)} ≤ C‖f_j (u_1, u_2) − f_j (v_1, v_2)] ‖_{L12/(12−n)}(_{I:L3/2}) ≤ C 2∑ j=1 2∑ m=1 ‖(|u_j | + |v_j |) |u_m − v_m|‖_{L12/(12−n)} (_{I:L3/2})

≤ CT^{θ(n)} 2∑ j=1 2∑ m=1 ( ‖u_j ‖_{X(I)} + ‖v_j ‖_{X(I)} ) ‖u_m − v_m‖_{X(I)} .

(3.5)

Similarly, we can proceed in the case of 4 ≤ n ≤ 5. Therefore, it follows that, ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 U_j (t − t^′) [f_j (u_1, u_2) − f_j (v_1, v_2)] dt^′ ‖ ‖ ‖_{X(I)} ≤ CT^{θ(n)} 2∑ j=1 2∑ m=1 ( ‖u_j ‖_{X(I)} + ‖v_j ‖_{X(I)} ) ‖u_m − v_m‖_{X(I)} . Taking (v_1, v_2) = (0, 0), from the previous argument and Proposition 3.4, we have that ‖H_j (u_1, u_2)‖_{X(I)} ≤ C ‖ u^0_j ‖ H^1 + CT θ(n)‖u j ‖^2_{X(I)}, so that ‖H(u_1, u_2)‖_{X ×X} ≤ C ‖ ‖u^0_1 ‖ ‖_{H1} + C ‖ ‖u^0_2 ‖ ‖_{H1} + CT^{θ(n)}‖u_1‖^2_{X(I)} + CT^{θ(n)}‖u_2‖^2_{X(I)}

Choose M = 2C( ‖ ‖u^0_1 ‖ ‖_{H1} + ‖ ‖u^0_2 ‖ ‖_{H1} ). Thus, if (u_1, u_2) ∈ X × X , ‖H(u_1, u_2)‖_{X ×X} ≤ M 2 + 2CT^{θ(n)}M^2 = ( 1 2 + 2CT^{θ(n)}M ) M. By fixing T > 0 such that max CT^{1−n/4}M, CT^{3/2−n/4}M < 1/2, we ensure |H(u_1, u_2)|_{X ×X} ≤ M, rendering H : X × X → X × X well-defined.

Similarly, without considering (v_2, v_2) = (0, 0), it is straightforward to demonstrate that H is a contraction. Thus, by the contraction mapping principle, the result follows.

Now, consider (φ_1, φ_2) ∈ H^1(R^n ) × H^1(R^n ). Set T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )} = sup {T > 0 : there is a solution to (1.1) in [0, T ]} .

Since ‖(u_1(t), u_2(t))‖_H1_{(R}n_{)×H}1_{(R}n_) ≤ M for all t ∈ [−T, T ], then

(u_1, u_2) ∈ C((−T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )}, T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )}), H^1(R^n )) × C((−T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)}, T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)}), H^1(R^n )) with the initial data (u^0_1, u^0_2).

If T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )} < ∞. Take 0 < t < T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)}, and without loss of generality, assume that (u_1(t), u_2(t)) = (u^0_1, u^0_2).

Following the same procedure as described previously, by translating the initial data, we deduce that if M = 2C(|u^0_1|H^1(R^n ) + |u^0_2|H^1(R^n )) and C(|u^0_1|H^1(R^n ) + |u^0_2|H^1(R^n )) + C(T − t)^{θ(n)}M^3 ≤ M, then T < T_{max(φ1,φ2)}. Thus, we have C(‖u^0_1‖_H1_{(R}n_) + ‖u^0_2‖_H1_{(R}n_)) + C(T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} − t)^{θ(n)}M^3 > M.

Since M = 2C(‖u^0_1‖_H1_{(R}n_) + ‖u^0_2‖_H1_{(R}n_)), we have that (T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )} − t)^{θ(n)}M^3 > ‖u^0_1‖_H1_{(R}n_) + ‖u^0_2‖_H1_{(R}n_).

Therefore, M^2 > 1 2C(T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} − t)^{θ(n)} , resulting to 1 4C^3(T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} − t)^{θ(n)}

< (‖u^0_1‖_H1_{(R}n_) + ‖u^0_2‖_H1_{(R}n_))^2 = (‖u_1(t)‖_H1_{(R}n_) + ‖u_2(t)‖_H1_{(R}n_))^2,

so that 1 4C^3(T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} − t)^{θ(n)}

< (‖(u_1(t), u_2(t)‖_H1_{(R}n_{)×H}1_{(R}n_))^2.

Consequently, as t < T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} is taken arbitrarily, if we have T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )} < +∞, it follows that ‖(u_1(t), u_2(t))‖_H1_{(R}n_{)×H}1_{(R}n_) → +∞, where t ↑ T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )}.

The case where t ↓ −T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} is analogous.

Finally, employing classical arguments, we demonstrate the satisfaction of conservation laws by the solutions. Specifically, to establish the conservation of charge, we multiply (1.1) by (u_1, u_2), integrate over R^n , and take the imaginary part, yielding d dt Q(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = 0,

from which the desired result follows. Further detailed calculations can be found in [5]. Similarly, by multiplying system (1.1) by (∂_tu_1, ∂_tu_2) and integrating over R^n , we obtain d dt E(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = 0,

thus concluding the desired outcome. □ Now we proceed to study the critical case when n = 6.

Theorem 3.8. For any (u^0_1, u^0_2) ∈ H^1(R^6 ) × H^1(R^6 ), there exists T ( u^0_1, u^0_2 ) > 0 such that system 1.1 has a unique solution (u_1, u_2) ∈ X(I) × X(I) with I = [ −T ( u^0_1, u^0_2 ) , T ( u^0_1, u^0_2 )] . The maximum time existence is T_{max(u}0_{1,u}0_{2 )} = ∞ (global existence) or else T_{max(u}0_{1 ,u}0_{2)} < ∞ and lim t↑T^−_{max(u01 ,u02)}

‖(u_1, u_2)‖^2_H1_{(R}6_{)×H}1_{(R}6_) = ∞ (blow up) and lim t↓−T^+_{max(u01 ,u02 )}

‖(u_1, u_2)‖^2_H1_{(R}6_{)×H}1_{(R}6_) = ∞ (blow up).

Moreover, for all t ∈ [0, T ), the solution satisfies the following two conservation laws of mass and energy Q(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = Q(u^0_1, u^0_2) and E(u_1(t), u_2(t)) = E(u^0_1, u^0_2).

Proof. We apply the contraction mapping principle again. From Proposition 3.4, we have that u^0_j ∈ L^2 ( I : W^1_3 ) for j = 1, 2. Therefore, given any δ > 0, we can choose T = T ( u^0_1, u^0_2 ) > 0 such that ||U_j (t)u^0_j ||_{L2}(_{I:W} 1_3 ) ≤ δ, for any j = 1, 2,

where I = [−T, T ]. Let X and H be defined as in the proof of Theorem 3.7. If (u_1, u_2) ∈ X × X , we have from Lemma 3.5_2 ∑ j=1 ‖H_j (u_1, u_2)‖_{X(I)} ≤ Cδ + CM^2.

Taking M such that M = 2Cδ, we have ‖H(u_1, u_2)‖_{X ×X} ≤ M 2 + 2CM^2 = ( 1 2 + 2CM ) M. So, fixing δ such that 2CM < 1/2, we conclude that Γ : X × X → X × X is well defined. To conclude the proof, we proceed in a similar manner to Theorem 3.7. □ 4. Global/blow-up solutions criteria

In this section, our aim is to establish criteria regarding the dichotomy between the existence of blow-up and the global existence of solutions. Let us consider the following system of equations: −ΔQ_1 + Q_1 = Q_1Q_2,

−κΔQ_2 + 2Q_2 = 1 2 Q^2_1.

(4.1)

A study conducted in [24] allows us to establish the following result.

Proposition 4.1. The system (4.1) possesses a unique positive radially symmetric solution (Q_1, Q_2). Moreover, the functional

J(u_1, u_2) = (∫ R^n(|∇u1| 2 + κ|∇u_2|^2) dx

) 3_{2 −} n_4 (∫ R^n(|u1| 2 + 2|u_2|^2) dx ) n_4 ∫ R^n u 2 1u_2 dx

(4.2)

is minimized by^n n 4 (6−n)^{1− n}4

2 Q(Q_1, Q_2)^{1/2}.

In addition, from (4.1), we have

Lemma 4.2. Let (u_1, u_2) ∈ H^1 (R^n ) be a solution of system (4.1). Then one has ∫ R^n ( |∇u_1|^2 + κ|∇u_2|^2 ) dx = n 4 ∫ R^n u^2_1u_2 dx ∫ R^n ( |u_1|^2 + 2|u_2|^2 ) dx = 6 − n 4 ∫ R^n u^2_1u_2 dx.

Proof. Using the Pohozaev identity, we have 0 = n − 2 2 ∫ R^n |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2dx − n 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx + n 2 ∫ R^n |u|^2 dx + n 2 ∫ R^n 2|v|^2 dx. On the other hand, using (4.1) with (u_1, u_2), we find ∫ R^n |u_1|^2 dx = ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_1u_2 dx − ∫ R^n |∇u_1|^2dx, 2 ∫ R^n |u_2|^2 dx = 1 2 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_1u_2 dx − ∫ R^n κ|∇v|^2 dx. Then, we have ∫ R^n ( |∇u_1|^2 + κ|∇u_2|^2 ) dx = n 4 ∫ R^n u^2_1u_2 dx

and ∫ R^n ( |u_1|^2 + 2|u_2|^2 ) dx = 6 − n 4 ∫ R^n u^2_1u_2 dx. □ The following lemma is a corollary of Proposition 4.1.

Lemma 4.3. For any (u_1, u_2) ∈ H^1 (R^n ) × H^1 (R^n ), we have ∫ R^n u^2_1u_2 dx ≤ 2 n^n4 (6 − n)^{1− n}4 (∫ R^n ( |∇u_1|^2 + κ|∇u_2|^2 ) dx ) 3_{2 −} n_4

× (∫ R^n ( |u_1|^2 + 2|u_2|^2 ) dx ) n_4 Q(Q_1, Q_2)^{− 12} ,

where (Q_1, Q_2) is the ground state solution of (4.1).

Finally, we recall the following classical inequalities.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that ψ ∈ H^1 (R^n ). Then we have ∫ R^n |ψ|^2 dx ≤ 2 n (∫ R^n |∇ψ|^2 dx ) 1_2 (∫ R^n |x|^2|ψ|^2 dx ) 1_2 . Lemma 4.5 ([33]). Let n ≥ 3 and f ∈ Ḣ^1 (R^n ) be radially symmetric. Then, there exists a positive constant C = C(n) such that sup_{x∈Rn} |x|^{n−22} |f(x)| ≤ C‖∇f‖_L2_{(R}n_).

In the following theorem, we show a blow-up result for the Cauchy problem (1.1). Before establishing the result, we need to define the following functional: N(u, v) := ∫ R^n ( |∇u|^2 + κ|∇v|^2 ) dx − ∫ R^n V (x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − n 4 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2v dx. Theorem 4.6. Let 4 ≤ n and κ =^1_2 . Assume that (Q_1, Q_2) is the positive radially symmetric solution of the system (4.1). Then for arbitrarily ϵ > 0, there exists (u_1, u_2) ∈ H such that ∫ R^n (|u_1|^2 + 2|u_2|^2) dx = ∫ R^n (Q^2_1 + 2Q^2) dx + ϵ,

Assume that ( u^1_0, u^2_0 ) ∈ H^1 (R^n ) × H^1 (R^n ), then the solution (u, v) with the initial data ( u^1_0, u^2_0 ) blows up in both time directions.

Proof. For arbitrary λ > 0, μ > 0, we put Q^j_{λ,μ}(x) = μλ^{n/2}Q_j (λx) for j = 1, 2. By scaling argument, we have that ∫ [ Q^j_{λ,μ} ]_2 dx = μ^2 ∫ Q^2_j dx, ∫ [ Q^1_{λ,μ} ]_2 Q^2_{λ,μ} dx = μ^3λ^{n/2} ∫ Q^2_1Q_2 dx, ∫ [ ∇Q^j_{λ,μ} ]_2

dx = μ^2λ^2 ∫ |∇Q_j |^2 dx, ∫ V (x) [ Q^j_{λ,μ}(x) ]_2

dx = λ^{−2}μ^2 ∫ V (x)Q^2_j dx.

(4.3)

Now, we take μ = [(∫ R^n ( Q^2_1 + 2Q^2 ) dx + ϵ ) / ∫ R^n ( Q^2_1 + 2Q^2 ) dx ] 1_2 ,

λ < ∫ R^n V (x) ( Q^2_1 + Q^2 ) dx ( 1 −^n_4 μλ^{n−4}2 ) ∫ R^n(|∇Q1| 2 + κ|∇Q_2|^2) dx 1 4 , φ_j (x) = μλ^{n/2}Q_j (λx). (4.4)

It is obvious that (u_1, u_2) ∈ H. Moreover, from (4.3) and (4.4) it follows that ∫ R^n ( |u_1|^2 + 2 |u_2|^2 ) dx = ∫ R^n ( Q^2_1 + 2Q^2 ) dx + ϵ. From (4.3), (4.4) and (4.2), one has that

N (u_1, u_2) = ‖∇u_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇u_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_1|^2 + |u_1|^2) dx − n 4 ℜ ∫ R^n u^2_1u_1 dx

= μ^2λ^2 ( ‖∇Q_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇Q_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) ) − μ^2λ^{−2} ∫ R^n V (x)(|Q_1|^2 + |Q_2|^2) dx − nμ^3 4 λ^{n/2} ∫ Q^2_1Q_2 dx

= μ^2λ^2 ∫ R^n [ |∇Q_1|^2 + κ|∇Q_2|^2 − λ^{−4}V (x)(Q^2_1 + Q^2) − μλ^{n−42} (|∇Q_1|^2 + κ|∇Q_2|^2)) ] dx = μ^2λ^2 ∫ R^n [( 1 − μλ^{n−42} ) (|∇Q_1|^2 + κ|∇Q_2|^2) − λ^{−4}V (x)(Q^2_1 + Q^2) ] dx < 0. Indeed, following the same previous argument, it is not difficult to show that there exists μ and λ such that E(u_1, u_2) < 0.

Now, we consider V(t) = ∫ R^n |x|^2 ( |u_1|^2 + 1 κ |u_2|^2 ) dx.

Then,

d^2 dt^2 ∫ R^n |x|^2 ( |u_1|^2 + 1 κ |u_2|^2 ) dx = d dt ( 4ℑ ∫ R^n x · (ū_1∇u_1 + ū_2∇u_2) dx − (1 − 1 2κ )ℑ ∫ R^n |x|^2u_2u^2_1 dx )

= 8N(u_1, u_2) − (1 − 1 2κ ) d dt ℑ ∫ R^n |x|^2u_2u^2_1 dx

= 8E(u^1_0, u^2_0) + 2(4 − n)ℜ ∫ R^n u_2u^2_1 dx − 16 ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_1|^2 + |u_2|^2) dx − (1 − 1 2κ ) d dt ℑ ∫ R^n |x|^2u_2u^2_1 dx,

(4.5)

where

N(u_1, u_2) = ‖∇u_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∇u_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − n 4 ℜ ∫ R^n u_2u^2_1 dx − ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_1|^2 + |u_2|^2) dx.

If we assume that 4 < n ≤ 6 and κ =^1_2 , then we have V^{′′} (t) ≤ 8J(u_1, u_2) < 0 (4.6) Since V(0) > 0,

V(t) = V(0) + V^′(0)t + ∫_t 0 (t − s) · V^{′′}(s)ds, 0 ≤ t < ∞, V(t) ≤ V(0) + V^′(0)t + 4E (u_1, u_2) t^2, it follows from (4.6) that V(t) ≤ V(0) + V^′(0)t + 4E (u_1, u_2) t^2.

Thus there exists T > 0 such that lim t→T^− V(t) = 0. Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.1 imply that lim t→T^− ∫ R^n (|∇u_1|^2 + |∇u_2|^2) dx = ∞.

If n = 4, using (4.5), it suffices to carry out the same process, demonstrating that E(u^1_0, u^2_0) < 0. □ Remark 4.7. It is worth noting that the previous theorem was formulated for a general potential V (x) as long as κ =^1_2 . However, when the interaction potential is partial, that is, V_2(x), we can obtain a similar result. At the moment, it has not been possible to obtain a result in general when the potential is harmonic and κ ≠^1_2 .

Let us consider the following operator

N_1(t) := N_1(u(t), v(t)) = ‖∂_nu‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∂_nv‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) − 1 4 ℜ ∫ R^n v̄u^2 dx and for (φ_1, φ_2) ground states of (1.1) we define M = {(u, v) ∈ H : I(u, v) < I(φ_1, φ_2) and J_1(u, v) < 0} . Theorem 4.8. Let 4 ≤ n. If that (u_0, v_0) ∈ M, then the solution (u, v) of (1.1) with the initial data (u_0, v_0) blows up in both time directions.

Proof. Initially, let us assume that (u_0, v_0) ∈ M. Now, suppose there exists t_0 > 0 such that N_1(t_0) > 0. Then, since the mapping t → N_1(t) is continuous, it follows that there exists t_1 ∈ (0, t_0) such that N_1(t_1) = 0 and N_1(t) > 0 for all t ∈ (t_1, t_0).

Now, note that if (u(t_1), v(t_1)) ≠ (0, 0), then I(u(t_1), v(t_1)) ≤ I(φ_1, φ_2) (see Remark 4.9). But, from the energy and the mass are conserved we have I(u(t_1), v(t_1)) < I(φ_1, φ_2) which is a contradiction. Thus, N_1(t) < 0 for every t in the existence interval.

We take a smooth function χ_1 : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) such that

χ_1(r) := { r^2, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1, positive constant, if r ≥ 2, χ^′_1(r)

= 2r, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1, ≤ 2r, if 1 ≤ r ≤ 2, = 0, if r ≥ 2, and χ^{′′}_1 (r) ≤ 2. For R > 0, we take χ : R^n → [0, ∞) such that χ(x) = R^2χ_1 ( |x_n| R )

and consider V(t) = ∫ R^n χ(x) ( |u|^2 + 1 κ |v|^2 ) dx. Then, V^′(t) = 2 ∫ ∂_nχ(x) · ℑ [u∂_nu + v∂_nv] (x)dx. (4.7) Notice that, V^{′′}(t) = −4ℑ ∫ R^n ∂_nχ(x)∂_nu ∂_tu dx − 2ℑ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)u ∂_tu dx − 4ℑ ∫ R^n ∂_nχ(x)∂_nv ∂_tv dx − 2ℑ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)v ∂_tv dx = −4ℑ ∫ R^n ∂_nχ(x)∂_nu(iΔu − iV (x)u + iuv) dx − 2ℑ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)u(iΔu − iV (x)u + iuv) dx − 4ℑ ∫ R^n ∂_nχ(x)∂_nv(iΔv − iV (x)v + i 2 u^2) dx − 2ℑ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)v(iΔv − iV (x)v + i 2 u^2) dx = 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)(|∂_x′ u|^2 + κ|∂_x′ v|^2) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^4_nχ(x)(|u|^2 + κ|v|^2) dx + 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)(|∂_nu|^2 + κ|∂_nv|^2) dx + 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)V_2(x)(|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx − 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)u^2v dx − 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)(|∂_x′ u|^2 + κ|∂_x′ v|^2) dx + 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)(|∂_nu|^2 + κ|∂_nv|^2) dx − 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)V_2(x)(|u|^2 + |v|^2) dx + 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)u^2v dx + 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂_nχ(x)u^2∂_nv dx − 2ℜ ∫ R^n ∂_nχ(x)u^2∂_nv dx − ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)u^2v dx. Therefore, V^{′′}(t) =4ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)(|∂_nu|^2 + κ|∂_nv|^2)dx − ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^4_nχ(x) ( |u|^2 + |v|^2 ) dx − ℜ ∫ R^n ∂^2_nχ(x)vu^2 dx. (4.8)

From (4.8), we get V^{′′}(t) = 8N_1(t) + A_1 + A_2 + A_3, where A_1, A_2, A_3 is defined by

A_1 :=4 ∫ R^n ( χ^{′′}_1 ( |x_n| R ) − 2 ) ( |∂_nu|^2 + κ|∂_nv|^2 ) dx, A_2 := − ∫ R^n ∂^4_nχ(x) ( |u|^2 + κ|v|^2 ) dx, A_3 := − ℜ ∫ R^n { χ^{′′}_1 ( |x_n| R ) − 2 } vu^2dx. The fact χ^{′′}_1 (r) ≤ 2 gives

A_1 = 4 ∫ R^n ( χ^{′′}_1 ( |x| R ) − 2 ) ( |∂_nu|^2 + κ|∂_nv|^2 ) dx ≤ 0. On the other hand, χ^′_1(r) = 2r, χ^{′′}_1 (r) = 2, and χ^{(3)}_1 (r) = χ^{(4)}_1 (r) = 0 on r ≤ 1, reveal that ∂^4_nχ(x) =0 on |x_n| ≤ R and ∂^4_nχ(x) = R^{−2}χ^{(4)}_1 ( |x_n| R ) on |x_n| ≥ R. Therefore, A_2 is estimated as follows:

A_2 = ∫ |x|≥R ∂^4_nχ(x) ( |u|^2 + κ|v|^2 ) dx ≤ C ∫ |x|≥R R^{−2} ( |u|^2 + κ|v|^2 ) dx ≤ R^{−2}C_κM(u, v). On the other hand, notice that χ^{′′}_1 ( |x_n| R ) = 2 on |x_n| ≤ R, so it follows from Lemma 4.5, that

A_3 = −ℜ ∫ |x_n|≥R { χ^{′′}_1 ( |x_n| R ) − 2 } vu^2 dx ≤ C ∫ |x|≥R |v||u|^2dx ≤ CR^{− n−22} ∫ |x|≥R |x|^{n−22} |v‖u|^2dx. Hence, A_3 ≤ CR^{− n−22} ‖v‖_L2 ‖u‖_L2 ‖ ‖ ‖|x|^{n−22} u ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞} ≤ CR^{− n−22} ‖v‖_L2 ‖u‖_L2 ‖∇u‖_L2 ≤ R^{− n−22} CM(u, v)‖∇u‖_L2 . By combining these estimates, we get V^{′′}(t) ≤ 8N_1(t) + R^{−2}C_κM(u, v) + R^{− n−22} CM(u, v)‖∇u‖_L2 . Now, since N_1(t) < 0, then V^{′′}(t) ≤ −δ + R^{−2}C_κM(u, v) + R^{− n−22} CM(u, v)‖∇u‖_L2 . (4.9) By taking sufficiently large R > 0, we get V^{′′}(t) ≤ −2δ < 0. Therefore, by following a process similar to that used in Theorem 4.6, the desired result follows. □

Remark 4.9. Notice that if (u_1, u_2) ≠ (0, 0) and N_1(t) = 0, then I(u_1, u_2) ≤ I(φ_1, φ_2). In fact, consider (u^s_1, u^s_2) = (s^{1/2}u_1(x^′, sx_n), s^{1/2}u_2(x^′, sx_n)). Thus,

P (u^s_1, u^s_2) = s^2(‖∂_nu_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + κ‖∂_nu_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_)) − s^{1/2}ℜ ∫ R^n u_2u^2_1 dx + M_{u1,u2} ,

where P (u_1, u_2) = ⟨I^′(u_1, u_2), (u_1, u_2)⟩ and

M_{u1,u2} = ‖∂_x′ u_1‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ‖∂_x′ u_2‖^2_L2_{(R}n_) + ∫ R^n V_2(x)(|u_1|^2 + |u_1|^2) dx.

Then, since N_1(t) = 0, it follows that

P (u^s_1, u^s_2) = ( s^2 4 − s^{1/2} ) ℜ ∫ R^n u_2u^2_1 dx + M_{u1,u2} .

Therefore, there exists s_0 ∈ (0, ∞) such that P (u^{s0}_1 , u^{s0}_2 ) = 0. This implies that I(u^{s0}_1 , u^{s0}_2 ) ≥ I(φ_1, φ_2).

Moreover, since ∂_sI(u^s_1, u^s_2) | |_{s=1} = 2P (u_1, u_2) = 0 the desired result follows.

Now we give a threshold for the global existence of the Cauchy problem (1.1).

Theorem 4.10. Let 1 ≤ n ≤ 5. We consider (Q_1, Q_2) the positive radially symmetric solution of equation (4.1). If (u^1_0, u^2_0) satisfies (u^1_0, u^2_0) ∈ H and (∫ R^n ( |u_1|^2 + 2 |u_2|^2 ) dx )_{n/4} < ∫ R^n ( |Q_1|^2 + 2|Q_2|^2 ) dx, (4.10)

then the solution (u_1, u_2) of the Cauchy problem (1.1) with initial data (u^1_0, u^2_0) exists globally in time.

Proof. Let (φ(t, x), ϕ(t, x)) ∈ C((0, T ) : H) be a solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1). From (4.2) we get

E(u_1, u_2) ≥ 1 − (∫ R^n ( |u_1|^2 + 2 |u_2|^2 ) dx )_{n/4} ∫ R^n (|Q1| 2 + 2|Q_2|^2) dx [∫ R^n (|∇u_1|^2 + |∇u_2|^2) dx

] 3_{2 −} n_4

+ ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_1|^2 + |u_2|^2) dx.

Since ∫ R^n ( |u_1|^2 + 2 |u_2|^2 ) dx = ∫ R^n (| |u^1_0 | |^2 + 2 | |u^2_0 | |^2 ) dx and E(u_1, u_2) = E(u^1_0, u^2_0), then we obtain from (4.10) that ∫ R^n (|∇u_1|^2 + |∇u_2|^2) dx

and ∫ R^n V (x)(|u_1|^2 + |u_2|^2) dx

are bounded for t ∈ [0, T ) and any T < ∞. Hence, by Theorems 3.7 and 3.8, it yields that (φ(t, x), ϕ(t, x)) globally exists in t ∈ [0, ∞). □

Acknowledgment. The authors are supported by Nazarbayev University under the Faculty Development Competitive Research Grants Program for 2023-2025 (grant number 20122022FD4121).

Conflict of interest. The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References

[1] P. Antonelli, R. Carles, J.D. Silva, Scattering for nonlinear Schrödinger equation under partial harmonic confinement, Comm. Math. Phys. 334 (2015) 367–396.

[2] T. Bartsch, A. Pankov, Z.-Q. Wang, Nonlinear Schrödinger equations with steep potential well, Commun.

Contemp. Math. 3 (2001) 549–569.

[3] J. Bellazzini, N. Boussad, L. Jeanjean and N. Visciglia, Existence and stability of standing waves for supercritical NLS with a partial confinement, Commun. Math. Phys. 353 (2017) 229–251.

[4] R. Carles, Linear vs. nonlinear effects for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potential, arxiv.0405411v1 (2004).

[5] T. Cazenave, Semilinear Schrödinger equations, Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 10, New York University Courant Institute of Mathematical Sciences, New York, 2003.

[6] J. Chao, S. Neng, Existence and stability of standing waves for the mixed dispersion nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a partial confinement in R^n, J. Geom. Anal. 33 (2023) doi.org/10.1007/s12220-023-01207-y [7] G. Chen, Y. Wei, Energy criteria of global existence for the coupled nonlinear Schrödinger equations with harmonic potentials, Nonlinear Differ. Equations Appl. 15 (2008) 195–208.

[8] G. Chen, J. Zhang, Remarks on global existence for the supercritical nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a harmonic potential, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 320 (2006) 591–598.

[9] V.D. Dinh, Existence, stability of standing waves and the characterization of finite time blow-up solutions for a system NLS with quadratic interaction, Nonlinear Anal. 190 (2020) 111589.

[10] V.D. Dinh, A. Esfahani, On a system of inhomogeneous nonlinear Schrödinger equations arising in optical media with a χ^{(2)} nonlinearity, arXiv:2209.10947 [11] D. Fujiwara, A construction of the fundamental solution for the Schrödinger equation, J. Analyse Math. 35 (1979) 41–96.

[12] D. Fujiwara, Remarks on the convergence of the Feynman path integrals, Duke Math. J. 47 (1980) 559–600. [13] T. Gou, Existence and orbital stability of standing waves to nonlinear Schrödinger system with partial confinement, J. Math. Phys. 59 (2018) 071508, 12 pp.

[14] N. Hayashi, T. Ozawa, K. Tanaka, On a system of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with quadratic interaction, Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Anal. Non Linéaire 30 (2013) 661–690.

[15] C. Hang, V.K. Vladimir, B.A. Malomed, Gap vortex solitons in periodic media with quadratic nonlinearity, Physical Review A 80.2 (2009) 023824.

[16] M. Hamano, T. Inui, K. Nishimura, Scattering for the quadratic nonlinear Schrödinger system in R^5 without mass-resonance condition, Funkcial. Ekvac. 64 (2021) 261–291.

[17] Y. Hong, S. Jin, Uniqueness and orbital stability of standing waves for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a partial confinement, arXiv:2107.05185.

[18] T. Inui, N. Kishimoto, K. Nishimura, Blow-up of the radially symmetric solutions for the quadratic nonlinear Schrödinger system without mass-resonance, Nonlinear Analysis 198 (2020) 111895.

[19] N. Ikoma, Compactness of minimizing sequences in nonlinear Schrödinger systems under multiconstraint conditions, Adv Nonlinear Stud. 14 (2014) 115–136.

[20] R. Killip, M. Visan, X. Zhang, Energy-critical NLS with quadratic potentials, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 34:10-12 (2009) 1531–1565.

[21] Z. Liang, J. Liu, Existence of constrained minimizer for a quadratically coupled Schrödinger systems, Appl.

Anal. 99 (2020) 29–39.

[22] H. Lieb, M. Loss, Analysis. 2nd ed. Graduate Studies in Mathematics; vol. 14. Boca Raton: AMS 2001. [23] F. Meng, C. Xu, Scattering for mass-resonance nonlinear Schrödinger system in 5D, J. Differential Equations 275 (2021) 837–857.

[24] N. Noguera, A. Pastor, On the dynamics of a quadratic Schrödinger system in dimension n = 5, Dyn. Partial Differ. Equ. 17 (2020) 1–17.

[25] N. Noguera, A. Pastor, A system of Schrödinger equations with general quadratic-type nonlinearities, Commun.

Contemp. Math. 23 (2021) 2050023.

[26] Y. Oh, Cauchy problem and Ehrenfest’s law of nonlinear Schrödinger equations with potentials, J. Diff. Equations 81 (1989) 255–274.

[27] W. Omana, M. Willem, Homoclinic orbits for a class of Hamiltonian systems, Diff. Int. Equations 5 (1992) 1115–1120.

[28] P.H. Rabinowitz, On a class of nonlinear Schrödinger equations, Z. Angew. Math. Phys 43 (1992) 270–291. [29] H. Sakaguchi, B.A. Malomed, Stabilizing single-and two-color vortex beams in quadratic media by a trapping potential, JOSA B 29.10 (2012) 2741–2748.

[30] H. Sakaguchi, B.A. Malomed, Vortical light bullets in second-harmonic-generating media supported by a trapping potential, Optics Express 21.8 (2013) 9813–9823.

[31] G.I. Stegeman, D.J. Hagan, L. Torner, χ^{(2)}-cascading phenomena and their applications to all-optical signal processing, mode-locking, pulse compression and solitons, Opt. Quantum Electron. 28 (1996) 1691–1740.

[32] M. Shibata, A new rearrangement inequality and its application for L^2-constraint minimizing problems, Math.

Z. 287 (2017) 341–359.

[33] W.A. Strauss, Existence of solitary waves in higher dimensions, Comm. Math. Phys. 55 (1977) 149–162.

[34] T. Tao, Nonlinear dispersive equations, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics, vol. 106, Published for the Conference Board of the Mathematical Sciences, Washington, DC, 2006, Local and global analysis [35] Y. Tsutsumi, L^2–solutions for nonlinear Schrödinger equations and nonlinear groups, Funkcial. Ekvac. 30 (1987) 115–125.

[36] H. Wang, Q. Yang, Scattering for the 5D quadratic NLS system without mass-resonance, J. Math. Phys. 60 (2019) 121508.

[37] J. Wang, H. Zhou, Existence and multiplicity of normalized Solution for the coupled elliptic system with quadratic nonlinearity, J. Geom. Anal. 33 (2023) 244.

[38] J. Wei, Y. Wu, Normalized solutions for Schrödinger equations with critical Sobolev exponent and mixed nonlinearities, J. Funct. Anal. 283 (2022) 109574.

[39] K. Yajima, On fundamental solution of time dependent Schrödinger equations, Contemp. Math. 217 (1998) 49–68.

[40] J. Zhang, Stability of standing waves for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with unbounded potentials, Z. Angew.

Math. Phys 51 (2000) 498–503.

[41] J. Zhang, Sharp threshold for blowup and global existence in nonlinear Schrödinger equations under a harmonic potential, Comm. Partial Differential Equations 30 (2005) 1429–1443.

[42] M. Zhang, A. M.S. Ahmed, Sharp conditions of global existence for nonlinear Schrödinger equation with a harmonic potential, Adv. Nolin. Anal. 9.1 (2019) 882–894.

[43] L. Zhao, F. Zhao, J. Shi, Higher dimensional solitary waves generated by second-harmonic generation in quadratic media, Cal. Var. PDE 54 (2015) 2657–2691.