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ABSTRACT. We study the spectral structure of the complex linearized operator
for a class of nonlinear Schrodinger systems, obtaining as byproduct some
interesting properties of non-degenerate ground state of the associated elliptic
system, such as being isolated and orbitally stable.

1. Introduction and main results. In the last few years, the interest in the study
of Schrodinger systems has considerably increased, in particular, for the following
class of two weakly coupled nonlinear Schrodinger equations

1
101 + 5311% + (|¢1|2p + 5|¢’2|p+1|¢1|p_1)¢1 =0 inRxRTY

00y + %am@ (162 + Bl [P |dolP )2 =0 mRxRY  (L1)
¢1(07x) = (b?(x)a ¢2(05 I) = ng(x) in Ra

where ® = (¢1,¢2) and ¢; : [0,00) x R — C, ¢? : R — C, 0 < p < 2. Usually the
coupling constant 8 > 0 models the birefringence effects inside a given anisotropic
material (see e.g. [13], [14]). A soliton or standing wave solution is a solution of the
form ®(x,t) = (u1(w)e', ug(x)el) where U(z) = (ui(z),uz(w)) solves the elliptic
system

1
—§8Mr1 4+ r%pﬂ + ﬁrfrgﬂ in R,
1.2)
1 (
—50raT2 + 12 raP 4 BrBePtt i R,
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Among all the solutions of (1.2) there are the ground states, namely least energy
solutions. It is known (see e.g. [11], [19]) that for p > 1 there exists a ground state
R = (r1,m2) € C?*(R) N W2*(R) for any positive s; Moreover, R has nonnegative
components r; which are even, decreasing on RT and exponentially decaying. In [12]
it is shown that R can be characterized as a solutions of the following minimization
problem

E(R) = %fg(V) where M :={V € H'(R) x H'(R), |V|2 = [|R|l2}, (1.3)

and
1 1
EWV) =E(v,v2) = 5 0. V2 - o1 / (Jo1]?P2 + |v2 P72 + 2BJv1va [P, (1.4)
when the exponent p satisfies
1<p<2 (1.5)

The interest in finding ground states is also motivated by their properties with
respect of the analysis of the dynamical system (1.1), such as stability properties.
For the single Schrodinger equation many notions of stability have been introduced
and proved, among all, we recall [5] and [21, 22]; in the former it is proved that the
ground state, which is unique, of the equation

1
— 58112' +2=2" inR, (1.6)

is orbitally stable, that is, roughly speaking, if ¢" is a function close to z with
respect to the H' norm then the solution of the Cauchy problem

006+ 5000+ 676 =0 in RxRY
6(0,2) = 6°() n R,

where ¢ : [0,00) xR — C, ¢ : R — C and 1 < p < 2, remains close to z up to phase
rotations and translations. This kind of results has been extended to Schrédinger
systems in [17] and [16] in the one dimensionale case. In [21, 22] the stability analysis
for the single equation becomes deeper assuming that z is non-degenerate, that is
the linearized operator for (1.6) has a 1-dimensional kernel which is spanned by 0, z.
More precisely, it is proved that for every ¢ € H'(R) such that ||¢|/z2 = ||z||rz, the
following inequality holds

E(6)~£(2)2C inf |6 e?2(-— o), (1.8)

0€[0,27)

(1.7)

for some positive constant C, provided that the energy £(¢) is sufficiently close to
E(z). Here, £ is the energy defined in (1.4) once we consider V' = (z,0). Inequality
(1.8) allows to provide not only the same orbital stability result proved in [5], but it
also permits to derive explicit differential equation to which the phase and position
adjustment have to obey for the ground state to be linearly stable. Moreover, (1.8)
tells us that the energy functional can be seen as a Lyapunov functional, as it
measures the deviation of the solution of (1.1) from the ground state orbit.

The main goal of this paper is to extend inequality (1.8) to the more general
framework of 1D vector Schrédinger problems. In order to do this we are lead to
consider non-degenerate ground state for system (1.2). This notion is introduced in
the following definition.
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Definition 1.1. We will say that a ground state solution R = (r1,72) of sys-
tem (1.2) is non-degenerate if the set of solutions of the linearized system

—%amw¢ + ¢ = [(2]? + l)rfp + ﬁpr;f_lrg‘f‘l](b + ﬁ(p + 1)7‘11)7°§¢ in R, (1 9)
—30et 0 = [0+ D3P + Gy T+ B+ rfrge R,

is an 1-dimensional vector space and any solution (¢, ) of (1.9) is given by 00, R,
for some 0 € R.

The main result of the paper is stated in the following

Theorem 1.2. Let R be non-degenerate and assume (1.5). Then there exists a real
constant C' > 0 such that, for every ® € H' x H' with

[®llz2xrz = IRl L2x L2,
the following inequality holds
E(@) —E(R) 2C inf [|© — (' r1(- — ), ra(- — @) T
96[?),2”)2
to inf @ — (i = 2), %o (- = 2) 3 )

z€R
0c[0,27)2

where o(x) satisfies o(x)/x — 0 as x — 0.

As interesting consequences, we will obtain the property of being isolated, and of
being orbitally stable for a non-degenerate ground state. In [12] it has been recently
proved that the set of ground states of (1.2) enjoys the orbital stability property. To
this respect, we have to recall that up to now it is not yet been proved a uniqueness
result for ground state solutions of the system (1.2). Therefore, a solution of (1.1)
which starts near a ground state R, may leave the orbit around R and approach
the orbit generated by another ground state. But, this is not the case, once we
know that the ground states are isolated. This property is easily obtained as a
consequence of Theorem 1.2 as stated in the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3. Let R be non-degenerate and assume (1.5). Then R is isolated,
that is, if there exists a ground state of (1.2) S satisfying |R—S|lm < 6 for ad >0
sufficiently small, then S = R up to a translation and a phase change.

Then, we can also prove the following

Corollary 1.4. Let R be non-degenerate and assume (1.5). Then R is orbitally
stable.

We recall that a ground state R = (r1,72) is said to be orbitally stable if for any
given £ > 0, there exist () > 0 such that

sup inf [ B(t) — (@71 — ), ¢ ®ra( — 2) e <.
te[0,00) 0€[0,2m)2

provided that

inf 00— (e ry (- — 2), %y (- — )| g <6,
ee[f),ezn)?

where U is the solution of (1.1) with initial datum WO.

Theorem 1.2 plays a very important role also in the study of the so-called soli-
ton dynamics for Schrodinger. More precisely, when one considers (1.1) when the
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Plank’s constant & explicitly appears in the equations, and studies the evolution, in
the semi-classical limit (& — 0), of the solution of (1.1) starting from a h-scaling of
a soliton, once the action of external forces appears. We refer the reader to [3, 9, 10]
for the scalar case and to [15] for systems, where the authors have recently showed,
in semi-classical regime, how the soliton dynamics can be derived from Theorem
1.2.

Finally, we have to point out that some of our results can be proved in general
dimension n > 1 as well, with minor changes. Unfortunately, this is not the case
for our main Theorem, since, in order to work on the linearized equation, and to
perform Taylor expansion on the energy functional £, we need enough regularity
on the nonlinear term and this forces us to restrict the range of p because of the
presence of the coupling term. Of course, it is a really interesting open problem, to
prove the assertion of Theorem 1.2 for any n > 1 and any 0 < p < 2/n.

In Section 2, we will study some delicate spectral properties of the linearized sys-
tem introduced in Definition 1.1. The proofs of Theorem 1.2 and of Corollaries 1.3
and 1.4 will be carried out in Section 3. Finally, in Section 4, we shall prove that
there exists a non-degenerate ground state for system (1.2).

2. Spectral analysis of the linearized operators. In this section we will prove
some important properties concerning the linearized Schrodinger system associated
with (1.1). We will make use of the functional spaces L? = L?(R,C) x L?(R,C)
and H! = H(R,C) x H'(R,C). We recall that the inner product between u, v € C
is given by u - v = R(uv) = 1/2(u?d + va). It is known (see [4, 20]) that (1.1)
is well locally posed in time, for any p, in the space H' endowed with the norm
[®2: = [10.®/13 + ||®||3 for every ® = (¢1,p2) € H'. Moreover we set the L¢ norm
as || @[] = [[p1]|Z + |#2]|§ for any ¢ € [1,00), we denote by (U, V') the inner scalar
product in L2 and by (U, V) the inner scalar product in H!. In [7] it is proved
that, for p satisfying 0 < p < 2 the solution of the Cauchy problem (1.1) exists
globally in time and the mass of a solution and its total energy are preserved in
time, that is having defined the total energy of system (1.1) as

£ (@(0) = 5 l0.20)13 ~ [ F(2(0) (2.1)

where
1
F(U) = F(ui,u2) = o (|u1|2pJr2 + Jug[?PH? + 25|U1u2|p+1), (2.2)
p

the following conservation laws hold (see [7]):

leall3 = 168113, lle=l3 = 165113, & (2(t)

1 02 0
£ =5 0:0°; - [ F(2).
Setting ¢; = r; + cw;, i = 1,2, the linearized Schrodinger system at r; in w; is

1
10wy + 5(911’[1}1 —wy + Gy (wl,wg) =0 inRR,
2.3)
1 (
10wy + 5(911’[1}2 — wo + Gg(wl,’wg) =0 inRR,
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where we have set
G1(wy,wz) = [7“1 + 6! pH} wy
+ 29 4+ B = VT R(wn) + B0+ Ve R(wn),
Ga(w1,wz) = [7‘2 +BritiehT } wy
+ 203 4+ B~ g R(wa) + B+ i rER(wy).

System (2.3) can be written down as ;W = LW, where L : L? x L2 — L2 x L2 is
the operator defined by

_ 0 L 2
L_<—L+ 0 ), WE(C,W—(wl,wz)

and where the operators L_, L : L*(R,R)x L*(R,R) — L*(R,R)x L*(R, R) acting
respectively on the real and imaginary parts of w;. are the following

Lll L12> (Lll 0 )
Ly=( 75 7% L= "~ (2.4)
+ < L3 L% 0 L*
where L] _ : L2(R,R) — L(R,R) are defined by

1
LY = —50m + 1= HY"(R) L?=1%=-H"%R)

1
L? = —50m +1- H*(R)
LU= — 1 [ Py gt p+1}
- 57
1

L% = awm +1- { + ﬁr’f“rg_l}
and the Hessian matrix Hp(U) = (H7) : (RT)? — May2(R) is given by

HY =(2p+ 1)“1 +pBuy” ' p+1 H? = H* = (p + 1) Bubuf

H* = (2p+ l)u2 + pBub” ! p+1.
We will study L, on V, namely the closed subspace of H! defined as

V={UeH": (UR)=0}. (2.5)
The first important property of Ly on V is proved in the following proposition.
Proposition 2.1. Assume (1.5) and that R a ground state of (1.2). Then
ir&f (L+(U),U)=0.

Proof. First notice that U, = (11, 74) belongs to V and U, satisfies (L+(U.), U.) = 0,
showing that the infimum is less or equal than zero. On the other hand, since R
solves problem (1.3), of course R is also a minimum point of Z = £(®) + ||®[|3 on

M. Consequently, for any smooth curve ¢ : [—1,1] — M such that ¢(0) = R, it
follows

d*Z(p(s))
ds? -
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Therefore, taking into account that Z'(R) = 0, we get

0 < (Z"(p(s))¢ (), @' ()| _ +(T'(0(s)), " (s))] _
= (Z"(R)¢'(0),¢'(0)) + (T'(R), ¢"(0)) = (Z"(R)¥'(0), £'(0))-
Now, taking into account that the map s+ |¢(s)||2 is constant, it readily follows

that ’(0) belongs to V, which yields the assertion by the arbitrariness of ¢. O

The above result is the first step to show that L, is coercive once we restrict it
on a closed subspace of V, as shown in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. Assume (1.5) and that R is a ground state of (1.2) satisfying
Definition 1.1. Then

o L))

_ 1. _ _
A o7 >0, Vo={U€eH":(UR) = (U Hp(R)O,R)=0}. (2.6)

Proof. Denoting with « the infimum

o= inf L (V),V),
HVIILzzl,VGVo( +(V),V)

first notice that Proposition 2.1 implies that « is nonnegative, so that we only have
to show that « is not zero. Let us argue by contradiction and suppose that a = 0.
Taken U,, a minimizing sequence, from the regularity properties of R it follows that
U, is bounded in H'. These gives us a function U € H*, such that U,, — U weakly
(up to a subsequence) in H', implying that U € Vy. From Proposition 2.1 and (2.6),
we get

0 < (Lo (U).U) < imint{[Ual[Z: — (U, He(R)U)}
= nh_)n;o (L+(U,),U,) =0.
So that U solves (L (U),U) =0 and (Ly(U,),Uy) — (L+(U),U). Moreover,
1013 < timinf [0, < limsup [, %
= Tim {(L4(Un),Un) + (Un, Hr(R)Un) }
= (L+(U),U) + (U, Hr(R)U) = |U |31,

from which U,, — U strongly in H', so that |U|L> = 1 and U solves the constrained
minimization problem (2.6). When we derive the functional (L4(V),V)/||V||Z. and
use that (L (U),U) = 0 we obtain that there exists Lagrange multipliers p, v € R
such that

(Ly U V)= pu(R,V)+ (v-Hr(R)O.R, V), for every V € H*'. (2.7)
Choosing as test function V' = 9, R and taking into consideration that (R, 9;R) = 0,
gives

0=(L4+(U),0,R)=(y- Hr(R)O,R,0.R) = v(Hr(R)0. R, 0z R),

where we have taken into account that Ly is a self-adjoint operator and 0,R =
(071, 0xr2) is a solution of L1V = 0. Since R has even components the summands
on the right hand side are nonzero, so that v = 0. As a consequence, U solves
L, U = pR. Moreover, we consider the vector = - d, R, whose components are x -
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0 R = (20,11, 20,72) and we compute Ly (x-0,R). After some simple calculations,
one reaches

Li(x-0:R) = (—0pa1, —OaT2),
Li(R/p) = =2(r{"" 4 pri el pdP*t 4 gt D),
Then, in turn, we get L, (R/p+ 2 - 0,R) = —2R, and by linearity
Ly (—p/2(R/p+ - 0:R)) = pR.
Then, Definition 1.1 (nondegeneracy) immediately yields
U=—-u/2(R/p+x-0;R)+0-0,R (2.8)

for some constant § € R. Now we have to show that § = 0, by using the available
constraints. By applying to equation (2.8) the self-adjoint operator Hp = Hp(R),
we get

]ﬁU:-#Hﬂ%{?&m@R+HﬁwﬂR
p

As U € Vy, it results (HpU, 0, R) = (U, HrO,R) = 0. Furthermore, since R is a
radial solution of (1.2), we also have that (HrpR,0,R) = (Hpx -9, R, 0, R) = 0. On
the other hand

(Hpf - 9,R,0,R) = 0(Hrdy R, ,R) = cf
with ¢ # 0, so it has to be § = 0. Then (2.8) reduces to

o n
U=-Pr_tr 0.R
o 27

Computing the L?-scalar product with R and keeping in mind that U € Vy yields
1
0=(UR)=~5 | IRI3+ (0. R R)|

As far as concern the last term in the previous relation, we integrate by parts and
obtain

1
(- 9.R.B) = ~L | R}
The last two equations and (1.5) give the desired contradiction. O

Remark 2.3. The argument in the proof of the previous Proposition shows that
there exists a positive constant ag such that

(LyV,V) > ao||V]|3, for all V € V. (2.9)

Moreover, if we consider |||U]||| = v/(L+U,U) for every U € Vy, we obtain that |||-|||
satisfies all the required properties of a norm, by (2.9) and by the self-adjointness
property of L. In addition, every Cauchy sequence {U, } with respect to ||| - ||| has
a strong limit U belonging L?; moreover U satisfies all the orthogonality relations
required in Vy. Besides, computing (L4 (U, —U,,), U, — Uy,) gives that also {0,.U,, }
is a Cauchy sequence in L? then U is necessarily the strong limit of {U,,} in H*.
Finally, |||U,, — U||| — 0 by the definition of Ly. As a consequence, V), is a Banach
space with respect to this norm, and we get the equivalence with the standard H"
norm, namely there exists o > 0 such that

(LyV,V) > ||V ||, for all V € V.

Before stating our next result let us prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.4. Let us take ® € L? such that ||®||2 = || R||2 and consider the difference
W = ® — R. Denoting with U and V' the real and imaginary part of W, it results

1 1
(R,U) = =5 [IUl5+ IVIIz] = =5 W I3 (2.10)

Proof. The above identity immediately follows by imposing ||R+ W||3 = || R||2 and
by recalling that R is a real function. O

Proposition 2.5. Assume (1.5) and that R satisfies Definition 1.1. Moreover, let
us take W = U + iV satisfying (2.10) with U verifying

(U, Hr(R)O,R) = 0. (2.11)
Then, there exists positive constants D, D; such that
(L+U,U) 2 D|U|lfn — D1l|W |l — D[ Wl (2.12)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that ||R|2 = 1; moreover, we
decompose U as U = U) + UL where U)] = (U,R) R, while Uy = U — U is
orthogonal to R with respect to the L? scalar product. Since L, is self-adjoint it
results

(LyUU) = (LeUL U ) +2 (L UL, Up) + (LyUL, UL (2.13)
Next, we study separately the summands on the right hand side of this formula.
Observe that, taking into account identity (2.10), we have

10:U L5 = 10:U1I3 = CIW 3]0 W ]|z, (2.14)

for some positive constant C. Since (U, Hr(R)9,R) = 0, condition (2.11) im-
plies that also U, has to be orthogonal to Hp(R)0,R, hence U, is in Vy. Then
Remark 2.3, (2.14) and (2.10) give us

(L+UL,Ur) = DIUL|Es = DU — CDIW 310 W |2 — DIUyl3  (2.15)
= D|[U[Es = da[WII3 [IW1I3 + [10W1l2]
We also obtain from (2.10) that
1
(L4UL,U) = (R, U) (L4 U, R) = =5 [WI[3 (L4 UL, R) (2.16)
> —do|[WI5([10:W |2 + [W]|2)-

As far as concern the last term in (2.13), it results

1

This last equation, joint with (2.15) and (2.16) yields the conclusion. O
L_(V),V
Proposition 2.6. [t results inf ((7)2’) > 0.
VA0, wir) =0 V]2

Proof. Let us first prove that L_ is a positive operator. Denoting with o4(L_) the
discrete spectrum of the operator L_ it results

oa(L-) = aq(L™) U aq(L??). (2.17)
Indeed, if A € o4(L1) we get that L (u) = Au, then X € o4(L_) with eigenfunction
U = (u,0), analogous argument holds for A € o4(L??), proving that oq(L') U
0a(L*?) C oq(L-). On the other hand, if X\ € o4(L_) there exists U = (u1,u2) #
(0,0) such that

Ll_lul = )\’U,l, L2_2’U,2 = )\’U,Q
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so that, if us # 0 A € oq(L), otherwise ug # 0 and X\ € 04(L??), showing (2.17).
Moreover, since L_R = 0, with R = (r1,r2) # (0,0), r; > 0, we get that A = 0 is the
first eigenvalue of L' and L?? when both 71, 2 # 0. Besides, if for example 71 = 0,
A = 0 is the first eigenvalue of L?2, while L' = —9,, + 1 and its discrete spectrum
is empty (see e.g. Chapter 3 in [2]), yielding that A = 0 is the first eigenvalue
of L_. Then (L_(V),V) > 0 for every function V € H!, proving that L_ is a
positive operator. Arguing now as in the proof of Proposition 2.2, and considering
the (nonnegative) infimum
a= inf L_(V), V),
VIl 2=1, (Vi,rs) y1=0

assuming by contradiction that o = 0, we find that there exists a nonzero minimizer
U (satisfying the constraints) for the problem such that

(L_U,U)=0 (2.18)

Taking into account that the constraints (U, ;)1 = 0 can be written in the L2
form

(Q£1 (R)Rlv U) = 07 (q%Q(R)R% U) = Oa (219)
where we have set Ry = (r1,0), Ry = (0,72) and
¢ (R) ="+ By P (R) =y o

we have three lagrange parameters A, vy, 72 € R such that
(LU, V) =AU, V) +7(¢"" (R)R1, V) +72(¢**(R) Ry, V)

for all V € H!. Hence, by choosing V = U and taking into account (2.18) and
that U satisfies the constraints (2.19), we immediately get A = 0. Choosing now
V = Ry and V = Ry and taking into account L_ is self-adjoint and that L_R; =0
we obtain 73 = 72 = 0. Therefore, we conclude that

L_U=0,

namely L''u; = 0 and L??uy = 0 where we set U = (u1,uz2). In turn, u; is a first
eigenfunction of L, which yields u; € span(r;) since the first eigenvalue is simple
(see e.g. Theorem 3.4 in [2]). This is of course a contradiction with (2.19). Hence
« > 0 and the proof is complete. |

Remark 2.7. Arguing as in Remark 2.3, it is possible to find a positive constant
a > 0 such that
(L_V,V)>a||V|Z,  forall Ve H with (v;,r;)m =0,i=1,2.

3. Proofs of the main results. In order to prove Theorem 1.2, the following
characterization will be crucial.

Proposition 3.1. Let us consider yo € R and I' = (y1,v2) € R? be such that
min [[(¢1(-+wo)e™, da(-+z0)e' )= Rl[F = (61(-+vo, )™, da(-+yo)e™*) — Rl

©€eRr?
(3.1)
Then, writing
((bl( + Yo, t)ei’Yl, ¢2( + Yo, t)ei’m) =R+ W,
where W = U + 1V, the following orthogonalily condition are satisfied

(U, Hp(R)9,R) =0,  (v1,71) 1 = (v2,72)n = 0. (3.2)
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Proof. Let us introduce the functions P, Q : R x R? — R defined by

P(x9,0) = P(x0,61,02) = [[(61(- + 20)e!”, p2(- + w0)e™™) — R|3
Q('I()v @) - Q(IOa 917 92) = ||(82?¢1( + xo)ewlvam(bQ(' + I0)6i02) - 8IR||§
Writing down the partial derivatives of P and ) and integrating by parts, give us

P(x0,0 Z/ (;5] 05 _ Tj e 10 (910¢ + (¢ 0 —p, )ei‘)famoqu
= —QZ/T]‘% (6i0j8m0¢j) ]
02,Q(70,0 Z/a ¢J b — TJ) O amo¢ o105 4 Oy ((25 —i0; _ Tj) 8m8m0¢jei9f

= _2Z/amrja%(amamo¢jei"j);
j=1
55 @0:0) =1 [ [ (e =) 7%, + (@7 = 1) 0]
= 2/T‘j% (eiej(bj);
8_9j(x0’@) = / [=0u (05" —15) 0upje ™% + 0, (pj67% —1j) Dugpel®]
= 2/31733(6@]»6“’]‘).

If g = yo and T = (71, 7y2) realize the minimum in the minimization problem (3.1),
then the following equations are satisfied

WD (2, 0) = —2]2: [ [@m(en 52 @ - mw)
+ ur; (1) R (e 896%(17 ~w)]| =0,

6(27;@(%, ©) =2 / [r3(@)3 (€7 ¢ (x—1y0)) + 07 (2)S (€7 Dusj (@ — y0))] = 0.

Denoting with U and V' the real and imaginary (respectively) part of W = ®(x —
yo)ell — R(x) and taking into account that R is real and does not depend on o, it

follows
I(P+Q) < Oy Oy
Txo(,fo,@)—Z/ rja—%—i—amr]ama—%

5 2] o
I(P+Q)

7(170,@) = / [ijj + 8mrj8mvj] = O, ] = 1,2
90,
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The second line of the above equations can be read as the orthogonality conditions

on V in (3.2). As far as regards U, we only have to notice that 0, R satisfies the

linearized system of (1.2) so that all the conditions in (3.2) are proved. O
We are now ready to complete the proof of the main result, Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 concluded. Let us consider ® € H! with ||®||2 = ||R||2 and
W(z) = ®(z — yo)e'' — R(x), where yop € R and I' € R? satisfy the minimality
conditions (3.1). We want to control the H' norm of W in terms of the difference
Z(®) — Z(R), being 7 is the action functional associated to the system and defined
as
I(®) = £(2) + [|@[I3.
To this aim, we first compute the difference Z(®)—Z(R) and we use scale invariance,
obtaining Z(®) — Z(R) = Z(R+ W) — Z(R). Then, recalling that (Z'(R), W) = 0,
Taylor expansion gives
I(®) —Z(R) =Z(R+ W) —Z(R) = (ZT'(R), W) + (Z" (R + IW )W, W)
— (TR)W, W) + (T"(R + OW)W, W) — (T (R)W, W),

In order to evaluate the difference on the right hand side we will use the C? regularity

of Z, at this point it is crucial (1.5). For simplicity, let us consider separately the
nonlinear terms in Z. The term G : H! — R defined by

G(U) = Gu1, u) = w3255 + uzl 3513,
is of class C3, as p > 1, so that
(G"(R+IW)W, W) — (G"(R)W, W) > —c1[|[W [ (3.3)

As far as concern the coupling term Y : H' — R defined by Y(U) = T (uy,uz) =

urual[f1, it results

(XY"(U)YW, W) =(p* — 1) / g [P72 [ua P72 [Jug[*R2 (ur)Jw: [* + |ug|* R (ug) [wa]?]
+(p+1) / g |P~ ug|Pt [luz|2|wl|2 + |ull2|w2|2]

La(p 1) / s [P g [P~ R )R (12 R D).

When we write the difference (Y (R)W, W) — (Y"(R + dW )W, W) we use that R
is a real function and we control the first two terms with the real parts by the
modulus; finally we use the inequality

|rj + w; [P~ = P < Cluy [P,
to get
(Y (RYW, W) — (Y"(R+OW)W, W) > —c [W|Z*  for some > 0. (3.4)
This inequality joint with (3.3) implies that
(T (R+0W)W, W) — (" (R)W, W) > —C|W 2" (3.5)
Therefore,
Z(®) — Z(R) > (T"(R)W, W) — C||[W 21" = (L_V, V) + (L4 U, U) — C||W 24"

Taking into account the orthogonality conditions of Proposition 3.1, the assertion
now follows from Proposition 2.5 and Remark 2.7. O
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Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let § be a positive number to be chosen later. Moreover, let
R = (r1,ry) € H" and S = (s1,s1) € H! be two given non-degenerate ground state
solutions to system (1.2) such that

Hf%<—A9”ﬁ1 < 0.

Then, taking into account the variational characterization (1.3) for ground states,
we learn that

E(R) =&(5),  |RllL2 = [IS]l-
Notice also that

inf [|R — (e s1(- — 20), e s2(- — 20))|[fn < |R = Sl <.
o
6cR2

Therefore, by applying Theorem 1.2, if § > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, we get

inf [|R — (e s1(- = z0), € s2(- — w0))|[fn < 0.
9gm2
In turn we conclude that R = S, up to a suitable translation and phase change.
O

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let T > 0 and let us fix € > 0 sufficiently small. Consider
the solution W of system (1.1) with initial datum W°. By the conservation laws, we
have
(T2 = [P0z,  E(P(t) = E(P0), for all t € [0, 00).

By the continuity of the energy £, there exists § = d(¢) > 0 such that

E(U() —ER) =E(W°) —E(R) <&, foralltel0,00),
provided that

inf ||WO() — (€7 (- — x), €2y (- — 2))||2n < 0. (3.6)

0€R2
xER
Then, if we define for any ¢ > 0 the positive number
Py = inf, () = (e (- =), (- — 2))llf,
mEEIR
we learn from Theorem 1.2 that there exist two positive constants A and C' such
that
Ta < CEW(L) - E(R)). (3.7)
provided that I'y(;) < A. Let us define the value
To :=sup {t € [0,T]: Ty < Aforallsel0,t)}.
Of course, it holds T' > T, > 0 by means of (3.6) (up to reducing the size of J, if

necessary) and the continuity of ¥(¢). Hence, we deduce that

sup inf [[W(t,) — (€771 (- — 2), ey (- — 2)) % (3.8)
te€[0,Ty) 9561}

< CEW®) —E(R)) = C(E(T) - E(R)) < Ce.

On the other hand, it is readily seen that, from this inequality, one obtains 7o = T.
In fact, assume by contradiction that Ty < T'. Then, since by (3.8)

Py = inf [U(Th, ) = (€™ =), e ra(- = 2))[f < Ce,

z€R
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inequality 'y () < A holds true by continuity for any ¢ € [Ty, Tp + p), for some small
p > 0, which is a contradiction by the definition of Ty. Hence Ty = T' and, for any
T > 0, from (3.8) we get

sup inf || U(¢,-) — (ewlrl(- — :C),ew%“g(- - x))||]%11 < Ce,

2
te[0,T] effk

which is the desired property on [0,7]. By the arbitrariness of T the assertion
follows. To cover the general case of perturbations ¥° which do not preserve the
L2, namely ||Wql|l2 # ||R|L2, it is sufficient to follow the deformation argument
used in the scalar case, see [22, bottom of page 59]. In fact, if R is a non-degenerate
ground state solution to (1.2), then Ry(x) = (r1.x,72.2) = (AYPri(Az), A\V/Pro(A2))
is a non-degenerate ground state solution to the system

1
2 _ .2p+1 p .pt+1 :
—50zam1ix T AT =0+ By Ay inR
2 _ .2p+1 p .pt+1 :
— =02 + A1) = Toy Tt 57“27)\7“27)\ inR

2

for all A > 0, so that, thanks to assumption (1.5) we can choose A > 0 such that
[Ralle = [[@ollrz. O

4. Existence of a non-degenerate ground state. In the following section we
will show that there exists a non-degenerate ground state Z. More precisely, let us
consider z be the unique positive radial least energy solution of (1.6) and let a be
given by

a=(1+p)"Y%, (4.1)

We will prove the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let a be given in (4.1), then the vector Z = a(z,z) is a non-
degenerate ground state of system (1.2) for everyp >0, 6> 1 and p # (.

Remark 4.2. In [11] it is proved that for 8 < 1 every ground state of (1.2)
necessarily has one trivial component, that is the reason of the assumption 3 > 1.
Moreover, it can been easily seen that for p = [ the ground state Z is a degenerate
solution that is why we assume p # (.

This result will be a consequence of the two following results.

Theorem 4.3. Let a be given in (4.1), then the vector Z = a(z, z) is a ground state
of system (1.2) for every p >0, 3> 1.

Theorem 4.4. Let a be given in (4.1), then the vector Z = a(z,z) is a non-
degenerate ground state of system (1.2) for everyp >0, 5> 1 and p # (.

Remark 4.5. In [7] it is studied the global existence for the Cauchy problem (1.1)
and it is proved that the solution exists for any time if p < 2/n, while it can blow
up if p > 2/n. In the critical case p = 2/n it is given a bound on the L2-norm of the
initial data which guarantees the global existence of the solution (see Theorem 2).
Since Theorem 4.3 shows that the test functions used in [7] to estimate the blow-up
threshold belong to the set of ground state solutions, as a by product, we obtain

that the bound given in [7] is the exact threshold value.
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Remark 4.6. The above results have been proved for p = 1, respectively, in [19]
and [6] in any dimension. Actually, the same arguments work for any p > 0. In the
following we include the details for completeness. Let us notice that the same proof
of Theorem 4.3 holds in dimension greater than one; in addition, the arguments used
in [6] hold for p € (0,2/n) for every n > 1. Thus, the vector Z is a non-degenerate
ground state solution of (1.2) in any dimension n > 1, our conjecture is that it is
the only one if 3 > 1. Here our interest, is restricted to the one dimension setting
so that we will see the proof of Theorem 4.1 in this case.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 4.3. First, we recall this simple facts.
Proposition 4.7. Let us set
] ||U||§{1 . 1 2 2p+2
Si= inf T =1nf{— u Pt },
P @\ [ule r= el 4—2” lapi2
where
M ={ue H'R): u#0, Julf = llul5pi3}-
Then, the following equality holds

:l p (Sl)(p-i-l)/p'

T
T op+1

Proof. As z solves the minimization problems that defines S; and T3, using (1.6)
we get

oo W2l _ 2l oo
BN B P S
namely
+1 1/2
2l = SV and |l = 517 (1.2)
Using these equalities in the definition of 7T} permits to conclude the proof. |

Define now the sets
No={U eH :U £ (0,0), [UlE = U135 + 28l wrual251 }
N={UeH" :u; #0, |[uill3p = |uill5575 + Blluaua| 17, i = 1,2},

Moreover, if H! is the set of radial function of H!, we introduce the numbers

Ay = Ulen./{./OI(U)7 A= Ullelf Z(U), A, = Ueanrwaiz(U)’ (4.3)
where )
2p+2
I(0) = 51V - 5 U133 - Al

Let a be a positive number. Writing down the equatlons that define A/ and recalling
that z satisfies (1.6) it is easy to see that a(z, z) € N if a satisfies (4.1).

Concerning the infimum problems Ag, A, A,., in [19] the following result is proved
for p = 1; actually the same proof holds for any p satisfying (1.5), we include some
details.

Proposition 4.8. Let a satisfies (4.1). Then the following inequalities hold

0<Ag<A<A < +1%WMW (4.4)
P

where the values Ag and A, are defined in (4.3).
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Proof. First note that, taken any U = (uy,us) € Ny, the value Z(U) is equal to

1 2p+2 +1 L/ p 2
10) = 5 (7 ) IV + 280wallp ] = 5 (55 JI0IR (45)
Moreover, since a(z, z) € N and has radial components, recalling (4.2) we get
1
A, <I(az,az) = 5(}%)”(@2,@2)”%11 (4.6)
_(_P )2 2 :( p )2S(p+1)/p
()@l = (5 Jarsi .

which is the last inequality on the right-hand side in (4.4). Tt just remains to show
that Ag > 0. To this aim, take U € Ny and observe that Holder and Sobolev
inequalities imply that there exist positive constants Cy, C such that

2p+2 1 2p+2 2p+2
1U1IE: = 1Ull3p33 + 28lluruzllpiy < CollUl5p15 < CillUlg"

so that the norm [|U]|g: remains uniformly away from zero. Hence, recalling for-
mula (4.5), we conclude the proof. O

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Proof of Theorem 4.3 concluded. We will obtain Theorem 4.3 by showing that the
infimum A equals A, and it is achieved at the couple a(z, z), which is thus a ground
state solution of (1.2).

First, let (Uy) = (4m,1,Um2) C N be a minimizing sequence for A, namely
Z(Un) = A+ o(1) as m — oco. Let us set ypi = [[um,ill3,,o for any m € N and
i =1,2. Hence, by the definition of S; and Holder inequality, it follows that, for all
m e N,

2p42
S1ym,1 < Nl = lumalzprs + Blumaum 2l (4.7)

p+1 + ﬂy(p+1)/2y(p+1)/2

for all m € N. Of course, for all m € N, the analogous inequality holds

2p+2 1
= [|um, 2||2212 +6Hum,lum,2||zil (4.8)

p+1 + ﬁy(erl)/nysEl)ﬂ

Furthermore, taking into account formula (4.5), by addition of the first inequalities
n (4.7) and (4.8) one obtains

1
S1(Ym,1 + Ym,2) < 21%1(U ) = 2714—1- o(1), asm — oo. (4.9)

By combining this inequality with Proposition 4.8 gives
S1(Ym, + Ym,2) < 2a25§p+1)/p +o(1), asm — oc.

Hence, defining z,,; = ym,i/Sll/p, we derive 2,1 + Zm2 < 2a® + o(1), as m tends
to infinity. Also, by dividing (4.7) by S1Ym.1 and (4.8) by S1ym 2 and using S; =

S’§p71)/2p5’§p+1)/2p we obtain that, as m — 00, (2m, 1, 2m,2) satisfies the following

system of inequalities
Zma + 2m2 < 2a% + o(1),
—1)/2 1)/2
zﬁ%l —i—ﬁsz;l )/ szfg )/ >1,

2o+ Bz P 2 0,
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Taking into account (4.1) we are lead to the study of the associated algebraic system
of inequalities
T +y < 2a?,
xP + BxP=1/29P+1/2 > (1 4 B)a??, (4.10)
yP + BrPtD/2y=1/2 > (1 4 B)a?P,

for which we refer to Figure 1.

1 1
0.9 0.9
0.8 0.8
0.7 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
0.4 0.4
0.3 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1

02 04 06 08 1 02 04 06 08 1

FIGURE 1. Plot of the three curves involved in the algebraic system
of inequalities (4.10) in the case p = 0.7 (left) and p = 2.2 (right).
For p = 1 the system becomes linear. In all cases the curves inter-
sect to a unique point on the bisecting line. This is also the unique
solution to (4.10) (region above both red curves and below the blue
line). The value of w was set to 1.2.

Then, for § > 1 and any ¢ = 1,2, the sequence (z,;) remains bounded away
from zero and it has to be 2z, 1 — a? and Zm,2 — a? as m — o0, so that looking at
the first (in)equality of (4.10) with z = y (by figure 1) yields z = y = a?), so that
Yma — a251'P and gm0 — a25}'7, as m diverges. Whence, passing to the limit in
formula (4.9), in light of Proposition 4.8 we obtain

25 /rg2 < 9P T 4 52 grn/e
p

so that, (4.6), gives
p 2 (p+1)/p
< < < =
A< A, <T(az,az) < ( 1)(1 (S1) A,

which gives A = A, = Z(az, az), concluding the proof. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.4. According to Section 4.1, let us consider Z = a(z, z)
the particular ground state solution of (1.2), with a given in (4.1); we will now show
the non-degeneracy property of Z. First, notice that the linearized system (1.9) can
be obtained using the operator L acting on Z, and by the explicit expression of Z
we get

L. = 2 1 _ + 5 + 0
0 P Bo+1) o,  P2HH)F1,,
2 1405 1+
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In accordance with Section 2, we denote with Hp(Z) the second matrix on the
right hand side. The quadratic form related to Hp(Z) can be diagonalized by an
orthonormal change of coordinates, introducing

wy = g(% +¢2), wr= g(ﬂﬁ — $2). (4.11)

Since we have

2+8)p+1 2p+1-0
Tr(Hp(Z2)) =2—1—"— = (2p+ 1)+ —
*(Hp(2)) = 2502 = 4 1) +
2p+1)(2p+1-p)
Det(Hp(Z)) =
et(H(2)) .
it follows that its eigenvalues are
2p+1-p0
A =2p+1 A=————¢€(-1,2p+1 4.12
1=2p+1, 2 115 €L+l (4.12)
so the linear elliptic system L;® = 0 decouples and reduces to
1
——Oppwy + w1 = (2p + 1)2%P(2)wy, in R
1 2p+1-4 (4.13)
—531111)2 + wo = WZQP(I)’LUQ, in R.

Taking into account that the weight z is exponentially decaying, the spectrum of
the linear self-adjoint operator —%811 +1Id — pz? is discrete. Furthermore, from
[21, (a) and (b) of Proposition 2.8] with proofs for n = 1 in [21, Appendix A], we
learn that the eigenvalues of

- %&mw +w — p2?P(x)w =0 in R, (4.14)
are given by pq =1, pig = 2p+1, u3 > 2p+1, and, denoting by V,,, the eigenspace
corresponding to the eigenvalue p;, we have V,, = span{z}, Vi, = span{amz}.
Therefore, from the first equation of (4.13) we deduce w; € span{@zz}. From
(4.12) we also deduce, from the second equation of (4.13), that wy = 0. In turn, by
the orthonormal change of coordinates (4.11) we obtain ¢ = ¢ = ¢0, 2z, for some
coefficient ¢ € R. Whence Ker(L4) = (9;Z3), which concludes the proof. O
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