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BUBBLE CONCENTRATION ON SPHERES FOR SUPERCRITICAL ELLIPTIC
PROBLEMS

FILOMENA PACELLA AND ANGELA PISTOIA

ABSTRACT. We consider the supercritical Lane-Emden problem

(P:) —Av=|v”* 'win A, u=0o0n0dA

_ (m+1)42
=i & €&> 0.

We prove the existence of positive and sign changing solutions of (P-) concentrating and blowing-up, as
e — 0, on (m — 1)—dimensional spheres. Using a reduction method ([18, 14]) we transform problem (P:)
into a nonhomogeneous problem in an annulus D C R™"! which can be solved by a Ljapunov-Schmidt
finite dimensional reduction.

where A is an annulus in R*™, m > 2 and p.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we address the question of finding solutions concentrated on manifolds of positive dimen-
sion of supercritical elliptic problems of the type

—Av=|vPlvin A, u=0ondA, (1)
where A := {y € R? : a < |y| < b}, a > 0, is an annulus in R?, d > 2 and p > % is a supercritical
exponent.

We remark that the critical and supercritical Lane-Emden problems are very delicate due to topological
and geometrical obstruction enlightened by the Pohozaev’s identity ([16]). We also point out that in
the supercritical case a result of Bahri-Coron type ([2]) cannot hold in general nontrivially topological
domains as shown by a nonexistence result of Passaseo ([15]), obtained exploiting critical exponents in
lower dimensions. Using similar ideas, some results for exponents p which are subcritical in dimension
n < d and instead supercritical in dimension d have been obtained in different kind of domains in
[1, 4, 6, 8,9, 10, 11, 13].

Here we consider annuli in even dimension d = 2m, m > 2 and obtain results about the existence
of solutions, both positive and sign changing, of different type, concentrated on (m — 1)—dimensional
spheres. More precisely, we have

Theorem 1.1. [Case of positive solutions] Let A C R*™, m > 2 and define (0A), :== {y € 0A : |y| =a}.
There exists €9 > 0 such that for any € € (0,¢€), the following supercritical problem

—Av= P lvin A, u=0 on dA, (2)

_ (m41)42

= m — ¢ has:

with pe
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i) a positive solution v. which concentrates and blows-up on a (m—1)—dimensional sphere T' C (0.A),
as e — 0,
i) a positive solution v. which concentrates and blows-up on two (m — 1)—dimensional orthogonal
spheres T'y C (0A), and Ty C (0A), as e — 0,
Theorem 1.2. [Case of sign changing solutions] Let A C R*™ m > 2 and define (0A), :== {y € 0A : |y| =a}.

_ (m+1)42
T (m+1)-2

1) a sign changing solution ve such that v} and vZ concentrate and blow-up on two (m—1)—dimensional
orthogonal spheres 'y C (0A), and I'— C (0A)q4, respectively, as e — 0,
ii) a sign changing solution v. such that v and vZ concentrate and blow-up on the same (m —
1)—dimensional sphere I' C (0A)q, as e — 0,
iii) two sign changing solutions vl and v? each one is such that (vi)* and (vi)~ concentrate and
blow-up on two (m — 1)—dimensional orthogonal spheres (I';)1 C (0A), and (T';)— C (0A)q,
respectively, as € — 0,1 =1,2.

(m+1)+2
(m+1)—2

— ¢ has:

There exists €y > 0 such that for any € € (0,€q), the supercritical problem (2) with pe

We remark that the exponent

— & which is almost critical in dimension (m + 1) is obviously
supercritical for problem (2).

To prove our results we use the reduction method introduced in [14] which allows to transform sym-
metric solutions to (2) into symmetric solutions of a similar nonhomogeneous problem in an annulus
D c R™H!. This method was inspired by the paper [18] where a reduction approach was used to pass
from a singularly perturbed problem in an annulus in R? to a singularly perturbed problem in an annulus
in R3.

More precisely let us consider the annulus D € R™*! D := {x € R™*! : 42/2 < |y| < b?/2}, and,
write a point y € R?™ as y = (y1,42), ¥; € R™, i = 1,2. Then we consider functions v in A C R?™
which are radially symmetric in y; and ys, i.e. v(y) = w(|y1, |y2|) and functions u in D € R™*! which

are radially symmetric about the x,,,1—axis, i.e. wu(z) = h(|z|,¢) with ¢ = arccos (ﬁ) where
ems1 = (0,...,0,1). We also set

X={ve C%(A) : v is radially symmetric }

YV ={ue C*(D) : uis axially symmetric} .
Then, as corollary of Theorem 1.1 of [14] we have

Proposition 1.3. There is a bijective correspondence h between solutions v of (2) in X and solutions
u="h(v) inY of the following reduced problem

1
—Au=—lu
2]
As a consequence of this result we can obtain solutions of problem (2) by constructing axially symmetric
solutions of the lower-dimensional problem (3). This has the immediate advantage of transforming the

==ty in D C R™M, u=0 onJD. (3)

supercritical problem (2) into the subcritical problem (3) if the exponent p; is taken as EZIBJ_FS —e. Indeed
we will prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 by constructing axially symmetric solutions of (2.3), positive
or sign changing, which blow-up and concentrate in points of the annulus D € R™*!. These solutions will
give rise to solutions of (2) concentrating on (m — 1)—dimensional spheres, because, as a consequence of

the proof of Theorem 1.1 of [14] and of Remark 3.1 of [14] it holds
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Proposition 1.4. If u. is an azially symmetric solution of (2) concentrating, as € — 0, on a point &
which belongs to the x(py1)—awis, i.e. £ = (0,...,0,t) for t € R\ {0}, then the corresponding solution
ve = h™Y(u.) concentrates on a (m — 1)—dimensional sphere in R*™.

This is because, by symmetry considerations and by the change of variable performed in [14] to prove
Theorem 1.1 any point £ on the x(;,4.1)—axis in D C R™*! is mapped into a (m — 1)—dimensional sphere
in A C R?™. We refer to [14] for all details.

Thus let Q :={x € R" : 1 < |z| <r} be an annulus in R™, n > 3, and consider the problem

1
—Au=—uff""u in Q, u=0 on 09, (4)
2||
n—2
where p = Z—J_rg and € is a small positive parameter. Let Us¢(z) := a"(é%é—% with > 0 and
2
x,& € R™, be the solutions to the critical problem —Awu = u” in R™. Here «,, := [n(n — 2)]%2. We have

Theorem 1.5. There exists €9 > 0 such that, for each € € (0,¢€y), problem (4) has

(i) an azially symmetric positive solution u. with one simple positive blow-up point which converge to
&o as € goes to zero, i.e.

ue(z) = Us, e (x) +0(1) in H&(Q),
with
n—1
€ 28, = d>0, & — &y

(ii) an azially symmetric positive solution u. with two simple positive blow-up points which converge
to & and —&y as € goes to zero, i.e.

ue(x) = U6€7£5 (IE) + U6€7_£5 (IE) + 0(1)7
with
n—1
€ n 28 —=d>0, & — &

(iii) an azxially symmetric sign-changing solutions solution u. with one simple positive and one simple
negative blow-up points which converge to & and —&y as € goes to zero, i.e.

ue(x) = Uée,é‘s (x) - U6€7_£5 (x) + 0(1)7
with
n—1
€ 20 > d>0, & — &

(iv) an azially symmetric sign-changing solutions solution ue with one double nodal blow-up point which
converge to & as € goes to zero, i.e.

ue(x) = Us, & (x) = Us,_ e, () + 0(1),
with
e_%éie —d;i >0, & —&
fori=1,2.
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(v) two azially symmetric sign-changing solutions solution u. with two double nodal blow-up points
which converge to & and —&y as € goes to zero, i.e.

uc(z) = [U5157§1€($) - U62€7£25($)] + [U—5157—§1€(33) - U—5267—§25($)] +o(1)

and
ue(x) = [U5157§1€(‘T) - U52€,525(‘T)] - [U—51€,—§1€(x) - U—52€,—§2€(‘T)] + 0(1)
with »
e_m(sie — dl > 07 gie — 60
fori=1,2.

Obviously Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 derive from Theorem 1.5 for n = m + 1 using Proposition 1.3
and Proposition 1.4.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 relies on a very well known Ljapunov-Schmidt finite dimensional reduction.
We omit many details on the finite dimensional reduction because they can be found, up to some minor
modifications, in the literature. In Section 2 we write the approximate solution, we sketch the proof of
the Ljapunov-Schmidt procedure and we prove Theorem 1.5. In Section 3 we only compute the expansion
of the reduced energy, which is crucial in this framework. In the Appendix we recall some well known
facts.

2. THE LJAPUNOV-SCHMIDT PROCEDURE

We equip H}(2) with the inner product (u,v) = [VuVwvdz and the corresponding norm ||ul|? =
Q

[1Vu|?dz. For r € [1,00) and u € L7(Q) we set ||u||7 = [ |u|"dz.
Q Q

Let us rewrite problem (4) in a different way. Let i* : Lz () — H§(Q) be the adjoint operator of the
2n
embedding i : H}(Q) < L»-2(Q), i.e.

i*(u)=v < (v,0)= /u(x)cp(a:)da: Y o € H (D).
Q
It is clear that there exists a positive constant ¢ such that

li* (W) < clul##2 ¥ ueLniz(Q).

Setting f.(s) := |s[P~!7¢s and using the operator i*, problem (4) turns out to be equivalent to
w1 1
u=1 [mfa(u)} ,u € Hp(). (5)
n—=2 n—
Let Us¢ := o 02 o with oy, := [n(n — 2)]Tz be the positive solutions to the limit problem

" (Bt e—e?) T
—Au =P in R".
Set ) )
oUs n—2 na |z—¢&F°—0
0 ._ £ _
1/16,5(33) o5 Qn 2 072 (52 + |l‘ _£|2)n/2
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and for any j=1,...,n

;  OUsg¢ n—z zj— &
¢§,€($) = = an(n —2)0 2 (52 + |z — £|2)n/2

It is well known that the space spanned by the (n + 1) functions ¢§ ¢ s the set of the solution to the
linearized problem

—Ay = pULc ' in R™.
We also denote by PW the projection onto H}(Q) of a function W € DY2(R™), i.e.
APW =AW in Q, PW =0 on 0f).

Set & :=(0,...,0,1). We look for two different types of solutions to problem (5). The solutions of the
type (i), (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 1.5 will be of the form

us = PUs¢ + APU,; + ¢ (6)

where A € {—1,0,+1} (A = 0in case (i), A = +1 in case (ii) and A = —1 in case (iii)) and the concentration
parameters are

pw=20 and 0:= =2 for some d > 0 (7)
while the concentration points satisfy
n=-¢ and &= (1+7)&, with 7:=¢t, t > 0. (8)
On the other hand, the solutions of the type (iv) and (v) of Theorem 1.5 will be of the form
ue = PUs, ¢, — PUsy ¢y + AN(PUyy ) — PUpy 1) + 0, 9)

where A € {—1,0,+1} (A =01in case (iv), A = +1 in the first case (v) and A = —1 in the second case (v))
and the concentration parameters are

g =06 and 0 :=en2d; with d;>0 (10)
while the concentration points are aligned along the x, —axes and satisfy
n,=-& and & = (1 + Ti)fo with 7; := et;, t; > 0. (11)

Next, we introduce the configuration space A where the concentration parameters and the concentration
points lie. For solutions of type (6) we set d =d € (0,+00) and t = ¢ € (0,+00) and so

A :={(d,t) € (0,400) x (0,400)},
while for solutions of type (9) we set d = (dy,ds) € (0,+00)? and t = (¢1,t2) € (0, +00)? and so
A= {(d,t) € (0, +00)! : t; < t2}.
In each of these cases we write
Vat := PUs¢ + APU,,, or Vqi:= PUs ¢ — PUs, ¢, + AN(PUy, 3 — PUpy ) -

The remainder term ¢ in both cases (6) and (9) belongs to a suitable space which we now define.
We introduce the spaces

Kgy = Span{Pqﬁgi’&_, Pqﬁﬁmgﬁ i,k =1,2, j,0=0,1,...,n}
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(we agree that if A =0 then Kg4 +t is only generated by the P1/15 & ’s) and
Kfe={6 €My« (6,1) =0 Ve Kayl,
where the space H) depends on A € {—1,0,+1} and is defined by
Ho = {¢p € H}(Q) : ¢ is axially symmetric with respect to the x,-axes },
H-i—l = {¢ € HO : (25(1'1, s 7‘TTL) = (25(1'1, R _‘Tn}a

H—l = {¢ € HO : ¢($1,. . 7xn) = —¢($1, R _xn}

Then we introduce the orthogonal projection operators Ilg ¢ and Hit in H&(Q), respectively.
As usual for this reduction method, the approach to solve problem (4) or (5) will be to find a pair (d, t)
and a function ¢ € K it such that

g {Var +0 - | £ (ae+ o)) | =0 (12)
and )
Mgt {Vd,t +¢—i" [mfa (Vae + ¢)] } =0 (13)

First, we shall find for any (d,t) and for small ¢, a function ¢ € K, it such that (12) holds. To this aim
we define a linear operator Lq ¢ : K, it — K it by

Lagd == ¢ — Ugi* [fo (Vae) 0] -

Proposition 2.1. For any compact sets C in A there exists eg,c > 0 such that for any € € (0,g9) and
for any (d,t) € C the operator Lqy is invertible and

ILasdll = clloll V¢ € Kay.
Proof. We argue as in Lemma 1.7 of [12].

Now, we are in position to solve equation (12).

Proposition 2.2. For any compact sets C in A there exists €g,c,0 > 0 such that for any ¢ € (0,20) and
for any (d,t) € C there exists a unique ¢f1,t € Kit such that

w1
Hé_,t {Vd7t+¢€d7t_z |:2‘ ’ (th+¢dt):|} :O

Moreover X
|63l < ez

Proof. First, we estimate the rate of the error term
1 % 1
Rqy = Hd,t Vag —1 mfa (Vd,t)

as

|Ball 2, =0 (77)
n+2
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for some o > 0. We argue as in Appendix B of [1] using estimates of Section 3. Then we argue exactly as
in Proposition 2.3 of [5]. O

Now, we introduce the energy functional J. : H{(Q2) — R defined by

1 ) 1 1 B
= — ;7 d —_— —_— p+1 6d
Je(u) 2/’ uf*de p+1—€/2]a:\‘u’ “
Q Q

whose critical points are the solutions to problem (4). Let us define the reduced energy je :A— R by
Jo(d,t) = . (Vag + ¢ae) -
Next, we prove that the critical points of jg are the solution to problem (13).

Proposition 2.3. The function Vg + Qiii,t 18 a critical point of the functional J. if and only if the point
(d,t) is a critical point of the function J..

Proof. We argue as in Proposition 1 of [3].
O

The problem is thus reduced to the search for critical points of je, S0 it is necessary to compute the
asymptotic expansion of J..

Proposition 2.4. It holds true that
!Ts(dv t) = €] + Cg€ + C3¢€ 10g€ + 6(1 + |)‘|)(I)(d7 t) + 0(6)7
CO—uniformly on compact sets of A, where
(i) in case (6)
d n—2
(I)(d,t) = <§> + c5t — cq Ind

(ii) 4n case (9)

d1 n=2 d2 n=2 n—2 1 1
o(d,t) := — — 2 (didg) 2 —
o= [<2t1> " <2t2> ) [ty —t2"2 [t + £

+ ¢5 (tl + tQ) — Cq (lnd1 + In dg) .

Here ¢;’s are constants and c4, cs5 and cg are positive.

Proof. The proof is postponed to Section 3. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. 1t is easy to verify that the function ¢ of Proposition 2.4 in both cases has a
minimum point which is stable under uniform perturbations. Therefore, if € is small enough there exists

a critical point (d.,t:) of the reduced energy J.. Finally, the claim follows by Proposition 2.3.
0
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3. EXPANSION OF THE REDUCED ENERGY

It is standard to prove that N
Js(dv t) = Je (Vd,t) + 0(6)
(see for example [3, 5]). So the problem reduces to estimating the leading term J. (Vg ¢). We will estimate
it in case (9) with |A\| = 1, because in the other cases its expansion is easier and can be deduced from
that. Proposition 2.4 will follow from Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3.

For future reference we define the constants

1
:apﬂ/id , 14
e T "
RTL
"2 = ;fl—i—l/ ! ntz Y, (15)
g L1yl 2
1 1
73:ozp+1/ log —dy. (16)
AP @+ )

RTL
For sake of simplicity, we set U; := Us, ¢, and V; :=V,, ..
Lemma 3.1. It holds true that

1
/|VVd,t|2d33 =2m

2
Q
dl n-2 d2 >n—2 n-2 < 1 1 >
) H(2) () -
<2t1> <2t2 ( ! 2) |t1 —t2|n_2 |t1 —|—t2|n_2
Proof. We have

/]VVd7t\2da::/]VPUllzda:Jr/\VPUg]zdx—2/VPU1VPU2da:
Q Q Q Q

— Y€ + o(e).

+/|VPV1|2da:+/|VPV2|2d3:—2/VPV1VPV2d:n
Q Q Q
2
+2>° A/VPUNPdex
ij=1 g
=2 /|VPU1|2da:+/|VPU2|2d:n—2/VPU1VPU2da: + o(e),
Q Q Q

(17)
because of the symmetry (see (10) and (11)) and the fact that

n—2 n—2
/VPUZ'VPde:E =0 <5i Syt > = o(¢).
Q
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Let us estimate the first term in (17). The estimate of the second term is similar. We set

T := min {d(ﬁl,ﬁﬂ),d(ﬁg,ﬁﬂ), 5! ;£2| } = min {7’1,7'2, il ;T2| } . (18)

We get
/ \VPU, |*dx = / UYPUdz = / U PU dx + / UYPUdz.
Q Q B(&1,7) B (1,7)

By Lemma A.1 we deduce

vtrvnae o ((2)') - ot

N\B(&1,7)
/ UPPUdz — / UPHdg + / U? (PU, — Uy) da, (19)
B(&1,7) B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
with
6 n
/ Uf+1:’71+0<<7_—1> >:’71+0(€).
1
B(&1,7)

The second term in (19) is estimated in (i) of Lemma 3.4.
It remains only to estimate the third term in (17).

/VPU1VPU2d3: = /UfPUgd:L" = / UP PUsdx + / UP PUsdz. (20)
Q B(&1,7) O\B(&1,7)
We have
UPPUsyd O (5%25%2 1 1 d
/ e b / o= a2 — &2
N\B(1,7) ON\B(1,7)
s s
1 1
0| 1—2— — dy | =0 | 2—2—] =o(e).
Tn ‘y’"+2 |y + -8 |n—2 Tn
R™\B(0,1) T

The first term in (20) is estimated in (ii) of Lemma 3.4.
The claim then follows collecting all the previous estimates and taking into account the choice of d/s
and 7/s made in (6) and (7).
0
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Lemma 3.2. It holds true that

1 1 2 1
[ Vaertlde =2 - t+t
p+1/m\d,t! T [p+1’Y1 p+1’Yl€(1 2)
)

dl n-2 d2 n=2 n—2 1 1
~2 L =2 2 (dydy) "2 -
2e [<2t1> * <2t2 T2hd) = T T

Proof. We have

+ o(e).

1 1
/Wvd,tv’“dx = / m|PU1 — PUy + M (PVy — PVy) [P ldx
Q Q
1
- / o (|[PUy, — PUs + A (PVy — PVa) [P — U [PHE — U P — [V PHE — Vo P dar
Q
1 p+1 p+1 p+1 p+1
+ m(|U1| + |Ua|P™ 4 VAP + |V )dm
Q
1
- / o (|[PUy, — PUs + A (PVy — PVa) |PT — U [PHE — U P — [V PHE — Vo P dar
Q

1
+2/H (T P+ 4 (TP da,
Q

(21)
because of the symmetry (see (10) and (11)).
The last two terms in (21) are estimated in (v) of Lemma 3.4. Let 7 as in (18).
We split the first integral as
1

/m (|PUy — PUs + A (PVy — PVo) [PT1 — U3 PHY — [Us [P — |V [P — V5 PH) d

Q

I R

B(&,7) B(&2,7) B(=£1,7) B(=£2,7)
+ (22)

O\(B(&1,7)UB(§2,7)UB(—&1,7)UB(—£2,7))

By Lemma A.1 we deduce
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O\(B(&1,7)UB(§2,7)UB(=£1,7)UB(—£2,7))

~-0 <Uin+1 I Ué’“ i le+1 i V2p+1) dr
\(B(&1,7)UB(&2,7)UB(=£1,7)UB(—£2,7))

_of% %) _
= <7_n + 7'") =o(e).
We now estimate the integral over B(&1,7) in (22).
1
/ (|[PUL — PUs + X (PVy — PV3) PHL U [P — U PHY — [ PR — [V, P da

||
B(&1,7)
1
:(p—l-l) / me(PUl—U1—PU2+)\(P‘/1—PV2))d$
B(&1,7)
+1 1 _ 1
HRED gt [ (Pt P - ) do
B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
1 1
—(p+1) / U (P = V) de = (0 1) / UL PUsde -+ ofe), (23)
B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
where p := PU; — U; — PUy + A (PV; — PV3). Indeed, by Lemma A.1 one can easily deduce that
1 1 1
/ UL (PVi = PYa) / IVl / IVl = ofe
B(&1,7) B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
and also
1 1
p(p2+ ) / m[Ul + 0p|PLpPdr < c / U1 [P~ p?de + / |pPTdx
B(&1,7) B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
<c / UPt(PU, — Uy)? da + ¢ / UP~ (PUY)? dz + ¢ / UP~H (PV) — PVa)? da
B(&1,7) B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
te / PUL — T4 P 4 c / P + ¢ / (VA[PH + [ValP+) de
B(é1,7) B(é1,7) B(é1,7)

= o(e).
The first term and the second term in (23) are estimated in (iii) and (iv) of Lemma 3.4, respectively.
O

Therefore, the claim follows.
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Lemma 3.3. It holds true that

1 1 1 1
- - V. Ptle = [ P
p+1—s/|x|‘ ad FESWARIES
Q Q
2! 94! Y3 n—2
1 —ay, — Ind; +1né .
+ ( +|>\|)[(p+1)2 a TESY (p+1)€+2(p+1)(n 1+1nda)| + o(e)

Proof. We argue exactly as in Lemma 3.2 of [7].
Lemma 3.4. Let 7 as in (18). It holds true that

(i)
/ UY (PUy — Uy) dx = —; <i>n_2 + o(e)

27’1
B(&1,7)
(i)
p n—2 1 1
Ul PUsdx = Y2 (5152) 2 ’Tl — 7'2‘”_2 — ’Tl T Tg‘"_2 + O(E)
B(&1,7)
(iii)
/ L r vy - v)de = — (21) 4 0@
|$| 1 1 1 =72 27
B(&1,7)
(iv)
1 » - 61 n—2
/ WUl PUsdx = —5 <27'1> + o(e)
B(&1,7)

1
/mede =y — 7+ o(e).
Q

Proof. Proof of (i) By Lemma A.1 we get

n—2
/ U{) (PUl — Ul) dr = / U{] <_04n51 : H(x7§1) + R517§1> dx
B(é1,7) B(gyT)

n—2
B R
B(&,7) B(&1,7)

[ o (£))

B(&1,7)

with
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By Lemma 3.5 we get

n—2 1
ot [ UtHEma) =t [ G a8y
i R
(61,7) B(0,7/61)
p+1 o1 " n—2 1
= oy - T H (61 +61,6) ——————= dy
n (L+yl*) =

B(0,7/61)

a\"?| 1 1
=t <_1> o / ez dy -+ o(1)
n FATROR
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Proof of (i1) By Lemma A.1 and Lemma 3.5 we get

n—2
/ U{)PUQCZ%’ = / U{) <U2 —andy?® H(z, &)+ R52,52> dx

B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
n— 1 1
= a£+1(5152)72 n+2 n—2 dy
sonssy (LIPS (03 + oy + & — &)
n—2 1
— b (6105) 2 / mﬂ(fﬁy +&1,62)dy
B(0.7/61) ul)
n—2 1
+ ol (5162) 2 mﬁsg@((ﬁy +&1)dy =
B(0.7/61) ul)
_ Pt (8162) "7 1 |71 — |2
o n— n+2 n—2
= melt™ L )T (G 10y + 6 - &)
n—2
0102) 2 T + 9|2
- aﬁ“% / ’1722‘,1_”1{(511/ + &1, &2)dy
2
BO/61) (14 [yl*)

nT+2
+O«wﬁv%n)
D)

n—2
0109) 2 1
= aPtl (1_2) 2_2 / —dy +o(1)
[ =72l (1+y)™

n

n—2
5109)° 7 1
_aifl—l—l (6162) 2_2 / — dy + o(1)
[+ 72| (1+]y)s

n—2
0102) 2
+0<7( 15122 )
T2

Proof of (ii1i) and (iv) We argue as in the proof of (i) and (ii) using estimates (25) and (26).
Proof of (v) We have

/ ’%‘Uf“dxz / UPtde + / Urttde, (24)
Q B(1,7) NB(&1.7)

/ Lurtlar =0 <5—1> :
|| ™

AN\B(&1,7)

with
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So, we only have to estimate the first term in (24). We split it as

1 1
/ Eﬁfﬂm: /‘UTWx+ / Gﬂ—l>mﬁ%$

B(&1,7) B(&1,7) B(&1,7)
We have
/ Uf“da: =y +0 <f_—£> )
B(&1,7)
Since &1 = &o(1 + 1) and |[§y| = 1, by the mean value theorem we get
1

— 1= = — b1 {y, &) + R(y),
e 71 — 01 (Y, &o) (v)

where R satisfies the uniform estimate
[R(y)| < c(&F|yl* + dimily| + 77) for any y € B(0,7/6)
Therefore we conclude

1 1 1
— —1) UM dz = oP™! / < —1> d
/ <|33| ) ! |01y + T1&0 + ol (14 [y»)n Y

B(&1,7) B(0,7/61)

— ! / (71— Sum1 (9. &0) + R(y))
B(0,7/61)

1
Wdy = —MNT1 + O(T).

Collecting all the previous estimates we get the claim.

Lemma 3.5. Let 7 as in (18). It holds true that

(i)
/ﬁ 2 Sy + €1, 6 dy = — / Lyt o)
1 1 Lol = "2 Y = 5,79 nt2 )
2 2 2
B0/) (L+lyl?) > i (L 1y2)
(i)
T1 + |2 1
/ %H((ﬁy—kgl,&)dy:/Wdy—i—o(l),
2 2
Boassy LT IVE) i (L)
(i)
1 T — To|" 2 1
Sz ’ ! 2‘ 5 Mdy:/ﬁdy—ko(l)
(L+yl?) 2 (65 + [0y + & — &f*) 2 (1+[yl?) =

B(0,7/61) Rn

Proof. We are going to use Lebesgue’s dominated convergence Theorem together with Lemma A.2 .

of all, taking into account that & = (14 71)& and &; = (1 — 71)& we deduce that

1 1 1
— a.e. in R"

-2
' TH(61y+ &1, &) e
I+ 22+

15

First
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and also that

1 1 1
C _ =C! < ,
? |01y + & — &2 2161y + 2m &2 2Tln_2

H(01y+&1,6) <

since
|01y + 27&| > 271 — |01y| > 71 for any y € B(0,7/41).

That proves (i). B
In a similar way, taking into account that & = (1 4 71)& and & = (1 — 72)& we get

n—2 1 . n
(o +71)" “H(51y + &1,&2) it \y[2)n;2 — i \y[2)n;2 a.e. in R
and also that
H(0y +&1,6) < Cy ! — =y ! §C2L_7
|01y + &1 — &f2 01y + (71 + 72)&0[" 2 2

since
161y + (11 + 72)&| = 71 + 72 — [61y| = 72 for any y € B(0,7/61).
That proves (ii).
Finally, we have

1 ] L 1
ES m = 7l — — — a.e. in R"

I+ = (B+hw+&—&2) T A+y?) =

and also that
1 _ 1 _ on—2
B2+ |0y +& — &)~ w+&a—&"2 7 [n—nl?

since

By + 6~ &l 2 16— &l ~ 1ol > 2 for any y € BO.7/80)

That proves (iii).

APPENDIX A.

Here we recall some well known facts which are useful to get estimates in Section 3.
We denote by G(x,y) the Green’s function associated to —A with Dirichlet boundary condition and
H(z,y) its regular part, i.e.

—A,G(x,y) =0y(x) forzeQ, G(z,y)=0 forx e 09,

and
1

|z —y[n2

1
G(z,y) = Yn < H(w,y)) where -, = m

(|S™ 1| = (27™/2)/ T'(n/2) denotes the Lebesgue measure of the (n — 1)-dimensional unit sphere).
The following lemma was proved in [17].
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Lemma A.1. It holds true that

+2
n-2 02
PUs¢(x) = Use(x) — and = H(z,€) + O dist(€, o)

for any x € Q.

Since €2 is smooth, we can choose small € > 0 such that, for every z € Q with dist(z,99Q) < e, there

is a unique point x, € 02 satisfying dist(z,9Q) = |x — x,|. For such = € €2, we define z* = 2z, — x the
reflection point of z with respect to 0f).

The following two lemmas are proved in [1].

Lemma A.2. It holds true that

1

H(%y)—m

0 <dist(:n,8§2)">

1z — y|n2

and

o (- ) -0 ()

for any x € Q with dist(xz,09Q) < e.

(1]
2]

(9]
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