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ON THE AMBROSETTI-MALCHIODI-NI CONJECTURE FOR
GENERAL SUBMANIFOLDS

FETHI MAHMOUDI, FELIPE SUBIABRE SANCHEZ, AND WEI YAO

Abstract

We study positive solutions of the following semilinear equation
e2Agu —V(z)u+uP =0 on M,

where (M, g) is a compact smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary
or the Euclidean space R", ¢ is a small positive parameter, p > 1 and V is a uniformly
positive smooth potential. Given k =1,....,n—1,and 1 < p < Zf—gjz Assuming that K

is a k-dimensional smooth, embedded compact submanifold of M, which is stationary and
+1_n—k
non-degenerate with respect to the functional || K Vi1 dvol, we prove the existence

of a sequence ¢ = ¢; — 0 and positive solutions u. that concentrate along K. This
result proves in particular the validity of a conjecture by Ambrosetti-Malchiodi-Ni [I],
extending a recent result by Wang-Wei-Yang [33], where the one co-dimensional case has
been considered. Furthermore, our approach explores a connection between solutions of
the nonlinear Schrodinger equation and f-minimal submanifolds in manifolds with density.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this paper we study concentration phenomena for positive solutions of the nonlinear
elliptic problem

(1.1) —e?Agu+V(2)u = |[ulftu on M,

where M is an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold without boundary (or the
flat Euclidean space R™), Aj stands for the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g), V is a
smooth positive function on M satisfying

(1.2) 0< V1 <V(z) <Vy, forallze M and for some constants Vi, Vs,

u is a real-valued function, € > 0 is a small parameter and p is an exponent greater than
one.

The above semilinear elliptic problem arises from the standing waves for the nonlinear
Schrodinger equation on M, see [II, [§] and some references therein for more details. An
interesting case is the semiclassical limit € — 0. For results in this direction, when
M = R and p = 3, Floer-Weinstein [12] first proved the existence of solutions highly
concentrated near critical points of V. Later on this result was extended by Oh [30] to
R™ with 1 <p < ”—J_rg More precisely, the profile of these solutions is given by the ground

n
state Uy (,,) of the limit equation

(1.3) —Au+V(zg)u—uP =0 in R",

where xg is the concentration point. That is, the solutions obtained in [I2] and [30] behave
qualitatively like
r — X
Ue(z) ~ UV(xo)(T)v as ¢ tends to zero.

Since Uy () decays exponentially to 0 at infinity, ue vanishes rapidly away from zo. In
other words, in the semiclassical limit, solutions constructed in [12] B0] concentrate at
points and they are always called peak solutions or spike solutions. In recent years, these
existence results have been generalized in different directions, including: multiple peaks
solutions, degenerate potentials, potentials tending to zero at infinity and for more gen-
eral nonlinearities. An important and interesting question is whether solutions exhibiting
concentration on higher dimensional sets exist.

Only recently it has been proven the existence of solutions concentrating at higher
dimensional sets, like curves or spheres. In all these results (except for [2]), the profile
is given by (real) solutions to (I3]) which are independent of some of the variables. If
concentration occurs near a k-dimensional set, then the profile in the directions orthogonal
to the limit set (concentration set) will be given by a soliton in R"~*. For example, some
first results in the case of radial symmetry were obtained by Badiale-D’Aprile [4] and
Benci-D’Aprile [5]. These results were improved by Ambrosetti-Malchiodi-Ni [I], where
necessary and sufficient conditions for the location of the concentration set have been
given. Unlike the point concentration case, the limit set is not stationary for the potential
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V' ¢ in fact a solution concentrated near a sphere carries a potential energy due to V and
a volume energy. Define

2
(14) Bl =5 [ 1V + V- — [

and let K be a k-dimensional submanifold of M and U x be a proper approximate solution
concentrated along K, see (330) below. One has
1 1
B(Ug) ~ e / Voedvol,  with 0 = Ii ——
K -1 2
Based on the above energy considerations, Ambrosetti-Malchiodi-Ni [I] conjectured
that concentration on k-dimensional sets for k = 1,--- ,n — 1 is expected under suitable
non-degeneracy assumptions and the limit set K should satisfy

(1.5) 0, VYV = VH,

where V¥ is the normal gradient to K and H is the mean-curvature vector on K. In
particular, they suspected that concentration occurs in general along sequences €; — 0.

By developing an infinite dimensional version of the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction method,
del Pino-Kowalczyk-Wei [§] successfully proved the validity of the above conjecture for
n =2 and k = 1. Actually they proved that: given a non-degenerate stationary curve K

+1 1
in R? (for the weighted length functional J K V%_i), suppose that ¢ is sufficiently small
and satisfies the following gap condition:

|e20% — pg| > ce, VLEN,

where pg is a fixed positive constant, then problem ([II]) has a positive solution u. which
concentrates on K, in the sense that it is exponentially small away from K. After some
time Mahmoudi-Malchiodi-Montenegro in [23] constructed a different type of solutions.
Indeed, they studied complex-valued solutions whose phase is highly oscillatory carrying a
quantum mechanical momentum along the limit curve. In particular they established the
validity of the above conjecture for the case n > 2 arbitrary and k = 1. Recently, by ap-
plying the method developed in [8], Wang-Wei-Yang [33] considered the one-codimensional
case n > 3 and kK =n — 1 in the flat Euclidean space R™. The main purpose of this paper
is to prove the validity of the above conjecture for all kK =1,...,n— 1.

To prove the validity of the Ambrosetti-Malchiodi-Ni conjecture for all cases, one pos-
sible way is to generalize the method developed in [§] and [33]. For this purpose, we first
recall the key steps in [8] and [33]. According to our knowledge, the first key step is the
construction of proper approximate solutions, and the second key step is to develop an
infinite dimensional Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction method so that the original problem can
be reduced to a simpler one that we can handle easily. Actually this kind of infinite di-
mensional reduction argument has been used in many constructions in PDE and geometric
analysis. It has been developed by many authors working on this subject or on closely
related problems, see for example [8, [0, 13] 20} 21] and references therein.
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Let us now go back to our problem. To construct proper approximate solutions for
general submanifolds, we first expand the Laplace-Betrami operator for arbitrary sub-
manifolds, see Proposition 2.1l Then by an iterative scheme of Picards type, a family of
very accurate approximate solutions can be obtained, see Section 3. Next we develop an
infinite dimensional reduction such that the construction of positive solutions of problem
(L) can be reduced to the solvability of a reduced system (4.9]). For more details about the
setting-up of the problem, we refer the reader to Subsection 4.1. It is slightly different from
the arguments in [§] and [33]. Finally, by noticing the recent development on manifolds
with density in differential geometry (cf. e.g. [19] 28]), our method explores a connection
between solutions of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation and f-minimal submanifolds in
Riemannian manifolds with density.

We are now in position to state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (or the Euclidean
space R™) and let V. : M — R be a smooth positive function satisfying (L2)). Given
k=1,....n—1, and 1 < p < Ztg:llz Suppose that K be a stationary non-degenerate
smooth compact submanifold in M for the weighted functional

ptl_n—k
Vr=1""2 dvol,
K

then there is a sequence e; — 0 such that problem (L)) possesses positive solutions u;
which concentrate near K. Moreover, for some constants C', co > 0, the solutions u.;
satisfies globally

lue, (2)| < Cexp (— o dist(z, K) /¢5).
Remark 1.1. The assumptions on K are related to the existence of non-degenerate com-

+1 n—k
pact minimal submanifold in manifolds M with density Vi1 T dvol. In fact writing
+1 n—k
VilzT = e~T, then K is called f-minimal submanifold in differential geometry (cf.

[91).

Remark 1.2. Actually we can prove that the same result holds true under a gap condition
on &, which is due to a resonance phenomena. Similar conditions can be found in [8, [33]
and some references therein.

Before closing this introduction, we notice that problem (I.1]) is similar to the following
singular perturbation problem

—2Au+u=uP in Q,
(1.6) % =0 on 012,
u >0 in €.

This latter problem arises in the study of some biological models and as (I.T]) it exhibits
concentration of solutions at some points of . Since this equation is homogeneous, then
the location of concentration points is determined by the geometry of the domain. On the
other hand, it has been proven that solutions exhibiting concentration on higher dimen-
sional sets exist. For results in this direction we refer the reader to [9] 211 22}, 241 25| 26, [32].
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In general, these results can be divided into two types: The first one is the case where the
concentration set lies totally on the boundary. The second one is where the concentration
set is inside the domain and which intersect the boundary transversally. For this second
type of solutions we refer the reader to Wei-Yang [32], who proved the existence of layer
on the line intersecting with the boundary of a two-dimensional domain orthogonally. See
also Ao-Musso-Wei [3], where triple junction solutions have been constructed. In the over-
mentioned two results, [3] and [32], only the one dimensional concentration case has been
considered. We believe the method developed here to the above problem (@) can be used
to handle the higher dimensional situation, namely concentration at arbitrary dimensional
submanifolds which intersect the boundary transversally. Interestingly, our preliminary
result shows that our method explores a connection between solutions of problem (L.6])
and minimal submanifolds with free boundary in geometric analysis.

It is worth pointing out that [32] applied an infinite dimensional reduction method while
[3] used a finite dimensional one. We also suggest the interested readers to the paper [10] for
an intermediate reduction method which can be interpreted as an intermediate procedure
between the finite and the infinite dimensional ones. Moreover, it is interesting to consider
Open Question 4 in [10], which can be seen as the Ambrosetti-Malchiodi-Ni Conjecture
without the small parameter .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the Fermi coordinates
in a tubular neighborhood of K in M and we expand the Laplace-Beltrami operator in
these Fermi coordinates. In Section 3, a family of very accurate approximate solutions
is constructed. Section 4 will be devoted to develop an infinite dimensional Lyapunov-
Schmidt reduction and to prove Theorem [I11

2. GEOMETRIC BACKGROUND

In this section we will give some geometric background. In particular, we will intro-
duce the so-called Fermi coordinates which play important role in the higher dimensional
concentrations. Before doing this, we first introduce the auxiliary weighted functional
corresponding to problem ((L]).

2.1. The auxiliary weighted functional. Let K be a k-dimensional closed (embedded
or immersed) submanifold of M™, 1 < k <n — 1. Let {K;}; be a smooth one-parameter
family of submanifolds such that Ko = K. We define

pt+l n—k
Cp—1 2

(2.1) E(t) = / V?dvol, with o
K

Denote VT and V¥ to be connections projected to the tangential and normal spaces on

K. We give the following definitions on K which appeared in Theorem [Tl

Definition 2.1 (Stationary condition). A submanifold K is said to be stationary relative
to the functional fK V2dvol if

(2.2) oVNV = —VH on K,
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where H is the mean curvature vector on K, i.e., H; = —ng (here the minus sign depends

on the orientation, and 'Y are the 1-forms on the normal bundle of K (see [27) below for
the definition).

Definition 2.2 (Nondegeneracy (ND) condition). We say that K is non-degenerate if the
quadratic form

/ {<AK<I> + %VKV Vi®, <1>> Lo H(®)? - %(VN)QV [, ®] — Ric(®, )
K

(2.3) + F‘g(@)Fg(@)}V”\/det(g) dvol

defined on the normal bundle to K, is non-degenerate.

Remark 2.1. Here and in the rest of this paper, Finstein summation convention is used,
that is, summation over repeated indices is understood.

If we set VO = e, ie., f = —olnV, then our stationary and ND conditions are
corresponding to the first and second variation formulas of f-minimal submanifold in [19],
1.e.,

H=V"f,

where H = =5, Vé\iea is the mean curvature vector, e, (1 < a < k) is an orthonormal
frame in an open set of K. And at t =0,

2 i 1
& ) = [ e[ =3 Ruvwa — 2 Ak (0]? 2 _gAv? —
12 </Kt e > /K e ( 2 Ravva 5 K(|'U| ) + |VKU| | | fUU

1
+ TV ).

where Ky is a smooth family of submanifolds such that Ky = K, the variational normal
vector field v is compactly supported on K, and A}, = —(V¢,ep,v).

2.2. Fermi coordinates and expansion of the metric. Let K be a k-dimensional
submanifold of (M,g) (1 < k < n —1). Define N = n — k, we choose along K a local
orthonormal frame field ((Eq)q=1,... k, (Ei)i=1,..,n) which is oriented. At points of K, we
have the natural splitting

TM =TK & NK

where T'K is the tangent space to K and N K represents the normal bundle, which are
spanned respectively by (E,), and (E;);.

We denote by V the connection induced by the metric g and by V¥ the corresponding
normal connection on the normal bundle. Given p € K, we use some geodesic coordinates
y centered at p. We also assume that at p the normal vectors (E;);, i = 1,..., N, are
transported parallely (with respect to vy ) through geodesics from p, so in particular

(2.4) G§(Ve,E; E)=0 atp, Yi,j=1,....,N,a=1,...,k
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In a neighborhood of p in K, we consider normal geodesic coordinates
f(g) = eXPII;{(Z/aEa), \V/:lj: (y17"'7yk)7

where exp” is the exponential map on K and summation over repeated indices is under-
stood. This yields the coordinate vector fields X, := f.(0y,). We extend the F; along
each geodesic vg(s) so that they are parallel with respect to the induced connection on the
normal bundle N K. This yields an orthonormal frame field X; for VK in a neighborhood
of p in K which satisfies

vXaXi|p S TpK.

A coordinate system in a neighborhood of p in M is now defined by
(2.5) F(y,z) = eXp%g)(xi Xi), Y(@,%) =1, Yk 15 TN),
with corresponding coordinate vector fields

Xi = F.(0y;) and X, := F,(0y,).

By our choice of coordinates, on K the metric g splits in the following way

(2.6) 9(q) = Jan(q) dya @ dyp + ij(q) dz; ® dxj, Vq € K.
We denote by T%(-) the 1-forms defined on the normal bundle, NK, of K by the formula
(2.7) Goelgi = GoeL 5 (Xi) = 9(Vx, Xy, Xi) at ¢ = f(7).

Notice that
k
(2.8) K is minimal <= > T%(E)=0 foranyi=1,...N.
a=1

Define ¢ = f(y) = F(y,0) € K and let (gus(y)) be the induced metric on K. When we
consider the metric coefficients in a neighborhood of K, we obtain a deviation from formula
(2.6)), which is expressed by the next lemma. We will denote by R,g+s the components of

the curvature tensor with lowered indices, which are obtained by means of the usual ones
Rj. 5 by

(29) Raﬁ’y6 = Jao ngé-

Lemma 2.1. At the point F(y, &), the following expansions hold, for any a =1,...,k and
any 1,7 =1,..., N, where N =n — k,

1
Gij = 0ij + 3 Risij Ts Ty + O(|7)*);

_ 2. ke _
9aj =3 w2z + 0(z);

Jab = gab - {gac ng + gbc FZ@} T+ |:Rsabl + gcdrgs Flcyll Ty + O(|j|3)
Here Rigj are computed at the point of K parameterized by (y,0).

Proof. The proof is somewhat standard and is thus omitted, we refer to [9] for details, see
also Proposition 2.1 in [20]. O
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By the Whitney embedding theorem, K C M < R?". Thus we can define K. := K/e
and M, := M /e in a natural way. On the other hand since F(y, ) is a Fermi coordinate
system on M, then F.(y,x) := F(ey,ex)/e defines a Fermi coordinate system on M /e.
With this notation, here and in the sequel, by slight abuse of notation we denote V' (ey, ex)
to actually mean V(ez) = V(F(ey,ex)) in the Fermi coordinate system. The same way is
understood to its derivatives with respect to y and .

Now we can introduce our first parameter function ® which is a normal vector field
defined on K and define x = £+ ®(ey). Then (y, &) is the Fermi coordinate system for the
submanifold K¢. Adjusting the parameter ®, later we will show that there are solutions
concentrating on Kg for a subsequence of €.

We denote by g,s the metric coefficients in the new coordinates (y, ). It follows that

9ap = 2;?775 % g—?;'
o
Which yields
9ij = Gijle+as 9aj = Gajlera + 029Gl a,
and
Jab = Gable+o + € {gaj B! + Gy; 3a<1>j}|§+c1> + &2 0a9' 0P Gijleso

where summations over repeated indices is understood.

To express the error terms, it is convenient to introduce some notations. For a positive
integer ¢, we denote by R,(£), Ry(&, @), Ry(&,®,VP), and R, (¢, ®, VP, V2®) error terms
such that the following bounds hold for some positive constants C' and d:

IR, (6)] < Ce(1 + [¢|F),

R, (€,®)] < Ce?(1 + [¢]%),
|R,(€,®) — Ry (£, ®)] < C(1 + [¢D)|® — @),

IR, (&,®, V)| < Ce(1 + |¢|F),
IRy (£,®,V®) — Ry(&,®,VP)| < C1(1 + [¢]N)(|® — 3| + |[VD — V),
and

Ry (€, @, VO, V2@)| <Ce(1 + [¢]T) + CeT (1 + [¢]7)[ V22,

|Ry(&, @, V®, V2®) — R,(¢, B, VP, V2P)|
< CeU(1+ €| (|@ — | + [V — V) (1 + ¢ V2D + £|V2P|)
+ Cet (1 + €)YV — V2.

Using the expansion of the previous lemma, one can easily show that the following
lemma holds true.
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Lemma 2.2. In the coordinate (y,§), the metric coefficients satisfy
Gab = Gab — € {GosThy, + Gas Ty } (€F + %) + & (Rpant + Jea TepTh) (€F + 9F) (€' + @)
+ 20,7 0,7 + R3(¢, @, VD),

.2
Gaj = £0a®7 + 2" Rpaji(€" + V) (€' + @) + Ry(€, @, V),

1
gij = 0ij + §€2Rkijz(€k + %) (€' + @') + Rs(&, @, VD).

Denote the inverse metric of (gos) by (9°7). Recall that, given the expansion of a matrix
as M =1 +eA+e?B+ O(e3), we have
M =T—-cA—-2B+2A%2 4+ 0O(P).

Lemma 2.3. In the coordinate (y,£), the metric coefficients g*° satisfy
gab _ gab +e {gcb ng + gca Flc)z} (fl + (I)i) _ 62 gcb gad chdl (fk + (I)k)(fl + (I)l)
+¢? <§ac | R W T Fgﬁﬁz) (6" + @) + @) + Rs(¢, 9,V ),
. _ . 2 52 . _ . .
9" = —e§" 07 — = Rpaji (€ + OY)(¢ + @) + 2950 {Ei*’c T +9" FZZ} (€' + 27

+ R3(£7 (1)7 Vq))v

2
. e " . .
9" = 0ij = 5 Ruin(€" + @)(' + @) + 2 g 000587 + Ry (&, @, V).
Furthermore, we have the validity of the following expansion for the log of the determinant
of g:

log (det g) = log (detg) — 2cTp, (£" + %) + % €2 Ryt (€™ + ©™) (€ + @)

22 (5 Rnant — Ter D) (67 + @) (¢ + @) + Ry (¢, @, V).

Proof. The expansions of the metric in the above lemma follow from Lemma 211 while
the expansion of the log of the determinant of g follows from the fact that one can write
g =G + M with

_(9 O _
G—<O Id]RN> and M = O(e),

then we have the following expansion
1
log (det g) = log (det G) + tr(G~'M) — 5tr<(G_1M)2) +O(|M]P).

and the lemma follows at once. O
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2.3. Expansion of the Laplace-Beltrami operator. In terms the above notations, we
have the following expansion of the Laplace-Beltrami operator.

Proposition 2.1. Let u be a smooth function on M.. Then in the Fermi coordinate (y,§),
we have that

Agu = 0Zu+ Ag.u 6Fb]8 u — 2e G 9 D7 82 w4 2e gl (65 4+ D%)0%u

. 1
+e2Vg® - Vd fu— 5521%“]-1(5 + 0F) (¢ + 0% u — 2T, 9,2F G 0,u

4 (L N . .
= 35 Rraji (€ + OV (€' + )5 u + 22205 {g“ T+ riz-} (¢ + @) 9
+ &2 { G Riear + §°° T T8 + 3 TG4 + g7 T, T } (& + @F) (¢ + @1 2u

_ 2
+ &2 <gab Riabj + = Riiij — 15T >(§k + ®Mu — 2 A ®Idju

3
+ 26020918 (€F + @F)0ju

~a I -~ca 2
2 <g b 0.1, — 0a{gT% + r%}) (&% + dF)opu — —52Rjajk(§’f + ") d,u

+ 2¢2 {§Cb e, +g“ ng} 05 @' Oyu + 5¢ 2 9a(log det §) {ngP“ C“ng}(fi + dHOu

+ R3(&,®, VO, V2®)(0ju + duu) + Rg(f, D, VP)(9u + Ozju + OZyu).

Remark 2.2. The proof of Proposition [21] will be postponed to the Appendix. It is worth
mentioning that the coefficients of all the derivatives of u in the above expansion are smooth
bounded functions of the variable § = €y. The slow dependence of theses coefficients of y
18 tmportant in our construction of some proper approximate solutions.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

To prove Theorem [I.1], the first key step in our method is to construct some proper ap-
proximate solutions. To achieve this goal, we have introduced some geometric background,
especially the Fermi coordinates. The main objective of this section is to construct some
very accurate local approximate solutions in a tubular neighbourhood of K. by an iterative
scheme of Picard’s type and to define some proper global approximate solutions by the
gluing method.

3.1. Facts on the limit equation. Recall that by the scaling, equation (I.I]) becomes
(3.1) Agu —V(ez)u+uP = 0.

In the Fermi coordinate (y,z), we can write V(ez) = V(ey,ex). Taking x = £+ ®(ey), we
have the following expansion of potential:

(3.2)
V(ey,ex) = V(ey,0) + e(VNV(ey,0),€ + @) + E—;(VN)ZV(ey, 0)[¢ + @)% + R3(¢, D).
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If the profile of solutions depends only on & or varies slower on ¥, by the expansion of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator in Proposition 2] and the above expansion of potential, the
leading equation is

N
3.3 02 cu—V(ey,0)u+uP = 0.
3
i=1
Define
(3.4) p(ey) = V(ey, 002, h(ey) = V(ey,0)/P D vye K.

For the leading equation (B.3)), by the scaling

u(y,€) = h(ey)o (uey)€) = hey)o(@),
the function v satisfies
(3.5) Apnv —v+0P =0.

We call this equation the limit equation.
We now turn to the equation (B.I]), in the spirit of above argument, we look for a
solution u of the form

(3.6) u(y, &) = hey)v(y,€) with € = p(ey)¢ € RY.
An easy computation shows that
Oqu = h0qv + €(0zh)v + e h Oz 10 {jajv,
2 2 02
O2u=ec (uaﬁh + haw) D50+ hpdv + e h p € dap v,
020 = h kv + ¢ <3I;h Do+ Dah Ayv + hg €020 + hdaps gjagjv>
+ &2 (aahang 0jv + OphOaps? 9;v + 02hv + hdauopug & 05v + hagl;ﬂgjajv) ,

and

Agu=eAghv+hAgv+2:Vgh-Vgv+e? (hWAgp+2Vkh-Vigp) & v
+ 2R VrulP e 030 + 2 h € Vigp - (Vi 0jv).

Therefore, we get the following expansion of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on wu:

A2 Agu = Agnv + p~2 Ak v + B(v),
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with B(v) = By(v) + Ba(v). Where Bj’s are respectively given by
Bi(v) = —ep! Fll;j Ojv + e ! <§ab Riabj + ;lej — FZ,JZJ)(%E’C + <I>’f)8jv
F 2 h 2 Agcho + 262 (hp2) " Vich - (% Vi — uquﬂ) v
+2 W w2 Vgh - Viv— %52 Rkijl(%g’“ - @k)(%gl + @Yok
22 (W72 Vg = Vi) (1728 Vigp = Vicd! ) 920

cj , ,
+e2 pu? (% Agp—2Vgp - Vrgd — uAK<I>9> djv

- |
+ 2e 2 (E— Vi — VKCIﬂ) - Vi, (0;v),
i
and
hi? By(v) = —e> hT§; Vi ® - Vi v
gj gj
4 2 ) 1_k k 1_l 1\ 92 2 i J ~bc pa ~ac b 1‘@' i 2

G huRkaﬂ<;£ 4+ )<E£ + P )aajv+2s h 11 8y ® {g e 43 r} (;5 + P ) G

+2eg0Ta (% &+ @S) (h 02 + ¢ {Ggh av + Dah Oyv + hy

+e2h { — 3 5% Ryeas + 259 T8, 1% + god rgkrg’,} (%g’f + c1>’f> (igl + <I>l> 82,0

+ 265 h 02, ITY, (%g’“ + 05

_ 2y (gab 9.0, — aa{gcbrgk + gcargk}) (%g’“ + <1>’f) Ao — 252 h Rjui (%g’f + ¢k>8av
22 h {'gcb e 4 gea rgi} 8y B Dy + % €2 h 9, (log det §) {gcbrgi + ’gmrgi} (%g + cIﬂ') Ay

+ Ry(€,®, VD, V20) (ajv + 8av> + Ry(€,®, V) (afju + 020 + a}jbv>.

Setting
Selu) = ~Agu+ V(ezu —u,
then by using the above expansion we can write
W2 S (u) = —Apnvv — p 2 Ag.v — B(v) + p 2 V(ez)v — WP =2 0P
= —Apnv+v—vP — 2 Ag v+ p? (V(&?y, ex) — V(ey, 0)> v — B(v).

Now using the following expansion of potential:

P
V(ey,ex) = V(ey,0) +e(VVV (ey, 0), % + @) + EE(VN)QV(&?y, 0)[% + ®)? + R3(€, ®),
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we obtain

(3.7) W ™2 S (u) = —Agnvv+v — 0P — 2 Ag.v — B(v) =: S:(v),

where B(v) = By (v) + By(v) with

Bi(v) = By(v) — p~2 <E(VNV(6y, 0), % + o) + %(VNFV(Ey,O)[% + <I>]2> v

and
By(v) = Ba(v) — Rs(E,®)v.

At the end of this subsection, let us list some basic and useful properties of positive
solutions of the limit equation (B1).

Proposition 3.1. If 1l < p < oo for N =2 and 1 < p < % for N > 3, then every
solution of problem:

(3.8) { —~Agnv +v—vP =0 in RV,

v>0inRY ve HY(RY),

has the form wo(- — Q) for some Q € RN, where wo(z) = wo(|x|) € C®(RY) is the unique
positive radial solution which satisfies

/
. N1 r _ : wO(r)
39) S, T o (r) = e, i, S

=1

Here cny is a positive constant depending only on N and p. Furthermore, wg is non-
degenerate in the sense that

Ker (—ARN +1 —pwg_1> N LOO(RN) = Span{@mlwo, . ﬁmeo},
and the Morse index of wy is one, that is, the linear operator
Lo :=—Agn +1 —pwlg_1

has only one negative eigenvalue Ag < 0, and the unique even and positive eigenfunction
corresponding to Ny can be denoted by Z.

Proof. This result is well known. For the proof we refer the interested reader to [6] for
the existence, [I4] for the symmetry, [I7] for the uniqueness, Appendix C in [29] for the
nondegeneracy, and [7] for the Morse index. O

As a corollary, there is a constant g > 0 such that
(3.10) [ Aivop+ o g} dg = [ o,
RN RN
whenever ¢ € H'(R") and

/RNqﬁﬁjwod&_:O:/RNqbZdE, Vj:L...,N.
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3.2. Local approximate solutions. In a tubular neighbourhood of K., (87 makes it
obvious that S.(u) = 0 is equivalent to S;(v) = 0.

By the expression of S.(v) and Remark 2.2] we look for approximate solutions of the
form

I
(3.11) v=0(y, ) =wo(§) + Y clwiley,§) + ee(ey) Z(£),
=1

where I € Ny, wp and Z are given in Proposition Bl wy’s and e are smooth bounded
functions on their variables.

The idea for introducing eZ in (BII]) comes directly from [8 B3]. The reason is the
linear theory in Section 4.2.2, especially Lemma [1.3l

To solve Sc(v) = 0 accurately, the normal section ® is to be chosen in the following
form

I-1
=05+ Y 9,
/=1
where @, ..., P;_1 are smooth bounded functions on 7.

3.2.1. Ezpansion at first order in e : We ﬁrsfc solve the equation 55(11) = 0 up to order e.
Here and in the following we will write O(g’) for terms that appear at the j-th order in
an expansion.

Suppose v has the form (BII]), then

gg(v) = €< — Apnwy + wy — pw‘g_lwl) + 6( — 22 Age + )\oe)Z

+ E(u‘ll“lgjajwo + 12 (VVV (gy,0), % + <I>0>wo) + O(£%).

Hence the term of order ¢ in the right-hand side of above equation vanishes if and only
if the function w; solves

(3.12) Low, = —p~ ! szajwo — 12 (VNV (ey,0), % + ®p)wyp.

Here and in the following, we will keep the term E( — 22 Age + )\oe)Z in the error.
The reason is simply that it cannot be cancelled without solving an equation of e since
LoZ = M Z.

By Proposition B.I] equation ([B.12) is solvable if and only if for all i =1,..., N,

(3.13) / (,u_l ri;jajwo + u~2(VNV (ey,0), 3 + @) w0>8iw0 dé = 0.
RN o
Since wy is radially symmetric, [B.I3)) is equivalent to

- 1 _ _
I’lgi/ ]81w0\2 d¢ = 3 H 2 9;V (ey,0) / w(z) de.
RN RN

Recalling the identity

1

(3.14) —/ w3 d€ = 0/ |Oywo|? dé with 0 = —— — —
2 Jrn RN p
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we get
(3.15) UVNV(Ey, 0) = —V(ey,0)H((gy),

where H = (—ng)i is the mean curvature vector on K. This is exactly our stationary
condition on K.
When (BI5]) holds, the equation of w; becomes

(3.16) Low, = —,u_l ng <6le0 + U_IEj’wo) + 0_1<H, (I)0>’LUO.

Hence we can write

(3.17) w1 = wi,1 + W2,
where
(3.18) wi,1 = —/L_l ngUj and wi,2 = 0'_1<H, (130>U0.

Here Uj is the unique smooth bounded function satisfying

(3.19) L()szaij—l-U_lf_jU)(], / Ujai’wodf_: 0, V’L'Zl,...,N,
RN

and Uy is the unique smooth bounded function such that

(3.20) L()UO = wo, / U() az"u)() dg = 0, Vi= 1, e ,N.
RN

It follows immediately that w; = wi(ey,§) is smooth bounded on its variable. Further-
more, it is easily seen that U} is odd on variable £/ and is even on other variables. Moreover,
Up has an explicit expression

1
p—1

1-
(3.21) Uo = — wo — 55 . VZU(].

3.2.2. FExpansion at second order in €. In this subsection we will solve the equation ge(v) =
0 up to order €2 by solving wy and ®( together.
Suppose v has the form (BII]), then

Se(v) = 52< — Agnvwy + wa — pwé’_lw2> + E( —2u 2 Age + )\oe)Z
+ 2% + 2By + O(e%),
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where
1 1- 1=
Fo :M_l ngaj’wl + M_z <VNV, D) wp + 3 Rm‘ﬂ(;fk + (I)IS)(ESI + (I)é)a?jwo
—1(~ab 2 c Ta gk k
—p (g Ryap; + ngiij - Pakrcj> (g + @) d;wo
cJ . .
— ,u_2<% AKN — QVK,U . VK(I% — ,UAK(I)%) ajwo
— h um? Ahwg — 2(hp®) "'V ich - gv —u Vi) o;
p e Aghwo —2(hp”)” Vi o VER = p Vi ) Iy
— (W28 Vicn — V@) (1728 Vi — Vi) B

_ 1 _ 1 _
OV, o+ 7 (VVRVES + @0, & @0l wn — oo — Dl ut

and
3 1 -
B9 :M_lfgj e0; 7 + u~2(VVV, % + Og)eZ — §p(p — 1w} 2{(101 +eZ)? — w%}

Hence the term of order £? vanishes (except the term 6( —e2u?Age+ )\oe) Z) if and
only if wy satisfies the equation
Lows = —§2 — .

By Freedholm alternative this equation is solvable if and only if Fo+ & is L? orthogonal to
the kernel of linearized operator Lo, which is spanned by the functions d;wg, i = 1,...,N.
It is convenient to write §o as

Fo = 1 VNV, @1 )wo + o

Then %2 does not involve ®;. By (BI5H), similar to wy, we can write wy as
Wy = Wyl + W32,

where wo 5 = o1 (H, ®1)Uj solves the equation

Lowss = —p~ > (VNV, @1)wo,
and wy 1 will solve the equation

Lows 1 = —32 — G,
To solve the equation on wg; we write
Fo = F2(Bg) = S + S2(Pg) + Na(Po),

where Sy = %2(0) does not involve ®(, S(Pg) is the sum of linear terms of ®,, and
Ny(®Pg) is the nonlinear term of ®y.
Recall that wy = wy 1 + wq 2 with

wi = —pt Fll;jUj and wig = 0_1(H, D) Up.
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Then

_ 1 _ g s 2 =
Sa.0 =p~ ' T w1 + 3 ? Riiji (£F € 0%wo) — 2<9ab Ryabj + 5 Rwiij — FEJ%) (&* Do)

— (A p) (& Ojwo) — (W™ ™2 Agch) wo — 2(hye®) " (Vich - Viep) (€7 djuwo)
B I B _ 1 _
= TV aepl? (€€ o) + MYV, Quny 4 ST (VY)VIE wo
1 .

— 5p(p = Duf~*wiy,

2
3
12 (2 Vi Vi@ + p A @) o + 2() ™ (Vich - Vi@ ) Oy

_ 2 _ ~ 1/~
52(@0) =L 1Plgj ajwl,g + g,u leijl (I)é (fk 8%100) — W 1 (gab lebj + Rkiij — ngfgj) @Ig 8]'11)0

+2p7? (vw : vmé) (& 0%wo) + p 2 (VNV, E)wi g + u ANV, Bo)wr
+ 3 (VN2 V[@0, & wo — plp — V)wh wy 1wy 2,

and
1 . )
NQ((I)Q) = ngijl (I)g (I)é 82-2]-200 - (VK(I)é . VK(I%) a%wo + M_2<VNV, <I>0>w1,2
1 1 _
+ 3 12 (V)2 V[ @, @] wy — 51’(]) — Dwg 2“’%2-
Therefore,

_ 2 _ =
Sa(®g) Oswo =p 11“2]-/ djw1 2 Oswo + FH " Ryiji <I>6/ &" 02w Dswo
RN RN RN

~1{~a 2 c a

-2 J J
+n (2VK,U'VK(I>Q+MAK(I>Q) / 8jw0 Jswo

RN
+ Q(h,u)_l <VKh . qu)é) / ajZU(] Oswo
RN
+ 2,[1_2 (VK,U . VKq)é) / EZ 82-2]-100 83100
RN
+ /fzajV(sy, 0) (,u_l / & w12 Oswo + @6/ w11 88w0>
RN RN
+ u_gc‘)?jV(sy, 0) (I)g) / 51 wo aswo
RN

—2
—p(p— 1)/ wh™ " w1 w2 Osw.
]RN

Let us denote by A the sum of terms involving wi; and w2 in the above formula.

Using BI5]) and (BI8]) we can write
A= ,u_l 0_1 <H, (I)0>ng /N <8jU0 + Uj + O'_1 Ej Uy —I—p(p — 1)’[06)_2 Uj Uo}as’wo.
R
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To compute this term we differentiate the equation [BI9) on U; with respect to the variable
&7 to obtain

(3.22) Lo(ajUj) — p(p — 1)wg_2Uj8jw0 = 8]2{[00 + U_IZU(] + O'_1 Ej 8]'100.
Multiplying the above equation by Uy and integrating by parts, we have

/N {@-Uo +Uj+ 07 & Us + plp — Dwh2U; UO}aj’wO
R

= — /N (28]2]-200 +o7! wo)U()
R

1 1 =l 2 _1/ 1 1 -l
= -2 - — =& 0wo)05;wo — - —=£&0
/]RN ( - o 25 Jwo) Sjwo — o . ( - Lo 2{ Jwo) wo

_ (2 4N 2 N1 2
oy [l e (G- ) [ b

= —/ ‘81200‘2.
RN

On the other hand, by direct computations we have

Djwp Oswy = 5]'8/ (Orwo)?,
RN

RN

>k 1 £k 2 N 2

8kj’w()§ 8511)0 = 5 (5]'5 f 8k(8jw0) = —7 5]'8 (81200) N
RN RN RN

Riiji <I>6/ Ek@-zjwo Oswo = Rgjji <I>6/ (81w0)2,
RN RN

- 2 » 2
<gab Rkabj+§Rkiij_PZkng) CI)g /RN ajwo as'wo = (gab Rkabs+§Rkiis_FZkPgs) CI)g /RN (81'100)2.

Summarizing, we have

o 52(¢0) 83100 = /L_I{AK@(S] — <§ab Rkabs — ngrgs> q)lg + (2 — N)/L_IVK,U . qu)(s]

+2h IV ch - V@ — op 2 0%V (ey, 0)®) — o T4 (H, q>0>} /R N(alw0)2.
Now, using the fact that
Ve = %v—l ViV and h™1Vgh= p%l VIivgV,
we obtain (recalling the definition of o) that
(2= N)u 'Vgp-Vg®+ 20 'Vh -Vg®§ =V I VEV - Vid;.

Hence we summarize

/ () Do = u—l{AK@g . (aab Rpups — rgkrgs)cp’g FoVTIVEY - Vi ®s
]RN

— o204V ey, 0)®) + o' Th, T2, @{;} /N |81 .
R
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Define Jx : NK — NK is a linear operator from the family of smooth sections of
normal bundle to K into itself, whose components are given by

(Tk®0)® = A ®f — (aab Rips — rgkrgs) O + oV IVKV - Vi dg

(3.23) _ _
—op20%V (7,0)0) + 01T} T .
Then
(3.24) SQ(CI)()) 8511)0 = M_l (/ ‘81200’2) (jK(I)())S(Ey).
RN RN
On the other hand, it is easy to check that
(3.25) / 5270 asZU(] =0= NQ(CI)()) as’wo
RN RN
and

B9 Dswy = {,rlrgs / 057 Dgwo + u 20,V (ey,0) | € Z dqwo
RN RN RN

—p(p— 1)/ wé"zwl,lZ asw(]}e
RN

= ,u_ll“gse/N {8SZ +o 128 +p(p- 1)w‘g_2Z Us}aswo
R
= co,u_lfgse.

Therefore, the solvability of equation on ws is equivalent to the solvability of following
equation on ®:

(3.26) Tr®o = H2(7; €),

where $5(y;e) = coHe is a smooth bounded function.

By the non-degeneracy condition on K, ([3.20)) is solvable. Moreover, for any given e,
it is easy to check that &y = ®y(y;e) is a smooth bounded function on g and is Lipschitz
continuous with respect to e.

Now let us go back to the equation of wy 1:

Lows 1 = —Fo — &,

Since both %2 and &9 are smooth bounded functions of (ey,€). Hence wo = w271(€y,§)
is also a smooth bounded function of (ey,&). Moreover, wo 1 = w2 1(cy,&;e) is Lipschitz
continuous with respect to e.

3.2.3. Higher order approximations. The construction of higher order terms follows exactly
from the same calculation. Indeed, to solve the equation up to an error of order /! for
some j > 3, we use an iterative scheme of Picard’s type : assuming all the functions w;’s
(1 <i<j—1) constructed, we need to choose a function w; to solve an equation similar
to that of wy (with obvious modifications) by solving an equation of ®;_5 similar to that
of (I)().
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When we collect all terms of order O(¢’) in 55(1)), assuming all w;’s fori =1,---j5 —1
constructed (by the iterative scheme), we have

Se(v) = Ej< — Apnvwj + wj — pwg_le) +e(—e’u?Age+ Noe)Z
+elFj+ /€ eZ + e Al(ey, & Do, Dj_3) €0 Z
+&/ B (ey, & ®o, -+, ®j3) €057 + & Cl(ey, & @o, -+, Py 3) - Ve diZ
+ st;b(sy,é; Bg, -+, Pj3)0%e Z + 07T,
with

_ 2 _ - s 2
§i =p Ty dpw;—q + ol " Ryis €° @3_2 2wy — (gab Ryaps + ngiis - TZJ&) q’f_g Oswo

+opu? (2 Vicn- Vi®_y+p Achj._Q)aswo +2(hp) (th : VK@;?_2> Bswo
+2u~? (vKu : VK<I>§-_2) (& Owo) + = 2(VNV, Do)w; 1 + p VNV, @5 s)w
+ u VNV, B ) wo + (VY %) wi—1 + p 20V (y,0) (I>§-_2 &% wy

—p(p — 1)wg_2w1wj_1 + Gj(ey, & @, Pj_3)
= VNV, D) wo + 3
and
¢ =—p(p— 1)wg_2wj_1 + VNV, @5 0) + €(ey, & @, -, D;j_3),

where A;, B;Z, C;-, D;-‘b and @j are smooth bounded functions on their variables.

Except for 6( — 22 Age + )\oe)Z , the term of order &/ vanishes if and only if w
satisfies the equation

L(]wj = _gj - e] ez — A;(€y7 57 q>07 Ty q>j—3) eaZZ - B;'Z(eyv ga (1)07 o 7(I)j—3) 687,262
—Ciley, & ®o, -+, ®j_3) - Ve d; Z — D (ey, & 0o, -+, ®;_3) Onpe Z.

By Freedholm alternative this equation is solvable if and only if the right hand side is
L? orthogonal to the kernel of linearized operator Lg. Before computing the projection
against dswg, let us recall that

wj1 =wj_11+0 (H,®j_2)Up,

where w;_1,1 L 0;wp is a function which does not involve ®;_,.
As before we look for a solution w; of the form

wj =wj1 + o Y(H,®;_1)Up,
where w;1 L 0;wg solves
Lowj; = —§j —CjeZ — A;(Ey,f; g, ,Pj_3)e0; Z — B;-g(ay,g; g, -, Pj_3) e@ZZZZ
—Ci(ey, & ®o, -, Dj_3) - Ve, Z — DI (ey, &Py, -+, ®j_3) Orye Z.
Since j > 3, we can write
§j = $i(®j-2) = Sjo + 5j(®j-2),
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where S; o = Sj,o(ay,g; g, -+, P;_3) does not involve ®;_5, and S;(P;_2) is the sum of
linear terms of ®;_». Since
(3.27) (-2 B = 7 ([ 1orun ) (T2 (o)

RN RN

the equation on w;; (and then on wj) is solvable if and only if ®;_, satisfies an equation
of the form

qu)j—2 = ﬁ](?% q>07 e 7q>j—37 6).

This latter equation is solvable by the non-degeneracy condition on K. Moreover, for
any given e, by induction method one can get ®;_5 = ®;_»(y;e) is a smooth bounded
function on y and is Lipschitz continuous with respect to e. When this is done, since
the right hand side of equation of w;; is a smooth bounded function of (ey, &), we see
at once that w;; = w;j(ey,&) is a smooth bounded function of (ey,€). Furthermore,

wj1 = w;1(ey, &; e) is Lipschitz continuous with respect to e.

Remark 3.1. To get the higher order approximations, our argument only need the expan-
sion of the Laplace-Beltrami operator up to second order. It is slightly different from the
argument used in [33].

3.3. Summary. Let v; be the local approximate solution constructed in the previous
section, i.e.,

I
(3.28) vy, ) = wo(§) + Y _ clwyley, &) + ee(ey) Z(£),

(=1

for I € N, an arbitrary positive integer.

From the analysis in the previous subsections, the stationary and non-degeneracy con-
ditions on K can be seen as conditions such that vy is very close to a genuine solution and
can be reformulated as follows.

Proposition 3.2. Let K* be a closed (embedded or immersed) submanifold of M™. Then
the stationary condition on K is [B15)), and the non-degeneracy condition on K is equiv-
alent to the invertibility of operator Jx defined in (B.23)).

Summarizing, we have the following proposition by taking j = I + 1, wyy1 = 0, and
®7.1 =0 in Section 3.2.3.

Proposition 3.3. Let I > 3 be an arbitrary positive integer, for any given smooth func-
tions ®7_1 and e on K, there are smooth bounded functions

Wy :wf,l(gyag; €)+O'_1<H, q)f—1>U07 (= 17"'717

and
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such that
S-(vy) = e( —u?Age+ Noe) Z + G+t e ez

(329) + e AL ey, G e) ediZ + MBI (ey,§e) e 077

+eMC 1 (ey, Ge) - Ve 8,2 + D (ey, § ) e Z + O(672),
where
~ -~ 2 _ 1/ 2
Sr+1 =p T8 dpwr + H "Ryt & @Y 02 wp — <g“b Riaps + ngiis - ngrﬁ,;) o, dgwo
42 (2 Vs - Vieds_ + AK¢;_1)aswo +2(hp) L (th : qu>;_1)asw0

+2p72 (VKM - chb;_l) (€ 02wo) + = 2(VNV, Do)wr + pn~2(VVV, B )y

+p~ (VY %> wr + POV (ey, 0) @4y €8 wo — p(p — 1)w6"2w1w1 + Gr(ey, & e),

Crp1 = —plp — Dwh 2wy + p 2NV, ®1_1) + €14 ey, E e),

and A}, B}éﬂ_’ C}ﬂ, D‘}lj_l., Cri cmd G141 are smooth bounded functions on their vari-
ables and are Lipschitz continuous with respect to e.

Remark 3.2. For example, 6514_1 involves the term pu=302,V (gy,0) <I>II_2 k.

3.4. Global approximation. In the previous sections, some very accurate local approx-
imate solution v; have been defined.
Denote
U[(y, 5) = h(Ey)UI(y7 6)7
in the Fermi coordinate. Since K is compact, by the definition of Fermi coordinate, there is
a constant 6 > 0 such that the normal coordinate x on K is well defined for |z| < 1000 /.
Now we can simply define our global approximation:

(3.30) W (z2) = nzs(x)ur(y,§)  for z € M,

where 77s(x) = n(%) and 7 is a nonnegative smooth cutoff function such that

n(t)y=1 if [t <1 and n(t)=0 if |t > 2.
It is easy to see that W has the concentration property as required. Note that W depends

on the parameter functions ®;_; and e, thus we can write W = W( - ;®;_1, e) and define
the configuration space of (®7_1,e) by

[®r-1llcoar)y + IVOr-illcon k) + IV2Pr1llcoar)y < 1, }

(3.31) A:= {((1)1_1,6)
‘ lellco.e iy + el Vellcoax) + 2| VZel coary < 1

Clearly, the configuration space A is infinite dimensional.
For (®7_1,e) € A, it is not difficult to show that for any 0 < 7 < 1, there is a positive
constant C' (independent of e, ®;_1, e) such that

(3.32) or(y, &) < Ce ™ v (y,€) € K. xRV,
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4. AN INFINITE DIMENSIONAL REDUCTION AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM [[.1]

To construct the solutions stated in Theorem [[LI] we will apply the so-called infinite
dimensional reduction which can be seen as a generalization of the classical Lyapunov-
Schmidt reduction in an infinite dimensional setting. It has been used in many construc-
tions in PDE and geometric analysis. We present it here in a rather simple and synthetic
way since it uses many ideas which have been developed by all the different authors work-
ing on this subject or on closely related problems. In particular, we are benefited from
the ideas and tricks in [8, Bl [33].

4.1. Setting-up of the problem. Given (®;_1,e) € A, we have defined a global ap-
proximate solution W. an infinite dimensional reduction will be applied to claim that
there exist ®;_1 and e such that a small perturbation of the global approximation W is a
genuine solution.

For this purpose, we denote

E =AW + V(ex)W — WP,

Le[¢] := =Dy + V(e2)p — pWP ™,

and

N(9) = —[(W + ) — W7 —pi?~g].
Obviously, W + ¢ is a solution of equation (B is equivalent to
(4.1) L.[¢]+ E+ N(¢)=0.

To solve [Il), we look for a solution ¢ of the form
¢ = 77§6¢ﬁ + ¢|7,

where ¢* : M, — R and ¢f : K. xRY — R. This nice argument has been used in [8] 31}, 33]
and is called the gluing technique. It seems rather counterintuitive, but this strategy will

make the linear theory of L. clear.
An easy computation shows that

L[] = nis (896 — VOF + pWP LG ) 4008 V& WP+ (A1) 642V 155V g
Therefore, ¢ is a solution of [{@]) if the pair (¢, ¢*) satisfies the following coupled system:
By VI = ~(Agris)df — 29055 - V0% + (L) [E+ Nlaiyf +67) - pWr17].

g (Agd# = VO 4 pWP168) = 5 | B+ Nss6# +¢/) — pW7 199
In order to solve the above system, we first define
(4.2) L¢] = Dg¢’ =V on M,

and note that it is a strongly coercive operator thanks to the conditions on the potential
V, see (LZ)). Then, in the support of 755, we define

o = h(ey)d*(y,€),  with ¢*: K. x RV - R.
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A straightforward computation as in Subsection 3.1 yields
i ( Dy =V +pWP 168 ) = ngsh? (Apn &+ 2 A, 6" — 6" + ()" po} 6"+ Bl ).
where B = O(e) is a linear operator defined in Subsection 3.1. Now we extend the linear
operator B to K. x RV and we define
Le[¢7] = Apn g™ + 02 A ¢® — 6" + (n55)P oo} 0" + 155 B[¢7] on K. x RV,
and
L¢*] == Apn ¢ + p2Ak. 0" — ¢* + pwl ' ¢* = —Lol¢*] + p 2Ak.¢* on K. x RV,

Since n54 - 15 = 15 and n5; - M55 = M54, ¢ is a solution of ([@I)) if the pair (¢, ¢*) solves the
following coupled system:

L2@"] = —(Agn5s)he™ — 2V n5s - Vg(he™) + (1 = n5) [E + N(n5s¢* + ¢) — pW”‘léb] :
LE[6"] = 0 hP | B + N(ishg™ + &) — WP — (Lo — L7)[6"].
It is easy to check that
—(Agnis)he” = 2V i - Vy(he) = (1= 15) | = (Ayig)hé™ — 2V g5 - V(ho)|
and
(T —=n5) =0 =n5)(1 —n5).
Now, we define
N, 0", @11, €) 1= — (Agu5s)he" — 2V 1155 - Vg (ho")
+ (1= i) [B+ Nssd + ') —pW? '),
and
M(, 6", @r_1,€) =15 h P [E + N(nfshe* + ¢) — pW”‘léb} — (L = L) [¢"].
Then W + ¢ is a solution of equation (1)) if (¢°, ¢*, ®;_1, e) solves the following system:
L) = (1 = n5) Ne(¢, 0", @11, €),

L:[qb*] = ME(QSbv ¢*7 (I)I—lv 6).

To solve the above system (4.3)), we first study the linear theory : on one hand, since
the operator L" is strongly coercive, then we have the solvability of equation L [qb"] =
1. On the other hand, one can check at once that L} has bounded kernels, e.g., 0jwyo,
j=1,...,N. Actually, since Ly has a negative elgenvalue Ao with the correspondlng
eigenfunctlon Z, there may be more bounded kernels of L.

Let ¢ be a function defined on K. x RV, we define II to be the L?(d¢)-orthogonal
projection on Jjwy’s and Z, namely

(4.4) M) = (M, T, T 9]

(4.3)
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where for j =1,..., N,

;2] = z Y(y, &) Ojwo(€) dE,  with ¢ = /]RN 01w dE,

Co JRN
and

Mylo] o= [ (0.6 2

Let us also denote by II*+ the orthogonal projection on the orthogonal of Ojwp’s and Z,
namely

N
T[] = o — Y T[] 95w — T4 [¢] Z.
j=1

With these notations, as in the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, solving the system (4.3))
amounts to solving the system

L) = (1 = m)Ne(¢, 6", @r-1,e),
(45) L: [¢*] = HJ_ |:M€(¢b7 ¢*7 q)f—h €)i| 9
H |:M€(¢b7 ¢*7 q)f—lu 6)] = 0

It is to see that one can write
B = 15 b7 Se(vr) = (Bgnis) (hvr) — 2(Vgnis) - Vg(hor) = ngs | (nis)"~" = 1] hrof.
Hence by Proposition B.3]
M(¢", 0", ®1_1,e) =¢(— 22 Axe + Noe) Z + e S (P11)
+eMGra(ey, &e) + eI (ey, & @y e)
15 h P [N (i + 6) - pWP 1) — (L — L2)[67].
On the other hand, since

(4.6) /N Sr1(®r—1) Oswo = cop™ (T ®1-1)%(ey),
R
by some rather tedious and technical computations, one can show that
(4.7)
EI+1\7K[®I—1] - EI+1~6]+1(§; 6) + M&,l((bbu ¢*7 @1—17 6),
€ ]C5 [6] = ME,2(¢b7 ¢*7 q)f—h 6),

where $741(y;e) is a smooth bounded function on 3 and is Lipschitz continuous with
respect to e, Jx is the Jacobi operator on K, and K. is a Schrédinger operator defined by

(4.8) K.le] := —e*Axe + \op’e

where )\g is the unique negative eigenvalue of L.
We summarize the above discussion by saying that the function

u=W(-;®1_1,e) +155h¢" + ¢,

II M€(¢b7¢*7q)1—1ve)] =0+ {
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is a solution of the equation
Agu —V(ez)u+uf =0,
if the functions ¢°, ¢*, ®;_; and e satisfy the following system
(L2[¢") = (1 = n§) Ne(8”, 9%, D11, @),
L2[¢7] = T4 [Mo(¢?, 6%, @11, €)]
eIk 1) =" (5 e) + Moa (97, 9%, @11, €),

(e Kele] = M o(8, 0%, @11, ¢).

Remark 4.1. (1) In general there are two different approaches to set-up the problem:
the first one, as used in [8] and [33], consists in solving first the equations of ¢ and
o* for fired ®r_1 and e, and then solve the left equations of ®;_1 and e. The second
one, as in [22, 24] consists in solving first the linear problem L.[¢] + 1 = 0 under
some non-degeneracy and gap conditions; and then solve the monlinear problem
L.[¢| + E + N(¢) =0 by using a fized point arguments.
Our approach is slightly different from those in [§]-[33] and [22]-]24].

(4.9)

(2) After solving the system ([A9]), one can prove the positivity of u by contradiction
since both ¢° and ¢* are small.

4.2. Analysis of the linear operators. By the above analysis, what is left is to show
that (£9]) has a solution. To this end, we will apply a fixed point theorem. Before we do
this, a linear theory will be developed.

4.2.1. Analysis of a strongly coercive operator. To deal with the term —n5 h=PpWP~1¢ in
./\/ls(gb", ¢*, ®r_1,e) in applying a fixed point theorem, one needs to choose norms with the
property that ME((JSb, ¢*, ®7_1,¢e) depends slowly on #". To this end, we define

1
(4.10) 16”100 = (1 = 15/4)8lloo + g‘|77§/4¢b”oo-
With this notation, by the exponential decay of W, we have
IMe(@, 6% @1-1, €)oo < C[| @200
and

M (], 0", @11, €) — Mc(63, 0", P11, €)]l00 < Cel|d] — &3z, 00-

Since (L.2), we have the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1. For any function 1(z) € L>(M.), there is a unique bounded solution ¢ of

(4.11) L2[¢] = (1 —15)¢-

Moreover, there ezists a constant C > 0 (independent of €) such that

(4.12) [¢lle,00 < CllY]loc-
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For ¢ € Cy* (M. defi
or ¢’ € Cy"(M,), we define

1
(4.13) 16" e, = 1I(1 = 77§/4)¢b\|cg,a + g||77§/4¢b\|cg,a-

As a consequence of standard elliptic estimates, the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.2. For any function ¢ € Cg’a(Ma), there is a unique solution ¢ € Cg’a(Mg) of

(4.14) L2[¢] = (1 —n5).
Moreover, there ezists a constant C > 0 (independent of €) such that
(4-15) ”¢H2,a7a = ”‘bHE,a + ”VﬁbHE,a + ”V2¢”a7a < CHT/’”cg’Q(Ms)-

4.2.2. Study of the model linear operator L}. First, we will prove an injectivity result
which is the key result. Then, we will use this result to obtain an a priori estimate and
the existence result for solutions of LX[¢] = 1) when II[¢] = 0 = II[¢].

Lemma 4.3 (The injectivity result). Suppose that ¢ € L°(K. x RY) satisfies L:[¢] = 0
and I[¢] = 0. Then ¢ = 0.

Proof. We will prove this lemma by two steps.

Step 1: The function ¢(y, &) decays exponentially in the variables €.

To prove this fact, it suffices to apply the maximum principle since wg(€) has exponential
decay and ¢ is bounded.

Step 2: We next prove that

fly) = . *(y,§)dé =0, VyeK..

Indeed, by Step 1, for all y € K., f(y) is well defined. Since LX[¢] = 0, we have
Bicd = [ 208uodé+ [ Vi
RN RN
2 [ {IVeoP+ o - put P dg vz [ (Viod
RN RN
> 2M2’Yo/ ¢*(y, ) dE,
RN
where in the last inequality since II[¢] = 0 we use the following inequality
(4.16) [ Aiveot+ 6wt '} dez 00 [ e
RN RN

Therefore, by the definition of f, the above inequality gives
Ag.f > 2% f

Since f is nonnegative and K. is compact, we just get f = 0 by the integration. If K. is
non compact, one can first show that f goes to zero at infinity by the comparison theorem
and then get f = 0 by the maximum principle. (]
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Remark 4.2. Actually, following the argument of proof of Lemma 8.7 in [31], one can
show that

(4.17) o= d(y) Ojwo + cN+1(y) Z,

N
j=1
if ¢ is a bounded solution of Lt[¢] = 0, where ¢j(y) (j = 1,...,N) can be any bounded

function, but Nt (y) must satisfy the equation
(4.18) AN = Ngp2eN L

€

It is worth noting that (EI8) is just another form of K.le] = 0. When € satisfies some gap
condition (cf. Proposition [J.3 below), equation [@I8]) does not have a bounded solution.

Moreover, one can show that under the orthogonal conditions II[¢] = 0, the linear
operator L7 has only negative eigenvalues A%’s and there exists a constant ¢o such that
)\j < —cg < 0.

To prove it, since u? = V(,0) and (L2)), the inequality (ZI6]) implies

Tk _T* 2 2
/KEXM Lewzc/&Xm( L) (u ¢)2670/K€X]RN¢-

Before stating the surjectivity result, we define

”wHE,(Lp = B sup eplglHw”C’O’O‘(Bl((yf)))a
(y,£) €K xRN

where a and p are small positive constants.

Proposition 4.1 (The surjectivity result). For any function v with ||{|a. < 0o and
II[y)] = 0, the problem

(4.19) L[g] =+
has a unique solution ¢ with I1[¢] = 0. Moreover, the following estimate holds:
(4.20) I9ll2.2,0,0 := [18lle00 + VD llz00 + [V llca0 < Cllllc 0,00

where C' is a constant independent of €.

Remark 4.3. Here we choose to use weighted Hélder norms, actually one can also use
weighted Sobolev norms.

4.2.3. Non-degeneracy condition and invertibility of Jr .

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that K is non-degenerate, then for any ¥ € (C¥(K))NNNK,
there exists a unique ® € (C>%(K))N N NK such that

(4.21) Tic|®] = ¥
with the property
(4.22) 1®ll2.0 := [l co.(r) + VOl coair) + V2Pl con iy < Cll¥ |l com k),

where C' is a positive constant depending only on K.

Proof. Since the Jacobi operator Jk is self-adjoint, this result follows from the standard
elliptic estimates, cf. [15] [I§]. O
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4.2.4. Gap condition and invertibility of IC..

Proposition 4.3. There is a sequence € = ¢; \, 0 such that for any ¢ € CY"(K), there
exists a unique e € C**(K) such that

(4.23) Kelel = o
with the property

(420) el i= llelooa) + el Vellcoa ) + <2Vl onnqe < O lpllcon ),
where C' is a positive constant independent of €;.

Proof. This is a semiclassical analysis of a Schrodinger operator. The arguments are
similar in spirit as the ones used in the proof of Proposition 8.1 in [33]. We summarize
them in the following two steps.

Step 1: There is a sequence ¢; \, 0 such that for any ¢ € L?(K), there exists a unique
solution to (£23]) and satisfies

(4.25) lellz2x) < O "ol 2y

This fact follows from the variational characterisation of the eigenvalues and the Weyl’s
asymptotic formula.

Step 2: The unique solution satisfies ({.24]). This follows from standard elliptic estimates
and Sobolev embedding theorem. O

4.3. The nonlinear scheme. Now we can develop the nonlinear theory and complete
the proof of Theorem [I.11

4.3.1. Size of the error.

Lemma 4.4. There is a constant C independent of € such that the following estimates
hold:

(4.26) INE(0,0,0,0)| 2y + [T [M:(0,0,0,0)] |, , < C="+1.

Moreover,

(4.27) [ Me1(0,0,0,0)| o0 sy < Ce'2 [ Mc2(0,0, 0,0)[| oy < Celtt

Proof. 1t follows from the definitions and the estimate ([B.32]). O

4.3.2. Lipschitz continuity. According to the estimate of error, we define

By = {(@5",@5*,@1—1,6) | 18 ]l2e0 < AT 0% [l2,0,0,0 < AT,
(4.28)
1®1-1 120 < A, el < Aef—?"f}.
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Lemma 4.5. Given (qﬁ?,qﬁ’{, Or_q,e1), (qﬁg,gb;,&)]_l,eg) € By, there is a constant C inde-
pendent of € such that the following estimates hold:

|N(65, 67, @11, e1) — Ne(, 63, Bro1, 62)HC§’O‘(M5)

< O (164 = Bllaca + 191 = Gallacia + 011 = Brolza + e —esll.),

[T (M (¢, 05, @roq,eq)] — T [ME(¢37¢§7$I—1762)] HE,(W

< O (164 = Byllaca + 191 = G3llacian + 011 = Brotlza + e —esll.),

M (¢, 6%, @r-1,e1) — Ma,1(¢b27¢§7&)I—17€2)H00,Q(K)

< C"2(|1¢} = Bllzcia + 167 = Ballacia + @11 = Brtllza + ller — eall.),
and

[Me2(d}, 67, ®r—1,e1) — ME,2(¢b27¢§7&)I—1762)H00,Q(K)

< O (1164 = Bllzcia + 167 = Ballacia + @121 = Brtllza + ller — eall.).

Proof. This proof is rather technical but does not offer any real difficulty. It is worth
noting that the use of the norm [|¢’||2.c o is crucial to estimate the term —n§ h=PpWP~1¢

in M€(¢b7¢*7®f—l7e)' D

4.3.3. Proof of Theorem [[1l. By the analysis in Section 4.1, the proof of Theorem [T
follows from the solvability of (4.J9I).
Now we can use the results in the linear theory to rephrase the solvability of (£9]) as a

fixed point problem. To do this, let ®;_1 = <I>1_170—|—<T>1_1, where ®7_; g solve the equation

(4.29) Ik[®r-10] = H111(7; €).
Thus 710 = ®7-1,0(y;e). Moreover, the reduced system (£9) becomes

L") = (1 —15) Na(¢', 6%, 11, ),
L2[¢") = T [ M, 67, @11 €)]

(4.30) _ N "
5I+1JK[¢I—1] = M€,1(¢b7 ¢*7 q>[—17 6),

eKc[e] = Mea(d”, 6, @11, ¢).

It is a simple matter to check that both Mvg,l and ./K/(vg,g satisfy the properties in Lem-
mas 4.4 and Taking I > 3k + 1 and X sufficiently large, Theorem [[.T] is now a simple
consequence of a fixed point theorem for contraction mapping in B).



ON THE AMBROSETTI-MALCHIODI-NI CONJECTURE FOR GENERAL SUBMANIFOLDS 31

5. APPENDIX: PROOF OF PROPOSITION [2.1]

The proof is based on the Taylor expansion of the metric coefficients. We recall that
the Laplace-Beltrami operator is given by

1
Agu = O | \/det g g’ 0
o= ey o (V95 0

which can be rewritten as
af 92 af 1 af
Agu = g7 05 5u + (0ag™”)Ipu + 39 O (log det g)0gu.
Using the expansion of the metric coefficients determined above, we can easily prove that

9*P O2gu = g™ Ou + Oju + & {'gcb re 4 g rgl} (& + ") g™ 0Zyu — 22 g™ 0,97 92

+&? ( — 5" Ryear + g°° T8, T, + §*°T%,T% + g ngrgl> (& + @F) (" + @1 2u
42

3
e2 . .
-5 Riiji(€F + @%) (¢ + @) 0Fu + €2 G 0,995 ®7 97 u

+ R3(&, @, V) (07 u+ 92 u + Oyu).

Ria(€* + (el + @) 32y + 262050 {ﬁbc I 4 g rzz} (€ + 3 2u

An easy computations yields
8bg“b _ 8b§ab + 62 al;{gcb ng + gca Flc)z} (éz + <I>Z) + 62 {gcb ng + gca Flc)z} 85 (I)Z
+ R3(€,®, VP, V2D),

; 2 i~ -
0jg"" = =3 Rjoji(€' + @) + 20507 {gbc Ie;+9" Fﬁj} + Ry(§, @, V),

0ag® = =& 029" 057 — &7 g 05,7 + 2027 {gbo e + g™ rg} (€ + @)

+ R3(£, @, VP, V2),

- 1
09" = =3 Ryiji(€" + ) + R5(&, @, V).
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Then the following expansion holds

(8ag™”)05u =

g™ Oqu + € 513{§Cb re,+g+ ng} (& + @) Dgu + £ {§Cb re +9* ng} 9 ' Oqu

2 ] ~
= 35 Rjap(€' + @) Qau + 057 {Ei*’c I +9* Fi’j} Oau

— &% 049" 05 Oju — €2 G 03,97 Oju + 0% B {abc T+ FZZ-} (€ + @) Oju

1

3
On the other hand using the expansion of the log of determinant of g given in Lemma [2.3]
we obtain

Oy log (det g) = Oy log (detg) — 2¢? 95 (T'%,) (€F + @%) — 262 T2, 9;@F + Rs(¢, @, VO, VD).

2 Ryiji(€F + %) 0ju + R3(&, @, VO, V2D)(0ju + duu).

and
1

di(log det g) = —2eT%, + 2¢2 <§“b Ryapi + 3

Ryjji — szrzi) (65 + %) + Ry(, @, V),
which implies that

1
~ 9?0, (log det 9)0gu =

=N

5 Oa(log det ) (gab Opu + e{GPTY + gTE, H (€ + D)) Opu — € gaba5<1>jaju>

1
— ey + € <§abRkabi + ngjji - Ffmrgi> (&5 + %) Biu
Sy <(95(ng) €k + %) + 1, al;cp’f> G 0u + R3(¢,®, VO, V2®)(dju + Dyu).

Collecting the above terms and recalling that

- -, 1
Ar.u = gPo%u + (8,9)Opu + 3 3720, (log det §)dpu,

the desired result then follows at once.
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