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UNIQUENESS FOR BUBBLING SOLUTIONS WITH COLLAPSING SINGULARITIES

YOUNGAE LEE AND CHANG-SHOU LIN

ABSTRACT. The seminal work [7] by Brezis and Merle showed that the bubbling solutions of the mean field equation have
the property of mass concentration. Recently, Lin and Tarantello in found that the “bubbling implies mass concentration”
phenomena might not hold if there is a collapse of singularities. Furthermore, a sharp estimate [23] for the bubbling solutions
has been obtained. In this paper, we prove that there exists at most one sequence of bubbling solutions if the collapsing
singularity occurs. The main difficulty comes from that after re-scaling, the difference of two solutions locally converges to
an element in the kernel space of the linearized operator. It is well-known that the kernel space is three dimensional. So the
main technical ingredient of the proof is to show that the limit after re-scaling is orthogonal to the kernel space.

1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with the following mean field type equation:

et — . i
M-+ p (i 1) = 4 Egesaildy — 1) in M, (11)
Sy udvg =0,

where (M, ds) is a compact Riemann surface, p > 0, dvg is the volume form, Ay is the Laplace-Beltrami operator
on (M,ds), S C M is a finite set of distinct points g;, ag; > —1, and J;; is the Dirac measure at g;. The point q; with
Dirac measure is called vortex point or singular source. Throughout this paper, we always assume that |M| = 1,
hi > 0and h, € C3(M). The equation (L) arises in various different fields. In conformal geometry, (LI) is related
to the Nirenberg problem of finding prescribed Gaussian curvature if S = &, and the existence of a positive constant
curvature metric with conic singularities if S # @ (see [47] and the references therein). The equation (L) is also
related to the self-dual equation of the relativistic Chern-Simons-Higgs model. For the recent developments related
to [L.I), we refer to the readers to [6, 3, 5] [7, 10} 12, 13| 14} 15| 30, 34, 32} 33|, 37 38| 39} [41], 47| 48] [49] and references
therein.

In the seminal work [7] by Brezis and Merle, the blow up behavior of solutions for (L) has been studied as follows:

Theorem A. [7, 28| [3] Given fixed each vortex point q; € S, suppose «; € N, i = 1,---,N. We assume that h* is a positive
smooth function. Let uj be a sequence of blow up solutions for (L1), that is: maxp; uj — 400 as k — 4-o0. Then there is a
non- empty finite set B (blow up set) such that,

h*eu;:
_— = Oy, wh € 8mIN.
P heidog pgsﬁp pr e By C o

eu

For equation (L.I)), we call p[ﬁ’;w the mass distribution of the solution u*. Following this terminology, Theorem
Jm 4

A states that: When the vortex points are not collapsing, the mean field equation possesses the property of the
so-called “blow up solutions has the mass concentration property”. The version of Theorem A for the following
Chern-Simons-Higgs (CSH) equation was also proved in Theorem 3.1]:

N
ATLH—elze”(l—e”) =A4r X;épj in T, (1.2)

=
where ¢ > 0 is a small parameter and T is a flat torus. The equation (I.2) was derived from the CSH model to
describe vortices in high temperature superconductivity, and has been extensively studied during few decades. We
refer the readers to [22] 135 41]] and references therein. Among them, Lin and Yan in [35] proved the
local uniqueness result of bubbling solutions for (L2), that is, if 1,1 and u,» are two sequence of bubbling solutions
blowing up at the same points under some non-degenerate condition, then 1,1 = u, for small ¢ > 0. By applying
the idea in [35], the local uniqueness result of bubbling solutions of (II) was obtained in [2]. We note that the works

2] are concerned with the local uniqueness of bubbling solutions when the vortex points are not collapsing.
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However, there is a big difference when the collapsing singularities are considered. First, Lin and Tarantello
in observed a new phenomena such that blow-up solutions with collapsing singularities might not have the
”concentration” property of its mass distribution. The general version was studied in [23]. To describe the results, let
us consider the following equation:

Amiii +p <,[M ZZidvg - 1>
=4r Y ai(0g) — 1) + 4N, @i(8g, — 1) in M,
Sy uidvg =0,
where lim; ,0q;(t) = q € {q441,--- ,qn}, Vi=1,--- ,dand g;(t) # q;(t) fori # j € {1,--- ,d}. Then the following
holds:

Theorem B. Assume a; € N, 1 < i < N. Let u} be a sequence of blow up solutions of (L3) with p ¢ 87IN. Then u;
blows up only at q € M. Furthermore, there exists a function w* such that

up — w* in G (M {q})

(1.3)

as t — 0, and w* satisfies:

Apw* + (o — 8m) < h*hew*w* — 1)

Iu
=4n (Zle o — Zm) (6

N
p= 1) AT Y wlog 1) in M, (1.4)

for somem € Nwithl <m < [Av4 a;)land p > 8mrm.

So Theorem B tells us that the mass concentration does no longer hold if the collapsing singularity occurs. Indeed,
we have lim;_,¢ | M h*ett dvg < +oo, which is different from the situation described in Theorem A. We note that
Theorem B could be improved provided that the following nondegeneracy condition holds:

Definition 1.1. A solution w* of (L4 is said non-degenerate, if the linearized problem

*ew* fM h*ew* (Pdvg
A _ _ _ . - = d = 1.
M(P + (p 877’17'[) fM h*ew*dvg (‘P fM h*ew*dvg 0, /M (P Ug 0 ( 5)

only admits the trivial solution.

Using the transversality theorem, we can always choose a positive smooth function #* such that w* is non-
degenerate. See Theorem 4.1 in [24]. Based on the non-degeneracy assumption for (I.4), some sharper estimates
on the bubbling solutions of (I.3) were obtained in (see also sectionRIbelow).

For the simplicity, throughout this paper, we focus on the case where the collapsing vortices are only two, that is,

d:2,zx1:zx2:1,zxi€]Nfori:3,---,N. (1.6)
Our main goal is to prove the local uniqueness of blow up solutions of (L.3) with collapsing singularities.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that (L6) holds and p ¢ 87IN. Suppose that uy | and u; , are two blow up solutions of (L.3). Assume
that uy,,ui, — w* in Cipe(M\ {q}), where w* is a non-degenerate solution of (LA with m = 1. Then uf, = uy, for
sufficiently small t > 0.

We remark that the study of blow up solutions of (I.3) with collapsing singularities is also important to compute
the topological degree for the Toda system as noticed in [24}, 26], where the degree counting of the whole system is
reduced to computing the degree of the corresponding shadow system (see Theorem 1.4]). Thus it is inevitable
to encounter with the phenomena of collapsing singularities when we want to find a priori bound for solutions of an

associated shadow system. For the details, we refer to the readers to [24}, 26].
n_,@
ut,* 7ut,*

In order to prove Theorem [I.2} we need to analyze the asymptotic behaviour of {; = . After a

H”t(,l*)*”t(i)HW(M)
suitable scaling on small domain of ¢, {; converges to an entire solution of the linearized problem associated to the
Liouville equation:

Av+e¢’ =0 inR? (1.7)

1 [x] stands for the integer part of x.
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where A = Y2, % denotes the standard Laplacian in R?. A solution v of (L7) is completely classified [11] such that

8et
(1+ et|z +al?)2’

The freedom in the choice of y and a is due to the invariance of equation (I7) under dilations and translations. The
linearized operator L relative to v is defined by,

v(z) = vya(z) =In HER, a=(m,a) € R2. (1.8)

Lo := Ap + ¢ inR% (1.9)

(1+12%)

In [1} Proposition 1], it has been proved that any kernel of L is a linear combination of Y, Y7, Y, where

YO(Z) = 1—|Z|2 _ _1 + 2 _ a’Up,a

1+|Z|2 1+‘Z‘2 ou (y,a):(0,0)
2 190U,
i(2) = iy = - s (1.10)
oz 1 va,g
Yz(Z) = 1+|Z|2 4 Jay (y,a):((],(])‘

The orthogonality to Y7, Y, can be obtained by applying a suitable Pohozaev-type identities as in [35]. However, due
to the non-concentration of mass, we meet a new difficulty to show the orthogonality with Yj. In order to overcome
this obstacle, we apply the Green’s representation formula with some delicate analysis. This idea comes from the
recent work [25]]. In [25], it was proved that if w* is a non-degenerate solution of (1.4), and the assumptions (L.6) and
p ¢ 87N hold, then there is a blow up solution u} of (L3) such that u; — w* in Cjo. (M \ {q}).

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2] we review some known sharp estimates for blow up solutions of
(T3). In sectionB] we analyze the limit behavior of {; in M \ {q} and a small neighborhood of q respectively. Finally,
we prove Theorem[I.2by using suitable Pohozaev-type identities and Green'’s representation formula.

2. PRELIMINARY

Let G(x, p) denote the Green’s function for the Laplace Beltrami operator Ay, on M, that is
AmG(x,p)+ (6, —1) =0, /M G(x, p)do(x) = 0. @.1)
We recall the following assumption:

d:z,l)(lzlkzzl,[xie]l\] fori:S,...,N'

Let 1] be a sequence of blow up solutions of (L.3) and w* be the limit of u; in Theorem B. Set

2 N
u(x) = uf(x) +4m Y G(x,q;(t)) +4m Y a;G(x, q:), (2.2)
i—1 i=3
and
N
w(x) = w*(x) + 41 Y 0;G(x,q;). (2.3)
i=3

We may choose a suitable coordinate centered at q and
q=0, qi(t) =te, go(t) = —te, where ¢ isa fixed unit vector in S'.

We can rewrite equation ([L.3) as follows

h(x)g“t(x)_cf(x) o
AMMt + P < fM he“t*thvg -1) = 0/ (24)
where
Gt(x) :=4nG(x, te) + 4nG(x, —te), and (2.5)
N
h(x) := hy(x) exp(—47 Y_ a;G(x,q;)) > 0, h € C*(M), h(0) > 0. (2.6)

i=3
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From Theorem B, we have that u;(x) — w(x) +87G(x,0) in C2_(M\ {0}) and w satisfies

loc
B h(x)ew(x) B .
[ywdvg =0, w e C*(M).

We assume that the local isothermal coordinate system satisfies
ds? = e2*W)|dx|?, ¢(0) = Vg(0) =0, (2.8)

that is, e2?Ay; = A, where A = Z%Zl aa_xzz denotes the standard Laplacian in R?. Fix a small constant ry € (0, %) It is

well known that the conformal factor ¢ is a solution of

— Ap = ¢*?K in By, (0), (2.9)
where K(p) is the Gaussian curvature at p € M.
Let ¢(x) satisfy the following local problem:
AP —e*p =0 in B, (0), #(0)=V¢(0)=0. (2.10)
We denote
P =29+ ¢. (2.11)
In view of (2.8) and 2.10), we note that
Vap(x) = V§(0) + O(|x]) = O([x]), Vxp(x) = O(|x]), Vxg(x) = O(|x]) for x & By, (0). (2.12)

By using the local coordinate, we also set the regular part of Green function G(x, g;(t)) to be

R(x,4i(1)) = Glx,ai(1)) + 5= Inx — gi(0)]. 213)
Let
Ri(x) : = 4ntR(x, te) + 4R (x, —te). (2.14)
Therefore we can formulate the local version of (2.4) around 0 as follows:
Aity + by (x)]x — te|?|x + te]2e™ ) = 0in By, (0), (2.15)
where
fit(x) = ui(x) —In. /M he=Ctdog — @(x),  hy(x) = ph(x)e? @R py(x) > 0in By, (0). (2.16)
In order to study the behaviour of ii; near the origin, we consider the scaled sequence

or(y) = i (ty) +6Int, x € B%(O), (2.17)

which satisfies:

Avs + hy(y)e”™) =0 in B (0),
{fop(o) he(y)e"Wdy < C, (218)
with
he(y) =l (ty) [y — e’y + e* = ph(ty)e? W) R |y — |y + e, (2.19)

In [23], the following result was obtained.

Theorem C. Theorem 1.2, Section 5] Assume that (IL6) holds and p ¢ 87tIN. Suppose that u; be a sequence of blow up
solutions of @2.4). Then the scaled function v defined by @2.17) blows up at 0.
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Now we are going to give refined estimates than those provided in Theorem B and Theorem C under the non-
degeneracy assumption for (2.7). To state our result, we fix a constant Ry > 2, and define the following notations:

A= maxor = vt(pt), (2.20)
0
@
- fBrRO(tPt)pheut tdvg 2.21
Pt - u 7G(2) a4 ( ‘ )
fM he't=Ct dog
1
Ci = gh(tpo)lpi — el*|pt +ef, (2.22)
r(x) = us(x) —w(x) — psG(x, tpe), (2.23)

Let || ¢l = ||t 1 (M\Bagy (tp1))- Then we have the following result.

Theorem D. [23] Theorem 1.4, Section 5] Assume that [L.6) holds and p ¢ 87TIN. Let u; be the sequence of blow up solutions
of @4 and w + 87G(x,0) be its limit in M \ {0}. If w is a non-degenerate solution of (Z2), then

@) [I¢rll« = O(tnt),
(i)

Ar+2Int—1In (% /M he“’) +w(tps) +2In Cs + 87R(tpy, tpy)

= O(tInt),
(iii) pr — 87 = O(t?Int),
(W) | [y hett=Cdog — e [ hevdog| = O(1),
(V) [pe| =O(t).

In order to prove Theorem D, the authors in [23] analyzed the scaled function v; with the following ingredients:
Set

el
I =1 , 2.24
t(y) =In 1+ Gy —qi]?)2 (2.24)
where g; is chosen such that |g; — p¢| < 1 and
Vyli(y)| = —tp:ViR(x, tps) —tVow(x)| .
Yy=pt X=tp; x=tp;
By direct computation, we have
|9e — pe| = O(te™). (2.25)
For y € By, (pt), we set
11(y) = 0t(y) = It(y) — (Gt (ty) — Gur(tpr)), (2.26)
where
G t(x) = peR(x, tpt) + w(x). (2.27)
It is easy to see that
nt(pe) = or(pr) — L(pr) = O(Pe™™), Vipe(pr) = 0. (2.28)
Let
Aiy =+/Cee?, and A;_ = (Ar ) ! = Yo (2.29)

and 7; be the scaled function of #;, that is
1t(z) = (A, )z + pr) for |z] < 2RoAyq.
For 1j¢(z), we have the following estimate

Theorem E. [23, Lemma 7.1] Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem D hold. Then for any ¢ € (0, 1), there exists a constant
Ce > 0, independent of t > 0 and z € Byrya, , (0) such that

7:(2)] < Ce(tl|ells + £2)(1 + 2])*.
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3. UNIQUENESS OF THE BLOW UP SOLUTIONS WITH MASS CONCENTRATION

To prove Theorem [1.2]is equivalent to prove the local uniqueness of blow up solutions of the equation (2.4). To

show it, we argue by contradiction and suppose that (2.4) has two different blow up solutions ugl) and ugz), which

satisfy ugl), u§2) — win Cjo.(M \ {0}), where w is a non-degenerate solution of (2.7). We will use pgi), /\Ei), ﬁgi), It(i),

q?t(i), Ct(i), qgi), vgi), pgi), lyt(i), ﬁt(i), Gfﬁ, AEQH Aﬁf), to denote py, At, iy, It, 1, Ct, qt, 01, P1, 1t 7ts Guts A+, At,— in section
2 corresponding to ugl), i = 1,2, respectively.

From Theorem D, we have | pgi)\ = O(t) for i = 1,2. In the following lemma, we shall improve the estimation for
n_ @
p” =%

Lemma3.1. [p\") — p!?| = O (PInt).

Proof. Recall that vgi)(y) = ugi)(ty) —1In [, he”t(iLGfdvg — ¢(ty) + 61In t satisfies

sof! + iy = o, @3.1)

where fit(y) = ph(ty)ly — e[|y +ef?e” R+,
On 0By, (pgl)), we have

(i) (i)

of (y) = =2ty —p”| + (6 - %) Int+ G (ty) —In [ het’ G+ (1) — p(ty), (2

where G(i)(x) = pgi)R(x, tpgi)) +w(x).

*,t

For any unit vector & € R?, we apply the Pohozaev identity to (&.I) by multiplying & - vai), and obtain

aglS

2 ) i
VT (@ T
1 JBapy(

i pi)

i i iy 1 i
o { e veE Vel - o ave e
o Pt

1

; . (3.3)
D ICe Nl N Uy
g aBzRO(PE ))
where v denotes the unit normal of dByg, (pgi)). From (2.12), we have
_ _ r

IVy(ty)] = t{Viyg(ty)| = O(£ly]) for |y| < 70 (3.4)

For the right hand side of (3.3), we can use (3.2), Theorem D, and Theorem E to get

S _p)i (i) (i), 1 ()2 2 A0
RHS)of @3 = Y (-1 [ (- Vo) Veol’) = S (v- 9ol Py + O( e M )]

i—1 9BaR, (p;”) 2 i—1 (3.5)

|
™

Il
—_

(—1)f [tpgi)é-VngZ(x)L tp(i>+O(t|\q3t(i)||*+t2) = O(Pnt).
t
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For the left hand side of (8.3), by using Theorem D, we get that

2 ‘ (i) ’
i) = Y-y [ (g VB ) g e 0y
Bory (Pt )

i=1 ht(Pgl))
> , Vii(y)  Vhi(p") (i)
+ Y (—1)it! . - L2 ) e (y)e™ Wd
LD /BZRO@E”)g ( W my )
2 . Vi (p!)
Y (<1 5%) G0
i=1 he(py

)
2, Vii(y)  Vi(p")
+.Z(_1) / & - ‘
Bory (Pt ) ;
I (y)e A“)+nf“+ci?<ty> cLlep|

(1+ce My — g\ 12)2

X

By the change of variable z = Aglj_ (y — pgi )and [p 0 () (H’Z‘%dz =0 for k = 1,2, we see that
RoA

0, +

/ (Vinly)  Ih(p) he(y)e A(i>+”‘(i)+c’(‘i2(t )7G’(‘i2(tpt(i>)dy
B2R0(pf'))

my)  n(pl) (14 DM |y — g )2
(i)

Vh (1) ; . AL +17(i)+G(i)(t )_G(i)(tp(i))
= S €~<v (%)-(y—pﬁ’wou%pﬁ)F)) e Cay
BzRo(Pt ) ht(p ) (1—|—C ‘y q ‘ )

70 4

(i) () (i) () (i)
Vi (i) . ]’lt((A(I) )Z + p( ))em +G.y (HA L)z+tpy ) =Gy (tpy ) (3.7)
:/ g (v( t(’(?f) )> -(Afl))z+O(t2|zz)> s TS dz
Brrontd) ) he(p;”) C A+ lz+ A (py” —a; 7))
(i) (1) -~ 2
Vh ; h 1+0(tlz])) + O + O(t
) . <v< I >> .(Aglmo(ﬂzz)) (p)1-+ (=) + 017 O,
2RgA () © he(p;”) G (1+ [z[?)
=O(Int) for i =1,2,
here we used Theorem E in the last line.
From BR)-B.7), we have
1) (2)

he(piM) n(p®)
By using the expression (2.19) of i, we see that
Vhi(p))  Vhi(p})
m(p)  m(p?) (3.9)
= V(inly —elly+eP)l, 0 — Viinly —elly +eP)l,_ o +0p" — pi).

ote that rom Theorem D, an njy—e +e —o 1s invertible. 50 an ie
N hp O(t) from Th D, and VZ(In|y — ¢|*|y + ¢|?)[,—o is i ible. So (3.8) and (3.9) yield

‘ pr—
that \pt | O(#?*Int), and thus we complete the proof of Lemma[3.1] O
Now we are goi i 2
going to estimate |1, ;" oo ()
Lemma 3.2.

1" — | oo (ar) = O(tIn ).
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Proof. We note that M \ BzROt(tpgz)) C M\ B2R1t(tp§1)) for some Ry > 0. For x € M\ BzROt(tpgl)), we see from
Theorem D that

M () = ul® (x) = (W(x) + oV G (x, tp) + ¢ (x)) — (w(x) + oG (%, tp7) + 7 (%))

(3.10)
= G, tpt) = i Glx, tp) + O(tInt).
Together with Theorem D and Theorem E, we have for some 6 € (0,1),
(1)
uf! (x) = uf? (x) = £ (in |l = tpV] = Infx — tpP) + Ot 1n1)
(1) (2)
O(t - 3.11
_ (1<)|pt pil) & +0(tnt) (3.11)
Olx —tp, [+ (1= 0)|x — tp,”|
O(lp" = p@|) + O(tInt) = O(tInt) for x € M\ Bygy(tpl").
We note that BzROt(tpg )) C BQth(tpf )) for some R, > 0. Fory € BzRo(pf )) we see that
) =0 ) = (o (v) = (G (ty) = G (tp")
~ (o7 () = (62 (ty) - G (tp™)
1) o A o (3-12)
=u, ' (ty) —ln/ hett *Gfdvg +21n(1+C A \y a1
JM
—(ugz)(ty)—ln/Mhe”t(zLGfdvg ”+21n(1+c MWy~ g@p )) +0t).
By Theorem D, we have
/ he't” ~Cido,, — / net” ~Cido, = O(t), (3.13)
M g M g
AD fomnt+2inc” 48R (tp!”, tpl)) — In (p _’0871 /Mhew) +w(tp!)) = O(tInt), (3.14)
and
ch o) _ P h(tp)Ipt) — ePlpt) + el R o))
t Tt
8
oh(tpP)p® — e2lp® + eeRettr+op) (3.15)
8
=o(lp" = pi?) = O(F ),
which imply
AN A2~ 0o(tint). (3.16)
For y € Bog, (pgl)), we want to estimate
2In(1+ VM |y gV P) ~2In(1 + PNy — g P).
In view of (2.28) and Lemma[B.1] we have
2 ,
0t = a1 < Y 1 = a1+ [p = pi | = OB Int). (3.17)
i=1
Lety — a4 A (1)
y=q, +Az ThenwehaveforyeBZRO(pt ),
2In(1+ Ve |y — gV ) —2In(1 + DNy — g P)
2 PNy A0 2
=2In(1+ |z] )—21n(l+ct(1) A( | t+<y )+ t,+<qt —q;7)) (3.18)
P e

=2In(1+z[%) —2In(1 + (14 O(tInt))|z + O(tInt)|*) = O(tInt).
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By Theorem E, we have

1) — 1P (y) = O(tInt) for y € Bog, (p\).

From (3.12)-3.19), we have
ul(x) = ulP(x) = O(tInt) for x € Bygy(tpl").

By (B.I1) and (320), we complete the proof of Lemma[3.2l

Let

and

f heut Gtgtdvg
Iy hett” ~Cidog

{i(z) = Ct(f/\f,l_)z +ipMy -

Now we have the following estimation for the scaled function ;.

Lemma 3.3. There are constants by, by, and by satisfying

C1(z) — Qo(z) = boYo(z) + b1 Y1(z) + baYa(z) in CD(R?),

1-|z2

where Yy(z) = TR 1(z) = —15‘12‘2, Ys(z) = —1+Z|zz|—z.

Proof. First, we see that

[y _”Ez)HL“’ f het Gfdvg f het Gfdvg

1 (ph( ) (1)( x)=Gi(x) ph(x)eugz)(x)*ct(x

)

s oh(x)et >< X)=Gi(x) (1_ et (x)—uf! (x f heuﬁ”—cf)
" = u gy oy et ~Cretog [, he' =Gy
A+ oh(x)e" E>< )=Gi(x) (1
g = ooy S he't” ~Gudog
(1+u(2>( ) —u (1)( )+O(|\u§ —“t Hz thet thvg
S ke @a+u“<>—@”w»+owm —uf? wﬂMQM%>

= AmC +

(1)

ph(x)e”t( /(x)-Gilx) <§t I hettt —Gt tCrdvg N O(Hu(l) e

t t
Ju he”ﬁl)_Gfdvg f he”t Gfdvg

>nwm0.

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)
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By using the change of variables y = tAg}zz + tpgl), @17, @26), we have

5(AM 2on(tADz + tp1)) e ()“A*(l-)z“”*(l))*R’(m*('l‘)”t”*m)

Ali(z) = —
T hett ~Cdo,
x| A0z pV — | [ADz 4 p + o] Gul) + O — o)
—(AD Py (ALY 2 1 gp et (A
x| A0z 40— [ALz 4 p0 st e Gulo) + Ol — o)
o (L) (A2 4 1p )G A 1) -G )47 @) (324)

¢! (1+[z+ AL (P — g7 22
x| Az +pft - \\Atz+%’+4 (G(2) +O(luf” = uf |~ a))
—8h1(tA§ )z+tp ‘A z+p ‘ ’At z+p£)+e

m(tpi") ") —e2lpf” + ef?

. G+ 0l — 1 o)) A+ O(ln(z) ) + O(Pa)))
(1+ |2+ AY (pV = g 22
Together with (2.25), Lemma[B.2] and Theorem E, we have for z € B, At Ro (0),

> 80i(z)  8LVInHi(pi") - (Al)z) + O(tint) + O([z?) 3.25
A )+ T = 1+ 22 : 2

where
Hi(x) = hy(tx)|x — ef*|x +e|?. (3.26)

Since (; is uniformly bounded, there is a function ZO such that {; — {j in Cjo(R2), where

Ao+ (i =0 in R?, (3.27)
120/l (r2) < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0.

By [} Proposition 1], we see that To(z) = 212:0 b;Y;(z) for some constants b; € R?,i = 0,1,2. This completes the proof
of Lemma/[3.3 O

In the following lemma, we observe the behavior of {; in M \ {0}.
Lemma3.4. (i) {; — 0in C).(M\ {0}),

(ii) limy_,q <fM hett _Gfgtdvg> =0.
Proof. We recall from (3.23) that in M,

o (-

(1) (1)
S hett _Gfdvg S hett _Gfdvg

AmCr +

+ow%”—¢”mwMJ-—a

Since [|Gt|| = (p) < 1, we see that there is a function (. satisfying

gt — g* in Cloc(]\/I \ {O}) (3'28)

From Theorem D, we have

}13(1) Mhe”t chdvg p—PSTE /Mhewdvg. (3.29)
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For any small fixed € (0,1), we see from Theorem D that

(1)
et =Gt,dv, = / —|—/ het ¢ Gté dog
./M o [ M\B,(0)  JB/(0)\Baryi(tp}") t

(1) hett =G 7, do
+ " heufl -Gt gt f gt 8 d?}g
Boryi(tp; ) S et s Gfdv

het t e d 3.30
+ " he”t thvng gt Ug ( )
Bargt(tp ) S hett! ‘Gfdvg

1
— | hevr.d —/h”t%z)/ Ayl
/M el 0g+p ( e Ug 'B2R0t(tpt(l))( mGt)dvg

(1)
+ 87” /M het ~Cizydvg + 0(1) + O(r2) + O(||ulV) — u® o (a))-

By using the change of variable x = t(AE/l_)z + pgl)), we note thatast — 0,

831(2) +O([z]) +o(1)
—NAxCi(x)dx :/ dz =o0(1),
/BzROt(tPEl)) &) B (1) (3.31)
since {; — 212:0 b;Y; in Cioc (R?) and fRz 7”';'2)2 = 0fori =0,1,2. So we obtain from (3.30) and (3.3T) that

<1——)/ het Gfgtdvg—/ he“sdvg 4 0(1),

(1 _ o
h ut Gt d frg
/M ¢ Gt Y8 (p -8

(p — 87)he® - Joy he®Cudvg
Sy hedog * Sy hedog

Since [|C«|[ o (p) < 1, the above equation (3.33) holds in M. Moreover, we note that
1) (2)
)dvg

/ Crdo ” =0, (3.34)

and thus [}, {+dvg = 0. Together with non—degeneracy condition for w, we obtain {, = 0. In view of (3.28) and (3.32),
we complete the proof of Lemma 3.4l O

— A, (z)dz =
G2z = | w0 T EPR

2Ry, |

NOLS)
At

which implies

w
7_[) /M he“(sdvg 4 0(1). (3.32)
Then we have

Aps + ) =0 in M\ {0}. (3.33)

To connect the behavior of {; in M \ {0} and in a small neighborhood of 0, we need the following result.
Lemma 3.5. [25] (i) If = BRo < Jxp — tp£1)| <|x — tp£1)| <y, then
1 — tpf") > ) 0 :
Q(Jq) —gt(XQ) =0 11‘17(1)/ ACtdz +O(‘X1—tpt |11‘1‘X1 — tp; ‘)—FO(fz ll‘lt), (3.35)
|x2 — tp; | 2roAlY) 0
(ii) If 2Ry < |x — tp\M] < 10, then
(1)‘

_ _¢ _
o)~ @iy =o | [ (In|z)AZdz | + 0 (1 X 1Pe] / AZydz
B . () t B . ()
0+ 0%+

M\ 2 JPED
+o(<%> 1n<%pf|>)+0(t1nt).

(3.36)
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Proof. For any function g satisfying g(z)(1+ |z|)'*2 € L2(IR?), we recall the following estimation (see [9]): there is a
constant ¢ > 0, independent of x € R? \ B,(0) and g, such that

/]Rz(ln |x —z| —In|x|)g(z)dz

Together with the Green representation formula, Lemma[3.5/can be obtained. See [25] for the detail. O

< clx|"E(Infx| + 1)[1g(2) (1 + [2) "2 2(re)-

Let x: be a cut-off function satisfying 0 < x; < 1, |Vxt| = O(t), [V?xt| = O(t?), and

xi(z) = xe(|z]) = {

. 1
1if |z| < Ry, (3.37)
0 if |z| > 2R0A§,1+)-

Then we have the following result.

Lemmad6. () [ dBLEdz = O(tnt),
2RoA;

(ii)

fBz ) 2Ryt (tpM)
+ 0F\"Pt
|

(
t
(111) limt_>0 ‘gt”L‘”(M\BtR (fpt(l))) = 0/
0
2

RoAll

@) limiso fy %a& =0(1),
2RgAy |

(v) by = 0.

Proof. (i) We note that 1 (z) = — W satisfies

8171 8 . 2
A = — R . .
mt A REE T A (3.38)

From (3.25), we recall the following equation:
a4 B0 BADGYInH(p) -2+ O(tInt) + Oz )
T AR (142122
Multiplying both sides of (3.25) by 71 x+ and using the integration by parts, we have
7 811Xt >
0= A + ——"5 | dz+O(tInt
o (a0 s sy

2RyA; |

(3.39)
7, 81

) SR CEN 2Vin -V Axt| dz +O(tInt).

/B (1>(0)gt[< ’71+(1+|22)2>Xt+ m - Vxe+mAxe| dz+O(tInt)

2RoA |

Together with (3.38), we obtain

SZtXt
_SetXt 4 O(tInt). (3.40)
/BR RO (1+[z]2) ( )

oM 4

(ii) By integrating (3.25) and using (3.40), we have Lemma [B.6}(ii).
(iii) By Lemma[B.35}H(i) and Lemma B.4H(i), we see that if tRTO <|x-— tp£1)| <rpand |x' — tpgl)\ =r, then
Zt(x) = &¢(x") + O(Int Alidz) +O(rlnr) +o(1),
2R0AE,1+)
for any small r > 0. Together with Lemma[B.6}(ii), we can get that Lemma [B.6}(iii).
. 1—|z|2 s
(iv) We note that 75(z) = 3 In(1 + [z?) (H—E}Z) + 3(1f|2|2) satisfies
8172 16Yp(z) . o
Any + = n R”. 341
P PE T PR o4

Multiplying both sides of (3.25) by 7, x+ and using the integration by parts, we have

7 8112 )
0:/ Ay 4 —212 2V, -V Axi| dz+O(tInt).
__— Gt K "t e Xt +2Vi2 - Vi +mbxi | dz+ O(tInt) (3.42)

2RgA

t+
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1)(0). Then (3.42) implies

Fix a point ¢; € aBROAE’+

16Yolixe , N B |
/B 1 (0) mdz B _/ (1)(0)(@(2) — Ct(er)))(2Vn2 - Vixe + 12Bxt)dz

—Zt(et)/ o @V Ve + 1aBx)dz + O(tInt).

2R0Afll

Together with Lemma[B3.5+(i) and Lemma [3.6-(ii), we have

16Yolix: / ¢ t 2 7
—s=dz = O(t2 Int)(— + | In|z||t7)dz + O(i(er)) + O(tInt),
fy o TR = Jonth copcamy O MO+ I ElIE)dz + O e) + Oft 1)

0%, +

here we used [} 0 ) mAxidz = — [, Vip - Vxidz.
2RnA

ZRoAy £ 00+

By applying Lemma B4k (ii) and Lemma 3.8 (iii), we obtain lim;_,o (¢ (e;) = 0, and thus

(1)(0)

16Yo(ixt
— 22 dz=o0(1) as t — 0.
A oo @ e = oW

00+
So we obtain LemmaB.8-(iv).
(v) By Lemma[B3and Lemma [3.6}(iv), we have
b() =0.
So we complete the proof of Lemma[3.6
Let 0
i =4 _1n / he't’ ~Ctdv, for i =1,2.
M
We note that
(1 2
ﬂgl) — ﬂgz) = ugl) — ugz) — ln/ hett )_Gfdvg +1n/ he”E )_Gfdvg
M M

= ugl) — ugz) —In /M he”ﬁl)*cfdvg +1n /M he”gl)*cf(l + ugz) — ugl) + O(\ugl) — u§2)|2)d0g

1)
W@ et Gt — u)dog

(1)
fM hett _Gfdvg

+O(luf" = 3 ).

Let
~(2)

1
. / phe—Gt(eut — et )dx _ / Az,
Bargr(pt™) (Y — | o gy Barge(tp)")

Without loss of generality, from now on, we assume that
V. (87R(x,0) + w(x))’xzo =0.
Indeed, we can change the regular part of G(x, 0) locally such that
87 Rnew (%,0) = 87Ryq(x,0) — V4 (87TRy4q(x,0) + w(x)) o
Now we shall improve Lemma [3.6}(ii) by applying the arguments in [35].
Lemma 3.7.

A :/ —AZidx = O(b).
YT St 2

Proof. Recall that

t
=1 () + 17(y) + GUl(ty) — G (tpl") for i =1,2.

13

(3.43)

(3.44)

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

(3.49)

(3.50)

(3.51)
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Set
5£i)(z) = vgi)(Agllzz + pgl)) for i=1,2.

Then

U+ (AL2A 2+ py =)

317(2) = (Afz + V) +1n

We also see from (3.48) that
5"(z) - 65”( ) wlealz+ ip) - (ealVz + tpft)
et — | oo et — | oo

= Zi(2) + Ol = ul® || 1o a1,

which implies

+ GO Az + 1pV) — GU (ep ().

~(2)_~(1) ~(1) ~(2) ~(1) _ S(2))2

1—eY% ~0 0, (z) —0;7(z) +O(|v; ' — o >

1 2 = g t1< ) 2 (2 1) :gt(z)"'O(H“gl)_”EZ)HL""(M))'
DRI [ = 4 ooy

We have
Azﬁfi)(z) + (A(l,))zh (Agl,)z + p}”)eﬁ?”@ =0,
where hi(y) = ph(ty)|y — e|*|y + e?e R 9. We see that
@@ - NV E" +57) 2) + (a6 + )NV EY - 57) -2)
= div{(v@" 3N (V@Y +37) - 2)
+ (V@ +8) (v -5) 2 - vE -5?) - v + o)z},
and
A@) 3N (VEP +57) -2) + (A )V E -5) 2)
—(AD ALz 4 D) (@) - @) (v (@) +52) -2
— (AR (ADz 4 p) (@ E) 4 @ (v () — 5 - 2)
= —div (Z(Agll))zht(Af})z 4y et - éf‘?”(z))z)
P(az+ V) (@) — @)

(A (A2 + pT) (D — D) (Taane(Az + p{) ).

+4(A)n
)y

Therefore, we obtain for any > 0,

1 51 52y o) 4 50 B / V(o' — 7
2 Jas,(0) V(@' —0,7) V(o +7,7)|z|doe 38,(0)
= Lo AP A+ ) O =0 2l
B;(0 ’ ’
~2)

_ /B (O)(AE}_))%t(AE}_)ZwL pgl))eﬁﬁl)(z)(l _ o (z)—aﬁl)(z)) (2+Vz 1nht(A§}_)z+ pp)) .Z) ir.

Let ZROAt+ <zl < rOA( . By (212) and Theorem D, we have

VagtANz 4+ tp) = PO(tANz 1 1pl)) = O(#4 (2] + 1)),

(3.52)

(3.53)

(3.54)

(3.55)

(3.56)

(3.57)

(3.58)

(3.59)



UNIQUENESS FOR BUBBLING SOLUTIONS WITH COLLAPSING SINGULARITIES 15

and

Vi3 (z) = V. (ﬁ“)uAﬁlﬁz +tpiY) = ptAVz + tp))
= Vo (A2 + tpf) + Ve (o Geafz + tp, 1)) + w(tA{Vz + tp(V) ) + O(#2))
oAl (A= + p" — 1pl?)
270 Jengz ) — P2
Y (o R(EADz + oY, tpl?) + w(tA Dz + tp(V) ) + O(#2))
(i) AL @) ()
= A T O Tl g ) + O

O()V+ (p"R(x, tpf) +w(x))

Vz(Pt (tAt )Z + tpgl)) -

(3.60)

x=tAMztpl)

In view of Lemma[3.Jland Theorem D, we see that there are agi) € R? such that aEl) =0, |a§2)| = O(tInt), and

2+ of

5 +0 (29 (pPRG ") + ()
|Z+“t 2

+O(BInt) +O(Hz]) for 2RyAV) < [2] <

V.5l (z) = —4

’Hpﬁn) 3.61)

"o A
AL

In view of (850) and Theorem D, we have Vx(pgl)R(x, tpgl)) +w(x)) = O(#?Int), and get that if ZROAg <

1)

x=tp;
|z] < ’OAgl,then
(i) (z+ a(i))
V.5, (z) = —4-——L 2 + O(*Int) + O(t*|z|)
t (i)
|z +a;"|?
(0 3.62
| 2+O(f|2|)+O(t31nt)+0(t4z|) (3.62)
4W +0(BInt) + O(t4)z)).
From (3.34), we recall [, {tdvg = 0. Together with Green'’s representation formula, we have
~(1) ~(2)
_ iy _ ol )
= [ phe& L y)dy,
Gr(x) ./Mp T N G(x,y)dy
and thus
1) -
B (e”t ) )
Vil (x) :/ phe™Ct VxG(x,y)dy
! J\Bagye (1) 1 — P perry
(1) ~(2)
_ (e”t — et )
+V G(x,tp(l))/ phe™Ct dy
' " Bargpl") R (3.63)

RO

B et — ettt
wf o e ) (9.6 y) - VaG(x )y
BZROt(tpt) Hut —Mt ||L°°(M)

= I+ 1T+ III.
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From LemmaB.4H(ii) and Lemma B.6H(iii), we see that if x € M\ BzROt(tpgl)), then

—Gt-HNt(l)
= / ), V=Gxy) 1phe :
M\Borg(tp{") [

- “Ez) Il (M)

(1) _ 1 2
x (! @ Jahe O — o,

(1) _ . (2))2
Uy — Uy + Oy = w, " oo (ary) )y
[y het” ~Crdog ) (3.64)
(1)
(1) hett ~Ctgdo
= o, VG (x,y)phe G (g, - Juhe™ s o) - 1) ) dy
M\Bagy(tp; ) Sy hett *Gfdvg
=o(1) as t—0.
From Lemma[B.@-(ii), we have
A= —/ o, Dlidx = —/ AGidz = O(tnt).
BZROt(tPt ) 2R0AE,142
Then we see that if x € M\ BZROt(tpgl)), then
1
N p Gty ()
IT=V,G(x, tp\")A = { —— 0Py +0(1) § Ay, (3.65)
7 P
where
1if x € By, (tp\"),
LONCI . w71 ) (1) (3.66)
rolfPe 0 if x € M\ By, (tp;).
Now we also see thatif x € M\ BzROt(tpgl)), then
G D =0 (1)
phe=Ct(eh —et") / x —tp; xX—y
111:/ - 1w (x)dy+o(1)
(1) 1 2 1 —2) B,
Barge (191" 272 [uf? — 1 oo ay (|x— tpi ' ¥yl Vs (3.67)
(1)
1 X —tp, X—y
- A — 1 dy+o(1),
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and
/ 8z oty vy )1 (x)d
Barye(tpy) t |x — ngl)‘z |x —y|2/ " Brol (tpi") Y
(1) (D) A (D)
~ x—t x—tp tA; z
- /B 0 +/B 0)\B 0 Azét(z)( p(tl)z B (tl) (ti) 2)1Br (tpm)(x)dz
ROAt(l-?—( ) 2ROA(l)( N ROAt(,l-?—( ) lx —tp; | lx —tpy 7 —tA; 'z oltp:
(1)
A |z
- / ) I8G IO, ()i
R
0(1) 1 1
+/ 1 + 1 (1) (X)dZ
BzRoAER(O)\BROAE}l(O) |z| (Ix—tp£1)| x_tpgl)_mg/l_)z) By, (tpfV) (3.68)
1 k4
- O( AV 1 (1) (X)dZ
Pangy @ 1 H D) gt ot
o1 _ O(t2
+f o 2 s
e O\ 1) (0) 2| x—tp, 0 } ro(tPs
0, + tAE,l,)
1 (%)
= O(M) +o0(1) as t — 0.
x—tpfP2
From (B.64)-(B.68), we see that if x € M \ BzROt(tpgl)),
(x—tph1 ) (x) 1, (x)
Vili(x) = B0 () (1) as >0, (3:69)
S [~ tpy |2
M
Here we also note that if ZROA(l <zl < 2r0At+ , then
Va3 (2) ~ 57 () _ V(i (eaz 4 p) — P (enfz + tp)))
uf? = uf | oy g = 2 o
= V. (A2 + 1pl) (3.70)
U A [ ALz __ Az 2
= Vi(i(z) = tA; 7 ( 27TtA§1_> EE +O(1)) B TAEE +O(+),
and
vzgt(Z) 26332 ( )(0) a vxgt( ) xGaBzROt(tpgl))' (371)
At
By (3.59), we obtain for r; g, = ZROASIQ,
7 =(1) | =(2)
1 \V4 . \V4 + .
5 V@) Ve oo [ V@D AVE 20 )2,
9By, 5, (0) 3By, r, (0) 2]

(1)
_ (A e(A 2+ pi)) s 2@ (1 = 070" 7140 (3.72)
1

2 (A0, 4

AWy + R

—/ ATz 4Pt ) oy g ooy (2+ Vatnn (A= +pf") - 2) dz.
B, (0) ||u<1)—u<2)|\ N ’
LR i TR
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We see from (3.62) and (3.70) that
1 At z
LHS) of == ( 8—+Ot3lnt> < —~ - +0 )da
(LHS) of G72) 2/(,%N Zp Oy )~ 0
1/ A )
- —(-ZL+0o@1)) (-8+0(Int))d
B o (-5 o) (-s+ormn) ar
1/ ( z 3 > < Az )
== z| | =8+—= +O(t°Int) | - + 0 do
2-aBrt,RO(0>‘ I\ "8p +OUTR) wiap T O ) (3.73)
—/ i(ﬁJFO( ))da
9By, z, 0 2] \ 70

_! 2] (ifz +O(t3)) ar— [ 1 (4““) do +O(t)
2 JoB,  (0) 7tz 3By, (0) 2] \ 7

= —4A;+ O(t).

We also see from (B.55)-(3.56) and (B.53) that

2(a5Y — Az7<2>) O(t|z]) 1
(RHS) of B72) — f i 2+ / — Vdo
B"fR O ||1/l(l) —M£2)HLoo ) 1+|Z‘2 BrfR 3
=2 / ALi(2)dz +0(0) (3.74)
=2 i o, Dxlr(x)dx +O(t) = —2A1 +O(t).
Rt (EP: )
By (B.73)-(3.74), we obtain A; = O(t), and complete the proof of Lemma[38.7] d
For any function f, we denote
Dyf(z) = agiz) for I =1,2. (3.75)
!

Lemma3.8. (i) by = b, =0,
(i) Ci(z) — 0, L(tAM z + tpt)) = 0in €O (R?) as t — 0,
(iii) limy_ ( B (0)(1n|z)Athz> =0.

ZROAt( l

Proof. (i) We have
div (V@D,z“iﬁ") +Va' DG - V- vaﬁ”el) =AD" + A3\ Dg,

AV -3y MPD,(NW 5%)

104
it — 4| s e — | oo ()

~t(l) ~(2) ~(i)

Az p) e = D) (Al Pz + pM)ed Dy - 5)

" = i lmqan I = o (3.76)
a CAﬂvwmﬁ&+p9xﬁ“—£%q)
—d1iv

it — 4| o

+ l(Af?’Vht(AS’z +p) e — )

Ju? = uf?

H D1 (77 o) (e 1%) |
L (M)
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For any constant R > Ry, letr; g = ZRAEQ. Then (3.76) implies

/ (ZV@D@@ +2V5£2)D[§t — V- (V@(tl) +V5§2))€1) _ é—|da

Brj p

Y 3.77)

=-2 (Ag}—))zhf(/\g,l—)z + Pgl))(eﬁf(l) - 65f(z>)el z

Prall) R P
J (A P(ALz + pf) (e — e
B

+2
2 o =

Tt,R (

)Dl (lnht(Ag}zz + pgl))) dz] .
(2)
|| Loy

By (3.69) and Lemma[3.7] we have if x € M\ BZROt(tpgl)), then

A =tpf, o () O, o (%) OB, (%)
Vili(x) = — Boltri ) Bro“gt) L to(1) = Bro“ﬁ(tl)) +o(1), (3.78)
27t|x — tpi V)2 v —tp} ]2 v —tp}")|
which implies
7 ) — A o(t) >
V2ii(z) = tAtﬁngt(x) x:tAﬁ,l,)szEl) = H 1Br0A§,1_2 (O)(Z) +o(t9), (3.79)
—F
(1) roAp]
for 2RoA; | < |z| < —=.
Therefore, in view of (3.62) and (3.79) we get that
3 4 o(1) t 2
(LHS) of BZ2) = |z| [ O(£’ Int) + O(t*|z]) + Tl O(m)+o(t ) rop o
2raf]) (3.80)

= O(t*(Int)R) + O(%) +o(t*)R* +0(#).

To estimate (RHS) of (3.77), by the change of variables x = tAE/l_)z + tpgl), we see that if |z| = ZRAEQ > ZROA&)_, then
Theorem D implies

2 MDAz 4 p ) e |
o Juf!) = o
oAl o(A)2 ((ty)ly — ePly + ef2e~R)) |

2 . aB2Rt(tpt(1)) ||M£1) - ”EZ)HL“’(M)

~(1 ~(2
(e — e yt6, - (x — tp{"

x—tpt!)]

2 —Gi(x) (V) _ i _ (D
—0(1) / Fhlx)e 70 —e Jo X211~ 4000 ) = o(PR).
9Bars(tp |

1 1
y=Az+pl"

(3.81)

X

)da(x)

(1)
D =P ey - tpl)

Letx = tAVz + 1p!V and y = A{Mz + V).

Then ry > |x — tp£1)| = tA£,12|z\ = 2Rt > 2Rt implies 2 > |y — pgl)\ = A£,12|z\ = 2R > 2Ry. So we see that if
2Ry < |y —p;"’| < ¢, then

VyInhi(y) = Vy(Inph(ty)e BT 4 210 |y — e[ +2In |y +e])

1 (3.82)

= Vyy In(ph(ty)e R T¥E)) 4 O( M) =0(1).
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In view of Lemma[B.4L(ii) and LemmaB.6(iii), we have

(1)
o fM heut 7Gt§td’0g

Ct I h TGy =o0(1) in M\Bm%(fpgl))- (3.83)
mhe't ~Tavg
Together with (354), we see that

1 W2y AD) ,  (Uy(o0 _ oP M,
g — | s o oAz @ = D) (gl + ) ) dz
Wy m = Uy llLe(m) ZRAEQ 2R0A§,1+)

£ (M, Wyl _ o

=0O( he(A; 2z +p, ) (€% — e’ )Dy, Inhe(y) dz
—o(¥) [ h(tANz 4 tp(M)eROAzHA)

B 1)(0\B_ (1)(0) ’

(
2RA 2RoA; !

< Az + p — e Az + M + eO(0)et (AL 2 ipY)
u t (3.84)
@D ALz + 1) — 1D (A z 4 tp) + OV 1 [y

X dz

it — 4| o )

)
h(x)|x — te]?|x + te|2eRi(®)eih " (x)
t t

—o(t) /
Ber(th)\BzROf(fP(l))
 fyhett =G oy
the”El)*Gfdvg

=O(t o(1)dx = o(t*)R?.
(*) Ber(tPtm)\BzROf(fPEl)) o )

x (Ce(x)

+O(ulY = u| oo (a1))

(1) ()
A (A 2 p) (e ) Dy (b (A 24t

) . (1) .
0 () T ) dz, we note that if [z| < 2RgA,; "/, then there is

To estimate 2 [,

2RgA; | [l oo (a)
6 € (0,1) such that
Dy, [In k(A z + p!V)] = Dy, Inky AN
allnk(A2z 4+ pi)] = Dy InheW]| )M
2
— |Dy,Inh +Y_ Dy,,Dy,Inh Az +0(D?Inh £2z[2) | A
wIn(¥)| o+ L DuDy ()| _ oA 7+ 000 o 0PN g5
2
1 1
= |Dy, lnht(y)’ ot ZDykDyz lnht(y)’ B (1)A§,22k+0(t2‘z|2) AEZ
y=r: k=1 Y=ri
Moreover, by using the proof of Lemma[B.Iland B.50), we get that
v, lnht(y)’yip(l) - —tvxci}}(x)’ﬁp(l) +O(H|¢t]|s + £ Int) = O(FInt). (3.86)
—rt Pt
Now we obtain
(1, 0 - (1) (1)
DZZ [lnht<At,—Z+pt )] = Z DykDyz lnht<y)’y—p(l)[\t’_2k+O<t2 lnt) +O(t2|z‘2) At,—' (387)
k=1 =P
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Together with (353) and (3.55), we see that

2

(A2 ALz 4 pV) (e - )

D; (lnht(Ag,l_)z +p;

(1))) dz

7B, o) Hd”—é”mwm
> Az 4 pi)ed (1 - o5
-2, g — |
2Rg A t t IIL>(M)
xQ:%Jmhm@Uj@Aﬂ@+O@mﬂ+OWMNAQM
k=1 it
:2{/ me(A 2+ ) () + 2e))
Bra®@ G142+ 0(R2)2)2

2
x [Y_ Dy, Dy, Inhi(y) y_p(l)Aﬁ}_)zk +O(PInt) + O(t2|zz)]A§}_>dz}.
k=1

Pt
We note from (3.86) that
n(AVz+pM)  sh(AMz +

(1)

c  meM)

e (pV)

=8+ O(Int) + O(£*|z]?).

By using Lemma[B.3land Lemma[B.6(v), we have

(Ze(2) + Ol — ul® |l o an)

1)
Py ) :8<1—|— Vht(pt ) 'Agll)Z—i-O(tzZF))

")) dz

2
Gt — .Zil l‘;|2 n Cp.(R?).
i=
Together with Theorem E, we have for any R > 1,
(1327, (A (1)y (o) _ o
A he(A + t t
’ ( t,f) t( t 2T Py )(e e )Dl (lnht(Aglzz+tp
B, 00 luf? — u?| '
2RoA | t t IIL® (M)
(14+O(PInt(|z| + 1)8) + O(£3|z]?)) & biz;
=16 +o(1
oo (+ PP Liavrem

2
1
% [Y Dy Dy Inhs(y)| o A2+ 0(
k=1 Y="r;

1|4
B ot @80 2]

2

1
=8(A{))?? Y D,D,, lnht(y)’ _ <1)/
k=1 Y=";

Br(0) (1+1]2[?)° ~ R

Pint) + O(£)z?)] AL dz

L (O(t]z]) + O(PInt))dz

blzl> O

for some ¢ € (0,1). Therefore, we obtain from (3.8T), (3:84), and (3.91) that

(RHS) of (B.77)
(1)+2 2
=8(AY) k:ZlDykDyz lnht(l/)‘y:pgw (./Rz (

Since det[V2(In/ (p!"))] = —16 + O(t), (380) and
1

bl = O() +

So we obtain by = by, = 0, and prove Lemma[B.8}i).

1+ z]?)°

2
belzl” 4, 4 O(R‘z)) +

(3.92) imply fori =1,2,

o(1) for any large R > 1.

o)

R

+O(£InR) + O(t*R) + o(#?),

+ O(PR%) + o(#?).
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(3.88)

(3.89)

(3.90)

(3.91)

(3.92)

(3.93)
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(i) By Lemma[B3.3] Lemma[3.6-(v), and by = b, = 0, we have
[ et =Gy,

(1)
Sy hett *Gfdvg

Together with Lemma [B.4H(ii), we obtain Lemma [B.8}(ii).
(iii) In view of Lemma[3.3] (3:25), and by = by = by = 0, it is easy to see that Lemma 3.8} (iii) holds. O

Gi(z) = G(tAMz + 1pl)) — —0in CY_(R?).

Now we are going to complete the proof of Theorem[1.2]
Proof of Theorem[1.2]
Let x{ be a maximum point of {;. So we have

e (x)| = 1. (3.94)
Then from Lemma [3.4] we have
lim x; = 0. (3.95)
t—0

Moreover, by Lemma[B.6}(iii) and Lemma[3.8] we see that

R
AVt < s =[x — V] < 20

<= (3.96)

A ~ g eu(l)—G v R
Let £4(&) = Gi(sie + tplV) = LAY s 4 Dl 6 gy @m) ¢ satisfies

Sy hett _Gfdvg

2
. 2 1+ %[ef?
0= AL +0((Al)22L) A+#ED &l < Z—O (3.97)
! t

2 2
B+ (af)2gep)2

By (3.94), we have

x (1)
s (Xf —tpy _ |
G(F )| = el =1 (3.98)
By (3.96) and |{;| < 1, we see that {; — {y in any compact subset of R? \ {0}, where {, satisfies A{y = 0 in R?\ {0}.

R . . s« g (1) . .
Since |{y| < 1, we have Ay = 0in IR%. So {j is a constant. From ‘xtsittpf‘ = 1and (3.98), we have {y =1 or {p = —1.

So we have

1.
G = 5 if Sz_f < |x—tpV] < sp. (3.99)

By Lemma[B.5H(ii), Lemma[3.8] and Lemma[B.7] we see thatif ¥ < [x — tpgl)\ < s, then

Zi(x) = O (Int) AZidz+0(1) = 0(1) as t— 0,
ZROAE}_?_
which contradicts (38:99). So we complete the proof of Theorem[1.2] ]
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