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SIGN-CHANGING SOLUTIONS TO THE SLIGHTLY SUPERCRITICAL

LANE-EMDEN SYSTEM WITH NEUMANN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

QING GUO, SHUANGJIE PENG

Abstract. We consider the following slightly supercritical problem for the Lane-Emden system
with Neumann boundary conditions:











−∆u1 = |u2|pǫ−1u2, in Ω,

−∆u2 = |u1|qǫ−1u1, in Ω,

∂νu1 = ∂νu2 = 0, on ∂Ω

where Ω = B1(0) is the unit ball in R
n (n ≥ 4) centered at the origin, pǫ = p+ αǫ, qǫ = q + βǫ

with α, β > 0 and 1

p+1
+ 1

q+1
= n−2

n
. We show the existence and multiplicity of concentrated

solutions based on the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction argument incorporating the zero-average
condition by certain symmetries.

It is worth noting that we simultaneously consider two cases: p > n

n−2
and p < n

n−2
. The

coupling mechanisms of the system are completely different in these different cases, leading to
significant changes in the behavior of the solutions. The research challenges also vary. Cur-
rently, there are very few papers that take both ranges into account when considering solution
construction. Therefore, this is also the main feature and new ingredient of our work.

1. Introduction and main results

In this paper, we are concerned with the following Neumann problem










−∆u1 = |u2|pǫ−1u2, in Ω,

−∆u2 = |u1|qǫ−1u1, in Ω,

∂νu1 = ∂νu2 = 0, on ∂Ω

(1.1)

where 1
p+1 + 1

q+1 = n−2
n

, pǫ = p+ αǫ, qǫ = q + βǫ with α, β > 0, Ω = B1(0) is the unit ball in R
n

(n ≥ 4) centered at the origin and ν is the outward pointing normal on ∂Ω.

The standard Lane-Emden system in (1.1) is a typical Hamiltonian-type strongly coupled elliptic
systems, which have been a subject of intense interest and have a rich structure. Due to the fact
that tools for analyzing a single equation cannot be used in a direct way to treat the systems,
there have been very few results on the existence of solutions for strongly indefinite systems and
their qualitative properties. One of the first result about positive solutions appeared in [7] based
on topological arguments. In [13], a variational argument relying on a linking theorem was used to
show an existence result. In [5], the existence, positivity and uniqueness of ground state solutions
was studied. One may also refer to [27] and the surveys in [14]. It is well known that the system
is strongly affected by the values of the couple (p, q). The existence theory is associated with the
critical hyperbola

1

p+ 1
+

1

q + 1
=
n− 2

n
, (1.2)

which was introduced by [4] and [28].
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An important observation is that solutions to the Neumann problem (1.1) satisfy the following
compatibility condition necessary:

∫

Ω

|u1|qǫ−1u1 =

∫

Ω

|u2|pǫ−1u2 = 0, (1.3)

from which we know that if (u1, u2) 6= 0 is a strong solution, then it is necessary that both u1
and u2 are sign-changing. In contrast to the Dirichlet problem, it is believed that the Neumann
problem allows the existence of smooth solutions on the critical hyperbola, but there have been
very few results to (1.1) with Neumann conditions up to now. The only known existence of
least energy nodal solutions is in the subcritical case [26] and in the critical case [22]: n

p+1 + n
q+1 ≥

n − 2. It is worth noting that the application of Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction strategy
has several differences with respect to its implementation in the study of Dirichlet
problems (see [16, 17]). For example, the maxima and minima of the solutions to the Neumann
problems can be located at specific points on the boundary, while, in the Dirichlet case, located in
the interior of the domain. This difference implies vital changes in the method, since the curvature
of the boundary plays an important role and the blow-up analysis in the Neumann case leads to
a limiting problem in the half-space up to a rescaling.

It is natural to believe that the supercritical case 1
p+1 + 1

q+1 <
n−2
n

would be more complex, and

the existence of a nontrivial homology class in Ω does not guarantee the existence of a nontrivial
solution to (1.1). This can be seen from the single Lane-Emden-Fowler problem with Dirichlet
condition [20, 6, 30, 2]. Motivated by [21], which is related to a single equation, we are aimed to
deal with (1.1), with small ǫ > 0, and investigate the existence of multiple concentrated solutions
in the unit ball.

In order to introduce our results, we first consider the limit problem. A positive ground state
(U, V ) to the following system was found in [18],











−∆U = |V |p−1V, in R
n,

−∆V = |U |q−1U, in R
n,

(U, V ) ∈ Ẇ 2, p+1
p (Rn) × Ẇ 2, q+1

q (Rn),

(1.4)

where n ≥ 3 and (p, q) satisfy (1.2). By Sobolev embeddings, there holds that

Ẇ 2, p+1
p (Rn) →֒ Ẇ 1,p∗

(Rn) →֒ Lq+1(Rn),

Ẇ 2, q+1
q (Rn) →֒ Ẇ 1,q∗(Rn) →֒ Lp+1(Rn),

(1.5)

with
1

p∗
=

p

p+ 1
− 1

n
=

1

q + 1
+

1

n
,

1

q∗
=

q

q + 1
− 1

n
=

1

p+ 1
+

1

n
,

and so the following energy functional is well-defined in Ẇ 2, p+1
p (Rn) × Ẇ 2, q+1

q (Rn):

I00(u, v) :=

∫

Rn

∇u · ∇v − 1

p+ 1

∫

Rn

|v|p+1 − 1

q + 1

∫

Rn

|u|q+1.

According to [1], the ground state is radially symmetric and decreasing up to a suitable translation.
Thanks to [15] and [29], (1.4) admits a family of solutions

(Uξ,δ(y), Vξ,δ(y)) = (δ−
n

q+1U0,1(δ
−1(y − ξ)), δ−

n
p+1V0,1(δ−1(y − ξ))),

which are positive and radially decreasing with respect to ξ ∈ R
n and δ is a concentration param-

eter related to the scalings of the system. Denote the positive ground state (U, V ) := (U0,1, V0,1)
of (1.4) with U0,1(0) = 1. It is worth noting that we need prove the compatibility condition by
performing delicate asymptotic estimates, which are not at all straightforward mainly because
(Uξ,δ(y), Vξ,δ(y)) do not have an explicit expression and one only has the access to
the decay at infinity. Sharp asymptotic behavior of the ground states to (1.4) (see [15]) and
the non-degeneracy for (1.4) at each ground state (see [12]) play an important role to construct
bubbling solutions especially using Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction methods.
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Denoting the Banach space

Xp,q :=
(

W 2, p+1
p (Ω) ×W 2, q+1

q (Ω)
)

∩
(

Lqǫ+1(Ω) × Lpǫ+1(Ω)
)

,

we introduce our workspace as follows:

Hǫ := {(u1, u2) ∈ Xp,q : ui(x1, . . . , xn−1,−xn) = −ui(x1, . . . , xn−1, xn),

ui(x1, . . . ,−xj , . . . , xn) = ui(x1, . . . , xj , . . . , xn), j = 1, . . . , n− 1, i = 1, 2},
which is equipped with the norm

‖(v1, v2)‖ǫ = ‖(v1, v2)‖ + ‖(v1, v2)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 , (1.6)

where

‖(v1, v2)‖ := ‖∆v1‖
L

p+1
p (Ω)

+ ‖∆v2‖
L

q+1
q (Ω)

. (1.7)

Note that if (u1, u2) ∈ Hǫ, then
∫

Ω

ui =

∫

Ω

|ui|tui = 0, for any t > 0, i = 1, 2.

For any s > 1 and h ∈ Ls(Ω) satisfying
∫

Ω
h = 0, we denote that u = K(h) ∈ W 2,s(Ω) is the

unique solution to the pure Neumann problem

−∆u = h in Ω, ∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω,

∫

Ω

u = 0. (1.8)

On the other hand, for v ∈ W
2,s
loc (Rn) such that

∫

Ω
∆v = 0, we set

Pv := K(−∆v).

Let
W1,δ = Uen,δ − U−en,δ, W2,δ = Ven,δ − V−en,δ,

where en = (0, . . . , 0, 1) ∈ R
n. We know that (PW1,δ, PW2,δ) is the solution to















−∆PW1,δ = −∆W1,δ = V
p
en,δ − V

p
−en,δ in Ω,

−∆PW2,δ = −∆W2,δ = U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

in Ω,

∂νPW1,δ = ∂νPW1,δ = 0 on ∂Ω,

∫

Ω

PW1,δ =

∫

Ω

PW2,δ = 0.

Throughout this paper, we assume
(P) (p, q) satisfies (1.2) with p < q and one of the following condition holds:

(i) n
n−2 < p < n+2

n−2 or

(ii) pn < p < n
n−2 with

pn =
2n+ 1 +

√

(2n+ 1)2 − 24(n− 2)

4(n− 2)
> 1.

Remark 1.1. The condition (ii) of (P) ensures that p−1
q+1n > 1

2 , which and other necessary

conditions are needed in our discussion later.

Our main result in this paper can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Assume (P) with n ≥ 4 and let Ω ⊂ R
n be the unite ball centred at the origin.

Then, there exists ǫ0 > 0 such that, for each ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0), problem (1.1) has a solution (u1,ǫ, u2,ǫ) ∈
Hǫ of the form

ui,ǫ = PWi,δǫ + φi,ǫ, i = 1, 2, (1.9)

where δǫ = d(ǫ)ǫ with d(ǫ) → d∗ as ǫ → 0 for certain d∗ > 0. Moreover, (φ1,ǫ, φ2,ǫ) ∈ Hǫ satisfies
that ‖(φ1,ǫ, φ2,ǫ)‖ǫ → 0.
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Remark 1.3. It is worth noting that in the case of p < n
n−2 , the system (1.1) exhibits

stronger nonlinear feature that the single equation does not have. The essential reason
lies in the fact that the decay order of the ground state solution (U, V ) of the limit problem (1.4)
at infinity differs from (strictly smaller than) that of the fundamental solution of −∆ in R

n (see
Lemma 2.1), resulting in significant differences in the properties of the solution compared to the
single equations.

From the counterpart problem involving the Dirichlet boundary condition, it is much easier to
understand: unlike p > n

n−2 , in the case of p < n
n−2 , the approximate solution of the Lane-Emden

system cannot mainly be expressed using the ground state solution of the limiting problem and
the regular part H of the Green’s function. More precisely, the characterization of the boundary
behavior of a similar regular function H̃ corresponding to p < n

n−2 becomes rougher and more
difficult to control than that of H related to the case of p > n

n−2 .

It is worth noting that we consider both two ranges contained in p > n
n−2 and

p < n
n−2 respectively. The coupling mechanism of the strongly indefinite problem in these two

cases is totally different. Even in the case of p > n
n−2 , the blow-up scenario is not the same as that

of the single Lane-Emden equation, and the standard approach does not work well, which forces us
to adopt some new approach and analysis.

Moreover, the case p = n
n−2 can be treated by slightly modifying the proof of the

case (i) in (P), and we omit the details.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce investigate the projection of the
bubbles and construct the basic Ansatz for our proofs. In section 3, we perform the linear analysis
and solve the auxiliary nonlinear problem, reducing the problem to finding a critical point of some
function Jǫ, which is called the reduced energy on a finite-dimensional set. Finally, the reduced
problem is solved in section 4. Some useful tools and basic estimates are put in the appendix.

2. Projections and Ansatz

2.1. Properties of the bubbles. Recall the bubbles satisfy the following properties.

Lemma 2.1. [15] Assume that p ≤ n+2
n−2 . There exist some positive constants a = an,p and b = bn,p

depending only on n and p such that

lim
r→∞

rn−2V0,1(r) = bn,p; (2.1)

while






















lim
r→∞

rn−2U0,1(r) = an,p, if p > n
n−2 ;

lim
r→∞

rn−2

log r
U0,1(r) = an,p, if p = n

n−2 ;

lim
r→∞

r(n−2)p−2U0,1(r) = an,p, if p < n
n−2 .

(2.2)

Furthermore, in the last case, we have bpn,p = an,p((n− 2)p− 2)(n− (n− 2)p).

Lemma 2.2. [17] For r = |y| ≥ 1, there exists some C > 0 such that
∣

∣

∣
V0,1(r) − bn,p

rn−2

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

rn
,
∣

∣

∣
V ′
0,1(r) +

bn,p(n− 2)

rn−1

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

rn+1
(2.3)

while for κ0 = (n− 2)p− n, κ1 ∈ (0, (min{n− (n− 2)p, ((n− 2)p− 2)q − n})6),


























∣

∣

∣
U0,1(r) − an,p

rn−2

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

rn−2+κ0
,
∣

∣

∣
U ′
0,1(r) +

an,p(n− 2)

rn−1

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

rn−1+κ0
, if p > n

n−2 ;

∣

∣

∣
U0,1(r) − an,p log r

rn−2

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

rn−2
,
∣

∣

∣
U ′
0,1(r) +

an,p(n− 2) log r

rn−1

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

rn−1
, if p = n

n−2 ;

∣

∣

∣
U0,1(r) − an,p

r(n−2)p−2

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

r(n−2)p−2+κ1
,
∣

∣

∣
U ′
0,1(r) +

an,p((n− 2)p− 2)

r(n−2)p−1

∣

∣

∣
≤ C

r(n−2)p−1+κ1
, if p < n

n−2 .

(2.4)
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Remark 2.3. By use of the equation (1.4) of (U, V ), we obtain










−U ′′(r) − n− 1

r
U ′(r) = V p(r),

−V ′′(r) − n− 1

r
V ′(r) = U q(r).

(2.5)

By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we obain

|U ′′(r)| ≤ C
(1

r
|U ′(r)| + V p(r)

)

≤ C























1

rn
+

1

r(n−2)p
= O(

1

rn
) if p ∈ ( n

n−2 ,
n+2
n−2 ),

log r

rn
+

1

r(n−2)p
= O(

log r

rn
) if p = n

n−2 ,

O(
1

r(n−2)p
) if p ∈ ( 2

n−2 ,
n

n−2 ),

|V ′′(r)| ≤ C
(1

r
|V ′(r)| + U q(r)

)

≤ C























1

rn
+

1

r(n−2)q
= O(

1

rn
) if p ∈ ( n

n−2 ,
n+2
n−2 ),

log r

rn
+

(log r)q

r(n−2)q
= O(

1

rn
) if p = n

n−2 ,

1

rn
+

1

r((n−2)p−2)q
= O(

1

rn
) if p ∈ ( 2

n−2 ,
n

n−2 )

= O(
1

rn
).

(2.6)

Lemma 2.4. [12] Set

(Ψ0
0,1,Φ

0
0,1) =

(

y · ∇U0,1 +
nU0,1

q + 1
, y · ∇V0,1 +

nV0,1

p+ 1

)

and

(Ψl
0,1,Φ

l
0,1) = (∂lU0,1, ∂lV0,1), for l = 1, . . . , n.

Then the space of solutions to the linear system














−∆Ψ = pV
p−1
0,1 Φ, in R

n,

−∆Φ = qU
q−1
0,1 Ψ, in R

n,

(Ψ,Φ) ∈ Ẇ 2, p+1
p (Rn) × Ẇ 2, q+1

q (Rn)

(2.7)

is spanned by
{

(Ψ0
0,1,Φ

0
0,1), (Ψ1

0,1,Φ
1
0,1), . . . , (Ψn

0,1,Φ
n
0,1)
}

.

Therefore, the space of solutions of (2.7) which are even in x1, . . . , xn, is spanned by

(∂δU0,δ|δ=1, ∂δV0,δ|δ=1).

Observe that

δ|∂δUξ,δ(x)| ≤ CUξ,δ(x), δ|∂δVξ,δ(x)| ≤ CVξ,δ(x). (2.8)

For convenience, in the sequel, we denote

(U, V ) := (U0,1, V0,1).

2.2. Expansions of the projections. In this subsection, we consider both the case p > n
n−2

and p < n
n−2 to give the expansion of the projections.

For Ω = B1(0), we denote

Ω+ = Ω ∩B 1
2
(en), Ω− = Ω ∩B 1

2
(−en). (2.9)
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Let ϕ1,0 and ϕ2,0 be the solution of

− ∆ϕ1,0 = 0, in R
n
+,

∂ϕ1,0

∂xn
= − r

2
U ′
0,1(r)|xn=0, on ∂R

n
+, ϕ1,0 → 0 as r → ∞;

− ∆ϕ2,0 = 0, in R
n
+,

∂ϕ2,0

∂xn
= − r

2
V ′
0,1(r)|xn=0, on ∂R

n
+, ϕ2,0 → 0 as r → ∞,

(2.10)

where r = |x|, x = (x1, . . . , xn).
We are aimed to establish the following expansions.

Proposition 2.5. It holds that

PW1,δ(x) = W1,δ(x) − δ−
n

q+1+1
(

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ1,0(

en + x

δ
)
)

+ ζ1,δ(x),

PW2,δ(x) = W2,δ(x) − δ−
n

p+1+1
(

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ2,0(

en + x

δ
)
)

+ ζ2,δ(x),

where ζ1,δ = O(δ2−
n

q+1 ), ζ2,δ = O(δ2−
n

p+1 ), ∂δζ1,δ = O(δ1−
n

q+1 ), ∂δζ2,δ = O(δ1−
n

p+1 ) as δ → 0
uniformly in Ω. Moreover, for some constant C > 0, we have

|ζ1,δ(x)|, |PW1,δ(x) −W1,δ(x)| ≤



















C
( δ1−

n
q+1

(

1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3 +
δ1−

n
q+1

(

1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

C
( δ1−

n
q+1

(

1 + |x−en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3
+

δ1−
n

q+1

(

1 + |x+en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

,

|ζ2,δ(x)|, |PW2,δ(x) −W2,δ(x)| ≤ C
( δ1−

n
p+1

(

1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3 +
δ1−

n
p+1

(

1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

,

(2.11)

|∂δζ1,δ(x)|, |∂δ(PW1,δ(x) −W1,δ(x))| ≤



















C
( δ−

n
q+1

(

1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3 +
δ−

n
q+1

(

1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

C
( δ−

n
q+1

(

1 + |x−en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3
+

δ−
n

q+1

(

1 + |x+en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

,

|∂δζ2,δ(x)|, |∂δ(PW2,δ(x) −W2,δ(x))| ≤ C
( δ−

n
p+1

(

1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3 +
δ−

n
p+1

(

1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

.

(2.12)

The proof of Proposition 2.5 required the potential theory associated with the Neumann con-
dition and the boundary analysis below.

2.2.1. Estimates for ϕi,0. Applying the Poisson kernel for the halfspace (see [3]) and the fact
that n ≥ 4, we have that

ϕ1,0(x) =
2

ωn(n− 2)

∫

Rn−1

1

|x′ − y′|n−2

|y|
2
U ′
0,1(|y|)

∣

∣

∣

yn=0
dy′,

ϕ2,0(x) =
2

ωn(n− 2)

∫

Rn−1

1

|x′ − y′|n−2

|y|
2
V ′
0,1(|y|)

∣

∣

∣

yn=0
dy′,

where ωn is the measure of the unit sphere in R
n, x = (x′, xn) = (x1, . . . , xn−1, xn).

(i) For p > n
n−2 , by Lemma 2.2, for r = |y|,
|y|
2
U ′
0,1(|y|)

∣

∣

∣

yn=0
≤ C|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
n
2
,

|y|
2
V ′
0,1(|y|)

∣

∣

∣

yn=0
≤ C|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
n
2
.

Similar as in [21], we can prove that for i = 1, 2 and x ∈ R
n
+,

|ϕi,0(x)| ≤ C

∫

Rn−1

1

|x− y|n−2

|y|
(1 + |y|)n−1

dy
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≤ C
1

|x|n−3

∫

Rn−1

1

| x
|x| − z|n−2

|z|
( 1
|x| + |z|)n−1

dz.

Actually, there holds that

|ϕi,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)n−3
, |∇ϕi,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)n−2
, |D2ϕi,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)n−1
. (2.13)

(ii) For p < n
n−2 ,

|y|
2
U ′
0,1(|y|)

∣

∣

∣

yn=0
≤ C|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
p(n−2)

2

,
|y|
2
V ′
0,1(|y|)

∣

∣

∣

yn=0
≤ C|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
n
2
.

Then, for x ∈ R
n
+, it is similar to get

|ϕ2,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)n−3
, |∇ϕi,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)n−2
, |D2ϕ2,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)n−1
.

While for i = 1,

|ϕ1,0(x)| ≤ C

∫

Rn−1

1

|x− y|n−2

|y|
(1 + |y|)p(n−2)−1

dy

≤ C
1

|x|p(n−2)−3

∫

Rn−1

1

| x
|x| − z|n−2

|z|
( 1
|x| + |z|)p(n−2)−1

dz.

Moreover,

|ϕ1,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)p(n−2)−3
, |∇ϕi,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)p(n−2)−2
, |D2ϕ1,0(x)| ≤ C

(1 + |x|)p(n−2)−1
.

(2.14)

2.2.2. Boundary estimates. For x ∈ ∂B1(en), let

z1,δ = ∂ν

(

U0,δ(x) − δ1−
n

q+1ϕ1,0(
x

δ
)
)

, z2,δ = ∂ν

(

V0,δ(x) − δ1−
n

p+1ϕ2,0(
x

δ
)
)

.

Lemma 2.6. As δ → 0, on ∂B1(en) ∩Bc
1(0), there holds that

z1,δ =

{

O(δ
n

p+1 ) if p > n
n−2

O(δ
pn
q+1 ) if p < n

n−2

, z2,δ = O(δ
n

q+1 ),

∂δz1,δ =

{

O(δ
n

p+1−1) if p > n
n−2

O(δ
pn
q+1−1) if p < n

n−2

, ∂δz2,δ = O(δ
n

q+1−1);

(2.15)

While on ∂B1(en) ∩B1(0)

z1,δ =



















O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

, z2,δ = O
( δ1−

n
p+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

,

∂δz1,δ =



















O
( δ−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

O
( δ−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

, ∂δz2,δ = O
( δ−

n
p+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

.

(2.16)

Proof. On ∂B1(en) ∩ Bc
1(0), from the asymptotic behavior of U0,1 and V0,1 as in Lemma 2.1,

Lemma 2.2, Remark 2.3 and using (2.13), we get that when p > n
n−2 ,

|∂νU0,δ(x)| = O(δn−2− n
q+1 ), |∂νV0,δ(x)| = O(δn−2− n

p+1 ),

|∂δ∂νU0,δ(x)| = O(δ
n

p+1−1), |∂δ∂νV0,δ(x)| = O(δ
n

q+1−1),
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∣

∣

∣
δ1−

n
q+1 ∂ν

(

ϕ1,0(
x

δ
)
)∣

∣

∣
= O(δn−2− n

q+1 ),
∣

∣

∣
∂δ

[

δ1−
n

q+1 ∂ν

(

ϕ1,0(
x

δ
)
)]∣

∣

∣
= O(δ

n
p+1−1),

∣

∣

∣
δ1−

n
p+1 ∂ν

(

ϕ2,0(
x

δ
)
)
∣

∣

∣
= O(δn−2− n

p+1 ),
∣

∣

∣
∂δ

[

δ1−
n

p+1 ∂ν

(

ϕ2,0(
x

δ
)
)]
∣

∣

∣
= O(δ

n
q+1−1).

While when p < n
n−2 ,

|∂νU0,δ(x)| = O(δ
pn
q+1 ), |∂νV0,δ(x)| = O(δ

n
q+1 ),

|∂δ∂νU0,δ(x)| = O(δ
pn
q+1−1), |∂δ∂νV0,δ(x)| = O(δ

n
q+1−1),

∣

∣

∣
δ1−

n
q+1 ∂ν

(

ϕ1,0(
x

δ
)
)
∣

∣

∣
= O(δ

pn
q+1 ),

∣

∣

∣
∂δ

[

δ1−
n

q+1 ∂ν

(

ϕ1,0(
x

δ
)
)]
∣

∣

∣
= O(δ

pn
q+1−1),

∣

∣

∣
δ1−

n
p+1 ∂ν

(

ϕ2,0(
x

δ
)
)∣

∣

∣
= O(δ

n
q+1 ),

∣

∣

∣
∂δ

[

δ1−
n

p+1∂ν

(

ϕ2,0(
x

δ
)
)]∣

∣

∣
= O(δ

n
q+1−1).

Hence on ∂B1(en) ∩Bc
1(0), we obtain (2.15).

Next, we estimate on the set ∂B1(en) ∩B1(0). Note that

xn = ρ(x′) = 1 −
√

1 − |x′|2 =
|x′|2

2
+O(|x′|3) as |x′| → 0.

Moreover, the exterior normal on the boundary is

ν(x) =
(∇ρ,−1)
√

1 + |∇ρ|2
= (x′,−

√

1 − |x′|2).

Thus, for x ∈ ∂B1(en) ∩B1(0), when p > n
n−2 ,

∂νU0,δ = ∇U0,δ · ν(x) = δ−
n

q+1−1U ′(
r

δ
)
x · ν(x)

r

= δ−
n

q+1−1U ′(
r

δ
)
1 −

√

1 − |x′|2
r

=
1

2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)
|x′|2
|x| +O

(

δ−
n

q+1−1U ′(
r

δ
)
|x′|3
|x|

)

=
|x′|
2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)|xn=0 + O

( δ−
n

q+1+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

,

(2.17)

where the last equality is because Lemma 2.2 and (2.6),

∣

∣

∣

1

2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)
|x′|2
|x| − |x′|

2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)|xn=0

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cδ−
n

q+1−1|x′|2x2n
2

∣

∣

∣
U ′′(

|x′|
δ

)
δ−3

|x′|2
δ2

− U ′(
|x′|
δ

)
δ−3

|x′|3
δ3

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cδn−2− n
q+1

|x′|4
(δ + |x′|)n = o

( δ−
n

q+1+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

.

While when p < n
n−2 , since now

∣

∣

∣

1

2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)
|x′|2
|x| − |x′|

2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)|xn=0

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cδ(n−2)p−2− n
q+1

|x′|4
(δ + |x′|)(n−2)p

= o
( δ−

n
q+1+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

,

then

∂νU0,δ = ∇U0,δ · ν(x) =
|x′|
2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)|xn=0 +O

( δ−
n

q+1+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)(p(n−2)−3

)

. (2.18)
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Similarly

∂νV0,δ =
|x′|
2
δ−

n
p+1−1V ′(

r

δ
)|xn=0 +O

( δ−
n

p+1+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

. (2.19)

Now let ηi,δ = δ−
n

q+1+1ϕi,0(x
δ
) for i = 1, 2. Using the definition of ϕi,0, for x ∈ ∂B1(en)∩B1(0),

it holds that in the case of p > n
n−2 ,

∂νη1,δ(x) = ∇η1,δ(x) · ν(x)

= ∂−enη1,δ(x
′, 0) + (∇η1,δ(x) −∇η1,δ(x′, 0)) · ν(x) + ∇η1,δ(x′, 0) · (ν(x) + en)

= −δ− n
q+1

ϕ1,0

∂xn
(
x

δ
)
∣

∣

∣

xn=0
+O

( δ−
n

q+1 |x′|
(1 + |x′|

δ
)n−2

)

=
|x′|
2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)|xn=0 +O

( δ

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

,

(2.20)

where we estimate by (2.10) that

δ
n

q+1 |(∇η1,δ(x) −∇η1,δ(x′, 0)) · ν(x)| ≤ |∇ϕ1,0(
x

δ
) −∇ϕ1,0(

x′

δ
, 0)|

≤
∣

∣

∣

( ∂2ϕ1,0

∂x1∂xn
(
x′

δ
, θ1

x1

δ
), . . . ,

∂2ϕ1,0

∂x2n
(
x′

δ
, θn

x1

δ
)
)
∣

∣

∣

|xn|
δ

≤ C|xn|
δ(1 + |x′|

δ
)n−1

= O
( |x′|2

δ(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−1

)

= O
( δ

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

and

δ
n

q+1 |∇η1,δ(x′, 0) · (ν(x) + en)| ≤ |∇ϕ1,0(
x′

δ
, 0)||ν(x) + en|

≤ C
|(x′, 1 −

√

1 − |x′|2)|
(1 + |x′|

δ
)n−2

= O
( |x′|

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−2

)

= O
( δ

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

.

While in the case of p < n
n−2 ,

∂νη1,δ(x) = ∇η1,δ(x) · ν(x)

= −δ− n
q+1

ϕ1,0

∂xn
(
x

δ
)
∣

∣

∣

xn=0
+O

( δ−
n

q+1 |x′|
(1 + |x′|

δ
)p(n−2)−2

)

=
|x′|
2
δ−

n
q+1−1U ′(

r

δ
)|xn=0 +O

( δ

(1 + |x′|
δ

)p(n−2)−3

)

,

(2.21)

since in this case,

δ
n

q+1 |(∇η1,δ(x) −∇η1,δ(x′, 0)) · ν(x)| ≤ |∇ϕ1,0(
x

δ
) −∇ϕ1,0(

x′

δ
, 0)|

≤ C|xn|
δ(1 + |x′|

δ
)p(n−2)−1

= O
( |x′|2

δ(1 + |x′|
δ

)p(n−2)−1

)

= O
( δ

(1 + |x′|
δ

)p(n−2)−3

)

and

δ
n

q+1 |∇η1,δ(x′, 0) · (ν(x) + en)| ≤ |∇ϕ1,0(
x′

δ
, 0)||ν(x) + en|

≤ C
|(x′, 1 −

√

1 − |x′|2)|
(1 + |x′|

δ
)p(n−2)−2

= O
( |x′|

(1 + |x′|
δ

)p(n−2)−2

)

= O
( δ

(1 + |x′|
δ

)p(n−2)−3

)

.

�
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2.2.3. The expansion.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. For x ∈ Ω = B1(0), set

ζ1,δ = PW1,δ −W1,δ − δ1−
n

q+1

(

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ1,0(

en + x

δ
)
)

ζ2,δ = PW2,δ −W2,δ − δ1−
n

p+1

(

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ2,0(

en + x

δ
)
)

.

Then we have

−∆ζ1,δ = 0 in Ω, ∂νζ1,δ = z′1,δ + z′′1,δ on ∂Ω,

∫

Ω

ζ1,δ = 0,

−∆ζ2,δ = 0 in Ω, ∂νζ2,δ = z′2,δ + z′′2,δ on ∂Ω,

∫

Ω

ζ2,δ = 0,

where

z′1,δ = ∂ν

[

δ1−
n

q+1ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
) − Uen,δ

]

, z′2,δ = ∂ν

[

δ1−
n

p+1ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
) − Ven,δ

]

,

z′′1,δ = ∂ν

[

U−en,δ − δ1−
n

q+1ϕ1,0(
en + x

δ
)
]

, z′′2,δ = ∂ν

[

Ven,δ − δ1−
n

p+1ϕ2,0(
en + x

δ
)
]

.

Using the transformation τ1(x) = en−x, we have τ1(B1(0)) = B1(en). For x ∈ ∂B1(0), denoting
ν(x) as the exterior unitary normal on ∂B1(0) at x, then ν(τ1(x)) is the exterior unitary normal
on ∂B1(en) at τ1(x) and it is easy that ν(x) = −ν(τ1(x)). For y ∈ B1(en), set

χ1,δ(y) = δ1−
n

q+1ϕ1,0(
y

δ
) − U0,δ(y), χ2,δ(y) = δ1−

n
p+1ϕ2,0(

y

δ
) − V0,δ(y).

Then

z′i,δ = ∂ν [χi,δ(τ1(x))] = ∇[χi,δ(τ1(x))] · ν(x) = ∇χi,δ(τ1(x)) · ν(τ1(x)), i = 1, 2.

Therefore, (2.10), (2.13) and (2.14) imply that on ∂B1(0) ∩Bc
1(en)

z′1,δ =

{

O(δ
n

p+1 ) if p > n
n−2

O(δ
pn
q+1 ) if p < n

n−2

, z′2,δ = O(δ
n

q+1 ).

While on ∂B1(0) ∩B1(en)

z′1,δ =



















O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

, z′2,δ = O
( δ1−

n
p+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

.

Analogously, we use the isometry τ2(x) = x + en = x − (−en) and obtain the same estimates
for z′′i,δ(i = 1, 2) on ∂B1(0) ∩Bc

1(−en) and ∂B1(0) ∩B1(−en) respectively.

Combining the above estimates, there hold that on ∂B1(0)∩B1(±en) and using the expansion
of xn on ∂B1(0) ∩B1(±en)

∂νζ1,δ =



















O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

= O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x∓en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

= O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x∓en|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

,

∂νζ2,δ = O
( δ1−

n
p+1

(1 + |x′|
δ

)n−3

)

= O
( δ1−

n
p+1

(1 + |x∓en|
δ

)n−3

)

,

(2.22)

while on ∂B1(0) ∩Bc
1(en)

∂νζ1,δ =

{

O(δ
pn
q+1 ) if p < n

n−2

O(δ
n

q+1 ) if p > n
n−2

, ∂νζ2,δ = O(δ
n

p+1 ).
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In particular, on ∂B1(0), it holds that

∂νζ1,δ =



















O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3
+

δ1−
n

q+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3
+

δ1−
n

q+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

,

∂νζ2,δ = O
( δ1−

n
p+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3
+

δ1−
n

p+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

.

Using the integral representation formulas [10], we know that

ζ1,δ =



















O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3
+

δ1−
n

q+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)(n−2)p−3

)

if p < n
n−2

O
( δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3
+

δ1−
n

q+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

if p > n
n−2

,

ζ2,δ = O
( δ1−

n
p+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−3
+

δ1−
n

p+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)n−3

)

,

which combined with (2.13) and (2.14) leads to the same estimate for |PWi,δ −Wi,δ| for i = 1, 2,
concluding (2.11) in Proposition 2.5.

Finally, set

ζ̂1,δ(x) = δ
n

q+1 ζ1,δ(en − δx), ζ̂2,δ(x) = δ
n

p+1 ζ2,δ(en − δx).

Then by (2.22), for i = 1, 2,

−∆ζ̂i,δ = 0 in Ωδ = B 1
δ
(
en

δ
),

∫

Ωδ

ζ̂i,δ = 0, ∂ν ζ̂i,δ = O(δ2) on ∂Ωδ ⊂ R
n
+. (2.23)

Hence, by the explicit Green’s formula in balls [25, 24], we obtain that ζ̂i,δ = O(δ2), which gives

ζ1,δ = O(δ2−
n

q+1 ), ζ2,δ = O(δ2−
n

p+1 ).

As for the estimates for ∂δPWi,δ, i = 1, 2, the proof can follow the previous steps based on
(2.16).

�

2.3. The Ansatz. Denote that

f2,ǫ(t) = |t|pǫ−1t, f1,ǫ(t) = |t|qǫ−1t,

where pǫ = p+ αǫ, qǫ = q + βǫ. We are aimed to search for a solution of the form

(u1, u2) = (PW1,δ + φ1, PW2,δ + φ2)

with δ = dǫ, d ∈ (η, 1
η

) for some small 0 < η < 1 and (φ1, φ2) ∈ Hǫ.

For simplicity, we denote K(h1, h2) = (Kh1,Kh2) with the same K as in (1.8). Hence,

(PW1,δ + φ1, PW2,δ + φ2) = K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1)) (2.24)

or equivalently,

(φ1, φ2) −K(f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2, f

′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1)

= K
(

f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ),

f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)

)

+K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ).

Define

Kd,ǫ := span{(δ∂δPW1,δ, δ∂δPW2,δ)}
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and

Ed,ǫ :=
{

(φ1, φ2) ∈ Hǫ :

∫

Ω

∇φ1 · ∇∂δPW2,δ + ∇φ2 · ∇∂δPW1,δ = 0
}

.

Set the projections:

Πǫ : Hǫ → Kd,ǫ, Π⊥
ǫ : Hǫ → Ed,ǫ.

Lemma 2.7. Let 0 < η < 1 and δ = dǫ with η < d < 1
η
. As ǫ→ 0, for any (φ1, φ2) ∈ Hǫ,

‖Π⊥
ǫ (φ1, φ2)‖ǫ ≤ C

(

‖(φ1, φ2)‖ + ‖(φ1, φ2)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1(Ω)

)

.

Proof. Since by the definition of the projection, ‖Π⊥
ǫ (φ1, φ2)‖ ≤ C‖(φ1, φ2)‖, then we are sufficed

to consider the Lqǫ+1 × Lpǫ+1-norm to show that

‖Π⊥
ǫ (φ1, φ2)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 ≤ C

(

‖(φ1, φ2)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 + ‖Πǫ(φ1, φ2)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1

)

≤ C
(

‖(φ1, φ2)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 + ‖(φ1, φ2)‖
)

.
(2.25)

Firstly, by Proposition 2.5 and Lemma A.1, there hold that

‖δ∂δPW1,δ‖Lq+1 ≤ C(‖Uen,δ‖Lq+1 + ‖Uen,δ‖Lq+1) = O(1)

and

‖δ∂δPW2,δ‖Lp+1 ≤ C(‖Ven,δ‖Lp+1 + ‖Ven,δ‖Lp+1) = O(1),

which imply that

‖(δ∂δPW1,δ, δ∂δPW2,δ)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 = O(ǫ−αǫ + ǫ−βǫ) = O(1). (2.26)

Secondly, we show that writing

Πǫ(φ1, φ2) = c0(δ∂δPW1,δ, δ∂δPW2,δ), (2.27)

then

2c0

∫

Ω

∇δ∂δPW1,δ · ∇δ∂δPW2,δ =

∫

Ω

∇φ1 · ∇δ∂δPW2,δ + ∇φ2 · ∇δ∂δPW1,δ (2.28)

implies c0 ≤ C‖(φ1, φ2)‖.

In fact, we write the left hand side of (2.28) as
∫

Ω

∇δ∂δPW1,δ · ∇δ∂δPW2,δ = δ2
∫

Ω

(−∆)∂δPW1,δ∂δPW2,δ

= δ2
∫

Ω

∂δ(V p
en,δ − V

p
−en,δ)∂δPW2,δ

= δ2
∫

Ω

p(V p−1
en,δ ∂δVen,δ − V

p−1
−en,δ∂δV−en,δ)(∂δVen,δ − ∂δV−en,δ)

+ δ2
∫

Ω

p(V p−1
en,δ ∂δVen,δ − V

p−1
−en,δ∂δV−en,δ)(∂δPVen,δ − ∂δVen,δ + ∂δPV−en,δ − ∂δV−en,δ)

= δ2
∫

Ω

p(V p−1
en,δ (∂δVen,δ)

2 + V
p−1
−en,δ(∂δV−en,δ)

2) + Θ(δ)

(2.29)

where

Θ(δ) = −δ2
∫

Ω

p(V p−1
en,δ

∂δVen,δ∂δV−en,δ + V
p−1
−en,δ

∂δV−en,δ∂δVen,δ)

+ δ2
∫

Ω

p(V p−1
en,δ

∂δVen,δ − V
p−1
−en,δ

∂δV−en,δ)(∂δPVen,δ − ∂δVen,δ + ∂δPV−en,δ − ∂δV−en,δ).

By Proposition 2.5, it holds that

|∂δPVen,δ − ∂δVen,δ + ∂δPV−en,δ − ∂δV−en,δ| ≤ C(v1,δ,en + v1,δ,−en)
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where vi,δ,ξ, i = 1, 2 are as in Lemma A.1. Hence, in view of (2.8),

|Θ(δ)| ≤C
∫

Ω

(V p−1
en,δ Ven,δV−en,δ + V

p−1
−en,δ

V−en,δVen,δ) + (V p
en,δ + V

p
−en,δ)(v1,δ,en + v1,δ,−en)

=o(1).

Moreover, by Lemma 2.2, we know that

∂δVξ,δ ∼ −δ
− n

p+1−1 |x−en|2
δ2

(1 + |x−en|2
δ2

)
n
2

.

Then for some C̃ > 0,

δ2
∫

Ω

p(V p−1
en,δ (∂δVen,δ)

2 + V
p−1
−en,δ(∂δV−en,δ)

2)

≥ Cδ2
∫

Ω

δ−
n(p−1)

p+1 − 2n
p+1−2 |x−en|4

δ4

(1 + |x−en|2
δ2

)
(n−2)(p−1)

2 +n
dx = C

∫

Ω−en
δ

|y|4

(1 + |y|2)
(n−2)(p−1)

2 +n
dy ≥ C̃.

(2.30)

Hence, from (2.28) and (2.29), we get that c0 ≤ C‖(φ1, φ2)‖, which combined with (2.27), gives

‖Πǫ(φ1, φ2)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 ≤ C‖(φ1, φ2)‖.

Thus (2.26) holds true.
�

One can refer to Lemma 3.1 in [16] for a similar argument showing that Kd,ǫ and Ed,ǫ are
topological complements of each other.

Decompose (2.24) as follows

Πǫ(PW1,δ + φ1, PW2,δ + φ2) = Πǫ ◦K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1)), (2.31)

Π⊥
ǫ (PW1,δ + φ1, PW2,δ + φ2) = Π⊥

ǫ ◦K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1)). (2.32)

Moreover, (2.32) can be written as

Ld,ǫ(φ1, φ2) = Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2) +Rd,ǫ, (2.33)

where

Ld,ǫ(φ1, φ2) = Π⊥
ǫ

(

(φ1, φ2) −K(f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2, f

′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1)

)

,

Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2) = Π⊥
ǫ ◦K

(

f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ),

+ f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)

)

,

Rd,ǫ = Π⊥
ǫ

(

K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ)
)

.

3. Reduction to a finite dimensional problem

In this section, we are devoted to solve (2.33) and prove the following result.

Proposition 3.1. For every 0 < η < 1 sufficiently small, there exist some ǫ0 > 0 and C > 0
such that if ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) and d ∈ (η, 1

η
), then the problem (2.33) has a unique solution (φ1, φ2) =

(φ1,d,ǫ, φ2,d,ǫ) ∈ Ed,ǫ satisfying that for every σ > 0, as ǫ → 0 ‖(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ = o(ǫ1−σ) uniformly in
d ∈ (η, 1

η
). Moreover the map (η, 1

η
) → Ed,ǫ, d 7→ (φ1,d,ǫ, φ2,d,ǫ) is of class C1.
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3.1. Invertibility of Ld,ǫ.

Proposition 3.2. For every 0 < η < 1 sufficiently small, there exists some ǫ0 > 0 and C > 0
such that if ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) and d ∈ (η, 1

η
), then

‖Ld,ǫ(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ ≥ C‖(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ, ∀(φ1, φ2) ∈ Ed,ǫ.

Moreover, Ld,ǫ is invertible in Ed,ǫ.

Proof. By contradiction, we assume that there exists some η ∈ (0, 1), dk ∈ (η, 1
η

) with dk →
d0, ǫk → 0 and (φ1,k, φ2,k) ∈ Edk,ǫk such that ‖(φ1,k, φ2,k)‖ǫ = 1 and ‖(h1,k, h2,k)‖ǫ → 0, where
(h1,k, h2,k) = Ldk,ǫk(φ1,k, φ2,k) ∈ Edk,ǫk .

We denote that δk = dkǫk,

Zi,δ = δ∂δWi,δ.

Hence

(φ1,k, φ2,k) −K(f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2,k, f

′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1,k) = (h1,k, h2,k) + (z1,k, z2,k) (3.1)

with ck ∈ R,

(z1,k, z2,k) = ck(PZ1,δk , PZ2,δk) ∈ Kdk,ǫk .

Step 1. We prove that ‖(z1,k, z2,k)‖ǫk → 0 as k → +∞.
Since

∫

Ω

∇φ1,k · ∇z2,k + ∇φ2,k · ∇z1,k = 0 =

∫

Ω

∇h1,k · ∇z2,k + ∇h2,k · ∇z1,k,

we test (3.1) with (z1,k, z2,k) to get that
∫

Ω

∇z1,k · ∇z2,k + ∇z2,k · ∇z1,k = −ck
∫

Ω

f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)φ2,kPZ2,δk + f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk)φ1,kPZ1,δk .

(3.2)

By denoting

∂δV±en,δk = ∂δV±en,δ|δ=δk , ∂δU±en,δk = ∂δU±en,δ|δ=δk ,

it holds that

0 =

∫

Ω

∇φ1,k · ∇z2,k + ∇φ2,k · ∇z1,k = ck

∫

Ω

(−∆PZ2,δφ1,k − ∆PZ1,δφ2,k)

= ck

∫

Ω

(f ′
2,ǫk

(Ven,δk)∂δVen,δk − f ′
2,ǫk

(V−en,δk)∂δV−en,δk)φ2,k

+ (f ′
1,ǫk(Uen,δk)∂δUen,δk − f ′

1,ǫk(U−en,δk)∂δU−en,δk)φ1,k.

Hence, the right hand side of (3.2) becomes

− ck

∫

Ω

f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk)φ2,k(PZ2,δk − Z2,δk) + (f ′

2,ǫk(PW2,δk) − f ′
2,0(PW2,δk))φ2,kZ2,δk

+ (f ′
2,0(PW2,δk)Z2,δk − f ′

2,ǫk
(Ven,δk)δk∂δVen,δk + f ′

2,ǫk
(V−en,δk)δk∂δV−en,δk)φ2,k

− ck

∫

Ω

f ′
1,ǫk(PW1,δk)φ1,k(PZ1,δk − Z1,δk) + (f ′

1,ǫk(PW1,δk) − f ′
1,0(PW1,δk))φ1,kZ1,δk

+ (f ′
1,0(PW1,δk)Z1,δk − f ′

1,ǫk(Uen,δk)δk∂δUen,δk + f ′
1,ǫk(U−en,δk)δk∂δU−en,δk)φ1,k

:= I1 + I2 + I3 + J1 + J2 + J3.

(3.3)

From Proposition 2.5, Lemma A.1, Lemma A.8, we get that

|I1| =
∣

∣

∣
− ck

∫

Ω

f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)φ2,k(PZ2,δk − Z2,δk)
∣

∣

∣

≤ C‖f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk)‖

L
p+1
p−1

‖φ2,k‖Lp+1‖PZ2,δk − Z2,δk‖Lp+1 = O(δ) = o(1).
(3.4)
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Similarly, using Lemma A.1, Lemma A.8 and the fact (2.8),

|I2| =
∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

(f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk) − f ′
2,0(PW2,δk))φ2,kZ2,δk

∣

∣

∣

≤ C‖f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk) − f ′

2,0(PW2,δk)‖
L

p+1
p−1

‖φ2,k‖Lp+1‖Z2,δk‖Lp+1 = O(ǫ1−γ) = o(1).
(3.5)

Results for J1 and J2 can be followed by similar estimates.
For I3,

|I3| =
∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω

(f ′
2,0(PW2,δk)Z2,δk − f ′

2,ǫk(Ven,δk)δk∂δVen,δk + f ′
2,ǫk(V−en,δk)δk∂δV−en,δk)φ2,k

∣

∣

∣

≤
∫

Ω

|f ′
2,0(PW2,δk) − f ′

2,ǫk(Ven,δk)||δk∂δVen,δk ||φ2,k|

+

∫

Ω

|f ′
2,0(PW2,δk) − f ′

2,ǫk(V−en,δk)||δk∂δV−en,δk ||φ2,k|.

(3.6)

For p− 1 ≤ 1, for example, it holds that

|f ′
2,0(PW2,δk) − f ′

2,0(Ven,δk)| = ||PW2,δk |p−1 − |Ven,δk |p−1|
≤ C|PW2,δk − Ven,δk |p−1 ≤ C|PVen,δk − Ven,δk |p−1 + C|PV−en,δk |p−1.

Then we have
∫

Ω

|f ′
2,0(PW2,δk) − f ′

2,ǫk(Ven,δk)||δk∂δVen,δk ||φ2,k|

+

∫

Ω

|f ′
2,0(PW2,δk) − f ′

2,ǫk(V−en,δk)||δk∂δV−en,δk ||φ2,k|

≤ C

∫

Ω

|PVen,δk − Ven,δk |p−1|δk∂δVen,δk ||φ2,k| + C

∫

Ω

|PV−en,δk |p−1|δk∂δVen,δk ||φ2,k|

≤ C‖PVen,δk − Ven,δk‖p−1
Lp+1‖φ2,k‖Lp+1‖Ven,δk‖Lp+1 + C

∫

Ω

|PV−en,δk |p−1|δk∂δVen,δk ||φ2,k|

≤ o(1) + C

∫

Ω

δ
− n

p+1

k

(1 + |x−en|
δk

)n−2

δ
−n(p−1)

p+1

k

(1 + |x+en|
δk

)(p−1)(n−2)
|φ2,k(x)|

≤ o(1) + C
δn−2
k

|en + en|n−2

∫

Ω

δ
− np

p+1

k

( 1

(1 + |x−en|
δk

)(p−1)(n−2)
+

1

(1 + |x+en|
δk

)(p−1)(n−2)

)

|φ2,k(x)|

≤ o(1) + C
δn−2
k

|en + en|n−2

(

∫

Ω

δ−n
k

( 1

(1 + |x−en|
δk

)(p−1)(n−2)

)

p+1
p

)

p
p+1

‖φ2,k‖Lp+1

≤ o(1) +
Cδn−2

k

|en + en|n−2

(

∫

Ω−en
δk

1

(1 + |y|)(p−1)(n−2) p+1
p

)

p
p+1 ‖φ2,k‖Lp+1

= o(1) +

{

O(δn−2−ǫ0
k ) if (p− 1)(n− 2)p+1

p
≥ n,

O(δ
pn
q+1

k ) if (p− 1)(n− 2)p+1
p

< n
= o(1),

where ǫ0 > 0 is any small constant.
So (3.6) gives I3 = o(1).

For J3, since q− 1 ≤ 1 can be handled similar as I3, we are sufficed to deal with the case when
q − 1 > 1 as follows

|f ′
1,0(PW1,δk) − f ′

1,0(Uen,δk)| = ||PW1,δk |q−1 − |Uen,δk |q−1|
≤ C(|PW1,δk − Uen,δk |q−1 + |Uen,δk |q−2|PW1,δk − Uen,δk |)

≤ C
(

|PUen,δk − Uen,δk |q−1 + |PU−en,δk |q−1 + |Uen,δk |q−2(|PUen,δk − Uen,δk | + |PU−en,δk |)
)

.
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then
∫

Ω

|f ′
1,0(PW1,δk) − f ′

1,ǫk
(Uen,δk)||δk∂δUen,δk ||φ1,k|

+

∫

Ω

|f ′
1,0(PW1,δk) − f ′

1,ǫk
(U−en,δk)||δk∂δU−en,δk ||φ1,k|

≤ C

∫

Ω

|PUen,δk − Uen,δk |q−1|δk∂δUen,δk ||φ1,k| + C

∫

Ω

|PU−en,δk |q−1|δk∂δUen,δk ||φ1,k|

+

∫

Ω

|Uen,δk |q−2|PUen,δk − Uen,δk ||δk∂δUen,δk ||φ1,k| +

∫

Ω

|Uen,δk |q−2|PU−en,δk ||δk∂δUen,δk ||φ1,k|.

At this time, similar as (3.6), we can use Lemma A.1 to estimate J3 = o(1) in two cases: p > n
n−2

and p < n
n−2 respectively.

The left hand side of (3.2) gives that

c2k

∫

∇δ∂δPW1,δk · ∇δ∂δPW2,δk + ∇δ∂δPW2,δk · ∇δ∂δPW1,δk

= c2kδ
2

∫

Ω

(−∆∂δPW1,δk∂δPW2,δk − ∆∂δPW2,δk∂δPW1,δk)

= 2c2kδ
2

∫

Ω

∂δ(V
p
en,δk

− V
p
−en,δk

)∂δPW2,δk

= 2pc2k

∫

Ω

(

V
p−1
en,δk

(δ∂δVen,δk)2 + V
p−1
−en,δk

(δ∂δV−en,δk)2
)

+ ξ(δk)

with ξ(δk) = o(1). Moreover, similar as (2.30), by Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, there exists some
constant c′ > 0 such that

∫

Ω

(

V
p−1
en,δk

(δk∂δVen,δk)2 + V
p−1
−en,δk

(δk∂δV−en,δk)2
)

≥ c′ > 0. (3.7)

Hence the left hand side of (3.2) ≥ c > 0, which combined with the right hand side estimates
(3.4)-(3.6) and the estimates on J1 − J3, we have that ck → 0. Recalling that (z1,k, z2,k) =
ck(PZ1,δk , PZ2,δk) ∈ Kdk,ǫk , then we arrive at ‖(z1,k, z2,k)‖ǫ → 0.

Step 2. We show

lim inf
k→+∞

(‖f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k‖
L

p+1
p

+ ‖f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk)u1,k‖
L

q+1
q

) > 0. (3.8)

By (3.1), we set for i = 1, 2 that

ui,k := φi,k − hi,k − zi,k

and then

(u1,k, u2,k) = K(f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2,k, f

′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1,k)

= K
(

f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k + f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)(h2,k + z2,k),

f ′
1,ǫk(PW1,δk)u1,k + f ′

1,ǫk(PW1,δk)(h1,k + z1,k)
)

(3.9)

or










−∆u1,k = f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k + f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)(h2,k + z2,k)

−∆u2,k = f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk)u1,k + f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk)(h1,k + z1,k)
∫

Ω
u1,k =

∫

Ω
u2,k = 0, ∂νu1,k = ∂νu2,k = 0 on ∂Ω.

(3.10)

Now we claim that

lim inf
k→+∞

‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖ > 0. (3.11)
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In fact, in view of the definition of K, set qk = qǫk , pk = pǫk ,

‖u1,k‖Lqk+1 ≤ C‖K(f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k + f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)(h2,k + z2,k))‖Lqk+1

≤ C‖K(f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k + f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δ)(h2,k + z2,k))‖Ẇ 2,p̃k

≤ C‖f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k + f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)(h2,k + z2,k)‖Lp̃k

≤ C‖f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk)‖Lp̄k ‖u2,k‖Lp+1 + ‖f ′

2,ǫk(PW2,δk)‖Lp̂k ‖h2,k + z2,k‖Lpk+1

(3.12)

where

p̃k =
1

2
n

+ 1
qk+1

, p̄k =
1

2
n

+ 1
qk+1 − 1

p+1

, p̂k =
1

2
n

+ 1
qk+1 − 1

pk+1

and we have used the fact that p̄k = p+1
p−1 +O(ǫk) and ‖f ′

2,ǫk
(PW2,δk)‖Lp̄k = O(1) as k → +∞.

Similarly, we also have

‖u2,k‖Lpk+1 ≤ C‖u2,k‖Lq+1 + o(1). (3.13)

Combining (3.12) and (3.13), we get that if ‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖ → 0 then also ‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖Lqk+1×Lpk+1 →
0, which means ‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖ǫ → 0, a contradiction with the assumption ‖(φ1,k, φ2,k)‖ǫk = 1.

Hence, lim infk→+∞ ‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖ > 0, and, by the equations (3.10), we have proved (3.8).

Step 3. In order to carry out a blowing up procedure, we are inspired by [21] to choose the
extension operator E : W 1,p∗

(Ω)×W 1,q∗(Ω) →W 1,p∗

(Rn)×W 1,q∗(Rn) such that E(u1,k, u2,k) =
(u1,k, u2,k) in Ω and can obtain

‖E(u1,k, u2,k)‖Ẇ 1,p∗×Ẇ 1,q∗ (Rn) ≤ ‖E(u1,k, u2,k)‖W 1,p∗×W 1,q∗ (Rn)

≤ C‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖W 1,p∗×W 1,q∗ (Ω) ≤ C‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖Ẇ 1,p∗×Ẇ 1,q∗ (Ω),
(3.14)

where, in the last inequalities, we use Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality since ui,k(i = 1, 2) has zero
average in Ω, and p∗ and q∗ are defined in (1.5). We identify ui,k(i = 1, 2) with its extension.

Now we use the blowing up to set

û1,k(y) = δ
n

q+1

k u1,k(δky + en), û2,k(y) = δ
n

p+1

k u2,k(δky + en)

and Ωk = Ω−en
δk

= B 1
δk

(− en
δk

). Then (3.14) turns out

‖(û1,k, û2,k)‖Ẇ 1,p∗×Ẇ 1,q∗ (Rn) = ‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖Ẇ 1,p∗×Ẇ 1,q∗ (Rn)

≤ ‖(u1,k, u2,k)‖Ẇ 1,p∗×Ẇ 1,q∗ (Ω) ≤ C‖(û1,k, û2,k)‖Ẇ 1,p∗×Ẇ 1,q∗ (Ωk)
,

(3.15)

which means that (û1,k, û2,k) is bounded in Ẇ 1,p∗

(Rn) × Ẇ 1,q∗(Rn). Up to some subsequence,

there is some (û1, û2) ∈ Ẇ 1,p∗

(Rn) × Ẇ 1,q∗(Rn) such that

û1,k ⇀ û1 weakly in Ẇ 1,p∗

(Rn), û2,k ⇀ û2 weakly in Ẇ 1,q∗(Rn)

and we show that (û1, û2) = 0.
From the equations of (u1,k, u2,k) we know that















−∆û1,k = δ
n(p−1)

p+1

k f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk(δky + en))û2,k + δ

n(p−1)
p+1

k f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk(δky + en))(ĥ2,k + ẑ2,k)

−∆û2,k = δ
n(q−1)

q+1

k f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk(δky + en))û1,k + δ
n(q−1)

q+1

k f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk(δky + en))(ĥ1,k + ẑ1,k)
∫

Ωk
û1,k =

∫

Ωk
û2,k = 0, ∂ν û1,k = ∂ν û2,k = 0 on ∂Ωk,

(3.16)

where ĥ1,k(y) = δ
n

q+1

k h1,k(δky+en), ĥ2,k(y) = δ
n

p+1

k h2,k(δky+en), ẑ1,k(y) = δ
n

q+1

k z1,k(δky+en), ẑ2,k(y) =

δ
n

p+1

k z2,k(δky + en).

Take ψ2, ψ1 ∈ C∞
c (Rn

+) as the test functions of two equations in (3.16) respectively to obtain
that

∫

R
n
+

∇û1 · ∇ψ2 + ∇û2 · ∇ψ1 = lim
k→+∞

∫

Ωk

∇û1,k · ∇ψ2 + ∇û2,k · ∇ψ1
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= lim
k→+∞

∫

Ωk

δ
n(p−1)

p+1

k f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk(δky + en))û2,k(y)ψ2(y)dy

+ lim
k→+∞

∫

Ωk

δ
n(q−1)

q+1

k f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk(δky + en))û1,k(y)ψ1(y)dy

+ lim
k→+∞

∫

Ωk

δ
n(p−1)

p+1

k f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk(δky + en))(ĥ2,k + ẑ2,k)ψ2(y)dy

+ lim
k→+∞

∫

Ωk

δ
n(q−1)

q+1

k f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk(δky + en))(ĥ1,k + ẑ1,k)ψ1(y)dy

=

∫

R
n
+

f ′
2,0(V )û2ψ2dy +

∫

R
n
+

f ′
1,0(U)û1ψ1dy,

which implies that (û1, û2) would be a solution of










−∆û1 = f ′
2,0(V )û2, in R

n
+

−∆û2 = f ′
1,0(U)û1, in R

n
+

∂ν û1 = ∂ν û2 = 0 on ∂Rn
+.

(3.17)

If we identify û1, û2 with their even reflections with respect to ∂Rn
+, then











−∆û1 = f ′
2,0(V )û2, in R

n

−∆û2 = f ′
1,0(U)û1, in R

n

(û1, û2) ∈ Ẇ 2, p+1
p (Rn) × Ẇ 2, q+1

q (Rn).

(3.18)

Since (u1,k, u2,k) ∈ Hǫk , we see that u1,k, u2,k are both even with respect to x1, . . . , xn−1. So
û1,k, û2,k are even with respect to x1, . . . , xn−1 too, which means û1, û2 are also even with respect
to x1, . . . , xn−1. Therefore, we obtain that (û1, û2) = c0(∂δU0,δ|δ=1, ∂δV0,δ|δ=1).

We claim that c0 = 0.
In fact, since u1,k, u2,k are odd with respect to xn and Ω = B1(0), it holds that

∫

Ω

u1,kf
′
1,0(Uen,δk)δk∂δUen,δk = −

∫

Ω

u1,kf
′
1,0(U−en,δk)δk∂δU−en,δk ,

∫

Ω

u2,kf
′
2,0(Ven,δk)δk∂δVen,δk = −

∫

Ω

u2,kf
′
2,0(V−en,δk)δk∂δV−en,δk .

Thus, setting (Ψ,Φ) = (∂δU0,δ|δ=1, ∂δV0,δ|δ=1) and by the symmetry of Ω, we get

c0

∫

Rn

∇Ψ∇Φ = 2

∫

R
n
+

∇Ψ∇û2 = 2

∫

Ωk

∇Ψ∇û2,k + o(1)

= 2

∫

Ωk

û2,kf
′
2,0(V0,1)Ψ + o(1) = 2

∫

Ω

u2,kf
′
2,0(Ven,δk)δk∂δVen,δk + o(1)

=

∫

Ω

u2,k

(

f ′
2,0(Ven,δk)δk∂δVen,δk − f ′

2,0(V−en,δk)δk∂δV−en,δk

)

+ o(1).

Similarly, we also have

c0

∫

Rn

∇Ψ∇Φ = 2

∫

R
n
+

∇Ψ∇û2 =

∫

Ω

u1,k

(

f ′
1,0(Uen,δk)δk∂δUen,δk − f ′

1,0(U−en,δk)δk∂δU−en,δk

)

+ o(1).

Hence, recalling that ui,k = φi,k − hi,k − zi,k for i = 1, 2, we have

2c0

∫

Rn

∇Ψ∇Φ = 2

∫

R
n
+

∇Ψ∇û2 =

∫

Ω

∇u1,k · ∇PZ2,δk + ∇u2,k · ∇PZ1,δk + o(1)

=

∫

Ω

∇z1,k · ∇PZ2,δk + ∇z2,k · ∇PZ1,δk + o(1) = o(1),

which, by a similar argument as in (3.7), gives c0 = 0 and so (û1, û2) = 0.

Step 4. Now we are in position to show a contradiction with (3.8).
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As we did in (2.9), we split Ω = Ω+ ∪ Ω− ∪ Ωc with Ωc := Ω \ (Ω+ ∪ Ω−). First on Ωc,

‖f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk)u2,k‖

L
p+1
p (Ωc)

≤ C
(

∫

Ωc

V
(pk−1)(p+1)

p−1

en,δk
+ V

(pk−1)(p+1)

p−1

−en,δk

)

p−1
p+1
(

∫

Ωc

u
p+1
2,k

)
1

p+1

≤ C
(

∫

Ωc

δ
((n−2)(p+1)−n)

pk−1

p−1

k

|x− en|
(n−2)(p+1)(pk−1)

p−1

+
δ
((n−2)(p+1)−n)

pk−1

p−1

k

|x+ en|
(n−2)(p+1)(pk−1)

p−1

)

p−1
p+1

= o(1).

(3.19)

Similarly,

‖f ′
1,ǫk(PW1,δk)u1,k‖

L
q+1
q (Ωc)

≤ C
(

∫

Ωc

U
(qk−1)(q+1)

q−1

en,δk
+ U

(qk−1)(q+1)

q−1

−en,δk

)

q−1
q+1
(

∫

Ωc

u
q+1
1,k

)
1

q+1

≤ C



























(

∫

Ωc

δ
((n−2)(q+1)−n)

qk−1

q−1

k

|x− en|
(n−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q−1

+
δ
((n−2)(q+1)−n)

qk−1

q−1

k

|x+ en|
(n−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q−1

)

q−1
q+1

if p > n
n−2 ,

(

∫

Ωc

δ
(((n−2)p−2)(q+1)−n)

qk−1

q−1

k

|x− en|
((n−2)p−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q−1

+
δ
(((n−2)p−2)(q+1)−n)

qk−1

q−1

k

|x+ en|
((n−2)p−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q−1

)

q−1
q+1

if p < n
n−2

≤ C











O
(

δ
qk−1

p+1 n

k

)

if p > n
n−2 ,

O
(

δ
qk−1

q+1 pn

k

)

if p < n
n−2

= o(1),

(3.20)

where we use the fact that (q + 1)(n− 2) > n and ((n− 2)p− 2)(q + 1) = (p+ 1)n > n.
Now on Ω+, by blowing up, we estimate

‖f ′
2,ǫk(PW2,δk)u2,k‖

L
p+1
p (Ω+)

= ‖V pk−1
en,δk

u2,k‖
L

p+1
p (Ω+)

+ o(1)

≤ C
(

∫

Ω+

δ
−n(pk−1)

p

k

(1 + |x−en|
δk

)
(n−2)(p+1)(pk−1)

p

u
p+1
p

2,k

)

p
p+1

+ o(1)

≤ Cδ
n(1− pk

p
) p
p+1

k

(

∫

Ωk

1

(1 + |y|)
(n−2)(p+1)(pk−1)

p

û
p+1
p

2,k

)

p
p+1

+ o(1)

≤ C
(

∫

Rn

1

(1 + |y|)
(n−2)(p+1)(p−1)

p

û
p+1
p

2,k

)

p
p+1

+ o(1)

= o(1)

(3.21)

where in the last step, we use the previous result û2,k ⇀ 0 weakly in Lp+1(Rn), which means

û
p+1
p

2,k ⇀ 0 weakly in Lp(Rn), and 1

(1+|y|)
(n−2)(p+1)(p−1)

p

∈ L
p

p−1 (Rn).

Next, for p > n
n−2 ,

‖f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk)u1,k‖
L

q+1
q (Ω+)

= ‖U qǫ−1
en,δk

u1,k‖
L

q+1
q (Ω+)

+ o(1)

≤ C
(

∫

Ω+

δ
−n(qk−1)

q

k

(1 + |x−en|
δk

)
(n−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q

u
q+1
q

1,k

)

q
q+1

+ o(1)

≤ Cδ
n(1− qk

q
) q
q+1

k

(

∫

Ωk

1

(1 + |y|)
(n−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q

û
q+1
q

1,k

)

q
q+1

+ o(1)

≤ C
(

∫

Rn

1

(1 + |y|)
(n−2)(q+1)(q−1)

q

û
q+1
q

1,k

)

q
q+1

+ o(1) = o(1);

(3.22)
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While for p < n
n−2 ,

‖f ′
1,ǫk(PW1,δk)u1,k‖

L
q+1
q (Ω+)

= ‖U qǫ−1
en,δk

u1,k‖
L

q+1
q (Ω+)

+ o(1)

≤ C
(

∫

Ω+

δ
−n(qk−1)

q

k

(1 + |x−en|
δk

)
((n−2)p−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q

u
q+1
q

1,k

)

q
q+1

+ o(1)

≤ Cδ
n(1− qk

q
) q
q+1

k

(

∫

Ωk

1

(1 + |y|)
((n−2)p−2)(q+1)(qk−1)

q

û
q+1
q

1,k

)

q
q+1

+ o(1)

≤ C
(

∫

Rn

1

(1 + |y|)
((n−2)p−2)(q+1)(q−1)

q

û
q+1
q

1,k

)

q
q+1

+ o(1) = o(1),

(3.23)

where we used the fact that û1,k ⇀ 0 weakly in Lq+1(Rn), which means û
q+1
q

1,k ⇀ 0 weakly in

Lq(Rn), and
1

(1 + |y|)
(n−2)(q+1)(q−1)

q

,
1

(1 + |y|)
((n−2)p−2)(q+1)(q−1)

q

∈ L
q

q−1 (Rn).

Also on Ω−,

‖f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk)u1,k‖
L

q+1
q (Ω−)

+ ‖f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k‖
L

p+1
p (Ω−)

= o(1). (3.24)

From (3.19)-(3.24), we finally obtain

‖f ′
2,ǫk

(PW2,δk)u2,k‖
L

p+1
p

+ ‖f ′
1,ǫk

(PW1,δk)u1,k‖
L

q+1
q

= o(1),

which is a contradiction with (3.8), concluding the proof. �

3.2. Estimate for Rd,ǫ and Nd,ǫ. In order to prove Proposition 3.1 through applying the con-
traction mapping principle, we estimate the zero order term Rd,ǫ and the higher order terms
Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2).

Lemma 3.3. Let η ∈ (0, 1), δ = dǫ. Then ‖Rd,ǫ‖ǫ = O(ǫ
1
2+γ′

) as ǫ → 0 uniformly in d ∈ (η, 1
η

)

for some γ′ ∈ (0, 12 ).

Proof. Rewrite

Rd,ǫ = Π⊥
ǫ

(

K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ)
)

= Π⊥
ǫ ◦K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ))

+ Π⊥
ǫ

(

K(f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,0(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ)
)

.

Recall the norm ‖ · ‖ǫ = ‖ · ‖ + ‖ · ‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 in (1.6). We perform the proof in four steps.

Step 1. We first deal with the term
∥

∥

∥
Π⊥

ǫ

(

K(f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,0(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ)
)∥

∥

∥
. (3.25)

Write

(v1,δ, v2,δ) = K(f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,0(PW1,δ)),

(w1,δ, w2,δ) = K(f2,0(Ven,δ) − f2,0(V−en,δ), f1,0(Uen,δ) − f1,0(U−en,δ))
(3.26)

that is










−∆v1,δ = f2,0(PVen,δ − PV−en,δ)

−∆v2,δ = f1,0(PUen,δ − PU−en,δ),
∫

Ω
vi,δ = 0, ∂νvi,δ = 0 on ∂Ω, i = 1, 2
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and










−∆w1,δ = f2,0(Ven,δ) − f2,0(V−en,δ)

−∆w2,δ = f1,0(Uen,δ) − f1,0(U−en,δ),
∫

Ωwi,δ = 0, ∂νwi,δ = 0 on ∂Ω, i = 1, 2.

In the case of p > n
n−2 , recalling the definition of the norm ‖ · ‖, from (A.3) and Remark A.4,

there exists some small γ′ > 0,

‖v1,δ − w1,δ‖ = ‖∆v1,δ − ∆w1,δ‖
L

p+1
p

≤ ‖f2,0(PVen,δ − PV−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

p+1
p

≤ ‖f2,0(PVen,δ − PV−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ)‖
L

p+1
p

+ ‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

p+1
p

= O(δ
1
2+γ′

),

or

‖K(f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,0(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ)‖ = O(δ
1
2+γ′

).

While for p < n
n−2 , we use Lemma A.5 and Remark A.6 to get the same estimate that for some

γ′ ∈ (0, 12 )

‖K(f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,0(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ)‖ = O(δ
1
2+γ′

). (3.27)

Step 2. We show that

‖K(f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,0(PW1,δ)) − (PW1,δ, PW2,δ)‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1 = O(δ
1
2+γ′

). (3.28)

Actually, using the notation (3.26) and setting

ui,δ = vi,δ − wi,δ(i = 1, 2),

we have










−∆u1,δ = f2,0(PVen,δ − PV−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)

−∆u2,δ = f1,0(PUen,δ − PU−en,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ),
∫

Ω ui,δ = 0, ∂νui,δ = 0 on ∂Ω, i = 1, 2

or

(u1,δ, u2,δ) = K(f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ), f1,0(PW1,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ)).

(i) The case of p > n
n−2 .

By Lemma A.3, for any γ > 0 small, there exist σ > 0 and some ǭ > 0 small such that
1

1
qǭ+1+

2
n

= (p+1)(1+σ)
p

. Then for n ≥ 5, for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǭ),

‖u1,δ‖Lqǫ+1 ≤ ‖u1,δ‖Lqǭ+1 |Ω| 1
qǫ+1− 1

qǭ+1

≤ Cǫ‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

1
1

qǭ+1
+ 2

n

≤ Cǫ‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

1
1

qǭ+1
+ 2

n

+ Cǫ‖f2,0(W2,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

1
1

qǭ+1
+ 2

n

= Cǫ‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

+ Cǫ‖f2,0(W2,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O(δ
1
2+γ′

).

(3.29)

Also, for n = 4 and for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǭ), ‖u1,δ‖Lqǫ+1 = O(δ
1
2+γ′

).

(ii) The case of p < n
n−2 .



22 QING GUO, SHUANGJIE PENG

In this case we just use Lemma A.5 and Remark ?? to find that for γ′ > 0 small,

‖u1,δ‖Lqǫ+1 ≤ ‖u1,δ‖Lqǭ+1 |Ω| 1
qǫ+1− 1

qǭ+1

≤ Cǫ‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

+ Cǫ‖f2,0(W2,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O(δ
1
2+γ′

).

(3.30)

Similarly, we can prove ‖u2,δ‖Lpǫ+1 = O(δ
1
2+γ′

), and so we have also shown (3.28) in this case (ii).

Step 3. For the term Π⊥
ǫ ◦K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ)− f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)− f1,0(PW1,δ)), we apply

Lemma A.7 to obtain that for any γ ∈ (0, 1),

‖K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ))‖
≤ ‖(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ))‖

L
p+1
p ×L

q+1
q

= O(ǫ1−γ)

and following the argument in (3.29), for small ǭ, σ1, σ2 > 0, there holds that

‖K(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ))‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1

≤ Cǫ‖(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ))‖
L

1
1

qǭ+1
+ 2

n ×L

1
1

pǭ+1
+ 2

n

≤ Cǫ‖(f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ), f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ))‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ1)
p ×L

(q+1)(1+σ2)
q

= O(ǫ1−γ).

Combining the above three steps, we have the conclusion.
�

As for the higher order terms, we have

Lemma 3.4. Let η ∈ (0, 1), d > 0, δ = dǫ. Then as ǫ→ 0, the following estimates hold uniformly
in d ∈ (η, 1

η
):

‖Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ ≤ C











‖φ1‖qǫLqǫ+1 + ‖φ2‖pǫ

Lpǫ+1 , 1 < p, q < 2

‖φ1‖2Lqǫ+1 + ‖φ2‖pǫ

Lpǫ+1 , 1 < p < 2 ≤ q

‖φ1‖2Lqǫ+1 + ‖φ2‖2Lpǫ+1 , p, q ≥ 2.

Proof. Note that

‖Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ = ‖Π⊥
ǫ ◦K

(

f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ),

+ f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)

)

‖ǫ
≤ C‖f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′

2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ)‖
L

p+1
p

+ C‖f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)‖

L
q+1
q

+ C‖K
(

f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ),

+ f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)

)

‖Lqǫ+1×Lpǫ+1

≤ C‖f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ)‖

L
p+1
p

+ C‖f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)‖

L
q+1
q

+ C‖f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ)‖

L

1
1

qǫ+1
+ 2

n

+ C‖f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)‖

L

1
1

pǫ+1
+ 2

n

.

(3.31)
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Since
∣

∣

∣
f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′

2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ)
∣

∣

∣

≤ C

{

|PW2,δ|pǫ−2|φ2|2 + |φ2|pǫ , p ≥ 2

|φ2|pǫ , 1 < p < 2,

then from Lemma A.1, when 1 < p < 2,

‖f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ)‖

L
p+1
p

+ ‖f2,ǫ(PW2,δ + φ2) − f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ)φ2 − f2,ǫ(PW2,δ)‖

L

1
1

qǫ+1
+ 2

n

≤ C‖φ2‖pǫ

L
(p+1)pǫ

p

+ C‖φ2‖pǫ

L

pǫ
1

qǫ+1
+ 2

n

≤ C‖φ2‖pǫ

Lpǫ+1 ;

(3.32)

While for p ≥ 2, it sufficed to further estimate that

‖|PW2,δ|pǫ−2|φ2|2‖
L

p+1
p

+ ‖|PW2,δ|pǫ−2|φ2|2‖
L

1
1

qǫ+1
+ 2

n

≤ C‖φ2‖2Lpǫ+1 , (3.33)

where we have used the Hölder inequalities and the fact that 1
1

qǫ+1+
2
n

= p+1
p

+ O(ǫ), (p+1)pǫ

p
=

p+1
p

+O(ǫ).

The estimate for

‖f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)‖

L
q+1
q

+ C‖f1,ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1) − f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ)φ1 − f1,ǫ(PW1,δ)‖

L

1
1

pǫ+1
+ 2

n

can be considered similarly.
�

3.3. Proof of Proposition 3.1. Recall that (2.32) can be written as

Ld,ǫ(φ1, φ2) = Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2) +Rd,ǫ,

which, by Proposition 3.2, is equivalent to the fixed point problem

(φ1, φ2) = L−1
d,ǫ

(

Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2) +Rd,ǫ

)

:=  Ld,ǫ(φ1, φ2)

with

‖ Ld,ǫ(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ ≤ C‖Nd,ǫ(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ + C‖Rd,ǫ‖ǫ.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Take C0 > 0 be a constant such that ‖Rd,ǫ‖ǫ ≤ C0ǫ
1
2+γ′

. Set

B := {(φ1, φ2) ∈ Ed,ǫ : ‖(φ1, φ2)‖ǫ ≤ 2C0ǫ
1
2+γ′}.

Then for sufficiently small ǫ > 0,  Ld,ǫ(B) ⊂ B. Moreover, it is not difficult to prove that there is
some θ ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖ Ld,ǫ(φ1 − ψ1, φ2 − ψ2)‖ǫ ≤ θ‖(φ1 − ψ1, φ2 − ψ2)‖ǫ, for every (φ1, φ2), (ψ1, ψ2) ∈ B.

Hence, for any given η ∈ (0, 1), d ∈ (η, 1
η

), δ = dǫ, applying the Banach Fixed Point Theorem,

there exists a unique fixed point (φ1,d,ǫ, φ2,d,ǫ) of  Ld,ǫ.
Finally, by use of the implicit function theorem, we argue standardly that the map d 7→

(φ1,d,ǫ, φ2,d,ǫ) is of class C1. One could refer to [19, 23] for example for more details.
�
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4. Reduced Problem

Set the functional

Iǫ(u1, u2) =

∫

Ω

∇u1 · ∇u2 −
1

pǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|u2|pǫ+1 − 1

qǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|u1|qǫ+1.

For each η small, let ǫ0 > 0 be as in Proposition 3.1. Then for ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0), δ = dǫ, consider the
reduced functional Jǫ : (η, 1

η
) → R which is given by

Jǫ(d) := Iǫ(PW1,δ + φ1,d,ǫ, PW2,δ + φ2,d,ǫ)

with (φ1,d,ǫ, φ2,d,ǫ) ∈ Ed,ǫ as in Proposition 3.1.
It is standard to show (see for instance [19]) that

J ′
ǫ(d) = 0 ⇐⇒ I ′ǫ(PW1,δ + φ1,d,ǫ, PW2,δ + φ2,d,ǫ) = 0.

We are aimed to check that Jǫ has a minimizer in (η, 1
η

) for sufficiently small η, which is a critical

point. For this purpose, we expand Jǫ(d) as ǫ → 0. For convenience, we introduce the following
quantities:

A1 =

∫

Rn

U q+1, A2 =

∫

Rn

V p+1,

B1 =

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x|2

δ−n−1U q+1
( |x− en|

δ

)

dxndx
′,

B2 =

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x|2

δ−n−1V p+1
( |x− en|

δ

)

dxndx
′,

C1 = −
∫

∂Rn
+

|x′|U ′(x′)V (x′)dx′ > 0, C2 = −
∫

∂Rn
+

|x′|V ′(x′)U(x′)dx′ > 0,

D1 =

∫

Rn

U q+1 logU, D2 =

∫

Rn

V p+1 logV

(4.1)

with Ξ = {x′ ∈ R
n−1 : |x′| <

√
15
8 } the projection of ∂Ω ∩ B 1

2
(en) in the variables x′ =

(x1, . . . , xn−1).

Remark 4.1. By (1.4), A1 = A2. Moreover, from the proof of Lemma B.1, we can obtain that
B1 = O(1),B2 = O(1).

Proposition 4.2. For any η ∈ (0, 1) small, as ǫ→ 0, it holds uniformly in d ∈ (η, 1
η

) that

Jǫ(d) =

∫

Ω

∇PW1,δ · ∇PW2,δ −
1

pǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|pǫ+1 − 1

qǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|qǫ+1

=
2

n
A1 +

( nα

(p+ 1)2
+

nβ

(q + 1)2

)

A1ǫ log ǫ+ G(d)ǫ + o(ǫ)

(4.2)

with

G(d) =
1

p+ 1
(
αA1

p+ 1
− αD1) +

1

q + 1
(
βA2

q + 1
− βD2) + (

nα

(p+ 1)2
+

nβ

(q + 1)2
)A1 log d

−
(

(1 − 2

p+ 1
)B2 + (1 − 2

q + 1
)B1 +

C1 + C2
2

)

d.

(4.3)

To show Proposition 4.2, we use several lemmas as follows.

Lemma 4.3. For η ∈ (0, 1) small, as ǫ→ 0, it holds uniformly in d ∈ (η, 1
η

) that

Jǫ(d) = Iǫ(PW1,δ, PW2,δ) + o(ǫ).
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Proof.

Iǫ(PW1,δ + φ1,d,ǫ, PW2,δ + φ2,d,ǫ) − Iǫ(PW1,δ, PW2,δ)

=

∫

Ω

∇φ1,d,ǫ · ∇φ2,d,ǫ +

∫

Ω

(U q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)φ1,d,ǫ + (V p
en,δ − V

p
−en,δ)φ2,d,ǫ

− 1

qǫ + 1

∫

Ω

(

|PW1,δ + φ1,d,ǫ|qǫ+1 − |PW1,δ|qǫ+1
)

− 1

pǫ + 1

∫

Ω

(

|PW2,δ + φ2,d,ǫ|pǫ+1 − |PW2,δ|pǫ+1
)

= o(ǫ) +

∫

Ω

(U q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

− |PW1,δ|qǫ−1PW1,δ)φ1,d,ǫ

+

∫

Ω

(V p
en,δ − V

p
−en,δ − |PW2,δ|pǫ−1PW2,δ)φ2,d,ǫ

− 1

qǫ + 1

∫

Ω

(

|PW1,δ + φ1,d,ǫ|qǫ+1 − |PW1,δ|qǫ+1 − |PW1,δ|qǫ−1PW1,δφ1,d,ǫ

)

− 1

pǫ + 1

∫

Ω

(

|PW2,δ + φ2,d,ǫ|pǫ+1 − |PW2,δ|pǫ+1 − |PW2,δ|pǫ−1PW2,δφ2,d,ǫ

)

:= o(ǫ) + I1 + I2 + J1 + J2.

By Proposition 3.1, Lemma A.3, Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.7 with σ = 0, we get that

|I1| + |I2| ≤ ‖U q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

− |PW1,δ|qǫ−1PW1,δ‖
L

q+1
q
‖φ1,d,ǫ‖Lq+1

+ ‖V p
en,δ

− V
p
−en,δ

− |PW2,δ|pǫ−1PW2,δ‖‖
L

p+1
p

‖φ2,d,ǫ‖Lp+1 = o(ǫ)

and there exists θ = θ(d, ǫ) ∈ (0, 1),

|J1| + |J2| ≤ C

∫

Ω

(

|PW1,δ + θφ1,d,ǫ|qǫ−1φ21,d,ǫ + |PW2,δ + θφ2,d,ǫ|pǫ−1φ22,d,ǫ

)

≤ C
(

‖|PW1,δ|qǫ−1‖
L

q+1
q−1

‖φ1,d,ǫ‖2Lq+1 + ‖φ1,d,ǫ‖qǫ+1
Lqǫ+1

+ ‖|PW2,δ|pǫ−1‖
L

p+1
p−1

‖φ2,d,ǫ‖2Lp+1 + ‖φ2,d,ǫ‖pǫ+1
Lpǫ+1

)

= o(ǫ).

�

4.1. Expansion of the leading term. We are sufficed to expand the leading term Iǫ(PW1,δ, PW2,δ).
Recall from Proposition 2.5 that

PW1,δ(x) = W1,δ(x) − δ−
n

q+1+1
(

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ1,0(

en + x

δ
)
)

+ ζ1,δ(x),

PW2,δ(x) = W2,δ(x) − δ−
n

p+1+1
(

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ2,0(

en + x

δ
)
)

+ ζ2,δ(x),

where ζ1,δ = O(δ2−
n

q+1 ), ζ2,δ = O(δ2−
n

p+1 ), ∂δζ1,δ = O(δ1−
n

q+1 ), ∂δζ2,δ = O(δ1−
n

p+1 ) as δ → 0
uniformly in Ω. We have

∫

Ω

∇PW1,δ · ∇PW2,δ =

∫

Ω

PW1,δ(−∆)PW2,δ =

∫

Ω

PW1,δ

(

U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)

=

∫

Ω

(

W1,δ − δ−
n

q+1+1
(

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ1,0(

en + x

δ
)
)

+ ζ1,δ(x)
)(

U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)

:= I1 − I2 + I3,

with

I1 =

∫

Ω

W1,δ

(

U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)

, I3 =

∫

Ω

ζ1,δ(x)
(

U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)

I2 =

∫

Ω

δ−
n

q+1+1
(

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
) − ϕ1,0(

en + x

δ
)
)(

U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)

.
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Proposition 4.4. It holds that
∫

Ω

∇PW1,δ · ∇PW2,δ = A1 − 2B1δ + C1δ + o(δ)

= A2 − 2B2δ + C2δ + o(δ) = A1 − (B1 + B2)δ +
C1 + C2

2
δ + o(δ).

Proof. By Lemma B.1 and Lemma B.2, we first estimate I1:

I1 =

∫

Ω

W1,δ

(

U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)

=

∫

Ω

U
q+1
en,δ

− Uen,δU
q
−en,δ

− U−en,δU
q
en,δ

+ U
q+1
−en,δ

= A1 − 2B1δ + o(δ).

We apply Lemma B.3 and Lemma B.4 to obtain that

I2 = −C1δ + o(δ).

Finally for I3, we have for p > n
n−2 ,

∫

Ω+

|ζ1,δ(x)|U q
en,δ ≤ Cδ2−

n
q+1

∫

Ω+

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)q(n−2)

≤ Cδ2−
n

q+1

∫

Ω+−en

δ

δn−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x|)q(n−2)
= O(δ2) = o(δ).

On the other hand,

∫

Ω\Ω+

|ζ1,δ(x)|U q
en,δ ≤ Cδ2−

n
q+1

∫

Ω\Ω+

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)q(n−2)
= O(δ(q−1)(n−2)) = o(δ).

While for p < n
n−2 , since q((n− 2)p− 2) > n,

∫

Ω+

|ζ1,δ(x)|U q
en,δ ≤ Cδ2−

n
q+1

∫

Ω+

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)q((n−2)p−2)

≤ Cδ2−
n

q+1

∫

Ω+−en

δ

δn−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x|)q((n−2)p−2)
= O(δ2) = o(δ).

On the other hand,

∫

Ω\Ω+

|ζ1,δ(x)|U q
en,δ ≤ Cδ2−

n
q+1

∫

Ω\Ω+

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)q((n−2)p−2)
= o(δ).

By symmetry, we finally find

I3 =

∫

Ω

ζ1,δ(x)
(

U
q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

)

= o(δ).

�

Proposition 4.5. It holds that

1

pǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|pǫ+1

=
1

p+ 1

(

A2 − 2B2δ + (p+ 1)C2δ
)

+
(

− nαǫ

(p+ 1)2
log δA2 +

αǫ

p+ 1
D2 −

αǫ

(p+ 1)2
A2

)

+ o(ǫ)

(4.4)
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and

1

qǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|qǫ+1

=
1

q + 1

(

A1 − 2B1δ + (q + 1)C1δ
)

+
(

− nαǫ

(q + 1)2
log δA1 +

βǫ

q + 1
D1 −

βǫ

(q + 1)2
A1

)

+ o(ǫ).

(4.5)

Proof. We write
∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|pǫ+1 =

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|p+1 + |PW2,δ|p+1(|PW2,δ|αǫ − 1) := J1 + J2.

First of all, in view of the decay of ϕ2,δ and ζ2,δ in Proposition 2.5, similar arguments as in the
proof of Proposition 4.4, we have

∫

Ω+

|PW2,δ|p+1 =

∫

Ω+

|W2,δ − (W2,δ − PW2,δ)|p+1

=

∫

Ω+−en

δ

∣

∣

∣
V (y) − δ

(

ϕ2,0(−y) − ϕ2,0(
2en
δ

+ y)
)

− ζ2,δ(δy + en)δ
n

p+1

∣

∣

∣

p+1

+ o(δ)

=

∫

Ω+−en

δ

(

|V (y)|p+1 − δ(p+ 1)V (y)pϕ2,δ(−y)
)

+ o(δ)

=
A2

2
− B2δ +

p+ 1

2
C2δ + o(δ).

Also we can obtain
∫

Ω−

|PW2,δ|p+1 =
A2

2
− B2δ +

p+ 1

2
C2δ + o(δ).

Hence it holds that

J1 = A2 − 2B2δ + (p+ 1)C2δ + o(δ). (4.6)

Secondly, note that

J2 =

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|p+1(|PW2,δ|αǫ − 1) = αǫ

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|p+1 log |PW2,δ| + o(δ).

Following Lemma B.1, we can obtain that
∫

Ω+−en

δ

V p+1 =
A2

2
− B2δ + o(δ),

∫

Ω+−en

δ

V p+1 logV =
1

2

∫

Rn

V p+1 logV + o(1) =
D2

2
+ o(1),

and then

αǫ

∫

Ω+

|PW2,δ|p+1 log |PW2,δ|

=

∫

Ω+

|W2,δ − (W2,δ − PW2,δ)|p+1 log |W2,δ − (W2,δ − PW2,δ)|

= αǫ

∫

Ω+

V
p+1
en,δ logVen,δ + o(ǫ) = αǫ

∫

Ω+−en

δ

V p+1 log(δ−
n

p+1V ) + o(ǫ)

= αǫ

∫

Ω+−en

δ

V p+1
(

− n

p+ 1
log δ + logV )

)

+ o(ǫ)

= −αǫ n

p+ 1
log δ

∫

Ω+−en

δ

V p+1 + αǫ

∫

Ω+−en

δ

V p+1 logV + o(ǫ)

= − nαǫ

2(p+ 1)
log δA2 +

αǫ

2
D2 + o(δ).
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Similarly,

αǫ

∫

Ω−

|PW2,δ|p+1 log |PW2,δ| = − nαǫ

2(p+ 1)
log δA2 +

αǫ

2
D2 + o(δ).

Hence

J2 = − nαǫ

(p+ 1)
log δA2 + αǫD2 + o(ǫ). (4.7)

Moreover, since 1
pǫ+1 = 1

p+1 − αǫ
(p+1)2 + o(ǫ), (4.6) and (4.7) imply that

1

pǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|pǫ+1

=
( 1

p+ 1
− αǫ

(p+ 1)2
+ o(ǫ)

)(

A2 − 2B2δ + (p+ 1)C2δ −
nαǫ

(p+ 1)
log δA2 + αǫD2 + o(ǫ)

)

=
1

p+ 1

(

A2 − 2B2δ + (p+ 1)C2δ
)

+
(

− nαǫ

(p+ 1)2
log δA2 +

αǫ

p+ 1
D2 −

αǫ

(p+ 1)2
A2

)

+ o(ǫ).

Similar argument gives (4.5).
�

From Proposition 4.4, Proposition 4.5, (4.5) and A1 = A2, we get for the total energy that

Jǫ(d) =

∫

Ω

∇PW1,δ · ∇PW2,δ −
1

pǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ|pǫ+1 − 1

qǫ + 1

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|qǫ+1

=(1 − 1

q + 1
− 1

p+ 1
)A1 +

( nα

(p+ 1)2
ǫ log ǫ+

nβ

(q + 1)2
ǫ log ǫ

)

A1 + G(d)ǫ + o(ǫ)

=
2

n
A1 +

( nα

(p+ 1)2
+

nβ

(q + 1)2

)

A1ǫ log ǫ+ G(d)ǫ + o(ǫ)

(4.8)

with G defined as (4.3).

4.2. Existence of the critical point.

Lemma 4.6. The function G(d) has a unique critical point d∗, which ia a global maximum.

Proof. From the definition of G(d), it is obvious that G(d) → −∞ as d → 0+ and as d → +∞.
Hence G(d) achieves a global maximum

d∗ :=
( nα
(p+1)2 + nβ

(q+1)2 )A1
(

(1 − 2
p+1 )B2 + (1 − 2

q+1 )B1 + C1+C2

2

solving

G′(d) =
n

d
(

α

(p+ 1)2
+

β

(q + 1)2
)A1 −

(

(1 − 2

p+ 1
)B2 + (1 − 2

q + 1
)B1 +

C1 + C2
2

)

= 0,

which is the unique critical point of G(d). �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let η ∈ (0, 1) such that d∗ ∈ (η, 1
η

). Then G(η),G( 1
η

) < G(d∗) since d∗

is the global maximum of G. Moreover, given such η, from (4.8), we find that as ǫ→ 0

Jǫ(d) =
2

n
A1 +

( nα

(p+ 1)2
+

nβ

(q + 1)2

)

A1ǫ log ǫ+ G(d)ǫ + o(ǫ)

uniformly in (η, 1
η

). Therefore, there exists ǫ0 > 0 small such that for any ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) Jǫ(η), Jǫ(
1
η

) <

Jǫ(d
∗), which means that Jǫ has an interior maximum in (η, 1

η
), a critical point of Jǫ.

Hence we have found a critical point (PW1,δ +φ1,d,ǫ, PW2,δ +φ2,d,ǫ) of Iǫ such that I ′ǫ(PW1,δ +
φ1,d,ǫ, PW2,δ + φ2,d,ǫ) = 0, concluding Theorem 1.2. �
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Appendix

A. Basic Estimates for Bubbles

Firstly, after making some minor modifications to the proof of Lemma B.3 in [21], we can prove
by direct calculation the following Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2.

Lemma A.1. For ξ ∈ R
n, δ > 0, if we set

u1,δ,ξ =
δ−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−ξ|2
δ2

)
n−2
2

, ũ1,δ,ξ =
δ−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−ξ|2
δ2

)
(n−2)p−2

2

, u2,δ,ξ =
δ−

n
p+1

(1 + |x−ξ|2
δ2

)
n−2
2

,

v1,δ,ξ =
δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−ξ|2
δ2

)
n−3
2

, ṽ1,δ,ξ =
δ1−

n
q+1

(1 + |x−ξ|2
δ2

)
(n−2)p−3

2

, v2,δ,ξ =
δ1−

n
p+1

(1 + |x−ξ|2
δ2

)
n−3
2

,

then for R > 0, as δ → 0, there hold that

∫

BR(ξ)

ut1,δ,ξ =











O(δ
tn
p+1 ), 0 < t < n

n−2

O(δn(1−
n

(n−2)(q+1)
)|lnδ|), t = n

n−2

O(δn−
nt
q+1 ), t > n

n−2

∫

BR(ξ)

ũt1,δ,ξ =















O(δ
tpn
q+1 ), 0 < t < n

(n−2)p−2

O(δn(1−
n

((n−2)p−2)(q+1)
)|lnδ|), t = n

(n−2)p−2

O(δn−
nt
q+1 ), t > n

(n−2)p−2

∫

BR(ξ)

ut2,δ,ξ =











O(δ
tn
q+1 ), 0 < t < n

n−2

O(δn(1−
n

(n−2)(p+1)
)|lnδ|), t = n

n−2

O(δn−
nt

p+1 ), t > n
n−2

∫

BR(ξ)

vt1,δ,ξ =











O(δ
tn

p+1 ), 0 < t < n
n−3

O(δ
n2

(n−3)(p+1) |lnδ|), t = n
n−3

O(δn−t( n
q+1−1)), t > n

n−3

∫

BR(ξ)

ṽt1,δ,ξ =















O(δ
tpn
q+1 ), 0 < t < n

(n−2)p−3

O(δ
n2

((n−2)p−3)(p+1) |lnδ|), t = n
(n−2)p−3

O(δn−t( n
q+1−1)), t > n

(n−2)p−3

∫

BR(ξ)

vt2,δ,ξ =











O(δ
tn
q+1 ), 0 < t < n

n−3

O(δ
n2

(n−3)(q+1) |lnδ|), t = n
n−3

O(δn−t( n
p+1−1)), t > n

n−3 .

Recall that
f2,ǫ(t) = |t|p+αǫ−1t, f1,ǫ(t) = |t|q+βǫ−1t.

Lemma A.2. For t ∈ R, it holds that

f1,ǫ(t) = |t|q−1t+ βǫ|t|q−1t log |t| + ǫ2ξ1,ǫ(t),

f ′
1,ǫ(t) = q|t|q−1 + βǫ(|t|q−1 + q|t|q−1 log |t|) + ǫ2η1,ǫ(t)

and

f2,ǫ(t) = |t|p−1t+ αǫ|t|p−1t log |t| + ǫ2ξ2,ǫ(t),

f ′
1,ǫ(t) = p|t|p−1 + βǫ(|t|p−1 + p|t|p−1 log |t|) + ǫ2η2,ǫ(t),

where

|ξ1,ǫ(t)| ≤
1

2
(|t|q + |t|q+βǫ)(log |t|)2,

|η1,ǫ(t)| ≤ 2(q + 1)(|t|q−1 + |t|q−1+βǫ)(log |t| + (log |t|)2)
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|ξ2,ǫ(t)| ≤
1

2
(|t|p + |t|p+βǫ)(log |t|)2,

|η2,ǫ(t)| ≤ 2(p+ 1)(|t|p−1 + |t|p−1+βǫ)(log |t| + (log |t|)2).

Next, we need other tools when carrying out the reduction method.

Lemma A.3. For σ ≥ 0 small, let η ∈ (0, 1), d ∈ (η, 1
η

) and δ = dǫ. Then for p > n
n−2 , for every

γ ∈ (0, 1), it holds that

‖f1,0(PW1,δ) − f1,0(W1,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

= O(δ1−γ),

‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

=

{

O(δ1−γ), n ≥ 5 or n = 4 and p+ 1 ≥ 4

O(δ
4

q+1−γ), n = 4, p+ 1 < 4.

(A.1)

Moreover,

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

=

{

O(δ1−γ), p− 1
p
≥ n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0

O
(

δ
(p−1)
q+1 n

)

, p− 1
p
< n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0,

‖f1,0(Uen,δ − U−en,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

= O(δ1−γ).

(A.2)

Remark A.4. Firstly, we see that p ≥ n+
√
2

n−2 ensures (p−1)
q+1 n > 1. Next, if p ∈ ( n

n−2 ,
n+

√
2

n−2 ), it

may hold that (p−1)
q+1 n < 1. But p > n

n−2 implies (p−1)
q+1 n >

1
2 and 4

q+1 >
1
2 . Hence, for some small

γ′ ∈ (0, 12 ), we actually have

‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

+ ‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O(δ
1
2+γ′

).

(A.3)

Proof of Lemma A.3. For σ ≥ 0, by Hölder inequalities, we have

∫

Ω

|f1,0(PW1,δ) − f1,0(W1,δ)|
(q+1)(1+σ)

q =

∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣
|PW1,δ|q−1PW1,δ − |W1,δ|q−1W1,δ

∣

∣

∣

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

≤ C

∫

Ω

(

|W1,δ|q−1|PW1,δ −W1,δ| + |PW1,δ −W1,δ|q
)

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

≤ C

∫

Ω

|W1,δ|
(q−1)(q+1)(1+σ)

q |PW1,δ −W1,δ|
(q+1)(1+σ)

q + |PW1,δ −W1,δ|(q+1)(1+σ)

≤ C
(

∫

Ω

|W1,δ|(q+1)(1+σ)
)

q−1
q
(

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ −W1,δ|(q+1)(1+σ)
)

1
q

+

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ −W1,δ|(q+1)(1+σ)

and similarly,
∫

Ω

|f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)|
(p+1)(1+σ)

p

≤ C
(

∫

Ω

|W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ)
)

p−1
p
(

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ −W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ)
)

1
p

+

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ −W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ).

(A.4)

Since p > n
n−2 , when n ≥ 5, p+ 1 > 2n−2

n−2 > n
n−3 and so for σ ≥ 0

(

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ −W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ)
)

1
p

= O(δ
(p+1)(1+σ)−nσ

p ). (A.5)
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For n = 4 ( n
n−3 = 4) and σ = 0, we have

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ −W2,δ|p+1 =











O(δ
4(p+1)
q+1 ), p+ 1 < 4

O(δ4|lnδ|), p+ 1 = 4

O(δ4), p+ 1 > 4.

(A.6)

While for n = 4 and σ > 0 small,

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ −W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ) =

{

O(δ
4(p+1)(1+σ)

q+1 ), p+ 1 < 4

O(δ(p+1)(1+σ)−σn), p+ 1 ≥ 4.
(A.7)

On the other hand, since p > 2
n−2 implies p+ 1 > n

n−2 , then we have

∫

Ω

|W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ) = O(δ−nσ). (A.8)

Combining (A.5)-(A.8), we find that for n ≥ 5

‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O(δ1−
pnσ

(p+1)(1+σ) );

While for n = 4

‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

=











O(δ
4

q+1− 4σ
(p+1)(1+σ) ), p+ 1 < 4

O(δ1−
4pσ

(p+1)(1+σ) ), p+ 1 ≥ 4, σ > 0, or p+ 1 > 4

O(δ1−γ), p+ 1 = 4, σ = 0, n = 4.

The case of

‖f1,0(PW1,δ) − f1,0(W1,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

= O(δ1−γ)

can be obtained by the same (more simpler) method.

Now using (2.9), we estimate that

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
(p+1)(1+σ)

p

L
(p+1)(1+σ)

p (Ω+)

≤
∫

Ω+

∣

∣

∣
|W2,δ|p−1W2,δ − V

p
en,δ + V

p
−en,δ

∣

∣

∣

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

≤ C

∫

Ω+

∣

∣

∣
|W2,δ|p−1W2,δ − V

p
en,δ

∣

∣

∣

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

+ C

∫

Ω+

∣

∣

∣
V

p
−en,δ

∣

∣

∣

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

≤ C

∫

Ω+

∣

∣

∣
|Ven,δ|p−1V−en,δ + V

p
−en,δ

∣

∣

∣

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

+O
(

δ(pn−2(p+1))(1+σ)
)

≤ Cδ
n

q+1
p+1
p

(1+σ)

∫

Ω+

|Ven,δ|
(p−1)(p+1)(1+σ)

p +O
(

δ(pn−2(p+1))(1+σ)
)

=



















O
(

δn−
(p−1)(1+σ)

p
n
)

, p− 1
p
> n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0 or p− 1
p
≥ n

n−2 , σ > 0

O
(

δ
n
p | ln δ|

)

, p− 1
p

= n
n−2 , σ = 0

O
(

δ
(p−1)(p+1)(1+σ)

p(q+1)
n
)

, p− 1
p
< n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0 small.

(A.9)

By exchanging the roles of en and −en, we obtain a similar estimate for

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p (Ω−)

.
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On the other hand, note that on Ω \ (Ω+ ∪ Ω−), |x− en|, |x+ en| ≥ 1
2 , so

∫

Ω\(Ω+∪Ω−)

∣

∣

∣
|W2,δ|p−1W2,δ − V

p
en,δ − V

p
−en,δ

∣

∣

∣

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

≤ C

∫

Ω\(Ω+∪Ω−)

V
(p+1)(1+σ)
en,δ + C

∫

Ω\(Ω+∪Ω−)

V
(p+1)(1+σ)
−en,δ

= O
(

δ(pn−2(p+1))(1+σ)
)

.

(A.10)

Finally, from (A.9)-(A.21), we obtain (A.5).

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

=



















O
(

δ
p

(p−1)(1+σ)
n−n

)

, p− 1
p
> n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0 or p− 1
p
≥ n

n−2 , σ > 0

O
(

δ
n

p+1 | ln δ|
)

, p− 1
p

= n
n−2 , σ = 0

O
(

δ
(p−1)
q+1 n

)

, p− 1
p
< n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0.

(A.11)

Similarly,

‖f1,0(Uen,δ − U−en,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

=



















O
(

δ
q

(q−1)(1+σ)
n−n

)

, q − 1
q
> n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0 or q − 1
q
≥ n

n−2 , σ > 0

O
(

δ
n

q+1 | ln δ|
)

, q − 1
q

= n
n−2 , σ = 0

O
(

δ
(q−1)
p+1 n

)

, q − 1
q
< n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0.

(A.12)

Note that p ∈ ( n
n−2 ,

n+2
n−2 ) and 1

p+1 + 1
q+1 = n−2

n
imply that

q ∈
(n+ 2

n− 2
,
n2 + 2n− 4

(n− 2)2

)

(A.13)

which implies that n
q+1 >

(n−2)2

2(n−1) ≥ 1 and (q−1)
p+1 n > 1 for n ≥ 5; While in the case n = 4 and

q− 1
q

= n
n−2 = 2, we have n

q+1 = 4
2+

√
2
> 1. Moreover, note that for n ≥ 4, n

p−1 >
n

p+1 >
n−2
2 ≥ 1.

To sum up, we in fact have proved that, if σ > 0 is sufficiently small, for any γ > 0,

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

=



















O
(

δ
p

(p−1)(1+σ)
n−n

)

, p− 1
p
> n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0 or p− 1
p
≥ n

n−2 , σ > 0

O
(

δ
n

p+1 | ln δ|
)

, p− 1
p

= n
n−2 , σ = 0

O
(

δ
(p−1)
q+1 n

)

, p− 1
p
< n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0.

=

{

O(δ1−γ), p− 1
p
≥ n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0

O
(

δ
(p−1)
q+1 n

)

, p− 1
p
< n

n−2 , σ ≥ 0.

‖f1,0(Uen,δ − U−en,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

= O(δ1−γ),

concluding the proof of (A.2).
�

Lemma A.5. For σ ≥ 0 small, let η ∈ (0, 1), d ∈ (η, 1
η

) and δ = dǫ. Then for p < n
n−2 , it holds

that

‖f1,0(PW1,δ) − f1,0(W1,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

=

{

O(δ1−
qnσ

(q+1)(1+σ) ) if q + 1 ≥ n
p(n−2)−3 ,

O(δ
np
q+1 ) if q + 1 < n

p(n−2)−3 ,

‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

=

{

O(δ1−
pnσ

(p+1)(1+σ) ) if p+ 1 ≥ n
n−3 ,

O(δ
n

q+1−
n(p−1)σ

(p+1)(1+σ) ) if p+ 1 < n
n−3 .

(A.14)
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Moreover,

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O
(

δ
(p−1)n

q+1

)

,

‖f1,0(Uen,δ − U−en,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

=







O
(

δ
(p+1)n
q+1

)

(p+1)(q−1)
q

≥ 1,

O
(

δpn
)

(p+1)(q−1)
q

< 1.

(A.15)

Remark A.6. The condition (ii) of (P) ensures that p−1
q+1n >

1
2 and is sufficient to show p > 3

n−2

implying p+1
q+1n > 1, which is needed in our proof.

Proof of Lemma A.5. For σ ≥ 0,

(

∫

Ω

|PW2,δ −W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ)
)

1
p

=

{

O(δ
(p+1)(1+σ)−nσ

p ) if p+ 1 ≥ n
n−3 ,

O(δ
n(p+1)(1+σ)

p(q+1) ) if p+ 1 < n
n−3 .

(A.16)

On the other hand, since p > 2
n−2 implies p+ 1 > n

n−2 , then we have
∫

Ω

|W2,δ|(p+1)(1+σ) = O(δ−nσ). (A.17)

Combining (A.16)-(A.17), we find that

‖f2,0(PW2,δ) − f2,0(W2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

=

{

O(δ1−
pnσ

(p+1)(1+σ) ) if p+ 1 ≥ n
n−3 ,

O(δ
n

q+1−
n(p−1)σ

(p+1)(1+σ) ) if p+ 1 < n
n−3 .

The case of

‖f1,0(PW1,δ) − f1,0(W1,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

can be obtained as follows.

(

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ −W1,δ|(q+1)(1+σ)
)

1
q

=







O(δ
(q+1)(1+σ)−nσ

q ) if q + 1 ≥ n
p(n−2)−3 ,

O(δ
np(1+σ)

q ) if q + 1 < n
p(n−2)−3 ,

(A.18)

∫

Ω

|W1,δ|(q+1)(1+σ) = O(δ−nσ), (A.19)

‖f1,0(PW1,δ) − f1,0(W1,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

=

{

O(δ1−
qnσ

(q+1)(1+σ) ) if q + 1 ≥ n
p(n−2)−3 ,

O(δ
np
q+1 ) if q + 1 < n

p(n−2)−3 .

Now similar as (A.9), since p < n
n−2 ,

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p (Ω+)

= O
(

δ
(p−1)n

q+1

)

. (A.20)

By exchanging the roles of en and −en, we obtain

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p (Ω−)

= O
(

δ
(p−1)n

q+1

)

.

On the other hand, note that on Ω \ (Ω+ ∪ Ω−), |x− en|, |x+ en| ≥ 1
2 , so

∫

Ω\(Ω+∪Ω−)

∣

∣

∣
|W2,δ|p−1W2,δ − V

p
en,δ − V

p
−en,δ

∣

∣

∣

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O
(

δ(pn−2(p+1))(1+σ)
)

. (A.21)

Finally, from (A.9)-(A.21), we obtain (A.16).

‖f2,0(Ven,δ − V−en,δ) − f2,0(Ven,δ) + f2,0(V−en,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O
(

δ
(p−1)n

q+1

)

. (A.22)
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Next,

‖f1,0(Uen,δ − U−en,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q (Ω±)

=







O
(

δ
(p+1)n
q+1

)

(p+1)(q−1)
q

≥ 1,

O
(

δpn
)

(p+1)(q−1)
q

< 1.

(A.23)

On the other hand,

∫

Ω\(Ω+∪Ω−)

∣

∣

∣
|W1,δ|q−1W1,δ − U

q
en,δ

− U
q
−en,δ

∣

∣

∣

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

= O
(

δpn(1+σ)
)

. (A.24)

To sum up, we in fact have proved that, if σ > 0 is sufficiently small, for any γ > 0,

‖f1,0(Uen,δ − U−en,δ) − f1,0(Uen,δ) + f1,0(U−en,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

=







O
(

δ
(p+1)n
q+1

)

(p+1)(q−1)
q

≥ 1,

O
(

δpn
)

(p+1)(q−1)
q

< 1.

concluding the proof of (A.15).
�

Lemma A.7. For σ > 0 small, let η ∈ (0, 1), d > 0 and δ = dǫ. Then for every γ ∈ (0, 1), it
holds that

‖f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

= O(ǫ1−γ)

‖f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O(ǫ1−γ).

Proof. By Lemma A.2, for σ = 0, there exists some θ > 0 small such that
∫

Ω

|f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ)|
q+1
q =

∫

Ω

∣

∣

∣
αǫ|PW1,δ|q−1PW1,δ log |PW1,δ| + ǫ2ξ1,ǫ(PW1,δ)

∣

∣

∣

q+1
q

≤ Cǫ
q+1
q

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|q+1(log |PW1,δ|)
q+1
q + Cǫ

2(q+1)
q

∫

Ω

|ξ1,ǫ(PW1,δ)|
q+1
q

≤ Cǫ
q+1
q

(

1 +

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|(q+1)(1+ θ
n
) + ǫ

q+1
q

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|(q+1)(1+ θ
n
)
)

.

(A.25)

Note that by Lemma A.1,
∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|(q+1)(1+ θ
n
) ≤ C

∫

Ω

(

U
(q+1)(1+ θ

n
)

en,δ
+ U

(q+1)(1+ θ
n
)

−en,δ

)

= O(δ−θ)

which, combined with (A.25), gives

‖f1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f1,0(PW1,δ)‖
L

(q+1)(1+σ)
q

= O(ǫ1−γ).

Similar estimate gives

‖f2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f2,0(PW2,δ)‖
L

(p+1)(1+σ)
p

= O(ǫ1−γ).

The case of σ > 0 can be handled by analogous steps. �

Lemma A.8. For d > 0 and δ = dǫ. Then for every γ ∈ (0, 1), it holds that

‖f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f ′

1,0(PW1,δ)‖
L

q+1
q−1

= O(ǫ1−γ)

‖f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f ′

2,0(PW2,δ)‖
L

p+1
p−1

= O(ǫ1−γ).
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Proof. By Lemma A.2,

(

∫

Ω

|f ′
1,ǫ(PW1,δ) − f ′

1,0(PW1,δ)|
q+1
q−1

)

q−1
q+1

≤ Cǫ
(

∫

Ω

|PW1,δ|q+1 + |PW1,δ|q+1(log |PW1,δ|)
q+1
q−1

)

q−1
q+1

+ Cǫ2
(

∫

Ω

(

|PW1,δ|q+1 + |PW1,δ|q+1+βǫ
q+1
q−1

)(

log |PW1,δ| + (log |PW1,δ|)2
)

q+1
q−1
)

q−1
q+1

≤ Cǫ1−γ .

Similar estimate gives

(

∫

Ω

|f ′
2,ǫ(PW2,δ) − f ′

2,0(PW2,δ)|
p+1
p−1

)

p−1
p+1 ≤ Cǫ1−γ .

�

B. Integrals in the Leading Term

For the expansion of the energy in section 4, we need calculate some integrals.

Lemma B.1. There hold that
∫

Ω

U
q+1
en,δ

=

∫

Ω

U
q+1
−en,δ

=
A1

2
− B1δ + o(δ)

∫

Ω

V
p+1
en,δ

=

∫

Ω

V
p+1
−en,δ =

A2

2
− B2δ + o(δ).

Proof. Recall that Ω = B1(0) and

Ω+ = Ω ∩B 1
2
(en), Ω− = Ω ∩B 1

2
(−en).

We write
∫

Ω+

U
q+1
en,δ

=
1

2

∫

B 1
2
(en)

U
q+1
en,δ

−
∫

Θ

U
q+1
en,δ

where

Θ = B−
1
2

(en) \ Ω+, B−
1
2

(en) = {y ∈ B 1
2
(en) : yn < 1}.

Let Ξ as the projection of ∂Ω∩B 1
2
(en) in the variables x′ = (x1, . . . , xn−1). Then by calculation,

Θ = {x′ ∈ Ξ :
√

1 − |x′|2 < xn < 1} with Ξ = {x′ ∈ R
n−1 : |x′| <

√
15
8 }. It is easy to see from

Lemma 2.1 that

1

2

∫

B 1
2
(en)

U
q+1
en,δ

=
1

2

∫

Rn

U
q+1
en,δ

− 1

2

∫

Rn\B 1
2
(en)

U
q+1
en,δ

=
1

2

∫

Rn

U q+1 +

{

O(δ(n−2)(q+1)−n) if p > n
n−2 ,

O(δpn) if p < n
n−2 .

Moreover, by definition of B1,
∫

Θ

U
q+1
en,δ

=

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x′|2

δ−nU q+1
( |x− en|

δ

)

dxndx
′ = δB1

In view of Lemma 2.1, there exists some positive constants a1, b1, a
′
1, b

′
1, a2, b2 > 0 such that















a1

(1 + |x|2)
n−2
2

≤ U(x) ≤ b1

(1 + |x|2)
n−2
2

p > n
n−2

a′1

(1 + |x|2)
(n−2)p−2

2

≤ U(x) ≤ b′1

(1 + |x|2)
(n−2)p−2

2

p < n
n−2 ,

(B.1)
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a2

(1 + |x|2)
n−2
2

≤ V (x) ≤ b2

(1 + |x|2)
n−2
2

. (B.2)

Inspired by the argument in [21], we estimate that for p > n
n−2 ,

B1 =

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x′|2

δ−n−1U q+1
( |x− en|

δ

)

dxndx
′

≥ a
q+1
1

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x′|2

δ−n−1 1
(

1 + |x−en|2
δ2

)

(n−2)(q+1)
2

dxndx
′

= a
q+1
1

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x′|2

δ(n−2)(q+1)−n−1

(δ2 + |x− en|2)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

dxndx
′

=

∫

Ξ

a
q+1
1 δ(n−2)(q+1)−n−1

(δ2 + |x′|2)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

∫

1−
√

1−|x′|2√
δ2+|x′|2

0

1

(1 + y2n)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

dyndx
′

=

∫

Ξ

a
q+1
1 δ(n−2)(q+1)−n−1

(δ2 + |x′|2)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

(
|x′|2

2
+O(|x′|4))dx′

=
a
q+1
1

2

∫

Ξ
δ

|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

dy′ +O(δ)

∫

Ξ
δ

|y′|4

(1 + |y′|2)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

dy′

=
a
q+1
1

2

∫

Rn−1

|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

dy′ + o(1)

where we use the change of variables yn = 1−xn√
δ2+|x′|2

and so δ2 + |x− en|2 = (δ2 + |x′|2)(1 + y2n).

By the same way, we have for the other direction that

B1 ≤ b
q+1
1

2

∫

Rn−1

|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
(n−2)(q+1)

2

dy′ + o(1).

While for p < n
n−2 , by use of the same transformation,

B1 =

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x′|2

δ−n−1U q+1
( |x− en|

δ

)

dxndx
′

≥ a′1
q+1

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x′|2

δ−n−1 1
(

1 + |x−en|2
δ2

)

((n−2)p−2)(q+1)
2

dxndx
′

= a′1
q+1

∫

Ξ

∫ 1

√
1−|x′|2

δ(p+1)n−n−1

(δ2 + |x− en|2)
(p+1)n

2

dxndx
′

=

∫

Ξ

a′1
q+1

δ(p+1)n−n−1

(δ2 + |x′|2)
(p+1)n

2

∫

1−
√

1−|x′|2√
δ2+|x′|2

0

1

(1 + y2n)
(p+1)n

2

dyndx
′

=

∫

Ξ

a′1
q+1

δpn−1

(δ2 + |x′|2)
(p+1)n

2

(
|x′|2

2
+O(|x′|4))dx′

=
a′1

q+1

2

∫

Ξ
δ

|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
(p+1)n

2

dy′ +O(δ)

∫

Ξ
δ

|y′|4

(1 + |y′|2)
(p+1)n

2

dy′

=
a′1

q+1

2

∫

Rn−1

|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
(p+1)n

2

dy′ + o(1)

and also

B1 ≤
b′1

q+1

2

∫

Rn−1

|y′|2

(1 + |y′|2)
(p+1)n

2

dy′ + o(1).
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To sum up, we have
∫

Ω

U
q+1
en,δ

=

∫

Ω+

U
q+1
en,δ

+ o(δ) =
A1

2
− B1δ + o(δ).

Similarly,
∫

Ω

U
q+1
−en,δ

=

∫

Ω−

U
q+1
−en,δ

+ o(δ) =
A1

2
− B1δ + o(δ).

The same argument gives that
∫

Ω

V
p+1
en,δ

=

∫

Ω

V
p+1
−en,δ =

A2

2
− B2δ + o(δ).

�

Lemma B.2. As δ → 0,
∫

Ω

Uen,δU
q
−en,δ

=

∫

Ω

U−en,δU
q
en,δ

= o(δ),

∫

Ω

Ven,δV
p
−en,δ

=

∫

Ω

V−en,δV
p
en,δ = o(δ).

Proof. Firstly,
∫

Ω

Uen,δU
q
−en,δ

≤ C

∫

Ω

δ−nU
( |x− en|

δ

)

U q
( |x+ en|

δ

)

≤ Cδ−n
(

∫

Ω+

+

∫

Ω−

)

U
( |x− en|

δ

)

U q
( |x+ en|

δ

)

+

{

O(δ(n−2)(q+1)−n) if p > n
n−2 ,

O(δpn) if p < n
n−2

=

{

O(δ
pq−1
q+1 n + δpn + δ(n−2)(q+1)−n) if p > n

n−2 ,

O(δ
pq−1
q+1

n + δpn + δpn) if p < n
n−2 ,

where we use

δ−n

∫

Ω+

U
( |x− en|

δ

)

U q
( |x+ en|

δ

)

≤ C

∫

Ω+

δq((n−2)p−2)−n

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)(n−2)p−2

≤ C

∫

Ω+−en

δ

δq((n−2)p−2)

(1 + |y|)(n−2)p−2
= Cδq((n−2)p−2)

(

1 +

∫ 1
2δ

1

rn−1−((n−2)p−2)dr
)

= O(δpn) = o(δ),

and since q((n− 2)p− 2) > n and pq−1
q+1 n = q(p+1)

q+1 n− n = ( qn
(q+1)(n−2)−n

− 1)n = 2(p+ 1),

δ−n

∫

Ω−

U
( |x− en|

δ

)

U q
( |x+ en|

δ

)

≤ C

∫

Ω−

δ
p+1
q+1n−n

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)q((n−2)p−2)

≤ C

∫

Ω−+en

δ

δ
p+1
q+1n

(1 + |y|)q((n−2)p−2)
= O(δ

q(p+1)
q+1 n−n) = O(δ

pq−1
q+1 n) = o(δ).

On the other hand,
∫

Ω

Ven,δV
p
−en,δ ≤ C

∫

Ω

δ−nV
( |x− en|

δ

)

V p
( |x+ en|

δ

)

≤ Cδ−n
(

∫

Ω+

+

∫

Ω−

)

V
( |x− en|

δ

)

V p
( |x+ en|

δ

)

+O(δ(n−2)(p+1)−n) = o(δ),

where, in view of Remark A.6, we use

δ−n

∫

Ω+

V
( |x− en|

δ

)

V p
( |x+ en|

δ

)

≤ C

∫

Ω+

δp(n−2)−n

(1 + |x−en|
δ

)n−2
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≤ C

∫

Ω+−en

δ

δp(n−2)

(1 + |y|)n−2
= Cδp(n−2)

(

1 +

∫ 1
2δ

1

rn−1−(n−2)dr
)

= O(δ(n−2)p−2) = O(δ
p+1
q+1n) = o(δ)

and

δ−n

∫

Ω−

V
( |x− en|

δ

)

V p
( |x+ en|

δ

)

≤ C

∫

Ω−

δ−2

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)p(n−2)

≤ C

∫

Ω−+en

δ

δn−2

(1 + |y|)p(n−2)
= O(δ(n−2)p−2) = o(δ).

Therefore, we deduce
∫

Ω

Ven,δV
p
−en,δ

= o(δ).

�

Lemma B.3. As δ → 0,

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

en,δ
= δ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en + x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
= −C1

2
δ + o(δ),

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
)V p

en,δ = δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en + x

δ
)V p

−en,δ = −C2
2
δ + o(δ).

Proof. By a change of variables and from (2.10)

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω+

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

en,δ = δ

∫

Ω+−en

δ

ϕ1,0(−x)U q(x)

= δ

∫

R
n
+

ϕ1,0(x)(−∆V )dx+ o(δ) = δ

∫

∂Rn
+

∂νϕ1,0(x)V (x′)dx′ + o(δ)

=
δ

2

∫

∂Rn
+

|x′|U ′(x)
∣

∣

∣

xn=0
V (x′)dx′ + o(δ) = −C1

2
δ + o(δ)

where ν is the exterior unitary normal on ∂Rn
+.

Similarly,

δ−
n

p+1+1

∫

Ω+

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
)V p

en,δ =
δ

2

∫

∂Rn
+

|x′|V ′(x)
∣

∣

∣

xn=0
U(x′)dx′ + o(δ) = −C2

2
δ + o(δ).

�

Lemma B.4. As δ → 0,

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
= δ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en + x

δ
)U q

en,δ
= o(δ);

δ−
n

p+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
)V p

−en,δ = δ−
n

p+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en + x

δ
)V p

en,δ = o(δ).

Proof. First, for p > n
n−2 ,

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω+

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
≤ Cδ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω+

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)q(n−2)

≤ Cδ−
n

q+1+1+q(n−2)− qn
q+1

∫

Ω+−en

ϕ1,0(
−x
δ

) = Cδq(n−2)+1

∫

Ω+−en

δ

ϕ1,0(y)dy

≤ Cδq(n−2)+1

∫

Ω+−en

δ

1

(1 + |x|)n−3
≤ Cδq(n−2)+1(1 +

∫ 1
2δ

1

r2dr) = O(δq(n−2)−2) = o(δ).
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On the other hand,

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω−

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
≤ Cδ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω−+en

ϕ1,0(
2en − x

δ
)

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x|
δ

)q(n−2)

≤ Cδ

∫

Ω−+en

δ

ϕ1,0(
2en
δ

− x)
1

(1 + |x|)q(n−2)
= O(δn−2) = o(δ).

So we can get

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
= δ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en + x

δ
)U q

en,δ
= o(δ).

Similarly, in this case,

δ−
n

p+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
)V p

−en,δ = δ−
n

p+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en + x

δ
)V p

en,δ = o(δ).

Second, for p < n
n−2 ,

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω+

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
≤ Cδ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω+

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x+en|
δ

)q((n−2)p−2)

≤ Cδ−
n

q+1+1+q((n−2)p−2)− qn
q+1

∫

Ω+−en

ϕ1,0(
−x
δ

) = Cδq((n−2)p−2)+1

∫

Ω+−en

δ

ϕ1,0(y)dy

≤ Cδq((n−2)p−2)+1

∫

Ω+−en

δ

1

(1 + |x|)(n−2)p−3
≤ Cδq((n−2)p−2)+1(1 +

∫ 1
2δ

1

r2dr)

= O(δpn).

On the other hand, since q((n− 2)p− 2) > n, we have

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω−

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
≤ Cδ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω−+en

ϕ1,0(
2en − x

δ
)

δ−
qn
q+1

(1 + |x|
δ

)q(n−2)

≤ Cδ

∫

Ω−+en

δ

ϕ1,0(
2en
δ

− x)
1

(1 + |x|)q((n−2)p−2)
= O(δ(n−2)p−2).

In view of Remark A.6, it holds that

δ−
n

q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en − x

δ
)U q

−en,δ
= δ−

n
q+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ1,0(
en + x

δ
)U q

en,δ
= o(δ).

Similarly, in this case,

δ−
n

p+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en − x

δ
)V p

−en,δ = δ−
n

p+1+1

∫

Ω

ϕ2,0(
en + x

δ
)V p

en,δ = o(δ).

�
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