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BUBBLE SOLUTION FOR THE CRITICAL HARTREE EQUATION IN

PIERCED DOMAIN

MARCO GIPO GHIMENTI, XIAOMENG HUANG, AND ANGELA PISTOIA

Abstract: In this article, we establish the existence of solutions to the following critical

Hartree equation


















−∆u =

(

∫

Ωε

u
2∗µ

|x−y|µ dy

)

u2∗µ−1, in Ωε,

u = 0, on ∂Ωε,

where 2∗µ =
2N−µ
N−2

is the upper critical exponent in the sense of the Hardy-Littlewood-

Sobolev inequality, N ≥ 5, 0 < µ < 4 with µ sufficiently close to 0, Ωε := Ω\B(0, ε)

and Ω is a bounded smooth domain in RN , which contains the origin, and ε is a positive

parameter. As ε goes to zero, we construct bubble solution which blows up at the origin.

Keywords: Critical Hartree equation; Bubble solution; Reduction arguments.

1. Introduction and statement of main result

In this work, we study the following critical Hartree equation


















−∆u =

(

∫

Ωε

u
2∗µ

|x−y|µ dy

)

u2∗µ−1, in Ωε,

u = 0, on ∂Ωε,
(1.1)

where N ≥ 5, 0 < µ < 4 with µ sufficiently close to 0, Ωε := Ω\B(0, ε) and Ω is a bounded

smooth domain in RN , 0 ∈ Ω, 2∗µ =
2N−µ
N−2

, is the upper critical exponent in the sense of the

Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, which we recall hereafter.

Proposition 1.1. [16, 17] Let θ, r > 1 and 0 < µ < N with 1
θ
+

µ

N
+ 1

r
= 2. Let f ∈ Lθ(RN)

and g ∈ Lr(RN), there exists a sharp constant C(θ, r, µ,N) independent of f , g, such that
∫

RN

∫

RN

f (x)g(y)

|x − y|µ
dxdy ≤ C(θ, r, µ,N)‖ f ‖θ‖g‖r .(1.2)

If θ = r = 2N
2N−θ , then

C(θ, r, µ,N) = CN,µ = π
µ

2

Γ(
N−µ

2
)

Γ(N − µ

2
)

(

Γ(N)

Γ( N
2

)

)

N−µ
N

.

There is equality in (1.2) if and only if f ≡ (const.)g and

g(x) = Ã(γ̃2 + |x − ã|2)−
2N−µ

2

for some Ã ∈ C, 0 , γ̃ ∈ R and ã ∈ RN .

It follows from the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality that















∫

RN

∫

RN

|u(x)|
2N−µ
N−2 |u(y)|

2N−µ
N−2

|x − y|µ
dxdy















N−2
2N−µ

≤ C
N−2

2N−µ
N,µ
‖u‖22∗ .
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Considering the following critical Hartree equation

−∆u =

(∫

RN

u2∗µ

|x − y|µ
dy

)

u2∗µ−1 in RN ,(1.3)

which is related to the nonlinear Choquard equation

−∆u + V(x)u =

(
∫

RN

|u|p

|x − y|µ
dy

)

|u|p−2u in RN .(1.4)

This equation has appeared in the context of various physical models, such as Fröhlich and

Pekar’s model of the polaron, see [5, 6, 25], or the modelling of a one-component plasma

introduced by Ph. Choquard [15]. In the past few years, there is much work related to

(1.4). If p =
2N−µ

N
, Moroz and Van Schaftingen [23] proved the existence of one nontrivial

solution to (1.4) if V(x) satisfies some condition. For the case p ∈ (
2N−µ

N
,

2N−µ
N−2

), there

are many papers studying the existence, symmetry and qualitative properties of solution

to (1.4) by variational methods, see for example [1, 19, 20, 21, 22]. Wei and Winter [28]

constructed families of solutions for the singularly perturbed subcritical Choquard equation

by using a Liapunov-Schmidt type reduction. Subsequently, Luo, Peng and Wang [18]

applied a local Pohozaev type of identity, blow-up analysis and the maximum principle

to prove the uniqueness of the solutions obtained by Wei and Winter [28]. By applying

a finite dimensional reduction argument and developing novel local Pohožaev identities,

Gao, Moroz, Yang and Zhao [7] proved that the problem (1.4) admits infinitely many

solutions with arbitrary large energies when N = 6 and p =
2N−µ
N−2

.

Concerning (1.3), by using the moving plane methods in integral form, Lei [13], Du

and Yang [4], Guo, Hu, Peng, Shuai [12] classified independently the positive solutions of

the critical Hartree equation (1.3) and proved that each positive solution of (1.3) is radially

symmetric, monotone decreasing about some point and has the form

Ut,ξ(x) := cµ
t

N−2
2

(

t2 + |x − ξ|2
)

N−2
2

, t > 0, ξ ∈ RN ,(1.5)

where cµ > 0 depends only on µ and N. For the nondegeneracy result for the critical Hartree

equation (1.3), Du and Yang [4] considered the nondegeneracy of the unique solutions for

the case of µ close to N, while Giacomoni, Wei and Yang [11] studied the case of µ close

to 0. Recently, Gao, Moroz, Yang and Zhao [7] proved that a nondegeneracy result for

the critical Hartree equation in dimension 6. After summarizing the above nondegeneracy

results, Yang and Zhao [30] proved via a reduction method that, as ε → 0, the solution to

the following Hartree type Brezis-Nirenberg problem


















−∆u =

(

∫

Ωε

u
2∗µ

|x−y|µ dy

)

u2∗µ−1 + εu, in Ω,

u = 0, on ∂Ω,
(1.6)

blows up exactly at a critical point of the Robin function that cannot be on the boundary of

Ω. Recently, Yang, Ye and Zhao [29] obtained a kind of converse result obtained in [30],

that is, they proved that problem (1.6) has a family of solutions uε concentrating around

the critical point of Robin function. By local Pohozaev identities and blow-up analysis,

Squassina, Yang and Zhao [26] not only located the blow-up point of single bubbling so-

lutions for (1.6), but also obtained the local uniqueness of the blow-up solutions for (1.6).

Using the techniques in [3], Gao and Yang [8] extended the well-known results established

by Brezis and Nirenberg in [3] for local elliptic equation to the nonlocal Choquard equa-

tion, more precisely, they proved that problem (1.6) has a solution for ε > 0 when N ≥ 4;
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if N = 3, then there exists ε∗ such that (1.6) has a nontrivial solution for ε > ε∗, where ε is

not an eigenvalue of −∆ with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary data; if N ≥ 3 and ε ≤ 0,

(1.6) admits no solutions whenΩ is star-shaped. Ghimenti and Pagliardini [10] considered

a slightly subcritical Choquard problem on a bounded domain and got that the number of

positive solutions depends on the topology of the domain.

As far as we know, the problem of a critical Choquard equation with the pierced domain

has not been studied in literature yet. So, inspired by the work [29, 30], we are interested in

constructing single peak to the critical Choquard equation when the domain has a circular

hole which shrinks to a point. In particular, we will prove that problem (1.1) has a solution

uε concentrating around the center of the hole.

The main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Assume N ≥ 5, 0 < µ < 4 with µ sufficiently close to 0. Then there exists

ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0) there exists a solution uε to problem (1.1) such that

uε(x) =













Mε−
1
2

1 + M2ε−1|x|2













N−2
2

+ φε(x),

where M is a positive constant depending only on N and ‖φε‖ → 0 as ε→ 0.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows along the general lines of that one devised for the

construction of a single spike, see [29, 30] and the reference therein. However the exis-

tence of the nonlocal nonlinearity with critical exponent will lead to some difficulties, and

we need more fine estimate to overcome this difficulties. We point out that the assumption

on the smallness of µ is only required to ensure the non-degeneracy of the bubble (1.5)

(see [29]). Moreover, the assumption 0 < µ < 4 seems to be necessary to have a good first

order approximation of the solution we are going to build (see Lemma 4.1). It would be

interesting to check how the ansatz could be improved when µ > 4.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we give some definitions and prelimi-

naries. Section 2 is devoted to prove Theorem 1.2, we obtain the existence of solution to

problem (1.1). The finite dimensional reduction is performed in Section 3, while Section 4

contains the asymptotic expansion of the reduced energy. The rest of the paper is devoted

to useful estimate used to reach the results in Theorem 1.2.

2. Ansatz and sketch of the proof

In order to state our main result it is necessary to introduce the bubble, which is the key

ingredient of our proof. A bubble is the function Uλε,ξε defined by

Uλε,ξε(x) =
λ

N−2
2

ε

(

1 + λ2
ε |x − ξε|2

)
N−2

2

, x, ξε ∈ RN , λε ∈ R+.

It is well known (see [2, 27]) that they are all the positive solutions of the limit problem


























−∆u = N(N − 2)u2∗−1 in RN

u > 0 in RN

u ∈ H1(RN),

that achieves the best Sobolev constant S . Denote by

AH,L = (N(N − 2))
N−µ+2

2
S

µ−N

2

C(N, µ)
,(2.1)
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where C(N, µ) is the sharp constant of Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality given as in

(1.2). Then Uλε,ξε satisfies the equation

−∆Uλε,ξε = AH,L

(

1

|x|µ
∗U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

)

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
in RN .(2.2)

Moreover, Uλε,ξε are the only solutions of (2.2), and the kernel of the linearized operators

Lϕ := −∆ϕ − 2∗µ

(

1

|x|µ
∗ (U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
)ϕ

)

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
− (2∗µ − 1)

(

1

|x|µ
∗U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

)

U
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
ϕ

around these solutions is generated by

Z0
λε,ξε
=
∂Uλε,ξε

∂λε
=

N − 2

2
λ

N−4
2

ε

1 − λ2
ε |x − ξε|2

(1 + λ2
ε |x − ξε |2)

N
2

,

Z
j

λε,ξε
=
∂Uλε,ξε

∂ξ
j
ε

= (N − 2)λ
N+2

2
ε

(x − ξε) j

(1 + λ2
ε |x − ξε|2)

N
2

, j = 1, · · · ,N,

(see [29]). Nondegeneracy is a fundamental requirement to perform Liapunov-Schmidt

reduction. In fact, this is needed to prove Lemma 3.1, which is the first step of the finite

dimensional reduction.

To find a good approximation of the solution we are looking for, we need to project the

bubble onto the domain Ωε with Dirichlet boundary conditions. For any function Uλε,ξε ∈
D1,2(RN) we denote by PUλε,ξε its protection on H1

0
(Ωε), i.e. the unique solution of the

problem






















−∆ω = AH,L

(

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε ,ξε

(y)

|x−y|µ dy

)

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
, in Ωε,

ω = 0, on ∂Ωε.

(2.3)

For simplicity, we will leave out the constantAH,L in the sequel. We look for a solution to

problem (1.1) as

uε(x) = PUλε,ξε(x) + φ(x),(2.4)

where the weight λε of the bubble and the center ξε of the bubble satisfy

λε = ε
− 1

2 λ and ξε = λ
−1
ε τ(2.5)

for some positive number λ and some point τ in RN . Moreover, we assume that given η > 0

small

η < λ < η−1, |τ| < η.(2.6)

Then φ satisfies














Lε(φ) = Nε(φ) + lε in Ωε,

φ = 0 on ∂Ωε,
(2.7)

where the linear operator Lε is defined by

Lε(φ) = −∆φ − f ′(PUλε,ξε )φ,

the nonlinear part Nε is defined by

Nε(φ) = f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ,

the remainder term lε is defined by

lε = − f (Uλε,ξε) + f (PUλε,ξε).
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Here f (u) =

(

∫

Ωε

u
2∗µ

|x−y|µ dy

)

u2∗µ−1.

We denote by PZh
λε,ξε

the projection of Zh
λε,ξε

onto H1
0
(Ωε) and define the subspace of

H1
0
(Ωε)

K := span
{

PZh
λε,ξε

: h = 0, · · · ,N
}

,(2.8)

and

K⊥ :=

{

φ ∈ H1
0(Ωε) : 〈φ, PZh

λε,ξε
〉 = 0, h = 0, · · · ,N

}

.(2.9)

To prove our result we follow well known Liapunov-Schmidt reduction. First of all, we

solve the following problem: given a parameter λ > 0 and a point τ = (τ1, · · · , τN) ∈ RN ,

find a function φ := φ(λ, τ) ∈ K⊥, such that

Lε(φ) = Nε(φ) + lε +

N
∑

j=0

c j f ′(PUλε,ξε)Z
j

λε,ξε
,(2.10)

for certain constants c j, depending on λ and τ, j = 0, · · · ,N.

In fact we get the following existence result to the problem (2.10).

Proposition 2.1. For any η > 0 small but fixed, there exist ε0 > 0 and c > 0 such that

for any λ ∈ R+ and τ ∈ RN satisfying (2.6) and for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), there exists a unique

solution φ = φ(λ, τ) which solves problem (2.10). Moreover,

‖φ‖ =



























O
(

ε
N−µ+2

4

)

, if N > 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2 |ln ε|
)

, if N = 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2

)

, if N < 6 − µ.

Now, we can reduce the problem to a finite dimensional one. Define the functional

Iε(u) :=
1

2

∫

Ωε

|∇u|2 −
1

2 · 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

u2∗µ(y)u2∗µ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

and

Ĩε(λ, τ) := Iε(PUλε,ξε + φ).

We denote by G(x, y) the Green function of the Laplace operator inΩwith zero Dirichlet

boundary condition, namely














−∆G(x, ·) = δ(x − ·) in Ω,

G(x, ·) = 0 on ∂Ω,

and we denote by H(x, y) its regular part, i.e.,

H(x, ξ) =
1

(N − 2)ωN |x − ξ|N−2
−G(x, ξ),

where ωN is a measure of the unit sphere of RN and δ(x) denotes the Dirac measure at the

origin. The Robin’s function is defined as H(x, x), x ∈ Ω.

One can get the following results.

Proposition 2.2. (i) If (λ̄, τ̄) is a critical point of Ĩε, then PUλε,ξε+φ is a solution to problem

(1.1).
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(ii) There holds

Ĩε(λ, τ) =

(

1 − 1

2∗µ

)

N(N − 2)

2AH,L

AN +
N(N − 2)

2AH,L

Ψ(τ, λ)ε
N−2

2 (1 + o(1))

as ε→ 0, C1-uniformly with respect to λ and τ satisfying (2.6), where

Ψ(τ, λ) =
(N − 2)ωN BN H(0, 0)

λN−2
+

M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

λN−2.

and

(2.11)

AN =

∫

RN

U2∗

1,0(x)dx, BN =

∫

RN

U2∗−1
1,0 (x)dx, M(τ) =

∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz.

Before proving Theorem 1.2, we should prove that Ĩε has a non degenerate critical point.

To this end, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. There exists λ̄0 ∈ Rk
+ such that (0, λ̄0) is a non degenerate critical point

of the function Ψ(τ, λ), which is defined by

Ψ(τ, λ) =
(N − 2)ωN BN H(0, 0)

λN−2
+

M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

λN−2.

Proof. Let us rewrite the function Ψ(τ, λ) as

Ψ∗(τ, µ) := mµ2 +
g(τ)

µ2
,

where m = (N − 2)ωN BN H(0, 0), µ = 1

λ
N−2

2

, g(τ) =
M(τ)

(1+|τ|2)
N−2

2

.

In [9, Lemma 4.1] it is proved that τ = 0 is a critical point for the function M(τ). So, it

is also a critical point for g(τ). In addition, If we fix τ = 0, the quadratic form µ→ mµ2 is

strictly positively definite, then the function µ → Ψ∗(0, µ) has a minimum point µ̄0. Thus,

we get that (0, µ̄0) is critical point for the function Ψ∗. Also, we can prove that it is non

degenerate. In fact, we can write

H Ψ∗(0, µ̄0) =

(

HτΨ
∗(0, µ̄0) 0

0 HµΨ
∗(0, µ̄0)

)

,

we get |HτΨ
∗(0, µ̄0)| , 0. So, we are left to prove that

∣

∣

∣HµΨ
∗(0, µ̄0)

∣

∣

∣ , 0. In fact,

∂µΨ
∗(0, µ̄0) = 2mµ̄0 −

2g(0)

µ̄3
0

= 0.

Hence,

mµ̄2
0 =

g(0)

µ̄2
0

,

and

∂µµΨ
∗(0, µ̄0) = 2m +

6g(0)

µ̄4
0

= 8m > 0.

Then, we deduce that
∣

∣

∣HµΨ
∗(0, µ̄0)

∣

∣

∣ , 0. This implies that |H Ψ∗(0, µ̄0)| , 0. Then we

conclude our proof. �
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Now we are ready to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.2: Combining Proposition 2.1 with (i) in Proposition 2.2, we see that if

we want to prove that PUλε,ξε +φ is the solution of problem (1.1), we need to find a critical

point of the function Ĩε.

By Lemma 2.3, there exists λ̄0 ∈ R+ such that (λ̄0, 0) is a non degenerate critical point

of the function Ψ(τ, λ) defined in Proposition 2.2, which is stable with respect to C1-

perturbation. Therefore, from (ii) in Proposition 2.2, we deduce that the function Ĩε has

a critical point, denoted by (λ̄, τ̄), which satisfies λ̄→ λ̄0 and τ̄→ 0 as ε→ 0. �

3. The Linear Problem

In this section, we mainly deal with the proof of Proposition 2.1. To carry out the

reduction argument, we define the projection Qε from H1
0
(Ωε) to K⊥ as follows

Qεu = u −
N

∑

j=0

cε, jPZ
j

λε,ξε
.

Then we first study the invertibility of the operator QεLε and have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any η > 0 small but fixed, there exists ε0 > 0 and C > 0 such that for any

τ ∈ RN , λ ∈ R+ satisfying (2.6) and for any ε ∈ (0, ε0), we have

‖QεLε(φ)‖ ≥ C‖φ‖ for any φ ∈ K⊥.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that there exist sequences εn → 0, τn ∈ RN , λn ∈ R+
where τn → τ ∈ RN , with |τ| ≤ η, and λn → λ > 0, and φn ∈ K⊥, ‖φn‖ = 1 such that

‖Qεn
Lεn

(φn)‖ ≤ 1

n
‖φn‖ =

1

n
.

For simplicity, we let PUλεn ,ξεn
:= PUn. Then for any ϕ ∈ K⊥, we have

∫

Ωε

∇φn∇ϕ − 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
〈

Qεn
Lεn

(φn), ϕ
〉

≤ o(1)‖ϕ‖‖φn‖ = o(1)‖ϕ‖.(3.1)

Choose ϕ = φn in (3.1), then

∫

Ωε

|∇φn|2 − 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1φn(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)φn(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy = o(1).(3.2)

Next, we define

φ̃n(x) = λ
− N−2

2
εn

φn(λ−1
εn

x + ξεn
).

We get
∫

Ωε
|∇φ̃n|2 ≤ C. Thus, up to a subsequence, we may assume that φ̃n ⇀ φ̃ in D1,2(RN)

and strongly in L
q

loc
(RN) for any q ∈ [2, 2∗). Our purpose is to prove that φ̃ = 0, which is
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equivalent to prove the following problem



































−∆φ̃ − 2∗µ

(

1
|x|µ ∗ (U1,0(y)2∗µ−1φ̃)

)

U1,0(y)2∗µ−1 − (2∗µ − 1)

(

1
|x|µ ∗U1,0(y)2∗µ

)

U1,0(y)2∗µ−2φ̃ = 0,

〈 ∂Uλ,0

∂λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ=1

, φ̃〉 = 〈 ∂U1,ξ

∂ξ j

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξ=0

, φ̃〉 = 0, for j = 1, · · · ,N.

(3.3)

We first prove the first identity in (3.3). For any ϕ ∈ D1,2(RN), we define

Qεn
ϕ = ϕ −

N
∑

j=0

cεn, jPZ
j

λεn ,ξεn
,

then we have














∑N
j=0 cεn, j

〈

PZ
j

λεn ,ξεn
, PZi

λεn ,ξεn

〉

=
〈

ϕ, PZ0
λεn ,ξεn

〉

,
∑N

j=0 cεn, j

〈

PZ
j

λεn ,ξεn
, PZi

λεn ,ξεn

〉

=
〈

ϕ, PZ0
λεn ,ξεn

〉

.

From the above identities, we see that

cεn,0 = aN

〈

ϕ, PZ0
λεn ,ξεn

〉

, cεn,0 = bN,i

〈

ϕ, PZi
λεn ,ξεn

〉

for some constants aN and bN,i. Therefore,
∫

Ωε

∇φn∇ϕ − 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
〈

Lεn
(φn), ϕ

〉

=
〈

Lεn
(φn),Qεn

ϕ
〉

+

N
∑

j=0

cεn, j

〈

Lεn
(φn), PZ

j

λεn ,ξεn

〉

=o(1)‖ϕ‖ +
N

∑

j=0

cεn, j

〈

Lεn
(φn), PZ

j

λεn ,ξεn

〉

=o(1)‖ϕ‖ + ãN

〈

ϕ, PZ0
λεn ,ξεn

〉

+

N
∑

i=1

b̃N,i

〈

ϕ, PZi
λεn ,ξεn

〉

.(3.4)

Then taking ϕ = PZi
λεn ,ξεn

∈ K⊥ in (3.4) and using Lemma 3.2, Hölder inequality and

Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we have that for i, j , 0

N
∑

j=1

b̃N,i

〈

PZ
j

λεn ,ξεn
, PZi

λεn ,ξεn

〉

=

∫

Ωε

∇φn∇PZi
λεn ,ξεn

− 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1PZi
λεn ,ξεn

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)PZi
λεn ,ξεn

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy − ãN

〈

PZi
λεn ,ξεn

, PZ0
λεn ,ξεn

〉

+ o(1)‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖

=2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1(Zi
λεn ,ξεn

− PZi
λεn ,ξεn

)(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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+ 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

Un(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)Un(x)2∗µ−1 − PUn(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1
)

Zi
λεn ,ξεn

(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

+ (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)(Zi
λεn ,ξεn

− PZi
λεn ,ξεn

)(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

Un(y)2∗µUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x) − PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)
)

Zi
λεn ,ξεn

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ o(1)‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖

=O

















(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

Zi
λεn ,ξεn

− PZi
λεn ,ξεn

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−2

)
N−2
2N

















+ O

















(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

U
2∗µ−1

n − PU
2∗µ−1

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−µ+2

)
N−µ+2

2N

















‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖

+ O

















(
∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣
U

2∗µ
n − PU

2∗µ
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N

















‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖ + O

















(
∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣
U

2∗µ−2

n − PU
2∗µ−2

n

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
4−µ

)
4−µ
2N

















‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖

+ o(1)‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖

=O



















1

λ
N−2

2
εn



















‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖ + o
(

λεn

)

.

(3.5)

Hence,

b̃N,i = O



















1

λ
N−4

2
εn



















+ o

(

1

λεn

)

,

and

b̃N,i

〈

ϕ, PZi
λεn ,ξεn

〉

= b̃N,iO
(

‖PZi
λεn ,ξεn

‖‖ϕ‖
)

= o(1)‖ϕ‖.(3.6)

Similarly, if we choose ϕ = PZ0
λεn ,ξεn

, we can get

ãN = O



















1

λ
N
2
εn



















+ o
(

λεn

)

,

ãN

〈

ϕ, PZ0
λεn ,ξεn

〉

= o(1)‖ϕ‖.(3.7)

In terms of (3.4), (3.6), (3.7), we get
∫

Ωε

∇φn∇ϕ − 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=o(1)‖ϕ‖.(3.8)

If we set ϕ̃(x) = λ
N−2

2
εn
ϕ(λεn

(x − ξεn
)), then by (3.8), we obtain

∫

λεn (Ωε−ξεn )

∇φ̃n∇ϕ − 2∗µ

∫

λεn (Ωε−ξεn )

∫

λεn (Ωε−ξεn )

U0,1(y)2∗µ−1φ̃n(y)U0,1(x)2∗µ−1ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

λεn (Ωε−ξεn )

∫

λεn (Ωε−ξεn )

U0,1(y)2∗µU0,1(x)2∗µ−2φ̃n(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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=

∫

Ωε

∇φn∇ϕ̃ − 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

Un(y)2∗µ−1φn(y)Un(x)2∗µ−1ϕ̃(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

Un(y)2∗µUn(x)2∗µ−2φn(x)ϕ̃(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

=o(1)‖ϕ̃‖ = o(1).

Taking n→ ∞, we know that

−∆φ̃ − 2∗µ

(

1

|x|µ
∗ (U1,0(y)2∗µ−1φ̃)

)

U1,0(y)2∗µ−1 − (2∗µ − 1)

(

1

|x|µ
∗ U1,0(y)2∗µ

)

U1,0(y)2∗µ−2φ̃ = 0.

To prove the second identity in (3.3) holds, it can follows from φ̃n ⇀ φ̃ and φ̃n ∈ K⊥.

Therefore, we have φ̃ = 0 by (3.3). Moreover, by Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality

and (3.2), we have
∫

Ωε

|∇φ̃n|2 =2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µ−1φ̃n(y)PUn(x)2∗µ−1φ̃n(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PUn(y)2∗µPUn(x)2∗µ−2φ̃n(x)φ̃n(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy + o(1)

=O

















(∫

Ωε

(

Un(y)2∗µ−1φ̃n

)
2N

2N−µ

)
2N−µ

N

+

(∫

Ωε

(

Un(y)2∗µ−2φ̃2
n

)
2N

2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N

















= o(1).

Then we prove that
∫

Ωε

|∇φ̃n|2 = o(1),

which contradicts the assumption that ‖φn‖ = 1. That conclude the proof. �

We are now ready to carry out the reduction for (2.7). That is, we consider the following

problem














QεLε(φ) = QεNε(φ) + Qεlε in Ωε,

φ = 0 on ∂Ωε,
(3.9)

In order to prove Proposition 2.1, we have to estimate lε and Rε respectively. To this

end, the first order approximation of the function PUλ,ξ is given in the following, which is

analogous to [9, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that ξ = λ−1τ, with λ → ∞ as ε → 0 and ε = o(λ−1) as ε → 0.

Then, if we define

R(x) = PUλ,ξ − Uλ,ξ +
(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2

H(x, ξ) +
λ

N−2
2

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2
,

there exists a positive constant c such that for any x ∈ Ωε

|R(x)| ≤ cλ−
N−2

2

[

εN−2(1 + ελN−1)

|x|N−2
+ λ−2 + (ελ)N−2

]

,(3.10)

|Rλ(x)| ≤ cλ−
N−4

2

[

εN−2(1 + ελN−3)

|x|N−2
+ λ−2

(

λ−2 + (ελ)N−2
)

]

,(3.11)

|Rτi(x)| ≤ cλ−
N
2

[

εN−2(1 + ελN)

|x|N−2
+ λ−2

(

λ−2 + εN−1λN−2
)

]

.(3.12)
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Proof. The proof is similar to [9, Lemma 3.1], so we limit ourselves to prove (3.10), the

other two claims could be obtained analogously.

Let us set R̂(x) = λ
N−2

2 R(εx), x ∈
(

ε−1Ω\B(0, 1)
)

:= Ω̂ε and Ω̂ε → RN\B(0, 1) as ε→ 0.

Then






























−∆R̂ = 0 in Ω̂ε,

R̂(x) = − λN−2

(1+|ελx−τ|2)
N−2

2

+ (N − 2)ωN H(εx, ξ) + λN−2

(1+|τ|2)
N−2

2

on ∂B(0, 1),

R̂(x) = − λN−2

(1+|ελx−τ|2)
N−2

2

+ 1
|εx−ξ|N−2 +

λN−2

(1+|τ|2)
N−2

2 |x|N−2
on ∂(ε−1Ω).

Moreover, the following estimates hold true

|R̂(x)| ≤ c(1 + λN−2 · ελ) ∀x ∈ ∂B(0, 1),

and

|R̂(x)| ≤ c(λ−2 + (ελ)N−2) ∀x ∈ ∂(ε−1Ω).

By using a comparison argument, we infer

|R̂(x)| ≤ c

[

(1 + ελN−1)

|x|N−2
+ λ−2 + (ελ)N−2

]

∀x ∈ Ω̂ε.(3.13)

Therefore, by (3.13) we deduce (3.10).

�

Lemma 3.3. For N ≥ 5, it holds

‖lε‖ =



























O
(

ε
N−µ+2

4

)

, if N > 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2 |ln ε|
)

, if N = 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2

)

, if N < 6 − µ.

Proof. One has

〈lε, ϕ〉

=

∫

Ωε

(

− f (Uλε,ξε) + f (PUλε,ξε)
)

ϕ

=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy −

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

[

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

]

(y)PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)

[

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

]

(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

:=l1 + l2.

By Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, Hölder inequality, Sobolev inequality and [14,

Lemma 2.2], we get

|l1| ≤C

(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N
(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
ϕ
∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N
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≤C

(
∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣
PU

2∗µ
λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N
(
∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−2

)
N−µ+2

2N
(
∫

Ωε

|ϕ|
2N

N−2

)
N−2
2N

≤C

(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣
PU

2∗µ
λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N

‖ϕ‖

≤C

(∫

Ωε

[

U
(2∗µ−1) 2N

2N−µ
λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ +

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2∗µ
2N

2N−µ
]

)
2N−µ

2N

‖ϕ‖,

where it follows from Lemma 3.2 that
∫

Ωε

[

U
(2∗µ−1) 2N

2N−µ
λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ

]

=

∫

Ωε























U
(2∗µ−1) 2N

2N−µ
λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

H(x, ξε) +
λ

N−2
2

ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2
− R(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ























=

∫

Ωε























(

λε

1 + λε|x − ξε |2

)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1) 2N

2N−µ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

H(x, ξε) +
λ

N−2
2

ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2
− R(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ























=O



















1

λ
2N(N−2)

2N−µ
ε



















+ O

(

(ελε)
2N(N−2)

2N−µ

)

= O

(

ε
N(N−2)
2N−µ

)

and
∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2∗µ
2N

2N−µ

=

∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

H(x, ξε) +
λ

N−2
2

ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2
− R(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2∗µ
2N

2N−µ

=O

(

1

λN
ε

)

+ O
(

ε2NλN
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.

Thus

|l1| = O

(

1

λN−2
ε

)

+ O
(

εN−2λN−2
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

In the same way, we also obtain

|l2| ≤C

(
∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣
PU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−µ+2

)
N−µ+2

2N

‖ϕ‖

≤C

(
∫

Ωε

U
(2∗µ−2) 2N

N−µ+2

λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−µ+2 +

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

(2∗µ−1) 2N
N−µ+2

)
N−µ+2

2N

‖ϕ‖.

Moreover, in terms of Lemma 3.2, we have
∫

Ωε

U
(2∗µ−2) 2N

N−µ+2

λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−µ+2

=

∫

Ωε

U
(2∗µ−2) 2N

N−µ+2

λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

H(x, ξε) +
λ

N−2
2

ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2
− R(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−µ+2
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=O

((

ελε

)

2N(N−2)
N−µ+2

)

+























































O

(

1

λ

2N(N−2)
N−µ+2

ε

)

, if N < 6 − µ,

O

(

1

λ

2N(N−2)
N−µ+2

ε

| lnλε |
2N

N−µ+2

)

, if N = 6 − µ,

O

(

1

λN
ε

)

, if N > 6 − µ,

=O

(

ε
N(N−2)
N−µ+2

)

+























































O

(

ε
N(N−2)

N−µ+2

)

, if N < 6 − µ,

O

(

ε
N(N−2)
N−µ+2 | ln ε|

2N
N−µ+2

)

, if N = 6 − µ,

O

(

ε
N
2

)

, if N > 6 − µ,

and
∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣PUλε,ξε − Uλε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

(2∗µ−1) 2N
N−µ+2

=

∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

H(x, ξε) +
λ

N−2
2

ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2
− R(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(2∗µ−1) 2N
N−µ+2

=O

(

1

λN
ε

)

+ O

((

ελε

)N

εN

)

= O

(

ε
N
2

)

.

Consequently,

‖lε‖ =



























O
(

ε
N−µ+2

4

)

, if N > 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2 |ln ε|
)

, if N = 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2

)

, if N < 6 − µ.

�

Lemma 3.4. We have

‖Nε(φ)‖ ≤ C‖φ‖min{2,2∗µ−1}.

Proof. Using [24, Lemma A.1] and the definition of Nε(φ), we have that for ϕ ∈ H1
0
(RN),

〈Nε(φ), ϕ〉 =
∫

Ωε

{

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ

}

ϕ

=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ(y)(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ−1(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)φ(y)PU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
(x)φ(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

[

(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ − PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε
− 2∗µPU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
φ

]

(y)(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ−1(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

+

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)

[

(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ−1 − PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
− (2∗µ − 1)PU

2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
φ

]

(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)φ(y)

[

(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ−1 − PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

]

(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=O
(

‖φ‖min{2,2∗µ−1}
)

‖ϕ‖.

�

Now based on the above lemmas, we can prove Proposition 2.1. The proof is as follows.

Proof of Proposition 2.1: It follows from Lemma 3.1 that solving problem (2.10) is equiv-

alent to find a solution of

T (φ) = (QεLε)
−1 (Nε(φ) + lε).

Let

B := {φ : φ ∈ K⊥, ‖φ‖ ≤ Cr(ε)},

where

r(ε) =



























O
(

ε
N−µ+2

4

)

, if N > 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2 |ln ε|
)

, if N = 6 − µ,
O

(

ε
N−2

2

)

, if N < 6 − µ.

Now we shall apply the contraction mapping Theorem in a ball B. First of all, we prove

that T maps B to B. In fact, for any φ ∈ K⊥, in terms of Lemma 3.1 and Lemmas 3.3, 3.4,

we have

‖T (φ)‖ ≤ C (‖Nε(φ)‖ + ‖lε‖) ≤ Cr(ε).

Next, we prove that T is a contraction map. To this end, choose φ1, φ2 ∈ K⊥, by Lemma

3.1, we get

‖T (φ1) − T (φ2)‖ ≤ C‖Nε(φ1) − Nε(φ2)‖.

Since for ∀ϕ ∈ H1
0
(Ωε), we have

〈Nε(φ1) − Nε(φ2), ϕ〉

=

∫

Ωε

{

f (PUλε,ξε + φ1) − f (PUλε ,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε )φ1

}

ϕ

−
∫

Ωε

{

f (PUλε,ξε + φ2) − f (PUλε,ξε ) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ2

}

ϕ

=

∫

Ωε

{

f (PUλε,ξε + φ1) − f (PUλε ,ξε + φ2) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)(φ1 − φ2)

}

ϕ

=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ
(y)

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−1
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ
(y)

(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ−1
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)(φ1 − φ2)(y)PU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
(x)(φ1 − φ2)(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ −
(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ − 2∗µ
(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ−1
(φ1 − φ2)

)

(y)

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−1
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ−1
−

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−1
− (2∗µ − 1)

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−2
(φ2 − φ1)

)

(x)

(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ
(y)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ−1
− PU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

)

(y)(φ1 − φ2)(y)
(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−1
(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)(φ1 − φ2)(y)

(

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−1
(x) − PU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

)

ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

+ (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

(

PUλε,ξε + φ2

)2∗µ − PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

)

(y)
(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−2
(x)(φ1 − φ2)(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)

(

(

PUλε,ξε + φ1

)2∗µ−2
(x) − PU

2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
(x)

)

(φ1 − φ2)(x)ϕ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=o (‖φ1 − φ2‖‖ϕ‖) .

This implies that there exists t ∈ (0, 1) such that

‖Nε(φ1) − Nε(φ2)‖ ≤ t‖φ1 − φ2‖.

Therefore,

‖T (φ1) − T (φ2)‖ ≤ t‖φ1 − φ2‖.

By the contraction mapping Theorem, we conclude that it has a unique fixed point φ in

B. �

4. Expansion of the energy functional

This part is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.2.

Proof of Proposition 2.2 (i): By (2.10), we get that if (τ̄, λ̄) is a critical point of Ĩε,

∇Iε(τ̄, λ̄) = I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ)[∇PUλε,ξε + ∇φ] =

N
∑

l=0

cl
〈

PZl
λε,ξε

,∇PUλε,ξε + ∇φ
〉

= 0.
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Next, we prove that cl = 0 for ∀l = 0, · · · ,N. Since

∂λPUλε,ξε = ε
− 1

2 PZ0
λε,ξε
− ε

1
2

λ2

N
∑

j=1

PZ
j

λε,ξε
τ j, ∇τr PUλε,ξε = λ

−1
ε PZr

λε,ξε
,

we have

N
∑

l=0

cl
〈

PZl
λε,ξε

, ∂λPUλε,ξε

〉

=ε−
1
2

N
∑

l=0

cl
〈

PZl
λε,ξε

, PZ0
λε,ξε

〉

− ε
1
2

λ2

N
∑

l=0

N
∑

j=1

clτ j
〈

PZl
λε,ξε

, PZ
j

λε,ξε

〉

=ε−
1
2

(

c0c0 + o(1)
)

− ε
1
2

λ2
λ2
ε

















N
∑

j=1

c jτ jc j(1 + o(1))

















=ε−
1
2

(

c0c0 + o(1)
)

− ε−
1
2

















N
∑

j=1

c jτ jc j(1 + o(1))

















and

N
∑

l=0

cl
〈

PZl
λε,ξε

, ∂τr PUλε,ξε

〉

= λ−1
ε

N
∑

l=0

cl
〈

PZl
λε,ξε

, PZr
λε,ξε

〉

= λεc
r(cr + o(1)).

On the other hand,
〈

PZl
λε,ξε

, ∂sφ
〉

= −
〈

∂sPZl
λε,ξε

, φ
〉

= O
(

‖∂sPZl
λε,ξε
‖‖φ‖

)

= o
(

‖∂sPZl
λε,ξε
‖
)

.

Then we use the fact that

‖∂sPZl
λε,ξε
‖ =















‖∂λPZl
λε,ξε
‖ = O(ε−

1
2 ),

‖∂τ j PZl
λε,ξε
‖ = O(λε),

we can deduce that cl = 0 for all l = 0, · · · ,N. �

The following estimate is crucial to find critical points of Iε.

Lemma 4.1. For any η > 0 small but fixed, there exists ε0 > 0 such that for any ε ∈ (0, ε0),

we have

Iε(PUλε,ξε + φ) = Iε(PUλε,ξε) + o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

,

C1-uniformly with respect to λ and τ, satisfying (2.6).

Proof. Since

Iε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − Iε(PUλε,ξε)

=
1

2
‖φ‖2 −

[ ∫

Ωε

f (PUλε,ξε )φ −
∫

Ωε

f (Uλε,ξε )φ

]

−
∫

Ωε

(

F(PUλε,ξε + φ) − F(PUλε,ξε) − f (PUλε,ξε)φ

)

=
1

2
‖φ‖2 − 〈lε, φ〉 −

∫

Ωε

(

F(PUλε,ξε + φ) − F(PUλε,ξε) − f (PUλε,ξε)φ

)

,

where F(u) := 1
2·2∗µ

(

∫

Ωε

u
2∗µ (y)

|x−y|µ dy

)

u2∗µ(x). Then

∫

Ωε

(

F(PUλε,ξε + φ) − F(PUλε,ξε) − f (PUλε,ξε )φ

)



17

=
1

2 · 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ − PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε
− 2∗µPU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)φ

)

(y)(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

+
1

2 · 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ(x) − PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x) − 2∗µPU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)φ(x)

)

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+
1

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

(PUλε,ξε + φ)2∗µ(x) − PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

)

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)φ(y)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=O
(

‖φ‖2
)

.

Thus, when 0 < µ < 4, in view of Proposition 2.1, we get

Iε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − Iε(PUλε,ξε) = O
(

‖φ‖2
)

= o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

Next, we prove that

∇Iε(PUλε,ξε + φ) = ∇Iε(PUλε,ξε) + o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

It holds

∇Iε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − ∇Iε(PUλε,ξε) =
(

I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − I′ε(PUλε,ξε)
)

[∇PUλε,ξε]

+ I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ)[∇φ].(4.1)

Let ∂s denote ∂λ and ∂τi for i = 1, · · · ,N. We know that ∂sPUλε,ξε is a linear combi-

nation of 1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε
for h = 0 and

√
εPZ

j

λε,ξε
for j = 1, · · · ,N with coefficients uni-

formly bounded as ε → 0 for any λ, τ satisfying (2.6). In order to prove (4.1), it is

enough to estimate
(

I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − I′ε(PUλε,ξε )
)

[ 1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε
] and I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ)[∇φ] be-

cause
(

I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − I′ε(PUλε,ξε)
)

[
√
εPZ

j

λε,ξε
] can be estimated in the same way. Thus,

(

I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − I′ε(PUλε,ξε)
)

[
1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

]

= −
∫

Ωε

[

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε)

]

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

= −
∫

Ωε

[

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ

]

1
√
ε

PZh

−
∫

Ωε

f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ
1
√
ε

[

PZh
λε,ξε
− Zh

λε ,ξε

]

−
∫

Ωε

[

f ′(PUλε,ξε ) − f ′(Uλε,ξε)

]

φ
1
√
ε

Zh
λε,ξε

.

First of all, we have
∫

Ωε

[

f ′(PUλε,ξε) − f ′(Uλε,ξε )

]

φ
1
√
ε

Zh
λε,ξε

=2∗µ

{∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

)

φ(y)PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

1√
ε
Zh
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

}

+ 2∗µ

{∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
φ(y)

(

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

)

1√
ε
Zh
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

}
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+ (2∗µ − 1)

{∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

)

(y)PU
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
φ 1√

ε
Zh
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

}

+ (2∗µ − 1)

{
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)

(

PU
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ−2

λε,ξε

)

φ 1√
ε
Zh
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

}

=O

















(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−µ+2

)
N−µ+2

2N

















‖φ‖ + O

















(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N

















‖φ‖

+ O

















(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣

∣
PU

2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
− U

2∗µ−2

λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

∣

2N
4−µ

)
4−µ
2N

















‖φ‖

=o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

Moreover, by Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3,

∫

Ωε

f ′(PUλε,ξε )φ
1
√
ε

[

PZh
λε,ξε
− Zh

λε,ξε

]

= O

















1
√
ε

(∫

Ωε

∣

∣

∣PZh
λε,ξε
− Zh

λε,ξε

∣

∣

∣

2N
N−2

)
N−2
2N

















‖φ‖ = o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

,

and because of PUλε,ξε ≤ Uλε,ξε ≤ Cε
N−2

4 in Ωε \ B(0, ρ), Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev in-

equality, Hölder inequality and Lemma 3.3, we get
∫

Ωε\B(0,ρ)

[

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ

]

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

=O























(∫

Ω

(

PUλε,ξε + φ
)2∗µ

2N
2N−µ

)
2N−µ

2N

















∫

Ωε\B(0,ρ)

(

PUλε,ξε + φ
)(2∗µ−1) 2N

2N−µ

(

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

)
2N

2N−µ
















2N−µ
2N























+ O























(∫

Ω

PU
2∗µ

2N
2N−µ

λε,ξε

)
2N−µ

2N

















∫

Ωε\B(0,ρ)

PU
(2∗µ−1) 2N

2N−µ
λε,ξε

(

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

)
2N

2N−µ
















2N−µ
2N























+ O























(∫

Ω

(

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
φ

)
2N

2N−µ
)

2N−µ
2N

















∫

Ωε\B(0,ρ)

(

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

PU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

)
2N

2N−µ
















2N−µ
2N























+ O























(∫

Ω

(

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

)
2N

2N−µ
)

2N−µ
2N

















∫

Ωε\B(0,ρ)

(

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

PU
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
φ

)
2N

2N−µ
















2N−µ
2N























= o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

Thus,
∫

Ωε

[

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ

]

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

=

{∫

Ωε\B(0,ρ)

+

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

}[

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)φ

]

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

=

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

[

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε ,ξε) − f ′(Uλε,ξε)φ

]

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

+

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

[

f ′(Uλε,ξε) − f ′(PUλε,ξε)

]

φ
1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε
+ o

(

ε
N−2

2

)

,
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where for t ∈ [0, 1],
∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

[

f (PUλε,ξε + φ) − f (PUλε,ξε) − f ′(Uλε,ξε)φ

]

1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

=

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

[

f ′(PUλε,ξε + tφ) − f ′(Uλε,ξε )

]

φ
1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

=

∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

2∗µ(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−1φ(y)(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−1 1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+

∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

(2∗µ − 1)(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ(y)(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−2φ 1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

−
( ∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

2∗µU
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
φ(y)U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+

∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

(2∗µ − 1)U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
φ 1√

ε
PZh

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

)

=2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

(

(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−1 − U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

)

φ(y)(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−1 1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
φ(y)

(

(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−1 − U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε

)

1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

(

(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ − U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

)

(y)(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−2φ 1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

+ (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

B(0,ρ)\B(0,ε)

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)

(

(PUλε,ξε + tφ)2∗µ−2 − U
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε

)

φ 1√
ε
PZh

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

Hence, we get

(

I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ) − I′ε(PUλε,ξε)
)

[
1
√
ε

PZh
λε,ξε

] = o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

As for I′ε(PUλε,ξε )[∇φ], we have

I′ε(PUλε,ξε + φ)[∇φ] =

N
∑

l=0

cl
〈

PZl,∇φ
〉

,

and it follows from Proposition 2.2 (i) that |cl| ≤ Cλ−1
ε ‖φ‖ 2N

N−2
. Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

PZl
λε,ξε

,∇φ
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C‖Zl
λε ,ξε
‖ 2N

N−2
‖φ‖ 2N

N−2
≤ Cλε‖φ‖ 2N

N−2
.

Furthermore,
∣

∣

∣I′ε(PUλε,ξε)[∇φ]
∣

∣

∣ = O
(

‖φ‖2
)

= o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.
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Above all, we conclude the proof. �

Lemma 4.2. For N ≥ 5, we have

Iε(PUλε,ξε) =

(

1 − 1

2∗µ

)

N(N − 2)

2AH,L

AN +
N(N − 2)2ωN BN

2AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

+
N(N − 2)

2AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

M(τ)εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1)) ,

C1-uniformly with respect to λ and τ satisfying (2.6). Here

AN =

∫

RN

U2∗

1,0(x)dx, BN =

∫

RN

U2∗−1
1,0 (x)dx, M(τ) =

∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz.

Proof. By the definition of Iε(u) and PUλε,ξε , we get

Iε(PUλε,ξε) =
1

2

∫

Ωε

|∇PUλε,ξε |2 −
1

2 · 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
1

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)PUλε,ξε(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

− 1

2 · 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
1

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+
1

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)(PUλε,ξε(x) − Uλε,ξε(x))

|x − y|µ
dxdy

− 1

2 · 2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
1

2
A +

1

2
B − 1

2 · 2∗µ
C.(4.2)

We first estimate A. Since

A =

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy − 2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

−
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=A0 − 2A1 − A2,(4.3)

where

A0 =
N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN

U2∗

λε,ξε
(x)dx =

N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN

U2∗

1,0(x)dx :=
N(N − 2)

AH,L

AN ,(4.4)

A1 ≤
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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=
N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN\Ωε
U2∗

λε,ξε
(x)dx = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.5)

Similarly,

A2 = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.6)

From (4.3), (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6), we deduce

A =
N(N − 2)

AH,L

AN + O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.7)

As to B, we find that

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=

{∫

RN

∫

RN

−2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

−
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

}

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
N(N − 2)

AH,Lλ
N−2

2
ε

∫

RN

U2∗−1
1,0 (x)dx − 2B1 − B2 =

N(N − 2)

AH,L

BN

λ
N−2

2
ε

− 2B1 − B2.

Moreover,

B1 ≤
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN\Ωε
U2∗−1
λε,ξε

(x)dx = O

















1

λ
N−2

2
ε

(

1

λ2
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

















= O
(

ε
N−2

4

(

ε + ε
N
2

))

.

In a same way,

B2 = O

















1

λ
N−2

2
ε

(

1

λ2
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

















= O
(

ε
N−2

4

(

ε + ε
N
2

))

.

Consequently,

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy =

N(N − 2)

AH,L

BN

λ
N−2

2
ε

+ O
(

ε
N−2

4

(

ε + ε
N
2

))

.(4.8)

Using Lemma 3.2 and the Taylor expansion, we see

B =

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)(PUλε,ξε(x) − Uλε,ξε(x))

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= −
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

(

(N−2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

H(x, ξε) +
λ

N−2
2

ε

(1+|τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2 − R(x)

)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= −
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

[

H(ξε, ξε) + 〈∇H(ξε, ξε), x − ξε〉 + O
(

|x − ξε |2
)

]

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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− εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

1

|x|N−2

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy +

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)R(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy.

(4.9)

By Taylor expansion and (4.8), we have

−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

H(ξε, ξε)
U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= − N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

+ O

(

1

λN
ε

+ εNλ2
ε

)

= −N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

+ O
(

ε
N
2 + εN−1

)

.

(4.10)

Moreover,

−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

〈∇H(ξε, ξε), x − ξε〉
U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=O



















1

λ
N−2

2
ε

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

|∇H(ξε, ξε)||x − ξε |
U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy



















=O

















1

λ
N−2

2
ε

N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

Ωε

U2∗−1
λε,ξε

(x)|x − ξε|dx

















= O

(

1

λN−1
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N−1

2

)

,(4.11)

and

−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(N − 2)ωN

λ
N−2

2
ε

O
(

|x − ξε |2
) U

2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=O

















1

λ
N−2

2
ε

N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

Ωε

U2∗−1
λε,ξε

(x)|x − ξε |2dx

















= O

(

ln λε

λN
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N
2 | ln ε|

)

.(4.12)

One has

− εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

1

|x|N−2

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= − εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

{∫

RN

∫

RN

−2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

−
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

}

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
1

|x|N−2
dxdy.

(4.13)

We set x = λ−1
ε z, then

− εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
1

|x|N−2
dxdy

= − N(N − 2)εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

RN

U2∗−1
λε,ξε

(x)

|x|N−2
dx = −

N(N − 2)εN−2λN−2
ε

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz,

(4.14)
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2εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
1

|x|N−2
dxdy

=O















εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

∫

RN\Ωε

U2∗−1
λε,ξε

(x)

|x|N−2
dx















= O

(

(ελε)
N−2

[

(ελε)
2 +

1

λN
ε

])

= O
(

ε
N−2

2

(

ε + ε
N
2

))

.

(4.15)

We also can get

εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
1

|x|N−2
dxdy =O

(

(ελε)
N−2

[

(ελε)
2 +

1

λN
ε

])

=O
(

ε
N−2

2

(

ε + ε
N
2

))

.(4.16)

In view of (4.13), (4.14)-(4.16),

− εN−2λ
N−2

2
ε

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

1

|x|N−2

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= − N(N − 2)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1)) .(4.17)

It follows from Lemma 3.2 that

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)R(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy = O

(

εN−2 + εN−1λN−1
ε +

1

λN
ε

)

= O
(

εN−2 + ε
N−1

2

)

.

(4.18)

Then combining (4.9) with (4.10), (4.11), (4.12), (4.17), (4.18), we have

B = − N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

− N(N − 2)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1)) .(4.19)

Finally, we compute C in (4.2). It holds:

C =

{∫

RN

∫

RN

−2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

−
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

}

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

:=C0 − 2C1 − C2.(4.20)

Since

PU
2∗µ
λε,ξε
= U

2∗µ
λε,ξε
− 2∗µU

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
ψλε,ξε + O

(

U
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
ψ2
λε,ξε

)

,

where ψλε,ξε = Uλε,ξε − PUλε,ξε . We have

C0 =

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy − 2 · 2∗µ

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ψλε,ξε(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ O (C01 + C02 +C03 +C04) ,(4.21)

where

C01 =

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
(x)ψ2

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy,(4.22)
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C02 =

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)ψλε,ξε(y)U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ψλε,ξε(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy,(4.23)

C03 =

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)ψλε,ξε(y)U

2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
(x)ψ2

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy,(4.24)

C04 =

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
(y)ψ2

λε,ξε
(y)U

2∗µ−2

λε,ξε
(x)ψ2

λε,ξε
(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy.(4.25)

We have

C01 =
N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN

U2∗−2
λε,ξε

(x)ψ2
λε,ξε

(x)dx =
N(N − 2)

AH,L

(∫

Ωε

+

∫

RN\Ωε

)

U2∗−2
λε,ξε

(x)ψ2
λε,ξε

(x)dx.

(4.26)

By [9, Lemma 3.2], we deduce that
∫

Ωε

U2∗−2
λε,ξε

(x)ψ2
λε,ξε

(x)dx = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.

It follows from 0 < ψλε ,ξε ≤ Uλε,ξε that
∫

RN\Ωε
U2∗−2
λε,ξε

(x)ψ2
λε,ξε

(x)dx = O

(∫

RN\Ωε
U2∗

λε,ξε
(x)dx

)

= O

(

1

λN
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.

Above all,

C01 = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.27)

Using Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and Lemma 3.2,

C02 =

∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(y)ψλε,ξε(y)U

2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ψλε,ξε(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

≤c

(∫

RN

(

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ψλε,ξε(x)

)
2N

2N−µ
dx

)

2(2N−µ)

2N

≤c

((∫

Ωε

+

∫

RN\Ωε

)

(

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ψλε,ξε(x)

)
2N

2N−µ
dx

)

2(2N−µ)

2N

≤c

(∫

Ωε

(

U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ψλε,ξε (x)

)
2N

2N−µ
dx +

∫

RN\Ωε

(

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(x)

)
2N

2N−µ
dx

)

2(2N−µ)

2N

=O













1

λ2N−4
ε

+ ε2N−4λ2N−4
ε + ε2N−µλ

2N−µ
ε +

1

λ
2N−µ
ε













= o

(

1

λN−2
ε

+ (ελε)
N−2

)

= o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

(4.28)

And similar to the estimate of C02, we can also have

C03 = C04 = o

(

1

λN−2
ε

+ (ελε)
N−2

)

= o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.(4.29)

For the second term in (4.21), from the estimate of B, we get

− 2 · 2∗µ
∫

RN

∫

RN

U
2∗µ
λε,ξε

(y)U
2∗µ−1

λε,ξε
(x)ψλε,ξε (x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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=2 · 2∗µ
{

− N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

− N(N − 2)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1))

}

.(4.30)

Then by the estimate of A and (4.21), (4.27), (4.28), (4.29), (4.30), we obtain

C0 =
N(N − 2)

AH,L

AN − 2 · 2∗µ
{

N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

+
N(N − 2)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(
∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1))

}

.(4.31)

Similar to B1 and B2, we have

C1 = C2 = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ (ελε)
N

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.32)

Combing (4.20) with (4.31), (4.32), we can prove

C =
N(N − 2)

AH,L

AN − 2 · 2∗µ
{

N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

+
N(N − 2)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1))

}

.(4.33)

Consequently, it follows from (4.2), (4.7), (4.19) and (4.33) that

Iε(PUλ,ξ) =
1

2
A +

1

2
B − 1

2 · 2∗µ
C

=
1

2

{

N(N − 2)

AH,L

AN + O
(

ε
N
2

)

}

+
1

2

{

− N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

− N(N − 2)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1))

}

− 1

2 · 2∗µ

{

N(N − 2)

AH,L

AN − 2 · 2∗µ
{

N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

+
N(N − 2)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1))

}}

=
1

2

(

1 − 1

2∗µ

)

N(N − 2)

AH,L

AN +
N(N − 2)2ωN BN

2AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

+
N(N − 2)

2AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

(∫

RN

1

|z|N−2(1 + |z − τ|2)
N+2

2

dz

)

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1)) .

Next, we give the C1 estimate of Iε(PUλε,ξε). Let ∂s denote ∂λ and ∂τi for i = 1, · · · ,N.

First of all, let ∂s = ∂λ and PUλε,ξε := PU, we have

∂sIε(PU)

=

∫

Ωε

∇PU∇ (∂sPU) −
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU2∗µ(y)PU2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy −

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU2∗µ(y)PU2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)∂sU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy +

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x) (∂sPU(x) − ∂sU(x))

|x − y|µ
dxdy

−
∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU2∗µ(y)PU2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)

|x − y|µ dxdy

:=A′ + B′ −C′.

(4.34)

We next estimate A′, B′, C′ respectively. It holds

A′ =

{∫

RN

∫

RN

−2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

−
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

}

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)∂sU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

:=A′0 − 2A′1 − A′2,

where

A′0 =
N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN

U2∗−1(x)∂sU(x)dx =
N(N − 2)

2∗AH,L

∫

RN

∂

∂s

(

U2∗(x)
)

dx = 0,(4.35)

and since ∂U
∂λε
= O

(

U
λε

)

and
∂λε
∂λ
= ε−

1
2 := ε−θ, we have

A′1 = O

(∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

)

= O (A1) = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ εNλN
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.36)

Similarly, we can also get

A′2 = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ εNλN
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.37)

By (4.35), (4.36), (4.37), we conclude that

A′ = O

(

1

λN
ε

+ εNλN
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.38)

We next estimate B′. In terms of Lemma 3.2, we can get

B′ =

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)∂s (PU(x) − U(x))

|x − y|µ dxdy

=

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)

(

(N−2)2ωN

2λ
N
2
ε

H(x, ξε)ε
−θ − N−2

2

λ
N−4

2
ε ε−θ

(1+|τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2 + ∂sR(x)

)

|x − y|µ
dxdy.

By Taylor expansion, we have

(N − 2)2ωN

2λ
N
2
ε

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)H(x, ξε)ε
−θ

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
(N − 2)2ωN

2λ
N
2
ε

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)
(

H(ξε, ξε) + 〈∇H(ξε, ξε), x − ξε〉 + O
(

|x − ξε |2
))

ε−θ

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
N(N − 2)3ωN BN

2AH,Lλ
N−1
ε

H(0, 0)ε−θ + O
(

εNλ2
ε

)

+ O

(

1

λN−1
ε

)

+ O

(

ln λε

λN
ε

)

=
N(N − 2)3ωN BN

2AH,Lλ
N−1
ε

H(0, 0)ε−θ + O
(

εN−1
)

+ O
(

ε
N−1

2

)

+ O
(

ε
N
2 | ln ε|

)

.

(4.39)
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Moreover,

−
(N − 2)

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)
λ

N−4
2

ε ε−θ

(1+|τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= − (N − 2)

2

{∫

RN

∫

RN

−2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

−
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

}U2∗µ (y)U2∗µ−1(x)
λ

N−4
2

ε ε−θ

(1+|τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2

|x|N−2

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= − N(N − 2)2

2AH,L

M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ + O

(

εN−2λN−2
ε

(

(ελε)
2 +

1

λN
ε

))

= − N(N − 2)2

2AH,L

M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ + O

(

ε
N−2

2

(

ε + ε
N
2

))

.

(4.40)

By Lemma 3.2, we have

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)∂sR(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy = o

(

λN−2
ε εN−2 +

1

λN−2
ε

)

= o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.(4.41)

Then from (4.39), (4.40) and (4.41), we prove that

B′ =
N(N − 2)3ωN BN

2AH,Lλ
N−1
ε

H(0, 0)ε−θ(1 + o(1)) − N(N − 2)2

2AH,L

M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ(1 + o(1)).

(4.42)

As for C′, we have

C′ =

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU2∗µ(y)PU2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=

{∫

RN

∫

RN

−2

∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

−
∫

RN\Ωε

∫

RN\Ωε

}

PU2∗µ(y)PU2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=C′0 − 2C′1 −C′2.

We first estimate C′
0
. In fact,

C′0 =

∫

RN

∫

RN

PU2∗µ(y)∂s

(

1
2∗µ

PU2∗µ(x)

)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=
1

2∗µ

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ(y)∂sU
2∗µ(x) − 2∗µU2∗µ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−1(x)ψ(x)
)

− 2∗µU2∗µ−1(y)ψ(y)∂sU
2∗µ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ O

( ∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−2(x)ψ2(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy +

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ−1(y)ψ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−1(x)ψ(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ−1(y)ψ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−2(x)ψ2(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy +

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ−2(y)ψ2(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−2(x)ψ2(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

)

,

where

1

2∗µ

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ(y)∂sU
2∗µ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy =

N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN

U2∗−1(x)∂sU(x)dx = 0,
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1

2∗µ

∫

RN

∫

RN

−2∗µU2∗µ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−1(x)ψ(x)
)

− 2∗µU
2∗µ−1(y)ψ(y)∂sU

2∗µ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

= − ∂s

[ ∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−1(x)ψ(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

]

= − N(N − 2)

AH,L

∂s

[ ∫

RN

U2∗µ−1(x)ψ(x)dx

]

=∂s

[

− N(N − 2)2ωN BN

AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1)) − N(N − 2)M(τ)

AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1))

]

=
N(N − 2)2

AH,L

(

(N − 2)ωN BN

H(0, 0)ε−θ

λN−1
ε

− M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ (1 + o(1))

)

.

Similar to the estimate of C01,C02, we find

O

( ∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−2(x)ψ2(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy +

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ−1(y)ψ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−1(x)ψ(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ−1(y)ψ(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−2(x)ψ2(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+

∫

RN

∫

RN

U2∗µ−2(y)ψ2(y)∂s

(

U2∗µ−2(x)ψ2(x)
)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

)

= o

(

λN−2
ε εN−2 +

1

λN−2
ε

)

= o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

In conclusion,

C′0 =
N(N − 2)2

AH,L

(

(N − 2)ωN BN

H(0, 0)ε−θ

λN−1
ε

−
M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ (1 + o(1))

)

.

(4.43)

We now estimate C′
1
, that is

C′1 =O

(∫

RN\Ωε

∫

Ωε

PU2∗µ(y)PU2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

)

=O

(

N(N − 2)

AH,L

∫

RN\Ωε
PU2∗µ−1(x)∂sPU(x)dx

)

= O

(

λN
ε ε

N +
1

λN
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.44)

In the same way, we also obtain

C′2 = O

(

λN
ε ε

N +
1

λN
ε

)

= O
(

ε
N
2

)

.(4.45)

Therefore, it follows from (4.43), (4.44) and (4.45) that

C′ =
N(N − 2)2

AH,L

(

(N − 2)ωN BN

H(0, 0)ε−θ

λN−1
ε

−
M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ (1 + o(1))

)

.

(4.46)

Combining (4.38), (4.42) and (4.46), we have

∂λIε(PU)

=
N(N − 2)3ωN BN

2AH,Lλ
N−1
ε

H(0, 0)ε−θ(1 + o(1)) − N(N − 2)2

2AH,L

M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ(1 + o(1))

− N(N − 2)2

AH,L

(

(N − 2)ωN BN

H(0, 0)ε−θ

λN−1
ε

− M(τ)

(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ (1 + o(1))

)
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= − N(N − 2)3ωN BN

2AH,Lλ
N−1
ε

H(0, 0)ε−θ(1 + o(1)) +
N(N − 2)2M(τ)

2AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

εN−2λN−3
ε ε−θ(1 + o(1))

=
N(N − 2)

2AH,L

ε
N−2

2 ∂λΨ(τ, λ) + o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

Similarly, for ∂s = ∂τi with i = 1, · · · ,N, we have

∂τi Iε(PU) =
N(N − 2)

2AH,L

ε
N−2

2 ∂τiΨ(τ, λ) + o
(

ε
N−2

2

)

.

That concludes the proof. �

In terms of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.1, we have

Iε(PUλε,ξε + φ) =

(

1 − 1

2∗µ

)

N(N − 2)

2AH,L

AN +
N(N − 2)2ωN BN

2AH,L

H(0, 0)

λN−2
ε

(1 + o(1))

+
N(N − 2)

2AH,L(1 + |τ|2)
N−2

2

M(τ)εN−2λN−2
ε (1 + o(1)) .

Now we are ready to complete the proof of Proposition 2.2 (ii).

Proof of Proposition 2.2 (ii): It follows from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2. �

5. Appendix

Lemma 5.1. It holds

〈PZ0
λε,ξε

, PZ0
λε,ξε
〉 = c0 + O













1

λ
2N−µ
ε













,

〈PZ0
λε,ξε

, PZi
λε,ξε
〉 = O













1

λ
2N−µ
ε













, i , 0,

〈PZi
λε,ξε

, PZ
j

λε,ξε
〉 =















o
(

λ2
ε

)

, i , j,

ciλ
2
ε + o

(

λ2
ε

)

, i = j,

for some positive constants ci for i = 0, 1, · · · ,N.

Proof. By the definition of PZi
λε,ξε

and let PZi
λε,ξε

:= PZi, Uλε,ξε := U, we have

〈PZi, PZ j〉 =
∫

Ωε

f ′(U)ZiPZ j =

∫

Ωε

f ′(U)ZiZ j +

∫

Ωε

f ′(U)Zi(PZ j − Z j),

where
∫

Ωε

f ′(U)Zi(PZ j − Z j) = O
(

‖Zi‖‖PZ j − Z j‖
)

=















o(1), i = 0,

o(λ2
ε), i , 0,

and
∫

Ωε

f ′(U)ZiZ j =2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ−1Zi(y)U2∗µ−1Z j(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

+ (2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−2Z jZi(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy.

Since

2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ−1Zi(y)U2∗µ−1Z j(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy
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=2∗µ(N − 2)2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

λε
1+λ2

ε |y−ξε |2

)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)

λ
N+2

2
ε (y−ξε)i

(1+λ2
ε |y−ξε |2)

N
2

(

λε
1+λ2

ε |x−ξε |2

)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)

λ
N+2

2
ε (x−ξε) j

(1+λ2
ε |x−ξε |2)

N
2

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=2∗µ(N − 2)2λ2
ε

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

si

(1+s2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)+ N

2

t j

(1+t2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)+ N

2

|s − t|µ
dsdt

=















o
(

λ2
ε

)

, i , j,

c1iλ
2
ε + o

(

λ2
ε

)

, i = j,

and similarly,

(2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−2Z jZi(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=(2∗µ − 1)(N − 2)2λ2
ε

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

1

(1+s2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ)

tit j

(1+t2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−2)+N

|s − t|µ
dsdt

=















o
(

λ2
ε

)

, i , j,

c2iλ
2
ε + o

(

λ2
ε

)

, i = j,

we obtain that

〈PZi, PZ j〉 =














o
(

λ2
ε

)

, i , j,

(c1i + c2i)λ
2
ε + o

(

λ2
ε

)

, i = j,
:=















o
(

λ2
ε

)

, i , j,

ciλ
2
ε + o

(

λ2
ε

)

, i = j.

In the same way, we get

2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ−1Zi(y)U2∗µ−1Z0(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=2∗µ
(N − 2)2

2

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

λε
1+λ2

ε |y−ξε |2

)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)

λ
N+2

2
ε (y−ξε)i

(1+λ2
ε |y−ξε |2)

N
2

(

λε
1+λ2

ε |x−ξε |2

)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)

λ
N−4

2
ε

1−λ2
ε |x−ξε |2

(1+λ2
ε |x−ξε |2)

N
2

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=2∗µ
(N − 2)2

2

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

si

(1+s2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)+ N

2

1−t2

(1+t2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)+ N

2

|s − t|µ
dsdt = O













1

λ
2N−µ
ε













.

Similarly,

(2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ(y)U2∗µ−2Z0Zi(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy = O













1

λ
2N−µ
ε













,

2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ−1Z0(y)U2∗µ−1Z0(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=2∗µ

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

(

λε
1+λ2

ε |y−ξε |2

)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)

N−2
2
λ

N−4
2

ε
1−λ2

ε |y−ξε |2

(1+λ2
ε |y−ξε |2)

N
2

(

λε
1+λ2

ε |x−ξε|2

)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)

N−2
2
λ

N−4
2

ε
1−λ2

ε |x−ξε |2

(1+λ2
ε |x−ξε |2)

N
2

|x − y|µ
dxdy

=2∗µ
(N − 2)2

4

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

∫

λε(Ωε−ξε)

1−s2

(1+s2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)+ N

2

1−t2

(1+t2)
N−2

2
(2∗µ−1)+ N

2

|s − t|µ
dsdt = c10 + O













1

λ
2N−µ
ε













,
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and

(2∗µ − 1)

∫

Ωε

∫

Ωε

U2∗µ (y)U2∗µ−2Z0Z0(x)

|x − y|µ
dxdy = c20 + O













1

λ
2N−µ
ε













.

In conclusion, we can conclude the proof. �
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