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QUANTIZATION ANALYSIS OF MOSER-TRUDINGER EQUATIONS IN THE

POINCARE DISK AND APPLICATIONS
LU CHEN, QIAOQIAO HUA, GUOZHEN LU, SHUANGIJIE PENG AND CHUNHUA WANG

ABSTRACT. In the past few years, quantization analysis for the Moser-Trudinger equations and the
existence of positive critical points for the Moser-Trudinger functional on compact manifolds have
been extensively studied. However, the corresponding counterpart on non-compact manifolds still
remains open. In this paper, we make an attempt in the Poincaré disk, a complete and noncompact
Riemannian manifold of negative constant curvature. We first establish the quantitative properties
for positive solutions to the Moser-Trudinger equations in the two-dimensional Poincaré disk B:

2
— Agou = Aue, x € B,
u — 0, when p(x) — oo,
2
”VBZMHLZ(BZ) < MO,

1952l

1 12(82)

where 0 < 1 < 7 = , p(x) denotes the geodesic distance between x and

in —_—
wew 2200} 12 oo,
the origin and M is a fixed large positive constant (see Theorem 1.1). Furthermore, by doing a

delicate expansion for Dirichlet energy ||V ulli2 ) when A approaches to 0, we prove that there

exists A* > 4m such that the Moser-Trudinger functional F(u) = fBZ (e“2 - 1)dVBz under the
constraint fBZ |Ve2ul?dVg: = A has at least one positive critical point for A € (4, A*) up to some
Mobius transformation. Finally, by doing a more accurate expansion for u near the origin and
away from the origin, applying a local Pohozaev identity around the origin and the uniqueness of
the Cauchy initial value problem for ODE, we prove that the Moser-Trudinger equation only has
one positive solution when 4 is close to 0. During the process of the proofs, we overcome some
new difficulties which involves the decay properties of the positive solutions, as well as some
precise expansions for the solutions both near the origin and away from the origin.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are concerned with the following Moser-Trudinger equations in the Poincaré

disk B>

2
— Apeuy = Aues, x € B,

u, — 0, when p(x) — oo,

(1.1)

The first, second and fifth authors were supported by National Key Research and Development of China (No.
2022YFA1006900). The third author was supported by grants from the Simons Foundation. The fourth and fifth
author was also supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12471106).

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.16890v1

2 LU CHEN, QIAOQIAO HUA, GUOZHEN LU, SHUANGIJIE PENG AND CHUNHUA WANG

where 0 < 1 < }L and p(x) = In it—:i:
in Poincare disk B?>. We will mainly study the quantization analysis of problem (I.I) and its
applications to the existence and uniqueness of critical points of the Moser-Trudinger functional.
Quantization analysis of the Moser-Trudinger equations has attracted much attention due to its
importance in applications to PDEs and geometric analysis. Let us first present a brief history of

the main results in this direction.

denotes the geodesic distance between x and the origin

Quantization analysis for elliptic equations with the Moser-Trudinger growth dates back to the
work of Druet in [@]. They proved the following result:

Theorem A. Let u; be a family of solutions satisfying the equation

—Auk = ﬂkuke”f, x e,
0, Q,
Uy > X € (12)
0 < A < 4,(Q),
u, =0, X € 0Q),

with u; being bounded in Wé’z(Q). If u; blows up, then after passing to a subsequence, one has
Ax = Ao, Uy — ug in Wé’z(Q) and there exists some integer N such that
Bim 1Vl g, = V0] g + 47N.

When Q is a disk, all positive solutions must be radially symmetric through the standard
moving-plane method. (see e.g. [@], ].) Applying the refined radial asymptotic expansions of
u; around the origin, Malchiodi and Martinazzi [27] proved that uy = 0 and N = 1. For general
bounded domains, Druet and Thizy [@] furthermore proved that uy = 0 and N is equal to the
number of concentration points. The quantization analysis of the Moser-Trudinger equations in
a bounded domain has been also extended by Chen, Lu, Xue and Zhu in [E] to a hyperbolic ball.
Their results can be stated as follows:

Theorem B. Assume that u, are a family of solutions satisfying

—Agauy = /luAe“i, X € Bg2(0,R),

uy, >0, X € Bg2(0,R), (1.3)
0 < A < A41(By2(0,R)),

u; =0, x € 0Bg2(0, R),

where Bg2(0, R) denotes the Poincaré disk centered at the origin with the geodesic radius equal
to R < oo, —Ag: denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator in B2, 1;(Bg2(0, R)) is the first eigenvalue
of the operator —Ag: with the Dirichlet boundary in Bg2(0, R). Then u, is radially symmetric and

1-|x?

2 2
unique. Denote by dVy2 = (ﬁ) dx the hyperbolic volume element and Vy2 = ( 5 ) Vg2 the

gradient operator in B>. When 4 — Ay, there holds
(i) if A9 = 0, then u, blows up at the origin, and |Vg2u,|*’d Vg — 476, /luﬁe“idVBz — 476y,
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(ii) if A € (0, 2;(B52(0, R))), then u; — ugy in C*(By2(0, R))) and uy is a positive radial solution
of the equation

—Ap2ugy = /louoe“%, x € Bg2(0,R),
ug > 0, x € Bg2(0,R), (1.4)
ug = 0, x € 0Bp2(0, R);

(iii) if Ay = A;(Bg2(0, R)), then 1, — 0 in C*(Bg:(0, R)).

However, the above quantization analysis of the Moser-Trudinger equations in the whole
Poincaré disk B? is still unknown. This is because the quantization analysis of the Moser-
Trudinger equations in hyperbolic balls is based on the uniqueness of positive solutions to (L3,
which is not available for the corresponding equation in the Poincaré disk due to the presence of
singularity of Hardy-potential near the boundary. We are motivated to solve this problem. Our
first main result states that

Theorem 1.1. Assume that u, € W'>(B?) are a family of positive solutions satisfying
— Ap2uy = ﬂkuke"fz, x € B?,
uy — 0, when p(x) — oo, (1.5)

2
”VBzuk”LZ(BZ) < MO’

where 0 < A; < zlt and My > 0 is a fixed large constant. Assuming that 1im A; = Ay, up to some

k—+00

Mobius transformation T, (see 2.1 of Section 2) and some subsequence still denoted by uy, we
have

(i) if 1o = 0, when k — +oo, u;, blows up at the origin, ||VBzuk||§ — 47, |Veau*d Vg — 4n6,
and /lkuie"%dVBz — 4néy;

(ii) if Ao € (0, %), then u, — ug in W'"2(B?) as k — oo, where uy is a radially symmetric positive
solution of the equation

{ — Ap2ug = /louoe”%, x e B?, (1.6)

uy — 0, when p(x) — oo;
(iii) if dg = %, then wy — 0 in C*(B?) as k — +co.

Remark 1.2. From the proof of Theorem [[LI, we know that when klim A = 0, the blow-up

—+00

behavior of u; is uniquely determined. Hence, one needn’t pick subsequences and can directly
derive that the positive solutions u, of equation (LI) must blow up at the origin as 4 — 0,
IVeugl2 — 4n, [VeouyPdVee — 4n6o and dudeid Vi — 4rd.

Remark 1.3. We conjecture that klim fBZ [Vs2u|>’dVige = 0 when klim A = }L. However, we still
—+00

—+00

do not know how to prove it rigorously. The main reason is that we cannot improve the upper
bound estimate in (B.7). We will study this problem in a future work.

It is very effective to apply the moving plane method or the method of moving spheres to prove
the symmetry and uniqueness of solutions (see e.g. [@, 4, ]). We first adopt the hyperbolic
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moving-plane method in integral forms to show the hyperbolic symmetry of positive solutions
(see Proposition 2.1). Up to some Mobius transformation, we can assume that positive solutions
are radially decreasing. Then, adopting the ODE theory and a fixed point argument, we obtain
the blow-up behaviors of positive solutions (see Proposition [3.1)), which is helpful to the proof
of Theorem [[LIl The key here is to derive a monotonicity formula (see Lemma [3.4), which
provides us with a crucial decay estimate away from the blow-up point so that we can derive the
uniform boundedness of /lkc,%, where ¢; = u(0) = n;%? ui(x). In order to prove Theorem [L.1]

we shall discuss three cases respectively. For the case 4o = 0, we first show that the Dirichlet
energy has a positive lower bound as k — oo and then use a contradiction argument to obtain
the positive solution must blow up at the origin. This together with Proposition 3.1l completes
the study for the first case. For the case 1y € (0, }L), applying Proposition [3.1] again, we can
derive the C?(BB?)-convergence by standard elliptic regularity theory. To obtain the convergence
in W2(B?), we need to deal with the singularity of the Hardy-potential near the boundary, where
a dacay property for radial positive solutions is very crucial. For the case 4y = %, we can also
get the analogous C?(B?)-convergence. The main difficulty here is to show that the limit of u;
in C%(B?) is zero, since the first eigenvalue § of the operator —Ag> with the Dirichlet boundary
in B? cannot be achieved. To overcome this difficulty, we rely on the decay properties of entire
positive solutions, which leads to the non-existence of positive solutions to (I.T) when A = i (see
Appendix B).

Exploiting the existence of critical points of Moser-Trudinger functional M(u) = fQ (e“z - 1) dx

on the bounded domain under the constraint fQ |Vul*’dx = vy for y > 4n has been a challenging
problem. By a variational method and the monotonicity of M(u), Struwe [@] proved that there
exists y* > 4 such that M(u) has at least two positive critical points for almost every y € (4x, y*).
Lamm, Robert and Struwe ] further introduced the Moser-Trudinger flow and strengthened
it to every y € (4m,y"). del Pino, Musso and Ruf [@] characterized some of these critical points
when v is close to 4. When Q is a disk, Malchiodi and Martinazzi ] applied a refined blow-up
analysis for radial critical points of M(u) to derive that M(u) does not admit any positive critical
point for vy sufficiently large. It is conjectured that if Q is a simply connected domain, the above
non-existence result still holds. When Q is a a finite hyperbolic ball, Chen, Lu, Xue and Zhu
[B] established the multiplicity and non-existence of positive critical points for y > 4x. We also
mention that recently Marchis, Malchiodi, Martinazzi and Thizy ] proved that when Q is a
closed manifold, the Moser-Trudinger functional M(u) = fQ (e“z - 1) dV, under the constraint

fg (IVul* + |ul*)dV, = y always has a nontrivial positive critical point for any y > 0.

Theorem [I.T] will be used to study the existence of critical points for the Moser-Trudinger
functional |, (e“z — l)dVBz under the constraint f]BSZ |Va2u|?dVg: = y for y > 4m. We have the
following result.

Theorem 1.4. There exists A* > 4n such that the Moser-Trudinger functional

F(u) := fB 2 (6“2 —1)dVs
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under the constraint fBZ |Va2u|?dVs: = A has at least one positive critical point for A € (4r, A*)
up to some Mobius transformation.

Adopting Theorem [L.T] and Remark [[.ZL we know that up to some Mdbius transformation,
positive solutions u, of equation (L3) with A; replaced by A must blow up at 0 as 4 — 0
and %in(} fBz |Vgauy|*’dVg: = 4n. If we can prove Ez |Vg21,]>d Vg approaches to 4r from the

above as 4 — 0, one can deduce that the Moser-Trudinger functional F(u) under the con-
straint fBz |Vg2ul’dVg: = A for A > 4 and A close to 4 has at least one positive critical point.
Thus, this will complete the proof of Theorem [[L4l To this end, we will expand the solution
near the origin up to order o(c;“) (see Lemma [4.3)) and estimate the deficit of Dirichlet energy

( fB2 |Vg2uy|?d Vg2 — 47r) more precisely (see Lemma [4.4), to further derive the sign of the error
¢t where ¢; = uy(0) = max ().
xeB

Remark 1.5. Since the existence of extremals for the Moser-Trudinger inequality in the Poincaré
disk is still unknown, it is impossible to apply the perturbed method developed by Struwe in [@]
to obtain the existence of critical points for the Moser-Trudinger functional under the constraint
fBz |Va2ul|?dVg: = A for A sufficiently close to 4z. Through doing the delicate expansion for the

deficit (”VB2 u A||i2 )~ 47r) as A4 — 0, we overcome this difficulty.

Remark 1.6. We conjecture that under the constraint fBz |Vgaul?dVg: = A, the Moser-Trudinger
functional F(u) has at least one critical point for every A € (4x, +00), which is substantially
different from the non-existence of critical points of Moser-Trudinger functional in the Euclidean
disk. This is mainly because we believe that

lim | |Veuy*dVe: = 400
A—»% B2
might hold if we assume that u, is a least energy solution of the equation —Ageu, = Aues,
x € B?. However, we are not able to prove it for the time being since we do not know the value
of ,}im f]BSZ |Vs2uy|*’d V2 when llim A = % in Theorem [I11
—00 —00

Another application of Theorem [T Tlis the uniqueness of positive solutions to Moser-Trudinger
equations, which is an important topic in partial differential equations and geometric analysis. It
is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.7. There exists Ay > O such that the positive solutions of Moser-Trudinger equation
(IJ)) with finite Dirichlet energy are unique up to some Mdbius transformation for any 0 < A <
Ao.

There have been extensive study on uniqueness of positive solutions to elliptic equations with
nonlinear polynomial growth, such as [Ia, @—@] However, much less is known for the unique-
ness results for Moser-Trudinger equation (LI)). In [@], Luo, Pan and Peng studied the unique-
ness of the low energy solutions to (I.I)) on a bounded domain in R?. To prove Theorem [.7] we
adopt a similar strategy. We mainly apply a contradiction argument and some local Pohozaev
identities. Specifically, we assume that there exist two solutions u(ﬁl)(x) and u(f)(x) of (I.I). Note
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that we can show the positive solutions of equation (L)) is radially decreasing up to some Mobius
transformation (see Proposition 2.T)). By the uniqueness of the Cauchy initial value problem for
ODE, we only need to prove u(Al)(O) = u(f)(O). To this end, we wish to prove u(;)(x) = u(f)(x) in a
Poincaré disk with small radius and the center of the disk being at 0.

We would like to point out that it is crucial to obtain the relation between A and ¢, where
cp=uy(0) = max u 1(x). Different from [@], our argument is not based on Green’s formula, but
xeB

on some precise pointwise estimates for solutions away from the concentration point. In order
to obtain a preliminary relation between A and ¢, (see Proposition [3.1]), we prove a pointwise
estimate for the solutions (see Lemma [3.7)), which is of independent interest since it provides a
more precise expansion for the solutions both near the origin and away from the origin compared
with the estimates given in SectionsBland @l To further obtain a more accurate relation between
A and ¢, (see Proposition [5.8), we need to derive a more precise expansion of solutions away
from the origin (see Lemmas [5.9] and [5.10), where the delicate choice of s, plays an important
role in the proof so that we can apply the Moser-Trudinger inequality to estimate the Dirichlet
energy away from the origin.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section Pl we gather some auxiliary facts about hy-
perbolic spaces and prove the hyperbolic symmetry of positive solutions of Moser-Trudinger
equations in the Poincaré disk. Theorems[I.Tland[[.4lare proved in Sections[3land @l respectively,
involving the quantization analysis of solutions and the existence of positive critical points for
the Moser-Trudinger functional. In Section[3] we investigate the relation between A and ¢; when
A s close to 0. In Section[6l we prove the uniqueness result in Theorem [I.7l Finally, we collect
some previous results and basic preliminaries in Appendix [A]l and give the dacay estimates of
positive solutions in Appendix Bl

Notations. We will use B, to denote a disk centered at the origin with radius r in R?. C represents
a positive constant that may change from place to place, and O(2), o(1), 0,(1) mean |O(1)| < C|A|,
o(1)/A — 0and 0,(1) — 0 as A — 0, respectively. Given a set M and two functions fi, > : M —
R, we write f; < f; if there exists C > 0 such that f,(m) < Cf>(m) for all m € M. The symbol >
is defined analogously.

2. AUXILIARY FACTS

2.1. Hyperbolic spaces and Mobius transformations. We introduce the ball model B” of the
hyperbolic space. Denote B” by the Poincaré ball, which is a unit ball B" equipped with the

. 2 . .
usual Poincaré metric g = (1j_xP) g., where g, represents the standard Euclidean metric. The

n
hyperbolic volume element can be written as dVg» = (#) dx and the geodesic distance from

the origin to x € B” is given by p(x) = In 2. Let Bg.(0, R) denote the hyperbolic ball centered

1-|x*
at the origin with the radius equal to R. The associated Laplace-Beltrami operator Ag. and the
gradient operator Vg« are given respectively by

- N ela S0 ~
Agr = (1—|x|);a—x?+2(n—2);xia—)q . Van =

(1 — |

- ) V.

4
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Denote by W!2(B") the first order Sobolev space in the Poincaré ball B, i,e. the completion of
1
C=(B") under the norm ( fa |Vgn - |2dVBn)2. In the Poincaré ball B", for any u € W'(B"), there

holds )
~1
f |VBnu|2dVBn2(n ) f lul>dVgn. (2.1
B” B”

4
Under the polar coordinate system, the hyperbolic metric g can be decomposed into

g = dp® + sinh® pdo,

where do is the standard sphere metric. Then it is not difficult to check that Ag.» and V. can be
written as

i 0 1 0 1
A n=—+ - 1 th — + A n—1, V n =\, '—V n-11,
o op? (= Do pap sinh?p v (ap sinhp l)

respectively. We can also write

1 n
f J(x)dVgn =f f(rf)rn_l( : 2) dédr
B” 0 sn-1 1-r

. (2.2)
_ f f ¥ (tanh(E)g) (sinh p)"'dédp
0 gn-1 2
under the the polar coordinate system.
For each a € B", we define the Mobius transformations 7, by (see ])
—ala- 1 =la®(x -
T (x) = |x—al"a - (1 —|al")(x — a) 2.3)

1 —2x-a+ |x]*a?
where x - a denotes the scalar product in R". It is known that the volume element dVg:» on B"

is invariant with respect to the Mobius transformations, which deduces that for any ¢ € L'(B"),
there holds

|(p ] TaldVBn = f |(p|dVBn.
B B

Furthermore, the commutativity of Mobius transformations 7, with the operator —Ag. still holds.
That is to say that for any ¢ € C.°(B"), there holds

f —Api(¢p 0 7,)(¢ 0 7,)d Ve = f (—Agn@p) 074+ (P 0 7,)dVen = f —Agnp - pdVpa.
B" B” B”
Using the Mobius transformations, we can define the geodesic distance from x to y in B” as
follows
plx.y) = p(Tu)) = p(Ty () = In -
’ ' ’ 1 —|Ty(x)l

Also using the Mobius transformations again, we can define the convolution of measurable func-
tions f and g on B" by (see [Iﬂ])

(=00 = [ FORTOMVa0),

where dVg:(y) = (ﬁ)n dy.
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2.2. Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality in the Poincaré disk B2. It is well known that for
any u € W'2(B?), there holds

2
f (IVsul® = Alul)dVi: = Coff f ultdVs:)’
B2 B2

forany 0 < A < i and 2 < g < +oo. If we define f = (-Ag2 — u, by duality, the above
inequality is equivalent to

2
7

([ uavee)’ = cuy [ -0 - 2t fRavs
B2 B2

with é + é = 1, which can be written as

fB 2 fB OGN (IAVe()dVa: () < Ci( fB A1 dVe2)

where G ,(x, y) is the Green’s function of the operator —Ag: — A in the Poincaré disk B>. Further-
more, we can also derive that for any f and g € L7 (B?), there holds

j]B; fBZ J(0)G(x, g dVE2(y)d Vg2 (x) < C,Y,iﬂ|f||L11’(B2)||8||L4’(BZ)-
If we define 1,(f) = [, Ga(x,y)f(y)dVz(), then it follows that
Wa()l a2y < CI,;”f”Lq/(Bz)'
2.3. Totally geodesic lines of two-dimensional hyperboloid model. Let R>' = (R**!, ¢) be the
Minkowski space, where the metric
ds* = dx} + dx; — dx;.

The hyperboloid model of hyperbolic space H? is the submanifold

xeR™ :xj+x-x3=—1,x3 >0}

The totally geodesic line U,, along x, direction through the origin of R? can be defined as U,, =
{(xeH?: = 0}. The general totally geodesic line along x, direction can be generated through
hyperbohc rotatlon More precisely, define A = Idy & A’, where A’ is the hyperbolic rotation
on R? and is given by

T _( cosht, sinht )
~ \ sinht, cosht

Then {U}, := A}, (U,,)}ier is a family of totally geodesic lines along x, direction and they are
pairwise disjoint and constitute the whole hyperbolic space H?. The totally geodesic line U,
along v € S' direction through the origin of R* can be defined as U, = {x € H” : (x;, x,) - v = 0}.
Forany x’ = (x1, x;) € R%, we can write ¥’ = (x’-v)v+)’ and y’ is orthogonal to v. U’ = Id,. Q) A".
Simple calculation gives that

U! = (sinhtx3v + ¥, coshixs), (X', x3) € U,.
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It is easy to check that {U!},cr are pairwise disjoint and also constitute the whole hyperbolic
space H?Z.

2.4. Totally geodesic lines of Poincaré disk model and reflection: Let ¢ be the isometric map
from two-dimensional hyperboloid model to Poincaré disk. The ¢ can be obtained by stereo-
graphic projection from the hyperboloid to the plane {x; = 0} taking the vertex from which to
project to be (0,0, - - -, —1). In fact, we can write the map ¢ as ¢ : x € H?> — - :Cl,+1 € B2. Under
the map ¢, by careful calculation, one can check that the totally geodesic line an,, of hyperboloid
H? becomes {x € B> : x-v = 0}, which is also a geodesic line of Poincaré disk. Furthermore
{#(U")};cr are pairwise disjoint and constitute Poincaré disk B2. Let us recall Mobius transfor-
mations in the Poincaré disk. For each a € B?, we define the Mobius transformations 7, by (see

()

lx —al’a - (1 = |al)(x — a)
T,(x) =
) 1 —2x-a+ |x*a?

where x - a denotes the scalar product in R?. The Mobius transformation includes rotation and is
isometric from B? to B2. It is well known that for any fixed v € S', {T, (¢(U,))},cz2 generates all
geodesic lines of Poincaré disk.

For the totally geodesic line ¢(U,,) = {x € B? : x, = 0} along x, direction in B, it is easy
to define the reflection I,, about ¢(U,,) through I,,(x;, x2) = (x1,—x) for x = (x,x,) € B2
Obviously, through the geodesic line equation, one can easily verify that /,, maps the geo-
desic line to the geodesic line. One can similarly define the reflection 7, about ¢(U,) through
I,(x1, x2) = —(x-v)v+y, where x = (x1, x) = (x-v)v+yandy € v*-. Obviously, I,(¢(U,)) = ¢(U,).

Now, we start to define the reflection about the general totally geodesic line in B?. According
to the definition of totally geodesic line, any totally geodesic line can be written as 7,(¢(U,,))
for some a > 0. The reflection I3, about T,(¢(U,,)) can be defined through

IL(x)=T,0l,0T,

since T,' = T,. Simple calculation gives that I¢ (T(¢(Uy,))) = T, o I, o T,(To(¢(Uy,))) =
T,o IX2(¢(UX2)) = Ta(¢(sz))-

2.5. Symmetry of solutions for Moser-Trudinger equations in the Poincaré disk B>.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that u € W'2(B?) is a positive solution of equation

2.4)

— Agau = ﬂue“z, x € B,
u — 0, when p(x) — oo,

where 0 < A < i. Then there exists P € B? such that u is a constant on the geodesic sphere cen-
tered at P. Furthermore, u(x) is strictly decreasing about the geodesic distance p(x) = d(x, P).

Proof. By Green’s formula, we know that

u(x) = f Ga(x, ) Au(e” = 1)dVsz,
B2
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where G,(x, ) is the Green’s function of the operator —Agz> — A in the Poincaré disk B? (The
Green’s function G,(x, y) is a decreasing function about p(x, y), one can refer to [@] for details).
We only need to show the symmetry of positive solutions to this integral equation. We adopt the
moving-plane method in integral forms of the hyperbolic space developed in [@]. To perform
the moving-plane arguments, we fix one specific direction v € S! and for such direction consider
t > 0, then the hyperbolic hyperplane ¢(U") splits the Poincaré disk B into two parts. We denote
by %, = U, #(U!) and u,(x) = u(I’(x)). Direct calculations give that for any x € %, there hold

u(x) = f Ga(x, ) Au(e” — 1)dVi: + f Ga(x, ) Au(e” = 1)dVi:
z B2\%,

2.5)
= f Ga(x, y)u(e” — 1)dV: + f Ga(x, L), (e — 1)dVa

% %
and

Mwifmmmwmwﬂnw@ﬁf G1(I,(x), ) Au(e” = 1)d Vg
x BN (2.6)
5f®mmwmwﬂDﬁ@+fGMMu@mmﬂ—nwm
z %

Since 7/, is an isometry, we have G,(I'(x),y) = G,(x, I'(y)) and G,(I}(x), I.(y)) = G,(x,y). Hence
we can derive that

0, (x) — u(x) = f G (1), y)(Au(e" = 1) = Au(e" = 1))d Vs
%
+ f G,l(x,y)(/lu,(e”fz—1)—/lu(e“2—1))dVBz (2.7)
%

= | (Ga(x.y) = GalI(x). ) (Au(e = 1) = Au(e" = 1))d V.
%

Step 1. We compare the values of u,(x) and u(x). We first show that for 7 sufficiently negative,
there holds
u(x) > u(x), ¥x e€x,. (2.8)

Define
X={xeZ  ulx)>ul(x).
By ([2.7) and the mean-value theorem, we derive

u() = u(x) = | (Ga(x,y) = Gal(x), ) (e = 1) = A" = 1))d Vs
%

< | (Galxy) = Gali(x). ) (Au(e” = 1) = Auy(e" = 1))dVz:
b

(2.9)
< f Ga(x,y)(Au(e” = 1) = Au(e" = 1))d Vg
T

< f G (A = @i + D) - u)dVze.
x
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Through Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality on the hyperbolic space, we derive that

lae(x) = (D)o < Crpll(Ale™ = D@u? + 1)t = )l s

- , (2.10)
< Il = D@ + D)l llu = tll o,

whereZ§q<+ooand$:

1301

é + 1. By Moser-Trudinger inequality in the Poincaré disk B? (see

sup (€ = 1)dV < +ov, 2.11)

1,2(B2 2 2
ueW2(B), [V oul, , <1 B

we know that (e"2 —1)(2u? + 1) is L" integrable and ||((.e“2 - DQu? + 1))|| v 1s sufficiently small
for sufficiently negative ¢. This deduces that £ must be empty for sufficiently negative z. Then
we accomplish the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. Inequality (2.8) provides a starting point to move the plane ¢(U"). Define
to=sup{t: uyx)>u(x), s<t, VxeX.
We will show that u,,(x) = u(x) for any x € X,,. Obviously
Uy (x) > u(x), ¥x €.
If there exists some point x; such that u, (xy) > u(xo), then by @.7), we see that
Uy, (x) > u(x), ¥x €.

Next, we will show that the plane can be moved further to the right. More precisely, there exists
an € > 0 such that for any t € [fy, 7y + €), there holds

u,(x) > u(x), ¥x e,
Let
i ={x € Ty | u(x) = uyy ()}

Obviously Z_?O has the measure zero and lim X} C 2_?0 Then it follows that there exists an € > 0
1—1

such that for any ¢ € [1y, tp + €), the integral ||((e“2 - DQu® + 1))|| v 1s sufficiently small. Recall
that

2
() = s (O)acey < (€ = D + D)llren e = el zacss).

This deduces that for any ¢ € [7y, tp+€), there holds u,(x) > u(x), Vx € Z,, which is a contradiction
with the definition of 7. Hence we conclude that

Uy (x) = u(x), ¥x €.

Step 3. Since the direction v is arbitrary, we conclude that there exists P € B? such that u(x) is
strictly decreasing about the geodesic distance p(x) = d(x, P). m|
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3. (QQUANTIZATION ANALYSIS OF MOSER-TRUDINGER EQUATIONS

From Proposition 2.1l we know that a positive solution to equation (L3) is radially decreasing
about the origin up to some Mobius transformation. Without loss of generality, we may assume
that the positive solutions are radially decreasing. In this section, we are devoted to investigating
blow-up behaviors of equation (I.3) inspired from [Iﬁ], which is crucial to prove Theorem [L.1l

Proposition 3.1. Assume that uy ¢ W"2(B?) are a family of solutions satisfying
— Agouy, = ﬂkuke"%, x € B,
up >0, x € B?,
3.1
u; — 0, when p(x) — oo,

2
||VB2uk”L2(B2) < MO,

where 0 < A < %. If ¢ = ur(0) = maxg: uy — o0 as k — oo, then up to a subsequence, we have

Ay — 0, ”VBz“k”iRBZ) — 47, [Veoup*dVige — 416y and /lku%e”deBz — 4rd,.

In order to prove Proposition 3.1 we rewrite (3.I)) into the following equation in the unit ball
B, of Euclidean space R? by the conformal invariance between (B}, dV5) and (B, dx):

1—|x?
u, >0, X € By,
I/thO, xe&Bl.

2 )
— Auy, :/lkuke“k( ) , X€ B,
(3.2)

Lemma 3.2. Let r, > 0 be such that Lricie = 1. If ¢, — oo as k — oo, then there exist
constants a € (0,1) and € > 0 such that r, < Ce 274,

M(x) 1= cr(ug(rex) = ) = 1o(x) := = In(1+ 1) in G, (R?), (3.3)
and
7\
lim limf ﬂkuie"i( ) dx = f 4e*™dx = 4n. (3.4)
Rocok=eo Jpp 1= |xf? R2
Proof. First, we claim that after passing to a subsequence, ||VBzuk||i2 &) 4r. Assume by con-

2

@) < 47, that is,

f \Vu|*dx < 4n.
By

For any 6 € (0, 1), applying Moser-Trudinger inequality and Sobolev inequality in bounded
domains of R? respectively, we get that ¢“t and uy are bounded in L (By) for any p > 1. Then
it follows that uke"i € L'(Bs) for any r > 1. This deduces that u;, € L*(Bs) by Moser iteration
techniques, which is a contradiction with u;(0) = ¢, — oo.

tradiction that ||Vg2ut]|



QUANTIZATION ANALYSIS OF MOSER-TRUDINGER EQUATIONS 13

Recalling that ||Vg2u[? ey S M,, so we can choose a € (0, 1) such that || Vg2(auy)||? <A4n.

By Moser-Trudinger inequality 2.11)), we get

f (e“zui —1)dVz < Cy
B2

for some C > 0, which together with Poincaré inequality (Z.1) implies that
1 e1-a)e fB , u]% el dVi:
P [ IVaauPd Vs
1= (fBz c,%(e(’z“/% — 1)dVg + f]BSZ uidVBz)
ﬁBZ |Ve2u?d Ve

=% (2 Co + 4 M)

Ar ’
where the claim above is used in the last 1nequa11ty Considering A;ricje % = 1, we deduce that

ry < Ce™ 207¢; directly where C=((Cy+ 4M0)/47r)2.
Set vy = u(ryx) — cx. We claim that vy — 0 in C| (R?) as k — oo. Indeed, vy satisfies

@) <

IA

(R?),

2
1 w(rix _ 2
—Av(x) = _Me(“k(rkx)+ck)(“k(rkx) cx) ——| - 0 in C?oc
Cr Cg 1- ry |X|

2
since 0 < 52 < 1, () + (i) = ) < 0, = = 0and (| = 4 in €L,

Ck

Observing that v, < 0, Ay, is locally bounded and v;(0) = O, thus the claim follows from
Harnack inequality.
As aresult, 7 satisfies

2
g, (r,x) 2
g = WD e (2 ),

Ci 1 = r|xf? n
where

(R?).

2
(i) -1, (—2 ) —4 inC?

Ck 1 - r2|x? o
Observing that 1, < 0, Any is locally bounded and 77,(0) = 0, we have 5y — n* in CIOC(RZ) by
Harnack inequality, where —An* = 4¢*"" and 17*(0) = 0. On the other hand, we know that

—Any = 4™ inR?,  ny(0) = 0. (3.5)
Hence by the uniqueness of solutions to the Cauchy problem (3.3)), we obtain * = 7.
Finally, (3.4) follows from Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. O

Lemma 3.3. Let wy, := ck(nk —10). If ek = o0 as k — oo, then we have w, — wy in C}._(R?),

where

loc

2

2r 1-r2 (™ Int
W()(I") = 770(}") + m 770( )+ 1+ 2 f —dt (36)
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is the unique solution to the ODE
—Awy = 4”0 (my + 15 + 2wp),  wo(0) =0,  wj(0) = 0. (3.7)

Moreover, wy satisfies

f (—Awp)dx = 4, (3.8)
R2
and
sup |[wo(r) — no(r)| < co. (3.9)
rel0,00)
Proof. Notice that n; satisfies
240k 2 2
—Amy = (1 + ’7_5)6( ﬂz)”" (—2) : (3.10)
c 1 = rlx?
Using (3.3) and (3.10) we compute
’]_k 2
[ B (2o
c; 1 — rlxf?
_ 5 (nk_n0)+n3+2'10('1k*no)+(nkfno)2 1 2 G.1D)
:4627]0 Ci(l"‘rl_(z)"'rlk 2770)6 (71% (—22) —C]% .
k Ck 1 = rlx]

By Lemma[3.2] we know for every R > 0, ;(r) — no(r) = o(1) as k — oo uniformly for r € [0, R].
By using a Taylor expansion:

o) OO0 gm0 2
2 0 5
e k = 1 + 2(]7]( - 77()) + Z —+ 0(1)Ck + 0(1)(nk _ 7]0),

k

with o(1) — 0 as k — oo uniformly for r € [0, R], we get
—Awy = 4e*™ (179 + 15 + 2wy + o(1) + o(1)wy), (3.12)

with o(1) — 0 as k — oo uniformly for r € [0, R]. Observing that wi(0) = w;(0) = 0, from ODE
theory it follows that wy(r) is uniformly bounded in r € [0, R] and by elliptic estimates we have
wi = w*in C,_(R?), where w* satisfies (3.7)).

Noting that the solution to the Cauchy problem (3.7) is unique, hence in order to prove w* =

wo, it is enough to show that wy solves (3.7). First, direct computing yields that wy(0) = 0,

2r(1 =r*)  2In(1 + ) 4r fl”z Int dr (3.13)
1

R (e T—1
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and w(0) = 0. So, using Awo(r) = wyy (r) + 1wp(r), we get

1672 12In(1 + ) 81 -7 (™7 1Int

—Awp = - + Lt
TR T a2 T aemr ), 1o
472 21 =) ™7 Int
=dem | T 43y e 2 =Lt
¢ [1+r2 o 1+ J; -t

= 4¢*™ (5 + n(z) + 2wyp).
By the divergence theorem and (3.13) we get directly
fRZ(—Awo)dx = - rlg})lo 2rrwy(r) = 4m.
Moreover, from (3.13) it is easily seen that
lim (1 + r)(wy(r) = my(r) = lim(1 + r)(wo(r) = (1) = 0,

which implies that

wWh(r) = ()| < o forrefo,e). (3.14)

Therefore (3.9) follows from integrating (3.14)) in r. O

Lemma 3.4. Fix R € (0, o) such that wy < —1 on [Ry, o), where wy is given by (3.6)). If ¢y — oo
as k — oo, then we have

m(r) < no(r)  forr € [Ro, "), (3.15)
or equivalently,
1 r?
w(r) <y ——In|l+—=| forrel[Ror, ). (3.16)
Cr rk

Proof. Letn :=no+ 3 + % and
k k

Di(r, §) := ¢}
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Write /1 := (2+2%)—2m9 and £ := 1+In(1+7%). By Lemmas3.2landB.3we know [rp]+wo| = O(€).
k
Thus, with a Taylor expansion we deduce that

7 2
(“%)6(“3)"( =)
c l—rkr2

—am(1+ D 20 f)a +h+ O(P)(L + OG2r2))
& k k
2wy + 1 +
= 4¢™0 (1 + W f +0(ci*0) (0(ci*¢) + 0(c%D) + 0(c;4§4)) (1+ 0(2r)
Cx Ck
2wy + 1o +
— 4 (1 + w f + 0(c*) (0 9) + 0(c28) + 0 + O(r,frz))
Cr Ck
as long as |h| < 1 and r;r < 1, which is true provided that

ol <6, clé<e, nr<s, (3.17)

for some ¢ > 0 small enough. Recall that r,% = O(e‘ach) from Lemma[3.2] Then it follows from

(3.3) and (37) that

Dy(r, ¢) = 4™ (20 + 0(9) (O(c;* ) + O(c M) + OEY) + O(che™ 4 1?)) (3.18)
provided that (3.17).
Setmy :=1mo + = + "”‘ . Then (3.10) is equivalent to
~App = Oi(r, d1),  ¢1(0) =0,  ¢,(0) = 0. (3.19)

We now proceed to bound ¢; by the contraction mapping theorem. We restrict our attention to
an integral [0, s;] with s, = o(1)e* and functions ¢ : [0, s;] — R satisfying |¢| < O(£), so that
(BI7) holds as k — oo. Taking ¢ = ¢, and ¢ = r¢’, then (B.19) is equivalent to

1
¢, = ;'7[’9
W = —rdy(r, ), (3-20)
$(0) = Y(0) =

By (3.18) we see that, for a fixed time T,
D(r, ¢) = 4™ (2¢ + 0($) + O(1))

uniformly on [0, T']. From ODE theory we deduce that ¢ and y are uniformly bounded in [0, T],
1.e.

lp(n| < C(T), (Nl <C(T), forrel0,T], (3.21)
uniformly in ¢;. Considering the functions

"1
Fpu(r) .= ¢(T) + fr Elﬁ(S)dS, r>T,

Goun(r) == W(T) — f sOu(s, d(s)ds, r=T,
T
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and fixing S = s > T with s; = o(1)e*, we define the norms

f(r) '

—— L Ifll =2 sup If(

re[T,S ]

I/l == sup

re(T,S]

for any function f. For a large constant M > 0 to be fixed later, we define

By :=1{(@,¢) : I = du(Dlh < M, Wl < M, §(T) = ¢(T), Y(T) = T$(T))}.

Firstly, we claim that (¢, ) — (F (4., G(s.4)) sends By into itself for suitable M and T'. Indeed,
for (¢, ¥) € By, we have

r 1 1
|Fgu)(r) — d(T)] < f ;Iw(s)lds < EM(lnr —InT),
T

which implies that ||F 4, — ¢x(T)ll; < M. Furthermore, for (¢, %) € By, we have
lp()| < |gu(T)| + |p(r) — pp(T)| < C(T) + M(Inr —InT) < C(T) + M1Inr

for any r € [T, S]. Then it follows from (3.I8)) that

T4
Graan(] < W(T)| + fT a5 (20000 + 0(6(50) + OE5)) ds

“ 12s(C(T) + M1n s) f‘” 4sC(1 + In(1 + s%))*
< d
<C(T) + fT 1+ 52 S + ; 1+ 522 s
< 12s < 12slns * 45(1 + In(1 + s*)*
=C(M|1 — M S
C( )( +fT (1+S2)2ds)+ ) (1+S2)2ds+Cj; T+ 507 ds

for some fixed C independent of M and c;. First choosing 7' > 1 so large that

“ 12slns 1
fT s < 5. (3.22)

and then M such that

© 12 © As(1 +In(1 + 2)* 1
C(T)(1+f —Sds)+Cf sA 40+, 0 Ly
r (1 T 2

+ 52)2 (1 + 52)?

we obtain ||G ) ll. < M, which implies (F. ., G..,) maps B, into itself.
Next, we show (@, ) = (F(4.4), Gs)) is a contraction mapping on By,. In fact, for (¢, ¢), (§, ) €
B, we have

"1 - 1 -
|F (1) = Fg ) ()| < f SW(s) = (s)lds < Sl = dll(nr = InT),
T
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which implies that ||F ) — Fg)lli < %Ilz,b — /]l,. On the other hand, from (B.I8) and (3.22) we
deduce that

1Gu)(1) = G ()l < f s|@x(s, ¢(s)) = Di(s, P(s)ld's
T

" 4s ~
< fT m(Z + o(1))|é(s) — p(s)lds

< 1|| al QRESLEINS 1|| ol
~lp - ———ds < —|l¢ — Bl
<5 li¢ ¢2T(1+52)2 < 419 =4l

Hence |Gy — Gl < %”l// — |y, and (F > G(.) 1s exactly a contraction mapping on By,. In
particular, (F..), G(.,) has a fixed point (¢, ) € By satisfying (3.20). Then, by the uniqueness
of solutions to the Cauchy problem (3.20)), we obtain (¢, Yo) = (¢, r¢,) for r € [T, S ], and

M
o < C(T)+ M(Inr—1InT), |p(r)] < 5 forre[T,S]. (3.23)
r
For k large enough, fix § = s; = o(1)e* such that s, > 2¢;. Since wy < —1 on [Ry, ), it

follows from (3.21)) and (3.23) that
C (TY+MInr

m(r) <no(r) — - + ————— <mno(r), forr € [Ry,si]. (3.24)
Ck Ck

Using (3.3), 3.13) and (3.23)), we compute

1 1
f(Ano)dx—f 4 dx = 4r (1 - O
B 1+ 57 57 57

Sk

f (—Awp)dx = 2rs,wy(se) = 4n(1 + o(1)),

f (—A¢r)dx
By,

Summing up we deduce that

= 275l (sl = O(1).

f (- Ank)dx_4n__ O(? An(l +20(1)) +0(41) s an
Sk (6 c;

by the choice of s;. Therefore we obtain

—2mrmy(r) = f(—Aﬂo)dx <4r < f (—Andx < f(—Ank)dx = —2nrm(r)
B,

By, B,

for r € [y, r;"), which together with (3.24) implies (r) < no(r) for r € [Ro, r;!). m]
Proof of Proposition3.1) Assume that p; = /ﬂ—lcz < 1. Taking r = p; in (3.16)), we have
k

1 I
(o) < o — —ln(l ; &) — ¢ — —1In(1 + ) <0,
Cy rk Ck
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which contradicts with u;, > 0 in B;. Hence p; > 1, so that 4, — 0 as k — oo.
2
Write fi(r) := ﬂku%e”i ( 2 ) . By Lemma[3.4 we have, for r € [Ryry, 1),

1-r2

2 2 )
7‘2fk(l’): L) (uk_(r)) e(uk(r)+0k)(uk(r)—ck)( 2 )

Ik Cr 1-172

uy (r)
T ) )
. 1+ 2
'k Cy }"k 1-r

)

w(r)\ 2\ % 2\
s )

IA

IA

Define the function

Then for any fixed r > 0, g, (¢) satisfies

2

20, g0)=0, limg(t)=0, gN=0&1=p:=—"—7H-,
8k 81(0) lim g (#) 81(0) CE e

which implies that

4 2\
P fr) < ( ), for r € [Ryry, 1). 3.25
Ji(r) W0+ 2\ 1= 7 [Rorx, 1) (3.25)

Moreover, for any fixed § € (0, 1), it follows from (3.23) that

4

, forre[Rorg, 0],
102(r/r) (1 — 62)2 Ror. 0]

P filr) <

so that

2
o 2 2

lim lim f e > | dx

R—00 k— 00 B(S\BRrk 1 - |x|

lim lim f: k 2nr fil(r)dr (3.26)

8 1
S——J%71m1MHJQ——7———dr
(1 = 6%)* Rowk—e Jp. rIn(r/ry)

= 0.

On the other hand, since u,(1) = 0 and ||VBzuk||i2 ) < M,, we get by Holder inequality that, for
any r € [0, 1),

" L LY S TS AL S BN At
u(r) = 1uk(s)dss r lu, (s)lds < r 2rslu(s)°ds Eln; <M, Eln; .
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This infers that ,
2
limf Alets (—) dx
k> Jp g, Kk 1 —|x?

5 \2
. 2

lim /lke“k(‘s)f u; (—2) dx
koo BB, \ 1 —Ixl

<

o (3.27)
= lim 2" f ] u;dVs:

k—oo B2\B,»(0,3)

. Mo 1p L 2
< lim4Ae? s |Ve2uy|d Vi

k—>oo B2

where & satisfies 6 = £=L. Therefore, combining (3.4), (3.26) and (3.27) yields ||VBzuk||iz(B2) —

eO+1
2
4r, |Vauy*dVge — 4ndy and Queed Ve — 4nmb as k — oo. i
Now, we are in a position to prove Theorem [T

Proof of Theorem We shall deal with three cases in Theorem [L.I]respectively.
Case 1: 1, = 0. We first show that ||Vg2u|? has a positive lower bound as k — co. Assume

L*(B?)
for contradiction that ”VBmk”i%Bz) — 0. Then % — 1 is bounded in L’ (B?) for any p > 1 by
applying Moser-Trudinger inequality (Z.11)). Denote i = w—,4—— thus ”V]B%zﬁk”iz(Bz) = 1. By
B 12(B2)

Poincaré inequality (Z.1)), we get ii; is bounded in L¢(B?) for any ¢ > 2. Since A, = 0, we deduce

1= f i2ehdVa = A, f (e — D)V + Ay f i2dVg
B2 B2 B2

% ]
< A (f ﬁidVBz) (f (e”f — 1)2dVBz) + ﬂkf Ijt]%dVBz - 0,
B2 B2 B2

which is a contradiction.
Now we proceed to prove that ¢; := u;(0) = max u(x) — oo as k — co. Otherwise we have
xeB

u; € L°(B?). Since ”VBzuk”iz(Bz) < M,, by Poincaré inequality (Z.I)) we derive

f 2 e dVe < f 2 uidVs < f 2 IVe2u4*dVe: < 1. (3.28)
B B B

However, from (I.3) we have
2 u? _ 1 2
uecdVg = — |Veau|°dVg2: — 00 ask — oo,
k
B2 /lk B2

contradicting (3.28)). This together with Proposition B.Ilaccomplishes the proof of Case 1.

Case 2: A, € (0,1). Since ||VBzuk||%2(B2) < M,, there exist uy € W'*(B?) and a subsequence
still denoted by u; such that u; — ug in W'2(B?) as k — co. Moreover, from Proposition 3.1 we
have u; € L®(B?), which leads to u; — uy in C*(B?) by standard elliptic regularity theory and

thus u, satisfies (1.6).
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Now we show that u; — u,in WH(B?). Since A < 1, by the equivalence of norms in W'?(B?),
we just need to show

lim | (Veaul® — Aguy) dVee = f (IVs2u0l® — Agud) d V. (3.29)
k—o0 B2 B2
From (L3) and (L.6), it suffices to prove that
lim | A (e% = 1)dVs = f Agu (€ = 1) d V. (3.30)
k—o0 B2 B2

Indeed, we can write

f /lku,% (e”% - l)dVBz = f /lku% (e”f - l)dVBz + f /lku% (e”f - l)dVBz =1 + .
B2 B2 (0.R) B2\B_»(0,R)

For I}, since u;, € L*(B?), it follows from Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem that

lim lim /; = f Aug (€ = 1) V. (3.31)
BZ

R—00 k—c0

For I,, since IIVBzuklliz(Bz) < M,, we have by Poincaré inequality (2.1)) that, for any r € (0, 1),

Arr? 2\ 2\
M]%(r)m = M%(F)L (1_—|x|2) dx < L I/t]% (1_—|x|2) dx < fBz M]%dVBZ < 4M(),

which implies that
VMo(1 = r?)
o

By using ¢* — 1 < x%¢* for any x € R and u; € L*(B?), we deduce

M2(1 - 12)?

2 2 0
Agit? (e”k - 1) < Aaife' <
k k 24

Then by Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we get lim lim 7, = 0, which together with

R— 00 k—oo

(B3.37)) yields (3.30). Then the proof of Case 2 is completed.

Case 3: ) = %. As what we did in the previous proof of (ii), we can similarly derive that up
to a subsequence, A — 1, ux € L™(B?) and uy — uo in C*(B?) as k — oo, where u, satisfies (L6)
with A, replaced by i. It follows directly from Proposition[B.7 of Appendix B that u, = 0. O

u(r) < (3.32)

e L'(B*\Bz:(0, R)).

4. EXISTENCE OF POSITIVE CRITICAL POINTS

In this section, we will prove the existence of positive critical points for the Moser-Trudinger

functional
F(u) = f (6“2 —1)dVs
BZ

under the constraint fBz |Vg2ul?’dVg: = A for A > 4n.
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The ground state solution of equation
— Agau = ﬂue“z, x € B?,
u>0, x € B, 4.1)
u — 0, when p(x) — oo,

is a positive critical point of the Moser-Trudinger functional

F(u) = fB 2 (e = 1)dVe

under the constraint fBz |Vgaul?dVg> = A for some A > 0. The existence of ground state solution
is easily proved by same argument as [E, Appendix]. Furthermore, the functional energy

1 1
I(uy) = 5 fBz Va1, [?d Vg2 — 5 fIB; (e“le - l)dVBz

of the ground state solution u, to equation (.1 must satisfy 0 < I;(u;) < 2. It is not difficult to
prove that fBz |Viu,|>d V2 is bounded when A is away from }L through the definition of the ground
state solution. Recalling Theorem [L.T] we know that u, must blow up at the origin when 2 — 0
up to some Mobius transformation, Dirichlet energy fBz |Vg21,?d Vg2 is continuous about the

parameter A € (0, i) and %irré f]BSZ |Va2u,>dVs2 = 4n. If we can prove when A approaches to zero,

fBZ |Vg21]>d V2 approaches to 4r from the above, then one can deduce that the Moser-Trudinger

functional
F(u) = f (e = 1)dVe
BZ

under the constraint f]BSZ |Va2u|?dVg: = A for A > 4r and A close to 47 has a positive critical point,

which accomplishes the proof of Theorem [[.4l Now, it remains to prove that fBz |Va2u,>dVi:
approaches to 4rr from the above when 4 — 0. We need the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. (Proposition 15, [@] ) Let f € C°%(R?) be radially symmetric and satisfy f(r) =
O(In? r) as r — oo for some g > 0. If w € C*(R?) is a radially symmetric solution of

—Aw = 4e*™(f + 2w), 4.2)
where 1 is as in 3.3), then Aw € L'(R?) and we have
In?
w(r) =BInr+0(1), w(r)= é + 0(n_3r) asr — oo, 4.3)
r r
where g = max{l, g} and
1
Bi= — f Awdyx. 4.4)
2 R2
Lemma 4.2. (Proposition 16, [28]) Let f,w and B be as in Lemma Then
2 x> =1
B=-=| ———=f(x)dx. (4.5)

7w Jpz (1 + [xP)?
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Lemma 4.3. Let 1, := c (u (ryix) — cp), wy := cﬁ(m —1np) and 7, := cﬁ(w/l — Wy), where ¢c; =
12(0) = max u,(x), e = 1, and n, wy are defined in Lemmas 3.2 and B3| respectively. If
xeB

1

A — 0, then we have zy — z9in C_,

(R?), where z is the unique solution to the ODE

1
—Azp = 4€™ [wq + 2w§ + 4nowy + 2w0n(2) + 77(3) + 5773 + 210) . 200)=0, z,(0)=0. (4.6)

Moreover, 7 satisfies

zo(r) =BInr+ O(1) “4.7)
as r — oo, where
1 n?
B = —f Azpdx = —6 — —. (4.8)
27T R2 3
Proof. Direct computations give that
2(w/1ﬂv0)+2w0+r]% 210w —w)+219w0 (w/lfwo)2+2w0(w/lﬂv0)+m%
w Wy — W + + 1 2
—Az, = 4e*™ cj(l Lo Mo O)e E I B (—)
2 c* 1 — 72|x?
2 2 2 1
4 2 2
—cy—cy(mo+m+ ZWO)].
4.9)

From Theorem [[.1] we know ¢, — oo as 2 — 0. Then it follows from Lemma [3.3] that for every
R > 0, wy(r) — wo(r) = o(1) as 4 — 0 uniformly for r € [0, R]. By using a Taylor expansion:

2(w=w)+2w( +r]% 20w —w)+2mgwg (wy=wo )2 +2w(w—wo )+w%
2 + 4 + 3

e ‘a ‘a ‘a
2wy —wo) + 2wo + 12 210w 2wy + 12)?
14 (wa 0)2 0T T N 7704 0 +( 0 4770) +0(1)c34,
c; ) 2c

with o(1) — 0 as 4 — 0 uniformly for r € [0, R], we get
1
Az, = 4> wo + 2w(2) + 4nowo + 2w077(2) + 77(3, + Enf') + 2z, + o(1) + o(1)z, (4.10)

with o(1) — 0 as 4 — 0 uniformly for r € [0, R]. Observing that z,(0) = z/,(0) = 0, from ODE
theory it follows that z,(r) is uniformly bounded in r € [0, R] and by elliptic estimates 7, — z; in
C! (R?), where z is the unique solution to ({#.6).

loc

Moreover, it follows from Lemmas and [3.3]that
2 2, o3, 1y 4
[ = wo + 2wy + 4nowo + 2wong + 1 + EUO = O(In" |x)). 4.11)
Using Lemmas @.Tland 4.2] we know z satisfies (4.7)) where

2 _
B = B L e F(x)dx. (4.12)

7w Jpz (1 + [xP)?
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By integrating by parts we compute

x> =1 ©  In
. WWO‘ SRNERT)
x> — (625 © o
o (L+|x |3)3 Wi = (2_16 "9 (3)) 81 45°
|x|? - (125 27
f T |3)3770(x)w0(x)dx (72 Z(S))Jr 77
|x[? 16 409 35713
(4 x |3)3w0(x)n0(x)dx—( Z(3) - 54) + 162
|x]?> - 2lx
ST ==

P - 1 _ 4
f A+ 3" o 2

7T5

+E,

(4.13)

where Z denotes the Euler-Riemann zeta function. Combining @.11), @.12)) and @.13)) yields

E.38)) finally.

We are in a position to give

Lemma 4.4. If 1 — O, then it holds that

Ar
dr + — +0(c/l ).
/1

||VB2 uﬂ”LZ(BZ) =

O

(4.14)

Proof. From Theorem [T we know ¢; — coas 4 — 0. Fix § = s, = o(1)e* with 5, > ¢/ for

some p > 2. By a change of variable, we have

rAsA

where 17, 1= 10 + =3 + + *”; and
1

Ya(r,¥p) —C,1

_ 22
i 1 —rir

By Lemmas[3.2] 3.3]and 4.3 we know
70l + Iwol + |20l = O(8),

A

2V 28 (2 )
f /luﬁe“le( 2) dx = f (1 +77_;) (+‘321)n (—2) dx
B 1 — [x] By, c; 1 — r4|x?
A A
:f (H@)( Amp— 20 _ 2%
By, A A €2

2414 2\ A
(1+7M) (+"3)m( ) +Ano+ﬂ++
C C

\P/l(r7 l/’/l)

|

6

€,

4
€,

A%

) dx,

(4.15)

where £ is defined in the proof of Lemma[3.4l Thus, with a Taylor expansion we deduce that

Wa(r ) = 46 (20, + OW) (0(c:w) + O(c%Eh) + O(E°) + O(c5rir))
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provided that
Il <6, c'é<6, rar<s,

for some ¢ > 0 small enough. Similar to the proof of Lemma[3.4] from the contraction mapping

theorem we infer that, there exist large constants 7 > 0 and M > 0 such that
()| < C(T), forre[0,T], 4.16)
W) < C(T)+ M(nr—1InT), forrelT,S]. '

Therefore we get W (r, ;) = e O(£%), which implies that

£°(1x)
SR

f [Wa(r,y)ldx < C
Bs/l

Similarly, we have
max{|Anol, [Awl, |Azol} = ¥ O(£?),

which leads to

5
ffmaX{IAnol,IAWOI,IAZOI}dxSCf D _ycc

By, e (L+ 222 —

Moreover, from (.13) and (4.16) we see

A o Wo -
1+n—2:1+n—2+—4+0(cf).
C
A A A

Summing up we get

2\ Anp + A Ao + noAwg + A
f Auﬁeui( ) dx = f (—Ano _ Moo T 2o Moo T oo ZO)dﬁo(cf).
B By,

2 4
A5 c 1 C 2

We compute directly

1
f (—Ang)dx = f 4e*dx = 47r(1 - 2) = 47 + o(c; "),
B B, 1+ 57

Sa A

f (=110A170 — Awp)dx = f 4e*™nodx — 27s,w)(s2)

By, By,
(ln(l +52) 1
=4n 5
I +s73 1+s

> - 1) + 47+ O(s;” In’ s,)
a4

= o(c}?),

f (—woAng — noAwgy — Azp)dx = f 46> (wq + 77(2) + 77(3, + 2wong)dx + f (—Azp)dx
B, By, B,

Sa Sa

23 2
- —8ﬂ—%+0(1)+2n(6+%)+0(1)

=4m+ o(1).
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As a result,

2 2 2 4r
f; e (1 — |x|2) dx =4r + = +o(c;h).

A51 A

Noticing that rys,; < 1, so we get

2
2 2 2 2 47T —4
VasttlPa, = f e (2 ) drz an s Ty o,
B 1 — [x] c)

This ends the proof of the lemma. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem [[.4l

Proof of Theorem Observe that solutions of problem (I.3)) are in fact critical points of the
functional F'(u) under the constraint fBZ |Vg2u,?’dVg2 = A. Define

E(/l) = ||VB2u/1||iZ(B2)- (417)

Then E is continuous with respect to A. From Theorem [L.1] we have lim,_,o E(1) = 4. Hence,
together with Lemma 4.4l we complete the proof. O

5. A PRECISE CHARACTERIZATION OF C,

In this section, we wish to provide a precise relation between A and ¢; when 4 — 0 by various
pointwise estimates of positive solutions to (I.I)), which is important to prove the uniqueness
result.

Denote by G(x, -) the Green’s function of —A in By, i.e. the solution to
-AG(x,-) =6, 1in By,
(x,-) 1 5.0)
G(_x, ) =0 on 831,

where ¢, is the Dirac function. We have the following well known decomposition formula of
G(x,y),

G(x,y) = S(x,y) — H(x,y) for (x,y) € B X By, (5.2)
where S (x,y) := —% In|x — y| and H(x,y) is the regular part of G(x,y). Furthermore, for any
X € By, the Robin function is defined as

R(x) := H(x, x). (5.3)

The preliminary relation between A and ¢; when 4 — 0 is as follows.

Proposition 5.1. There holds that llin& At = 1.

To prove Proposition[3.1l we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. For any 0 < o < 1, defining u§ = min{u,, oc,}, then

lim f |VeuJPd Vi = 4no.
A—-0 B2
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Proof. Since u, satisfies the equation
2
—Apauy = e, x € B, (5.4)

multiplying both sides of equation (5.4) by u¢ and using the integration by parts, we derive that

lim |VBzu/1| dV: = lim A f ¢ dVi:
A1-0 B2

2

. 2 2
> lim hm/lf e“uuy (———| dx

L—+00 1—0 B, 1- |X| (55)

2

= lim lim4c,r3Aoc, f eV x

L—>+c><>/l—>0 By
=4no.

On the other hand, multiplying both sides of equation (3.4) by (1, — oc;)", we also derive that

hmf V2 (1) — 0c) Pd Ve = hm/lf ”iu,l(uﬂ —ocy) dVy
2

A1-0

2
> lim lim cﬁrﬁ/l(l —o)c, 400 gy
L—+00 1—0 BL

=4n(l — o).

Hence we have

4ro+4n(l - o) < lim f |VBzu;’|2 + |V (u,y — ac1)+|2)dez

(5.6)
= hmf \Va2uy[*dVg: = 4n.
This implies that
lim f \Veu§ *dVy: = dno.
A-0 B2
Then we accomplish the proof of Lemma[5.2] i

Lemma 5.3. For any ¢ € C>(B?), there holds

lim/lf c,lu,le“legodVBz = 47¢(0).
A1-0 B2

Proof. We divide B into the following three parts

{uy > oca\By,,, {uy < ocat, By,
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Denote the integrals on the above three domains by I, I and I3, respectively. For I;, we have

. . 2
I, = lim hm/lf cu e ipd Ve
{uazocal\Brr,

L—+00 1—0

.1 )
Ll_l)lllw }111}(1) ;”QOHL“(BZ) (fB; [Va2u,|"d Vi —fB

Lra
1
lim _||‘;0||L°°(IB§2)(47T - f 4€2n0d.X') =0.
o

L—+o0 B,

IA

/luﬁe"id VBz)

IA

For 1,, since %irré Ac,; = 0 because of the boundedness of /lcﬁ from the proof of Proposition 4.1,

we obtain

. . 2
L = lim hm/lf cu e 1od Vi
{ur<oca}

L—+00 10

. . a2
< lim lim A llgllio@2) | ujedVg. =0,
L—+0c0 1—-0 B2

where we use the Moser-Trudinger inequality (2.17)) for ﬁgz ug e AV since %1_{% f]BSZ |Vg2uS P d Vi =

4ror. For Iz, we have

I

L—+00 1—0

lim lim/lf c,lu,le"i‘pdVBz

BLr/l

: : 2 2
Jin i ® J, aieia

L UN(X)\2 (9 41y ) 4
pl0) fim lim | (=T=) e o
Lo+ 150 Jp N ¢y (1 = [ryx]*)

= ¢(0) lim 4e*™dx = 47¢p(0).
BL

L—+0c0

Combining the estimates of I, I, and I5, we derive that

lim A f c,lu,le“i‘pdVBz = 4rp(0).
A1—-0 B2

This accomplishes the proof of Lemmal[5.3 O
Lemma 5.4. There holds c,u, — G in W(B?) for any q < 2, where G is the Green’s function
of the Laplacian operator —Ag: and G(x) = —% log |x|. Furthermore, cu, converges strongly to
G in C} _(B*\{0}).

Proof. From the proof of Lemmal5.3} one can easily see that f; = Ac,u,e is bounded in L' (B2).
Then one can derive that c,u; is bounded in W'¢(B?) for any 1 < ¢ < 2 (refer to [@, ] for
detailed proofs). Hence there exists G € W4(B?) such that c;u; — G in W'4(B?) and G satisfies
equation

5.7

—Ap2G =6y, x € B?,
G(x) — 0, when p(x) — oo.
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Obviously, G(x) = —% log |x| since the above equation is equivalent to

—AG:5(), XEBl,
G(x) =0, x€0B;.

Furthermore, for any ¢ > 0, we have

lim |Vp2uy?d Va2 = 0
=0 JB2\B_»(0,0)

29

(5.8)

through Lemma[5.2l Hence from Moser-Trudinger inequality in the Poincaré disk B? (Z.11)), for

any r > 2, there holds
f \fal’dVa: < (Acy) whe™idVe: < 1.

B2\B_1(0,6) B2\B,»(0,6)
Standard elliptic estimate gives that c,u, strongly converges to G in C>

loc
plish the proof of Lemma[5.4]
Recall that

2

u 2 2,
_Au) = /lu/le 4(1_—|x|2) in Bl’ Uy = 0 on aBl,

r2
t:1n(1 + —2)
r

Letting it,(r) := u,(r), then we can rewrite equation (3.9) as

! -1\ ~\ _ iy 21+ii2 —c2 1 2
e ((1 —e )l/l)) = _C_ﬁe 1 ﬂ(m) .
Lemma 5.5. (Lemma 5.1, [@]) The solution ¢ of

L) =e(1-e)¢) +20=F

with ¢(0) = 0 and F smooth is
!
o(t) = f e *F(s) ((1 —2¢)(1-2¢7%)In
0
Let us define

0o(f) = fo = (s-+) ((1 —2¢")(1-2¢)1n

2
where Aricier = 1.

We perform the change of variables

1
es T 4(e* - e_t)) ds.

e

|
S

T 4(e”* - e_’)) ds

e

and

Yo(r) = fe_x (—900(5) — 25(s) + 4spo(s) — 25°@o(s) + 8° — %s“)
0

et
N

. ((1 —2¢") (1 -2¢*)In .

-1
—* 4(e™ - e_t)) ds

(B?). Then we accom-

O

(5.9)

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

(5.13)
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so that, by lemmal[3.3] there holds

Lpo) @) =t-1° (5.14)
and
LW0) (1) = —po(t) = 205(1) + dtpo(t) = 20%0(1) + 1 = %t“. (5.15)
Moreover, we have ¢(t) = wo(r), Yo(t) = zo(r),
lpo(?) + 1| < Cp and ¢(t) —» —1 as t — +oo (5.16)
and
Yo(t) — 'gt < Cp and (1) — § ast — +oo (5.17)

for some C > 0, where w is defined in Lemma 3.3 and z,, 8 are defined in Lemma [4.3]

Set
i) = ey - — 4+ 2D LD e o, (5.18)
Ca 2 (o

Lemma 5.6. Fix 6 € (0, 1). There exists Dy > 0 such that

72

52
|R;(t)| < Docffor all) <t <min {cfl - T,l,ln(l + —)} ,
1

where T, is any sequence such that T, = o (c,) and cﬁe‘“ — 0asA— 0forall k.

Proof. Fix such a sequence T,. Let Dy > 0 that we shall choose later. Since R’(0) = 0, there
exists 0 < f; < min {cﬁ - T, ln(l + ‘:—2)} such that
A

R\ (1) < Docy” forall 0 < t < 7. (5.19)
Define
ty := max {7y : [R\(1)] < Docy” forall 0 <1 < 7). (5.20)
Since R;(0) = 0, we know
IR,(t)] < Docy’t forall0 <t <t (5.21)

Assume for contradiction that ¢, < min {cﬁ - Ty 1n (1 + f—z)} We have
A

R, (t))| = Docy’. (5.22)
This is the statement we will contradict by an appropriate choice of Dy. Let us use (3.11)), (3.14),

(5.13) and (5.18) to write that
L(R)) = F,,
where
1 i) i —2
F - _ _ £ t+l/t/l of—
T & (1—r3(et—1))
For 0 <t < min{#y, T,}, we have that

—a? _
rie —1) s e e’ = o(cy),

" H 2R, - ¢ (Lgo) - 200) — €3 (LGo) — 200).
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which implies that

1 2
— ) =1+o0(c7), for0 <t <min{ty, Ty}. 5.23
(1_rg<er_1)) (i) {t2. Ta) (5.23)
For 0 <t < min{#y, T,}, we also have
= 2 21 22 21t
2t + 05 — 5 = —2+2cﬂRﬂ+#—$+ﬂg+# —#+0(c;6) = o(1),
a1 1 Ca S B Ca
so that
2 412c,R, 4@ +4¢py+1t* 8 — 8t? + 4%y — 4
(2t+ - _Ci) _ c; i, ® 4%00 . Yoo (0o _ Yo 2%
ot ot )
4g0(3) — 1610 + 6t2(,0% - 4t3l,[/0 -6
+ R + o(c;,
€,

and X
2t + i - A s A+,

thanks to (5.16) and (3.21). Moreover, by (5.18) we get

it -1 _ -3 -5 -7 -8
2 =c; —cttce gt Cy l,[/()+0(C/1 )
Bl

Thus, by using

22 ~ 1 ~ 2 7 3 N
PG ] — (2t + “i _ cﬁ) -3 (2t + ui - cﬁ) < |2t+ uﬁ — ci| <1+ 16)cﬂ6,

we get
|F2l < Dy (1 + 16) ;'

forall 0 <t < min{t,, T,}, where D; depends on C,, but not on D,. We can use the representation
formula of Lemma[3.3] to deduce that

R’A(t)| < Dic;’ ft e’ (1 + s6)
0

< Dycy’

e—1 ée-2

T (1 =2¢") +4e”'|ds

2¢7"(1-2¢°)In

es—1 e -

(5.24)

for all 0 < t < min{¢,, T,}, where D, depends only on Cy, not on Dy. Up to choosing Dy > 2D,,
we get that 7; > T, thanks to (5.22)). Moreover we have that

IR, (T)| < Dycy (5.25)
Forall T, <t <t,, we have

)

In(1+%
rE -1)< rﬁ(e (+’§)—1] =5

and
2

t
20+i01; — c; = = + O(1).
a1
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Then thanks to (5.14)-(5.17), we can write that

[Fa(0)] < Cee”
for some C > 0, depending on D, and C,. As a result, we deduce that
e—-1 ée-2

Tt (1 =2¢)+4e”'|ds

!
Ry =R, (T)| < Cey f ¢4 277 (1 2¢) In

Ty

e

(5.26)
Combining with (3.23)) gives that

R;(t)| < Dy +0 (cf).

This proves that (5.22)) is impossible up to choosing D, > 2D,. This ends the proof of the

lemma. O
If we want to push the estimates a little bit further, we can get

Lemma 5.7. Fix 6 € (0, 1). There exists Ey > 0 such that
o opot) Pt

Hy—Ci+——— — ==

< Eocy’
Cy (o 2c3

forallOStsln(Hf—i).

A
Proof. 1t is clear that the assertion holds for any 0 < ¢ < min {ci — Tﬁ,ln(l + ‘j—;)} thanks to
A
Lemmal[3.6land (5.17). If In (1 + f—;) < ¢3 — Ty, then we end the proof. So we may assume that
A
A-T < ln(l + f—;) By (3.18) we know that
A

T =T =T
(A -T,) =2+ polei 2T Yole — T, 0(c?). (5.27)
C) C?l C/Sl
1 oy —Ty i —T))
(2 _ 0{C 0lCa -7
i) (3 - T)) = - = + 3 +0(c). (5.28)
Let 1) = ¢5 — a, for ¢3 — ln(l + f—i) < a, < T,. From equation (3.11)), we have
—t\mt ’r_ (1) t+iiy (1) —c2 1 2
[(1 - ey (0] = —?e 1 (m) , (5.29)
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Integrating (5.29) between ¢ — T, and t,, integrating by parts we have

2
~ ~ ~/ —C € /l_a,/l B 1
Mm=m@—DHw@—DNPJ”W%7I—ﬂ
et —

2
1 1~ o 1 B 1 2
B A

e —1
Similar to (3.30), by (5.14) and (3.13) we can get

1- rﬁ(e’ -1

2
C/l cﬁ—T,l

2
, . eCﬂ—d/l 1

@o(t) = go(ch = To) + ¢l = T) (1 — ™ 3)ln(—2_T )

et —1]

Ci—[l/l et/l _ 1
+ f In
CZ—T/l et - 1

Pl

)(L(‘Po)(f) — 2¢0(1))e”"dt

and

2 cimar _ 1
Wo(ty) = o(c — T) + yi(c — To) (1 - eT”_Cﬂ) ln(e—)

2
e T —

c/zl—a/l n_1
- f 1n(‘; — )u:wo)(r) — 2(0)e”dr.

2
T2

By G.14)-G.17), G27D)-B.32) and a; < T = o(c,), we derive that

2
1 [ 1
— ln(e
1

)(1:(800)(0 — 2po(t))e”"dt = o(c})

G Jar  \e-
and
1 (e -1 L S
=N In o (LWo)(1) = 2o(1))e™"dt = o(c)”),
A C/I_T/l -
so that
- 1 oty Pt
Mﬂ(h)‘@l"‘f‘%‘ﬁ
A pl 2
2
E 1 Cr—aa o 1 ~ 1 2
< _51 = In (e ) ﬁ/l(t)et+u/1(t)2_c,21(2—t) dt,
o Jdeor -1 1 —rie-1)

where E; depends only on Cy. Assume that the statement of the lemma holds up to #,, i.e.

- r oty pr

iy—c)+——————
3 5
Cy o 2c;

f; := max {t] :
where E satisfies £y > 2E, then we can write that

In (ee - ) fu(t)etm’l(t)z_ci(ﬁf =0 (1+5)e7)

< Eogcy’ forall 0 <t < fa},

33

(5.30)

(5.31)

(5.32)

(5.33)
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in [cﬁ -T, IA] with # = ¢2 — s so that it is easily checked that

ci-a _
LN A In (etﬂ 11 ) ﬁ,l(t)e”'z/‘(t)z_cﬁ(—l )zdt =0 (c/—ls) ,

c% AT, e — 1- rﬁ(e’ -1
which infers by (5.33)) that
t t t E
Ijt,l(l,l)—c,l-l‘—/l——‘p()(?’/l) —ﬁ—/l < —51+0(C;5)
C) o 2c; o)

This contradicts with the maximality of ¢, and thus ends the proof of lemma.

Proof of Proposition5.1) By Lemma[5.4] we have
cuy(0) ==2Ind + 0,(1).

Noting that Ar2c2e = 1 and ¢y(r) = wy(r), we can apply Lemma 5.7 to obtain

2 2
g (6) = ¢ [cl - Ciln(l + 6—) 0 B ln(l + f—z) + O(cf)]

2 3 5
A s y 2c 2

= - (1+0(c;))In(Ac}) - 2In6 + (wo(a) + g) +0(c7h.
It follows from (3.34) and (5.33)) that
In(Ac3) = 0,(1),

which ends the proof of this proposition.

(5.34)

(5.35)

O

Next we present a more precise characterization of the relation between A and ¢, when 4 — 0.

Proposition 5.8. There holds that
1 A 1
c;=A"72+ 5/12 + 0,1(/12),
where A is a constant independent of 9.

In order to prove Proposition[3.8] we have to make some preparations.

Lemma 5.9. For any ¢(x) € C*(Bg2(0, R)), there holds that

. 2 2
lim CAf (Acau et — moo)pd Ve < Cllglle,,0.r)
A1-0 B> (0.R)

where 0y is the Dirac function.

(5.36)

(5.37)
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Proof. For any 0 < o < 1, pick s, such that u(r;s;) < oc,. Through monotonicity formula of
Lemma[34] one can easily check that u(r;5;) < oc; if 53> = e, First, we have

C/zlf (/7.6',114,16“i — ﬂ60)§0dVB2
2(0R)

B

= f (Acuy e i — o0)pd V2 + C’lf (xlcﬂuﬂe”ﬁ — 10o)pd Ve
B By (O.R\B, 5 (5.38)
CAf (Acuy e i - o)pd Vg2 + cAf ﬂcﬂu,le”ﬁgadVBz
’1‘1 BBZ(OsR)\Br/l}i
= ATy + .

()—(72
For Ji, noticing that r;s; = e~ + 0,(1), we have

Ji = 90(0)f (Acuzes — 160)d Vi + f (Acquret — w66)(@(x) — 9(0))d V>

By 5 By 5y

= ¢(0) f (Acques — n80)dVigz + f (Acaues — 180)Vep(6x) - xd Vi

By 5 By 5

= ¢(0) f (Acuae”s = 760)dVez + O(raSil Vel . f (Acauze™ + 760)d Vi)

r/N/l r{sl

= ¢(0) f (eatie = ndVa: + 0(c 5 [V lla, f (Aeaige +m60)d V2 ).

A1
By 5 rAS

rASA

We shall estimate AcueidVg: and n6odVg2. Recalling Aric 2¢6 = 1, by Lemma[5.7]
B )51 TASA A7

we have
( @) 4
t t ca (A—CL+O c;
f AcuzeidVy: = f ﬂCA(Ca RPN +0(c; )) i mdx
Brsi Brsi LIRS a
2
f f C/[—%—(%‘FO(C;}) 4
:L~FAACA(C/1_C_A_E+O(A))( 2 )Wx
SA
_ 2
SA f f B c/{—ﬁ—ci+0(c;3) - 4
:f(; 27Tr(1 = —c—4+O(C14))e( i ) lm r
A 2 2
In(1+5:%) 7 7 cr—L—Lio(c? 2_62 o7 et
0 C/1 C/l (l—r/l(e’—l))

where t = ln(l + ) and 7 = In(1 + r?). Similar to Lemma [5.7] taking T, = o(1)c, such that

cke Tt — 0 as A — 0 for all k, then

~ ~ 2
t t ~ - ~
(cﬁ oAt O(cf)) — 3 +2f=0( +P)c;? = o(1) for t € (0,T)), (5.39)
1 pl
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which deduces that

2
T, 7 _i_ i ) —2407 —7
f (1- L - s o) pra-gro)dr__ane?
0 o (1 —ri(e’ — 1))
T1 7z
t f - -
= fo (1- S O(c;))(1+ 01 + P)e;* Jame (1 + o(cy?))di = 4x (1 + o(c7?)) .
A A
Fort e (ﬁ,ln(l + 5, )), we have
i LYo, L P
C}—C———3+O(C/l) —C/1+2t:—2+0(1),
P C/1 C/l
so that
in(1+577) FoT c-t-tro()) - dme
ﬁ (1 -5 T + 0(6;4))6( 1 ) 1= Y 1 Zdt
T C,l C,1 ( r,l(e ))
1n(1+s1 ) 2 %czl 7_2 _F %c o 1? )
=o() |_ e di = 0(1) e r_0(1)f e di = 0(e72") = o(c}?).
Ta T,

According to the above estimates, we obtain

f Acqupeid Vs = 47r(1 + 0(6‘;2)).

B

Direct computation gives that

4
Sod Ve = So————dx = 4r (1 -2)).
f;~7r0 2 fB 710(1_|x|2)2 X 71( + o(c; ))

=

AsA rAsa
Therefore, we infer that

.2
limeJy < Cllgllze,o0.r)- (5.40)
Moreover, by Lemma[5.4] and Proposition[53.1] we can check that
< AcquzedV,
Q2 = C,1||‘;0||L°°(BBZ(O,R)) cau e B2
By2(O.R\B, 51
2
= llllz= s, 0.r) (1 + 0a(1)) (G(x) + 0,(1))e"1d V2
B2 (0.R\B, 57 (5.41)
’ L/ 2 1
3 P
< ”QOHL""(BBz(O,R))(f IG(x) + o,(1)P dVBz)’ (f ep"ﬂdVBz)
B2 (0.R\B; 57 B2 (0.R)\B, 57

< Cllllz=, 0.8
with % + # = 1, where from Lemma[3.2] we use the fact that

lim Voo, |2d Vg < lim f \Veau§?d Vs = dnor
— Bz

A=0 JB (0.R\B, 57
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and the Moser-Trudinger inequality (ZI1). Combining the estimates (3.4Q) and (5.41)), we ac-
complish the proof of Lemma[5.9 |

The following lemma gives a precise expansion of c,u,; away from the origin which is very
crucial to prove the uniqueness result. To our best knowledge, this is the first result which tells
us how c,u, converges to 47G(x).

Lemma 5.10. There holds

A 1
cup(x) = 4nG(x) + = + 0,(=). x € 3B, (5.42)
€2 €2

where G(x) = —i In|x| and A, is a constant.
Proof. Obviously, c3(cu, — G) satisfies equation
—As: (s — 47G)) = &3 (Acaues — 4my) .

Since cﬁ (xlc AU Ae"i - 7r50) can be seen as the linear functional on L*(B?), according to the princi-
ple of uniform boundness, it follows from Lemma[3.9] that ]7/1 = cﬁ (xlc U Ae“/zl - 47r60) is bounded
in L] (B?). Hence one can similarly derive that (c%(cﬁu 61— 47rG)) is bounded in Wllo’Z(Bz). From
the proof of Lemma we see that f; is bounded in LI’OC(B2\{O}). Then standard elliptic
estimates give that (cﬁ(cﬂu,l - 47rG)) is locally bounded in C; (B*\{0}). Hence there exists
W(x) € C> (B?\{0}) such that (cﬁ(cﬂu,l -~ 47rG)) strongly converges to W(x) in C."”(B2\{0}). De-

loc loc

noting A; := W(9), then we accomplish the proof of Lemma|5.10 O
Now we will prove Proposition [3.8]

Proof of Proposition By Lemma[5.10] we have

A 1
cup (6) = -2 + = + 0,(5)- (5.43)
€2 €2

It follows from Proposition[3.1], (5.33) and (5.43) that
Ak = 1+ A1+ 0,(Q),
with A = wy(8) + £ — A;, which implies that (3.36) holds. O

6. UNIQUENESS OF POSITIVE SOLUTIONS

Since it follows from Proposition 2.1l that u, is radial up to some Mobius transformation, in
order to prove Theorem [I.7, by the uniqueness of Cauchy initial value problem for ODE, we
only need to prove the following result.

Proposition 6.1. Let u(;) and u(f) be two positive solutions to equation

(6.1)
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Then there exists Ay > 0 such that
)(x) = ui)(x) for any A € (0, Ay), x € Bs,,,
where 6 > 0 is a small fixed constant.

To prove Proposition we mainly use a Pohozaev identity of the positive solution u, from
scaling and a contradiction argument.

Let u(l) and u(z) be two positive solutions to problem (6.1)). Let us assume that they concentrate
at the same pomt 0. We denote

cg) =u A)(O) = max u(l)(x) for some small fixed 6 > 0

Bs
and
P (/1( D) (CU))Z)_U2 forl/=1,2.

1)
. r
Now we have a basic result on ;.
r
A

Lemma 6.2. Ir holds that
(1)

E =1 +0,1(1)
/l

Proof. Firstly, we have
(1) ( )

/1 _ 1(( (1))2 (6(2))2)
r(2) - c(l) (62)
1 1
From Proposition[5.8] we find
(2)
(1) = 1+ 0,(2}), (6.3)
€y
and
(0 = (€2 = (€ + &) () = ) = 0,(1) 64

Hence we can deduce from (6.2), (6.3) and (6.4)) that
(1

r(z) (1 +o,(22 ))(1 +0,(1)) = 1+ 0,(1).

In the following, we will consider the same quadratic form already introduced in (A.),

(Vu, v)}{Vv,v)do + 51 f (Vu, Vvydo. (4 5)

PO, v) := P6r",u,v) = - 261’;1) f
535,31)

635’511 :

Noting that if u and v are harmonic in B,\{0}, then by Lemma[A.2] we know that PV(u, v) is
independent of or (1) € (0,d].
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()] @ ;

Now if u,” # u;" in Bs,,, we set

u = u®
&11= . (6.6)

D _
) = Pl cs,

Then &, satisfies ||§4||Lm(35”) =1and

AuD = Ay ﬂ(u(”e(“ﬁl)V _ uf)e(uffhz) 4 4
—AEy = ——— i - = Ex,  (6.7)
D = a0 = uPllio,, =P 0= P2
where 1
E\(x) := 26" + 22u® f F(0e ™ d, (6.8)
0

with F,(x) := tu((x) + (1 = HuP (x).
Lemma 6.3. There holds
4(rfll))2E}(rgl)x)
(1= 1522
uniformly on compact sets. Particularly, we have

4DV E(H )

= 8”1 (1 + 0,(1)), (6.9)

— 8¢ jn CY (R?). (6.10)
(1 _ |r;1)x|2)2 loc( )
Proof. Firstly, we have
(1 (1
(Y EAr ) | (1)x|2)2
(6.11)
8/1( (1))2 (2)( (l)x) e " r(”x
T f el gp (Y (o)’
(L =1ry xI*) (1 | x[*)
and from (3.3)) we have
F(rx) = () x) + (1 = 0PV
@
) n ( 2x)
() 4\
— )] (2) ;
=1(c B oD )+ (1= t)(cﬂ * C<2; ) (6.12)

=& 0 (1) )+(1_t)f/1(x)

where

(1
7751 )(r(lz) x) (l)(x)
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Moreover, by (5.36) and Lemmal6.2] direct computation gives

1 (2 1 (€] (2)() (1)()
0 = oty LTI 0['" — x')- (6.1
A /1 A

Since it follows from Lemma [3.3] that WE)I) and Wgz) are the solutions of
—Au - 8e*Mu = 4¢*™ (g5 +170), x € R?,
by LemmalA.]and the fact that wg)(x) (I = 1, 2) are radial functions, we have

1 — |x)?
T |x|?”

o (x) = wg () =

Noting that
W0 =W (0) =Y @ = m)| = (V0P @ =m)|
e )]
— () (uP (D) - cf))

then Lemma[3.3] gives that wél)(O) - wg) (0) = 0, which implies that ay = 0. Therefore, we derive
m(x) (2)(x) 0. Thus, it follows form (6.13]), Lemma[3.2] and Lemma[3.3] that

— (")*70(0)

+(¢)’m0(0) =
0

x=

(2) (@]
Fi(x) = 02(27) + 0(|77 (1)771 (X)|)
“a (6.14)

(2) (1)
Wy (X) — wy (x)
=oﬂ(ﬂ%)+0(| |) 04(12).
(13
(c;”)
Hence we can deduce from (3.36)), (6.12) and (6.14)) that
)
2 O C) SR Y (KO i ¢ -y, W (e i
(P 0)" <1> <1> g D (1 +0,(1),

which implies

1
(r(l))z f F (r(l)X)e(Ft(r;Dx))zdt
A AN

M, @ (1)
((1))2 (<! D (1+oﬁ(1))f [ (1) (1) )+(1 —z)fﬁ(x)]dt (6.15)

(D ()2
1 (7 7 (x))
1 20+ )( )

= —5¢ D2 (1+ 0,1(1))(1 ( (1))2 (/1))

Ac, Ca
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Letting ¢ = 0 in (6.12), we have

(1)
X

W20 = )+ A (f) e (6.16)

€a

o2 2
Also, noting that r, = O(e” ) = 0O(A), we have
1

—(1 — |r/1x|2)2 =1+ 2|I’/lx|2 + O(|I’/lx|4) =1+ 0(}/’3) =1+ 0(/1) (617)

Hence, by LemmaBT.ﬂ (©.14), ©.15), (€.16) and (©.17), we get
(Dy2,C)(,D)
i - f F(rx)ele0) gy

(I- |i”/1)6|2)2
2
- we <“)>2 (1+0,(D)(1 + 0(4))(1 + A o ()¢ + (1) + f1(x))
Ca (c, ) Ca
Doyy2
2. (l)() (ﬂl ) (1) X (1) X
—ge L (1+02(D))(1 + OC))(1 + ”T(z) +ox(D))(1 + i 1( 2) +0a(2))
() ()
) 7 ()
= 8¢79(1 + 0,(1))(1 + O()(1 + 01(1))(1 7 + OA(/l))
Ca
= 8e”M(1 4 0, (1)). (6.18)
By (6.17), Lemmas [3.2]and 3.1l we can find that
SAGDPLEE) g
= e < (1+0()
(1 - |r/1x| ) (CEl )) (619)
— 1 2no(x) | — 2n0(x)
_ ((Cm)ze : ) = 0120,
1
Then, substituting (6.18) and (6.19) into (6.11)), we derive (6.9). Also (6.10) can be obtained
from the above computations and Lemma[3.2 |

Now applying the blow up analysis, we establish an estimate on &,.

Proposition 6.4. Letg,l(x) =& ﬂ(ril)x), where &, is defined in (6.6). Then by taking a subsequence
if necessary, we have

1 _ 2
Ei(x) - : :2 in CL (R*), as 1 — 0, (6.20)

where 50 is some constant.
Proof. Since |5| < 1, by Lemmal6.3] and the standard elliptic regularity theory, we find that
Eux) € CY(B(0) and [[Exllcrosy0 < C.
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for any fixed large R and some y € (0, 1), where C is independent of A. Then there exists a
subsequence (still denoted by &,) such that

£1(x) = &(x) in C'(Br(0)).
By (6.7), it is easy to check that EA satisfies
(1) (1)
_AF, = 4(r, )ﬁfzz)
(1 = r,"x%)
Then by Lemmal6.3]and (6.17), letting A — 0, we find that &, satisfies
—Aéy = 8¢y in R

£, in B;(0).

Since u A)(x) (I = 1,2) is radial, we know that &,(x) is radial which implies that fA is also radial.
Hence, by LemmalA.Il we have
1= |x?
é:O( ) THZ’
where a is some constant. O

Proposition 6.5. For any small fixed constant 6 > 0, we have the following local Pohozaev

identity
E é:/l Ef Eﬁfix X
POW +u®, :8&“1f ——i——da—16j‘ —————%i—16j‘ il iady) V)
(e 80 t Jos (1= 1a)? o =1y o (L= 13
’ ory
6.21)

where PV is the quadratic form in €.3), v = (v1, v») is the unit outward normal of B, and
A

—~ 1 2
muy:{f((%m+a D (x))elrd -0 0) gy (6.22)
0

Proof. By (A.2), we have

POGD +u®, )
1

o 5 ((1)(u(1) (1)) P(1)(u(2) gz)))
oty = w3 sy

(1) (2) (1) (2)
1 457D (et — i) do 8 e — e’ 4
o _ @ ory 4 ey o84 T— 2y &
||Lt I/l/l ||LN(B(5r/l) 6B(Sr511) ( - |x| ) B5V511) ( - |'x| )

(”)2

e
o (I=RPy
"2

Ei E:, Eiux-x
= 85r(1)f 4 do — 16f A gy — 16f il Toadibadps vy
! 9B, (1= 1x? D) (1 =[xy D (1 = ]x[)?
"2
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Proposition 6.6. Let o be the constant in (6.20). Then @, = 0.
Proof. First, by Lemmal[3.3] (6.20) and Lemma[5.8] we have

LHS of @Z1)
=~ 2573”[ (VW' +ud), vVEL VYo + 6 (l)f Vi +u?), Veydo
98, A 53&({1)
= — 26f <V (u(l) (2))( (1)x)],v)<VE,l,v)d0' +6 <V[(u(l) (2))(r(1)x)],vg/l>d0_
OBs
= (Vi@ + u?) 0], VENdo (6.23)
Bs
= ! ! I _ 11—
= f1)35 (( (1) CEIZ) )VUO + ( CEII))Z ( (2))2 )VWA)V(CZOTW + OA(l))dO'
1 167‘((54 _ 1 Xl _ 1
O v ().
(D 2\3 (1) (1) (1)
D1+ 67 e o 0
Similar to the proof of (6.13), we have
(N2 (D) 1)\2 ! a ( (1) )2
( )) E/l(rfl _x) = /l(rfl ) f(; I;'l‘(},./l )x)e Fz(r/l X) dt
W2
1 2 E{l)(x 4 (1)
= W@ 1 (('Ell))z (1 + 0/1(1))(1 (15 2) + 0/1(/1)) (6_24)
4 (c;)
1
=0 (1 + 0,(1)) uniformly on compact sets.
€a
Applying (6:24), (6.17) and Proposition[6.4] we have
E\(x)é(x)
851’(1)f /I—do-
U s T 1aPP
"2
E(rV & (x
= 85(r\")? %d@
2635) (= Ir 2 (6.25)
XD (1 + 0,(1)) 1-|xf
= 85 f TR+ 0 Fo s + 0a(D)der
9B; C) | |

_ 864, ( 1 )
where

_ 1 - |xP 276(1 — 8
A, = ) o= 2
2 f%e L+ T T+ )y
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Similar to (6.23)), we also have
E
16 f A(X)E(x) dx
B

6r(l) (1 - |x|2)3
=
= — 160"y B 060 )
5 (1= 1rVxP)? 6.26)
16 (7 2w _ 1P
= -0 Y1 1 D) 1
@ J,, & o W@ + D)1+ oa(Dyd

16 — _ 1
- —Asap + ol —= ),
D 320 A(Ca))

pl 1
where
~ 1 — |x? 6> (3 + 26°)
Ax = 2m0(x) dx = - 7
3 f,_%e I+ T T+ 00y
Similar to (6.26)), we have
E )
o [ B,
5o (=P
ey [ ERER 1)
= —16(r,") o3 dx
Bs (L =1ry xI*) 6.27)
L R oA(D)(@o——5 L oa(D)HVx - P x(1 + O())dx
& Jy, [+ 1P T
1
=o0:(—).
ﬂ( Cgl))
From (6.23)) to (6.27), we have
86A,a 1, 16~_ 1 1
RHS Of m = 290 + 0/1(—) - —Azq) + 0/1(—) + 0/1(—)
(1) (1) (1) (1) (1)
Ca Ca Ca Ca Ca (6.28)
~ ~\ 1 _ 1
= 8(5A2 - 2A3)wa’0 + OA(W).
Ca €a
Noting that A; + 8(6A, — 2A3) # 0, (€23) and (€28) yield that @, = 0. O
Now we are in a position to prove Proposition
O
Proof of Proposition[6.1l Suppose ugl) % uf) in Bs,, and let &, := ”um_:a)“ 4 T We have
A2 M > By

€l L85, = 1 (6.29)
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Taking &,(x) := & 1(rx), by Propositions[6.4 and [6.6] we have

”EA”L“(BR) = 0,(1) forany R > 0, (6.30)

which implies that
1Eall=ess,,) = 0a(1). (6.31)
We get a contradiction from (6.29) and (6.37)). Therefore, we infer that u(ﬁl) = u(f) in By, ]

Finally we prove Theorem [ 7l

Proof of Theorem[L.7) 1t follows from Proposition 6.1 that «’(0) = u{(0). Then by the exis-

tence and uniqueness theorem for solutions of Cauchy initial value problem for ODE, we prove

that u(x) = u'P(x) in B O
p| =" I

APPENDIX A. PREVIOUS RESULTS AND BASIC PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will give some known results and some preliminaries which are used before.

Lemma A.1. (Lemma 4.3, [l10]) Let 1y be the function defined in 33) and v € C*(R*) N L*(R?)
be a solution of the following problem

—Av = 8¢y in R?,

|Vv|Pdx < oo.
RZ
Then it holds that
- < X
v(x) = aOTle + Z aim

i=1
with some g, ay, @> € R.

Recall that O is the local maximum point of the solution u,. Let us define the following
quadratic form

P(d,u,v) :=-2d (Vu,v}Vv,v)do +d (Vu, Vvydo, (A.1)
63,1 aBd
where u,v € C%(B;), d > 0 is a small constant such that B, ¢ B; and v = (vy,,) is the unit
outward normal of 0B,,.
By Lemma 2.4 in [@], we have the following property about the above quadratic form.

Lemma A.2. If u and v are harmonic in B;\{0}, then P(d, u,v) is independent of d > 0.

From LemmalA.2l we will write P(d, u,v) as P(u, v) for simplicity. Next, we have the follow-
ing identity about the quadratic form P on the solution u,.

Lemma A.3. Let u; € C*(B,) be a solution of problem (&.1) and 5 > 0 is a fixed small constant
such that Bs,, C By. Then
euﬁ euﬁ euﬁ|x|2
P(uy,uy) = 4or /lf ———do - 81 ————dx -84 ——dx. (A2)
(s, 212) = 4072 o5y, (1= AP)? 5y, (1= [XP) 5y, (1= AP
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Proof. Multiplying (x, Vu,) on both sides of equation (3.2)) and integrating on Bj,,, we have

1 o
- f (x, V)VulPdo - f Ty, Vuyydor
2 aB&r/l 63&/{ av

2 2 2
e'a e'a et |x|2
:2/lf ——(X,V d0'—4/lf —dx—4/lf ——dx,
0B, (1 = |X|2)2< ) By, (1= 1x?)° By, (1= |x1?)?

or)
which together with (A.I) implies (A.2). O
APPENDIX B. DECAY ESTIMATES OF POSITIVE SOLUTIONS

In this section, we will study on decay properties of entire positive solutions. Let u, be a
positive symmetric solution of (I.I)). As a function on By, u, = u,(|Z]), ¢ € R?,|Z| < 1 and

1-1ZP
(—

2
) Ay + Auges = 0. (B.1)

Setting || := tanh %, [ = sinh ¢, for simplicity of notations, we still denote u,(#) = u,(tanh é), then
it is easy to see that

f lual*de = wy f lu,|*dt, f \Vu,l*de = w, f Ny |*dt (B.2)
B 0 B 0

where w, = 2x. So it follows from Poincaré inequality

+00
u, e H(B) © w, f I + [Vuy>)dt = f (ual* + [Vua|Hde < +oo. (B.3)
0 By

(B.I) can be rewritten as
u) + cothtu, + ﬂme“i =0, t>0, u(0)=0, (B.4)

as well as
() + Auges =0, t>0, u,(0)=0. (B.5)

From Proposition 2.1l we know the positive solutions of (I.I) have hyperbolic symmetry, so if
there is no confusion, we will write u,(tanh %) as uy ().

Lemma B.1. (Lemma 3.1, [@] ) Denote by H the closure of CZ(B?) with respect to the norm

1
— . 2__ . 2
||-||—fB2(|VBz P =1 F)ave.

Let uy € H be a symmetric function. Then
1 t
(u’A + —tanh —u,

~ 2
2 1
= [ ) |
lheally = o2 fo 272 (2 cosh £)?
Now, let us observe that if u; solves (B.I]) and
_ W) a1 .

+ —e'1,
2 2

2
dt < +o00. (B.6)

1, (1) =
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then p
T (1) = ] + Auge) = — coth 1(uy)> < 0, Vi > 0.
Particularly, u#, and «’, remain bounded and hence u, is defined for every .

Lemma B.2. Let u, be a positive solution of (LI). If0 < A < }L, then u',(t) < 0 for everyt > 0
and lim u,(t) = lim u/(t) = 0.
t—+00 t—+00
Proof. If 0 < A < 1, equation (B.3) implies that
() (f) = —Aluzes <0, V>0,

and there u/(r) < 0, Vt> 0, since u/(0) = 0. Particularly, there exists u,(c0) =: lim,_, o #,() and
since I,,,(t) is decreasing, u/,(c0) = lim,_, ., #/(?) exists as well and is zero because u, is positive.

Finally, (B:4) yields /] (c0) = —Auy(c0)e"i™), necessarily (o) = 0 and hence uy(c0) =0. O
Lemma B.3. Let u, > 0 be a solution of (B.4) satisfying ||Ve:u,||? < My. Then

AT+\/E 1++/T=41B1
Ci(T)e™ 2 g u(t) < Coy(Tye”— 7, (B.7)
and
- AT+\/fm - 1++/T-41By
Ci(Me = < (mu() < C(T)e = 7, (B.8)
where
e+ 1 | . ~Ar £ AP =44 —1+ \T—41B;
Ar = 2T —1° Br=e7 T2, ™ (T) = 2 » v = 2 ’

C«T) and C{(T) are positive constants which are defined in (B30) and (B31) respectively.
Proof. Noting that ||Vgu,||> < M, then from (Z.I) we have

+00
f ualdV = wzf i (tdt < 4M,,
B2 0
which implies that
+00 2M
f lui(t)dt < —0. (B.9)
0 Vs

Since it follows from Lemma [B.2] that u,(¢) is decreasing in (0, +o0), we have

T oo oM,
WA(T) f ldt < f nA(de < ==,
0 0 0

which implies that
4M, 1
el +eT -2
By (B.10) and the fact that coth 7 is increasing about ¢ € (0, +c0), we infer that

WA(T) < (B.10)

€2T +1 4Mo

1 <cotht <cothT = 7] =Ar, me“i < uA(t)eTeTwl*T—z = Bruy(t), Ye>T. (B.11)
e [—
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Since again by Lemma[B.2]#/, is negative, we have for 7 > 7,

u) + Aruly + Auy < ul| + cothtu)) + Auye ¢ =0 (B.12)
and
W + )+ ABruy > ] + coth i, + duzes = 0. (B.13)
Let
—Ar £ \J(A7)? -1+ +1-4AB
uE(T) = —~ (2 1)~ , VvE(T) = 5 L (B.14)

be the characteristic roots of the differential polinomials in the left hand sides of (B.I12) and

(B.I3) respectively (notice that u*(T) are real and distinct for 0<A< }L; to have v*(T) real

2M
mIn(42)

and distinct we need to choose 7' > ln(l - +2 \/ nz(ln( . ﬂ))z ~ T A)) and with this choice

1~ (T) < v(T)). Let
b=y =t (Duy, Gy =y — v (Tu,. (B.15)
Then from (B.12)) and (B.13)), we have for ¢ > T,

¢y =1 (D)o = ulf = (W (T) + (Tt + " (T (T

i / (B.16)
=u, +ATu/l + Au, <0
and
O = v (T = u] — (v (T) + v (T)uy + v (T (T)u, (B.17)

=uY +u) + ABru, > 0.

From (B.16) and (BI7), we derive (e 7'¢,) < 0 < (e D"J,) for every t > T and hence,
integrating such inequalities in [7, ], 7 < 7 < t, we get respectively

(1) = W (Dua(t) = o) < (e Dg () D' 2= crp(r)et " (B.18)
and
uy(t) = v (Dua(t) = Yo > (e DPa)e” M = dr(r)e” (B.19)

for every t > T > T. Again by integration, we finally get, for every t > 7 > T,

. . O _ (D)4 (D) (T
u (f) < e Dy (e D+ e (1)

e
pu(T) = p=(T) o B20)
= [ Dmuy(r) - CT—(T)ew(D—MD)T] prn, _cr@e T
p (1) = (1) p(T) = (T
and
(1) (T VD1 _ (D= T (D
B> e Druyme” T 1 d
e e MO e B.21)
v (T) —v*(T)

v (T)—v¥(T)
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Now, u, is positive, u~(T) < u*(T) and (B.20) yields that

Oy - — 1O @ s yes T,
u(T) — (1)
that is
cr(r)et 1T $a(7) u) () — (T )ua(7)
M}(T) > = = , >T.
p (T) —p(T)  p (T) —p*(T) e (T) — p(T)
Hence,

(1) = (Tuy(t), YT =>T.
And integrating on [T, t], we find
ur(t) = up(Tye ™ Dle T yr > T.
Similarly, from (B.21]) we obtain
dr(7)
v=(T) —v+(T)
Otherwise, since v~ (T) < v*(T), (B.2I) gives

dr(t) = eV Dy (1) - VDT <0 Y > T

| N +
I/t,l(t) > sz(T)eV (T)t.

But since 0 < A <  implies that 1 + 2v*(T) > 0, this inequality and (B:23)) yields

+00 +00
+00 > f lidt = f sinh fu3dt
0

0
oo ot gt
Ay (D) f e g,
0 2

\%

1
4

1 . oo .
—(dr(1))* f (e — De* Digy
16 .

\%

\%

+00
i(CiT(’l'))z f e Mgy 4o,
32 In2

This is a contradiction. Thus, c?T(T) <0, VYr>T,thatis

drme” DT g (@ = v (Duy(r)

l/l,l(T) < = =
v(T)—-v(T) v (T)—v*(T) v=(T) —v*(T)

, YT >T.

Hence,
(1) < v (Duy(r), Y1 >T.
And integrating on [T, t], we find
u (t) < up(Tye™” Dl D1 yr > T

From (B.24) and (B.29), we get
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(B.22)

(B.23)

(B.24)

(B.25)

(B.26)

(B.27)

(B.28)

(B.29)

C (D" D" .= (uy(T)e™ D D <y (1) < (u(T)e™ D D= Cy(Tye” T, V> T,

(B.30)
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which combining (B.23) and (B.30) yields that
Ci(De™ D= (=v (Tuy(T)e ™ DT yet
< (—ul(D) (B.31)
< (=~ (Duy(T)e™ DTy D= Cy(Tye” 7', V> T.

|
Corollary B.4. Let u, > 0 be a solution of (B.4) satisfying ||Ve2u,l|> < My. Then there hold
Inu?(t In(’)*(¢ In(x? + ()>)(¢
m ”():hmM:hm u; (ﬂ))():—(1+\/1—44) (B.32)
t—+00 t t—+00 t t—+00 t
and
W) 1+ VI=ad
a0 _ . (B.33)

im =
t—+oo 14 (1) 2

Proof. By (B ) and (B.8), noting that limz_,,., A7 = limy_,, Br = 1, we can infer that (B.32)
holds. Taking lim sup and lim inf in (B.23)) and (B.28)) respectively, then sending 7 — oo we see
that (B.33)) is true. O

Remark B.5. We would like to point out that in fact if u; € W"?(B?) we can also prove that
(B.32)) and (B.33) hold. And we do not need to require that ||Vg2u,]|> < M.

Let us now consider the limit case 4 = i. Here we have more precise estimates, which are
needed before.

Lemma B.6. Let A = 1 and u, > 0 be a solution of B.4) satisfying (B3). Then

In 12 In(u,)? In[u? + (1)?
lim —2 = lim () = lim M = 1. (B.34)

t—>+00 [ t—+00 t t—+00

Moreover; if u; satisfies (B.6), then there is A > 0 such that

13 1 A
eruy(t) > A, and eu/(t) — —5 as t — +oo. (B.35)

Proof. Since u*(T) (see the proof of Lemma[B.3) are real and distinct, (B.12))-(B.20) and hence
the bound from below u;(t) > Cre* 7" given in (B.24)), still holds true, because at this stage,
it was just required that u,(r) decreases to zero, a property satisfied here (Lemma[B.2)). For the
same reason, an upper bound for u,(r) and (B.23) will give a similar upper bound for —u/,(7).

A bound from above for u,() can be obtained as follows. First we observe that u’/(¢) which can
not be definitely negative and then it is definitely positive, otherwise, it has a sequence ¢; — +oo
of zeros, that is, denoted #i,(t) = u/,(t). Then #1,(1) < 0 and &’(t;) = 0. Taking the derivative of

(B.4), we get

2 2 1
it/ + coth ) + (2udet + 2t - —— i, =0 B.36
pl pl 1 (sinh 12 )" ( )
and we see that there is ¢ such that #/(¢;) > 0 for ¢; > ¢, which %’/ has to change sign at two

144

consecutive zeros of #/,. In turn, u) > 0 for large ¢ implies that u; (and u’), has exponential
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decay. In fact, if uy > O for 7 > 7, then using (B.4) we see that

2
cothru'y + uy = —u? — A" — Duy <0

for ¢ > f and hence

u'(t
A0 < -Atanh?
u ()

and hence
I/l}(t) < u}(f)e_/l tanh #(r—7) )

As a result, as observed above, a similar upper bound holds true for —u,. Now, from (B.4)) and
(B.24), we get for A = %,

—(lu)(t) = =(lu))(T) + A f Tu e
T

f _AT+\/,ES L 2Ap+ A%—l)[
>A le 2 ds > Cre 2
te

and then

—Ap+\JAZ-1

—uy(H) > Cre 2.
Therefore, for any given € > 0, there exist positive numbers a, b, such that

(L —(l_
a.e G <y < b T

and
aee_(%“)t < —u) < bee (3=
Now, let
U, = (uy, ), Fuy, 1) = (0,u,(1 = coth 1) — Aduy(e™)
and

We can write (B.4)) as
U, = ypu)) =y —Auy — iy + 1,(1 = cotht) — A = Duy)
Auy + F(uy, 1)

-1
=y —Auy — 1) + (0, (1 — coth ) — Adu, (" — 1)).

The above analysis gives

[ 0 _11] (u/l, M:l) + (O, I/l:l(l — coth l) - ﬂuﬂ(e“i _ 1))

. In|Uy|
a:= lim
f—+o0 t
Since |F(u,,t)| < €|U,| for ¢ large and U, small, a has to be a nonpositive characteristic root of A
(see [[3], Theorem 4.31]), i.e. a = %(—1 + V1 -42) = —%. This proves (B.34).

<0.
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To prove (B.33), noting that applying (B.34)), we can rewrite (B.3)) as
1
wy +uly + 7t = f(@),
where |f(1)] < ce™, > 0, for some @ > 1 and C > 0. Let o = /, + u;. Then
t 1 t
(e¥'0) = ¢3(0' + 50) = X f(1). (B.37)
Since u, satisfying (B.6)), we have
lim fl(’+1t hl )2—0
iminf /{u, + 5 tanh Su, | = 0.

Thus, there exists a sequence #, — +oo such that e2"o(t,) — 0. Let ¢ < t,, integrating (B:37)
from ¢ to ¢, and then taking the limits as n — +co, we get

et'o = g(t), (B.38)
where g(1) < Ce>=" for some C > 0. This yields
(e'ur(1)) = eto(r) = g(o). (B.39)

Integrating from O to ¢ and observing that g(7) has exponential decay, we have
t
e2u () = uy(0) + f g(s)ds > A >0, ast— +oo.
0

Supposing that A = 0, then integrating (B.38]) from ¢ to +oo we get
eluy(f) < Cez™",
which contradicts with (B.34)) as a > % Now the estimate on e? (1) follows from (B.38). O

Proposition B.7. If 1 = 1, there is no positive solution of (1)) in H'(B?).

1
4 b
Proof. By the asymptotic behaviors proved in Lemma[B.6] positive solutions of (L)) cannot be
in H'(B?) if A = 1. O
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