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SHARP QUANTITATIVE ESTIMATES OF STRUWE’S DECOMPOSITION

BIN DENG, LIMING SUN, AND JUN-CHENG WEI

ABSTRACT. Suppose u € H'(R™). In a seminal work, Struwe proved that if u > 0 and
|Au + U%”H—l = I'(u) — 0 then dist(u,7) — 0, where dist(u,7T) denotes the
H'(R")-distance of u from the manifold of sums of Talenti bubbles. Ciraolo, Figalli and
Maggi obtained the first quantitative version of Struwe’s decomposition with one bubble
in all dimensions, namely d(u) < CT'(u). For Struwe’s decomposition with two or more
bubbles, Figalli and Glaudo showed a striking dimensional dependent quantitative estimate,
namely d(u) < CT'(u) when 3 < n < 5 while this is false for n > 6. In this paper, we show
that .

I'(u) logT'(u)|? ifn =6,

ID(w)| 702 ifn>7.

Furthermore, we show that this inequality is sharp.

dist(u,T) < C’{

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and main results. The Sobolev inequality with exponent 2 states that, for
any n > 3and any u € H' (R") := D"? (R"), it holds that

Sllullpze < [Vl .2, (1.1)

where 2* = 2% and S = S(n) is a dimensional constant.
It is well-known that the Euler-Lagrange equation of (1.1), i.e., critical points of Sobolev
inequality, up to scaling, is given by

Au+uf'u=0 inR" (1.2)

Throughout this paper, we denote p = Z—f; By Caffarelli et al. [6] and Gidas et al. [18], it is
known that all the positive solutions are Talenti bubbles [23], i.e.

n—2
n—2

A =
Ulz, A = -2) T | ——— . 1.3
@) = (0l =27 (15— (13)
These are all the minimizers of the Sobolev inequality, up to scaling. There are many inter-
ests regarding to the stability of (1.1). From the perspective of discrepancy in the Sobolev
inequality, Bianchi and Egnell [3] gave a quantitative estimate near the minimizers, that is
inf  [|[V(u—aUlz,A)|72 < C(n) (|[Vull7. — S?[|ul[72-) - (1.4)

z€R™ A>0,a€R
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A natural and more challenging perspective is through Euler-Lagrange equation, that is,
whether a function w that almost solves (1.2) must be quantitatively close to Talenti bubbles.
There are many obstacles to address this question. First, (1.2) has many other sign-changing
solutions [12, 14]. Second, u could be the sum of many weakly interacting Talenti bubbles
even if we restrict to the non-negative functions. In fact, a seminal work of Struwe [22]
showed this is always the case, at least for non-negative functions.

Theorem 1.1 (Struwe [22]). Let n > 3 and v > 1 be positive integers. Let (uy),cy C
H' (R"™) be a sequence of non-negative functions such that (v=2)8" < [om IVug)® <
(v+ 1) S"with S = S(n) as in (1.1), and assume that

| Aug + uj, —0 ask— oco.

1
[
Then there exist a sequence (z%k), ey zl(,k)) ren of v-tuples of points in R" and a sequence

()\gk), e )\l(,k))keN of v-tuples of positive real numbers such that

9 (- Sou.a)
i=1

One can also show that the family of U [zi(k), /\ik)

—0 ask — oo.
L2

| has the so-called weak interaction.

Definition 1.2 (Interaction of Talenti bubbles). Let Ulz;, ;] and U|z;, ;] be two bubbles.
Define the interaction of them by

i A R
Q(Ziazjy)\i;)\j) = <— - +)\z)\]|Zl —Zj’2) . (15)
YEPY
We shall write ¢;; = q(;, 2, \;, A;) if there is no confusion. Let (U; = U [z;, \j]),-,-, be a
family of Talenti bubbles. We say that the family is J-interacting if o

Q :=max{g;:i,j=1,---,v} <4. (1.6)

Despite the difficulty of non-negativity issue, one can still investigate the problem locally.
That is, if u is already near to a sum of weakly-interacting Talenti bubbles in H'-norm, then
|Au + u|u[P~t|| -1 should control the distance from 7, the manifold of sums of weakly-
interacting Talenti bubbles. Along this direction, Ciraolo et al. [8] obtained the first quanti-
tative estimate dist(u,T) < C||Au + u|u|1’*1||Ln2T7_L2 for all n > 3 when v = 1, i.e., when
only one bubble is present. Later, Figalli and Glaudo [15] established the following theorem
for any finite number of bubbles.

Theorem 1.3 (Figalli and Glaudo [15]). For any dimension 3 < n < 5 and v € N, there
exist a small constant 6 = 0(n,v) > 0 and a large constant C = C(n,v) > 0 such that the
following statement holds. Let uw € H' (R") be a function such that

<4

Y

i=1

L2
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where (U;)1<i<, is a d-interacting family of Talenti bubbles. Then there exist v Talenti bub-
bles Uy,Us,, ..., U, such that

< C|Au+uluf ], (1.7)

=1

However, Figalli and Glaudo constructed some counter examples that (1.7) does not work
inn > 6 if v > 1. They conjectured that one needs to modify the RHS of (1.7) to I'| log T'|
when n = 6 and to |T'|” for some v < 1 whenn > 7, where I' = ||Au+ u|ulP™|| ;-1
However, the exact value of v is not known.

In this paper, we give affirmative answers to both of them.

L2

Theorem 1.4. Suppose n > 6. There exist a small enough § = §(n,v) > 0 and a large
constant C' = C(n,v) > 0 such that the following statement holds. Let u € H* (R") be a
function such that

<9, (1.8)

Vu— > VU
=1 2
where (Ui)lgigy is a d-interacting family of Talenti bubbles. Then there exist v Talenti bub-
bles Uy,Us, ..., U, such that

(1.9)

D

I'z ifn>"T7,

Y I|logT|2 if n =
=1 L2

for T = [|Au + ululr| -+

Note that our theorem completely solves the remaining cases in higher dimensions n > 6.
Moreover, we improve the conjecture of [15] when n = 6. After finding out this intriguing
power £, we went back to check the counter examples in [15]. Their examples show that

there exists u € H'(R") when n = 7 such that

. _ e >TS
inf | Vu > VU2 2 T,

21, Ry X
Az, A0>0 v
Notice the fact that 1% = & when n = 7 exactly implies that (1.9) is sharp in this case.

Indeed, we can prove that our result (1.9) is sharp for all n > 6.

Theorem 1.5. For sufficiently large R > 0, there exists some p such that ifu = U|—Rey, 1]+
UlRey, 1] + p, then

9 1
‘ [llogT|>  if n =6,
; B Ty > X 1.1
g [Vu = VUL Ale 2 {D Fns7 (M0
A1,A2>0 i=1

As a consequence of Theorem 1.4, we obtain the following sharp quantitative estimates of
Struwe’s decomposition.
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Corollary 1.6. Suppose n > 6. There exist a small enough 6 = 6(n,v) > 0 and a large
constant C :‘C' (n,v) > 0 such that the following statement holds. For any non-negative
function v € H' (R"™) such that

<u — —) S" < [Vul? < (V + 1) S™,
- 2

there exist v Talenti bubbles Uy, Us, ..., U, such that

- [|logl|z  if n=26
Vu—ZVUZ- < ¢ lllos & if n=6 (1.11)
i=1 rs ifn=T7,
for T' = ||Au + ulu[P~H| .. Furthermore, for any i # j, the interaction between the

bubbles can be estimated as

UPU; < C || Au+ oy -
Rn

Finally we remark that recently there has been a growing interest in understanding quan-
titative stability for functional and geometric inequalities, due to important applications to
problems in the calculus of variations and PDEs. For extension of (1.4) to Sobolev inequal-
ity with general exponents we refer to Figalli and Neumayer [16] and the references therein.
Stability results on Sobolev inequality can be used to obtain quantitative rates of convergence
for fast diffusion equations. We refer to Bonforte and Figalli [4], del Pino and Séez [9] and
the references therein. There is also a rich literature on the study of quantitative versions
of the isoperimetric inequality and other geometric inequalities analogous to the Sobolev
inequality. (A nice description of comparison between Sobolev inequality and isoperimetric
inequality can be found in Figalli and Glaudo [15].) We refer to Brasco et al. [5], Cavalletti
et al. [7], Delgadino et al. [13], Figalli and Glaudo [15], Fusco et al. [17], Maggi [19] and
the references therein.

1.2. Sketch of the proof. We briefly explain the ideas of our proof. Throughout this paper,
we shall write that a < b (resp. a 2 b) if a < Cb (resp. Ca > b) where C' is a constant
depending only on the dimension n and on the number of bubbles v. The constant C' may
change line by line. Also, we say that a ~ b if a < band a > b. The integral [ always
means fRn unless specified. We always denote with o(1) any quantity that goes to 0 when §
goes to 0. The common notion o(Q)) means o(Q))/Q goes to 0 when () goes to 0.

Suppose u satisfies (1.8) with a family of d-interacting bubbles. Consider the following
variational problem

d(u) := N Hzlfe Vu—V <ZU Ziy A )
AL, A0 >0 L2

It is easy to know that (for instance, see [1, Appendix A]) if § is small enough then such an
infimum is achieved by some

o= Ulz\]. (1.12)
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Let us denote U; := U [z;, \;]. Since the bubbles UZ are d-interacting, the family (U;), i<y 18
0’-interacting for some ¢’ that goes to 0 as § goes to 0. o

Let p := u— o be the difference between the original function and the best approximation.
Then p satisfies the equation

Ap+[(o+p)P =0l +0”=> U+ f=0, (1.13)
i=1
where f = —Au — u|u|P~!. Moreover, p also satisfies the following orthogonal conditions
Vp-VZ! =0 forany1 <i<ry,1<a<n-+1, (1.14)
R

where Z{ are the (rescaled) derivatives of U|[z;, A;] with respect to a-th component of z; and
A; (defined in (3.1)).

The linearized operator of (2.3) at 0 is A + poP~!, which will have kernels when ¢ is the
sum of a family of weakly-interacting bubbles. The non-homogeneous term o” — > . U} is
the main data which encodes the interaction of bubbles. Since the linearized operator have
kernels, f should be interpreted as some Lagrange multiplier. The key idea of this paper is
to obtain a precise behavior of the first approximation of p.

To illustrate the main idea, we start with the easiest case. Assume U; = Ulz;, 1] is a
family of J-interacting bubbles with the same height. Since 0 is very small, z; are far from
each other. Define R = min{1|z; — z;| : i # j} and then Q = R*™".

By some standard finite-dimensional reduction method (see for example [11, 25]), given
a family of (U;),,., which is ¢’-interacting, we can find a function p, (in an appropriate
space) and a family of scalars (c’) such that we can solve

v n+1l

Apo + [(0 + po)’ — o] = —(o? ZUP)+ZZCUP 'z,
i=1a=1 (115)

[Vpy-VZ¢=0, i=1,--,v;a=1---,n+1
In the core of each bubble Uy, i.e. {z : |z — z;| < R}, we have U; > Uy, for k # j. Then
ZUP Z U0 < < = R* (g — z) 7t (1.16)
~ Y14 |-zt
k=1,k#j
Here (y) = /1 + |y|2. In the outer region Q2 = {x : |z — z;| > R,Vj =1,--- ,v}, one has

: 1
_;Ulf <ZUP Zl+|x_z|n+2NZR I—ZJ>2 i

Thus the solution pg to (1. 15) should have the following control

lpo(2)] S Z R*™™(x — 2j) 7 X{jo—syl<ry + Bz — 2))* "x0. (1.17)

Here yq is the characteristic function for a set (). This type of point-wise estimate is the
key to our proof. Notice that py decay very slow in the core of each bubble. Next, we shall
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multiply po to (1.15)', and integrate it to find the following estimate

R*log Rz = Q|logQ|z, n =6,

R"R"° ~ %, n>T. (1.18)

IVpollze S {
Here the dimension of the space plays an important role in the integration. Estimates
(1.17)-(1.18) show that the contributions to dist(u, T) also come from the far away behavior
of u. This is one of the main difficulties in obtaining the sharp quantitative estimates for
Struwe’s decomposition.
Now let p = po + p1. Then (1.13) and (1.15) implies p; will satisfy

v n+l
Apy +[(c+po+p1) — (0 +p) ]+ D> c‘;Uf“Z; + f=0, (1.19)
=1 a=1 .

pryVZ}‘zO, i1=1,---,v;a=1,--- ., n+1.

Observe the equation of p; does not contain the interaction term o” — »"7 | U?. Therefore,
p1 should depend on a higher order of (). Indeed, Proposition 3.12 proves that ||Vp;| <
Q? + || f||z7-1. Combining with previous estimate of V gy, we get

Q3, n>"7,

QllogQ|z, n=6.

On the other hand, we shall multiply (1.13) by some appropriate Z,?H and integrate it to

arrive (cf. Lemma 2.1)
Q<+ | [ o] + [ lovun

To establish the above estimates, unlike [15], we did not use cut-off functions. Using the
point-wise estimate (1.17) of py, we can show that the last two terms are higher order in

@ and then Q < ||f||g-:. Consequently, |Vpl/r2 < HfHI%_1 if n > 7and ||Vp| 2 <
£l zr=1|log || f|| z1=1|2 if n = 6. Thus one can establish Theorem 1.4 in this setting.

Vol < IVpolle: + Vol S I flla— + {

For a general family of bubbles 0 = ) . UJz;, \;], things are much more complicate.
Since we can not a priori assume that \; ~ \; or |z; — z;| << min(\;!, )\;1), we may
have bubble towers, bubble clusters, and these two may be mixed. (We remark that there are
many papers in the literature concerning the construction of bubbling clusters or bubbling
towers solutions. For bubbling towers we refer to Del Pino et al. [10], Musso and Pistoia
[20], Pistoia and Vétois [21] and the references therein. For bubbling clusters we refer to Wei
and Yan [24, 25] and the references therein.) For instance, if ¢ contains bubble towers (that
is max{\;/\;, \;/\i} > \Ajlzi — 2;]%), one neither knows the existence of py satisfying
(1.15), nor has a simple control of the interaction as (1.16). These two difficulties are deeply
related. The strategy is to design a “good” space for the interaction term |o” — . U7 so that
(1.15) has a solution py with the desired control. Choosing the right norm is a very delicate
process. We start with just two bubbles and examine the magnitude of the interaction term

10ne attempts to differentiate the RHS of (1.17) and integrate to get (1.18). This could give a quick check
of n > 7, but not n = 6 because the integral on the outer region is divergent. Check Remark 3.4 for how we
overcome this.
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(Ui + U;)P — U — U7 on different regions of R". Fortunately, we obtain a uniform norm
| - ||+« (cf. (3.15)) to handle the bubble tower and bubble cluster at the same time, which
reduces the amount of work significantly. Then |o? — >, U |l < C(n,v) follows from
the bounds of all pairs by a simple inequality.

The existence of pg satisfying (1.15) is based on some a prior estimates (cf. Lemma 3.5).
To establish such estimates, we used blow-up argument and divide R" into three types of
region: inner, neck, and exterior ones. We manage to prove the leading parts of W (x) is
a supersolution on the neck and exterior regions. This is the most crucial and technical
part of the proof. After establishing the a prior estimate, we get the existence of p, from
standard contraction mapping theorem. Consequently ||po||. < C(n,r), which plays the
corresponding role as (1.17). Then the rest of proof is almost the same.

We also construct an example which shows the exponents in (1.9) are sharp. Suppose
o=U, + UQ where U, = Ul—Rey, 1] and UQ = U[Rey, 1]. By reduction theorem (see
[25]), one can prove the existence of p such that

Aﬁ + [(U + ﬁ)p - Up] +of — Zi:1,2 (j’tp + Zi,a 620’37_1251 = 07 (1 20)

[Ur'Zep=0, i=1,---,v;a=1,--- ,n+1. '
Choose u = o + f. Then Au + [uP~'u = — 3,  &@UP™'Z¢. We manage to find a good
approximation of / in the interior and exterior region which shows that || V|| . in the interior
part is already no less than Q% when n = 7 and Q| log Q|% when n = 6.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we prove the main result as-
suming several crucial estimates on p and Vp. Section 3 contains two subsections. The first
one proves the existence of the first expansion of p and its point-wise estimates. We use it to
establish the estimates used in the proof of main result in the second subsection. In Section
4, we devote to constructing some example to show that Theorem 1.4 is sharp. The appendix
consists of various integral estimates between bubbles and their derivatives.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we will prove the main Theorem 1.4 based on some crucial estimates,
whose proofs are deferred to the next section.
Suppose u = o + p where 0 = ) ., Uj is the best approximation (see (1.12)). Then

Au+ulul™ = Ao +p) + (0 +p)lo+pP ™ =Ap+po?~lp+ L+ L, (2.1)
where
I =o? — ZUip, L= (oc+p)lo+plP™t —a? —pa?~p. (2.2)
i=1

Let f = —Awu — u|u[P~!. Then (2.1) can be reorganized to
Ap+po?tp+ L+ L+ f=0. (2.3)
If n > 6, then p € (1, 2]. We have the following elementary inequality
(0 +p)lo+ pl" " =% — pa*p| S 1p|”
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Thus
|| < |plP.

Multiplying Z,’;H (defined in (3.1)) to (2.3) and integrating over R" give

‘/Ilz,?“ < /|fZ,?“|+ ’/pa”‘lpZﬁ“ +/!plp|Z£f“!-

Here we have used the orthogonal conditions (1.14). Using |Z;™'| < Uy and ||Uy||g—1 <
C'(n), we can apply Holder inequality

‘/Ilz]?—i_l

Lemma 2.1. Suppose u satisfies (1.8) with 6 small enough. Then

<l + \ ooz

+ / P12 . (2.4)

/]1217;'"1 :/]1)\k8>\kUk— Z /U /\ka)\kUk—i—O(Q) (2.5)

i=1,i#k

Proof. The first identity follows from the definition Z,ff“ = M\;0x,Ui. Denote 0 = oy, + Uy,
where o, = Zzl'/:l,i 2k U;. We make the following decomposition

/Il)\k:a)\kUk = /(0p - Z UNANONUe = J1 + Jo+ J5 + Jy,
=1

where

pUlf_lak— Z Uzp))\kéhkUk,
{vWUkzok} i=1,i#k

/ — pUP 1) MO, Uk,
{I/Uk>0'k}

/ pok 1Uk+0k ZU )\k&\kUk,
O'k>l/Uk}

=1
J4 :/ (O’p — O’i — pO’ZﬁlUk))\ka,\kUk.
{O’k>l/Uk}
Notice |\;0y, Ux| < Us. Based on the inequality
|(a +b)P —a? —pa?~'b| < aP?b* ifa>b>0, (2.6)

we have

|Jo| S /{ , }U,f_la,% < /U,f_ea,?“e ~ QM. 2.7
vUp>op
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Here € > 0 is very small, such that 1 + ¢ < p — ¢, and in the last step we have used Lemma
A.3. Similarly | Jy| < Q<. For J3,

| J5| =

/ (pO'zilUk—FO'z—ZUip))\ka,\kUk
{or>vUi} i—1

< / pol UL+ > UM U+ / Uptt
{ok>vUg} {ok>vUy}

i=1,i#k
Using an elementary inequality

SIRGE

i=1,i#k

>, uy,

1<i<yj<v
i#k,j#k

and the triple integral estimate in Lemma A.4, we have

| T3] S Q' +/ UIS—H'
{ox>vUi}

Consider the second term on the RHS. Lemma A.1 implies
[ ot s [ Ui, Ul = 0 logaul) = o(Q)
{Us=2Uy}

therefore

14

Z /{Ui>Uk} UISJFI - O(Q)

/ U]f+1 <
{ok>vUs} i=1,i#k

Therefore |.J5| = o(Q). Now consider /i,

Z /U” UiAOA, Us
i=1,1#k

v

= / pU,fflak)\kakUk — / Z Ulp)\ka,\kUk = O(Q)
{vUr<oi}

{vUi >0} i=1,i%k

Here we applied the same trick in (2.7) to obtain o(Q). With the above estimates of .J;,
1=1,2,3,4, we can get

/ L0y Uy, = Z / UP ' UM0A Uy + 0(Q). (2.8)

1=1,1#£k

Simple integration by parts shows that

p/Ug_lUiAkﬁ)\kUk :/Uf)\ka,\kUk

Thus (2.5) holds. U
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Now let us go back to (2.4). In the next section, we will prove two important estimates

'/ o2y =o(Q) 4 Wl [ 1oP1Z N =0l@) 4 Iflun, @9)

in Lemma 3.13.

Remark 2.2. These two terms have rough bounds easily by Hélder inequality and Sobolev
inequality. Indeed, for instance, when n > 7, as did in [15, (3.31) and footnote 1],

/Up_lpZ};H

[ P12 <191
By Lemma 2.1 and the above two estimates, one can achieve

Q S Vol 2@+ I Vollhs + || fll -1 (2.10)

Multiplying (2.3) by p, the approach in [15] would induce [|[Vpllz2 < QP! + || f]lz-1-
Plugging in this fact to (2.10), we obtain Q < Q*®~Y 4 || f||z-1, one fails to conclude
anything when 2(p — 1) < 1 (equivalent to n > 10). This obstacle actually motivates us to
have a better control of p instead of simply using Holder inequality and Sobolev inequality.

S IVollQ7

Using (2.9), we can prove the following important lemma.
Lemma 2.3. Suppose u satisfies (1.8) with § small enough, then
QS Sl (2.11)
Proof. Lemma A.3 implies | U'U; ~ ¢;; for i # j. Notice that if ¢;; < @, then

We shall collect all the ¢;; such that ¢;; ~ ) and choose k such that ) is the largest one
among them. Notice Lemma A.2 implies f Uf’ MO, U = —qir, = —(@Q. Since they have the
same sign, Lemma 2.1 yields

Plugging in this fact and (2.9) to (2.4) to obtain
QS Sl
[

Now we can prove our main result Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. In the next section, we shall prove p = py + p;. By Proposition 3.9,
we have

QllogQlF ifn =6,

Qs ifn>7. 2.13)

Vo2 S {
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By Proposition 3.12, we have

IVl £ Q%+ [ fll 1.
Since we have shown @ < || f|| -1 in the previous lemma, then

1
£+ Pog [ fllz—|*, n =6,
Vol < IVpollze + [Vorll2 S y
(Al n=>T.
Here we have used the fact that | log x|% is increasing near 0. Therefore (1.9) holds. U

Proof of Corollary 1.6. The proof is identical to that of Corollary 3.4 in [15].
0

It remains to establish Lemma 3.13, Proposition 3.9 and Proposition 3.12. As we have
discussed in the introduction, these depend crucially on a point-wise estimate of py.

3. EXPANSION OF THE ERROR

In this section we will prove the estimates required in Section 2, the most important two
parts are a point-wise estimate of py and a global L? estimate of V. We divide the proof
of them into two subsections.

3.1. Existence of the first approximation. Let us consider the equation (2.3) of p. The lin-
earized operator is A +poP~!, I) + I+ f is the non-homogeneous term and p is the solution.
I; is the main data which encodes the interaction of bubbles. /5 is a higher order term in p
and negligible. Since the linearized operator have kernels, f should be interpreted as some
Lagrange multiplier. Therefore, an approximation of p can be obtained from studying the
linear equation Apy + po?~tpy = I, + L.

For:=1,--- v, define
1 0U[z, \] oU [z, Al
70 = — % Zntl = )\, /=22 , 3.1
K3 )\Z aza s, ? (3 a)\ )\:Ai ( )
here 2% is a-th component of z fora = 1,--- ;n. Notice {Z® : i = 1,--- , v} is the kernel of
A + pUP™". 1t is easy to verify |Z¢| < U; foranyiand 1 < a < n + 1.
Consider the following linear equation
v ntl
Ap+pot~lo =h+ 3 5 U 2L,
i=1 a=1 3.2)

fUz‘p71¢quzoﬂ 7::1,"’,1/;CL:].,"'77L+].,

where 0 = Y7, Ulz;, A;] is a family of d-interacting bubbles. We always assume 0 is
very small. We shall use finite-dimensional reduction to prove the solvability of ¢ given a
reasonable /& in Lemma 3.5. To that end, we need to set up the norms and spaces.

Let [ = {1,2,--- v}, throughout this paper we denote y; = A\;(z — z;), 4 € I, and

RU:max{\//\l/)\],\/)\]/)\z,\/)\z)\ﬂzl—zﬂ}:5;1 if Z#]EI (33)

Definition 3.1. For any two bubbles U;, U;, if R;; = /A\;\j|z; — 2|, then we call them a
bubble cluster, otherwise call them a bubble tower.
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Let us define

L .
Now we can define || - ||« and || - || norms as
1Al = sup [a(2)|[V " (z), I8l = sup |¢(z)[W " (2) (3.5)
rER? FISING
with
v )\nTHRQ—n )\%R—ZL
V(r) = 2 (WX{MKR} + WX{|%>R/2}> , (3.6)
“ (AT R A7 R
W(z) = —— 3 X{wl<R T 1 X{lwil>R/2} | - (3.7)
- < (y;)? {ly:d|<R} (y;) {lyi|=R/2}

Remark 3.2. The ad hoc weight V' is used to capture the behavior of the error term h =
of —>°7  UP. Since A,¢(x) ~ h(z), it is natural to define W ~ A\~2(y)?V.

Proposition 3.3. There exists a small constant 6y = do(n,v) and large constant C(n,v)
such that if 0 < dq, then

lo” = > Ul < C(n, ). (3.8)

=1

Proof. To make the proof more transparent, we will start with two bubbles. Consider U; =
Ulz1, M), Uy = Ulz2, Ao], and h = (Uy + Us)? — U} — UY. Because of weak interaction, U;
and U, must be a bubble tower or bubble cluster. Notice that & is always positive.

/ \ shape of V(x)

FIGURE 1. U; and U, form a bubble tower with A\; > \,. The dotted line
denotes the h. The right picture shows that the core region of Us (i.e. {|yz| <
Ri2}) contains that of Uy (i.e. {|y1| < Ri2}).
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e Bubble tower (see Figure 1): Without loss of generality (WLOG), we can assume A\; > A,
and Riy = /A1 /Ay = €75 > 1. In the rescaled z;-centered coordinate y; = A (z — 21), we

see that Uy (z) = )\gn_2)/2U(y1), where U(y) = U[0,1](y), and

AR

Uy(z) = , 3.9
2(7) (14 elylyr — &f?)n=2)/2 G2
with |£2’ = ‘)\1(22 — Zl)’ S R%Q If |y1‘ S R12/2, then U2 § Ul,
/\(n+2)/2R2—n
h<SUP WUy m 22— 12 (3.10)

<y1)4

If Ri2/3 < || < 2R%, then Uy ~ A" 22|y, 2" and Uy ~ A" ?/?R% ™. Setting

y = Y1/ Ri2, then
1 \? 1
1+ A—> 1=
( g2 |g|Pn=2)

n+2)/2 H—(n+2 n+2)/2 —
/\g )/ R12( ) N )\g )/ R124

h 5 )\gn+2)/2R;2(n+2)

(3.11)

~

S -
912 {y)" =2

On the other hand, in the rescaling z;-centered coordinate y» = A\y(z — 29), we see that
Us(z) = A" 272U (y,) and

R
(ely + |y — &1[2)(=2/2

Ui(z) = (3.12)

where & = A\y(21 — 20) with |§;] < 1. Keep in mind that y, — & = e2,y;. Thus, if
1< |yo — &] < Ryp/2, it means R2, < |y;| < R3,/2. In this region, we have U; < Us,
(n+2)/2 p2—n
h< UL & A R,
<y2)4

In the outer region |y, — &2 > R12/3, it is easy to see that

(3.13)

(yo)m T (y)n?
From (3.10), (3.11), (3.13) and (3.14), we conclude

2 nTH 2—n "T” 4
At Ry, N2 Ry
2\ T <R+ T Xl

=1 g

n+2 nt2
)\’iTR2—n )\,L.TR_‘l
(WX{%KR/Q} T WX{|%>R/3}> ,

h SUS =

~Y

(3.14)

h

AN

(3.15)

-

i=1

forany 0 < R < Rqo.
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/ \ shape of V(x)

o=l = /221 — 2
L VW

FIGURE 2. U, and U, form a bubble cluster. The right picture shows that the
influence region of U, contains that of U; like bubble tower when A\; > A,.
However, if A\; /&= )., the core region of them shall be disjoint.

e Bubble cluster (see Figure 2): WLOG, we can assume \; > Ag and R1o = A\ \o|z1— 22| =
€15 > 1. In the rescaling z;-centered coordinate y; = A(z — 2), Ui (z) = )\gn_2)/2U(y1)
and

S
( 1 T |)\ Y1 _ e|2)(n—2)/2’
1

Aslz1—22]? lz1—22]

Us(z) = (3.16)

with e = (29 — 21) /|22 — z1|. Since Ris < A\i|z1 — 22|, if |y1| < Ry2/2, we have U, S Uy,

Agn+2)/2R%5n
<Z/1>4

If R12/3 S |y1| S )\1|21 — ZQ|/2, then U1 ~ )\gn—Q)/2|y1|2,n and U2 =~ )\gn_Q)/2R%2_n. Setting

@ = yl/ng, then
1 P 1
el ) S P
< g2 |g[ptn=2)

n+2)/2 p—(n+2 n+2)/2 —
)\g )/ R12( ) N )\g )/ R124

h<UP'U, < (3.17)

h< )\gn+2)/2R;2(n+2)

(3.18)

~

S -
912 (g

In the rescaling z»-centered coordinate yo = Ao(x — 23), Us(z) = )\én_g)/ U(

y2) and

AR
e * sz + o)

)\%‘217Z2|2 21*752‘

Ui(z) =

(3.19)

If |yo| < Ria/2 and |y1| > Ai]|z1 — 22|/3, it means |—2— + e| > 1/3, then

A2|z1—22]

n+2)/2 —n
/\( )/ R%Q

hSUy U S 2 L (3.20)
2
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In the outer region |ya| > Ri2/3 and |yi| > Ai|z1 — 22]/3 > Ri2/3, we have
n+2)/2 H— n+2)/2 p—
)\( +2)/ R124 )\( +2)/ R124

h<UP+ UL < + 22 (3.21)
: (y1)2 (ya)m=2
From (3.17), (3.18), (3.20) and (3.21), we also have (3.15).
e For any finite number of bubbles, we shall use a simple inequality (see Lemma A.6)
ZUP<Z (U + Uj)P = UP = U]
i#j

Each one on the RHS can be bounded by the above estimates of two bubbles, see (3.15).
Summing them up, one can obtain h < C(n,v)V (z). O

Remark 3.4. In order to have a simple form of V', we bound £ just by (y;)*>~" in (3.14) and
(3.21). In fact, h decays faster than V' at infinity. Such relaxation causes a minor problem
for n = 6 when estimating f|y >Ry, >R VW in Proposition 3.9. Check the estimate (B 16)

and (B.20) in Lemma B.2. Thanks to the fact thatif n = 6 thenp = 2 and o? — > ., =
Z -U;U;. We can get around this and directly estimate the integral [ U;U;po. Check the
estlmate (B 37) in Lemma B.3.

Lemma 3.5. There exist a positive 6y and a constant C, independent of 6, such that for all
0 < o, if {U; }1<i<y s a 0-interacting bubble family and ¢ solves the equation
{A¢ +poPle = h,

3.22
JUreze =0, i=1,--,via=1-- ,n+1, (:22)

then
ol < C|lh||ws- (3.23)

Proof. We use blow-up arguments to prove (3.23). Suppose there are k — oo, +-interacting
bubble families {U( = UM, )\ ’”]} , h = hy with ||h]|.. — 0, and ¢ = ¢, with
1<i<v

? 7

| ¢l = 1 solving the equation

fUlp_lz7?¢k:07 Z:177Ua1§a§n+1 .
For simplicity, here and after we denote U, := Ui(k) and oy, := ZZ.VZI Ui(k)

In the beginning, let us introduce some notations. After finite steps of choosing subse-

quences, we can make the following assumptions. Foreachi € I = {1,--- v}, let z( )=

v]
k k k k k
AP (B ) (®) (k) _

; . J € I'\ {i}, we can assume that limy, ., 2;; exists or limy_,o 2;;” = 0.
Then we divide indices / \ {i} into two groups:
Ly ={jel\{i}| hm z( ) exists and hm ]z )| < o0},
(3.25)

Lip:={jel\{i}] kh_g)lozm = 00}.
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Furthermore, we divide all bubbles into four groups: ones are higher (lower) than U; in tower
relationship, ones are much higher (otherwise) than Uj; in cluster relationship.

() CENNGING
=i e NI AT 2 A Rz’j_ AN
(%)
J

= (e NG <A R§f’ = AT,

(k) /() (k) (k) y (k) (k) (k) (3.26)

C={jel\{i}| lim )‘j JAT =00, Ryt = /AT |z — 2 )

={jel\{i}| hm )\(k /)\ < 0, R )\Z(-k))\g-k)|zi(k) - z](k)|}

Recall that ygk) = )\Ek) (x — zi(k)). Let us define
Q® = Ju" < 13,
el
(3.27)
o= (" SL}ﬂ( AR e}),
JEIL jF#i

with a large constant . = L(n,v) and a small constant € = €(n, V) to be determined later
(see Figure 3 for an illustration of €2;). It is easy to see that, for large k, we have

CewPienn N wE-Pizal. 6w

e ot
JET; UC;

For simplicity, here and after we drop the superscript if there is no confusion. It is conve-
nient to denote W = . (w;1 +w;2) and V = 3. (v;1 + v;2) with

N7 R A7 R
wi(z) = TX{lyIKR}a wio(z) = WX{MZR/?%
o N (3.29)
via(z) = WX{IWSR% via(®) = WX{\MZR/?}’
where R = R%) =1 mmz;,gj{R "} = coas k — oo.

Since ||¢x||« = 1, we have |¢k]( ) < W(x) and there exists a sequence of points {xy }ren
such that

k| (zr) = W (xk). (3.30)

First, going to a subsequence if necessary, we consider the case that {zy }xen C (2.
Case 1: {xy}ren C S, for some iy € 1. Let ip = 1 and define

{m( i) == Wl @) ge(z)  withy = A (2 — 2),

hely) = A\P2W Y (@) hi(2),  x(yn) o= on(2). (3.31)
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Then ¢y, satisfy

Ad(y1) +~p)‘1725-£71(y1>¢~5k(y1> = hi() in R", (3.32)
fUp_lZ“qSkdyl =0, 1<a<n+1. '

Here U = U[0,1](y1) and Z% = Z%(y1) = Z{(z) defined in (3.1). Let 2, = 20 Z; =

1j >
. (k)
limy oo Z1; and

Evi= () Alm-z=1/M}, Ex= (] {ly—zl=51/M}:
jET{Fﬁll’l jecfﬁmll,l
Let

Suppose M > 2max{L, e '}, itis easy to see that ng) CC Ky for k large.

Claim 1. In each compact subset K, it holds that, as k — o0,

AT = U0,1], ] = 0, (3.34)
uniformly. Moreover, we have
Del(m) Sl — 5[, jeTuCy. (3.35)

We postpone the proof of Claim 1 and finish the blow-up argument in Case 1. By the
standard elliptic regularity theorem, the Claim 1 shows that there exists a subsequence of b
uniformly converges in each K ;. Furthermore, by the diagonal arguments, let M — oo, we
have a subsequence of Dr weakly converges to ¢ with

A¢ + pUr~'¢ =0, inR™\ {z |j € (" UC) N 14},
[0l(y1) S lyr — 5" je(TPUCT) NIy, (3.36)
fUp*IZ“gbdyl =0, 1<a<n+1.

Notice that all singular z; are removable. Together with the non-degeneracy of Talenti bub-
bles, we get ¢ = 0. However, since |Y:x| < L, going to a subsequence if necessary, then
limg ., Yx = Y, and consequently gg(Yoo) = 1. This is a contradiction.

Case 2: {xp}tren C Q\ (Uies€;). There exist some ¢ € I such that, choosing a subse-
quence if necessary, {zj treny C A; Where

A= JAlwl < L 1y — 25l <€ |yl = L}, Ji=TuC (3.37)
Je€J;
We can choose the smallest A;, such that, for each A; O {z}}ren, it holds that \;; > A;.

For simplicity, let i = 1 and take notations as before. See Figure 3 for A; in a simple case.
Define

Wi(z) = ) (wya() +wja(e)) + wia(z),

jeN

V(z) =Y (va(e) + vja(@)) + v (@).

jeJ1

(3.38)
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FIGURE 3. Illustration for the blow-up regions of a simple bubble configura-
tion. The solid circles denote {y; = L} fori = 1,--- , 5. The dashed circles
mean {|y; — Z;;| = €}. The shaded regions constitute A;.

We will use the following two claims to show that W(m) is a supersolution to our problem
in the region A;.

Claim 2. For any two bubbles, say U; and U;, suppose k large enough, in the region {|y;| >
L, |y;| > L} it holds that

Z Uﬁ;l(wl,l + wm) < € Z (1)171 + Uu), (3.39)

m,le{i,j} lefig}
with small ¢, = maX{Ln;f?, L3, 26}

Claim 3. Fix a bubble U;, let J; = T;“ U C';r. In the region A;, we have

Uipil Z(w]’,l -+ wj’g) S €1 Z(Uj’l -+ /Uj,2)7 (340)
jeJ; Jj€J;

Z Ufflwi,l <€ Z(Uj,l +vj2) + €101, (3.41)
jed; jed;

when k large enough.

We also postpone the proofs of Claim 2 and Claim 3. By (3.29), it is easy to see AW <
—2(n —4)V. In the region Ay, itis easy to see } ;.o U; < Uy for k large. Therefore

p—1

o t= (Y Uu+i+ DU gZUj’lJrZU{”.

J€N JET UCT J€N1
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Consequently, it follows from Claim 2 and Claim 3 that

1y _ D
O-Z 1W = Z Uzp ! (U)j,l + wjjz) + ZU{) ! Z (wj',l + wj,Q)

1,J€J1 Jje€N

I S
twy Y UPT 4 Ut "y, (3.42)

jeJ1
. 5o
< (41/ €1+ Z)V m Al'

Then, by choosing L large and ¢ small such that (4v%¢; + 5/4)p < 3,

AW +po? "W < =V in A;. (3.43)
From Case 1, we conclude that, for % large,
k| (x) < C|hgllW () in Uier Q, (3.44)

with a constant C' = C'(n, v). On the other hand, if i € T}, then |y;| = i—l

have, for k large,
wi1 A =N (Z/1;>2 > -2 A1 =N > 1
Wy 1 O\ y1)? Ai 7

e (3.45)

yl_ézl SL We

Ifi € C, then |y;| = 3¢

A1
Wil _ pon (ﬁ)n22 {ys)" > od-np-2p? (ﬁ) > 1
e A W N | (3.46)
Vi oo (A_) O (A_) - |
() i (y1)* — i .

From (3.44), (3.45), and (3.46), we have
W = W + Z (lUjJ + ’LUjQ) S QW in Al,
jETTUCT

V=V4+ Z (’[}j’l—i—/l}j72>§2‘7 in A;.

JETT UCT

(3.47)

By (3.42), (3.44) and (3.47), it is easy to see that :i:lOC’||hk||**W is an upper (lower) barrier
for ¢y, in A;. It follows that

|| ()WL () < 100 hgel|we — 0. (3.48)

It contradicts to (3.30) since W () > W (zy).

Case 3: {xp}tren C Q° = Uier{|yi| > L}. As before, it is easy to see that AW <
—2(n — 4)V. From Claim 2, we also have

bW <12V in Q. (3.49)
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Then,
AW 4 po?™'W < -V in Q°. (3.50)
From Case 1 and Case 2, we conclude that, for k large,
66l(2) < Cllbgll..W (@) in Q. (3.51)
In particular, we have
|9l(z) < Cllhe|[W(z) ondQ° = 0. (3.52)
Thus £C'||hg|+. W is an upper (lower) barrier for ¢, in 2°. It follows that
o] (xp)W ) < Olhglse — 0. (3.53)
It contradicts to (3.30).
To complete the proof of (3.23), it suffices to prove the three claims above.
Proof of Claim 1. To prove the claim, we need to use a simple inequality
% b, max { } (3.54)
holds for any positive numbers a;, b;. Thus by (3.32)
o) = 0 < iy < )
@) = s < o s < e { Gt B g2

We shall estimate the RHS of the above two equations on each compact subset /;;. They

are divided into the following four cases.
The case j € T;". By (3.12), we have

Uj(x) AT i < MPENT RET (3.55)
(z) = ~ < . :
’ ()" (el + |y — ZJD" ?
Let Y, = Ai(z), — 21). Since |y;| = R}l — %] > R};/M > R for k large, we only need
to consider
; g2+ 1Y, — ;) 1
wj,2(£) ( 15 | k= ]|) o (356)
wia(Tr) (e3; + lyr — Z))n \yl -z
: g2 + Y n—d
ZULQ(:E) ( 1j | k— D 5 5 M’n 2 (357)
Nwja(ze) (€35 + |y — )
The case j € T] . By (3.9), we have
M7 RE™ -
Uj(x <N ORET (3.58)
J( ) = 1+ 51]|?Jl |)n—2 1 15
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It holds that |y;| = Rl_j2|y1 —Z| <M Rl_]? < R for k large. Then we have

, 142V — ))?
wj1(x) ~ ( 1;’ k ~JD2 <1, (3.59)
wia(ze)  (L+egln — %))
: 1+ &2V — 24|)?
U@ Rl—f( 1;' ¢ f|)4 < R (3.60)
AMw;i () (1+ 51]"3/1 - Zj])
The case j € C;. Let A = \j/\;, then Ry; = v/A|%;] and |%;| > 1. It holds that, no matter
|Z;| < oo or |z;] = oo, we have |y;| = Ay1 — %;| > VARy;/M > R for k large. Then
n—2

>‘12 nT_2 n—2 p2-n
(/\_1/2 + /\1/2|y1 _ gj|)n_2 5 )\1 M le . (361)

Uj(x) =

Then we have

wjo(x) - (AY2 £ A2y, — 32t < 1 (3.62)
wio(y) — (ATV2H N2y — )t Yy — gt '
va(®) (N2 NP — )
Mw; (k) VAT 4 N2y, — )
SM"PRP|E|7? < MR (3.63)

The casej S C; Let A\ = )\j/)\l, then le = \/X‘E” S (1 + 0])|2j| with Qj =
limy_, o0 )\gk)/)\gk). It holds that |y, | < M < |%,|/2 for k large. Then |y, — Z;| > |Z;]/2,

n—2

A B2 o

Uj(z) = O Ay — 5 e

Furthermore, we have
wi2(T) (A2 NP - 5Pt Ri-n (3.65)

wj (k) (12 4 \I2Jy, — 2yt ~ T ,
@)y DTN = S (3.66)

Nwgalwn) 1 (g — 5[yE -

It is easy to see that

_ wia(r) (Vi)? < via(@) (V) <
GO =0 e T e S Ruaen T st G0

From (3.55), (3.58), (3.61), (3.64) and (3.67), we get

ALZ6r () = UL0,1] (1) + o(1) — U0, 1] (1) (3.68)
From (3.55), (3.58), (3.61), (3.64) and (3.67), we get
7 V(ZL') n—2

From (3.56), (3.59), (3.62), (3.65) and (3.67), we see that the singularities only happen for
j € (T1+ U Of_) N ]171 with

Bl (1) S |y — 2™ (3.70)
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O

Proof of the Claim 2. Here and after, we always assume £ is large enough. WLOG, we
assume ¢ = 1 and j = 2. It is easy to see the claim holds when m = [,
2 2
Z U (wiy +wis) < 6 Z(Ul,l +vy2). (3.71)
=1 =1
It reduces to consider the case m # [. We divide it to the following two main cases.
(1) The case )\1 Z )\2 and R12 = 4/ )\1//\2. Let 51 = /\2(2’1 — ZQ) and 62 = )\1(22 — 2'1). It
holds that [§;] < 1 and || < R%,. Since y; = Ri,(y2 — &), then (y1) > 1R3,(y2) on the
set {|y1| > L, |y2| > L}. We have
2

>\1
L (wgq 4+ was) < 162 “Hwgy + w
<y1>4( 21+ Wa2) < 16A5(y2) " (wo,1 + way2) (3.72)

< 16{y2) *(va1 + va2) < €1(va1 + va9).

Observe that |y; — &| = Ri,|ys| > LR, then |y;| > (L — 1)R3,. In the region {|y;| >
L, |ys| > L}, we get

Uf_l(wm + w272) =

2 \"5% pd
Ay MR (3.73)

p—1 _
U3 (wl,l —|—w172) = <y2>4 <y1>n—4 X{|y1|>(L-1)R3,}

First, we bound the above term on the set {L < |ys| < LRyo, |y1| > (L — 1)R3,}, that is

A2 AT R CONT RS Ry ) (L_1)4_HAFR—4 1

(y2)* ()"~ (ya)* (y)" =t~ (y2)* RO
o AE R " .\ A R ) (3.74)
= (L —1)n (y2)* {ly2|<R} —<y2) =2 X{R<[|y2|<LRi2}

< e1(va1 + v22).
Second, on {|ya| > LR, [y1] > (L — 1)R3,}, we have (y1) = (Ri,(y2 — &1)) > % 2(Y2),
M AT RN R R ()" ORy

S ) e T R () e (T

(2) The case )\1 > /\2 and R12 = )\1)\2’21 - Zgl Notice that |€2| = v/ )\1/)\2R12 and Yo =

MA (Y1 — &), Thenon the set {L < |y1| < 1\/)\1//\2]%12} we have (y,) > —\/)\Q/Alng
Consequently

< €102, (3.75)

n—2 n—2
)\g )\12 Ran ) _4)\12 Ran
<ry S 16N RE———
()t Qyp NI = AR T )

Next consider UY _lwlvg. To bound it, we divide it into two cases. First, suppose \y|z1 — 25| >

L, then on the set {R < |y1] < l\/)\1//\2}%12}

A = R (y1)? 16 16

—— = 16w < Vg < —v
{yr) YR O Nlm—aP T VL

Ué)_lwl’l == S €1V1,1- (376)

UY w5 < 1602RpH

(3.77)
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On the set {|y1]| > 31/A1/A2Ri2}, then
n—2
)\% )\ITR74 ()\1/)\2) Rn 6 2n74 2n74
— T . =" < v < —7V91.
(y2)* (y1)"* > (yi)n* Nz — 22 2t T VL

Second, suppose || = Ag|z1 — 2| < Li. On the set {L < |y| < R}, since 3 =
>\1)\51(y2 — 51), then |y | > ﬁé > \/TER%2 and

p—1 —
U2 Wr2 =

)\2 AN 5 R (/\1/)\2) Rn 6 1
= v < (VL) ™™y1 < €121,
(y2)* <y1>" =0 ( \/_RQ L) <( ) 2,1 S €121

2
On the set {|y2| > R},

(3" o) . (82)" = (y2)"" . 2" 4@;) 2
(=t = (33y2)nt T~ 2 (y)?

Let us consider the term Uf—lwgg. On the set {L < |y2| < R,|y1| < R}, one has

<y2> > %\/ )\2/)\1R12 and
n—2 n—2
)\% )\2TR2*" /\% )\2TR2—n /\2 .
= N =4(5) 7 Rijvrg < evpy.

<y1>4 <y2>2 <y1>4 (% )\2/)\1R12)2 (Al) 12 Y1,1 1,1
On the set {L < |ys| < R, R < |in|} N {L(Aa/A1)*v1.2 > 21}, one has

A2 AZ " R2en s (12)? ()\1 > o L{ys)?
()t {y2)? Tyt e T !

On the set {L < |yol < R,R < |yi|} N {L(Xa/M1)*v12 < w21}, one has (y;)" 2 >
()\1//\2) Rn 6<y2>4 then

p—1 _
U2 Wi2 =

< €1029.

p—1 _
Ul Wa1 =

UP~ g = vig < LR %015 (3.78)

_ A 2 4 4(n-—6) 2n—20
uy 1w2,1 = V21 252;4 ()\—1> < g L7 m2R™ 2 (yg) »2 < €109, (3.79)
1 2

here we have use L < |ys| < R.
It remains to consider the term U7 _lwgvg. First, on the set {|y2| > R, |y1| < R}, similar
to (3.76), one has

n=2 n—z
X AT RT3 A R
(ot ()" 7 ()t (p)?
n+2
Second, on the set {|y2| > R, |y1] > R} N {vi2 > va2}, one has (y1)/(y2) < (’\2)2<" 7,
A2 AT R )" (A9) T Ao\ 72
- n— 2 1 n72
UP Mgy = 2L 22 U oy, W <—2) <w —(—2> < €1vy0.
PO )t )t T )t = )2\ -
On the set {|y2| > R, |y1| > R} N{v12 < va2}, one has (y;) > <y2>()\1/>\2)2<71+*22>

BT RO ) (QafA)
ot =2 (50) G =0

UP gy = < € (3.80)

p—1 _
Ul wyg = < €1029.
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O

Proof of the Claim 3. WLOG we assume ¢ = 1. By the definition (3.26), we have \; > A;.
Let A = )\j/)\ls 51 = >\j(21 — Zj) and éj = Zj = )\1(2]' — 21). Observe that, lf] S C+,
ly;] < R < VARy; = |&], then |y; — &| > |&1]/2. Thus, on the set {L < |y;| < R}, no
matter j € C} or T},

_ 1 ,
Myn)? = A+ A7y — G = SRy, j e TP UC. (3.81)
It follows from (3.81) that, on the set {L < |y;| < R},
n—2 n+2
A2 N\, 2 RZ .2 R
UF M wja = 75~ < 16R = < aj. (3.82)
)t () (Y5

Moreover, on the set {|y;| > R, [y1 —&;| < e}, itholds that (y;)* = 1+ M|y — §;|? < 2A\%€?
and
n—2
MO R ()
(o (w2 y)

Together with (3.82) and (3.83), we prove the (3.40).
If L <ly;| < R, itis easy to see that

Ufflwﬂ = 4Uj,2 S 262'11]'72 S 611}]"2. (383)

-1 1
Uy = N T G S (89

For |y;| > R, one can use the same type of estimates (3.78) and (3.79) to prove

Ujpflwl,l < e (vj2 +v11).

Combining the above claims, we complete the proof. U

Next, we estimate the coefficients c{) in (3.2).

Lemma 3.6. Suppose o is the sum of a family of d-interacting bubbles. If ¢, h and ¢} satisfy
(3.2), then .
ol S QUhlls + Q%) 1<j<wv,1<b<n+L

Proof. We shall multiply (3.2) by Z]l?. By the Lemma A.5, for a,b < n + 1, there exist some
constants 7* such that
n+1

3 / AUPTZeZ =yt + D d0(gy).

i#j a=1

Fix1 <j <w,1<b<n+ 1. By the orthogonal condition in (3.2) and |Z]b| SU;

‘ / po 02| = ‘ / P = U) Zj6

<[4l / (o' — UP) U, W

(3.85)
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Now we use the fact that, (c?~' — UP~")U; > 0 for each 4,
(o7t — Up1U<ZUp1 Ur-hu; = ZUP.
Then by Proposition (3.3),(3.85) can be bounded by

\ [0z <1l [0 ZUP Wis S [0l [ VW@ S Q.

Here we have used Lemma B.2 in the last inequality (see similar estimates (3.107)) and
(3.109)). Similarly, by Lemma B.4 we have

b
e

Multiplying (3.2) by Z Jb and integrating, we see that {c{)} satisfy the linear system

<y / VUde < Q... (3.86)
=1

n+1

'+ Ol = /pap—1¢Z§+/hZ;-’, 1<j<wvl<b<n+l
i#j a=1
Since g;; < ) < ¢ the system is solvable and we prove the claim. O

From Lemma 3.5 and 3.6, using the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 4.1 in
[11], we can prove the following result:

Proposition 3.7. There exists positive oy and a constant C' > 0, independent of 0, such that
forall 6 < g and all h with ||h||.. < oo, problem (3.2) has a unique solution ¢ = Ls(h).
Besides,

IZs()l, < Cllhlle,  [ca] < COllA]].

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that § is small enough. There exists a solution py and a family of
scalars () which solve

Ap+[(0+ ) —o?|+0" =D U =) Uz (3.87)
i=1 ia
with
lpol(z) < CW (). (3.88)
Proof. Let
Ni(¢) =(0 + ¢)P — 0P — pa?~'¢, (3.89)
Ny =o” = > UP. (3.90)

Then, (3.87) is equivalent to
¢ = A(¢) =t —Ls(N1(¢)) — Ls(N2), (3.91)

where Ls is defined in Proposition 3.7. We will show that A is a contraction mapping.
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First, it follows from Proposition 3.3 that there exists Cy = Cy(n, v)
[Na]las < Ca. (3.92)

Next, we claim that || Ny (¢)|l.. < C1R™*®=V|¢|l.. In fact, since |N,(¢)| < C|oP <
C||o||PWP, then

326 < Cllollsup W (@) (o) (393)
Notice, for the first type weight function, say |y;| < R, we have
n—2 p
For the second type weight, say R/2 < |y;|, we have
()\122 R_4>p ( (y:)" 2 ) _ RO (2 pn) < pi-D) (3.95)
(yi)— )\:%2 R4 l B 7
since n — 2 — p(n — 4) < 0. By the inequality (3.54), we get
WPyt < R, (3.96)
Thus, there exists C; = C(n, v) such that
IN(@)]ls+ < CLET# V4. (3.97)

Making C' possibly larger so that we also have || Ls(h)||« < Ci||h||.« in Proposition 3.7.
Now define the space

E={u: ueCR")NDYR"),|ul. < C;Cy +1}. (3.98)

We claim that A is a contraction mapping from E to E. In fact, choosing ¢ small, then R
large such that R=*®P~DC2(C,Cy + 1) < 1, we have

[A(@) |« < CrlINL() [l + Cr[| Vo]

< RHPNCHC10y + 1) + C1Cy < C1Co + 1. 39
Thus, A(E) C E. Furthermore,
14(61) = A@2)lls < IILs(Na(61)) = Ls(Na(2)].- (3.100)
< Ci[|N1(61) = Ni(¢2)] -
If n > 6, then N{(t) < C|¢t|[P~!. As a result,
[N1(¢1) = Ni(d2)| < C (|1l + 1" [é1 — ¢ (3.101)

<C([loall2™ + Nloall27) llpr — dal WP
Since WPV ! < R~*P~1) « 1 if § small, we get
1
|A(¢1) — A(ga) ||« < §H¢1 — 02|+ (3.102)

Thus, A is a contraction. It follows from the contraction mapping theorem that there is a
unique ¢ € F, such that ¢ = A(¢). Moreover, it follows Proposition 3.7 that ||¢[|. < C. O
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3.2. Some estimates of the error. In this subsection, we will establish L? estimates for the
Vp, based on the point-wise estimates from the previous subsection.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose § is small enough. We have the gradient estimates

logQ|z, ifn =6,
Vool S {8’2 e Q| l;n oo (3.103)

Proof. Multiplying p, to (3.87) to get

/ Vpol* S / oy + / [polP ™t + / (0" = > UP)po. (3.104)

It follows from Proposition 3.8 that |py(z)| < W (z). By the Lemma B.1, we have

/Uplp?) < Z/Ué“/%

)\2 )\anRZL—Qn )\2 )\T}*QR—S
Z(/ 4 : 4 d$+/ Z4 ; 2n—8 dx)
ly:|[<R (yi) (yi) lys|>R/2 (yi)* (i) (3.105)

=1

22 )\an 4—2n 22 )\7}72 -8
+Z(/ ]4 : R4 dl’—i—/ ]4 ; ngdﬂi)
iz; \Jlvil<R (y;) (yi) wilzry2 (Y3t (Ya)

<R x QP

By Sobolev inequality, we have

/!po\p“ < | Vpolloi™. (3.106)

Now consider the last term in (3.104). Proposition 3.3 says that [o? — > . U/| < V(z).
e If n > 7, using (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain

[ =S| 5 [vewe

2 ni2 222 g
)\ 2 R2 n )\ 2 R n )\l 2 Rz—n )‘j 2 R
- Z /yz|<R 4 <yj> +/|yi§R <yi>4 <yj>n*4 (3.107)

BJ=1"]y;|<R ly;|>R/2

/\ RN R ANF RN R
+Z/ - +/ i b —
il >R/2 - (y;)n=2 o (y;)? il >R/2 - (y;)n=2 - (y;)m—

1,J=1" |y;|<R ly;|[>R/2

By some tedious computations, Lemma B.2 shows

[ =S uhms e (3.108)

o If n = 6, then p = 2. By Lemma B.3, we have
‘/(02 _ZUE)PO < Z /UinPO
Plugging (3.105), (3.106), (3.108)7,6](3.109) into (3.104), we get (3.103). U

< R ®log R~ Q2| log Q). (3.109)
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Now consider p; = p — pg. Recall p satisfies (2.3) and p, satisfies (3.87). Thus p; solves

Api+ (0 +po+ 1) = (0 +po)] + 30, GUT T 2 + [ =0, (3.110)
pryVZsz 1=1,---,v;a=1,--- ,n+1. '
Now we decompose
v n+l
ZB’U +Y O B+ pa, (3.111)
i=1 a=1
such that forall: =1, --- ,yanda: 1, ,n+1
/VPQVUZZOZ/VPQVZ;I (3112)
Lemma 3.10. If 0 is small enough, then p, satisfies
v n+l
IV p2ll 2 <ZIBZ|+ZZW!+|MIIH1 (3.113)
i=1 a=1
Proof. Multiply the (3.110) by p, and integrating, we get
/|VP2|2 Z/[(U + po+ p1)” = (0 + po)¥lp2 + / |p2f]
Since the elementary inequality
(0 +po+p1)! = (04 po)? —p(o +po) ' pr| S lenlP (3.114)
then
[1vel <o [lo+ ol + [loPlel+ [l Gns)
Notice the decomposition of p; in (3.111),
p [losnl ol <p [ 1o+ nl 6+ B [ o+ ol Uil
where B = 3", |3'| + 3, , |5.|. By Holder inequality
/|U + 0" Uilpal < llpallze lllo + pol? " Uill sy S (I Vpall 2,
(3.116)

/Imlplpzl < lpall7z- o2l < (B+ Vo2l 22)" [V pal | 2.

It follows from the second variation estimate (for instance, see [1, Prop 3.1] and [15, Prop
3.10]) and the orthogonal condition of p, that there exists constant ¢ < 1 such that

p/aplpg < c/\Vp2|2 (3.117)

Recall a simple inequality that if x > 0 and p € (1,2] then ||z + y[P~! — |z[P7!| < C|y|P™!
for any y. Consequently

p/|a+ﬂo|p_1 <C/!szl2+0/\ﬂo|p 'y < @+ OV poll 72 ) IV a7
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Therefore,
p/ o+ pol"Hprpa| < (€+ ClIVpoll72) IV p2ll 72 + CBI[V pa|l 2 (3.118)
By Proposition 3.9, we can make ||V pgl|2 < 1. Plugging in (3.116) and (3.118) to (3.115),
IVp2ll72 < BlIVpallz + (B +[|Vo2ll2)? [ Vpallz + [ L= V2 2.
Choosing ¢ small such that ||V ps||;2 < 1 and B < 1, then

IVpallr2 S B+ [ flla-1- (3.119)
U

Lemma 3.11. If§ is small, then
18+ 18 S Q% + || fll -1

Proof. We shall multiply (3.110) by U, and integrate it. Before that, let us make some
preparations. It follows from (3.114) and |(o + po)?~! — UP™'| < i UL "4 |po[P~T that

\ 1o+ o0+ = o+ Pl —p [ O

S [urvinl+ [lnlver [ 1o a0

i#k
By Holder inequality and Sobolev inequality,

/|p1|pUk <Bp+/,osvkssp+ 117,

(3.120)

/|po\p iUk S IVpoll72 IV pill 2 Ukll e S 0(1) (B+ (1 f =)

U Ul ey S o(1) B+ | fllu-1), i # k.

R

Here o(1) denotes a quantity goes to 0 when § — 0. Multiplying (3.110) by U}, and integrate
it. The above estimates give

/ VUi +p / UPpr Sol1) (

Up 1za ‘ /|ka
7,0

We know that [ UP™'Z¢U, = 0if j = kand [UY'ZeU, S [UPU, =~ Qif j # k by
Lemma A.3. It follows from Proposition 3.3, Lemma 3.6 that |¢/| < Q. Inserting these
estimates to the above equation,

~Y (Zﬁi/UipU’“ *Z@/UI’SZ?) S 0B+ @+
that is |

(p—1)B*+ > B'0(gu) + Zﬁ O(qi) S o(1)B+ Q® + || fl| 1. (3.121)
i#k
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Since f Vi - VZéC =0, then (3.111) and (3.112) imply

v n+l

iﬁi/VUi-VZ};JFZZﬁ;/VZf-vz};:o.
i=1

=1 a=1

Using Lemma A.5, it is equivalent to

> BO0(gw) + 85+ D BiO(giw) =0. (3.122)
ik i#k,a#b

Combining (3.121) and (3.122), we can get the conclusion.

Proposition 3.12. Suppose § is small enough. We have

IVorllze S Q%+ [1f -

Proof. This just follows from Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.10 with

IVprllze S D181+ D18 + I Vpllre-

Finally, we can prove the estimates which are used in the proof of the main theorem.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose § is small enough. We have

‘/O-plpzl?Jrl

Proof. Notice p = py + p1. Then
/ Pzt = / o poZ + / oPp 2 (3.123)
By Holder inequality and Sobolev inequality

‘/O-plplzg+l

It remains to consider the first term on the RHS of (3.123). By the orthogonality condition
of pg, similar to (3.85), one has

o

Finally, by Holder inequality and Sobolev inequality

[z

=@+l | [ 127 = 0(@) + 1l

< ol lo= Z7 I ey S UVl S Q* + (I f 1.

= '/(apl — U YpoZt ™ = 0(Q). (3.124)

< polze S IVollze S IVeollze + [IVorllz: S o(@) + ([l (3.125)

O
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4. SHARP EXAMPLE

Let us consider the two functions Uy == U[—Rey;:1],U, := U[Rey;1] where R > 1.
One can define & = U; + U, and construct norms || - ||z and || - ||z as (3.5).
By Proposition 3.8, we can find a unique solution /5 and a family of scalars (c’) such that

{A (O + 02+ p) + (Oh+ Do+ 5) + 5,800 25 =0, @.1)

[VZ:-Vp=0, j=1,2a=1--,n+Ll

Here ZJ“ are the corresponding ones in (3.1) for U, and Us. It follows from Lemma 3.6,
Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 3.9 that

Y@ SQ~R Il < Clnyy), |[Vill. S BB, 4.2)
7,a
Now let u := U, + U, + p. Then
Aut[uf == &0 Z; = .

a’?j
It is easy to see that
1l D] s 7 (4.3)
gk
Consider
. iznefRn \Y, (u — Z U [z )\j]> (4.4)
/\11>702,)\2>0 Jj=12 L2
which can be attained by some
U1 =U [Zl; )\1] y U2 =U [22; )\2] .
Necessary we should have
IV (u= 01 = Ba)ll2 < ||V(u =0y = Oo)| | S RTEO2.
Hence
Hv (01 4+ Uy — Uy — U2> ‘LZ < RE0-2), 4.5)

This implies that: up to some reordering
>\j =1 -+ 03(1), 21 = —(R + 03(1))61, 9 — (R + 03(1))61. (46)

Here or(1) means a quantity goes to 0 when R — oo. Denote p = u — U; — Us, then (4.1)
means that p satisfies

{Ap + (Ui + U+ p) = Ul = U5 + 32,807 28 = 0

4.7
foflzjqp:O’ j:1727a:17”'7n+1' ( )

’In this special two bubbles Uy, U,y setting, one can use potential estimate to prove directly as in [25].



32 BIN DENG, LIMING SUN, AND JUN-CHENG WEI

Denote o0 = Uy + Us, y1 = © — 2z and y2 = = — z5. Because of (4.6), the norm || - ||z ~
and || - || & || - ||+« with || - ||« and || - ||.« defined in (3.5). Then (4.2) implies

loll- < C(n,v), |IVplle S R7EC72.

In order to get a lower bound of ||Vp||.2, we need to obtain the precise first order term of
p. The idea is to match the inner error with the outer error up to leading order.
Suppose ¢1 () satisfies the following equation

-1l

A+ pUP ™' ¢+ R U Vo qjamanfcry + R X, &UI T 2 = 0, 45
JUrZeg =0, i=12a=1-- n+1
Similarly let ¢ () satisfy the following equation
A+ pUS' ¢+ R 2UL Ui qamsalery + R' 2 2, U 28 = 0, 49)
[Ur'Ze¢p =0, i=1,2;a=1,--,n+1
Since R"2UP"'U,y = a2 R*2(2R)* (& — )%, then it is easy to show that
b1(z) =Ag|lr — 21| 2 +op(lr — 21| 7?), 1< |z — 2] <R, (4.10)
¢a(x) =Agly — 2| 2+ or(lz — 2| 7%), 1< |z — 2| <R, (4.11)
where ,
2 —n&p n—2
Ay = - 4", a, = [n(n—2)] 7.
Suppose ¢ satisfies
o} « P ob ab
A = = — = — L =0 4.12
o+ (=t ph) e a0 O
with ¢(o0) = 0. Here z2; = z;/R and Z, = z3/R. Then it is easy to know
¢3 :Ao‘x—21‘72+OR(|$—,§1‘72), near 21, (413)
¢3 =Ao|lr — 29| 2+ og(|z — 25|7%), near 2. (4.14)

Fix s > 0 small. It is easy to see that in the region |y;| ~ R'~$, the two functions
R?"¢;(y;) and R™"¢(%) differ by

x
R i(y:) — R™"6s() = B*"or((y:) ), (4.15)
for : = 1, 2. Now we can prove the Theorem 1.5 in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let n(t) = 1 for t < R'™ and n(t) = 0 for t > 2R'~*. Denote
m = n(|y1l), 12 = n(|y2|) and

-n -n z
o) = B*éa(y)m + da(yo)ii] + B"6s(H) (1 —m — 1) (4.16)
where y; = x — z; and Yy, = © — 29. Then one can compute

NG+ po" o+ 0" —UP = U = =Y (mé, + ) UL 28 + Ji + T+ Js + Ju,

a,i
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where
Ji =p(o?™t = UP" YR "¢ (y1)ms + plo®" — UL~ )R "o (y2) o,
Jo :[Up - Uf - Ué)] - U{)_IU2771 - U2p_1U1772,
a Q aP aP
G =y + ) s ~ o)
X X
J3 =V - V(R* "¢y (y1) — R_n¢3(ﬁ)) + A (R* "¢ (y1) — R_n¢3(}—%)),
X X
Jy =V - V(R* "o (y2) — R_”¢3(§)) + Ana(R* "o (y2) — R_n¢3(}—%))'
Then combine with (4.7),

Alp =) +po" M p— ) = h+ X, (mé, +nse, — &)U 7,
[UPF 200 =0, i=1,2,a=1,---,n+1,

(4.17)

where
4 ~ ~
h=[=(o+p) +0"+po"'p] =Y Ji+ Y a(Ur 'z —UP ' 2.

Now let us show ||h||.. = or(1). The first term can be controlled similar to (3.93) to be

l(o + p) = 0¥ = po? " pll < [l S 0r(1). (4.18)

Now it is easy to see

[ i)l = sup Zw“ U (ya) i (i)l S R2

Y1, yQER"
To control J5, we notice Uy < R_sUl onrn; > 0and U; < R™*U; on 1y > 0. Then
[ 2]l Ssup R**(y1)*[o” — UL — UY — UP'Us)y
Y1

+sup R (o) o — U} — U§ — U3 ' Uhlne

Y2

s Rl 4 el o7 = (0 4 )
sup U1 Y2 o° —
770 N 71 K

P p

(075 (63
U Up + ni :|(1—771—7’]2)

[P =2y P2

SR_48 + OR(l).
For J; and J,, we need to use the fact in (4.15)
[ 3]l = 0r(1),  [[Jalsx = 0r(1).
Because of (4.2) and (4.5), then
YAtz - Uz

1,0

<or(1)R*™. (4.19)

kok
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Combine the previous estimates, we get ||h||«. = og(1). Therefore by Lemma 3.5,

lp = oI+ < or(1).

This gives a lower bound on p, with error og(1). From this we can multiply (4.7) by p and
integrate

/\VpP :p/0p1p2+/( - Uy -U%) p+ZcJ/ Ur=—Z¢p. (4.20)
It follows from (4.6) and (4.7) that

n—2 >
‘/U” 1Z“ ‘/U” lZa Uy~ IZ“ ‘<OR /WV<{ o( ™), n=7,

8logR), n =06,
where we have used the estimates in (3.106) and (3.109). Similarly using ||p — ¢||. = or(1),
we can derive

[ -vr-upio-)| sontr) [V < {ggg‘:;jgm "

However, direct computations shows, using (4.16),

dx
Jor-v-mez [ Ut it | 6
R1=s<|y1|<R R'=s<|yn|<R (1)
> R Q" n>"7,
R %log R~ Q% logQ|, n=6.
Plugging in the above facts to (4.20) to get
Qp7 n 2 77
IVl =< 5, _
Since || f||z-1 < R*™™ ~ @, the proof is done. O
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APPENDIX A. SOME USEFUL ESTIMATES

This appendix contains some useful estimates involved Talenti bubbles and their deriva-
tives.

Lemma A.l. Leta > (> 1land a+ 5 = 27,
[ vt Up) = 0la " ogas)

Proof. See the proof in [2, E4]. OJ
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Lemma A.2. For any two bubbles, there exists C,, such that
2 )\ n_
/n Ulzi, MilPAj0x, Uz, Nj] = =C,y (qw 2/\]> q; " + O(qZJ =2 logq” )

Proof. See the proof in [2, F16]. Moreover, if A\; < A; then RHS ~ —¢;; when ¢;; < 1. [

Lemma A.3. Givenn > 3, let U; = Ulz;, \;], i = 1,2, be two bubbles. Then, for any fixed
¢ > 0 and any non-negative exponents such that o + 5 = 2%, it holds

min(«,3) .
q lf a — 5 Z €,
/ UPUS mpe 4 o Sola =l (A1)
Proof. See the proof of proposition B.2 in [15]. U

Lemma A.4. Givenn > 6, let U; = Ulz;, \i], t = 1,2, 3, be three bubbles with §-interaction,
that is Q) := max{qi2, (13, q23} < 6. Suppose 0 is small enough. Then

(1) For n = 6, we have
/ U UsUs < Q2 log (%) . (A.2)
(2) Forn > 7, we have
| vt s @ ogal (A3)
Proof. For n = 6, 2" = 3, by the Holder inequality, we get

1 1 1
3 3\3 3 3\3 3 3\3
/UlUQUgg(/ UfU;) </ U12U32> (/ U;U;) : (A.4)

By the Lemma A.3, we have

1 1 1
/ UiUsUs < ] 10g qual ads | 10g q1] 534 1og gas 5. (A.5)
Since the function 22 | log x|% increasing near Zero choosing 0 small, we get (A.2)
Forn > 7,2* = % let o = 6 = 5(n 5> 51 = % and sy = ”7_5 By the Holder
inequality and the Lemma A.3, we get
3\ 3\ 2% x| 2
/ U UyUs < <Uf‘U2> (U3U3> Uy Uy
n (A.6)

2 _2 n5
n—2 _n—2 _n-—

S afy " als a55 | log gas|
Since the function x%| log x| = increasing near zero, choosing  small, we get (A.3) [

Lemma A.5. For the Z¢ defined in (3.1), there exist some constants v* = v*(n) > 0 such

that
/ prigagr ~ )0 Fa#d (A7)
o if1<a=b<n+1.
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Ifi#jand1 < a,b<n+1, we have

‘/ plzazb

Proof. See the proof in [2, F1-F6]. Moreover, it is known that 7! = 4% = ... = 4", O

S Gij- (A.8)

Lemma A.6. Suppose p € (1,2] and a; > 0, then
14 p 14
OOEEE s 9
i=1 i=1 i#j
the equality holds when at most one of a; is non-zero.
Proof. 1t is equivalent to prove

f(a17a27"'7au>:<zai> V_2 Za —ZCLZ+CLJP<O

i=1 1#]

Denote a; + a3 = s. Define g(z) = f(x,s — z,a3,--- ,a,). It is easy to see

@) _ (v=2)2" 7 + (s —2)" ] = ) [z +a)' 7+ (s —a+a)7

p(p—1) P
Since p — 2 < 0 and a; > 0, then ¢"(z) > 0 for x € [0, s]. Since g(0) = g(s), we must have
g achieves the maximum at z = 0 or s. Therefore f(ay,as, - ,a,) < f(0,a1+ag, - ,a,).
Repeating the above process for any pairs, we obtain f < 0. 0

APPENDIX B. INTEGRALS REQUIRED IN SECTION 3

This appendix is devoted to the computations of integral quantities mainly required in
section 3. Precisely, they are used to bound the integral quantities [ o?'p and [(o? —
> UP)po. The strategy is that: if the integrals essentially much less than R "=2 we can
simply use Holder inequality and Lemma A.3 to give them bounds no greater than R2,
Otherwise, we need compute the integrals in four cases: bubble tower with U; higher (lower)
than U,, bubble cluster with U; higher (lower) than U,. In each case, we split the involved
integrals in regions where the integrand has a power-like behavior and then computing the
integrals explicitly.

Recall that

Ui(x) = Ulz, M) () = : =t =123, (B.1)

where y; = \;(z — z;) and (y) = /1 + |y|?. For i # j,
ax {\/Ai/Aj, VAN VAN - zj\} . (B.2)
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Lemma B.1. Supposen > 6 and 1 < R < Ry5/2, we have

A2 AP2RA-2n R, n=6,7
1M dr =~ { R"2log R n=8 (B.3)
mi<r (Y0t ()t ) :
" R n > 8§,
A2 NT2RTS o
/|yl|>R <y1>4de ~ ’ n 20, (B.4)
22 )\n—2 4—2n
/I <R <y22>4 1 <y?>4 dv S R |log B, n>6, (B.5)
AR
2 n—2p—8 —n—9 .
/ A2 Al—RdI < R K n==6,7,8, B6)
=R (Y2)* (y1)> R n =>9.

Proof. (1) The first integral in (B.3) is equivalent to

R0, n==~6,7,
MR / d—xg — R0 / dms ~<{ R 2logR, n=38, (B.7)
wl<r (Y1) <R (Y1) R4, n>0.
(2) The second integral in (B.4) is equivalent to
R / W gt (B.8)
=R (Y1)%""

(3) The third integral in (B.5) is equivalent to

4

4 4
AR / Uy (x)U? (x)dx
ly1|<R

n—4 4
d n n_ _n_ n
S )\711—4R4—2n (/ ynl) (/ U2n—2 Uln—2 de‘)
ly1|<R Al ly1|<R
s 4
S R7qqy  [log qua| 7

1
Here we have used the Holder inequality and the Lemma A.3. Recall that R < R1s = q;5" >
and the function z*|log x]% is increasing near zero, then we get

4 /\n—2R472n
/ Uy—? ($)1—4dx < R_"_4| log R|%. (B.9)
ly1|<R (1)

(4) Set z = A\i(2z9 — z1) and A = Ay /)y, the integral in (B.6) is equivalent to

A2 \PT2R-S . / 1 dyy
21" gr= R . (B.10)
/yl|>R (y2)* (yr)2n—s wizr AT Ayr — 2[2)2 (y,) 23
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The case \y > Xy and Ris = /A1/Xo. We have |z| < A\7! = R2,, then it holds that
ly1 — 2| > |y1|/2 when |y;| > 2A7L. Thus, from (B.10) we have

/ A2 A?—2Rfsdx<R_8 ()\2 / dy e / di, >
wisr (Y2)* (Y1)t~ R<lp|<oa-1 (y1)2 8 prj>2a-1 (Y1)t

R4, n>9,
< { R logR, n=S_,, (B.11)
R n—617

The case \y < Ay and Ry3 = \/Xa/\1. We have |z| < 1, then it holds that |y; — 2| > |y1|/2
when |y1| > R > 1. Thus, from (B.10) we have

/ A2\ Rigda: < sy / 1 dy,
ly1|>R (y2)* (yr)2n=8 >r (A2 + [y — 2[2)% (yn)>n 8

dy,
SR_SR_4/ 5 R—S—n‘
2 Jiisr (1)

(B.12)

The case \ > Ay and R15 = /A1 \a|z1 — 2z3|. We have Ryp = \/X|z| < |z| and A|z| > 1.
Sety = y1/|z] and e = z/|z|, we have

RB/ 1 dy;

wazr ATHH Ay — 2[2)? (yp) 28

st)\z/ 2| dy
wi=r/ ATz g — et (270 + [g])2 8

sexp N Iy . B CE
Rr/lel<lgi<i [P Jijacigiee 19 —€l* gz 19127

RP(N2]) 220 S RT3, n=6,7,
< { R8Nz log (%) SR O\log (2)| SR, n=s,
R™VAz)™* < R, n>0.

The case \y < Ay and Ry3 = \/A\1\2]z1 — 23|. Similar to the case above, we have

- 1 din R"2 n=6,7,8
R 8/ < ! 6o B.14
nlzr O Nlys = 2P (g™ ™ {R =) (B9

Together with (B.11)-(B.14), we get (B.6). ]
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Lemma B.2. Supposen > 6 and 1 < R < Ry5/2, we have

n+2
2 pP2-n /\ 2 2—n -8 =6
/ N2 R R2 d R,n,(;g R, n , (B.15)
ly1|<R (1) <y1) R , n>"1,
RTH 4 2 4
/ M RQA ul —dr~ R7"?, n>T, (B.16)
=R (Y1)" <y1>
n+2 2—n 2 2—n
/ SR R2 de < R, n > 6, (B.17)
ly1|<R.|y2|<R 3/1> <y2>
AT p2on 4 8] -
/ °R )\2 R s R_n_c;g R, n =6, (B.18)
1 <Ryl R y1> <yz> R2 n>7,
n+2 9—n _81 B
/ M R2 5 1%2 arg Tl =0 g )
1> R ly2|<R <y1> <yz> R2, n>T,
4
/ n R2 o R4 dv S B2, n>T. (B.20)
[y1|>R,|y2[>R (y1)" (y2)"
Proof. (1) The integral in (B.15) is,
n -8 _
R / A e / e i SN E1)
ly1|<R <?Jl> ly1|<R (y1> R , n>"T,

(2) The integral in (B.16) is

Avd d
R / =R / N xR >, (B.22)
ly1|>R (y1> " ly1|>R <1/1>

(3) The case \y > Xy and Ry = /A1/Xa. Set Q1 = {|ly1| < R, |y1 — 2| < R/A},
z = A (2z2 — z1) and A = A\y/\;. The integral in (B.17) is

nt2 n—2 n-a
/ A’ R Ay” R dx = R (&) ’ / 1 dyr
o W)t (p)? At o (W)TATTH A = 2P g gy

< R4—2nR4112—n/ dy14 < Ri-2n
i<k (Y1)

The case )\1 < )\2 and R12 = )\2/)\1. Set z = )\2(21 — 22) and \ = )\1/)\2. The integral in
(B.17) is, seeing that Q1 = {|y2| < R, |ys — 2| < R/A},

ni2 n-2 n-2
/ A R Ay” R dx = R <ﬁ) ’ / 1 dy>
o )t ()2 A o (92)? AT+ A2 = 27)2 g oy

< R4—2nR%2—n/ dy22 < Ri-2n
ly2|<R <y2>

The case )\1 > )\2 and ng = v/ )\1)\2|21 — 22’. Set z = )\1(22 — Zl) and A = )\2/)\1. In this
case, if Q; # (), then one must have [z — 2| > 3|21 — 25| (see Figure 2), that is |y, — z| > 3|z
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and \|y; — z|> ~ R, in ;. Consequently, the integral in (B.17) is

n+2 n=2 n—
/ )\1-2F R A R2_ndm — Ri-2n (ﬁ);l/ 1 dyr
o W)t ()’ M a () AT Al =22 g s,
Con e dy Cne
SRR Tar SRR
wl<r (Y1)

The case )\1 < )\2 and R12 = v/ )\1)\2|21 — Zgl. Set z = )\2(21 — Zg) and \ = )\1/)\2. The
integral in (B.17) is

nt2 n=2 n—2
/ )\1 2 RQ—n )\22 RQ—n e — R472n <ﬁ) 2 /‘ 1 dy2
o W)t ()’ Az o (922 AT+ Al =22 g o

< R4—2nR1—24/ dy22 < R2
ly2|SR <y2>

From (B.23)-(B.26), we get (B.17).

(4) To prove (B.18), we shall rescale the LHS of it around z;. For the following four cases,
we set QQ = {’y1| < R, ’y2| > R}, z = )\1(22 — Zl) and A = )\2/)\1.

The case N\ > Ay and Ry3 = /A1/Ao. By the definition of Rj,, we have \|z| < 1. Since
Y2 = A(y1 — 2), then |ya| < A(Jya] + |2]) < AR+ 1. By the assumption R >> 1, it holds that
Qy = (). Thus, the integral in (B.18) is zero.

The case \; < Ay and Ry = /Ay/A\;. Remember that |2| < 1 and A = R2, > 1. The
integral in (B.18) is, see that Qy = {x : \™'R < |y; — 2|, |y1| < R},

n+2 n—2
N2 RZ )2 R4 1 d
/ 1 R4 2 R - dr — an72R?2fn / - Y1 —
(Y1) (y2)™~ W (A2+ |y — 2T

~ R "2RS" ( / t3dt + / —) < RYlog R.
R/A 2

The case Ay > Xy and Rys = VA1 \a|z1 — 23| In Qy, we have |y;| < |yo| = Ay1 — 2| <
ly; — z|. It follows that |y; — z| > |z|/2 and A|y; — z|> = R%, in 2. Then

(B.27)

AT R AZ R e [ 1 dy
1 ) d:C == R -~ 4 n—4
o W)t (y2) A Ja, ) (A Ny — 22) (B.28)

SRTTRG" / W < gz
BN




SHARP QUANTITATIVE ESTIMATES 41

The case \1 < Xy and Ri5 = /A1 \a|z1 — 23| Let § = y1/|z| and
{lg] < ‘—]:', |y —e| > %} Then we get

)\nTH R2fn )\an2 R74
/ 1 - 2 - de — R—n—2 (
o () (y2)"~

)62/ 1 dy1
a W) (A2 4 |y — 22)"
== 1 1 R/|2|
) / t"5dt + / t3dt + / dt
0 0 1 13
R

(B.29)

Together with (B.27)-(B.29), we get (B.18).

(5) To prove (B.19), we shall rescale the LHS of it around z5. For the following four cases,
we set Qg = {IE . )\_IR < ‘yg — Z‘, |y2‘ < R}, z = )\2(2’1 — ZQ) and \ = )\1/)\2.

The case \y > Ay and Ry5 = \/ A1/ 2. Then the integral in (B.19) is

/Qf<y21>R A2<y522 o ‘R_”G?) / ()\2+|y21—z|) T

~ R "R (/ tdt +/ —) < R*logR.
R/A 2 t

The case \; < Xy and Ry5 = \/A2/\;. By the definition of R;5, we have A|z| < 1. Since
y1 = My — z), we get |y1| < Alya| + A|z| < AR + 1. By the assumption R >> 1, it holds
that Q3 = (). Thus, the integral in (B.18) is zero.

The case Ay > Ao and Rio = /A \a|z1 — 23], Let § = yo/|z| and e = z/|z|, then Q3 =
{lgl < .19 — el = 5/} Notice that [2] > 1

(B.30)

nt2 n-—2
/ A2 R_4)\22 R2- ndx_R_" 2(/\1> / 1 dys
o, (W)™ () A2 s (A2 gz — 2[2)"F (v2)?
Rl gy
SR ( ) (/ tdt+/ £ 3dt+/ 7)
A1
~ R (_) 1o < >
N) o
< R 2logR, n =6,
~ | RT"2, n>"T.

(B.31)
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The case Ay < Xy and Rya = VM \a|z1 — 23| In Q3, we have |ys| < |y1] = Ay — 2| <
lyo — z|. It follows that |yo — 2| > |2]/2 and A|ys — 2|* ~ R, in Q3. Then

/)\QR A7 R“d _R‘"Q(M)/ 1 dya
R (y2)? A2) Jog (AT Alye — 2 () (g3

d
§ RnQR%2n/ y12 S anfQ.
ly1|<R (y1)

Together with (B.15)-(B.32), we get (B.19).

(6) To prove (B.20). We shall do it only for n > 7. Denote Q4 = {|y1| > R, |y2| > R}.

The case )\1 Z )\2 and R12 = \/)\1//\2. Set z = )\2(21 — 22) and A = /\1/)\2. Since
|z| <1 < R, we have |y, — z| > |y2|/2 in €4. The integral in (B.20) is

A N R )\ R 4 1 d
/ Ll R RERG / =
. (y1)" 2 (ya)" 2 (A2 Jyp — 2[2)"F (y2)"” (B.33)
~ R RS, / dt o pi- moon>T.
tn— 5~
R
The case /\1 S )\2 and R12 = 1/ )\2/)\1. Set z = )\1(22 — Zl> and \ = )\2//\1. As before, we
have
A N R )\ R 4 1 d
/ N / _ n____
a0 ()" (yo)" 2 (WA 4y — 2T (B.34)

zR_SR?Q_”/ < - moon>T.

tn—>5 "~
R
The case )\1 Z )\2 and R12 =V /\1A2|Zl - 22|. Set z = )\1(22 - Zl) and \ = /\2/)\1. We also
set Q4 = Q41UQ42UQ43 where Q41 = {R S |y1| S %}, Q42 - {R/A S |y1 _Z| S ‘;_l} and
Qs = {|n] > ‘2|, lyr — 2] > %} Remember that R, = v/A|z| and |z| > A\~!. We have

nt2 n—2
/ A7 R\, R de = RS 1 dy
a, ()2 (yo)nt ("2 (A2 4y — 22"

—n d d d
S (e [ [ o [ )
Qa1 <?/1> Qa2 <y1 Z> ly1|>|z| |3/1’

~RBRS"<S R n>T.

In the fourth line of (B.35), we use the fact that, for each y; € 3, that [y, — z| >
if |y1| < 2|z| while it holds that |y, — z| > |y1| — |2] > |y1‘ if [y1| > 2|z|.

The case \y < Xy and Ris = /A o]z — 2. Set z = )\2(21 — 29) and A\ = \;/)o. We also
set 0y = Quy U Qua U Qug where Quy = {R < |yo] < B}, Quo = {R/N < |yp — 2| < E]}
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— || ||
and Q3 = {|y2| > 5, |y2 — 2| > 5'}. As before, we have

nt2 n—2
/ MR R gy ! Ay
n—2 n—4 - n—4 n-2
)" () o (120" (A2 4 Jys — 2[2)

d d d (B.36)
<R 8)\ <|Z|2 n/ Y1 _'_‘ |4 n/ Y1 — +/ 3:1_6)
Qu (Y2)" Q1 (Y2 — 2)" Qus Y227

~RPRG," <SR n>T.
Together with (B.33)-(B.36), we get (B.20). ]

The inequality (B.16) and (B.20) shows that we should keep the decay of error term
(>oUi)? = 2°U? = 2,4, UiU; near infinity in dimension six. In the following lemma,
we directly estimate [ U3 Uspo.

Lemma B.3. Supposen =6and1 < R < %min{ng, Ry3, Ry3}, then

3 2 p—4

> / Ul(yz;)UQ(a:)A{f>2 dz < R ®log R. (B.37)
J

Proof. From the proof of Proposition 3.3 (in particular (3.14) and (3.21)), we see that, for
n=2~0,

MRy MRy
Ui(@)Us(2) S ) (—<y,>142 X{lyl<R2,} T —<y>6 X{|yz|>R12}> (B.38)
i=1 v
Then
S fun o (] )
i—1 j=1 \”Iuil<R%, (vt (i)* lyi|>R3, (Wi)® (;)?

Cons1der the first integral on the RHS of the above equation. By (B.17) and (B.18) of Lemma
B.2, it is already bounded above by R~8log R when integrating on the region {|y;| < R} or
{ly;] < R}. The same thing happens for the second integral on {|y;| < R}. Therefore, to
establish (B.37), it reduces to prove the following

3

2 4p—4 \2p—4 4p—4 \2p—4
>3 / MR} NR +/ ARy AR log R.  (B.39)
Ry <R3, () <yj>2 wil>By ()0 (y;)* | ™

i=1 j=1 ly;|>R ly;|>R

It suffices to compute the following four types of integral.
(1) Suppose ¢ = j for the first integral in (B.39). Since n = 6, we have

o2y =RRY / < R ®logR. (B.40)
/R<yz|<R12 (' (wi)? 2 R<lysl<rz, (Ui)°

(2) Suppose © = j for the second integral in (B.39). Since n = 6, we have

MR R dy;
/ 12 dr = RiAR™ i < g2, (B.41)
ly:|>R2, (Wb (vi)? lys|>R2, <?/z>
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(3) Suppose i # j for the first integral in (B.39). Denote ; = {z : R < |y;| < R%,, |y;| >
R}, we need to consider three cases.

The case )\1 Z )\j and Rij = \/)\i/)\j- Set z = )\](Zl — Zj) and A\ = )\z/)\] Since |Z| S 1,
we have |y; — 2]/2 < |y;| < 2|ly; — 2|. Then Q; C {R/2X < |y;| < 2R%,/A}. Similar to
(B.33), we have

MRAENR™ 1 dy;
/ i 142 J . do — R1—24R—4/ — - yj2
o (W)t (y;) o (A2 + [y — 22)? () B.42
2R%, /X (B.42)
< RyR™ / t7tdt < R ®logR.
R/2\
The case )\1 S )\j and Rij = )\3/)\1 Set z = )\i(zj - Zz) and A = )\j/)\l As before, we
have
ARANR 1 :
i e P
o \Yi Y 0 \Yi Yi (B.43)

R%,
< RR™ / t~*dt < R ®log R.
R

The case Rij = \/)\i>\j’2i - Zj’. Set z = )\Z(ZJ - Zz) and A = >\]/>\z We also set Ql =
QH U ng U 913 where QH = {R S |y2| S %}, ng = {R/)\ S |yz — Z| S %‘} and
M3 = {% <yl <R3y, lys — 2| > %‘} Then, similar to (B.35), we have

MRy R . i
/ if J - dr = R124R4/ S Y :
on (Yi) <?Jj> o, (i)t (A2 + |y; — 2]?)
1 N - dyz - dyl dyl
Crons i [ ] e
. | | Qi <yl>4 | | Q12 <y1 - Z>2 Q13 |yz|6 (B44)

< RS if 2R2, < |z|,

~ | R %log R if 2R2, > |z|.
Together with (B.42), (B.43) and (B.44), we have
MRy AR

R<Iyil<R3, (y)d (y:)2
\yzlzR 12 <y> <y]>

dr < R ®logR. (B.45)

(4) Suppose i # j for the second integral in (B.39). Denote Qs = {z : |y;| > R%,, |y;| > R}
we need to consider three cases.
The case \; > \j. Let z = N\(z; — 2z), A = N\j/ N < 1L, U = U(y;) = U0, 1](y;) and
U =U(y;) = Ulz, N (y:). Then

Ap—4 \2 R )
/ /\@ R162 J - dr = R1_24R_4A / U% U%dyz
W) () o

< R-8 (/ dy; )
B il >R2, (Yi)

(B.46)

N
NI
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The case )\Z S )‘j and Rij = \/ )\j/)\l Set z = )\Z(Z] - Zz) and \ = A]/AZ Similar to (B33),

we have
AR-4 \2R~* 1 dy;
/ >‘le62 J - dszl_24R_4/ S Yi ~
Q (U)® (Y Qp (W) A2+ |yi — 2|

< R—S/ t3dt < R712.
R,

(B.47)

The case )\1, < )‘j and Rij = \//\i)\j|zi — Zj|. Set z = )\j<zi — Zj) and A\ = )\Z/)\] We also
set QQ = QQl U QQQ U Qg3 Where le = {R S |yj| S %}, QQQ = {R/)\ S |yj — Z| S ‘Qil}
and Qo3 = {|y;| > max{%, R} |y — 2| > ‘Qil} Then, noticing |z| > R, we have

/ )‘?Rl_; /\?R_4 dr — R—4R—4/ 1 dyj
Q. (vi)® (y;)? . 0, A2+ |y — 2[2)8 (y;)?

_ 1 dy; 1 dy; dy; _
<p8(_ J L j J 10
~ (|z|6 / PREREPE / |yj—z|6+/ﬂ23 ) =T

Together with (B.46)-(B.48), we have

MR NR™
L < p-10
/yilzR%Q (Y6 (y;)2 dv S R (B.49)

(B.48)

lyj| >R
O
Lemma B.4. Suppose n > 6 and 1 < R < Rj5/2, we have

n+2 n—2
TR2—n )\T

/ A - ——dr = R*7", (B.50)
wi<r w0t (v
)\nTH R—4 )\nTﬂ

/ Y ——dr = R", (B.51)
sk Y1) "2 (Y™
/\HTHRan )\TLTQ

/ - 2 _dr SR (B.52)
wi<r ()t (ye)m”
)\TLTH R74 )\TLTQ

/ s SR (B.53)
sk (Y1) (y2)"

Proof. (1) The (B.50) and (B.51) are derived by simple computations similar to (B.15) and
(B.16).

(2) Let z = /\1(22 — Zl) and \ = )\2/)\1.

The case \y > Ay and Ry3 = /A1 /X2 We have

nt2 n=2
/ A2 RPN, du _R2nR2n/ 1 dy,
e = 12 n=2
wier ()t (y)n? wmise W01+ X2y — 27 (g 5y

< R4_2”/ dy14 ~ R
<k (Y1)
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The case \y < Xy and Ry5 = \/A2/A1. We have |z| < 1. Then

n+2 n—2
/ AR dr — RQnRZn/ 1 dy
e - 12 n=2
wi<r 0t (y2)n? misk W2+ |y = 2" (g 55

R 2
< R ( / "0 dt + / tdt) ~R™"
2 0

The case \y > Xy and Ry3 = \/ A \a|z1 — 23] Lety = 41 /|2 and e = z/|z|, we have A < 1
and \/X\z| > 2R, then

/ /\12 Ran /\22 de/ R2fn/\2_T”|Z|72 d@
wi<e (Yt (ye)n? wi<ryz (2 1gD)t ATz 7 + g —ef)n2
T B.56
< RN ( / w—%) (50
0

~ R (V)P < R

The case Ay < Ay and Ris = /A1 A2|z1 — 22|. As before, we have A\ > 1 and \/X|z| > 2R,
then

n+2 n—2 2—n
/ NER N / REmATE 2|2 dy,
ly1|<R [91<R/|z|

()t Cya) 2 (1T +1aD* Oz + 1 — el

. s ) (B.57)
SR AT / "ot +/ tdt | ~ R
2 0
Together with (B.54)-(B.57), we get (B.52).
(3) Let z = )\2(21 — 22) and \ = )\1/)\2.
The case \y > Ay and Ry3 = /A1 /A2. We have |z| < 1, then
/ AT R AT ] / R\ dys
€r ~
iz (Y1) (y)n? wa—slzrx (AT (g2 — 2[)772 (yo)" 2 (B.58)
2 [e'e)
<R*m ( / tdt + / t42”dt) ~ R
R/ 2
The case \; < Xy and Ris = \/Aa/A1. We have |z| < A1, then |ys| = |y2 — 2| — |2] >
Y2 — 2]/2,
nt2 n—2 2—n
/ NP RO / R\ dys
T~
wzr W02 (y2)"? pazizryx ATH A Jyo = 2[)772 (y2) =2 (B.59)

o0
<SRONE | #rat <R
R/\
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The case \y > Ay and Ry3 = /A1 \2|z1 — 23]. We have \/X|z] > 2R and \ > 1, then
n+2 n=2 2-n
/ AT R A ] / R\ dys
TR
iR (Y172 (y2) 2 ya—zi>r/x (AT [ya — 2])"72 (yg)" 2

B J21/2 21/2 s (B.60)
< RN 22 / tdt + / tdt | + R\*3" / 3t
R/ 0 |21/2

<R™

The case \y < Ay and Ry3 = /A1 \2]z1 — 23]. We have \/X|z| > 2R and \|z| > 1, then

n+42 n—2 2—n
/ NERT T / R\ dys
iz (Y1)"72 (42)"? a—zlzr/x A1+ (Y2 = 2])772 ()" 2

o |21/2 |21/2 on [ B.61
SR 2P / tdt + / tdt | + R™*\72 42t (B.oD)
R/A 0 |21/2

SRAWAZ) T < RPN
Together with (B.58)-(B.61), we get (B.53). O
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