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Abstract. In this paper, we deal with the boundary value problem −∆u = |u|4/(n−2)u/[ln(e+ |u|)]ε in a bounded
smooth domain Ω in R

n, n ≥ 3 with homogenous Dirichlet boundary condition. Here ε > 0.
Clapp et al. in Journal of Diff. Eq. (Vol 275) built a family of solution blowing up if n ≥ 4 and ε small enough.
They conjectured in their paper the existence of sign changing solutions which blow up and blow down at the same
point. Here we give a confirmative answer by proving that our slightly subcritical problem has a solution with
the shape of sign changing bubbles concentrating on a stable critical point of the Robin function for ε sufficiently
small.
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1 Introduction and results

Let Ω be a smooth open bounded domain in R
n, n ≥ 3. This paper deals with the analysis of solutions of the

boundary value problem

(Pε)

{
−∆u = fε(u) in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where

fε(u) :=
|u|p−1u

[ln(e+ |u|)]ε
, ε ≥ 0, and p =

n+ 2

n− 2
. (1.1)

Here p+1 = 2n/(n− 2) is the critical Sobolev exponent for the embedding of H1
0 (Ω) into L

p+1(Ω). Observe that
solutions for (Pε) correspond to critical points in H1

0 (Ω) of the energy functional

Iε(u) =
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 −

∫

Ω

Fε(u), where Fε(s) =

∫ s

0

fε(t)dt. (1.2)

The nonlinearity fε where ε > 0 has been studied in several works (see for instance [5], [7],[12],[13],[17]). The
existence of solutions for (Pε) when ε > 0 is guaranteed by a variational argument developed in [12]. Despite the
noncompactness of the embedding of H1

0 (Ω) into L
p+1(Ω), the Euler functional Iε satisfies Palais Smale condition.

Thus problem (Pε) is considered as a slightly subcritical one.
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The critical case corresponds to ε = 0 and we get f0(u) = |u|p−1u. In such a situation, the Euler functional I0
does not satisfy Palais Smale condition and thus the corresponding variational problem happens to be lacking of
compactness. The obtained problem (P0) is especially meaningful in geometry. In fact, the Yamabe problem is a
version of this problem on manifolds.
In the sequel we list some known results concerning the critical case ε = 0. When Ω is starshaped, Pohozaev
proved in [20] that problem (P0) has no positive solutions. However, when Ω is an annulus, Kazdan and Warner
provided in [11] the existence of a positive radial solution. By using critical points at infinity theory, Bahri and
Coron [2] proved that such a problem has a positive solution, under the condition that Ω has nontrivial topology.
In this paper, we deal with the slightly subcritical case, i.e. ε > 0. In order to state old and new results, it is
useful to recall some well known definitions.
The space H1

0 (Ω) is equipped with the norm ‖.‖ and its corresponding inner product 〈., .〉 is defined by

‖u‖2 =

∫

Ω

|∇u|2; 〈u, v〉 =

∫

Ω

∇u∇v, u, v ∈ H1
0 (Ω).

For a ∈ Ω and λ > 0, let

δ(a,λ)(y) =
c0λ

(n−2)/2

(1 + λ2|y − a|2)(n−2)/2
, where c0 := (n(n− 2))(n−2)/4. (1.3)

The constant c0 is chosen such that δ(a,λ) is the family of solutions of the following problem

−∆u = u(n+2)/(n−2), u > 0 in R
n. (1.4)

Notice that the family δ(a,λ) achieves the best Sobolev constant

Sn := inf{‖∇u‖2L2(Rn)‖u‖
−2

L2n/(n−2)(Rn)
: u 6≡ 0,∇u ∈ (L2(Rn))n and u ∈ L2n/(n−2)(Rn)}. (1.5)

We denote by Pδ(a,λ) the projection of δ(a,λ) onto H1
0 (Ω), defined by

−∆Pδ(a,λ) = −∆δ(a,λ) in Ω, P δ(a,λ) = 0 on ∂Ω. (1.6)

We will denote by G the Green’s function and by H its regular part, that is

G(x, y) = |x− y|2−n −H(x, y) for (x, y) ∈ Ω2, (1.7)

and for x ∈ Ω, H satisfies
{
∆H(x, .) = 0 in Ω,

H(x, y) = |x− y|2−n, for y ∈ ∂Ω.

We define the Robin function as R(x) = H(x, x), x ∈ Ω.
The first paper establishing the existence of blowing up solutions to problem (Pε) is [7] where the authors proved
that any x0 non-degenerate critical point of R generates a family of single-peak solutions concentrating around
x0 as ε goes to 0. This family of solutions has the following form

uε = Pδ(aε,λε) + vε,

where aε → x0, λε → ∞ and ‖vε‖ → 0 as ε goes to 0.
In [17], the asymptotic behavior of radially symmetric solutions of (Pε) was analyzed when Ω is a ball. Very
recently, we provided in [5] the existence of positive as well as changing sign solutions that blow up and/or blow
down at different points in Ω. Our solutions have the following expansion

uε =
k∑

i=1

αi,εγiPδ(ai,ε,λi,ε) + v

where γi ∈ {−1, 1} for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k, αi,ε → 1 λi,ε → ∞, vε ∈ E(a,λ) and ‖vε‖ → 0 as ε goes to 0. Here

E(a,λ) :=
{
v ∈ H1

0 (Ω) :

〈
v, P δi

〉
=

〈
v,
∂Pδi
∂λi

〉
=

〈
v,

∂Pδi
∂(ai)j

〉
= 0 ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ n, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k

}
, (1.8)
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where Pδi = Pδ(ai,ε,λi,ε) and (ai,ε)j is the jth component of ai,ε. Furthermore, the concentration points
a1,ε, . . . , ak,ε are far away from each other and converge to distinct points in Ω, which form a non-degenerate
critical point of a function defined explicitly in terms of the Green function and its regular part.
In this paper, we focus on a new kind of solutions. In fact, we prove the existence of sign-changing bubble towers
solutions. These solutions are constituted by superposition of positive and negative bubbles with different blow
up orders and closed concentration points.
Musso and Pistoia have proved in [16] the existence of such solutions for the following nonlinear subcritical elliptic
problem

{
−∆u = |u|p−1−εu in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.9)

where ε > 0. As mentioned in [7] and [5], there is an interesting analogy between results obtained for (Pε) and
those known for the usual elliptic equation (1.9). In this direction, we prove here that (Pε) shares also with
problem (1.9), the existence of tower bubbles solutions of different blow-up orders, as conjectured in [7].
Let us review some known facts related to tower bubbles solutions. This phenomenon was firstly discovered by
del Pino, Dolbeault and Musso in [9], where the authors dealt with the slightly supercritical Brezis-Nirenberg
problem. They proved the existence of positive bubble tower radial solutions obtained by a superposition of
several bubbles centered at the origin point but with different scaling parameters.
Their method strongly relies on the symmetry of the problem. Later, the construction described above was
extended by Ge, Jing and Pacard in [10] to a more general class of domains, namely domains such that the
associated Robin function R admits a non-degenerate critical point in the case of one tower of bubble. They also
proved the existence of multiple towers of bubbles under a non-degeneracy condition on a critical point of a certain
functional of point of the domain. In [16], the authors studied the same problem and they were able to remove
the assumption on the domain. Indeed, they proved that, in any bounded domain Ω, the slightly supercritical
Brezis-Nirenberg problem does admit solutions with the shape of a tower of bubbles. Their idea was the following:
given any domain Ω, its Robin function is smooth, positive and unbounded as x approaches the boundary, thus
it has a minimum in Ω, and hence at least one critical point.
In the same paper [16], as we mentioned before, Musso and Pistoia have constructed sign-changing bubble tower
solutions for problem (1.9) which blow up at the minimum of the Robin function R. This work was an extension
of that of Pistoia and Weth [18] where they proved that if Ω is symmetric with respect to the x1, . . . , xn axes,
problem (1.9) has a sign-changing solution with the shape of a tower of bubbles with alternate signs, centered
at the center of symmetry of the domain. Finally, we mention the work in [8], where the authors studied the
existence of bubble towers changing sign solutions for the counterpart of (1.9) when the Laplacian operator is
replaced by the biharmonic one.

Before introducing our result, we recall the following definition as stated in [14].

Definition 1.1 Let g : Ω → R be a C1−function. We say that ξ0 is a stable critical point of g if ∇g(ξ0) = 0 and
there exists a neighborhood U ⊂⊂ Ω of ξ0 such that ∇g(x) 6= 0, ∀x ∈ ∂U,

∇g(x) = 0, x ∈ U ⇒ g(x) = g(ξ0),

and

deg(∇g, U, 0) 6= 0,

where deg denotes the Brouwer degree.

It is easy to see that, if ξ0 is an isolated minimum or maximum point of the function g, then ξ0 is a stable critical
point of g. Moreover, a non-degenerate critical point of g is stable according to the previous definition.

As we previously mentioned, the aim of the current paper is, by applying the Liapunov-Schmidt reduction
method, proving the existence of bubble tower sign-changing solutions of (Pε) concentrating at a stable critical
point of the Robin function R. Precisely speaking, our main result can be stated as follows.
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Theorem 1.2 Assume that n ≥ 3 and let ξ0 be a stable critical point of the Robin function R. Then, given an
integer k ≥ 1, there exists ε0 > 0 such that for each ε ∈ (0, ε0), problem (Pε) has a solution uε of the form

uε =

k∑

i=1

(−1)iαi,εPδ(ξi,ε,λi,ε) + vε, (1.10)

where ξi,ε = ξε +
1

λi,ε
σi,ε for i = 1, . . . , k, σ1,ε = 0; σi,ε ∈ R

n for i = 2, . . . , k and vε ∈ E(ξ,λ).

Furthermore, as ε→ 0, we have

αi,ε → 1 for i = 1, . . . , k; ξε → ξ0; σi,ε → 0 for i = 2, . . . , k

and the variables λi,ε and vε satisfy

λn−2
i,ε

(
ε

| ln ε|

)2(k−i)+1

= C(k, i, ξ0)(1 + o(1)) for i = 1, . . . , k;

‖vε‖ =





O(ε ln | ln ε|), if n ≤ 6;

O

((
ε

| ln ε|

) n+2
2(n−2)

)
, if n > 6.

Here C(k, i, ξ0) is positive constant which depends on k, i and ξ0.

We point out that one can remove the assumption R admits a stable critical point by using the same idea of
Musso and Pistoia namely that the Robin function has a minimum in any given domain Ω, and hence it has at
least one stable critical point.
Arguing as in [15], one can exhibit an example of a contractible domain for which such an assumption holds true.
Indeed, following the idea of perturbing domains, Musso and Pistoia constructed a domain for which the function
R has a stable critical point.
We also mention that the non-degeneracy of the critical point of the Robin function implies the existence of this
kind of solutions, since by applying implicit function theorem one may prove that a non-degenerate critical point
is a stable one. Thus, our condition is weaker than the non-degeneracy condition. In fact, when k = 1 our result
improves the one of Clapp et al. in [7].
Note that our family of solutions (uε) converges weakly to zero and its blow up rate satisfies

‖uε‖∞ ∼ c(| ln ε|ε−1)k−1/2 as ε→ 0.

Furthermore, the concentration speeds λi’s verify

λi is of order (| ln ε|ε
−1)(2(k−i)+1)/(n−2), for i = 1, . . . , k and

λi

λi+1
∼ c(| ln ε|ε−1)2/(n−2), for i = 1, . . . , k − 1.

This choice will be justified by exploiting some balancing conditions for the parameters of the concentration
given in Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3. Indeed, taking λk the smallest concentration speed by analyzing these balancing
conditions, we obtain that (| ln ε|ε−1)1/(n−2) and λk needed to be of the same order. This will be the subject of
Proposition 3.1 where we investigate the asymptotic profile of a family of sign changing bubble tower solutions
uε which blows up in the interior of the domain Ω. Let us point out that, the obtained relations between the
parameter λi’s and ε goes along the argument developed in [16] concerning (1.9). In fact, Musso and Pistoia have
chosen that the smallest concentration speed satisfies λk ∼ cε−1/(n−2) instead of the quantity c(| ln ε|ε−1)1/(n−2)

in our case.

To prove our main result, we apply the Liapunov-Schmidt Reduction method (see for instance [19] and the
references therein). Thanks to the analysis of the gradient of the energy functional performed in [5], we were able
to adopt some arguments developed in [16] and that by choosing suitable concentration rates and concentration
points. After this choice we have also improved the expansion of the gradient with respect to the new variables.
Note that our proof requires also the expansion of the energy functional Iε which is given in Proposition 2.6.
In contrast with the nonlinear term |u|p−1−εu in problem (1.9), one can not write the explicit expression of Fε

the antiderivative of the nonlinearity fε of problem (Pε) (see (1.1) and (1.2)). We were able to overcome this
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technical difficulty and to obtain the asymptotic expansion of Iε, as ε goes to 0. From this expansion we get a
new functional defined on finite space. By applying degree theory and taking into account the stability of the
critical point of the Robin function we conclude on this new functional.
We mention that our new result in Proposition 2.6 is quite involving. We think that this expansion will be useful
to study the existence and to describe the blow up profile of some positive and changing sign solutions, as ε goes
to zero.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we collect some basic tools which includes the asymptotic
expansions of the energy functional and its gradient. We would like to warn the reader that the expansion of the
gradient is quoted from [5] and we did not repeat the proofs. However, we provide the proof of the expansion
of the energy functional in case of close concentration points. The description of the appropriate solutions is
obtained in Section 3 and that by analyzing the asymptotic profile of sign changing bubble tower solutions. In
Section 4 we introduce the precise profile of our searched solutions and we study its remainder term. Then we
derive an asymptotic expansion for the reduced energy functional in Section 5. Finally, we complete the proof of
our main result in Section 6. Section 7 is an appendix where we collect some technical Lemmas used in this work.
Throughout this paper, we use the same c to denote various generic positive constants independent of ε.

2 The Technical Framework

Recall that each critical point of the energy functional Iε (defined by (1.2)) is a solution of (Pε). To construct
solutions of the form (1.10), our argument require the expansion of Iε and its gradient for u =

∑k
i=1 αiγiPδ(ξi,λi)+

v i.e. u belongs to a neighborhood of potential concentration sets. Here γi ∈ {−1, 1}. We mention that the
expansions introduced in this section will be given in general setting i.e. we will not use, at this stage, the
parameters information presented in Theorem 1.2.
For η > 0, k ∈ N and (γ1, . . . , γk) ∈ {−1, 1}k, let us define

V (k, η) =
{
u ∈ H1

0 (Ω) / ∃ξ1, . . . , ξk ∈ Ω, ∃λ1, . . . , λk > η−1, ∃α1, . . . , αk > 0 with

‖ u−
∑k

i=1 αiγiPδ(ξi,λi) ‖< η; | αi − 1 |< η, λid(ξi, ∂Ω) > η−1 ∀i, εij < η ∀i 6= j
}
,

where

εij :=

(
λi

λj
+
λj

λi
+ λiλj |ξi − ξj |

) 2−n
2

(2.1)

Note that, the variable εij comes from the scalar product
∫

Rn

∇δ(ξi,λi).∇δ(ξj ,λj) =

∫

Rn

δp(ξi,λi)
δ(ξj ,λj) = O(εij) for i 6= j, (2.2)

(see [1] page 4).
For simplicity, we denote Pδ(ξi,λi) by Pδi. Recall that simple computations show that

|λi
∂Pδi
∂λi

|, |
1

λi

∂Pδi
∂(ξi)ℓ

| ≤ cPδi ≤ cδi and |λi
∂δi
∂λi

|, |
1

λi

∂δi
∂(ξi)ℓ

| ≤ cδi for ℓ = 0, . . . , n. (2.3)

As in [5], we are looking for a solution of (Pε) in a small neighbourhood of
∑k

i=1 αiγiPδi. The authors in [5]
investigated the gradient of the functional Iε in V (k, η). In the sequel, we recall some expansions extracted from [5].

Proposition 2.1 Let n ≥ 3 and u =
∑k

j=1 αjγjPδj + v ∈ V (k, η) such that v ∈ E(ξ,λ). For each i ∈ {1, ..., m},
we have the following expansion

〈∇Iε(u), P δi〉 = γiαi

(
1− αp−1

i

)
S

n
2
n +O

(
ε ln(lnλi) +

∑

j

1

(λjdj)n−2
+
∑

j 6=i

εij + ‖v‖
)
,

where Sn is the best Sobolev constant defined in (1.5), dj := d(ξj , ∂Ω) and εij is introduced in (2.1).
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Proposition 2.2 Let n ≥ 3 and u =
∑k

j=1 αjγjPδj + v ∈ V (k, η) such that v ∈ E(ξ,λ). For each i ∈ {1, ..., k},
we have the following expansion

〈
∇Iε(u), λi

∂Pδi
∂λi

〉
= γiΓ1

αp
i ε

lnλi
+ (n− 2)c1

γiαi

2

(
1− 2αp−1

i

) H(ξi, ξi)

λn−2
i

+ c1
∑

j 6=i

γjαj

(
1− αp−1

j − αp−1
i

)(
λi
∂εij
∂λi

+
n− 2

2

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)

+O

(
ε

ln(λi)2
+

1

(λidi)2n−4
+

1

λ
(1−τ)n
i d2ni

+
k∑

j=1

ε2 ln(lnλj)
2

)

+O




∑

j 6=i

ε
n

n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij ) +

∑

j 6=i

ε2ij ln(ε
−1
ij )

2(n−2)
n + ‖v‖2



+





O
(∑k

l=1
ln(λldl)
(λldl)

n

)
if n ≥ 4;

O
(∑k

l=1
1

(λldl)
2

)
if n = 3,

where c1 := c
2n

n−2
0

∫
Rn

1

(1+|x|2)(n+2)/2 dx, Γ1 := c0

∫

Rn

δp(0,1)(y) ln(δ(0,1)(y))
1− |y|2

(1 + |y|2)n/2
dy =

(n− 2)2

4n
Sn/2
n and τ is

a positive constant small enough.

Proposition 2.3 Let n ≥ 3 and u =
∑k

l=1 αlγlPδl + v ∈ V (k, η) such that v ∈ E(ξ,λ). For each i ∈ {1, ..., k}
and j ∈ {1, ..., n}, we have the following expansion

〈
∇Iε(u),

1

λi

∂Pδi
∂(ξi)j

〉
= γi

(
αp
i −

αi

2

) c1

λn−1
i

∂H(ξi, ξi)

∂(a)j

+ c1

k∑

l=1,l 6=i

γlαl

(
1− αp−1

l − αp−1
i

) 1

λi

(
∂εil
∂(ξi)j

−
1

(λiλl)(n−2)/2

∂H

∂(a)j
(ξi, ξl)

)

+O

( k∑

l=1

ε2 ln(lnλl)
2 +

∑

l 6=i

λl|ξi − ξl|ε
n+1
n−2

il +
∑

l 6=i

ε
n

n−2

il ln(ε−1
il ) +

∑

l 6=i

ε2il ln(ε
−1
il )

2(n−2)
n + ‖v‖2

)

+





O
(∑k

l=1
ln(λldl)
(λldl)

n

)
if n ≥ 4;

O
(∑k

l=1
1

(λldl)
2

)
if n = 3,

where ∂H
∂(a)j

denotes the partial derivative of H with respect to the j−th component of the first variable.

Now, our aim is to obtain the expansion of the energy functional Iε around u ∈ V (k, η) with close concentration
points. We start by the following useful lemmas.

Lemma 2.4 Let ξ ∈ Ω and λi > 0 be such that λid(ξ, ∂Ω) is very large. We denote

ξi := ξ +
σi

λi
and Pδi := Pδ(ξi,λi), (2.4)

where σi belongs to a compact set in R
n.

We have
∫

Ω

[fε(αiγiPδi)− f0(αiγiPδi)] (x− ξ).∇xPδi

=
n− 2

2
γiα

p
iS

n/2
n ε ln(lnλ

n−2
2

i ) +O

(
ε

lnλi
+

ε ln lnλi

(λidi)n−2
+ ε2 ln(lnλi)

2

)
.

Proof. Taking into account (2.4), it is easy to see that λid(ξ, ∂Ω) → ∞ is equivalent to λidi := λid(ξi, ∂Ω) → ∞.
By using Lemma 7.3 and (2.4), we have

(x− ξ).∇xPδi = (x− ξi).∇xPδi + (ξi − ξ).∇xPδi = O(δi). (2.5)
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Taylor’s expansion with respect to ε yields,
∫

Ω

[fε(αiγiPδi)− f0(αiγiPδi)] (x− ξ).∇xPδi

= −γiε

∫

Ω

αp
iPδ

p
i ln ln(e+ αiPδi)(x− ξ).∇xPδi +O

(
ε2
∫

Ω

Pδpi [ln ln(e+ αiPδi)]
2|(x− ξ)∇xPδi|

)

= −γiε

∫

Ω

αp
iPδ

p
i ln ln(e+ αiPδi)(x− ξ).∇xPδi +O(ε2(ln(lnλi))

2), (2.6)

where we have used (2.5),
∫
Ω
δpi = O(1) and the fact that

0 ≤ ln ln(e+ αiPδi) ≤ c ln(lnλi). (2.7)

Taking account of Proposition 7.2 (a), the mean value theorem and (2.7) yield

Pδpi ln ln(e+ αiPδi) = δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi) +O(δp−1
i ϕi ln lnλi). (2.8)

Hence, by using (2.8) and the fact that ∇xδi = − ∂δi
∂ξi

, we get

∫

Ω

Pδpi ln ln(e+ αiPδi)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

=

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)(x− ξ).∇xδi +O

(
ln lnλi

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕi|(x− ξ)∇xPδi|+ ln lnλi

∫

Ω

δpi |(x− ξ).∇xϕi|

)

=

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)(x− ξ).∇xδi +O

(
ln lnλi

(∫

Bc
i

δp+1
i + ‖ϕi‖L∞(Bi)

∫

Bi

δpi + ‖∇xϕi‖L∞(Bi)

∫

Bi

δpi |x− ξi|

))

=

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)(x− ξ).∇xδi +O

(
ln lnλi

(λidi)n
+

ln lnλi

(λidi)n−2

)

=

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)(x− ξi).∇xδi −
n∑

ℓ=1

((ξi)ℓ − (ξ)ℓ)

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)
∂δi
∂(ξi)ℓ

+O

(
ln lnλi

(λidi)n−2

)
, (2.9)

where Bi denotes the ball of center ξi and radius di/2. Note that we have

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)
∂δi
∂(ξi)ℓ

=

∫

Bi

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)
∂δi
∂(ξi)ℓ

+

∫

Bc
i

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)
∂δi
∂(ξi)ℓ

= O

(
λi ln lnλi

(λidi)n

)
(2.10)

since the function δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)
∂δi

∂(ξi)ℓ
is antisymmetric with respect to (x− ξi)ℓ in Bi.

We point out that we have

(ξi − x).∇xδi =
n− 2

2
δi − λi

∂δi
∂λi

. (2.11)

Furthermore, the following integral is needed in the proof of Proposition 2.2 and it was computed in [5]. We have

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)λi
∂δi
∂λi

=
Γ1

lnλi
+O

(
1

(lnλi)2
+

ln lnλi

(λidi)n

)
= O

(
1

lnλi
+

ln lnλi

(λidi)n

)
(2.12)

(for more details see the proof of Lemma 2.9 in [5]).
Let Ωλi := λi(Ω− ξi). We recall that

δ(ξi,λi) = λ
n−2
2

i δ(0,1)(λi(.− ξi)).

An easy computation shows that for any U > 0 and λ large enough we have

ln ln
(
e+ λ

n−2
2 U

)
= ln ln

(
λ

n−2
2

)
+O

(
ln(e1−

n−2
2

lnλ + U)

lnλ

)

= ln ln
(
λ

n−2
2

)
+O

(
1 + ln(U)

lnλ

)
. (2.13)
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Using (2.13) with taking U = αiδ(0,1), together with (2.11) and (2.12), we obtain

n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)(xℓ − (ξi)ℓ)
∂δi
∂xℓ

=−
n− 2

2

∫

Ω

δp+1
i ln ln(e+ αiδi) +

∫

Ω

δpi ln ln(e+ αiδi)λi
∂δi
∂λi

=−
n− 2

2

∫

Ωλi

δp+1
(0,1)(y) ln ln(e+ λ

n−2
2

i αiδ(0,1)(y))dy +O

(
1

lnλi
+

ln lnλi

(λidi)n

)

=−
n− 2

2
ln ln

(
λ

n−2
2

)∫

Ωλi

δp+1
(0,1)(y) dy +O

(∫

Ωλi

δp+1
(0,1)(y)

1 + ln(αiδ(0,1)(y))

lnλ
dy

)
+O

(
1

lnλi
+

ln lnλi

(λidi)n

)

=−
n− 2

2
ln ln

(
λ

n−2
2

)∫

Rn

δp+1
(0,1)(y)dy +O

(
ln lnλi

∫

B(0,λidi)
c

δp+1
(0,1)

)
+O

(
1

lnλi
+

ln lnλi

(λidi)n

)

=−
(n− 2)

2
ln ln

(
λ

n−2
2

)
Sn/2
n +O

(
1

lnλi
+

ln lnλi

(λidi)n

)
. (2.14)

Thus, the desired result follows from (2.6), (2.9), (2.10) and (2.14). ✷

Lemma 2.5 Let ξ ∈ Ω and λi, λj > 0 be such that min(λi, λj)d(ξ, ∂Ω) is very large. We denote

ξl := ξ +
σl

λl
for l = i, j (2.15)

where σl is in compact set of Rn. Moreover, we suppose that εij is very small. Then, there hold

∫

Ω

Pδpi (x− ξ).∇xPδi = −
n− 2

2
S

n
2
n + nc1

H(ξi, ξi)

λn−2
i

+





O
(

1
(λidi)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(

ln(λidi)
(λidi)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4,

(2.16)

∫

Ω

Pδpj (x− ξ).∇xPδi =−
n− 2

2
c1

(
εij −

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)
− c1

(
λj
∂εij
∂λj

+
n− 2

2

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)

+ c1

n∑

ℓ=1

((ξj)ℓ − (ξ)ℓ)

(
∂εij
∂(ξj)ℓ

−
1

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

∂H

∂(b)ℓ
(ξi, ξj)

)

+





O
(
ε2ij ln(ε

−1
ij )

2
3 +

∑
l=i,j

1
(λldl)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(
ε

n
n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij ) +

∑
l=i,j

ln(λldl)
(λldl)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4,

(2.17)

p

∫

Ω

Pδp−1
i Pδj(x− ξ).∇xPδi =−

n+ 2

2
c1

(
εij −

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)
+ c1

(
λi
∂εij
∂λi

+
n− 2

2

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)

− c1

n∑

ℓ=1

((ξi)ℓ − (ξ)ℓ)

(
∂εij
∂(ξi)ℓ

−
1

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

∂H

∂(a)ℓ
(ξi, ξj)

)

+





O
(
ε2ij ln(ε

−1
ij )

2
3 +

∑
l=i,j

1
(λldl)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(
ε

n
n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij ) +

∑
l=i,j

ln(λldl)
(λldl)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4,

(2.18)

where ∂H
∂(a)ℓ

and ∂H
∂(b)ℓ

denote the partial derivatives of H with respect to the ℓ−th components of the first variable
and the second variable.

Proof. Taking into account (2.15), it is easy to see that min(λi, λj)d(ξ, ∂Ω) → ∞ is equivalent to λldl :=
λld(ξl, ∂Ω) → ∞ for l = i, j.
We remark that

(x− ξ).∇xϕi = O(δi) (2.19)
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since (2.5) holds and we have (x−ξ).∇xδi = O(δi) which derive from (2.11), (2.15) and the fact that ∇xδi = − ∂δi
∂ξi

.

Let us compute the first integral. Integrating by parts and using (1.6), (2.5), (2.19) and Holder’s inequality, we
get

∫

Ω

Pδpi (x− ξ).∇xPδi =
n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

δpi (xℓ − (ξ)ℓ)
∂Pδi
∂xℓ

− p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕi(x− ξ).∇xδi

+O

(∫

Bi

δp−1
i ϕ2

i +

∫

Bi

δp−1
i ϕi|(x− ξ)∇xϕi|+

∫

Bc
i

δp+1
i

)

=−
n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

∂

∂xℓ
((xℓ − (ξ)ℓ)δ

p
i )Pδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕi(x− ξi).∇xδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕi(ξi − ξ).∇xδi

+O

(∫

Bi

δp−1
i ϕ2

i +

∫

Bi

δp−1
i ϕi|(x− ξ)∇xϕi|+

1

(λidi)n

)

=− n

∫

Ω

δpi Pδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i Pδi(x− ξi).∇xδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i Pδi(ξi − ξ).∇xδi

− p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕi(x− ξi).∇xδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕi(ξi − ξ).∇xδi +





O
(

1
(λidi)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(

ln(λidi)
(λidi)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4.

(2.20)

Using (2.20), (2.11), (2.15), [5, Lemma2.4] and the fact that ∇xδi = − ∂δi
∂ξi

, we obtain

∫

Ω

Pδpi (x− ξ).∇xPδi =−
n− 2

2

∫

Ω

δpi Pδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i λi

∂δi
∂λi

Pδi + p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i Pδi(ξi − ξ).

∂δi
∂ξi

+
n+ 2

2

∫

Ω

δpi ϕi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕiλi

∂δi
∂λi

+ p

∫

Ω

δp−1
i ϕi(ξi − ξ).

∂δi
∂ξi

+





O
(

1
(λidi)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(

ln(λidi)
(λidi)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4,

=−
n− 2

2

∫

Ω

δp+1
i + n

∫

Ω

δpi ϕi − 2p

∫

Rn

δpi λi
∂δi
∂λi

+ 2p

∫

Bi

δpi (ξi − ξ).
∂δi
∂ξi

+





O
(

1
(λidi)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(

ln(λidi)
(λidi)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4,

=−
n− 2

2
Sn/2
n + nc1

H(ξi, ξi)

λn−2
i

+





O
(

1
(λidi)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(

ln(λidi)
(λidi)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4,

since the two last integrals are equal to 0. Thus (2.16) follows.
We focus now on Eq. (2.17). Using an integration by parts, (1.6), (2.11), (2.15), the fact that ∇xδi = − ∂δi

∂ξi
and
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[5, Lemma 2.4], we have

∫

Ω

Pδpj (x− ξ).∇xPδi

=
n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

δpj (xℓ − (ξ)ℓ))
∂Pδi
∂xℓ

+O

(∫

Ω

δp−1
j ϕjδi

)

=−
n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

∂

∂xℓ
(δpj (xℓ − (ξ)ℓ))Pδi +O

(∫

Ω

δp−1
j ϕjδi

)

=− n

∫

Ω

δpjPδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
j Pδi(x− ξj).∇xδi − p

n∑

ℓ=1

((ξj)ℓ − (ξ)ℓ)

∫

Ω

δp−1
j

∂δj
∂xℓ

Pδi +O

(∫

Ω

δp−1
j ϕjδi

)

=−
n− 2

2

∫

Ω

δpjPδi − p

∫

Ω

δp−1
j λj

∂δj
∂λj

Pδi + p

n∑

ℓ=1

(σj)ℓ
λℓ

∫

Ω

δp−1
j

1

λj

∂δj
∂(ξj)ℓ

Pδi +O

(∫

Ω

δp−1
j ϕjδi

)

=−
n− 2

2
c1

(
εij −

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)
− c1

(
λj
∂εij
∂λj

+
n− 2

2

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)

+ c1

n∑

ℓ=1

(σj)ℓ
λℓ

(
∂εij
∂(ξj)ℓ

−
1

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

∂H

∂(b)ℓ
(ξi, ξj)

)
+





O
(
ε2ij ln(ε

−1
ij )

2
3 +

∑
l=i,j

1
(λldl)

2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(
ε

n
n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij ) +

∑
l=i,j

ln(λldl)
(λldl)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4.

Finally, we prove (2.18). Integrating by parts, we have

p

∫

Ω

Pδp−1
i Pδj(x− ξ).∇xPδi =

n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

Pδj(xℓ − (ξ)ℓ)
∂(Pδpi )

∂xk

= −
n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

Pδpi
∂

∂xℓ
((xℓ − (ξ)ℓ)Pδj)

= −n

∫

Ω

Pδpi Pδj −

n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

Pδpi (xℓ − (ξ)ℓ)
∂Pδj
∂xℓ

= −n

∫

Ω

Pδpi Pδj −

∫

Ω

Pδpi (x− ξ).∇xPδj . (2.21)

We know that

∫

Ω

Pδpi Pδj = c1

(
εij −

H(ai, aj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)
+





O
(
ε2ij ln(ε

−1
ij )

2
3 + 1

(λjdj)
2

)
, if n = 3;

O
(
ε

n
n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij ) +

∑
l=i,j

ln(λldl)
(λldl)

n

)
, if n ≥ 4,

(2.22)

see for instance [5, Lemma 2.5]. The result of (2.18) follows from (2.21), (2.17) and (2.22).
Thus the proof of the lemma is thereby completed. ✷

Our result, concerning the expansion of Iε, can be stated as follows.

Proposition 2.6 Let n ≥ 3 and u =
∑k

j=1 αjγjPδj + v ∈ V (k, η) such that v ∈ E(ξ,λ). Assume that

ξi = ξ +
σi

λi
for i = 1, . . . , k,

where ξ is some point in Ω and σi is in compact set of Rn for each i = 1, ..., k.
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We have the following expansion

Iε(u) =
k∑

i=1

(α2
i

2
−
αp+1
i

p+ 1

)
S

n
2
n − c1

k∑

i=1

(α2
i

2
− αp+1

i

)H(ξi, ξi)

λn−2
i

+
ε(n− 2)S

n
2
n

2n

k∑

i=1

αp+1
i ln(lnλ

n−2
2

i )

− c1

k∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

γiγj
(n+ 2

2n
αp
i αj +

n− 2

2n
αp
jαi −

αiαj

2

)(
εij −

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)

+
c1
n

k∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

γiγj

(
αp
i αjλi

∂εij
∂λi

− αp
jαiλj

∂εij
∂λj

+
n− 2

2

(
αp
iαj − αp

jαi

) H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

)

+
c1
n

k∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

αiα
p
jγiγj

n∑

ℓ=1

((ξj)ℓ − (ξ)ℓ)

(
∂εij
∂(ξj)ℓ

−
1

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

∂H

∂(b)ℓ
(ξi, ξj)

)

−
c1
n

k∑

i=1

∑

j 6=i

αp
iαjγiγj

n∑

ℓ=1

((ξi)ℓ − (ξ)ℓ)

(
∂εij
∂(ξi)ℓ

−
1

(λiλj)(n−2)/2

∂H

∂(a)ℓ
(ξi, ξj)

)
+

1

2
Q(v, v)− f(v)

+ o(‖v‖2) +O(ε2 ln(lnλmax)
2) +





O
(∑k

i=1
1

(λidi)
2 +

∑
j 6=i ε

2
ij ln(ε

−1
ij )

2
3

)
, if n = 3;

O
(∑k

i=1
ln(λidi)
(λidi)

n +
∑

j 6=i ε
n

n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij )
)
, if n ≥ 4.

where Sn is the best Sobolev constant, c1 is introduced in Proposition 2.2 and





Q(v, v) =

∫

Ω

|∇v|2 −
n+ 2

n− 2

k∑

i=1

∫

Ω

δp−1
i v2,

f(v) =

∫

Ω

fε(
k∑

i=1

αiγiPδi)v.

Proof. Recall that u :=
∑k

j=1 αjγjPδj . Integrating by parts and using (1.1) and (1.2), we have

Iε(u) =
1

2
< u, u > −

∫

Ω

Fε(u)

=
1

2
< u, u > +

1

2
< v, v > −

∫

Ω

[
Fε(u)− Fε(u)− F ′

ε(u)v −
1

2
F ′′
ε (u)v

2

]

−

∫

Ω

Fε(u)−

∫

Ω

F ′
ε(u)v −

1

2

∫

Ω

F ′′
ε (u)v

2

=Iε(u)−

∫

Ω

F ′
ε(u)v +

1

2
< v, v > −

1

2

∫

Ω

F ′′
0 (u)v

2

−
1

2

∫

Ω

(F ′′
ε (u)− F ′′

0 (u))v
2 −

∫

Ω

[
Fε(u)− Fε(u)− F ′

ε(u)v −
1

2
F ′′
ε (u)v

2

]

=Iε(u)−

∫

Ω

fε(u)v +
1

2

{∫

Ω

|∇v|2 −
n+ 2

n− 2

k∑

i=1

∫

Ω

δp−1
i v2

}
+Rε,α,a,λ(v), (2.23)

where

Rε,α,λ,a :=−
1

2

∫

Ω

(F ′′
ε (u)− F ′′

0 (u))v
2 −

∫

Ω

[
Fε(u)− Fε(u)− F ′

ε(u)v −
1

2
F ′′
ε (u)v

2

]

−
n+ 2

2(n− 2)

∫

Ω

(
|u|p−1 −

k∑

i=1

δp−1
i

)
v2

=o(‖v‖2). (2.24)
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Using (1.2) and integrating by parts, we have

Iε(u) =
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 −

∫

Ω

Fε(u)

=
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 +
1

n

n∑

ℓ=1

∫

Ω

fε(u)(xℓ − (ξ)ℓ)
∂u

∂xℓ

=
1

2

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 +
1

n

k∑

i=1

αiγi

∫

Ω

fε(u) (x− ξ).∇xPδi. (2.25)

On one hand, using [5, Lemma 2.2] and [5, Lemma 2.4], we get

∫

Ω

|∇u|2 =

k∑

i=1

α2
i ‖Pδi‖

2 +
∑

i6=j

αiαjγiγj 〈Pδi, P δj〉

=
k∑

i=1

α2
i

(
S

n
2
n − c1

H(ξi, ξi)

λn−2
i

)
+
∑

i6=j

αiαjγiγjc1

(
εij −

H(ξi, ξj)

(λiλj)
n−2
2

)

+O




k∑

i=1

ln(λidi)

(λidi)n
+
∑

j 6=i

ε
n

n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij )


 . (2.26)

On the other hand, we write

∫

Ω

fε(u)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

=

∫

Ω

[
fε(u)− fε(αiγiPδi)− fε(

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)− f ′
ε(αiγiPδi)

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj

]
(x− ξ).∇xPδi

+

∫

Ω

fε(αiγiPδi)(x− ξ).∇xPδi +

∫

Ω

fε(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

+

∫

Ω

f ′
ε(αiγiPδi)(

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

=: B1 +B2 +B3 +B4. (2.27)

We start with the last integral. Using (7.3), (2.3), (2.5), (2.7) and (2.2), we get

B4 :=

∫

Ω

f ′
ε(αiγiPδi)(

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

=

∫

Ω

f ′
0(αiγiPδi)(

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi +

∫

Ω

[
f ′
ε(αiγiPδi)− f ′

0(αiγiPδi)
]
(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

= p

∫

Ω

(αiPδi)
p−1(

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi +O



ε ln(lnλi)
∑

j 6=i

∫

Ω

δpi δj





=
∑

j 6=i

γjα
p−1
i αjp

∫

Ω

Pδp−1
i Pδj(x− ξ).∇xPδi +O


ε ln(lnλi)

∑

j 6=i

εij


 . (2.28)

Using the first claim of Lemma 7.1, (2.3), (2.5) and the fact that ln ln(e+ |
∑

j 6=i αjγjPδj |) = O(ln lnλmax) where
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λmax := max(λ1, . . . , λm), we have

B3 :=

∫

Ω

fε(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

=

∫

Ω

f0(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi +

∫

Ω



fε(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)− f0(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)



 (x− ξ).∇xPδi

=

∫

Ω

f0(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)(x− ξ).∇xPδi +O


ε ln(lnλmax)

∑

j 6=i

∫

Ω

δpj δi




=
∑

j 6=i

αp
jγj

∫

Ω

Pδpj (x− ξ).∇xPδi +O




∑

l 6=j;l,j 6=i

∫

Ω

Pδp−1
j inf(Pδj , P δl)δi + ε ln(lnλmax)

∑

j 6=i

εij




=
∑

j 6=i

αp
jγj

∫

Ω

Pδpj (x− ξ).∇xPδi +O




∑

l 6=j

ε
n

n−2

lj ln ε−1
lj + ε2 ln(lnλmax)

2 +
∑

j 6=i

ε2ij



 . (2.29)

Now, Lemma 2.4 implies that

B2 :=

∫

Ω

fε(αiγiPδi)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

=

∫

Ω

[fε(αiγiPδi)− f0(αiγiPδi)] (x− ξ).∇xPδi +

∫

Ω

f0(αiγiPδi)(x− ξ).∇xPδi

=
n− 2

2
γiα

p
iS

n/2
n ε ln(lnλ

n−2
2

i ) + γiα
p
i

∫

Ω

Pδpi (x− ξ).∇xPδi +O

(
ε

lnλi
+

ε ln lnλi

(λidi)n−2
+ ε2 ln(lnλi)

2

)
. (2.30)

In the sequel, we compute B1. Let Ω1 := {x : |
∑

j 6=i αjγjPδj(x)| ≤
1
2
αiPδi(x)}.

B1 :=

∫

Ω


fε(u)− fε(αiγiPδi)− fε(

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)− f ′
ε(αiγiPδi)

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj


 (x− ξ).∇xPδi

=

∫

Ω1

. . .+

∫

Ω\Ω1

. . .

= B11 +B12. (2.31)

Observe that, in Ω1, it holds 1/2αiPδi ≤ |αiγiPδi + θ
∑

j 6=i αjγjPδj | ≤ 3/2αiPδi for each θ ∈ (0, 1). By using
the mean value theorem and (7.5), we have

|B11| ≤

∫

Ω1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
fε(u)− fε(αiγiPδi)− f ′

ε(αiγiPδi)
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj

∣∣∣∣∣∣
δi +

∫

Ω1

|fε(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)|δi

≤ c

∫

Ω1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
f ′′
ε (αiγiPδi + θ

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)

∣∣∣∣∣∣




∑

j 6=i

αjPδj




2

δi +

∫

Ω1

(
∑

j 6=i

αjPδj)
pδi, for some θ ∈ (0, 1)

≤ c

∫

Ω1



∑

j 6=i

αjPδj




2

δp−1
i + c

∑

j 6=i

∫

Ω1

(δjδi)
n

n−2

≤ c





O
(∑

j 6=i ε
2
ij ln(ε

−1
ij )

2
3

)
, if n = 3;

O
(∑

j 6=i ε
n

n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij )
)
, if n ≥ 4.

(2.32)
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Using again the mean value theorem, (2.5), (7.2) and the fact that |αj − 1| < η for each j, we obtain

|B12| ≤

∫

Ω\Ω1



|fε(αiγiPδi)|+ |f ′
ε(αiγiPδi)||

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj |



 δi +

∫

Ω\Ω1

|fε(u)− fε(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj)|δi

≤ c

∫

Ω\Ω1

αp
i Pδ

p
i δi + αp−1

i Pδp−1
i |

∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj |δi +

∫

Ω\Ω1

|f ′
ε(
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj + θαiγiPδi)|αiPδiδi, for some θ ∈ (0, 1)

≤ c
∑

j 6=i

ε
n

n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij ) + c

∫

Ω\Ω1

|
∑

j 6=i

αjγjPδj |
p−1Pδiδi

≤ c





O
(∑

j 6=i ε
2
ij ln(ε

−1
ij )

2
3

)
, if n = 3;

O
(∑

j 6=i ε
n

n−2

ij ln(ε−1
ij )
)
, if n ≥ 4.

(2.33)

Combining (2.23)-(2.33) and Lemma 2.5, the result of Proposition 2.6 follows. ✷

3 Asymptotic behavior

In this section, we investigate the asymptotic profile of a family of sign changing bubble tower solutions uε blowing
up in the interior of the domain Ω. Our aim is to look for suitable conditions on the parameters λi and ξi to
construct such solution in the next sections.
For simplicity, we will assume that uε is a solution of (Pε) having the following form

uε = γ1Pδ(ξ1,ε,λ1,ε) + γ2Pδ(ξ2,ε,λ2,ε) + vε (3.1)

where
γ1 = −γ2, |γ1| = 1, (3.2)

d(ξi, ∂Ω) > c for i = 1, 2 (3.3)

and vε satisfies
‖vε‖ = min

λ1,λ2,ξ1,ξ2
‖uε − γ1Pδ(ξ1,ε,λ1,ε) − γ2Pδ(ξ2,ε,λ2,ε)‖. (3.4)

Therefore we get
〈
vε,

∂Pδi
∂λi

〉
=
〈
vε,

∂Pδi
∂(ξi)j

〉
= 0 ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ n, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 and by multiplying the equation

−∆uε = fε(uε) by vε and integrating by parts the following estimate holds

‖vε‖ ≤ c

2∑

j=1

ε ln(lnλj) + c





2∑

j=1

1

λn−2
j

+ ε12 ln(ε
−1
12 ) if n < 6,

2∑

j=1

lnλj

λ4
j

+ ε
n+2

2(n−2)

12 ln(ε−1
12 ) if n = 6,

2∑

j=1

1

λ
n+2
2

j

+ ε
n+2

2(n−2)

12 ln(ε−1
12 ) if n > 6.

(3.5)

The proof of (3.5) is similar to that of Eq. (3.7) in [5].
Our main result in this section is stated as follows.

Proposition 3.1 Let n ≥ 6 and let (uε) be a family of sign-changing solutions of (Pε) having the expansion (3.1)
and satisfying (3.2)-(3.4). Assume that

λ1,ε

λ2,ε
→ ∞ as ε→ 0 such that lnλ1,ε ≤ c′ lnλ2,ε for some c′ > 1. (3.6)

Then the concentration points ξ1,ε, ξ2,ε and the concentration speeds λ1,ε, λ2,ε satisfy

λ2,ε|ξ1,ε − ξ2,ε| → 0 as ε→ 0, and
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Γ2

3
ε
λn−2
2,ε

lnλ2,ε
→

1

Λ
2
, ξε,i → ξ0 ∈ Ω for i = 1, 2, and

λ1,ε

λ3
2,ε

→ Λ
4

n−2 , (3.7)

where Γ2 is a positive constant defined in (3.14).
Furthermore, ξ0 is a critical point of the Robin function R and Λ satisfies

R(ξ0)Λ
2
= 4. (3.8)

We point out that the condition lnλ1,ε ≤ c′ lnλ2,ε is very helpful in our argument. In fact, thanks to this condition
and λ1,ε/λ2,ε → ∞ which implies lnλ2,ε ≤ lnλ1,ε, we derive that the quantities lnλi,ε’s are of the same order,
and this will help us to analyze the balancing conditions introduced in Lemma 3.2.
For simplicity we shall write Pδi for Pδ(ξi,ε,λi,ε), ξi for ξi,ε and λi for λi,ε. Throughout this section, we restrict
ourselves to the case n ≥ 6.
Next, we provide two balancing conditions, that need to be satisfied by the parameters of concentration, required
in the proof of Proposition 3.1. The first one concerns the concentration speeds. Multiplying the equation
−∆uε = fε(uε) by λi

∂Pδi
∂λi

and integrating by parts with taking into account (3.5) and (3.3), we obtain

Lemma 3.2 Let n ≥ 6 and uε = γ1Pδ1 + γ2Pδ2 + vε a solution of (Pε). For each i, l ∈ {1, 2} such that l 6= i, we
have the following expansion

γiΓ1
αp
i ε

lnλi
− (n− 2)c1

γi
2

H(ξi, ξi)

λn−2
i

− c1γl

(
λi
∂εil
∂λi

+
n− 2

2

H(ξi, ξl)

(λiλl)(n−2)/2

)

= O

(
ε

ln(λi)2
+

1

λ2n−4
i

+
1

λ
(1−τ)n
i

+ ε2 ln(lnλ1)
2 + ε2 ln(lnλ2)

2 +
lnλ1

λn
1

+
lnλ2

λn
2

+ ε
n

n−2

12 ln(ε−1
12 )

)

where Γ1 and c1 are the same constant defined in Proposition 2.2 and τ is a positive constant small enough.

The proof of Lemma (3.2) that we omit here looks like the expansion of
〈
∇Iε(u), λi

∂Pδi
∂λi

〉
given in Proposition

2.2. Indeed, being a solution of (Pε), uε is a critical point of Iε and therefore we have
〈
∇Iε(uε), λi

∂Pδi
∂λi

〉
= 0.

Our second balancing condition focus on the concentration points and it is obtained in similar way. Namely, we
have

Lemma 3.3 Let n ≥ 6 and uε = γ1Pδ1 + γ2Pδ2+ vε a solution of (Pε). For each i, l ∈ {1, 2} such that l 6= i and
j ∈ {1, ..., n}, we have the following expansion

γi
2

c1

λn−1
i

∂H(ξi, ξi)

∂(a)j
− c1γl

1

λi

(
∂εil
∂(ξi)j

−
1

(λiλl)(n−2)/2

∂H

∂(a)j
(ξi, ξl)

)

= O

(
ε2 ln(lnλ1)

2 + ε2 ln(lnλ2)
2 +

lnλ1

λn
1

+
lnλ2

λn
2

+ λl|ξi − ξl|ε
n+1
n−2

12 + ε
n

n−2

12 ln(ε−1
12 )

)
,

where ∂H
∂(a)j

denotes the partial derivative of H with respect to the j−th component of the first variable.

Proof of Proposition 3.1 : We recall that we have λ1/λ2 → +∞ as ε→ 0. From Proposition 3.2, it is easy to
obtain the following estimate

ε

lnλi
= O

(
1

λn−2
2

+ ε12

)
, for i = 1, 2. (3.9)

Let K be a compact set in Ω. It is easy to see that

0 < c ≤ H(x, y) ≤ C, ∀x, y ∈ K.

Note that the concentration points ξ1 and ξ2 satisfy (3.3). Thus, there exists a compact set K in Ω such that
ξ1, ξ2 ∈ K for any ε and therefore

0 < c ≤ H(ξi, ξj) ≤ C for i, j = 1, 2. (3.10)

We start by the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.4 Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.1, we have

λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| → 0 as ε→ 0.

Proof. Note that from (3.6), we have lnλ2 < lnλ1 ≤ c′ lnλ2 and up to subsequence we get

lnλ1 = κ lnλ2 (1 + o(1)) (3.11)

for some real number κ ≥ 1. In the sequel, we distinguish two cases: κ > 1 and κ = 1.
Let us start by the case κ > 1. In a first step, we prove that λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| is bounded. In fact, arguing by
contradiction, we assume that λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| → +∞ as ε → 0. Then λ1|ξ1 − ξ2| → +∞ as ε → 0 since λ1 and λ2

satisfy (3.6). Thus, we get

ε12 =
1

(λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)(n−2)/2
+ o(ε12), (3.12)

λi
∂ε12
∂λi

= −
n− 2

2

1

(λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)(n−2)/2
+ o(ε12). (3.13)

Using (3.9) and (3.13), Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 become

H(ξi, ξi)

λn−2
i

+
G(ξ1, ξ2)

(λ1λ2)(n−2)/2
− Γ2

ε

lnλi
= o

(
ε12 +

1

λn−2
2

)
, here Γ2 =

2Γ1

c1(n− 2)
> 0, (3.14)

1

λn−1
i

∂H(ξi, ξi)

∂a
+

2

λi

1

(λ1λ2)
n−2
2

∂G(ξi, ξl)

∂a
= o

(
ε

n−1
n−2

12 +
1

λn−1
2

)
. (3.15)

Multiplying (3.14) by lnλi for i = 1, 2 and we subtract, we get

−
H(ξ2, ξ2)

λn−2
2

+ (κ− 1)
G(ξ1, ξ2)

(λ1λ2)(n−2)/2
= o

(
ε12 +

1

λn−2
2

)
,

where we have used (3.6), (3.11) and (3.10). This equation, with taking into account (3.6), (1.7) and (3.10),
implies

cε12 ≤
1

λn−2
2

≤ Cε12, (3.16)

i.e 1

λn−2
2

and ε12 are comparable. Using (1.7), (3.12), (3.16) together with (3.6) and the fact that |∂H(ξ1, ξ2)/∂ξi| ≤

c, we obtain
1

(λ1λ2)(n−2)/2

∣∣∣∣
1

λi

∂G

∂ξi
(ξ1, ξ2)

∣∣∣∣ ≥ cε
n−1
n−2

12 for i = 1, 2. (3.17)

Clearly, (3.15) for i = 1, (3.16) and (3.17) give a contradiction and therefore λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| is bounded.
On the second step, we claim that λ2|ξ1−ξ2| = o(1). In fact, arguing by contradiction, we assume that λ2|ξ1−ξ2| 9
0 as ε→ 0. Thus using the first step, there exist two positive constants c′1 and c′2 such that c′1 < λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| < c′2.
In this case, we have

ε12 and (λ2/λ1)
(n−2)/2 are of the same order, (3.18)

ε12 =
1

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)(n−2)/2
+ o(ε12), (3.19)

λ1
∂ε12
∂λ1

= −
n− 2

2

1

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)(n−2)/2
+ o(ε12),

λ2
∂ε12
∂λ2

=
(n− 2)λ1/λ2

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)
n
2

−
(n− 2)/2

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)
n−2
2

+ o(ε12).

Thus, using Lemma 3.2 through (3.6), (3.9) and (3.10), we obtain

1

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)(n−2)/2
− Γ2

ε

lnλ1
= o

(
1

λn−2
2

+ ε12

)
, (3.20)
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H(ξ2, ξ2)

λn−2
2

+
1

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)
n−2
2

−
λ1

λ2

2

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)
n
2

− Γ2
ε

lnλ2
= o

(
1

λn−2
2

+ ε12

)
. (3.21)

Multiplying (3.21) by lnλ2 and (3.20) by lnλ1 and we subtract, we obtain

H(ξ2, ξ2)

λn−2
2

+
1− κ

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)(n−2)/2
−
λ1

λ2

2

(λ1
λ2

+ λ1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|2)n/2
= o

(
1

λn−2
2

+ ε12

)
, (3.22)

since we have used (3.9) and (3.11).
Recall that κ > 1 and we have c ≤ H(ξ2, ξ2) ≤ C from (3.10). So (3.22) and (3.19) imply that ε12 and 1/λn−2

2

are of the same order. One one hand, using Lemma 3.3 for i = 2, we obtain

1

λn−1
2

∂H(ξ2, ξ2)

∂a
−

1

λ2

∂ε12
∂ξ2

= o

(
ε

n−1
n−2

12

)
. (3.23)

On the other hand, since we have assumed that c′1 ≤ λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| ≤ c′2, an easy computations show that

∣∣∣∣
1

λ2

∂ε12
∂ξ2

∣∣∣∣ ≥ cε12;
1

λn−1
2

∂H(ξ2, ξ2)

∂a
= O

(
1

λn−1
2

)
= o(ε12). (3.24)

We note that (3.23) and (3.24) give a contradiction.
Thus, we get λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| → 0 as ε→ 0 which completes the proof for the case κ > 1.
When κ = 1, we argue similarly. We follow the same steps, but without multiplying the equations obtained from
Lemma 3.2 by the coefficient lnλi. In fact, to get rid of the case λ2|ξ1−ξ2| → +∞ and to prove that it is bounded,
we argue by contradiction. Subtracting the equations (3.14) for i = 1, 2 and using (3.11)(with κ = 1), we obtain
that 1/λn−2

2 = o(ε12) instead of 1/λn−2
2 and ε12 are of the same order, found in the first case. This will help us

to conclude in the first step. Concerning the second step, namely excluding the case c′1 < λ2|ξ1 − ξ2| < c′2, we
subtract the equations (3.20) and (3.21) we get, as in the case κ > 1, 1/λn−2

2 and ε12 are of the same order and
we conclude similarly. ✷

Notice that Lemma 3.4 implies, as ε→ 0, that

ε12 =

(
λ2

λ1

)n−2
2

+ o(ε12), (3.25)

λ1
∂ε12
∂λ1

= −
n− 2

2

(
λ2

λ1

)n−2
2

+ o(ε12) and λ2
∂ε12
∂λ2

=
n− 2

2

(
λ2

λ1

)n−2
2

+ o(ε12). (3.26)

Using Lemma 3.2, (3.26), (3.6) and (3.9), we obtain

(
λ2

λ1

)(n−2)/2

− Γ2
ε

lnλ1
= o

(
1

λn−2
2

+ ε12

)
, (3.27)

H(ξ2, ξ2)

λn−2
2

−

(
λ2

λ1

)(n−2)/2

− Γ2
ε

lnλ2
= o

(
1

λn−2
2

+ ε12

)
. (3.28)

We start by proving that the constant κ introduced in (3.11) need to be greater than 1. We argue by contradiction.
Assume that κ = 1. Subtracting Equations (3.27) and (3.28) and using (3.9) and (3.11), we get rid of the terms
ε/ lnλi. More precisely, we obtain

2

(
λ2

λ1

)(n−2)/2

−
H(ξ2, ξ2)

λn−2
2

= o

(
1

λn−2
2

+ ε12

)
(3.29)

Taking into account (3.25), (3.29) and (3.10), we obtain (λ2/λ1)
(n−2)/2 and 1/λn−2

2 are of the same order, which
implies that λ1 and λ3

2 are of the same order. This contradicts (3.11) with κ = 1. Thus we have κ > 1.
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Subtracting now the products of (3.27) with lnλ1 and Eq. (3.28) multiplied by lnλ2 and taking into account
(3.25) and (3.26) together with (3.9) and (3.11), we derive as previously that

ε12 and 1/λn−2
2 are of the same order, (3.30)

which implies that λ1 and λ3
2 are of the same order. We deduce the existence of a positive constant k0 such that

λ1

λ3
2

= k0(1 + o(1)). (3.31)

This result asserts that κ = 3 and we get

lnλ1 = 3 lnλ2 (1 + o(1)). (3.32)

Furthermore, Lemma 3.3 for i = 2 and (3.6) imply

1

λn−1
2

∂H(ξ2, ξ2)

∂a
−

1

λ2

∂ε12
∂ξ2

= o

(
ε

n−1
n−2
12 +

1

λn−1
2

)
. (3.33)

Under the previous assumptions, we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.5
1

λ1
|
∂ε12
∂(ξ1)ℓ

| = o

(
λ2

λ1

1

λn−1
2

)
, for each 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n.

Proof. For sake of simplicity, we may assume that ℓ = 1. The same argument holds true for ℓ = 2, . . . , n.
Let Pψ1

1 := 1
λ1

∂Pδ1
∂(ξ1)1

and u :=
∑2

j=1 γjPδj . On one hand, we have

〈
∇Iε(uε), Pψ

1
1

〉
= 0 (3.34)

since uε is a solution of (Pε). On the other hand, arguing as in the proof of [5, Proposition 2.11], we get

〈
∇Iε(u), Pψ

1
1

〉
= < u,Pψ1

1 > −

∫

Ω

fε(u)Pψ
1
1

= < u,Pψ1
1 > −

∫

Ω

[
fε(u)− fε(u)− f ′

ε(u)v
]
Pψ1

1 −

∫

Ω

fε(u)Pψ
1
1 −

∫

Ω

f ′
ε(u)vPψ

1
1

= < u,Pψ1
1 > −A−B −C (3.35)

since v ∈ E(ξ,λ). Note that [5, Proposition 2.11] concerns the expansion of 〈∇Iε(u), λi∂Pδi/∂λi〉. Thanks to the
fact that Pψ1

1 satisfies |Pψ1
1 | ≤ cδ1 as well, some remaining terms in (3.35) may be computed as in [5].

By the mean value theorem, there exists θ = θ(x) ∈ (0, 1) such that

A =

∫

Ω

[
f ′
ε(u+ θv)− f ′

ε(u)
]
vPψ1

1 .

As computed in [5], we have

|A| ≤ c

{
‖v‖2 if n ≤ 6;

‖v‖2 + (‖v‖p + ε‖v‖)ε
1/2
12 ln(ε−1

12 )
(n−2)/(2n) if n > 6.

Thus we obtain

A = o

(
λ2

λ1

1

λn−1
2

)
for n ≥ 6, (3.36)

where we have used (3.5), (3.9), (3.31) and the fact that ε12 and 1/λn−2
2 are of the same order.

We also compute C as in [5]. Note that ln ln(e+ |u|) = O(ln lnλ1) = O(ln lnλ2) since we have (3.32). Using (7.3)
and the fact that

f ′
0(u) = p[Pδ1]

p−1 +O([Pδ2]
p−11{Pδ1≤Pδ2} + [Pδ1]

p−2Pδ21{Pδ2≤Pδ1}),
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we get, in view of (3.5), (3.9), (3.30) and (3.31) the following

C :=

∫

Ω

f ′
ε(u)vPψ

1
1

=

∫

Ω

f ′
0(u)vPψ

1
1 +

∫

Ω

[f ′
ε(u)− f ′

0(u)]vPψ
1
1

= p

∫

Ω

[Pδ1]
p−1Pψ1

1v +O

(∫

Pδ1≤Pδ2

[Pδ2]
p−1Pδ1|v|+

∫

Pδ2≤Pδ1

[Pδ1]
p−1Pδ2|v|+ ‖v‖ε ln lnλ2

)

= C1 +O

(
ε2 ln(lnλ2)

2 + ‖v‖2 + ε
n+2
n−2
12 ln(ε−1

12 )
n+2
n + ε212 ln(ε

−1
12 )

2(n−2)
n

)

= C1 + o

(
λ2

λ1

1

λn−1
2

)
. (3.37)

As in [5], we have

C1 =





O
(
‖v‖ ln(λ1d1)

(λ1d1)4

)
, if n = 6;

O
(

‖v‖

(λ1d1)
(n+2)/2

)
, if n > 6,

= o

(
λ2

λ1

1

λn−1
2

)
(3.38)

since v satisfies (3.5) and we have (3.9), (3.31) and (3.30) i.e. ε12 and 1/λn−2
2 are of the same order. From (3.37)

and (3.38), we get

C = o

(
λ2

λ1

1

λn−1
2

)
. (3.39)

Now, we compute B. Using (3.3), (3.6) and Proposition 7.2, we write

u = γ1δ1 + γ2δ2 +O(
1

λ
n−2
2

2

)

and, by (7.1), we get

fε(u) = fε (γ1δ1 + γ2δ2) +O


 1

λ
n−2
2

2


|γ1δ1 + γ2δ2|

p−1 + (
1

λ
n−2
2

2

)p−1




 .

Thus

B :=

∫

Ω

fε(u)Pψ
1
1

=

∫

Ω

fε(u)
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+

∫

Ω

fε(u)
1

λ1

∂ϕ1

∂(ξ1)1

=

∫

Ω


fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ2) +O


 1

λ
n−2
2

2


(γ1δ1 + γ2δ2)

p−1 + (
1

λ
n−2
2

2

)p−1






 1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(
1

λ
n
2
1

∫

Ω

fε(u)

)

=

∫

Ω

fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ2)
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O



∫

Ω


 1

λ
n−2
2

2

(δp−1
1 + δp−1

2 ) +
1

λ
n+2
2

2


 |

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|


+O

(
1

λ
3n
2

2

)
(3.40)

where we have used Proposition 7.2, (3.31) and the fact that
∫
Ω
fε(u) = o(1).

Note that, using (3.31), we have

o

(
λ2

λ1

1

λn−1
2

)
= o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
.
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In the sequel, we will write the estimates of the remaining terms of B in their λ2−orders.
Taking into account (3.40), (3.31), the fact that

∫

Ω

1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

| ≤ c

∫

Ω

|x− ξ1|δ
n

n−2

1 ≤
c

λ
n
2
1

∫

Ω

dx

|x− ξ1|n−1
≤

c

λ
n
2
1

and ∫

Ω

δp−1
1

1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

| ≤ c

∫

Ω

|x− ξ1|δ
n+4
n−2

1 ≤
c

λ
n−2
2

1

,

we obtain

B =

∫

Ω

fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ2)
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+ o

(
1

λn+1
2

)

=:B′ + o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
. (3.41)

Now, we introduce a new function, that is

δ̃2 := δ(ξ1,λ2).

We write γ1δ1+ γ2δ2 = γ1δ1+ γ2δ̃2+ γ2(δ2− δ̃2) and thus, by the mean value theorem there exists some θ ∈ (0, 1)
such that

fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ2) =fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2) + f ′
ε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2)γ2(δ2 − δ̃2)

+
1

2
f ′′
ε (γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2 + θγ2(δ2 − δ̃2))(δ2 − δ̃2)

2. (3.42)

An easy computation, through the result of Lemma 3.4, gives us the following

|δ2 − δ̃2| ≤ cλ2|ξ1 − ξ2|δ̃2. (3.43)

By using (3.42) and (3.43), the integral B′ becomes

B′ =

∫

Ω

fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2)
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+

∫

Ω

f ′
ε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2)γ2(δ2 − δ̃2)

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+
1

2

∫

Ω

f ′′
ε (γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2 + θγ2(δ2 − δ̃2))(δ2 − δ̃2)

2 1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=:B′
1 +B′

2 +B′
3. (3.44)

Recall that we have d1 = d(ξ1, ∂Ω) > c from assumption (3.3). We get

B′
1 :=

∫

Ω

fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2)
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=

∫

B(ξ1,d1/2)

. . .+

∫

Ω\B(ξ1 ,d1/2)

. . .

= O

(∫

B(ξ1 ,d1/2)c
δp+1
1 + δ̃p2

δ1
λ1|x− ξ1|

)
(3.45)

since the function fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2)
1
λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

is antisymmetric with respect to (x− ξ1)1 in B(ξ1, d1/2) and we have
used that

|
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

(x)| ≤ c
δ1(x)

λ1|x− ξ1|
.

A simple computations lead to

∫

B(ξ1,d1/2)c
δp+1
1 = O(

1

λn
1

) and

∫

B(ξ1 ,d1/2)c
δ̃p2

δ1
λ1|x− ξ1|

= O(
1

λ
n
2
1 λ

n+2
2

2

).
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Hence, (3.45) and (3.31) assert that

B′
1 = o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
. (3.46)

Now, expanding as follows

f ′
ε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2) = f ′

ε(γ1δ1) + f ′
ε(γ2δ̃2) +O

(
inf(δ1, δ̃2)

p−1
)
,

the second integral B′
2 is written

B′
2 =

∫

Ω

γ2f
′
ε(γ1δ1)[δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+

∫

Ω

γ2f
′
e(γ2δ̃2)[δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(∫

Ω

inf(δ1, δ̃2)
p−1|δ2 − δ̃2|

1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|

)

=:B′
21 +B′

22 +B′
23. (3.47)

Observe that

δ̃2(x) ≤ δ1(x) ⇔ λ1λ2|x− ξ1|
2 ≤ 1 ⇔ x ∈ B(ξ1,

1

λ2
2

). (3.48)

Taking into account Lemma 3.4 ,(3.31), (3.43), (3.48) and the fact that | 1
λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

(x)| ≤ c|x − ξ1|δ
n

n−2

1 (x), we get

B′
23 =

∫

δ̃2≤δ1

inf(δ1, δ̃2)
p−1|δ2 − δ̃2|

1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|+

∫

δ1≤δ̃2

inf(δ1, δ̃2)
p−1|δ2 − δ̃2|

1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|

≤cλ2|ξ1 − ξ2|

(∫

δ̃2≤δ1

δ̃p2(x)|x− ξ1|δ
n

n−2

1 dx+

∫

δ1≤δ̃2

δ̃2(x)|x− ξ1|δ
n+4
n−2

1 (x) dx

)

≤cλ2|ξ1 − ξ2|



∫

B(ξ1,1/λ
2
2)

λ
n+2
2

2

dx

λ
n
2
1 |x− ξ1|n−1

+

∫

B(ξ1,1/λ
2
2)

c

λ
n−2
2

2

dx

λ
n+4
2

1 |x− ξ1|n+3




≤cλ2|ξ1 − ξ2|


λ

n+2
2

2

λ
n
2
1

∫ 1/λ2
2

0

dr +
λ

n−2
2

2

λ
n+4
2

1

∫ ∞

1

λ2
2

dr

r4




≤cλ2|ξ1 − ξ2|

((
λ2

λ1

)n
2 1

λ2
+

1

λn+7
2

(λ2
2)

3

)

=o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
. (3.49)

In view of (7.3), (3.43), (3.9), (3.30), (3.31), Lemma 3.4 and the fact that ln ln(δ1) ≤ c ln lnλ2, we have

B′
21 :=

∫

Ω

γ2f
′
ε(γ1δ1)[δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=

∫

Ω

γ2f
′
0(γ1δ1)[δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(
ε ln lnλ2

∫

Ω

δp−1
1 λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|δ̃2

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

)

=γ2p

∫

Rn

δp−1
1 δ2

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(∫

Ωc

δp+1
1 + ε ln lnλ2λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|λ

n−2
2

2

∫

Ω

δp1

)

=
γ2c1
λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

+O(λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|ε
n+1
n−2

12 ) +O(
1

λn
1

) + o

(
(
λ2

λ1
)
n−2
2 ε ln lnλ2

)

=
γ2c1
λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

+ o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
(3.50)

where we have used the fact that δp−1
1 δ̃2

1
λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

is antisymmetric with respect to (x−ξ1)1 in R
n and the following

result

p

∫

Rn

δp−1
1 δ2

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=

∫

Rn

δp2
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=
c1
λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

+O(λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|ε
n+1
n−2

12 ) (3.51)



22

given in [1, Estimate F11]. Here c1 is the positive constant introduced in Proposition 2.2.
Using again (7.3) and (3.43) and Lemma 3.4, we obtain

B′
22 :=

∫

Ω

γ2f
′
ε(γ2δ̃2)[δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=

∫

Ω

γ2f
′
0(γ2δ̃2)[δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(
λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|ε ln lnλ2

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

)

=

∫

Ω

γ2δ̃
p−1
2 [δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+ o

(
ε ln lnλ2

(
λ2

λ1

)n
2

)

=:B′′
22 + o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
(3.52)

where we have used (3.9), (3.31) and the fact that

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

| ≤ c

∫

Ω

δ̃p2 |x− ξ1|δ
n

n−2

1

≤
c

λ
n
2
1

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
|x− ξ1|n−1

≤
c

λ
n
2
1

1

λ
n−2
2

2

λn−1
2

∫

Rn

dy

(1 + |y|2)
n+2
2 |y|n−1

≤ c

(
λ2

λ1

)n
2
∫ ∞

0

dr

(1 + |r|2)
n+2
2

≤ c

(
λ2

λ1

)n
2

. (3.53)

Observe that, using (3.43), we get

δp2 = δ̃p2 + pδ̃p−1
2 (δ2 − δ̃2) +O

(
λ2
2|ξ1 − ξ2|

2δ̃p2

)
.

Thus, using (3.51), Lemma 3.4 and the antisymmetry of the function δ̃p2
1
λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

with respect to (x − ξ1)1 in

B(ξ1, d1/2), we obtain

B′′
22 :=γ2

∫

Ω

δ̃p−1
2 [δ2 − δ̃2]

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=
γ2
p

∫

Ω

δp2
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

−
γ2
p

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(
λ2
2|ξ1 − ξ2|

2

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|

)

=
γ2
p

∫

Rn

δp2
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

−
γ2
p

∫

B(ξ1 ,d1/2)

δ̃p2
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(∫

B(ξ1 ,d1/2)c
δ̃p2δ1 + λ2

2|ξ1 − ξ2|
2

∫

Ω

δ̃p2 |x− ξ1|δ
n

n−2

1

)

=
γ2c1
p

1

λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(
λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|ε

n+1
n−2

12 +
1

λn+1
1

+ λ2
2|ξ1 − ξ2|

2 1

λ
n
2
1

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
1

|x− ξ1|n−1

)

=
γ2c1
p

1

λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

+ o

(
1

λn+1
2

+ λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|

(
λ2

λ1

)n
2

)

=
γ2c1
p

1

λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

(1 + o(1)) + o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
(3.54)

where we have used, in the last equality, (3.25) i.e. ε12 and (λ2/λ1)
n−2
2 are of the same order and the fact that

1

λ1
|
∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

| = (n− 2)λ2|(ξ1 − ξ2)1|ε
n

n−2

12 .
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In view of (3.47), (3.49)-(3.52) and (3.54), we get

B′
2 = γ2c1(1 +

1

p
)
1

λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

(1 + o(1)) + o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
. (3.55)

To estimate B′
3, we split the integral as follows:

B′
3 :=

1

2

∫

Ω

f ′′
ε (γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2 + θγ2(δ2 − δ̃2))(δ2 − δ̃2)

2 1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

=

∫

Ω1

. . .+

∫

Ωc
1

. . .

=: B′
31 +B′

32. (3.56)

where Ω1 := {x : |γ1δ1(x) + γ2δ2(x)| ≤Mλ2|ξ1 − ξ2|δ̃2(x)}. Here M is a positive constant greater than 4c where
c is the constant introduced in (3.43). Using this fact, it is easy to see that in Ωc

1 we have

|γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2 + θγ2(δ2 − δ̃2)| ≥
M

2
|ξ1 − ξ2|δ̃2 for each θ ∈ (0, 1).

Thus in view of (3.43), (7.5), Lemma 3.4 and the fact that p− 2 ≤ 0 for n ≥ 6, we get

B′
32 = O

(∫

Ωc
1

(
λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|δ̃2

)p−2

(δ2 − δ̃2)
2 1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|

)

= O

(
(λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|)

p−1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|

)

= o(
1

λ1
|
∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

|) (3.57)

where we have used (3.53) and the fact that ε12 and (λ2
λ1

)
n
2 are of the same order.

Observe that, in Ω1, it holds |γ1δ1+γ2δ̃2| ≤ cλ2|ξ1− ξ2|δ̃2, by using (3.43). Therefore, the expansion (3.42), (7.2),
(3.43) and (3.53) imply

B′
31 =

∫

Ω1

(
fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ2)− fε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2)− f ′

ε(γ1δ1 + γ2δ̃2)γ2(δ2 − δ̃2)
) 1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

= O

(∫

Ω

(
λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|δ̃2

)p 1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|

)

= O

(
(λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|)

p−1λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|

∫

Ω

δ̃p2
1

λ1
|
∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

|

)

= o

(
1

λ1
|
∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

|

)
. (3.58)

Hence, (3.56), (3.57) and (3.58) assert

B′
3 = o(

1

λ1
|
∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

|). (3.59)
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Lastly, we compute < u,Pψ1
1 >. In view of Proposition 7.2, (2.3), (3.31), (3.51) and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

< u,Pψ1
1 >= < γ1δ1 + γ2δ2,

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

> + < u,
1

λ1

∂ϕ1

∂(ξ1)1
>

=

∫

Ω

γ2δ
p
2

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+

∫

Ω

γ1δ
p
1

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(
1

λ
n
2
1

∫

Ω

δp1 + δp2

)

=γ2

∫

Rn

δp2
1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+

∫

B(ξ1,d1/2)

γ1δ
p
1

1

λ1

∂δ1
∂(ξ1)1

+O

(∫

Ωc

δp2δ1 +

∫

B(ξ1,d1/2)c
δp+1
1

)
+ o(

1

λ
3n
2

2

)

=γ2
c1
λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

+O



λ2|ξ1 − ξ2|ε
n+1
n−2
12 +

1

λ
n−2
2

1 λ
n+2
2

2

+
1

λn
1



+ o

(
1

λn+1
2

)

=γ2
c1
λ1

∂ε12
∂(ξ1)1

+ o

(
1

λn+1
2

)
. (3.60)

Combining (3.34)-(3.36), (3.39), (3.41), (3.44), (3.46), (3.55), (3.59) and(3.60), the proof of Lemma 3.5 is com-
pleted. ✷

Now, we will prove (3.7) and (3.8). From Lemma 3.5, we derive

1

λ2

∂ε12
∂ξ2

= o

(
1

λn−1
2

)
. (3.61)

Let us introduce the following change of variables

(
lnλ2

λn−2
2

)1/2

= Λ

(
Γ2

3
ε

)1/2

where Λ > 0. (3.62)

Note that, multiplying (3.27), (3.28) by respectively lnλ1 and lnλ2, and using (3.31) (3.32) and (3.62), we obtain

Λ2

k
n−2
2

0

− 1 = o(Λ2); H(ξ2, ξ2)Λ−
4

Λ
= o(Λ). (3.63)

Taking into account (3.61), (3.62) and the fact that ε1,2 and 1/λn−2
2 are of the same order, (3.33) implies

∂H(ξ2, ξ2)

∂a
Λ2 = o

(
Λ2) . (3.64)

Recall that we have d(ξ2, ∂Ω) ≥ c. Thus, the functions H and its derivatives are bounded. Furthermore, the
function H satisfies (3.10). Therefore, from (3.63), it is easy to see that Λ is bounded from above and it is also
bounded from below by some positive constant. Hence, Λ converges to Λ > 0 (up to a subsequence). Let ξ0 be
the limit of ξ2 when ε goes to 0. Passing to the limit in (3.63) and (3.64), we get

k0 = Λ
4

n−2 ; H(ξ0, ξ0)Λ− 4Λ
−1

= 0;
∂H(ξ0, ξ0)

∂a
= 0, (3.65)

which imply that ξ0 is a critical point of the Robin function R and Λ satisfies (3.8). Therefore, in view of Lemma
3.4 and (3.31), the conclusion in (3.7) holds. The proof of Proposition 3.1 is thereby completed. ✷

4 Description of the solution and its lower order term

We denote by i∗ : L
2n

n+2 (Ω) → H1
0 (Ω) the adjoint operator of the embedding i : H1

0 (Ω) → L
2n

n−2 (Ω), i.e. if

w ∈ L
2n

n+2 (Ω) then u = i∗(w) in H1
0 (Ω) is the unique solution of the equation −∆u = w in Ω and u = 0 on ∂Ω.

By the definition of the operator i∗, it is clear that (Pε) can be written as follows:

u = i∗ [fε(u)] , u ∈ H1
0 (Ω) (4.1)
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where fε is introduced in (1.1).
Next, we describe the shape of the solutions we are looking for.
Let ξ be a point in Ω and, given an integer number k, let λj for j = 1, ..., k, be positive parameters defined as
multiple of proper power of ε

| ln ε|
, namely

λj =

(
ε

| ln ε|

)−
2(k−j)+1

n−2

ρj , with ρj > 0. (4.2)

Let ξj , for j = 1, ..., k, also be k points in Ω given by

ξj = ξ + λ−1
j σj , with σ2, ..., σk ∈ R

n and σ1 = 0. (4.3)

Let αj , for j = 1, ..., k, be positive parameters. Fix a small η > 0 and assume that

d(ξ, ∂Ω) > η, |αj − 1| < η, η < ρj <
1

η
and |σj | ≤

1

η
for j = 1, ..., k. (4.4)

It is an immediate observation that

λk =

(
ε

| ln ε|

)− 1
n−2

ρk, and
λj

λj+1
=

(
ε

| ln ε|

)− 2
n−2 ρj

ρj+1
. (4.5)

We look for a tower of sign-changing bubbles solution to (Pε), of the form:

u(x) = V (x) + v(x), V (x) = Vα,ρ,σ,ξ(x) =
k∑

j=1

(−1)jαjPδ(ξj ,λj)(x), (4.6)

where we set α = (α1, ..., αk) ∈ R
k
+, ρ = (ρ1, ..., ρk) ∈ R

k
+ and σ = (σ2, ..., σk) ∈ R

(k−1)n.
The term v has to be thought as a remainder term of lower order. Let

E :=
{
v ∈ H1

0 (Ω) :
〈
v, P δi

〉
=
〈
v,
∂Pδi
∂λi

〉
=
〈
v,
∂Pδi
∂(ξi)j

〉
= 0 ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ n, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k

}
, (4.7)

where Pδi = Pδ(ξi,λi) and ξji is the jth component of ξi.
Let Π : H1

0 (Ω) → E⊥ and Π⊥ : H1
0 (Ω) → E be the orthogonal projections. In order to solve (4.1) we will solve

the couple of equations:
Π⊥ (V + v − i∗ [fε(V + v)]) = 0; (4.8)

Π (V + v − i∗ [fε(V + v)]) = 0. (4.9)

Given ξ, α, ρ and σ satisfying conditions (4.4), one can solve uniquely (4.8) in v ∈ E. This solution, which will
be denoted by v is the lower order term in the description of the ansatz (4.6). This is the content of:

Proposition 4.1 There exists ε0 > 0 such that for any ξ ∈ Ω, α ∈ R
k
+, ρ ∈ R

k
+, σ ∈ R

(k−1)n satisfying (4.2)-(4.4)
and for any ε ∈ (0, ε0) there exists a unique function v = v(ε, α, ρ, σ, ξ) ∈ E such

Iε(V + v(ε, α, ρ, σ, ξ)) = inf{Iε(V + v) : v ∈ E}.

Moreover v satisfies

‖v‖ =





O(ε ln | ln ε|), if n ≤ 6;

O

((
ε

| ln ε|

) p
2

)
, if n > 6.

(4.10)

In addition, there exists (A,B,C) ∈ R
k × R

k × (Rn)k such that the following holds

−∆v(ε, α, ρ, σ, ξ) = fε(V + v(ε, α, ρ, σ, ξ))− (−∆V ) +

k∑

i=1

(−∆)

(
AiPδi +Bi

∂Pδi
∂λi

+

n∑

j=1

Cij
∂Pδi
∂(ξi)j

)
. (4.11)



26

The proof of such a result is contained in [5] (see the proof of [5, Proposition 3.2]). In the following, v is the
solution of (4.8).
As in [5], we estimate the numbers A, B and C. Note that the functions ∂Pδi

∂λi
and ∂Pδi

∂ξ
j
i

, which appear in (4.11),

are multiplied respectively by λi and
1
λi

in [5]. Taking into account this change and the ε-orders of the λ′
is given

in (4.2), we get the following.

Proposition 4.2 For i = 1, ..., k and j = 1, ..., n, we have






Ai =





O(|1 − αi|+ ε ln | ln ε|), if n ≤ 6;

O

(
|1− αi|+

(
ε

| ln ε|

) p
2

)
, if n > 6,

Bi = O

(
λiε

| ln ε|

)
,

Cij = O

(
|1− αi|ε

λi| ln ε|
+

1

λi

(
ε

| ln ε|

)n−1
n−2

)
.

As in [21] and [16], since |fε(u)| ≤ |u|p, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 4.3 It holds
∫

∂Ω

(
∂v

∂ν

)2

dw =





O(ε2 ln2 | ln ε|), if n ≤ 6;

O

((
ε

| ln ε|

)p)
, if n > 6.

Proof. We consider a smooth function ζ : Rn → R such that

0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1, ζ(y) = 0 for |y − ξ| ≤ ̺, ζ(y) = 1 for |y − ξ| ≥ 2̺

for some ̺ > 0 (we choose ̺ > 0 such that ̺ < d(ξ, ∂Ω)/4). It is elementary to see that ζv is a solution of the
following problem

{
−∆(ζv) = g in Ω,

ζv = 0 on ∂Ω,
(4.12)

where

g :=ζ
(
fε(V + v)−

k∑

i=1

αiδ
p
(ξi,λi)

)
+ ζ

k∑

i=1

(
Aiδ

p
(ξi,λi)

+ pBiδ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi

+ p

n∑

j=1

Cijδ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂(ξi)j

)
−∆ζv − 2∇ζ∇v. (4.13)

Since ζv is a solution of(4.12), the following inequality holds:

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂ν
(ζv)

∣∣∣∣
2

2,∂Ω

=

∣∣∣∣
∂v

∂ν

∣∣∣∣
2

2,∂Ω

≤ C|g|22n
n+1

,Ω. (4.14)

Hence, we need to estimate |g|22n/(n+1). We observe that

g =O

(
ζ|v|p +

k∑

i=1

ζδp(ξi,λi)
+

k∑

i=1

(
|Ai|ζδ

p
(ξi,λi)

+ |Bi|ζδ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

|
∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi
|

+
n∑

j=1

|Cij |ζδ
p−1
(ξi ,λi)

|
∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂(ξi)j
|
)
+ |∆ζv|+ |∇ζ∇v|

)
. (4.15)
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Let us denote q := 2n/(n+ 1). We have to estimate each term of (4.15) in the Lq(Ω)-norm. It holds

∣∣∣∣
k∑

i=1

ζδp(ξi,λi)

∣∣∣∣
2

q

= O

(( k∑

i=1

∫

|x−ξ|≥̺

δpq(ξi,λi)

)2/q)
= O

( k∑

i=1

1

λn+2
i

)

and by using Proposition 4.2, we get

∣∣∣∣
k∑

i=1

(
|Ai|ζδ

p
(ξi,λi)

+ |Bi||ζδ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi
|+

n∑

j=1

|Cij ||ζδ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂ξji
|
)∣∣∣∣

2

q

=O

( k∑

i=1

|Ai|
2

(∫

|x−ξ|≥̺

δpq(ξi,λi)

)2/q

+

k∑

i=1

|Bi|
2

(∫

|x−ξ|≥̺

∣∣∣δp−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi

∣∣∣
q
)2/q

+
k∑

i=1

n∑

j=1

|Cij |
2

(∫

|x−ξ|≥̺

|δp−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂ξji
|q
)2/q)

=O

(( k∑

i=1

(
|Ai|

2 +
|Bi|

2

λ2
i

+ λ2
i

n∑

j=1

|Cij |
2

)(∫

|x−ξ|≥̺

δpq(ξi,λi)

)2/q)
= O

( k∑

i=1

1

λn+2
i

)
.

Furthermore, since q < 2 < p+ 1, by Holder’s inequalities, we have

(∫

Ω

|∆ζ|q |v|q
)2/q

= O

((∫

Ω

|v|p+1

)2/(p+1)(∫

Ω

|∆ζ|
q(p+1)
p+1−q

) 2(p+1−q)
q(p+1)

)
= O(‖v‖2),

(∫

Ω

|∇ζ|q |∇v|q
)2/q

= O

(
‖v‖2

(∫

Ω

|∇ζ|
2q

2−q

) 2−q
q
)

= O(‖v‖2).

The only remaining term is
( ∫

Ω
(ζ|v|p)q

)2/q
which is the most difficult to estimate because pq > p + 1. We

multiply equation (4.11) by ζ
2(n−2)
n+1 |v|

2
n+1 v, and we integrate on Ω. Arguing as in [21] (see also [16]),integration

by parts and the Sobolev embedding theorem lead to the inequality

−

∫

Ω

∆vζ
2(n−2)
n+1 |v|

2
n+1 v ≥ C

(∫

Ω

(ζ|v|p)q
)2/q

+O(‖v‖2(n+2)/(n+1)).

On the other hand, we write

fε(u)−
k∑

i=1

(−1)iαiδ
p
(ξi,λi)

+
k∑

i=1

(
Aiδ

p
(ξi,λi)

+ pBiδ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi
p

n∑

j=1

Cijδ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂(ξi)j

)

= O

(
|v|p +

k∑

i=1

δp(ξi,λi)
+

k∑

i=1

(
|Ai|δ

p
(ξi,λi)

+ |Bi||δ
p−1
(ξi ,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi
|+

n∑

j=1

|Cij ||δ
p−1
(ξi ,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂(ξi)j
|
))

.

Arguing exactly as in [21, Appendix C], we get:

∫

Ω

ζ
2(n−2)
n+1 |v|p+

n+3
n+1 = O

((∫

Ω

|v|
(p−1)n

2

) 2
n
(∫

Ω

(ζ|v|p)q
) 2

p+1
)

= o

((∫

Ω

(ζ|v|p)q
) 2

p+1
))

.

By using Holder’s inequality, the definition of the function ζ and Proposition (4.2), we also have the validity of
the following estimates:

k∑

i=1

∫

Ω

ζ
2(n−2)
n+1 |v|

n+3
n+1 δp(ξi,λi)

= O

((∫

Ω

|v|p+1

) n+3
(n+1)(p+1)

k∑

i=1

(∫

|x−ξ|≥̺

δ
2n(n+1)p

n2+n+6

(ξi,λi)

)n2+n+6
2n(n+1)

)

= O

(
‖v‖

n+3
n+1

k∑

i=1

1

λ
n+2
2

i

)
,
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and
k∑

i=1

∫

Ω

ζ
2(n−2)
n+1 |v|

n+3
n+1

(
|Ai|δ

p
(ξi,λi)

+ |Bi||δ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi
|+

n∑

j=1

|Cij ||δ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂(ξi)j
|
))

= O

(
‖v‖

n+3
n+1

k∑

i=1

(∫

|x−ξ|≥ρ

(
|Ai|δ

p
(ξi,λi)

+ |Bi||δ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂λi
|+

n∑

j=1

|Cij ||δ
p−1
(ξi,λi)

∂δ(ξi,λi)

∂(ξi)j
|
) 2n(n+1)

n2+n+6

)n2+n+6
2n(n+1)

)

= O

(
‖v‖

n+3
n+1

k∑

i=1

λ
−n+2

2
i

(
|Ai|+

|Bi|

λi
+ λi

n∑

j=1

|Cij |
))

= O

(
‖v‖

n+3
n+1

λ
n+2
2

k

)
,

so that finally

(∫

Ω

(ζ|v|p)q
)2/q

= O

(
‖v‖

2(n+2)
n+1 +

‖v‖
n+3
n+1

λ
n+2
2

k

)
.

Taking account of (4.2) and (4.10), the desired result follows. ✷

5 The reduced energy

We are left now to solve (4.9), more precisely to find the point ξ, the points σ2, ..., σk ∈ R
n and the parameters

ρ1, ..., ρk and α1, ..., αk so that (4.9) is satisfied. It happens that this problem has a variational structure, in the
sense that solving (4.9) is reduced to find critical points to some given explicit finite dimensional functional.

Let Ĩε : Rk
+ × R

k
+ × R

(k−1)n × Ω → R be defined by

Ĩε(α, ρ, σ, ξ) := Iε
( k∑

i=1

(−1)iαiPδ(ξi,λi) + v
)
. (5.1)

As in Part 1 of [16, Proposition 2.2], we have the following: if (α, ρ, σ, ξ) is a critical point of Ĩε, then u :=∑k
i=1(−1)iαiPδ(ξi,λi) + v is a critical point of Iε. This result reduces the existence of solutions for (Pε) to the

problem of finding critical points of the reduced energy functional Ĩε.
Now, we introduce the asymptotic expansion for the reduced energy functional Ĩε and its partial derivative in
terms of the parameters (α, ρ, σ, ξ).
Using Propositions 2.1 and 4.1, we have the following.

Proposition 5.1 For h = 1, ..., k, we have

∂Ĩε
∂αh

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) = αh(1− αp−1
h )Sn/2

n +





O(ε ln | ln ε|), if n ≤ 6;

O

((
ε

| ln ε|

) p
2

)
, if n > 6,

(5.2)

∂Ĩε
∂αh

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) = 0 ⇔ αh = 1 +






O(ε ln | ln ε|), if n ≤ 6;

O

((
ε

| ln ε|

) p
2

)
, if n > 6,

(5.3)

C0-uniformly with respect to ξ in compact sets of Ω, σ in compact sets of R(k−1)n, α in compact sets of Rk
+ and

ρ in compact sets of Rk
+.

The expansion of Ĩε can be stated as follows.

Proposition 5.2 We have

Ĩε(α, ρ, σ, ξ) =
k∑

i=1

(α2
i

2
−
αp+1
i

p+ 1

)
S

n
2
n + k

(n− 2)S
n
2
n

2n
ε ln | ln ε|

(
1 +

1

| ln ε|

)
+ ε

(n− 2)S
n
2
n

2n

k∑

i=1

ln

(
2(k − i) + 1

2

)

+
ε

| ln ε|
Ψ(ρ, σ, ξ) + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,
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C0-uniformly with respect to ξ in compact sets of Ω, σ in compact sets of R(k−1)n, α in compact sets of Rk
+ and

ρ in compact sets of Rk
+. Here

Ψ(ρ, σ, ξ) =
c1
2

H(ξ, ξ)

ρn−2
k

+
(n− 2)S

n
2
n

2n

k∑

i=1

ln ρi
2(k − i) + 1

+ c1

k∑

i=2

( ρi
ρi−1

)n−2
2 1
(
1 + |σi|2

)n−2
2

. (5.4)

Proof. We estimate εi(i+1), using (2.1), (4.3) and (5.7), we have

εi(i+1) =

(
λi+1

λi

)(n−2)/2

(
1 +

(
λi+1

λi

)2
+ |

λi+1

λi
σi − σi+1|2

)(n−2)/2

=

(
λi+1

λi

)(n−2)/2

(
1 + |σi+1|2 +

(
λi+1

λi

)2
+ |

λi+1

λi
σi|2 − 2

λi+1

λi
< σi, σi+1 >

)(n−2)/2

=
(λi+1

λi

)(n−2)/2 1
(
1 + |σi+1|2

)(n−2)/2

(
1 +O

(λi+1

λi

))

=
ε

| ln ε|

(ρi+1

ρi

)(n−2)/2 1
(
1 + |σi+1|2

)(n−2)/2
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
. (5.5)

Note that, from the previous computation we derive that εi(i+1) and (λi+1/λi)
(n−2)/2 are of the same order.

Using (5.5), we get

λh

∂εh(h+1)

∂λh
= −

n− 2

2

{
λh

λh+1
−
λh+1

λh
+ λhλh+1|ξh − ξh+1|

2

}
ε
n/(n−2)
h(h+1)

= −
n− 2

2

λh

λh+1

{
1−

(
λh+1

λh

)2

+
∣∣∣λh+1

λh
σh − σh+1

∣∣∣
2
}
ε
n/(n−2)
h(h+1)

= −
n− 2

2

ε

| ln ε|

(
ρh+1

ρh

)(n−2)/2
1

(
1 + |σh+1|2

)(n−2)/2
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

λh

∂εh(h−1)

∂λh
= −

n− 2

2

{
λh

λh−1
−
λh−1

λh
+ λhλh−1|ξh − ξh−1|

2

}
ε
n/(n−2)

h(h−1)

= −
n− 2

2

λh−1

λh

{(
λh

λh−1

)2

− 1 +
∣∣∣σh −

λh

λh−1
σh−1

∣∣∣
2
}
ε
n/(n−2)
h(h−1)

=
n− 2

2

ε

| ln ε|

(
ρh
ρh−1

)(n−2)/2
1− |σh|

2

(
1 + |σh|2

)n/2
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

1

λh

∂εh(h+1)

∂ξh
= −(n− 2)

(
λh+1

λh
σh − σh+1

)
ε
n/(n−2)

h(h+1) = o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

1

λh

∂εh(h−1)

∂(ξh)j
= −(n− 2)

λh−1

λh

(
(σh)j −

λh

λh−1
(σh−1)j

)
ε
n/(n−2)
h(h−1)

= −(n− 2)
ε

| ln ε|

( ρh
ρh−1

)(n−2)/2 (σh)j(
1 + |σh|2

)n/2
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
, for j = 1, ..., n. (5.6)

We have

ln(lnλ
n−2
2

i ) = ln ln

(
n− 2

2

)
+ ln | ln ε|+ ln

(
2(k − i) + 1

n− 2

)
+ ln

(
1 +

ln | ln ε|

| ln ε|
+

n− 2

2(k − i) + 1

ln ρi
| ln ε|

)

= ln | ln ε|

(
1 +

1

| ln ε|

)
+ ln

(
2(k − i) + 1

2

)
+

n− 2

2(k − i) + 1

ln ρi
| ln ε|

+O

(
(ln | ln ε|)2

(ln ε)2

)
. (5.7)
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Using Proposition 2.6, (4.2), (4.3), (4.4),(5.3), (5.6) and (5.7), we obtain

Ĩε(α, ρ, σ, ξ) =

k∑

i=1

(α2
i

2
−
αp+1
i

p+ 1

)
S

n
2
n + k

(n− 2)S
n
2
n

2n
ε ln | ln ε|

(
1 +

1

| ln ε|

)
+ ε

(n− 2)S
n
2
n

2n

k∑

i=1

ln

(
2(k − i) + 1

2

)

− c1

k−1∑

i=1

γiγi+1

(n+ 2

2n
αp
iαi+1 +

n− 2

2n
αp
i+1αi −

αiαi+1

2

)
εi(i+1)

− c1

k∑

i=2

γiγi−1

(n+ 2

2n
αp
iαi−1 +

n− 2

2n
αp
i−1αi −

αiαi−1

2

)
εi(i−1)

+
c1
n

k−1∑

i=1

γiγi+1

(
αp
i αi+1λi

∂εi(i+1)

∂λi
− αp

i+1αiλi+1
∂εi(i+1)

∂λi+1

)

+
c1
n

k∑

i=2

γiγi−1

(
αp
iαi−1λi

∂εi(i−1)

∂λi
− αp

i−1αiλi−1
∂εi(i−1)

∂λi−1

)

+
ε

| ln ε|

c1
2

H(ξ, ξ)

ρn−2
k

+
ε

| ln ε|

(n− 2)2S
n
2
n

2n

k∑

i=1

1

2(k − i) + 1
ln ρi + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
. (5.8)

Combining (5.8), (5.5), (5.6) and Proposition 5.1, the proof of Proposition 5.2 follows. ✷

Proposition 5.3 We have for h = 2, ..., k − 1 and r = 2, ..., k,

∂Ĩε
∂ρh

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) =
(n− 2)ε

| ln ε|

{
Γ1

(2(k − h) + 1)ρh
−

c1
2dh

(
ρh+1

ρh

)(n−2)/2

+
c1
2ρh

(
ρh
ρh−1

)(n−2)/2}
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

∂Ĩε
∂ρ1

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) =
(n− 2)ε

| ln ε|

{
Γ1

(2k − 1)ρ1
−

c1
2ρ1

(
ρ2
ρ1

)(n−2)/2}
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

∂Ĩε
∂ρk

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) =
(n− 2)ε

| ln ε|

{
Γ1

ρk
+

c1
2ρk

(
ρk
ρk−1

)(n−2)/2

−
c1
2ρk

H(ξ, ξ)

ρn−2
k

}
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

∂Ĩε
∂(σr)j

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) = −
(n− 2)ε

| ln ε|

( ρr
ρr−1

)n−2
2

(σr)j + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

C0-uniformly with respect to ξ in compact sets of Ω, σ in compact sets of R(k−1)n, α in compact sets of Rk
+ and

ρ in compact sets of Rk
+.

Proof. Let ∂s denote ∂ρh for h = 1, . . . , k and ∂(σr)j for r = 2, . . . , k and j = 1, . . . , n. We have

∂sĨε(α, ρ, σ, ξ) = ∇Iε(V + v)[∂sV + ∂sv] (5.9)

where ∂s is the partial derivative with respect to the variable s.
For h = 1, ..., k, in view of (4.2) and (4.3), we have

∇Iε(V + v)[∂ρhV ] =αh

(
ε

ln ε

)−
2(k−h)+1

n−2 (
∇Iε(V + v), (−1)h

∂Pδh
∂λh

)

− αh

(
ε

| ln ε|

) 2(k−h)+1
n−2

ρ−2
h

n∑

j=1

(σh)j
(
∇Iε(V + v), (−1)h

∂Pδh
∂(ξh)j

)
. (5.10)

An easy computations show that

lnλh =
(2(k − h) + 1)| ln ε|

n− 2

(
1 +O

( ln | ln ε|
| ln ε|

))
and

1

lnλh
=

n− 2

(2(k − h) + 1)| ln ε|
+O

(
ln | ln ε|

| ln ε|2

)
. (5.11)
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Therefore, using Propositions 2.2, 2.3, (5.10), (5.11) and (5.3), we obtain

∇Iε(V + v)[∂ρhV ] = (n− 2)
ε

| ln ε|

{
Γ1

(2(k − h) + 1)ρh
−

c1
2ρh

(
ρh+1

ρh

)(n−2)/2

+
c1
2ρh

(
ρh
ρh−1

)(n−2)/2}
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
for h = 2, ..., k − 1,

∇Iε(V + v)[∂ρ1V ] = (n− 2)
ε

| ln ε|

{
Γ1

(2m− 1)ρ1
−

c1
2ρ1

(
ρ2
ρ1

)(n−2)/2}
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

∇Iε(V + v)[∂ρkV ] = (n− 2)
ε

| ln ε|

{
Γ1

ρk
+

c1
2ρk

(
ρk
ρk−1

)(n−2)/2

−
c1
2ρk

H(ξ, ξ)

ρn−2
k

}
+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
. (5.12)

In similar way, from Proposition 2.3 we derive, for r = 2, ..., k and j = 1, ..., n that

∇Iε(V + v)[∂(σr)jV ] = (−1)rαr

(
∇Iε(V + v),

1

λr

∂Pδr
∂(ξr)j

)

= −
ε

| ln ε|
(n− 2)

( ρr
ρr−1

)(n−2)/2

(σr)j + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
. (5.13)

We shall prove now

∇Iε(V + v)[∂sv] = o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
. (5.14)

Recall that

∇Iε(V + v)[∂sv] =<
k∑

i=1

(
AiPδi +Bi

∂Pδi
∂λi

+
n∑

j=1

Cij
∂Pδi
∂(ξi)j

)
, ∂sv >

=

k∑

i=1

Ai < Pδi, ∂sv > +

k∑

i=1

Bi <
∂Pδi
∂λi

, ∂sv > +

k∑

i=1

n∑

j=1

Cij <
∂Pδi
∂(ξi)j

, ∂sv >

=

k∑

i=1

Ai < ∂sPδi, v > +

k∑

i=1

Bi < ∂s
∂Pδi
∂λi

, v > +

k∑

i=1

n∑

j=1

Cij < ∂s
∂Pδi
∂(ξi)j

, v > (5.15)

since v ∈ E. Moreover, in view of (4.2) and (4.3), it is easy to check that

‖∂ρhPδh‖ = O(1), ‖∂(σh)jPδh‖ = O(1), ‖∂(ξh)jPδh‖ = O(λh),
∥∥∥∂ρh

∂Pδh
∂λh

∥∥∥ = O(
1

λh
),

∥∥∥∂(σh)j

∂Pδh
∂λh

∥∥∥ = O(
1

λh
),

∥∥∥∂(ξh)j

∂Pδh
∂λh

∥∥∥ = O(1),

∥∥∥∂ρh
∂Pδh
∂ξh

∥∥∥ = O(λh),
∥∥∥∂(σh)j

∂Pδh
∂ξh

∥∥∥ = O(λh),
∥∥∥∂(ξh)j

∂Pδh
∂ξh

∥∥∥ = O(λ2
h), for j = 1, . . . , n. (5.16)

Through (5.15), (5.16) and Proposition 4.2, for s = ρh, we get

∇Iε(V + v)[∂ρhv] = O

((
|Ah|‖∂ρhPδh‖+ |Bh|

∥∥∥∂ρh
(∂Pδh
∂λh

)∥∥∥+
n∑

j=1

|Chj |
∥∥∥∂ρh

( ∂Pδh
∂(ξh)j

)∥∥∥
)
‖v‖

)
= o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
,

and for s = (σr)j , we obtain

∇Iε(V + v)[∂(σr)jv] = O

((
|Ar|‖∂(σr)jPδr‖+ |Br|

∥∥∥∂(σr)j

(∂Pδr
∂λr

)∥∥∥+
n∑

ℓ=1

|Crℓ|
∥∥∥∂(σr)j

( ∂Pδr
∂(ξr)ℓ

)∥∥∥
)
‖v‖

)

= o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
.

Therefore, (5.14) follows. Finally, combining (5.9) and (5.12)-(5.14), the proof of is Proposition 5.3 completed. ✷
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Proposition 5.4 For i = 1, ..., n, we have

∂Ĩε
∂(ξ)i

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) =
c1

2ρn−2
k

ε

| ln ε|
∂(x)iR(ξ) + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
.

C0-uniformly with respect to ξ in compact sets of Ω, σ in compact sets of R(k−1)n, α in compact sets of Rk
+ and

ρ in compact sets of Rk
+.

Proof. Let u = V + v and set

S(u) := −∆u−
|u|p−1u

[ln(e+ |u|)]ε
= −

k∑

m=1

∆
(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
(5.17)

because of (4.11).
Using formulas (2.7) and (2.9) in [21], for m = 1 . . . k and i = 1 . . . , n, we have

∫

∂Ω

|∇Pδ(ξm,λm)|
2νidw =

c1
λn−2

∂(x)iR(ξm) +O

(
1

λn−1
m

)
, (5.18)

|∇Pδ(ξm,λm)|L2(∂Ω) = O(λ
−n−2

2
m ), (5.19)

since the concentration points ξ1, . . . , ξk are close to the point ξ which is far away from the boundary of Ω.
Let i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we claim that

∂Ĩε
∂(ξ)i

(α, ρ, σ, ξ) = ∇Iε(V + v)[∂(ξ)iV + ∂(ξ)iv] =

∫

Ω

S(u)∂(ξ)iu = −

∫

Ω

S(u)∂(x)iu+ o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
. (5.20)

In fact, by integrating by parts and using (5.17), (1.6), (4.3), (5.19) and Proposition 4.2, we have

∫

Ω

S(u)∂(ξ)iV = −
k∑

m=1

∫

Ω

∆
(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
∂(ξ)iV

=
k∑

m=1

∫

Ω

(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
∂(ξ)i(−∆V )

=
k∑

m=1

∫

Ω

(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
∂(x)i(∆V )

=
k∑

m=1

∫

Ω

∆
(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
∂(x)iV

−
k∑

m=1

∫

∂Ω

∂

∂ν

(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
∂(x)iV

= −

∫

Ω

S(u)∂(x)iV + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
.
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Using (5.17), (1.6), v ∈ E, (4.3) and integration by parts, we also have

∫

Ω

S(u)∂(ξ)iv =
k∑

m=1

〈(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
, ∂(ξ)iv

〉

= −
k∑

m=1

〈
∂(ξ)i

(
AmPδm +Bm

∂Pδm
∂λm

+
n∑

j=1

Cmj
∂Pδm
∂(ξm)j

)
, v

〉

= −

k∑

m=1

∫

Ω

(
Am∂(ξ)i(δ

p
m) + pBm∂(ξ)i(δ

p−1
m

∂δm
∂λm

) + p

n∑

j=1

Cmj∂(ξ)i(δ
p−1
m

∂δm
∂(ξm)j

))
v

=

k∑

m=1

∫

Ω

(
Am∂(x)i(δ

p
m) + pBm∂(x)i(δ

p−1
m

∂δm
∂λm

) + p

n∑

j=1

Cmj∂(x)i(δ
p−1
m

∂δm
∂(ξm)j

))
v

= −

k∑

m=1

∫

Ω

(
Amδ

p
m + pBmδ

p−1
m

∂δm
∂λm

+ p

n∑

j=1

Cmjδ
p−1
m

∂δm
∂(ξm)j

)
∂xiv

= −

∫

Ω

S(u)∂(x)iv.

Our claim (5.20) is proved.
Moreover, using integration by parts, we have

−

∫

Ω

∆u∂(x)iu = −

∫

Ω

u∆(∂(x)iu) −

∫

∂Ω

(
∂u

∂ν

)2

νidw =

∫

Ω

∂(x)iu∆u−

∫

∂Ω

(
∂u

∂ν

)2

νidw,

thus ∫

Ω

S(u)∂(x)iu = −

∫

Ω

∆u∂(x)iu−

∫

Ω

|u|p−1u

[ln(e+ |u|)]ε
∂(x)iu = −

1

2

∫

∂Ω

|∇u|2νidw (5.21)

since

∫

Ω

|u|p−1u

[ln(e+ |u|)]ε
∂(x)iu =

∫

Ω

∂(x)i(Fε(u(x))) = 0.

Now, by using (4.2), (5.18), (5.19) and Lemma 4.3, we obtain
∫

∂Ω

|∇u|2νidw =

∫

∂Ω

|∇V |2νidw +

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2νidw + 2

∫

∂Ω

∇V∇vνidw

=
k∑

m=1

∫

∂Ω

|∇Pδm|2νidw +
k∑

l,h=1,l 6=h

∫

∂Ω

∇Pδh∇Pδlνidw +

∫

∂Ω

|∇v|2νidw

+O

( k∑

m=1

|∇Pδm|2,∂Ω|∇v|2,∂Ω

)

=

∫

∂Ω

|∇Pδk|
2νidw + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)

=
c1

ρn−2
k

ε

| ln ε|
∂(x)iR(ξk) + o

(
ε

| ln ε|

)
. (5.22)

The desired result follows by (5.20), (5.21), (5.22) and (4.3). ✷

6 Proof of Theorem 1.2

We recall that, in the previous section, we have mentioned that our aim is prove that the reduced energy has a
critical point. This fact is equivalent to the existence of the requested solution.
Let us perform the change of variables:

si = ρi+1/ρi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 and sk = ρk.



34

The function Ψ in the new variables s = (s1, ..., sk) reads as

Ψ̂(s, σ, ξ) := −
(n− 2)2S

n
2
n

2n

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

l=k−(i−1)

1

2l − 1
ln si + c1

k−1∑

i=1

s
n−2
2

i

1
(
1 + |σi+1|2

)(n−2)/2

+
(n− 2)2S

n
2
n

2n
ln sk

k∑

l=1

1

2l − 1
+
c1
2

H(ξ, ξ)

sn−2
k

.

Let ξ0 be a stable critical point of the Robin function. For any σ ∈ R
(k−1)n and for any ξ ∈ B(ξ0, ̺) the function

s→ Ψ̂(s, σ, ξ) has exactly one critical point s(1)(σ, ξ). More precisely

s(1)q =

[
(n− 2)S

n
2
n

nc1

k∑

l=k−(q−1)

1

2l − 1
(1 + |σq+1|

2)
n−2
2

] 2
n−2

, for q = 1, ..., k − 1,

s
(1)
k =

[
nc1

(n− 2)S
n
2
n

H(ξ, ξ)
∑k

l=1
1

2l−1

] 1
n−2

.

It is useful to point out that s
(1)
k → ∞ as ξ → ∂Ω. Moreover, it is easy to check that it is non-degenerate, i.e. the

matrix (∂2
shsl

Ψ̂(s(1), σ, ξ))h,l=1,...,k is invertible.

Now, let us consider the reduced function:

(σ, ξ) → Ψ̂(s(1),σ, ξ) =
(n− 2)2S

n
2
n

2n
ln s

(1)
k

k∑

l=1

1

2l − 1
+

(n− 2)S
n
2
n

2n

k∑

l=1

1

2l − 1
+

(n− 2)S
n
2
n

n

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

l=k−(i−1)

1

2l − 1

−
2

n− 2
ln

(
(n− 2)S

n
2
n

nc1

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

l=k−(i−1)

1

2l − 1

)
−

(n− 2)2S
n
2
n

2n

k−1∑

i=1

k∑

l=k−(i−1)

1

2l − 1
ln(1 + |σi+1|

2).

Since ξ0 is a stable critical point of ξ → ln s
(1)
k and each σi = 0 is a strict maximum point of σi → − ln(1+ |σi|

2),
by degree theory we easily deduce that the point (0, ξ0) is a C1-stable critical point of the reduced function, in
the sense that small C1-perturbations of the reduced function still have a critical point, close to (0, ξ0).
Concerning the variable α, let us denote the functions

φ(α) :=
α2

2
−
αp+1

p+ 1
and Φ(α) := S

n
2
n

k∑

i=1

φ(αi)

defined on R+ and (R+)
k respectively. φ is a C2-function satisfying φ′(1) = 0 and φ′′(1) = 1− p < 0. Thus 1 is a

non-degenerate maximum point of φ and we derive that α(1) := (1, . . . , 1) is C1-stable critical point of Φ.

Therefore, we can conclude that, the point (α(1), s(1), 0, ξ0) is a C1-stable critical point for Φ + ε
| ln ε|

Ψ̂, in the

sense that small C1-perturbations of the function Φ + ε
| ln ε|

Ψ̂ still have a critical point, close to (α(1), s(1), 0, ξ0).
Propositions 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4 conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2.

7 Appendix

In this section, we collect some technical Lemmas used in this paper. The first one concerns the nonlinearity fε
and its derivatives. It is contained in [7] and [5].

Lemma 7.1 1. For any ε > 0, and any U ∈ R, we have |fε(U)− f0(U)| ≤ ε|U |p ln ln(e+ |U |).

2. There exists c > 0 such that, for ε small enough and any U, V ∈ R

|fε(U + V )− fε(U)| ≤ c(|U |p−1 + |V |p−1)|V |, ∀n ≥ 3. (7.1)
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3. For ε small enough, and any U ∈ R,
|f ′

ε(U)| ≤ c|U |p−1, (7.2)

and

|f ′
ε(U) − f ′

0(U)| ≤ ε|U |p−1

(
p ln ln(e+ |U |) +

1

ln(e+ |U |)

)
. (7.3)

4. There exists c > 0 such that, for ε small enough and any U, V ∈ R,

|f ′
ε(U + V )− f ′

ε(U)| ≤

{
c(|U |p−2 + |V |p−2)|V | if n ≤ 6,
c(|V |p−1 + ε|U |p−1) if n > 6.

(7.4)

5. For ε small enough, and any U ∈ R,

|f ′′
ε (U)| ≤ c|U |p−2, ∀n ≥ 3. (7.5)

We state the preliminary result given by [21, Proposition 1] as follows.

Proposition 7.2 Let a ∈ Ω and λ > 0 such that λd := λd(a, ∂Ω) is large enough. For ϕ(a,λ) = δ(a,λ) − Pδ(a,λ),
we have the following estimates

(a) 0 ≤ ϕ(a,λ) ≤ δ(a,λ), (b) ϕ(a,λ) = c0
H(a, .)

λ(n−2)/2
+ f(a,λ),

where c0 is defined in (1.3) and f(a,λ) satisfies

f(a,λ) = O

(
1

λ
n+2
2 dn

)
, λ

∂f(a,λ)
∂λ

= O

(
1

λ
n+2
2 dn

)
,

1

λ

∂f(a,λ)
∂a

= O

(
1

λ
n+4
2 dn+1

)
.

(c) |ϕ(a,λ)|2n/(n−2) = O

(
1

(λd)(n−2)/2

)
,

∣∣∣∣λ
∂ϕ(a,λ)

∂λ

∣∣∣∣
2n/(n−2)

= O

(
1

(λd)(n−2)/2

)
,

‖ϕ(a,λ)‖ = O

(
1

(λd)(n−2)/2

)
,

∣∣∣∣
1

λ

∂ϕ(a,λ)

∂a

∣∣∣∣
2n/(n−2)

= O

(
1

(λd)n/2

)
,

where |.|q denotes the usual norm in Lq(Ω) for each 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞.

We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.3 (a) For every y ∈ Ω, we have:

(y − a).∇yPδ(a,λ)(y) = O(δ(a,λ)).

(b) For every y ∈ Ω, we have:
∇yPδ(a,λ)(y) = O(λδ(a,λ)).

Proof. We have

|∇yPδ(a,λ)(y)| =

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

∇yG(x, y)δ
n+2
n−2

(a,λ)(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c

∫

Ω

1

|x− y|n−1
δ

n+2
n−2

(a,λ)(x)dx,

where we have used that |∇yG(x, y)| ≤ c/|x − y|n−1.

(a) To prove (a) we distinguish two cases.
First case: if λ|y − a| ≥ 1. In this case we get

1/(λ(n−2)/2|y − a|n−2) ≤ cδ(a,λ)(y). (7.6)
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We have

I := |y − a|

∫

Ω

1

|x− y|n−1
δ

n+2
n−2

(a,λ)(x)dx = |y − a|

∫

|x−y|≤|y−a|/2

...+ |y − a|

∫

|x−y|≥|y−a|/2

... =: I1 + I2.

Concerning I1, we have δ(a,λ)(x) ≤ cδ(a,λ)(y) since |x− a| ≥ |y − a|/2. This implies that:

I1 ≤ cδ
n+2
n−2

(a,λ)(y)|y − a|

∫

|x−y|≤|y−a|/2

1

|x− y|n−1
dx ≤ cδ(a,λ)

λ2|y − a|2

(1 + λ2|y − a|2)2
≤ cδ(a,λ).

For I2, since |x− y| ≥
1

2
|y − a|, then

I2 ≤
1

|y − a|n−2

∫

Rn

δ
n+2
n−2

(a,λ) ≤
c

λ(n−2)/2|y − a|n−2
≤ cδ(a,λ)(y)

by using (7.6). Hence we get the desired result in this case.
Second case: If λ|y − a| ≤ 1. In this case we have:

δ(a,λ)(y) ≥ cλ(n−2)/2. (7.7)

We split the integral I as follows

I := |y − a|

∫

Ω

1

|x− y|n−1
δ

n+2
n−2

(a,λ)(x)dx = |y − a|

∫

|x−a|≤M
λ

...+ |y − a|

∫

|x−a|≥M
λ

... =: J1 + J2,

where M is a large positive constant.
Concerning J2, since we have: x satisfies λ|x − a| ≥ M, we obtain λ|x − y| ≥ M − 1 and |x − y| ≥ c|a − x|.
Thus, in view of (7.7), we get

J2 ≤ |y − a|

∫

|x−a|≥M
λ

λ(n+2)/2

|a− x|n−1(1 + λ2|x− a|2)(n+2)/2

≤ cλn/2|y − a|

∫ ∞

M

1

(1 + r2)(n+2)/2
≤ cλ(n−2)/2 ≤ cδ(a,λ)(y). (7.8)

For J1, we have:

J1 ≤ c|y − a|λ(n+2)/2

∫

|x−y|≤M+1
λ

dx

|x− y|n−1
≤ c|y − a|λn/2 ≤ cλ(n−2)/2 ≤ cδ(a,λ)(y) (7.9)

where the last inequality follow from (7.7).
(7.8) and (7.9) prove part (a) of the lemma in this case.

(b) The proof of (b) is similar to that of (a) taking into account power changes.

✷
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