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Multiple solutions to a semilinear elliptic equation with a sharp change
of sign in the nonlinearity
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Abstract

We consider a nonautonomous semilinear elliptic problem where the power nonlinearity is multiplied by a
discontinuous coefficient that equals one inside a bounded open set €2 and it equals minus one in its complement.
In the slightly subcritical regime, we prove the existence of concentrating positive and nodal solutions. Moreover,
depending on the geometry of 2, we establish multiplicity of positive solutions. Finally, in the critical case,
we show the existence of a blow-up positive solution when 2 has nontrivial topology. Our proofs rely on a
Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction strategy which in these problems turns out to be remarkably simple. We take
this opportunity to highlight certain aspects of the method that are often overlooked and present it in a more
accessible and detailed manner for nonexperts.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we construct multiple solutions to the following nonautonomous semilinear elliptic problem

—Au = Qq(x)|u|?tu, (11)
u € E = DY2(R™) N LIHL(R"), '

where 2 < ¢ < p := Z—f% =2*—1, Q C R" is a bounded (not necessarily connected) smooth open subset, n > 3,
and QQ = ]19 — ﬂRn\Q, i.e.,
1 if zeQ,

Qal) = {1 it zeR\ Q.

Here, as usual, 2* := -2 denotes the critical Sobolev exponent and D?(R") := {u € L¥ (R") : Vu € L*(R",R")}.

This problem arises in connection with some models of optical waveguides propagating through a stratified
dielectric medium, such as those in [25,26]. As the self-focusing part of the dielectric response shrinks, the amplitude
of the electric field concentrates and blows up, see [2]. It is shown in [10] that its limiting profile is a least energy
solution of (1.1).

Problem (1.1) also arises from a system of competing species, each of which is attracted to a different region
in space and is repelled from its complement. As the region of attraction shrinks, the components of the system
concentrate and blow up and their limiting profile is, again, a solution of (1.1), see [8].
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It is therefore interesting to study problem (1.1) and to describe the shape and qualitative properties of its
solutions. Some results on their symmetry properties and their decay rate at infinity were recently established
in [7].

In this work, we use a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction method to study (1.1) in three settings:

n+2

1. Existence and multiplicity of positive solutions in the slightly subcritical regime, namely, when ¢ = 75

and € > 0 is a small parameter.

— &

2. Existence of nodal solutions also in the slightly subcritical regime.

n+2

3. Existence of a positive solution for the critical exponent ¢ = 75

in domains with a shrinking hole.

The solutions that we construct exhibit concentration as some parameter goes to zero and have bubbles as
profiles. To be more precise, recall that the positive solutions to the critical problem

—Au = uP, u € DM (R™), (1.2)
are the standard bubble
(@)= ——" s ani=(n(n—2))"T, 2R,
1+ [z[*) ="

and its translations and dilations

1 —2

002
. = SER" 6>0, xeR™ (1.3)
2 +lz—¢&P2) 7

Use(x) = 5,%0_(3;55) = (

Our first result shows that the slightly subcritical problem has a positive solution for any bounded open set
Q) C R"™ and characterizes its concentration behavior as ¢ — 0. We write || - || for the norm in D2(R") and | - |, for
the norm in LZ(R™).

Theorem 1.1. There exists 9 > 0 such that, for each € € (0,eq), the problem

~Au = Qalulr~5u,
(1.4)
u € DY2(R™) N LPTI=¢(R™),
has a positive solution of the form
Ue = Ué(s),i(e) + e, where  max{||¢c||, |¢€|p+176} —0ase—0. (1.5)
Here, the blow-up rate and the concentration point satisfy that
6(5)5_% —=d and &) =& ase—0, (1.6)
where d > 0 and & € Q is a global minimum of the function
1
Yo Q—R given by Ya(§) = / T dw. (1.7)
R\ [T — &P

Note that the function g is singular at 9Q and smooth in the interior of 2 (see Figure 1 below). Hence, the
existence of a global minimum is always guaranteed.

Existence of positive (ground state) solutions to (1.1) for any ¢ € (1,p) is already known, see [10] for the case
when Q is the unit ball and [7] for general Q. Theorem 1.1 gives a detailed characterization of their blow-up behavior
as the exponent approaches the critical one.

Our method also allows us to prove the following multiplicity result.

Theorem 1.2. Let & € Q be a non-degenerate critical point of the function g given by (1.7). Then, there exists
€0 > 0 such that, for each € € (0,¢q), the problem (1.4) has a positive solution ue satisfying (1.5) and (1.6).



The assumption that the critical point £y must be non-degenerate is not too restrictive. We show in the appendix
(see Theorem A.1) that for almost every small C2-perturbation §2y of a given bounded open set Q C R™, the function
Yq, is a Morse function, that is, all of its critical points are nondegenerate. In other words, the determinant of the
Hessian at every critical point of ¥q, is not zero.

Theorem 1.2 implies that, in some domains, (1.4) has multiple positive solutions.

Examples and Remarks 1.3.
(a) If Q = B(&,r) is the ball of radius r and center £, then ¢ is a critical point of ¥ and it is a global minimum.

b)) Q=0 U---UQ,, with Q; N ﬁj = if i # j, then, since lim¢_, 90 ¢ () = oo, the function o has m local
minima &; € Q;,i=1,...,m.

(¢) If Q = B(&,7r1) UB(&,r2), the balls are disjoint and r; > 9, then the global minimum of g is close to ;.

(d) Let Q be as in (¢) and let L be a thin tube connecting the two balls. Then D := QU L is a dumbbell domain.
Let x1 be the global minimum of ¥ (which is close to &) and let 25 be the local minimum close to ;. Then,
there is 7 € (0,72) such that

inf > .
ot Yp(x) > ¢p(z2) = Yp(21)
Hence, the mountain pass theorem applied to ¥p yields the existence of a critical saddle point «* € L. In
Figure 1 we include a picture of the function 1p for n = 2 (our results only consider n > 3, but the shape
of ¥p is analogous). Notice the existence of a global minimum (in the large ball), a local minimum (in the
small ball), and a saddle point (on the connecting bridge).

it

Figure 1: A (truncated) plot of the function ¢p for n = 2.

(e) g has at least cat(§2) critical points, where cat stands for the Lusternik-Schnirelmann category. As mentioned
above, they are generically nondegenerate with respect to 2. So, generically, problem (1.4) has at least cat(Q)
positive solutions.

Next we turn our attention to the existence of nodal solutions. In this case, we use as blow-up profiles the
difference of two bubbles concentrating near the boundary of €.

Theorem 1.4. Let Q be a smooth bounded open set. There exists eg > 0 such that, for each e € (0,eq), the problem
(1.4) has a sign-changing solution u. of the form

Ue = Us (e)61(c) = Usa(e),6a(e) T @, where max{|[¢el], |de|pr1-c} — 0 as e — 0. (1.8)
Here, the blow-up rates and the concentration points & (€),&2(g) € Q satisfy that
Ma)e‘ﬁ —di >0 and &) —m ase—0,i=1,2, (1.9)
where n1,m2 € 0 are such that

[m1 — ne| = max{|z; — xa| : x1, 29 € IN}.



Least energy sign-changing solutions for (1.1) for any ¢ € (1,p) were shown to exist in [7]. We do not know if
the nodal solutions in Theorem 1.4 have least energy or not, but their energy is close to the least possible energy
for nodal solutions.

Note that the concentration points in Theorem 1.4 are “almost as far as possible” from each other, while still
being slightly far away from the “repellent zone” R™\Q, where the coefficient @ is negative. A much more detailed
information on the behavior of the concentration points is available in Section 4.

For our last result, we assume that 0 € Q and we consider the critical problem

1.10
u € DV2(R™), (1.10)

{—Au = Qgg|u\1”1u,
where Q, := {z € Q : [z > o}, 0 > 0 is a small parameter, and Qq, := 1o, — Ign\q,. This means that the set
Q has a small hole around the origin (and therefore, @ has a nontrivial topology). In this setting, we show the
existence of a positive solution to (1.10) concentrating close to the center of the small hole, whenever its radius is
sufficiently small.

Theorem 1.5. There exists oo > 0 such that, for each o € (0, 00), the problem (1.10) has a positive solution u, of
the form

ue = Us(p)e(0) + %o, where ||@y| — 0 as ¢ — 0.
Here, the blow-up rate and the concentration point satisfy that
5(@)97% —d>0 and £(9)—0 aso—0,

We stress that the critical problem (1.1) with ¢ = % does not have a least energy solution. Furthermore, it
does not have a nontrivial solution when € is strictly starshaped. These and other results may be found in [6]. So
the solutions given by Theorem 1.5 are not least energy solutions, but their energy approaches the least possible
energy as the hole shrinks.

The proof of our theorems follows the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction procedure, which has been successfully
applied to a wide variety of elliptic problems, see for instance [1,3,4,9,13,16-20] for some of the papers that
inspired our proofs and where similar estimates can be found for other problems.

In the elliptic setting, this technique is well known and it has proved to be a powerful tool to construct solutions
to critical or almost critical problems. But the method is also known for its technical difficulty and its need for
long and sharp calculations. Due to this high degree of complexity, the experts on the method often omit some
technical details that are known to be true. This has the advantage of making the arguments shorter and more
readable, but, on the other hand, it also makes the machinery more obscure for nonexperts. Luckily, when applying
this technique to (1.1), one has some advantages: first, since (1.1) has no boundary conditions, the use of Green
or Robin functions—which are often involved in delicate expansions—is not needed. Moreover, the differential
operator (the Laplacian) and the nonlinearity (of power type) are rather simple and this eases the calculations.
Hence, one of the contributions that we aim for in this paper, is to give our own perspective on some key ingredients
in the method that are often left aside, such as the pivotal role of rescalings as changes of coordinates between the
linearizations at the bubbles and the detailed application of the implicit function theorem and the Banach fixed
point theorem, which are crucial. We pay special attention to the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 (see Proposition
3.3), where we tried to be as clear and simple as possible and to show, in a transparent way, the intuition behind
the calculations. Then the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 are shorter by referring to their counterparts in the
previous sections.

We hope that this presentation can be of help to researchers that are not very familiar with the Lyapunov-
Schmidt reduction method and wish to understand it better.

We close this introduction with an open problem:

Question 1.6. If Q is a convex set, is it true that g has a unique critical point?



We believe that this is indeed true.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present some preliminaries, including some standard notation
and tools to develop the method. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are proved in Section 3, where positive solutions for the
subcritical problem are studied. Then, nodal solutions are investigated in Section 4, where Theorem 1.4 is proved.
Section 5 is devoted to the critical problem (1.10) and to the proof of Theorem 1.5. Finally, in the appendix,
we include some auxiliary computations and we show that the function g given in (1.7) is generically a Morse
function.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 A decomposition of the space
We begin by fixing some standard notation. The space
DY2(R") := {u € L* (R") : Vu € L*(R",R")} (2.1)

is a Hilbert space with its usual inner product and norm

1/2
(u,v) ::/ Vu - Vo, lu]| :== (/ Vu|2) .
n R’VL

We write

1

lu|q := (/}R u|q> ’ for u e LI(R"), q>1

Fix 25 < s < 2" and define
E := D“3(R") N L¥(R™),

endowed with the norm [|u| g := max{||ul|, [u|s}. Set p := 2* — 1 = 2£2. Recall that the positive solutions to (1.2)

are the bubbles Us¢ given in (1.3). Note that, as s > —"5, the functions Us¢ belong to E. Moreover,

— 2 n—4 — 2 _ 62
85U575(:c) = Oznn 02 |I £|

N e B
and ‘
_ o n=2 Ty — & .
0, Use(z) = an(n—2)0 2 1) i=1,...,n,
generate the space of solutions—denoted Kj¢—to the linear problem
Az =pUf;'z,  ze DYR™). (2.2)

For each § > 0 and & € R", the rescaling function Ps¢ : DV2(R") — DV2(R") given by

Ps cu(z) == 57%2u(x55) (2.3)

is a linear isometry, i.e.,

| Ps.cu| = ||ull for all v e D1’2(]R"),

and satisfies 9
| Ps,.culs = 0%|uls for all u € FE, where a =~ — " 5
s




Note that o > 0 if s < 2*. Set

2
Zplw) = a5 2 ; ijlpcz)ln/2 and  Zio(x) == an(n — Q)W’ i=1,....m,
and define
Zse=PseZiy,  i=0,1,...,n. (2.5)
Observe that Z((s),g = 005Us ¢ and Zgy5 =00, Us¢ for i =1,...,n. Therefore,
Kse = Span{Zf;’E 1i=0,1,...,n} = Ps K. (2.6)
Consider its orthogonal complement in D2 (R™),
K :={ue D" ?(R"): (Zj¢,u)=0, i=0,1,...,n}, (2.7)
and the orthogonal projections in D*2(R"),
Ise: DY*(R") = Kse  and Iz : DV(R™) = Kj.
Since Pjs¢ is an isometry of D1?(R™) we have that
Kie = Ps e Kiy, Ms¢ = Psellio Py, and  Tlge = Pselli Py (2.8)

The following lemma establishes the (uniform) continuity of the projections.
Lemma 2.1.
(i) Kse C E.
(#4) Ifu € E, then Hig“ € Kg’-g NLs(R") C E.
(#i1) The restriction to E of the orthogonal projections,
Hse: E— Kse  and Iz : E— Ki, N L°*(R"),
are continuous as functions from E to E. Furthermore, there exist positive constants Cy,Cy such that

s eu|lg < Chllulle  and HHg:guHE < Collullg forallue E, 6 €(0,1), and £ € R™.

Proof. (i) : Since s >n/(n —2), a direct calculation shows that Zj . € L*(R") for all i = 0,1,...,n.

(i) : As Hé%gu = u — Il ¢u, this statement follows from (7).

(#43) : Since K g is finite dimensional there exists C; > 1 such that |v|s < Cyljv| for every v € Kj . Then, by
(2.8) and (2.4),

s euls = (50‘|H1y0Pg§1u\s < Cl||H170P5T£1u|| < Ghlull < Chul|lg forall uwe E, 6 €(0,1), and £ € R™.
Clearly, ||Iseull < ||u|| < ||u||g for every u € E. Therefore, there is C5 > 0 such that
|Is.culle < Caollullg forall we E, § € (0,1), and £ € R"™.

Finally, as II5cu = u — II5 cu, there exists C3 such that |[[I5 ullz < Cslul|g for every u € E, 6 € (0,1), and £ € R™,
as claimed. O]



2.2 The adjoint problem
Let

i : L#2 (R™) — DY2(R")

be the adjoint operator of the embedding i : D'2(R") «— L%(R"), ie., ifg e Lt (R™), then u = i*g if and only
if u is a solution of

—Au =g, u € DM (R™). (2.9)

Note that ¢* can also be seen as the solution mapping of (2.9), namely, the convolution of g with the fundamental
solution.
Let ¢ € [25£25 n+2] and consider the problem

2n ' n—2

—Au = q—1

{ u = Qalul™ u, (2.10)
u€e k.

As s < qnz—fz < 2* if u € E, then, by interpolation, u? € LW%(R") and i*(Qq|u|?tu) is well defined. Thus, u
solves (2.10) if and only if u solves
¥ qg—1

ue k.

Lemma 2.2.

(i) Ifg € L%(R") N L%(R"), then i*g € E and there is a constant C = C(n,s) > 0 such that

(ii) Ifv e Lz (R™) and u € E, then i*(vu) € E and there is a constant C = C(n,s) > 0 such that

¥ (vu)|| e < Clo

Proof. (i) : Since i* is continuous, there is a constant C = C(n) > 0 such that [|i*g| < C\g|%. Furthermore,

from the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality we get that i*g € L*(R™) and there is a constant C = C(n,s) > 0
such that |i*g|s < C|g|-ns_, see [16, Remark 2.9]. The statement follows.

n+2s
(74) : Holder’s inequality yields vu € L%(R”) N Latss (R™) and, using also Sobolev’s inequality,

2% SO|U

ulg and  fouf e < fo[gfuls <oy ulle.

nt2s

lvul 20 < [og|u
n+2 2

n
2

Now the statement follows from (i). O

2.3 Some useful inequalities
For future reference, we quote the following well known inequalities, see [15, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.3. Given r > 1 there is a positive constant C' = C(r) such that for all a,b € R with a > 0,

Cmin{|b|",a" b} if 0<r<1,

br_r<
la+ 5] a|—{cwr+m1m) i >,

and
Cmin{|b|""t, a" "%} if 0<r <1,

+br +b_r+1_ +1 7'b<
Ha ‘ (a )—a (7" )(l |— {Omax{|b|r+17ar1b2} if > 1.



3 The slightly subcritical problem: existence of a positive solution

2n
€ , 25 .
s <n+2 )

To prove Theorem 1.1 we show that, for ¢ > 0 small enough, the problem

From now on, we fix

u—i*[Qafe(W)] =0, weB,  fu):=[ulT (3.1)
has a solution of the form u := Us ¢ + ¢, with
§:=dev withd € (0,00), €€9Q, and  ¢€ Ki, NL*(R"). (3.2)

The choice of § is motivated by the leading terms in the expansion of the energy given in the proof of the Proposi-
tion 3.5, see Remark 3.8.
Note that Us¢ + ¢ solves (3.1) if and only if it solves the system

5e [Use + ¢ —i* [Qafe Use + @)l =0,  se [Use — i [Qaf- (Use + ¢)]] = 0. (3.3)
Our aim is to establish the existence of an error ¢ and parameters  and ¢ satisfying these two equations.

3.1 Existence of the error

First, we focus our attention on solving the first equation in (3.3). We will show that, if ¢ is small enough, this
equation has a unique solution ¢5¢ € K, g’-& N L3(R™) for each pair of parameters (4, &), and we estimate the norm of
the solution. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Given a compact subset Q of (0,1) x §2, there exist e1 > 0 and C > 0 such that, for every e € (0,¢1),
(d, &) € Q, and 6 = de , the following statements hold true:

(¢) The function N : Kg’-g NL*(R") — Ki-g N L3(R™), given by
N(9) == (s 0i*) [Qa [fe Use + ¢) — f- (Use) = fL (Use) 1],
is well defined and
1A (O)le < CllgllE + 1015 )  for every ¢ € Kz ML (R™). (3.4)
(it) The function % : K& N L*5(R™) — K(%E N L*(R™), given by

Le(¢) = Mz 0i*) [Qa [fL (Use) — f§ (Use)l @] + 2(TMg 06%) [~ Lrmf) (Use) ],

is well defined and
1Z:(9)ls < Clellne| +6%)|dlm  for every ¢ € Kz N L*(R™). (3.5)
(#4) The quantity
& = (g 0i*) [Qa [f- (Use) — fo (Use)]] + 25 ¢ 0 i*) [~lpmafo (Use)]

is well defined and || &g < C(e|Ine| + 6"2°).



Proof. (i) : By the mean value theorem, for each z € R”, there exists ¢ € (0,1) such that
[feUsg + ¢) = fe(Use) — fi(Use)dl = 1fL(Use + to) — fL(Use)ll8l,
and, by Lemma 2.3,

L if 1<p—e<2,
{(Use +tp) — fl(Use)| < C |
el +20) — felUse)] < { PTgl gl i 2<p—e
Then, Holder’s inequality implies that | fL(Us¢ + t¢) — fL(Use)| € L%(R") and
|2 (Us¢ + 1) = fL(Us &)z < Ol ey + 10550 1) < Clo]ls + ol ),

if s < 5(p—¢e—1) <2% Now the statement follows from Lemmas 2.2 and 2.1.
(43) : Using the mean value theorem as in [16, Remark 2.21] one shows that /(U o) — f(U1,0) € L= (R™) for e
small enough, and that

|fe(Ur0) = fo(Uro)l3 < Ce. (3.6)

Since Us¢ = Ps¢U 0, performing a change of variable we obtain

ure vz = [
/]Rn 5.6 5.6 .
- [ v =

Therefore, by (3.2) and (3.6),

WP = (0T U o) B

n=2 o 1 1
= (U, " =Ufy )+ (

)Ufo 2.

f2(Us.e) = foUse)ly < CUUS ™= = UFe g +elUse ' |3)
n—2 n—2
< C(6° 7 |fL(Uro) — f5(Uro)lg + 1657 — 1| [Urol5" +lUZE )
<CO(ef 5 |e + |55 — 1| +¢) < Ce|Ine| (3.7)
(see [20, Lemma B.13] for a different argument). An easy computation gives
[Lemafo(Use)ls < C8%. (3-8)

Now Lemmas 2.2 and 2.1 yield the result.
(#41) : Using the mean value theorem as in [16, Remark 2.21] one shows that f.(U1,0) — fo(U1,0) € L%(R”) N
L7+% (R™) for & small enough, and that

|f-(U1,0) = fo(U1,0)

2n < Ce and |fe(Ur,0) — fo(Ur,0)

~n < Ce. (3.9)

Then, by scaling,

/ UZe® = UL |7+ :/ |(5_HT_2U1,0)Z’_6 — (677 Upo)?[+H2 0"

Hence, using (3.2) and (3.9),

o (Use) = foUse)l 2, < 1657 [[UTG" = ULy 20, + 1057
< CO(lef5 |e + |55 — 1] < Cé|Ine]. (3.10)



One can argue similarly for |fo(Use) — fo(Us,¢)| 22 to obtain

n+2s

f-(Use) — fo(Use)| s < Cellne (3.11)

+2s —
(see also [20, Lemma B.12] for a different argument). Since

n+2

‘]IR"\QJCO(U&E)‘% <Cé = and Trm\0fo(Us,e)

n+2

L <05 (3.12)

n+2s —

the statement follows from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. O

Remark 3.2. Note that some functions in the previous lemma depend on d, ¢, and ¢, but we have omitted these
indices to ease the notation.

The following proposition establishes the existence of the error ¢5¢ and a bound for its norm.
Proposition 3.3. Given an open bounded set © with © C (0,00) x €2, there exist ¢ > 0 and g9 > 0 such that, for
each e € (0,g9) and (d,€) € O, there is a unique ¢s¢ € K(i-g N L*(R™) with § = dew which satisfies
Igsellm < 2 (3.13)
and solves the first equation in (3.3). Furthermore, for each € € (0,e¢), the map (d, &) — ¢s¢ is of class C' in ©.
Proof. Let £ : Kég NL*(R") — K(%g N L*(R™) be given by
L(¢) = zelo — " [f5(Us.e)o).

Since s € (%7 2*), this is a Banach isomorphism, i.e., .Z is invertible and there is a constant C' = C'(n, s) such
that, for € > 0 small enough,

1LYl < CllWlls  for every ¢ € Kie NL*(R™), (d,€) €O, & = de,

see Lemmas B.1 and B.2. Noting that Us ¢ = i* [fo (Us¢)] and that Qov = v — 21gn\qu, the first equation in (3.3)
can be rewritten as

Z(9) =15 [0 —i* [fg (Use) ¢l] = (s 03") [Qa [fe Usg + ) — f= (Use) — fL (Usg) 4l]

=:A4(¢)
+ (5 00") [Qa [fL (Usg) — fo (Use)l 6] + 2[5 0 i) [~Lrmafy (Use) 6]
=:Z:(¢)
+ (5 00") [Qa [f= (Usg) — fo (Use)l] +2(U5e 04%) [~Irmafo (Usg)] -
=:&

Let T =Ty : K(i-f N L5 (R"™) — K(i-& N L*(R™) be given by
T(¢) =L (N () + L.(¢) + &)
It follows from Lemma 3.1 that

IT¢lls < C(IH¥ (@) 5+ [Z(8)lls + €1l) < CUIlE + 6l + (] ne] +6*)[¢]ls + e[ ne| + 5757,

So, for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 and ¢ small enough, the map

S (N nt2 s(mn nt2
T {6 € Kfen L'®Y) : [glle < B} o {6 € Kie n IR : 8] < e85

10



is well defined. Applying the mean value theorem to the function ¢t — f.(Use + té1 + (1 —t)¢2) and arguing as in
the proof of Lemma 3.1(7) we get

To1r — Toolle < C(|A(P1) — A (P2)llE + | -Le(d1 — ¢2)l|E)
< Cllerlle + Ig2lle + ol =" + gl =" lidr — dolle + (el lnel + 62)ll¢1 — ¢2l|e.

Hence, T is a contraction mapping for € small enough and, by Banach’s fixed point theorem, there exists a unique
60¢ € K, N LA (R™) with [|99€] 5 < =52 satisfying T(62¢) = ¢2%, L., L(91€) = N (62€) + Zo(¢2) + & or,

> b
equivalently, ¢ solves the first equation in (3.3).
Next, we prove that the map (d,€) + ¢s¢ is of class C' in © for small enough e. To this end, we fix such an

e >0 and set U := {(d,£,¥) € © x [Ki:g N L*(R™)] : | Pseb|lp < cen } with § = dew and Ps¢ asin (2.3). The
map F. : U, — Kg; N L*(R™) given by

Fs(d, Ea ’l/}) = ’l/) - P(STQT(S,&(P(S,{’LZJ)
is of class C', FZ'(0) = {(d,&, Py ¢2%) : (d,€) € ©} and

Oy Fe(d, &) = idKoflmLs(R") - P(sTl © Té,g(Pti,&w) oPse = P&Tgl °© (ingjgﬁLS(]R") - Té,g(P&sw)) o Psg.

We claim that 0y F.(d, &, nglqﬁg’g) : Kify N L*(R") — Kiy N L*(R™) is a linear homeomorphism for each (d, &) € ©
if ¢ is sufficiently small. Indeed, since

Tie@)w] = L7 A (D) W] - L] = £ 7 (U5 0 ) [Qalfi(Usg + 6) = fLUs))¥]] — £~ Ly

for all ¢, € Kég N L#(R™), arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 we obtain

IT5 ¢ (62 Wl e < ClIEEIlE + 162415 = + (el lnel +6%)] [ ] -

This shows that Tg’§(¢g>f) tends to 0 as € — 0 in the Banach space space of continuous linear maps K(i-& NL*(R™) —
Ké%f N L*(R™). Since the set of linear homeomorphisms is open in this space (see [12, (8.3.2)]), we have that
idK(%gmLs (RP) — Té’£(¢g’5) is a linear homeomorphism for e sufficiently small. Hence, 9y F;(d, &, P({El(bg’é) is a linear

homeomorphism for € sufficiently small, as claimed. Now we may apply the implicit function theorem [12, (10.2.1)]
to derive that (d,§) — deggzﬁg,g is of class C'. It follows that (d,£) + ¢s¢ is of class C'. This completes the
proof. O

3.2 Finding the right parameters

Our next goal is to show that there are parameters 0 and & that solve the second equation in (3.3) with ¢ = ¢; .
They are related to the critical points of the following function.

Given an open bounded set © with © C (0,00) x Q, let g > 0 be as in Proposition 3.3 and, for ¢ € (0,¢),
define J. : © — R by

Jo(d,€) == J.(Use + ds6),

where § = de and

,_1 2 1 p+l—e
L) =5 [ e = [ Qafuri

jg is called the reduced energy functional. The following lemma shows its relevance.

Lemma 3.4. Let (d,€) € © and let ¢s¢ be as in Proposition 3.3. Then, for ¢ small enough,

Us.e + ¢s.¢ solves (3.3) if and only if (d,€) is a critical point ofjg.
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Proof. Fix € > 0, small enough. Note that Us ¢ + ¢s¢ solves (3.3) if and only if Us ¢ + ¢5,¢ is a critical point of J..
The function h. : © — E given by h.(d,§) = Use + ¢s5¢ with 6 = dew is of class C'. By the chain rule,
Ji(d, &) = J.(Us,e + ds5,e) o hl(d,&). Therefore, if Us ¢ + ¢5,¢ is a critical point of J,, then (d,§) is a critical point of
Je.
On the other hand, as Us ¢ + ¢5,¢ solves the first equation in (3.3), we get that

U575 + ¢5,£ - i*[QQfs(Ué,g + ¢57§)] € K&g.

Therefore,

(Use + ¢s6,0) = (" (Qafe(Use + ¢se), ) = /Rn Qaf-(Use + dse)p  for every o € Ky N L*(R"),

that is,
J(Usge + dse)[p] =0 for every o € Kz N L*(R"). (3.14)

If (d,€) is a critical point of J., then, recalling that Zj e = 00, Us ¢ and using (3.14) we have that

0=20J.(Use + ¢5.¢) (06, Use + e, 05.6] = JL(Us g + boe) [Z5c + 0 560¢, 6], i=1,...,m, (3.15)
and similarly for ds. Our goal is to show that
Kse = span{Z3 ¢ + 015¢0505.c, Zi¢ + 0150, 9o, i=1,...,n}, (3.16)
as, then, it would follow from (3.15) that
JL(Use+ ¢5¢)[Z] =0 for every Z € Kspg.

This, together with (3.14) implies that Us¢ + ¢5,¢ is a critical point of J., as claimed.

To prove (3.16) recall that Ks¢ = span{Zj, : i = 0,1,...,n}. Note that <Z§’£,Z§'7€> = 0if i # j, and that
1Z5 ¢l = 1 Z1 oll does not depend on § and &. As Z . solves (2.2), we have that —A(0¢, Z5 ) = p@gj(Ug’,ngg’g).
Testing this equation with d¢, Z} . yields that [|0¢, Z; .|| = O(67"). Now,

€
s,¢0¢, 056 = E (Z5 ¢, 0g, 5.6 IR
s 125 ¢

Since (Zg,g, ¢s5,¢) = 0, we have that (Zgéﬁgiqxg,g} = —(0¢, Zgé, ¢s,¢). Therefore,

n+t2
16 1s,60¢, 056l < Cllpsell < Ce, (3.17)
and, similarly, for 5. As a consequence, Zg  +0 15 ¢05s.¢, Z3 ¢ +0 s e, bse, -y Z5e+015¢0¢, ¢s¢ are linearly
independent for ¢ small enough. This proves (3.16), and completes the proof. O

To find suitable critical points of J, , we need to identify its leading terms. This is the point of the following
proposition.

Proposition 3.5. The expansion

Jo(d, &) = a+be + celne +e¥(d, &) + o(e), (3.18)

holds true C*-uniformly in © as e — 0, where

U(d,€) i= e1d™Pa () — 2lnd, (€)== /]R 4 (3.19)

mo |z =&

All constants depend only on n, a = %S%, where S is the best constant for the Sobolev embedding D*2(R™) —
L* (R™), and the constants ¢; and ¢y are positive.
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Proof. Set ¢ := ¢s5¢. As Use solves (1.2) we have that

1

1
J.(U, — J.(Use)| = =|o|I? Use Vo — ————
|JeUse +¢) = Je(Us,e)l = 5114 +/an 56 Vo e

| @a(wse+ o= —ugs)

1 —
<3167+ [ 0= @uieo+ [ @oie-U3e)s
R Rn
1 _ _ _
- m/R QQ(|U5,£ + pPtte — Uf;'gl f—(p+1-— 5)U<€,EE¢)' (3.20)

Since ||¢|| g < ce2v and Trm\QUs¢lpr1 = C6"%" = Ce'z , Holder’s inequality yields

n42
/ (1 = Qa)Usldl < CllpmaUselpi1|lp+1 < Ce . (3.21)

Using (3.10) and Holder’s inequality,

n+2

[ 08— U101 < 10 = Ve s lolpss < Cellnellolyin < ™ (322)
Now, by the mean value theorem there is ¢ € (0,1) such that
1
+1-— p+l—e p—e | _ 11— p—e
m“Ué,g‘F(ﬂp *—Use —(p+1-e)Us: 9| = ‘|U6,£+t¢|p “(Use +1t6) —Us:"| 9]
< |Use + t6l 15 (Use +t0) ~ UEE* — (o~ )URE 10101 + (0 — UL 14
and, by Lemma 2.3,
i _ 1 ClolP—* if 1<p—e<2
Use + 1P 7 (Use +td) — UL" — (p— e)UE " to| < ’
So, Holder’s inequality yields that
1
p+l—e _ prptl—e 1— p—€
pl—c /R" |Us,e + o] Use (p+ e)Us ¢ ¢
C fu (611 + U2 (012) < ClI0lE"* + ll3) if 1<p-c<2,
C fan (10177175 + UE 16 + UZ " ¥161?) < CAIll™~* + 6l + leli3) if 2<p—e,
<ce" (3.23)
for e small enough. It follows from (3.20), (3.21), (3.22), and (3.23) that
n+2
Jo(Usg +6) = Je(Use) + O(™). (3.24)
Next, we give an expansion for J. (Us¢). Note that
TUs) = holUs) + iy [ sl = e [ Ul o [ (1= Qu)lUseP
’ ’ p+1 Jgn p+1l—¢c Jgn p+1—c Jrn ’
1 1 2
= Jo(Usg) +—— | |UselP™* — 7/ UselPt'7¢ + —— UselPt!
M p+1 R‘n,‘ §| p+1—€ ]Rn| §| p"‘l Rn\Q| §|
=:a
+ L/ Us elPt1—e — 2 Us e [PT. (3.25)
p+l—c/gma p+1/rma

13



Using a Taylor expansion we write

1 1 1 1
| sttt —— [ W P+1+e</ UselP™' — —— | |UselP* ' InU, >+Oz—:2.
p+1—a/Rn‘ ol T Jgn 105 (12 S V¢ RS " )
(3.26)

2 ln5)

Setting x — & = dy and recalling that § = dE%,

1 1 1 1 n
— 1 +1 - +1 +1
i Lo 0 = i [ WU = g [ ot s [ o OHU—

1 1 1 n
=—— | Ut - 7/ urtt an+7/ UPHlIne + / UP Ind.
(p+1)? /R" p+1/pn (p+1)? Jrn (p+1)? Jrn

=:—b =:—c =:ic3
Hence,
L p+1 1 ptl—e 2
Im |U§§| _m |U5’£| ZE(b—I—ClnE—Cglnd)—i-O(E ) (327)
—¢ Jan
A straightforward computation shows that
2 2aPt! 1 2aPt! 1
— Us. Pl = 5"{ n / ———dz + 0(1)} =ed" —2 / dz + o(e). (3.28
p+1 R"\Q| < p+1 Jgmgq |z =& p+1 Jrma lz =& ( )

=:C1

Finally, a Taylor expansion as in (3.26) and a simple computation yield

2 / 2
— Use|Ptt—¢ — —— Us [P = c0(1) = o(e). 3.29
e N T A (1) = ofc) (3.20)

From (3.24), (3.25), (3.27), (3.28), and (3.29) we derive

Jo(d,€) = a+be +celne +e¥(d, &) + ofe),

for all (d,€&) € © and € > 0 small enough, with

1
U(d,§) := ¢ d” / ————dz | —¢xInd,
(@8) ' ( re\Q [T —§[*" ) ?
C-uniformly in ©.

To show that the expansion holds true Cl-uniformly in ©, note that, by (3.14),
Og, Je(Us.g + ds.¢) — 0¢, J-(Use) = (JL(Use + o.¢) — JL(Use)) 06, Use] + JL(Us,e + ds,6)[1s,60¢, Pice]-

Now, using (3.17), one can estimate this difference and the similar one for 95; see, for instance, [13, Section 7]. O

Finally, to guarantee that the solutions that we find do not change sign, we use a variational argument. The
nontrivial solutions to the problem (2.10) are the critical points of the functional

1
Iy = glhal? = = [ Qalul

Nyi={ueBiuto, |ul? = / Qaful"* .
R’n

on the Nehari manifold

Set

:= inf i
¢o = nf Jo(u) = ueNQ( 1)

.
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Lemma 3.6.
(1) limg_ypcq = 25%, where S is the best constant for the Sobolev embedding DV?(R™) — L*" (R™).
(43) If u is a nontrivial solution to (2.10) and Jq(u) < 2¢4, then u is strictly positive or strictly negative in R™.

Proof. (i) : If u € Ny then, using Holder’s and Sobolev’s inequalities, we get

g+1

a+1 atl
= | Qolul**" < / < 10055 ([ ) < 0y ( / fu 1) < j0) B S o,
R™ Q Q n

Therefore,

g—1 _a+1  _p-g_2_ qg—1 9
——__Se1|Q T < —Jul|? = J, (v for every u € N.
ST < e = gy y e,
As a consequence, %S 7 < liminf cq. Next, observe that
p—q
¢, = inf J,(u) < inf Jo(u) =:¢ch0.
o= B S ) =,

Note that ¢, q is the least energy of a nontrivial solution to the Dirichlet problem —Awu = |u|?"'u, u € Dy (Q). Tt

is well known that limg_, cq.0 = %S%; see [5, Lemma 4.1]. Therefore, limsup ¢, < %S%. This proves (7).
p—q
(#) : A well known argument shows that, if u is a nontrivial solution to (2.10) and J,(u) < 2¢4, then u does
not change sign; see, for instance, [5, Proof of Theorem A]. Assume that v > 0. By standard elliptic regularity
(see [7, Lemma 3.3]), u € W2 (R")NCLY (R™) for all 7 € [1,00) and a € (0,1). Then, the strong maximum principle

for strong solutions [14, Theorem 9.6] applied to the equation —Au + Igm\qu? = Tqu? yields that v > 0 in R". [J

We are ready to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Note that limg_,p0 9 (§) = co. Therefore, the function g, defined in (3.19), has a global
minimum point &y, and (do, &) is a global minimum of ¥ for some dy > 0. By Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 3.4,
the reduced energy J. has a critical point which gives rise to a solution u. of problem (1.4) for e small enough.
Furthermore, J.(us) — a:= %S% as € — 0. So, by Lemma 3.6, u. is positive in R” for ¢ small enough. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. If {y is a nondegenerate critical point of ¥q, then ¥ has a nondegenerate critical point. As
nondegenerate critical points are stable under C'-perturbations, the reduced energy J. has a critical point and,
arguing as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the result. O

Remark 3.7. One could also consider the existence of solutions in the supercritical regime, namely, when € < 0 in
(1.4). In this case, the main term of the reduced energy (see (3.18) and (3.19)) would be ¥(d, §) = c1d™q () +c2Ind
which does not have any critical points in d. This suggests that the supercritical case does not have solutions with a
single-bubble profile. On the other hand, inspired by [11], it would be interesting to study the existence of solutions
in a domain with a hole using two (or more) bubbles as profiles. We leave this as an open problem.

Remark 3.8. (On how to find the Ansatz for the concentration rate) Following the estimates in Proposition 3.5
without using the Ansatz (3.2), we would obtain that the leading terms for the expansion of J(Us¢) are

H(5) :=c1 —e(ca + c3Ind) + 40" (€) (3.30)

for some constants ¢y, ca, c3, ¢4 with ¢z, cq > 0. Recall that the concentration rate 6 depends on £ and §(g) — 0 as
e — 0 (as a consequence of the nonexistence of solutions to the limit problem). To implement the Lyapunov-Schmidt
method, we search for suitable parameters that can yield critical points of (3.30) that are bounded away from zero
and are stable under uniform perturbations. This justifies the Ansatz § = dew which gives the function

h(d):= H(de") =c¢; — ¢ <c2 + cs(Ind + Tlllne)> + eadmeo(§) =€ (c4d%¢g(g) —¢3ln d) +7(e)

for some function r that depends only on e. The Ansatz managed to join the summand —e(cy + ¢3lnd) and
c40™1a(€) to produce the function cydw 1o (€) — ¢5Ind that has a global minimum (in d).
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4 The slightly subcritical problem: existence of nodal solutions

In this section we prove Theorem 1.4. The proof follows similar steps as in the previous section (see also [1,4] where
similar estimates to ones we present here can be found).
As before, we rewrite (1.4) as

u—i"[Qafe(w)] =0,  weB,  fo(u):=ufT " (4.1)

We build a solution (3.1) with the Ansatz Us, ¢, — Us, ¢, + ¢, namely, two bubbles with opposite signs plus a small
error. Considering the leading terms in the expansion of the reduced energy (see Proposition 4.3), we make the
following choices for the variables involved in the Ansatz. We assume that the concentration parameters ¢; and ds
satisfy that
1
§; :=d;0, with 6 :==¢e7-2, d; € (0,00), and j = 1,2, (4.2)
and the concentration points are such that
& =n; +1v; €8, where n; € 09, v; is the inner normal at 7;, (43)
4.3
Tj = t;7, with 7 := eTHEFD and tj € (0,00).

This implies that the concentration points & and & are inside 2 and are close to the boundary. Moreover, we
assume that the concentration rate of each bubble is faster than the rate at which the concentration points approach
the boundary of €, i.e.

) __m—1
Z =egm2miD () as e — 0. (4.4)
-

Set
K = Ks, ¢, ® K, ¢,

where K¢ is given in (2.6).
Recall the definition of Zg,-,gj given in (2.5). Consider the orthogonal complement of K in D'2(R"), namely,

Kt= {u €DA(RY): (Z ¢ u)=0,i=0,1,....n; j = 1,2},
and the orthogonal projections in D*2(R™),
IM: D'2(R") - K and TII*:DY(R") - K.
Arguing as in Lemma 2.1, we also have that
|Tu|lz < Cllullz  and ||Ttullp < Cllullp  forallu e E (4.5)

and for some uniform constant C' > 0 with respect to e.
We observe that K and IT depend on the free parameters (dy,ds,t1,t2,m1,m2) € (0,00)* x D2, where

D := (092 x Q) \ {&1 = &1,
however we omit the dependencies for the sake of simplicity. We also set
Uj:=Us;e;5 7=1,2.
As in the previous section, (4.1) is equivalent to the system

{HL {U) = Us+ ¢ —i* [Qofe (Uy — Us + ¢)]} = 0, (4.6)

I{U; = Uz + ¢ —i" [Qafe (Uy — Uz + ¢)]} = 0.

We begin with an auxiliary lemma. Recall that €2 is a smooth bounded subset of R™.
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Lemma 4.1. Let a > 0 and 5 > 1 so that a8 > =2, then there is C > 0 independent of € > 0 so that

n—27
[Lgma|Us — Us|®[g < C§™F @7 —a(n=2)
with § and 7 as in (4.2) and (4.3).

Proof. Using a change of variables, for i = 1,2,

5"7*2 ap
2
/ Ui|*? =/ s | d
R™\Q R\Q | (67 + [z — s — Tavi]?) 72
s 1 af
R [(($)2 + ly —wf?) =

n2ap n—af(n—2) / 1
=C6,° T; ———dy+o(1) |,
R\ a1, |y — vi|(mm 2B @

where we used (4.4), that QT;:’ goes to H; := {y € R™ : (y,v;) > 0} as € — 0 (recall that Q is smooth), and that
af > 5. The claim now follows, since [Lgn\o|Us — Uz|*|g < C(|1rn\o|U1]|%[s + [Trm\o|U2|%|s).
O

Now, we solve the first equation in (4.6).

Proposition 4.2. For any bounded open subset T' of (0,00)* x Da(Q) with T C (0,00)* x D2(Q), there exists £ > 0
such that, for any e € (0,e0) and for any (d1,da, t1,t2,m1,m2) € T, there exists a unique ¢ = ¢(dy,da, t1,t2,m1,12,€) €
K+ which solves the first equation in (4.6) and there is C > 0 such that
nt2 n—1
I9lls < O™ =05, ifn > 4
16llz < Cel|Inel, ifn=3,
for any € € (0,&0). Moreover, T > (dy,dz, t1,t2,m1,m2) — ¢(d1,da,t1,t2,m1,7m2) is a Ct-map.

Proof. Using that U; = i* [fo (U;)] and that h = Qqoh+21gn\oh for any h : R™ — R, we have that the first equation
in (3.3) can be rewritten as

I {¢ —i* [fs (Uy — Uz) ]}

—2(9)
=" 0" {Qq [f- (Uy — Uz + ¢) — f- (U1 — Usz) — fL(Uy — Ua) $]}
=:N(¢)
+ 10 i {Qq [fL (Ur — Uz) — f5 (Uy — Uz)] ¢} + 211 0 i* { —lgm o fy (Ur — Ua) ¢}
=:Z.(9)

+ 11t 0 i* {Qq [f- (U1 — Uz) — fo (Ur — Us)]}

=:&
+ 1% 0 i* { fo (U1 — Us) — fo (Uy) + fo (Us)}

=:82
+ 211+ 04" {—]an\Qfo (U1 — UQ)}

=:&3

The linear operator .Z : Ki-g N L3 (R") — Ki_& N L*(R™) given by

L(¢) =1 {¢ —i* [f5 (U1 — Uz) ¢]}
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is invertible; this can be seen by adapting the proof of [17, Lemma 1.7] to this setting.
In the following, C' > 0 denotes possibly different constants independent of €. The following estimates are
standard, they mostly rely on Lemma 2.3 and can be found, for instance, in [4, Lemma A.2] and [17, Lemma A.3].
Note that the linear operator .Z : K(%E NL*(R") — Kig N L*(R™) given by

L(¢) =T 0i* {Qq [fL (U1 — Uz) — 5 (UL — Uz)] 0} + 25, 0i* {—Lpmafy (U1 — Uz) ¢}
satisfies that
[Z:(@)le < C(If2 (UL = Uz) = fo (Ur = Us) |2 + [Lemiafo (Ur = Ua) |2) [¢] 20,
where we used (4.5) and Lemma 2.2. Furthermore,
[fL (UL = Uz) = f (UL = Us) |2 < CelIne]
(cf. (3.7) and [20, Lemma B.13]). By Lemma 4.1,

5 2
[Trmofo (U1 —Uz) |2 <C <>

T

(cf. (3.8)). Therefore,

|Ze < C <e|1ns| +(2) ) ¢l

The nonlinear term .4'(¢) satisfies that

1A (D)l < CllgllE + llollE ) (4.7)

(cf. (3.4)). To estimate the error & := & + & + &3, where

& =1 0" {Qq [f- (U1 — U2) — fo (U1 — Un)]},
& =1I" o4 {fo (Ur = Uz2) = fo (Ur) + fo (U2)},
& =Tt 04" {—]an\szfo (U1 - U2)}7

observe that, by Lemma 2.2 and arguing as in Lemma 3.1,

||é91HE S C’max{\éal|n2

n
+2

,|£)1|L} < C’@\ln€|

nt+2s

(cf. (3.10) and (3.11)). Similarly,

[€2]lp < Cmax{|&| 2n , |62] =g},

n+2s

where, by Lemma B.3,

n+2

62 ifn>"1,
[fo (U1 = Uz) = fo (U1) + fo (Uz) | 2o, < C'{ 6*Ind| ifn =6,
o2 if n=3,4,5,
5" ifn>6,
"2 ifn=23,4,5.

|fo (Ur — Uz) — fo (U1) + fo (U2) |% < C{
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Finally, by Lemma B.3, (4.2), (4.3), and an easy calculation,

1Rn Qfo U1 — U2 ns ((n—=1)n+2)s+4n n24n—2 2s—n(s—2)
‘ \ ( ) |n+2s S C&* 2(n—2)(n+1)s  2(n—2)(n+1) — CS (n=2)(n+1)s —» O as € — 0’
[Trm\afo (U1 — Uz)

| 20
n+2

because s < % Then, by Lemma B.3,

€3]z < Cmax{[Tgm\afo (U = Ua) | 2n s [Trmyafo (U = Us) |2}
nt2
—C1 <o(2) 7 <o
= Cllgmafo (U1 = Us) | 2n, < = < Ceztn
(cf. (3.12)). Then, using (4.2), (4.3), (4.4), and the estimates above, we find that
AGTD  if n> 4
Iz <cq® " =
gllne| if n=3.
Now we can conclude the proof as in Proposition 3.3. O

To solve the second equation in (4.6), we observe that Us, ¢, — Us, ¢, + ¢ solves (3.3) if and only if
(dy,da, t1,t2,m1,7m2) € (0,00)* x 0Q°

is a critical point of the reduced energy

Je(dlad27t17t27nlan2) = JE (Uél’fl - U52a§2 + QZS)

(cf. Lemma 3.4), where
1

1
J = 2_ - p+17€.

Proposition 4.3. The expansion

Je(dy,da, t1,t2,m1,1m2) = a+be +celne
+ eE(dy, da,n1,m2) + 51+mT(d1, da,ty,t2,m1,m2) + 0 (‘?Hm) J (4.8)

holds C°—uniformly with respect to (dy,ds,t1,ta,m1,m2) in compact sets of (0,00)* x D2Q. Here,

(didp) "7

1W — Co ln(dldg)

E(db an m, 7]2) =
and

n— di\" da\"
Y(di,da,t1,t2,m1,1m2) = *Cs(d1d2)T2<771 — M2, tivy — tave) + ¢y [(é) + (1522) }

All the constants only depend on n and the constants ¢1, ¢, ¢3, and ¢4 are positive.

Proof. Recall that U; := Us, ¢,. Arguing as in Proposition 3.5, we have that
Je (U = Us + ¢) = Jo (Ur = U2) + O 6] 7). (4.9)

By Proposition 4.2,

ol = o (o= )
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Note that

/ V(U — Up)|* = / |VUL|? + |VU, |2 — 2VU, VU, = / VU, |* + |VU, |* = 2UTVUs.
n Rn Rn
Hence,
Jo (U —Us) = }/ V(Ui = Us)|* — L/ Uy = UpPH175 + ;/ Uy — Up[PH7e
N 2 n p+1—€ QO p—f—l—E R7\Q

1 1
= VU, - D)) = ————— Uy — UpfPti=s 27/ Uy — UpPti=—s
2/n| (U1 = Us)| p+1—5/n‘ 1= Us| + prl—c RH\Q|1 2|

1 1
= it U2 - —— U, P!
2 G Lot L

1

j=1,2
—/ U”UgjLL |U1\P+1+L |U2|P+1—L/ |Uy — Us|Pt!
n ! p—l—l Rn p—‘rl R™ p+1 R7
1
+2— Uy — Up|P !
P+ 1 Jrm\o
1 p+1 1 p+l—e
BVES U/ S e e e S
1 1
+27/ Uy — Up|PH! e —2—— Uy — Uy |P*!
p + ]. — & Rn\ﬂ p + ]' R”\Q
=A+1 + 1+ Is + Iy, (4.10)
where
A — Z (1/ |VU4\2— 1 |U,p+1)
= J J )
=12 2 R p+1 R™
I = — UfUﬁL/ U — |U2\P+1—L/ Uy — U
Rn p+1 R™ p+1 R p+1 R™ ’
1
IQ =2— |U1 - UZ‘p+17
p+1J/rma
I3 -:L |U17U2|p+1—#/ |Uy — Up|Pti—=
" op+1 Jgn p+1—c Jgn ’
1 1
I = 27/ ‘UQ_U2|p+17€_27 |U1—U2|p+1.
p+1—¢ R7\Q p+1 R™\Q

By the proof of [11, Lemma 3.2], there are 8 € R and € > 0 such that
I3 = — (B 4+ Cln(§102) + O(e)) ase —0 (4.11)

(cf. (3.26)). Moreover, by the mean value theorem and arguing as in Lemma 4.1, it is not hard to show that

1 1 1
=2—— / UQ—UQP“*E—/ Uy — Uy P! +2< - >/ Uy — Uy Pt
P+1—€<Rn\ﬂ| | ]R"\Q| | p+l—e p+1 R"\Q‘ |

= o(e?) as e — 0.
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Next we estimate I; and I5. Let r > 0 be such that B; N By = @), where Bj := B(n;,r). Using Lemma 2.3,

/ Uy — Up|PH! = / |Uy — Uy |PH! +/ |Uy — Uy |PH +/ |Uy — Uy [Pt
R™ B Bs R"\BluBg

=/|MW“—@+U/IMWA+/I%W”—@+D/I%WL+WW)
B1 B1 B> B2

=/|ww“—@+m/|mmh+/|%W“—@+n/|wmh+mwx
n R’Vl R’ﬂ R”L

and so, there are ®, € > (0 such that

I :/ |Us2|PUL + O(8™)
n+2 n;Z n—2

:/ an 0 - n 0y —_dz+ O(")
re (07 + |z — &1]2) 72 (65 + o — &) T

n+2 n—2 n—2 1 1
= 04;572+1(51 2 62 2 / n-+2 9 n—2 dy + O(an)
re (1+[y[?) 72" (03 + [0y + & — &f?) =
n—2 1

= (® +0(1))(6102) 7 ———— +O(5"

( ( ))( 1 2) |§1 752|n72 ( )
= (D +0(1))(6185) T (12 —¢ <’“‘”2,le1 - T2y2>) +O0(5"272) + O(6™), (4.12)

I — 2|~ M — me|"

because |£1 — &2 = |1 +1ivr — 02 — Tove|? = |1 —n2|? +2(n1 — 12, T1v1 — Tove) + O(72) and hence, using the mean
value theorem,

1 1 (m — M2, V1 — Tova) 2
P i T e Ry P +Or).
Finally, arguing as in Lemma 4.1,
ber [ o =5 [(2) o)+ () @+ o) (4.13)
p+ 1 R\ Q T1 T2

for some § € R as € — 0. The expansion (4.8) now follows by (4.9), (4.10), (4.11), (4.12), and (4.13).
O

Proof of Theorem 1.4: completed. It suffices to show that the reduced energy jg has a critical point (cf. Lemma 3.4).
Consider the change of variables dy = r and dy = 7. Then, it suffices to find a global minimum of the function

n—2

U, (s,7,t1,t2,m1,1m2) = —2¢21ns

G
[ — na|" 2

n n
P T {—cas”—2<W’tm—tm%u[(r) +(8) ]}
Im — 2| tq rto

+o (sm) .
Let 71,72 € 92 be such that

7= | — o] = max{|n —na| : M1,m2 € 0N} (4.14)
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and let 5§ > 0 be the minimum of the function
n—2

s— —2¢co1n s, s> 0.

T — 2|2
Let U := {(3,7717172) € (%25) X O x O = | — na| > %} and let ¥, : U — R be given by

Sn72

¢(g———— — 2¢Ins.
| — na|™ =2

\D1(57 m, 772) =

It is easy to see that (5,71, 72) € U is the minimum of ¥; in &. Now, consider the function Ws : U x (0,00)3 — R

given by
n n
— r S
\112(8,771,7727T7t17t2) = —C3$n72 u,tllll — oo ) + ¢4 — + | —
I — na|™ 131 o

Since € is a bounded smooth domain in R” and (4.14) holds, then the interior unit normal to 92 at 7; is @2:?}1‘ :
Indeed, the ball B centered at 7}z of radius |7, — 771 | contains Q. Therefore, the tangent space to 9 at 7j; coincides
with the tangent space to the sphere OB at 71, which is the space orthogonal to 72 — ;. Therefore,

)\::_<V1a ;’71 _n2n>:_<1/2’ 772_771,”>>O
| — 72| |71 — 72|

B r\" 5 \"
(0700)3 > (Tv tlth) = \112(55 ﬁ17ﬁ27r7t17t2) = c35’”72)‘@1 +t2) ta |:<t) * <M) :|
1 2

Hence, the function

has a strict minimum at some point (7,%;,%) € (0,00)3. Consider the set V := (¥/2,27) x (t1/2,2t1) x (t2/2,2ts).
Extending trivially the function ¥y to & x V, it is not hard to see that the continuous function

Uy + D@0, U XV — R
achieves its minimum at a point (S¢,M1.e,M1,e, Te, 1,6, t2,e) € U X V such that
(587771,67771,Earsatl,ath,E) — (57 ﬁla 77277:a Ela 52) as e — 0.

Since this critical point is stable under Cy-perturbations (because it is the global minimum), this concludes the
proof. O

5 The critical problem in a domain with a shrinking hole

In this section we prove Theorem 1.5. We follow the same scheme as before, focusing only on the key points of the
proof. We refer to Section 3 and to the papers [13,18,19] for further details.
Recall that, by assumption, 0 € Q. As before, we rewrite the problem (1.10) as

u—1i* [QQQfO(U)] = Ov u e DLQ(Rn)a (51)
where fo(u) = u? and Q, :={z € Q: |z| > o}. We look for a solution with the Ansatz Us¢ + ¢, where
:==d\/o with d€ (0,00), £=0¢ with ¢(eR"™, and ¢ € K, (5.2)

with K 3:5 as in (2.7). The choice of § is motivated by the leading terms in the expansion of the energy given in
proof of the Proposition 5.2. Problem (5.1) is equivalent to the system

{H(s%g (Use + 6 —i* [Qa, fo Use +6)]) =0, -

s (Usg + ¢ — i [Qa, fo (Use +¢)]) = 0.

The following result gives a solution for the first equation in (5.3).
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Proposition 5.1. Given an open bounded set © with © C (0,00) x R™, there exist ¢ > 0 and oo > 0 such that, for
each o € (0,00) and (d,() € ©, there exists a unique ¢s5¢ € Kg’-g with 0 = d\/0 and £ = 6C which satisfies

| < o™t

| ps.e

and solves the first equation in (5.1). Furthermore, for each o € (0, 00), the map (d, () — ¢s¢ is of class C* in ©.

Proof. Noting that Us¢ = i* [fo (Us,¢)], the first equation in (5.3) can be rewritten as

g e [¢ — i [fo (Use) ]l = (Uze 00*) (Qa, [fo (Use + ) — fo (Use) — fo (Usg) ¢))
=:2(9) =:4(9)
+ (Mg 0d*) (—lpma, fo (Use) ¢) + Mge 0i*) (—lrma, fo (Use)) -
—20(9) s

The linear operator .Z : K, i_ﬁ - K g,'g is invertible and there is a constant C' > 0 such that, for small enough p,

L7 W) < Cllw||  for every ¢ € K, (d,() €6,

see Lemmas B.1 and B.2.
In the following we use C' > 0 to denote possibly different constants independent of p. Setting € = 0 in the proof
of Lemma 3.1(7) we see that the new nonlinear operator .4 defined above satisfies

7 (@)l < Cllol* +llg]")  for every ¢ € K.

The linear operator .Z, satisfies

2
12o(6)]| < € ([trmaftUse)ls + 15,05 Use)ls) 19l 2, < (% + (5) )8l for every ¢ € K,

and the error & satisfies the estimate

n+6

n+2
nt2 o\ 2z n+6
161 < € (1temafo(Use)l 2, +Lm,foUse) 2, ) < C(5°F +6% (§) 7 ) < co™,
where B, is the ball of radius g centered at 0. The rest of the proof is like that of Proposition 3.3. O

To solve the second equation in (5.3), arguing as in Lemma 3.4, we prove first that Us ¢ + ¢s¢ solves (5.3) if and
only if (d,¢) € (0,00) x R™ is a critical point of the reduced energy

Jp(d,¢) = J, (Use + ¢s.¢)

where § = d,/0, { = 6¢, and
1 1

T (u) = = 2 P,
=g [ v = = [ Qau

Then, we derive the following expansion for J, o0

Proposition 5.2. Let © be an open bounded set with © C (0,00) x R™. Then, the expansion
To(d,¢) = a+ 03 ®(d,¢) + 0 (0%),

holds true C*-uniformly in © as o — 0, where

1 1
®(d,¢) == byd" + by
(4:0) = bad b G ey

S%, and the constants by and bs are positive.

All the constants only depend onn, a= %
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Proof. Recall that ||¢s¢] < co =N (by Proposition 5.1). Then, replacing Qq with Qq, and setting ¢ = 0 in (3.20)
and (3.23), and using (3.21), we see that

n+6
Jo(Use + ds) = Jo(Use) + O 2 ).
Furthermore,
J, (Use) = 1/ |VUs |2—L |Us e|PTt + —— |Us
o ,€ 2 " )5 p+ 1 Qg 5 + 1 ]R"\QQ €
1 1 2
= _ VU (|2 — ptl % Us |P+1
2/}Rn| scl P \65| P \Q|6,£|

2
A% 65|2—7/ UselPt! + / |Us.¢
an il

=:a

2
g, s
BQ

where B, is the ball of radius g centered at 0. A straightforward computation shows that

2 2 1
= UsePt! = 5”(70451“/ — 401 )
p+1 Rn\Q' « p+1 R\ |7 — &P o
2 1
= Qfd"( 7o¢p+1/ ) +o0(0?).
p+1"  Jrma |z
=:b;

Now, setting x = dy yields

2 p+1l — 7ap+1/ o dr = /
p+1 BQ +1 " |x\<g(6+|x7§d) p+1 lyl<p/é 1+|y C|)

1 " 1 2 B, oE 3
~ 1 (5)" [ o] = ek o [ o)

::b

dy

|Us.¢

A standard argument shows that the expansion holds true Cl-uniformly in © as ¢ — 0; see, e.g., [13, Section 7]. O

Proof of Theorem 1.5(completed). The point (do,0) with dy = (22 )2w is the only critical point of the function ®. It
is a nondegenerate saddle point, stable under C!-perturbations. Therefore for small enough p, the reduced energy
Jp has a critical point that converges to (dp,0) as ¢ — 0, and problem (1.10) has a solution u, concentrating at 0,
whose energy satisfies J,(u,) — a = +S%. By Lemma 3.6(ii), we have that u, is strictly positive in R". O

A A generic property

Let Q C R™ be a smooth open bounded set. Here we prove that, up to a small perturbation, the function

Yo(x) = /R ¥dy, x €,

ma |z —y*"

is a Morse function. Recall that a C2-function 6 : Q@ — R is a Morse function if all of its critical points are
nondegenerate. To be more precise, for m € N, let €™ denote the Banach space of all the C™-maps 6 : R — R"
such that

— | <X
12 n ’
o .ok

0]l ;= max max su
i=1,...,n 0<|£|<m zcRn
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equipped with the norm || - [|;,. Let B, := {6 € €% : [|f]|2 < p} be the ball of radius p in €? centered at 0, and set
Qg :={x+0zx:2 €0}, 0 € ¢
We prove the following result.

Theorem A.1. There exists p > 0 such that the set
{0 € B, : g, is a Morse function}
is a residual—hence, dense—subset of B,.

Recall that A is a residual subset of B if B\ A is a countable union of closed subsets with empty interior.
Consider the function f: Q x B, — R given by

f(@,0) =g, (z + 0(z)),
and define F': Q x B, — R" to be
F(z,0) :=V,f(z,0) = Vg, (x + 6(x))[I + Db (x)]. (A1)
We begin with the following remark.

Lemma A.2. There exists pg > 0 such that, if 0 € B,, p € (0,p0), and 0 is a regular value of the function
x— F(x,0), then vq, is a Morse function.

Proof. By definition, 0 is a regular value of x — F(x,0) if and only if D,F(z,6) is an isomorphism for every z

such that F(z,60) = 0. Now, if p is small enough, then I 4+ Df(x) is a linear isomorphism. Therefore, F(x,0) = 0 if

and only if Vg, (z + 60(x)) = 0, i.e., if and only if z + 6(x) is a critical point of ¢q,. Similarly, if D, F(z,0) is an

isomorphism, then z + 6(z) is nondegenerate. O
So, to prove Theorem A.1, we will show that, for p small enough, the set

{6 € B, : 0 is a regular value of the function = — F(z,6)}

is a residual subset of B,. We use the following abstract transversality theorem, see [23,24,27].

Theorem A.3. Let X,Y,Z be Banach spaces and U C X,V C Y be open subsets. Let F : U xV — Z be a C*-map
with k > 1. Assume that

i) foranyy €V, F(-,y):U — Z is a Fredholm map of index m with m < k,

i1) 0 is a regular value of F, i.e., the linear operator F'(x,y) : X x Y — Z is onto at any point (x,y) such that
F(z,y) =0,

iii) F~1(0) = UjenA; with A; closed in X xY, and the restriction mla,; to Aj of the projection m: X x Y =Y
is a proper map for every j € N.

Then, the set {y € V : 0 is a regular value of F(-,y)} is a residual subset of V.

Proof of Theorem A.1. We show that, for small enough p, the function F' defined in (A.1) satisfies the conditions
i), ii), and 4ii) of Theorem A.3 with Q =:U C X :=R", B, =1V C Y := €% and Z =R".
i) : This assumption is trivially satisfied because every C'-map € — R™ is Fredholm of index 0.
i) : Set o
A= (Q; X %k%) N E~0), where Q= {z € Q:dist(z,00Q) > %}
and B, is the closed ball of radius r in €2 centered at 0. Clearly, F~(0) = UjenA;. Next, we show that the
restriction 7|4, to A; of the projection m : R x ¢2 — ¢2 is a proper map for every j € N. Let £ be a compact
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subset of €2 and (zy, 0)) be a sequence in A; N7~ (K). Then there is a subsequence such that zy — z in Q; and
0r — 0 in | (because R is compact and (0) C £). This shows that A; N7~ 1(R) is compact, i.e., |4, is proper.
i1) : Let (z,0) € Q x B,. The change of variables z = y + 0(y) yields

1

1
f(z,0) = v, (z+6(z)) = /Rn\99 mdz = /W\Q ==yt 00z) — 0y 190(y)| dy,

where |Jg(y)| = det( + DO(y)) is the Jacobian determinant associated to the change of variables. Now,

B B r—y+0(x)—0(y)
F(z,0) =V, f(x,0) = _Qn(/Rn\Q |z —y+0(x) — O(y)[>n+2

=:ﬁ(3¢,9)

30| dy ) (I + DO(@)).

Fix (z,0) € Q x B, such that F(z,8) = 0. To prove condition i), it suffices to show that
the map DgF(z,0) : € — R™ is surjective. (A.2)
Note that, as I + D@(x) is an isomorphism for p small enough, we have that ﬁ(l’, #) = 0 and, as a consequence,
DyF(z,0)[n] = —2n(DeF(z,0)[n](I + DO(x)) + F(x,0)Dn(x)) = —2nDgF(x,0)[n)(I + DO(z)),  n € ¢

(to compute this derivative we have used that, for fixed z, the map €2 — Z(R" R") given by n + Dn(z) is linear
and continuous, and the map R™ x Z(R",R™) — R" given by (z, A) — zA is bilinear, where Z(R" ,R") is the
space of linear maps from R™ to R™.) Therefore, to show (A.2) it suffices to prove that Dgﬁ(l‘, 0) : €2 —» R" is
surjective.

Using that the derivative of the determinant function det : Z(R",R") — R at an invertible matrix A is given
by D det(A)[B] = det(A)tr(A~!B) we obtain

DyF(x,0)[n] = /Rn\ﬂ ey Z(ng;f(g()y”znﬁ |Joy| dy

v —y+0(x) — 0(y)
i /R"\Q |z —y+ 0(x) — O(y)|?>+2

tr((7+ DO(y)) "' Dn(y)) 136 (y)| dy

(n(x) —n(y),z —y+0(z) — 0(y)) (x — y + 0(z) — 0(y))
_ /}Rn\Q(Qn—FQ) o —y + 0(z) — O(y)P+ |Jey| dy

=: Ii[n] + La[n] + I3[n].

Fix ( € 09 and let v¢ be the exterior unit normal to Q at ¢. Fix a radial function x € C2°(R™) such that x(0) =1,
x(x) =0 if |x| > 1 and x is nonincreasing in the radial direction, and set

ne(y) = xW)ve,  Xecly) = x(y%) and  7¢(y) == ng(y —

¢
s ) = Xe,c(y)ve for € >0.

Then, for &£ small enough,

_XS,C(y) ve
L[, ]:/ |Joy| dy,
e B.(O\e [T —y+0(x) —0(y)[*+2

— (om (~ve, z—y+0(x) —0(y) (r —y +0(x) - 0(y))
Inec] = —(2n+2) /BE(C)\Q Xe,c(Y) iz —y+0(z) — 0(y)[2nre oy dy.
Therefore,
[Linec]l =0@E™)  and  |I3[nec]| = O(e") as € — 0. (A.3)
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Now, setting y = ez +(, Q. :={z € R" : ez + { € Q}, and applying Lebesgue’s theorem we derive

_1 z—y+0(x) -0y - y—¢
_ _n—1 x—ez—(+0(x)—0(z+) . B 1 ; ; B
—° /Bl(o)\ﬂg |z —ez — (+0(x) — Oz + ()2 (I + Dz + ) Dne(2)) Polez+ )1

_ o[ 2= C+0(x) - 0(0) S
o <|:c —(+0(x) — 0(Q)>+2 Ha(0) B1(0)NH,, (I + D)™ Dne(2) d= + 0(1)> ’

where H,, := {z € R" : (z,1¢) > 0} (here we used the smoothness of the domain). Now, (I +D§(¢))~ = I+ A(C),
where the entries of A(¢) tend to 0 as p — 0. Therefore,

o= /BMOWH% (I + DOC)) " Drge(2)) d= :/

(Vx(2),vc)dz + / tr(A(()Dne(2)) dy.
B1(0)NH,,

By (O)QHUC

The first summand on the right-hand side is strictly negative. So, for p sufficiently small (depending only on ),
we have that ¢, < 0. Thus,
196 (Ol e

e —eope <

Summing up, we have shown that
DyF(w,0)lne.c] = =" (ac(z — ¢ +6(x) = 0(Q) +0(1))  as=—0.

All we need to do now is to show that there exist (1, ..., (, € 9Q such that x—(3+0(z)—0(¢1), . - ., x— G +0(x)—0(¢n)

are linearly independent. To this end, let {e1,...,e,} be the canonical basis in R™. Then, there is ¢; > 0 such
that (; = x + 0(x) + tie; € 0Qg for every ¢ = 1,...,n. Let {; € 9Q be such that G =G+ 6(¢;). Then,
x— ¢ +0(x) — 6(¢;) = —t;e;, so these vectors are linearly independent and, thus, i) is satisfied. The claim now
follows from Theorem A.3. O

B An invertibility result

Fix £ € R™ and § > 0. Here we give the details on the invertibility of .2 ¢ : K ég - K (%E. We follow [16, Lemma
2.13] and here we include a proof for completeness. Recall that

Loe(9) =g {6 — " [fg Use) ¢} -

Lemma B.1. Let s > nQ—fQ Then £ o is invertible and flfol is a continuous function, i.e. there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

|00l = Clvll,  1L0¥llp = ClYlle  for all ¢ € Ki,.

Proof. Surjectivity: Let ¢ € Ki-; and let Ly : DV?(R™) — D"?(R™) be given by Ly ¢ := ¢ —i* [f§(U1,0)¢]. Since
we know that the kernel of L is K1, then there is ¢ € Ki; such that ¢ —i* [f§(U10)¢] = Lo = ¢ € (Ker L)*.

Now we verify that ¢ € L* (R"). Indeed, since ¢ € DV2(R™) and f(U1 ) € L* (R™) for all ¢ > n/4, we have that
fo(Ur,0)¢ € LT (R™) for all ¢ € (2n/(n + 6),n/2) and then

" (fi(Ur0)¢) €L (R")  forall s > ———.
i ([3(U10)0) €L (RY)  forall s> —
This yields the surjectivity.
Injectivity: If 21 o¢p =0, then ¢ € K1 0N Kﬁo = {0}.
Lower bound: Since % o is a continuous map defined on the Banach space K ﬁo, the open mapping theorem
implies that .,2”501 is also continuous. O
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Lemma B.2. Let 2* > s > HQ—J_}, d>0,£€Q, and 0 = dew. Then Ls.¢ is invertible and .Zé_él is a continuous

function uniformly with respect to e, i.e. there are C' > 0 and g9 such that
L5l > Clivlle  forally € Ki‘g and for all € € (0,¢p).

Proof. The invertibility follows as in Lemma B.1 and here we only argue the uniform bound on the inverse. Let

(NS Ké-g and let ¢s¢(x) = (5"521/1(%_5). Note that, by (2.4), there is & > 0 such that

[Loetsell =110l and [ Lehsels = 6% L1000l (B.1)
Hence, by Lemma B.1 and (B.1), we know that |- o¢|s > C(||¢|| + |¢]s) — || L1,0¢]], then
2 Lsetsellp > 11Ls csell + [ Loectsels = 11000 4 %L1 005
> || L1090l + CO* ([Nl + [¥]s) — 6% (| L1,0ll
= (1 =0 [[Z,00ll + Co*([[¥]l + [¢1s)
> C(1=6Y) vl + Co*|pls = C([[¢[l + 0% [bls) = C[[Wsell + [Woels)

for some C > 0 and § small enough so that 1 — §% > % O

The next Lemma follows as [20, Lemma B.11], here we present a proof for completeness. We use the notation
introduced in Section 4.

Lemma B.3. For vy <0 small,

O(6"72) if 3<mn <6,
0(6"72) ifn==06 and vy <0,
Ui, —-Usy) — fo(U U2)| wrna+y = 2
| fo(Ur — Uz) — fo(Ur) + fo( 2)|% O 1og6]3)  ifn =6 andy =0,
0(5"=") ifn>6,
as § — 0. Note that
P+DA+7) _ 20 _
=2 =0
p+1)(1+v)  ns _n(s—2)—2s
P  n+2s Jorny = 2(n 4+ 2s) <0

for 15 < s <27
Proof. Let r := idist({l,fg) We use the notation wy := B-(§1) and w_ := B, (&;). Let W = Uy — Us. Observe that

P+D A+ _ (+D(A+7)
| 10W) = a0 +@ =5 = [ wprw - vp g
w4 w4
(p+1)(1+7)
< C/ wp=tw —ur| o [ U, (B.2)
Wi W
Now, since |z — €| > ¢ > 0 in w; for some ¢ > 0,
ptlgn 1+~
U(P+1)(1+’Y) _ / ( X > dz < Clw |5n(1+7) — 0(5"(1""7)), (B.3)
oy wp \(0 + |z — &) "
Applying the second statement of [20, Lemma B.1] with ¢ := p, a := Uy and b := —Us,_.,, we obtain
(p+1)(A+v) (p+1)(A+~)
/ wpP—tw ot < C/ (U P70 + |UafP) 7 (B.4)
w4 w4

y (p=1)(P+1)(A+y)  (p+1)(1+7) , 1
gc/ u U, 7 +c/ |U| P A+)
W w4

<OE T [ || 1 o)) (B:5)
Wi
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By [20, Lemma B.3] with ¢ := % and noting that 0 < ¢ < 2% and that ¢ < — if and only if n > 6,

n—2
. O™ ") if3<n<6
/ ASRICED O(83|1log8]) if n =6, (B.6)
ot O(57+2) if n > 6.

while, for v < 0 sufficiently small,

n(n—2)(1+~) .
% 0(6 n+2 ) lf 3 S n S 67
U1 = 4n(147) . (B.7)
wy O(6 ¥7") if n > 6.

Going back to (B.5) and combining it with (B.6)—(B.7), we see that, if v = 0,

2n(n—2)

. O =% ) if3<n<6,
= ¢ 0(8%1ogd)) ifn=6,
o™y ifn>6

/HMHW—W+W
w+

and, if v < 0 small,

(p+D A+ 0(5%32“”)) f3<n<6
/ wp=tw —ur+ug| = 6
w O(6m14) if n > 6.

+

Exchanging the roles of & and &, we have precisely the same type of estimate for
(1) +7)

[ ooy

Finally, since |z — &1, |z — &2| > ¢ for € Q\(wy Uw_), we have

(r+1)(A+7)

/ ‘|W|p_1W _ U{’ + Uf‘ P < C/ (U1(p+1)(1+v) + U2(p+1)(1+v)) _ O((sn(1+’Y)),
O\ (wpUw_) O\ (wpUw_)

which concludes the proof. O
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