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ON THE SHARP QUANTITATIVE STABILITY OF CRITICAL POINTS OF THE

HARDY-LITTLEWOOD-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY IN Rn WITH n ≥ 3

WEI DAI, YICHEN HU, SHAOLONG PENG

Abstract. Assume n ≥ 3 and u ∈ Ḣ1(Rn). Recently, Piccione, Yang and Zhao [41] established a nonlocal

version of Struwe’s decomposition in [45], i.e., if u ≥ 0 and Γ(u) :=
∥

∥

∥
∆u+Dn,α

∫

Rn

|u|pα(y)
|x−y|α

dy|u|pα−2u

∥

∥

∥

H−1

→

0, then dist(u, T ) → 0, where dist(u,T ) denotes the Ḣ1(Rn)-distance of u from the manifold of sums of

Talenti bubbles. In this paper, we establish the nonlocal version of the quantitative estimates of Struwe’s

decomposition in Ciraolo, Figalli and Maggi [14] for one bubble and n ≥ 3, Figalli and Glaudo [28] for

3 ≤ n ≤ 5 and Deng, Sun and Wei [25] for n ≥ 6 and two or more bubbles. We prove that for n ≥ 3, α < n

and 0 < α ≤ 4,

dist(u,T ) ≤ C

{

Γ(u) |log Γ(u)|
1

2 if n = 6 and α = 4,

Γ(u) for any other cases.

Furthermore, we show that this inequality is sharp for N = 6 and α = 4.

Keywords: Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, nonlocal Hartree equation, sharp stability, quantitative esti-
mates, Struwe’s decomposition, reduction method.

2020 MSC Primary: 35A23, 26D10; Secondary: 35B35, 35J20.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and main results. In this paper, we are concerned with the following generalized
Ḣ1-energy-critical nonlocal Hartree equation in Rn:

−∆u(x)−D(n, α)

∫

Rn

|u|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x) = 0, x ∈ Rn, (1.1)

where n > 3, 0 < α < n, pα = 2n−α
n−2 and

D(n, α) =
(n− 2)Γ

(

n− α
2

)

(n(n− 2))
n+2−α

2 π
n
2 Γ
(

n−α
2

)

.

It is known that (see e.g. [16, 17, 18, 19]) all nontrivial nonnegative solutions to (1.1) are Aubin-Talenti
bubbles (c.f. [1, 46]), which are given by

U [z, λ](x) := (n(n − 2))
n−2
4

(

λ

1 + λ2|x− z|2

)
n−2
2

.

By taking v(x) = D
1

2(pα−1)u(x), equation (1.1) becomes

−∆v(x)−

∫

Rn

|v|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|v|pα−2(x)v(x) = 0, x ∈ Rn. (1.2)

Thus, all nontrivial nonnegative solutions to (1.2) must take the following form

W[z, λ](x) = D
1

2(pα−1) [n(n− 2)]
n−2
4

(

λ

1 + λ2|x− z|2

)
n−2
2

, λ ∈ R+, z ∈ Rn.
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The Ḣ1-energy-critical nonlocal Hartree equations (1.1) (also (1.2)) is the Euler-Lagrange equation to the
following Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality (see e.g. [16, 17, 18, 19]):

(∫

Rn

∫

Rn

|u|pα(x)|u|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dxdy

)
1

2pα

≤ C(n, α)‖∇u‖L2(Rn).

In [45], Struwe proved that if u ∈ Ḣ1(Rn), u ≥ 0 and ‖∆u+u
n+2
n−2 ‖H−1 := Γ(u) → 0 then dist(u,T ) → 0,

where dist(u,T ) denotes the Ḣ1(Rn)-distance of u from the manifold of sums of Talenti bubbles. In the
spirit of Struwe [45], Piccione, Yang and Zhao [41] established a nonlocal version of the stability of profile
decompositions to (1.1) for nonnegative functions:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1.4 in [41]). Let N ≥ 3 and ν ≥ 1 be positive integers. Let (um)m∈N ⊆ Ḣ1
(

RN
)

be a sequence of nonnegative functions such that
(

ν −
1

2

)

S
2N−α
N+2−α

HL ≤ ‖um‖2
Ḣ1(RN )

≤

(

ν +
1

2

)

S
2N−α
N+2−α

HL

with SHL is the best Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev constant, and assume that
∥

∥

∥

∥

−∆um(x)−

∫

Rn

upαm (y)

|x− y|α
dyupα−1

m (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

H−1

→ 0, as m→ ∞.

Then there exist ν-tuples of points
(

z
(m)
1 , . . . , z

(m)
ν

)

m∈N
in RN and ν-tuples of positive real numbers

(

λ
(m)
1 , · · · , λ

(m)
ν

)

m∈N
such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇

(

um −
ν
∑

i=1

W
[

z
(m)
i , λ

(m)
i

]

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

→ 0, as m→ ∞.

In [14], Ciraolo, Figalli and Maggi obtained the first quantitative version of Struwe’s decomposition
with one bubble in all dimensions, namely, dist(u,T ) ≤ CΓ(u). For Struwe’s decomposition with two
or more bubbles, Figalli and Glaudo [28] showed a striking dimensional dependent quantitative estimate,
namely, dist(u,T ) ≤ CΓ(u) when 3 ≤ n ≤ 5 while this is false for n ≥ 6. In [25], Deng, Sun and Wei
proved the following sharp quantitative inequality for n ≥ 6:

dist(u,T ) ≤ C

{

Γ(u) |log Γ(u)|
1
2 , if n = 6,

|Γ(u)|
n+2

2(n−2) , if n ≥ 7.

On the other hand, it is well-known that dimension plays an important role in the analysis of the famous

Yamabe problem ∆u + u
n+2
n−2 = 0. The spatial dimension 6 can be regarded as a threshold, see e.g.

Aubin [1], Schoen [43], etc. The dimension also seems to play a more important role in prescribing scalar
curvature problem, refer to e.g. Li [35], Druet [27], Chang and Yang [12], Bahri and Coron [4], Ayed,
Chen, Chtioui and Hammami [2], Malchiodi and Mayer [39] and the references therein.

In this paper, inspired by [14, 25, 28], we will establish the sharp quantitative estimate of the nonlocal
version of Struwe’s decomposition in Piccione, Yang and Zhao [41].

To this end, we need the following definition.

Definition 1.1. (Interaction of Aubin-Talenti bubbles). Let U [zi, λi] and U [zj, λj ] be two bubbles.
Define the interaction of them by

q (zi, zj , λi, λj) =

(

λi
λj

+
λj
λi

+ λiλj |zi − zj |
2

)−n−2
2

. (1.3)

We shall denote qij = qji = q (zi, zj , λi, λj). Let {Ui : 1 ≤ i ≤ ν} be a family of Aubin-Talenti bubbles.
We say that the family is δ-interacting if

Q := max {qij : 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ ν} ≤ δ. (1.4)
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Our main result on sharp quantitative stability is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose n ≥ 3, α < n and 0 < α ≤ 4. There exist a small constant δ = δ(n, ν, α) > 0

and a large constant C = C(n, ν, α) > 0 such that the following statement holds. Let u ∈ Ḣ1 (Rn) be a
function such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇u−
ν
∑

i=1

∇Ũi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

≤ δ, (1.5)

where
{

Ũi : 1 ≤ i ≤ ν
}

is a δ-interacting family of Aubin-Talenti bubbles. Then there exist ν Aubin-

Talenti bubbles U1, U2, . . . , Uν such that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇u−
ν
∑

i=1

∇Ui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

≤ C

{

Γ(u) |log Γ(u)|
1
2 for n = 6 and α = 4,

Γ(u) for any other cases,
(1.6)

where Γ(u) :=
∥

∥

∥
∆u(x) +Dn,α

∫

Rn
|u|pα(y)
|x−y|α dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x)

∥

∥

∥

H−1
. Furthermore, for any i 6= j, the interac-

tion between the bubbles can be estimated as
∫

RN

(

1

|x|α
∗ U [zi, λi]

pα

)

U [zi, λi]
pα−1 U [zj, λj ]

≤C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∆u(x) +Dn,α

∫

Rn

|u|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

n−2
min(α,n−2)

H−1

.

(1.7)

Remark 1.2. Our results are non-local counterpart of the quantitative stability results in [14, 25, 28].
For the case N = 6 and α = 4, we can use a similar way as the proof of Theorem 1.5 in [25] to establish
an example which shows that our quantitative estimate (1.6) is sharp for N = 6 and α = 4. But for other
cases, it is difficult to construct some examples to show our result is sharp. Because for N = 6 and α = 4,
the quantitative estimate is super-linear, but for other cases, the quantitative estimates are linear. If one
can overcome the difficulties caused by the linearity, then the examples can also be constructed.

Remark 1.3. In recently, Liu, Zhang and Zou [37] proved the quantitative stability results in the cases
N = 3 and 5

2 < α < 3, Piccione, Yang and Zhao [41] proved the quantitative stability results in the cases
3 ≥ n < 6−α, 0 < α < n and α ≤ 4. Our quantitative stability result in Theorem 1.2 completely contain
their results.

Remark 1.4. From (1.7), one can see that if α tends to 0, then n−2
min(α,n−2) tends to +∞. This means that

if α is small, then the rate of convergence of
∫

RN

(

1
|x|α ∗ U [zi, λi]

pα
)

U [zi, λi]
pα−1 U [zj , λj ] is very fast.

Compared to the results of the interaction between the bubbles in [41], our results are more accurate.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that n = 6 and α = 4. For sufficiently large R > 0, there exists some ρ such that
if u = U [−Re1, 1] + U [Re1, 1] + ρ where e1 = (1, 0, · · · , 0) ∈ Rn, then

inf
z1,z2∈Rn

λ1,λ2>0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇u−
2
∑

i=1

∇U [zi, λi]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

≥ CΓ(u) |log Γ(u)|
1
2

for Γ(u) =
∥

∥

∥∆u(x) +Dn,α

∫

Rn
|u|pα(y)
|x−y|α dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x)

∥

∥

∥

H−1
.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2, we can obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 1.4. Suppose n ≥ 3, α < n, 0 < α ≤ 4 and ν ∈ N, there exists a constant constant
C = C(n, ν, α) > 0 such that the following statement holds. For any nonnegative function u ∈ Ḣ1

(

RN
)

such that
(

ν −
1

2

)

S
2N−α
N+2−α

HL ≤ ‖u‖2
Ḣ1(RN )

≤

(

ν +
1

2

)

S
2N−α
N+2−α

HL ,
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there exist ν Talenti bubbles (W [z1, λ1] , · · · ,W [zν , λν ]) such that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇u−
ν
∑

i=1

∇Wi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

≤ C







Γ̂(u)
∣

∣

∣log Γ̂(u)
∣

∣

∣

1
2

for n = 6 and α = 4,

Γ̂(u) for any other cases,
(1.8)

where Γ̂(u) :=
∥

∥

∥∆u(x) +
∫

Rn
|u|pα(y)
|x−y|α dy|u|

pα−2(x)u(x)
∥

∥

∥

H−1
. Furthermore, for any i 6= j, the interaction

between the bubbles can be estimated as
∫

RN

(

1

|x|α
∗ W [zi, λi]

pα

)

W [zi, λi]
pα−1 W [zj, λj ]

≤C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∆u(x) +

∫

Rn

|u|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

n−2
min(α,n−2)

H−1

.

(1.9)

For quantitative stability of Sobolev inequality, isoperimetric inequality and related geometric and
functional inequalities, and its applications in the calculus of variations and PDEs, refer to e.g. [6, 7, 8,
11, 20, 24, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 38] and the references therein.

1.2. Sketch of the proof. We briefly explain the main ideas of our proof. To this end, we need some
notations.

1. A . B means that, there is a constant C(n, ν, α) that depends on n, ν and α such that A ≤
C(n, ν, α)B. A ≈ B means that A . B and B . A.

2. Rij := maxi 6=j

{

λi
λj
, λi
λj
, (λiλj)

1
2 |zi − zj |

}

, R := 1
2 mini 6=j{Rij}, zij := λi|zi − zj |, xi := λi(x− zi).

3. Assume that n ≥ 3, 0 < α ≤ 4 and α < n, let ζn,α(x) :=

{

x |log x|
1
2 , if n = 6 and α = 4,

x for any other cases.

Suppose u satisfies (1.5) with a family of δ-interacting bubbles. Consider the following minimization
problem

dist(u,T ) := inf
z1,··· ,zν∈Rn

λ1,··· ,λν>0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇u−∇

(

ν
∑

i=1

U [zi, λi]

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

.

It is well-known that (for instance, see [4, Appendix A]), if δ is small enough then such an infimum is
achieved by the best approximation

σ :=

ν
∑

i=1

U [zi, λi] .

Let us denote Ui := U [zi, λi]. Since the family
{

Ũi : 1 ≤ i ≤ ν
}

is δ-interacting, then {Ui : 1 ≤ i ≤ ν}

is δ′-interacting for some δ′ that tends to 0 as δ goes to 0. We may have bubbling towers mixed with
bubbling clusters. There are many papers concerning the construction of the bubbling cluster or bubbling
tower solutions. For instance, c.f. Del Pino, Dolbeault and Musso [21], Musso and Pistoia [40], Pistoia
and Vetois [42] and the references therein for bubbling towers, and c.f. Wei and Yan [47, 48] and the
references therein for bubbling clusters. It seems that [25] is the first ones to handle the mixed cases
altogether.

Let ρ := u− σ be the difference between the original function and the best approximation. We denote
the error function by ρ . Then ρ satisfies ‖∇ρ‖L2 ≤ δ and the equation (c.f. equation (3.3))

∆ρ+N1(ρ, σ) + h+N(ρ, σ) + f = 0, (1.10)

where

h = Dn,α

(
∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)−

ν
∑

i=1

∫

Rn

Upα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

i (x)

)

,

N1(η, ξ) := Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα−2(y)ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x) +

∫

Rn

|ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)|ξ|pα−2(x)η(x)

)

,
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f = −∆u−Dn,α

∫

Rn

|u|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x),

and

N(η, ξ)

:=Dn,α

(∫

Rn

|η + ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|η + ξ|pα−2(x)(η + ξ)(x) −

∫

Rn

|ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x)

−

∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα−2(y)ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x)−

∫

Rn

|ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)|ξ|pα−2(x)η(x)

)

.

Moreover, ρ also satisfies the following orthogonal conditions
∫

Rn

∇ρ · ∇Za
i = 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ ν, 1 ≤ a ≤ n+ 1, (1.11)

where Za
i are the (rescaled) derivatives of U [zi, λi] with respect to the a-th component of zi and λi (c.f.

equation (3.1)).

The linearized operator of (1.10) is ∆ρ +N1(ρ, σ), which will have a non-trivial kernel when σ is the
sum of a family of weakly interacting bubbles. The inhomogeneous term h is the main data that encodes
the interaction of bubbles. One of the key ideas in this paper is to obtain a precise behavior of the first
approximation ρ0 of ρ.

By the standard finite-dimensional reduction methods, given a δ′-interacting family {Ui : 1 ≤ i ≤ ν},
we can find a function ρ0 (in an appropriate space) and a family of scalars

(

cia
)

such that














∆ρ0 +D(n, α)
∫

Rn
|σ+ρ0|pα(y)

|x−y|α dy|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0)(x) −

∑ν
j=1 U

p
j

=
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

in Rn,
∫

∇ρ0 · ∇Z
a
i = 0, i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n + 1.

(1.12)
We obtained the following L2 estimate of ∇ρ0, which is the key ingredient of our paper,

‖∇ρ0‖L2 . ζn,α

(

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2

)

.

Now consider the remaining part of the error function ρ1 = ρ− ρ0. Then (1.10) and (1.12) imply that
ρ1 satisfies


























∆ρ1 +D(n, α)
∫

Rn
|σ+ρ0+ρ1|pα(y)

|x−y|α dy|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(x)

−D(n, α)
∫

Rn
|σ+ρ0|pα(y)

|x−y|α dy|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0)(x) + f

+
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

= 0 in Rn,
∫

∇ρ0 · ∇Z
a
i = 0, i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n+ 1.

(1.13)
Observe that the equation of ρ1 no longer contains the interaction term h. Therefore, ρ1 should be

bounded by a higher order term of Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 . Indeed, we proved in Proposition 7.4 that

‖∇ρ1‖L2 . Q1+
min{α,n−2}

n−2 + ‖f‖H−1 .

Combining this with the previous L2 estimate of ∇ρ0, we get

‖ρ‖L2 ≤ ‖ρ0‖L2 + ‖ρ1‖L2 . ‖f‖H−1 + ζn,α

(

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2

)

.

On the other hand, we shall multiply (1.10) by some appropriate function Zk
n+1 and integrate it to derive

(see Lemma 3.1)

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 ≤

∫

|N(ρ, σ)Zn+1
r |+

∫

|fZn+1
r |+

∫

|N1(ρ, σ)Z
n+1
r |.



6 WEI DAI, YICHEN HU, SHAOLONG PENG

Using the L2 estimates of ∇ρ0, we can show that, the last two terms are higher order terms w.r.t.

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 and Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 . ‖f‖H−1 . Consequently, ‖∇ρ0‖L2 . ζn,α(‖f‖H−1). Thus we can establish
Theorem 1.2.

Comparing with [25], we can see that Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 . ‖f‖H−1 in our paper, but Q . ‖f1‖H−1 in [25],

where f1 = ∆u + |u|
4

n−2u. The cause is the difference of the interaction terms h and h1 in [25], where

h1 = σ
n+2
n−2 −

∑ν
i=1 U

n+2
n−2

i . To be more specific, for n ≥ 6 and α = 4, the main order term of h is
∑ν

i=1

∑

j 6=iU
4

n−2

i Uj , but the main order term of h1 is
∑ν

i=1

∑

j 6=iU
4

n−2

i Uj1{Ui≥Uj}. This difference gives

Q
4

n−2 . ‖f‖H−1 in our paper and Q . ‖f1‖H−1 in [25]. Since our interaction term h is more complex, we
need to handle it more delicately. Thus we divide our discussions into many cases. The detailed operation
process can be seen clearly from the proofs of Lemma 3.1, Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2. Generally speaking,
since our problem including integral term and three mixed cross terms, we make a good partition of the
integration region and a partition of the bubbles to deal with it. Some of our ideas are inspired by [25].
Another difference between our proof and the proof of [25] is that in [25], the authors use the Maximum
Principle to deal with finite-dimensional reduction, but we bypassed the Maximum Principle through more
precise calculations, see Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.2. Thus our approach can also be applied to
higher order problems. Some of our ideas are inspired by [13], nevertheless, there are also many differences
and more difficulties for us to deal with our problem.

Our results require that α is less than or equal to 4. This is because when α is greater than 4, N(ρ, σ)
in the linearized problem becomes a sub-linear term, making it difficult to obtain the existence of ρ0 using
standard reduction methods. Another interesting phenomenon is that the results for α = 4 and α 6= 4 are
completely different. In other words, it has a certain truncation property. Specifically, when α = 4, the
order of N(ρ, σ) is 2, and when α 6= 4, the order of N(ρ, σ) is pα − 1, see Proposition 6.5, Proposition 7.5
and so on. However, we can see that, when α → 4, pα − 1 → 1 6= 2. In this sense, N(ρ, σ) has a certain
truncation property.

We also construct an example that demonstrates the sharpness of (1.6) for n = 6 and α = 4. Suppose
ν = 2 and σ = U1+U2, where U1 := U [−Re1, 1] and U2 := U [Re1, 1]. By Proposition 6.4 and Proposition
7.1, there exists ρ0 satisfying (8.2) . Then we let u = U1 + U2 + ρ0 and

f = −∆u−D6,4

(

1

|x|4
∗ u2

)

u =

2
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

cia

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

.

Using Green’s representation and the point-wise estimates (8.2), we establish that ‖∇ρ0‖L2 is (up to
some constant) no less than ζ6,4 (‖f‖H−1). We prove that the dist(u,T ) & ‖∇ρ0‖L2 and this finishes the
construction.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we will give a partition of the bubbles,
which will be useful in the proof. In Section 3, we prove the main results Theorem 1.2 and Corollary
1.4 assuming several crucial estimates on ρ and ∇ρ. In Section 4, we set up the norms and spaces for
the error function. In Section 5, we derive a spectral inequality which will be useful in estimates of ρ
and ∇ρ. In Section 6, Using and finite dimensional reduction, we prove a rough C0 bound by Green’s
representation for n = 6 and α = 4 and prove a rough L2 bound for other cases. In Section 7, we are
dedicated to prove the L2 estimate of ∇ρ. With section 5 and section 6, the main results Theorem 1.2
and Corollary 1.4 are justified. In Section 8, we construct an example to verify Theorem 1.3. Appendix
A consists of the non-degeneracy result and some important estimates.

2. Configuration of Bubbles Tree

In this section, we will give a partition of {Ui := U [zi, λi] : i ∈ I}, which will be useful in the proof.
Moreover, we also give some structure of this partition. This partition was firstly introduced by Deng,
Sun and Wei in [25].
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Denote I = {1, . . . , ν}. Suppose that
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1
is a sequence of ν bubbles

with the interaction Q(k) = max
{

qij,(k) : ∀i, j ∈ I, i 6= j} → 0 as k → ∞, or equivalently,

R(k) =
1

2
min

{

R
(k)
ij : ∀i, j ∈ I, i 6= j

}

→ ∞, as k → ∞. (2.1)

By reordering them and taking subsequences (for finitely many times), we can always assume

λ1,(k) ≤ · · · ≤ λν,(k), (2.2)

either lim
k→∞

zij,(k) exists or lim
k→∞

∣

∣zij,(k)
∣

∣ = ∞, (2.3)

where zij,(k) := λi,(k)
(

zj,(k) − zi,(k)
)

for j ∈ I\{i}. There is a geometric interpretation of zij,(k). In

the rescaled zi-centered coordinates xi = λi (x− zi), we see that Ui(x) = λ
(n−2)/2
i U (xi), where U(y) =

U [0, 1](y). Here we omit the superscript (k) for the sake of simplicity. That is, Ui is the λ
(n−2)/2
i multiple

of the standard bubble. Under yi-coordinates, the other bubbles become new ones with

Uj(x) =

(

(n(n− 2))1/2λj

1 + (λj/λi)
2 |xi − zij |

2

)
n−2
2

= λ
n−2
2

i U [zij , λj/λi] (xi) .

Then zij is the new center of Uj , j ∈ I\{i}. Under xi-coordinates and omitting λ
(n−2)/2
i factor, we obtain

a new set of ν bubbles {U [0, 1], U [zij , λj/λi] : j ∈ I\{i}}. It is easy to check that Ri′j′ remains unchanged
in this rescaling for all i′, j′ ∈ I.

We define a partial order ≺ on I = {1, · · · , ν} by

i ≺ j ⇐⇒ i < j and lim
k→∞

zij,(k) exists,

i � j ⇐⇒ i ≺ j or i = j.

Lemma 2.1. [25, Lemma 4.4] ≺ is a strict partial order.

Lemma 2.2. [25, Lemma 4.5] Suppose that {Ui : i = 1, · · · , ν} is a sequence of ν bubbles satisfying (2.1),
(2.2) and (2.3). Then

C∗ := 1 + max
i,j∈I,k≥0

{∣

∣zij,(k)
∣

∣ : i ≺ j
}

<∞. (2.4)

Moreover,

i ≺ j ⇐⇒
√

λj,(k)/λi,(k) ≤ R
(k)
ij ≤ C∗

√

λj,(k)/λi,(k), ∀ k ≥ 0, (2.5)

i ⊀ j and j ⊀ i ⇔
√

λj,(k)/λi,(k) +
√

λi,(k)/λj,(k) = o(1)R
(k)
ij . (2.6)

Here o(1) denotes some quantity that goes to 0 as k → ∞. We will say that i and j are incomparable in
the case (2.6).

Recall that a tree is a partially ordered set, say (T,≺), such that for any t ∈ T, the set {s ∈ T : s ≺ t}
is well-ordered by the relation ≺. The following lemma shows that I can be decomposed into several
trees.

Lemma 2.3. [25, Lemma 4.6] For any sequences of
{

Ui,(k) : i = 1, · · · , ν
}

satisfying (2.1), (2.2) and
(2.3), there exists β∗ (depends on the sequences) such that I = {1, · · · , ν} can be partitioned into Tβ, β =
1, · · · , β∗, where each Tβ is a tree.

For each i ∈ I, define the set S(i) = {j ∈ I : i ≺ j} (which means the successor of i ), that is

S(i) =

{

j ∈ I : i < j, lim
k→∞

zij,(k) exists

}

. (2.7)

Lemma 2.4. [25, Lemma 4.7] Fix any M > 0. If j /∈ S(i), then as k → ∞,

U
(k)
j (x) = o(1)U

(k)
i (x),

win

j (x) + wout

j (x) = o(1)win
i ,

vinj (x) + voutj (x) = o(1)vini
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uniformly on
{

x :
∣

∣

∣
y
(k)
i

∣

∣

∣
≤M

}

. Here o(1) denotes some quantity that goes to 0 as k → ∞. Consequently,

ν
∑

j=1

U
(k)
j =

∑

j∈S(i)

U
(k)
j + (1 + o(1))U

(k)
i ,

W (x) =
∑

j∈S(i)

(

win

j (x) + wout

j (x)
)

+ (1 + o(1))win

i (x),

V (x) =
∑

j∈S(i)

(

vinj (x) + voutj (x)
)

+ (1 + o(1))vini (x)

uniformly on
{

x :
∣

∣

∣
y
(k)
i

∣

∣

∣
≤M

}

as k → ∞.

3. Proof of the Main Theorem

In this section, we will prove the main Theorem 1.2 based on some crucial estimates, whose proofs are
deferred to the next section (Section 4).

For i = 1, · · · , ν, let us define

Za
i (x) :=

1

λi

∂U [z, λi]

∂za

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=zi

= (2− n)U [zi, λi] (x)
λi (x

a − za)

1 + λ2i |x− zi|
2 ,

Zn+1
i (x) := λi

∂U [zi, λ]

∂λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ=λi

=
n− 2

2
U [zi, λi] (x)

1− λ2i |x− zi|
2

1 + λ2i |x− zi|
2 ,

(3.1)

where za is the a-th component of z for a = 1, · · · , n.

Suppose u = σ + ρ, where σ =
ν
∑

i=1
Ui is the best approximation, then

∆u+Dn,α

∫

Rn

|u|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x)

=∆(σ + ρ) +Dn,α

∫

Rn

|σ + ρ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|σ + ρ|pα−2(x)(σ + ρ)(x)

=∆ρ+N1(ρ, σ) + h+N(ρ, σ),

(3.2)

where

h = Dn,α

(∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)−

ν
∑

i=1

∫

Rn

Upα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

i (x)

)

,

N1(η, ξ) := Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα−2(y)ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x) +

∫

Rn

|ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)|ξ|pα−2(x)η(x)

)

,

and

N(η, ξ)

:=Dn,α

(
∫

Rn

|η + ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|η + ξ|pα−2(x)(η + ξ)(x) −

∫

Rn

|ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x)

−

∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα−2(y)ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x)−

∫

Rn

|ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)|ξ|pα−2(x)η(x)

)

.

Let f = −∆u−Dn,α

∫

Rn
|u|pα(y)
|x−y|α dy|u|pα−2(x)u(x). Then (3.2) can be rewritten as

∆ρ+N1(ρ, σ) + h+N(ρ, σ) + f = 0. (3.3)

Multiplying Zn+1
r to (3.3) and integrating over Rn, we derive
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hZn+1
r dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

|N(ρ, σ)Zn+1
r |dx+

∫

|fZn+1
r |dx+

∫

|N1(ρ, σ)Z
n+1
r |dx.
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Here we have used the orthogonal conditions (1.11). It follows from (3.1) that
∥

∥∇Zn+1
r

∥

∥

2

L2 . ‖Ur‖
2∗

L2∗ , up

to a dimensional constant independent of zr and λr. Thus
∫

|fZn+1
r | ≤ C ‖f‖H−1 . Hence

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hZn+1
r dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫

|N(ρ, σ)Zn+1
r |dx+ ‖f‖H−1 +

∫

|N1(ρ, σ)Z
n+1
r |dx. (3.4)

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that n ≥ 3, 0 < α ≤ 4, α < n and u satisfies (1.5) with δ small enough. Then

∫

hZn+1
r dx =

ν
∑

j=1,j 6=r

∫

U2∗−pα
j Upα−1

r Zn+1
r (x)dx+

∫

Rn

(2∗ − 1)U2∗−2
r

ν
∑

j 6=r

UjZ
n+1
r (x)dx

−

∫

Rn

U2∗−pα
r

ν
∑

j 6=r

Upα−1
j (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx+ o
(

R−min{α,n−2}
)

.

(3.5)

Proof. We use contradiction argument. Suppose that there exist a constant δ0 and a sequence of ν bubbles
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1

with the interaction no more than 1
k , such that

∣

∣

∣

∣

R
min{α,n−2}
(k)

(∫

h(k)Z
n+1
r,(k)dx−

ν
∑

j=1,j 6=k

∫

U2∗−pα
j,(k) Upα−1

i,(k) λr,(k)∂λr,(k)
Ur,(k)(x)dx

−

∫

Rn

(2∗ − 1)U2∗−2
r,(k)

ν
∑

j 6=l

Uj,(k)Z
n+1
r,(k)(x)dx+

∫

Rn

U2∗−pα
r,(k)

ν
∑

j 6=l

Upα−1
j,(k) (x)Zn+1

r,(k)(x)dx

)∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ δ0.

(3.6)

Going to a subsequence if necessary, we assume that
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1
satisfy (2.1),

(2.2) and (2.3). For convenience, in what follows, we omit the subscript (k).
We use the following decomposition

∫

hZn+1
r = J1 + J2 + J3,

where

J1 =

∫ ν
∑

i=1

U2∗−pα
i (x)

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1 −

ν
∑

j=1

Upα−1
j (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx,

J2 = Dn,α

∫ ∫

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(y))
pα −

∑ν
i=1 U

pα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dy(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1Zn+1

r (x)dx,

and

J3 =

∫ ν
∑

i=1

ν
∑

j=1,j 6=i

U2∗−pα
j (x)Upα−1

i (x)Zn+1
r (x)dx.

Using Lemma A.4, we can check that

J3 =
ν
∑

j=1,j 6=r

∫

U2∗−pα
j Upα−1

r λr∂λrUr(x)dx+ o(R−α). (3.7)

We first estimate J1. If α = 4, then J1 ≡ 0. Now we consider the case 0 < α < 4.
Case I. n ≥ 6 and 0 < α < 4. If Ul(x) = maxi{Ui(x)}, then we have that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x)

)pα−1

−
ν
∑

j=1

Upα−1
j (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. Upα−2
l (x)

ν
∑

j 6=l

Uj(x).
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Thus

|J1| .
ν
∑

l=1

∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
U2∗−1
l (x)

ν
∑

j 6=l

Uj(x) = O(Rn−2).

Case II. 3 ≤ n ≤ 4 and 0 < α < 4 or n = 5 and 0 < α < 4. We have that

J1 =
ν
∑

l=1

∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}

ν
∑

i=1

U2∗−pα
i (x)

(

(
ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1 −

ν
∑

j=1

Upα−1
j (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

:=
ν
∑

l=1

J1,l.

Moreover, we get that

J1,l = J1,1,l + J1,2,l + J1,3,l + J1,4,l,

where

J1,1,l =

∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
(pα − 1)U2∗−2

l

ν
∑

j 6=l

UjZ
n+1
r (x)dx,

J1,2,l =

∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
(pα − 1)

ν
∑

i 6=l

U2∗−pα
i Upα−2

l

ν
∑

j 6=l

UjZ
n+1
r (x)dx,

J1,3,l =

∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}

ν
∑

i=1

U2∗−pα
i









ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x)





pα−1

− Upα−1
l (x)− (pα − 1)Upα−2

l

ν
∑

j 6=l

Uj



Zn+1
r (x)dx,

and

J1,4,l = −

∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}

ν
∑

i=1

U2∗−pα
i

ν
∑

j 6=l

Upα−1
j (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx.

Since n ≤ 5, then we have that |J1,3,l| .
∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
U2∗−2
l

∑ν
j 6=l U

2
j . From Lemma A.3 and Lemma

A.6, we get

|J1,3,l| =











O(R−5), if n = 5,

O(R−4 logR), if n = 4,

O(R−2), if n = 3.

For l 6= r, from Lemma A.6, we get that J1,4,l = o
(

R−min{(n−2),α}
)

. For l = r,

J1,4,l = −

∫

Rn

U2∗−pα
r

ν
∑

j 6=l

Upα−1
j (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx+ o
(

R−min{(n−2),α}
)

.

Since |J1,2,l| .
∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
Upα−1
l

∑ν
j 6=l U

2∗+1−pα
j , from Lemma A.6, we get that

|J1,2,l| =











O(R−n), if 2 < α < 4,

O(R−n logR), if α = 2,

O(R−n+2−α), if 0 < α < 2.

Since 3 ≤ n ≤ 4 and 0 < α < 4 or n = 5 and 0 < α < 4, we have that

|J1,2,l|+ |J1,3,l|+ |J1,4,l| = o
(

R−min{α,n−2}
)

.

Thus we have

J1,1,l =

∫

Rn

(pα − 1)U2∗−2
l

ν
∑

j 6=l

UjZ
n+1
r (x)dx
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+O





∫

∪s6=l{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
(pα − 1)U2∗−2

l

ν
∑

j 6=l

UjZ
n+1
r (x)dx



 .

From Lemma A.6, we get that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∪s6=l{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
(pα − 1)U2∗−2

l

ν
∑

j 6=l

UjZ
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

ν
∑

s 6=l

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}
(pα − 1)U2∗−2

l U2
s,k(x)dx

.

ν
∑

s 6=l

∫

{Us(x)≥Ul(x)}
(pα − 1)U2∗−2

l U2
s,k(x)dx

.











O(R−4), if n = 5,

O(R−4 logR), if n = 4,

O(R−3), if n = 3.

Thus J1,l =
∫

Rn(pα − 1)U2∗−2
l

∑ν
j 6=l UjZ

n+1
r (x)dx+ o

(

R−min{α,n−2}
)

. Consequently,

J1 =

∫

Rn

(pα − 1)U2∗−2
r

ν
∑

j 6=l

UjZ
n+1
r (x)dx−

∫

Rn

U2∗−pα
r

ν
∑

j 6=l

Upα−1
j (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

+ o
(

R−min{α,n−2}
)

.

(3.8)

As to J2, we compute J2 as follows:

J2 =Dn,α

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(y))
pα −

∑ν
i=1 U

pα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dy(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1Zn+1

r (x)dx

=Dn,α

∫

Rn

ν
∑

l=1

∫

{Ul(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}}

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(y))
pα −

∑ν
i=1 U

pα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dy

×

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x)
)pα−1

− Upα−1
r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

+
2∗ − pα
pα

∫

Rn

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(y)
)pα

−
ν
∑

i=1

Upα
i (y)

)

U2∗−pα−1
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)dy

=:

∫

Rn

ν
∑

l=1

J2,1,l

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x)
)pα−1

− Upα−1
r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx+ J2,2.

First, we compute J2,2 and get

J2,2 =
2∗ − pα
pα

∫

Rn

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(y)
)pα

−
ν
∑

i=1

Upα
i,k (y)− pαU

pα−1
r (y)

∑

i 6=r

Ui(y)

)

U2∗−pα−1
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)dy

+ (2∗ − pα)

∫

Rn

U2∗−2
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)
∑

i 6=r

Ui(y)dy

=(2∗ − pα)

∫

Rn

U2∗−2
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)
∑

i 6=r

Ui(y)dy + o
(

R−min{α,n−2}
)

.
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In fact, we have
∫

Rn

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(y)
)pα

−
ν
∑

i=1

Upα
i,k (y)− pαU

pα−1
r (y)

∑

i 6=r

Ui(y)

)

U2∗−pα−1
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)dy

.
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}}

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(y)
)pα

−
ν
∑

i=1

Upα
i,k (y)− pαU

pα−1
r (y)

∑

i 6=r

Ui(y)

)

U2∗−pα−1
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)dy

+

∫

{Ur(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}}

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(y)
)pα

−
ν
∑

i=1

Upα
i,k (y)− pαU

pα−1
r (y)

∑

i 6=r

Ui(y)

)

U2∗−pα−1
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)dy

.
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}}
Upα−1
s,k (y)

∑

i 6=s

Ui(y)U
2∗−pα−1
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)dy

+

∫

{Ur(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}}

(

∑

i 6=r

U2
i,k(y)

)

U2∗−3
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)dy

.o
(

R−min{α,n−2}
)

.

Next, it is easy to check that

|J2,1,l| ≤
∑

i 6=l

∫

Ul(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy :=

∑

i 6=l

J2,1,l,i.

Case A. l ≻ i. For this case, we have that there is a constant C depending on n, ν and C∗ such that

J2,1,l,i .

∫

B
( C
λlλi

)
1
2
(zl)

Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy .

∫

|yl|≤(
Cλl
λi

)
1
2

λ
n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |yl|)n+2−α|xl − yl|α
dyl.

Subcase A.1. |xl| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 and 2 < α ≤ 4. We have that

J2,1,l,i .
λ

n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |xl|)2
.

Moreover, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2

ν
∑

l=1

J2,1,l

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x)
)pα−1

− Upα−1
r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l=1

ν
∑

s=1

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,l

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x)
)pα−1

− Upα−1
r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l=1

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−1
s (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l=1

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−2
r (x)

ν
∑

i 6=r

Ui(x)Z
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Then we have

J2,1,l,i ≤
λ

n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |xl|)2
≤

λ
α
2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
λ

n−2
2

i λ
−n−2

2
l (1 + |xl|)

α−2 ≤
λ

α
2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
R−n+α.

Thus for l 6= r,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−1
s (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+αU2∗−1

s (x)Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−n+α−n+2) = o(R−min{α,n−2}),

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−2
r (x)

ν
∑

i 6=r

Ui(x)Z
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

i 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+αUpα−1

r (x)U2∗+1−pα
i (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−n+α−n) = o(R−min{α,n−2}).

For l = r,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,rU

pα−1
s (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+αUpα−1

s (x)U2∗+1−pα
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−n+α−n) = o(R−min{α,n−2}),

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

{Ur(y)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,rU

pα−2
r (x)

ν
∑

i 6=r

Ui(x)Z
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

i 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+αUi(x)U

2∗−1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−n+α−n+2) = o(R−min{α,n−2}).

So we can get that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2
J2,1,l,i

(

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Subcase A.2. |xl| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 and α = 2. We have

J2,1,l,i(x) .
λ

α
2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
R−n+2

il log(1 + |xl|).

Thus for l 6= r,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−1
s (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2U2∗−1

s (x)Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

logR

.o(R−2n+4 logR) = o(R−min{2,n−2}),

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−2
r (x)

ν
∑

i 6=r

Ui(x)Z
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

i 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2Upα−1

r (x)U2∗+1−pα
i (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

logR

.o(R−2n+2 log2R) = o(R−min{2,n−2}).

For l = r,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,rU

pα−1
s (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2 logRUpα−1

s (x)U2∗+1−pα
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−2n+2 log2R) = o(R−min{2,n−2}),

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,rU

pα−2
r (x)

ν
∑

i 6=r

Ui(x)Z
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

i 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2 logRUi(x)U

2∗−1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−2n+4 logR) = o(R−min{2,n−2}).

Thus

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2
J2,1,l,i

(

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Subcase A.3. |xl| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 and 0 < α < 2. We have

J2,1,l,i ≤
λ

n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
≤

λ
α
2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
R−n+2.

Thus for l 6= r,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−1
s (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2U2∗−1

s (x)Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−2n+4) = o(R−min{α,n−2}),

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,lU

pα−2
r (x)

ν
∑

i 6=r

Ui(x)Z
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

l 6=r

ν
∑

i 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2Upα−1

r (x)U2∗+1−pα
i (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−2n+4−α) = o(R−min{α,n−2}).

For l = r,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,rU

pα−1
s (x)Zn+1

r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

s 6=r

∫

{Us(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2Upα−1

s (x)U2∗+1−pα
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−2n+4−α) = o(R−min{α,n−2}),

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
J2,1,rU

pα−2
r (x)

ν
∑

i 6=r

Ui(x)Z
n+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ν
∑

i 6=r

∫

{Ur(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}∩{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }
R−n+2Ui(x)U

2∗−1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.o(R−2n+4) = o(R−min{α,n−2}).

So we can get that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2
J2,1,l,i

(

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Subcase A.4. 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 ≤ |xl| . For this case, we have

J2,1,l,i .

∫

B
( C
λlλi

)
1
2
(zl)

Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy .

∫

|yl|≤(
Cλl
λi

)
1
2

λ
n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |yl|)n+2−α|xl − yl|α
dyl

.























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Thus similar to the above cases A.1-A.3, we can get that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|xl|≥2(
λl
λi

)
1
2

J2,1,l

(

(
ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

As a consequence, combining cases A.1-A.4, we get, for l ≻ i,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

J2,1,l,i

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Case B. l ≺ i. For this case, we also have

J2,1,l,i ≤

∫

Bc

( 1
16λlλi

)
1
2

(zi)
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy

≤

∫

|yi|≥(
λi

16λl
)
1
2

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2(1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α|xi − yi|α

dyi.

Subcase B.1. |xi| ≤ 2(λi
λl
)
1
2 . We have that

|J2,1,l,i| .















λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n
2 log λi

λl
, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n−2+α

2 , if 0 < α < 2.
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Thus similar to case A, we can get that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|xi|≤2(
λi
λl

)
1
2

J2,1,l,i

(

(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Subcase B.2. 4C∗ λl
λi

≥ |xi| ≥ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 . We have

J2,1,l,i ≤

∫

{|yi|≥8C∗ λl
λi

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2(1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α|xi − yi|α

dyi

+

∫

{(
λi

16λl
)
1
2 ≤|yi|≤8C∗ λl

λi
}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2|xi − yi|α
dyi

.λ
α
2
i (
λl
λi

)
n−2+α

2 +















λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n+2−α

2
1

|xi|α−2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n+2−α

2 log λi
λl|xi|

, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n−2+α

2 , if 0 < α < 2.

For this case, we have that |xl| ≤ 8C∗. Thus

|J2,1,l,i| .























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Subcase B.3. 4C∗ λl
λi

≤ |xi|. We have

J2,1,l,i ≤

∫

{|yi|≥8C∗ λl
λi

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2(1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α|xi − yi|α

dyi

+

∫

{(
λi

16λl
)
1
2 ≤|yi|≤8C∗ λl

λi
}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2|xi − yi|α
dyi

.λ
α
2
i

(

λl
λi

)
n−2−α

2 1

|xi|α
.

For this case, we have that |xi| ≤
λi|xl|
2λl

. Thus

|J2,1,l,i| .























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Thus similar to case A, we get that, for l ≺ i,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

J2,1,l,i

(

(
ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Case C. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λi ≥ λl ≥ λi. For this case, we also have that

J2,1,l,i ≤

∫

Bc
|zi−zl|

4

(zi)
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy

.

∫

{|yi|≥
λi|zi−zl|

4
}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi.
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Subcase C.1. |xi| ≤ 4λi|zi − zl|.

J2,1,l,i .















λ
α
2
i (λi|zi − zl|)

−n, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i (λi|zi − zl|)

−n log(λi|zi − zl|), if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i (λi|zi − zl|)

−n+2−α, if 0 < α < 2.

Subcase C.2. |xi| ≥ 4λi|zi − zl|. We have

|J2,1,l,i| .

∫

{|yi|≥2|xi|}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

+

∫

{
λi|zi−zl|

4
≤|yi|≤2|xi|}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

.λ
α
2
i (|xi|)

−n +























λ
α
2
i

(1+|xi|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

(1+|xi|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

(1+|xi|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2,

where zil := λi|zi − zl|. Thus for i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λi ≥ λl ≥ λi,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

J2,1,l,i

(

(

ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Case D. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λi ≤ λl. For this case, we have

J2,1,l,i ≤

∫

B
2λ

1
2
2 |zi−zl|

λ
1
2
1

(zl)
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy

.

∫

{|yl|≤2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi−zl|}

λ
n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |yl|)n+2−α|zil|n−2|xl − yl|α
dyl.

Subcase D.1. |xl| ≤ 2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi − zl|. We have

|J2,1,l,i| .



















λ
α
2
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)2

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)2

log(1 + |xl|), if α = 2,

λ
α
α
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)α

, if 0 < α < 2.

Subcase D.2. |xl| ≥ 2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi − zl|. We have

|J2,1,l,i| .



















λ
α
2
l

1
Rn−α

il

1
(1+|xl|)α

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

logRil

Rn−2
il

1
(1+|xl|)2

, if α = 2,

λ
α
α
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)α

, if 0 < α < 2.

Thus for i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λi ≤ λl,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

J2,1,l,i

(

(
ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).
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Case E. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and λl ≤ λi ≤ 16λl. Similar to the case C, we can get
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

J2,1,l,i

(

(

ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Case F. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λl ≤ λi. We have

|J2,1,l,i| ≤

∫

λ
1
2
l

|zi−zl|

8λ
1
2
i

≤|y−zi|

Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy

≤

∫

{|yi|≥
Ril
8

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi.

Subcase F.1. |xi| ≤ 2Ril. We have

|J2,1,l,i|

.

∫

{|yi|≥4|zil|}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

+

∫

{4|zil|≥|yi|≥
Ril
8

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

.
1

|zil|n
λ

α
2
i

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2

+



















λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2 + λ

α
2
i

1
|zil|n+2−α (

λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2

1
Rα−2

il

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n
2

(

log |zli|+ log |zil|
Ril

)

, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n−2+α (

λl
λi
)−

n−2+α
2 , if 0 < α < 2.

Since |xi| ≤ 2Ril and 16λl ≤ λi, we get |xl| ≤ 2|zli|. Thus

|J2,1,l,i| .























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Subcase F.2. 1
4 |zil| ≥ |xi| ≥ 2Ril. We have

|J2,1,l,i|

.

∫

{|yi|≥
1
2
|zil|}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

+

∫

{ 1
2
|zil|≥|yi|≥

Ril
8

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

.
1

|zil|n
λ

α
2
i

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2

+



























λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2

+ λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n+2−α

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2 1

Rα−2
il

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(

λl
λi

)−n
2
log |zli|, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n−2+α

(

λl
λi

)−n−2+α
2

, if 0 < α < 2.

Since

∫

{|yi|≥
1
2
|zil|}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi
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.
1

|zil|n
λ

α
2
i

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2

+























λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(

λl
λi

)−n
2
log |zli|, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n−2+α

(

λl
λi

)−n−2+α
2

, if 0 < α < 2,

and
∫

{ 1
2
|zil|≥|yi|≥

Ril
8

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

.
λ

α
2
i

Rn+2−α
il

×











1
|xi|α−2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

log |zil|
|xi|

, if α = 2,

|zil|
α−2, if 0 < α < 2,

we have

|J2,1,l,i| .
λ

α
2
i

Rn+2−α
il

×











1
|xi|α−2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

(log |zil|
|xi|

+ log |zli|), if α = 2,

|zil|
α−2, if 0 < α < 2.

Since |xi| ≤
1
4 |zil|, then

λi
λl
|xl| ≤ 2|zil|. Thus

|J2,1,l,i| .























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Subcase F.3. 1
4 |zil| ≤ |xi| ≤ 4|zil|. We have

|J2,1,l,i|

.

∫

{|yi|≥8|zil|}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

+

∫

{8|zil|≥|yi|≥
Ril
8

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

.
1

|zil|n
λ

α
2
i

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2

+















λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n
2 log |zli|, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n−2+α (

λl
λi
)−

n−2+α
2 , if 0 < α < 2.

For this case, we have that |xl| ≤ 5λl
λi
|zil|. Thus

|J2,1,l,i| .























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α(λl

λi
)
α−2
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Subcase F.4. 4|zil| ≤ |xi|. We have

|J2,1,l,i|

.

∫

{|yi|≥
|xi|

2
|}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi
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+

∫

{
|xi|

2
≥|yi|≥

Ril
8

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi

.
1

|xi|n
λ

α
2
i

(

λl
λi

)−n+2−α
2

+















λ
α
2
i

1
|xi|α

1
|zil|n−α (

λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|xi|2

1
|zil|n−2 (

λl
λi
)−

n
2 log |zli|, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|xi|α

1
|zil|n−2 (

λl
λi
)−

n−2+α
2 , if 0 < α < 2.

Since |xi| ≥ 4|zil|, we have that λi
λl
|xl| ≤ 5|xi|. Thus

|J2,1,l,i| .























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α(λl

λi
)
α−2
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Thus for i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λl ≤ λi
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

J2,1,l,i

(

(

ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x))
pα−1 − Upα−1

r (x)

)

Zn+1
r (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(R−min{α,n−2}).

Combining all the cases A− F , we get that

J2 = (2∗ − pα)

∫

Rn

U2∗−2
r (y)Zn+1

r (y)
∑

i 6=r

Ui(y)dy + o(R−min{α,n−2}). (3.9)

Finally, combining (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9), we get

lim
k→+∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

R
min{α,n−2}
(k)

(
∫

h(k)Z
n+1
r,(k) −

ν
∑

j=1,j 6=k

∫

U2∗−pα
j,(k) Upα−1

i,(k) λr,(k)∂λr,(k)
Ur,(k)(x)dx

−

∫

Rn

(2∗ − 1)U2∗−2
r,(k)

ν
∑

j 6=l

Uj,(k)Z
n+1
r,(k)(x)dx+

∫

Rn

U2∗−pα
r,(k)

ν
∑

j 6=l

Upα−1
j,(k) (x)Zn+1

r,(k)(x)dx

)∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

(3.10)

This contradicts (3.6) and hence concludes our proof of Lemma 3.1. �

Now let us go back to (3.4). Noting that R ≈ Q
1

n−2 , in proposition 7.5, we will provide two important
estimates, which lead to

∫

|N(ρ, σ)Zn+1
r |dx+

∫

|N1(ρ, σ)Z
n+1
r |dx = o

(

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2

)

+ ‖f‖H−1 . (3.11)

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that u satisfies (1.5) with δ small enough. Then

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 . ‖f‖H−1 .

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.2 is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.3. in [25] by making use of Lemma 3.1
and Lemma A.2, so we omit the details here. �

Now we are ready to prove our main result – Theorem 1.2.
Proof of Theorem 1.2 Write ρ = ρ0 + ρ1, where ρ0 solves (3.3). By Proposition 7.1, we have

‖∇ρ0‖L2 . ζn,α(Q).

By Proposition 7.4, one has

‖∇ρ1‖L2 . Q1+
min{α,n−2}

n−2 + ‖f‖H−1 .

Since we have proved Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 . ‖f‖H−1 in Lemma 3.2, then

‖∇ρ‖L2 ≤ ‖∇ρ0‖L2 + ‖∇ρ1‖L2 . ζn,α(‖f‖H−1).
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Here we have used the fact that ζn,α(x) is increasing near 0 . Therefore (1.6) holds. Finally, (1.7) follows

from the fact
∫

RN

(

1
|x|α ∗ U [zi, λi]

pα
)

U [zi, λi]
pα−1 U [zj , λj ] dx ≈ qij ≤ Q and Lemma 3.2. This concludes

our proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.4. The proof is identical to that of Corollary 3.4 in [28].

It remains to establish Proposition 7.1 and Proposition 7.4. These depend crucially on the estimate of
ρ0, which will be done in Section 7.

4. Setting Up Spaces and Norms

Let us begin with a rough analysis. Consider the equation (3.2) of ρ. The linearized operator is
∆ρ + N1(ρ, σ), h + N(ρ, σ) + f is the non-homogeneous term and ρ is the solution. h is the main data
that encodes the interaction of bubbles. N(ρ, σ) is a higher-order term in ρ and negligible. Therefore,
an approximation of ρ can be obtained from studying the linear equation ∆ρ0 + N1(ρ0, σ) = h. As
the interaction of bubbles becomes smaller and smaller, (∆ρ0 +N1(ρ0, σ))Z

a
i will converge to 0 . This

indicates the linearized operator has a non-trivial approximate kernel when the interaction is small.
According to Fredholm’s alternative, to solve ∆ρ0 + N1(ρ0, σ) = h in a nice space, one needs h to be
orthogonal to the approximate kernel. Equivalently, we can project h to the orthogonal space of the
approximate kernel. This amounts to solving the equation up to some Lagrange multiplier.

It leads us to consider consider the following linear equation






























∆φ+N1(φ, σ)

= h+
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

in Rn,

∫

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

ρ = 0,

i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n+ 1,
(4.1)

where σ =
∑ν

i=1 U [zi, λi] is the sum of a family of δ-interacting bubbles. We always assume δ is very
small. We shall use finite-dimensional reduction to prove the solvability of φ given a reasonable h in
Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.2. To this end, we need to set up the norms and spaces.

Let I = {1, 2, · · · , ν}. Recall that xi = λi (x− zi),

Rij := max
i 6=j∈I

{

√

λi/λj ,
√

λj/λi,
√

λiλj

∣

∣

∣
zi − z

(k)
j

∣

∣

∣

}

,

and

R :=
1

2
min
i 6=j∈I

{Rij} .

When n = 6 and α = 4, we also define the following v-weight and w-weight:

vini (x, t) =
λ4i t

−4

〈xi〉
4 χ{|xi|≤R2}, vouti (x, t) =

λ4i t
−4R2

〈xi〉
5 χ{|xi|>R2},

win
i (x, t) =

λ2i t
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2}, wout

i (x, t) =
λ2i t

−4R2

〈xi〉
3 χ{|xi|>R2}.

Now we can define ‖ · ‖∗∗ and ‖ · ‖∗ norms as

‖h‖∗∗ = sup
x∈R6

|h(x)|V −1(x), ‖φ‖∗ = sup
x∈R6

|φ(x)|W−1(x)

with the total weights

V (x) =
∑ν

i=1

(

vini (x,R) + vouti (x,R)
)

,
W (x) =

∑ν
i=1

(

win
i (x,R) + wout

i (x,R)
)

.

For simplicity, we denote v
in (out)
i (x) = v

in (out)
i (x,R) and w

in (out)
i (x) = w

in (out)
i (x,R).
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Lemma 4.1. There exist a small constant δ0 = δ0(n, ν) and a constant C(n, ν) such that if δ < δ0, then
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

R6

σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)−

ν
∑

i=1

∫

R6

U2
i (y)

|x− y|4
dyUi(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∗∗

≤ C(n, ν).

Proof. We use proof by contradiction. Suppose that there is a constant δ0 and a sequence of ν bubbles
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1

with the interaction no more than 1
k , such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

R6

σ2(k)(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(k)(x)−

ν
∑

i=1

∫

R6

U2
i,(k)(y)

|x− y|4
dyUi,(k)(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∗∗,(k)

→ +∞. (4.2)

Going to a subsequence if necessary, we assume that
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1
satisfying (2.1),

(2.2) and (2.3). For convenience, in the following, We omit the subscript (k).
First, we have that

h = J1 + J2,

where

J1 =

ν
∑

i=1

ν
∑

j=1,j 6=i

U2∗−2
j (x)Ui(x),

and

J2 =

∫

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(y))
2 −

∑ν
i=1 U

2
i (y)

|x− y|4
dy

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x).

In Proposition 3.4. of [25], the authors proved that ‖J1‖∗∗ ≤ C(n, ν). So we omit the proof of J1. For J2,
we have that

J2 =Dn,α

∫

Rn

∑ν
l=1

∑

i 6=l Ui(y)Ul(y)

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x)

.

ν
∑

l=1

∑

i 6=l

∫

Rn

Ui(y)Ul(y)

|x− y|α
dy(Ui(x) + Ul(x)) + J1

.

ν
∑

l=1

∑

i 6=l

∫

{Ui(y)≤Ul(y)}

Ui(y)Ul(y)

|x− y|α
dy(Ui(x) + Ul(x)) + J1

.

ν
∑

l=1

∑

i 6=l

J2,l,i(Ui(x) + Ul(x)) + J1.

Similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1, we get the following estimates on J2,l,i.

Case A.1. l ≻ i and |xl| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 . We have

J2,l,i .
λ2i

(1 + |xl|)2
.

Thus |J2,l,i(Ui(x) + Ul(x))| . V (x).

Case A.2. l ≻ i and |xl| ≥ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 . We have

J2,l,i .
λ2l

(1 + |xl|)4
R−2

il .

Case B.1. l ≺ i and |xi| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 . We have that

J2,l,i . λ2i (
λl
λi

)3.
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Case B.2. l ≺ i and 2C∗ λi
λl

≥ |xi| ≥ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 . We have that

J2,l,i .
λ2l
|xi|2

.

Case B.3. l ≺ i and 2C∗ λi
λl

≤ |xi|. We have that

J2,l,i .
λ2l

(1 + |xl|)4
R−4

il .

Case C.1. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l, |xi| ≤ 2λi|zi − zl| and 16λi ≥ λl ≥ λi. We have

J2,l,i . λ2iR
−6
il .

Case C.2. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l, |xi| ≥ 2λi|zi − zl| and 16λi ≥ λl ≥ λi. We have

J2,l,i .
λ2i

(1 + |xi|)4
R−2

il .

Case D.1. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l, |xl| ≤ 2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi − zl|. and 16λi ≤ λl. We have

J2,l,i .
λ2l

(1 + |xl|)2
R−4

il .

Case D.2. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l, |xl| ≥ 2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi − zl|. and 16λi ≤ λl. We have

J2,l,i .
λ2l

(1 + |xl|)4
R−2

il .

Case E. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and λl ≤ λi ≤ 16λl. Similar to the case C, we can get that

J2,l,i(Ui(x) + Ul(x)) . V (x).

Case F.1. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l, |xi| ≤ 2Ril. and 16λl ≤ λi. We have

J2,l,i . λ2iR
−6
il .

Case F.2. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l, |zil| ≥ |xi| ≥ 2Ril. and 16λl ≤ λi. We have

J2,l,i .
λ2i
|xi|2

R−4
il .

Case F.2. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l, |zil| ≤ |xi| and 16λl ≤ λi. We have

J2,l,i .
λ2i
|xi|4

|zli|
−2.

Combining all above cases, we get that ‖J2‖∗∗ ≤ C(n, ν). As a consequence, we arrive at

lim sup
k→+∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

R6

σ2(k)(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(k)(x)−

ν
∑

i=1

∫

R6

U2
i,(k)(y)

|x− y|4
dyUi,(k)(x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∗∗,(k)

≤ C(n, ν),

which contradicts (4.2). �

Lemma 4.2. Assume that n ≥ 7 and 0 < α ≤ 4 or n = 6 and 0 < α < 4 or 3 ≤ n ≤ 5 and 0 < α ≤ 4,
then there exists a constant C(n, ν, α) > 0 depending only on n, α and ν such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)−

ν
∑

i=1

∫

Rn

Upα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

i (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C(n, ν, α)R−min{α,n−2}. (4.3)
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Proof. We use proof by contradiction. Suppose that there are constant δ0 and a sequence of ν bubbles
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1

with the interaction no more than 1
k , such that

R
−min{α,n−2}
(k)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rn

σpα(k)(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1

(k) (x)−
ν
∑

i=1

∫

Rn

Upα
i,(k)(y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

i,(k) (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2 (Rn)

→ +∞. (4.4)

Extracting a subsequence if necessary, we assume that
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1
satisfying

(2.1), (2.2) and (2.3). For the sake of simplicity, in what follows, we omit the subscript (k).
First, we have that

h = J1 + J2 + J3,

where

J1 =

ν
∑

i=1

U2∗−pα
i (x)

(

(

ν
∑

j=1

Uj(x))
pα−1 −

ν
∑

j=1

Upα−1
j (x)

)

,

J2 = Dn,α

∫

Rn

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(y))
pα −

∑ν
i=1 U

pα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dy(

ν
∑

i=1

Ui(x))
pα−1

and

J3 =
ν
∑

i=1

ν
∑

j=1,j 6=i

U2∗−pα
j (x)Upα−1

i (x).

We compute J3. From Lemma A.3, we have that

‖J3‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤











R−α, if n+ 2− 2α > 0,

R−α log
n+2
2n R, if n+ 2− 2α = 0,

Rn+2−α, if n+ 2− 2α < 0.

Now we compute J1. If Ul(x) = maxi{Ui(x)}, then we have that

J1 ≤ CU2∗−2
l (x)

∑

i 6=l

Ui(x) = C
∑

i 6=l

λ2l
〈xl〉

4

λ
n−2
2

i

〈xi〉
n−2 .

From Lemma A.3 and Lemma A.6, we get that





∫

{Ul(x)=maxi{Ui(x)}}

∑

i 6=l

(
λ2l

〈xl〉
4

λ
n−2
2

i

〈xi〉
n−2 )

2n
n+2dx





n+2
2n

=











O(R−n+2
2 ), if n ≥ 7,

O(R−4 log
2
3 R), if n = 6,

O(R−(n−2)), if n ≤ 5.

Thus

‖J1‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

.











O(R−n+2
2 ), if n ≥ 7,

O(R−4 log
2
3 R), if n = 6,

O(R−(n−2))), if n ≤ 5.

Now we compute J2 and get

|J2| .

∫

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(y))
pα −

∑ν
i=1 U

pα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

i=1

Upα−1
i (x)

.

ν
∑

l=1

∫

{Ul(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}}

(
∑ν

i=1 Ui(y))
pα −

∑ν
i=1 U

pα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

i=1

Upα−1
i (x)
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:=
ν
∑

l=1

J2,l

ν
∑

j=1

Upα−1
j (x).

It is easy to check that

|J2,l| .
∑

i 6=l

∫

{Ul(y)=maxi{Ui(y)}}
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy :=

∑

i 6=l

J2,l,i.

First, we have that |J2,l,i| ≤ o(1)(U2∗−pα
l (x) + U2∗−pα

i (x)). Thus
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ν
∑

l=1

∑

i 6=l

∑

j 6=l,j 6=i

J2,l,iU
pα−1
j (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2 (Rn)

. R−min{α,n−2}.

Next, we compute
∑ν

l=1

∑

i 6=l J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x)).
Case A. l ≻ i. For this case, we have that

J2,l,i .

∫

B
( C
λlλi

)
1
2
(zl)

Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy .

∫

|yl|≤(
Cλl
λi

)
1
2

λ
n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |yl|)n+2−α|xl − yl|α
dyl.

Subcase A.1. |xl| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 and 2 < α ≤ 4. We have that

J2,l,i .
λ

n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |xl|)2
.

Subcase A.2. |xl| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 and α = 2. We have that

J2,l,i(x) .
λ

α
2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
R−n+2

il log(|xl|+ 1).

Subcase A.3. |xl| ≤ 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 and 0 < α < 2. We have that

J2,l,i ≤
λ

n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
≤

λ
α
2
l

(1 + |xl|)α
R−n+2.

Thus

(

∫

{|xl|≤2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase A.4. 2(λl
λi
)
1
2 ≤ |xl|. For this case, we have that

J2,l,i .

∫

B
( C
λlλi

)
1
2
(zl)

Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy .

∫

|yl|≤(
Cλl
λi

)
1
2

λ
n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |yl|)n+2−α|xl − yl|α
dyl

.























λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
l

(1+|xl|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.

Thus

(

∫

{|xl|≥2(
λl
λi

)
1
2 }

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Case B. l ≺ i. For this case, we also have that

J2,l,i ≤

∫

Bc

( 1
16λlλi

)
1
2

(zi)
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy
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≤

∫

|yi|≥(
λi

16λl
)
1
2

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2(1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α|xi − yi|α

dyi.

Subcase B.1. |xi| ≤ 2(λi
λl
)
1
2 . We have that

|J2,l,i| .















λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n
2 log λi

λl
, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n−2+α

2 , if 0 < α < 2.

Thus

(

∫

{|xi|≥2(
λi
λl

)
1
2 }

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase B.2. 2C∗ λi
λl

≥ |xi| ≥ 2(λi
λl
)
1
2 . We have

|J2,l,i| .















λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n+2−α

2
1

|xi|α−2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n+2−α

2 log λi
λl|xi|

, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i (

λl
λi
)
n−2+α

2 , if 0 < α < 2.

Thus

(

∫

{2C∗ λi
λl

≥|xi|≥2(
λi
λl

)
1
2 }

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase B.3. 2C∗ λl
λi

≤ |xi|. We have

|J2,l,i| .
λ

α
2
i

(1 + |xi|)α
R−n+2+α.

Thus

(

∫

{2C∗ λl
λi

≤|xi|}
|J2,l,i(U

pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Case C. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λi ≥ λl ≥ λi. For this case, we also have that

J2,l,i ≤

∫

Bc
|zi−zl|

4

(zi)
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy

.

∫

{|yi|≥
λi|zi−zl|

4
}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi.

Subcase C.1. |xi| ≤ 2λi|zi − zl|.

J2,l,i .















λ
α
2
i (λi|zi − zl|)

−n, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i (λi|zi − zl|)

−n log(λi|zi − zl|), if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i (λi|zi − zl|)

−n+2−α, if 0 < α < 2.

Thus
(

∫

{|xi|≤2λi|zi−zl|}
|J2,l,i(U

pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase C.2. |xi| ≥ 2λi|zi − zl|. We have

|J2,l,i| .























λ
α
2
i

(1+|xi|)α
R−n+α, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

(1+|xi|)α
R−n+2 logR, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

(1+|xi|)α
R−n+2, if 0 < α < 2.
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Thus
(

∫

{|xi|≥2λi|zi−zl|}
|J2,l,i(U

pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Case D. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λi ≤ λl. For this case, we have that

J2,l,i ≤

∫

B
2λ

1
2
2 |zi−zl|

λ
1
2
1

(zl)
Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy

.

∫

{|yl|≤2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi−zl|}

λ
n−2
2

i λ
−n−2−α

2
l

(1 + |yl|)n+2−α|zil|n−2|xl − yl|α
dyl.

Subcase D.1. |xl| ≤ 2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi − zl|. We have that

|J2,l,i| .



















λ
α
2
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)2

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)2

log(1 + |xl|), if α = 2,

λ
α
α
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)α

, if 0 < α ≤ 2.

Thus
(

∫

{|xl|≤2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi−zl|}

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase D.2. |xl| ≥ 2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi − zl|. We have that

|J2,l,i| .



















λ
α
2
l

1
Rn−α

il

1
(1+|xl|)α

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
l

1
Rn−2

il

logRil
1

(1+|xl|)2
, if α = 2,

λ
α
α
l

1
Rn−2

il

1
(1+|xl|)α

, if 0 < α ≤ 2.

Thus
(

∫

{|xl|≥2(λiλl)
1
2 |zi−zl|}

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Case E. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and λl ≤ λi ≤ 16λl. Similar to the case C, we can get that
(∫

Rn

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Case F. i 6≺ l, i 6≻ l and 16λl ≤ λi. We have that

|J2,l,i| ≤

∫

λ
1
2
l

|zi−zl|

8λ
1
2
i

≤|y−zi|

Upα−1
l (y)Ui(y)

1

|x− y|α
dy

≤

∫

{|yi|≥
Ril
8

}

λ
−n+2

2
+α

i λ
n+2−α

2
l

(1 + |yi|)n−2((1 + λl
λi
|yi − zil|)n+2−α)|xi − yi|α

dyi.

Subcase F.1. |xi| ≤ 2Ril. We have that

|J2,l,i| .



















λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2 + λ

α
2
i

1
|zil|n+2−α (

λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2

1
Rα−2

il

, if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n
2 (log |zli|+ log |zil|

Ril
), if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n−2+α (

λl
λi
)−

n−2+α
2 , if 0 < α < 2.
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Thus
(

∫

{|xi|≤2Ril}
|J2,l,i(U

pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase F.2. 1
4 |zil| ≥ |xi| ≥ 2Ril. We get

|J2,l,i| .
λ

α
2
i

Rn+2−α
il

×











1
|xi|α−2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

(log |zil|
|xi|

+ log |zli|), if α = 2,

|zil|
α−2, if 0 < α < 2.

Thus
(

∫

{ 1
4
|zil|≥|xi|≥2Ril}

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase F.3. 1
4 |zil| ≤ |xi| ≤ 4|zil|. We have

|J2,l,i| .















λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n

(λl
λi
)−

n
2 log |zli|, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|zil|n−2+α (

λl
λi
)−

n−2+α
2 , if 0 < α < 2.

Thus
(

∫

{ 1
4
|zil|≤|xi|≤4|zil|}

|J2,l,i(U
pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Subcase F.4. 4|zil| ≤ |xi|. We get

|J2,l,i| .















λ
α
2
i

1
|xi|α

1
|zil|n−α (

λl
λi
)−

n+2−α
2 , if 2 < α ≤ 4,

λ
α
2
i

1
|xi|2

1
|zil|n−2 (

λl
λi
)−

n
2 log |zli|, if α = 2,

λ
α
2
i

1
|xi|α

1
|zil|n−2 (

λl
λi
)−

n−2+α
2 , if 0 < α < 2.

Thus
(

∫

{4|zil|≤|xi|}
|J2,l,i(U

pα−1
l (x) + Upα−1

i (x))|
2n
n+2dx

)
n+2
2n

= O(R−min{n−2,α}).

Combining all the above cases, we finally get that ‖J2‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

= O(R−min{n−2,α}). Thus

lim sup
k→+∞

R
min{α,n−2}
(k)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Rn

σpα(k)(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1

(k) (x)−
ν
∑

i=1

∫

Rn

Upα
i,(k)(y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

i,(k) (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C(n, ν, α),

which contradicts (4.4). This concludes our proof of Lemma 4.2.
�

5. The Spectral Inequality

As a preparation step for the proof of Theorem 1.2, we derive a spectral inequality (5.5) which will be
employed in the proof of Lemma 7.2. Recall that

qij =

(

λi
λj

+
λj
λi

+ λiλj |zi − zj |
2

)−n−2
2

, (5.1)

Q = max{qij : i, j = 1, . . . , ν, i 6= j}, (5.2)

Rij = max

{√

λi
λj
,

√

λj
λi
,
√

λiλj|zi − zj |

}

≃ q
− 1

n−2s

ij for i, j = 1, . . . , ν, i 6= j (5.3)
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and

R =
1

2
min{Rij : i, j = 1, . . . , ν, i 6= j}. (5.4)

Proposition 5.1. Let n ∈ N, ν ∈ N, 0 < α ≤ 4, α < n, n ≥ 3 and δ0 > 0 is sufficiently small. Suppose
that the ν-tuple (U1, . . . , Uν) of bubbles is δ

′-interacting for some δ′ ∈ (0, δ0). If ̺ = ̺(x) is a function in

Ḣ1(Rn) that satisfies
∫

Rn

∇̺∇Uidx =

∫

Rn

∇̺∇Za
i dx = 0

for all i = 1, . . . , ν and a = 1, . . . , n+ 1, then there exists a constant c0 ∈ (0, 1) such that
∫

Rn

Dn,α

(
∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1(y)ρ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x) +

∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)ρ(x)

)

ρ(x)dx

≤c0

∫

Rn

|∇ρ|2 dx,

(5.5)

where σ =
∑ν

i=1 Ui.

Proof. The case ν = 1 is clear. In the sequel, we assume that ν ≥ 2.

To the contrary, suppose that there exist sequences of small positive numbers {δ′m}m∈N, δ
′
m-interacting

ν-tuples of bubbles {(U1,m, . . . , Uν,m)}m∈N, functions {̺m}m∈N in Ḣ1(Rn), and numbers {cm}m∈N in (0, 1]
such that δ′m → 0 and cm → 1 as m→ ∞,

‖̺m‖Ḣ1(Rn) = 1,

∫

N1(σm, ̺m)̺mdx = sup

{∫

N1(σm, ̺)̺dx : ‖̺‖Ḣ1(Rn) = 1

}

≥ cm, (5.6)

∫

Rn

∇̺∇Ui,mdx =

∫

Rn

∇̺∇Za
i,mdx = 0 (5.7)

for m ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , ν, and a = 1, . . . , n+ 1. Here, σm :=
∑ν

i=1 Ui,m and

N1(η, ξ) = Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pα|η|
pα−2(y)η(y)ξ(y)

|x− y|α
dy|η|pα−1(x) +

∫

Rn

|η|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)|η|pα−2(x)ξ(x)

)

.

In view of (5.6)–(5.7), we know that

(−∆)̺m − µmN1(σm, ̺m) =

ν
∑

i=1

µi,mU
n+2
n−2

i,m +

ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

µai,mN2(Ui,m, Zi,m) in Rn, (5.8)

where µm, µi,m, µ
a
i,m ∈ R are Lagrange multipliers, and

N2(η, ξ) =

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |η|pα
)

(pα − 1)|η|pα−2ξ + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (|η|pα−2ηξ)
)

|η|pα−1

]

.

Testing (5.8) with ̺m and using (5.7) yield

µm = (N(σm, ̺m))−1 ∈
[

c(n, ν, α), c−1
m

]

, (5.9)

where the lower bound c(n, ν, α) is positive and dependent only on n, α, and ν. Hence, we may assume
that µm → µ∞ ∈ [c(n, ν, α), 1] as m→ ∞.

Let qij,m, Rm, Rij,m, and Qm be the quantities introduced in (5.1), (5.2), (5.3), and (5.4), respectively,
where (zi, zj , λi, λj) is replaced with (zi,m, zj,m, λi,m, λj,m). We present the rest of the proof by dividing
it into three steps.

Step 1. We claim that
ν
∑

i=1

|µi,m|+
ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

∣

∣µai,m
∣

∣→ 0, as m→ ∞. (5.10)

Testing (5.8) with Uj,m for j = 1, . . . , ν and employing (5.7), we obtain

−µm

∫

Rn

N1(σm, ̺m)Uj,mdx =
ν
∑

i=1

µi,m

∫

Rn

U
n+2
n−2

i,m Uj,mdx+
ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

µai,m

∫

Rn

N2(Ui,m, Zi,m)Uj,mdx.
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On the other hand, Lemma A.3 implies that
∫

Rn

Uα
i U

β
j dx ≃ q

min{α,β}
ij for any i, j = 1, . . . , ν, i 6= j (5.11)

provided α, β ≥ 0, α 6= β, and α+ β = 2n
n−2 . By (5.7) and (5.11), we have

∫

Rn

U
n+2
n−2

i,m Uj,mdx =







∫

Rn

U [0, 1]
2n
n−2dx, if i = j,

O(qij,m), if i 6= j,

∫

Rn

N2(Ui,m, Zi,m)Uj,mdx =

{

0, if i = j,

O(qij,m), if i 6= j,

and
∫

Rn

N1(σm, ̺m)Uj,mdx =

∫

Rn

(N1(σm, ̺m)−N1(Uj,m, ̺m))Uj,mdx

=O









∑

i=1,...,ν,
i 6=j

[

∥

∥

∥
Upα−1
i,m Uj,m

∥

∥

∥

L
2∗
pα (Rn)

+
∥

∥

∥
U2∗−pα
i,m Upα−1

j,m

∥

∥

∥

L
2∗

2∗−1 (Rn)

]









=O
(

qij,m + q2
∗−pα

ij,m 1{pα>2}

)

.

Thus

O
(

Qm +Q2∗−pα
m

)

=

[∫

Rn

U [0, 1]
2n
n−2dx

]

µj

+
∑

i=1,...,ν,
i 6=j

O(qij,m)µi +
∑

i=1,...,ν,
i 6=j

n+1
∑

a=1

O(qij,m)µai .
(5.12)

Similarly, by testing (5.8) with Zb
j,m, we get

O
(

Qm +Q2∗−pα
m

)

=
∑

i=1,...,ν,
i 6=j

O(qij,m)µi

+
∑

i=1,...,ν,
i 6=j

n+1
∑

a=1

O(qij,m)µai +

[∫

Rn

U [0, 1]
4

n−2

(

Zb[0, 1]
)2

dx

]

µbj,

(5.13)

where Za[0, 1] = ∂U [z,1]
∂za

∣

∣

∣

z=0
for a = 1, · · · , n and Zn+1[0, 1] = ∂U [0,λ]

∂λ

∣

∣

∣

λ=1
. Claim (5.10) follows from

(5.12), (5.13), and the fact that Qm → 0 as m→ ∞.

Step 2. Let

ˆ̺i,m(y) = λ
−n−2

2
i,m ̺m

(

λ−1
i,my + zi,m

)

for y ∈ Rn.

We verify ˆ̺i,m(y) → 0 weakly in Ḣ1(Rn).
By (5.8),

(−∆)ˆ̺i,m − µmN1(σ̂, ˆ̺i,m)

=





ν
∑

j=1

µj,mÛ
n+2
n−2

j,i,m +

ν
∑

j=1

n+1
∑

a=1

µaj,mN2(Ûj,i,m, Ẑ
a
j,m)



 in Rn,
(5.14)

where Ûj,i,m(y) = λ
−n−2

2
i,m Uj,m(λ−1

i,my+zi,m
)

, Ẑa
j,m(y) = λ

−n−2
2

i,m Zj,m(λ−1
i,my+zi,m

)

and σ̂(y) =
∑µ

j=1 Ûj,i,m(y).
In addition,

‖ ˆ̺i,m‖Ḣ1(Rn) = ‖̺m‖Ḣ1(Rn) = 1. (5.15)
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Therefore, we may assume that

ˆ̺i,m ⇀ ˆ̺i,∞ weakly in Ḣ1(Rn) and ˆ̺i,m → ˆ̺i,∞ a.e. as m→ ∞

for some ˆ̺i,∞ ∈ Ḣ1(Rn). By (5.7),
∫

Rn

U [0, 1]
n+2
n−2 ˆ̺i,∞dy =

∫

Rn

U [0, 1]
4

n−2Za[0, 1]ˆ̺i,∞dy = 0 for all a = 1, . . . , n+ 1. (5.16)

Let ψ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) be a test function. Then
∫

Rn

N1(σ̂, ˆ̺i,m)ψdy

=

∫

Rn

N1(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,∞)ψdy +

∫

Rn

(N11(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]) +N12(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1])

+N13(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]) +N14(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]))ψdy + o(1),

where

N11(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]) =

∫

σ̂pα(x)− U [0, 1]pα(x)

|x− y|α
dx(pα − 1)σ̂pα−2(y)ˆ̺i,m(y),

N12(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]) =

∫

U [0, 1]pα(x)

|x− y|α
dx(pα − 1)(σ̂pα−2(y)− U [0, 1]pα−2(y))ˆ̺i,m(y),

N13(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]) =

∫

pα(σ̂
pα(x)− U [0, 1]pα(x))

|x− y|α
dxσ̂pα−1(y)

and

N14(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]) =

∫

pαU [0, 1]pα−1(x))ˆ̺i,m(x)

|x− y|α
dx(σ̂pα−1(y)− U [0, 1]pα−1(y)).

Since ψ . U [0, 1] and

(σ̂pα−1(y)− U [0, 1]pα−1(y))ψ(y) ≤(σ̂pα−1(y)− U [0, 1]pα−1(y))U [0, 1]

≤
ν
∑

j=1

(σ̂pα−1(y)− Ûpα−1
j,i,m (y))Ûj,i,m(y))

≤σ̂pα(y)−
ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα
j,i,m(y),

we get that

∫

N14(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1])ψ .

∫

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(σ̂pα(y)−
∑ν

j=1 Û
pα
j,i,m(y))

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x)ˆ̺i,m(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

(σ̂pα(y)−
∑ν

j=1 Û
pα
j,i,m(y))

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

≤o(1).

Similarly, we have that

N12(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1]) .

∫

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

∑ν
j=1 Û

pα
j,i,m(y))

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

j=1

(

σ̂pα−1(x)− Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x)

)

ˆ̺i,m(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dx

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

∑ν
j=1 Û

pα
j,i,m(y))

|x− y|α
dy



σ̂pα−1(x)−
ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x)





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

≤o(1).
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By directly computations, we get that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

N11(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1])ψ

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∫

σ̂pα(x)−
∑ν

j=1 Û
pα
j,i,m(x)

|x− y|α
dx(pα − 1)σ̂pα−2(y)ˆ̺i,m(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∫

∑ν
j 6=i Û

pα
j,i,m(x)

|x− y|α
dx(pα − 1)(σ̂pα−2(y)− U [0, 1]pα−2(y))ˆ̺i,m(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ν
∑

j 6=i

Û2∗−pα
j,i,m (y)U [0, 1]pα−1(y)ˆ̺i,m(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

(σ̂pα(y)−
∑ν

j=1 Û
pα
j,i,m(y))

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

∑ν
j=1 Û

pα
j,i,m(y)

|x− y|α
dy(σ̂pα−1(x)−

ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x))

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ν
∑

j 6=i

Û2∗−pα
j,i,m (y)U [0, 1]pα−1(y)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

≤o(1).

Similarly, we have that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

N13(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,m, U [0, 1])ψ

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∫

σ̂pα(x)−
∑ν

j=1 Û
pα
j,i,m(x)

|x− y|α
dx(pα − 1)σ̂pα−2(y)ˆ̺i,m(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∫

∑ν
j 6=i Û

pα
j,i,m(x)

|x− y|α
dx(pα − 1)(σ̂pα−2(y)− U [0, 1]pα−2(y))ˆ̺i,m(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ν
∑

j 6=i

Û2∗−pα
j,i,m (y)U [0, 1]pα−1(y)ˆ̺i,m(y)ψ(y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

(σ̂pα(y)−
∑ν

j=1 Û
pα
j,i,m(y))

|x− y|α
dy

ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

∑ν
j=1 Û

pα
j,i,m(y)

|x− y|α
dy(σ̂pα−1(x)−

ν
∑

j=1

Ûpα−1
j,i,m (x))

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ν
∑

j 6=i

Û2∗−pα
j,i,m (y)U [0, 1]pα−1(y)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L
2n
n+2

‖ ˆ̺i,m(x)‖Ḣ1

≤o(1).

Accordingly, by taking the limit m→ ∞ in (5.14), we find that

(−∆)ˆ̺i,∞ − µ∞N1(U [0, 1], ˆ̺i,∞) = 0 in Rn, (5.17)
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where µ∞ ∈ [c(n, ν, α), 1]. From (5.16), (5.17), the fact that U [0, 1] is an extremal function of the following
problem

S1 := inf
u∈Ḣ1(Rn)\{0}

∫

Rn |∇u|2dx
(

∫

Rn

(

Dn,α

|x−y|α ∗ |u|pα
)

|u|pαdx
)

1
pα

, (5.18)

and Lemma A.1 (or see the proof of Theorem 1.5 in [36]), we conclude that ˆ̺i,∞ = 0 in Rn.

Step 3. Finally, we prove that

lim
m→∞

∫

Rn

N1(σm, ̺m)̺mdx = 0. (5.19)

Its validity will imply that (5.5) holds, because it contradicts (5.9).
Given any number L > 0, let Ω(m),L := ∪ν

i=1{|yi,m| ≤ L} and Ωc
(m),L be its complement. It holds that

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1
m (y)̺m(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1

m (x)̺m(x)dx

=

∫

Ω(m),L

∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1
m (y)̺m(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1

m (x)̺m(x)dx+

∫

Ωc
(m),L

∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1
m (y)̺m(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1

m (x)̺m(x)dx

.‖σpα−1
m (y)̺m(y)‖

L
2∗
pα (Rn)

‖σpα−1
m (x)̺m(x)‖

L
2∗
pα (Ω(m),L)

+ ‖σpα−1
m (y)̺m(y)‖

L
2∗
pα (Rn)

‖σpα−1
m (x)̺m(x)‖

L
2∗
pα (Ωc

(m),L
)

.o(1) +
1

L
n(pα−1)

2∗

,

(5.20)

and similarly,
∫

Rn

∫

Rn

σpαm (y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2

m (x)̺2m(x)dx

.

∫

Rn

σ2
∗−2

m (x)̺2m(x)dx . o(1) +
1

L4
,

(5.21)

which yields (5.19), because L > 0 can be taken arbitrarily large. �

6. The Estimate for the Main Part of Error Function

This section is the central part of this paper. We shall establish the estimates for the main part of ρ,
i.e., ρ0, see Proposition 6.4 and Proposition 6.5, which comes from the interaction between bubbles. The
crucial part is to obtain a priori estimate in Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.2.

6.1. A Priori Estimate. Suppose that
{

Ui,(k) : i = 1, · · · , ν
}

is a sequence of ν bubbles satisfying
(2.1), (2.2), and (2.3). Recall the definition of S(i) = {j ∈ I : i ≺ j}, see (2.7). Recall that
xi,(k) = λi,(k)

(

x− zi,(k)
)

, zij,(k) = λi,(k)
(

zj,(k) − zi,(k)
)

and the definition of C∗, see (2.4). Let us de-
fine

Ω(k) :=
⋃

i∈I

{

x :
∣

∣xi,(k)
∣

∣ ≤ L
}

,

Ωi,(k) :=
{

x :
∣

∣xi,(k)
∣

∣ ≤ L,
∣

∣xi,(k) − zij,(k)
∣

∣ ≥ ǫ1,∀j ∈ S(i)
}

with a large constant L = L (n, ν, C∗, α) and a small constant ǫ1 = ǫ1 (n, ν, C
∗, α) to be determined later.

The domain Ωi,(k) is where Ui,(k) dominates over other bubbles, and there is no ”singular bubble” in Ωi,(k).
When k is large enough, one can see that
(1) For all j ∈ S(i),

{∣

∣xi,(k) − zij,(k)
∣

∣ ≤ ǫ1
}

⊂⊂
{∣

∣xi,(k)
∣

∣ ≤ L
}

. Moreover,

{∣

∣xj,(k)
∣

∣ ≤ L
}

⊂⊂

{

∣

∣xi,(k) − zij,(k)
∣

∣ ≤
1

2
ǫ1

}

.
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(2) If i and j are incomparable (that is, i ⊀ j and j ⊀ i ), then Ωi,(k) and Ωj,(k) are disjoint.

Proposition 6.1. There exist positive constants δ0 and C, independent of δ, such that for all δ 6 δ0, if
{Ui}1≤i≤ν is a δ-interacting bubble family and φ solves the equation







































∆φ+D6,4

(

∫

R6
2σ(y)φ(y)
|x−y|4

dyσ(x) +
∫

R6
2σ2(y)
|x−y|4

dyφ(x)

)

= h+
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

in R6,

∫

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

φ = 0,

i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n+ 1,

(6.1)

for some h with ‖h‖∗∗ <∞. Then

‖φ‖∗ ≤ C‖h‖∗∗. (6.2)

Proof. Step 1. We claim that
∣

∣

∣
cjb

∣

∣

∣
. Q‖h‖∗∗ + ζ6,4(Q)2‖φ‖∗, 1 ≤ j ≤ ν, 1 ≤ b ≤ n+ 1.

Multiplying (3.1) by Zb
j and integrating we get

∫

D6,4

(∫

R6

2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

R6

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

)

Zb
j

=

∫

hZb
j +

∑

i,a

∫

cia

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

Zb
j

(6.3)

for any 1 ≤ j ≤ ν, 1 ≤ b ≤ n+1. Here we used the orthogonal condition in (4.1). By the Lemma A.3, for
a, b ≤ n+ 1, there exist some constants γb > 0 such that

∑

i,a

∫

cia

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

Zb
j

=cjbγ
b +

∑

i 6=j

n+1
∑

a=1

ciaO (qij) .

(6.4)

Plugging in the above estimates to (6.3), we see that
{

cjb

}

satisfies the linear system

cjbγ
b +

∑

i 6=j

n+1
∑

a=1

ciaO (qij) =

∫

hZb
j −

∫

D6,4

(∫

R6

2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

R6

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

)

Zb
j .

(6.5)

Denote ~cj :=
(

cj1, · · · , c
j
n+1

)

∈ Rn+1 for j = 1, · · · , ν. We concatenate these vectors to ~c =
(

~c1, · · · ,~cν
)

∈

Rν(n+1) and think of the above equations as a linear system on ~c. Since qij ≤ Q ≤ δ, the coefficient matrix
is diagonally dominant and hence solvable. It remains to estimate the terms on the right-hand side.

For each j and b, by the orthogonal condition in (6.1) and
∣

∣

∣Zb
j

∣

∣

∣ . Uj , we have

∫

D6,4

(∫

R6

2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

R6

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

)

Zb
j (x) =: I1 + I2 + I3, (6.6)

where

|I1| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

D6,4

∫

R6

2(σ(y) − Uj(y))φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)Zb

j (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣
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≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

D6,4

∫

R6

2(σ(y) − Uj(y))φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)Uj(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

|I2| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

D6,4

∫

R6

2Uj(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dy(σ(x)− Uj(x))Z

b
j (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

D6,4

∫

R6

2Uj(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dy(σ(x)− Uj(x))Uj(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and

|I3| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

∫

R6

2(σ2(y)− U2
j (y))

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)Zb

j (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

∫

R6

2(σ2(y)− U2
j (y))

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)Uj(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Thanks to the fact that (σ − Ui)Ui ≥ 0 for each i, we have

(σ − Uj)Uj ≤
∑

i

(σ − Ui)Ui = σ2 −
∑

i

U2
i .

By Lemma 4.1, we have

|I2| . ‖φ‖∗

∫

R6

VW ≤ ‖V ‖L(2∗)′‖W‖L2∗‖φ‖∗ . ζ6,4(Q)2‖φ‖∗,

|I1| ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

D6,4

∫

R6

2(σ(y)−
∑µ

i=1 Ui(y))φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)Uj(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

D6,4

∫

R6

2
∑µ

i 6=j Ui(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyU2

j (x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

D6,4

∫

R6

2
∑µ

i 6=j Ui(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dy(σ(x)− Uj(x))Uj(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.‖φ‖∗

∫

R6

VW ≤ ‖V ‖L(2∗)′‖W‖L2∗‖φ‖∗ . ζ6,4(Q)2‖φ‖∗,

and

|I3| . ‖φ‖∗

∫

R6

VW ≤ ‖V ‖L(2∗)′‖W‖L2∗‖φ‖∗ . ζ6,4(Q)2‖φ‖∗.

Then by Hölder’s inequality, we have

|I1 + I2 + I3| . ‖φ‖∗

∫

VW ≤ ‖V ‖L(2∗)′‖W‖L2∗‖φ‖∗ . ζ6,4(Q)2‖φ‖∗.

We also have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hZb
j

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖h‖∗∗

∫

V Ujdx . R−4‖h‖∗∗ ≈ Q‖h‖∗∗.

By the above two inequalities, we have proved that
∣

∣

∣
cjb

∣

∣

∣
. Q‖h‖∗∗ + ζ6,4(Q)2‖φ‖∗, 1 ≤ j ≤ ν, 1 ≤ b ≤ n+ 1.

Step 2. We claim that, for any fixed M > 0,

|φ(x)| ≤ C(n, ν)(R−4 + ‖h‖∗∗ +
1

M
+M4R−2)W (x) +M7W̄ (x), (6.7)

where W̄ (x) =
∑

i 6=j

(

w̄in
i (x) + w̄out

i (x)
)

is defined by

w̄in
i (x) = λ2iR

−4 〈yi〉
−3 (1 + log 〈xi〉)χ{|xi|≤R2},
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and

w̄out
i (x) = λ2iR

−2 〈yi〉
−4 log 〈xi〉χ{|xi|>R2}.

We prove by contradiction argument. Suppose on the contrary that there is a sequence of ν bubbles
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1

with the interaction no more than 1
k , such that

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈R6

|φ(k)(x)|

(R−4
(k) + ‖h(k)‖∗∗ +

1
M +M4R−2

(k))W(k)(x) +M7W̄(k)(x)
= +∞. (6.8)

Going to a subsequence if necessary, we assume that
{

Ui,(k) := U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1
satisfying (2.1),

(2.2) and (2.3). For convenience, in what follows, we omit the subscript (k).
By Green’s representation, we get that

|φ(x)| .

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

1

|z − x|4

(∫

R6

2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

R6

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

)

dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

1

|z − x|4

(

h+
ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

cia

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (Ui) ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

)

dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

One can check that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

1

|z − x|4

(

h+
ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

cia

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (Ui) ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

)

dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.(R−4 + ‖h‖∗∗)W (x).

(6.9)

We also have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖φ‖∗

ν
∑

j=1

U2∗−2
j

ν
∑

i=1

(

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2} +

λ2iR
−2

〈xi〉
3 χ{|xi|>R2}

)

.

We first compute U2∗−2
j

λ2
iR

−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2}.

Case A. i ≻ j and R2 ≤ λi
Mλj

. For this case, we have that |xj | ≤
λj

λi
|xi|+ |zji| ≤ 2C∗. Thus

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2} ≤

λ4iR
−4

〈xi〉
4

〈xi〉
2 λ2j
λ2i

≤
λ4iR

−4

〈xi〉
4

1

M2
.

Case B. i ≻ j and R2 ≥ λi
Mλj

. For |xi| ≤
λi

Mλj
, we have that

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2} ≤

λ4iR
−4

〈xi〉
4

〈xi〉
2 λ2i
λ2i

≤
λ4iR

−4

〈xi〉
4

1

M2
.

For |xi| ≥
λi

Mλj
, we have that |xj | ≤

λj

λi
|xi|+ |zji| ≤ 2C∗ and

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2} ≤

λ4jR
−4

〈xj〉
6

〈xj〉
2 λ2i

λ2j 〈xj〉
2 ≤

λ4jR
−4

〈xj〉
6 (2C∗M)2.

Case C. i ≺ j. If |xi| ≥ 2, then |xj | ≥
λj

λi
|xi| − |zji| ≥

λj

2λi
|xi|. Thus

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2} ≤

λ4iR
−4

〈xi〉
4

〈xi〉
2 λ2i

λ2i |xj |
4
≤
λ4iR

−4

〈xi〉
4

1

R4
.

If |xi| ≤ 2 and |xj| ≤ R2, then

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2} .

λ4jR
−4

〈xj〉
4

〈xj〉
n−6
2 λ2i
λ2j

≤
λ4jR

−4

〈xj〉
4

1

R4
.
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If |xi| ≤ 2 and |xj| ≥ R2, then

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 χ{|xi|≤R2} ≈

λ4jR
−2

〈xj〉
5

〈xj〉λ
2
iR

−2

λ2j
≈
λ4iR

−4

〈xi〉
4

λ2j
λ2i |xj |

4
.

If
〈xj〉λ2

iR
−2

λ2
j

≤
λ2
j

λ2
i |xj |4

, then

〈xj〉λ
2
iR

−2

λ2j
≤ R− 8

5

(

λi
λj

)
6
5

≤ R−4.

If
〈xj〉λ

2
iR

−2

λ2
j

≥
λ2
j

λ2
i |xj |4

, then

λ2j
λ2i |xj |

4
≤ R− 8

5

(

λi
λj

) 6
5

≤ R−4.

Case D. i 6≺ j and i 6≻ j. Let dij = |zi − zj|. For y ∈ Bc
dij

(zj), we have that |y − zi| . |y − zj |. Thus

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 ≤

λ4iR
−4

〈xi〉
4

〈xi〉
2 λ2j

λ2i 〈xj〉
4 ≤

λ4iR
−4

〈xi〉
4

1

λ2i λ
2
j |zi − zj |4

≤
λ4iR

−4

〈xi〉
4

1

R4
.

For y ∈ Bdij (zj), if |xj| ≤ R2, then

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 ≤

λ4jR
−4

〈xj〉
4

λ2i
λ2j 〈xi〉

2 ≤
λ4jR

−4

〈xj〉
4

1

R4
.

If |xj | ≥ R2, then

U2∗−2
j

λ2iR
−4

〈xi〉
2 ≈

λ4jR
−2

〈xj〉
5

〈xj〉R
−2λ2i

λ2j 〈xi〉
2 ≈

λ4iR
−4

〈xi〉
4

〈xi〉
2 λ2j

λ2i 〈xj〉
4 .

If
〈xj〉R

−2λ2
i

λ2
j 〈xi〉

2 ≤
〈xi〉

2λ2
j

λ2
i 〈xj〉

4 , then

〈xj〉R
−2λ2i

λ2j 〈xi〉
2 ≤ R− 8

5

(

λi
λj |xi|

) 6
5

≤
1

R4
.

If
〈xj〉R

−2λ2
i

λ2
j 〈xi〉

2 ≥
〈xi〉

2λ2
j

λ2
i 〈xj〉

4 , then

〈xi〉
2 λ2j

λ2i 〈xj〉
4 ≤ R− 8

5

(

λi
λj|xi|

)
6
5

≤
1

R4
.

Thus combining all above cases, we get that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

1

|z − x|4

∫

R6

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(

R−4 +
1

M

)

W (z) +M7W̄ (z). (6.10)

Now we compute
∫

R6
2σ(y)φ(y)
|x−y|4

dyσ(x). First, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

ν
∑

l=1

ν
∑

j=1

ν
∑

i=1

∫

R6

Ul(y)
(

λ2
iR

−4

〈yi〉
2 χ{|yi|≤R2} +

λ2
iR

−2

〈yi〉
3 χ{|yi|>R2}

)

|x− y|4
dyUj(x).
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We first compute

∫

R6

Ul(y)
λ2
jR

−4

〈yj〉
2 χ{|yi|≤R2}

|x− y|4
dy =

∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj.

case A.1. j ≻ l and |xj| ≥ 2R2. Since 1 + λl
λj
|yj − zjl| ≤ C, we have that

∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj .

(

λl
λj

)2

R4
λ2j

〈xj〉
4 .

If |xl| ≤ 2C∗, then
(

λl
λj

)2

R4
λ2j

〈xj〉
4 ≤ (2C∗)4

λ2l
〈xl〉

4R
−4.

From Lemma 4.1, we have that

(2C∗)4
λ2l

〈xl〉
4R

−4 λ2i
〈xi〉

4 . R−4V (x) +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

If |xl| ≥ 2C∗, then |xj | ≥
λj

λl
(|xl| − |zlj |) ≥

λj

2λl
|xl|. Thus

(

λl
λj

)2

R4
λ2j

〈xj〉
4 .

λ2l
〈xl〉

4

(

λl
λj

)4

R4 ≤
λ2l

〈xl〉
4R

−4.

From Lemma 4.1, we have that

λ2l
〈xl〉

4R
−4 λ2i

〈xi〉
4 . R−4V (x) +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

case A.2. j ≻ l and |xj| ≤ 2R2. Since 1 + λl
λj
|yj − zjl| ≤ C, we have that

∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj .

(

λl
λj

)2

λ2j

Since |xj | ≤ 2R2, we have that |xl| ≤
λl
λj
|xj |+ |zlj | ≤ 2C∗. Thus

(

λl
λj

)2

λ2j ≤ (2C∗)4
λ2l

〈xl〉
4R

−4.

So

λ2l
〈xl〉

4R
−4 λ2i

〈xi〉
4 . R−4V (x) +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Case B.1. j ≻ l and |xj | ≥ 2R2. We have that

∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2l λ
−2
j R−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj ≈

(

λl
λj

)−2

R−4|xj|
−4.

Thus we get that
∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈yi〉
4 . V (x)R−4 +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Case B.2. j ≻ l and |xj | ≤ 2R2. We have that

∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2l λ
−2
j R−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj ≈

(

λl
λj

)−2

R−4(1 + |xj |)
−4.
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Thus we get that
∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈yi〉
4 . V (x)R−4 +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Case C.1. j 6≻ k, j 6≺ k and |xj | ≥ 2R2. We have that
∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2l λ
−2
j R−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj

≈

{

R4 1
(λlλj |zj−zk|2)2

(1 + |xj |)
−4, if |zjl| ≥

1
2R

2,

( λl
λj
)−2R−4(1 + |xj |)

−4 log R2

|zjl|
, if |zjl| ≤

1
2R

2.

If |zjl| ≥
1
2R

2 and |xl| ≤ 2|zlj |, then

R4
λ2j

(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2
(1 + |xj |)

−4 . R−4 λ2l
〈xl〉

4

|zlj|
4

(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

(

λj
λl

)2

≤
R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .

If |zjl| ≥
1
2R

2 and |xl| ≥ 2|zlj |, then |xj | ≥
λj

λl
(|xl| − |zlj |) ≥

λj

2λl
|xl|. Thus

Rn+2
λ2j

(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2
R−4(1 + |xj |)

−4 .
R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .

If |zjl| ≤
1
2R

2, then ( λl
λj
)−2R−4(1 + |xj |)

−4λ2j =
λ2
j

〈xj〉
4 (

λj

λl
)2. If |xl| ≤ 2|zlj |, then

λ2j

〈xj〉
4

(

λj
λl

)2

log
R2

|zjl|
.
R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 log
R2

|zjl|
.

If |xl| ≥ 2|zlj |, then

λ2j

〈xj〉
4

(

λj
λl

)2

log
R2

|zjl|
.
R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 log
R2

|zjl|
.

Since |zjl| ≤
1
2R

2, then we have |xl| ≥
λj

λi
|xj |. If |xl| ≥ R2, then

R−4λ4l
〈xl〉

8 log
R2

|zjl|
. R−4V (x).

If |xl| ≤ R2, then λj ≤ λl. Thus

R−4λ4l
〈xl〉

8 log
R2

|zjl|
.
R−4λ4j

〈xl〉
4

(

λj
λl

)4

log
R2

|zjl|
. R−4V (x).

Case C.2. j 6≻ k, j 6≺ k and |xj | ≤
1
2R

2. We have that
∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj

≈































λ2
j

(λlλj |zj−zk|2)2
R−4 log R2

1+|xj |
, if |zjl| ≥ 2R2,

λ2
j

(λlλj |zj−zk|2)2
R−4 log

|zjl|
1+|xj |

, if 4|xj | ≤ |zjl| ≤ 2R2,
λ2
j

(λlλj |zj−zk|2)2
R−4, if 1

4 |xj | ≤ |zjl| ≤ 4|xj |,
λ2
j

|xj |4
(
λj

λl
)2R−4 log

|xj |
|zjl|

, if |zjl| ≤
1
4 |xj |.

If |zjl| ≥ 2R2, then 1
2 |zlj | ≤ |xl| ≤ 2|zlj |. Thus

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 log
R2

1 + |xj|
.

λ2l
〈xl〉

4R
−4 log

R2

1 + |xj |
.
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For i = l and |xl| ≤ R2,

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 λ2l
〈xl〉

4 log
R2

1 + |xj|
.

λ4j

〈xj〉
4R

−4 1

|zlj |4
.

For i 6= l,

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 λ2i
〈xi〉

4 log
R2

1 + |xj|
. R−4 log

R2

1 + |xj |
V (x).

If 4|xj | ≤ |zjl| ≤ 2R2, then 1
2 |zlj | ≤ |xl| ≤ 2|zlj |. Thus

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 log
|zjl|

1 + |xj|
.

λ2l
〈xl〉

4R
−4 log

|zjl|

1 + |xj |
.

For i = l and |xl| ≤ R2,

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 λ2l
〈xl〉

4 log
|zjl|

1 + |xj|
.

λ4j

〈xj〉
4R

−4 1

|zlj |4
.

For i 6= l,

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 λ2i
〈xi〉

4 log
R2

1 + |xj|
. R−4 log

R2

1 + |xj |
V (x).

If 1
4 |xj | ≤ |zjl| ≤ 4|xj |, then ≤ |xl| ≤ 16|zlj |. Thus

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 .
λ2l

〈xl〉
4R

−4.

Thus

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 λ2i
〈xi〉

4 . R−4V (x) +
ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

If |zjl| ≤
1
4 |xj|, then

λl
2λj

|xj | ≤ |xl| ≤ 2 λl
λj
|xj |. Thus

λ2j
|xj |4

(

λj
λl

)2

R−4 log
|xj |

|zjl|
.

λ2l
〈xl〉

4R
−4 log

|xj|

|zjl|
.

For i = l and |xl| ≤ R2,

λ2j
|xj |4

(

λj
λl

)2

R−4 log
|xj|

|zjl|

λ2l
〈xl〉

4 log
|zjl|

1 + |xj |
.

λ4j

〈xj〉
4R

−4 1

|zlj |4
.

For i 6= l,

λ2j
(λlλj |zj − zk|2)2

R−4 λ2i
〈xi〉

4 log
R2

1 + |xj|
. R−4 log

R2

1 + |xj |
V (x).

Case D.1. j = l and |xj | ≥ 2R2. We have that
∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4 .R−4 logR

λ2j

〈xj〉
4

λ2i
〈xi〉

4

.V (x)R−4 +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Case D.2. j = l and |xj | ≤ 2R2. We have that
∫

|yj |≤R2

λ2lR
−4

〈yj〉
2 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4 .R−4

λ2j log(1 + |xj |)

〈xj〉
4

λ2i
〈xi〉

4
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.V (x)R−4 +
ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Next, we compute

∫

R6

Ul(y)
λ2
jR

−2

〈yj〉
3 χ{|yj |≥R2}

|x− y|4
dy =

∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj.

Case A.1. j ≻ l and |xj| ≤ 2R2. For this case, we have that
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj

.

∫

2C∗
λj
λl

≥|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 |xj − yj|4

dyj +

∫

2C∗
λj
λl

≤|yj |

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj

.R−4λ2l .

Since |xj | ≤ 2R2, we have that |xl| ≤
λl
λj
|xj |+ |zlj | ≤ 2C∗. Thus

R−4λ2l ≤
λ2l

〈xl〉
4R

−4.

So

λ2l
〈xl〉

4R
−4 λ2i

〈xi〉
4 . R−4V (x) +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Case A.2. j ≻ l and |xj| ≥ 2R2. If |zjl| ≤ 2R2, we have that
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj

.

∫

2C∗
λj
λl

≥|yj|≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 |xj − yj|4

dyj +

∫

2C∗
λj
λl

≤|yj |

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj

.

{

R−2λ2l
1

|xj |
, if 2R2 ≤ |xj | ≤ 2C∗ λj

λl
,

R−2λ2l (
λj

λl
)3 1

|xj |4
, if |xj| ≥ 2C∗ λj

λl
.

.
λ2l

〈xl〉
4R

−4.

Thus
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4 ≤ R−4V (x) +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Case B.1. j ≻ l and |xj | ≤ 2R2. Since |zjl| ≤ C∗, then
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4

.

∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 |yj|4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4

(

λj
λl

)4

.

(

λj
λl

)4

R−10λ2l
λ2i

〈xi〉
4 . R−4

λ2j

〈xj〉
4

λ2i
〈xi〉

4

≤R−4V (x) +

ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .
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Case B.2. j ≻ l and |xj| ≥ 2R2. Since |zjl| ≤ C∗, then
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4

.

∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 |yj|4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4

(

λj
λl

)4

.

(

λj
λl

)2 λ2j

〈xj〉
4

λ2i
〈xi〉

4

≤R−4V (x) +
ν
∑

i=1

λ4iR
−4 log 〈xi〉

〈xi〉
8 .

Case C.1. j 6≻ k, j 6≺ k and |xj | ≤ 2R2. We have that
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj

≈

{

R−12(
λj

λl
)2λ2j , if |zjl| ≤ 2R2 and λl

λj
R2 ≥ 1,

λ2lR
−4|zlj |

−4, if |zjl| ≥ 2R2.

If |zjl| ≤ 2R2, then λl
λj
R2 ≥ 1. If not, then |zjl| ≤

λj

2λl
, that is impossible. Thus |xl| ≤

λl
λj
(|xj | + |zjl|) ≤

4R2 λl
λj
. So

R−12

(

λj
λl

)2

λ2j .
R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .

If |zjl| ≥ 2R2, then |xl| ≤
λl
λj
(|xj |+ |zjl|) ≤ 4|z

(k)
ll |. Thus

λ2lR
−4|zlj |

−4 .
R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .

Case C.2. j 6≻ k, j 6≺ k and |xj | ≥ 2R2. We have that
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj |4

dyj

≈



























λ2j(
λj

λl
)2 1

|xj |4
R−4, if |zjl| ≤ 2R2,

λ2j(
λj

λl
)2 1

|xj |4|zjl|
R−2, if 2R2 ≤ |zjl| ≤

|xj |
4 ,

λ2j(
λj

λl
)2 1

|xj |4|zjl|
R−2, if

|xj |
4 ≤ |zjl| ≤ 4|xj |,

λ2j(
λj

λl
)2 1

|xj ||zjl|4
R−2, if 4|xj | ≤ |zjl|.

If |zjl| ≤ 2R2, then λl
λj
R2 ≥ 1. Thus |xl| ≤

λl
λj
(|xj |+ |zjl|) ≤ 2|xj |

λl
λj
. So

λ2j

(

λj
λl

)2 1

|xj |4
R−4 .

R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .

If 2R2 ≤ |zjl| ≤
|xj|
4 , then |xl| ≤

λl
λj
(|xj |+ |zjl|) ≤ 2|xj |

λl
λj
. Thus

λ2j

(

λj
λl

)2 1

|xj |4|zjl|
R−2 .

R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .

If
|xj |
4 ≤ |zjl| ≤ 4|xj |, then |xl| ≤

λl
λj
(|xj |+ |zjl|) ≤ 5|xj |

λl
λj
. Thus

λ2j

(

λj
λl

)2 1

|xj |4|zjl|
R−2 .

R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .
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If 4|xj | ≤ |zjl|, then |xl| ≤
λl
λj
(|xj |+ |zjl|) ≤ 2|zjl|

λl
λj
. Thus

λ2j

(

λj
λl

)2 1

|xj ||zjl|4
R−2 .

R−4λ2l
〈xl〉

4 .

Case D.1. j = l and |xj | ≥ 2R2. We have that
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4 . R−4

λ2j

〈xj〉
4

λ2i
〈xi〉

4 .

Case D.2. j = l and |xj | ≤ 2R2. We have that
∫

|yj |≥R2

λ2lR
−2

〈yj〉
3 (1 + λl

λj
|yj − zjl|)4|xj − yj|4

dyj
λ2i

〈xi〉
4 . R−4

λ2j

〈xj〉
4

λ2i
〈xi〉

4 .

Thus combining all above cases, we get that
∫

R6

1

|z − x|4

∫

R6

2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)dz .

(

R−4 +
1

M

)

W (z) + W̄ (z). (6.11)

So

lim sup
k→+∞

sup
x∈R6

|φ(k)(x)|

(R−4
(k) + ‖h(k)‖∗∗ +

1
M +M4R−2

(k))W(k)(x) +M7W̄(k)(x)
< +∞, (6.12)

which contradicts (6.8).

Step 3. We use contradiction arguments to prove (6.2). Suppose that there exist a sequence of bubbles
{

Ui,(k) = U
[

zi,(k), λi,(k)
]

: i ∈ I
}∞

k=1
with interaction no more than 1/k, and a sequence of functions h(k)(x)

and φ(k)(x) satisfying (6.1) such that
∥

∥φ(k)
∥

∥

∗,(k)
≥ k

∥

∥h(k)
∥

∥

∗∗,(k)
. Replacing φ(k)(x) by φ(k)(x)/

∥

∥φ(k)
∥

∥

∗,(k)

and h(k)(x) by h(k)(x)/
∥

∥φ(k)
∥

∥

∗,(k)
, we can assume

∥

∥φ(k)
∥

∥

∗,(k)
= 1 and

∥

∥h(k)
∥

∥

∗∗,(k)
≤ 1/k → 0 as k → ∞.

Going to a subsequence if necessary, we assume that
{

Ui,(k) : i ∈ I
}∞

k=1
satisfies (2.1), (2.2), and (2.3).

Thus Lemma 2.4 holds for such sequence. We can associate a sequence of weight functions V (x) and
W(k)(x) to this sequence. We shall prove that for this sequence there holds φ(k)(x) < W(k)(x) on R6 when

k is large enough. This contradicts the fact
∥

∥φ(k)
∥

∥

∗,(k)
= 1 for any k. We divide R6 into the following

three regions: core, neck, and exterior.

Substep 3.1. Exterior region R6\Ω(k). From Step 2., there exists C(n, ν) such that for any M ≥ 1 the
following holds:

∣

∣

∣

∣

φ(k)(x)

W(k)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(n, ν)

(

R−4 +
1

M
+R−2M4 +M7 W̄(k)(x)

W(k)(x)

)

. (6.13)

Let L large enough, we have that for x ∈ R6\Ω(k),
∣

∣

∣

∣

φ(k)(x)

W(k)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(n, ν)
logL

L
≤

1

3
.

Substep 3.2. Core region ∪i∈IΩi,(k). We shall prove
∣

∣φ(k)
∣

∣ (x) = o(1)W(k)(x) as k → ∞ on this region.

Suppose not. Then there exist ǫ∗ > 0 and a sequence x(k) ∈ ∪i∈IΩi,(k) such that φ(k)
(

x(k)
)

> ǫ∗W
(

x(k)
)

.

Going to a subsequence if necessary, we assume that x(k) ∈ Ω
(k)
i0

for some fixed i0 ∈ I when k is large

enough. As explained before, Ω
(k)
i0

is the domain where U
(k)
i0

has domination. One can use a blow-up
argument to reach a contradiction. Define











φ̃(k)(y) :=W−1
(

x(k)
)

φ(k)
(

y/λi0,(k) + zi0,(k)
)

with y = λi0,(k)
(

x− zi0,(k)
)

,

h̃(k)(y) :=
(

λi0,(k)
)−2

W−1
(

x(k)
)

h(k)
(

y/λi0,(k) + zi0,(k)
)

,
σ̃(k)(y) := U [0, 1](y) +

∑

j∈I\{i0}
U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y).
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Then φ̃(k) satisfies














∆φ̃(k)(y) +D6,4

(

∫

R6
2σ̃k(x)φ̃k(x)

|x−y|4
dxσ̃k(y) +

∫

R6

σ̃2
k(x)

|x−y|4
dxφ̃k(y)

)

= h̃(k)(y) in R6,

∫

R6

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ U2
)

Za + 2
(

|x|−4 ∗ (UZa)
)

U

]

φ̃k = 0, 1 ≤ a ≤ n+ 1.
(6.14)

Here U = U [0, 1](y) and Za = Za(y) = Za
i (y) defined in (3.1) for z = 0 and λi = 1. Denote z̄j =

limk→∞ zi0j,(k) and define

Kl := {y : |y| ≤ l, |y − z̄j | ≥ 1/l,∀j ∈ S (i0)} . (6.15)

Suppose l ≥ 2max
{

L, ǫ−1
1

}

, it is easy to see that

λi0,(k)

(

Ω
(k)
i0

− zi0,(k)

)

=
{

y : y = λi0,(k)
(

x− zi0,(k)
)

, x ∈ Ω
(k)
i0

}

⊂⊂ Kl,

when k is large enough.

Claim 1. In each Kl, it holds that, as k → ∞,

σ̃(k)(y) → U [0, 1](y),
∣

∣

∣
h̃(k)

∣

∣

∣
(y) → 0

uniformly w.r.t. y ∈ Kl. Moreover, we have

∣

∣

∣
φ̃(k)

∣

∣

∣
(y) .

∑

j∈S(i0)

(

L

|y − z̄j |

)3

+ L2, ∀y ∈ Kl.

Claim 2. In each Kl, it holds that, as k → ∞,

∫

R6

2σ̃k(x)φ̃k(x)

|x− y|4
dxσ̃k(y) +

∫

R6

σ̃2k(x)

|x− y|4
dxφ̃k(y) . 1

uniformly w.r.t. y ∈ Kl.

Claim 3. Assume that φ̃k(x) → φ̃ in Cloc(R
n). In each Kl, it holds that, as k → ∞,

(∫

R6

2σ̃k(x)φ̃k(x)

|x− y|4
dxσ̃k(y) +

∫

R6

σ̃2k(x)

|x− y|4
dxφ̃k(y)

)

→

(∫

R6

U [0, 1](x)φ̃(x)

|x− y|4
dxU [0, 1](y) +

∫

R6

U [0, 1]2(x)

|x− y|4
dxφ̃(y)

)

uniformly w.r.t. y ∈ Kl.
We postpone the proof of Claims 1-3 to the end of this subsection and finish the blow-up argument in

Sub-step 3.2. By the standard elliptic regularity theorem, the Claim 1 and Claim 2 show a subsequence
of φ̃(k) uniformly converges in each Kl. Furthermore, by the diagonal argument, let l → ∞, we have a

subsequence of φ̃(k) converges to φ̃ locally uniformly on R6\ {z̄j : j ∈ S (i0)} which satisfies


























∆φ̃(k)(x) +D6,4

(

∫

R6
2U(y)φ̃(y)
|x−y|4

dyU(x) +
∫

R6
2U2(y)
|x−y|4

dyφ̃(x)

)

= 0 in R6,

|φ̃|(y) .
∑

j∈S(i0)

(

L
|y−z̄j |

)3
+ L2,

∫

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ U2
)

Za + 2
(

|x|−4 ∗ (UZa)
)

U

]

φ̃ = 0, 1 ≤ a ≤ n+ 1.

(6.16)

Notice that each singular z̄j is removable since the singularity near z̄j is strictly ”less” than that of Green’s

function. Therefore φ̃ satisfies the equation on the whole R6. By the orthogonality condition and non-
degeneracy of Aubin-Talenti bubbles, we get φ̃ ≡ 0. However, since |ξk| :=

∣

∣λi0,(k)
(

x(k) − zi0,(k)
)∣

∣ ≤ L

and
∣

∣ξk − zi0j,(k)
∣

∣ ≥ ǫ1, going to a subsequence if necessary, then limk→∞ ξk = ξ∞ /∈ {z̄j : j ∈ S (i0)} and

consequently φ̃ (ξ∞) ≥ ǫ∗ > 0. This is a contradiction.
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Substep 3.3. Neck region Ω(k)\
(

∪i∈IΩi,(k)

)

. Note that Ω(k)\
(

∪i∈IΩi,(k)

)

= ∪i∈IA
(k)
i where A

(k)
i is

defined by

A
(k)
i = ∪j∈S(i)

{

x :
∣

∣

∣y
(k)
i − zij,(k)

∣

∣

∣ ≤ ǫ1

}

\ ∪j∈S(i)

{

x :
∣

∣

∣y
(k)
j

∣

∣

∣ < L
}

.

One can interpret A
(k)
i as the union of the neck regions of U

(k)
j with j ∈ S(i).

From Substep 3.1. and Substep 3.2., we get that, for L large enough,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

1

|x− η|4
(

∫

R6

σ2(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyφ(k)(η) +

∫

R6

2σ(k)(y)φ(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyσ(k)(η))dη

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

6
W(k)(x) +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Ω(k)\(∪i∈IΩi,(k))

1

|x− η|4

(

∫

R6

σ2(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyφ(k)(η) +

∫

R6

2σ(k)(y)φ(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyσ(k)(η)

)

dη

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(6.17)

Moreover from Step 2, we derive that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

A
(k)
i

1

|x− η|4

∫

R6

σ2(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyφ(k)(η) +

∫

R6

2σ(k)(y)φ(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyσ(k)(η))dη

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
ν
∑

j=1

∑

l>j

∫

A
(k)
i ∩{

λl
Mλj

≤|yl|≤
Mλl
λj

, |yj |≤2M}

1

|xl − yl|4
M7R−4λ2l
(1 + |yj|)6

dyl

+
ν
∑

j=1

∫

A
(k)
i

1

|xj − yj |4
λ4jR

−4 log 〈yj〉

〈yj〉
8 dyj.

(6.18)

Let L large, if j > i, then we have A
(k)
i ∩

{

λl
Mλj

≤ |yl| ≤
Mλl
λj
, |yj| ≤ 2M

}

= ∅. Thus
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

A
(k)
i

1

|x− η|4

∫

R6

σ2(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyφ(k)(η) +

∫

R6

2σ(k)(y)φ(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyσ(k)(η))dη

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

j>i

∫

A
(k)
i ∩{

λl
Mλj

≤|yl|≤
Mλl
λj

, |yj |≤2M}

1

|xj − yj|4
(1 + o(1))

M7λ2j
(1 + |yi|)6

dyj

+ (ǫ21 + o(1))win
i (x) +

1

L2

∑

j>i

(win
j (x) + wout

j (x))

≤(ǫ21(1 +M7) + o(1))win
i (x) +

1

L2

∑

j>i

(win
j (x) + wout

j (x)).

(6.19)

So for x ∈ A
(k)
i0

, let ǫ1 small and L large enough, we have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

1

|x− η|4

(

∫

R6

2σ2(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyφ(k)(η) +

∫

R6

2σ(k)(y)φ(k)(y)

|η − y|4
dyσ(k)(η)

)

dη

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
ν
∑

i=1

(

(ǫ21(1 +M7) + o(1))win
i (x) +

1

L2

∑

j>i

(win
j (x) +wout

j (x))

)

+
1

6
W(k)(x)

≤
1

3
W(k)(x).

(6.20)

Thus for x ∈ Ω(k) \
(

∪i∈IΩi,(k)

)

, we have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

φ(k)(x)

W(k)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
2

3
. (6.21)

Thus combining Sub-step 3.1, Sub-step 3.2 and Sub-step 3.3, we have, for x ∈ R6,
∣

∣

∣

∣

φ(k)(x)

W(k)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
2

3
. (6.22)
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That is ‖φ(k)‖∗ < 1. This contradicts ‖φ(k)‖∗ = 1.
Proof of Claim 1. Similar to the proof of Claim 1 in the proof of Lemma 5.1 in [25].
Proof of Claim 2. For fixed l, we have that |W (x(k))| ≈ λ2i0R

−4l2.
Note that

W (x(k)) = win
i0 +

∑

i 6=i0

(win
j (xk) + wout

j (xk)).

For j > i0, we have

win
j ≤ λ2i0R

−4l2.

For j < i0, we have

win
j (xk) + wout

j (xk) ≤ win
j ≤ λ2jR

−4 << λ2i0R
−4l2.

For j 6< i0 and j 6> i0, we have

win
j (xk) + wout

j (xk) ≤ win
j ≤

λ2j
|Zji|2

R−4 << λ2i0R
−4l2.

Thus |W (x(k))| . λ2i0R
−4l2. So |φ̃k(x)| .

1
(1+|x|)2

+
∑

j 6=i(
λj

λi0
)2

(

1

(1+
λj
λi0

|x−z
(k)
i0j

|)4

)

.

If |x| ≥ â, then we have


















































U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≈ (
λj

λi
)2 1

(1+
λj
λi

|x|)4
, if j > i0,

U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≈ (
λj

λi
)2 1

(1+
λj
λi

|x|)4
, if j > i0 and |x| ≥

2λj

λi0
,

U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≈ (
λj

λi
)2, if j > i0 and |x| ≤

2λj

λi0
,

U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≈ (
λj

λi
)2 1

(1+
λj
λi

|x|)4
, if j 6> i0, j 6< i0, and |x| ≤ 2|z

(k)
i0j

|,

U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≈ (
λj

λi
)2 1

(1+
λj
λi

|z
(k)
i0j

|)4
, if j 6> i0, j 6< i0, and |x| ≤ 2|z

(k)
i0j

|.

(6.23)

Thus
∫

|x|≥â
2U [0,1](y)φ̃k(y)

|x−y|4
dyU [0, 1](x) = oâ(1).

If |x− Zi0j| ≤ ǫ, then we have


















U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≈ (
λj

λi
)2 1

(1+
λj
λi

|x−z
(k)
i0j

|)4
, if j > i0,

U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≤ (
λj

λi
)2, if j < i0,

U
[

zi0j,(k), λj,(k)/λi0,(k)
]

(y) ≤ 1

(λi0
λj |z

(k)
i0

−z
(k)
j |2)2

, if j 6> i0, j 6< i0.

(6.24)

Thus
∫

|x|≤ǫ
2U [0,1](y)φ̃k(y)

|x−y|4
dyU [0, 1](x) = oǫ(1). So

∫

R6
2U [0,1](y)φ̃k(y)

|x−y|4
dyU [0, 1](x) . 1. Moreover, one can

easily check that
∫

R6

2σ̃k(x)φ̃k(x)

|x− y|4
dxσ̃k(y) =

∫

R6

2U [0, 1](x)φ̃k(x)

|x− y|4
dxU [0, 1](y) + o(1).

Thus
∫

R6
2σ̃k(x)φ̃k(x)

|x−y|4
dxσ̃k(y) . 1. Similarly, we can prove that

∫

R6

σ̃2
k(x)

|x−y|4
dxφ̃k(y) . 1 uniformly on y ∈ Kl.

Proof of Claim 3. One can easily check that
(
∫

R6

2σ̃k(x)φ̃k(x)

|x− y|4
dxσ̃k(y) +

∫

R6

σ̃2k(x)

|x− y|4
dxφ̃k(y)

)

=

(
∫

R6

2U [0, 1](x)φ̃k(x)

|x− y|4
dxU [0, 1](y) +

∫

R6

U [0, 1]2(x)

|x− y|4
dxφ̃k(y)

)

+ o(1)

uniformly w.r.t. y ∈ Kl. Then similar to the proof of Claim 2, we have
(∫

R6

2σ̃k(x)φ̃k(x)

|x− y|4
dxσ̃k(y) +

∫

R6

σ̃2k(x)

|x− y|4
dxφ̃k(y)

)
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=

(∫

R6

2U [0, 1](x)φ̃(x)

|x− y|4
dxU [0, 1](y) +

∫

R6

U [0, 1]2(x)

|x− y|4
dxφ̃(y)

)

+ o(1).

This concludes our proof of Proposition 6.1. �

Proposition 6.2. Assume that n ≥ 7 and 0 < α ≤ 4 or n = 6 and 0 < α < 4 or 3 ≤ n ≤ 5 and
0 < α ≤ 4. There exist positive constants δ0 and C, independent of δ, such that for all δ 6 δ0, if
{Ui}1≤i≤ν is a δ-interacting bubble family and φ solves the equation






































∆φ+Dn,α

(

∫

Rn
pασpα−1(y)φ(y)

|x−y|α dyσpα−1(x) +
∫

Rn
pασpα (y)
|x−y|α dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)φ(x)

)

= h+
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

in Rn,

∫

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

φ = 0,

i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n+ 1
(6.25)

for some h with ‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

<∞. Then

‖φ‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ C‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

. (6.26)

Proof. Step 1. We claim that there is a constant C > 0 depending only on n and ν such that

ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

|cai | ≤ C

(

‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

+R−min{α,n−2}‖φ‖Ḣ1(Rn)

)

. (6.27)

To show (6.27), by multiplying (6.25) by Zb
j and integrating, we get

∫

Dn,α

(
∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1(y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x) +

∫

Rn

pασ
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)φ(x)

)

Zb
j

=

∫

hZb
j +

∑

i,a

∫

cia

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

Zb
j

(6.28)

for any 1 ≤ j ≤ ν, 1 ≤ b ≤ n+1. Here we used the orthogonal condition in (4.1). By the Lemma A.3, for
a, b ≤ n+ 1, there exist some constants γb > 0 such that

∑

i,a

∫

cia

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

Zb
j

=cjbγ
b +

∑

i 6=j

n+1
∑

a=1

ciaO (qij) .

(6.29)

Plugging in the above estimates to (6.28), we see that
{

cjb

}

satisfies the linear system

cjbγ
b +

∑

i 6=j

n+1
∑

a=1

ciaO (qij) =

∫

hZb
j −

∫

Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1(y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x) +

∫

Rn

pασ
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)φ(x)

)

Zb
j .

(6.30)

Denote ~cj :=
(

cj1, · · · , c
j
n+1

)

∈ Rn+1 for j = 1, · · · , ν. We concatenate these vectors to ~c =
(

~c1, · · · ,~cν
)

∈

Rν(n+1) and regard the above equations as a linear system on ~c. Since qij ≤ Q ≤ δ, the coefficient matrix
is diagonally dominant and hence solvable. It remains to estimate the terms on the right-hand side.
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For each j and b, by the orthogonal condition in (6.25) and
∣

∣

∣
Zb
j

∣

∣

∣
. Uj, we have

∫

Rn

Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1(y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x) +

∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)φ(x)

)

Zb
j (x)dx

=: I1 + I2 + I3 + I4,

(6.31)

where

|I1| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pα(σ
pα−1(y)− Upα−1

j,k (y))φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)Zb

j (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pα(σ
pα−1(y)− Upα−1

j,k (y))φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)Uj(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

|I2| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pαU
pα−1
j,k (y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dy(σpα−1(x)− Upα−1

j,k (x))Zb
j (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pαU
pα−1
j,k (y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dy(σpα−1(x)− Upα−1

j,k (x))Uj(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

|I3| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

(σpα(y)− Upα
j,k(y))

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)φ(x)

)

Zb
j (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

(σpα(y)− Upα
j,k(y))

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)φ(x)

)

Uj(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and

|I4| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

(σpα(y))

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)(σpα−2(x)− Upα−2

j,k (x))φ(x)

)

Zb
j (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

∫

Rn

(σpα(y))

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)(σpα−2(x)− Upα−2

j,k (x))φ(x)

)

Uj(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Thanks to the fact that
(

σpα−1 − Upα−1
i

)

Ui ≥ 0 for each i, we have

(

σpα−1 − Upα−1
j

)

Uj ≤
∑

i

(

σpα−1 − Upα−1
i

)

Ui = σpα −
∑

i

Upα
i ,

and
(

σpα−2 − Upα−2
j

)

Uj ≤
∑

i

(

σpα−2 − Upα−2
i

)

Ui = σpα−1 −
∑

i

Upα−1
i .

By Lemma 4.2, we have

|I2|+ |I4| ≤ R−min{α,n−2}‖φ‖Ḣ1(Rn), (6.32)

|I1| ≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pα(σ
pα−1(y)−

∑µ
i=1 U

pα−1
i (y))φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)Uj(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pα
∑µ

i 6=j U
pα−1
i (y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyUj(x)

pα−1Uj(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rn

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pα
∑µ

i 6=j U
pα−1
i (y))φ(y)

|x− y|α
dy(σpα−1(x)− Uj(x))Uj(x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.R−min{α,n−2}‖φ‖Ḣ1(Rn),
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and

|I3| . R−min{α,n−2}‖φ‖Ḣ1(Rn).

Thus

|I1 + I2 + I3 + I4| . ζn,α(Q)2‖φ‖Ḣ1(Rn).

By Lemma 4.2, we also have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

hZb
j

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

‖Uj‖ 2n
n−2

. ‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

.

Thus we have proved (6.27).

Step 2. We assert that (6.26) holds. Suppose not. There exist sequences of small positive numbers

{δ′m}m∈N, δ
′
m-interacting families {{Ui,m = U [zi,m, λi,m]}i=1,...,ν}m∈N, functions {hm}m∈N ⊂ L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

and {φm}m∈N ⊂ Ḣ1(Rn), and numbers {cai,m}i=1,...,ν, a=1,...,n+1,m∈N satisfying ‖φm‖Ḣ1(Rn) = 1, ‖hm‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

=

o(1) and (6.25). By (6.27),
ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

∣

∣cai,m
∣

∣→ 0, as m→ ∞. (6.33)

Testing (6.25) with φm and using Hölder’s inequality, Sobolev inequality, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev in-
equality and (6.33), we obtain

∫

Rn

N1(φm, σm)φm = ‖φm‖2
Ḣ1(Rn)

+O

(

‖hm‖
L

2n
n+2s (Rn)

+
ν
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

∣

∣cai,m
∣

∣

)

→ 1, as m→ ∞.

On the other hand, the argument in the proof of (5.19) demonstrates a contradictory result

lim
m→∞

∫

Rn

N1(φm, σm)φm = 0. (6.34)

This completes our proof of Proposition 6.2. �

6.2. Existence and Estimates. From Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.5, using a standard argument
as in the proof of Proposition 4.1 in [22], we can prove the following result. We omit the details here.

Proposition 6.3. Suppose that n ≥ 3 and 0 < α ≤ 4. There exist positive constants δ0 and C, inde-
pendent of δ, such that for all δ 6 δ0 and all h with ‖h‖∗∗ < ∞, problem (4.1) has a unique solution
φ ≡ L(h). Besides,







‖L(h)‖∗ 6 C‖h‖∗∗,
∣

∣cia
∣

∣ 6 Cδ‖h‖∗∗ for α = 4 and n = 6,

‖L(h)‖Ḣ1(Rn) 6 C‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

,
∣

∣cia
∣

∣ 6 C‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

for any other cases.

With the aid of the above linear theory, we can solve the following nonlinear equation of ρ0:






































∆ρ0 +Dn,α

(

1
|x|α ∗ |σ + ρ0|

pα

)

|σ + ρ0|
pα−2 (σ + ρ0)−

∑ν
i=1 U

pα
i

=
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

in Rn,

∫

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

ρ = 0,

i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n + 1.
(6.35)

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that n = 6, α = 4 and δ is small enough. There exist a solution ρ0 and a
family of scalars

(

cia
)

which solve (6.35). Moreover,

‖ρ0‖∗ ≤ C.



50 WEI DAI, YICHEN HU, SHAOLONG PENG

Proof. Let us consider the following equation






































∆φ+D6,4

(

1
|x|4

∗ (σ + φ)2
)

(σ + φ)−
∑ν

i=1 U
2
i

=
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

in R6,

∫

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

ρ = 0,

i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n + 1.

(6.36)

Recall that

N(φ, σ) =

∫

R6

(σ + φ)2 (y)

|x− y|4
dy (σ + φ) (x)−

∫

R6

σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)

−

∫

R6

2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)−

∫

R6

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x),

and h = σ2 −
∑ν

i=1 U
2
i . Then, (6.36) is equivalent to

φ = A(φ) =: −L (N(φ, σ)) − L(h),

where L is defined in Proposition 6.3. We will show that A is a contraction mapping.
First, we claim that ‖N(φ, σ)‖∗∗ ≤ C1R

−4‖φ‖∗. We get that N(φ, σ) ≤ I1 + I2, where

I1 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

σ(y)φ(y) + φ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and

I2 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(σ + φ)2(y)− σ2(y)− 2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dy(σ + φ)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

φ2(y)

|x− y|4
dy(σ + φ)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

First, we compute |2
∫ σ(y)φ(y)

|x−y|4
dxφ(x)|. Simialr to the proof of Prposition 6.1, we have that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ V (x)R−4.

Next, we compute |
∫ φ2(x)

|x−y|4
dx(σ + φ)(y)|. Simialr to the proof of Prposition 6.1, we have that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

φ2(x)

|x− y|4
dx(σ + φ)(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ V (x)R−4.

Thus ‖N(φ, σ)‖∗∗ ≤ C1R
−4‖φ‖∗.

Making C1 possibly larger, we also have ‖L(h)‖∗ ≤ C1‖h‖∗∗ in Proposition 6.3. Second, it follows from
Lemma 4.1 that, there exists C2 = C2(n, ν) such that ‖h‖∗∗ ≤ C2.

Now we define the space

E := {u : u ∈ C (Rn) , ‖u‖∗ ≤ C1C2 + 1} .

We will show that A is a contraction mapping from E to E. Choosing δ small, then R large such that
R−4C2

1 (C1C2 + 1) ≤ 1, we have

‖A(φ)‖∗ ≤ C1 ‖N(φ, σ)‖∗∗ + C1‖h‖∗∗

≤ R−4C2
1 (C1C2 + 1) + C1C2 ≤ C1C2 + 1.

Thus, A(E) ⊂ E. Furthermore,

‖A (φ1)−A (φ2)‖∗ ≤ ‖L (Nσ (φ1))− L (Nσ (φ2))‖∗∗
≤ C1 ‖Nσ (φ1)−Nσ (φ2)‖∗∗
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and

‖N (φ1, σ)−N (φ2, σ)‖∗∗ ≤ C2 ‖φ1 − φ2‖∗R
−4.

Thus if δ small, we get

‖A (φ1)−A (φ2)‖∗ ≤
1

2
‖φ1 − φ2‖∗ .

Thus, A is a contraction mapping. It follows from the contraction mapping theorem that there exists a
unique ρ0 ∈ E, such that ρ0 = A (ρ0). Moreover, it follows from Proposition 6.3 that ‖ρ0‖∗ ≤ C. �

Proposition 6.5. Suppose that n ≥ 7 and 0 < α ≤ 4 or n = 6 and 0 < α < 4 or 3 ≤ n ≤ 5 and
0 < α ≤ 4. If δ is small enough, then there exist a solution ρ0 and a family of scalars

(

cia
)

which solve
(6.35). Moreover,

‖ρ0(x)‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ CR−min{α,n−2}.

Proof. Let us consider the following equation






































∆φ+Dn,α

(

1
|x|α ∗ |σ + φ|pα

)

|σ + φ|pα−2 (σ + φ)−
∑ν

i=1 U
pα
i

=
∑ν

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

in Rn,

∫

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

ρ = 0,

i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n+ 1.
(6.37)

Recall that

N(φ, σ) =

∫

Rn

|σ + φ|pα (y)

|x− y|α
dy |σ + φ|pα−2 (x) (σ + φ) (x)−

∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)

−

∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1(y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)−

∫

Rn

pασ
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)φ(x)

and h = σpα −
∑ν

i=1 U
pα
i . Then, (6.37) is equivalent to

φ = A(φ) =: −L (N(φ, σ)) − L(h),

where L is defined in Proposition 6.3. We will show that A is a contraction mapping.
First, we claim that







‖N(φ, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C1‖φ‖
pα−1

Ḣ1(Rn)
, for α < 4,

‖N(φ, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C1‖φ‖
2
Ḣ1(Rn)

, for α = 4.

For α < 4, we get that N(φ, σ) ≤ I1 + I2 + I3, where

I1 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(|σ + φ|pα−2(x)(σ + φ)(x)− σpα−1(x)− (pα − 1)σpα−2φ(x))

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

ν
∑

j=1

U2∗−pα
j |φ|pα−1,

I2 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

σpα−1(y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dy(|σ + φ|pα−2(x)(σ + φ)(x)− φpα−1(x))

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and

I3 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

|σ + φ|pα(y)− σpα(y)− pασ
pα−1(y)φ(y)

|x− y|α
dy|σ + φ|pα−1(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

σpα−2(y)φ2(y)

|x− y|α
dy|σ + φ|pα−1(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.
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By Hölder’s inequality, we have ‖I1‖∗∗ . ‖φ‖pα−1
∗ . By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we have

‖I2 + I3‖∗∗ . ‖φ‖2∗.

For α = 4, we get that |N(φ, σ)| ≤ I1 + I2, where

I1 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

∫

σ(y)φ(y) + φ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyφ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and

I2 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

(σ + φ)2(y)− σ2(y)− 2σ(y)φ(y)

|x− y|4
dy(σ + φ)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

φ2(y)

|x− y|4
dy(σ + φ)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we have

‖I1 + I2‖∗∗ . ‖φ‖2∗.

Thus






‖N(φ, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C1‖φ‖
pα−1

Ḣ1(Rn)
for α < 4,

‖N(φ, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C1‖φ‖
2
Ḣ1(Rn)

for α = 4.

Making C1 possibly larger, we also have ‖L(h)‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ C1‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

in Proposition 6.3. Second, it

follows from Lemma 4.2 that there exists C2 = C2(n, ν, α) such that ‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C2R
−min{α,n−2}.

Now we define the space

E :=
{

u : u ∈ C (Rn) , ‖u‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ (C1C2 + 1)R−min{α,n−2}
}

.

We will show that A is a contraction mapping from E to E. For α < 4, choosing δ small, then R large
such that R−min{α,n−2}(pα−2)C2

1 (C1C2 + 1) ≤ 1, we have

‖A(φ)‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ C1 ‖N(φ, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

+ C1‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ R−min{α,n−2}(pα−1)C2
1 (C1C2 + 1) + C1C2R

−min{α,n−2}

≤ (C1C2 + 1)R−min{α,n−2}.

Thus, A(E) ⊂ E. Furthermore,

‖A (φ1)−A (φ2)‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ ‖L (N (φ1, σ))− L (N (φ2, σ))‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C1 ‖N (φ1, σ)−N (φ2, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C2 ‖φ1 − φ2‖∗R
−α(pα−2).

For α = 4, choosing δ small, then R large such that R−min{α,n−2}C2
1 (C1C2 + 1) ≤ 1, we have

‖A(φ)‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ C1 ‖N(φ, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

+ C1‖h‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ R−2min{α,n−2}C2
1 (C1C2 + 1) + C1C2R

−min{α,n−2}

≤ (C1C2 + 1)R−min{α,n−2}.

Thus, A(E) ⊂ E. Furthermore,

‖A (φ1)−A (φ2)‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤ ‖L (N (φ1, σ))− L (N (φ2, σ))‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C1 ‖N (φ1, σ)−N (φ2, σ)‖
L

2n
n+2 (Rn)

≤ C2 ‖φ1 − φ2‖Ḣ1(Rn)R
−min{α,n−2}.
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Thus if δ small, we get

‖A (φ1)−A (φ2)‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤
1

2
‖φ1 − φ2‖Ḣ1(Rn) .

Thus, A is a contraction mapping. It follows from the contraction mapping theorem that there exists
a unique ρ0 ∈ E, such that ρ0 = A (ρ0). Moreover, it follows from Proposition 6.3 that ‖ρ0‖Ḣ1(Rn) ≤

CR−min{α,n−2}. �

7. Gradient Estimate of the Error Function

In this section, we will establish L2 estimates for the ∇ρ, based on the point-wise estimates from the
previous Section 6.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose δ is small enough. We have the gradient estimate

‖∇ρ0‖L2 . ζn,α(Q). (7.1)

Proof. We only consider the case n = 6 and α = 4, since other cases are obvious. By (6.35), we have ρ0
satisfies that

∆ρ0 +D6,4

(
∫

Rn

2σ(y)ρ0(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

Rn

σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dy(x)

)

+ h

+N (ρ0, σ) =
∑

i,a

cia

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

.
(7.2)

Multiplying the above equation by ρ0 and using the orthogonal condition in (6.35), we get
∫

|∇ρ0|
2 .

∫ (∫

Rn

2σ(y)ρ0(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

Rn

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyρ0(x)

)

ρ0

+

∫

|N (ρ0, σ) ρ0|+

∫

hρ0.

(7.3)

It follows from Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.4 that |N (ρ0, σ) | ≤ oR(1)|V (x)|, |ρ0(x)| .W (x) and
∫

Rn

2σ(y)ρ0(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

Rn

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyρ0(x) . V (x).

By Lemma 3.7 of [25], we have ‖W‖L2∗ . ζn,α(Q) and ‖W‖L2∗‖V ‖L(2∗)′ . ζn,α(Q)2. Therefore,
∫
(
∫

Rn

2σ(y)ρ0(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x) +

∫

Rn

2σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dy(x)

)

ρ0

.

∫

V W . ‖W‖L2∗‖V ‖L(2∗)′ . ζn,α(Q)2,

∫

hρ0 .

∫

V W . ‖W‖L2∗‖V ‖L(2∗)′ . ζn,α(Q)2,

∫

|N (ρ0, σ) ρ0| . oR(1)

∫

VW . ‖W‖L2∗ ‖V ‖L(2∗)′ . oR(1)ζn,α(Q)2.

Plugging in the above inequalities to (7.3), the proof is complete. �

Recall that

N1(η, ξ) := Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα−2(y)ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x) +

∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)|ξ|pα−2(x)η(x)

)

,

and

N(η, ξ)

:=Dn,α

(∫

Rn

|η + ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|η + ξ|pα−2(x)(η + ξ)(x)−

∫

Rn

|ξ|pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x)

−

∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα−2(y)ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|α
dy|ξ|pα−2(x)ξ(x)−

∫

Rn

pα|ξ|
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)|ξ|pα−2(x)η(x)

)

.
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Let N3(η, ξ) := Dn,α

(

|x|−α ∗ |η + ξ|pα
)

|η + ξ|pα−2(η + ξ).

Now consider ρ1 = ρ− ρ0. Recall ρ satisfies (3.3) and ρ0 satisfies (6.35). Thus ρ1 solves


















∆ρ1 +N3(σ + ρ0, ρ1)−N3(σ, ρ0)

+
∑

i,a c
j
a

[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

+ f = 0,
∫

∇Za
i ∇ρ1 = 0, i = 1, · · · , ν; a = 1, · · · , n+ 1.

(7.4)

Since (1.11) and
∫

∇ρ0 ·∇Z
a
i = 0, we see that ρ1 = ρ−ρ0 is also orthogonal to Za

i in Ḣ1 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ ν
and a = 1, · · · , n+ 1. Now we decompose

ρ1 =

ν
∑

i=1

βiUi + ρ2 (7.5)

with

βi =

∫

∇ρ1 · ∇Ui. (7.6)

Then ρ2 satisfies
∫

∇ρ2 · ∇Ui = 0 =

∫

∇ρ2 · ∇Z
a
i (7.7)

for all i = 1, · · · , ν and a = 1, · · · , n + 1. The definition of ρ2 is intended to provide a second variation
estimate in the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. If δ is small enough, then ρ2 satisfies

‖∇ρ2‖L2 .

ν
∑

i=1

|βi|+ ‖f‖H−1 .

Consequently, ‖∇ρ1‖L2 .
∑ν

i=1 |βi|+ ‖f‖H−1 .

Proof. Multiplying (7.4) by ρ2 and integrating by parts, we get
∫

|∇ρ2|
2 =

∫ (

N3(σ + ρ0, ρ1)−N3(σ, ρ0)

)

ρ2 +

∫

ρ2f. (7.8)

Here we have used the orthogonal condition (6.6). Let

I1(ρ1) =N(σ + ρ0, ρ1)

=I11(ρ1) + I12(ρ1) + I13(ρ1)

and

I2(ρ1) =N1(σ + ρ0, ρ1),

where

I11(ρ1) =

∫

|σ + ρ0|
pα(x)

|x− y|α
dx(|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|

pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(y)

− |σ + ρ0|
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0)(y)− (pα − 1)|σ + ρ0|

pα−2ρ1(y)),

I12(ρ1) =

∫

|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0)(x)ρ1(x)

|x− y|α
dx(|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|

pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(y)

− |σ + ρ0|
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0)(y)),

and

I13(ρ1) =

∫

|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα(x)− |σ + ρ0|

pα(x)− pα|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0)(x)ρ1(x)

|x− y|α
dx

× |σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(y).
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We have
∫

|∇ρ2|
2 ≤

∫

|I2(ρ1)ρ2|+

∫

|I1(ρ1)| |ρ2|+

∫

|ρ2f | . (7.9)

Let us estimate each term on the RHS of (7.9). Denote B =
∑ν

i=1 |βi|. The second and last terms on the
RHS of (7.9) can be estimated as follows. If α < 4, then by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,

∫

|I1(ρ1)ρ2| ≤

(

‖σ + ρ1‖
pα
L2∗ + ‖σ + ρ1‖

2
L2∗ + ‖σ + ρ1‖

pα−1
L2∗

)

‖ρ2‖L2∗

. (B + ‖∇ρ2‖L2)
pα−1 ‖∇ρ2‖L2 .

(7.10)

If α = 4, then by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,
∫

|I1(ρ1)ρ2| ≤

(

‖σ + ρ1‖
pα
L2∗ + ‖σ + ρ1‖

2
L2∗

)

‖ρ2‖L2∗

. (B + ‖∇ρ2‖L2)
2 ‖∇ρ2‖L2 .

(7.11)

Moreover, we have
∫

|ρ2f | . ‖ρ2‖Ḣ1 ‖f‖H−1 . (7.12)

The first term on the RHS of (7.9) is a bit more difficult to estimate. First, notice the decomposition
of ρ1 in (7.5), we have |ρ1| ≤ CBσ + |ρ2|, and

∫

|I2(ρ1)ρ2| ≤ CB

∫

|I2(σ)ρ2|+

∫

|I2(ρ2)ρ2| . (7.13)

By the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality,
∫

|I2(σ)ρ2| ≤ ‖σ + ρ0‖
2pα−1
L2∗ ‖ρ2‖L2∗ . ‖∇ρ2‖L2 ,

where we used (7.1) and the fact that ‖Ui‖Ḣ1 and ‖Ui‖L2∗are some dimensional constants for all 1 ≤ i ≤ ν.
Second, it follows from Proposition 5.1 and the orthogonal condition (7.7) of ρ2 that there exists a

constant c̃ < 1 such that
∫

Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pασ
pα−1(y)ρ2(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x) +

∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)ρ2(x)

)

ρ2(x)

≤c̃

∫

|∇ρ2|
2 .

Consequently,
∫

|I2(ρ2)ρ2| ≤ c̃

∫

|∇ρ2|
2 +

∫

|J1(ρ2) + J2(ρ2) + J3(ρ2) + J4(ρ2)ρ2| ,

where

J1(ρ2) =

∫

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pα(|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0)(y)− σpα−1(y))ρ2(y)

|x− y|α
dyσpα−1(x)ρ2(x),

J2(ρ2) =

∫

Dn,α

∫

Rn

pασ
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(|σ + ρ0|

pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0)(x) − σpα−1(x))ρ2(x),

J3(ρ2) = Dn,α

∫

Rn

|σ + ρ0|
pα(y)− σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)σpα−2(x)ρ22(x),

and

J4(ρ2) = Dn,α

∫

Rn

σpα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)(|σ + ρ0|

pα−2(x)− σpα−2(x))ρ22(x).

Thus by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, we get
∫

|(J1(ρ2) + J2(ρ2) + J3(ρ2) + J4(ρ2))ρ2| ≤

{

C ‖∇ρ0‖
2
L2 ‖∇ρ2‖

2
L2 , if α = 4,

C ‖∇ρ0‖
pα−2
L2 ‖∇ρ2‖

2
L2 , if α < 4.
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Combining the above inequality with (7.14), we obtain

∫

|I2(ρ1)ρ2| ≤







(

c̃+ C ‖∇ρ0‖
2
L2

)

‖∇ρ2‖
2
L2 + CB ‖∇ρ2‖L2 , if α = 4,

(

c̃+ C ‖∇ρ0‖
pα−2
L2

)

‖∇ρ2‖
2
L2 + CB ‖∇ρ2‖L2 , if α < 4.

(7.14)

By Proposition 7.1, we can make ‖∇ρ0‖L2 ≪ 1. Plugging in (7.10), (7.11), (7.12) and (7.14) to (7.8), we
obtain

‖∇ρ2‖
2
L2 . B ‖∇ρ2‖L2 + (B + ‖∇ρ2‖L2)

p ‖∇ρ2‖L2 + ‖f‖H−1 ‖∇ρ2‖L2 .

Dividing ‖∇ρ2‖L2 on both sides (unless ρ2 ≡ 0, when there is nothing to prove), we have

‖∇ρ2‖L2 . B + (B + ‖∇ρ2‖L2)
p + ‖f‖H−1 .

By (7.6) and Hölder’s inequality, |βi| . ‖∇ρ1‖L2 ≤ ‖∇ρ‖L2 + ‖∇ρ0‖L2 . Since σ =
∑

i Ui is the best
approximation of u, then ρ = u− σ satisfies ‖∇ρ‖L2 ≤ δ. Taking δ small and using (7.1), we can obtain
B ≪ 1 and ‖∇ρ2‖L2 ≪ 1. Thus, the above inequality proves the Lemma 7.2. �

Lemma 7.3. If δ is small enough, then

|βi| . Q1+
min{α,n−2}

n−2 + ‖f‖H−1 , 1 ≤ i ≤ ν.

Proof. We shall multiply (7.4) by Uk and integrate it. Before that, let us make some preparations. Set

I1 =

∫

|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα(y)− |σ + ρ0|

pα(y)− pα|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0)(y)ρ1(y)

|x− y|α
dy

× |σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(x)

+

∫

pα|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0)(y)ρ1(y)− pαU

pα−1
l (y)ρ1(y)

|x− y|α
dy|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|

pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(x)

+

∫

pαU
pα−1
l (y)ρ1(y)

|x− y|α
dy(|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|

pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(x)− Upα−1
l (x)),

and

I2 =

∫

|σ + ρ0|
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy(|σ + ρ0 + ρ1|

pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(x)

− |σ + ρ0|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0)(x) − (pα − 1)|σ + ρ0|

pα−2(x)ρ1(x))

+

∫

|σ + ρ0|
pα(y)

|x− y|α
dy((pα − 1)|σ + ρ0|

pα−2(x)ρ1(x)− (pα − 1)Upα−2
l (x)ρ1(x))

+

∫

|σ + ρ0|
pα(y)− Upα

l

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)Upα−2

l (x)ρ1(x).

Denote B =
∑ν

i=1 |βi|.

Since ‖(σ + ρ0)‖L2∗ . 1, ‖ρ0‖L2∗ = o(1), ‖Ul‖L2∗ = C,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

i 6=l U
pα−1
pα

i U
1
pα
l

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2∗
= o(1),

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

i 6=l

U
pα−2
pα

i U
2
pα
l

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2∗

= o(1),

||σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα(y)− |σ + ρ0|

pα(y)− pα(σ + ρ0)
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0)(y)ρ1(y)|

.(σ + ρ0)
pα−2ρ21(y),

||σ + ρ0|
pα−2(y)(σ + ρ0)(y)− Upα−1

l (y)| . (
∑

i 6=l

Upα−2
i + |ρ0|

pα−2)Ul,

||σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(x)− Upα−1

l (x)| . (
∑

i 6=l

Upα−2
i + |ρ0|

pα−2 + |ρ1|
pα−2)Ul,
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||σ + ρ0 + ρ1|
pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0 + ρ1)(x)− |σ + ρ0|

pα−2(x)(σ + ρ0)(x)− (pα − 1)|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(x)ρ1(x)|

.|ρ1|
pα−1(x),

|(pα − 1)|σ + ρ0|
pα−2(x)− (pα − 1)Upα−2

l (x)| . (
∑

i 6=l

Upα−2
i + |ρ0|

pα−2 + |ρ1|
pα−2)

and

||σ + ρ0|
pα(y)− Upα

l | . (
∑

i 6=l

Upα−1
i + |ρ0|

pα−1 + |ρ1|
pα−1)Ul,

by the Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, Lemma 7.2 and Lemma A.3, we have
∫

Rn

|I1 + I2|Ukdx .

{

‖ρ1‖
pα−1

L2∗ + o(1) (B + ‖f‖H−1) . Bpα−1 + ‖f‖pα−1
H−1 + o(1) (B + ‖f‖H−1) , if α < 4,

‖ρ1‖
2
L2∗ + o(1) (B + ‖f‖H−1) . B2 + ‖f‖2H−1 + o(1) (B + ‖f‖H−1) , if α = 4,

here o(1) denotes a quantity that goes to 0 when δ → 0. Multiplying (7.4) by Uk and integrating it, the
above estimates give

∫

∆ρ1Uk +

∫

pαU
pα−1
l (y)ρ1(y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

l (x) +

∫

Upα
l

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)Upα−2

l (x)ρ1(x)

.o(1) (B + ‖f‖H−1) +

∫

|fUk|

+
∑

j,a

∣

∣cja
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ [

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

Ul

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

(7.15)

For the LHS of (7.15), we use integration by parts and (7.5) to get
∫

∆ρ1Uk +

∫

pαU
pα−1
l (y)ρ1(y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

l (x) +

∫

Upα
l

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)Upα−2

l (x)ρ1(x)

=− (2pα − 1)

∫

∇Uk · ∇ρ1 = −(2pα − 1)βk.

For the RHS of (7.15), by Lemma A.3, we see that if i = l, then
∫ [

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

Uk = 0,

and if j 6= k, then
∫
[

(

|x|−α ∗ |Ui|
pα
)

(pα − 1)Upα−2
i Za

i + pα

(

|x|−α ∗ (Upα−1
i Za

i )
)

Upα−1
i

]

Ul . Q.

It follows from Proposition 6.3, Proposition 6.4 and Proposition 6.5 that
∣

∣

∣
cja

∣

∣

∣
. Q

min{α,n−2}
n−2 . Putting these

estimates together, we obtain

|βk| . o(1)B +Q1+min{α,n−2}
n−2 + ‖f‖H−1 .

Summing over k, we obtain B . Q1+
min{α,n−2}

n−2 + ‖f‖H−1 when δ is small. This completes the proof. �

Proposition 7.4. Suppose δ is small enough. We have

‖∇ρ1‖L2 . Q1+min{α,n−2}
n−2 + ‖f‖H−1 .

Proof. This just follows from Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 7.3 with

‖∇ρ1‖L2 .
∑

i

|βi|+ ‖∇ρ2‖L2 .

The proof of Proposition 7.4 is finished. �

Finally, we can prove the estimates which are used in the proof of the main theorem.
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Proposition 7.5. Suppose δ is small enough. We have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

N1(ρ, σ)Z
n+1
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 ) + ‖f‖H−1 ,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

N(ρ, σ, u)Zn+1
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

= o(Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2 ) + ‖f‖H−1 .

Proof. Notice ρ = ρ0 + ρ1. Then
∫

N1(ρ, σ)Z
n+1
r =

∫

N1(ρ0, σ)Z
n+1
r +

∫

N1(ρ1, σ)Z
n+1
r . (7.16)

By Hölder’s inequality, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality, Sobolev inequality and Proposition 7.4,
we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

N1(ρ1)Z
n+1
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖ρ1‖L2∗ ‖σ‖
pα−1

L2∗

∥

∥Zn+1
r

∥

∥

L2∗ . ‖∇ρ1‖L2 . Q1+
min{α,n−2}

n−2 + ‖f‖H−1 .

It remains to consider the first term on the RHS of (7.16). By the orthogonality condition of ρ0, one
has

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

N1(ρ0, σ)Z
n+1
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

(∫

N1(ρ0, σ)Z
n+1
r −

∫

N1(ρ0, Uk)Z
n+1
r

)∣

∣

∣

∣

= o

(

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2

)

.

Finally, by Hölder’s inequality, Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality and Sobolev inequality, it follows
from Proposition 7.1 and Proposition7.4 that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

N(ρ, σ, u)Zn+1
r

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

{

‖∇ρ‖pα−1
L2 . ‖∇ρ0‖

pα−1
L2 + ‖∇ρ1‖

pα−1
L2 , if α < 4

‖∇ρ‖2L2 . ‖∇ρ0‖
2
L2 + ‖∇ρ1‖

2
L2 , if α = 4

. o

(

Q
min{α,n−2}

n−2

)

+‖f‖H−1 .

This finishes our proof of Proposition 7.5. �

8. A Sharp Example

In this section, we shall construct an example showing that our quantitative estimate is sharp, i.e.,
Theorem 1.3. Without loss of generalities, let us assume that ν = 2. By Proposition 6.4, choosing R large
enough, we can find a solution ρ and a family of scalars

(

cia
)

such that






































∆ρ+D6,4

(

1
|x|4 ∗ (σ + ρ)2

)

(σ + ρ)−
∑2

i=1 U
2
i

=
∑2

i=1

∑n+1
a=1 c

i
a

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

in R6,

∫

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

ρ = 0,

i = 1, 2; a = 1, · · · , n+ 1.

(8.1)

Here σ = U1 + U2, Z
a
j are the corresponding ones in (3.1) for U1 and U2. It follows from Proposition 6.4

and Proposition 7.1 that
∑

j,a

∣

∣cja
∣

∣ . Q, ‖ρ‖∗ ≤ C(ν), ‖∇ρ‖L2 . ζ6,4(Q). (8.2)

Now let u := U1 + U2 + ρ. Then

∆u+D6,4

(

1

|x|4
∗ u2

)

u = −
2
∑

i=1

n+1
∑

a=1

cia

[

(

|x|−4 ∗ |Ui|
2
)

Za
i + 2

(

|x|−4 ∗ (UiZ
a
i )
)

Ui

]

:= −f.

By the Sobolev embedding,
∣

∣

∣Za
j

∣

∣

∣ ≤ Uj and (8.2), it is easy to see that

‖f‖H−1 . ‖f‖
L

3
2
.
∑

j,a

∣

∣cja
∣

∣

∥

∥

∥U
p
j

∥

∥

∥

L
3
2
. Q. (8.3)

Lemma 8.1. For R large enough, one has

‖∇ρ‖L2 & ζ6,4 (‖f‖H−1) .
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Proof. It follows from (8.1) that

∆ρ+N1(ρ, σ) + h+N(ρ, σ) + f = 0, (8.4)

where

h = D6,4

(
∫

R6

σ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyσ(x)−

2
∑

i=1

∫

R6

U2
i (y)

|x− y|4
dyUi(x)

)

,

N1(η, ξ) := D6,4

(∫

R6

2ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|4
dyξ(x) +

∫

R6

ξ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyη(x)

)

,

and

N(η, ξ) :=D6,4

(∫

R6

(η + ξ)2(y)

|x− y|4
dy(η + ξ)(x)−

∫

R6

ξ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyξ(x)

−

∫

R6

2ξ(y)η(y)

|x− y|4
dyξ(x)−

∫

R6

ξ2(y)

|x− y|4
dyη(x)

)

.

Using Green’s representation, we have

ρ(x) = C

∫

R6

|x− ξ|−4 (N1(ρ, σ)(ξ) + h(ξ) +N(ρ, σ)(ξ) + f(ξ)) dξ.

Using Proposition 6.4 and Lemma A.5, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

|x− ξ|−4N(ρ, σ)(ξ)dξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖ρ‖∗R
−4W (x).

Similar to the proof of Proposition 6.4, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

|x− ξ|−4N1(ρ, σ)(ξ)dξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. W̄ (x) +R−2W (x).

Note that |f | .
∑

j,a

∣

∣

∣c
j
a

∣

∣

∣U2
j . R−4

(

〈y1〉
−8 + 〈y2〉

−8
)

. Thus, by Lemma A.7, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

|x− ξ|−4 f(ξ)dξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. R−4
(

〈y1〉
−4 + 〈y2〉

−4
)

.

Combining the above three estimates and using the fact that W̄ (x) decays faster than W (x), we have

P (x) : = C(n)

∫

R6

|x− ξ|−4 (N1(ρ, σ) +N(ρ, σ) + f) (ξ)dξ

. R−4
(

χ{|y1|≤L} + χ{|y2|≤L}

)

+ L−1W (x)χ{|y1|≥L,|y2|≥L}

(8.5)

for some fixed L large enough to be determined. We multiply (8.4) by ρ and integrate it by parts to get
∫

R6

|∇ρ|2 =

∫

R6

(N1(ρ, σ) + h+N(ρ, σ)) ρ. (8.6)

Here the term that involves f vanishes because of the orthogonality condition in (8.1). To get a lower
bound of ‖∇ρ‖L2 , we shall throw away the term

∫

σρ2 > 0 and estimate the other two terms in the above
identity.

First, since |ρ| ≤ ‖ρ‖∗W (x), we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

N(ρ, σ)ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖ρ‖∗R
−4

∫

R6

V (x)W (x)dx . R−4ζ6,4(Q)2.

Second, we notice that ρ(x) =
∫

R6 |x− ξ|−4h(ξ)dξ + P (x), then
∫

R6

hρ =

∫

R6

∫

R6

|x− ξ|−4h(x)h(ξ)dxdξ +

∫

R6

h(x)P (x)dx

=: J1 + J2.
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For J1, denoting ξ1 = ξ +Re1, we have that

J1 ≥ R−8

∫∫

|y1|≤R,|ξ1|≤R
|y1 − ξ1|

−4 〈y1〉
−4 〈ξ1〉

−4 dy1dξ1

& R−8

∫

|ξ1|≤R
〈ξ1〉

−6 dξ1 & ζ6,4(Q)2.

For J2, we use h(x) ≤ R−4 〈y1〉
−4 on the set {|y1| ≤ L} and (8.5) to get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

R6

h(x)P (x)dx

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

∫

|y1|≤L
R−8 〈y1〉

−4 dx+

∫

|y2|≤L
R−8 〈y2〉

−4 dx

+ L−1

∫

|y1|≥L,|y2|≥L
V (x)W (x)

.R−8Ln−4 + L−1ζ6,4(Q)2 ≤

[

Ln−4

logR
+

1

L

]

ζ6,4(Q)2.

Plugging in the above three facts to (8.6), we get that there exists a constant C such that

‖∇ρ‖2L2 & ζ6,4(Q)2
[

1− CR−4 − CL−1 − C
Ln−4

logR

]

.

Now we choose L large and fix it. Using (8.3) and monotonicity of ζ6,4(x), we have ζ6,4 (‖f‖H−1) . ζ6,4(Q).
Taking R large enough, our proof of Lemma 8.1 is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3 According to Lemma 8.1, it suffices to show that

inf
z1,z2∈R6

λ1>0,λ2>0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∇



u−
∑

j=1,2

U [zj ;λj ]





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L2

& ‖∇ρ‖L2 .

It is well-known that the minimization problem on the left-hand side can be attained (cf. [4], Lemma
A.1) by some

Ũ1 := U [z1;λ1] , Ũ2 := U [z2;λ2] .

Denote σ̃ = Ũ1 + Ũ2 and ρ̃ = u− σ̃. We need to show ‖∇ρ̃‖L2 & ‖∇ρ‖L2 . Since σ̃ is the minimizer, then

‖∇(u− σ̃)‖L2 ≤ ‖∇(u− σ)‖L2 = ‖∇ρ‖L2 . ζ6,4(Q).

Recall that 〈v,w〉Ḣ1 =
∫

∇v · ∇w. Hence ‖σ − σ̃‖Ḣ1 . ζ6,4(Q). This implies that (up to some reordering
of z1 and z2)

λj = 1 + oR(1), z1 = − (R+ oR(1)) e1, z2 = (R+ oR(1)) e1. (8.7)

Here oR(1) means a quantity that goes to 0 when R→ ∞. Denote

ε :=
∑

i=1,2

|λi − 1|+
∣

∣zi − (−1)iRe1
∣

∣ .

It is easy to see that (z, λ) → U [z, λ] is a smooth map from R6 × (0,∞) to Ḣ1
(

R6
)

. Using the Taylor

expansion, there exist A1, A2 ∈ Ḣ1 and ‖A1‖Ḣ1 = O
(

ε2
)

, ‖A2‖Ḣ1 = O
(

ε2
)

such that

Ũ1 − U1 =
n
∑

a=1

Za
1 (z1 +Re1)a + Zn+1

1 (λ1 − 1) +A1,

and

Ũ2 − U2 =

n
∑

a=1

Za
2 (z2 −Re1)a + Zn+1

2 (λ2 − 1) +A2,

where Za
1 , Z

a
2 are defined in (3.1) with respect to U1 and U2. Consequently, ‖U1− Ũ1

∥

∥

Ḣ1 ≈ ε,
∥

∥U2 −

Ũ2‖Ḣ1 ≈ ε, and using Lemma A.8, we get
∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

U1 − Ũ1, U2 − Ũ2

〉

Ḣ1

∣

∣

∣

∣

≈ o
(

ε2
)

+ ε2
n+1
∑

a=1

∣

∣〈Za
1 , Z

a
2 〉Ḣ1

∣

∣ = o
(

ε2
)

.
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Combining the above estimates, we have ‖∇(σ − σ̃)‖L2 ≈ ε, because

‖∇(σ − σ̃)‖2L2 =
∥

∥

∥∇
(

U1 − Ũ1

)∥

∥

∥

2

L2
+
∥

∥

∥∇
(

U2 − Ũ2

)∥

∥

∥

2

L2

+ 2
〈

U1 − Ũ1, U2 − Ũ2

〉

Ḣ1

.

By the orthogonality condition in (8.1), we have ρ is orthogonal to Za
1 and Za

2 in Ḣ1 for a = 1, · · · , n+1.
Thus

〈σ − σ̃, ρ〉Ḣ1 =

∫

∇ (A1 +A2) · ∇ρ . o(1)‖∇(σ − σ̃)‖L2‖∇ρ‖L2 .

Since ρ̃ = ρ+ σ − σ̃, the above inequality implies that

‖∇ρ̃‖2L2 = ‖∇ρ‖2L2 + ‖∇(σ − σ̃)‖2L2 + 2〈σ − σ̃, ρ〉Ḣ1

& ‖∇ρ‖2L2 + ‖∇(σ − σ̃)‖2L2 ≥ ‖∇ρ‖2L2 .

From this, the assertion follows. This concludes our proof of Theorem 1.3.

Appendix A. Auxiliary Results

A.1. Non-degeneracy Result.

Lemma A.1. Let n ≥ 3, 0 < α < n and pα = 2n−α
n−2 . Assume that Z is a bounded function with vanishing

at infinity. If Z solve

∆Z(x) +Dn,α

(∫

Rn

pαU
pα−1
i (y)Z(y)

|x− y|α
dyUpα−1

i (x) +

∫

Rn

Upα
i (y)

|x− y|α
dy(pα − 1)Upα−2

i (x)Z(x)

)

= 0 in Rn,

(A.1)

then Z ∈ Span{Za
i , a = 1, · · · , n+ 1}.

Proof. See the proof of Theorem 1.5. in [36]. �

A.2. Some Important Estimates.

Lemma A.2. For any two bubbles, if λi ≤ λj and qij << 1, then there exists C1,n and C2,n such that
∫

Rn

U2∗−2
i UjZ

n+1
i (x)dx = −C1,nqij + o (qij) ,

and
∫

U2∗−pα
j Upα−1

i λi∂λrUi(x)dx = −C2,nq
α

n−2

ij + o
(

q
α

n−2

ij

)

.

Proof. See the proof in [3, F16]. �

Lemma A.3. Given n ≥ 3, for any fixed ε > 0 and any non-negative exponents such that α+ β = 2∗, it
holds

∫

Rn

Uα
1 U

β
2 ≈n,ε

{

q
min(α,β)
12 , if |α− β| ≥ ε,

q
n

n−2

12 |log qij| , if α = β.

Proof. See the proof of Proposition B.2 in [28]. �

Lemma A.4. Given n ≥ 3, let {Ui}
3
i=1 be three bubbles with δ-interaction, that is,

R = min {R12, R13, R23} ,

which is Large enough. Then we have
∫

Rn

λβ1
1

〈y1〉
2β1

λβ2
2

〈y2〉
2β2

λβ3
3

〈y3〉
2β3

dy = o
(

R−min{β1,β2,β3}
)

.
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Proof. We can assume that β1 ≤ β2 ≤ β3. Let θ2 =
β2

β2+β3
and θ3 =

β3

β2+β3
, then we have that

∫

Rn

λβ1
1

〈y1〉
2β1

λβ2
2

〈y2〉
2β2

λβ3
3

〈y3〉
2β3

dy

=

∫

Rn

(

λβ1
1 λ

β2
2

〈y1〉
2β1 〈y2〉

2β2

)θ2 (

λβ1
1 λ

β3
3

〈y1〉
2β1 〈y3〉

2β3

)θ3 (
λ3λ2

〈y3〉
2 〈y2〉

2

)

β2β3
β2+β3

dy

≤















R
−(β1+

β2β3
β2+β3

)
(logR)

2β2β3
n(β2+β3) , if β1 < β2,

R
−(β1+

β2β3
β2+β3

)
(logR)

2β2
n , if β1 = β2 < β3,

R−(β1+
β2
2
) logR, if β1 = β2 = β3.

This finishes the proof of Lemma A.4. �

Lemma A.5. Suppose that R≫ 1. We have
∫

Pn
|x̃− x|4V (x)dx ≈W (x̃).

Proof. See the proof of Lemma 3.6 in [25].
�

Lemma A.6. Given n ≥ 3 and any non-negative exponents a, b such that a+ b = n. Let

{(λ1,(k), λ2,(k), z1,(k), z2,(k)}
+∞
k=1

be a sequence such that R12,(k) → +∞, then we have

∫

{U1,(k)≥U2,(k)}

λa1,(k)

(1 + (λ1|y − z1,(k)|)2)a

λb2,(k)

(1 + (λ2,(k)|y − z2,(k)|)2)b
dy

{

≈n R
−2b
12,(k), if a > b,

= O(R−n
12,(k)), if a < b.

Proof. We omit the subscript (k) for convenience.
Case A. 1 ≻ 2. If |y − z1| ≤ 1

2(λ1λ2)
1
2
, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)

2 ≥ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. If

|y − z1| ≥
2(1+|z21|)

(λ1λ2)
1
2
, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)

2 ≤ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. Thus

∫

{U1≥U2}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

=

∫

{

|y−z1|≤
1

2(λ1λ2)
1
2

}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

+O







∫

{

2(1+|z21|)

(λ1λ2)
1
2

≥|y−z1|≥
1

2(λ1λ2)
1
2

}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy







=

{

∫

Rn
1

(1+|y|2)ady
1

(1+|z21|2)b
R−2b

12 + o(R−2b
12 ), if a > b,

O(R−n
12 ), if a < b.

Case B. 1 ≺ 2. If |y − z2| ≥
2(1+|z12|)

(λ1λ2)
1
2
, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)

2 ≥ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. If

|y − z2| ≤
1

4(λ1λ2)
1
2
, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)

2 ≤ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. Thus

∫

{U1≥U2}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

=

∫

{

|y−z2|≥
2(1+|z12|)

(λ1λ2)
1
2

}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy
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+O







∫

{

1

4(λ1λ2)
1
2

≤|y−z2|≤
2(1+|z12|)

(λ1λ2)
1
2

}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy







=

{

∫

Rn
1

(1+|y|2)a|y−z12|2b
dyR−2b

12 + o(R−2b
12 ), if a > b,

O(R−n
12 ), if a < b.

Case C. 1 6≺ 2, 1 6≻ 2.

Subcase C.1. 1 6≺ 2, 1 6≻ 2 and 16λ2 ≥ λ1 ≥ λ2. If |y−z1| ≤
λ

1
2
2 |z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
1

, then we have λ1(1+λ2|y−z2|)
2 ≥

λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. If |y − z2| ≤

|z1−z2|
4 , then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)

2 ≤ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. Thus

∫

{U1≥U2}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

=

∫







|y−z1|≤
λ
1
2
2 |z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
1







λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

+O









∫







|y−z1|≥
λ
1
2
2

|z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
1

, |y−z2|≥
|z1−z2|

4







λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy









=

{

∫

Rn
1

(1+|y|2)a
dyR−2b

12 + o(R−2b
12 ), if a > b,

O(R−n
12 ), if a < b.

Subcase C.2. 1 6≺ 2, 1 6≻ 2 and 16λ2 ≤ λ1. If |y − z1| ≤
λ

1
2
2 |z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
1

, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)
2 ≥

λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. If |y − z1| ≥

2λ
1
2
2 |z1−z2|

λ
1
2
1

, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)
2 ≤ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)

2. Thus

∫

{U1≥U2}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

=

∫







|y−z1|≤
λ
1
2
2 |z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
1







λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

+O









∫







2λ
1
2
2 |z1−z2|

λ
1
2
1

≥|y−z1|≥
λ
1
2
2 |z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
1







λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy









=

{

∫

Rn
1

(1+|y|2)a
dyR−2b

12 + o(R−2b
12 ), if a > b,

O(R−n
12 ), if a < b.

Subcase C.3. 1 6≺ 2, 1 6≻ 2 and λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ 16λ1. If |y− z1| ≤
|z1−z2|

4 , then we have λ1(1+λ2|y− z2|)
2 ≥

λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2. If |y − z2| ≤

|z1−z2|
64 , then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)

2 ≤ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)
2.Thus

∫

{U1≥U2}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

=

∫

{

|y−z1|≤
|z1−z2|

4

}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy
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+O

(

∫

{

|z1−z2|

64
≤|y−z2|, |y−z1|≥

|z1−z2|

4

}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

)

=

{

∫

Rn
1

(1+|y|2)a
dyR−2b

12 + o(R−2b
12 ), if a > b,

O(R−n
12 ), if a < b.

Subcase C.4. 1 6≺ 2, 1 6≻ 2 and λ2 ≥ 16λ1. If |y − z2| ≥
2λ

1
2
1 |z1−z2|

λ
1
2
2

, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)
2 ≥

λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)2. If |y − z2| ≤
λ

1
2
1 |z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
2

, then we have λ1(1 + λ2|y − z2|)2 ≤ λ2(1 + λ1|y − z1|)2. Thus

∫

{U1≥U2}

λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

=

∫







|y−z2|≥
2λ

1
2
1

|z1−z2|

λ
1
2
2







λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy

+O









∫







λ
1
2
1 |z1−z2|

8λ
1
2
2

≤|y−z2|≤
2λ

1
2
1 |z1−z2|

λ
1
2
2







λa1
(1 + (λ1|y − z1|)2)a

λb2
(1 + (λ2|y − z2|)2)b

dy









=

{

∫

Rn
1

(1+|y|2)adyR
−2b
12 + o(R−2b

12 ), if a > b,

O(R−n
12 ), if a < b.

This concludes our proof of Lemma A.6. �

Lemma A.7. Denote 〈y〉 =
√

1 + |y|2. We have

∫

Rn

|y − z|2−n〈z〉−γdz .











〈y〉2−γ , if γ ∈ (2, n),

〈y〉2−n(1 + log〈y〉), if γ = n,

〈y〉2−n, if γ > n.

Proof. This follows from a simple modification of the proof in [48, Lemma B.2]. �

Lemma A.8. For the Za
i defined in (3.1), there exist some constants γa = γa(n) > 0 such that

∫

U
4

n−2

i Za
i Z

b
i =

{

0, if a 6= b,

γa, if 1 ≤ a = b ≤ n+ 1,

If i 6= j and 1 ≤ a, b ≤ n+ 1, we have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

U
4

n−2

i Za
i Z

b
j

∣

∣

∣

∣

. qij.

Proof. See the proof in [3, F1-F6]. Moreover, it is known that γ1 = · · · = γn. �
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