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2Instituto de Ciencias F́ısicas y Matemáticas, Facultad de Ciencias, Universidad Austral de Chile, Valdivia, Chile.

Abstract

We consider the fourth-order nonlinear elliptic problem:






∆(a(x)∆u) = a(x) |u|p−2−ǫ
u in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
∆u = 0 on ∂Ω,

where Ω is a smooth, bounded domain in R
N with N ≥ 5. Here, p := 2N

N−4
is the Sobolev critical

exponent for the embedding H2 ∩H1

0 (Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω), and a ∈ C2(Ω) is a strictly positive function on Ω.
We establish sufficient conditions on the function a and the domain Ω for this problem to admit both

positive and sign-changing solutions with an explicit asymptotic profile. These solutions concentrate
and blow up at a point on the boundary ∂Ω as ǫ → 0. The proofs of the main results rely on the
Lyapunov-Schmidt finite-dimensional reduction method.

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

In this paper, we study the almost critical biharmonic problem




∆(a(x)∆u) = a(x)|u|p−2−εu in Ω,
u = 0 on ∂Ω,
∆u = 0 on ∂Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω is a smooth bounded domain in RN (N ≥ 5), a ∈ C2(Ω) is strictly positive on Ω, p := 2N
N−4 is the

critical Sobolev exponent for the embedding H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) →֒ Lp(Ω), and ε is a positive small parameter.

In general, elliptic equations involving fourth-order operators arise naturally in various mathematical
and physical contexts and numerous mathematicians have devoted significant attention to these types of
problems (e.g. [3, 11, 13–15,17, 22, 27, 36, 38–40]). For example, elliptic fourth-order operators of the form

∑

i,j,s,h

∂2

∂xi∂xj

(
aijsh(x)

∂2

∂xs∂xh

)

appear in the study of elastic properties of thin plates. This biharmonic equation has its roots in the work of
Sophie Germain, particularly in the Germain-Lagrange equation, a fourth-order partial differential equation
describing the behavior of vibrating elastic plates. For more information, see [9, 31].
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Beyond elasticity, the operator on the left-hand side of (1.1) has gained a lot of attention in the last
years, see for example [10, 21, 23, 41] and references therein. Moreover, fourth-order operators like the
Paneitz operator play a central role in conformal geometry. These operators are fundamental in questions
about finding conformal metrics with constant or prescribed Q-curvature, analogous to the classical Yamabe
problem in lower dimensions. Such problems involve solving fourth-order elliptic PDEs, driven by the Paneitz
operator. We refer the reader to [12].

If a(x) ≡ 1 and ε = 0, problem (1.1) becomes





∆2u = |u|p−2u in Ω,
u = 0 on ∂Ω,
∆u = 0 on ∂Ω.

(1.2)

This critical problem has been widely studied. Whether it can be solved depends largely on the geometry
of Ω. Indeed, Van der Vorst [37] showed that problem (1.2) does not admit positive solutions when Ω is
star-shaped, whereas Ebobisse and Ahmedou [16] demonstrated that (1.2) possesses a solution provided that
some homology group of Ω is nontrivial. This topological condition is sufficient, although not essential,
as noted by Gazzola, Grunau, and Squassina [18], who presented examples of contractible domains where
solutions exist. Alarcón and Pistoia studied this problem in domains with circular holes in [2] where they
provided a precise description of the asymptotic profile of the solution as the radius of the circular hole
approaches zero.

To gain a clearer understanding of the context, it is insightful to compare the Paneitz-type problem (1.2)
with the well-known Yamabe-type problem:

{
−∆u = |u| 2N

N−2−2u in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω.
(1.3)

If the domain Ω is star-shaped, Pohozaev’s identity [33] implies that problem (1.3) has only the trivial
solution. On the other hand, Bahri and Coron [4] demonstrated that (1.3) has a solution provided that at
least one homology group of Ω is nontrivial. Passaseo showed in [30] that this topological condition is not a
necessary requirement for the existence of a solution to (1.3).

The almost critical case {
−∆u = |u| 2N

N−2−2−ǫu in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.4)

with ε positive and small enough, has also been widely studied. The pioneering works of Bahri and Rey [5]
and Rey [34] established the existence of positive solutions that blow up at one or more points in Ω as ǫ→ 0.
Regarding sign-changing solutions, a significant number of solutions exhibiting simple or multiple positive
and negative sign-changing solutions were constructed by Bartsch, Micheletti, and Pistoia [6], Musso and
Pistoia [29], and Pistoia and Weth [32].

In [1], Ackermann, Clapp, and Pistoia studied a more general almost critical problem given by:

{
−div (a(x)∇u) = a(x)|u| 2N

N−2−2−εu in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.5)

where, as before, Ω is a bounded smooth domain in RN with N ≥ 3, ε > 0 is a small parameter, and
a ∈ C2(Ω) is a strictly positive function on Ω. The authors provided sufficient conditions on the function a
and the domain Ω for the problem to admit both a positive solution and a sign-changing solution, each of
which concentrates and blows up at a point on the boundary ∂Ω as ǫ→ 0.

The work of Ackermann, Clapp, and Pistoia on the second-order problem (1.5) has motivated us to
investigate analogous results in the fourth-order setting. In this paper, we focus on the almost critical
biharmonic problem (1.1) and derive sufficient conditions on the function a(x) and the domain Ω that
guarantee the existence of solutions with explicit asymptotic profiles as ǫ → 0. As expected, the main
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challenge arises from the order of the operator. For instance, since it is of fourth order, calculating the error
introduced by our ansatz becomes more complex. To compute this error, we need to develop new estimates
for the derivatives of the Green’s function and its regular part. These estimates allow us to analyze the
dominant behavior of the key terms and evaluate their overall contribution.

We now describe the profile of the solutions we obtain:

• Boundary blow-up solutions : These solutions exhibit k multiple blow-up points concentrating at a k
different points of the boundary ∂Ω.

• Sign-changing solutions : These involve two blow-up points of opposite sign collapsing to the same
boundary point of the boundary ∂Ω.

To obtain our results, we employ the Lyapunov-Schmidt finite-dimensional reduction method. The
structure of the paper is as follows: In the remainder of this section, we introduce the variational framework
and provide a precise description of our main results. In section 2 we perform the Lyapunov–Schmidt
reduction procedure. Section 3 provides detailed proofs of the main theorems, including the asymptotic
expansions of the energy functional. Section 4 focuses on boundary estimates for the Green’s function and
its derivatives. We use these results to obtain key estimates. Section 5 investigates the discrepancies between
the approximate solutions and those established in the theorems.

Finally, Section 6 deals with the estimation of the error term, and Section 7 with the expansion of the
nonlinear term of the reduced energy functional.

1.2 Variational Framework and Main Results

In this section, we establish the variational framework and present our main results. We begin by introducing
the necessary functional spaces: We consider the inner product and corresponding norm on H2(Ω)∩H1

0 (Ω),
given by

(u, v) :=

∫

Ω

a(x)∆u∆v dx, ‖u‖a :=

(∫

Ω

a(x)|∆u|2 dx
)1/2

,

which are equivalent to the standard norm and inner product; see Section 2 in [19]. For any q ∈ [1,∞), we
define the norm in Lq(Ω) as

|u|a,q :=
(∫

Ω

a(x)|u|q dx
)1/q

.

The Sobolev embedding theorem asserts that H2(Ω) ∩ H1
0 (Ω) is continuously embedded in Lq(Ω) for 1 <

q ≤ 2N
N−4 , and this embedding is compact when q < 2N

N−4 . The embedding i : H2(Ω) ∩ H1
0 (Ω) →֒ L

2N
N−4 (Ω)

has an adjoint operator i∗ : L
2N

N+4 (Ω) → H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω), satisfying

(i∗(u), ϕ) =

∫

Ω

a(x)u(x)ϕ(x) dx, ∀ϕ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω).

Equivalently, 



∆(a(x)∆i∗(u)) = a(x)u(x) in Ω,
i∗(u) = 0 on ∂Ω,
∆i∗(u) = 0 on ∂Ω.

Using Hölder’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding, we deduce

‖i∗(u)‖2a = (i∗(u), i∗(u)) =

∫

Ω

a(x)u(x)i∗(u)(x) dx ≤ c‖u‖ 2N
N+4

‖i∗(u)‖a.

Thus, there exists a constant c > 0 such that

‖i∗(u)‖a ≤ c‖u‖ 2N
N+4

, ∀u ∈ L
2N

N+4 (Ω).
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We are now in a position to reformulate the Problem (1.1). For ℓ ≥ 0, define fℓ(s) := |s| 8
N−4−ℓs =

|s|p−2−ℓs. Then, we have

u = i∗(fε(u)) if and only if u solves problem (1.1). (1.6)

Now, we introduce the bubble Uδ,ξ, which is a function defined by

Uδ,ξ(x) := αN

(
δ

δ2 + |x− ξ|2
)N−4

2

, x, ξ ∈ R
N , δ > 0,

where αN = (N(N − 4)(N − 2)(N + 2))
N−4

8 . These bubbles are the unique positive solutions in D2,2(RN )
for the limit problem

∆2U = U
N+4
N−4 in R

N

(see [25]). We use these bubbles as building blocks to construct solutions to (1.1). The proof of our results
relies on the study of the problem that is obtained when linearizing the limit equation around the solution
Uδ,ξ. As shown in [26], the set of solutions to the linearized equation

∆2ψ = f ′
0(Uδ,ξ)ψ in R

N , ψ ∈ D2,2(RN ),

is an (N + 1)-dimensional linear space spanned by:

ψ0
δ,ξ(x) :=

∂Uδ,ξ

∂δ
(x) = αN

N − 4

2
δ

N−6
2

|x− ξ|2 − δ2

(δ2 + |x− ξ|2)N−2
2

,

and, for each j = 1, . . . , N ,

ψj
δ,ξ(x) :=

∂Uδ,ξ

∂ξj
(x) = αN (N − 4)δ

N−4
2

xj − ξj

(δ2 + |x− ξ|2)N−2
2

.

This property is known as the non-degeneracy of the solution Uδ,ξ.

Definition (Weak Solutions). A function u ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) is said to be a weak solution to (1.1) if, for

any test function φ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω), the following holds:

∫

Ω

∆(a(x)∆u(x))φ(x) dx =

∫

Ω

a(x)|u(x)|p−2−εu(x)φ(x) dx.

Hence, problem (1.1) is the Euler–Lagrange equation for the functional

Jε : H
2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω) → R, Jε(u) =
1

2

∫

Ω

a(x)|∆u(x)|2 dx− 1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x)|u(x)|p−ε dx. (1.7)

The functional Jε is of class C2, and its derivative is given by

J ′
ε(u)[φ] =

∫

Ω

a(x)∆u(x)∆φ(x) dx −
∫

Ω

a(x)|u(x)|p−2−εu(x)φ(x) dx ∀φ ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω).

For any u ∈ D2,2(RN ), we denote by Pu its projection onto the space H2(Ω)∩H1
0 (Ω), which is the unique

solution to the problem {
∆2Pu = ∆2u in Ω,
Pu = ∆Pu = 0 on ∂Ω.

We prove the existence of two distinct types of solutions to problem (1.1). For the first result, we assume
the following condition.
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(p1): There exist k non-degenerate critical points ζ01 , . . . , ζ
0
k ∈ ∂Ω of the restriction of a(x) to the

boundary ∂Ω, such that:
(∇a(ζ0j ), ν(ζ0j )) > 0 ∀ j = 1 . . . , k

where ν(ζ0j ) denotes the inward-pointing unit normal to ∂Ω at ζ0j . Under this assumption, we establish the
following result:

Theorem 1.1. Assume that condition (p1) holds true. Then, there exists ε1 > 0 such that, for each choice

of bi ∈ {0, 1} and 0 < ε < ε1, problem (1.1) has a solution uε of the form:

uε(x) =

k∑

j=1

(−1)bjPUδj,ε,ξj,ε(x) + φε(x),

where the weight δj,ε of the bubble Uδj,ε,ξj,ε satisfies

δj,ε = ε
N−3
N−4 dj,ε, with dj,ε → dj > 0,

for j = 1, . . . , k, as ε→ 0, and the center ξj,ε of the bubble Uδj,ε,ξj,ε satisfies:

ξj,ε → ζ0j , as ε→ 0,

for j = 1, . . . , k, and the rest function φε is a remainder term.

Theorem 1.1 establishes the existence of a solution that may change sign and blows up at the k points
given by the hypotheses described in (p1). Our next result demonstrates the existence of a sign-changing
solution with two blow-up points—one positive and one negative—that collapse to a single point on the
boundary of Ω. To prove this, we assume the following:

(p2): There exists a critical point ζ0 of the restriction of a(x) to the boundary ∂Ω such that:

(∇a(ζ0), ν(ζ0)) > 0

Additionally, we introduce a hypothesis regarding the symmetries of both the domain Ω and the function
a(x) that we describe below: Assume that there exist a set of vectors e1, . . . , eN−1 ∈ R

N , such that the set
{ν(ζ0), e1, . . . , eN−1} forms an orthonormal basis, such that both Ω and a(x) are invariant under reflections
Ri with respect to each hyperplane ζ0 + {ei = 0}, i.e.,

Ri(x) ∈ Ω and a(Ri(x)) = a(x) ∀x ∈ Ω, i = 1, . . . , N − 1,

where the reflection Ri is defined by

Ri(x) = ζ0 + (x, ν(ζ0))ν(ζ0)− (x, ei)ei +
N−1∑

j=1
j 6=i

(x, ej)ej . (1.8)

where, as before, ν := ν(ζ0) denotes the inward-pointing unit normal to ∂Ω at ζ0.
We will write

H(Ω) := {f ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) : f(Ri(x)) = f(x), ∀x ∈ Ω, i = 1, . . . , N − 1}. (1.9)

for the space of functions on H2(Ω) ∩ H1
0 (Ω) that are invariant under every reflection Ri. Note that if

ξ = ζ0 + tν(ζ0) ∈ Ω, then PUδ,ξ ∈ H(Ω).

Under these assumptions, we establish the following result:
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that condition (p2) holds true. Then, there exists ε0 > 0 such that, for each

ε ∈ (0, ε0), problem (1.1) admits a sign-changing solution uε of the form:

uε(x) = PUδ1,ε,ξ1,ε(x) − PUδ2,ε,ξ2,ε(x) + φε(x),

where the weights δi,ε of the bubbles Uδi,ε,ξi,ε satisfy

ε−
N−3
N−4 δi,ε → di > 0, as ε→ 0,

for i = 1, 2, and the centers ξi,ε of the bubbles satisfy

ξi,ε = ζ0 + εti,εν(ζ
0), with ti,ε → ti > 0, as ε→ 0,

for i = 1, 2, and the rest function φε is a remainder term. Moreover, the solution uε belongs to the space

H(Ω).

The symmetry assumption (p2) helps address technical challenges that arise when looking for a solution
whose bubbles collapse to the same point. We believe this hypothesis could be removed, but doing so would
require going further in the expansion of the reduced energy functional, making the computations excessively
tedious.

2 Finite Dimensional Reduction

In this section, we employ the method of finite-dimensional reduction to transform the original infinite-
dimensional problem into a finite-dimensional variational problem.

The solutions to problem (1.1) given by Theorem 1.1 are of the form

uǫ =

k∑

j=1

(−1)bjPUδj,ξj + φǫ, (2.1)

where bj ∈ {0, 1} are fix numbers. The concentration parameters δi satisfy

δi = diǫ
N−3
N−4 for some di > 0 for every i = 1, . . . , k,

and the concentration points ξi are given by

ξi = ξ0i + τiη(ξ
0
i ) where ξ

0
i ∈ ∂Ω and τi = tiǫ for some ti > 0.

We denote ξ = (ξ01 , . . . , ξ
0
k), d = (d1, . . . , dk) and t = (t1, . . . , tk) and we assume that these parameters

belong to the set
Σ1 := {(ξ,d, t) ∈ (∂Ω)k × (0,∞)k × (0,∞)k : ξ0i 6= ξ0j if i 6= j}.

For each element (ξ,d, t) ∈ Σ1 and every ǫ > 0, we consider the fowling decomposition

H2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) = K1,ǫ

(ξ,d,t) ⊕K1,ǫ,⊥
(ξ,d,t)

where

K1,ǫ
(ξ,d,t) := span{Pψj

i : i = 1, . . . , k, j = 0, 1 . . . , N},

K1,ǫ,⊥
(ξ,d,t) := {u ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1

0 (Ω) : (u, Pψ
j
i ) = 0, i = 1, . . . , k, j = 0, 1 . . . , N}.
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We consider the respective orthogonal projection operators

Π1,ǫ
(ξ,d,t) : H

2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) → K1,ǫ

(ξ,d,t) and Π1,ǫ,⊥
(ξ,d,t) : H

2(Ω) ∩H1
0 (Ω) → K1,ǫ,⊥

(ξ,d,t)

defined by

Π1,ǫ
(ξ,d,t)(u) :=

∑

i=1,...,k
j=0,...,N

(u, Pψj
i ) and Π1,ǫ,⊥

(ξ,d,t)(u) := u−
∑

i=1,...,k
j=0,...,N

(u, Pψj
i )

On the other hand, the solutions given by Theorem 1.2 are of the form

uǫ = PUδ1,ǫ,ξ1,ǫ − PUδ2,ǫ,ξ2,ǫ + φǫ, (2.2)

where the concentration parameters δi satisfy:

δi,ǫ = diǫ
N−3
N−4 for some di > 0 for each i = 1, . . . , k,

and the concentration points ξi are located on the line L = {ζ0 + ℓν(ζ0) : ℓ ∈ R}, i.e. they satisfy

ξ1,ǫ = ζ0 + τ1ν(ζ
0), ξ2,ǫ = ζ0 + τ2ν(ζ

0) where τi = tiǫ for some 0 < t1 < t2.

We will write d = (d1, d2) and t = (t1, t2) and assume that these parameters lie on the set:

Σ2 := {(d, t) ∈ (0,∞)2 × (0,∞)2 : 0 < t1 < t2}.

In this case, we are looking for solutions uǫ in the space H(Ω). For this purpose, the following remark is
essential.

Remark 2.1 (Symmetry Considerations). Under assumption (p2), if ξ = ζ0+ tν(ζ0) ∈ Ω, then any solution

Pψ to the problem {
∆2Pψ = f ′

0(Uδ,ξ)ψ in Ω,
∆Pψ = Pψ = 0 on ∂Ω,

(2.3)

belongs to H(Ω). This symmetry arises because, if for every i = 1, . . . , N−1, we have that f ′
0(Uδ,ξ(Ri(x))) =

f ′
0(Uδ,ξ(x)), hence if Pψ(x) is a solution to (2.3) then Pψ(Ri(x)) is also solution.

Hence, since we are assuming that Ω and a satisfy (p2), it follows from Remark 2.1 that, for every
(ζ0,d, t) ∈ Σ2 the space H(Ω) admits the following decomposition:

H(Ω) = K2,ǫ
(ζ0,d,t) ⊕K2,ǫ,⊥

(ζ0,d,t),

where
K2,ǫ

(ζ0,d,t) := span{Pψj
i : i = 1, 2, j = 0, 1, . . . , N} ⊆ H(Ω),

and its respective orthogonal complement in H(Ω) is defined as:

K2,ǫ,⊥
(ζ0,d,t) := {u ∈ H(Ω) : (u, Pψj

i ) = 0 for i = 1, . . . , k and j = 0, 1, . . . , N}.

Then we introduce the orthogonal projection operators:

Π2,ǫ
(ζ0,d,t) : H(Ω) → K2,ǫ

(ζ0,d,t) and Π2,ǫ,⊥
(ζ0,d,t) : H(Ω) → K2,ǫ,⊥

(ζ0,d,t).

For simplicity, when there is no danger of confusion, we will write (ζ0,d, t) = (ξ,d, t). Also, for each
ǫ > 0 and any element (ξ,d, t) ∈ Σi we will write:

V ǫ
(ξ,d,t) = V(ξ,d,t) :=

k∑

j=1

(−1)bjPUδj,ξj and V ǫ
(ξ,d,t) = V(d,t) = PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 .

We will also write: Kǫ,⊥
(ξ,d,t) := Ki,ǫ,⊥

(ξ,d,t), Π
ǫ,⊥
(ξ,d,t) = Πi,ǫ,⊥

(ξ,d,t) and Σ = Σi for i = 1, 2.
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In both cases (2.1) and (2.2), the correction term φε belongs to Kε,⊥
(ξ,d,t). Solving problem (1.6) reduces

to finding an element (ξ,d, t) ∈ Σ and φε ∈ Kε,⊥
(ξ,d,t) that satisfies the following system

Πε
(ξ,d,t)(V(ξ,d,t) + φε − i∗(fε(V(ξ,d,t) + φε))) = 0, (2.4)

and
Πε,⊥

(ξ,d,t)(V(ξ,d,t) + φε − i∗(fε(V(ξ,d,t) + φε))) = 0. (2.5)

To achieve this goal, we first show that for each (ξ,d, t) ∈ Σ and for any small ε > 0 we can find an

element φεξ,d,t ∈ Kε,⊥
(ξ,d,t) that satisfies (2.5). This is the essence of Remark 2.4. To this aim we define a

linear operator Lε
(ξ,d,t) : K

ε,⊥
(ξ,d,t) → Kε,⊥

(ξ,d,t) by

Lε
(ξ,d,t)φ = Πε,⊥

(ξ,d,t)(φ− i∗(f ′
ε(V(ξ,d,t))φ)).

The following statement holds true.

Proposition 2.2. For any compact subset C of Σ there exist ε0 > 0 and c > 0 such that for each ε ∈ (0, ε0)
and (ξ,d, t) ∈ C the operator Lε

(ξ,d,t) is invertible and

‖Lε
(ξ,d,t)φ‖ ≥ c‖φ‖ ∀φ ∈ K⊥

(ξ,d,t).

Proof. The proof of this proposition is standard and, with the necessary modifications, can be established
by following, for example, the approach outlined in [28].

From the previous proposition, by using the inverse of the operator Lε
(ξ,d,t), for any sufficiently small

ε > 0 we can define the operator T ε
(ξ,d,t) : K

ε,⊥
(ξ,d,t) → Kε,⊥

(ξ,d,t) by

T ε
(ξ,d,t)φ = Lε,−1

(ξ,d,t)Π
ε,⊥
(ξ,d,t)(−V(ξ,d,t) − i∗(f ′

ε(V(ξ,d,t))φ) + i∗(fε(V(ξ,d,t) + φ))).

Proposition 2.3. For any compact subset C of Σ there exist ε0 > 0, c > 0 and σ > 0 such that for each

ε ∈ (0, ε0) and (ξ,d, t) ∈ C the operator T ε
(ξ,d,t) is a contraction map and

‖T ε
(ξ,d,t)φ‖ ≤ cε

1
2+σ ∀φ ∈ Kε,⊥

(ξ,d,t).

Proof. In Lemma 6.2, we show that there exists σ > o such that

‖E(ξ,d,t)‖ = O
(
ε

1
2+σ

)
.

where
E(ξ,d,t) =: ∆(a(x)∆V(ξ,d,t))− a(x)|V(ξ,d,t)|p−2−εV(ξ,d,t) (2.6)

is the error term. From here, we proceed as in [7].
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Remark 2.4. Therefore, under the conditions described above, the operator T ε
(ξ,d,t) has a unique fixed point,

which we denote by φε(ξ,d,t) ∈ Kε,⊥
(ξ,d,t), and it satisfies:

‖φε(ξ,d,t)‖ ≤ cε
1
2+σ.

Hence, we can write

Lε
(ξ,d,t)φ

ε
(ξ,d,t) = Πε,⊥

(ξ,d,t)

(
−V(ξ,d,t) − i∗(f ′

ε(V(ξ,d,t))φ
ε
(ξ,d,t)) + i∗

(
fε

(
V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t)

)))

which shows that the element φε(ξ,d,t) satisfies equation (2.5) Moreover, that the map

(ξ,d, t) 7→ φε(ξ,d,t)

is of class C1.

Since φε(ξ,d,t) satisfies equation (2.5), we have that:

V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t) − i∗
(
fε

(
V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t)

))

=
∑

i=1,...,k
j=0,...,N

(
V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t) − i∗

(
fε

(
V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t)

))
, Pψj

i

)

Hence, V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t) is a solution to (1.1) if and only if:

∑

i=1,...,k
j=0,...,N

(
V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t) − i∗

(
fε

(
V(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t)

))
, Pψj

i

)
= 0

(2.7)

Recall that, the solutions to problem (1.1) can be characterized as the critical points of the functional Jε.

We define the reduced energy functional Ii
ε : Σi → R as

Ii
ε(ξ,d, t) = Jε

(
V ε
(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t)

)
,

where, depending on the case: - If (ξ,d, t) ∈ Σ1, Jε is given by (1.7). - If (ζ0,d, t) ∈ Σ2, Jε is defined as

Jε : H(Ω) → R, Jε(u) =
1

2

∫

Ω

a(x)|∆u(x)|2 dx− 1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x)|u(x)|p−ε dx. (2.8)

The next lemma, following from Remark 2.4 and equation (2.7), reduces the problem of finding solutions
to (1.1) to the problem of finding critical points of the reduced energy functional Iε.

Lemma 2.5. The element (ξ,d, t) ∈ Σ is a critical point of Iε if and only if the function uε = V ε
(ξ,d,t)+φ

ε
(ξ,d,t)

is a critical point of the functional Jε.

Proof. The proof of this proposition follows standard arguments and can be obtained, with suitable modifi-
cations, by using the approach outlined in [5]. We omit it here.

3 Energy functional expansion and proofs of the main Theorems

In this section, we derive an asymptotic expansion of the reduced energy functional associated with problem
(1.1) and provide the proofs of the main theorems, 1.1 and 1.2.
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3.1 The proof of Theorem 1.1

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is thus reduced to showing the existence of a critical point of the reduced energy
functional I1

ε : Σ1 → R defined by

I1
ε (ξ,d, t) = Jε(V

ε
(ξ,d,t) + φε(ξ,d,t)) = Jε

(
k∑

i=1

(−1)biPUδi,ξi ++φε(ξ,d,t)

)
.

We will compute an asymptotic expansion of I1
ε .

Proposition 3.1. The asymptotic expansion

I1
ε (ξ,d, t) =

k∑

i=1

a(ξ0i )γ1

(
p− 2

2p
− ε log(ε)

N − 3

2p

)
+ εF 1(ξ,d, t) + o(ε)

holds true C1-uniformly on compact subsets of Σ1. Here the function F 1 : Σ1 → R is given by

F 1(ξ,d, t) :=

k∑

i=1

a(ξ0i )
pγ3 − γ1

p2

+

k∑

i=1

(
p− 2

2p
ti(∇a(ξ0i ) · η(ξ0i ))γ1 +

a(ξ0i )

2

(
di
2ti

)N−4

γ2 − a(ξ0i )
N − 4

2p
log(di)γ1

)

Proof. We have that

J(V(ξ,d,t)) : =
1

2

∫

Ω

a(x)∆
(
V(ξ,d,t)(x)

)2
dx− 1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x)
∣∣V(ξ,d,t)(x)

∣∣p−ε
dx.

The term

1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x)
∣∣V(ξ,d,t)(x)

∣∣p−ε
dx =

1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x)|
k∑

i=1

(−1)λiPUi(x)|p−ε dx,

is estimated in Lemma 7.4. Next we give the expansion of the remaining term. Notice that:

∫

Ω

a(x)∆
(
V(ξ,d,t)(x)

)2
dx =

∫

Ω

a(x)(∆(

k∑

i=1

(−1)biPUδi,ξi(x)))
2 dx

=

k∑

i=1

∫

Ω

a(x) (∆(PUδi,ξi(x)))
2
dx+ 2

∑

i6=j

k∑

i=1

(−1)bi(−1)bj
∫

Ω

a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi(x))∆(PUδj ,ξj (x)) dx

A direct calculation, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k, shows that:
∫

Ω

a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi(x))∆(PUδj ,ξj (x)) dx =

∫

Ω

∆a(x)∆ (PUδi,ξi)PUδj,ξj dx+ 2

∫

Ω

∇a(x)∇ (∆(PUδi,ξi))PUδj ,ξj dx

+

∫

Ω

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx

Using Proposition 6.1, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ k, we obtain:
∫

Ω

∆a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx = o(ε) and

∫

Ω

∇a(x)∇ (∆(PUδi,ξi))PUδj ,ξj dx = o(ε) (3.1)

Therefore, in the case where i 6= j, from equation (5.8) in Proposition 5.4, we obtain
∫

Ω

a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi)∆(PUδj ,ξj ) dx = o(ε) (3.2)
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For the other case, by Proposition 5.3, we obtain:

∫

Ω

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδi,ξi dx =

∫

Ω

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
PUδi,ξi dx

=

∫

Ω

a(x)U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
dx+

∫

Ω

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(PUδ,ξ(x) − Uδ,ξ(x)) dx

= a(ξ0i )γ1 + εti∇a(ξ0i ) · ν(ξ0i )γ1 − ε

(
di
2ti

)N−4

a(ξ0i )γ2 + o(ε1+σ).

(3.3)

Therefore, from the equations (3.1) and (3.3), it follows:

1

2

∫

Ω

a(x)∆(V(ξ,d,t))
2 dx

=
1

2

k∑

i=1

(
a(ξ0i )γ1 + εti∇a(ξ0i ) · ν(ξ0i )γ1 − ε

(
di
2ti

)N−4

a(ξ0i )γ2

)
+ o(ε1+σ).

Proof. of Theorem (1.1)
By Proposition 3.1 we have that

I1
ε (ξ,d, t) =

k∑

i=1

a(ξ0i )γ1

(
p− 1

2(p+ 1)
− ε log(ε)

n− 3

2(p+ 1)

)
+O(ε),

C1-uniformly on compact subsets of Σ1. Since we are assuming that ζ01 , . . . , ζ
0
k ∈ ∂Ω are nondegenerated

critical points of the function a|∂Ω we have that, for ε small enough, there exists ζε = (ζ0ε,1, . . . , ζ
0
ε,k) ∈ (∂Ω)k,

such that ∇ξI1
ε (ζε,d, t) = 0 and ζ0i,ε → ζ0i as ε goes to zero for every i = 1, . . . , k.

Proposition 3.1 also implies that

I1
ε (ζε,d, t) =

k∑

i=1

a(ζ0ε,i)γ1

(
p− 1

2(p+ 1)
− ε log(ε)

n− 3

2(p+ 1)

)
+ εF 1(ζε,d, t) + o(ε)

=

k∑

i=1

a(ζ0i )γ1

(
p− 1

2(p+ 1)
− ε log(ε)

n− 3

2(p+ 1)

)
+ εF 1

0 (d, t) + o(ε)

(3.4)

where F 1
0 : {(d, t) ∈ (0,∞)k × (0,∞)k} → R is defined by

F 1
0 (d, t) :=

k∑

i=1

(
a(ζ0i )

(p+ 1)γ3 − γ1
(p+ 1)2

+
p− 1

2(p+ 1)
ti(∇a(ζ0i ) · η(ζ0i ))γ1

)

+

k∑

i=1

(
a(ζ0i )

2

(
di
2ti

)n−4

γ2 − a(ζ0i )
n− 4

2(p+ 1)
log(di)γ1

)

Since (∇a(ζ0i ) · η(ζ0i )) > 0 for every i = 1, . . . , k, see (1.2), the function F 1
0 has a critical point which is a

strict minimum and stable. Hence, for ε is small enough, it follows from equation (3.4) that there exists
(dε, tε) such that ∇(d,t)I1

ε (ζ
0

ε ,dε, tε) = 0. We conclude that the functional I1
ε has a critical point. Finally,

the proof of Theorem 1.1 follows from Lemma 2.5.
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3.2 The proof of Theorem 1.2

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is thus reduced to show the existence of a critical point of the reduced energy
functional I2

ε : Σ2 → R defined by

I2
ε (ζ

0,d, t) = I2
ε (d, t) = Jε

(
V(ζ0,d,t) + φε(ζ0,d,t)

)
= Jε

(
PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 + φε(ζ0,d,t)

)
.

We will compute an asymptotic expansion of I2
ε .

Proposition 3.2. The asymptotic expansion

I2
ε (ζ

0,d, t) = I2
ε (d, t) = a(ζ0)ω1 + εF 2(ζ0,d, t) + o(ε)

holds true C1-uniformly on compact subsets of Σ2. Here the function F 2 : Σ2 → R is given by

F 2(ζ0,d, t) := ∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)(t1 + t2)ω2 − (log(d1) + log(d2))ω3

+a(ζ0)

(
2(d1d2)

N−4
2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
+

(
d1
2t1

)N−4

+

(
d2
2t2

)N−4
)
ω4

here

ω1 =
γ1(p− 2)

p
+ ε

(
−2γ1
p2

+
2γ3
p

− log(ε)(N − 3)
γ1
p

)

and ω2, ω3 and ω4 are positive constants given by:

ω2 :=
γ1(p− 2)

2p
, ω3 :=

N − 4

2

γ1
p

and ω4 :=
γ2
2

Proof. We have that

Jε(V(ζ0,d,t)) : =
1

2

∫

Ω

a(x)∆ (PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2)
2
dx− 1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x) |PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p−ε
dx.

We write:
1

2

∫

Ω

a(x)|∆(PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2)|2 dx

=
1

2

2∑

i=1

∫

Ω

a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi)∆(PUδi,ξi) dx−
∫

Ω

a(x)∆(PUδ1,ξ1)∆(PUδ2,ξ2) dx.

(3.5)

A direct calculation, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ 2, shows that:

∫

Ω

a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi)∆(PUδj ,ξj ) dx =

∫

Ω

∆a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx+ 2

∫

Ω

∇a(x)∇ (∆(PUδi,ξi))PUδj ,ξj dx

+

∫

Ω

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx

=

∫

Ω

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx + o(ε).

The last equality is justified by Proposition 6.1, which shows us that:

∫

Ω

∆a(x)∆(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx = o(ε) and

∫

Ω

∇a(x)∇ (∆(PUδi,ξi))PUδj ,ξj dx = o(ε),
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for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ 2.
Thus, a straightforward calculation, applying estimate (5.9) in Proposition 5.4, shows that:

∫

Ω

a(x)∆(PUδ1,ξ1)∆(PUδ2,ξ2) dx =

∫

Ω

a(x)∆2(PUδ1,ξ1)PUδ2,ξ2 dx+ o(ε)

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)∆2(PUδ1,ξ1)PUδ2,ξ2 dx+

∫

Ω\Bη(ξ1)

a(x)∆2(PUδ1,ξ1)PUδ2,ξ2 dx+ o(ε)

=εa(ζ0)(d1d2)
N−4

2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
γ2 + o(ε)

(3.6)

On the other hand, by Proposition 5.3, for i = 1, 2 we obtain:

∫

Ω

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδi,ξi dx

=

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
PUδi,ξi dx+

∫

Ω\Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
PUδi,ξi dx

=

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
dx+

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(PUδi,ξi − Uδi,ξi) dx + o(ε)

=a(ζ0)γ1 + ε∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)tiγ1 − εa(ζ0)

(
di
2ti

)N−4

γ2 + o(ε)

(3.7)

Therefore, from (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7), we obtain

1

2

∫

Ω

a(x)|∆(PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2)|2 dx

= a(ζ0)γ1 + ε∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)(t1 + t2)
γ1
2

− εa(ζ0)

((
d1
2t1

)N−4

+

(
d2
2t2

)N−4
)
γ2
2

− εa(ζ0)(d1d2)
N−4

2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
γ2 + o(ε)

The term
1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x) |PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p−ε
dx,

is estimated in Lemma 7.1. This completes the proof.

Proof. of Theorem 1.2
It is straightforward to verify that F 2(ζ0,d, t) has a minimum point that remains stable under C0-

perturbations. Therefore, by Proposition 3.2, we conclude that if ε is sufficiently small, the function
I2
ε (ζ

0,d, t) possesses a critical point. The result then follows from Lemma 2.5.
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4 Boundary estimates of the Green function.

This section focuses on the detailed analysis of the Green’s function and its regular part for the biharmonic
operator under Navier boundary conditions. We derive precise estimates for these functions, particularly
near the boundary of the domain.

Let G(x, y) be the Green’s function for the bi-Laplacian operator on Ω with Navier boundary condition
and by H(x, y) its regular part, i.e. G(x, y) satisfies the problem:

{
∆2

yG(x, y) = γNδx in Ω,
G(x, y) = ∆yG(x, y) = 0 on ∂Ω

(4.1)

where γN := (N − 4)(N − 2)meas(SN−1) and H(x, y) is defined by

H(x, y) =
1

|x− y|N−4
−G(x, y)

and verifies 



∆2
yH(x, y) = 0 in Ω,

H(x, y) = 1
|x−y|N−4 on ∂Ω

∆yH(x, y) = −2(N − 4) 1
|x−y|N−2 on ∂Ω

(4.2)

We will begin by describing how G(x, y) relates to the G∆(x, y), the Green’s function for the Laplacian
operator on Ω with Dirichlet boundary condition.

Let H∆(x, y) be the regular part of G∆(x, y). Then

H∆(x, y) =
1

|x− y|N−2
−G∆(x, y).

From the equation (4.2), it is immediately evident that:

H∆(x, y) :=
−1

2(N − 4)
∆yH(x, y).

On the other hand, if u is a solution to the problem ∆2u = f in Ω with u = ∆u = 0 in ∂Ω then:

u(x) =

∫

Ω

G∆(x, z)(−∆u(z)) dz

=

∫

Ω

G∆(x, z)

(∫

Ω

G∆(z, y)f(y) dy

)
dz

=

∫

Ω

(∫

Ω

G∆(x, z)G∆(z, y) dz

)
f(y) dy.

The preceding expression shows that

G(x, y) =

∫

Ω

G∆(x, z)G∆(z, y) dz.

Moreover, since G∆(x, y) is symmetric, i.e. G∆(x, y) = G∆(y, x),it follows that

G(x, y) =

∫

Ω

G∆(x, z)G∆(z, y) dz =

∫

Ω

G∆(y, z)G∆(z, x) dz = G(y, x).

Thus, G(x, y) and H(x, y) are symmetric functions. Furthermore, it holds true that:

∆yH(x, y) = ∆xH(x, y) (4.3)
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Let r > 0, and consider the set

Ωr := {ξ ∈ Ω : dist(ξ, ∂Ω) ≤ r}.

We will fix r small enough such that for every ξ ∈ Ω2r there exists a unique p(ξ) ∈ ∂Ω with dist(ξ, ∂Ω) =
|ξ− p(ξ)|. We write dξ := dist(ξ, ∂Ω), and ν(ξ) will denote the inward normal to ∂Ω at ξ. For every ξ ∈ Ω2r

we define
ξ̃ := p(ξ)− dξν(ξ)

the reflection of ξ on ∂Ω.
Note that, since the domain Ω is smooth, there exists a positive constant C such that:

|ξ̃ − y|
|ξ − y| ≥ C for all ξ ∈ Ωr, y ∈ Ω (4.4)

The next lemma give us an accurate estimate of H(x, y) when the point x is close to the boundary.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

|H(x, y)− 1

|x̃− y|N−4
| ≤ Cdx

|x̃− y|N−4
, (4.5)

|∆yH(x, y) +
2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2
| ≤ Cdx

|x̃− y|N−2
, (4.6)

and

|∇x

(
∆yH(x, y) +

2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

)
| ≤ C

|x̃− y|N−2
(4.7)

for every x ∈ Ωr and y ∈ Ω.

Proof. We introduce the notation:

ψ(x, y) = H(x, y)− 1

|x̃− y|N−4
x ∈ Ωr, y ∈ Ω

Note that for each fixed x ∈ Ωr, the function ψ(x, y) satisfies the following problem:





∆2
yψ(x, y) = 0 in Ω,

ψ(x, y) = 1
|x−y|N−4 − 1

|x̃−y|N−4 on ∂Ω

∆yψ(x, y) = −2(N − 4)
(

1
|x−y|N−2 + 1

|x̃−y|N−2

)
on ∂Ω

(4.8)

Since,

sup
y∈∂Ω

|ψ(x, y)| = sup
y∈∂Ω

|
(

1

|x− y|N−4
− 1

|x̃− y|N−4

)
| ≤ Cdx

|x̃− y|N−4
,

It follows from the Maximum Principle that

|H(x, y)− 1

|x̃− y|N−4
| ≤ Cdx

|x̃− y|N−4
, x ∈ Ωr, y ∈ Ω

This completes the proof of inequality (4.5).
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Next, we prove equation (4.6). For each fixed x ∈ Ωr, the function

∆yψ(x, y) = ∆yH(x, y) +
2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

satisfies the problem:

{
∆y(∆yψ(x, y)) = 0 in Ω,

∆yψ(x, y) = −2(N − 4)
(

1
|x−y|N−2 − 1

|x̃−y|N−2

)
on ∂Ω

(4.9)

Applying the maximum principle, we obtain:

|∆yH(x, y) +
2(n− 4)

|x̃− y|N−2
| ≤ Cdx

|x̃− y|N−2

This completes the proof of equation (4.6).

To verify the validity of inequality (4.7), we first prove that:

|∆x∆yψ(x, y)| = |∆x

(
∆yH(x, y) +

2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

)
| ≤ C

dx|x̃− y|N−2
(4.10)

for every x ∈ Ωr and y ∈ Ω. This inequality follows from the fact that

∆x∆yH(x, y) = ∆xH∆(x, y) = 0

and that, a direct calculation, which can be found in [8, Lemma 2.2], shows that:

|∆x

(
2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

)
| ≤ C

dx|x̃− y|N−2
x ∈ Ωr, y ∈ Ω

We now proceed with the proof of the equation (4.7). We will rely on from [20, Theorem 3.9]. Fix x ∈ Ωr,
y ∈ Ω, and r := 2

√
N . Consider the set

B := {ξ ∈ R
N | |x− ξ|∞ ≤ dx/r}.

Note that if ξ ∈ B then
|ξ − x| < dx/2

which implies
dx/2 ≤ dξ ≤ 3dx/2. (4.11)

Then, for i = 1, 2, . . . , N , using inequalities (4.6), (4.10) and (4.11), we have:

|∂xi
∆yψ(x, y)| ≤

rN

dx
sup
ξ∈∂B

|∆yψ(ξ, y)|+
dx
2r

sup
ξ∈B

|∆ξ∆yψ(ξ, y)|

≤ C

(
sup
ξ∈∂B

dξ
dx

1

|ξ̃ − y|N−2
+ sup

ξ∈B

dx
dξ

1

|ξ̃ − y|N−2

)

≤ C sup
ξ∈B

1

|ξ̃ − y|N−2

≤ C

|x̃− y|N−2
.

This completes the proof of inequality (4.7).
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One consequence of the previous lemma is that, given the symmetry described by (4.3):

∆yH(x, y) = ∆xH(x, y)

the inequalities (4.6) and (4.7) can be rewritten as:
∣∣∣∣∆xH(x, y) +

2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
Cdx

|x̃− y|N−2
(4.12)

and ∣∣∣∣∇x

(
∆xH(x, y) +

2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

|x̃− y|N−2
(4.13)

for all x ∈ Ωr and y ∈ Ω. Another consequence of Lemma 4.1 is the following:

Corollary 4.2. There exists a positive constant C > 0 such that

|∆yH(x, y)| = |∆xH(x, y)| ≤ C

|x− y|N−2
(4.14)

and

|∇x∆xH(x, y)| ≤ C

|x− y|N−1
(4.15)

for every x, y ∈ Ω.

Proof. Since H(x, y) satisfies the problem (4.2), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|∆xH(x, y)| ≤ C (4.16)

and
|∇x∆xH(x, y)| ≤ C (4.17)

for every x ∈ Ω \ Ωr and every y ∈ Ω.

We will now prove inequality (4.14). Note that, by inequality (4.4), it follows that:

2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2
≤ C

|x− y|N−2
for all x ∈ Ωr, y ∈ Ω (4.18)

for some positive constant C. Thus, the inequality (4.14) follows from (4.16), (4.12), and (4.18).

We will now focus on proving the inequality (4.17). Direct computations, similar to those in the proof
of [8], show that

∣∣∣∣∇x

(
2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

)∣∣∣∣ ≤
C

|x− y|N−1
.

Therefore, using (4.13) and (4.18), we obtain

|∇x (∆xH(x, y)) | ≤ C

|x̃− y|N−2
+ |∇x

(
2(N − 4)

|x̃− y|N−2

)
|

≤ C

|x− y|N−2
+

C

|x− y|N−1

≤ C

|x− y|N−1

(4.19)

for every x ∈ Ωr and y ∈ Ω. This completes the proof of the corollary.
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Remark 4.3. Given the Corollary 4.2, we have the following estimates for the Green’s function G∆(x, y)
for the Laplacian operator on Ω with Dirichlet boundary condition:

|G∆(x, y)| = | 1

|x− y|N−2
−H∆(x, y)|

= | 1

|x− y|N−2
−∆xH(x, y)| ≤ C

|x− y|N−2

(4.20)

and

|∇xG∆(x, y)| = |∇x(
1

|x − y|N−2
−H∆(x, y))|

= |∇x

(
1

|x− y|N−2
−∆xH(x, y)

)
| ≤ C

|x− y|N−1

(4.21)

for every x, y ∈ Ω.

5 Approximation of Solutions and Bubble Projections

In this section, we establish the technical estimates required for analyzing the projection of bubble functions.
These approximations allow us to quantify the discrepancy between the bubble solutions and their projections
onto the functional space. This analysis provides us with the asymptotic behavior of the solutions.

We begin by exploring the relationship between the bubble Uδ,ξ(x) and its projection PUδ,ξ(x) when the
point ξ is close to the boundary ∂Ω.

Proposition 5.1. Let δ ∈ (0, 1] and ξ ∈ Ωr. Let ξ̃ be the reflection of ξ with respect to the boundary ∂Ω.
Then, there exits a constant c > 0 such that:

0 ≤ PUδ,ξ(x) ≤ Uδ,ξ(x) (5.1)

and

0 ≤ Uδ,ξ(x) − PUδ,ξ(x) ≤ αNδ
N−4

2 H(x, ξ) ≤ c
δ

N−4
2

|x− ξ̃|N−4
(5.2)

for every x ∈ Ω. Furthermore,

Rδ,ξ(x) := PUδ,ξ(x)− Uδ,ξ(x) + αN δ
N−4

2 H(x, ξ)

where the remainder term Rδ,ξ satisfies the following estimate:

|Rδ,ξ|Ω,∞ = O

(
δ

N
2

dist(ξ, ∂Ω)N−2

)
. (5.3)

Proof. The inequalities (5.1) and (5.2) are derived directly from the maximum principle. We will focus on
proving the inequality (5.3). Note that the function Rδ,ξ satisfies the following boundary value problem:





∆2
xRδ,ξ(x) = 0 in Ω,

∆xRδ,ξ(x) = −∆xUδ,ξ(x) − αN2(N − 4)δ
N−4

2
1

|x−ξ|N−2 on ∂Ω

Rδ,ξ(x) = −Uδ,ξ(x) + αNδ
N−4

2
1

|x−ξ|N−4 on ∂Ω

(5.4)

18



Thus, by applying the maximum principle, we obtain:

|Rδ,ξ|Ω,∞ ≤ αNδ
N−4

2 max
x∈∂Ω

∣∣∣∣∣
1

(δ2 + |x− ξ|2)N−4
2

− 1

|x− ξ|N−4

∣∣∣∣∣
Ω,∞

= O

(
δ

N−4
2 max

x∈∂Ω

δ2

|x− ξ|N−2

)
= O

(
δ

N
2

dist(ξ, ∂Ω)N−2

)

This completes the desired estimate.

This previous result provides a precise bound on the difference between the bubble Uδ,ξ(x) and its
projection PUδ,ξ(x), which plays a crucial role in our analysis of the asymptotic behavior. We use this result
to prove:

Remark 5.2. Let ξi, ξj ∈ Ω and such that

ξi := ξ0i + τiν(ξ
0
i ) and ξj := ξ0j + τjν(ξ

0
j )

where

τi = εtiand τi = εtj with ti < tj .

Set

η := min{d(ξ1, ∂Ω), d(ξ2, ∂Ω),
|ξ1 − ξ2|

2
} = min{t1ε, t2ε,

ε|t1 − t2|
2

}

and, as before:

Rδj ,ξj (x) = PUδj ,ξj (x)− Uδj ,ξj (x) + αNδ
N−4

2

j H(x, ξj)

Then:
∫

Bη(ξ)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)Rδj ,ξj (x) dx = O



δ
N
2
j δ

N−4
2

i

εN−2



 (5.5)

and

∫

Bη(ξi)

U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)
(
αNδ

N−4
2

j H(x, ξj)
)
dx =

∫

Bη(ξi)

U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)

αNδ
N−4

2

j

|x− ξ̃j |N−4
dx+O

(
ε
(δiδj)

N−4
2

εN−4

)
(5.6)

Proof. To prove the equation (5.5), we directly used estimation (5.3) to obtain:

∫

Bη(ξ)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)Rδj ,ξj (x) dx ≤ C


 δ

N
2

j

εN−2



∫

Bη(ξ)

δ
N+4

2

i

(δ2i + |x− ξi|2)
N+4

2

dx

= C


 δ

N
2

j

εN−2



∫

B η
δi

(0)

δ
N+N+4

2

i

(δ2i + |δiy|2)
N+4

2

dx

= O



δ
N
2

j δ
N−4

2

i

εN−2





i.e.
∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)Rδj ,ξj (x) dx = O


δ

N
2

j δ
N−4

2

i

εN−2
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Now we will prove (5.6). Using the estimation given in (4.5), we obtain:

∫

Bη(ξi)

U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)


αN δ

N−4
2

j H(x, ξ̃j)−
αNδ

N−4
2

j∣∣∣x− ξ̃j

∣∣∣
N−4


 dx

= O


δ

N−4
2

j

∫

Bη(ξi)

U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)

τj∣∣∣x− ξ̃j

∣∣∣
N−4

dx




= O


ε δ

N−4
2

j

∫

B η
δi

(0)

δ
N−N+4

2

i

(1 + |y|2)
N+4

2

1
∣∣∣δiy + ξi − ξ̃j

∣∣∣
N−4

dy




= O


ε δ

N−4
2

j

δ
N−4

2

i

εN−4

∫

B η
δi

(0)

1

(1 + |y|2)
N+4

2

1
∣∣∣ δiε y +

ξi−ξ̃j
ε

∣∣∣
N−4

dy




= O


ε

(δi δj)
N−4

2

εN−4

∫

B η

δi

(0)

1

(1 + |y|2)
N+4

2

dy


 = O

(
ε
(δi δj)

N−4
2

εN−4

)
= o(ε),

because, since y ∈ B η
δi

(0), then δi
ε |y| <

η
ε and therefore:

∣∣∣∣∣
δi
ε
y +

ξi − ξ̃j
ε

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥
∣∣∣∣∣
ξi − ξ̃j
ε

∣∣∣∣∣−
∣∣∣∣
δi
ε
y

∣∣∣∣ = (t1 + t2)−min

{
t1, t2,

|t1 − t2|
2

}
≥ min

{
t1, t2,

|t1 − t2|
2

}
.

In the rest of this work, we will use Remark 5.2 to prove various estimates. We begin by proving the
following asymptotic expansions:

Proposition 5.3. Let ξi ∈ Ω and η defined as in Remark 5.2, then:

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx = a(ξ0i )γ1 + εti∇a(ξ0i ) · ν(ξ0i )γ1 + o(ε1+σ),

and ∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x) (PUδi,ξi(x)− Uδi,ξi(x)) dx = −ε

(
di
2ti

)N−4

a(ξ0i ) γ2 + o
(
ε1+σ

)
.

Here:

γ1 = αp
N

∫

RN

1

(1 + |y|2)N
dy and γ2 := apN

∫

RN

1

(1 + |y|2)
N+4

2

dy.

Proof. We write:

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx =

∫

Bη(ξi)

(a(x) − a(ξ0i ))U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx +

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(ξ0i )U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx.
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On one hand, we obtain:

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(ξ0i )U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx = αp

Na(ξ
0
i )

∫

Bη(ξi)

δNi

(δ2i + |x− ξi|2)N
dx

= αp
Na(ξ

0
i )

∫

B η
δi

(0)

1

(1 + |y|2)N
dy

= a(ξ0i )

(
γ1 +O

((
δi
ε

)N
))

= a(ξ0i )γ1 + o(ε).

(5.7)

On the other hand, since

a(δiy + ξ0i + τiν(ξ
0
i )) = a(ξ0i ) +∇a(ξ0i ) · (τiν(ξ0i ) + δiy) +R(y),

where |R(y)| = O
(
|δ2i |y|2 + δiτi|y|+ τ2i |

)
, then we have

∫

Bη(ξi)

(a(x) − a(ξ0i ))U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx =

∫

Bη(ξi)

(
a(x) − a(ξ0i )

)
U

2N
N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx

= αp
N

∫

B η
δi

(0)

(
a(δiy + ξ0i + τiν(ξ

0
i ))− a(ξ0i )

)

(1 + |y|2)N
dy

= αp
N

∫

B η
δi

(0)

∇a(ξ0i ) · (τiν(ξ0i ) + δiy) +R(y)

(1 + |y|2)N
dy

= εti∇a(ξ0i ) · ν(ξ0i )γ1 + o(ε).

Therefore: ∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
2N

N−4

δi,ξi
(x) dx = a(ξ0i )γ1 + τi∇a(ξ0i ) · ν(ξ0i )γ1 + o(ε).

Now, we continue with the expansion of the term

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(PUδi,ξi(x)− Uδ,ξi(x)) dx
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By equations (5.5) and (5.6), we obtain:
∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x) (PUδi,ξi(x)− Uδi,ξi(x)) dx

=

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)
(
−αN δ

N−4
2

i H(x, ξi) +Rδi,ξi(x)
)
dx

=−
∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
(x)

αN δ
N−4

2

i

|x− ξ̃i|N−4
dx+ o(ε)

=− αp
N δN−4

i

∫

B η
δi

(0)

a (δy + ξi)
1

(1 + |y|2)
N+4

2

(
1

|δiy + ξi − ξ̃i|N−4

)
dy + o(ε)

=− αp
N δN−4

i a(ξ0i )




∫

B η
δi

(0)

1

(1 + |y|2)
N+4

2

(
1

|δiy + ξ0i + τiν(ξ0i )− (ξ0i − τiν(ξ0i ))|
N−4

)
dy



 (1 +O(ε))

=− αp
N δN−4

i a(ξ0i )



∫

B η
δi

(0)

1

(1 + |y|2)
N+4

2

(
1

|δiy + 2τiν(ξ0i )|
N−4

)
dy


 (1 +O(ε))

=−
(
δi
2τi

)N−4

a(ξ0i ) γ2 (1 +O(ε)) = −ε
(
di
2ti

)N−4

a(ξ0i ) γ2 + o(ε).

The last statement is true because:

∣∣δiy + 2τiη(ξ
0
i )
∣∣−(N−4)

= |2τiη(ξ0i )|−(N−4) +O

(
τiδi|y|
τNi

)
.

This concludes the proof of the lemma 5.3.

Proposition 5.4. Let ξi, ξj ∈ Ω and η defined as in Remark 5.2.
If ξ0i 6= ξ0j , then ∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx = o(ε) (5.8)

If ξ0i = ξ0j , then

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx = a(ξ0i )ε(didj)
N−4

2

(
1

|ti − tj |N−4
− 1

|ti + tj |N−4

)
γ2 + o(ε). (5.9)

Proof. Let us first observe that

αp
N

∫

Bη(ξ)

a(x)
δ

N+4
2

i

(δ2i + |x− ξi|2)
N+4

2


 δ

N−4
2

j

(δ2j + |x− ξj |2)
N−4

2


 dx

= αp
N

∫

Bη(ξ)

a(x)
δ

N+4
2

i

(δ2i + |x− ξi|2)
N+4

2


 δ

N−4
2

j

|x− ξj |N−4


 dx

This equation holds because

(
δ2j + |x− ξj |2

)−N−4
2 = |x− ξj |−(N−4) − N − 4

2
δ2j
(
θxδ

2
j + |x− ξj |2

)−N−2
2

22



we have that

∫

Bη(ξi)

δ
N+4

2

i
(
δ2i + |x− ξi|2

)N+4
2

δ
N−4

2

j δ2j
(
θxδ2j + |x− ξj |2

)N−2
2

dx

= (δiδj)
N−4

2 δ2j

∫

B η
δi

(0)

1
(
1 + |y|2

)N+4
2

1
(
θxδ2j + |δiy + ξi − ξj |2

)N−2
2

dy

=
(δiδj)

N−4
2

εN−2
δ2j

∫

B η
δi

(0)

1
(
1 + |y|2

)N+4
2

1
(
θx(

δj
ε )

2 +
∣∣∣ δiε y +

ξi−ξj
ε

∣∣∣
2
)N−2

2

dy

≤ C
(δiδj)

N−4
2

εN−2
δ2j

∫

B η
δi

(0)

1
(
1 + |y|2

)N+4
2

1
(∣∣∣ δiε y +

ξi−ξj
ε

∣∣∣
2
)N−2

2

dy

= O

(
(δiδj)

N−4
2

εN−4

(
δj
ε

)2 ∫

RN

1

(1 + |y|2)N+4
2

dx

)

= o(ε),

because, since

η := min

{
d(ξi, ∂Ω), d(ξj , ∂Ω),

|ξi − ξj |
2

}
,

then, for y ∈ B η
δi

(0) we have

∣∣∣∣
δi
ε
y +

|ξi − ξj |
ε

∣∣∣∣ ≥
|ξi − ξj |

ε
−
∣∣∣∣
δi
ε
y

∣∣∣∣ >
|ξi − ξj |

ε
− η

ε
>
η

ε
= O(1).

Hence, using equations (5.5) and (5.6), we obtain:
∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ)

a(x)U
N+4
N−4

δi,ξi

(
Uδj ,ξj (x) − αNδ

N−4
2

j H(x, ξj) +Rδj ,ξj (x)
)
dx

=αp
N

∫

Bη(ξ)

a(x)
δ

N+4
2

i

(δ2i + |x− ξi|2)
N+4

2


 δ

N−4
2

j

(δ2j + |x− ξj |2)
N−4

2

− δ
N−4

2

j H(x, ξj)


 dx+ o (ε)

=αp
N

∫

Bη(ξ)

a(x)
δ

N+4
2

i

(δ2i + |x− ξi|2)
N+4

2


 δ

N−4
2

j

(δ2j + |x− ξj |2)
N−4

2

−
δ

N−4
2

j

|ξi − ξ̃j |N−4


 dx+ o(ε)

=αp
N (δiδj)

N−4
2



∫

B η
δi

(0)

a(δy + ξi)
1

(1 + |y|2)N+4
2

(
1

|δiy + ξi − ξj |N−4
− 1

|δiy + ξi − ξ̃j |N−4

)
dy


 (1 +O(ε))

=αp
N

(δiδj)
N−4

2

εN−4



∫

B η
δi

(0)

a(ξ0i )
1

(1 + |y|2)N+4
2


 1

| δiε y +
ξi−ξj

ε |N−4
− 1

| δiε y +
ξi−ξ̃j

ε |N−4


 dy


 (1 +O(ε))

=αp
N

(δiδj)
N−4

2

εN−4




∫

B η
δi

(0)

a(ξ0i )
1

(1 + |y|2)N+4
2



 1

| ξi−ξj
ε |N−4

− 1

| ξi−ξ̃j
ε |N−4



 dy



 (1 +O(ε)).

(5.10)
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From here, if ξ0i 6= ξ0j , then

1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξj

ε

∣∣∣
N−4

=
1

∣∣∣ ξ
0
i −ξ0j
ε + tiν(ξ0i ) + tjν(ξ0j )

∣∣∣
N−4

=
1

∣∣∣ ξ
0
i −ξ0j
ε

∣∣∣
N−4

− N − 4

2

1
∣∣∣ ξ

0
i−ξ0j
ε

∣∣∣
N−2

2

(
ξ0i − ξ0j

ε
·
(
tiν(ξ

0
i ) + tjν(ξ

0
j )
)
)

+ h.o.t.

=
1

∣∣∣ ξ
0
i −ξ0j
ε

∣∣∣
N−4

+O
(
εN−3

) 1
∣∣ξ0i − ξ0j

∣∣N−3
+ h.o.t.

Similarly, it is proven that

1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξ̃j

ε

∣∣∣
N−4

=
1

∣∣∣ ξ
0
i −ξ0j
ε

∣∣∣
N−4

+O
(
εN−3

) 1
∣∣ξ0i − ξ0j

∣∣N−3
+ h.o.t.

Hence, we have
1

∣∣∣ ξi−ξj
ε

∣∣∣
N−4

− 1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξ̃j

ε

∣∣∣
N−4

= O
(
εN−3

) 1
∣∣ξ0i − ξ0j

∣∣N−3
+ h.o.t.

Therefore, from (5.10), we obtain

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx

=αp
N

(δiδj)
N−4

2

εN−4



∫

B η
δi

(0)

a(ξ0i )
1

(
1 + |y|2

)N+4
2




1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξj

ε

∣∣∣
N−4

− 1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξ̃j

ε

∣∣∣
N−4


 dy


 (1 +O(ε))

=αp
N

(δiδj)
N−4

2

εN−4
εN−3O



∫

RN

1
(
1 + |y|2

)N+4
2

dy




=o(ε).

Thus, equation (5.8) is proven. Now we continue with the proof of estimate (5.9). Let us assume then
that ξ0i = ξ0j , then

1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξj

ε

∣∣∣
N−4

− 1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξ̃j

ε

∣∣∣
N−4

=
1

∣∣∣ ξ
0
i −ξ0i
ε + tiν(ξ0i )− tjν(ξ0i )

∣∣∣
N−4

− 1
∣∣∣ ξ

0
i −ξ0i
ε + tiν(ξ0i ) + tjν(ξ0i )

∣∣∣
N−4

=
1

∣∣∣ ξ
0
i−ξ0i
ε + (ti − tj)ν(ξ0i )

∣∣∣
N−4

− 1
∣∣∣ ξ

0
i−ξ0i
ε + (ti + tj)ν(ξ0i )

∣∣∣
N−4

=
1

|ti − tj |N−4
− 1

|ti + tj |N−4
+ o(1)
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By substituting this equation into equation (5.10), we arrive at:

∫

Bη(ξi)

a(x)∆2(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx

=αp
N

(δiδj)
N−4

2

εN−4



∫

B η
δi

(0)

a(ξ0i )
1

(1 + |y|2)N+4
2




1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξj

ε

∣∣∣
N−4

− 1
∣∣∣ ξi−ξ̃j

ε

∣∣∣
N−4


 dy


 (1 +O(ε))

=αp
N

(δiδj)
N−4

2

εN−4




∫

B η
δi

(0)

a(ξ0i )
1

(1 + |y|2)N+4
2

(
1

|ti − tj |N−4
− 1

|ti + tj |N−4

)
dy



 (1 +O(ε))

=a(ξ0i ) ε (didj)
N−4

2

(
1

|ti − tj |N−4
− 1

|ti + tj |N−4

)
γ2 + o(ε).

(5.11)

This concludes the proof of the Proposition.

6 Error Estimates

This section focuses on estimating the leading terms of the error E(ξ,d,t) defined in (2.6).

We begin by presenting some preliminary estimates. As before, consider the bubble:

Uδ,ξ(x) := αN

(
δ

δ2 + |x− ξ|2
)N−4

2

, x, ξ ∈ R
N , δ ∈ R

+

then,

|Uδ,ξ|qq = αq
N

∫

Ω

(
δ

δ2 + |x− ξ|2
)N−4

2 q

dx

= αq
N

∫

Ω−ξ
δ

δ
N−4

2 q+N

δ(N−4)q (1 + |y|2)
N−4

2 q
dy = O

(
δ−

N−4
2 q+N

)
.

Hence we have:

|Uδ,ξ|q = O(δ
N
q
−N−4

2 ), if q >
N

N − 4
,

and furthermore, since

∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
q

q

= αq
N

∫

Ω

(
δ

δ2 + |x− ξ|2
)N−4

2 (N+4
N−4 q)

dx

= αq
N

∫

Ω−ξ
δ

δ
N+4

2 q+N

δ(N+4)q (1 + |y|2)
N+4

2 q
dy = O

(
δ−

N+4
2 q+N

)
,

we obtain ∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
q

= O
(
δ

N
q
−N+4

2

)
, if q ≥ 1.

Next we estimate some terms related to the derivatives of the bubble.
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Proposition 6.1. Let ξi, ξj ∈ Ω and η defined as in Remark 5.2. The following estimates hold:

∫

Ω

∇ (∆(PUδi,ξi))PUδj ,ξj dx = O

(
δi
δj

)N−4
2

O

(
δ

N−4
N−3+β1

j

)
, (6.1)

and ∫

Ω

∆(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx = O

(
δi
δj

)N−4
2

O

(
δ

N−4
N−3+β2

j

)
. (6.2)

Moreover, we also have

|∇x (∆ (PUδi,ξi))| 2N
N+4

= O
(
δ

N−4
2(N−3)

+β
)
, (6.3)

and

|∆(PUδi,ξi)| 2N
N+4

= O
(
δ

N−4
2(N−3)

+β
)
. (6.4)

Proof. As the function (∆PUδi,ξi) satisfies the problem:

{
∆(∆PUδi,ξi) = U

N+4
N−4

δi,ξi
in Ω,

∆PUδi,ξi = 0 on ∂Ω
(6.5)

we have that:

−∆(PUδi,ξi)(x) =

∫

Ω

G∆(x, y)Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4 dy

and

−∇x (∆(PUδi,ξi)) (x) =

∫

Ω

∇x(G∆(x, y))Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4 dy,

where G∆(x, y) is the Green’s function for the Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary condition.

We begin by proving estimate (6.1). Choose an element r′ ∈
(
N, N(N−3)

N−4

)
. If r is such that 1

r +
1
r′ +1 = 2

then r ∈
(

N(N−3)
(N−2)2 ,

N
N−1

)
. For these values of r and r′, we have the following implications:

r <
N

N − 1
=⇒ |Q1(x)|Ω,r :=

∫

Ω

1

|x|r(N−1)
dx <∞

r >
N(N − 3)

(N − 2)2
≥ 1 =⇒

∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
1

= O
(
δN−N+4

2

)

r′ <
N(N − 3)

N − 4
=⇒ N

r′
>
N − 4

N − 3

r′ > N ≥ N

N − 4
=⇒ |Uδ,ξ|r′ = O

(
δ

N
r′

−N−4
2

)
.
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To estimate (6.1) we rely on Young’s inequality (see Theorem 4.2 in [24]). Using (4.21), we obtain:

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

∇ (∆(PUδi,ξi))PUδi,ξi dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫

Ω

∫

Ω

∣∣∣∇x(G∆(x, y))Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4PUδj ,ξj (x)

∣∣∣ dy dx

≤ C

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣
1

|x− y|N−1
Uδi,ξi(y)

N+4
N−4PUδj ,ξj (x)

∣∣∣∣ dy dx

≤ C |Q1(x)|Ω,r

∣∣∣Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4

∣∣∣
1

∣∣Uδj ,ξj (x)
∣∣
r′

= O
(
δ
N−N+4

2
i

)
O

(
δ

N
r′

−N−4
2

j

)

= O

(
δi
δj

)N−4
2

O

(
δ

N
r′

j

)

= O

(
δi
δj

)N−4
2

O

(
δ

N−4
N−3

+β

j

)
,

for some β > 0.

Now, we continue with the proof of equation (6.2). We first consider the case where N ≥ 6. Choose an

element r′ such that r′ ∈
(

N
2 ,

N(N−3)
N−4

)
. If r is such that 1

r +
1
r′ +1 = 2 then r ∈

(
N(N−3)
(N−2)2 ,

N
N−2

)
. For these

r and r′, the following implications hold:

r <
N

N − 2
=⇒ |Q2(x)|Ω,r :=

∫

Ω

1

|x|r(N−2)
dx <∞

r >
N(N − 3)

(N − 2)2
≥ 1 =⇒

∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
1

= O
(
δN−N+4

2

)

r′ <
N(N − 3)

N − 4
=⇒ N

r′
>
N − 4

N − 3

r′ >
N

2
≥ N

N − 4
=⇒ |Uδ,ξ|r′ = O

(
δ

N
r′

−N−4
2

)
.

For example, if N = 5, r′ ∈ (5, 10) and r is such that 1
r + 1

r′ + 1 = 2, then r ∈
(
10
9 ,

5
4

)
. Similar implications

can be derived easily.
To estimate (6.2) we use again Young’s inequality, and apply (4.20) to obtain:

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

∆(PUδi,ξi)PUδj ,ξj dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫

Ω

∫

Ω

∣∣∣G∆(x, y)Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4PUδj ,ξj (x)

∣∣∣ dy dx

≤ C

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

1

|x− y|n−2
Uδi,ξi(y)

N+4
N−4PUδj ,ξj (x) dy dx

≤ C |Q2(x)|Ω,r |Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4 |1

∣∣Uδj ,ξj (x)
∣∣
r′

= O(δ
N
1 −N+4

2
i )O

(
δ

N
r′

−N−4
2

j

)

= O

(
δi
δj

)N−4
2

O

(
δ

N
r′

j

)

= O

(
δi
δj

)N−4
2

O

(
δ

N−4
N−3+β

j

)
,

for some β > 0.
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Now we give the proof of estimation (6.3). For N ≥ 6, choose an element r′ ∈
(

2N
N+6 ,

2N(N−3)
N2+2N−16

)
. If r is

such that 1
r +

1
r′ = 1+ N+4

2N then r ∈
[
1, N

N−1

)
. Hence, for these r and r′, we have the following implications:

r <
N

N − 1
=⇒ |Q1(x)|Ω,r :=

∫

Ω

1

|x|r(n−1)
dx <∞

r′ <
2N(N − 3)

N2 + 2N − 16
=⇒ N

r′
− N + 4

2
>

N − 4

2(N − 3)

r′ >
2N

N + 6
≥ 1 =⇒

∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
r′
= O

(
δ

N
r′

−N+4
2

)
.

If 5 ≤ N < 6, choose r = 2N
N+4 and r′ = 1. Then

r <
N

N − 1
=⇒ |Q1(x)|Ω,r :=

∫

Ω

1

|x|r(N−1)
dx <∞

r′ = 1 =⇒ N

r′
− N + 4

2
>

N − 4

2(N − 3)

r′ = 1 =⇒
∣∣∣∣U

N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
r′
= O

(
δ

N
r′

−N+4
2

)
.

To prove (6.3), we use Remark (2) from Theorem 4.2 in [24] to obtain:

|∇x (∆ (PUδi,ξi))| 2N
N+4

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

∇x(G∆(x, y))Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4 dy

∣∣∣∣
2N

N+4

≤ C |Q1(x)|Ω,r

∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
r′
= O

(
δ

N
r′

−N+4
2

)
= O

(
δ

N−4
2(N−3)

+β
)
,

for any N > 4.

The proof of estimation (6.4) is obtained in a similar manner: If N ≥ 8, choose an element r′ ∈
( 2N
N+8 ,

2N(N−3)
N2+2N−16 ). Let r be such that 1

r +
1
r′ = 1+ N+4

2N , then r ∈ [1, N
N−2 ). For these choices of r and r′, we

have the following implications:

r <
N

N − 2
=⇒ |Q2(x)|Ω,r :=

∫

Ω

1

|x|r(N−2)
dx <∞

r′ <
2N(N − 3)

N2 + 2N − 16
=⇒ N

r′
− N + 4

2
>

N − 4

2(N − 3)

r′ >
2N

N + 8
≥ 1 =⇒

∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
r′
= O

(
δ

N
r′

−N+4
2

)
.

On the other hand, if 5 ≤ N < 8, choose r = 2N
N+4 and r′ = 1. Then

r <
N

N − 2
=⇒ |Q2(x)|Ω,r :=

∫

Ω

1

|x|r(N−2)
dx <∞

r′ = 1 =⇒ N

r′
− N + 4

2
>

N − 4

2(N − 3)

r′ = 1 =⇒
∣∣∣∣U

N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
r′
= O

(
δ

N
r′

−N+4
2

)
.
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We use the Remark (2) from Theorem 4.2 in [24], to obtain:

|∆(PUδi,ξi)| 2N
N+4

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

G∆(x, y)Uδi,ξi(y)
N+4
N−4 dy

∣∣∣∣
2N

N+4

≤ C|Q2(x)|Ω,r

∣∣∣∣U
N+4
N−4

δ,ξ

∣∣∣∣
r′
= O

(
δ

N
r′

−N+4
2

)
= O

(
δ

N−4
2(N−3)

+β
)
,

for any N > 4. This concludes the proof of the proposition.

With the above estimates in place, we are now in a position to estimate the error term E(ξ,d,t) . Our
attention will be directed toward the estimation in case (2.2), as the estimation in case (2.1) is more straight-
forward and can be directly obtained from the former. Let (ζ0,d, t) ∈ Σ2 and, as before, let

η = min

{
d(ξ1, ∂Ω), d(ξ2, ∂Ω),

|ξ1 − ξ2|
2

}
= min

{
t1ε, t2ε,

ε|t1 − t2|
2

}
.

Lemma 6.2. It holds true for some σ > 0 that

‖E(ζ0,d,t)‖ = O
(
ε

1
2+σ

)
,

on compact subsets of Σ2.

Proof. We begin by evaluating the error term E(ξ0,d,t):

‖E(ξ0,d,t)‖ = ‖∆(a(x)∆V(ξ0,d,t))− a(x)|V(ξ0,d,t)|p−2−εV(ξ0,d,t)‖
≤ C

∣∣∆(a(x)∆V(ξ0 ,d,t))− a(x)|V(ξ0,d,t)|p−2−εV(ξ0,d,t)
∣∣

2N
N+4

≤ C
∣∣∆a∆V(ξ0,d,t) + 2∇a∇

(
∆V(ξ0,d,t)

)
+ a(x)∆2V(ξ0,d,t) − a(x)fε(V(ξ0,d,t))

∣∣
2N

N+4

≤ O

(
∑

i

|∇a∆PUi| 2N
N+4

)
+O

(
∑

i

|∇a∇(∆PUi)| 2N
N+4

)

+O
(∣∣a(x)∆2V(ξ0,d,t) − a(x)fε(V(ξ0,d,t))

∣∣
2N

N+4

)
.

By Lemma 6.1 (estimates (6.3) and (6.4)), and using that δi = O
(
ε

n−1
n−2

)
on compact subsets of Σ, we

obtain:

|∇x (∆(PUδi,ξi))| 2N
N+4

= O

(
δ

N−4
2(N−3)

+β

i

)
= O

((
ε

N−3
N−4

) N−4
2(N−3)

+β
)
, (6.6)

and

|∆(PUδi,ξi)| 2N
N+4

= O
(
δ

N−4
2(N−3)

+β
)
= O

((
ε

N−3
N−4

) N−4
2(N−3)+β

)
. (6.7)

Therefore:
|∇a∆PUi| 2N

N+4
= O

(
ε

1
2+σ

)
and |∇a∇(∆PUi)| 2N

N+4
= O

(
ε

1
2+σ

)
,

for some σ > 0. In the remainder of the proof, we will estimate the remaining term:
∣∣a(x)∆2V(ξ0,d,t) − a(x)fε(V(ξ0,d,t))

∣∣
2N

N+4

≤
∣∣a(x)∆2V(ξ0,d,t) − a(x)f0(V(ξ0,d,t))

∣∣
2N

N+4

+
∣∣a(x)f0(V(ξ0,d,t))− a(x)fε(V(ξ0,d,t))

∣∣
2N

N+4

=: B1 +B2.
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First, we will focus on the term B1. Indeed,

∣∣a(x)∆2V(ξ0,d,t) − a(x)f0(V(ξ0,d,t))
∣∣

2N
N+4

=
∣∣∣a(x)

(
Up−1
1 − Up−1

2

)
− a(x)(PU1 − PU2)

p−1
∣∣∣

2N
N+4

= O

(∣∣∣
(
Up−1
1 − Up−1

2

)
− (PU1 − PU2)

p−1
∣∣∣
Ωr(Bη(ξ1)∪Bη(ξ2)),

2N
N+4

)

+
2∑

i=1

O

(∣∣∣
(
Up−1
1 − Up−1

2

)
− (PU1 − PU2)

p−1
∣∣∣
Bη(ξi),

2N
N+4

)
.

The estimate in the set Ωr (Bη(ξ1) ∪Bη(ξ2)) is obtained by:

∣∣∣
(
Up−1
1 − Up−1

2

)
− (PU1 − PU2)

p−1
∣∣∣
Ωr(Bη(ξ1)∪Bη(ξ2)),

2N
N+4

≤
∣∣∣Up−1

1

∣∣∣
Ωr(Bη(ξ1)),

2N
N+4

+
∣∣∣Up−1

2

∣∣∣
Ωr(Bη(ξ2)),

2N
N+4

= O

((
δ1
η

)N
)

+O

((
δ2
η

)N
)
,

because ∣∣∣Up−1
i

∣∣∣
Ωr(Bη(ξi)),

2N
N+4

=

∫

Ωr(Bη(ξi))

δNi
(δ2i + |x− ξi|2)N

dx

≤
∫

{|y|> η
δi

}

1

(1 + |y|2)N dy

= O

((
δi
η

)N
)
.

(6.8)

The other terms that form B1 are addressed as follows:

∣∣∣
(
Up−1
1 − Up−1

2

)
− (PU1 − PU2)

p−1
∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

≤
∣∣∣(PU1 − PU2)

p−1 − a(x)Up−1
1

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

+
∣∣∣Up−1

2

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

=
∣∣∣(U1 + PU1 − U1 − PU2)

p−1 − a(x)Up−1
1

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

+
∣∣∣Up−1

2

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

=
∣∣(p− 1)(U1 + θ(PU1 − U1 − PU2))

p−2(PU1 − U1 − PU2)
∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

+
∣∣∣Up−1

2

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

=O

(∣∣∣Up−2
1 (PU1 − U1)

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

)
+O

(∣∣∣Up−2
1 PU2

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

)

+O
(∣∣(PU1 − U1)

p−1
∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

)
+O

(∣∣(PU1 − U1)
p−2PU2

∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

)

+O

(∣∣∣PUp−2
2 (PU1 − U1)

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

)
+ O

(∣∣∣Up−1
2

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

)

=:A1 +A2 +A3 +A4 +A5 +A6

We will show that every term A1, . . . , A6 is of the order O
(
ε

1
2+σ

)
. The calculations are based on the
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following basic estimates:

∣∣∣U (p−2)
1

∣∣∣
2N

N+4r

2N
N+4r

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

U
(p−2)( 2N

N+4r)
1 dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

δ
8Nr
N+4

1

(δ21 + |x− ξ1|2)
8Nr
N+4

dx

= δ
N− 8Nr

N+4

1

∫

B η
δ1

(0)

1

(1 + |y|2)
8Nr
N+4

dy

=





δ
N− 8Nr

N+4

1

(
η
δ1

)N− 16Nr
N+4

if N > 12 and 1 < r < N+4
16

δ
N− 8Nr

N+4

1 if N ≤ 12 and r > N+4
16

(6.9)

i.e.

∣∣∣U (p−2)
1

∣∣∣
2N

N+4r
=





δ41η
N+4
2r −8 if N > 12 and 1 < r < N+4

16

δ
N+4
2r −4

1 if N ≤ 12 and r > N+4
16

(6.10)

Additionally, as
∣∣∣ 2τ1ν(ξ

0)
η

∣∣∣ > 1 there exists k > 0 such that:

∣∣∣∣∣
1

|x− ξ̃i|N−4

∣∣∣∣∣
2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

=



∫

Bη(ξi)

1
(
|x− ξ̃i|N−4

) 2Nr
(N+4)(r−1)

dx




(N+4)(r−1)
2Nr

=



∫

B1

(
ξi−ξ̃i

η

)
ηN

(|ηy|N−4)
2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

dy




(N+4)(r−1)
2Nr

=

(
ηN− 2(N−4)Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

∫

B1

(
2τ1ν(ξ0)

η

)
1

|y|
2(N−4)Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

dy

) (N+4)(r−1)
2Nr

=η
(N+4)(r−1)

2r −(N−4)

(∫

|y|>k

1

|y|
2(N−4)Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

dy

) (N+4)(r−1)
2Nr

=O
(
η−

N−12
2 −N+4

2r

)
,

(6.11)

choosing 1 < r < N+4
12−N if 12 > N and r > 1 if 12 ≤ N . A similar argument yields to:

|U2|Bη(ξ1),
2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)
≤δ

N−4
2

2

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

1

(|x− ξ2|N−4)
2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

dx

) (N+4)(r−1)
2Nr

≤δ
N−4

2
2

(∫

B1( ξ1−ξ2
η )

ηN

(|ηy|N−4)
2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

dy

) (N+4)(r−1)
2Nr

=δ
N−4

2
2 O

(
η−

N−12
2 −N+4

2r

)
,

(6.12)

when choosing, as before, 1 < r < N+4
12−N if 12 > N and r > 1 if 12 ≤ N .
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The estimate of A1 is obtained using (5.2), along with (6.10) and (6.11), choosing r > 1 such that r ∼ 1
when N ≤ 12 or r ∼ N+4

16 when N > 12. Indeed,

A1 =
∣∣∣Up−2

1 (PU1 − U1)
∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

=

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

∣∣∣Up−2
1 (PU1 − U1)

∣∣∣
2N

N+4

dx

)N+4
2N

≤
∣∣∣U (p−2)

1

∣∣∣
2N

N+4r
|PU1 − U1| 2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

≤δ
N−4

2
1

∣∣∣U (p−2)
1

∣∣∣
2N

N+4r

∣∣∣∣∣
1

|x− ξ̃i|N−4

∣∣∣∣∣
2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

=






O

((
δ1
η

)N+4
2 −σ

)
if N > 12

O

((
δ1
η

)N−4−σ
)

if N ≤ 12

Here, σ is a positive small constant, with σ ∼ (r − 1) for N ≤ 12 and σ ∼
(
r − N+4

16

)
for N > 12.

The term A2 is estimated similarly, this time using the equation (5.1) along with equations (6.10) and
(6.12) and choosing r > 1 such that r ∼ 1 when N ≤ 12 or r ∼ N+4

16 when N > 12. Indeed,

A2 ≤
∣∣∣Up−2

1 PU2

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

≤ c
∣∣∣Up−2

1 U2

∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

≤c
∣∣∣U (p−2)

1

∣∣∣
2N

N+4r
|U2| 2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

=





(
δ1
η

)4−σ (
δ2
η

)N−4
2 −σ

if N > 12

(
δ1
η

)N−4−σ
2

(
δ2
η

)N−4−σ
2

if N ≤ 12

Estimating A3 follows a similar process, using equation (5.2) of Proposition 5.1 to derive:

A3 =
∣∣(PU1 − U1)

p−1
∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(
δ

N−4
2

1

|x− ξ̃1|N−4

)p−1
∣∣∣∣∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

≤ δ
N+4

2
1

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

1

|x− ξ̃1|2N
dx

)N+4
2N

≤ δ
N+4

2
1

(∫

B1(
ξ1−ξ̃1

η
)

ηN

|ηy|2N dy

)N+4
2N

≤ O
(
δ

N+4
2

1 η−
N+4

2

)
.
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We handle A4 as follows:
A4 ≤

∣∣(PU1 − U1)
p−2U2

∣∣
Bη(ξ1),

2N
N+4

≤
∣∣∣(PU1 − U1)

(p−2)
∣∣∣

2N
N+4r

|U2|Bη(ξ1),
2Nr

(N+4)(r−1)

=






O

((
δ1
η

)N+4
2 −σ

)
if N > 12

O

((
δ1
η

)N−4−σ
)

if 5 ≤ N ≤ 12

Finally, term A5 is similarly estimated as A1, whereas A6 is handled like (6.8). This concludes the estimation
of B1.

Arguing in the same way as in [35, Proposition 2], we can estimate the last term B2 as

∣∣a(x)f0(V(ξ0,d,t))− a(x)fε(V(ξ0,d,t))
∣∣

2N
N+4

= O (ε| ln ε|) .

7 Expansion of the reduced energy functional

In this section, we estimate the nonlinear term of the reduced energy functional. We will focus on the
estimations in the case (2.2) as the expansion of the nonlinear part in case (2.1) is simpler and can be
directly derived from the former. So, let (ζ0,d, t) ∈ Σ2 and, as before, let

η = min

{
d(ξ1, ∂Ω), d(ξ2, ∂Ω),

|ξ1 − ξ2|
2

}
= min

{
t1ε, t2ε,

ε|t1 − t2|
2

}

Lemma 7.1. The following estimate holds true:

1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p−εdx =
1

p

∫

Ω

a(x)|V(ζ0,d,t)|p dx

+ ε

[
1

p2

∫

Ω

a(x)|V(ζ0,d,t)|pdx− 1

p

∫

Ω

a(x)|V(ζ0,d,t)|p−1 log |V(ζ0,d,t)| dx
]

+ o(ε)

=2a(ζ0)
γ1
p

+ ε2a(ζ0)
γ1
p2

− ε2a(ζ0)
γ3
p

+ ε log(ε)2
N − 3

2
a(ζ0)

γ1
p

+ε∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)(t1 + t2)
γ1
p

− εa(ζ0)

((
d1
2t1

)N−4

+

(
d1
2t1

)N−4
)
γ2

−ε2a(ζ0)(d1d2)
N−4

2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
γ2

+ε
N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(d1 + d2)

γ1
p

+ o(ε).

(7.1)
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Proof. The proof of the Lemma follows directly from estimates:

1

p

∫

Ω

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p dx =2a(ζ0)
γ1
p

+ ε(t1 + t2)∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)
γ1
p

−a(ζ0)ε
((

d1
2t1

)N−4

+

(
d1
2t1

)N−4
)
γ2

−2a(ζ0)ε(d1d2)
N−4

2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
γ2 + o(ε),

ε

p2

∫

Ω

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p dx =ε2a(ζ0)
γ1
p2

+ o(ε),

and

−ε
p

∫

Ω

a(x) |PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log (|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) dx

=− ε2a(ζ0)
γ3
p

+ ε
N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(d1 + d2)

γ1
p

+ ε log(ε)(N − 3)a(ζ0)
γ1
p

+ o(ε),

which are derived from Lemmas 7.2 and 7.3.

Lemma 7.2. The following estimate holds true:
∫

Ω

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p dx =2a(ζ0)γ1 + ε(t1 + t2)∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)γ1

−pa(ζ0)ε
((

d1
2t1

)N−4

+

(
d1
2t1

)N−4
)
γ2

−2pa(ζ0)ε(d1d2)
N−4

2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
γ2 + o(ε).

(7.2)

Proof. We write:
∫

Ω

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p dx =

∫

Ω

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx

+

∫

Ω

a(x)Up
δ1,ξ1

dx+

∫

Ω

a(x)Up
δ2,ξ2

dx.

From estimation (5.3), it can be directly deduced:

∫

Ω

a(x)Up
δ1,ξ1

+

∫

Ω

a(x)Up
δ2,ξ2

dx =

2∑

i=1

(
a(ζ0)γ1 + εti∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)γ1

)
+ o(ε)

= 2a(ζ0)γ1 + ε(t1 + t2)∇a(ζ0) · ν(ζ0)γ1 + o(ε).

We will devote the rest of the proof to estimating the following term:
∫

Ω

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx

+

∫

Bη(ξ2)

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx

+

∫

Ω\(Bη(ξ1)∪Bη(ξ2))

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx.
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A straightforward calculation shows that:
∫

Ω\(Bη(ξ1)∪Bη(ξ2))

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx = o(ε).

On the other hand, using the equations (5.3) and (5.9), we obtain:
∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx

=p

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)Up−1
δ1,ξ1

((PUδ1,ξ1 − Uδ1,ξ1)− PUδ2,ξ2) dx+

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)Up
δ2,ξ2

dx

+O

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

|Uδ1,ξ1 +Θx (PUδ1,ξ1 − Uδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2)|p−2 (PUδ1,ξ1 − Uδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2)
2 dx

)

=p

(
−a(ζ0)ε

(
d1
2t1

)N−4

γ2

)
− p

(
a(ζ0)ε(d1d2)

N−4
2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
γ2

)
+ o(ε).

Analogously, it follows that
∫

Bη(ξ2)

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p − Up

δ1,ξ1
− Up

δ2,ξ2

)
dx

=p

(
−a(ζ0)ε

(
d2
2t2

)N−4

γ2

)
− p

(
a(ζ0)ε(d1d2)

N−4
2

(
1

|t1 − t2|N−4
− 1

|t1 + t2|N−4

)
γ2

)
+ o(ε).

In the last two expressions, we have assumed that, if 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2, i 6= j, then:
∫

Bη(ξi)

∣∣Uδi,ξi +Θx

(
PUδi,ξi − Uδi,ξi − PUδj ,ξj

)∣∣p−2 (
PUδi,ξi − Uδi,ξi − PUδj ,ξj

)2
dx = o(ε).

which is a well-known fact, and we will not provide the details here. This concludes the proof.

Lemma 7.3. The following estimate holds true:
∫

Ω

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log (|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) dx

=2a(ζ0)γ3 −
N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(d1 + d2)γ1 − (N − 3)a(ζ0) log(ε)γ1 + o(1),

where

γ3 = αp
N

∫

RN

Up
1,0 log(U1,0) dx.

Proof. We write:
∫

Ω

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log(|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log(|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) dx

+

∫

Bη(ξ2)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log(|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) dx

+

∫

Ω\(Bη(ξ1)∪Bη(ξ2))

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log(|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) dx.

(7.3)
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It is easy to see that:

∫

Ω\(Bη(ξ1)∪Bη(ξ2))

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log(|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) = o(1). (7.4)

The remaining two terms in equation (7.3) can be addressed similarly. Thus, we will focus on the first term:

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log (|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |) dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log
(∣∣∣∣PUδ1,ξ1

(
1− PUδ2,ξ2

PUδ1,ξ1

)∣∣∣∣
)
dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log(|PUδ1,ξ1 |) dx

+

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log
(∣∣∣∣1−

PUδ2,ξ2

PUδ1,ξ1

∣∣∣∣
)
dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log(|PUδ1,ξ1 |) dx+ o(1).

The last equality in the previous equation holds because:

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 − PUδ2,ξ2 |p log
(∣∣∣∣1−

PUδ2,ξ2

PUδ1,ξ1

∣∣∣∣
)

= o(1).

Now we estimate:
∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1(x) − PUδ2,ξ2(x)|p log |PUδ1,ξ1(x)| dx

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1(x)|p log |PUδ1,ξ1(x)| dx +O

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1(x)|p−1(PUδ2,ξ2(x)) log |PUδ1,ξ1(x)| dx
)

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)Up
δ1,ξ1

(x) logUδ1,ξ1(x) dx +O

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1(x)|p log |PUδ1,ξ1(x)| − Up

δ1,ξ1
(x) logUδ1,ξ1(x)

)
dx

)

+O

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1 |p−1(PUδ2,ξ2(x)) log |PUδ1,ξ1(x)| dx
)

=

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)Up
δ1,ξ1

(x) logUδ1,ξ1(x) dx + o(1)

= −N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(d1)γ1 −

N − 3

2
a(ζ0) log(ε)γ1 + a(ζ0)γ3 + o(1).

(7.5)

36



In the last equality, we made use of the following estimate:

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)Up
δ1,ξ1

(x) logUδ1,ξ1(x) dx = αp
N

∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)

(
δN1

(δ21 + |x− ξ1|2)N
)
log

(
δ

N−4
2

1

(δ21 + |x− ξ1|2)
N−4

2

)
dx

= αp
N

∫

B η
δ1

(0)

a(δ1y + ξ1)

(
1

(1 + |y|2)N
)
log

(
δ

N−4
2

1

(δ21 + |δ1y|2)
N−4

2

)
dy

= αp
N

∫

B1−ξ1
δ1

a(ξ01)

(
1

(1 + |y|2)N
)(

log
(
δ
−N−4

2
1

)
+ log (U1,0(x))

)
dy + o(1)

= −N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(δ1)γ1 + a(ξ01)γ3 + o(1)

= −N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(d1ε

N−3
N−4 )γ1 + a(ζ0)γ3 + o(1)

= −N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(d1)γ1 −

N − 3

2
a(ζ0) log(ε)γ1 + a(ζ0)γ3 + o(1),

and the fact that, with direct calculations, we have that:

O

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)
(
|PUδ1,ξ1(x)|p log |PUδ1,ξ1(x)| − Up

δ1,ξ1
(x) logUδ1,ξ1(x)

)
dx

)
= o(1)

O

(∫

Bη(ξ1)

a(x)|PUδ1,ξ1(x)|p−1 (PUδ2,ξ2(x)) log |PUδ1,ξ1(x)| dx
)

= o(1).

Similarly, we obtain the estimate of the second term in equation (7.3):
∫

Bη(ξ2)

a(x) |PUδ1,ξ1(x)− PUδ2,ξ2(x)|p log(|PUδ1,ξ1(x) − PUδ2,ξ2(x)|) dx

=− N − 4

2
a(ζ0) log(d2)γ1 −

N − 3

2
a(ζ0) log(ε)γ1 + a(ζ0)γ3 + o(1).

(7.6)

The proof is completed by taking into account equations (7.3), (7.4), (7.5), and (7.6).

This completes the proof of the estimations for the nonlinear part of the reduced energy functional in
case (2.2). The estimation for the nonlinear part in case (2.1) is given by:

Lemma 7.4. Let (ξ,d, t) ∈ Σ1, then the following estimate holds true:

1

p− ε

∫

Ω

a(x)|V(ξ,d,t)(x)|p−ε dx =
1

p

∫

Ω

a(x)|V(ξ,d,t)(x)|p dx

+ ε

[
1

p2

∫

Ω

a(x)|V(ξ,d,t)(x)|pdx− 1

p

∫

Ω

a(x)|V(ξ,d,t)(x)|p−1 log |V(ξ,d,t)(x)| dx
]

+ o(ε)

=
k∑

i=1

a(ξ0i )
γ1
p

+

k∑

i=1

(
a(ξ0i )

γ1
p2

+ ti∇a(ξ0i ) · ν(ξ0i )
γ1
p

−
(
di
2ti

)N−4

a(ξ0i )γ2 − a(ξ0i )
γ3
p

)
ε

+

k∑

i=1

(
N − 4

2
a(ξ0i ) log(di)

γ1
p

+
N − 3

2
a(ξ0i ) log(ε)

γ1
p

)
ε+ o(ε).

(7.7)
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