
INFINITELY MANY SOLUTIONS FOR A BOUNDARY YAMABE PROBLEM

LUCA BATTAGLIA, YIXING PU, AND GIUSI VAIRA

Abstract. We consider the classical geometric problem of prescribing the scalar and the boundary
mean curvature problem in the unit ball Bn endowed with the standard Euclidean metric. We will
deal with the case of negative scalar curvature showing the existence of infinitely many non-radial
positive solutions when N ≥ 5. This is the first result of existence of solutions in the case of negative
prescribed scalar curvature problem in higher dimensions.

1. Introduction

One of the most important problems in differential geometry is the so-called prescribed curvature
problem, i.e. given (M, g) be a Riemannian closed manifold of dimension N ≥ 3 and a smooth
function K : M → R, finding a metric g̃ conformal to the original metric g whose scalar curvature
is K (see [11, 26, 27, 33]).
As it is well known, being g̃ = u

4
N−2 g, this is equivalent to finding a positive solution of the semi-

linear elliptic equation:

−4(N − 1)
N − 2 ∆gu + kgu = Ku

N+2
N−2 , u > 0, in M,(1.1)

where kg denotes the scalar curvature of M with respect to g and ∆g is the Beltrami-Laplace
operator.

If M is a manifold with boundary, given a smooth function H : ∂M → R, it is natural to ask
if there exists a conformal metric whose scalar curvature and boundary mean curvature can be
prescribed as K and H respectively. As in (1.1), the geometric problem turns out to be equivalent
to a semi-linear elliptic equation with a nonlinear Robin boundary condition:

−4(N − 1)
N − 2 ∆gu + kgu = Ku

N+2
N−2 , u > 0, in M,

2
N − 2∂νu + hgu = Hu

N
N−2 , on ∂M,

(1.2)

where, kg and hg denote the scalar and boundary mean curvatures of M with respect to g and ν is
the outward normal unit vector with respect to the metric g.

When K and H are constants, the problem is known as the Escobar problem, since it was first
proposed and studied by Escobar in 1992 in the case H = 0 ([22, 23]) and in the case K = 0 ([21]).
Afterwards, many subsequent contributions for this problem are given in [3, 9, 30, 31].

The case of non-zero constants K and H (with K > 0) it was first studied by Han & Li in [24, 25]
and then completed by Chen, Ruan & Sun in [13].
In all these results, the existence of solutions for the problem (1.2) strongly depends on the dimen-
sion of the manifold, on the properties of the boundary (i.e. being umbilical or not) and on vanishing
properties of the Weyl tensor.
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1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

06
19

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  8
 M

ar
 2

02
5



2 L. BATTAGLIA, Y. PU, AND G. VAIRA

The case of non-constant functions K and H is less studied and all the available results are for
special manifolds (tipically the unit ball and the half-sphere). We refer to [2, 6, 7, 28, 29] for the
case H = 0 and to [1, 10, 19, 36] for the case K = 0.

When both K and H are not constant, the problem becomes more difficult. Djadli, Malchiodi
& Ahmedou [20] considered problem (1.2) on the three-dimensional half-sphere and proved some
existence and compactness results. Chen, Ho & Sun [12] proved the existence of solutions for
(1.2) when K and H are negative functions and the boundary ∂M has negative Yamabe invariant.
Ambrosetti, Li & Malchiodi [4] considered the perturbation problem in the unit ball when both K
and H are positive. That is, they consider K = K0 + εK > 0 and H = H0 + εH > 0, where K0 > 0,
H0 > 0, ε > 0 is small, and K and H are smooth functions. They proved an existence result when
K and H satisfy some conditions.
The first result concerning the case of negative prescribed scalar curvature (namely K < 0) is due
to Cruz-Blázquez, Malchiodi & Ruiz in [15]. They introduce the scaling invariant quantity

D :=
√

N(N − 1) H(p)√
|K(p)|

, p ∈ ∂M

and established the existence of a solution to (1.2) whenever D < 1 along the whole boundary. On
the other hand, if D > 1 at some boundary points, they got a solution only in a three dimensional
manifold, for a generic choice of K and H.
Their proof relies on a careful blow-up analysis: first they show that the blow-up phenomena occur
at boundary points p with D ≥ 1, with different behaviours depending on whether D = 1 1or D > 1.
To deal with the loss of compactness at points with D > 1, where bubbling of solutions occurs, it is
shown that in dimension three all the blow-up points are isolated and simple. As a consequence, the
number of blow-up points is finite and the blow-up is excluded via integral estimates. In that regard,
N = 3 is the maximal dimension for which one can prove that the blow-up points with D > 1 are
isolated and simple for generic choices of K and H. In the closed case such a property is assured
up to dimension four (see [29]) but, as observed in [20], the presence of the boundary produces a
stronger interaction of the bubbling solutions with the function K.
A linearly perturbed problem was considered in [16] and it is shown that, at least for 4 ≤ N ≤ 7 the
blow-up points are not anymore isolated and simple since a cluster-type solution exists. Moreover in
[17] it is addressed the question of existence of solutions for problem (1.2) in a perturbative setting.
Afterwards, in [5], the authors considered the perturbation problem in the ball under the condition
K < 0 and H > 0. i.e., K = K0 + εK < 0 and H = H0 + εH > 0, where K0 < 0, H0 > 0, ε > 0 is
small, and K and H are smooth functions showing the existence of solutions with some constraint
of K and H.
At this time, as far as we know, it remains completely open whether solutions exist in any kind of
manifolds with K < 0 and H whatever but non-zero and not constants.
In this paper we consider the problem (1.2) in the unit ball, i.e.


−4(N − 1)

N − 2 ∆u = Ku
N+2
N−2 , u > 0, in BN ,

2
N − 2∂νu + u = Hu

N
N−2 , on SN−1.

(1.3)

and we focus on the case K < 0 and H > 0 are functions which satisfy some conditions showing the
existence of infinitely many non-radial solutions to (1.3).
This type of solutions are known in the closed case (see [35]) and for problem (1.3) with K = 0 and
H > 0 in [34] (see also [8] for some general assumptions on H and again K = 0).
The basic idea, in order to consider problem (1.3), is to use the conformal equivalence between BN
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and RN
+ . Indeed, (1.3) is equivalent to the problem:

−4(N − 1)
N − 2 ∆u = −K(x)u

N+2
N−2 , in RN

+ ,

− 2
N − 2∂xN u = H(x̄)u

N
N−2 , on ∂RN

+ ,

(1.4)

where K := −K ◦ I > 0 and H := H ◦ I > 0 are positive bounded functions in RN
+ and ∂RN

+
respectively and the conformal map I : RN

+ → BN is defined by

I (x̄, xN ) =
(

2x̄

|x̄|2 + (xN + 1)2 ,
1 − |x̄|2 − x2

N

|x̄|2 + (xN + 1)2

)
, x = (x1, . . . , xN ) = (x̄, xN ) ∈ ∂RN

+ × (0, +∞).

(1.5)

(1.6)
In this paper we consider the simplest situation in which K and H are rotationally invariant, i.e.
K(x) = K(|x|) and H(x̄) = H(|x̄|) are positive, bounded and assume that there is a constant r0 > 0
such that

(K) K(r) = K(r0) − c0|r − r0|m + O(|r − r0|m+θ), r ∈ (r0 − δ, r0 + δ),
and

(H) H(r) = H(r0) − d0|r − r0|n + O(|r − r0|n+θ), r ∈ (r0 − δ, r0 + δ),
where θ > 0, δ > 0 are constants and m, n ∈ [2, N − 2).
To make sure that such m, n exist, we consider the problem for N ≥ 5.
We also set

(1.7) D :=
√

N (N − 1) H(r0)√
K(r0)

and we assume that D > 1.
Without loss of generality, we assume that K(r0) = 1. Moreover, by (1.7), we get that

H(r0) := D√
N(N − 1)

.

We finally let m := min{m, n}. Our main result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that N ≥ 5. We let K(|x|), H(|x̄|) satisfy (K) and (H) respectively, with
m, n ∈ [2, N − 2), and moreover: 

c0 < 0, d0 ∈ R, if m < n,
c0 < 0, d0 > 0, if m = n,
c0 ∈ R, d0 > 0, if m > n.

Then problem (1.4) has infinitely many non-radial solutions.

We outline that, going back to the conformal equivalence, Theorem 1.1 shows that problem (1.2)
in the unit ball with K < 0 has a solution for N ≥ 5. We remark that this is the first existence result
for problem (1.2) in higher dimensions for the pure geometric case (not in a perturbative setting)
even if in special cases of manifolds (i.e. in the unit ball).

Some remarks are in order.

Remark 1. The conditions (K) and (H) are local conditions. Moreover, the sign conditions on
c0 and d0 in Theorem 1.1 mean that K and H have a local maximum or a local minimum at r0
according to the sign of c0 and d0 respectively.
In particular, if m < n then the prevailing phenomena is due to the prescribed scalar curvature
and a solution like the one in Theorem 1.1 exists if K has a local minimum at r0 (so −K has a
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local maximum) and H is whatever. If m > n then we assume that H has a local maximum at r0
and K is whatever and hence the boundary mean curvature determines the existence result. The
case m = n is the one in which there is a competition between the two effects and the existence
is guaranteed if again K has a local minimum at r0 and H has a local maximum at r0. This last
condition can be relaxed (see Remark 4 in the end).

Remark 2. The radial symmetry of K and H can be relaxed as usual. Indeed, it is, in our opinion,
a suitable exercise to let K : RN

+ → R bounded and such that for any (x′, x′′) ∈ R2 × RN−2 with
xN > 0 we have

K(x′, x′′) = K(|x′|, x′′) = K(r, x′′),

while H : RN−1 → R bounded and such that for any (x′, x̃′′) ∈ R2 × RN−3 we have

H(x′, x̃′′) = H(|x′|, x̃′′) = H(r, x̃′′).

If one assume that K(r, x′′) and H(r, x̃′′) have a common stable critical point at some (r0, x̃′′
0) that

satisfies suitable assumption then arguing as in [8] or as in [32] (by using local Pohozaev identities)
the result will follow. Here we remark that the pure interest is in the geometrical problem, namely
we are interested in looking for examples of existence of solutions for problem (1.2) with K < 0 in
higher dimensions.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we will use a widely used technique in singularly perturbed elliptic
problems which takes the number of the bubbles in the solutions as a large parameter. This technique
was succefully used also in other contexts and for other problems.
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we obtain some preliminary estimates and we
introduce the weighted space in which the reduction will be made. In Section 3, we perform the
finite-dimensional reduction studying the nonlinear projected problem. In Section 4, we come to
the variational reduction procedure and we prove Theorem 1.1. Finally we give a list of some useful
estimates in Section 6.

2. Notations and Preliminaries

In what follows we set

cN := 4(N − 1)
N − 2 .

Let us fix a large positive integer k ≥ k0, for k0 to be determined later, and a scaling parameter µ
defined as

µ = k
N−2

N−2−m .

Using the transformation u(y) 7→ µ
N−2

2 u

(
y

µ

)
, we find that (1.4) is equivalent to


−cN ∆u = −K

( |y|
µ

)
u

N+2
N−2 , in RN

+ ,

− 2
N − 2∂yN u = H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
u

N
N−2 , on ∂RN

+ .

(2.1)

We recall that for the problem
−cN ∆u = −u

N+2
N−2 , u > 0, in RN

+ ,

− 2
N − 2∂yN u = D√

N(N − 1)
u

N
N−2 , on ∂RN

+ ,

u ∈ D1,2 (Rn
+
)

,

(2.2)
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a classification results is known (see [14]) and all solutions of (2.2) have the form

Uz,Λ(ȳ, yN ) := Λ
N−2

2 U0,1
(
Λ
(
y − z

))
= αN Λ

N−2
2(

Λ2|ȳ − z̄|2 + (ΛyN + D)2 − 1
)N−2

2
,(2.3)

where αN := (4N(N − 1))
N−2

4 and for Λ > 0, z = (z̄, 0) ∈ ∂RN
+ × {0}.

Recently, in [16], it was shown that U0,1 is also non-degenerate, that is if we let v ∈ D1,2(RN
+ ), a

solution of the following the linearized problem

(2.4)


− cN ∆v + N + 2

N − 2U
4

N−2
0,1 v = 0 inRN

+

− 2
N − 2∂yN v − N

N − 2
D√

N(N − 1)
U

2
N−2

0,1 v = 0 on ∂RN
+

then v is the linear combination of the functions

(2.5) zi(y) := ∂U0,1
∂yi

= αN
(2 − N)yi

(|ȳ|2 + (yN + D)2 − 1)
N
2

i = 1, . . . , N − 1

and

(2.6)
z0(y) :=

∂Uz,Λ
∂Λ

∣∣∣
(z,Λ)=(0,1)

=
(2 − N

2 U0,1(y) − ∇U0,1(y) · (y + Den) + D
∂U0,1
∂yN

)
= αN

N − 2
2

|y|2 + 1 − D2

(|ȳ|2 + (yN + D)2 − 1)
N
2

.

We define
Hs =

{
u ∈ D1,2(RN

+ ) : u is even in yh, ∀ h = 2, . . . , N − 1,

u (r cos α, r sin α, y3, . . . , yN ) = u

(
r cos

(
α + 2πj

k

)
, r sin

(
α + 2πj

k

)
, y3, . . . , yN

)}
.

We also let

xj := (x̄j , 0) =
(

r cos 2 (j − 1) π

k
, r sin 2 (j − 1) π

k
, 0, . . . , 0

)
∈ R2 × RN−2, j = 1, . . . , k,

r ∈
[
µr0 − 1

µθ̄
, µr0 + 1

µθ̄

]
, L0 ≤ Λ ≤ L1,

and θ̄ > 0 is a small number, L1 > L0 > 0 are some constants. We define

Wr,Λ(y) :=
k∑

j=1
Uxj ,Λ.(2.7)

We will find the solution to (2.1) in the form Wr,Λ + ϕ, with ϕ ∈ Hs satisfying a suitable set of
orthogonality conditions and having small norm in some space that will be better specified later.
We finally observe that

1
|ȳ − z̄|2 + |yn + D|2 − 1

≤ 1
|y − (z̄, 0)|2 + D2 − 1

≤ C
1

(|y − (z̄, 0)| + 1)2 ,(2.8)

which means

Uxi,Λ(y) ≤ C
1

(|y − (x̄i, 0)| + 1)N−2 .

At the end we also define

Ωℓ :=
{

y = (y′, y3 . . . , yN ) ∈ R2 × RN−3 × R+ :
〈

y′

|y′|
,

xℓ

|xℓ|

〉
≥ cos π

k

}
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and

Ω̃ℓ := Ωℓ ∩ ∂RN
+ =

{
y = (y′, y3 . . . , yN−1, 0) ∈ R2 × RN−3 × {0} :

〈
y′

|y′|
,

xℓ

|xℓ|

〉
≥ cos π

k

}
.

Throughout this paper, we denote C as a generic positive constant independent of k. Moreover,
when we write f ≲ g we intend that there exists some positive C > 0 independent of k so that
f ≤ Cg.

3. Finite-dimensional reduction

In this section we perform a finite-dimensional reduction. To do so we will introduce the following
weighted norms

(3.1) ∥ϕ∥∗ = sup
y∈RN

+

 k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ

−1

|ϕ(y)|,

(3.2) ∥h1∥∗∗ = sup
y∈RN

+

 k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N+2
2 +τ

−1

|h1(y)|,

and

(3.3)

∥h2∥∗∗∗ = sup
y∈∂RN

+

 k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N
2 +τ

−1

|h2(y)|,

= sup
ȳ∈∂RN

+

 k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |ȳ − x̄j |)

N
2 +τ

−1

|h2(ȳ, 0)|,

where τ > 0 is fixed. Define

(3.4) Zi,1 :=
∂Uxi,Λ

∂r
, Zi,2 :=

∂Uxi,Λ
∂Λ , i = 1, . . . , k.

It is easy to show that

Zi,1 :=
∂Uxi,Λ

∂r
= Uxi,Λ

(N − 2)Λ2 (y − xi)
Λ2|ȳ − x̄i|2 + (ΛyN + D)2 − 1

· xi

r
,(3.5)

Zi,2 :=
∂Uxi,Λ

∂Λ = Uxi,Λ
N − 2

2Λ · D2 − Λ2y2
N − Λ2 |ȳ − x̄i|2 − 1

Λ2|ȳ − x̄i|2 + (ΛyN + D)2 − 1
.(3.6)

The strategy to solve (2.1) is the following: since we look for a solution of the form Wr,Λ + ϕ, we
first solve a nonlinear projected problem, i.e. we solve the problem

Lin(ϕ) = Ein + Nin(ϕ) +
2∑

ℓ=1
cℓ

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓ, in RN

+ ,

Lbd(ϕ) = Ebd + Nbd(ϕ) +
2∑

ℓ=1
cℓ

k∑
i=1

U
2

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓ, on ∂RN

+ ,

ϕ ∈ Hs,

⟨Zi,ℓ, ϕ⟩ = 0 for i = 1, . . . , k, ℓ = 1, 2,

(3.7)

for some numbers cℓ, where

⟨Zi,ℓ, ϕ⟩ := −2
√

N(N − 1)D
ˆ

∂RN
+

U
2

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓ, ϕ + (N + 2)

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓ, ϕ
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and the linear operators Lin, Lbd are defined by

Lin(ϕ) := −cN ∆ϕ + N + 2
N − 2K

( |y|
µ

)
W

4
N−2

r,Λ ϕ,

Lbd(ϕ) := − 2
N − 2∂yN ϕ − N

N − 2H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
W

2
N−2

r,Λ ϕ,

while the error terms Ein, Ebd and the nonlinear terms Nin, Nbd are defined by

Ein := K

( |y|
µ

)
W

N+2
N−2

r,Λ + cN ∆Wr,Λ,

Nin(ϕ) := K

( |y|
µ

)[(
Wr,Λ + ϕ

)N+2
N−2 − W

N+2
N−2

r,Λ − N + 2
N − 2W

4
N−2

r,Λ ϕ

]
,

Ebd := H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
W

N
N−2

r,Λ + 2
N − 2∂yN Wr,Λ,

Nbd(ϕ) := H

( |ȳ|
µ

)[(
Wr,Λ + ϕ

) N
N−2 − W

N
N−2

r,Λ − N

N − 2W
2

N−2
r,Λ ϕ

]
.

After that we will find the parameters Λ and r so that cℓ = 0 for ℓ = 1, 2.

3.1. Estimate of the error terms. Here we estimate ∥Ein∥∗∗ and ∥Ebd∥∗∗∗.

Lemma 3.1. If N ≥ 5, then there exists σ > 0 such that

∥Ein∥∗∗ ≤ C

( 1
µ

)m
2 +σ

, ∥Ebd∥∗∗∗ ≤ C

( 1
µ

)n
2 +σ

.

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 2.5 of [35] and Lemma 2.1 of [34], so we omit the details. □

3.2. The linear operators. In order to study the invertibility of the linear part, we will consider
the following linear problem

Lin(ϕ) = hin +
2∑

ℓ=1
cℓ

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓ, in RN

+ ,

Lbd(ϕ) = hbd +
2∑

ℓ=1
cℓ

k∑
i=1

U
2

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓ, on ∂RN

+ ,

ϕ ∈ Hs,

⟨Zi,ℓ, ϕ⟩ = 0, for i = 1, . . . , k, ℓ = 1, 2,

(3.8)

For any fixed y = (y1, . . . , yN ) ∈ RN
+ , we denote by G(x, y) the Green’s function of the problem
−∆G(x, y) = δy, for x ∈ RN

+ ,

G(x, y) = 0, for |x| → ∞,

∂xN G(x, y) = 0, for xN = 0.

(3.9)

We remark that G(x, y) has the explicit expression:

G(x, y) = 1
ωN (N − 2)

(
1

|x − y|N−2 + 1
|x − ys|N−2

)
,(3.10)

where ωN is the volume of the unit ball in RN and ys = (ȳ, −yN ) which means the symmetric point
of y with respect to ∂RN

+ .
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Lemma 3.2. Assume that ϕk solves (3.8) for h = (hin, hbd) = ((hin)k, (hbd)k) = hk.
If

∥hin∥∗∗ →
k→+∞

0, ∥hbd∥∗∗∗ →
k→+∞

0,

then
∥ϕk∥∗ →

k→+∞
0.

Proof. We argue by contradiction.

Assume that there are k → +∞, h = hk, Λk ∈ [L1, L2], rk ∈
[
r0µ − 1

µθ̄
, r0µ + 1

µθ̄

]
, and ϕk ∈

D1,2 (Rn
+
)

solving (3.8) for h = hk, Λ = Λk, r = rk, with ∥(hin)k∥∗∗ → 0, ∥(hbd)k∥∗∗∗ → 0, and
∥ϕk∥∗ ≥ c′ for some constant c′ > 0. We may assume, without loss of generality, that ∥ϕk∥∗ = 1.
For simplicity, we drop the subscript k.

First, we estimate cℓ, ℓ = 1, 2. Multiplying (3.8) by Z1,ℓ, integrating and using the equation
satisfied by Z1,ℓ we find that

(3.11)
2∑

j=1
cj

k∑
i=1

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓZ1,ℓ + CN

N − 2
2

2∑
j=1

cj

k∑
i=1

ˆ
∂RN

+

U
2

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓZ1,ℓ

= − CN
N − 2

2

ˆ
∂RN

+

hbdZ1,ℓ −
ˆ
RN

+

hinZ1,ℓ + N + 2
N − 2

ˆ
RN

+

(
K

( |y|
µ

)
− 1

)
U

4
N−2

x1,Λ Z1,ℓϕ

+ N + 2
N − 2

ˆ
RN

+

K

( |y|
µ

)(
W

4
N−2

r,Λ − U
4

N−2
x1,Λ

)
Z1,ℓϕ − cN N

2

ˆ
∂RN

+

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)(
W

2
N−2

r,Λ − U
2

N−2
x1,Λ

)
Z1,ℓϕ

− cN N

2

ˆ
∂RN

+

(
H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
− D√

N(N − 1)

)
U

2
N−2

x1,Λ Z1,ℓϕ.

In a standard way it follows that
2∑

j=1
cj

k∑
i=1

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓZ1,ℓ + CN

N − 2
2

2∑
j=1

cj

k∑
i=1

ˆ
∂RN

+

U
2

N−2
xi,Λ Zi,ℓZ1,ℓ = cℓ(A + o(1)),

for some A > 0.
Moreover, it follows from Lemma 6.1 and by (4.1), (3.5) and (3.6) that, for any
1 < α ≤ min

{
N − 2,

N + 2
2 + τ

}
,

ˆ
RN

+

hinZ1,ℓ ≲ ∥hin∥∗∗

ˆ
RN

+

1
(1 + |y − x1|)N−2

k∑
i=1

1
(1 + |y − xi|)

N+2
2 +τ

dy

≲ ∥hin∥∗∗

1 +
k∑

j=2

1
|xj − x1|α

ˆ
RN

+

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

3
2 N−1+τ−α


≲ ∥hin∥∗∗.

Similarly, we have ˆ
∂RN

+

hbdZ1,ℓ ≲ ∥hbd∥∗∗∗.

Now, by arguing as in [35] it follows thatˆ
RN

+

(
K

( |y|
µ

)
− 1

)
U

4
N−2

x1,Λ Z1,ℓϕ ≲ o(1)∥ϕ∥∗,

ˆ
RN

+

K

( |y|
µ

)(
W

4
N−2

r,Λ − U
4

N−2
x1,Λ

)
Z1,ℓϕ ≲ o(1)∥ϕ∥∗
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and by arguing as in [34] we get thatˆ
∂RN

+

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)(
W

2
N−2

r,Λ − U
2

N−2
x1,Λ

)
Z1,ℓϕ ≲ o(1)∥ϕ∥∗

and ˆ
∂RN

+

(
H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
− D√

N(N − 1)

)
U

2
N−2

x1,Λ Z1,ℓϕ ≲ o(1)∥ϕ∥∗.

We obtain
(3.12) |cℓ| ≲ (∥hin∥∗∗ + ∥hbd∥∗∗∗) + o(1)∥ϕ∥∗ = o(1).

By Green’s representation formula, we can rewrite (3.8) as

ϕ(y) = 1
cN

ˆ
RN

+

G(y, z)
[
−N + 2

N − 2K

( |z|
µ

)
W

4
N−2

r,Λ (z)ϕ(z) + hin(z) +
2∑

ℓ=1
cℓ

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
xi,Λ (z)Zi,ℓ(z)

]
dz

+ N − 2
2

ˆ
∂RN

+

G(y, z)
[

N

N − 2H

( |z̄|
µ

)
W

2
N−2

r,Λ (z)ϕ(z) + hbd(z) +
2∑

ℓ=1
cℓ

k∑
i=1

U
2

N−2
xi,Λ (z)Zi,ℓ(z)

]
dz̄,

where G is given as in (3.10). Since |G(y, z)| ≤ C

|z − y|N−2 , we can apply Lemma 6.2 and derive
that

|ϕ(y)| ≤ C∥ϕ∥∗

ˆ
RN

+

1
|z − y|N−2 W

4
N−2

r,Λ

k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |z − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ

dz

+ C∥hin∥∗∗

ˆ
RN

+

1
|z − y|N−2

k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |z − xj |)

N+2
2 +τ

dz

+ C
2∑

ℓ=1
|cℓ|

k∑
i=1

ˆ
RN

+

1
|z − y|n−2

1
(1 + |z − xi|)N+2 dz

+ C∥ϕ∥∗

ˆ
∂RN

+

1
|z − y|N−2 W

2
N−2

r,Λ

k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |z − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ

dz

+ C∥hbd∥∗∗∗

ˆ
∂RN

+

1
|z − y|N−2

k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |z − xj |)

N
2 +τ

dz

+ C
2∑

ℓ=1
|cℓ|

k∑
i=1

ˆ
∂RN

+

1
|z − y|N−2

1
(1 + |z − xi|)N

dz

≤ C∥ϕ∥∗

k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ+θ

+ C(∥hin∥∗∗ + ∥hbd∥∗∗∗)
k∑

j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ

,

for some positive constant θ > 0. Thus,

∥ϕ∥∗ ≲ (∥hin∥∗∗ + ∥hbd∥∗∗∗) +

k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ+θ

k∑
j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ

.
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Since ∥ϕ∥∗ = 1, we derive that there exists R > 0 such that

∥ϕ∥
L∞
(
RN

+ ∩BR(xi)
) ≥ a > 0,(3.13)

for some i.
But, by elliptic regularity, we have that ϕ(y − xi) converges uniformly in compact sets to some ϕ̂

that satisfies 
−cN ∆ϕ̂ + N + 2

N − 2U
4

N−2
0,Λ ϕ̂ = 0, in RN

+ ,

− 2
N − 2∂yN ϕ̂ − N

N − 2U
2

N−2
0,Λ ϕ̂ = 0, on ∂RN

+ ,

(3.14)

for some Λ ∈ [L1, L2]. Moreover it follows also that (passing to the limit into the orthogonality
condition) ⟨ϕ̂, zi⟩ = 0, so the non-degeneracy of U0,Λ [16, Theorem 2.1] implies that ϕ̂ = 0 and it is
a contradiction. □

From Lemma 3.2, using the same argument as in the proof of [18, Proposition 4.1], we can prove
the following result.

Proposition 3.3. There exists k0 ∈ N and a constant C > 0, independent of k, such that for all
k ≥ k0 and all (hin, hbd) ∈ L∞

(
RN

+

)
× L∞

(
∂RN

+

)
, problem (3.8) has a unique solution ϕ denoted

as ϕ := Lk (hin, hbd). Besides,

(3.15) ∥Lk (hin, hbd)∥∗ ≤ C∥hin∥∗∗ + C∥hbd∥∗∗∗, |cℓ| ≤ C∥hin∥∗∗ + C∥hbd∥∗∗∗, for ℓ = 1, 2.

3.3. The fixed point argument. As usual, by using a standard contraction argument we can
show the existence of ϕ solution of (3.7) (for the proof, see Proposition 2.3 in [35]).

Proposition 3.4. There exists k0 > 0, such that for each k ≥ k0, L0 ≤ Λ ≤ L1, |r − µr0| ≤ 1
µθ̄

where θ̄ is a fixed small constant, (3.7) has a unique solution ϕ = ϕ(r, Λ), satisfying

∥ϕ∥∗ ≤ C

( 1
µ

)m
2 +σ

, |cℓ| ≤ C

( 1
µ

)m
2 +σ

, ℓ = 1, 2,

where σ > 0 is a small constant.

4. The reduced problem: proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we need to find Λ and r so that cℓ is zero for ℓ = 1, 2.
The problem (1.4) is variational, that is its solutions are the critical points of the C2− functional

J(u) := cN

2

ˆ
RN

+

|∇u|2 + 1
2∗

ˆ
RN

+

K

( |y|
µ

)
(u)2∗

+ − (N − 2)
ˆ

∂RN
+

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
(u)2♯

+

where 2∗ := 2N

N − 2 and 2♯ := 2(N − 1)
N − 2 .

We also define the reduced functional

F (r, Λ) := J(Wr,Λ + ϕ)

where ϕ is the function found in Proposition 3.4.

First we need a condition for which cℓ = 0.

Proposition 4.1. If (r, Λ) is a critical point of the reduced functional F (r, Λ) then c1 = c2 = 0.
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Proof. Since ∂F

∂r
= ∂F

∂Λ = 0, we only need to show the non-degeneracy of the coefficient matrix with

respect to (c1, c2) in the following system.

(
M1,1 M1,2
M2,1 M2,2

)(c1

c2

)
=


∂F

∂r

∂F

∂Λ

 ,

where, for ℓ = 1, 2,

M1,ℓ :=
ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Zi,ℓ

(
∂Wr,Λ

∂r
+ ∂ϕ

∂r

)
+
ˆ

∂RN
+

k∑
i=1

U
2

N−2
x,Λ Zi,ℓ

(
∂Wr,Λ

∂r
+ ∂ϕ

∂r

)
,

M2,ℓ :=
ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Zi,ℓ

(
∂Wr,Λ

∂Λ + ∂ϕ

∂Λ

)
+
ˆ

∂RN
+

k∑
i=1

U
2

N−2
x,Λ Zi,ℓ

(
∂Wr,Λ

∂Λ + ∂ϕ

∂Λ

)
.

From (3.5) and (3.6), by direct calculation, we deduce that∣∣∣∣∂Zi,ℓ

∂r

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CUxi,Λ and
∣∣∣∣∂Zi,ℓ

∂Λ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CUxi,Λ, for ℓ = 1, 2.

Then
ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Zi,1

(
∂Wr,Λ

∂r
+ ∂ϕ

∂r

)
=
ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Zi,1

k∑
j=1

Zj,1 +
ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Zi,1

∂ϕ

∂r

=
ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Zi,1Z1,1 + O

(
k∑

i=1

∑
j ̸=i

1
|xi − xj |N−2

)
+
ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

ϕ
∂

∂r

(
U

4
N−2

x,Λ Zi,1

)

= k

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,1 + kO
( 1

µ

)m

+ O

∥ϕ∥∗

ˆ
RN

+

k∑
i=1

1
(1 + |y − xi|)N

k∑
j

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N+2
2 +τ

dy


= k

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,1 + kO
( 1

µ

)m

+ kO

( 1
µ

)m
2 +σ

= k

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,1 + kO
( 1

µ

)m
2 +σ

.

Similarly,
ˆ

∂RN
+

k∑
i=1

U
2

N−2
x,Λ Zi,1

(
∂Wr,Λ

∂r
+ ∂ϕ

∂r

)
= k

ˆ
∂RN

+

U
2

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,1 + kO
( 1

µ

)m
2 +σ

.

Thus,

M1,1 = k

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,1 + k

ˆ
∂RN

+

U
2

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,1 + kO
( 1

µ

)m
2 +σ

.

Using the same discussion, we have

M2,2 = k

ˆ
RN

+

U
4

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,2 + k

ˆ
∂RN

+

U
2

N−2
x,Λ Z2

1,2 + kO
( 1

µ

)m
2 +σ

,

M1,2 = kO
( 1

µ

)m
2 +σ

, M2,1 = kO
( 1

µ

)m
2 +σ

.

This completes the proof. □
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We can therefore expand the reduced functional.
Before stating the result, we remark that, for any β0 ≥ N − 2 − m

N − 2 and large k,

k∑
j=2

1
|xj − x1|β0

= 1
2β0

k∑
j=2

1

rβ0
(
sin |j−1|π

k

)β0
≤ Ckβ0

µβ0

k∑
j=2

1
jβ0

.

Since µ = k
N−2

N−2−m , by symmetry, it holds

k∑
j=2

1
|xj − x1|β0

≲



kβ0

µβ0
= O

(
µ− mβ0

N−2

)
, β0 > 1,

kβ0 ln k

µβ0
= O

(
µ− m

N−2 ln µ
)

, β0 = 1,

k

µβ0
= O

(
µ

N−2−m
N−2 −β0

)
, β0 < 1.

(4.1)

Proposition 4.2. We have that

F (r, Λ) = J(Wr,Λ) + O
(

k

µm+σ

)

= k

[
A − B

k∑
i=2

1
ΛN−2|xi − x1|N−2 − 1

2∗
c0

Λmµm
d3,N + (N − 2) d0

Λnµn
d5,N

]

+ k

[
−m(m − 1)c0

2 · 2∗ d4,N
(µr0 − r)2

Λm−2µm
+ n(n − 1)(N − 2)d0

2 d6,N
(µr0 − r)2

Λn−2µn

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2+θ

)

where σ > 0 and θ > 0 are fixed and small and A, B, di,N , i = 3, 4, 5, 6, are some positive constants.

Proof. Arguing as in [34] and in [35] it is easy to show that

F (r, Λ) = J(Wr,Λ) + O
(

k

µm+σ

)
.

Now

J(Wr,Λ) := cN

2

ˆ
RN

+

|∇Wr,Λ|2︸ ︷︷ ︸
(I)

+ 1
2∗

ˆ
RN

+

K

( |y|
µ

)
(Wr,Λ)2∗

+ − (N − 2)
ˆ

∂RN
+

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
(Wr,Λ)2♯

+︸ ︷︷ ︸
(II)
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Now

(I) = cN

2

k∑
j=1

ˆ
RN

+

|∇Uxj ,Λ|2 + cN

2
∑
i ̸=j

ˆ
RN

+

∇Uxj ,Λ∇Uxi,Λ

= −1
2

k∑
j=1

ˆ
RN

+

U2∗
xj ,Λ + (N − 1)√

N(N − 1)
D

k∑
j=1

ˆ
∂RN

+

U2♯

xj ,Λ

− 1
2

k∑
i ̸=j

ˆ
RN

+

U2∗−1
xj ,Λ Uxi,Λ + (N − 1)√

N(N − 1)
D

k∑
i ̸=j

ˆ
∂RN

+

U2♯−1
xj ,Λ Uxi,Λ

= −1
2kaN + (N − 1)√

N(N − 1)
DkbN

− 1
2k

k∑
i=2

ˆ
RN

+

U2∗−1
x1,Λ Uxi,Λ + (N − 1)√

N(N − 1)
Dk

k∑
i=2

ˆ
∂RN

+

U2♯−1
x1,Λ Uxi,Λ

= −1
2kaN + (N − 1)√

N(N − 1)
DkbN

− 1
2kd1,N

k∑
i=2

1
ΛN−2|xi − x1|N−2 + (N − 1)√

N(N − 1)
Dkd2,N

k∑
i=2

1
ΛN−2|xi − x1|N−2

+ O
(

k
k∑

i=2

1
|xi − x1|N−2+σ

)

= −1
2kaN + (N − 1)√

N(N − 1)
DkbN

+ k

(
−1

2d1,N + (N − 1)√
N(N − 1)

Dd2,N

)
k∑

i=2

1
ΛN−2|xi − x1|N−2 + O

(
k

k∑
i=2

1
|xi − x1|N−2+σ

)

where

aN :=
ˆ
RN

+

U2∗
0,1; bN :=

ˆ
∂RN

+

U2♯

0,1

and

d1,N := αN

ˆ
RN

+

U2∗−1
0,1 ; d2,N := αN

ˆ
∂RN

+

U2♯−1
0,1 .

while

(II) = 1
2∗ k

ˆ
Ω1

K

( |y|
µ

)
U2∗

x1,Λ + k
k∑

j=2

ˆ
Ω1

K

( |y|
µ

)
U2∗−1

x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ

− (N − 2)k
ˆ

Ω̃1

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
U2♯

x1,Λ − 2(N − 1)k
k∑

j=2

ˆ
Ω̃1

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
U2♯−1

x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ

+ O

k

ˆ
Ω1

U2∗−2
x1,Λ

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2
+ O

k

ˆ
Ω1

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2∗
+ O

k

ˆ
Ω̃1

U2♯−2
x1,Λ

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2
+ O

k

ˆ
Ω̃1

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2♯ .



14 L. BATTAGLIA, Y. PU, AND G. VAIRA

We remark that, by Lemma 6.1, for any y ∈ Ω1, 0 < α < N − 2 we have
k∑

j=2
Uxj ,Λ ≲

k∑
j=2

1
(|y − xj | + 1)N−2 ≲

k∑
j=2

1
(|y − xj | + 1)N−2−α

1
(|y − xj | + 1)α

≲
k∑

j=2

1
|xj − x1|α

1
(|y − x1| + 1)N−2−α

≲
(

k

µ

)α 1
(|y − x1| + 1)N−2−α

.

Then, for α > 1, using (4.1) we get
ˆ

Ω1

U2∗−2
x1,Λ

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2

≲
(

k

µ

)2α ˆ
RN

+

1
(|y − x1| + 1)2N−2α

= O
((

k

µ

)2α
)

.

Choosing
α := (m + σ)N − 2

2m ,

then ˆ
Ω1

U2∗−2
x1,Λ

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2

=
(

k

µ

)2α

= O
( 1

µm+σ

)
.

Similarly,
ˆ

Ω1

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2∗

≲
(

k

µ

)2∗α ˆ
RN

+

1
(|y − x1| + 1)2∗(N−2−α) = O

((
k

µ

)2∗α
)

provided 1 < α <
N − 2

2 . Then we take

α := (m + σ)N − 2
2∗m

= m + σ

m

(N − 2)2

2N
,

so that ˆ
Ω1

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2∗

= O
((

k

µ

)2∗α
)

= O
( 1

µm+σ

)
.

With a similar argument, we can also show that
ˆ

Ω̃1

U2♯−2
x1,Λ

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2

= O
( 1

µm+σ

)
,

ˆ
Ω̃1

 k∑
j=2

Uxj ,Λ

2♯

= O
( 1

µm+σ

)
.

Next, we obtain
k∑

j=2

ˆ
Ω1

K

( |y|
µ

)
U2∗−1

x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ =
k∑

j=2

ˆ
Ω1

U2∗−1
x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ +

k∑
j=2

ˆ
Ω1

(
K

( |y|
µ

)
− 1

)
U2∗−1

x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ

= d1,N

k∑
i=2

1
ΛN−2|xi − x1|N−2 + O

( 1
µm+σ

)
k∑

j=2

ˆ
Ω̃1

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
U2♯−1

x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ = D√
N(N − 1)

k∑
j=2

ˆ
Ω̃1

U2♯−1
x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ

+
k∑

j=2

ˆ
Ω̃1

(
H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
− D√

N(N − 1)

)
U2♯−1

x1,Λ Uxj ,Λ

= D√
N(N − 1)

d2,N

k∑
i=2

1
ΛN−2|xi − x1|N−2 + O

( 1
µm+σ

)
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Now, arguing as in [35] we get thatˆ
Ω1

K

( |y|
µ

)
U2∗

x1,Λ =
ˆ
RN

+

U2∗
0,1 − c0

µm

ˆ
RN

+

||y − x1| − µr0|mU2∗
0,1O

( 1
µm+σ

)

=aN − c0
Λmµm

ˆ
RN

+

|y1|mU2∗
0,1

− 1
2m(m − 1) c0

Λm−2µm
(µr0 − r)2

ˆ
RN

+

|y1|m−2U2∗
0,1 + O

( 1
µm+σ

)
=aN − c0

Λmµm
d3,N − 1

2m(m − 1) c0
Λm−2µm

(µr0 − r)2d4,N

+ O
( 1

µm+σ

)
+ O

( 1
µm

|µr0 − r|2+θ
)

where
d3,N :=

ˆ
RN

+

|y1|mU2∗
0,1, d4,N :=

ˆ
RN

+

|y1|m−2U2∗
0,1.

Finally, arguing as in [34] we get that
ˆ

Ω̃1

H

( |ȳ|
µ

)
U2♯

x1,Λ = D√
N(N − 1)

bN − d0
Λnµn

d5,N − 1
2n(n − 1) d0

Λn−2µn
(µr0 − r)2d6,N

+ O
( 1

µm+σ

)
+ O

( 1
µn

|µr0 − r|2+θ
)

where
d5,N :=

ˆ
∂RN

+

|y1|nU2♯

0,1, d6,N :=
ˆ

∂RN
+

|y1|n−2U2♯

0,1.

Putting together the various terms we get

J(Wr,Λ) =k

[
A − B

k∑
i=2

1
ΛN−2|xi − x1|N−2 − 1

2∗
c0

Λmµm
d3,N + (N − 2) d0

Λnµn
d5,N

]

+ k

[
−m(m − 1)c0

2 · 2∗ d4,N
(µr0 − r)2

Λm−2µm
+ n(n − 1)(N − 2)d0

2 d6,N
(µr0 − r)2

Λn−2µn

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2+θ

)
where

A :=
( 1

2∗ − 1
2

)
aN + D√

N(N − 1)
bN

(4.2) B := −1
2d1,N + N − 1√

N(N − 1)
Dd2,N .

We remark that B > 0 (see Remark 3). □

Arguing as in Proposition 3.2 of [35] and Proposition A.2 of [34], we can also show the following
result.

Proposition 4.3. We have that

∂F (r, Λ)
∂Λ =k

[
B

k∑
i=2

N − 2
ΛN−1|xi − x1|N−2 + 1

2∗
c0m

Λm+1µm
d3,N − (N − 2) d0n

Λn+1µn
d5,N

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2

)
.
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Since

|xj − x1| = 2 |x1| sin (j − 1)π
k

, j = 1, . . . , k,

we have
k∑

j=2

1
|xj − x1|N−2 = 1

(2 |x1|)N−2

k∑
j=2

1(
sin (j−1)π

k

)N−2

=



1
(2 |x1|)N−2

k
2∑

j=2

1(
sin (j−1)π

k

)N−2 + 1
(2 |x1|)N−2 , if k is even,

1
(2 |x1|)n−2

⌊ k
2 ⌋∑

j=2

1(
sin (j−1)π

k

)N−2 , if k is old,

and

0 < c′ ≤
sin (j−1)π

k
(j−1)π

k

≤ c′′, j = 2, . . . ,

⌊
k

2

⌋
,

where
⌊x⌋ := max{n ∈ N : n ≤ x}

and c′, c′′ are some positive constants.
So, there exists a constant B0 > 0, such that

k∑
j=2

1
|xj − x1|N−2 = B0kN−2

|x1|N−2 + O

(
k

|x1|N−2

)
.

Thus, by Propositions 4.2 and 4.3, we have

F (r, Λ) =k

[
A − B1

kN−2

ΛN−2rN−2 − 1
2∗

c0
Λmµm

d3,N + (N − 2) d0
Λnµn

d5,N

]

+ k

[
−m(m − 1)c0

2 · 2∗ d4,N
(µr0 − r)2

Λm−2µm
+ n(n − 1)(N − 2)d0

2 d6,N
(µr0 − r)2

Λn−2µn

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2+θ

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
where B1 = B · B0 > 0 and

∂F (r, Λ)
∂Λ =k

[
B1

(N − 2)kN−2

ΛN−1rN−2 + 1
2∗

c0m

Λm+1µm
d3,N − (N − 2) d0n

Λn+1µn
d5,N

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
.

Now, if m := m < n then we have that the reduced functional and its derivative become

Fm(r, Λ) =k

[
A − B1

kN−2

ΛN−2rN−2 − 1
2∗

c0
Λmµm

d3,N − m(m − 1)c0
2 · 2∗ d4,N

(µr0 − r)2

Λm−2µm

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2+θ

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
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and
∂Fm(r, Λ)

∂Λ =k

[
B1

(N − 2)kN−2

ΛN−1rN−2 + 1
2∗

c0m

Λm+1µm
d3,N

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
.

Assume c0 < 0 and let Λ0,m be the solution of

B1
(N − 2)

ΛN−1rN−2
0

+ 1
2∗

c0m

Λm+1 d3,N = 0,

that is

Λ0,m =
(

2∗B1(N − 2)
−c0md3,N rN−2

0

) 1
N−2−m

.

Now, if m = n < m then we have that the reduced functional and its derivative become

Fn(r, Λ) =k

[
A − B1

kN−2

ΛN−2rN−2 + (N − 2) d0
Λnµn

d5,N + n(n − 1)(N − 2)d0
2 d6,N

(µr0 − r)2

Λn−2µn

]

+ O
(

k

µn+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µn
|µr0 − r|2+θ

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
and

∂Fn(r, Λ)
∂Λ =k

[
B1

(N − 2)kN−2

ΛN−1rN−2 − (N − 2) d0n

Λn+1µn
d5,N

]

+ O
(

k

µn+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µn
|µr0 − r|2

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
.

Assume d0 > 0 and let Λ0,n be the solution of

B1
(N − 2)

ΛN−1rN−2
0

− (N − 2) d0n

Λn+1 d5,N = 0,

that is

Λ0,n =
(

B1

d0nd5,N rN−2
0

) 1
N−2−n

.

Finally, if m = m = n then the reduced functional is

Fm(r, Λ) =k

[
A − B1

kN−2

ΛN−2rN−2 + B2
1

Λmµm
+ B3

(µr0 − r)2

Λm−2µm

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2+θ

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
where
(5.1) B2 := − c0

2∗ d3,N + d0(N − 2)d5,N

and

(5.2) B3 := −m(m − 1)c0
2 · 2∗ d4,N + m(m − 1)d0(N − 2)

2 d6,N .

and
∂Fm(r, Λ)

∂Λ =k

[
B1

(N − 2)kN−2

ΛN−1rN−2 − B2
m

Λm+1µm

]

+ O
(

k

µm+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µm
|µr0 − r|2

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
.
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Since B2 > 0 (see Remark 4), let Λ0,m be the solution of

B1
(N − 2)

ΛN−1rN−2
0

− B2m

Λm+1 = 0,

that is

Λ0,m =
(

B1(N − 2)
B2mrN−2

0

) 1
N−2−m

.

In any case the structure of Fj(r, Λ) with j = m or j = n or j = m is the same. So we let

Fj(r, Λ) = k

[
A − B1

kN−2

ΛN−2rN−2 + A1
Λjµj

+ A2
(µr0 − r)2

Λj−2µj

]

+ O
(

k

µj+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µj
|µr0 − r|2+θ

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
and

∂Fj(r, Λ)
∂Λ =k

[
B1

(N − 2)kN−2

ΛN−1rN−2 − A1j

Λj+1µj

]
+ O

(
k

µj+σ

)
+ O

(
k

µj
|µr0 − r|2

)
+ O

(
k2

rN−2

)
.

where

A1 =


− c0

2∗ d3,N if j = m

(N − 2)d0d5,N if j = n

B2 if j = m.

A2 =


− m(m − 1)c0

2 · 2∗ d4,N if j = m

n(n − 1)(N − 2)d0
2 d6,N if j = n

B3 if j = m.

Define

Dj =
{

(r, Λ) : r ∈
[
µr0 − 1

µθ̄
, µr0 + 1

µθ̄

]
, Λ ∈

[
Λ0,j − 1

µ
3
2 θ̄

, Λ0,j + 1
µ

3
2 θ̄

]}
,

where θ̄ > 0 is a small constant and j = m or j = n or j = m depending on the value of m and n.

For any (r, Λ) ∈ Dj , we have
r

µ
= r0 + O

(
1

µ1+θ̄

)
,

which implies

rN−2 = µN−2
(

rN−2
0 + O

(
1

µ1+θ̄

))
.

Thus, we get

Fj(r, Λ) =k

(
A +

(
A1
Λj

− B1

ΛN−2rN−2
0

)
1
µj

+ A2
Λj−2µj

(µr0 − r)2

+ O

( 1
µj+σ

+ 1
µj

|µr0 − r|2+σ̄ + k

µN−2

))
, (r, Λ) ∈ Dj ,

(5.3)

and

∂Fj(r, Λ)
∂Λ =k

(
− A1j

Λj+1 + B1(N − 2)
ΛN−1rN−2

0

)
1
µj

+ O

(
k

µj+σ
+ k

µj
|µr0 − r|2 + k2

µN−2

)
, (r, Λ) ∈ Dj .

(5.4)
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. The existence of a critical point of Fj(r, Λ) in Dj can be proved as in Propo-
sitions 3.3, 3.4 of [35].
Moreover, arguing as in [34], the solution is also positive. □

Remark 3. In this remark we will show that B which is defined in (4.2) is positive.
First we define

Iα
m :=

ˆ +∞

0

ρα

(1 + ρ2)m
dρ for α + 1 < 2m

and
φm :=

ˆ +∞

D

1
(t2 − 1)m

dt.

By using Lemma A.1 of [16] we get that

d1,N := α
2N

N+2
N

ˆ
RN

+

1
(|z̄|2 + (zN + D)2 − 1)

N+2
2

dz = α
2N

N+2
N ωN−1IN−2

N+2
2

φ 3
2

= (4N(N − 1))
N
2 ωN−1IN−2

N
2 +1

(
−1 + D√

D2 − 1

)
in view of the explicit computation of φ 3

2
.

Moreover

d2,N := α
2(N−1)

N+2
N

ˆ
∂RN

+

1
(|z̄|2 + D2 − 1)

N
2

dz̄ = α
2(N−1)

N+2
N ωN−1IN−2

N
2

1√
D2 − 1

= (4N(N − 1))
N−1

2 ωN−1NIN−2
N
2 +1

1√
D2 − 1

since
IN−2

N
2

= NIN−2
N
2 +1.

Then we compute B defined in (4.2).

B = (4N(N − 1))
N−1

2 ωN−1IN−2
N
2 +1

[
−1

2 (4N(N − 1))
1
2

(
−1 + D√

D2 − 1

)
+ (N(N − 1))

1
2

D√
D2 − 1

]
= (4N(N − 1))

N−1
2 (N(N − 1))

1
2 ωN−1IN−2

N
2 +1 = α2∗

N

2 ωN−1IN−2
N
2 +1 > 0.

Remark 4. We remark also that if c0 < 0 then B2 > 0 and B3 > 0.

6. Basic Estimates

For each fixed i and j, i ̸= j, we consider the following function

(6.1) gij(y) = 1
(1 + |y − xj |)α

1
(1 + |y − xi|)β

,

where α ≥ 1 and β ≥ 1 are two constants. We first introduce the following lemma, whose proof can
be found in [35, Appendix B].

Lemma 6.1. For any σ ∈ (0, min{α, β}), there is a constant C > 0, such that

gij(y) ≤ C

|xi − xj |σ

(
1

(1 + |y − xi|)α+β−σ
+ 1

(1 + |y − xj |)α+β−σ

)
.(6.2)

Lemma 6.2. For any constant σ ∈ (0, N − 2), there is a constant C > 0, such thatˆ
RN

+

1
|y − z|N−2

1
(1 + |z|)2+σ

dz ≤ C

(1 + |y|)σ ,(6.3)
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and ˆ
∂RN

+

1
|y − z|N−2

1
(1 + |z|)1+σ

dz̄ ≤ C

(1 + |y|)σ .(6.4)

The result is well known. See also [35, Lemma B.2] and [34, Lemma A.4].

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that N ≥ 5 and τ1, τ2 ∈
(

0,
3
2

)
. Then there exist small θ1, θ2 > 0, such that

ˆ
RN

+

1
|y − z|N−2 W

4
N−2

r,Λ (z)
k∑

j=1

1
(1 + |z − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ1

dz ≤ C
k∑

j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ1+θ1

,

and
ˆ

∂RN
+

1
|y − z|N−2 W

2
N−2

r,Λ (z)
k∑

j=1

1
(1 + |z − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ2

dz̄ ≤ C
k∑

j=1

1
(1 + |y − xj |)

N−2
2 +τ2+θ2

.
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