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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 B" 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 § conformal to the original metric g whose scalar curvature
is K (see [11, 26, 27, 33]).

As it is well known, being § = u¥-2g, this is equivalent to finding a positive solution of the semi-
linear elliptic equation:

4

(1.1) —Zl(]irv_;)Agu—i—kQU—Kum, u >0, in M,
where k, denotes the scalar curvature of M with respect to g and A, 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
—(]V_2)Agu+ngZKU/x+g, u>0, in M,
(1.2)
2
m&,u —+ hgu = H’U;N72, on 6M,

where, k, and hy denote the scalar and boundary mean curvatures of M with respect to g and v 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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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 OM 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 = Ko+ ¢K > 0 and H = Hg+&H > 0, where Ky > 0,
Hy > 0, ¢ > 0 is small, and X 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-Blazquez, Malchiodi & Ruiz in [15]. They introduce the scaling invariant quantity

H(p)

D= N(N—l)m

, pEIM

and established the existence of a solution to (1.2) whenever ® < 1 along the whole boundary. On
the other hand, if ® > 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 ® > 1, with different behaviours depending on whether ® =1 lor ® > 1.
To deal with the loss of compactness at points with ® > 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 ® > 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<Oand H>0.ie., K=Kg+eK <0and H=Hy+eH > 0, where Ko <0, Hy >0, >0 is
small, and X 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
(NZ)AU = Ku%tg, uw>0, inBY,
(1.3) N

2
m&,u—l—u:Huﬁ, on SN

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 BY
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and RY. Indeed, (1.3) is equivalent to the problem:
4(N - 1) N2

Au=—K(z)uN-2, inRY,
- = ( >N Y
—mawNU == H(:Z")um, on 8R_~]\_[,
where K := —Ko . > 0 and H := Ho .# > 0 are positive bounded functions in Rf and ORf
respectively and the conformal map & : Rf — BY is defined by
(1.5)
_ 27 1—|z> — 2% _ N
I (Z,xn) = , , = (x1,...,zN) = (T,xn) € IR X (0,400).
( (lxl2+(xzv+1)2 22 + (an +1)° ( )= () € O
(1.6)

In this paper we consider the simplest situation in which K and H are rotationally invariant, i.e.
K(x) = K(|z|) and H(z) = H(|z|) are positive, bounded and assume that there is a constant r9 > 0
such that

(K)  K(r) = K(ro) — colr —ro|™ + O(|r = ro|™*), 1 € (rg — 8,10 +9),
and

(H)  H(r) = H(ro) = dolr = ro[" + O(|r — ro|"*"), 1 € (ro — §,70 +9),
where § > 0, 0 > 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)—2L

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

H(To) = ]\7(]?[—)

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

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that N > 5. We let K(|z|), H(|z|) satisfy (K) and (H) respectively, with
m,n € [2, N —2), and moreover:

co < 0,dp >0, ifm=n,

co < 0,dp €R, if m<mn,
co € R,dy >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
cop and dp in Theorem 1.1 mean that K and H have a local maximum or a local minimum at rg
according to the sign of ¢y and dy 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 ¢ (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 rg
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 rg and H has a local maximum at ry. 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 : Rf — R bounded and such that for any (z’,2") € R? x R¥~2 with
xzy > 0 we have

K(a',2") = K(|la'|,2") = K(r,2"),
while H : R¥~! — R bounded and such that for any (z/, ") € R? x RV =3 we have
H(2',2") = H(|2'],7") = H(r,7").

If one assume that K (r,2”) and H(r,Z") have a common stable critical point at some (rg, Z;) 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
4N -1)
N-2
Let us fix a large positive integer k > kg, for ky to be determined later, and a scaling parameter u
defined as

CN =

N-—2
W= kN—2-m

Using the transformation u(y) — u¥u <y>7 we find that (1.4) is equivalent to
L

—cyAu=—-K (M) u%, in Rf,

(2.1) ) |’f|
N
—may]\,u =H <z> uN=2, on 8Rf.
We recall that for the problem
—cyAu = —u%, u >0, in RJ_X,
2 D N N
(22) —mayNU: m“N72, on 6R+,

ue DY (RY),
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a classification results is known (see [14]) and all solutions of (2.2) have the form
N-—-2
m N2 ayATz
(23) Uz,A(ya yN) = A2 UO,l (A(y — z)) — —

(A205 = 2° + (Ayy +D)* = 1) 7

where ay = (4N (N — 1))¥ and for A > 0, z = (2,0) € ORY x {0}.
Recently, in [16], it was shown that Up; is also non-degenerate, that is if we let v € DV(RY), a
solution of the following the linearized problem

N+2

—CNA’U—FmUON’li_Q’U:O lan
24 2 5 N 0 UF 7y =0 ORY
N 2T N2 N(N—T) ot "TY omEr
then v is the linear combination of the functions
, U, 2 — N)y; )
(2.5) 3(y) = = an— @=Nyi 1. N-1
Yi [y + (yv + D)2 = 1)>2
and
oU, A 2—N Uy 1)
0 Z? 3
= = U — VU . Dep) +D—2
0= e (F5 7 Uos(0) = V0oa(w) - (v + D) + D52
(2:6) o N-2  pPe1-9
— =
2 (g2 + (yn + D)2 — 1)
We define

HS:{UEDL?(RJJ\:) cuiseveniny,, YVh=2,... N —1,

. 2mj . 2mj
u(rcosa,rsina,ys,...,yn) = u | rcos a+7 , 7 sin a+7 JY3s - YN | p

We also let

xj = (%;,0) = <7’(:052(j_1)7r L2 -Dm

’ , T sin A ,0,...,0>€R2xRN_2, 1=1,...,k,

re Lo <A< Ly,

Y

1 n 1
Hro — —=, 4ro — —
? ?
and 0 > 0 is a small number, L; > Ly > 0 are some constants. We define
k
(27) WT‘,A(y) = Z ij,A-
j=1

We will find the solution to (2.1) in the form W, x + ¢, with ¢ € H, 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 1 1

N e

2.8 < <
(23) It A —1 =GP0 1

which means
1

Uy, <C .
R ey T

At the end we also define

/
Q= {yz (¥ 43 yn) ERPXRY TP xRy <y,’Xe> = Cosﬂ}
'] %l k
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and

Q= Qgﬂ&Rf = {y =y, y3...,yn_1,0) e RZ x RV 3 x {0} : <y/7e> > cosﬂ}.

V| [xe 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

& -1
(3.1) ¢l = sup (Z : DN22+T) 6(y);

yerY \j=1 (1 + [y — x;
k 1 -1
3.2 Pl = sup (g (H,y_xj,)z%) ),
and
1
(3.3)

= sup
= N
y€8R+

—1
2]l = sup | D ~ [ha(y);
veorY \j=1 (1+Jy —x;) 2"

where 7 > 0 is fixed. Define

8Ux%',A L avai,A .
(34) Zl,l = 77 ZZ,Q = aT, 1= ]., ey k.
It is easy to show that
OUx, A (N —2)A? (y — x;) X;
(35) Zi7]_ = T = UXZ',A Y y 3 3 T,
T Ay —x|"+(Ayy +D)" =1 7
26 g WUxin o N—2 D2 A% - AP — % 1
(36) 2= o~ g S T
Ay =xi" + (Ayy +D)" — 1

The strategy to solve (2.1) is the following: since we look for a solution of the form W, 5 + ¢, we
first solve a nonlinear projected problem, i.e. we solve the problem

2 ko a4
c%n(gt) = gzn + J%n(¢) + Z Cy Z Ux]\;’_/f Zi’g7 in Rf,
/=1 =1
2 k

_2
(3.7) La(9) = Epa+ Mald) + D > UN 7 Ziy, on IRY,
/=1 =1

¢ € Hs,
(Zig,$) =0 fori=1,...,k £=1,2,
for some numbers ¢y, where

2 4
) — N N=2 s N—-2r7
<ZM,¢> : 2y/N(N -1)® /8]1%1 Uxi,A Zio, @+ (N +2) /RN Uxi’A Zi0, @

+
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and the linear operators %, %.q are defined by

() = N+2 (Y5
L) = —ewdo+ 55 K (L) Wi,

2 N
Gi(9) =~ 0 ¢ — o H (‘Z') WNA ° o,

while the error terms &;,, &5 and the nonlinear terms 4;,, 44 are defined by

WY 353
En =K WT’A + CNAWT7A,
L )

|yl = v NA2 w0
Hinl0) = K (L) (W 0) ¥ N_QWTTA%]
_ |y|) vy 2
@@bd._H<M W +N 28 WA
bd(9) == p ( r,A+¢) AN e L S

After that we will find the parameters A and r so that ¢, =0 for £ =1, 2.

3.1. Estimate of the error terms. Here we estimate || &, ||« and ||Spal|ms-

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

1\ 2t 1\2%°
1Emlles < C () Ul < C () |
u u

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

2k
Zn(QS) :hin+ZCgZUXA; ZZZK, in Rj_i\_],
=1 i
2 ko 2
(3.8) Gi($) = hoa+ Y oy UN 7 Ziy, on ORY,
=1 i=1

¢€H57
<ZZ‘7¢,¢>:O, fori:la'--,kf,£:1727

For any fixed y = (y1,...,yn) € Rf, we denote by G(z,y) the Green’s function of the problem
—AG(z,y) =6y, foraze Rf,

(3.9) G(z,y) =0, for |z| — oo,
OzyG(z,y) =0, forazy =0.

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

1 1 1
3.10 G(x,y) = + ,
( ) ( y) CUN(N—Q) <|x—y|N_2 |x_ys‘N—2>

where wy is the volume of the unit ball in RY and y* = (y, —yn) which means the symmetric point
of y with respect to ORJX .
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Lemma 3.2. Assume that ¢y solves (3.8) for h = (hin, hpa) = ((hin)k, (hod)k) = hi.
If

— 0,
k—+oc0
then

— 0.
ol =
Proof. We argue by contradiction.
1 1
Assume that there are k — +oo, h = hy, Ay € [L1,Lo|, i € |Top — — ok + — 1, and ¢ €
M 2

DL2 (Ri) SOlVil’lg (38) for h = hkaA = Ak,?” = Tk, with H(hln)k”** — 0, ||(hbd)k||*** — 0, and
k|, > ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0. We may assume, without loss of generality, that ||¢x||, = 1.
For simplicity, we drop the subscript k.

First, we estimate ¢y, £ = 1,2. Multiplying (3.8) by Z; ., integrating and using the equation
satisfied by Z; ¢ we find that

2 A N-2 22 Zk s
j : z : —2 -2
j=1 =1 g

j=1 i=1'RY

N -2 N+2 A
=—Cn 5 / hvaZ,e — / hinZ1 ¢+ N _3 / (K (|y> — 1) UX’Z,AQ VAR
ORY RY — 2 JRY w
N 42 Iyl) ( 3 N42> ecnN <|y|> < 2 N22)
—— | K(Z) (W -U Z146 — H(Z) (Wh2-U. z
+ N —9 /]Rf ( 1 rA x1,A LZ¢ 2 8]1{1 1 A x1,A Lg(f)

N v 2
_ vl " ('1") -2 \ur 7z
2 Joms p NN =1

In a standard way it follows that

2 k 4 N—2 2 k 2
> Z/ Ug X ZinZre+ Cn 2 P Z/ Usix ZieZre = ce(A+o(1)),
=1 =1/RY j=1 i=17/0RY

for some A > 0.

Moreover, it follows from Lemma 6.1 and by (4.1), (3.5) and (3.6) that, for any
1 <a§min{N—2,N;2+T},

k
1 1
hinZie < honllus / s s dy
/]RN rY (1+y—x )V 2o (1+ [y —xi) g

+
k
1 1
P Ju (1l T

S [in|-

Similarly, we have

/ hoaZ1e S || i -
ORY
Now, by arguing as in [35] it follows that

/Rf (K ('Z') - 1) U)ﬁZLeQZ) < o(D)] o+, /RN K ('Z') (erV42 — U,ﬁff) Z1op S 01|16

+
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and by arguing as in [34] we get that

/aRf " (?) (WT]E\Q_Q B U;VQ) Z109 S o(1)[|8]«

By o <
/3M (H ( Z ) N(N -1 )> leAZI ¢ S o(Dl9 ]l
We obtain

(3.12) [cel S (Nhinllx + [[hpallxxe) + 0(1)[[0]]« = o(1).

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

N+2
ek (BN Wiz o) + ) + > urie)

and

oy)=— [ G(y,2)

t G(y, 2) [NNQH <|;|> Wr%( )b(2) + hpa(z) + > ceZU

)] dz

)] dz,

where G is given as in (3.10). Since |G(y, 2)| < ——=—5, we can apply Lemma 6.2 and derive
o

y‘NfQ’
that
1 75 o 1
)| <l || WS e
+

]=1 I+ |z —x5) = o

1
+C|hm||**/ dz
R+ |N2]1 (1+]z—x;]) 2 R

1

+CZ|W|Z/ \z— y|— 2(1 )N+2d

+ |z — x4

2k 1
+Cligll. / W o
l S e T

1

+ Cllh ***/ dz
H bd” B]R |N 22 N+T

=t (L4 ]z = xg) 2

1

2
+CZ|CZ|Z/ IN TR

1
< Cll¢ll- Z

N—-2 0
1+ |y—X]|) z T

J:1 1+ |y — X]’)

1

for some positive constant # > 0. Thus,

z’“: 1
Sty —x)) 7 e

K 1
Z pie .

N
=1 (14 |y —x4]) 2

Pl S Pinllsx + 1Ppallsns) +
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Since ||¢|l« = 1, we derive that there exists R > 0 such that
(3.13) 1]l

Loe (@ﬂBR(Xi)) =6>0,

for some 1.
But, by elliptic regularity, we have that ¢(y — x;) converges uniformly in compact sets to some <Z>
that satisfies

N +2
—cNA¢+ ks UONA2¢_0 in RY,

(3.14)
2 N
-~ 3 qus UONA2¢>—0 on ORY

for some A € [L1, La]. Moreover it follows also that (passing to the limit into the orthogonality
condition) (¢,3") = 0, so the non-degeneracy of Ug o [16, Theorem 2.1] implies that ¢ = 0 and it is
a contradiction. O

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 kg € N and a constant C' > 0, independent of k, such that for all
k > ko and all (hin, hpg) € L™ (Rf) x L™ (8Rf), problem (3.8) has a unique solution ¢ denoted
as ¢ := Ly, (hin, hpq). Besides,

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

1
Proposition 3.4. There exists kg > 0, such that for each k > ko, Lo < A < Ly, |r — purg| < —
7

where 0 is a fized small constant, (3.7) has a unique solution ¢ = ¢(r, ), satisfying

1\ 2t 1\ 2t
« S - ) ol < - ) = L4
l.<c ()" <e(n) L =12

where o > 0 is a small constant.

4. THE REDUCED PROBLEM: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section we need to find A and r so that ¢, is zero for £ =1, 2.
The problem (1.4) is variational, that is its solutions are the critical points of the C*— functional

s =9 [ vk g [ k(M wr - oven [ on (1) w2

2N 2(N —1
Where 2* = m and 2ﬁ = (]\7—2)
We also define the reduced functional

F(r,A) == J(erA + ¢)

where ¢ is the function found in Proposition 3.4.

First we need a condition for which ¢, = 0.

Proposition 4.1. If (r,A) is a critical point of the reduced functional F(r,A) then ¢; = ¢a = 0.
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Proof. Since a—F = oF

5 A= 0, we only need to show the non-degeneracy of the coefficient matrix with
,
respect to (¢, c2) in the following system.

11

oF
<M1,1 M1,2> ) | or
My M) \ ¢ oF |’

2 R
OA
where, for £ = 1,2,

B . (aW,A a¢)/ b <8WTA a¢>
M= [ Sz, (M 00 8RNZU,(AZM + 92,

or or
+ =1
: OW,x 09 Lo, (Wea 09
My = N Z; = oA 2 = o
24 /R ZUxA ’f( dA +8A>+/RNZUX’A ”f( A +8A>
+ =1 0 =1
From (3.5) and (3.6), by direct calculation, we deduce that
82@(
< —| < . f =1,2.
’ 9 CUx, n and ‘ A < CUy, p, fort ,
Then
/ ZUN42Z <aWTA a<z>) / z’“:UﬁZ, Zk)Z- +/ iUﬁz- 99
RN <. A ,1 or or Rf p x,A 1’1j:1 J)1 Rf — x,A 2716’/“
UN’ ZinZ O —_— —\UXZ; )
/RNZ xA L2t (;;’Xi—xj|]v_2>+/&f;¢ar< oA ol

_4 1 b 1
:k/ UN2Z? +/-:0< ) +0 m/ dy
py en A RO L) ol > TR Y

rY i ( 1+ [y —x;

_4 1\™ 1 S+o
:k:/ UXNXQZflJrkO(H) +I<:O(M)
RY '
:k/ UN42Z121+/<:O<1)1;+U.
gy oA T jz

+

Similarly,

oW, n 00 2 1\ 2t
UN *Z; ( & ) :k/ UN2Z2. + kO () .
/8RNZ x,A 1 ar + 87" BRf x, A 1,1 + 1

’

Thus,

4 2 1\ 3t+o
Ml,l = k‘/ UXN/IQ Zil —+ k‘/ UXN/IQ Z1271 + kO () .
RY 77 ORY 77 2

+ +
Using the same discussion, we have

4 2 1\ 3t+o
My =k / UMV 23, +k / UNC 2325+ kO ()
RN 77 ORN 7 K

+ +

1\ 2t 1\ 29
Ma=10 ()7 Ma=to(5)
I I

This completes the proof.
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We can therefore expand the reduced functional.

N—-2-—

Before stating the result, we remark that, for any 5y > N72m and large k,
i Sl L ORSs L
= |ﬂo 280 = b0 (sin |j_k1|7r>50 = pbo = 4Po

N-—2
Since p = k~N—-2=w by symmetry, it holds
kPo _mBy
M:O(M N_2>7 /60>17
1) k 1 < kBoln k o m 3
. T RNy = "N2Inp), =1,
i ey — ™ po (v K)o
ko _ o, 2520 .
o = (M ) ; Bo < 1.

Proposition 4.2. We have that

F(T,A):J(WTA)‘FO(MIC >

m-+-o

1 ¢ do
=k|A—B N -2
[ Z AN 2|X —X1|N 2 *Amuma37N+( )Anuna5vN‘|

m(m — l)co (uro — )2 n(n—1)(N —2)dy (pro —r)?
El—
+ 9. D4,N AmeMm + 2 D67N AanMn
k k
ro(i) o i)

where o > 0 and 0 > 0 are fived and small and A, B,d; n, © = 3,4,5,6, are some positive constants.

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

k
F(r,A) = J(WnA) + 0 (Mm+g) .
Now

c 1 * y
g = D[ vwapeg [k (D) ovar - [ (B ona
RY RY H ORY H

) (I7)
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Now
o Z / VU Al + / VUi, aVUx
i#]
Z/ va _1@2/ xJ7
e ( 2177
_ = A Uxn + @ / Ul A Uk
(N - 1)
_ ”k M) ke
ay + NV -1 N
— k‘Z/ U2 _1ljxZ7 ( ( 1 :DkZ/ U2u 1Ux17
(N-1)
_ _714; — Dk
e N(N— no
(N —1) - L
k k
01NE:AN 2|x; —X1|N 2t N(N_l)g 027Ni§::2AN_2|X"_X1‘N_2
+ 0 <k’z ‘XZ—X1N2+U>
1 (N—-1)
= “kay+ —~— "7 Dkb
TN N(N noo
I (32 1 e
i v et P (s — V20
where
ay —/ U02*1, by 3—/ U02u1
RY 6Rf
and
01N —OéN/ Usi s Dan —aN/ Ugjil_l
R
while

Jj=2 K
—(N—2)l<:/ H |y|> v, 2(N—1)l<;z/~ H('y‘) U2,
o 1% paroH p !
k 2 k z
2%—2
+0 k:/ Uz A (ZU,{J,A> +0 k:/ ( ij,A>
Ul j=2 0 \j=2

2 2t
k
+0 k/ﬁ Uijjﬁ (Z ij,A) +0 k/ﬁ (Z Ux].,A)
1 ] 1 ]
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We remark that, by Lemma 6.1, for any y € 1,0 < a < N — 2 we have
k
1 1

U. <
Z xﬂ“z T S S e T R T
k e
oy ! L 5(/{) L
ol Gyl v 7w ~ ) Gyl e v

(4.
N R R —T

Jj=2
Choosing
— (mt0)
@ 7 om
then
’ kN2 1
Uz -2 U, :() :O< )
/Q x1,A (]222 2N ) L Hm+a
Similarly,

k z k 2%« 1 k 2%«
foZea) =) -o((3)
o \im T A\u rY (ly — x| + 1) (NV=270) I

-2
provided 1 < a < . Then we take

N-2 m+o(N-2)>?
2*m  m 2N 7

[ (Se) o)) =0,

With a similar argument, we can also show that

[z () —o(). [ (5] o)

Next, we obtain

k k
!y| 2% 1 2% 1 \y| 2% —1
> [ (W)ozvea -3 [ vavoaey [ ((4) -0 ozv
j:2 Q1 H j*2 (921 j 91
1
D1NZAN 2|x; _leN 7 +0 (Mm-l-a)
i Iy! U2ﬁ 1 2n 1
2:2 x1,A xj? \/7_1 X1 A va
j:
/ (y|> & Uiﬁ_AlUx A
o N(N —1) b 7

1
N( —1) 02NZAN 2%, _X1|N 2 +O(Mm+o>

a:=(m+o)
so that
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Now, arguing as in [35] we get that

|ZJ|) / o 1
UX U, Yy — X1| — pro Uz (9< )
/m (L) vzia= [ vii-22 [l = 0330 (s

+
_ o m
=any — A /Rf |Z~/1’ U01

1 Co 2 m—2 1
_im(m—l)w(um—r) /R+ |y1\ U01+O<Mm+a>

Co 1 Co
Am,umag’N — §m(m — ].)W(MTO — 7’)2‘047]\/'

1 1
+ O (W) + O (m‘,U,T() — T|2+9>
I I

where
03 N !=/ 1 [mUG,,  Van 22/ 1™ 2U0G
RY RY

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

H U. = — i -1 —
/51 ( p) AT /NN -T) oy Argn 5N SR v o (uro — )"0

1 1 2+
+ O (Mm+o) + O (Mn,umo -7 >

# _ f
o5,N i—/ i ["Ug1, 6 2_/ ly2|" UG 5 -
ORY ORY

+
Putting together the various terms we get

where

1 Co dO
A—-B - — N -2
J(W [ Z AN Q‘Xz X1|N 2 9% Amluma?’vN_{—( )Anuna5’N]
m(m —1)eo (pro — )% n(n—1)(N — 2)do (pro —r)?
k _
! l 5 AN pmeam T 2 6N K=z

k k
+ O ( m+0_> + O <Mm|m’o —r|2+9)

where L1 °
A=——-= ——b
(2* 2) Wt NN Y
1 N-—-1
4.2 B:=—-2 + ————90 .
(4.2) 2 N NN
We remark that B > 0 (see Remark 3). O

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

OF(r,A) N -2 1 com
=k |B —_—
OA [ Z AN- 1|X —X1|N 2 + o5 9 Am+1#m037N

k
+O< m+g) +(’)<mur0—r|2>.

don
An+1 n 05 N

- (N -2
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Since
) — 1

Ix; —x1| = 2|X1|Sin(]k)7r, j=1,...,k,

we have
> ! e
N-2 N-2
j=2 x; — X1 (2 |X1| = (sm (J—kl)ﬂ')
k
1 y 1 1 .
N—2 Z ) ~—5 T ~—g» il k is even,
(2PaD)™ iS5 (sin G50) (2[xal)
N L s )
=D 5 if k is old,
2x1)" " = (Sm (]—1)7r> 2
and
o (G=Dm
, _ sin=— " _ k
O<es—Tfm = 1=2% M
k

where

|z] :=max{n e N: n <z}
and ¢, ¢’ are some positive constants.
So, there exists a constant By > 0, such that

k N—2
1 Bok k
Z , N—2 — N—2+O< N—2>'
= X —xi x4 %1
Thus, by Propositions 4.2 and 4.3, we have

k‘N_2 1 co do
AN—-2,N=-2 B ?AmMmDJ,N + (N - 2)W05’N

F(T,A) =k [A — Bl

Lk ~m(m — 1)00a (uro —7)% | n(n—1)(N — 2)doa (uro —1)?
9. 9 4N Amf2‘um 2 6N A”fz,u"

k 240 k2
+0 Pz +0 —]m‘o—ﬂ +0 | =

where By = B - By > 0 and

OF(r,\) (N—=2)EN=2 1  ¢om don
“oa B

AN-T,N—2 T 2% Amtly, 03N — (V= 2)An+1 705N

O i O 2)+0 k2
+ e + —\,uro—r] + N2

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

kN2 1 ¢ m(m — 1)co (pro —r)?
Fo(r,A) =k |A—Bi—~5—~—5 — — —
(T ) [ 1AN72,,~N72 9* Amum 037N 2.9 047N AmeIUIm

k k 240 k?
+O<Mm+g)+0(um\uro 7| >+O<7~N2
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and

OF,,(r, ) (N-2)kN=2 1 ¢ym
BT =k | B1 AN—1,N—2 +§Am+1um037N

k k k2
+ O (umJF“) + O (ero — 7“]2) + 0 (rN—2> .

Assume ¢y < 0 and let Ay ,, be the solution of

(N —-2) 1 com
1AN—17n(J)\f—2 9% Am+1

1

2*Bl(N _ 2) N—-2—m

Agm = s .
—CcomO3 NT

B

o3 v =0,

that is

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

EN—2 do n(n —1)(N —2)d (uro —1)?
F,(r,A) =k |A— B1m + (N — 2)A”,u”05’N 2 %65 An=2yn
k k K2
o) ofan—) o )
and
Obn(rA) _y [ (N — 22

( don
=k [Bl AN-1,.N—2 - (N - 2) An—}—lunaS’N

k k k2

Assume dy > 0 and let Ay, be the solution of

(N-2)
PAN-T N

oA

don
An+1

B (N —2)—2L" 95 5 =0,

that is

1

Bl N—-2—n
Non=|—"—"—""7= :
d0n05,Nr0

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

N-2 1 _\2
Fu(r,A) =k [A B B WOT)]

AN—QTN—Q + B2 Amum + b3 Am—Q'um
k k 940 k2
+ 0O (Mm+0) + O (Ium]w“o —r|*t ) +0 (TN_Q
where
c
(5.1) By := — 5 03 +do(N — 2)05.x
and
m(m— 1)c m(m — 1)do(N — 2
(5.2) B3 = —MO&N + ( ) 0( )Dﬁ,N'
2. 2% 2
and
OFn(r,A) k| B, (N —2)kN-2 B m
IA AN-1,N-2 A+ m

k k k?
+0 <Mm+o) +0 (um"uro _T|2> +0 (,,JVQ) )
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Since By > 0 (see Remark 4), let Agn be the solution of

(N-2)  Bm

B —
N—1,.N—2 m—+41
A o A

=0,

that is

1

A (B =2\ T
"o = By 2 |

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

N-2 )2
Nk—Q Nz T Al ; +As ('MQ— T‘)
A r AJ i AI—=219

k k . k2
+ @) <ILL]+O'> +O ([L]’MTO - 7"2+ ) +O <T‘]V_2>

Fj(T‘, A) =k lA - Bl

and
D [ 22 i ] vo (LK) +o(Bm-rr)vo(4),

OA AN=1pN=2 AT+ pite 14 PN—2

where
—3%037N it j=m _W%N it j=m
A= (N - 2)do0s, N if j=n Ay = ¢ n(n—1)(N - Q)dooﬁw itj=n
B if j =m. B, 2 N

Define

1 1 1 1
Dj — {(7«7[\);7‘6 [Nro—/ﬂ,ﬂro+lﬂ:|; Ae |:A0,j_ %éaAO,j_‘_ 39:|}7

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

T 1
N-2 N—2 [ N-2 1
r =u (7"0 +0 (le_)) .

For any (r,A) € Dj, we have

which implies

Thus, we get
Ay By 1 A 2
rte) =4+ (- i) i i o)
(5.3)
1 1 5 k
and
(5.4)

+k\ 1+ k2 (r,A) €D
— |purg — 7 — |, (r i
M] ,uN2 J

OF;(r, \) :k< Arj Bl(N—2)> 1 ( k

oA ST AN N w O\
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. The existence of a critical point of Fj(r, A) in D; can be proved as in Propo-
sitions 3.3, 3.4 of [35].
Moreover, arguing as in [34], the solution is also positive. O

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

“+o0 pa

I¢ = —————dp fora+1<2m
" /0 +p2)m

and

“+o00 1
m = — dt.
4 /@ -1y

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

2N 1 2N
. N2
0N =y N dz—aN WN— 1IN+2 ps3

Y (2P + (v +D)2 - 1) 2

_ oy N-2 [ 0
=(4AN(N —1))= lelgH( 1+©2_1)

in view of the explicit computation of 3.
2

Moreover
2(13]+2> 1 2(13]4:21) N—-2 1
0 =« dz = « WN_ 1INy ———
s L%Nua2+@2—n¥ NS VAT
N—1 1
—(AN(N —=1)) 2 wy NIN?2—— _
NN =) N U=
since
N—2 N—2
I% N12 e
Then we compute B defined in (4. 2)
— 1 53] 1 K9
NoL 1 N-2 0412\? N-2
=(AN(N —-1)) 2 (NN —-1))2wny_11y N 7(»]\7 1In +1>0

Remark 4. We remark also that if ¢y < 0 then By > 0 and B3 > 0.

6. BASIC ESTIMATES

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

1 1
(T+]y =% D" (14 |y — xs)?

where @ > 1 and § > 1 are two constants. We first introduce the following lemma, whose proof can
be found in [35, Appendix BJ.

(6.1) 9ij(y) =

Lemma 6.1. For any o € (0,min{a, 8}), there is a constant C > 0, such that
C 1 1
(6.2) 9i(y) < —+ — .
T T i x N y —aD™T (L ly —xg)
Lemma 6.2. For any constant o € (0, N — 2), there is a constant C > 0, such that

1 1 C
6.3 / dz < o2
(63) e Ty — AN (1 12D S )
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and

1 1 C
(6.4) / — dz < .
orY |y — 2IN72 (L+ [2])1H7 (1+y))?
The result is well known. See also [35, Lemma B.2] and [34, Lemma A .4].
3
Lemma 6.3. Suppose that N > 5 and 1,19 € (O, 2). Then there exist small 01,69 > 0, such that

4

1 ok 1 k 1
N
==Ll uC)S =0y
+

]:1 +’Z—X|) T1 (1+\y—x|) 5 241460,
and
1 % i 1 _ k 1
WA ()Y dz<CY _ .
/aM PEFLEN Ttz —x)) Sty —xg)) Tt
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