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ABSTRACT. In 2023, H. Brezis [5] published a list of his “favorite open problems”, which
he described as challenges he had “raised throughout his career and has resisted so far”.
We provide a complete resolution to the first one–Open Problem 1.1–in Brezis’s favorite
open problems list: the existence of solutions to the long-standing Brezis-Nirenberg problem
on a three-dimensional ball. Furthermore, using the building blocks of Del Pino-Musso-
Pacard-Pistoia sign-changing solutions to the Yamabe problem, we establish the existence of
infinitely many sign-changing, nonradial solutions for the full range of the parameter.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and main results. Let Ω be a smooth and bounded domain in RN . In their
seminal work, Brezis and Nirenberg [6] studied the following problem:{

∆u+ λu+ |u|
4

N−2u = 0 in Ω,

u = 0 on ∂Ω,
(1.1)

and established the existence of at least one positive solution under the following conditions:
0 < λ < λ1 if N ≥ 4, and 0 < λ∗ < λ < λ1 if N = 3. Here, λ1 denotes the first eigenvalue
of the Laplacian, and λ∗ is a domain-dependent constant, which was later quantified by
Druet [25] in terms of Robin functions. When Ω is the unit ball in RN , Brezis and Nirenberg
showed that λ∗ = λ1

4
and positive solution exists if and only if λ ∈ (λ1

4
, λ1). Moreover, as

a consequence of the classical Pohozaev’s identity, solutions do not exist if λ ≤ 0 and Ω is
star-shaped.

Since the pioneering work of Brezis-Nirenberg [6] in 1983, the study of nonlinear elliptic
equations involving critical Sobolev exponents has been an area of intense research. A natu-
ral question arises regarding the existence of sign-changing solutions to (1.1). In the case of
(1.1), several existence results have been established for dimensions N ≥ 4. In these higher
dimensions, sign-changing solutions can be obtained for every λ ∈ (0, λ1(Ω)) and even for
λ > λ1(Ω) (see [10, 12, 11, 13, 15, 23, 53]). In particular, Capozzi-Fortunato-Palmieri
[10] proved that for N = 4 and λ > 0, provided that λ ̸∈ σ(−∆) (the spectrum of −∆
in H1

0 (Ω)), problem (1.1) admits a nontrivial solution. The same conclusion holds for all
λ > 0 when N ≥ 5. Clapp-Weth [15] considered the existence of multiple solutions to the
Brezis-Nirenberg problem for dimensions N ≥ 4. However, the existence of sign-changing
solutions in the three-dimensional case (N = 3) poses challenges similar to those encoun-
tered for positive solutions, while also introducing additional complexities. This problem
remains unresolved, even in the simplified scenario of a unit ball, and is the central focus
of Open Problem 1.1 as formulated by H. Brezis in [5]. Let Ω be the unit ball B1 in R3.
Consider the following problem:{

∆u+ λu+ u5 = 0 in B1,

u = 0 on ∂B1.
(1.2)

H. Brezis’ first open problem, implicitly raised by Brezis and Nirenberg [Remark (6)(d),[6]],
is as follows:

Open Problem 1.1 (Implicit in [6]) Assume that

(1.3) 0 < λ <
λ1
4
.

Does there exist a non-trivial solution u ̸≡ 0 to (1.2)?

As remarked by H. Brezis, under the condition (1.3), any solution to (1.2), if exists, must
be non-radial and sign-changing. When λ > λ1 there are sign-changing solutions but there
is no positive solution to (1.2). See [6]. They are obtained by bifurcation from non-radial
sign-changing eigenfunctions.

Our main result provides a complete resolution to Brezis’ Open Problem 1.1 and, in fact,
establishes even more.
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Theorem 1.1. Assume that

(1.4) 0 < λ < +∞.

Then there are infinitely many (sign-changing) solutions to (1.2).

There has been extensive research aimed at finding nontrivial solutions to the Brezis-
Nirenberg problem (1.2) in three dimensions. Most of these studies focus on cases where
λ is greater than λ1/4 or a small perturbation of λ1/4 and the solutions are positive; for
further details, we refer the reader to Del Pino-Dolbeault-Musso [18], Musso-Salazar [43]
and the references therein. For constructions in higher dimensions, we refer to Iacopetti-
Vaira [35, 36], Musso-Pistoia [42], Musso-Serena-Vaira [46], Pistoia-Vaira [47], Premoselli
[48], Rey [49] and Robert-Vetois [51, 52]. For bubbling analysis to the Brezis-Nirenberg
problem we refer to Bahri-Li-Rey [2], Han [33], König-Laurin [39], Frank-Konig-Kovařı́k
[30], Malchiodi-Mayer [41], Rey [49], Wei [57] and references therein. There are many
related works on the Brezis-Nirenberg problem which are virtually impossible to give an
exhaustive bibliography. In addition to the ones mentioned above, one can see [1, 3, 9, 16,
26, 34, 46, 54, 55] and references therein.

In this paper, we prove that for any positive λ, there exist infinitely many solutions to
(1.2). Motivated by the nonexistence result of Brezis and Nirenberg for λ ∈ (0, λ1/4), we
focus on the existence of sign-changing solutions. Unlike most of the existing literature
mentioned before, which relies on the standard positive Talenti solution, the building blocks
of our construction are the sign-changing solutions to the Yamabe problem

(1.5) ∆u+ |u|
4

N−2u = 0 in RN

constructed by Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-Pistoia [20] which we shall describe next.

1.2. Nodal solutions to Yamabe problem and the non-degeneracy. Problem (1.5) is a
canonical equation in the so-called constant scalar curvature problem with conformal met-
rics, i.e. Yamabe problem. In an earlier seminal paper, Gidas-Ni-Nirenberg [31] employed
the moving plane method to classify all positive finite-energy solutions of the equation (1.5).
They showed that all such solutions are given by (the so-called Talenti bubbles)

(1.6) u(z) =

(√
N(N − 2)λ

λ2 + |z − a|2

)N−2
2

, λ > 0, a ∈ RN .

In 1989, Caffarelli-Gidas-Spruck [8] extended this classification by removing the finite-
energy assumption, obtaining the same result, and Chen-Li [14] gave a more simplified
proof. The classification of solutions for polyharmonic equations with critical exponents
was later established by the second author and Xu in [58].

Concerning sign-changing solutions to (1.5), it is noteworthy that Ding [24] was the first
to employ variational methods to construct infinitely many conformally inequivalent sign-
changing solutions with finite energy. Since then, the existence of sign-changing solutions to
the Yamabe equation in the entire space has become an active research topic. Del Pino-
Musso-Pacard-Pistoia [20] introduced a novel constructive approach that produces sign-
changing solutions with large energy, where the energy densities concentrate along specific
submanifolds of SN . In particular, they constructed a solution resembling a positive bubble
but crowned by m negative spikes arranged in a regular polygon with radius 1. Remarkably,
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this solution is invariant under both rotation and the Kelvin transformation. Denote by Σ the
set of nonzero finite-energy solutions to (1.5):

(1.7) Σ :=
{
Q ∈ D1,2(RN \ {0}) : ∆Q+ |Q|

4
N−2Q = 0

}
.

In fact, one can see that equation (1.5) is invariant under the four transformations: transla-
tion, dilation, orthogonal transformation and Kelvin transformation, we refer the readers to
Section 2.3 for the explicit definition of these transformations. If Q ∈ Σ we denote

LQ· = ∆ ·+N + 2

N − 2
|Q|

4
N−2 ·

as the linearized operator around Q. Define the kernel space of LQ:

(1.8) Z(Q) =
{
f ∈ D1,2(RN) : LQf = 0

}
.

The elements in Z(Q) generated by the family of the aforementioned four transformations
define the following space

(1.9) Z̃Q = Span


(2−N)zjQ+ |z|2∂zjQ− 2zjz · ∇Q, ∂zjQ, 1 ≤ j ≤ N,

(zj∂zℓ − zℓ∂zj)Q, 1 ≤ j < ℓ ≤ N,
N − 2

2
Q+ z · ∇Q

 .

One can verify that the dimension of Z̃Q is at most

2N + 1 +
N(N − 1)

2
.

However, for the positive radial bubble solution u given in (1.6), the dimension of Z̃Q is
found to be N + 1. In general, the dimension of the solution may be smaller than 2N + 1 +
N(N−1)

2
. Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle introduced the following definition of non-degeneracy for

a solution of equation (1.5) in [28]: a solution Q ∈ Σ is said to be non-degenerate if

(1.10) Z(Q) = Z̃(Q).

In [44], Musso-Wei established that the solution constructed by Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-
Pistoia is non-degenerate in the sense of Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle. Using this non-degeneracy
property of the crown solution, Musso-Wei [45] constructed a sign-changing solution to the
Barhi-Coron problem, while Deng-Musso-Wei [22] presented a novel solution to the scalar
curvature problem, and Deng-Musso [21] provided a new construction of sign-changing so-
lutions to Coron’s problem. The notion of non-degeneracy is not only significant in the
study of elliptic partial differential equations but also serves as a fundamental component in
proving soliton resolution for solutions to the energy-critical wave equation. This resolution
relies on the compactness property established by Kenig and Merle [37, 38]. For dimen-
sions N = 3, 4, 5, and under the assumption of non-degeneracy, Duyckaerts et al. [27, 29]
demonstrated that any nontrivial solution to the energy-critical wave equation asymptotically
decomposes into a finite sum of stationary solutions and solitary waves, which are Lorentz
transforms of the former.



BREZIS-NIRENBERG PROBLEM 5

1.3. Sketch of Proofs. Going back to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we remark that a key diffi-
culty in dimension three is that the decay of solutions at infinity is not fast enough. Specif-
ically, the standard bubble (1.6) decays only algebraically as 1/|z|, and solving a Poisson
equation with a source term of the form 1/|z| would lead to an ansatz that grows alge-
braically at infinity. This challenge is significantly more difficult in three dimensions than
in higher dimensions. (Another reason we avoid using positive bubbles is more complex.
See the explanation at the end for further details.) Therefore, it is crucial to construct a suit-
able building block that is both sign-changing and exhibits a faster decay than the standard
bubble.

Following this principle, a key observation in this paper is that we can apply an inversion
transformation at the nodal set of the crown solution constructed by Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-
Pistoia (see also [60]). This transformation plays a central role in our strategy. Two essential
properties ensure that this solution serves as an appropriate candidate. First, the crown so-
lution remains invariant under Kelvin transformation, and Musso-Wei [44] have proved its
non-degeneracy in the sense of Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle [28]. Second, as we will show in
Section 2 (Theorem 2.1) by lengthy computations, the crown solution q satisfies ∇q(z) ̸= 0
for each point z in its nodal set, thus the nodal set forms a smooth compact Riemann surface.
See Figure 2. These two factors ensure the robustness of the gluing and reduction procedure.

Once the appropriate building block is established, the next step is to determine where
we put the configurations and construct a suitable approximate solution. Our approach is as
follows: we seek solutions that are rotationally invariant in the first two variables and exhibit
even symmetry in the third one. This symmetry assumption allows us to eliminate certain
kernel elements from Z̃(Q). To proceed, we divide the unit ball into K subdomains, where
K is chosen to be a sufficiently large even number, serving as the perturbation parameter
in our analysis. (The idea of using the number of bubbles as a parameter seems first due to
Wei-Yan [59]). Each subdomain is a replica of the following region:

(1.11) ΣK =
{
(r, θ, z3) ∈ B1; 0 < r < 1,− π

K
< θ <

π

K

}
.

See Figure 1 for illustration.

FIGURE 1. Left picture is the region ΣK and its two boundaries inside B1.
Right one is the necklace solution.

We will position a crown bubble (after applying the inversion transformation) in each sec-
tor in an alternating manner. In fact, they are arranged close to the boundary ∂B1. These
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bubbles form necklace pattern consisting alternating Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-Pistoia bub-
bles near the boundary. See Figure 1 for the right one. Specifically, in the vicinity of the
crown bubble located in ΣK , the neighboring two bubbles will have opposite signs. This
setup reduces the problem to solving the following Dirichlet problem in ΣK :

(1.12)

{
∆u+ λu+ u5 = 0 in ΣK ,

u = 0 on ∂ΣK .

With respect to (1.12), we present the following existence result.

Theorem 1.2. If K is even and large enough, then (1.12) has a solution.

To prove Theorem 1.2, we must modify the alternating sum of crown bubbles (after inver-
sion) to ensure that it satisfies the boundary conditions. As a result, the next-order correction
terms TA, φA, and ψA become essential, with their definitions provided in Section 3. In
particular, TA accounts for the influence of crown bubbles from the other sectors, while φA

represents the effect of the mirror bubble of the one in ΣK with respect to the boundary of
the unit ball. Although the non-degeneracy of the solution has already been established by
Musso-Wei in [44], analyzing the associated linearized problem remains challenging. The
main difficulty arises from the necessity of positioning the center of the crown bubble close
to the boundary. To tackle this, we decompose the perturbation into two components: one
that resolves the problem in a small ball centered near the boundary and another that handles
the remaining errors. By employing the classical inner-outer gluing method (see [19, 40]),
we confirm that the resulting coupled system exhibits weak coupling, allowing us to reduce
the original linearized problem to a standard form. Following the well-established proce-
dure of analyzing the linearized operator and the nonlinear problem (see Section 6), we
further reduce the infinite-dimensional problem to a finite-dimensional one. For this finite-
dimensional setting, we apply the localized energy method (see [32]) to identify the critical
points of the energy function with respect to the parameters.

We face two essential difficulties. First, due to the algebraic decay of the building blocks
and the specific configuration of our approximation, the interaction between bubbles renders
the energy computation particularly intricate. In particular, we must determine the asymp-
totic behavior of several types of series like

n−1∑
j=1

(−1)j
(
x2 + sin2 jπ

n

)− k
2 and

n−1∑
j=1

(
x2 + sin2 jπ

n

)− k
2 , k ∈ N.

(See Section 9.) It is fortunate that contour integration from complex analysis can be em-
ployed to derive an integral representation for the given series. Utilizing results on elliptic
integrals, we establish a precise asymptotic behavior for these series under specific condi-
tions on x and n. The detailed computations are provided in Section 9.

The second difficulty is that we have six parameter configuration spaces: they are respec-
tively (1) scaling; (2) two translations; (3) one rotation; (4) two Kelvin transforms. These
parameters have different scales, some of them may dominate others, so we have to find out
the delicate small forces. After calculating the energy of the solution carefully, we analyze
its leading order terms and identify the critical point through minimization, thereby proving
the existence of a solution to (1.12). The whole process is a careful balancing act, where
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we must figure out the proper order for each parameter. Roughly speaking, we find that the
scaling parameter is of O(K−3), the distance of the center of bubble to the boundary is of
O (K−1 logK), the shift of the bubble in the z1-axis is of O(K−2 logK), and finally the
rotation is found to be of O(K−1 logK). The Kelvin transform parameters are smaller in
order.

Using the existence result from Theorem 1.2, we can get a solution to the Brezis-Nirenberg
problem in B1. Specifically, we extend u by performing an odd reflection across each hy-
perplanes θ = jπ/K, j = 1, 3, 5, · · · , K − 1, consecutively. As a consequence, u can be
extended to a function in B1 \ {0} and verifies (1.2) in B1 \ {0}. Since the solution we con-
structed is bounded, the singularity at the origin is removable. Consequently, we establish
the existence of a nontrivial solution to (1.2), thereby resolving Brezis’s open problem.

Remark 1.3. The solution we constructed has a special shape, see Figure 1, where blue and
red colors represent the positive and negative bubbles, respectively.

To end the introduction, we make a few comments. First, when λ is a sufficiently small
positive number, an alternative type of solution can be constructed, where a single crown
bubble is placed at the origin. We will report it elsewhere. Second, for the Brezis-Nirenberg
problem in higher dimensions, we can apply the same approach to construct infinitely many
sign-changing solutions. Third, we believe that the procedure outlined in this paper can
be adapted to other elliptic problems involving critical exponents. Finally, since the Del
Pino-Musso-Pacard-Pistoia bubble has large Morse index, the solutions we constructed carry
very high Morse index. It remains open if one can give a positive answer to Brezis’ Open
Problem 1.1 by direct variational methods. The corresponding Brezis’ problem in general
three-dimensional domains is also challenging. By [Theorem 1.2, Brezis-Nirenberg [6]], for
strictly starshaped three dimensional domain Ω, positive solution exists only if λ ≥ λ0(Ω) >
0. (As a result and by a scaling argument, if we use positive bubble as building block in
Theorem 1.2, then λ ≥ c0K

2 > 0.) By Theorem 1.1, we raise the following generalized
Brezis’ Open Problem 1.1:

Generalized Brezis’ Open Problem. Let Ω be strictly star-shaped domain in R3. Then for
every λ > 0, problem (1.1) admits infinitely many solutions.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we examine the crown solution con-
structed by Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-Pistoia [20] by analyzing its nodal set. In Sections 3 and
4 we introduce the approximate solution with correction terms and include the computation
of the energy for the approximate solution. Section 5 presents the inner-outer gluing proce-
dure, reducing the coupled system to the inner one. In Section 6, we consider the linear and
nonlinear problems. In Section 7 we focus on reducing the infinite-dimensional problem to a
finite-dimensional one, where we resolve the reduced problem by identifying the local mini-
mum of the reduced energy and provide the proof of Theorem 1.2. Sections 8 and 9 focus on
the delicate estimation of the correction terms and the analysis of certain series, respectively.
Finally, some technical computations from Section 2 are included in the appendix.

2. ON THE DEL PINO-MUSSO-PACARD-PISTOIA SOLUTION

In this section, we give a detailed study on the Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-Pistoia solutions to
equation (1.5). Del Pino, Musso, Pacard, and Pistoia discovered an interesting sign-changing
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solution to (1.5) characterized by a large number m of bubbles. This presents the first semi-
explicit construction of its kind, utilizing an approach that naturally reveals spectral infor-
mation related to the linearized problem. Because of its distinctive shape, they refer to it
as the crown solution. Recently, this type of crown solution has played a significant role
in understanding the long-term dynamics in the corresponding Schrödinger equation. (See
[60].) Moreover, it serves as the foundation for the current work. In this section, we begin by
describing this solution qm and providing a more refined analysis of its asymptotic behavior.
Additionally, we examine the nodal set of this solution, demonstrating that it forms a smooth
manifold, a property that proves crucial in addressing the reduction problem. Finally, we
offer an interpretation for the non-degeneracy of the solution.

In [20], the authors proved that there exists m0 such that for all integer m > m0, there
exists a solution qm of (1.5) that can be represented as follows

qm(z) = U∗(z) + ϕ(z),(2.1)

where

U∗ = U(z)−
m∑
j=1

Uj(z) = U(z)−
m∑
j=1

µ
− 1

2
m U

(
z − ξj
µm

)

= 3
1
4

(
1

1 + |z|2

) 1
2

− 3
1
4

m∑
j=1

µ
− 1

2
m

(
1

1 + µ−2
m |z − ξj|2

) 1
2

,

ϕ(z) =
m∑
j=1

ϕ̃j(z) + ψ(z).

For U∗, the parameters µm and ξj , j = 1, · · · ,m are chosen as the following

(2.2) ξj =
√

1− µ2
m

(
cos

2(j − 1)π

m
, sin

2(j − 1)π

m
, 0

)
,

and (for the choice of dm, see [20, Page 2590])

(2.3) µm =
d2m

m2(logm)2
and dm =

√
2

m logm∑m−1
j=1 csc jπ

m

+O

(
1

m logm

)
.

It follows from [4, Theorem 7] that
n−1∑
j=1

csc

(
jπ

m

)
=

2m

π

(
log

2m

π
+ γ0

)
+O

(
1

m

)
, as n→ ∞.

where γ0 = limn→∞(
∑n

j=1
1
j
− log n) = 0.577 · · · is the Euler’s constant. Thus

dm =

√
2

2
π +O

(
1

logm

)
(2.4)

For the error terms ϕ̃j, j = 1, · · · ,m, and ψ, we have

(2.5) |∇ℓϕ̃j(z)| ≤
C

1 + µ−1
m |z − ξj|ℓ+1

, ℓ = 0, 1, 2, j = 1, · · · ,m,



BREZIS-NIRENBERG PROBLEM 9

and

(2.6) |ψ(z)| ≤ C

logm
and |∇ψ(z)|+ |∇2ψ(z)| ≤ C.

Although [20] does not provide explicit estimates for the derivatives of ϕ̃j and ψ, these can
be obtained using the equations they satisfy along with standard elliptic estimates. From the
estimates in (2.5) and (2.6), it is obvious that, away from the centers of the negative bubbles,
ψ(z) is the dominant term, with an order of O (1/logm). In fact, the leading-order behavior
of ψ(z) plays a crucial role in determining the nodal set of qm. Therefore, it is necessary to
determine the precise value of ψ in this order for the points z lying on the circle of radius√
1− µ2

m on the z1z2 plane. In Subsection 2.1, we will carry out this computation.

The following theorem provides precise estimates of the nodal set of the Del Pino-Musso-
Pacard-Pistoia solution. This will be crucially used in later constructions.

Theorem 2.1. When m is large enough, qm has a smooth embedding and compact nodal set
N (qm) such that qm(z) = 0 and ∇qm(z) ̸= 0 for any z ∈ N (qm). Near the center of each
bump ξj , N (qm) ∩ {z3 = 0} ∼ {|z − ξj| ∼ 1/m}. 1

Remark 2.2. When analyzing the behavior of the approximate solution U∗, the nodal set
exhibits a structure resembling a torus, as illustrated in the left image of Figure 2. However,
the strong influence of ψ also affects the behavior of qm(z) for |z| =

√
1− µ2

m. Specifically,
qm(z) is positive at the point

z =
(√

1− µ2
m cos

π

m
,
√

1− µ2
m sin

π

m
, 0
)
.

Consequently, when considering the nodal set of qm(z) in the z1z2-plane, the numerical sim-
ulations reveal that it consists of m circles surrounding the center of each negative bubble.

In Subsection 2.2 we shall give the proof of Theorem 2.1 by analyzing the nodal set of
qm(z) and its smoothness. First, we estimate the global term ψ in the next subsection.

2.1. Estimates of ψ. Recall that ψ satisfies (see [20, (4.13)])

(2.7) ∆ψ + 5U4ψ + V (z)ψ + 5|U∗|4
∑
j

(1− ζj)ϕ̃j +M(ψ) = 0,

where (we used the notations from there)

V (z) := 5(|U∗|4 − |U |4)

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
− 5U4

m∑
j=1

ζj,

M(ψ) :=

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)(
E +N

(
m∑
j=1

ϕ̃j + ψ

))
,

E =

(
U −

m∑
j=1

Uj

)5

− U5 −
m∑
j=1

U5
j ,

1Indeed, we can prove that near the center of each bump ξj , the distance between the zero point z of qm and
ξj is on the order of 1/m. However, it is neither possible nor necessary for our proof to show that the nodal set
resembles a ball in topology; it suffices to confirm that it is a smooth Riemannian manifold.



10 LIMING SUN, JUN-CHENG WEI, AND WEN YANG

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

FIGURE 2. The left one is the nodal sets of U∗ inside the cube [−5/2, 5/2]3

when m = 16 and dm =
√
2m logm

(∑m−1
j=1 csc jπ

m

)−1

. The right one is the
intersection of nodal sets of qm with z1z2-plane.

and

ζj(z) =

{
ζ(mη−1|z|−2|(z − ξj|z|)|), if |z| > 1,

ζ(mη−1|z − ξj|), if |z| ≤ 1.

Here ζ(s) is a smooth function such that ζ(s) = 1 for s < 1 and ζ(s) = 0 for s > 2, and η is
a small positive constant. It is not difficult to check that

(2.8) U(z) =
1

|z|
U

(
z

|z|2

)
, Uj(z) =

1

|z|
Uj

(
z

|z|2

)
, j = 1, · · · ,m,

and

(2.9) ζj(z) = ζj

(
z

|z|2

)
, j = 1, · · · ,m.

Together with the properties that the ansatz is 2π/m-rotationally invariant in z1z2 plane and
even symmetry with respect to the z3 axis, one can solve ψ from (2.7) uniquely in a suitable
Sobolev space, which is the orthogonal complement of the space spanned by the kernels of
the linear operator ∆+ 5U4. More precisely, the authors in [20] proved that

∥ψ∥L∞
w
≤ C

∥V (z)ψ∥Lq
w
+ 5

∥∥∥∥∥|U∗|4
∑
j

(1− ζj) ϕ̃j

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

+ ∥M(ψ)∥Lq
w

 ,

where

∥ψ∥L∞
w
:= ∥(1 + |z|)ψ∥L∞(R3) and ∥h∥Lq

w
:=
∥∥∥(1 + |z|)5−

6
qh
∥∥∥
Lq(R3)

.

Particularly, for q > 3
2

it has been shown that∥∥∥∥∥
(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
N

(
m∑
j=1

ϕ̃j + ψ

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

+

∥∥∥∥∥|U∗|4
∑
j

(1− ζj) ϕ̃j

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

+ ∥V (z)ψ∥Lq
w
≤ C

(logm)2
.
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In order to capture the leading behavior of ψ, we decompose ψ = ψd + ψs, where ψd and
ψs are the solutions are used for solving the major error term

(
1−

∑m
j=1 ζj

)
E and the left

terms in (2.7) respectively, i.e.,

(2.10) ∆ψd + 5U4ψd +

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
E = 0,

and

(2.11) ∆ψs + 5U4ψs + V (z)ψ + 5|U∗|4
∑
j

(1− ζj)ϕ̃j +M(ψ)−

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
E = 0.

It is straightforward to verify that both equations are solvable, since the source terms are
orthogonal to the kernel of the linear operator ∆+5U4. Moreover, if we impose the condition
that both functions ψd and ψs lie in the orthogonal complement of the kernel of ∆+ 5U4, it
can be shown that

(2.12) ∥ψs∥L∞(R3) ≤
C

(logm)2
.

In the following, we study ψd. By diving it into two parts ψd,1 and ψd,2

(2.13) ∆ψd,1 + 5U4ψd,1 − 5U4

m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|z − ξj,0|
= 0,

and

(2.14) ∆ψd,2 + 5U4ψd,2 + 5U4

m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|z − ξj,0|
+

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
E = 0,

where ξj,0 =
(
cos 2(j−1)π

m
, sin 2(j−1)π

m
, 0
)

. Note that ξj,0 is on the unit circle, while ξj (see

(2.2)) is on the circle of radius
√

1− µ2. For (2.14), one can check that

(2.15)

∥∥∥∥∥5U4

m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|x− ξj,0|
+

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
E

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

≤ C

(logm)2
.

The proof of (2.15) is lengthy and thus left to Appendix A. From (2.15) we see that

(2.16) |ψd,2|L∞(R3) ≤
C

(logm)2
.

It remains to study ψd,1. In fact, we can find the explicit form of the solution for z =(
cos π

m
, sin π

m
, 0
)
. Indeed, we write

(2.17) ψd,1 = 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

(
ψd,1,j +

1

|z − ξj,0|
+

1

|z − ξj+m
2
,0|

)
,

where ψd,1,j verifies

(2.18) ∆ψd,1,j + 5U4ψd,1,j = 4π
(
δξj,0 + δξj+m

2 ,0

)
, j = 1, · · · , m

2
.
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where δξ is the Dirac function at ξ. Particularly ψd,1,1 is given below

(2.19) ψd,1,1(z) = −
√
2

(1 + |z|2) 1
2

8z21 − (1 + |z|2)2

(1 + |z|2)
√
(1 + |z|2)2 − 4z21

,

the other ψd,1,j, j = 2, · · · , m
2

can be derived from ψd,1,1 by a rotation of 2(j−1)π
m

. At z =

ξ̂0 =
(
cos π

m
, sin π

m
, 0
)
, we can compute the value of ψd,1 and get that

(2.20)

ψd,1 (ξ0) = 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

1− 2 cos2
(

2(j−1)π
m

− π
m

)
∣∣∣sin(2(j−1)π

m
− π

m

)∣∣∣ +
1

sin
(

(2j−1)π
2m

)


= 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

 1

sin
(

(2j−1)π
2m

) − 1∣∣∣sin(2(j−1)π
m

− π
m

)∣∣∣


+ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

2

∣∣∣∣sin(2(j − 1)π

m
− π

m

)∣∣∣∣ .
Together with the estimation (2.12), (2.16), and (2.6), we have

(2.21) ψ
(√

1− µ2
m cos

π

m
,
√

1− µ2
m sin

π

m
, 0
)
= ψd,1(ξ0) +O

(
1

(logm)2

)
.

We shall see that it plays an important role in determining the nodal set of the crown bubble
solution qm.

2.2. On the nodal set of Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-Pistoia’s solution. In this subsection,
we will study the nodal set of the solution by Del Pino-Musso-Pacard-Pistoia. To begin
with, we present the following lemma to describe the location of the nodal set.

Lemma 2.3. When m is large enough, qm has a compact nodal set N (qm) such that for any
point z in N (qm), the following holds

dist (z, {ξ1, · · · , ξm}) ∼
1

m
.

In addition, there exists a small positive constant c0 such that

(2.22) N (qm) ∩
m⋃
j=1

Bc0/m

(√
1− µ2

m cos
2j − 1

m
π,
√

1− µ2
m sin

2j − 1

m
π, 0

)
= ∅.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we write z = (r cos θ, r sin θ, z3) and assume that

|z − ξ1| = min{|z − ξj|, j = 1, · · · ,m}, and θ ∈
[
0,
π

m

]
.

If |z − ξ1| ≥ C, then for sufficiently large m we have

qm(z) ≥ 3
1
4 − 3

1
4

m∑
j=1

µ
1
2
m

|z − ξj|
−O

(
1

logm

)
> 0.
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Hence, the zero point z of qm(z) must be close to ξ1. As a consequence, we may restrict our
discussion for the point z satisfying

(2.23) |z − ξ1| = om(1) and |r − 1| = om(1).

In the following, we divide our discussion into three steps. First, we will prove that qm(z)
is negative in the vicinity of ξ1. The key point here is that when z is extremely close to
ξ1, the effect of the other negative bubbles offsets the central positive bubble, making the
negative bubble at ξ1 the dominant term determining the sign of qm. Next, we introduce a
quantity h (refer to (2.28)), which measures the distance from the point z to the center of the
negative bubble. We will show that when h is not too small, the major contributions from all
negative bubbles form a series. This series can be assessed using an integral representation
and the asymptotic behavior of the elliptic integral, enabling us to figure out the leading term
in the total sum of negative bubbles. Finally, we will analyze the behavior of qm(z) at the
midpoint between ξ1 and ξ2, denoted by ξ0. By using the estimate of ψ at ξ0 from (2.21), we
will compare ψ to U∗ = U −

∑m
j=1 Uj and establish that qm is positive at ξ0. Together with

the evaluation of ∇qm, this analysis reveals a small region (a tiny ball) where qm remains
positive.

Step 1. In this step, we shall prove that qm is negative within a small neighborhood of ξ1,
i.e.,

(2.24) qm(z) < 0 for |z − ξ1| = min
j∈{1,··· ,m}

|z − ξj| ≤
c1
m
,

provided c1 is sufficiently small. For |z − ξ1| ≤ c1
m

, we have

|z − ξ1| ≤
1

2
|ξj − ξ1| and |z − ξj| ≤ |ξj − ξ1|+ |z − ξ1|, j = 2, · · · ,m.

Then using the simple inequality 1
1+x

≥ 1− x for x ∈ (0, 1) we have

(2.25)

(
1

1 + µ−2
m |z − ξj|2

) 1
2

=
µm

|z − ξj|
+O

(
1

m3(logm)6

)
≥ µm

|ξj − ξ1|+ |z − ξ1|
+O

(
1

m3(logm)6

)
≥ µm

|ξj − ξ1|
− µm|z − ξ1|

|ξj − ξ1|2
+O

(
1

m3(logm)6

)
,

for any j = 2, · · · ,m. Similarly, we can apply the inequality 1
1−x

≤ 1+2x for x ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
to

derive that

µm

|z − ξj|
≤ µm

|ξj − ξ1|
+

2µm|z − ξ1|
|ξj − ξ1|2

, j = 2, · · · ,m.
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Together with (2.5) and (2.6), we have

(2.26)

qm(z) ≤ 3
1
4

((
1

1 + |z|2

) 1
2

−
m∑
j=2

µ
1
2
m

|ξ1 − ξj|
+

m∑
j=2

µ
1
2
m|z − ξ1|
|ξ1 − ξj|2

)

− 3
1
4µ

− 1
2

m

(
1

1 + µ−2
m |z − ξ1|2

) 1
2

+O

(
1

m(logm)5

)
+O

(
1

logm

)
+O

(
1

1 + µ−1
m |z − ξ1|

)
+O

(
m∑
j=2

µm

|ξj − ξ1|
+

m∑
j=1

µm|z − ξ1|
|ξj − ξ1|2

)
.

On the right hand side of (2.26), using |z − ξ1| ≤ c1
m

we have

1

1 + |z|2
=

1

1 + |ξ1|2
+O

(
1

m

)
=

1

2
+O

(
1

m

)
,

the second and third terms in the bracket can be handled respectively as follows
m∑
j=2

µ
1
2
m

|ξ1 − ξj|
=

√
2

2
+O

(
1

m logm

)
,

and
m∑
j=2

|z − ξ1|
m logm|ξ1 − ξj|2

≤ C
m|z − ξ1|
logm

.

Consider the fourth term on the right hand side of (2.26), we have

µ
− 1

2
m

(
1

1 + µ−2
m |z − ξ1|2

)− 1
2

≥ min

{√
2

2
µ
− 1

2
m ,

√
2

2

µ
1
2
m

|z − ξ1|

}
.

Putting all these information on the right hand side of (2.25) we get

(2.27)
qm(z) ≤− 3

1
4 min

{√
2

2
µ
− 1

2
m ,

√
2

2

µ
1
2
m

|z − ξ1|

}
+
Cm|z − ξ1|

logm

+O

(
1

logm

)
+O

(
min

{
1,

1

µ−1
m |z − ξ1|

})
.

If |z − ξ1| ≤ c1/m with c1 is small enough, we can see that the right-hand side of (2.27) is
strictly negative for m sufficiently large. Thus, we finish the proof of the claim (2.24).

Step 2. Let

(2.28) h2 =
(r −

√
1− µ2

m)
2 + z23

4r
√
1− µ2

m

.

In this step we will show that

(2.29) qm(z) is positive for h ≥ C0

m
for C0 sufficiently large.
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To begin with, we will prove that

(2.30) qm(z) is positive for h ≥ m−α1 with any α1 < 1.

Based on the definition of h, we can express |z − ξj|2 as follows

(2.31) |z − ξj|2 = 4r
√
1− µ2

m

(
h2 + sin2

(
(j − 1)π

m
− θ

2

))
.

Using (2.5), (2.25) and (2.31) we have

(2.32)

qm(z) = 3
1
4

(
1

1 + |z|2

) 1
2

− 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

2(r
√
1− µ2

m)
1
2

m∑
j=1

1(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 1
2

+ ψ(z) +O

(
1

m logm

)
.

For the second term on the right hand side of (2.32), we have

(2.33)

m∑
j=1

1(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 1
2

≤
m−m1∑
j=m1+3

1

sin
(

(j−1)π
m

− θ
2

) +
2m1 + 2

h

≤
m−m1−1∑
j=m1+1

1

sin jπ
m

+
2m1 + 2

h
,

where m1 = ⌊m1−α1⌋. 2 Substituting (2.3) and (2.33) into (2.32) we have

(2.34)

qm(z) ≥ 3
1
4

√
2

2
− 3

1
4

2
µ

1
2
m

m−m1−1∑
j=m1+1

1

sin jπ
m

− 3
1
4µ

1
2
m
m1 + 1

h
+ om(1)

≥ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

m1∑
j=1

1

sin jπ
m

+O
(
mµ

1
2
m

)
+ om(1)

≥ C
logm1

logm
+ om(1) > 0,

where we also used that |ψ| ≤ C
logm

and
m1∑
j=1

1

j
≥ C logm1.

Next, we show that q(z) is positive for m−α1 ≥ h ≥ C0

m
for C0 sufficiently large, where m is

large enough such that m−α1 ≥ C0

m
. Then we have

|z − ξ1| ≤ Cm−α1 .

It implies
|z| = 1 +O(m−α1) and r = 1 +O(m−α1).

2⌊x⌋ is the greatest integer less than x.
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Following almost the same argument as we did in (2.33), we have

(2.35)
qm(z) ≥ 3

1
4

√
2

2
− 3

1
4

µ
1
2
m

2(r
√

1− µ2
m)

1
2

m−m2−1∑
j=m2+1

1

sin jπ
m

− 3
1
4
µ

1
2
m(m2 + 1)

(r
√
1− µ2

m)
1
2h

+ ψ(z) +O

(
1

m logm

)
,

where m2 is determined later. Using (2.3), we see that

(2.36)

√
2

2
− µ

1
2
m

2(r
√
1− µ2

m)
1
2

m−m2−1∑
j=m2+1

1

sin jπ
m

=
dm

m logm

m2∑
j=1

1

sin jπ
m

+O

(
1

m logm

)
.

From (2.35) and (2.36) we have

(2.37)
qm(z) ≥ 3

1
4

dm
m logm

m2∑
j=1

1

sin jπ
m

− 3
1
4
µ

1
2
m(m2 + 1)

(r
√
1− µ2

m)
1
2h

+ ψ(z) +O

(
1

m logm

)
≥ C

logm2

logm
− C

m2

C0 logm
+O

(
1

logm

)
,

where we used |ψ| ≤ C
logm

and h ≥ C0

logm
. By first selecting a sufficiently large m2 and then

C0 large enough, we can ensure that the right-hand side of (2.37) is positive. Together with
(2.30), this allows us to establish (2.29), thereby completing the proof of this step.

Step 3. In this step, we shall show (2.22). For convenience, we set

ξ0 =
(√

1− µ2
m cos

π

m
,
√

1− µ2
m sin

π

m
, 0
)
.

First, we prove that qm(ξ0) is positive. After straightforward calculation we have

(2.38)

qm(ξ0) = 3
1
4

√
2

2
− 3

1
4µ

1
2
m

m∑
j=1

1

|ξ0 − ξj|
+ ψ(ξ0) +O

(
1

m logm

)

= 3
1
4

√
2

2
− 3

1
4µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

1

sin (2j−1)π
2m

+ ψ(ξ0) +O

(
1

m logm

)
.

By (2.21) and

(2.39)

m
2∑

j=1

2

∣∣∣∣sin(2(j − 1)π

m
− π

m

)∣∣∣∣ = 2 sin
π

m
+

1− cos (m−2)π
m

sin π
m

=
2m

π
+O

(
1

m

)
,

we have

(2.40) qm(ξ0) = 3
1
4

√
2

2
− 3

1
4µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

1∣∣∣sin(2(j−1)π
m

− π
m

)∣∣∣ + 3
1
4µ

1
2
m
2m

π
+O

(
1

m logm

)
.
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Recall that (see (2.3))

µ
1
2
m =

dm
m logm

=
√
2

(
m−1∑
j=1

1

sin jπ
m

)−1

+O

(
1

m logm

)
,

then

(2.41)

√
2

2
− µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

1∣∣∣sin(2(j−1)π
m

− π
m

)∣∣∣
= µ

1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

1

sin jπ
m

− µ
1
2
m

m
2∑

j=1

1∣∣∣sin(2(j−1)π
m

− π
m

)∣∣∣ +O

(
1

m logm

)

≥ −µ
1
2
m

1

sin π
m

+O

(
1

m logm

)
,

where we used that

1

sin 2jπ
m

≥ 1

sin (m−2j−1)π
m

, j = 1, 2, · · · , m
2
.

Substituting (2.41) into (2.40) we have

(2.42) qm(ξ0) ≥ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m
m

π
+O (µm) ≥

3
1
4dm

2π logm
.

Consider the derivative of qm(z). By direct computation we have

(2.43) ∇qm(z) = − 3
1
4 z

(1 + |z|2) 3
2

+
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

− 5
2

m (z − ξj)

(1 + µ−2
m |z − ξj|2)

3
2

+∇ψ(z) +
m∑
j=1

∇ϕ̃j(z).

For z ∈ Bc2m−1 (ξ0) with c2 small, we write

∇qm(z) = 3
1
4 (qm,1(z), qm,2(z), qm,3(z)),

where

(2.44)

qm,1(z) = −
√
2z1
4

+ µ
1
2
m

m∑
j=1

(r −
√

1− µ2
m) cos θ

(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

+ µ
1
2
m

m∑
j=1

2
√

1− µ2
m sin

(
(j−1)π

m
+ θ

2

)
sin
(

(j−1)π
m

− θ
2

)
(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

+ 3−
1
4∂z1ψ + 3−

1
4

m∑
j=1

∂z1ϕ̃j +O

(
1

m(logm)5

)
,
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(2.45)

qm,2(z) = −
√
2z2
4

+ µ
1
2
m

m∑
j=1

(r −
√

1− µ2
m) sin θ

(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

− µ
1
2
m

m∑
j=1

2
√

1− µ2
m cos

(
(j−1)π

m
+ θ

2

)
sin
(

(j−1)π
m

− θ
2

)
(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

+ 3−
1
4∂z2ψ + 3−

1
4

m∑
j=1

∂z2ϕ̃j +O

(
1

m(logm)5

)
,

and

(2.46)

qm,3(z) = −
√
2z3
4

+ µ
1
2
m

m∑
j=1

z3

(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

+ 3−
1
4∂z3ψ + 3−

1
4

m∑
j=1

∂z3ϕ̃j +O

(
1

m(logm)5

)
.

For z ∈ Bc2m−1 (ξ0) with c2 small, we have h + |z3| ≤ Cm−1 . Furthermore, we can derive
the following estimate for qm,ℓ, ℓ = 1, 2, 3 from (2.5)-(2.6) and (2.44)-(2.46)

(2.47)
3∑

ℓ=1

|qm,ℓ| ≤ C
m

logm
.

As a consequence of (2.42) and (2.47) we derive that there exists a small positive generic
constant c0 such that

qm(z) > 0 for z ∈ Bc0m−1 (ξ0) .

Hence we proved (2.22) and it finishes the whole proof. □

In addition to Lemma 2.3, we can further show that the nodal set N (qm) is smooth.

Lemma 2.4. The nodal set N (qm) of qm is a smooth Riemann surface whenever m is suffi-
ciently large, i.e., for any point z of N (qm), ∇qm(z) ̸= 0.

Proof. We first show that ∇qm(z) ̸= 0 for any zero point z = (r cos θ, r sin θ, z3) with
|z| ≥ 1. Based on Lemma 2.3 we may assume that

|z − ξ1| = inf
j=1,··· ,m

|z − ξj| ≥ c1m
−1, θ ∈

[
0,
π

m

]
, and h ≤ C0m

−1.

We will divide our argument into three steps based on the location of the zero point z. Ini-
tially, we will prove that ∇qm(z) ̸= 0 when z3 ̸= 0, enabling us to focus our analysis on
points z within the z1z2 plane. In the second step, we will establish that the radial derivative
of qm is strictly positive when |z| ≥ 1 and h is not too small. However, when h is small, we
observe that the series from the negative bubble exhibits rapid oscillations in the angular di-
rection, provided z is not close to ξ0. Combined with the findings of Lemma 2.3, this allows
us to prove that ∂θqm(z) is nonzero for zero points in the z1z2 plane where h is small.
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Step 1. For any zero point z of qm(z) with z3 ̸= 0, ∂z3qm(z) ̸= 0. Using (2.46) and the fact
ψ and ϕ̃j is evenly symmetry with respect to z3 we see that,

|∇ψ(z)| ≤ C|z3| and
m∑
j=1

|∇ϕ̃j(z)| ≤ C
m

(logm)2
|z3| for |z − ξ1| ≥

c0
m
.

Hence ∣∣∣∣∂q(z)∂z3

∣∣∣∣ ≥
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

2
(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

− C
m

(logm)2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ |z3| > 0,

where we used that θ ∈
[
0, π

m

]
.

Step 2. For any zero point z lying on the z1z2 plane, we show that ∇qm(z) ̸= 0 with
h ≥ Cm− 5

3 . To be precise, if z3 = 0 we have

h2 =
(r −

√
1− µ2

m)
2

4r
√

1− µ2
m

and r ≥ 1 >
√

1− µ2
m.

Multiplying the above ∇qm(z) by z we have

(2.48) ∇qm(z) · z = −3
1
4

|z|2

(1 + |z|2) 3
2

+ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

m∑
j=1

(z − ξj) · z
|z − ξj|3

+O (1) .

Let us compute (z − ξj) · z,

(z − ξj) · z = r2 − r
√
1− µ2

m cos

(
2(j − 1)π

m
− θ

)
> 0,

where we used r >
√

1− µ2
m due to that r = |z| ≥ 1. Particularly for j = 1 we have

(2.49) (z − ξ1) · z = r2 − r
√

1− µ2
m + 2r

√
1− µ2

m sin2 θ

2
≥ C(h+ θ2).

Substituting (2.49) into (2.48), we have

(2.50) ∇qm(z) · z ≥ −3
1
4

|z|2

(1 + |z|2) 3
2

+
C

m logm

h+ θ2

(h2 + sin2 θ)
3
2

+O (1) .

So if h ≥ Cm− 5
3 ,
C

m logm

h+ θ2

(h2 + sin2 θ)
3
2

≥ min

{
C

h2m logm
,C

hm2

logm

}
≫ 1.

Hence ∇qm ̸= 0.

Step 3. It remains to study the zero point z = (r cos θ, r sin θ, z3) of qm(z) with

(2.51) |z| = r ≥ 1, |z − ξ1| ≥
c1
m
, θ ∈

(
0,
π

m

]
, and 0 ≤ h ≤ Cm− 5

3 .

By (2.22) we see that distances between all the zero points of qm(z) and ξ0 is no less than
c0/m, i.e.,

|z − ξ0| ≥
c0
m
.
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For the zero point z in (2.51), we have
c0
m

≤
∣∣∣z − (√1− µ2

m cos
π

m
,
√

1− µ2
m sin

π

m
, 0
)∣∣∣

≤ |z −
√
1− µ2

m (cos θ, sin θ, 0) |+
√
1− µ2

m

∣∣∣(cos θ − cos
π

m
, sin θ − sin

π

m

)∣∣∣
≤ Ch+ C

∣∣∣θ − π

m

∣∣∣ .
Therefore, the angle of the zero point must have a distance of the order 1

m
to π

m
. It implies

that there exists a small positive constant c3 such that
∣∣θ − π

m

∣∣ ≥ c3π
m
. Together with (2.51)

we can further restrict our discussion to

(2.52) |z| = r ≥ 1, |z − ξ1| ≥
c1
m
, θ ∈

(
0,
π(1− c3)

m

]
, and 0 ≤ h ≤ Cm− 5

3 .

Now we shall prove that for all the zero points z satisfying (2.52), ∇qm(z) ̸= 0. In fact, we
compute ∂θqm(z) = − sin θ∂z1qm(z) + cos θ∂z2qm(z). It is known that

∂θψ
(
cos

π

m
, sin

π

m
, 0
)
= 0

due to ψ(z) being symmetric with respect to θ = π
m
. Thus ∂θψ(z) = O( 1

m
) for all z in (2.52).

Using (2.44) and (2.45), we have

(2.53)

∂θqm(z) =− 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

m∑
j=1

2
√

1− µ2
m sin

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)
cos
(

(j−1)π
m

− θ
2

)
(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

+O

(
1

(logm)2

)
.

Using the fact that h ≤ Cm− 5
3 we have

(2.54)
m∑
j=2

sin
(

(j−1)π
m

− θ
2

)
cos
(

(j−1)π
m

− θ
2

)
(
h2 + sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

)) 3
2

=
m∑
j=2

cos
(

(j−1)π
m

− θ
2

)
sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
− θ

2

) +O
(
m

2
3

)
.

On the other hand, it is not difficult to check that

(2.55) −
cos
(

(m−j+1)π
m

− θ
2

)
sin2

(
(m−j+1)π

m
− θ

2

) =
cos
(

(j−1)π
m

+ θ
2

)
sin2

(
(j−1)π

m
+ θ

2

) ≥
cos
(
jπ
m

− θ
2

)
sin2

(
jπ
m

− θ
2

) , j = 2, · · · , m
2
.

Substituting (2.54) and (2.55) into (2.53), we have

(2.56)
∂θqm(z) ≥ 3

1
4µ

1
2
m

2
√

1− µ2
m

(4r
√

1− µ2
m)

3
2

(
cos θ

2
sin θ

2

(h2 + sin2 θ
2
)
3
2

−
cos
(
π
m
− θ

2

)
sin2

(
π
m
− θ

2

))

+O

(
1

(logm)2

)
,
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If θ ∈
[

π
3m
, π(1−c3)

m

]
, we have

(2.57)

∂θqm(z) ≥ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

2
√

1− µ2
m

(4r
√

1− µ2
m)

3
2

(
cos θ

2

sin2 θ
2

−
cos
(
π
m
− θ

2

)
sin2

(
π
m
− θ

2

))+O

(
1

(logm)2

)

≥ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

2
√

1− µ2
m

(4r
√

1− µ2
m)

3
2

(
4

θ2
− 4(

2π
m

− θ
)2
)

+O

(
1

(logm)2

)

≥ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

2
√

1− µ2
m

(4r
√

1− µ2
m)

3
2

(
16c3m

2

π2(1− c23)
2

)
+O

(
1

(logm)2

)
.

While if θ ∈ (0, π
3m

), we have

(2.58)

∂θqm(z) ≥ 3
1
4µ

1
2
m

2
√

1− µ2
m

(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
min

{
θ

4
√
2(h2)

3
2

,

√
2

θ2

}
− 4(

2π
m

− θ
)2
)

+O

(
1

(logm)2

)
≥ 3

1
4µ

1
2
m

2
√

1− µ2
m

(4r
√
1− µ2

m)
3
2

(
9
√
2m2

π2
− 36m2

25π2

)
+O

(
1

(logm)2

)
.

As a consequence of (2.56)-(2.58), for z in (2.52) we have

∂θqm(z) =
Cm

logm
+O

(
1

(logm)2

)
< 0.

Together with the conclusions in Step 1 and Step 2, we conclude that for all the zero point
|z| ≥ 1 of qm(z), |∇qm(z)| ≠ 0.

For the zero point z of q(z) with |z| ≤ 1, due to the fact that the solution is invariant after
the Kelvin transform, we see that qm(z∗) = 0 for z∗ = z

|z|2 . We have already shown that

∇qm(z∗) ̸= 0, using the fact qm(z) = 1
|z|qm

(
z

|z|2

)
and qm(z∗) = qm(z) = 0 for z is zero

point, we have

∂z∗j qm(z
∗) =

1

|z∗|
∂jqm(z)

1

|z∗|2
− 2

1

|z∗|

3∑
ℓ=1

∂ℓqm(z)
z∗j z

∗
ℓ

|z∗|4
, j = 1, 2, 3.

As a consequence, if ∇qm(z∗) ̸= 0 for z∗ = z
|z|2 is a zero point of qm(z), we must have

∇mq(z) ̸= 0. Hence we finish the whole proof. □

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Theorem 2.1 follows from Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4. □

2.3. Non-degeneracy. In this subsection, we shall interpret the non-degeneracy in the sense
of Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle for our demands. From now on, we choose m large enough and
fix a function q = qm. For simplicity of notation, we drop the index m when there is no
ambiguity.

∆q + q5 = 0 in R3.(2.59)
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As we have pointed out, the following transformations keep the solution set of the Yamabe
equation (2.59) invariant.

(1) the translation Ty : z → z + y where y ∈ R3,
(2) the dilation Dε : z → εz for ε > 0,
(3) the rotation Rθ : z → Rθz for Rθ ∈ SO(3),
(4) the inversion J : z → z

|z|2 ,
(5) the translation under inversion ψξ = J ◦ Tξ ◦ J .

For any set of parameters A = (y,Rθ, ε, ξ) ∈ R3 × SO(3) × R+ × R3, we define the
transformation TA = T−y ◦ Rθ ◦Dε ◦ ψξ. Then ΘA(x) = | det(T ′

A(x))|
1
6 q(TA(x)) is also a

solution to the Yamabe equation (2.59). Using Jq = q, we have

ΘA(z) =
ε

1
2

|z − y|
q

(
εRθ(z − y)

|z − y|2
+ ξ

)
.

Choosing A near to (0, Id, 1, 0), it generates a family of solutions near q. Taking the deriva-
tives on each parameter in A, we obtain 10 functions

− zjq + |z|2∂zjq − 2zjz · ∇q, ∂zjq, 1 ≤ j ≤ 3,(
zj∂zℓ − zℓ∂zj

)
q, 1 ≤ j < ℓ ≤ 3,

1

2
q + z · ∇q.

(2.60)

One can verify that Lqf = 0 for any f in the above, where Lq is linearized operator near q

Lq = −∆− 5q4.

Note that these 10 functions are generated consecutively by ψξ, translation, rotation, and
dilation. The linear combination of these 10 functions form a subspace Z̃q of D1,2(R3)

such that Lqf = 0 for any f ∈ Z̃q. Some of these 10 functions may be equal, therefore
dim Z̃q ≤ 10.

Define the kernel space of Lq by Zq = {f ∈ D1,2(R3) : Lqf = 0}. Musso-Wei [44]
proved that Z̃q = Zq. The results there indicate that −z3q + |z|2∂z3q − 2z3z · ∇q = ∂z3q in
(2.60). We re-state their result as the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5 (Non-degeneracy). When m is large enough, qm is non-degenerate and

dim Zqm = 9,

where qm is the one constructed in [20] in R3.

In the following, we will construct a solution to the Brezis-Nirenberg problem. Note that
q is even for z3. We will use Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction (or gluing method) to seek a
solution that is also even for z3. First, we need a family of bubbles that are even for z3
and depend on finite-dimensional parameters. The construction will be similar to ΘA in the
above, but in this case we need to restrict the rotation and translation to the z1z2-plane and
choose the translation in a subtle way.

We define

Γ = N (q) ∩ {x ∈ R3 : (z1, z2, 0)}(2.61)
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which is the intersection of the nodal set of q with the z1z2-plane. For any set of parameters
A = (ε, ξ, a, b, β) ∈ R× Γ× R× R2 × S, we define

QA(z) =
ε

1
2

|z − b|
q

(
εRβ(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ + aν(ξ)

)
,(2.62)

where ν(ξ) = ∇q(ξ)
|∇q(ξ)| is the unit normal to Σ. Here Rβ is the rotation matrix in z1z2-plane by

angle β

Rβ =

cos β − sin β 0
sin β cos β 0
0 0 1

 .(2.63)

In the notation of (2.62), we also will treat a vector in the z1z2-plane as a vector in three-
dimensional space with the last coordinate being 0. For example, b = (b1, b2) also denotes
b = (b1, b2, 0).

The family of QA plays a vital role in this paper. Note that in the particular case a = 0,
ε = 1 and b = 0, QA(z) = O(|z|−2) as z → ∞ uniformly for ξ ∈ Γ and β ∈ S. This is a fast
decay bubble. When we perturb a a little bit, QA(z) has leading order a|z|−1 when z → ∞.
However, if a is small enough, it is still fast decaying inside B1.

In the following, we will need the kernel of the LQA
for A = (1, ξ, 0, 0, θ∗) where θ∗ =

θ∗(ξ) is chosen such that RT
θ∗
∇q(ξ) = |∇q(ξ)|(1, 0, 0)T . The purpose of θ∗(ξ) is to fix the

direction of QA as ξ runs in the nodal set of q. Since ξ is the coordinates of the zero set of q,
then (qν(ξ), qξ, qz3)

T = |∇q(ξ)|(1, 0, 0)T = RT
θ∗
∇q(ξ). Thus

qν(ξ) = ∇q(ξ) · (cos θ∗, sin θ∗, 0)T , qξ = ∇q(ξ) · (− sin θ∗, cos θ∗, 0)
T , qz3 = ∇q(ξ) · (0, 0, 1)T .

The associate kernels of the linearized kernels are given by

Z0(z) =
∂

∂ε
QA|ε=1,b=0,a=0,β=θ∗ =

1

2|z|
q

(
Rθ∗

z

|z|2
+ ξ

)
− 1

|z|3
RT

θ∗∇q
(
Rθ∗

z

|z|2
+ ξ

)
·

z1z2
0

 ,

Z1(z) =
∂

∂a
QA|ε=1,b=0,a=0,β=θ∗ =

1

|z|
qν(ξ)

(
Rθ∗

z

|z|2
+ ξ

)
,

Z2(z) =
∂

∂ξ
QA|ε=1,b=0,a=0,β=θ∗ =

1

|z|
qξ

(
Rθ∗

z

|z|2
+ ξ

)
,

Z3(z) =
∂

∂b1
QA|ε=1,b=0,a=0,β=θ∗ =

2z1
|z|2

∂QA

∂ε
− 1

|z|2
∂QA

∂a
=

2z1
|z|2

Z0 −
1

|z|2
Z1,

Z4(z) =
∂

∂b2
QA|ε=1,b=0,a=0,β=θ∗ =

2z2
|z|2

∂QA

∂ε
− 1

|z|2
∂QA

∂ξ
=

2z2
|z|2

Z0 −
1

|z|2
Z2,

Z5(x) =
∂

∂β
QA|ε=1,b=0,a=0,β=θ∗ =

z1
|z|2

∂QA

∂ξ
− z2

|z|2
∂QA

∂a
=

z1
|z|2

Z2 −
z2
|z|2

Z1.

There are three functions we did not list here, which come from the differentiation of trans-
lation in z3, rotation in z1z3-plane, and rotation in z2z3-plane. They are all odd in z3 and play
no role in our proof.
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3. PRELIMINARY ON APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

In this section, we shall modify the family of bubbles QA, defined at (2.62), to satisfy a
similar equation to the Brezis-Nirenberg problem in ΣK and Dirichlet boundary conditions.
This is the first step in the gluing process. More precisely, we define the approximate solution
PQA (or the projection of QA) to be

(3.1)

{
∆PQA + λPQA +Q5

A = 0 in ΣK ,

PQA = 0 on ∂ΣK .

At the end of this section, we will prove PQA isQA summing other terms with good control.
First, let us set up some notations which will be used for the rest of this paper. Let z =

(z1, z2, z3)
T = (z1 + iz2, z3)

T , where i =
√
−1 is the imaginary number. We abuse the

notation zeiα = ((z1 + iz2)e
iα, z3)

T and z̄ = (z1 − iz2, z3)
T = (z1,−z2, z3)T . Using this

notation convention and definition of Rβ in (2.63), we have Rβz = zeiβ . All vectors in R3

are column vectors without explicit mention.
We define

ΣK = {(r, θ, z3) ∈ B1; 0 < r < 1,−θ0 < θ < θ0} where θ0 =
π

K
.(3.2)

For any function u in B1, we define an operation

(3.3) ue(z) = u(z)− u(z̄e2iθ0) + u(ze4iθ0)− ...+ u(ze2(K−2)θ0)− u(z̄e2(K−1)iθ0).

In the sum notation, it reads that

ue(z) =

K/2−1∑
j=0

[u(ze4jiθ0)− u(z̄e(4j+2)iθ0)].

This operation creates a function which is odd under the reflection along each ray rejiθ0 ,
j = 1, 3, 5, · · · , K − 1. That is,

ue(rejiθ0−iθ, z3) = −ue(rejiθ0+iθ, z3), j = 1, 3, 5, · · · , K − 1,

In particular
ue(rejiθ0 , z3) = 0 j = 1, 3, 5, · · · , K − 1.

We shall use the following family of bubbles described in (2.62) in the subsection 2.3,

QA(z) =
ε

1
2

|z − b|
q

(
εRβ(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ + aν(ξ)

)
,

where A = (ε, ξ, a, b, β) and β = θ∗(ξ) + β̂ where RT
θ∗(ξ)

∇q(ξ) = |∇q(ξ)|(1, 0, 0)T . The
purpose of θ∗(ξ) is to fix the “direction” of QA as ξ runs in the nodal set of q.

We will make some constraints on the parameters of A. The rationale for selecting these
constraints is to make sure some functional (see Ψ(A) in (4.11)) has an infimum achieved
inside it. It will become clear throughout the computations in sections 3 and 4, culminating
in the proof of Theorem 7.2. Denote b = |b|eiαb and d = (1 − |b|2)/(2|b|). We make the
following constraint.

εK3 ∈ [δ, δ−1], ξ ∈ Γ, |a| ≤ δ−1ε logK, d ∈
[
logK−log logK

K
, logK

K

]
,

|αb| ≤ δ−1/2K−2 logK, |β̂| ≤ δ−1/2K−1 logK.
(3.4)
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where δ ∈ (0, 1) is some fixed number that will be determined later. We always choose K
that is sufficiently large and even. All the constants C in this paper are independent of K
and δ.

Under these constraints, we have

|q(ξ̂)| ≤ C|a| ≤ Cδ−1ε logK, dist(b, ∂ΣK) ≥
1

2K
.

Hereafter, we adopt the following notations for the remainder of this paper.

ξ̂ = ξ + aν(ξ), w = RT
β∇q(ξ̂), W = RT

β∇2q(ξ̂)Rβ.(3.5)

Note that |w| = |∇q(ξ̂)| ≤ C and |W | = |∇2q(ξ̂)| ≤ C for a constant C just depend on q.
Moreover, since q is even for z3, then w3 = 0 and w = (|∇q(ξ̂)|eiαw , 0). By our definition
of θ∗(ξ), we have αw = β̂.

Define Qe
A by the operation (3.3),

Qe
A =

K/2−1∑
j=0

[QA(ze
4jiθ0)−QA(z̄e

(4j+2)iθ0)] =: QA − TA,(3.6)

where TA is the summation of other bubbles (centered on other copies of ΣK in B1)

TA = QA(z̄e
2iθ0)−

K/2−1∑
j=1

[QA(ze
4jiθ0)−QA(z̄e

(4j+2)iθ0)].(3.7)

We define the following key function, γ(z, p), which is used to bound the influence of
other bubbles in ΣK .

γ(z, p) :=
1

|z̄e2iθ0 − p|
−

K/2−1∑
j=1

(
1

|ze4jiθ0 − p|
− 1

|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − p|

)
.(3.8)

We can have a lower bound for each denominator.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose b satisfies (3.4). Then for any z ∈ ΣK ,

|ze4jiθ0 − b| ≥ C sin 2jθ0, for 1 ≤ j ≤ K/2− 1,

|z̄e(4j+2)θ0 − b| ≥ C sin(2j + 1)θ0, for 0 ≤ j ≤ K/2− 1.
(3.9)

Proof. Suppose z = (z1, z2, z3) = (reiαz , z3) and b = (b1, b2, 0) = (|b|eiαb , 0). Then

|ze4jiθ0 − b|2 = |z|2 + |b|2 − 2r|b| cos(4jθ0 + αz − αb)

= (r − |b|)2 + z23 + 4r|b| sin2(2jθ0 +
1
2
αz − 1

2
αb),

(3.10)

and

|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b|2 = (r − |b|)2 + z23 + 4r|b| sin2((2j + 1)θ0 − 1
2
αz − 1

2
αb).(3.11)

If r < 1
4
, then |ze4jiθ0 − b| ≥ 1

4
for 1 ≤ j ≤ K/2 − 1 and |z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b| ≥ 1

4
for any

0 ≤ j ≤ K/2− 1. Obviously, (3.9) holds.
If r ≥ 1

4
, then using (3.10) and (3.11) and |b| ≥ 1

2
, we obtain that

|ze4jiθ0 − b|2 ≥ 1
2
sin2(2jθ0 +

1
2
αz − 1

2
αb), 1 ≤ j ≤ K/2− 1,
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|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b|2 ≥ 1
2
sin2((2j + 1)θ0 − 1

2
αz − 1

2
αb), 0 ≤ j ≤ K/2− 1.

Since |αz ± αb| ≤ 2θ0, then (3.9) also holds in this case. □

Lemma 3.2. Under the constraint (3.4), for any z ∈ ΣK , one has

(3.12) TA(z) = ε
1
2 q(ξ̂)γ(z, b) + ε

3
2w · ∇pγ(z, b) +

1

6
ε

5
2Wij∂

2
pipj

γ(z, b) +O(ε
7
2K4).

In particular, one has |TA| = O(ε
3
2K2). Here ∇pγ(z, b) is the abbreviation of ∇pγ(z, p)|p=b.

Proof. Using Taylor expansion of q near ξ̂, we have the expansion of Q(z) for any z satisfy-
ing |z − b| ≥ ε

QA(z) =
ε

1
2

|z − b|

[
q(ξ̂) +

εw · (z − b)

|z − b|2
+
ε2(z − b)TW (z − b)

2|z − b|4
+O

(
ε3

|z − b|3

)]
.(3.13)

It readily verifies that

∇pj

(
1

|z − p|

)
=

(z − p)j
|z − p|3

, ∇2
pjpℓ

(
1

|z − p|

)
=

−δjℓ
|z − p|3

+
3(z − p)j(z − p)ℓ

|z − p|5
.(3.14)

Using these identities, one can rewrite (3.13) as

QA(z) =
ε

1
2 q(ξ̂)

|z − b|
+ ε

3
2w · ∇p

(
1

|z − p|

) ∣∣∣
p=b

+
1

6
ε

5
2Wjℓ

[
∂2pjpℓ

(
1

|z − p|

)
+

δjℓ
|z − p|3

] ∣∣∣
p=b

+O

(
ε

7
2

|z − b|4

)
.

When b ∈ ΣK satisfies (3.4), then (3.9) implies |ze4jiθ0 − b| ≥ C/K ≫ ε and |z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 −
b| ≥ C/K ≫ ε. Thus the corresponding expansion of QA(ze

4jiθ0) and QA(z̄e
(4j+2)iθ0) from

the above hold uniformly for z ∈ ΣK . Recall the definition of TA in (3.7). We have

TA = ε
1
2 q(ξ̂)γ(z, b) + ε

3
2w · ∇pγ(z, p)|p=b +

1

6
ε

5
2Wij∂

2
pipj

γ(z, p)|p=b

+O(ε
5
2γ3(z, b)|∆q(ξ̂)|+ ε

7
2γ4(z, b)),

where γ3(z, b) =
∑K/2−1

j=0 |z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b|−3 +
∑K/2−1

j=1 |ze4jiθ0 − b|−3 and γ4(z, p) is the
corresponding one with the exponent replaced by −4. Again, (3.9) implies that

γ3(z, b) ≤ CK3

K/2−1∑
j=1

j−3 ≤ CK3, γ4(z, b) ≤ CK4.

Thus ε
5
2γ3(z, b)|∆q(ξ̂)|+ ε

7
2γ4(z, b) = O(ε

5
2K3|a|5+ ε 7

2K4) = O(ε
7
2K4). Therefore (3.12)

is proved.
Finally, it follows from Lemma 8.1 that |∇mγ(z, p)|p=b| ≤ CKm+1 for m = 0, 1, 2.

Applying these in (3.12) and using the constraint (3.4), we get

|TA| ≤ C(ε
1
2 |q(ξ̂)|K + ε

3
2K2 + ε

5
2K3 + ε

7
2K4) ≤ Cε

3
2K2.

□
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Suppose that G(z, p) is the Green’s function for B1 in R3. We denote by H0(z, p) the
regular part of the Green’s function, namely

H0(z, p) = 4π

(
1

4π|z − p|
−G(z, p)

)
.

It is well-known that in the unit ball case

H0(z, p) =

∣∣∣∣|z|p− z

|z|

∣∣∣∣−1

=
1√

1− 2z · p+ |z|2|p|2
.(3.15)

We apply operation (3.3) to H0 and denote it as He
0(z, p)

He
0(z, p) =

K/2−1∑
j=0

[H0(ze
4jiθ0 , p)−H0(z̄e

(4j+2)iθ0 , p)].(3.16)

Such a function is used to control the influence of H0 from other copies of ΣK in B1.
To get PQA in (3.1), we first solve φA from

(3.17)

{
∆φA = 0 in B1,

φA = Qe
A on ∂B1,

where Qe
A is defined in (3.6).

Lemma 3.3. Under the constraint (3.4), for any z ∈ ΣK , one has

φA(z) = ε
1
2 q(ξ̂)He

0(z, b) + ε
3
2w · ∇pH

e
0(z, b) +

1

6
ε

5
2Wij∂

2
pipj

He
0(z, b) +O(ε

7
2K4),(3.18)

where He
0(z, p) is defined in (3.16). In particular, one has |φA(z)| = O(ε

3
2K2).

Proof. When z ∈ ∂B1, one has ε/|z − b| ≤ CεK ≪ 1. Using the Taylor expansion of q
near ξ̂, we have the expansion of QA(z) in (3.13). Using (3.15), one knows that, H0(z, p) =
|z − p|−1 for z ∈ ∂B1. Thus (3.14) implies

∇pjH0(z, b) =
(z − b)j
|z − b|3

, ∇2
pjpℓ

H0(z, b) =
−δjℓ

|z − b|3
+

3(z − b)j(z − b)ℓ
|z − b|5

.

Comparing the expansion ofQA(z) in (3.13), we found thatQA on ∂B1 can be approximated
by H0(z, b) and its derivatives. Similar things also hold for QA(ze

4jiθ0) and Q(z̄e(4j+2)iθ0).
Thus if we let

φA = ε
1
2 q(ξ̂)He

0(z, b) + ε
3
2w · ∇pH

e
0(z, b) +

1

6
ε

5
2Wij∂

2
pipj

He
0(z, b) + fA(z),

then fA satisfies ∆fA(z) = 0 in ΣK and

fA(z) =

[
QA(z)−

ε
1
2 q(ξ̂)

|z − b|
− ε

3
2w · (z − b)

|z − b|3
− 1

6

ε
5
2 (z − b)TW (z − b)

|z − b|5
− 1

6

ε
5
2∆q(ξ̂)

|z − b|3

]e
for z ∈ ∂ΣK . Note that on ∂ΣK ,

|fA(z)| ≤ C

(
ε

5
2 |∆q(ξ̂)|
|z − b|3

+
ε

7
2

|z − b|4

)e

≤ Cε
5
2 |q(ξ̂)|5K3 + Cε

7
2K4 ≤ Cε

7
2K4.
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By maximum principle, we have |fA(z)| = O(ε
7
2K4) for z ∈ B1. Finally, one can get

|φA| = O(ε
3
2K2) by using Lemma 8.5, as did for TA. □

Using the symmetry of Qe
A and the uniqueness of φA, φA enjoys the same symmetry as

Qe
A. Thus φA(z) = 0 for z ∈ ∂ΣK ∩ {|z| < 1}, i.e., the two portions of the boundary of ΣK

inside B1. Since Qe
A = 0 on these two portions of the boundary and φA = Qe

A on ∂B1, then

(3.19)

{
∆φA = 0 in ΣK ,

φA = Qe
A on ∂ΣK .

Let PQA = Qe
A − φA − ψA. Using the above equation and the one of PQA in (3.1), ψA

must satisfy {
∆ψA + λψA = λ(Qe

A − φA) + F in ΣK ,

ψA = 0 on ∂ΣK ,
(3.20)

where

F (z) = QA(z̄e
2iθ0)5 −

K/2−1∑
j=1

[
QA(ze

4jiθ0)5 −QA(z̄e
(4j+2)iθ0)5

]
.(3.21)

We want to derive the estimates of ψA. First, we consider F . Note that (3.13) leads to

|QA(z)| ≤
ε

1
2 |a|

|z − b|
+ C

ε
3
2

|z − b|2
, for any |z − b| ≥ ε.(3.22)

For any z ∈ ΣK , this applies to Q(z̄e(4j+2)iθ0) and Q(ze4jiθ0) since (3.9).

|F (z)| ≤ Cε
5
2 |a|5γ5(z, b) + ε

15
2 γ10(z, b) ≤ Cε

3
2K2.(3.23)

Lemma 3.4. Under the constraint (3.4), for any z ∈ ΣK , one has |ψA(z)| = O(ε
3
2 | log ε|).

Proof. Let y = (z − b)/ε. Consider ψA(z) = ε
3
2 ψ̃((z − b)/ε), then ∆zψA + λψA =

ε−
1
2 [∆yψ̃ + λε2ψ̃]. Thus{

∆yψ̃ + λε2ψ̃ = λ 1
|y|q
(

Rβy

|y|2 + ξ̂
)
+O(ε2K2) in Σ̃K ,

ψ̃A = 0 on ∂Σ̃K ,

where Σ̃K = {y = (z − b)/ε : z ∈ ΣK}. Here we used |TA(z)| + |φA(z)| + |F (z)| =
O(ε

3
2K2) for z ∈ ΣK . Let

ψ̃0(y) =

ˆ
R3

1

4π|y − z|
1

|z|
q

(
Rβz

|z|2
+ ξ̂

)
dz.

Then it is easy to see that ψ̃0(y) satisfies the equation ∆yψ̃0 +
1
|y|q
(

Rβy

|y|2 + ξ̂
)
= 0. One can

verify that |ψ̃0| ≤ C(1 + log
√

1 + y2). Now let ψ̃ = λψ̃0 + ψ̃1. Then ψ̃1 satisfies

∆yψ̃1 + λε2ψ̃1 = O(ε2K2).
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Note that B1/(2Kε)(0) ⊂ Σ̃K ⊂ {|y2| ≤ 2π
Kε

}. Thus, on ∂Σ̃K , one has ψ̃1 = O(| log ε|). We
construct a barrier function

ψ̄1(y) = C| log ε|[(3π)2 − (Kεy2)
2].

One can verify that

∆yψ̄1 + λε2ψ̄1 ≤ C| log ε|[−2(Kε)2 + λε2(3π)2] ≤ −C(Kε)2,

provided K is large enough. Moreover, ψ̄1 ≥ C| log ε| on ∂Σ̃K .
Note that Σ̃K ⊂ {|y2| ≤ 2π/(Kε)} implies that the first eigenvalue λ1(Σ̃K) ≥ (Kε/2π)2.

Thus ∆y + λε2 satisfies the maximum principle on Σ̃K when K is large enough. Therefore
|ψ̃1(y)| ≤ C|ψ̄1| = O(| log ε|). Note that |ψ̃0| ≤ C(1+ log

√
1 + y2) ≤ C| log ε|. The proof

is complete. □

To summarize Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 in this section, we have the fol-
lowing proposition.

Proposition 3.5. AssumeA satisfies the constraint (3.4). The solution of (3.1) can be written
PQA = QA − T̃A where T̃A = TA − φA − ψA satisfying

|T̃A| ≤ Cε
3
2K2.(3.24)

Remark 3.6. By elliptic theory, it is not hard to show that the dependence of T̃A on the
parameters in A is at least C1.

4. ENERGY EXPANSION

In this section, we shall compute the energy of the approximate solution and find its
leading-order term with respect to the parameters.

Define the energy of PQA as

J(PQA) =
1

2

ˆ
ΣK

(|∇PQA|2 − λ|PQA|2)dz −
1

6

ˆ
ΣK

(PQA)
6dz

=
1

2

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
APQAdz −

1

6

ˆ
ΣK

(PQA)
6dz.

For the first term on the right-hand sideˆ
ΣK

Q5
APQAdz =

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A(QA − T̃A)dz =

ˆ
ΣK

(
Q6

A −Q5
AT̃A

)
dz.

For the second termˆ
ΣK

(PQA)
6dz =

ˆ
ΣK

(QA − T̃A)
6dz =

ˆ
ΣK

(
Q6

A − 6Q5
AT̃A

)
dz + I,

where

I =

ˆ
ΣK

(
15Q4

A(T̃A)
2 − 20Q3

A(T̃A)
3 + 15Q2

A(T̃A)
4 − 6QA(T̃A)

5 + (T̃A)
6
)
dz.

To estimate each term, we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Assuming the constraints (3.4) are satisfied, we have
ˆ
ΣK

|QA|ℓdz ≤ C

{
ε

3
2K−1 logK if ℓ = 1,

ε3−
ℓ
2 if ℓ = 2, 3, 4, 5,

(4.1)

ˆ
ΣK

Q6
Adz =

ˆ
R3

q(z)6dz +O(ε9K9),(4.2)
ˆ
ΣK

Q5
Adz = ε

1
24πq(ξ̂) +O(ε

15
2 K7),(4.3)

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A(z)(z − b)dz = ε

3
24πRT

β∇q(ξ̂) +O(ε
15
2 K6),(4.4)

ˆ
ΣK

|QA|5|z − b|2dz = O(ε
5
2 ).(4.5)

Proof. To prove (4.1). Since q is Kelvin invariant, then q(z) = O(|z|−1) as z → ∞. When
|z − b| < ε, one has ∣∣∣∣q(ε(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ̂

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
|z − b|
ε

,

then |QA(z)| ≤ ε−
1
2 and ˆ

|z−b|<ε

|QA|ℓdz ≤ Cε3−
ℓ
2 .

When ε < |z − b|, we have (3.22). One can integrate its right-hand side respectively.

ε
3
2
ℓ

ˆ
{z∈ΣK :|z−b|>ε}

dz

|z − b|2ℓ
≤

{
Cε

3
2K−1 logK if ℓ = 1,

Cε3−
ℓ
2 if ℓ ≥ 2.

ε
ℓ
2 |a|ℓ

ˆ
{z∈ΣK :|z−b|>ε}

dz

|z − b|ℓ
≤


Cε

1
2 |a|K−1 if ℓ = 1,

Cε|a|2K−1 logK if ℓ = 2,

Cε
3
2 |a|3| log ε| if ℓ = 3,

Cε3−
ℓ
2 |a|ℓ if ℓ = 4, 5.

where we have used the estimates

ρ2(b) :=
1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

dz

|z − b|2
≤ C

logK

K
, ρ1(b) :=

1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

dz

|z − b|
≤ C

K
.(4.6)

The proof of (4.1) is complete by combining the above three equations.
To prove (4.2) and (4.3), we split the integralˆ

ΣK

Qℓ
Adz =

ˆ
R3

Qℓ
Adz −

ˆ
R3\ΣK

Qℓ
Adz for ℓ = 5, 6.

On one hand, we use (3.22) to getˆ
R3\ΣK

Qℓ
Adz ≤ Cε

3ℓ
2 K2ℓ−3 + Cεℓ|a|ℓKℓ−3 ≤ Cε

3ℓ
2 K2ℓ−3, ℓ = 5, 6.
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On the other hand, making a change of variables, z = b+ ε
RT

β x

|x|2 , one obtains thatˆ
R3

Q6
Adz =

ˆ
R3

q(z + ξ̂)6dz =

ˆ
R3

q(z)6dz.

and ˆ
R3

Q5
Adz =

ˆ
R3

ε
5
2

|z − b|5

(
q

(
ε(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ̂

))5

dz

= ε
1
2

ˆ
R3

1

|z|
[q(z + ξ̂)]5dz = ε

1
2

ˆ
R3

1

|z − ξ̂|
q(z)5dz = ε

1
24πq(ξ̂).

where we have used ˆ
R3

1

|z − ξ|
q(z)5dz = 4πq(ξ)

for any ξ in the last step. This completes (4.2) and (4.3).
The proof of (4.4) and (4.5) is similar to the previous proofs. We omit it. □

It follows from (3.24) and (4.1) that I = O(ε4K4). Therefore

J(PQA) =
1

3

ˆ
ΣK

Q6
Adz +

1

2

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A(TA + φA + ψA)dz +O(ε4K4).(4.7)

We will compute the first two terms on the right-hand side.

Lemma 4.2. Under the constraint (3.4), we have
1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
AφAdz = ε[q(ξ̂)]2He

0(b, b) + ε2q(ξ̂)w · [∇zH
e
0(b, b) +∇pH

e
0(b, b)]

+ ε3wT∇2
z,pH

e
0(b, b)w +O(ε4K4).

Proof. Recall the expansion of φA in (3.18). Then applying Lemma 4.1 yieldsˆ
ΣK

Q5
AφAdz = ε

1
2 q(ξ̂)

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
AH

e
0(z, b)dz + ε

3
2w ·
ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A∇pH

e
0(z, b)dz

+
1

6
ε

5
2Wij

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A∂

2
pipj

He
0(z, b)dz +O(ε4K4).

(4.8)

Let us compute each term on the right-hand side. Using Lemma 8.5, one has the Taylor
expansion

He
0(z, b) = He

0(b, b) +∇zH
e
0(b, b) · (z − b) +O(|z − b|2K3).

Applying (4.3)-(4.5), we haveˆ
ΣK

Q5
AH

e
0(z, b)dz = He

0(b, b)

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
Adz +∇zH

e
0(b, b) ·

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A(z − b)dz +O(ε

5
2K3)

= ε
1
24πq(ξ̂)He

0(b, b) + ε
3
24πw · ∇zH

e
0(b, b) +O(ε

5
2K3).

Similarly, using ∇pH
e
0(z, b) = ∇pH

e
0(b, b) +∇2

z,pH
e
0(b, b) · (z − b) +O(|z − b|2K4),ˆ

ΣK

Q5
A∇pH

e
0(z, b)dz = ∇pH

e
0(b, b)

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
Adz +∇2

z,pH
e
0(b, b) ·

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A(z − b)dz +O(ε

5
2K4)
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= ε
1
24πq(ξ̂)∇pH

e
0(b, b) + ε

3
24π∂2z,pH

e
0(b, b)R

T
β∇q(ξ̂) +O(ε

5
2K4)

andˆ
ΣK

Q5
A∂

2
pipj

He
0(z, b)dz =

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A∂

2
pipj

He
0(b, b)dz +∇z∂

2
pipj

He
0(b, b) ·

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
A(z − b)dz

+O(ε
5
2K5)

= O(ε
1
2 |q(ξ̂)|K2) +O(ε

3
2K4) +O(ε

5
2K5) = O(ε

3
2K4).

Inserting the above three estimates back to (4.8), we can get the conclusion. □

Lemma 4.3. Under the constraint (3.4), we have

1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

Q5
ATAdz = ε[q(ξ̂)]2γ(b, b) + ε2q(ξ̂)w · [∇zγ(b, b) +∇pγ(b, b)]

+ ε3wT∇2
z,pγ(b, b)w +O(ε4K4).

Proof. The proof is almost identical to the previous one. One should use TA in (3.12) and
the estimates of γ in Lemma 8.1. We leave the details to the readers. □

Lemma 4.4. Under the constraint (3.4), we haveˆ
ΣK

Q5
AψAdz = −λ

ˆ
ΣK

Q2
Adz +O(ε3K logK).

Proof. Using (3.1) and (3.20)ˆ
ΣK

Q5
AψAdz = −

ˆ
ΣK

(∆PQA + λPQA)ψAdz = −
ˆ
ΣK

PQA(∆ψA + λψA)dz

= −λ
ˆ
ΣK

(QA − T̃A)(QA − TA − φA)dz +

ˆ
ΣK

PQAFdz

= −λ
ˆ
ΣK

Q2
Adz + λ

ˆ
ΣK

QA(T̃A + TA + φA)dz +

ˆ
ΣK

PQAFdz,

(4.9)

where F is defined in (3.21). Recall (3.24), Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and (4.1),∣∣∣∣ˆ
ΣK

QA(T̃A + TA + φA)dz

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε
3
2K2

ˆ
ΣK

|QA|dz ≤ Cε3K logK.

Using (3.23), (4.1) and (3.24), one has∣∣∣∣ˆ
ΣK

PQAFdz

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε
3
2K2

ˆ
ΣK

|PQA|dz ≤ Cε3K logK.

Therefore, plugging in the above estimates back to (4.9),ˆ
ΣK

Q5
AψAdz = −λ

ˆ
ΣK

Q2
Adz +O(ε3K logK).

□
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Now, let us compute
´
ΣK

Q2
Adz. We recall ρ2(b) in (4.6). Taking the derivative to b on

both sides, we get

∇ρ2(b) =
1

4π
P.V.

ˆ
ΣK

2(z − b)

|z − b|4
dz = − 1

4π
P.V.

ˆ
R3\ΣK

2(z − b)

|z − b|4
dz.

It is not hard to show that |∇ρ2(b)| ≤ C logK in the constraint (3.4).

Lemma 4.5. Assume (3.4), we have

1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

Q2
Adz = ε2P.V.

ˆ
R3

[q(z + ξ)]2

4π|z|4
dz +O(ε3K(logK)2).

Proof. Note that

1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

Q2
Adz =

1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

ε

|z − b|2
q

(
εRβ(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ̂

)2

dz.

Notice that 1
4π

´
ΣK

εq(ξ̂)2

|z−b|2dz = ε[q(ξ̂)]2ρ2(b) = O(δ−2ε3K−1(logK)2). It suffices to estimate

I =
1

4π

ˆ
ΣK

ε

|z − b|2

(
q

(
εRβ(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ̂

)2

− q(ξ̂)2

)
dz.

Again, we split the integral into two on R3 and R3 \ ΣK . First, using a change of variable,ˆ
R3

ε

|z − b|2
[
q(

εRβ(z−b)

|z−b|2 + ξ̂)2 − q(ξ̂)2
]
dz = ε2P.V.

ˆ
R3

[q(z + ξ̂)]2 − [q(ξ̂)]2

|z|4
dz

= ε2P.V.

ˆ
R3

[q(z + ξ)]2

|z|4
dz + ε2P.V.

ˆ
R3

[q(z + ξ̂)]2 − [q(ξ̂)]2 − [q(z + ξ)]2

|z|4
dz

= ε2P.V.

ˆ
R3

[q(z + ξ)]2

|z|4
dz +O(ε2|a|).

Second, since ε/|z − b| ≲ 1 for z ∈ R3 \ ΣK , then

q

(
εRβ(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ̂

)2

− q(ξ̂)2 = 2q(ξ̂)∇q(ξ̂) · εRβ(z − b)

|z − b|2
+O(ε2|z − b|−2)

Therefore
1

4π

ˆ
R3\ΣK

ε

|z − b|2

(
q
(εRβ(z − b)

|z − b|2
+ ξ̂
)2

− q(ξ̂)2
)
dz

= ε2q(ξ̂)w · 1

2π
P.V.

ˆ
R3\ΣK

(z − b)

|z − b|4
+O(ε3)

= −ε2q(ξ̂)w · ∇ρ2(b) +O(ε3) = O(ε2|a| logK).

Combining the two results, the proof is complete. □

Inserting Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 to (4.7), we obtain

J(PQA) =
1

3

ˆ
R3

q6dz + 2πΨ(A) +O(ε3K(logK)2),(4.10)
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where

Ψ(A) = ε[q(ξ̂)]2H(b, b) + ε2q(ξ̂)w · [∇zH(b, b) +∇pH(b, b)]

+ ε3wT∇2
z,pH(b, b)w − λε2C∗(ξ).

(4.11)

and H(z, p) = He
0(z, p) + γ(z, p) and

C∗(ξ) = P.V.

ˆ
R3

[q(z + ξ)]2

4π|z|4
dz.

Remark 4.6. Clearly, Ψ(A) depends smoothly on the parameters of A. By elliptic theory
and Remark 3.6, it is not hard to show that the dependence of J(PQA) on the parameters in
A is at least C1.

5. GLUING PROCEDURE

In this section, we outline the gluing procedure by separating the perturbation into inner
and outer components. Specifically, we will prove that the inner part is the dominant term.

Let PQA denote the approximate solution defined in section 3

(5.1) PQA = QA − T̃A = QA − TA − φA − ψA.

We introduce the following form of PQA for convenience

PQA′ = ε
1
2QA − ε

1
2TA − ε

1
2φA − ε

1
2ψA

= QA′ − ε
1
2TA − ε

1
2φA − ε

1
2ψA

=
1

|y − bε|
q

(
Rβ(y − bε)

|y − bε|2
+ ε−1ξ + ε−1aν(ξ)

)
− ε

1
2 T̃A

where y = z
ε

and bε = b
ε
. The Brezis-Nirenberg problem is equivalent to finding ϕ such that

(5.2) ∆y(PQA′ + ϕ) + λε2(PQA′ + ϕ) + (PQA′ + ϕ)5 = 0,

which can be rewritten as

(5.3)

{
∆yϕ+ λε2ϕ+ 5PQ4

A′ϕ = −E −Nε(ϕ) in ΣK,ε,

ϕ = 0 on ∂ΣK,ε,

where ΣK,ε = {y | εy ∈ Σk},

E = ∆PQA′ + λε2PQA′ + PQ5
A′ = PQ5

A′ −Q5
A′

=− 5ε
1
2Q4

A′(TA + φA + ψA) +O(ε4K4)Q3
A′ +O(ε6K6)Q2

A′

+O(ε8K8)QA′ +O(ε10K10),

and

Nε(ϕ) = (PQA′ + ϕ)5 − PQ5
A′ − 5PQ4

A′ϕ.
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It is important to mention how the functions PQA′ and QA′ depend on the parameters
A′ = (Λ, ε−1a, ε−1ξ, bε, β). Particularly, the dependence of QA′ on Λ can be understood
as follows:

QA′ =
Λ

1
2

|y − bε|
q

(
RβΛ(y − bε)

|y − bε|2
+ ε−1ξ + ε−1aν(ξ)

)∣∣∣∣∣
Λ=1

.

Since we scale QA by ε for the space variable, so the parameter Λ does not appear in QA′

and we will not carry it in the expression of QA′ in the following argument.
We separate ϕ in the following form

(5.4) ϕ(y) = ηε̄2r(y)ϕin(y) + ϕout(y),

where ε̄ = εK and

ηε̄2r(y) =


1, if ε̄|y − bε| ≤ 2r,

0, if ε̄|y − bε| ≥ 4r.

for some r ∈
(
0, 1

32

)
and ϕin(y), ϕout(y) satisfy the following equation respectively

(5.5)


∆yϕin + λε2ϕin + 5PQ4

A′ϕin =− ηε̄r (Nε(η
ε̄
2rϕin + ϕout) + E)

− 5ηε̄rPQ
4
A′ϕout

in B 4r
ε̄
(bε),

ϕin = 0 on ∂B 4r
ε̄
(bε),

and

(5.6)


∆yϕout + λε2ϕout + 5(1− ηε̄r)PQ

4
A′ϕout

= −(1− ηε̄r) (E +N(ηε̄2rϕin + ϕout)) + ∆ηε̄2rϕin + 2∇ηε̄2r∇ϕin

in ΣK,ε,

ϕout = 0 on ∂ΣK,ε.

It is crucial to see that |∇ηε̄2r| ≤ Cε̄ and |∆ηε̄2r| ≤ Cε̄2, which makes equations (5.5) and
(5.6) weakly coupled. Next we shall reduce this system to a single problem in the ball. To
do this, we first pick out a small ϕin and solve ϕout from (5.6). We shall need the fact that the
operator ∆y + λε2 satisfies the Maximum principle in ΣK,ε provided K is large enough and
the following lemma

Lemma 5.1. Let ϕ solve {
∆ϕ+ λε2ϕ+ f = 0 in ΣK,ε,

ϕ = 0 on ∂ΣK,ε.

Then we have

∥ϕ∥L∞(ΣK,ε) ≤
C

ε̄2
∥f∥L∞(ΣK,ε).

Proof. We construct a function

w =
2π2

ε̄2
− r2 sin2 θ.



36 LIMING SUN, JUN-CHENG WEI, AND WEN YANG

After straightforward computation, we check that

∆w +
λε̄2

K2
w = −2 +

λε̄2

K2

(
2π2

ε̄2
− r2 sin2 θ

)
< −1

provided K is large enough. Thus, by maximum principle, we derive that(
2π2

ε̄2
− r2 sin2 θ

)
∥f∥L∞(ΣK,ε)

defines a super-solution and the conclusion follows easily. □

By Lemma 5.1, we get that

(5.7)

∥ϕout∥L∞(ΣK,ε) ≤
C

ε̄2
∥∥(1− ηε̄r)PQ

4
A′ϕout

∥∥
L∞(ΣK,ε)

+
C

ε̄2
∥(1− ηε̄r) (E +N(ηε̄2rϕin + ϕout))∥L∞(ΣK,ε)

+
C

ε̄2
∥∇ηε̄2r∇yϕin∥L∞(ΣK,ε)

+
C

ε̄2
∥∆ηε̄2rϕin∥L∞(ΣK,ε).

If we presumably assume that

(5.8) ∥ϕin∥∗ := sup
y∈B4r/ε̄

∥⟨y − bε⟩ϕin∥+ sup
y∈B4r/ε̄

∥⟨y − bε⟩2∇ϕin∥ is small.

Then we can apply the contraction mapping principle and the term Nε has a powerlike be-
havior with power greater than 1 to deduce a unique (small) solution ϕout with

(5.9) ∥ϕout(ϕin)∥L∞(ΣK,ε) ≤
C

ε̄2
∥ (1− ηε̄r)E∥L∞(ΣK,ε) + Cε̄∥ϕin∥∗.

Given any two functions ϕin,1 and ϕin,2, we see that the corresponding solution of (5.6)
satisfies a Lipschitz condition of the form

(5.10) ∥ϕout(ϕin,1)− ϕout(ϕin,2)∥L∞(ΣK,ε) ≤ Cε̄∥ϕin,1 − ϕin,2∥∗.

In addition, one can follow the similar process to derive that

(5.11)
∥∇A′ϕout(ϕin)∥L∞(ΣK,ε) ≤

C

ε̄2
∥∇A′((1− ηε̄r)E)∥L∞(ΣK,ε) + Cε̄∥ϕin∥∗

+ Cε̄∥∇A′ϕin∥∗ + Cε̄2∥ϕout(ϕin)∥L∞(ΣK,ε),

and

(5.12)
∥∇A′(ϕout(ϕin,1)− ϕout(ϕin,2))∥L∞(ΣK,ε) ≤ Cε̄∥ϕin,1 − ϕin,2∥∗

+ Cε̄∥∇A′(ϕin,1 − ϕin,2)∥∗.

Then the full problem can be reduced to solving the nonlocal problem in the ball B4r/ε̄(bε),

(5.13)


∆ϕin + λε2ϕin + 5PQ4

A′ϕin =− ηε̄rNε(ϕin + ϕout(ϕin))

− ηε̄r(E + 5PQ4
A′ϕout(ϕin))

in B4r/ε̄(bε),

ϕin = 0 on ∂B4r/ε̄(bε).

Next section, we shall study (5.13) and investigate the related linear problem.
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6. THE LINEAR AND NONLINEAR PROBLEM

In this section, we will study the linearized problem associated with (5.13) as well as the
nonlinear problem. Given that this material is now well-established and standard, we will
state the main result and provide a concise outline of its proof. For the details we refer the
readers to [17, 45, 50].

We first study the following linearized problem
∆ϕ+ λε2ϕ+ 5PQ4

A′ϕ = h+
5∑

j=0

cjPQ
4
A′Ẑj(y), in B4r/ε̄(bε),

ϕ = 0 on ∂B4r/ε̄(bε),´
B4r/ε̄(bε)

ϕPQ4
A′Ẑj(y)dy = 0, j = 0, 1, · · · , 5,

(6.1)

where A′ = (Λ, ε−1a, ε−1ξ, bε, β) and Ẑj(y) = χ(y)Zj(y). Here Zj(y) is the kernel function
introduced in section 2.3 3 and χ(y) is the characteristic function such that

χ(y) =

{
1, y ∈ B2r/ε̄(bε),

0, y ∈ B4r/ε̄(bε)
c.

To state the main result concerning the linearized problem, we introduce the following
weighted function space:

∥h∥∗∗ = sup
y∈B4r/ε̄(bε)

∣∣⟨y − bε⟩3+2σh(y)
∣∣ ,(6.2)

∥ϕ∥∗ = sup
y∈B4r/ε̄(bε)

|⟨y − bε⟩ϕ(y)|+ sup
y∈B4r/ε̄(bε)

|⟨y − bε⟩2∇ϕ(y)|,(6.3)

where σ is a sufficiently small positive number and ⟨y⟩ =
√

1 + |y|2. The first result of this
section is the following.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that the parameters A and ε satisfy the relation in (3.4). Then
there exists K0 large enough such that for all K > K0 and all h ∈ Cα(B4r/ε̄(bε)) which is
even in z3, the problem (6.1) has a unique solution ϕ ≡ Lε(h) which is even in z3, and

∥ϕ∥∗ ≤ C∥h∥∗∗, |cj| ≤ C∥h∥∗∗,
and

∥∇A′ϕ∥∗ ≤ C∥h∥∗∗.
Proof. We shall prove the proposition by contradiction, we mainly follow [45, Proposition
4.2] to sketch the major steps. Suppose that there exists a sequence K = Kn → ∞ such that
there are functions ϕn and hn with ∥ϕn∥∗ = 1 and ∥hn∥∗∗ = o(1) such that

(6.4)


∆ϕn + λε2ϕn + 5PQ4

A′ϕn = hn +
5∑

j=0

cjPQA′Ẑj in B4r/ε̄(bε),

ϕn = 0 on ∂B4r/ε̄(bε),´
B4r/ε̄(bε)

ϕnPQ
4
A′Ẑjdx = 0 for j = 0, · · · , 5,

for certain constants cj , we shall prove that ∥ϕn∥∗ → 0 to derive a contradiction.

3The parameters (1, ξ, 0, 0, θ∗) are replaced by (Λ, ε−1ξ, ε−1a, bε, β).
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Step 1. We first establish the following:

∥ϕn∥µ := sup
y∈B4r/ε̄(bε)

∣∣⟨y − bε⟩1−2µϕn(y)
∣∣+ sup

y∈B4r/ε̄(bε)

∣∣⟨y − bε⟩2−2µDϕn(y)
∣∣→ 0

with µ > 0 being a small fixed number. We shall also prove this statement by contradiction.
Without loss of generality, we may take ∥ϕn∥µ = 1. Multiplying the equation against Ẑℓ,
integrating by parts twice, we get that
5∑

j=0

cj

ˆ
B 4r

ε̄
(bε)

PQ4
A′ẐjẐℓdy =

ˆ
B 4r

ε̄
(bε)

(∆Ẑℓ + λε2nẐℓ + 5PQA′Ẑℓ)ϕndy −
ˆ
B 4r

ε̄
(bε)

hnẐℓdy.

By straightforward calculation one can verify that
( ´

B4r/ε̄(bε)
PQ4

A′ẐjẐldy
)
jℓ

is an invertible
matrix. While, one can easily prove that the right-hand side of the above equation is bounded
by

o(1)∥ϕn∥µ + C∥hn∥∗∗.
Thus, we conclude that

(6.5) |cj| ≤ C(∥hn∥∗∗ + o(1)∥ϕn∥µ), j = 0, 1, · · · , 5,

so that cj = o(1). Then by Green’s representation formula we can derive the following
estimation

|ϕn(y)|+ ⟨y − bε⟩|Dϕn(y)| ≤ C(∥ϕn∥µ + ∥hn∥∗∗)⟨y − bε⟩−1.

In particular,
⟨y − bε⟩1−2µ|ϕn(y)| ≤ C⟨y − bε⟩−2µ.

Since ∥ϕn∥µ = 1, we assume that ∥ϕn∥L∞(BR(0)) > γ for certain R > 0 and γ > 0 in-
dependently of ε. Then local elliptic estimates and the bounds above yield that, up to a
subsequence ϕn(y+ bε) converges uniformly over compact sets of R3 to a nontrivial solution
ϕ of

(6.6) ∆ϕ+ 5Q4ϕ = 0, |ϕ(y)| ≤ C|y|−1.

Due to the non-degenerate result in Proposition 2.5 and h is even in z3, we have that ϕ is a
linear combination of the functions Zj, j = 0, · · · , 5, defined in Section 2.3. On the other
hand, by the dominated convergence theorem, we see that (after passing to a subsequence
if necessary) the limit function ϕ is perpendicular to these kernels Zj, j = 0, 1, · · · , 5.
Hence the only possibility is that ϕ ≡ 0, which is a contradiction. This yields the proof of
∥ϕn∥µ → 0. Moreover, we have

∥ϕn∥∗ ≤ C(∥hn∥∗∗ + ∥ϕn∥µ),

hence ∥ϕn∥∗ → 0.

Step 2. In this step, we shall prove the existence of ϕ to (6.4) in the following function space

H =

{
ϕ ∈ H1

0

(
B4r/ε̄(bε)

) ∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
B4r/ε̄(bε)

ϕPQ4
A′Ẑjϕdy = 0, ∀ j = 0, · · · , 5

}
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endowed with the usual inner product

⟨ϕ, ψ⟩ =
ˆ
B4r/ε̄(bε)

∇ϕ∇ψdy.

Problem (6.4) expressed in weak form is equivalent to that of finding a ϕ ∈ H such that

⟨ϕ, ψ⟩ =
ˆ
B4r/ε̄(bε)

(λε2ϕ+ 5PQ4
A′ϕ− h)ψdy, ∀ψ ∈ H.

Using the Riesz’s representation theorem, the above equation could be rewritten in H as the
following form

(6.7) ϕ = Tε(ϕ) + h̃

with certain h̃ ∈ H which depends linearly in h and where Tε is a compact operator in
H . As a consequence of Fredholm’s alternative principle and the fact that ∥ϕn∥∗ → 0 as
∥hn∥∗∗ → 0, we conclude that for each h, problem (6.4) admits a unique solution, and the
estimate follows easily.

Step 3. In this step we shall study the dependence of ϕ onA′ = (Λ, ε−1a, ε−1ξ, ε−1b, β) with
(ε, a, ξ, b, β) ∈ R × R × Γ × R2 × R. Let us define A′ = (A′

0, · · · , A′
5) the components of

A′. We differentiate ϕ with respect to A′
ℓ and set formally Zϕ,ℓ =

∂
∂A′

ℓ
ϕ, ℓ = 0, · · · , 5.

We define cℓ,j so that

(6.8)
ˆ
B4r/ε̄(bε)

PQ4
A′Ẑm

(
Zϕ,ℓ −

5∑
j=0

cℓ,jẐj

)
dy = 0, ∀ℓ, j.

This amounts to solving a linear system in the constants cℓ,j ,

(6.9)
∑
j

cℓ,j

ˆ
B4r/ε̄(bε)

PQ4
A′ẐmẐjdy =

ˆ
B4r/ε̄(bε)

ϕ
∂

∂A′
ℓ

(PQ4
A′Ẑm)dy,

which follows by a direct differentiation with respect to A′
ℓ of the orthogonal conditions´

B4r/ε̄(bε)
ϕPQ4

A′Ẑmdx = 0. Arguing as before, we see that the above equation is uniquely
solvable and that

cℓ,j = O(∥ϕ∥∗)
uniformly for parameters A′ in the considered region. Thus

η := Zϕ,ℓ−
5∑

j=0

cℓ,jẐj ∈ H1
0

(
B4r/ε̄(bε)

)
and

ˆ
B4r/ε̄(bε)

ηPQ4
A′Ẑjdx = 0, ∀j = 0, · · · , 5.

On the other hand, a direct but tedious computation shows that

(6.10) ∆η + λε2η + 5PQ4
A′η = f +

5∑
j=0

djPQ
4
A′Ẑj in B 4r

ε̄
(bε),

where dj = ∂
∂A′

ℓ
cj and

(6.11) f = −
5∑

j=0

cℓ,j(∆ + λnε
2
n + 5PQ4

A′)Ẑj +
5∑

j=0

cj∂A′
ℓ
(PQ4

A′Ẑj)− 5(∂A′
ℓ
PQ4

A′)ϕ.
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Thus, we have η = Lε(f). Consider the function f , we have∥∥ϕ∂A′
ℓ
(PQ4

A′)
∥∥
∗∗ ≤ C∥ϕ∥∗,

∣∣∣∂A′
ℓ
(PQ4

A′Ẑj)
∣∣∣ ≤ C(1 + |y|2)−3,

hence
∥cj∂A′

ℓ
PQ4

A′Ẑj∥∗∗ ≤ C∥h∥∗∗,
which dues to that ci = O(∥h∥∗∗). Lastly, by direct computation we have∣∣∣(∆ + λε2 + 5PQ4

A′)Ẑj

∣∣∣ ≤ Cε2(1 + |y|2)−
1
2 ≤ Cε̄1−2σ(1 + |y|2)−

3
2
−σ,

which leads to ∥∥∥∥∥
5∑

j=0

cℓ,j(∆ + λε2 + 5PQ4
A′)Ẑj

∥∥∥∥∥
∗∗

≤ C∥h∥∗∗.

Thus we conclude that
∥f∥∗∗ ≤ C∥h∥∗∗.

Next, we define
Zϕ,ℓ = Lε(f) +

∑
j

cℓ,jPQ
4
A′Ẑj,

with cℓ,j given by relations (6.9) and f given by (6.11), we check that indeed Zϕ,ℓ = ∂A′
ℓ
ϕ. In

fact, Z depends continuously on the parameters A and h with respect to the norm ∥ · ∥∗ and
∥Zϕ,ℓ∥∗ ≤ C∥h∥∗∗ for parameters in the considered region. Hence, we finish the proof. □

Next, we shall solve the nonlinear problem

(6.12)


(
∆+ λε2 + 5PQ4

A′

)
ϕin = −ηε̄r(N̄ε(ϕin) + E) +

5∑
j=0

cjPQ
4
A′Z̄j in B 4r

ε̄
(bε),

ϕin = 0 on ∂B 4r
ε̄
(bε),

where
N̄ε(ϕin) = Nε(ϕin + ϕout(ϕin)) + 5PQ4

A′ϕout(ϕin).

Proposition 6.2. Suppose that the parameters A and ε satisfy the relation in (3.4). Then
there exists K0 large enough such that for all K ≥ K0, there is a unique solution ϕin(A

′) to
problem (6.12) with

(6.13) ∥ϕin∥∗ ≤ Cε2K2, and ∥∇A′ϕin∥∗ ≤ Cε2K2.

Proof. Here we shall give the details for the estimation on ϕ, For the derivation of the es-
timation for the derivative of ϕ with respect to the parameters A′, we refer the readers to
[17, 45, 50] for the details.

Consider the right-hand side of (6.12), we observe that

E = Q5
A′ − PQ5

A′ = 5ε
1
2PQ4

A′(TA + φA + ψA) +O(ε4K4)Q3
A′ +O(ε6K6)Q2

A′

+O(ε8K8)QA′ +O(ε10K10).

Then we have
∥ηε̄rE∥∗∗ ≤ Cε2K2.
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To estimate N̄ε(ϕin), we first see that∣∣ηε̄rN̄ε(ϕin)
∣∣ ≤ C|PQA′|4|ϕout|+ C|PQA′ |3(|ϕin|2 + |ϕout|2)

+ C|PQA′|2(|ϕin|3 + |ϕout|3) + C|PQA′|(|ϕin|4 + |ϕout|4)
+ C(|ϕin|5 + |ϕout|5).

Hence ∥∥ηεrN̄ε(ϕin)
∥∥
∗∗ ≤ Cε̄4 + Cε̄2−σ(∥ϕin∥2∗ + ∥ϕin∥3∗ + ∥ϕin∥4∗ + ∥ϕin∥5∗).

Next we shall show that equation (6.12) has a unique solution ϕin = ϕin,0 + ϕin,n with

(6.14) ϕin,0 = Tε(η
ε̄
rE),

as the required properties. Here Tε denotes the linear operator defined in Proposition 6.1.
That is Tε(ηε̄rE) = ϕin,0. As a consequence, ϕin = ϕin,0 + ϕin,n is a solution to (6.12) if and
only if

(6.15) ϕin,n = −Tε(N̄ε(ϕin,0 + ϕin,n)) = Mε(ϕin,n).

Then we need to show that the operator Mε defined above is a contraction inside a property
chosen region. Since ∥ηε̄rE∥∗∗ ≤ Cε2K2, the result of Proposition 6.1 gives that

∥Tε(ηε̄rE)∥∗ ≤ Cε2K2,

and

(6.16) ∥ηεrN̄ε(ϕin,0 + ϕin,n)∥∗∗ ≤ C(ε̄ε2K2 + ε̄∥ϕin,n∥∗ + ε̄2−σ∥ϕin,n∥2∗).
We shall study the problem (6.15) in the following function space

(6.17) F =
{
f ∈ H1

0 (ΣK,ε) : ∥f∥∗ ≤ Cε2K2
}
.

From Proposition 6.1 and (6.16) we conclude that, forK sufficiently large and any ϕ̄ ∈ F
we have

∥Mε(ϕ̄)∥∗ ≤ Cε2K2.

If we choose R large enough in the definition of F , see (6.17), then we get that Mε maps
F into itself. Now we shall show that the map Mε is a contraction, for any K sufficiently
large, and it will imply that Mε has a unique fixed point in F and hence problem (6.12) has
a unique solution. For any ϕ̄1, ϕ̄2 in F we have

∥Mε(ϕ̄1)−Mε(ϕ̄2)∥∗ ≤ C∥N̄ε(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄1)−Nε(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄2)∥∗∗,
now we just need to check that N̄ε is a contraction in its corresponding norms. By definition
of N̄ε, we have∣∣Nε(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄1 + ϕout(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄1))−Nε(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄2 + ϕout(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄2))

∣∣
≤ CPQ3

A′|ϕ̄||ϕ̄1 − ϕ̄2|

for some ϕ̄ in the segment joining ϕin,0+ϕ̄1+ϕout(ϕin,0+ϕ̄1) and ϕin,0+ϕ̄2+ϕout(ϕin,0+ϕ̄2),
and ∣∣PQ4

A′ϕout(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄1)− PQ4
A′ϕout(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄1)

∣∣ ≤ Cε̄PQ4
A′|ϕ̄1 − ϕ̄2|.

Therefore, we can conclude that there exists c ∈ (0, 1) such that

(6.18) ∥N̄ε(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄1)− N̄ε(ϕin,0 + ϕ̄2)∥∗∗ ≤ c∥ϕ̄1 − ϕ̄2∥∗.
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This concludes the proof of existence of ϕ solution to (6.12), and the first estimate in (6.13).
□

7. THE FINITE-DIMENSIONAL REDUCTION AND THE CRITICAL POINT

In this section, we will first set up the reduction that transforms the original infinite-
dimensional problem into a finite-dimensional one. Then, we will determine the critical
points of the energy with respect to the parameters, using these to establish the proof of
Theorem 1.2.

Suppose that ϕA′ is the solution of (6.12). Let uε(y) = PQA′(y) + ϕA′(y), then

∆yuε(y) + λε2uεy + uε(y)
5 =

5∑
j=0

cjPQ
4
A′Z̄j.

Note that uε will satisfy (5.2) if the Lagrange multiplier cj = 0 for j = 0, 1, · · · , 5. The
following reduction Lemma says that this is equivalent to the criticality of A′ in a finite-
dimensional space. Returning to the original variable z and A (before scaling), denoting
PQA(z) = ε−1/2PQA′(z/ε) and ϕA(z) = ε−1/2ϕA′(z/ε), then PQA(z) + ϕA(z) will be a
solution to the Brezis-Nirenberg problem under the criticality of A.

Lemma 7.1. uε = PQA′ +ϕA′(y) is a solution of problem (5.2) if and only if A′ is a critical
point of the energy

Jε(uε) :=
1

2

ˆ
ΣK,ε

|∇yuε|2dy −
λε2

2

ˆ
ΣK,ε

u2εdy −
1

6

ˆ
ΣK,ε

u6εdy.

Equivalently, PQA(z)+ϕA(z) is a solution to (1.12) if and only if A is a critical point of the
energy J(PQA + ϕA) = Jε(uε) where

J(PQA + ϕA) :=
1

2

ˆ
ΣK

|∇z(PQA + ϕA)|2dz −
λ

2

ˆ
ΣK

(PQA + ϕA)
2dz

− 1

6

ˆ
ΣK

(PQA + ϕA)
6dz.

Proof. Let A′
ℓ, ℓ = 0, · · · , 5 be the elements of A′. Considering the derivative of I with

respect to A′
ℓ, we see that ∂I

∂A′
ℓ
= 0 is equivalent to say that ∂Jε(PQA′+ϕA′ )

∂A′
ℓ

= 0. Next we
compute

∂

∂A′
ℓ

Jε(PQA′ + ϕA′) = DJε(PQA′ + ϕA′)

[
∂

∂A′
ℓ

PQA′ +
∂

∂A′
ℓ

ϕA′

]
.

On the other hand, one sees that
∂PQA′

∂A′
ℓ

= Ẑ2(y) + o(1).

Using Proposition 6.2 and estimates (5.9)-(5.12), one can show∥∥∥∥∂ϕA′

∂A′
ℓ

∥∥∥∥
∗∗

= O(ε2K2) as K → ∞,
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then we get that ∂I
∂A′

ℓ
= 0 is equivalent to say DJε(PQA′ + ϕA′)[Ẑℓ + o(1)] = 0. As a

consequence, we can draw a conclusion that ∇AI = 0 is equivalent to

(7.1) DJε(PQA′ + ϕA′)
[
Ẑℓ + o(1)

]
= 0, ∀ℓ = 0, · · · , 5.

From the fact thatDJε(PQA′+ϕA′)[g] = 0 for all functions such that
´
ΣK,ε

PQ4
A′Ẑℓgdy = 0,

we can see that (7.1) can be written as

(7.2) DJε(PQA′ + ϕA′)
[
Ẑℓ + o(1)Ξ

]
= 0, ∀ℓ = 0, · · · , 5,

where Ξ is a uniformly bounded function, that belongs to the vector space generated by the
functions Ẑℓ. Then ∇I(A′) = 0 is equivalent to

DJε(PQA′ + ϕA′)[Ẑℓ] = 0, ∀ℓ = 0, · · · , 5.
By definition of cℓ in (6.12), then we readily derive that this is equivalent to cℓ = 0 for all ℓ
and it finishes the proof. □

In the following calculation, we shall see the major in the expansion of J(PQA + ϕA) is
J(PQA).

J(PQA + ϕA) = Jε(PQA′ + ϕA′)

=
1

2

ˆ
ΣK,ε

|∇y(PQA′ + ϕA′)|2dy − λε2

2

ˆ
ΣK,ε

(PQA′ + ϕA′)2dy

− 1

6

ˆ
ΣK,ε

(PQA′ + ϕA′)6dy.

By expanding all terms and grouping them, we get

(7.3)

Jε(PQA′ + ϕA′) = Jε(PQA′)−
ˆ
ΣK,ε

(∆PQA′ + λε2PQA′ + PQ5
A′)ϕA′dy

− 1

2

ˆ
ΣK,ε

(∆ϕA′ + λε2ϕA′ + 5PQ4
A′ϕA′)ϕA′dy

− 1

6

ˆ
ΣK,ε

(20PQ3
A′ϕ3

A′ + 15PQ2
A′ϕ4

A′ + 6PQA′ϕ5
A′ + ϕ6

A′)dy.

It is known that ∥ϕA∥∗ ≤ Cε2K2, one can easily show that∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ
ΣK,ε

(20PQ3
A′ϕ3

A′ + 15PQ2
A′ϕ4

A′ + 6PQA′ϕ5
A′ + ϕ6

A′)dy

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε6K6.

Consider the second term on the right-hand side of (7.3), we have

(7.4) ∆PQA′ + λε2PQA′ + PQ5
A′ = E(PQA′),

where

E(PQA′) = PQ5
A′ −Q5

A′ =− 5ε
1
2Q4

A′(TA + φA + ψA) +O(ε4K4)Q3
A′ +O(ε6K6)Q2

A′

+O(ε8K8)QA′ +O(ε10K10).
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Then

(7.5)

ˆ
ΣK,ε

(∆PQA′ + λε2PQA′ + PQ5
A′)ϕA′dy

= −5

ˆ
ΣK,ε

ε
1
2Q4

A′(TA + φA + ψA)ϕA′dy +O(ε6K6)

= O(ε4K4)

ˆ
ΣK,ε

Q4
A′dy +O(ε6K6) = O(ε4K4).

While for the third term on the right hand side of (7.3),

(7.6) ∆ϕA′ + λε2ϕA′ + 5PQ4
A′ϕA′ = E(PQA′) +N(ϕA′) +

5∑
j=0

cjPQ
4
A′Ẑj.

As the above computation,

(7.7)
ˆ
ΣK,ε

E(PQA′)ϕA′dy = O(ε4K4).

While for the higher order term N(ϕA′), it is easy to see that

(7.8)
ˆ
ΣK,ε

N(ϕA′)ϕA′dy = O(ε6K6).

The multiplicative of cjPQ4
AẐj and ϕA′ is obvious zero due to the setting of ϕA′ . Therefore,

we conclude that

(7.9)
ˆ
ΣK,ε

(∆ϕA′ + λε2ϕA′ + 5PQ4
A′ϕA′)ϕA′dy = O(ε4K4).

Thus we conclude that

(7.10) J(PQA+ϕA) = Jε(PQA′ +ϕA′) = Jε(PQA′)+O(ε4K4) = J(PQA)+O(ε
4K4).

Theorem 7.2. There exists δ small such that for K large enough, the infA∈C J(PQA + ϕA)
is achieved in the interior of the set C defined by (3.4), i.e.

εK3 ∈ [δ, δ−1], ξ ∈ Γ, |a| ≤ δ−1ε logK, d ∈
[
logK−log logK

K
, logK

K

]
,

|αb| ≤ δ−1/2K−2 logK, |β̂| ≤ δ−1/2K−1 logK.
(7.11)

Proof. Since the constraint set C is closed, the infimum of J(PQA + ϕA) over A ∈ C is
attained at some point A = (ε, ξ, a, d, αb, β̂) ∈ C . Note that since we denote b = |b|eiαb and
d = (1 − |b|2)/b, then it is equivalent to write A = (ε, ξ, a, d, αb, β̂) and A = (ε, ξ, a, b, β̂).
Recall that our notation convention (3.5) implies αw = β̂.

We will prove that for each point on the boundary ∂C there is another interior point whose
value is strictly smaller than that. Thus, the infimum must be achieved in the interior. First,
let us recall that

J(PQA + ϕA) = J(PQA) +O(ε4K4) =
1

3

ˆ
R3

q6dz + 2πΨ(A) +O(ε3K(logK)2).

(7.12)
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Notice that 1
3

´
R3 q

6 is a constant and does not depend on A. We need to study Ψ(A) where

Ψ(A) = ε[q(ξ̂)]2H(b, b) + ε2q(ξ̂)w · [∇zH(b, b) +∇pH(b, b)]

+ ε3wT∇2
z,pH(b, b)w − λε2C∗(ξ).

It is essential to determine the exact order of each term involving H. To maintain the flow
of the proof, we defer this analysis to the following sections and list the results here. First, it
follows from Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.6 that

H(b, b) = γ(b, b) +He
0(b, b) =

1

2|b|
[Ŝ1(K) + S1(K, d) +O(K3α2

b)].

For later references, we denote the “leading term” as C0 := Ŝ1(K) + S1(K, d). The order of
C0 can be obtained by Lemma 9.1 and Lemma 9.4 in Section 9.

C0(K, d) = Ŝ1(K) + S1(K, d) =
K

π
log 4 +O((logK)1/2).

Second, by Lemma 8.3 and Lemma 8.7, we have

w · ∇zH(b, b) = w · ∇zγ(b, b) + w · ∇zH
e
0(b, b) = O(K(logK)1/2).

Third, using Lemma 8.4 and Lemma 8.8,

wT∇2
z,pH(b, b) =

|w|2

8|b|3
[
C2(K, d) + (αw, αb)Aγ(αw, αb)

T +O(Kd−2α2
w +Kd−4α2

b)
]
,

where

C2(K, d) = Ŝ1(K) + Ŝ3(K) + S1(K, d)− (d+
√
1 + d2)2S3(K, d) + 3(d2 + d4)S5(K, d),

Aγ =

(
So
3(K)− 2So

1(K) + 3Ŝe
3(K) −3Ŝ3(K) + 3So

1(K)

−3Ŝ3(K) + 3So
1(K) 3

2
[4So

5(K) + So
3(K)− 3So

1(K)] + 3Ŝe
3(K)

)
.

Again, Lemma 9.1, Lemma 9.2 and Lemma 9.4 imply that

(7.13)
C2(K, d) =

3ζ(3)

2π3
K3 +O(K logK) +

√
8

π
K3(Kd)−

1
2 e−Kd(1 +O((Kd)−1)

=
3ζ(3)

2π3
K3 +O(K2(logK)1/2),

Aγ =

( 5ζ(3)
2π3 K

3 +O(K logK) −6ζ(3)
π3 K3 +O(K logK)

−6ζ(3)
π3 K3 +O(K logK) 93ζ(5)

8π5 K5 +O(K3)

)
,(7.14)

where ζ(·) is the Riemann zeta function.
Now, we decompose

Ψ(A) = Ψ(A0) + Ψ(A)−Ψ(A0)

where A0 = (ε, ξ, a, b0, 0) and b0 = (|b|, 0, 0).

Ψ(A0) = ε[q(ξ̂)]2
C0(K, d)

2|b|
+

|w|2

8|b|3
ε3C2(K, d)− λε2C∗(ξ) +O(δ−1ε3K(logK)2),(7.15)
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Ψ(A)−Ψ(A0) = ε3(αw, αb)Aγ(αw, αb)
T

+O
(
ε[q(ξ̂)]2K3α2

b + ε2q(ξ̂)Kd−1(α2
w + d−2α2

b)) + ε3Kd−2(α2
w + d−2α2

b)
)
.

(7.16)

Using the explicit orders of Aγ and the bounds in C , we have rough estimates

|Ψ(A)−Ψ(A0)| ≤ Cδ−1ε3K(logK)2.(7.17)

In the following, we will prove that if δ is sufficiently small and K sufficiently large then
any point on the boundary ∂C is strictly greater than some interior point. Since Γ is a closed
curve, ξ is always in the interior. It remains to consider the variation of J(PAA + ϕA) for
ε, a, d, αb, αw. We denote Cq =

1
3

´
R3 q

6dz for short.
(1) Consider the variation of ε, and fix all the other variables in A. Thus one can think

of J(PQA + ϕA) = J1(ε) as a function of ε on [δK−3, δ−1K−3]. If ε = δK−3, then using
(7.12), (7.15), (7.17), and the definition of C in (7.11),

J1(δK
−3) ≥ Cq − 2πλδ2K−6C∗(ξ) +O(δ2K−8(logK)2).

If ε = δ−1K−3, then the same estimates yields

J1(δ
−1K−3) ≥ Cq + 2π

(
|w|2

8|b|3
δ−3K−6C2(K, d)− λδ−2K−6C∗(ξ)

)
+O(δ−4K−8(logK)2).

However, one can choose another ε∗ = δ∗K
−3 with δ∗ = 16|b|3λC∗(ξ)K

3/(3|w|2C2(K, d))
and compute its energy. Notice that ε∗[q(ξ̂)]2C0(K, d)/(2|b|) ≤ Cδ−2(ε∗)

3K(logK)2, then

J1(δ∗K
−3) ≤ Cq + 2π

(
2

3
λ(ε∗)

2C∗(ξ)− λ(ε∗)
2C∗(ξ)

)
+O(δ−4K−8(logK)2)

≤ Cq −
π

2
λ(ε∗)

2C∗(ξ) = Cq −
π

2
λδ2∗C∗(ξ)K

−6.

Comparing the order K−6 of three cases, one can choose a sufficiently small δ satisfying
δ < δ∗ < δ−1 and sufficiently large K such that

J1(δ∗K
−3) < min{J1(δK

−3),J1(δ
−1K−3)}.

(2) Consider the variation of a, and fix all the other variables in A. Thus one can think
of J(PQA + ϕA) = J2(|a|) as a function of |a| on [0, δ−1ε logK]. If |a| = δ−1ε logK.
Plugging in q(ξ̂) = q(ξ + aν(ξ)) = a|∇q(ξ)|+O(a2) and

|w|2 = |∇q(ξ̂)|2 = |∇q(ξ)|2 + 2a|∇q(ξ)|ν(ξ)T (∇2q(ξ))ν(ξ) +O(a2)

to (7.15) yields

J2(δ
−1ε(logK)1/2) = Cq + 2π

(
|∇q(ξ)|2ε3K logK log 4

2π|b|δ2
+

|∇q(ξ)|2

8|b|3
ε3C2(K, d)− λε2C∗(ξ)

)
+O(δ−1ε3K(logK)2).

However, if we choose a = 0 then

J2(0) ≤ Cq + 2π

(
|∇q(ξ)|2

8|b|3
ε3C2(K, d)− λε2C∗(ξ)

)
+O(δ−1ε3K(logK)2).

Taking K large enough and δ small enough, we have

J2(0) < J2(δ
−1ε logK).
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(3) Consider the variation of d, and fix all the other variables in A. Thus one can think
of J(PQA + ϕA) = J3(d) as a function of d on [ logK−log logK

K
, logK

K
]. In this case, we use

(7.15), (7.17), and the estimate of C0(K, d) to get

Ψ(A0) = ε3
|w|2

8

C2(K, d)
|b|3

− λε2C∗(ξ) +O(δ−2ε3K(logK)2).(7.18)

Note that |b| =
√
1 + d2 − d = 1 − d + O(d2). Using the definition of C2(K, d) and the

estimate of Si and Si(K, d) in the Lemma 9.1 and Lemma 9.4, we have

C2(K, d)
|b|3

= K3

[
3ζ(3)

2π3
+ (Kd)−

1
2 e−Kd +O((Kd)−

3
2 e−Kd)

]
(1 + 3d+O(d2))

= K3

[
3ζ(3)

2π3
+

9ζ(3)

2π3
d+ (Kd)−

1
2 e−Kd +O(d2 + (Kd)−

3
2 e−Kd)

]
.

If d = logK
K

, then

C2(K, d)
|b|3

= K3

[
3ζ(3)

2π3
+

9ζ(3)

2π3

logK

K
+

(logK)−
1
2

K
+O

(
(logK)−

3
2

K

)]
.

If d = logK−log logK
K

, then

C2(K, d)
|b|3

= K3

[
3ζ(3)

2π3
+

9ζ(3)

2π3

logK

K
+

(logK)
1
2

K
+O

(
log logK

K

)]
.

If d = 1
K
[logK − 1

2
log logK], then

C2(K, d)
|b|3

= K3

[
3ζ(3)

2π3
+

9ζ(3)

2π3

logK − 1
2
log logK

K
+O

(
1

K

)]
.

Obviously, the third one is strictly less than the first two at least by a term of the order
ε3K2 log logK when K is large enough. Consequently, (7.18) implies that

J3(
logK− 1

2
log logK

K
) < min{J3(

logK
K

),J3(
logK−log logK

K
)}.

(4) Consider the variation of αb and αw, and fix all the other variables in A. Recall that
our definition of θ∗(ξ) makes αw = β̂. Denote α̂b = Kαb. Thus the constraint C indicates
that |αw| ≤ δ−1/2K−1 logK and |α̂b| ≤ δ−1/2K−1 logK. In this case, Ψ(A0) is fixed. We
think of J(PQA + ϕA) = J4(αw, α̂b) as a function of αw, α̂b on the square[

− logK

Kδ1/2
,
logK

Kδ1/2

]
×
[
− logK

Kδ1/2
,
logK

Kδ1/2

]
.

Then (7.16) can be simplified

Ψ(A)−Ψ(A0) = ε3(αw, α̂b)Âγ(αw, α̂b)
T +O

(
ε3K3

logK
(α2

w + α̂2
b)

)
,(7.19)

where

Âγ =

(
5ζ(3)
2π3 K

3 +O(K logK) −6ζ(3)
π3 K2 +O(logK)

−6ζ(3)
π3 K2 +O(logK) 93ζ(5)

8π5 K3 +O(K)

)
.
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It is easy to see that Âγ is positive-definite with lowest eigenvalue

λγ ≥ 1

2
min

{
5ζ(3)

2π3
,
93ζ(5)

8π5

}
K3

if K is large enough. If |αw| = δ−1/2K−1 logK or |α̂b| = δ−1/2K−1 logK, then

Ψ(A)−Ψ(A0) ≥ ε3(αw, α̂b)Âγ(αw, α̂b)
T +O

(
ε3K3

logK
(α2

w + α̂2
b)

)
≥ λγε

3(α2
w + α̂2

b) +O

(
ε3K3

logK
(α2

w + α̂2
b)

)
≥ 1

4
δ−1min

{
5ζ(3)

2π3
,
93ζ(5)

8π5

}
ε3K(logK)2.

Note that J(PQA + ϕA) = Cq + Ψ(A0) + Ψ(A)− Ψ(A0) + O(ε3K(logK)2). Choosing δ
small and K large, the above analysis implies that

J4(0, 0) < J4(αw, α̂b), ∀ |αw| or |α̂b| = δ−1/2K−1 logK.

Now combining the previous (1)-(4) parts, we know that the infimum of J(PQA + ϕA)
must be achieved when the parameters ε, ξ, a, d, αb, αw are in the interior of the constraint
set. Hence we finish the whole proof. □

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 7.2, it follows that infA∈C J(PQA + ϕA) is attained in
the interior of C . By Remark 4.6 and Proposition 6.2, J(PQA + ϕA) is at least C1 on
the parameters of A. Then the partial derivatives of J(PQA + ϕA) with respect to the six
parameters of A are zero at a minimum point in the interior of C . Then using Lemma 7.1,
we find a nontrivial solution to (1.12) and it proves Theorem 1.2. □

8. CRITICAL COMPUTATIONS

In this section, we present essential estimates for γ and He
0 , which are necessary for the

analyses discussed in the preceding sections. These two functions exhibit certain computa-
tional similarities. We provide a detailed computation for γ and outline the corresponding
steps for He

0 .

8.1. Estimates on Type I. We estimate γ(z, p) in this subsection. Recall

γ(z, p) :=
1

|z̄e2iθ0 − p|
−

K/2−1∑
j=1

(
1

|ze4jiθ0 − p|
− 1

|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − p|

)
.(8.1)

The following lemma gives a rough bound of γ and its derivatives.

Lemma 8.1. For any z, b ∈ ΣK with b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T and |b| > 1
2
, one has

|∇mγ(z, p)|p=b| ≤ CKm+1, m = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.

Proof. Let us first prove the case m = 0. Suppose z = (z1, z2, z3) = (reiαz , z3). We recall
(3.10) and (3.11). Since |αz ± αb| < 2θ0, one can see that

2jθ0 +
1
2
αz − 1

2
αb ∈ [(2j − 1)θ0, (2j + 1)θ0],
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(2j + 1)θ0 − 1
2
αz − 1

2
αb ∈ [2jθ0, (2j + 2)θ0].

Moreover, they both belong to [0, π
2
] when 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 = ⌊K/4 − 1⌋, the largest integer

less than or equal to K/4− 1. Thus, (3.10), (3.11) and the monotonicity of Sine function on
[0, π

2
] imply that

|z̄e2iθ0 − b| < |ze4iθ0 − b| < |z̄e6iθ0 − b| < · · · < |z̄e(4j0+2)iθ0 − b|.
Therefore

0 <

j0∑
j=1

(
1

|ze4jiθ0 − b|
− 1

|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b|

)
<

1

|ze4iθ0 − b|
− 1

|z̄e(4j0+2)iθ0 − b|
.(8.2)

When j ≥ j1 = ⌈K/4+1/2⌉, the least integer greater than or equal to K/4+1/2. In this
case, we have 2jθ0 +

1
2
αz − 1

2
αb and (2j + 1)θ0 − 1

2
αz − 1

2
αb belong to [π

2
, π]. Thus (3.10)

and (3.11) and the monotonicity of Sine function on [π
2
, π] imply that

|ze4j1iθ0 − b| > |z̄e(4j1+2)iθ0 − b| > · · · > |z̄e2(K−1)iθ0 − b|.
Therefore

1

|ze4j1iθ0 − b|
− 1

|z̄e2(K−1)iθ0 − b|
<

K/2−1∑
j=j1

(
1

|ze4jiθ0 − b|
− 1

|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b|

)
< 0.(8.3)

For j0 ≤ j ≤ j1, one has that ze4jiθ0 and z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 are far from b. More precisely, |ze4jiθ0 −
b| ≥ |b|, and |ze(4j+2)iθ0 − b| ≥ |b|. Since j1 − j0 ≤ 3, then∣∣∣∣∣

j1−1∑
j=j0+1

(
1

|ze4jiθ0 − b|
− 1

|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b|

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 6

|b|
.

Combining the above with (8.2) and (8.3), we get

γ(z, b) ≤ 1

|z̄e2iθ0 − b|
+

1

|z̄e2(K−1)iθ0 − b|
− 1

|ze4j1iθ0 − b|
+

6

|b|
,

γ(z, b) ≥ 1

|z̄e2iθ0 − b|
− 1

|ze4iθ0 − b|
+

1

|z̄e(4j0+2)iθ0 − b|
− 6

|b|
.

(8.4)

Note that for any z, b ∈ ΣK , one has 1/(2K) ≤ |ze4jiθ0 − b| ≤ 2 for any j ≥ 1. This also
holds for |z̄e2(K−1)iθ0 − b| and |ze4iθ0 − b|. Thus, the above inequalities imply that

|γ(z, b)| ≤ CK.

For the derivatives of γ, using the estimates like (3.14), it is easy to show that for m ≥ 1

|∇mγ(z, b)| ≤ C

K/2−1∑
j=0

1

|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b|m+1
+ C

K/2−1∑
j=1

1

|ze4jiθ0 − b|m+1
.

Invoking (3.9), one has

|∇mγ(z, b)| ≤ C

K−1∑
j=0

cscm+1 jθ0 ≤ CKm+1.

Hence we finish the proof. □
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In this particular case z = b, we have a more precise estimate.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose that b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T satisfies |b| > 1
2

and |αb| < 1
2
θ0. Then

γ(b, b) =
1

2|b|

[
Ŝ1(K) +O(K3α2

b)
]
.

where Ŝ1(K) is defined in Lemma 9.1.

Proof. Using (3.10), (3.11) and |αb| < 1
2
θ0, we obtain |be4jiθ0 − b| = 2|b| sin 2jθ0 and

|b̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b| = 2|b| sin((2j + 1)θ0 − αb). Then

γ(b, b) =
1

2|b|

K/2−1∑
j=0

1

sin((2j + 1)θ0 − αb)
− 1

2|b|

K/2−1∑
j=1

sin(2jθ0).

The following expansion holds uniformly for any θ ∈ (0, π) and |αb| < min{ θ
2
, π − θ

2
},

1

sin(θ − αb)
=

1

sin θ
+

cos θ

sin2 θ
αb +O

(
α2
b

sin3 θ

)
.

Replacing θ = (2j + 1)θ0 in the above and summing on j from 0 to K/2− 1, we have
K/2−1∑
j=0

1

sin((2j + 1)θ0 − αb)
=

K/2−1∑
j=0

1

sin(2j + 1)θ0
+O(K3α2

b).

Here the odd term on αb vanishes because
∑K/2−1

j=0 csc((2j + 1)θ0 − αb) is an even function
on αb. One can see this by changing j to K/2− 1− j in the summation. Consequently

γ(b, b) =
1

2|b|

(
K−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1

sin(jθ0)
+O(K3α2

b)

)
=

1

2|b|

[
Ŝ1(K) +O(K3α2

b)
]
,

where we have used the notations in Lemma 9.1. The proof is complete. □

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that w = (|w|eiαw , 0)T and b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T satisfy |b| > 1
2

and
|αb| < 1

2
θ0. Then

w · ∇zγ(b, b) =
|w|
4|b|2

[
−Ŝ1(K) +O(K(logK)α2

w +K3|αwαb|+K3α2
b)
]

and the same expansion applies to w · ∇pγ(b, b).

Proof. Step 1: It is straightforward to verify that for any θ ∈ [0, 2π],

∇z|zeiθ − p|−1 = −|zeiθ − p|−3(z − pe−iθ).

Thus

w · ∇z|zeiθ − p|−1
∣∣
z=b,p=b

=
w · (be−iθ − b)

|beiθ − b|3
= − |w|

(2|b|)2
sin( θ

2
+ αw − αb)

sin2 θ
2

,(8.5)

where we have used |beiθ − b| = 2|b| sin θ
2

and

w · (be−iθ − b) = |w||b|(cos(αb − θ − αw)− cos(αb − αw))

= 2|w||b| sin θ
2
sin(αb − αw − θ

2
).

(8.6)



BREZIS-NIRENBERG PROBLEM 51

Step 2: It is easy to get that for any θ ∈ [0, 2π]

∇z|z̄eiθ − p|−1 = −|z̄eiθ − p|−3(z − p̄eiθ).

Thus when |αb| < 1
2
θ

w · ∇|z̄eiθ − p|−1
∣∣
z=b,p=b

=
w · (b̄eiθ − b)

|b̄eiθ − b|3
= − |w|

(2|b|)2
sin( θ

2
− αw)

sin2( θ
2
− αb)

,(8.7)

where we have used |b̄eiθ − b| = |b| sin( θ
2
− αb) and

w · (b̄eiθ − b) = |w||b|(cos(θ − αb − αw)− cos(αb − αw))

= 2|w||b| sin(αb − θ
2
) sin( θ

2
− αw).

(8.8)

Step 3: Plugging in θ = 4jθ0 in (8.5) and θ = (4j + 2)θ0 in (8.7), taking sum on j, we
obtain

w · ∇zγ(z, p)
∣∣
z=b,p=b

=
|w|

(2|b|)2
[I1 − I2],(8.9)

where

I1 =

K/2−1∑
j=1

sin(2jθ0 + αw − αb)

sin2 2jθ0
, I2 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

sin((2j + 1)θ0 − αw)

sin2((2j + 1)θ0 − αb)
.

Think of I1 = I1(αw, αb) and I2 = I2(αw, αb) as a function of αw and αb. We want to do the
Taylor expansion of I1 and I2 for αb, αw. Changing j to K/2− j, we find that I1(αw, αb) =
I1(−αw,−αb). Changing j to K/2− 1− j in I2, we find that I2(αw, αb) = I2(−αw,−αb).
In fact, using the estimates in Lemma 9.1, we obtain that

I1 =

K/2−1∑
j=1

csc 2jθ0 +O((K logK)(α2
w + α2

b)),

I2 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

csc(2j + 1)θ0 +O(K(logK)α2
w +K3|αwαb|+K3α2

b).

Therefore, using
∑K−1

j=0 (−1)j csc jθ0 = −Ŝ1(K) from Lemma 9.1,

I1 − I2 = −Ŝ1(K) +O(K(logK)α2
w +K3αwαb +K3α2

b).

Inserting this back to (8.9), we get the expansion of w · ∇zγ(b, b).
Forw ·∇pγ(b, b), the proof goes like the previous one by using the following two identities

∇p|zeiθ − p|−1 = |zeiθ − p|−3(zeiθ − p),

∇p|z̄eiθ − p|−1 = |z̄eiθ − p|−3(z̄eiθ − p).

□

Lemma 8.4. Let w = (|w|eiαw , 0)T ∈ R3 and b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T . If αw ≤ 1 and |αb| ≤ 1
2
θ0,

we have

wT∇2
z,pγ(b, b)w =

|w|2

8|b|3
[
Ŝ1(K) + Ŝ3(K) + (αw, αb)Aγ(αw, αb)

T +O(α4
wK

3 + α4
bK

7)
]
,
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where we used the notations in the Lemma 9.1.

Aγ =

(
So
3(K)− 2So

1(K) + 3Ŝ3(K) −3Ŝ3(K) + 3So
1(K)

−3Ŝ3(K) + 3So
1(K) 3

2
[4So

5(K) + So
3(K)− 3So

1(K)] + 3Ŝ3(K)

)
.

Proof. Step 1: Recall

∂2zℓ,pj |z − p|−1 =
1

|z − p|3

(
δℓj − 3

(z − p)ℓ(z − p)j
|z − p|2

)
.

Using zeiθ = Rθz, it is easy to verify that

(∇2
z,p|zeiθ − p|−1) = |zeiθ − p|−3R−θ

(
δℓj − 3

(zeiθ − p)ℓ(ze
iθ − p)j

|zeiθ − p|2

)
.

For any vector w = (|w|eiαw , 0) ∈ R3 and z = b with p = b,

wT (∇2
z,p|zeiθ − p|−1)w|z=b,p=b

=
1

|beiθ − b|3

[
|w|2 cos θ + 3

[w · (beiθ − b)][w · (be−iθ − b)]

|beiθ − b|2

]
=

|w|2

|beiθ − b|3
[
cos θ − 3 sin( θ

2
+ αb − αw) sin(− θ

2
+ αb − αw)

]
=

|w|2

|beiθ − b|3

[
3

2
− 1

2
cos(θ − 2αw)

]
,

where we have used (8.6) in the second equal sign. When θ = 4jθ0, we have

wT (∇2
z,p|ze4jiθ0 − p|−1)w|z=b,p=b =

|w|2

(2|b|)3
[− cos 4jθ0 + 3 cos 2(αb − αw)]

2(sin 2jθ0)3
.(8.10)

Step 2: Similarly, we can compute the other one. Recall that

z̄eiθ =

cos θ sin θ 0
sin θ − cos θ 0
0 0 1

z1z2
z3

 .

It is easy to verify that

(∇2
z,p|z̄eiθ − p|−1) =

1

|z̄eiθ − p|3

cos θ sin θ 0
sin θ − cos θ 0
0 0 1

(δℓj − 3
(z̄eiθ − p)ℓ(z̄e

iθ − p)j
|z̄eiθ − p|2

)
.

For any w = (|w|eiαw , 0)T , and z = b with p = b

wT (∇2
z,p|z̄eiθ − p|−1)w|z=b,p=b =

1

|b̄eiθ − b|3

[
|w|2 cos(θ − 2αw) + 3

[w · (b̄eiθ − b)]2

|b̄eiθ − b|2

]
=

|w|2

|b̄eiθ − b|3
[
cos(θ − 2αw) + 3| sin( θ

2
− αw)|2

]
=

|w|2

|b̄eiθ − b|3

[
3

2
− 1

2
cos(θ − 2αw)

]
,
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where we have used (8.8). When θ = (4j + 2)θ0, we have |b̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − b| = 2|b| sin(2j +
1)θ0 − αb) and

wT (∇2
z,p|z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 − p|−1)w|z=b,p=b =

|w|2

(2|b|)3
3− cos((4j + 2)θ0 − 2αw)

2(sin((2j + 1)θ0 − αb))3
.(8.11)

Step 3: Inserting the above formula (8.10) and (8.11) to (8.1), we have

wT (∇2
z,pγ(z, p))w|z=b,p=b =

|w|2

(2|b|)3
[I1 − I2],(8.12)

where

I1 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

3− cos((4j + 2)θ0 − 2αw))

2(sin((2j + 1)θ0 − αb))3
, I2 =

K/2−1∑
j=1

− cos 4jθ0 + 3 cos 2(αb − αw)

2(sin 2jθ0)3
.

Think of I1 = I1(αw, αb) and I2 = I2(αw, αb) as a function of αw and αb. It is easy to
know I2(αw, αb) = I2(−αw,−αb) and I1(αw, αb) = I1(−αw,−αb).

For I1, the following expansion holds uniformly for K when |αw| ≤ 1 and |αb| ≤ 1
2
θ0,

I1 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

3− cos(4j + 2)θ0
2(sin(2j + 1)θ0)3

+ [A11α
2
w + 2A12αwαb + A22α

2
b ] +O(α4

wK
3 + α4

bK
7),

where

A11 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

cos(4j + 2)θ0
(sin(2j + 1)θ0)3

, A12 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

−3(cos((2j + 1)θ0))
2

(sin(2j + 1)θ0)3
,

A22 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

3[4 + (sin(2j + 1)θ0)
2 − 3(sin(2j + 1)θ0)

4]

2(sin(2j + 1)θ0)5
.

For I2, the following expansion holds uniformly for K when |αw| ≤ 1 and |αb| ≤ 1
2
θ0,

I2 =

K/2−1∑
j=1

3− cos 4jθ0
2(sin 2jθ0)3

+ [B11α
2
w + 2B12αwαb +B22α

2
b ] +O(α4

wK
3 + α4

bK
3),

where

B11 =

K/2−1∑
j=1

−3

(sin 2jθ0)3
B12 = −B11, B22 = B11.

Combining the leading terms of I1 and I2, we obtain
K/2−1∑
j=0

1 + (sin(2j + 1)θ0)
2

(sin(2j + 1)θ0)3
−

K/2−1∑
j=1

1 + (sin 2jθ0)
2

(sin 2jθ0)3
=

K−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1

(sin(jθ0))3
+

K−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1

(sin(jθ0))

= Ŝ3(K) + Ŝ1(K).

Here we have used the notations in Lemma 9.1. For the quadratic terms, using some trigono-
metric identities, we can rewrite them as A11 = So

3(K) − 2So
1(K), A12 = −3(So

3(K) −
So
1(K)), A22 = 3

2
[4So

5(K) + So
3(K) − 3So

1(K)], B11 = −3Ŝe
3(K), B12 = 3Ŝe

3(K), B22 =
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−3Ŝe
3(K). We denote the coefficients of quadratic terms in wT∇2

z,pγ(b, b)w is Aγ , then
Aγ = A−B and consequently

Aγ :=

(
So
3(K)− 2So

1(K) + 3Ŝe
3(K) −3Ŝ3(K) + 3So

1(K)

−3Ŝ3(K) + 3So
1(K) 3

2
[4So

5(K) + So
3(K)− 3So

1(K)] + 3Ŝe
3(K)

)
.

The proof is complete by plugging in the expansion of I1 and I2 back to (8.12). □

8.2. Estimates on the Type II. In this subsection, we will prove the corresponding estimate
ofHe

0 . Since most of the computations are similar to that of γ(z, p), we will sketch the proof.
Recall

He
0(z, p) =

K/2−1∑
j=0

[H0(ze
4jθ0 , p)−H0(z̄e

(4j+2)θ0 , p)].

The following lemma gives a rough bound of He
0 and its derivatives.

Lemma 8.5. For any z, b ∈ ΣK with b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T and 1− |b| = (1 + oK(1))
logK
K

,

|∇mHe
0(z, p)|

∣∣
p=b

≤ CKm+1/(logK)m+1, m = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of γ in Lemma 8.1. We sketch the main steps. By (3.15),
we know H0(ze

4jiθ0 , b) = (1+ |z|2|b|2−2ze4jiθ0 · b)−1/2, H0(z̄e
(4j+2)iθ0 , b) = (1+ |z|2|b|2−

2z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 · b)−1/2 and

1 + |z|2|b|2 − 2ze4jiθ0 · b = (1− r|b|)2 + z23 |b|2 + 4r|b| sin2(2jθ0 +
1
2
αz − 1

2
αb)(8.13)

and

1 + |z|2|b|2 − 2z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 · b = (1− r|b|)2 + z23 |b|2 + 4r|b| sin2((2j + 1)θ0 − 1
2
αz − 1

2
αb).

Since |αz ± αb| < 2θ0, we see that

H0(z, b) > H0(z̄e
2iθ0 , b) > H0(ze

4jθ0 , b) > · · · > H0(z̄e
(4j0+2)θ0 , b).

for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 = ⌊K/4− 1⌋ and

H0(ze
4j1iθ0 , b) < H0(z̄e

(4j1+2)iθ0 , b) < · · · < H0(z̄e
2(K−1)iθ0 , b).

for j ≥ j1 = ⌈K/4 + 1/2⌉. Therefore, we have

0 <

j0∑
j=0

[
H0(ze

4jiθ0 , b)−H0(z̄e
(4j+2)iθ0 , b)

]
< H0(z, b)−H0(z̄e

(4j0+2)iθ0 , b),

and

H0(ze
4j1iθ0 , b)−H0(z̄e

2(K−1)iθ0 , b) <

K/2−1∑
j=j1

[
H0(ze

4jiθ0 , b)−H0(z̄e
(4j+2)iθ0 , b)

]
< 0.

When j0 ≤ j ≤ j1, we have that ze4jiθ0 · b < 0 and z̄e(4j+2)iθ0 · b < 0. This implies
H0(ze

4jiθ0 , b) ≤ 1 and H0(ze
4jiθ0 , b) ≤ 1. Since j1 − j0 ≤ 3, then combining this with the

above two inequalities, we get

He
0(z, b) ≤ H0(z, b)−H0(z̄e

(4j0+2)iθ0 , b) + 6,

He
0(z, b) ≥ H0(ze

4j1iθ0 , b)−H0(z̄e
2(K−1)iθ0 , b)− 6.

(8.14)
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Note that for any z, b ∈ B1, one has 1 + |z|2|b|2 − 2z · b ≤ 4 and

1 + |z|2|b|2 − 2z · b ≥ 1 + |z|2|b|2 − 2|z||b| = (1− |z||b|)2 ≥ (1− |b|)2.

Therefore 1/2 ≤ H0(z, b) ≤ (1− |b|)−1. As a consequence, (8.14) implies that

|He
0(z, b)| ≤ C(1− |b|)−1 ≤ CK/ logK.

For the derivative of He
0 . It is straightforward to verify that∣∣∣∇mH0(z, p)

∣∣
p=b

∣∣∣ ≤ C|z − b∗|−m−1, m = 1, 2, 3, 4

Similar to (3.9), we can prove

|ze4jiθ0 − b∗|2 ≥ (1− |b|)2 + sin2 2jθ0

|ze(4j+2)iθ0 − b∗|2 ≥ (1− |b|)2 + sin2(2j + 1)θ0

for 0 ≤ j ≤ K/2− 1. Thus∣∣∣∇mHe
0(z, p)

∣∣
p=b

∣∣∣ ≤ K−1∑
j=0

1

((1− |b|)2 + sin2 jθ0)
m+1

2

≤ C
Km+1

(logK)m

where we apply Lemma 9.2 since 1− |b| = (1 + oK(1))
logK
K

. □

Lemma 8.6. Suppose that b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T satisfies d = (1−|b|2)/(2|b|) = (1+oK(1))
logK
K

and |αb| ≤ 1
2
θ0. One has

He
0(b, b) =

1

2|b|
[S1(K, d) +O(Kd−2α2

b)].

Proof. Note that

|beiθ − b∗| = (|b|2 + |b|−2 − 2 cos θ)1/2 = 2(d2 + sin2 θ
2
)
1
2 ,(8.15)

|b̄eiθ − b∗| = (|b|2 + |b|−2 − 2 cos(θ − 2αb))
1
2 = 2(d2 + sin2( θ

2
− αb))

1
2 .(8.16)

Since H(z, p) = (|p||z − p∗|)−1 and the definition of He
0(z, p) in (3.16), then

He
0(b, b) =

1

2|b|

K/2−1∑
j=0

(d2 + sin2 2jθ0)
− 1

2 − (d2 + sin2((2j + 1)θ0 − αb))
− 1

2 .

The following expansion holds uniformly for |αb| < 1
2
θ0

K/2−1∑
j=0

(d2 + sin2((2j + 1)θ0 − αb))
− 1

2 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

(d2 + sin2((2j + 1)θ0))
− 1

2 +O(Kd−2α2
b).

Thus

He
0(b, b) =

1

2|b|

K−1∑
j=0

(−1)j

(d2 + sin2 jθ0)
1
2

+O(Kd−2α2
b) =

1

2|b|
[S1(K, d) +O(Kd−2α2

b)].

□
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Lemma 8.7. Suppose that b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T satisfies 1 − |b| = (1 + oK(1))
logK
K

and |αb| ≤
1
2
θ0. One has

w · ∇zH
e
0(z, p)

∣∣
z=b,p=b

=
|w|
4|b|2

[
−S1(K, d) + d

√
1 + d2S3(K, d) +O(Kd−1α2

w +Kd−3α2
b)
]
,

where d = (1− |b|2)/(2|b|). The expansion of w ·∇pH
e
0(z, p)

∣∣
z=b,p=b

is similar to the above.

Proof. Recall that H0(z, p) = (|p||z − p∗|)−1. It is easy to see that

∇zH0(ze
iθ, p) = − z − p∗e−iθ

|p||zeiθ − p∗|3
, ∇zH0(z̄e

iθ, p) = − z − (p̄eiθ)∗

|p||z̄eiθ − p∗|2
.

Then

w · ∇zH0(ze
iθ, p)|z=b,p=b =

|w|
8|b|2

(cos(αb − αw − θ)− |b|2 cos(αb − αw))

(d2 + sin2 θ
2
)3/2

,(8.17)

w · ∇zH0(z̄e
iθ, p)

∣∣
z=b,p=b

=
|w|
8|b|2

cos(θ − αb − αw)− |b|2 cos(αb − αw)

(d2 + sin2( θ
2
− αb))3/2

.(8.18)

Plugging in θ = 4jθ0 in (8.17) and θ = (4j + 2)θ0 in (8.18), and summing on j, we get

w · ∇zH
e
0(z, p)

∣∣
z=b,p=b

=
|w|
8|b|2

[I1 − I2],

where

I1 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

cos(4jθ0 + αw − αb)− |b|2 cos(αw − αb)

(d2 + sin2 2jθ0)3/2
,

I2 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

cos((4j + 2)θ0 − αw − αb)− |b|2 cos(αw − αb)

(d2 + sin2((2j + 1)θ0 − αb))3/2
.

One can compute the Taylor expansion of I1 and I2 with respect to αw, αb. The leading term
in I1 − I2 is
K/2−1∑
j=0

cos(4jθ0)− |b|2

(d2 + sin2 2jθ0)3/2
− cos((4j + 2)θ0)− |b|2

(d2 + sin2(2j + 1)θ0)3/2
= −2S1(K, d) + 2d

√
1 + d2S3(K, d),

where we used cos 2θ−|b|2 = −2(d2+sin2 θ)+2d2+1−|b|2 and 2d2+1−|b|2 = 2d
√
1 + d2

and the notation (9.2) in Section 9. This completes the proof of w · ∇zH
e
0(z, p)|z=b,p=b.

For w · ∇pH
e
0(z, p)|z=b,p=b, one can repeat the above proof verbatim. □

Lemma 8.8. Suppose that w = (|w|eiαw , 0)T and b = (|b|eiαb , 0)T . Assume that |αw| ≤ 1
and |αb| ≤ 1

2
θ0, 1− |b| = (1 + oK(1))

logK
K

as K → ∞. Then

wT∇2
z,pH

e
0(z, p)w|z=b,p=b

=
|w|2

8|b|3
[
S1 − (d+

√
1 + d2)2S3 + 3(d2 + d4)S5 +O(Kd−2α2

w +Kd−4α2
b)
]
,

where d = (1− |b|2)/(2|b|) and Si = Si(K, d) for i = 1, 3, 5.
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Proof. Step 1: It is easy to see that

∂2zl,pjH0(z, p) =
1

(|p| |z − p∗|)3

(
δℓj − 2pjzℓ + 3|z|2 (p

∗ − z)ℓ(z
∗ − p)j

|z − p∗|2

)
,

where z∗ = z
|z|2 . Then for any vector w = (|w|eiαw , 0) ∈ R3,

wT (∇2
z,pH0(ze

iθ, p)w|z=b,p=b

=
1

(|b||beiθ − b∗|)3

[
|w|2 cos θ − 2(b · w)2 + 3|b|2 [w · (b∗eiθ − b)][w · (b∗e−iθ − b)]

|beiθ − b∗|2

]
.

To simplify this, we shall use the computation in (8.17) to achieve

[w · (b∗eiθ − b)][w · (b∗e−iθ − b)]

=
|w|2

|b|2
(cos(θ + α)− |b|2 cos(α))(cos(−θ + α)− |b|2 cosα)

=
|w|2

|b|2
[
cos(θ + α) cos(−θ + α)− 2|b|2 cos2 α cos θ + |b|4 cos2 α

]
=

|w|2

|b|2
[
− sin2 θ + cos2 α(1 + |b|4 − 2|b|2 cos θ)

]
,

where α = αb − αw. Using this computation and (8.15), we have

wT (∇2
z,pH0(ze

iθ, p)w|z=b,p=b =
|w|2

8|b|3

[
cos θ + |b|2 cos2(αb − αw)

(d2 + sin2 θ
2
)3/2

− 3 sin2 θ

4(d2 + sin2 θ
2
)5/2

]
.

(8.19)

Step 2: Similarly, we can compute the other one. For any w = (|w|eiαw , 0)T ,

wT∇2
z,pH0(z̄e

iθ, p)w|z=b,p=b

=
1

(|b||b̄eiθ − b∗|)3

[
|w|2 cos(θ − 2αw)− 2(b · w)2 + 3|b|2 [w · ((b̄eiθ)∗ − b)]2

|b̄eiθ − b∗|2

]
=

|w|2

8|b|3

[
cos(θ − 2αw)− 2|b|2 cos2 α

(d2 + sin2( θ
2
− αb))3/2

+
3 [cos(θ − αb − αw)− |b|2 cosα]2

4(d2 + sin2( θ
2
− αb))5/2

]

=:
|w|2

8|b|3
f(αb, αw, θ),

(8.20)

where α = αb − αw and we have used the computation in (8.18) and (8.16) in the last step.
Step 3: Inserting θ = 4jθ0 in (8.19) and θ = (4j + 2)θ0 in (8.20), summing on j, we

obtain

wT∇2
z,pH

e
0(z, p)w|z=b,p=b =

|w|2

(2|b|)3
[I1 − I2],(8.21)

where

I1 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

cos 4jθ0 + |b|2 cos2(αb − αw)

(d2 + sin2 2jθ0)3/2
− 3 sin2 4jθ0

4(d2 + sin2 2jθ0)5/2
,
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I2 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

f(αb, αw, (4j + 2)θ0).

Here f(αb, αw, θ) is defined in (8.20).
Next, we need to compute I1 and I2. Again, we have Ij(αb, αw) = Ij(−αb,−αw) for

j = 1, 2. It is easy to have the expansion of I1 as

I1 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

cos(4jθ0) + |b|2

(d2 + sin2(2jθ0))3/2
−

K/2−1∑
j=0

3 sin2(4jθ0)

4(d2 + sin2(2jθ0))5/2
+O(Kd−2(α2

b + α2
w)).

After some lengthy calculation, the expansion of I2 is

I2 =

K/2−1∑
j=0

cos((4j + 2)θ0) + |b|2

(d2 + sin2((2j + 1)θ0))3/2
−

K/2−1∑
j=0

3 sin2((4j + 2)θ0)

(d2 + sin2((2j + 1)θ0))5/2

+O(Kd−2α2
w +Kd−4α2

b).

Using the expansion of I1 and I2 , we have

I1 − I2 =
K−1∑
j=0

(−1)j(cos 2jθ0 + |b|2)
(d2 + sin2 jθ0)3/2

− 3

4

K−1∑
j=0

(−1)j sin2 2jθ0
(d2 + sin2 jθ0)5/2

+O(Kd−2α2
w +Kd−4α2

b).

The leading term in the above can be rewritten in terms of Si(K, d) defined in (9.2). Using
cos 2jθ0 = 1 + 2d2 − 2(d2 + sin2 jθ0) and

1

4
sin2 2jθ0 = sin2 jθ0 cos

2 jθ0 = sin2 jθ0 − sin4 jθ0

= (1 + 2d2)(d2 + sin2 jθ0)− (d2 + sin2 jθ0)
2 − d4 − d2,

we obtain
K−1∑
j=0

(−1)j(cos 2jθ0 + |b|2)
(d2 + sin2 jθ0)3/2

− 3

4

K−1∑
j=0

(−1)j sin2 2jθ0
(d2 + sin2 jθ0)5/2

= (1 + 2d2)S3 − 2S1 + [|b|2 − 3(1 + 2d2)]S3 + 3S1 + 3(d2 + d4)S5

= S1 + [|b|2 − 2(1 + 2d2)]S3 + 3(d2 + d4)S5,

where Si = Si(K, d).
Since |b| =

√
1 + d2 − d, then |b|2 − 2(1 + 2d2) = −(d +

√
1 + d2)2. The proof is

complete. □

9. SOME ESTIMATES ON FINITE SUM

This section will prove several estimates of finite sums involving the trigonometric func-
tion. These estimates are needed for the previous section. For any even integer n ≥ 2, any
integer k ≥ 1 and x ∈ R, we define

So
k(n, x) :=

n/2−1∑
j=0

(x2 + sin2( (2j+1)π
n

))−
k
2 , Se

k(n, x) :=

n/2−1∑
j=0

(x2 + sin2(2jπ
n
))−

k
2 ,(9.1)
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Sk(n, x) := Se
k(n, x)− So

k(n, x) =
n−1∑
j=0

(−1)j(x2 + (sin( jπ
n
))2)−

k
2 .(9.2)

Here So denotes the sum of odd parts, and Se denotes the sum of even parts. Note that when
x = 0, the sum in Se

k has a singular term, thus we also define4

Ŝe
k(n, x) :=

n/2−1∑
j=1

(x2 + sin2(2jπ
n
))−

k
2 ,(9.3)

Ŝk(n, x) := So
k(n, x, θ)− Ŝe

k(n, x) =
n−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1(x2 + (sin( jπ
n
))2)−

k
2 .(9.4)

If x = 0, we denote So
k(n, 0) as So

k(n). The same rule applies to Se
k, Sk, Ŝe

k, and Ŝk.

Lemma 9.1. Suppose n is an even number. As n→ ∞,

So
3(n) =

n/2−1∑
j=0

csc3 (2j+1)π
n

=
7ζ(3)

4π3
n3 +O(n log n),

So
5(n) =

n/2−1∑
j=0

csc5 (2j+1)π
n

=
93ζ(5)

48π5
n5 +O(n3),

Ŝe
3(n) =

n/2−1∑
j=1

csc3 2jπ
n

=
ζ(3)

4π3
n3 +O(n log n),

Ŝ1(n) =
n−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1 csc jπ
n
=
n

π
log 4 +O(1).

Proof. The proof here is partially inspired by [56, 4]. Using the classical result of Euler

π csc aπ =

ˆ ∞

0

xa−1

1 + x
dx, 0 < a < 1,

one can derive that
n/2−1∑
j=0

csc
(
ϕ+ 2jπ

n

)
=

1

π

ˆ ∞

0

x
ϕ
π

x(1 + x)

n/2−1∑
j=0

x
2j
n dx =

1

π

ˆ ∞

0

x
ϕ
π (x− 1)

x(1 + x)(x
2
n − 1)

dx

=
n

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

e
nϕy
2π (e

ny
2 − 1)

(1 + e
ny
2 )(ey − 1)

dy =
n

2π

ˆ ∞

0

[e
nϕy
2π + ey−

nϕy
2π ](e

yn
2 − 1)

(1 + e
yn
2 )(ey − 1)

dy,

where we make a change of variable x = e
ny
2 , split the integral and change the integral on

(−∞, 0) to (0,∞). Furthermore, if we set y = 2t, then
n/2−1∑
j=0

csc
(
ϕ+ 2jπ

n

)
=
n

π

ˆ ∞

0

tanh nt
2

sinh t
cosh

(
nϕ
π
t− t

)
dt.(9.5)

4Note that the order of difference in Ŝk(n, x) is different from that in Ŝk(n, x). The purpose of doing this is
to make both of them positive when x = 0.
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Setting ϕ = π/n, we have
n/2−1∑
j=0

csc (2j+1)π
n

=
n

π

ˆ ∞

0

tanh n
2
t

sinh t
dt.(9.6)

Taking derivative of (9.5) on ϕ twice and using (cscx)′′ = 2 csc3 x− cscx, we get
n/2−1∑
j=0

2 csc3
(
ϕ+ 2jπ

n

)
− csc

(
ϕ+ 2jπ

n

)
=
(n
π

)3 ˆ ∞

0

t2 tanh nt
2

sinh t
cosh

(
nϕ
π
t− t

)
dt.

Setting ϕ = π/n,
n/2−1∑
j=0

csc3 (2j+1)π
n

=
1

2

n/2−1∑
j=0

csc
(2j + 1)π

n
+

1

2

(n
π

)3 ˆ ∞

0

t2 tanh n
2
t

sinh t
dt.

To compute its leading order. First, it is easy to show
∑n/2−1

j=0 csc (2j+1)π
n

= O(n log n).
Second, ˆ ∞

0

t2 tanh n
2
t

sinh t
dt =

ˆ ∞

0

t2

sinh t

(
1 +

−2

ent + 1

)
dt.

For the first part,ˆ ∞

0

t2

sinh t
dt =

ˆ ∞

0

2t2e−t

1− e−2t
dt = 2

ˆ ∞

0

t2
∞∑
j=0

e−(2j+1)tdt = 4
∞∑
j=0

(2j + 1)−3 =
7

2
ζ(3),

where ζ is the Riemann zeta function. For the second part, using sinh t ≥ t for t > 0ˆ ∞

0

t2

sinh t

1

1 + ent
dt ≤

ˆ ∞

0

te−ntdt = n−2.

Summarizing the above analysis,
n/2−1∑
j=0

csc3 (2j+1)π
n

=
7ζ(3)

4π3
n3 +O(n log n).

Differentiating (9.5) five times on ϕ and using d4

dx4 cscx = (24−20(sinx)2+(sinx)4)(cscx)5,
one has

n/2−1∑
j=0

csc5 (2j+1)π
n

=
1

24

(n
π

)5 ˆ ∞

0

t4 tanh n
2
t

sinh t
dt+O(n3) =

93ζ(5)

48π5
n5 +O(n3).

This finishes the odd sum. For the even sum, we can compute similarly.
n/2−1∑
j=1

csc
(
ϕ+ 2jπ

n

)
=
n

π

ˆ ∞

0

sinh[(n
2
− 1)t]

(sinh t)(cosh nt
2
)
cosh

(
nϕ

π
t

)
dt.

Letting ϕ = 0, we have
n/2−1∑
j=1

csc 2jπ
n

=
n

π

ˆ ∞

0

sinh[(n
2
− 1)t]

(sinh t)(cosh n
2
t)
dt.(9.7)
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Taking derivative on ϕ twice, we get
n/2−1∑
j=1

2 csc3
(
ϕ+ 2jπ

n

)
− csc

(
ϕ+ 2jπ

n

)
=
(n
π

)3 ˆ ∞

0

t2 sinh[(n
2
− 1)t]

(sinh t)(cosh nt
2
)
cosh

(
nϕ

π
t

)
dt.

Setting ϕ = 0,
n/2−1∑
j=1

csc3 2jπ
n

=
1

2

n/2−1∑
j=1

csc 2jπ
n

+
1

2

n3

π3

ˆ ∞

0

t2 sinh[(n
2
− 1)t]

(sinh t)(cosh n
2
t)
dt.

Compute the leading order of them, we have
n/2−1∑
j=1

csc3 2jπ
n

=
ζ(3)

4π3
n3 +O(n log n).

Using (9.6) and (9.7), one has
n−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1 csc
jπ

n
=
n

π

ˆ ∞

0

sinh n
2
t− sinh(n

2
− 1)t

sinh t cosh n
2
t

dt.

It is easy to verify the following identity

sinh n
2
t− sinh(n

2
− 1)t = (cosh n

2
t)(1− e−t) +

1

2
e−

n
2
t(et + e−t − 2).

Note that ˆ ∞

0

1
2
e−

n
2
t(et + e−t − 2)

sinh t cosh n
2
t

dt = 2

ˆ ∞

0

et − 1

(1 + ent)(et + 1)
dt = O(n−1).

Therefore
n−1∑
j=1

(−1)j+1 csc jπ
n
=
n

π

ˆ ∞

0

1− e−t

sinh t
dt+O(1) =

n

π
log 4 +O(1).

□

Lemma 9.2. When x ∈ [0, 1],

So
k(n, x) + Se

k(n, x) =
n−1∑
j=0

(x2 + sin2 jπ
n
)−

k
2 ≤ C

{
n| log x| if k = 1,

nx1−k if k ≥ 2.

Proof. It is easy to see the following

So
k(n, x) + Se

k(n, x) =
n−1∑
j=0

(x2 + sin2 jπ
n
)−

k
2 = 2

n/2−1∑
j=0

(x2 + sin2 jπ
n
)−

k
2 .

We divide the sum into two parts. Let j0 = ⌊nx⌋, the greatest integer less than or equal to
nx. Then,

j0∑
j=0

(x2 + sin2 jπ
n
)−

k
2 ≤ x−knx = Cnx1−k,
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n−1∑
j=j0

(x2 + sin2 jπ
n
)−

k
2 ≤

n−1∑
j=j0

csck jπ
n
≤ Cnk

n−1∑
j0

j−k ≤ C

{
n| log x| if k = 1,

nx1−k if k ≥ 2.

□

Lemma 9.3. Suppose that n is even. The following formula holds

S1(n, x) =
2n

π

ˆ ∞

arcsinhx

cschnt√
sinh2 t− x2

dt.

Proof. By the periodic and even property, we assume θ ∈ (0, π/n). To prove the first one,
one can apply Cauchy’s residue theorem to

csc(nz)√
x2 + sin2 z

in the complex plane. It has poles z = jπ/n for j = 0, 1, · · ·n−1 in [0, π). Choose a branch
of

√
x2 + sin2 z by removing the rays [i arcsinhx, i∞) + lπ and (−i∞,−i arcsinhx] + lπ

for all l ∈ Z. Draw an integration contour including the poles of csc(nz) in [0, π) and deform
it along the branch cut of

√
x2 + sin2 z. See figure 3. We omit the details.

FIGURE 3. The illustration of the integration contour in Lemma 9.3.

□

Lemma 9.4. Suppose that n is even and x = (1 + on(1))
logn
n

as n→ ∞. Then

S1(n, x) =

√
8

π
n(nx)−

1
2 e−nx(1 +O((nx)−1)),

S3(n, x) =

√
8

π
n3(nx)−

3
2 e−nx(1 +O((nx)−1)),

S5(n, x) =
1

3

√
8

π
n5(nx)−

5
2 e−nx(1 +O((nx)−1)).
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Proof. It follows from Lemma 9.3 that

S1(n, x) =
n−1∑
j=0

(−1)j(x2 + (sin
jπ

n
)2)−

1
2 =

2n

π

ˆ ∞

arcsinhx

cschnϕ√
sinh2 ϕ− x2

dϕ.

Making a change of variable sinhϕ = x coshu to the above formula, one has

S1(n, x) =
2n

π

ˆ ∞

0

csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du.(9.8)

First, the integral is very small when u is away from 0. In fact, since arcsinh t ∼ t as
t → 0 and cosh(2) > 3, then csch(n arcsinh(x coshu)) ≤ Ce−3nx if u > 2 and n is large
enough. Thusˆ ∞

2

csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du ≤ Ce−3nx

ˆ ∞

2

1√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du.(9.9)

Making a change of variable tanhu = t, we obtainˆ ∞

0

1√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du =

ˆ 1

0

1√
(1− t2)(1 + x2 − t2)

dt =
EllipticK((1 + x2)−

1
2 )√

1 + x2
,

where

EllipticK(σ) =

ˆ 1

0

dt√
(1− t2)(1− σ2t2)

.(9.10)

Using [7, Formula 900.05] we have

(9.11) EllipticK(σ) =
∞∑
ℓ=0

(
−1

2
ℓ

)2 [
log

4√
1− σ2

− bℓ

]
(1−m2)ℓ,

with

b0 = 0, bℓ = 2
2ℓ∑
j=1

(−1)j−1

j
= bℓ−1 +

2

2ℓ(2ℓ− 1)
.

Using (9.11), we have

EllipticK((1 + x2)−
1
2 )√

1 + x2
= − log x+ log 4 +O(x2) as x→ 0.(9.12)

Insert the above estimates back to (9.9),ˆ ∞

2

csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du ≤ Ce−3nx

ˆ ∞

2

1√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du ≤ C| log x|e−3nx.

Second, for u ∈ [0, 2], we recall the Taylor expansion

arcsinh(t) = t− t3

6
+O(t5) as t→ 0,

csch t = 2e−t + 2e−3t +O(e−5t), as t→ ∞,

1√
1 + t2

= 1− 1

2
t2 +O(t4), as t→ 0.

(9.13)
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Then we have the following expansion as n→ ∞
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + (x coshu)2
= (2 +O(nx3))e−nx coshu

holds uniformly for u ∈ [0, 2]. Using this expansion, we haveˆ 2

0

csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du = (2 +O(nx3))

ˆ 2

0

e−nx coshudu

= (2 +O(nx3))

ˆ ∞

0

e−nx coshudu+O(e−3nx)

= (2 +O(nx3))BesselK0(nx) +O
(
e−3nx

)
,

where BesselKα(t) is the modified Bessel function.

BesselKα(t) =

ˆ ∞

0

e−t coshu cosh(αu)du.

It is well known that

BesselK0(t) =

√
π

2
t−

1
2 e−t(1 +

a1
t
+
a2
t2

+O(t−3)), as t→ ∞.

where a1, a2 are some constants. Since nx→ ∞ as n→ ∞, we haveˆ 2

0

csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√
1 + x2 cosh2 u

du =
√
2π(nx)−

1
2 e−nx(1 +O((nx)−1)).

Combining the two integral estimates and using | log x|e−2nx = O((nx)−3/2), we get the
asymptotic of S1.

To get the asymptotic of S3, we take the derivative of (9.8) on x

S3(n, x) = −1

x

d

dx
S1(n, x) =

2n

π

ˆ ∞

0

(
−1

x

d

dx

)
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + x2 cosh2 u
du.(9.14)

It is straightforward to get(
−1

x

d

dx

)
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + x2 cosh2 u
=
n

x
· f1(n, x, u)

1 + x2 cosh2 u
+

f2(n, x, u)

(1 + x2 cosh2 u)3/2
,

where

f1(n, x, u) = coth(n arcsinh(x coshu)) csch(n arcsinh(x coshu)) coshu,

f2(n, x, u) = csch(n arcsinh(x coshu)) cosh2 u.

We shall study the right-hand side of (9.14) as we did for S1. First, if u > 2(
−1

x

d

dx

)
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + x2 cosh2 u
≤ Ce−3nx

(
n

x

coshu

1 + x2 cosh2 u
+

cosh2 u

(1 + x2 cosh2 u)3/2

)
≤ Ce−3nxn

x

coshu

1 + x2 cosh2 u
.
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Making a change of variable coshu = t−1,
ˆ ∞

2

coshu

1 + x2 cosh2 u
du =

ˆ 1/ cosh 2

0

1

(x2 + t2)
√
1− t2

dt ≤ C

ˆ 1/ cosh 2

0

1

x2 + t2
dt ≤ C

x
.

Thus ˆ ∞

2

(
−1

x

d

dx

)
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + x2 cosh2 u
du ≤ Cnx−2e−3nx.

Second, consider u ∈ [0, 2]. Using the expansion (9.13), we obtain(
−1

x

d

dx

)
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + x2 cosh2 u
= 2nx−1e−nx coshu coshu(1 +O(nx3)),

holds uniformly for u ∈ [0, 2]. Thus
ˆ 2

0

(
−1

x

d

dx

)
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + x2 cosh2 u
du = 2nx−1(1 +O(nx3))

ˆ 2

0

e−nx coshu coshudu

= 2nx−1(1 +O(nx3))

ˆ ∞

0

e−nx coshu coshudu+O(nx−1e−3nx)

= −2nx−1(1 +O(nx3))BesselK′
0(nx) +O(nx−1e−3nx),

where BesselK′
α(t) =

d
dt

BesselKα(t). It follows from the expansion of BesselK0(t) that

BesselK′
0(t) = −

√
π

2
t−

1
2 e−t(1 +O(t−1)), as t→ ∞.

Thereforeˆ 2

0

(
−1

x

d

dx

)
csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))√

1 + x2 cosh2 u
du =

√
2πnx−1(nx)−

1
2 e−nx(1 +O((nx)−1)).

Combining the above estimates with the one in (2,∞), we get the asymptotic of S3.
The proof of S5 can be obtained similarly to S3. We omit the details. □
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APPENDIX A. SOME TECHNICAL COMPUTATIONS IN SECTION 2

In this section, we shall provide the details for the proof of (2.15) in Section 2.

Proof of (2.15). Indeed, we have

(A.1)

∥∥∥∥∥5
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|x− ξj,0|
U4 +

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
E

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

≤

∥∥∥∥∥5
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|z − ξj,0|
U4 − 5

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|z − ξj,0|
U4

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

+

∥∥∥∥∥5
(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

(
U4

|z − ξj,0|
− U4

|z − ξj|

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

+

∥∥∥∥∥
(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)(
5

m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|z − ξj|
U4 + E

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

.

It is not difficult to check that

(A.2)

∥∥∥∥∥
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
mU4

|z − ξj,0|
−

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
mU4

|z − ξj,0|

∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

≤ C

(logm)2
,

and

(A.3)

∥∥∥∥∥
(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

(
U4

|z − ξj,0|
− U4

|z − ξj|

)∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

≤ C

(logm)2
.

Consider the last term. Recall that the support of 1−
∑m

j=1 ζj is
⋂m

j=1

{
|z − ξj| > η

m

}
. Thus∣∣∣∣∣5

m∑
j=1

3
1
4µ

1
2
m

|z − ξj|
U4 + E

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
µm

(1 + |z|2) 3
2

(
m∑
j=1

1

|z − ξj|

)2

.

We write z = (r cos θ, r sin θ, z3) as Section 2.2, by (2.31) we have

(A.4)
m∑
j=1

1

|z − ξj|
=

1

2(r
√

1− µ2
m)

1
2

m−1∑
j=0

1(
h2 + sin2

(
jπ
m

− θ
2

)) 1
2

,

where h is given in (2.28). It is not difficult to check that
m∑
j=1

1

|z − ξj|
≤ Cm logm, for z ∈

m⋂
j=1

{
|z − ξj| >

η

m

}
with h ≤ Cm− 1

2 .

Next we claim that for h ∈
(
m− 1

2 , 1
3

)
, it holds that

(A.5)
m−1∑
j=0

1(
h2 + sin2

(
jπ
m

− θ
2

)) 1
2

≤ Cm log
1

h
.
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By symmetry, we may assume that θ ∈
(
0, π

m

)
. We set jh to be the greatest number such that

jπ
m

− θ
2
≥ h. Then we have

m−1∑
j=0

1(
h2 + sin2

(
jπ
m

− θ
2

)) 1
2

≤ 2

m
2
−1∑

j=0

1(
h2 + sin2

(
jπ
m

− θ
2

)) 1
2

≤ 2

jh∑
j=0

1

h
+ 2

m
2
−1∑

j=jh

1

sin
(
jπ
m

− θ
2

)
≤ C

jh
h

+ Cm log
m

jh
≤ Cm log

1

h
.

Hence, we proved the claim (A.5). While for h ≥ 1
3
, we have

(A.6)

(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
m∑
j=1

1

|z − ξj|
≤ Cm.

Using (A.4), (A.5) and (A.6) we derive that

(A.7)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
(
1−

m∑
j=1

ζj

)
µm

(1 + |z|2) 3
2

(
m∑
j=1

1

|z − ξj|

)2
∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lq
w

≤ C

(logm)2

(ˆ
R3

(1 + |z|)5q−6

(1 + |z|)5q
dz

) 1
q

+
C

(logm)2

(ˆ 1
3

m− 1
2

s

(
log

1

s

)q

ds

) 1
q

+ C
∣∣∣{z | (r −√1− µ2

m)
2 + z23 ≤ Cm−1

}∣∣∣ 1q
≤ C

(logm)2
.

By (A.7) and (A.1)-(A.3) we get (2.15). □
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