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ON BREZIS’ FIRST OPEN PROBLEM: A COMPLETE SOLUTION
LIMING SUN, JUN-CHENG WEI, AND WEN YANG

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 {2 be a smooth and bounded domain in RY. In their
seminal work, Brezis and Nirenberg [6] studied the following problem:

{Au+)\u+ ]u\ﬁu =0 inQ,

1.1
(1.1) u=20 on 0f,

and established the existence of at least one positive solution under the following conditions:
0< A< MiIfN>4,and 0 < A\, < A < A\ if N = 3. Here, \; denotes the first eigenvalue
of the Laplacian, and A, is a domain-dependent constant, which was later quantified by
Druet [25] in terms of Robin functions. When €2 is the unit ball in RY, Brezis and Nirenberg
showed that \, = ’\4—1 and positive solution exists if and only if A\ € (%, A1). Moreover, as
a consequence of the classical Pohozaev’s identity, solutions do not exist if A < 0 and €2 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 A € (0, A;(£2)) and even for
A > A(Q) (see [10, 12, 11, 13, 15, 23, 53]). In particular, Capozzi-Fortunato-Palmieri
[10] proved that for N = 4 and A > 0, provided that A € o(—A) (the spectrum of —A
in H& (€2)), problem (1.1) admits a nontrivial solution. The same conclusion holds for all
A > 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 € be the unit ball B; in R3.
Consider the following problem:

(1.2) {Au+)\u+u5:0 in By,
u=20 on 0B;.

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< A< %

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 A > \; 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< A< +o0.

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
A is greater than \;/4 or a small perturbation of \;/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], Konig-Laurin [39], Frank-Konig-Kovaiik
[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 )\, there exist infinitely many solutions to
(1.2). Motivated by the nonexistence result of Brezis and Nirenberg for A € (0, A\;/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) Au+u|¥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)

VIN(N =2)A B

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 SV. 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 . the
set of nonzero finite-energy solutions to (1.5):

(1.7) 3= {QGDLQ(RN\{O}): AQ+|Q\ﬁQ: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 () € Y we denote

N +2

Lo =A.-+1 " 210|7=.
Q il

as the linearized operator around (). Define the kernel space of L:

(1.8) Z(Q)={feDR"): Lof =0}.

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

- (2_N)Z]Q+|Z|2aZJQ_2ZJZVQ) asza 1 S]SNa
(1.9) Zo = Span N -2
N (2§02, — 200,,)Q, 1 < j <L <N, TQ+Z~VQ

One can verify that the dimension of EQ is at most

N(N —1)

2N +1
1+

However, for the positive radial bubble solution v given in (1.6), the dimension of Zg is
found to be NV + 1. In general, the dimension of the solution may be smaller than 2N + 1 +
w. Duyckaerts-Kenig-Merle introduced the following definition of non-degeneracy for
a solution of equation (1.5) in [28]: a solution () € ¥ is said to be non-degenerate if

(1.10) Z2(Q) = 2(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.
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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 ¢ satisfies Vq(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 Z (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:

T 7
(1.11) EK_{(T,9,23)631,0<7°<1, K<9<K}.
See Figure 1 for illustration.

FIGURE 1. Left picture is the region X and its two boundaries inside B;.
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 0B;. 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 X i, the neighboring two bubbles will have opposite signs. This
setup reduces the problem to solving the following Dirichlet problem in >

{Au+)\u+u5:0 in Xg,

(1.12)
u=20 on 0Xg.

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 1’4, @4, and ¥4 become essential, with their definitions provided in Section 3. In
particular, 7'y accounts for the influence of crown bubbles from the other sectors, while ¢ 4
represents the effect of the mirror bubble of the one in Y 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 A n—1 A

Z(—l)j (z* +sin® )2 and Z (2® +sin® )72 keN.

j=1 j=1
(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~ 'log K), the shift of the bubble in the z;-axis is of O(K ?log K), and finally the
rotation is found to be of O(K!log K). 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 B;. Specifically, we extend u by performing an odd reflection across each hy-
perplanes § = jn/K, j = 1,3,5,--- , K — 1, consecutively. As a consequence, u can be
extended to a function in B \ {0} and verifies (1.2) in B; \ {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 A 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 €2, positive solution exists only if A > A\g(Q2) >
0. (As a result and by a scaling argument, if we use positive bubble as building block in
Theorem 1.2, then A\ > ¢, K2 > 0.) By Theorem 1.1, we raise the following generalized
Brezis’ Open Problem 1.1:

Generalized Brezis’ Open Problem. Let  be strictly star-shaped domain in R3. Then for
every A > 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 Schrodinger equation. (See
[60].) Moreover, it serves as the foundation for the current work. In this section, we begin by
describing this solution g, 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 mg such that for all integer m > my, there
exists a solution ¢, of (1.5) that can be represented as follows

2.0 Gm(2) = Uu(2) + ¢(2),

where

U, =U(z) - in(z) =U(z) — iﬂméU (z—ij)

s ) Hom
1
1 1 2 e 1 1 2
= 31 — 31 2 7
(o)~ %0 (vrep)
3(2) = > 6;(2) + ().
j=1
For U, the parameters ., and &, j = 1,--- ,m are chosen as the following
2(j—1 2(j—1
(2.2) & =V1—p2 (cos U >7T,sin U M,O) ,
m m
and (for the choice of d,,, see [20, Page 2590])
d? 1 1
23) = ——m— and dy, = V220 .
m?(logm)? Z;”zl csc X mlogm

It follows from [4, Theorem 7] that

< T 2m 2m 1
chc (‘7—) = — (log— —|—’yo) +0 <—> , asn — oo.
‘= m T T m

n

where vy = hmn_m(zjz1 % —logn) = 0.577- - - is the Euler’s constant. Thus

2.4) dmZQW—FO( ! )

2 logm

For the error terms qgj, j=1,---,m,and v, we have
(2.5) |V£(£'<Z)|< ¢ (=0,1,2, j7=1---,m
J — 1+M7_rll|z_£j|g+17 [ Rt ) y 110y
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and

26) B < o and VU] + T3] < C

Although [20] does not provide explicit estimates for the derivatives of (ﬁj and 1), 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,
1(2) is the dominant term, with an order of O (1/log m). In fact, the leading-order behavior
of ¢(z) plays a crucial role in determining the nodal set of ¢,,. Therefore, it is necessary to
determine the precise value of v in this order for the points z lying on the circle of radius
\/1 — p2, on the 2,2, 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, q,, has a smooth embedding and compact nodal set
N (qm) such that q,,(z) = 0 and Vg,,(z) # 0 for any z € N (q,,). Near the center of each

bump &, N (g) N {z3 = 0} ~ {|z = &| ~ 1/m}. !
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 1 also affects the behavior of q,,(2) for |z| = /1 — u2,. Specifically,
qm(2) is positive at the point

s s
z= <\/1 — p2, cos —, /1 — p2, sin —, 0) .
m m
Consequently, when considering the nodal set of q,,(2) in the z, zo-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
¢m(z) and its smoothness. First, we estimate the global term ¢ in the next subsection.

2.1. Estimates of ¢). Recall that v satisfies (see [20, (4.13)])
2.7) A+ 50" + V(2 + 5|U Y (1= ¢)d; + M () =0,

J
where (we used the notations from there)

V(z):=5(U.* = U (1 - Z@-) =50 )G

- (1_]2;@) <E+N<g;¢3j+¢>)7
- (U—ZEUJE)—U“EU?

Indeed, we can prove that near the center of each bump §;, the distance between the zero point z of g,,, and
&; 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 topologys; it suffices to confirm that it is a smooth Riemannian manifold.
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FIGURE 2. The left one is the nodal sets of U, inside the cube [—5/2,5/2]*

-1
when m = 16 and d,,, = v/2mlogm (Z;”:_ll csc %’) . The right one is the
intersection of nodal sets of g, with z; zo-plane.

and
() = {<<mn1|z|2|<z—sj|z|>|>, it fe] > 1,
Cimn~tz = &)), if |z| < 1.
Here ((s) is a smooth function such that {(s) = 1 for s < 1 and ((s) = 0 for s > 2, and 7} is
a small positive constant. It is not difficult to check that

1 z 1 2z 4

and
2.9) G(z) = ¢ (,'2‘2) j=1,-

Together with the properties that the ansatz is 27 /m-rotationally invariant in 2z plane and
even symmetry with respect to the z3 axis, one can solve ¢ 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 A 4 5U*. More precisely, the authors in [20] proved that

[Pl < CLIV(2)PlLg, +5 IU*|4Z(1—Cj)¢J + (M), |

L3,

where

[l = 1L+ [0l sy and [l == ||+ 121)° )

L‘I(]R3
Particularly, for ¢ > 5 it has been shown that

m m 5 C
(1—2@)N(Z¢j+w> (01D =¢) é

j=1 j=1 14 j

+ V()¢ g, < ogm)?"

L3,
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In order to capture the leading behavior of ¢), we decompose ) = 14 + 15, where 14 and
1, are the solutions are used for solving the major error term (1 — Z;":l ¢; ) & and the left
terms in (2.7) respectively, i.e.,

(2.10) Apg + 5U g + (1 — Z g) E =
j=1
and

Q.11) A, + 55U, + V(2)¢ + 5|U* D (1= ¢)dy + M () — (1—2@-) E=0.
J J=1
It is straightforward to verify that both equations are solvable, since the source terms are
orthogonal to the kernel of the linear operator A+5U*. Moreover, if we impose the condition
that both functions 4 and 1, lie in the orthogonal complement of the kernel of A + 5U4, it
can be shown that

C
2.12 sllomsy < ——.
( ) sl R3) = (log m)2
In the following, we study v4. By diving it into two parts 4 and 14 2
m 31 én
(2.13) Aty +5U gy — 50Uy H g,
= 12 =&l
and
4 4 . 3i/h§n -
(2.14) Ao+ 5U g0 + 5U Zer 1-Y ¢ |E=0,
j=1 17 50 j=1

where £ = (cos 2(3;1)”, sin Q(jr_nl)”, O). Note that ;¢ is on the unit circle, while §; (see

(2.2)) is on the circle of radius /1 — u?. For (2.14), one can check that
C

504 1-S"¢ B <—1—.
Zu—w ( Z) = Togmy

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

C
2.16 o(R3) < .
(2.16) [Vazlie@) < G

(2.15)

It remains to study v4;. In fact, we can find the explicit form of the solution for z =
(cos Z,sin =, 0). Indeed, we write

L& 1 1
(2.17) Va1 = 3%, Ya1,; + + 7
JZ T e = ol 12— &rm ol
where 1)4,; ; verifies
. m
(218) Awd,l,j + 5U4¢d,1,j =47 (5&].70 + 5£j+%’0) , ] = 1, cee 5
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where J; is the Dirac function at £. Particularly 4, 1 is given below

V2 822 — (14 ]2[?)?
(2.19) wd,l,l(z) = - 1 ! ( | | ) 5
(14 122)2 (14 [212) /(1 +[2[2)? — 42
the other ¥4, j = 2,---, % can be derived from 14 by a rotation of M At z =
& = (cos Z,sin =, 0), we can compute the value of 14, and get that
L2 1—QCOSQ<W—%> 1
Va1 (§0) = 31 pum 4 + .
N T Gy e o=y
%
(2.20) —3hn Y 1 1

<.
Il

sin (2507) - Jsin (250 — 2 )|

. (Q(j -m 7 ) ‘
sin | ————— — — ||
m m
J
Together with the estimation (2.12), (2.16), and (2.6), we have
s s 1

221 <\/1— 2 cos & /T — a2 si —,o): of——).
(2.21) (0 Him COS Fim S Ya,1(8o) + ((log m)2>

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

2

31\3\»-‘

1

PN

+3

I
1

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, q,, has a compact nodal set N (¢,,) such that for any

point z in N'(q,,), the following holds
. 1
dist (Z7 {517 T 7€m}) ~ .

m
In addition, there exists a small positive constant cy such that

" 2j —1 2j —
(2.22) N(qm)ﬂUBCO/m (Vl—/ﬁncos J T,/ 1 — p2, sin J
m

j=1

71',0) = 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we write z = (r cos 6, rsin ), z3) and assume that
2 =&l =min{lz =g, j=1,--,m}, and O€ 0,2,
m
If |z — & | > C, then for sufficiently large m we have

1 1 él 1
m ( 31 — 31 > 0.
¢ Z 5] (logm)

=1
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Hence, the zero point z of ¢,,(z) must be close to ;. As a consequence, we may restrict our
discussion for the point 2 satisfying

(2.23) |z —&| =om(l) and |r— 1] = on,(1).

In the following, we divide our discussion into three steps. First, we will prove that ¢,,(z)
is negative in the vicinity of £;. The key point here is that when z is extremely close to
&1, the effect of the other negative bubbles offsets the central positive bubble, making the
negative bubble at &; the dominant term determining the sign of ¢,,. 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 £ 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 ¢,,(z) at the
midpoint between &; and &, denoted by &y. By using the estimate of ¢ at &, from (2.21), we
will compare ¢ to U, = U — Z;":l U; and establish that ¢, is positive at §,. Together with
the evaluation of Vg,,, this analysis reveals a small region (a tiny ball) where ¢,,, remains
positive.

Step 1. In this step, we shall prove that ¢, is negative within a small neighborhood of &;,
1.e.,

C1
—

2.24 m(z) <0 fi — &)= mi ¢l <
(2.24) Gm () or [z=&l= min |e—gl< o

provided c; is sufficiently small. For |z — &;| < <, we have

1 .
p-&l=5lg-&l and =gl -&l+lz=&l =2 m

Then using the simple inequality 14%:]5 >1—xforxz € (0,1) we have

1 T 1
_ Mmoo
(1+M&2’Z—§j|2) |z — &l " (mg(logm)6)

1
(2.25) > Hom 10 (—)
& — &l + |2 = & m3(log m)®
Hm /~5m|z - §1| < 1 )
> - +0(————],
& =&l G =&l m?(log m)®
forany j = 2,- -+, m. Similarly, we can apply the inequality -~ < 1+ 2z for z € (0, 3) to

derive that

Hm 2lum|z - gll
& =&l 1§ —&lI*

Hm
|z =&

‘S .]:277m
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Together with (2.5) and (2.6), we have

Qm(z) <3

W=
/N
7N
[a—y
+
V
o

,Um Nm‘z_fl
) Z‘fl f] ’51 §]|2>
1 -1 1 % 1
_31 m2 O — =
(2.26) 8 (HM |Z—€1|2) i (m(logm)5)
1 1
+O<logm) +O<1+u;ﬂ|z—£1|>
N pmlz — &
O .
' <]-:2 - & *Z - €1I2>

On the right hand side of (2.26), using |z — 51\ < “we have

1 1 1 1 1
S F A T <m) 2" (m>

the second and third terms in the bracket can be handled respectively as follows
- 7 2 1
> _ Y240 ,
— f j 2 mlogm

i |z — & <Cm’2’—§1\_

— mlogm|& — & logm

and

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

_;< 1 )_§> v2 s \/_ Mm
m > min § — fm?, .
s L+ pp 2z — &2 2 Ty |z — &

Putting all these information on the right hand side of (2 25) we get

V2 1 V2 i }+0m|z—&|

1
m <_3Z i m;
an(2) < mm{ o e log m

1 1
O (10gm> o (mm{l’ itz = & }) '

If |z — & | < ¢1/m with ¢; 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

(2.27)

(2.28) pp_ U VI )t
dry/1 — 12,
In this step we will show that

C
(2.29) qm(2) is positive for h > =% for C,, sufficiently large.
m
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To begin with, we will prove that

—a1

(2.30) qm(2) is positive for b > m ™ with any oy < 1.

Based on the definition of h, we can express |z — &; |2 as follows

(2.31) |2 — &1 = dry/1 — 12, <h2—|—sin2 (M—g)) :

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

1 3tus, & 1
1 2 I,
i) =3 (157) - 5 1
1 2 —u2)2 i 2
03 + 2] 2(ry/1—1i2,)7 = <h2 + sin? <<J SIS g>>
+v(z)+ 0 ( ) )
mlogm
For the second term on the right hand side of (2.32), we have
m 1 - " 1 2my + 2
- .o (G-Dr @ 5T ; J=bm _ 0 h
j=1 <h2 + sin (7— - —)) j=ma+3 S 7 2
(2.33) meo2
m—mi—1
1 2my + 2
< _ 4 :
- j:mzlﬂ sin 1% h
where m; = |m!'~*1]. ? Substituting (2.3) and (2.33) into (2.32) we have
1 m—mi—1
12 311 1 1 imy+1
0n(2) 2305 = i D e =3ty +on(l)
Jj=mi+1 m
2.34 L 1 :
(2.34) > 3108y —— —l—O(m,u%l)—i—om(l)
— sin 2%
1
> 028" 4, (1) >0,
logm

where we also used that [¢)| < - and
ogm

mi

1
Z—, 2 C’logml.
J

=1

Next, we show that ¢(z) is positive for m=** > h > % for Cy sufficiently large, where m is
large enough such that m=* > % Then we have

|z — &| < Om™.

It implies
|zl =14+0(m ) and r=1+4+0(m ).

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

1 m—mo—1 1

1
2 2
inl(2) >3 1 53 T2 Z L ik (me + 1)

T 0 5
(235) 20 2ry/T— ) o s (/T 2)sh

+p(z) + 0 (mlogm) ,

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

1

V2 12, et d, <& 1 1
236) — — : — = — + O .
(2:30) 2 2(ry/1—p2)? Z sin 2~ mlog;mz:sin%T (mlogm)

j=ma+1 Jj=1

From (2.35) and (2.36) we have

v ody A1 : m%n(mz +1) ( 1 )
m(2) = 31 — 33 — + +0
(2.37) ) mlogm 2 Z sin % (ry/1—p2)zh v mlogm

> Clog M2 _ M2 L0 1 ,
logm Cologm logm
where we used |¢)| < log and first selecting a sufficiently large ms and then

C) 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

= <,/1—,u$ncos%,\/1—u%sin%,[)).

First, we prove that g,,, (&) is positive. After straightforward calculation we have

_ V2 gy !
am(&0) = 2 Him z:: 50 P(&o) + <mlogm)
(2.38) /3 m
1V 2 1 L 2 1 1
=31— — 31u3 _ @) .
2 : ; sin (232;1)” + (%) + (mlog m)
By (2.21) and
% . 1— (m—2)
(239) 22 Sin (2<] 1)7T — 1) ‘ = ZSIHE —+ C(‘)S — m = 2_m O (i) )
= m m m sin T m
we have
1 \/5 11 E 1 1 12m 1
'm = 31— —3%1um 3ipup— + 0 )
(240) 4m(&0) ' 2 S Z _ et ™ " (mlogm>
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Recall that (see (2.3))

then
V2o 1
EIGD D err.
j=1 |sin (T m)‘
(2.41) I | 1 & 1 ( 1 >
jzlsm% ]Zl sin(@—%)’ mlogm
> —m%n .1 ( ! )
sin ~ m logm
where we used that
1 1 . m
sin 2~ =z sin (m=2j—-1)7’ Jg=12,-- 75
Substituting (2.41) into (2.40) we have
1 Im 3id
2.42 " > 31u2— + O (u,, m
(2.42) 4m (&) = pom— + (fom) > Srlos m

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

m

3iz 3t (2 — &) o
243)  Vgm(z) = ——F v V().
4 V) = T T S g 2T

For z € B,,,,-1 (§) with ¢, small, we write

Vo (2) = 35 (41 (2), Gma(2), dma(2)),

where

V22 1 r—+/1—pu2)cosf
Gma(2) = — =+ ph > ( m) ' ;
=1 (4ry/T— i2)3 (h2 + sin? (W - g)) :
L 24 /1— (2, sin <—(j_ni)7r + g) sin (—(j_ml)w — g)
(2.44) + 2 Z 3

=1 (dry/T— 12)3 (h? + sin? (% - g))

1 I ~ 1
+3740,,0 +3 jzla,z1¢j+0(m),
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V22, L& (r —+/1—p2,)sinf
Gm2(2) = — 4 +“mz 5 , 3
=T (ry/T= )} (2 o+ sin? (U507 — 9))°
m 2y/1 — p2, cos <—(j_1)7r + Q) sin (—(j_l)ﬂ — Q)
(2.45) ok m_ 2 m_ 2
= (T (h2 4 sin? (U502 - 0))?
1 e ~ 1
+371 z2¢+3 4Zazz¢j+0 (m—) y

(log m)?
and
V22 1 — 2
Gm(2) = — 43+M%Z : > - 3
1 — 5\ 5 . 9 j—lW_Q>>2
T (o (2

, RN 1
3710, 371y 0,0, +0 | —/—= | -
PR Bt (atoer)
For 2 € B.,,,-1 (&) with ¢, small, we have h + |z3] < Cm™! . Furthermore, we can derive
the following estimate for g, s, ¢ = 1,2, 3 from (2.5)-(2.6) and (2.44)-(2.46)

3
m
2.47 | < C :
(247) ;m A< O

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

gm(2) >0 forz € By (&) -
Hence we proved (2.22) and it finishes the whole proof. 0

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

Lemma 2.4. The nodal set N'(q,,) of G, is a smooth Riemann surface whenever m is suffi-
ciently large, i.e., for any point z of N (¢m), V@ (z) # 0.

Proof. We first show that Vg,,(z) # 0 for any zero point z = (rcosf,rsinf, z3) with
|z| > 1. Based on Lemma 2.3 we may assume that

|z —&| = ilnf z =& >em™, 0€ [0, i] , and h < Com™.
]: 7...777"’/ m

We will divide our argument into three steps based on the location of the zero point z. Ini-
tially, we will prove that V¢,,(z) # 0 when z3 # 0, enabling us to focus our analysis on
points z within the z; 2z, plane. In the second step, we will establish that the radial derivative
of gy, 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 . Combined with the findings of Lemma 2.3, this allows
us to prove that Jpq,,(z) is nonzero for zero points in the z; z; plane where A is small.
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Step 1. For any zero point 2 of ¢,,(2) with 23 # 0, 0,4 (2) # 0. Using (2.46) and the fact
1 and ¢; is evenly symmetry with respect to 23 we see that,

e ~ m C
IV (2)| < Clzs] and Z|v¢j(z)|<c—)2|23| for |z—§1|2£.

‘= —  (logm
Hence
a m Sl r%n
' g(z) > Z L i _C(lom E 1] > 0,
z : 5 m
3 j=19 <h2 +Sin2 ((]:nl)ﬂ' B g)) 2 g

where we used that 6 € [0, %] .

Step 2. For any zero point z lying on the z;zy plane, we show that Vg,,(z) # 0 with
h > Cm~3. To be precise, if z3 = 0 we have

— 1_ 2 \2
h2:(r HQ’”) and r>1>+/1—p2.

dr\/1 —pu

Multiplying the above V¢,,(2) by z we have

L 2

1 L m
(2.48) Vm(2) 2 = =31 ———— + 3% Z

Let us compute (z — &) - 2,

where we used 7 > /1 — p2, due to that » = |z| > 1. Particularly for j = 1 we have

(2.49) (z—&)-z=1r—ry/1—p2 +2ry/1 - u?nsiHQg > C(h+ 6%).

Substituting (2.49) into (2.48), we have
|2]? C h + 6*

1
2.50 Vg (z) -z > —31 +0(1).
(220 an(7) (1+4|z2)2  mlogm (k2 4 sin®0)2 @
Soif h > Cm™s,
2 2
C h+0 > min C ’Chm > 1.
mlogm (b2 + sin? 6)2 h*mlogm’ ~ logm

Hence Vg, # 0.

Step 3. It remains to study the zero point z = (r cos 6, rsin 0, z3) of ¢,,(z) with

2.51) Zl=r>1, |z—&|>2 e (0, 1] . and 0<h<COm s,
m m

By (2.22) we see that distances between all the zero points of ¢,,(z) and & is no less than
co/m, i.e.,
C
|z =&l > =
m
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For the zero point z in (2.51), we have

z— (y/l—ufncosz,\/l—ufnsinz,OH
m m

<l|z—+/1—p2 (cosf,sinh,0) ]+ /1 — u2,

gcmc‘e—i‘.
m

Co
— <
m

T T
cos — cos —,sinf — sin —
m m

Therefore, the angle of the zero point must have a distance of the order % to ™. It implies
that there exists a small positive constant c3 such that ‘9 — %’ > <% Together with (2.51)
we can further restrict our discussion to

1_
2.52) |zl=r>1, |z—&]>2, ee(o,u}, and 0<h<Cms.
m m

Now we shall prove that for all the zero points z satisfying (2.52), V¢,,(z) # 0. In fact, we
compute Jpqy,(2) = —sin 00, ¢ (2) + cos 00.,¢m(z). It is known that

Oyt <cosl,sin1,0> =0
m m

due to 1(z) being symmetric with respect to § = Z. Thus dptp(z) = O(L) for all z in (2.52).
Using (2.44) and (2.45), we have

Do (2) = — 3iﬂr%n Z

QMSm <(j2)” — g) cos ((j;i)” — g)
3
(2.53) =L (dry/T— 42,2 i

(2 +sin? (427~ 9))

Using the fact that A < Cm~3 we have

m sin ((a‘fml)w _ g) oS ((a‘fml)w _ %) m 2
@s4) D . =Y 0 (mi)).
Jj=2 <h2 + sin? ((mel)fr _ g)) 2 j=2 Sin < — 5)

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

2.55) cos <W - g) cos (% - g) cos (&£ — %) 5 m
. - : - ; = - =4 o
sin? (W - g) sin? (% - g) sin’ (JE - g) 2

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

21— p2, cos & sin § _cos(%—g)
(h? +sin® §)>2 n 1)

PN

i, ;
(2.56) (4r v1- [13)?
+0Q_L_)
(logm)?
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Ifh e [l %],we have

3m?
— 2 4 T 0
IR v o A SRS A I
(47' 1— ,LL2 )§ Sin ) S1n (% — 5) (log m)2
1 — 2
(2.57) > 32, 2y/1 i 4 4 2 +0< 1 )

(4ry/1—p2): \ 0 (2 —9) (log m)?

> 3t 2y/1 =y, 16¢5m? of !

B " (4ry/1 — /‘L'?n)% m2(1 — c2)? (logm)? )

Opin(2) > 3 ph 1 — i, . 0 V2 1
m\Z) = 04 Um 3 mme§ ———3, 75 —_
. M T 2 W2 ()

1
2.58 -
(29 O ((long)
S g 2y/1—p2,  (9v2m®  36m’ Lo 1
= ot fm (4r/T— 22 2 2572 (logm)? )~

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

Cm 1
Oggm(2) = ——+0 | —— | <0.
bim(2) logm * ((log m)2>
Together with the conclusions in Step 1 and Step 2, we conclude that for all the zero point
2] > 1 of g (2), [Vam(2)] # 0.

For the zero point z of ¢(z) with |z| < 1, due to the fact that the solution is invariant after
4

the Kelvin transform, we see that ¢,,(z*) = 0 for z* = =;. We have already shown that

|2[2°
V@ (z*) # 0, using the fact ¢,,,(z) = Eﬂqm (@) and ¢,,(z*) = ¢n(z) = 0 for z is zero
point, we have

3 X ok
1 1 1 252,
0 (") = —0iqm(2) —= — 2 Oem(2) L, j=1,2,3.
; 2 e — 2 2 2!
As a consequence, if V¢, (2*) # 0 for z* = 17 is a zero point of ¢m(2), we must have
Vmq(z) # 0. Hence we finish the whole proof. U
Proof of Theorem 2.1. Theorem 2.1 follows from Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4. 0

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 ¢ = ¢,,. For simplicity of notation, we drop the index m when there is no
ambiguity.

(2.59) Aqg+¢°=0 in R
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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 7}, : z — z + y where y € R3,

(2) the dilation D, : z — ez fore > 0,

(3) the rotation Ry : z — Ryz for Ry € SO(3),

(4) the inversion J : z — ﬁ,

(5) the translation under inversion ¢ = J o T¢ o J.
For any set of parameters A = (y, Ry, &,£) € R® x SO(3) x Ry x R3, we define the
transformation .74 = T_, 0 Ry o D, 0 1)e. Then O 4(z) = | det(T}(x))|5q(Ta(x)) is also a
solution to the Yamabe equation (2.59). Using Jq = ¢, we have

B ez eRy(z — v)
@A(Z)Wz—mq( e *f)'

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

(2.60) 1
(zjaze — zzﬁzj) qg, 1<j<t<3, 54 +z-Vq.

One can verify that L, f = 0 for any f in the above, where L, is linearized operator near ¢
L,=—A —5¢".

Note that these 10 functions are generated consecutively by 1), translation, rotation, and
dilation. The linear combination of these 10 functions form a subspace Z, of DV2(R?)
such that L,f = 0 for any f € gq. Some of these 10 functions may be equal, therefore
dim Z, < 10.

Define the kernel space of L, by Z, = {f € D"*(R%) : L,f = 0}. Musso-Wei [44]
proved that Z, = Z,. The results there indicate that —z3q + |2|28.,q — 2232 - Vq = 0.,¢ in
(2.60). We re-state their result as the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5 (Non-degeneracy). When m is large enough, q,, is non-degenerate and
dim Z, =9,
where ., is the one constructed in [20] in R,

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 23
and depend on finite-dimensional parameters. The construction will be similar to © 4 in the
above, but in this case we need to restrict the rotation and translation to the z;25-plane and
choose the translation in a subtle way.

We define

(2.61) [ =N(g)N{x €R®: (21,2,0)}
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which is the intersection of the nodal set of ¢ with the z; z5-plane. For any set of parameters
A= (g, a,0,8) € RxT xR x R? xS, we define

B e eRz(z —b)
BEEC RN

(2.62) Qa(z) +&+ cw(f)) ;

where v(§) = \§ZE8| is the unit normal to X. Here R is the rotation matrix in z; 22-plane by
angle 3

cosf —sinfg 0
(2.63) Rg=[sinf cosf 0
0 0 1

In the notation of (2.62), we also will treat a vector in the z;z;-plane as a vector in three-
dimensional space with the last coordinate being 0. For example, b = (by, by) also denotes
b= (by,b9,0).

The family of ()4 plays a vital role in this paper. Note that in the particular case a = 0,
e=1landb=0,Qa(z) = O(|2|?) as 2 — oo uniformly for ¢ € I"and 3 € S. This is a fast
decay bubble. When we perturb a a little bit, ) 4(2) has leading order a|z|~* when z — cc.
However, if a is small enough, it is still fast decaying inside B;.

In the following, we will need the kernel of the L, for A = (1,£,0,0,6,) where 0, =
0.(€) is chosen such that Rj Vq(§) = |Vq(£)[(1,0,0)". The purpose of 6, (¢) is to fix the
direction of () 4 as £ runs in the nodal set of ¢. Since ¢ is the coordinates of the zero set of ¢,
then (g,(e) ge. 4=,)" = [Va(€)](1.0,0)” = RI Vg(¢). Thus

Qu(e) = VQ(f) ’ (COS 0*7 sin 9*7 0)T7 e = VQ<5) ’ <_ sin 9*7 COoS 9*7 O)T7 2y = VQ(f) ' (07 Oa 1)T

The associate kernels of the linearized kernels are given by

Zo(z) = 2 Qualecr it s, = ﬁq (Re*zip " 5) —#Riw (RQ*ZLP T 5)- % ,
Zi(z) = %QA|szl,b:0,a:0,6:€* = %qy(ﬁ) (Re*# + f) ;
Zy(z) = a%QAkLbo,ao,ﬂe* = %% <Re*zi|2 + 5) ,
Z3(z) = %Qﬂazl,bzo,a:o,ﬁ:e* = %% — #% = ﬁz% 0 — #Zh
Zy(z) = %QAL;‘:l,b:O,a:O,B:Q* = fz%ag; - #% = %Zo - #Zz;
0 iaQA 2y 0Q 4 21 )

Z, = a2 e=1,b=0,a=0,8=0, — e 119 =75 — —7.

There are three functions we did not list here, which come from the differentiation of trans-
lation in 23, rotation in 2, z3-plane, and rotation in z,23-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 () 4, defined at (2.62), to satisfy a
similar equation to the Brezis-Nirenberg problem in > and Dirichlet boundary conditions.
This is the first step in the gluing process. More precisely, we define the approximate solution
PQ@) 4 (or the projection of () 4) to be

3.1 APQas+APQs+ Q% =0 inXg,
' PQAZO onaEK.

At the end of this section, we will prove PQ) 4 is () 4 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 =
(21,22, 23)T = (21 + 29, 23)T, where i = \/—1 is the imaginary number. We abuse the
notation ze' = ((z1 + 122)e'®, z3)7 and z = (2; — 129, 23)7 = (21, —22, 23)7. Using this
notation convention and definition of Rz in (2.63), we have Rgz = ze*®. All vectors in R?
are column vectors without explicit mention.
We define

(32) Sk={(rn0.z)€B;0<r<1,—0<0<0) where 6= %

For any function v in B;, we define an operation

(3.3) u(z) = u(z) — u(Ze¥%0) 4 u(ze) — . 4 u(ze2E=D0) _ g (ze2E-Db0y,
In the sum notation, it reads that
K/2-1
u(z) = > [u(ze¥"®) — u(ze® 0],
j=0

This operation creates a function which is odd under the reflection along each ray re/#,
j=1,3,5,---,K — 1. That is,
ue(,r,ejieo—w’ Z3) = _ue(rejieo-i-w’ 23)7 ] = 17 3a 57 e 7K - 17
In particular )
u(re?® z) =0 j=1,3,5--- K —1.
We shall use the following family of bubbles described in (2.62) in the subsection 2.3,
1

g2 eRz(z — b)
where A = (£,¢,a,b,3) and 8 = 0,(£) + ( where Rg;(é)Vq(E) = |Vq(&)|(1,0,0)T. The
purpose of 6,(&) is to fix the “direction” of () 4 as £ runs in the nodal set of ¢.

We will make some constraints on the parameters of A. The rationale for selecting these
constraints is to make sure some functional (see W(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|e’® and d = (1 — |b|?)/(2|b]). We make the
following constraint.

EK3 c [57 5_1]’ 56 F, ‘a’ < 5_1€log K, de [logK—}?glogK’ 10§(K] ’
lop| < 07Y2K2log K, |B\ < 5V2K og K.

(3.4)
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where § € (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 ¢.

Under these constraints, we have

. 1
()| < Cla| < C6elog K, dist(b,0Lk) > K
Hereafter, we adopt the following notations for the remainder of this paper.
(3.5) E=¢+av(§), w=R{Ve(E), W =RiV()R;.

Note that |w| = |V¢(£)| < C and |[W| = |[V2¢(€)| < C for a constant C' just depend on g.
Moreover, since ¢ is even for zs, then ws = 0 and w = (|Vg(£)|e*,0). By our definition
of 0.(¢), we have a,, = B

Define ()¢, by the operation (3.3),

K/2—1
(3.6) Q%= Y [Qa(zeV™) — Qu(ze VD) = Qu — T,
§=0
where 7’4 is the summation of other bubbles (centered on other copies of X in By)
K/2-1
(3.7) Ty = Qa(7e™) = 37 [Qa(ee') — Qa(zeH+210)]
j=1
We define the following key function, 7(z, p), which is used to bound the influence of
other bubbles in Y.

1 e 1 1
|Ze2i00 — p| Z <|Ze4ji90 — | - | ze(4i+2)i% — p|) :

Jj=1

(3.8) V(z,p) =

We can have a lower bound for each denominator.
Lemma 3.1. Suppose b satisfies (3.4). Then for any z € Y,
39 \ze4ﬁ90 —b| > Csin2jby, for 1<j<K/2-1,
|Z2eWt20 _p| > Csin(2f +1)6y, for 0<j<K/2—1.
Proof. Suppose z = (21, 29, 23) = (re’®=, z3) and b = (by, by, 0) = (|b|e’®®,0). Then

[zt — b* = |2 + [bf* — 2r|b| cos(4760 + . — o)

3.10

(3.10) — (r— [B])? + 22 + 4r{b| sin(2760 + . — Lay),

and

(3.11) 2620 _ b2 = (r — |b])? + 23 + 47(b| sin®((2) + 1)6p — 2. — Lay).

If r < 1, then [ze¥™ —p| > 1 for1 < j < K/2— 1 and |ze+D% — p| > 1 for any
0<5< K/2 — 1. Obviously, (3. 9) holds.
If r 2 =, then using (3.10) and (3.11) and |b| > , we obtain that

|ze —p? > Lsin®(256) + ta, — §Oéb)a 1<j<K/2-1,
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2200 _p|2 > Lgin®((25 4+ 1)0p — 2a. — Say), 0<j<K/2-1.

Since |av, £ ay| < 26, then (3.9) also holds in this case. d
Lemma 3.2. Under the constraint (3.4), for any z € Yk, one has
12 3 I s 7
(3.12) TA(Z) = 52(](5)7(27 b) t+ezw- VP7(27 b) + égzmjafnpjrﬂz’ b) - O(€2K4>’
In particular, one has |Tx| = O(2 K?). Here V,v(2,b) is the abbreviation of V ,y(z, p)| p=b-

Proof. Using Taylor expansion of ¢ near é , we have the expansion of ((z) for any z satisfy-
ing|z—b| >¢

e3 . w-(z=0b)  *(z—0)TW(z-10) el
3.13) Qa(z) = q(é) + + +0 .
( 4 12— b] yz—b|2 2]z — b 2 — b3
It readily verifies that
1 (z —p); 2 1 —0je 3(z=p)iz —p)
(3.14) v,< ): Vi = 1 .
P\lz=pl) z=pP TP\ |z—pl) 2ol |2 = pf?

Using these identities, one can rewrite (3.13) as

Qu(z) = 218 | 3y, (#) B

|2 = b| |z —pl

Ll [o LY, e Lo £
6 P\l TP e )

When b € Y satisfies (3.4), then (3.9) implies |ze¥"% — b| > C/K > ¢ and |ze¥+2)%0
b| > C/K > ¢. Thus the corresponding expansion of Q 4(ze*%) and Q 4(ze*7+2) from
the above hold uniformly for z € > . Recall the definition of 74 in (3.7). We have

Ty = a(@1(2,0) + e V(e Dl + 23 W2, 12,1 o
+ 04952, )| Aa(€)] + £27(2,0)),

where v3(2,b) = Zj(/Q b |zeit2)ibo _ p|-3 ZK/2 "zeYi% — p|=3 and ~4(z,p) is the
corresponding one with the exponent replaced by 4 Again, (3.9) implies that
K/2—1
13(2,0) SCK® Y j7 < CK®, qu(z,b) < CK*.
j=1

Thus £273(z, b)|Aq(€)| +e274(z, b) = O(e3 K3|al® + 2 K*) = O(e2 K*). Therefore (3.12)
is proved.

Finally, it follows from Lemma 8.1 that [V"v(z,p)|p=s] < CK™ for m = 0,1,2.
Applying these in (3.12) and using the constraint (3.4), we get

IT4| < Cle2|q(é)|K +e? K2+ e3 K3 + e2K*) < Ce2 K2
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Suppose that G(z,p) is the Green’s function for B; in R3. We denote by Hy(z,p) the
regular part of the Green’s function, namely

1
H, =47 —— - G .
O(va) Tr(47’(‘2—p‘ (va)>
It is well-known that in the unit ball case
1
z 1
2| V1—2z-p+|[z]2p]

We apply operation (3.3) to H, and denote it as H(z, p)
K/2—1
(3.16) Hi(z,p) = Y [Ho(2e"™, p) — Hy(zeW 2% p)].

§=0
Such a function is used to control the influence of H, from other copies of X in B;.
To get PQ 4 in (3.1), we first solve ¢ 4 from

{AgpA:O in By,

(3.17)
wa = Q% on 0B,

where ()¢ is defined in (3.6).
Lemma 3.3. Under the constraint (3.4), for any z € Xk, one has
RPN g 1
(3.18) wal(z) =e2q(&)HS(2,b) + e - V,Hi(z,b) + EE%WU@;%HS(Z, b) + O(E%K4>’

where HE(z, p) is defined in (3.16). In particular, one has | 4(z)| = O(e2 K?2).

Proof. When z € 0By, one has ¢/|z — b| < CeK < 1. Using the Taylor expansion of ¢

near £, we have the expansion of () 4(z) in (3.13). Using (3.15), one knows that, Hy(z,p) =
|z — p|~! for z € OB;. Thus (3.14) implies

Vp,Ho(z,b) = =b); V2 Ho(z,b) = — " 3(z —b)(z —b)

EE A R Bk

Comparing the expansion of () 4(2) in (3.13), we found that () 4 on 9B, can be approximated
by Ho(z,b) and its derivatives. Similar things also hold for @ 4(ze%%) and Q(ze(*7+2)10),
Thus if we let

o1 = (€ H(2,0) + <hw -V Hy(2,) + S W02, HE(2,) + fa(2),
then f4 satisfies Afa(z) = 0in Xk and
chq(§) etw-(z-b) 15E-)WE-b) 1c8aq@)|
|z — b |z — b3 6 |z —bJ° 6 |z —0b]3
for z € 0¥ k. Note that on 0> g,
Ifa(z)| < C (53|AQ(5” + Egb“) < Cetlq(é)PK? + Ce2K* < Ces K™,

|z =0 [z -

fa(z) = [QA(Z) -
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By maximum principle, we have |f4(z)| = O(e2K*) for = € B,. Finally, one can get
lpa| = O(e2 K2) by using Lemma 8.5, as did for 4. O

Using the symmetry of ()9 and the uniqueness of ¢4, ¢4 enjoys the same symmetry as
Q4. Thus pa(z) = 0 for z € 0¥k N {|z] < 1}, i.e., the two portions of the boundary of ¥
inside B;. Since )% = 0 on these two portions of the boundary and ¢4 = Q)% on 0By, then

(3.19) Aps =0 in Xg,
w4 = Q% on O0Xg.

Let PQ4 = Q% — va — 4. Using the above equation and the one of P(Q) 4 in (3.1), ¥4
must satisfy

(3.20) {AW + Apa = NQ) —pa) + F inXk,
Ya=0 on 0¥,
where
K/2—1
(3.21) F(z) = Qa(2e¥)° — Y [Qa(2e")? — Qa(ze T2 0)7]
j=1

We want to derive the estimates of 1/ 4. First, we consider F'. Note that (3.13) leads to

3

1
e2lal €2
70 +C’—|Z I forany |z — b| > ¢.

For any z € Y, this applies to Q(ze*/72%0) and Q(ze**) since (3.9).

(3.22) Qa(z)] <

(3.23) |F(2)] < Ce2|al’ys(2,b) + € 2 y10(2,b) < Ce2 K2
Lemma 3.4. Under the constraint (3.4), for any z € S, one has [ 4(z)| = O(e2|log g]).

Proof Let y = (z — b)/e. Consider 14(2) = e3¢((z — b)/e), then Ahg + Apy =
e~ 2[Ayih + Ae24)]. Thus

ly?

Ayih + \e?ip = )\ﬁq <M + f) + 0(2K?) in X,
@A =0 on 9%,

where X = {y = (z — b)/e : z € Sk}. Here we used |T4(2)| + |pa(2)] + |F(2)| =
O(e2 K?) for z € Sg. Let

~ 1 1 Rgz ~
Yoly) = / ———q (— —1—5) dz.
o) = | Ty =221 \ 2P

Then it is easy to see that 1/;0(y) satisfies the equation Ayﬁo + ‘—;lq (% + é) = 0. One can

verify that ]zﬁo| < C(1+1log+/1+ y?). Now let ¥ = Mo + 1. Then ¢ satisfies
Ay'(;l + /\821;1 = O(€2K2).
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Note that By /2x)(0) € Sk C {|a| < 22}, Thus, on 9%k, one has 1y = O(|logel). We
construct a barrier function

di(y) = Cllogel[(3m)* — (Key2)?].
One can verify that

Ay + AP < Olloge|[—2(Ke)? + Ae?(3m)%) < —C(Ke)?,

provided K’ is large enough. Moreover, Y1 > Clloge| on X k. )
Note that ¥ C {[y2| < 27/(K¢)} implies that the first eigenvalue A, (X ) > (Ke/2m)*.
Thus A, + Ae? satisfies the maximum principle on ¥ x when K is large enough. Therefore

b1 (y)| < Cleby| = O(|logel). Note that || < C(1+log /1 + y2) < C|loge]|. The proof
is complete. U

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

Proposition 3.5: Assume 1~4 satisfies the constraint (3.4). The solution of (3.1) can be written
PQs=Qn—Tywhere Ty =Ty — pa — 4 satisfying

(3.24) T4 < Ce? K2,
Remark 3.6. By elliptic theory, it is not hard to show that the dependence of T4 on the
parameters in A is at least C".

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 P(Q) 4 as

IPQa) =5 [ (VPQF = NPQiP)a: — 5 [ (PQa'a:
1 1
=3/ Q4PQadz — ¢ /EK(PQA)GdZ.

For the first term on the right-hand side

Q\PQudz= | Q3(Qa — Ta)dz = /

YK YK YK

(Qg - Q5ATA> dz.
For the second term
/ (PQ.)i: - / (@a— Tz = / (- 0@iT) =41
where
I= [ (15040 = 20040 + QAT ~ 6Qu(Ta)" + (Ta)°) d
YK

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

(4.2) : Q%dz = /R 3 q(2)%dz + O(°K?),
(4.3) i Q%dz = e2dmq(é) + O(e = K7),
4.4) i Q% (2)(z — b)dz = e247 REVg(€) + O(e 7 K°),
(4.5) / Q42 — b]2dz = O(e3).

Yk

Proof. To prove (4.1). Since ¢ is Kelvin invariant, then q(z) = O(|z|™!) as z — co. When

|z — b] < &, one has
b b
(Y | <ozt
|z — b|? 5

then |Q4(z)] < &2 and
/ |Qal‘dz < Cede.
|z—bl<e

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

35/ dz CetKllogK ifl=1,

I3 -

(resicils—bj>e} 12 — O T Ced 2 it ¢ > 2.
Cez|a| K if 0 =1,

. dz Cela’K'log K if{ = 2,

e2lal — < PR ,

{zeSciz-bi>e) 12 =] Cezlal’|loge|  if ¢ =3,

Ce32alt if ¢ =4,5.

where we have used the estimates

1 dz log K 1 dz
4.6 b) := — <C b) (= — < —.
(4.6) p2(b) 47T/EK lz—b2 — K’ p(0) 47T/EK lz—0b] — K

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

QYdz = | Q%dz — / Q%dz for (=5,6.
R3 R3\Z g

YK

On one hand, we use (3.22) to get

/ Qldz < Ce? K3 4+ Cella|' K3 < Ce* K3, (=5,6.
R3\Z g
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. . RT .
On the other hand, making a change of variables, z = b + 6%‘;, one obtains that

g Q%dz = /]RS q(z + €)5dz = / q(2)%dz.

]R3

Q5%dz = = q 5(z—b)+é 5dz
Re A s |7 — b |2 — b|?

N B A L (2)%dz = chang(é
—¢ g ]Z|[q(z+€)] dz=c¢ /RS ’Z_€|q(z) dz = e24mq(§).

and

where we have used

/R N L Fal=)'dz = dmq(€)

for any ¢ 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(e*K*). Therefore
1 1
4.7 J(PQa) == | Q%z+ = [ Q%\(Ta+ pa+iba)dz+OE'K").
3 ZK 2 ZK
We will compute the first two terms on the right-hand side.
Lemma 4.2. Under the constraint (3.4), we have
1 . .
i /s Q%padz = elq()PH5 (b, b) + £2q(€)w - [V Hg(b,b) + V, Hg (b, b)]
K
+ 2w VI HS (b, byw + O(e*K*).
Proof. Recall the expansion of ¢4 in (3.18). Then applying Lemma 4.1 yields
Qhpadz =e2q(€) | Q4HS(z,b)dz+etw- | Q4V,H(z,b)dz

(4.8) 1.
—i-ée%VVij . Qi@iipjl-lg(z,b)dz+O(54K4).
K

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

HE(z,b) = HE(b,b) + V. HE(D,b) - (2 —b) + O(]z — b]*K?).
Applying (4.3)-(4.5), we have
Q% HS (2, b)dz = HE(b,b) | Q%dz+ VLHE(b,L) - | Q%(z — b)dz + O(e2 K?)

YK YK XK
= c24mq(E)HE(b, ) + £24mw - VLHE(b, b) + O(e2 K?).
Similarly, using V,H§(z,b) = V,Hg(b,b) + V2 JH§(b,b) - (z — b) + O(|z — b]*K*),
Q\V, HE(2,b)dz = V,HE (b, b) Q% dz + VipHg(b, b) - Q% (2 — b)dz + O(EgK4)

Yk Yk XK
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= c34mq(£)V, HS (b, b) + e24m0? HE (b, b)) RTVq(€) + O(3 K*)
and

. Q95, Hi(2,b)dz = : Q%05 H(b,b)dz + V.02 Hi(b,b) - [ Q%(z —b)dz
K K

XK
+ O(sg K®)
= O(c2]q(€)|K?) + O(e3 K*') + O(e3K®) = O(e2 K*).
Inserting the above three estimates back to (4.8), we can get the conclusion. U

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

1 . .
[ @aTadz = elg(OF(b,b) +g()w - [Vay(b,b) + V,y(D, D)
XK
+ w"'V2 (b, b)yw + O(e*K*).
Proof. The proof is almost identical to the previous one. One should use 7’4 in (3.12) and
the estimates of v in Lemma 8.1. We leave the details to the readers. U

Lemma 4.4. Under the constraint (3.4), we have
Qhadz = =\ [ Q%dz+ O(*Klog K).
EK EK
Proof. Using (3.1) and (3.20)
QBAI/JAdZZ —/ (APQA—I—)\PQA)’(ﬁAdZ:—/ PQA(A¢A+)\Q/}A)dZ
EK 2K

YK

K

(4.9) =)\ /Z (Qa —Ta)(Qa—Tu — a)dz+ /E PQJFdz

=—-A Q%dz + A QA(TA+TA+¢A)dz+/ PQaFdz,

YK Yk Yk
where F'is defined in (3.21). Recall (3.24), Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and (4.1),

< CerK? |Qaldz < C’Klog K.

XK

Qua(Ta +Ta+ @a)dz
XK

Using (3.23), (4.1) and (3.24), one has

Yk

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

< C’ngQ/ |PQ4ldz < C2K log K.
Yk

Q%badz = —\ | Q4dz+ O(E*K log K).

EK ZI(
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Now, let us compute fEK Q*%dz. We recall py(b) in (4.6). Taking the derivative to b on
both sides, we get

Vps(b) = iP.v./ b)) —iP.v./ 20
by R3\X

47 o lz—=0* 4t |z —b)*
It is not hard to show that |V p,(b)| < C'log K in the constraint (3.4).

Lemma 4.5. Assume (3.4), we have

L Q4dz = 52P.V./ M

4 Yk R3 471"2"4

dz + O(e*K (log K)?).
Proof. Note that

1 5 1 € eRs(z—b) -\’
— dz = — dz.
4W/EKQAZ 47T/2K|z—b|2q( o 7o) ¢

Notice that ¢~ [;, ffﬁ); dz = elq(€)]2p2(b) = O(6 23K 1 (log K)?). It suffices to estimate

1 £ eRs(z—b)  \> .
I=_— o T 0E (q <—|Z_b’2 +€) —Q(£)2> dz.

Again, we split the integral into two on R? and R? \ 2. First, using a change of variable,

g [q<sRﬁ(z—b) - q<é>2:| Qs — gzp_v_/ [a(z + OF — [a(OF*

g3 |2 — 0|2 B R3 |2
_ la(z+ &P, la(z +OF — 4P —la=+ O
I LISa

2
- aQP.V./ LG+ OF ) 1 o).
R3 z
Second, since £/|z — b| < 1 for z € R?\ Y, then

. (gRg(z —b) . é) _ q(é)? _ 2q(é)Vq(€) . M + O(2|z — b|™?)

|2 = b |2 = b[?
Therefore
1 £ eRz(z —b) A>2 9
— - A _ d
47 /Ra\zK |z — b|? (q( |z — b|? +< a(¢) z
. 1 (z—10)
=&’ - —PV. / 2 +0(e
Qw5 oy 17— +0(e”)
— —2(E)w - Vpa(b) + O(e%) = O(£2|a] log K).
Combining the two results, the proof is complete. U

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

(4.10) J(PQ,) = % /R 3 Cdz + 27V (A) + O(* K (log K)?),
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where
W(A) = elg(§)PH (b, b) + ¢ w - [V H(b,b) + V,H (b, )]
.11 3 T2 2
+e*w' V; H(b,b)w — Ae"C(§).

and H(z,p) = H§(z,p) + v(z,p) and
C.(6) = p_V/ la(=+OI"

dz.
rs  Am|z|* :

Remark 4.6. Clearly, V(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(PQ a) on the parameters in
A'is at least C*.

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 P 4 denote the approximate solution defined in section 3

(5.1 PQa=Qa—Ta=Qa—Ta—pa—1a.
We introduce the following form of P() 4 for convenience
PQu =¢c3Qa — e3Ty — 3y — 39y
= Qu — 2Ty — 2y — 22904

1 Rs(y —b.) -1 -1 ) 17
= q +e E+e av(€) | —e2T
v b ( y— 0 ©) :

where y = Z and b, = ’g’ The Brezis-Nirenberg problem is equivalent to finding ¢ such that
(5.2) Ay(PQar + ¢) + A (PQu + ¢) + (PQa + ¢)° = 0,
which can be rewritten as

Ayp+ Ao+ 5PQ%Y ¢ = —FE — N.(¢) in Yk,
6=0 on 0Ykg,

(5.3)

where Y. = {y | ey € Xy},
E = APQu + \*PQu + PQ% = PQ5 — Q%
= — 5e3Q% (Ta + pa +va) + O(*KHQ% + O(°K®)Q%
+ O<88K8)QA/ + O(glOKlo),
and

N.(¢) = (PQu + ¢)° — PQ% — 5PQ% .
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It is important to mention how the functions PQ 4 and ()4 depend on the parameters
A" = (A eta,e 1€, b., B). Particularly, the dependence of Q4+ on A can be understood
as follows:

_ A% (RﬁA<y_b€)
o _ _ 1|2
=0\ g0

Since we scale ()4 by ¢ for the space variable, so the parameter A does not appear in () 4/
and we will not carry it in the expression of () 4/ in the following argument.
We separate ¢ in the following form

(5.4 DY) = 15, (¥)Din (V) + Dour(y),

where € = ¢ K and

o E—

1, if &ly —b| <2r,
1o (y) =
0, if &ly —b.| > 4r.

for some 7 € (0, 55) and ¢in(y), dout(y) satisfy the following equation respectively

Ay¢in + )\82¢in + 5PQ4A’¢in = - ?775: (Ns(ngr(bin + ¢0ut> + E)

z in Bar (bg),
- 5anQj14/¢0ut €

(5.5
P =0 on OB (b.),
and
Ay¢out + )\52¢out + 5(1 - ni)PQi’QSout iIl E
(56) = _(1 - 7]76:) (E + N(n§r¢in + ¢0ut)) + Angr¢in + 2vn§rv¢ln fe
Gout = 0 on 0Xge..

It is crucial to see that |Vn5,| < Cz and |An5,| < CZ%, 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 ¢;,, and solve ¢, from (5.6). We shall need the fact that the
operator A, + \e? satisfies the Maximum principle in ¥ . provided K is large enough and
the following lemma

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ solve

Ap+Xe2p+f=0 in Yge,
Qb =0 on 82[(75.

Then we have

C
19llz=sr) < Zl e

Proof. We construct a function

272 .
w="— —r?sin?6.
&2
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After straightforward computation, we check that

by =2 A =2 2 2
Aw—i—%w = —2—1—% (6% —r281n29> < -1
provided K is large enough. Thus, by maximum principle, we derive that
272 ,
(57 —r?sin’ 9) 1L (2.0
defines a super-solution and the conclusion follows easily. U

By Lemma 5.1, we get that
¢ g 4
HqsoutHL‘X’(ZK’E) < 5_2 H(l - 77r) PQAI¢OUtHL°O(ZK75)
¢ £ £
5.7 + o 1@ =m2) (B + Ny din + boue) )l 5.

C = C =
S 1Vl + 51805 Bl
If we presumably assume that

(5-8) ¢l = sup ||y — be)inll + sup ||y — be)*Vbra | is small.

YE€Byy /e YE€Byy /e

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

C i i
(5.9) fowt (D)l < Zl (1 =17) Ellresic.) + Ol

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

(510) H¢out(¢in,l) - ¢out(¢in,2)HL°°(ZK7€) S Cg”¢in,1 - ¢in,2”*-
In addition, one can follow the similar process to derive that
C E_ —
+ C&||V 4 dinll+ + C&||Gout (Din) | Lo (5.0
and
(512) ”VA’(¢out(¢in,l) - ¢0ut(¢in,2))HL°°(EKYS) < C<§H¢in,1 - (bin,ZH*

+ CE||V a4 (ding — Pin2)]|-
Then the full problem can be reduced to solving the nonlocal problem in the ball By, /=(b.),
Agbin + )\52¢in + 5PQ4A/¢in - - an€(¢in + ¢0ut(¢in>)

_ B r/E be 9
(5.13) — 12(E + 5PQ % fout (Pin) arje(be)
- on 9By e(D:).

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

5 N
A¢+)\€2¢+5PQ4/¢: h + ZCjPQ4/Zj(y), in B4T/g(b5),
j=0

»=0 on 0By, /=(b.),
o) $PQu Zi(y)dy =0, j=0,1,--- 5,

where A’ = (A, e a,e71¢,b., B) and Z;(y) = x(y)Z;(y). Here Z;(y) is the kernel function
introduced in section 2.3 * and x(y) is the characteristic function such that

X(y) = {17 Y € By /z(b:),

(6.1)

O, y E B4r/§(b5)c.

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

(6.2) 1A= sup  [{y—b)*"n(y)],
yEB4r/§(be)
(6.3) ¢l = sup [y —b)o(y)|+ sup [{y—b:)*Vo(y),
y€B4r/§(ba) y€B4r/E(b€)

where o is a sufficiently small positive number and (y) = /1 + |y|?. The first result of this
section is the following.

Proposition 6.1. Suppose that the parameters A and ¢ satisfy the relation in (3.4). Then
there exists K large enough such that for all K > K and all h € C*(By,=(b.)) which is
even in z3, the problem (6.1) has a unique solution ¢ = L.(h) which is even in z3, and

1611« < Cllhlls el < Cllh|ss,

and

IV adlle < ClA]

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 KX = K,, — oo such that
there are functions ¢,, and h,, with ||¢,||. = 1 and ||/, ||+« = o(1) such that

5 A
A¢n + )\52¢n + 5PQ4/¢n = hn + Z CjPQA’Zj in B4r/§(bs>7
=0

0n =0 on 0By, /=(b:),
fB4 /=(be) ¢nPQ4,Zjd$ =0 for 7=0,---,5,

6.4)

for certain constants ¢;, we shall prove that ||¢,||. — 0 to derive a contradiction.

3The parameters (1, &, 0,0, 0,) are replaced by (A, e~ ¢, 1a, b., ).
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Step 1. We first establish the following:
|¢nll == sup }<y - b€>1_2u¢n<y)‘ + sup ‘<y - bs>2_2uD¢n(y)’ —0
YEByy /£ (be) YEByy /£ (be)

with p > 0 being a small fixed number. We shall also prove this statement by contradiction.
Without loss of generality, we may take |/¢, ||, = 1. Multiplying the equation against Z,,
integrating by parts twice, we get that

5
> g / PQY Z; Zydy = / (AZy + N2 Zy + 5PQu Zy) ppdy — / B Zydy.
§=0 B%(bs) Bar (be) B%(be)

T
5

By straightforward calculation one can verify that ( I} Buyye(be) PQ, Zj Zdy)j , s an invertible

matrix. While, one can easily prove that the right-hand side of the above equation is bounded
by
o(D[#nllu + Clifin]lex-

Thus, we conclude that
(6.5) |Cj| < C(|hn s + 0(1)H¢n||u), j=0,1,---,5,

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

In particular,
(y — bg>1_2“]¢n(y)‘ <Cly — ba>_2u-

Since [|¢y||, = 1, we assume that ¢y, || (B, ©) > 7 for certain R > 0 and v > 0 in-
dependently of €. Then local elliptic estimates and the bounds above yield that, up to a
subsequence ¢, (y + b.) converges uniformly over compact sets of R? to a nontrivial solution

¢ of
(6.6) Ap+5Q'0 =0, [o(y)] <Clyl™

Due to the non-degenerate result in Proposition 2.5 and A is even in 23, we have that ¢ is a
linear combination of the functions Z;, 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 ¢ is perpendicular to these kernels Z;, j = 0,1,---,5.
Hence the only possibility is that ¢ = 0, which is a contradiction. This yields the proof of
|énll, — 0. Moreover, we have

[fnlle < CUlhnllss + [ 0nll,),
hence ||¢, ||+ — 0.

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

H = {¢ € H& (B4r/e‘(bz-:))

/ 6PQY Zdy = 0,¥j = 0,--- .5
B47'/5(b5)
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endowed with the usual inner product
@v)= [ Vevvdy
B4r/s (bE)
Problem (6.4) expressed in weak form is equivalent to that of finding a ¢ € H such that
ih= [ OLorsrQye—mudy. voen
B4r/€ be

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

(6.7) ¢ =T.(¢)+ I

with certain 4 € H which depends linearly in & and where 7. is a compact operator in
H. As a consequence of Fredholm’s alternative principle and the fact that ||¢,||. — 0 as
|hnl|s« — 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 ¢ on A’ = (A, e ta,e7¢, e, B) with
(6,a,6,0,8) € R x R x T' x R* x R. Let us define A’ = (4}, - A’) the components of
A’. We differentiate ¢ with respect to Aj and set formally Z;, = 5 A, ¢, L=0,--- 5.

We define ¢y ; so that

(6.8) / PQY Zn, ZM—Z% Jdy =0, VL,j.
B4r/s(b8)

This amounts to solving a linear system in the constants ¢ ;,

A 0
(6.9) Z%j/ PQY Zy Z;dy :/ b=
j

(PQA’ )dy7
By /e(be) By /e(be) aA/

which follows by a direct differentiation with respect to A; of the orthogonal conditions
i) Buye(be) dPQ*Y, Z,,dx = 0. Arguing as before, we see that the above equation is uniquely
solvable and that

cey = O(lI9ll+)
uniformly for parameters A’ in the considered region. Thus
5
nm-= Z‘M_Z CEJ.ZA]‘ < H& <B4T/5(b5)) and / nPQi’ZAJd"E = 07 vj = 07 e 75'
7=0 B4r/5(ba)

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

5
(6.10) An+ Ay +5PQhn = f+) d;PQYZ; in Bu(b.),
=0

where d; = -%-¢; and

oxy
5

5
6.11)  f==Y coj(A+Mes +5PQY)Z; + > c;0u (PQYZ;) — 5(0a, PQY) 0.

§=0 §=0
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Thus, we have n = L.(f). Consider the function f, we have

604, (PQY),, < Clloll, [ox(PQYZ)| < C1+ ),

hence
lej0n, PQo Zill e < Cl1A]|s,
which dues to that ¢; = O(]|h|..). Lastly, by direct computation we have

‘(A + )\62 + 5PQi/)ZJ S 052(1 + ’y|2)—% S Cgl—2o-<1 + ’y|2)_%_g’

which leads to
5

Z CZJ'(A + )\82 + 5PQ?4/>ZAJ

J=0

< Cffh|s-

*x

Thus we conclude that
[ £l < Cl ] -
Next, we define

Zow = Le(f)+ > co;PQYZ;,
J

with ¢, ; given by relations (6.9) and f given by (6.11), we check that indeed Z; , = 8A2¢. In
fact, Z depends continuously on the parameters A and h with respect to the norm || - ||. and
| Zs.s|l« < C| R« for parameters in the considered region. Hence, we finish the proof. [

Next, we shall solve the nonlinear problem
5
6.1 (A+ A +5PQY) b = —ni(Ne(din) + E) + > ¢;PQYZ;  in Bu (b.),
) =
Pin =0 on 0B (b,),
where B
Ne(¢in) - Ne(gbin + ¢out(¢in)) + 5PQif¢out<¢in)'

Proposition 6.2. Suppose that the parameters A and ¢ satisfy the relation in (3.4). Then

there exists Ky large enough such that for all K > K, there is a unique solution ¢;,(A’) to
problem (6.12) with

(6.13) |pinll« < C2K?,  and ||V« < C2K>.

Proof. Here we shall give the details for the estimation on ¢, For the derivation of the es-
timation for the derivative of ¢ 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

+ O K®)Qu + O K10).

Then we have
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To estimate N.(¢i,), we first see that
17N (61)] < CIPQu|*|dout] + CIPQu (|61l + [dout])
+ C1PQa* (|6 + [dou”) + CIPQarl (|| + [dou|*)
+ C(|pil” + |Pou ).

Hence
[N ()|, < C&" 4+ C2(lgwll? + [l dunll + o]z + lomll2)-
Next we shall show that equation (6.12) has a unique solution @i, = @in 0 + ¢inn With
(6.14) Gino = T(nE),

as the required properties. Here 7. denotes the linear operator defined in Proposition 6.1.
That is T.(n°E) = ¢ino. As a consequence, ¢y, = ¢ino + Ginn is @ solution to (6.12) if and
only if

(615) ¢in,n - _TE(Na(¢in70 + gbin,n)) = M5<¢in,n)‘

Then we need to show that the operator M. defined above is a contraction inside a property
chosen region. Since || E||.. < Ce2K?, the result of Proposition 6.1 gives that

ITe(m7 E)l. < C="K7,

and

(6.16) 197 N=(bin,0 + Ginn) [l < CEEK? + El| Gl + 7| Pinnll2)-
We shall study the problem (6.15) in the following function space

(6.17) F ={f € Hy(Zk.) : | f|l« < CK?}.

From Proposition 6.1 and (6.16) we conclude that, for K sufficiently large and any ¢ € .F
we have
IM-(9)]. < CeK*.
If we choose R large enough in the definition of .%, see (6.17), then we get that M. maps
Z into itself. Now we shall show that the map M. is a contraction, for any K sufficiently
large, and it will imply that M, has a unique fixed point in .% and hence problem (6.12) has
a unique solution. For any ¢, ¢, in.% we have

HME<Q_51) - ME(&Q)H* S CHNE(¢111,0 + (51) - N€(¢in,0 + ?52)“**7

now we just need to check that N is a contraction in its corresponding norms. By definition
of N., we have

‘Na(¢in,0 + ¢1 + Gout(Pino + ¢1)) — Ne(Bino + P2 + Gout(Dino + &2))‘
< CPQ|0l|dr — ¢l

for some é in the Segmentj()ining ¢in,0 + &1 + ¢out (¢in,0 + él) and ¢in,0 + é? + ¢out (¢in,0 + éQ)a
and

|PQ?4/¢out(¢in,0 + él) - PQix/(bout((bin,O + Q_ﬁl)‘ S Cép@?q/‘él — 952|

Therefore, we can conclude that there exists ¢ € (0, 1) such that
(618) ||NE<¢11’1,0 + le) - N&(¢in,0 + &2)”** S C”q;l - Q;Q”*
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This concludes the proof of existence of ¢ solution to (6.12), and the first estimate in (6.13).
O

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 ¢ 4 is the solution of (6.12). Let u.(y) = PQa (y) + ¢4 (y), then

5
Ayue(y) + APuy +u(y)’ = > ;PQYZ;.
j=0

Note that u. will satisfy (5.2) if the Lagrange multiplier ¢; = 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

PQu(z) = e V2PQu(z/e) and ¢pa(z) = e 2¢4/(2/¢), then PQ4(z) + d4(z) will be a
solution to the Brezis-Nirenberg problem under the criticality of A.

Lemma 7.1. u. = PQa + ¢4 (y) is a solution of problem (5.2) if and only if A’ is a critical
point of the energy

1 2 1
J(ue) = —/ |Vyu€]2dy _ 2 ugdy — —/ ugdy.
2 EK,s 2 6 EK,e

EK,s

Equivalently, PQA(z) + ¢ a(z) is a solution to (1.12) if and only if A is a critical point of the
energy J(PQa + ¢a) = J-(uc) where

J(PQA + ) = /E V.(PQu + da)Pdz — 2 /E (PQa + 91)%d-

2 2
1 6
5 (PQa+ ¢a)’dz.
Yk
Proof. Let A}, ¢ = 0,---,5 be the elements of A’. Considering the derivative of I with
respect to A), we see that 88—1& = 0 is equivalent to say that %;W = 0. Next we
compute
O J(PQu + 6u) = DIPQar + 6) | 0 PQu + -6
A, e A a) = DdJe A A oA A oA A
On the other hand, one sees that
OPQ 4 .
=7 1).
S = )+ ol)
Using Proposition 6.2 and estimates (5.9)-(5.12), one can show

c% A’
04,

= 0(?K?) as K — oo,

*k
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then we get that -4 = 0 is equivalent to say DJ.(PQa + da)[Zs + 0(1)] = 0. As a
4
consequence, we can draw a conclusion that V 41 = 0 is equivalent to

(7.1) DJ(PQu +6a) [Zi+o(1)] =0, =0, 5

From the fact that D.J.(PQ 4 +¢4/)[g] = 0 for all functions such that fEK PQY Zegdy = 0,
we can see that (7.1) can be written as 7

(72) DJPQu +6x) [Ze+0(1)E| =0, ¥e=0,- 5,

where = is a uniformly bounded function, that belongs to the vector space generated by the
functions Z,. Then VI(A’) = 0 is equivalent to

DJ.(PQua + ¢a)[Z) =0, VL=0,--- 5.

By definition of ¢, in (6.12), then we readily derive that this is equivalent to ¢, = 0 for all £
and it finishes the proof. 0

In the following calculation, we shall see the major in the expansion of J(PQ4 + ¢4) is
J(PQa).

J(PQa+ ¢a) = J(PQa + du)

1 e
=—/ IV, (PQa + 6a) Py — 2 [ (PQu + d)dy
2 EK,E 2 EK,E
1
—a/ (PQu + 64)'dy.
EK,E

By expanding all terms and grouping them, we get

J(PQua + ¢par) = J.(PQar) — / (APQa + A*PQa + PQ%) b ardy

ZK,E

1

(7.3) - 5/2 (Apa + N’ +5PQYda)pady

1
-5 / (20PQ%, 0%, + 15PQ% ¢} + 6PQad’y + ¢%)dy.
ZK,&

It is known that ||¢4]|. < Ce? K2, one can easily show that

/ (20PQ3,¢%, + 15PQ% ¢% + 6PQ 4 ¢% + ¢5)dy| < CeS K.
EK,E

Consider the second term on the right-hand side of (7.3), we have
(7.4) APQu + Ae*PQa + PQ% = E(PQar),
where
E(PQu) = PQ% — Q% = —5¢2Q% (Ta + pa +¥a) + O(e'KHQ%, + O(° K@%,
+O(EK®Qu + OO K1),



44 LIMING SUN, JUN-CHENG WEI, AND WEN YANG
Then
/ (APQu + APQu + PQS )pudy
ZK,E
(7.5) = —5/ e2Q4(Ta+ o+ Va)pady + O(e°KO)
EK,E
= O(*K*Y) Q% dy + O(sPK®) = O(e*K*Y).

EK,E

While for the third term on the right hand side of (7.3),
5
(7.6)  Adw + b +5PQYda = E(PQu) + N(da) + Y _ ¢;PQYZ;.
§=0

As the above computation,

(7.7) / E(PQu)¢ady = O(e"K").
ZK,E
While for the higher order term N (¢4/), it is easy to see that
(7.8) N(pa)pady = O(*K®).
EK,E

The multiplicative of ¢; PQjZAj and ¢4+ is obvious zero due to the setting of ¢ 4.. Therefore,
we conclude that

(7.9) / (Apa + Ae*dar + 5PQhda)pady = O K?).
YK,

Thus we conclude that
(7.10) J(PQa+¢4) = J(PQa+du) = J.(PQua)+O(*K*) = J(PQA)+O(e*K*).

Theorem 7.2. There exists § small such that for K large enough, the inf yep J(PQa + ¢4)
is achieved in the interior of the set ¢ defined by (3.4), i.e.

— — log K—loglog K log K
eK*€ 6,07, €€, |a|<d'clogk, de [afizgost ekl
lap| <6 V2K 2log K, |3 <0 V2K 'log K.
Proof. Since the constraint set ¢ is closed, the infimum of J(PQa + ¢4) over A € € is

attained at some point A = (¢,&, a, d, oy, B) € % . Note that since we denote b = |b|e’* and
d = (1 — |b[2)/b, then it is equivalent to write A = (¢,&, a,d, o, §) and A = (¢, &, a,b, ).
Recall that our notation convention (3.5) implies o, = B

We will prove that for each point on the boundary 0% 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

(7.12)
JPQa+6a) = J(PQa) + 0K = 3 [ s+ 2m¥(4) + O K (0g K)?).

]R3

(7.11)



BREZIS-NIRENBERG PROBLEM 45
Notice that * ng ¢° is a constant and does not depend on A. We need to study W(A) where
U(A) = elg(OPHb,b) +q()w - [VH(,0) + V,H(b,b)]
+ 8w V2 (b, b)w — Ae*CL(€).

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) = ~(b,b) + HE(b,b) = —[S1(K) + S, (K, d) + O(K3a2)].

2|b|
For later references, we denote the “leading term” as Cy := S, (K)+ S1(K,d). The order of
Co can be obtained by Lemma 9.1 and Lemma 9.4 in Section 9.
Co(K,d) = 5y(K) + Si(K,d) = glogél + O((log K)'/?).
Second, by Lemma 8.3 and Lemma 8.7, we have
w -V H(b,b) = w-V,y(b,b) +w- V.HE(b,b) = O(K (log K)*/?).
Third, using Lemma 8.4 and Lemma 8.8,

Jwl?

T2 b b
w vz,p/}-[( ) ) 8|b|3

[Co(K, d) + (aw, o) AV (v, )" + O(Kd ™, + Kd )],

where

Co(K,d) = S (K) + S3(K) + Sy (K, d) — (d+ V1 + d?)2S5(K, d) + 3(d> + d*)S5(K, d),

o (50( ) — 259(K) + 355(K) —393(K) +350(K) ) -
—385(K) +357(K)  3[4SY(K) + S5(K) — 357(K)] + 355(K)
Again, Lemma 9.1, Lemma 9.2 and Lemma 9.4 imply that
Co(K,d) = 3C(3)K3 +O(Klog K) + \de Kd) 2e ™1+ O((Kd)™)
(7.13) 32C7(T 3
_ 3 2 1/2
53 ——=K°+ O(K*(log K)"*),

(7.14) AT = ( SO+ O(Klog K) -2 K3+0(KlogK)) |

— SO K3 4 O(K log K) B0 1 1 oK)

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

U(A) = W(Ag) + V(A) — V(A)

where Ay = (g,&, a, by, 0) and by = (|b],0,0).
Co(K.,d) |w]”
2[b] 8[b[*

(7.15) W(Ay) = e[q(é)]? 30y (K, d) — Ae?C.(€) + 0(67 1 K (log K)?),
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W(A) = U(Ag) = (o, n) A7 (v, o)
+0 (6[(](5)}2[(3@? + () Kd (0, + d7%a})) + & Kd (a2, + d—2ag)) .
Using the explicit orders of .A” and the bounds in 4", we have rough estimates
(7.17) [W(A) — U(4g)| < Co 'K (log K)*.

In the following, we will prove that if § is sufficiently small and K sufficiently large then
any point on the boundary 0% is strictly greater than some interior point. Since I is a closed
curve, ¢ is always in the interior. It remains to consider the variation of J(PA4 + ¢4) for
e, a,d, oy, a,. We denote Cy = 5 [o5 ¢%dz for short.

(1) Consider the variation of ¢, and fix all the other variables in A. Thus one can think
of J(PQa + ¢a) = Ji(¢) as a function of € on [§K 3,6 ' K3]. If ¢ = 6K 3, then using
(7.12), (7.15), (7.17), and the definition of € in (7.11),

JI(0K™3) > C, — 27 P K °C,(€) + O(0° K 3(log K)?).

If ¢ = 61K =3, then the same estimates yields

(7.16)

2
JI(0TK™) > C,+ 27 (%531(602(1(, d) — )\52[(60*(5)> +O(6*K3(log K)?).

However, one can choose another ¢, = 0, K3 with 0, = 16|b]> \C, (&) K3/ (3|w]*C2(K, d))
and compute its energy. Notice that &, [q(€)]*Co(K, d)/(2]b]) < Cd2(e.)3K (log K)?, then

FGK) < Oyt o (§A<s*>20*<f> - A(a)?o*(@) L O K M (log K)?)

< Cy = SME)CU() = € = SAZCLOK ™.

Comparing the order K¢ of three cases, one can choose a sufficiently small ¢ satisfying
§ < 0, < 0! and sufficiently large K such that

J1(6. K73 < min{ 71 (0K 3), L (6 T K3}

(2) Consider the variation of a, and fix all the other variables in A. Thus one can think
of J(PQa + ¢a) = J2(]a]) as a function of |a| on [0,5 'elog K]. If |a] = d 'elog K.

Plugging in (§) = ¢(¢ + av(€)) = a|Vq(§)| + O(a?) and
wl* = [Va(©)I” = V(&) + 2a| V(&) |v(&)" (V2¢(€))v (&) + O(a®)
to (7.15) yields
[Va(§)’e*K log Klog4  [Vg(§)]?
27 [b] 52 8[b|?
+ 00 'e* K (log K)?).

However, if we choose a = 0 then

Jo(67e(log K)Y?) = C, + 27 ( 30y (K, d) — \e2C, (5))

J2(0) < C, + 27 (%&@(K, d) — )\520*(5)) + 05 '’ K(log K)?).

Taking K large enough and 0 small enough, we have
J2(0) < Jo(6 telog K).
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(3) Consider the variation of d, and fix all the other variables in A. Thus one can think
of J(PQ4 + ¢a) = J3(d) as a function of d on [F&L—celosX 8T Tn his case, we use
(7.15), (7.17), and the estimate of Co(K, d) to get
3wl Co(K, d)

8 P
Note that |[b] = V1 +d? —d = 1 — d + O(d?). Using the definition of Co(K, d) and the
estimate of S; and S;( K, d) in the Lemma 9.1 and Lemma 9.4, we have

CQ(K7 d)
b

(7.18) U(Ay) = — 20, (6) + O(6 % K (log K)?).

- K {3;53) + (Kd)y"ze 54+ O((Kd)geKd)} (14 3d+0(d”)

e [3;5?;) + 25004 () seme o+ (Kd)‘ge‘Kd)] |

Ifd= loiK , then

Co(K,d) 5 (3C(3) | 9¢(3)log K (log K) (log k)~ 3
0|3 —K3[27T3 Tom Kk T K +O( K )]

If d = oeK-loglog K *}?g ¢ K then

Co(K.d) _ [34(3) L X@B)logK (log K)? o (loglogK)] |

ZE oS | om K K K
If d = &[log K — 3 loglog K], then

Co(K,d) 5 [3¢(3) 9¢(3) log K — 3 loglog K 1
|b]3 =K s T K TO\E) |

Obviously, the third one is strictly less than the first two at least by a term of the order
e3K?loglog K when K is large enough. Consequently, (7.18) implies that

jg(lOgK loglogK> < mln{j3(logK) j3(1ogK—}?glogK>}.

(4) Consider the variation of «; and «,,, and fix all the other variables in A. Recall that
our definition of 6, (¢) makes a,, = B Denote &, = K «y. Thus the constraint ¥ indicates
that || < 672K 'log K and |&,| < 672K ~'log K. In this case, W(Ay) is fixed. We
think of J(PQa + ¢4) = Ja(au,, &) as a function of «,, &, on the square

[ log K 1ogK} [ log K 1ogK}
K12 K12 K12 K12

Then (7.16) can be simplified

3K3

(7.19) U(A) — U(Ay) = 3w, d3) A (, d3)T + O (10 K(afu + d§)> ,

where
dr— %@K?’—FO(KlogK) 5@ K2+O(10gK)
-\ -2 K2 4 O(log K) 93< LK 4+ O(K)
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It is easy to see that A is positive-definite with lowest eigenvalue

1 [5¢(3) 93¢(5) | 3
= §m1n{ 273 7 8qd K
if K is large enough. If || = 6~ /2K ' log K or |ay| = 6 /2K ' log K, then

. 3K3
T(A) — U(Ag) > e, ) A (0, a)T + O (ngK(oﬂw + @g))

3K3
> )\A,sg(afu + @2) + 0 (5 (ozfu + dg))

log K
L.y . [5¢(3) 93¢(5)
> 251 3 2
4(5 mm{ 53 0 %5 (€ K(log K)

Note that J(PQa + ¢4) = Cy + ¥(Ag) + V(A) — ¥(Ag) + O(e*K (log K)?). Choosing &
small and K large, the above analysis implies that

Ju(0,0) < Talaw, &), Yo or |Gy = 6 V2K tog K.

Now combining the previous (1)-(4) parts, we know that the infimum of J(PQ4 + ¢4)
must be achieved when the parameters ¢, &, a, d, oy, o, are in the interior of the constraint
set. Hence we finish the whole proof. U

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 7.2, it follows that inf scw J(PQ4 + ¢4) is attained in
the interior of 4. By Remark 4.6 and Proposition 6.2, J(PQ4 + ¢4) is at least C'! on
the parameters of A. Then the partial derivatives of J(PQ4 + ¢4) with respect to the six
parameters of A are zero at a minimum point in the interior of 4. Then using Lemma 7.1,
we find a nontrivial solution to (1.12) and it proves Theorem 1.2. O

8. CRITICAL COMPUTATIONS

In this section, we present essential estimates for v and H§, 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 v and outline the corresponding
steps for .

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

] K/2-1 ) ]
(8.1) v(z,p) = |Ze2ifo — p| - Z <|Z€4ji90 — | - | Ze(47+2)i00 —p|) .

J=1

The following lemma gives a rough bound of « and its derivatives.
Lemma 8.1. For any z,b € Sx with b = (|ble’®,0)" and |b| > 3, one has
V7 (2, ) ps] < CK™ m=0,1,2,3,4.

Proof. Let us first prove the case m = 0. Suppose z = (21, 22, 23) = (re"**, z3). We recall
(3.10) and (3.11). Since |a, £ ay| < 26, one can see that

2700 + 30 — Say € [(25 — 1)6o, (27 + 1)60],
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(25 4+ 1)0y — %ozz — %ab € (2760, (27 + 2)00).
Moreover, they both belong to [0, 7] when 1 < j < jo = |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, 5] imply that
2o

4i6¢ 6169

|Ze¥0 — p| < |ze¥P — b| < |25 — b < - < |0V _p),

Therefore

<2 0 Jo 1 1 1 1
(82) < Zl Zetito — | |zeCiroo —p) ) S [zedito —p|  [zeliorDito —p|’
J:

When j > j; = [K/4+ 1/2], the least integer greater than or equal to K /4 + 1/2. In this
case, we have 256y + 3a. — sa; and (25 + 1)0) — 3. — 3o, belong to [3, 7). Thus (3.10)
and (3.11) and the monotonicity of Sine function on [, 7] imply that

|ze¥1 %0 _ p| > |zt _p) 5 s |z E-D0 g

Therefore
K/2-1
1 1 1 1
(83) | 4]17,90 _ b| |Z€2 (K—1)i6g _ b| < jz; (|Ze4j200 _ b| |Z€ 4j+2)i60 _ b|) <0.

For jo < j < j1, one has that ze*%% and ze(4+2)% are far from b. More precisely, |z —

,and |ze(72% _ p| > |b|. Since j; — jo < 3, then

gl 1 1 _6
Z | 24700 — b - |Ze@i+2ito —p| || = m

Jj=jo+1

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

1 1 6

v(z,0) < + — . - — + —,

o Ze2% —p| | |ze2K-Dibo —p|  |zediifo —p | ||
U s ) LS
% (oo 1] [eet —b] | [zetn m — b b’

Note that for any z,b € Y, one has 1/(2K) < |ze* — b| < 2 for any j > 1. This also
holds for |ze2(K 1% _ p| and |ze? — b|. Thus, the above inequalities imply that

7(2,0)| < CK.

For the derivatives of v, using the estimates like (3.14), it is easy to show that for m > 1
K/2-1 1 K/2-1

. 1
IV™y(2,0)| < C Z ‘56(4j+2)2'90 — p|mt1 +C Z ‘Ze4ji90 _ b’m+1'
=0 j=1

Invoking (3.9), one has

K-1
V7™ (2,b)] < C Y esc™ joo < CK™
j=0

Hence we finish the proof. U
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In this particular case z = b, we have a more precise estimate.
_ iy NT cryri 1 1
Lemma 8.2. Suppose that b = (|b|e’*,0)" satisfies |b| > 5 and |ay| < 560. Then

(b, b) = [S1<K) + 0(K3ag)] .

1
20|
where Sy (K) is defined in Lemma 9.1.

Proof. Using (3.10), (3.11) and |a,| < 16,, we obtain |be*® — b| = 2|b|sin 26, and
b2 _ p| = 2|b| sin((2] + 1)6y — ab) Then
1 K/2—-1 K/2—1

1
b,b —— sin(276y).
7(5,0) = 26| z; sin((2j + 1)0p — aw) 2|0 ; (2j60)

The following expansion holds uniformly for any 6 € (0, 7) and || < min{%, =

1 1 N cos@a Lo o
sin(f — ) sinf | sin20 sin® )

D

2

Replacing 6 = (2j + 1)6, in the above and summing on j from 0 to K/2 — 1, we have
K/2— K/2—1 1
= ——————— + O(K®q}).
; (2j+1 90 — ) jgo sin(2j + 1)6p + O o)
K/2-1

Here the odd term on «, vanishes because Y ;' csc((25 + 1)) — ) is an even function
on ay. One can see this by changing j to K/ 2 — 1 — j in the summation. Consequently

IES (=1 3.2 3 2
b,b E + O(K = [S O(K ] ,
( ) 2|b| sm(g@o) ( ab) 2|b’ 1( ) + ( Oéb)
where we have used the notations in Lemma 9.1. The proof is complete. U

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that w = (Jw|e™,0)" and b = (|ble’*,0)T satisfy [b] > 1 and
|ay| < 360. Then

|w
4[b[?

and the same expansion applies to w - V,7y(b, b).

w- V. (b,b) = [—Sl(K) + O(K (log K)o + K3|aya| + K3a2)

Proof. Step 1: It is straightforward to verify that for any 0 € [0, 27],
Valze —p| ™t = —[ze’ — p| (2 = pe™™).
Thus
w - (be™" — b) jw| sin(¢ + a, — a)

8.5 - V|ze —p| ! = : = -
(8.5) w - V,|ze" — p ‘z:b,p:b I (2[0])2 sin® :

where we have used |be” — b| = 2|b|sin £ and

8.6) w - (be™™ — b) = |w||b|(cos(ap — 0 — ) — cos(ap — )
: = 2|w]|b] sin & sin(ay, — vy — 9).
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Step 2: It is easy to get that for any 0 € [0, 27]

V.|ze? —p|™t = —|ze" — p| (2 — pe”).
Thus when || < 16
o B w - (be’® — b) lw| sin(g — )
8.7 . V|ze? — p| ! = — - 2 :
(8.7) w |Ze p| ‘z:b,p:b |bei® — p|3 (2|b|) sin (g — )

where we have used |be” — b| = [b] sin( — ;) and

8.8) w - (be™ — b) = |w||b|(cos(d — ay — v) — cos(ay — )

= 2|w|[b| sin(a, — &) sin(g — ).

Step 3: Plugging in = 456, in (8.5) and 0 = (4j + 2)6, in (8.7), taking sum on j, we
obtain

(8.9) w - szy(z,p)‘zzb’p:b = (Jrg‘|)2 [ — 1],

where

/Z: 2]90+aw—ab sin((25 4+ 1)0p — o)

sin? 26, ’ ]z: sin?((25 + 1)0p — ap)

K/2—1

=1
Think of I; = Il(aw, ap) and Iy = I (o, ap) as a function of «,, and a;,. We want to do the
Taylor expansion of /; and /5 for ay, cv,,. Changing j to K/2 — j, we find that [ (cv,, o) =
I (=, —p). Changing j to K/2 — 1 — j in I, we find that Is(av,, ap) = Io(—u,, —ap).
In fact, using the estimates in Lemma 9.1, we obtain that
K/2-1
L = Z csc 2700+ O((Klog K) (a2, + a3)),
j=1
K/2-1
I, = Z csc(27 + 1)8p + O(K (log K)a?2 + K?|awo| + K2a3).
=0
Therefore, using Z] (1) esc jby = — 81 (K) from Lemma 9.1,
L — I, = —5,(K) 4+ O(K(log K)o, + K*a,o + K*a?).

Inserting this back to (8.9), we get the expansion of w - V,v(b, ).
For w-V,7(b, b), the proof goes like the previous one by using the following two identities

Vylze® —p| ™t = |ze” — p| (2" —p),
v, |z — |t = |z — p|~3(ze — p).
U
Lemma 8.4. Let w = (|w|e™*,0)" € R* and b = (|ble™,0)”. If oy < 1 and || < 16,

we have

T2 _
w Vw’y(b, blw = W

2 A
[w S1(K) + S5(K) 4 (s ap) A7 (v, )T + O K3 + aij7)] :
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where we used the notations in the Lemma 9. 1.

o7 - (9() 25¢(K) + 355(K) —38(K) + 359(K) )
—385(K) +357(K)  3[AS2(K) + S§(K) — 3S(K)] +353(K) )

Proof. Step 1: Recall

(2 = p)e(z = p)j) .

1
e U
o ERF IS PETE

Using ze = Ryz, it is easy to verify that

(ze” — p)e(ze” — p);
et )
For any vector w = (|w|e’» 0) € R*and z = b with p = b,

T<Vz,p|zei9 - p|71)w‘z:b,p:b

1 5 [w - (be®® — b)][w - (be=® — b)]
be? — b3 {‘w‘ st bei? — b2
= P [cosf — 3sin(4 + ap — ay) sin(—4 + o, — @)
|be?? — b|3 2 2
|lwl|? 3 1
m - — 5 COS(@ - QOZw) N
where we have used (8.6) in the second equal sign. When 6 = 4;6,, we have
. 2 [—cos4j0y + 3cos2(ap — ay,)]
8.10 T V2 4ji00 _ . |—1 b = |w| [ cos w )
@100 W (Vaylze™™ —pl Jwlmvpm = Gy 2(5in 25057
Step 2: Similarly, we can compute the other one. Recall that
‘ cosf sinf O 21
ze' = [ sinf® —cosf 0 29
0 0 1 23
It is easy to verify that
1 cosf sinf O =0 5500 _ Y.
(V2 |ze —p|™) = ————= | sinf —cosf 0 (5@- — 3(Z6 _p‘)eg(ze 5 p)j) )
|ze — p| 0 0 1 e — pl
For any w = (|w|e’,0)T, and 2 = b withp =b
T2 |5.i0 2 [w - (be” = b)]?
w"(VZze" — p| w|.mpps = o7 — P [|w| cos(0 — 2av,) + 3 et — b2
|w|2 [cos(8 — 2a,) + 3| sin(§ — a,) ]
]be"’ —b?

w3 1
o — 5 cos(0 — 20,)|
e —ppp |2 2° )
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where we have used (8.8). When 6 = (45 + 2)6,, we have |be(¥+2% — p| = 2|b|sin(2j +
1)90 — Ckb) and

|w|? 3 —cos((4] + 2)0y — 2avy,)

(8.11) wT(Vz7p|Ze(4J+2)290 -7 1)w|zzb7p:b = CI? 265 ((2) + 1o — a))? .
Step 3: Inserting the above formula (8.10) and (8.11) to (8.1), we have
(8.12) Wl (V2 (2, p))Ww| oy = i L1 - 1)
o T2 ’
where
I = Kfl 3 —cos((4j + 2)6y — 2aw Kil — cos 4]90 + 3cos2(ay — aw).
2(sin((25 + 1)0 — o)) 2(sin 2;6,)?

Think of I; = I1(w, o) and Iy = Ir(cu,, op) as a function of «v, and «y. It is easy to
know I5(av,, ap) = Io(—a, —ap) and 1 (ay,, ap) = 11 (—y, —a).
For I, the following expansion holds uniformly for K when |c,,| < 1 and |ap| < %00,
et s cos(4j + 2)6y
ey

A0 + 241000, Ag?] + O(a K3 AR
2(sin(2j+1)00)3+[ 1, + 2A1000,00 + Asag] + O(a, K° 4+ oy KY),

e Kil cos(4j+ 20, Kil ~3(cos((2] + 1)6p))?
e (sin(2j + 1)6p)3" % (sin(2j + 1)6p)3

J=0 J=0

Ayy = Kfl 3[4 + (sin(25 + 1)6p)? — 3(sin(2j + 1)90)4].

2(sin(27 + 1)60y)>

j=0

For I, the following expansion holds uniformly for K" when |c,,| < 1 and |ay| < %00,

K/2—1 ,
3 — cos 476 5 ) i ,
I = Z 2(sin 2j6)3 + [Br1og, + 2Bison,ap + Basay) + O(a, K° + abK ),
where
K/2—-1 _3
Bn = ————— Bia=-Bu, Bxn=D5Bi.
1 321 (sin 2]-90)3 12 11, 22 11

Combining the leading terms of /; and I, we obtain

K/2—1 K/2-1 K-1 ]+1 J+1

1+ (sin(2j + 1)6;)2 1 + (sin 2;6p)? =
Z (sin(2j + 1)6p)3 ; (sin 256y)3 Z (sin ]90 3t Z (sin j@o

Jj=0 Jj=1 J=1

= Sg(K) + Sl(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 Ay = S$(K) — 259(K), A = —3(S(K) —

SO(K)), Agy = 3[AS2(K) + S§(K) — 387(K)], By = —385(K), Biy = 355(K), By =
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—355(K). We denote the coefficients of quadratic terms in w?V?2 (b, b)w is A7, then
A” = A — B and consequently

o (Sg(K) — 257(K) + 355(K) —385(K) +350(K) )
—353(K) + 359(K) 3[4S2(K) + S§(K) — 359(K)] + 3595(K)
The proof is complete by plugging in the expansion of /; and I, back to (8.12). 0

8.2. Estimates on the Type II. In this subsection, we will prove the corresponding estimate
of H§. Since most of the computations are similar to that of v(z, p), we will sketch the proof.
Recall

K/2-1

Hi(z,p) = Y [Ho(2e9%, p) — Hy(2e 2% p)].

§=0

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

Lemma 8.5. For any z,b € Y with b = (|b|e®,0)" and 1 — |b] = (1 + o (1)) &%,
|VmH§(z,p)Hp:b < CK™!/(log K)™*', m=0,1,2,3,4.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of v in Lemma 8.1. We sketch the main steps. By (3.15),
we know Hp(ze¥% b) = (1+ |2]2|b|> — 22e*%%0 . b) =12, Hy(ze#+2i% b) = (14 |2|2|b|* —
27e(4+2)i% . h)=1/2 angd
(8.13) 1+ |z*[b]* — 22" - b = (1 — r[b])® + 23|b|]> + 4r[b| sin®(2j60 + 2. — tay)
and
1+ |22 — 22e@W i . h = (1 — r[b])? + 23|b|* + 4r[b| sin®((25 + 1)0p — S, — au).
Since |, + | < 26, we see that

Ho(z,b) > Hy(ze*™ b) > Hy(ze¥% b) > - > Hy(zeW0F2% 1),
forl1 <j<jo=|K/4—1|and

Ho(ze*% b) < Hy(zeW1 20 p) < ... < Hy(ze>EDibo ),

for j > j; = [K/4 + 1/2]. Therefore, we have

jo

0.< > [Ho(ze""™,b) — Hy(2e ™2™ b)] < Hy(z,b) — Ho(ze! W02 ),

j=0
and
K/2—-1
Hy(ze"™ b) — Hy(2e** D% b) < N~ [Ho(2e"",b) — Ho(ze® "% )] < 0.
J=n

When j, < j < j;, we have that ze*"® . b < 0 and ze™® 2% . p < (. This implies
Hy(2e%% ) < 1 and Hy(ze¥? b) < 1. Since j; — jo < 3, then combining this with the
above two inequalities, we get

HS(Za b) < HO(Za b) - H0<Z€(4jo+2)i907 b) + 67

(8.14) - ,
HE(2,b) > Hy(ze¥% b) — Hy(ze2E-Difo p) — 6.
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Note that for any z,b € By, one has 1 + |z|?|b]> — 2z - b < 4 and
L+ [2[*[b]* = 22 b > 1+ [2[b]* — 2|z[[B] = (1 — [2[[b])* > (1 — [b])*.
Therefore 1/2 < Hy(z,b) < (1 — |b])~!. As a consequence, (8.14) implies that
|HE(2,b0)] < C(1— b)) < CK/log K.
For the derivative of H. It is straightforward to verify that
)vaO 2 p)| ‘<C|z BT m=1,2,3,4
Similar to (3.9), we can prove
|z — p*|2 > (1 — |b])* 4 sin® 26,
|2eW200 _ 12 > (1 — |b])? 4 sin®(25 4 1)6,

for0 < j < K/2 — 1. Thus
K-

‘Vm[—[6 zp ‘ ]Z: (1= ]2

where we apply Lemma 9.2 since 1 — |b| = (1 + o (1))

,_.

m+1
1 <c K
(log K)™

. . m+1
+ sin? j6y) 2

Lemma 8.6. Suppose that b = (|b|e*, 0)7 satisfies d = (1—|b|*)/(2]b]) = (1+o0x(1))"EE
and || < 36,. One has

1
Hg(b,b) = M[Sl(K, d) + O(Kd2a2)].
Proof. Note that
(8.15) [be® —b*| = (|b]? + [b] 72 — 2 cos )12 = 2(d? + sin® £,
8.16)  [be’” = b7| = (b + b7 = 2cos(8 — 2))? = 2(d” +sin®(§ — ).
Since H(z,p) = (|p||z — p*|)~" and the definition of H§(z, p) in (3.16), then
K/2—1

I

Hg(b,b) = o > (d? + sin® 2560) 72 — (d® + sin®((25 + 1) — ap))”
=0

The following expansion holds uniformly for || < 36,

K/2-1 K/2—1
1 1
> (d+sin®((25 + 1) —ap)) 2 = > (d® +sin®((2 + 1)0p)) 2 + O(Kda3).
j=0 j=0
Thus

+O(Kd?%a}) =

K—

1
HE(b,b) = — : S1(K,d) + O(Kd™?

bzdzm]ew g S5 )+ 0K
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Lemma 8.7. Suppose that b = (|b|e!*,0)T satisfies 1 — |b| = (1 + oK(l))loiK and |ap| <
%90. One has

w- Vo Hi(2,p)|, ., = 4%'2 [—Sl(K, d) +dV1+d2S3(K,d) + O(Kd ‘a2 + Kd*?’ag)] :
where d = (1 —|b|?)/(2|b]). The expansion of w -V ,H§(z, p) ‘Z:b oy is similar to the above.

Proof. Recall that Hy(z,p) = (|p||z — p*|)~'. Itis easy to see that

2z —pre z— (pe”)*

VZHO(zeie,p) = VZHO(Eew,p) =

-~ [pllze? —pP Ipllze? —pr?
Then
|w| (cos(ap — any, — 0) — |b|? cos(ay — av))

81b|? (d? + sin® §)3/2 ’

(8.17)  w-V.Ho(ze",p)|.mppep =

~Jwl| cos(§ — ay — aw,) — [b]? cos(a, — )
b TRBE T (@ 4 sin(§ - )
Plugging in § = 4560, in (8.17) and § = (45 + 2)0, in (8.18), and summing on j, we get

(8.18) w - V. Ho(ze", p)|

|w]

w - VzHg(Z7p)|z:b,p:b - W

[Il - IQ] )
where

Kil cos(45600 + ay — ) — |b]? cos(an, — ap)

I —
! (d2 + sin® 2j6,)3/2 ’

j=0
I, = Kil cos((4] + 2)0p — vy — ) — [b]? cos(av, — ay)
2= (@ + sin®((2] + 1)y — ) |

=0
One can compute the Taylor expansion of /; and I, with respect to a,, a;. The leading term
in Il — IQ is
e cos(456q) — |b|? cos((47 + 2)6y) — |b|?
> 0 - 0 = —25,(K,d) + 2dV1 + d®Ss(K, d),

(d? + sin® 2j600)3/2  (d? + sin®(2j + 1)6,)3/2

Jj=0

where we used cos 20 —|b|> = —2(d*+sin® 0) +2d*+1—|b|? and 2d?+1— [b|? = 2dV/1 + 2
and the notation (9.2) in Section 9. This completes the proof of w - V. H§(2, p)|.=p p=b-
For w - V,H§(z,p)|.=pp=b, One can repeat the above proof verbatim. O

Lemma 8.8. Suppose that w = (|wle’,0)" and b = (|b|e’*,0)T. Assume that || < 1
and |oy| < 100, 1 — 0] = (1 + 0 (1))* 2K as K — oo. Then
wTvipHg('%p)wlZ:b,p:b
w?

8P
where d = (1 — |b]*)/(2]b|) and S; = S;(K,d) fori=1,3,5.

[51 —(d+ VI T P)2Ss + 3(d? + dV) S5 + O(Kd 22 + Kd~a?)]



BREZIS-NIRENBERG PROBLEM 57

Proof. Step 1: It is easy to see that
1
(Ipl |z = p*[)?

where z* = % Then for any vector w = (Jwle =, 0) € R3,

wT(Vzvao(Zeieap)w|z=b,p:b
| ) w- (b¢ — B)][w - (b*e ™ — )]
e o0 20w+ 30 e 1P
To simplify this, we shall use the computation in (8.17) to achieve
w- (¢ — B)]w - (b b))
2
= M(cos(9 + a) — |b]? cos(a))(cos(—0 4 a) — |b]?* cos )

afl,ijo(Zap) =

<5ej — 2pjze + 3|Z|2(p Dl p)j> ;

2 — p|?

b
|wl® 2 2 4.2
= g [cos(8 + a) cos(—0 + a) — 2|b]* cos® acos 0 + [b|* cos® a
|w/? .2 2 4 2
= g [—sin? 6 + cos® (1 + |b|* — 2|b]* cosb)]
where a = a3, — «,. Using this computation and (8.15), we have
(8.19)
T i |w|? | cos B + |b]? cos®(ay, — ) 3sin? @
Ve H b = —
W (VepHo(2e™, p)wlmpp= 8[o[® (2 + sin® £)3/2 A(d? + sin? )52

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

wTvz,pH()(Zew’ p)w|Z=b,p:b

1 2 5 2 [w- ((be”)* — b))
i 100 200) =200 o
(820)  |w|? [cos(d — 2a,) — 2b*cos?a 3[cos(f — ap — ) — [b]? cos a]?
EE (d? + sin® (4 — ap))3/2 A(d? + sin® (& — ap))?/2
2
w

where o = oy, — «,, and we have used the computation in (8.18) and (8.16) in the last step.
Step 3: Inserting = 46, in (8.19) and § = (45 + 2)6, in (8.20), summing on j, we
obtain

2
w
(8.21) w2 HE (2, p)wa—ppp = |—|3[11 — I,
(2lo])
where
I K/i_l cos 4560 + |b|? cos?(ap — ) B 3sin® 456,
e (d? + sin® 2j6,)3/2 4(d? + sin® 2;j6,)5/2’

J=0
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K/2-1
= Z flow, o, (45 + 2)00).
§=0
Here f(ay, au,, 0) is defined in (8.20).
Next, we need to compute [; and I,. Again, we have I;(ap, o) = I;(—ap, —ay,) for
7 = 1,2. Itis easy to have the expansion of [, as

K/2—1 K/2—1

I Z cos(476p) + |b]? B Z 3sin?(4;6p)
L= (d2 + sin2(2j6,) )3/ A(d? + sin®(256,) )52

j=0

+ O(Kd?(aj + a2)).

After some lengthy calculation, the expansion of I is

K/2—1 K/2—1

B cos((4j +2)0) + [0]* 3sin?((45 + 2)6p)
I = Z (d? 4 sin?((27 + 1)6))3/2 jz (d? 4 sin?((27 + 1)6p))5/2

3=0 =0
+O(Kd?a2 + Kd™*a3).

Using the expansion of /; and I, , we have

K-1

K-1 92 -
(=1)7(cos2j6y + |b]*) 3 7 sin® 26y —2 2 42
I — [, — i E + O(Kd Kd .
1 2 jz:; (d2+sm 100)3/2 4 - d2—|—sm j90)5/2 ( o, + ay)

The leading term in the above can be rewritten in terms of S;( /K, d) defined in (9.2). Using
cos 2560y = 1 + 2d* — 2(d? + sin? j6,) and

1
1 sin’ 2760, = sin® j0, cos? j6, = sin® j6, — sin’ j6,
= (1 + 2d*)(d® + sin® jOy) — (d® + sin® j6p)? — d* — d?,

we obtain

=

3 (—1)9(cos 26 + |b]?) B §KZ_1 (—1)7 sin? 26,
(d2 + sin? jf,)3/2 4 = (d2 + sin? jf,)>/2
14 2d*)Ss — 28) + [|b]* — 3(1 + 2d*)]Ss + 35, + 3(d> + d*)S;
1o (I = 2(1 + 2d)] S5 + 3(d” + d') S5,
where S; = S;(K, d).
Since |b] = V1+d? — d, then |b]* — 2(1 + 2d?) = —(d + V1 + d?)%. The proof is
complete. ([l

[
CQAO

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 £ > 1 and x € R, we define

n/2—1 n/2—1
k
2

©.)  Spn,x) =Y (2* +sin®(BEUT) "5 Se(n,z) == > (2 +sin’(2))7 1,

J=0 J=0

[NIES
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n—1
92)  Si(n,z) = Sg(n,x) — Sp(n,x) = Y _(—1) (2 + (sin(2X))?)~3.

=0
Here S° denotes the sum of odd parts, and S° denotes the sum of even parts. Note that when
x = 0, the sum in S}, has a singular term, thus we also define*

n/2—1
9.3) Se(n, ) = Z (2 +sin2(%))_g,
=1
’ n—1
©4)  Si(n,x) = Sg(n,2,0) — Sg(n,x) = (~1)7(2? + (sin(Z))?) 2.

1

<.
Il

If = 0, we denote S{(n,0) as S¢(n). The same rule applies to S5, Sk, S’,‘j, and ..

Lemma 9.1. Suppose n is an even number. As n — 00,

n/2—1
7¢(3)
(2 +1)7r o 3
Z csc® 2 =43 + O(nlogn),
n/2 1
93¢(5)
(2 +1)7r o 5 3
Z csc? & = a5 " + O(n?),
n/2 1
¢(3
Z csc 322” = 4;3’)71 + O(nlogn),
n—1 n
Si(n) = Z:(—l)jJrl csc It = %logél + O(1).
j=1

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

Ooxa 1
7rcsca7r:/ de, 0<a<l,
o 14+

one can derive that

n/2—1 @ n/2—-1 @

. 1 [ ™ ; 1 [°° (r—1
chc(¢+2377r):_/ _ l'ijdx:—/ JI(ZL’ 2) dx
=0 mJo z(l+x) e T™Jo xz(l+z)(xr —1)
U s S CLI VI T Gl O (CL g VP

7 ) Qe @ -1 2 fy (e —1)

where we make a change of variable = ez , split the integral and change the integral on
(—00,0) to (0, 00). Furthermore, if we set y = 2t, then

n/2 1 n [ tanh &
(9.5) Z csc ((;5 + QJTW) = ;/0 thz cosh (”?‘z’t — t) dt.
§=0

“Note that the order of difference in Sy (n, z) is different from that in Sy,(n, ). The purpose of doing this is
to make both of them positive when z = 0.
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Setting ¢ = 7 /n, we have

n/2—1
) © tanh 2¢
9.6 2j+Dm _ ﬁ/ 2" It
©-6) jz% R m ), sinht

Taking derivative of (9.5) on ¢ twice and using (cscz)” = 2 csc x — cscx, we get

n/2—-1 3 oo 42 nt
. : t“ tanh &
jgo 2 csc? ((;5 + 2]7”) — csc (gb + QJTN) = (;) /0 Tth cosh (%t — t) dt.
Setting ¢ = 7/n,
n/2—1 n/2—1 . 2 n
; 1 2 1 1 3 [t tanh 2t
3 escd 2rtir _ 1§ et 1 (E) / Ftanh 5t 4
s " 2 = n 2\n/ J, sinh ¢

To compute its leading order. First, it is easy to show Z”/ > ese W = O(nlogn).
Second,

/00 t* tanh st /°° 2 T
0 sinh ¢ ~J, sinht ent 4+ 1 ‘
For the first part,

0 t2 oo t2 —t -
dt = ——dt =2 t2 @Dtgr =4 (25 +1)7% = =¢(3
/0 sinh ¢ /0 1—e 2 / Z Z J+ 563,

where ( is the Riemann zeta function. For the second part, using smht >tfort >0

[e%} t2 1 [e%} ot L
- dt < te”"dt =n"".
o sinhtl+4e = [g

Summarizing the above analysis,
n/2—1

Z cse 27“) = 7<<3)n3 + O(nlogn).

473

Differentiating (9.5) five times on ¢ and using % cscx = (24—20(sin z)*+(sin z)*) (csc x)°,
one has
n/2—1

, 1 5 (% t*tanh 2t 93¢(5
Z CSC5 @i+ _ - <g> / .an 2" 0t + O(nS) _ C( )n5 + O(nS)
j=0 0

n 24 sinh ¢ 487D

This finishes the odd sum. For the even sum, we can compute similarly.
n/2—1

> e+ %)= [ eony o (71)

j=1

Letting ¢ = 0, we have
n/2—1

| < sinh[(Z — 1){]
9.7 2in _ I / sinh|(5 dt
9.7 ]Zl cse F = — T (

sinh ¢)(cosh )
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Taking derivative on ¢ twice, we get

n/2—1 2 o n
2jm 27T\ ny3 >t Slnh[(_ B ) ] n¢
D 2 (94 37) —eseo+35) = () [ Gt o () e
Setting ¢ = 0,

e " * 2 ginh[(2 — 1)t]

, 1n3
3 2jm __ 2]71' 2
g cse’ 2T = g csc 2Z — dt
: n 2 7 J, (sinht)(cosh 2t)

Compute the leading order of them, we have
n/2—1

Z csc® 2T = i(gg)n + O(nlogn).

j=1

Using (9.6) and (9.7), one has

S ye1 . dm n [ sinh 3t —sinh(} — 1)t
(=) ese=— = : —
= n 7/ sinh ¢ cosh 5t

It is easy to verify the following identity

1 _»
sinh 2¢ — sinh(2 — 1)t = (cosh 2¢)(1 —e™") + 5e—ft(et +et—2).

Note that
oole—%tet_’_eft_Q 00 t_l
/ 2% . )dt:2/ ‘ dt = O(n™Y).
o sinh ¢ cosh £ o (IT+em)(et+1)
Therefore
= n [©1—et n
—1)Hesc I = = — dt+O(1) = —log4 + O(1).
Sty reseds =2 [ i 0(1) = Zloga+ O()

Lemma 9.2. When z € [0, 1],

n—1
k logz| ifk=1
S + Si( = g + sin® IT) <O n ’
v(n,x) + Sg(n,x) 2 x? + sin 2 < {nxlk I

Proof. It is easy to see the following

n—1 n/2—1
Sp(n,z) + Sp(n,z) = Z(m2 + sin® %)’g =2 Z (2% + sin® ”)’g.
=0 =0

We divide the sum into two parts. Let jo = |nz|, the greatest integer less than or equal to
nx. Then,

Jo

Z(x + sin® I7)~ ? < g Fnx = Cna' ™,

=0
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Z( 1si 2]7r §<Zl Zl <C TLHOgQ?‘ lszl,
x mn
: 5 et ifk > 2.

:|“

Lemma 9.3. Suppose that n is even. The following formula holds
2n cschnt

T Jarcsinhz AV s1nh2

Proof. By the periodic and even property, we assume 6 € (0, 7/n). To prove the first one,
one can apply Cauchy’s residue theorem to

Si(n,x) =

csc(nz)
Va? 4 sin® 2
in the complex plane. It has poles z = jm/nfor j = 0,1,---n—1in [0, 7). Choose a branch
of V22 + sin® z by removing the rays [i arcsinh z,ic0) + 7 and (—ioco, —i arcsinh z] + I
for all [ € Z. Draw an integration contour including the poles of csc(nz) in [0, 7) and deform
it along the branch cut of V22 + sin? 2. See figure 3. We omit the details.

O — = ———

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
|
¢
(0,arcsinh(zx)) (m,arcsinh(x))
é o o .C
4
1
1
]
]
1
1
1
1
1
1

e

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

Lemma 9.4. Suppose that n is even and x = (1 + 0,(1))=2" oen 50 — co. Then

Si(n,z) = \/fnmx) L (14 O((nz) ™),
Sy(n,z) = \/in?’(nx) 27 (1+ O((nz)™)),
Sy(m. ) = 51/ Snna) (1 4+ O((na) ™))
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Proof. It follows from Lemma 9.3 that

= JToy-1 _ 2n cschng

Si(n,z) = —1)/ (2% + (sin =~ 2
1( ) ]ZO( ) ( ( n) ) T arcsinh x Slnh2 —372

l\J

Making a change of variable sinh ¢ = z cosh u to the above formula, one has
2n [ csch(n arcsinh(z cosh u))

T Jo V1 + 22 cosh®u

First, the integral is very small when u is away from 0. In fact, since arcsinht ~ ¢ as
t — 0 and cosh(2) > 3, then csch(n arcsinh(x coshu)) < Ce 3" if 4 > 2 and n is large
enough. Thus

9.9) /°° csch(n arcsinh(x cosh u)) g
2

1
u < 06_3’”/ du
V14 22cosh®u 2 \/1+ z2cosh?u

Making a change of variable tanh v = ¢, we obtain

9.8) Si(n,z) = du.

1 ! 1 EllipticK((1 + 22)~2)
du = dt = ,
0 1+ x2cosh®u 0 V(1 —)(1+a22—1¢2) V1+a?

where

(9.10) EllipticK (o

-, v

Using [7, Formula 900.05] we have

l\DI»—A

9.11) EllipticK (o Z (

- be:| (1 - m2)£7
=0

) ot

with

20 ;
—1)i-1 2
bo = 0, bg:2§ ( ) =bpg+—

Using (9.11), we have
EllipticK((1 4 #2)~2)
V1+a?
Insert the above estimates back to (9.9),
/ > ¢sch(n arcsinh(z coshu))
2

& 1
du < Ce_?’m”/
V14 22cosh®u 2 \/1+ a22cosh®u

Second, for u € [0, 2|, we recall the Taylor expansion

(9.12) = —logx +logd + O(z®) asz — 0.

du < O|log x|e™ 3"

t3
arcsinh(t) =t — R +O0°) ast—0,
(9.13) cscht =2~ + 273 + O(e™), ast — oo,

1 1
=1--t*+0("), ast—0.

V1 + 12 2
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Then we have the following expansion as n. — oo
csch(n arcsinh(x cosh u))

V/1+ (zcoshu)?
holds uniformly for u € [0, 2. Using this expansion, we have

/ ? csch(n arcsinh(x cosh u
0

V1 + 22 cosh®u

— (2 + O(nx?)))efnxcoshu

))du = (24 O(na?)) /2 e-n@coshu gy,

— (2_‘_0(711,3))/ e—nxcoshudu+0(e—3nx)
0

= (2 + O(na®))BesselKy(nx) + O (e |

where BesselK,, (¢) is the modified Bessel function.
BesselK,, () = / et cosh(au)du.
0

It is well known that
BesselK(t) = \/gtéet(l + % + % +0(™?), ast— oo.
where a1, a; are some constants. Since nx — oo as n — 0o, we have
/2 csch(n arcsinh(x cosh u))
0

V1 + 22 cosh®u

Combining the two integral estimates and using |logz|e™2"" = O((nx)~%/?), we get the
asymptotic of 5.
To get the asymptotic of S5, we take the derivative of (9.8) on z

du = \/%(n:c)’%e’m(l +O((nz)™)).

1 2n [ [—1 h inh h
9.14) Ss(n,z) = ——151(71,%) _ _”/ —1 d '\ csch(narcsinh(z cos u))du.
T dz ™ Jo v dx V' 1+ 22cosh?u

It is straightforward to get
(—1 d ) csch(narcsinh(zcoshu))  n  fi(n,x,u) fo(n, z,u)

V1 + 22 cosh?u z 1+ a2cosh®u (1 + 22 cosh? u)3/2’

x dx
where
fi(n,z,u) = coth(n arcsinh(x cosh u)) csch(n arcsinh(z cosh u)) cosh u,

fa(n, z,u) = csch(n arcsinh(z cosh u)) cosh® w.
We shall study the right-hand side of (9.14) as we did for .S;. First, if u > 2

(—1 d ) csch(n arcsinh(x cosh u)) < Clp-3na (n coshu cosh®u )

— — e p—

x dx V1 + 22 cosh?u - 1+ a22cosh®u (1 + 22 cosh® u)3/2
n  coshu

< Qe 77
- 1+ 22 cosh?u
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Making a change of variable coshu = ¢!,

00 h 1/ cosh 2 1 1/ cosh2 1 C
9 14+ ax2cosh”u 0 (22 4+ t2)v1 — t2 0 x4 41 x

Thus

* /-1 h inh h
/ ( i) csch(n arcsinh(x cos u))du < O3,
2

T dz V1 + 22 cosh®u

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

( -1 i) csch(n arcsinh(z cosh u))
V' 1+ 22 cosh?u

holds uniformly for u € [0, 2]. Thus

— 3 = 2nxte "M cosh u(1 4 O(na®)),
r dx

2 . . 2
/ ( 1i) csch(n arcsinh(z cosh u))du ~ona (14 O(nxd))/ p-nEeoshu oot T
0

r dx V1 + 22 cosh?u 0

= 2n2 (14 O(na?)) / e~ eoshu cosh udu + O(na e )
0

= —2nz }(1 + O(nx?))BesselK (nx) + O(nz e "),

where BesselK/, (t) = £ BesselK,(t). It follows from the expansion of BesselK, () that

BesselK(t) = —\/gtéet(l +0(™), ast— oo.
Therefore

/02 (_1 i) csch(n arcsinh(x coshu))du _ \/ﬁnx_l(nx)_%e_m(l + O((nz)™)).

r dx V1 + 22 cosh®u

Combining the above estimates with the one in (2, c0), we get the asymptotic of Ss.
The proof of S5 can be obtained similarly to S5. We omit the details. U
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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

m 3 2 m
52 i vt (1-Y ¢ | E
|x _6.7 0| jZl
Ly,
52 4lu“m U4_5 1_2(] Z 4Mm U4
= 12 =&l =) H 1=l
(A.1)
5(1 ic 2’”:31 : ( v
+ — i 4 Um
j=1 ’ j=1 |Z_ J0| |Z_§j
m m 31 1
+ (1—2@-) (52 U4+E>
j=1 j=1 ’Z _€J| LZ,
It is not difficult to check that
34,umU “ - 3%uiU4 C
(A2) 1- G — < ;
Z [z =&l ( ]Zl J) jzl |2 = &0l (logm)?
L
and
1 U C
(A.3) I-=> ¢ 3% i, ( ) < .
H( Z J>Z e=&ol le=gl)||, ~ (logm)?

m =

Consider the last term. Recall that the support of 1— 7" | (;is V12, {|z — & > L }. Thus

2
) _53 Bl=C +|Z’ S<Z|z_§]>

We write z = (7 cos 9, rsinf, z3) as Section 2.2, by (2.31) we have

m—1

m 1 1 1
(A4) = I ’
;\Z—fﬂ 2(ry/1—p2,)z ]Z:; (h2+sin2 (%—g))

where h is given in (2.28). It is not difficult to check that

N

m 1 m
Z— < Cmlogm, for z € ﬂ {|z—§j| > E} with h < Om™z.
=z =4l m

j=1

»

1

Next we claim that for h € (m‘i, %), it holds that

(A.5)
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By symmetry, we may assume that § € (0, %) We set j, to be the greatest number such that
I _ g > h. Then we have

m—1 %_1
1 1
A T <2 A T
e L
in 4
<2) o+2 Z mEoD
Jj=0 J Jh 2

1
< C’]—h + C’mlog,— < Cmlog —.
Jh h

>

Hence, we proved the claim (A.5). While for h > =, we have

(A.6) ( Zg) Z |Z_§J| <

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

5w £,

C (14 2]\ ¢\
AT = ogm)? </ EREIE dz) 1ogm /m <10g ) o

—I—C'Hz | (r—/1—p2)*+ 2 < C’m_l}
v
= ogm)?

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