
ar
X

iv
:2

40
8.

16
91

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  2
9 

A
ug

 2
02

4

Blow-up solutions for mean field equations with

Neumann boundary conditions on Riemann

surfaces

Zhengni Hu Thomas Bartsch Mohameden Ahmedou

September 2, 2024

Abstract: On a compact Riemann surface (Σ, g) with a smooth boundary ∂Σ and

Σ̊ = Σ\∂Σ, we consider the following mean field equations with Neumann boundary

conditions: 





−∆gu = λ

(
V eu

∫

Σ
V eu dvg

− 1

|Σ|g

)

in Σ̊

∂νgu = 0 on ∂Σ

,

We find conditions on potential functions V : Σ → R
+ such that solutions exist for

the parameter λ when it is in a small right (or left) neighborhood of a critical value

4π(m+ k) for k ≤ m ∈ N+ and blow up as λ approaches the critical parameter. The

blow-up occurs exactly at k points in the interior of Σ and (m − k) points on the

boundary ∂Σ.
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tions
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1 Introduction

Let (Σ, g) be a compact Riemann surface with smooth boundary ∂Σ. We are

interested in the existence of blow-up solutions of the following mean field equations

with the Neumann boundary condition:

(1.1)







−∆gu = λ

(
V eu

∫

Σ
V eudvg

− 1

|Σ|g

)

in Σ̊,

∂νgu = 0 on ∂Σ.

Here Σ̊ = Σ \ ∂Σ denotes the interior of Σ, ∆g is the Laplace-Beltrami operator,

dvg is the volume element in (Σ, g), |Σ|g =
∫

Σ
dvg, the potential function V : Σ →

R is smooth positive, and νg is the unit outward normal of ∂Σ. The mean field

equation (1.1) arises in many problems: the Kazdan-Warner problem [21,29,38]; the

prescribed Gauss curvature problem [10, 12, 13, 16, 19, 36]; the Chern-Simons-Higgs

gauge theory [7, 22, 23, 39, 43]; statistical mechanics [8, 9, 14, 31, 33]; and the Keller-

Segel system for chemotaxis collapse [4, 18, 30, 41, 45].

Considering the blow-up analysis in [32] for Riemann surfaces with boundaries,

we have the compactness and concentration phenomenon for (1.1). More precisely,

we have the following lemma:

Lemma 1.1 (Lemma 3.1. of [32]). Assume that λ > 0 and (un) be a sequence of

solutions of (1.1) with λn → λ. Up to a subsequence, one of the following alternatives

holds:

(i) There exists a constant Cλ > 0 such that ‖un‖ ≤ Cλ;

(ii) there exists a finite singular set S = {p1, · · · , pm} ⊂ Σ such that for any 1 6

j 6 m, there is a sequence of points {pj,n} ⊂ Σ satisfying pj,n → pj , un (pj,n) →
+∞. Moreover, if S has k points in Σ and (m− k) points on ∂Σ, then λn →
4(m+ k)π.

If (ii) of Lemma 1.1 holds, we say {un} is a sequence of blow-up solutions of (1.1)

with parameter λ. The blow-up phenomenon for (1.1) can only appear when the pa-
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rameter λ ∈ 4πN+, which is the so-called critical value set. The existence of solutions

for λ /∈ 4πN+ have been fully addressed in [32] for general Riemann surfaces with

smooth boundaries via the min-max scheme introduced by Djadli and Malchiodi

in [24]. When λ lies in the critical value set, it is more complicated to understand

the solutions of mean field equations. Most studies focus on mean field equations

equipped with Dirichlet boundary conditions on bounded domains of R2 or com-

pact Riemann surfaces without boundaries. In [1], the authors establish sufficient

conditions for solutions for critical value λ by the approach of “critical point at the

infinity”. They calculate the topological degree dλ under the assumption that a

quantity related to Green’s function does not vanish, thereby identifying conditions

that guarantee dλ 6= 0. Moreover, the study of blow-up solutions of mean field

equations has garnered significant interest. The blow-up solutions are constructed

in [6,20,26,35,37,40,42] for the mean field equation on domains, and in [3,25,27] for

the mean field equations on a compact surface, and the references therein. The most

general condition for the existence of blow-up solutions is the existence of a “stable

critical” set for a reduced function, which will be denoted by Fk,m in our work.

This paper aims to construct solutions of the mean field equations (1.1) with

Neumann boundary conditions for λ close to one of the critical parameter values

λk,m := 4π(m + k) for k ≤ m ∈ N+, which blow up at k points in the interior and

(m− k) points on the boundary as λ approaches λk,m.

As in [25,26], our approach to finding blow-up solutions of (1.1) is based on varia-

tional methods combined with a Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, which is the so-called

“localized energy method” (see [40]). The main difficulty in the Neumann boundary

conditions scenario is that the blow-up point may appear on the boundary. The

estimates for the interior case generally cannot be applied directly to the boundary

case. The paper modifies the approximation solutions presented in [25] for Riemann

surfaces and applies the techniques of Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction and the varia-

tional method to obtain a sufficient condition for the existence of blow-up solutions.

Furthermore, depending on the sign of a quantity related to the potential function

and Gaussian curvature of the surface, we can construct bubbling solutions for λ in
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a small left (or right) neighborhood of λk,m.

We begin by defining “stable” critical point sets to state the main results. We

use the following definition of stability of critical points (see [20, 26, 34]):

Definition 1.1. Let D ⊂ Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \ ∆, where k ≤ m ∈ N+ and ∆ := {ξ =

(ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm) ∈ Σm : ξi = ξj for some i 6= j}. And F : D → R be a C1-function

and K be a compact subset of critical points of F , i.e

K ⊂⊂ {x ∈ D : ∇F (x) = 0}.

A critical set K is stable if for any closed neighborhood U of K in Σ̊k× (∂Σ)m−k \∆,

there exists ε > 0 such that, if G : D → R is a C1-function with ‖F −G‖C1(U) < ε,

then G has at least one critical point in U .

For the one-point blow-up case, we establish the following theorem for interior

blow-ups:

Theorem 1.2. Let K be a C1-stable critical point set of the Robin’s function Rg(ξ)

(defined in Section 3.2) on Σ̊. If ∆g log V (ξ)− 2Kg(ξ) +
8π
|Σ|g

> 0 (< 0 resp.) where

Kg is the Gaussian curvature of (Σ, g) then for all λ in a small right (left resp.)

neighborhood of 8π, there is a bubbling solution uλ solves (1.1). As λ → 8π+ (λ →
8π− resp.), uλ blow up precisely at points ξ, such that ξ ∈ K (up to a subsequence),

λV euλ
∫

Σ
V euλdvg

→ 8πδξ,

which is convergent as measures in Σ and δξ is the Dirac mass on Σ concentrated at

point ξ.

We further address boundary blow-up scenarios with only one blow-up point

through the following theorem:

Theorem 1.3. Let K be a C1-stable critical point set of the Robin’s function Rg(ξ)

(defined in Section 3.2) on ∂Σ. If one of the following conditions holds in a small

closed neighborhood of K:
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i) ∆g log V (ξ)−2Kg(ξ)+
8π
|Σ|g

> 0 (< 0 resp.) and ∂νg log V (ξ) ≥ 0 (≤ 0 resp.)

ii) ∆g log V (ξ)− 2Kg(ξ) +
8π
|Σ|g

= 0 and ∂νg log V (ξ) > 0 (< 0 resp.)

then for all λ in a small right (left resp.) neighborhood of 8π, there is a bubbling

solution uλ solves (1.1). As λ→ 4π+ (λ→ 4π− resp.), uλ blow up precisely at points

ξ with ξ ∈ K (up to a subsequence),

λV euλ
∫

Σ
V euλdvg

→ 4πδξ,

which is convergent as measures on Σ.

For scenarios of multiple blow-ups, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 1.4. Let m ≥ k ≥ 0 satisfying that

m+k >
|Σ|g
4π

sup
Σ
(2Kg−∆g log V )

(

or m+ k <
|Σ|g
4π

sup
Σ
(2Kg −∆g log V ) resp.

)

,

there exists a solution uλ of (1.1) for λ a small right (or left resp.) neighborhood

of λk,m := 4π(m + k) blowing up at points ξ1, · · · , ξm, where ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) is a

global minimum point of the reduced function Fk,m on Ξk,m (defined in Section 2).

Moreover, there exists a sequence of blow-up solutions uλ of (1.1) with λ → λk,m

such that

λ
V euλ
∫

Σ
V euλ

→
m∑

i=1

8πδξi +

m∑

i=k+1

4πδξi,

which is convergent in the sense of measures on Σ.

The paper is organized as follows:

Section 1 provides a concise overview of the background and the key conclusions of

this study. Section 2 details the main theorems and analyzes the conditions applied

in different settings. Section 3 is dedicated to constructing approximate solutions

using Liouville-type equations and providing their asymptotic estimates. Section 4

discusses applying the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction method, which transforms our
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problem into a finite-dimensional one. The asymptotic behavior of the reduced en-

ergy functional is analyzed in Section 5, highlighting its connection to the reduced

function Fk,m. The proofs of our main theorems are presented in Section 6. Finally,

Section 7 includes important estimates as an appendix.

2 Main results

In this section, we will discuss the definitions of quantities A1,A2 and B whose

signs decide the solutions we constructed in the left or right side of the critical value

λk,m and illustrate the main theorems that we obtain.

Given any integers 0 ≤ k ≤ m, we define a scaling function

τi(x) = V (x)e̺(ξi)H
g(x,ξi)+

∑

l 6=i ̺(ξl)G
g(x,ξl),

where for any Hg(, ξi) is the regular part of the Green’s function Gg(·, ξi) for i =

1, · · · , m.

LetKg be the Gaussian curvature of the Riemann surface (Σ, g), λk,m = 4π(m+k)

and ̺(x) =







8π if ξ ∈ Σ̊

4π if ξ ∈ ∂Σ
, through the whole paper.

We define

(2.1) A1(ξ) =
m∑

i=k+1

̺(ξi)
√

τi(ξi)∂νg log V (ξi),

(2.2) A2(ξ) =

m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)

2
(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi)),

and

(2.3)

B(ξ) = −∑m
i=1

̺(ξi)
4

log(τi(ξi))(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi))− 1
2
A2(ξ)

+ limr→0

(

8
∫

Σ\∪m
i=1Ur(ξi)

V e
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)G
g(x,ξi)dvg−

∑m
i=1 ̺(ξi)τi(ξi)+8

∑m
i=k+1 τi(ξi)∂νg log V (ξi)

r2
−A2(ξ) log

1
r

)

.
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The following theorem shows that there exists a sequence of bubbling solutions

of (1.1) blowing up at the stable critical points of a function Fk,m related to the

Neumann Green’s function.

The reduced function Fk,m : Ξk,m := Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆ → R is defined as

Fk,m(ξ1, · · · , ξm) =
m∑

i=1

̺(2(ξi)R
g(ξi) +

m∑

i, j = 1

i 6= j

̺(ξi)̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj)+

m∑

i=1

2̺(ξi) log V (ξi),

where Rg is the Regular part of the Green’s function and Gg is the Green’s function

(refer to the details to Section 3) and the thick diagonal ∆ := {ξ ∈ Σm : ∃ξi =
ξj for i 6= j}.

Theorem 2.1. Given integers 0 ≤ k ≤ m. Let K ⊂⊂ Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \ ∆ be a

C1-stable critical points set of Fk,m. A1,A2,B are defined by (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3),

respectively. If one of the following conditions is satisfied in a closed neighborhood U

around K:

a1. A2(ξ) > 0(< 0 resp.) and A1(ξ) ≥ 0(≤ 0 resp.)

a2. A2(ξ) = 0 and A1(ξ) > 0(< 0 resp.)

a3. A2(ξ) = 0, A1(ξ) = 0 and B(ξ) > 0(< 0 resp.)

then for all λ in a small right (left resp.) neighborhood of λk,m, there is a bubbling

solution uλ solves (1.1). As λ → λ+k,m (λ → λ−k,m resp.), uλ blow up precisely at

points ξ1, · · · , ξm, such that (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ K (up to a subsequence),

λV euλ
∫

Σ
V euλdvg

⇀

m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)δξi,

which is weakly convergent as measures in Σ.
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It is clear that Theorem 1.2-1.4 are the special cases of Theorem 2.1.

Based on the fact that Fk,m(ξ) → +∞ as ξ → ∂Ξk,m, we have the following

corollary:

Corollary 2.2. Given integers 0 ≤ k ≤ m. Suppose there exists a point ξ∗ ∈ Kmin

which is defined by

(2.4) Kmin :=

{

x ∈ Ξk,m : Fk,m(ξ) = inf
Ξk,m

Fk,m

}

and a closed neighborhood U around ξ∗ where at least one of the conditions a1,

a2, or a3 from Theorem 2.1 is satisfied. Then, the conclusions in Theorem 2.1

hold. Furthermore, the bubbling solution uλ has k local maximum points ξλ,i in Σ̊ for

i = 1, · · ·k and m − k local maximum points ξλ,i on ∂Σ for i = k + 1, · · · , m such

that up to a subsequence (ξλ,1, · · · , ξλ,m) converges to ξ∗ := (ξ∗1, · · · , ξ∗m), the global

minimum point of Fk,m, with

lim
λ→λk,m

Fk,m(ξλ,1, · · · , ξλ,m) = min
Σ̊k×(∂Σ)m−k

Fk,m = Fk,m(ξ
∗).

Remark 1. Lemma 7.3 implies that Kmin 6= ∅. Hence, the existence of blow-up

solutions as stated in Corollary 2.2 is guaranteed under any one of the conditions a1,

a2, or a3.

Remark 2. The quantities A1,A2 and B originate from [25], where they are used

to construct blow-up solutions for singular mean-field equations on closed Riemann

surfaces. In our paper, we largely adhere to the idea proposed in [25], with additional

estimates for cases of boundary blow-up. Specifically, the quantity A1 appears to deal

with the case ∂Σ 6= ∅, and the potential V is non-constant. Notably, when Σ is a

closed surface, A1 ≡ 0, then it reduces to the result in [25].

The quantity A2 can be re-written as follows:

A2(ξ) :=
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)

2
τi(ξi)

(
∆g log τi(ξi) + |∇ log τi(ξi)|2 − 2Kg(ξi)

)
.
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For ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) as a critical point of Fk,m, we observe that ∇ log τ |x=ξi = 0 for

i = 1, · · · , m. It follows that

A2(ξ) =

m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)

2
τi(ξi)

(

∆g log V − 2Kg +
4π(k +m)

|Σ|g

)∣
∣
∣
∣
x=ξi

for any ξ is a critical point of Fk,m. This observation leads us to Theorem 1.4.

The blow up analysis in [15] indicates the relationship among λi − λk,m, {ξij}
and {εij} in the case when k = m:

λi − λk,m =
2

m

m∑

j=1

(

∆g log V (ξi,j)− 2Kg(ξij) +
8πm

|Σ|g

)

V −1(ξij)
εij
eεij

+O(e−εij ),

where εij and ξij are local maxima and local maximum points of the blow-up solutions

ui around blow-up point ξj as λi → λk,m, respectively.

The sign of A2 determines the parameter λ lies in the right or left neighborhood

of the critical value λk,m, which coincides with our conclusion.

Suppose that (Σ, g) has constant Gaussian curvature Kg and geodesic curvature

of ∂Σ, kg. According to the Gauss-Bonnet formula:

|Σ|gKg + |∂Σ|gkg = 2πχ(Σ),

Theorem 1.4 asserts that for m + k > 2 − |∂Σ|gkg
2π

, there exists a family of bubbling

solutions uλ for λ in a small right neighborhood of λk,m. Specially, on a flat torus Σ

where Kg ≡ 0, given any m ≥ 1 and V ≡ 1, the bubbling solution uλ exists for λ in

a small right neighborhood of λk,m. However, there are instances where A2 ≡ 0. For

the unit sphere and the unit hemisphere with m = 1,

A2(ξ) =
̺(ξ1)

2
V (ξ1)e

̺(ξ1)Rg(ξ1)(∆g log V (ξ1))

=
̺(ξ1)

2
e̺(ξ1)R

g(ξ1)∆gV (ξ1).

Hence, A2 may vanish at some point.
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We also consider Riemann surfaces with boundary, which implies A1 may not

vanish. Suppose only one point blow-up exists on the boundary, i.e., m = 1, k = 0.

It follows that

A1(ξ) = 4π
√

V (ξ)e4πRg(ξ)∂νg log V (ξ)

and

A2(ξ) = 4πV (ξ)e4πR
g(ξ)

(

∆g log V (ξ)− 2Kg(ξ) +
4π

|Σ|g

)

.

In the case of hemisphere S2
+ = {(x, y, x) : x2 + y2 + z2 = 1, z ≥ 0}, Kg ≡ 1 and

kg = 0 on the boundary. For any m + k > χ(S2
+) = 1, we have that for any

∆g log V (ξ) ≥ 0 in a small neighborhood of the stable critical set Kmin and m ≥ 2 or

m = 1, k = 1, Corollary 2.2 yields the existence of bubbling solutions for λ in a small

right neighborhood of λk,m. For the case Σ = S
2
+, and m = 1, k = 0, the expressions

for A2(ξ) and F0,1(ξ) are given by:

A2(ξ) = 4πV (ξ)e4πR
g(ξ)∆g log V (ξ)

and

F0,1(ξ) = 8π log V (ξ) + 16π2Rg(ξ), for ξ ∈ ∂S2
+.

If ∆g log V (ξ) > 0 with ∂νg log V (ξ) ≥ 0in a small neighborhood of Kmin in ∂S
2
+, then

condition a1 is satisfied. When ∆g log V (ξ) ≡ 0 in a small neighborhood of Kmin in

∂S2
+, and if V : S2

+ → R+ satisfies ∂νg log V (ξ) > 0, then condition a2 holds true.

Due to the invariance of the rotation around the z-axis, Hg is constant along the

boundary ∂S2
+. We define the set

VS2+
:=
{
V ∈ C2(S2

+,R+) : V is invariant under rotation along the z-axis

∂νg log V (ξ) > 0 on ∂S2
+

}

It is evident that VS2+
6= ∅ since V (x, y, z) = 2 − z is in VS2+

. For any V ∈ VS2+
,

condition a2 can be satisfied by taking the stable critical point set K = ∂S2
+.

More detailed estimates are imperative when A1 ≡ A2 ≡ 0 in a small neighbor-

hood of stable critical point set. Initially, B(ξ) was introduced in [11] to analyze

mean field equations on bounded domains. This concept was further applied by [25],

11



where B(ξ) was utilized to develop blow-up solutions in cases where A2(ξ) vanishes

on compact Riemann surfaces. As for the examples involving the unit sphere and

flat torus, we refer to [25, Section 1].

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Isothermal Coordinate

Riemann surfaces are locally conformal flat and one can find isothermal coordi-

nates where the metric is conformal to the Euclidean metric (see [5, 17, 28, 44], for

instance). In our paper, we construct a family of isothermal coordinates based on the

isothermal coordinates applied in [25] and [46], which maps an open neighborhood

in Σ onto an open or half-disk in R
2.

We set

Br =
{
y = (y1, y2) ∈ R

2 : y21 + y22 < r
}
,

B
+
r = Br

⋂{
y = (y1, y2) ∈ R

2 : y2 ≥ 0
}
, and

R
2
+ =

{
y = (y1, y2) ∈ R

2 : y2 ≥ 0
}
.

For any ξ ∈ Σ̊, there exists an isothermal coordinate system (U(ξ), yξ) such that

yξ maps U(ξ) around ξ in Σ onto an open disk Bξ := B2rξ and transforms g to

eϕξ〈·, ·〉R2 with yξ(ξ) = 0, U(ξ) ⊂ Σ̊.

For ξ ∈ ∂Σ there exists an isothermal coordinate system (U(ξ), yξ) around ξ such

that the image of yξ is a half disk B
+
2rξ

, yξ (U(ξ) ∩ ∂Σ) = B
+
2rξ

∩∂R2
+ and transforming

g to eϕξ〈·, ·〉R2. In this case, we take Bξ = B
+
2rξ

. For ξ ∈ Σ and 0 < r ≤ 2rξ we set

Bξ
r := Bξ ∩ {y ∈ R

2 : |y| < r} and Ur(ξ) := y−1
ξ (Bξ

r).

12



Recall that ϕξ : Bξ → R is related to Kg, the Gaussian curvature of Σ, by the

equation

(3.1) −∆ϕξ(y) = 2Kg

(
y−1
ξ (y)

)
eϕξ(y) for all y ∈ Bξ.

We may assume that yξ and ϕξ depend smoothly on ξ, and that ϕξ(0) = 0 and

∇ϕξ(0) = 0, as in [25].

Additionally, the isothermal coordinates reserve the Neumann boundary condi-

tions, i.e., for any x ∈ y−1
ξ

(

B
+
2rξ

∩ ∂R2
+

)

, we have

(3.2) (yξ)∗ (νg(x)) = − exp

(

−ϕξ(y)
2

)
∂

∂y2

∣
∣
∣
∣
y=yξ(x)

.

3.2 Green’s functions

For any ξ ∈ Σ, we define the Green’s function for (1.1) by following equations:

(3.3)







−∆gG
g(x, ξ) = δξ − 1

|Σ|g
x ∈ Σ̊

∂νgG
g(x, ξ) = 0 x ∈ ∂Σ

∫

Σ
Gg(x, ξ)dvg(x) = 0

.

Remark 3. We give several important properties of Green’s functions (see Lemma 6

in [46]):

a. there exists a unique Green function Gg(·, ξ) ∈ L1(Σ) solves (3.3) in the distri-

butional sense;

b. for any distinct points x, ξ ∈ Σ, Gg(x, ξ) = Gg(ξ, x);

c. the representation formula holds, for any h ∈ C2(Σ),

(3.4) h(x)− 1

|Σ|g

∫

Σ

h =

∫

Σ

Gg(·, x)(−∆gh+

∫

∂Σ

Gg(·, x)∂νgh;
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d. for any distinct points x, ξ ∈ Σ, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|Gg(x, ξ)| ≤ C (1 + |log dg(x, ξ)|) , |∇g,ξG
g(x, ξ)| ≤ C d−1

g (x, ξ),

where dg(x, ξ) denotes the geodesic distance between x and ξ.

Observe that we have for ζ ∈ U(ξ), limx→ζ
dg(x,ζ)∣

∣yξ(x)−yξ(ζ)

∣
∣
= e

1
2
ϕξ(yξ(ζ)), which implies

that

(3.5) Rg(ζ) = lim
x→ζ

(

Gg(x, ζ) +
4

̺(ζ)
log
∣
∣yξ(x)− yξ(ζ)

∣
∣

)

+
2

̺(ζ)
ϕξ
(
yξ(ζ)

)
,

and particularly, by the assumptions ϕξ
(
yξ(ξ)

)
= ϕξ(0) = 0,

Rg(ξ) = lim
x→ξ

(

Gg(x, ξ) +
4

̺(ξ)
log
∣
∣yξ(x)

∣
∣

)

.

Next, we will construct a regular part Hg(x, ξ) of the Green function Gg(x, ξ) such

that Hg(ξ, ξ) = Rg(ξ). Let χ be a radial cut-off function in C∞(R, [0, 1]) such that

χ(s) =







1 |s| ≤ 1

0 |s| ≥ 2
.

Setting χξ(x) = χ(4|yξ(x)|/rξ), we define

Γgξ(x) := Γg(x, ξ) = − 4

̺(ξ)
χξ(x) log |yξ(x)| =

{

− 1
2π
χξ(x) log |yξ(x)| if ξ ∈ Σ̊

− 1
π
χξ(x) log |yξ(x)| if ξ ∈ ∂Σ

.

Then, for ξ ∈ Σ the function Hg
ξ := Hg(·, ξ) : Σ → R is defined to be the unique

solution of the Neumann problem

(3.6)







∆gH
g
ξ =

4

̺(ξ)
(∆gχξ) log |yξ|+

8

̺(ξ)
〈∇χξ,∇ log |yξ|〉g +

1

|Σ|g
in Σ̊

∂νgH
g
ξ =

4

̺(ξ)

(
∂νgχξ

)
log |yξ|+

4

̺(ξ)
χξ∂νg log |yξ| on ∂Σ.

∫

Σ

Hg
ξ dvg =

4

̺(ξ)

∫

Σ

χξ log |yξ|dvg
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Remark 4. For the regular part Hg(x, ξ), we will list some important properties that

we have to use (see Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 7.2).

a. Gg(x, ξ) = Γgξ(x) +Hg(x, ξ) and Hg(ξ, ξ) = Rg(ξ);

b. for any fixed ξ ∈ Σ and α ∈ (0, 1), Hg(x, ξ) is C1,α in Σ w.r.t. x. Moreover,

Hg(x, ξ) is uniformly bounded in C1,α for any ξ in any compact subsect of Σ̊

or ∂Σ.

3.3 The associated function Fk,m

Denote

∆ = {ξ := (ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm) ∈ Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k : ξi = ξj for some i 6= j}.
Define a function

Fk,m : Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆ → R,

Fk,m(ξ) =
∑m

i=1 2̺(ξi) log V (ξi) +
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)
2Rg(ξi) +

∑m

i, j = 1

i 6= j

̺(ξi)̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj).

We define configuration space for any δ > 0

(3.7) Mδ =

{

ξ ∈ Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆ : min
i=1,2,··· ,k

dg(ξi, ∂Σ) ≥ δ,min
i 6=j

dg(ξi, ξj) ≥ δ

}

.

Observe that for any α ∈ (0, 1), Gg(x, ξ) ∈ C1,α(Σ \ {ξ}) and Hg(x, ξ) is C1,α(Σ),

too. Thus Fk,m is of C1,α class in Mδ for any δ > 0. In particular, Fk,m ∈ C1(Σ̊k ×
(∂Σ)m−k \∆).

3.4 Approximation of Solutions

It is well known that

uτ,η(y) = log
8τ 2

(τ 2 + |y − η|2)2
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for (τ, η) ∈ (0,∞)× R2 are all the solutions to the Liouville-type equation,

(3.8)







−∆u = eu in R
2,

∫

R2

eu <∞.

For all x ∈ U(ξ), denote that

Uτ,ξ(x) = uτ,0(yξ(x)) = log
8τ 2

(τ 2 + |yξ(x)|2)2
,

for any τ > 0. We try to construct approximate solutions to (1.1) applying Uτ,ξ with

proper choices of τ and ξ. And for any f ∈ L1(Σ), we denote f = 1
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
fdvg.

Next we will introduce a projection operator P to project Uτ,ξ into space H
1
.

PUτ,ξ is defined as the solution of the following problem:

(3.9)







−∆gPUτ,ξ(x) = −χξ∆gUτ,ξ + χξ∆gUτ,ξ, x ∈ Σ̊,

∂νgPUτ,ξ = 0, x ∈ ∂Σ,
∫

Σ
PUτ,ξdvg = 0,

.

The solution of (3.9) exists uniquely in H
1
and PUτ,ξ ∈ C∞(Σ) by the elliptic stan-

dard estimate. So PUτ,ξ is well-defined.

Given any k ≤ m ∈ N+, we try to construction an approximate solutions to (1.1)

with

(3.10) (ρ, ξ) ∈ (0,+∞)×Mδ

for any δ > 0. For technical reasons, we define a scaling function

(3.11) τi(x) = V (x)e̺(ξi)H
g(x,ξi)+

∑

l 6=i ̺(ξl)G
g(x,ξl).

and ρi > 0 with

ρ2i = ρ2τi(ξi), for any i = 1, 2, · · · , m.(3.12)
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We denote τi = τi(ξi), χi = χ(4|yξi|/rξi), ϕi = ϕξi, Ui = Uρi,ξi, Wi = PUi and

W =
∑m

i=1Wi. To make W be a good approach to the solutions to (1.1), we assume

that

(3.13) |λ− λk,m| ≤ ρ2| log ρ|.

We consider the manifold

M :=

{
m∑

i=1

PUi : ρ ∈ (0,+∞), ξi ∈ Σ̊ for i = 1, 2, · · · , k and ξi ∈ ∂Σ for i = k + 1, · · · , m
}

.

The solution u can decompose into two parts: one part is
∑m

i=1 PUi on the manifold

M; another part is the remainder term φρξ , i.e.

u =

m∑

i=1

PUi + φρξ ,

where φρξ goes to 0 as ρ→ 0.

For any ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈Mδ with fixed δ > 0, we can choose a uniform radius

rξi for any ξi ∈ Σ, denoted by 4r0. W.L.O.G, we can assume that r0 is sufficiently

small such that Ur0(ξi) ∩ Ur0(ξj) = ∅ if i 6= j. We define

A1(ξ) =

m∑

i=k+1

̺(ξi)
√
τi∂νg log V (ξi),

A2(ξ) =

m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)

2
(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi)),

and

B(ξ) = −∑m
i=1

̺(ξi)
4

log(τi)(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi))− 1
2
A2(ξ)

+ limr→0

(

8
∫

Σ\∪m
i=1Ur(ξi)

V e
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)G
g(x,ξi)dvg −

∑m
i=1 ̺(ξi)τi+8

∑m
i=k+1 τi∂νg log V (ξi)

r2

−A2(ξ) log
1
r

)
.

Now, we can expand the energy functional for approximate solutions Jλ(W ).
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Proposition 3.1. Assume that (3.10)-(3.13), there exists ρ0 > 0 such that we have

the expansion

(3.14)
Jλ(W ) = −λk,m − λ log

(
λk,m
8

)

− 1
2
Fk,m(ξ) + 2(λ− λk,m) log ρ

−A1(ξ)ρ+A2(ξ)ρ
2 log ρ− B(ξ)ρ2 + A2

1(ξ)ρ
2

2λk,m
+ o(ρ2).

which is C((0, ρ0)×Mδ) for (ρ, ξ) as ρ→ 0.

Proof.

∫

Σ
|∇W |2gdvg =

∫

Σ
(−∆gW )Wdvg =

∑m
i,l=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUiWldvg,

providing that for all l = 1, 2, · · · , m, we have
∫

Σ
Wldvg = 0. By the representation

formula, for any i, l = 1, · · · , m
(3.15)

PUi(ξl) = 1
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
PUidvg +

∫

Σ
Gg(·, ξl)(−∆g)PUidvg +

∫

∂Σ
Gg(·, ξl)∂νgPUid̺g

=
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUiGg(·, ξl)dvg.

Applying Lemma 7.5, Lemma 7.7 and the representation formula, we derive that

(3.16)

∫

Σ
χie

ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUihρl,ξldvg

=
∫

Σ
hρl,ξl(−∆g)PUidvg +

1
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
hρl,ξldvg

∫

Σ
χi(−∆gUi)dvg

= ̺(ξi)hρl,ξl +O(ρ4| log ρ|)

By a direct calculation, we have

(3.17)

∫

B
ξi
r0

8ρ2i log
(

1 +
ρ2i
|y|2

)

(ρ2i + |y|2)2 dy = ̺(ξi) +O(ρ4).
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Lemma 7.5, Corollary 7.6 and Lemma 7.7 yield that

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUiPUidvg

=
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|yξi(x)|

2)2
(χi (Ui(x)− log (8ρ2i ))

+̺(ξi)H
g(x, ξi) + hρi,ξi − 2ρ2iFξi +O(ρ4| log ρ|)) dvg(x)

=
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|yξi |

2)2

(

χi log
|yξi |

4

(ρ2i+|yξi |
2)2

+ ̺(ξi)G
g(x, ξi) + hρi,ξi

−2ρ2iFξ +O(ρ4| log ρ|)) dvg
(3.15) and (3.16)

= −2
∫

B
ξi
2r0

χ2(|y|/r0)
8ρ2i log

(

1+
ρ2i
|y|2

)

(ρ2i+|y|2)2
dy + ̺(ξi)PUi(ξi)

+̺(ξi)hρi,ξi − 2ρ2i ̺(ξi)Fξi(ξi) + o(ρ2)
(3.17)
= −2̺(ξi) + ̺(ξi)PUi(ξi) + ̺(ξi)hρi,ξi − 2ρ2i ̺(ξi)Fξi(ξi) + o(ρ2)

= −2̺(ξi)− 4̺(ξi) log ρi + ̺2(ξi)H
g(ξi, ξi) + 2̺(ξi)hρi,ξi

−4ρ2i ̺(ξi)Fξi(ξi) + o(ρ2).

For any i 6= l, by Lemma 7.5 and Lemma 7.7, we have

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUiPUldvg

=
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|yξi(x)|

2)2
(χl (Ul(x)− log (8ρ2l ))

+̺(ξl)H
g(x, ξl) + hρl,ξl − 2ρ2lFξl +O(ρ4| log ρ|)) dvg(x)

=
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|yξi |

2)2

(

χl log
|yξl |

4

(ρ2l +|yξl |
2)2

+ ̺(ξl)G
g(x, ξl) + hρl,ξl

−2ρ2l Fξl +O(ρ4| log ρ|)) dvg
(3.15)
= ̺(ξl)PUi(ξl) + ̺(ξi)hρl,ξl − 2ρ2l ̺(ξi)Fξl + o(ρ2)

= ̺(ξi)̺(ξl)G
g(ξl, ξi) + ̺(ξl)hρi,ξi + ̺(ξi)hρl,ξl − 2ρ2i ̺(ξl)Fξi(ξl)

−2ρ2l ̺(ξi)Fξl(ξi) + o(ρ2).

Since log τi = log V (ξi) + ̺(ξi)H
g(ξi, ξi) +

∑

l 6=i ̺(ξl)G
g(ξi, ξl),

(3.18)
∫

Σ
|∇W |2gdvg = −λk,m(2 + 4 log ρ)−Fk,m(ξ) + 2λk,mcρ,ξ − 4Fρ,ξ(ξ) + o(ρ2),

where cρ,ξ =
∑m

i=1 hρi,ξi, and Fρ,ξ(ξ) =
∑m

i,l=1 ρ
2τi̺(ξl)Fξi(ξl). Lemma 7.7 implies
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that

(3.19)
∫

Ur0(ξi)
V eWdvg

=
∫

Ur0(ξi)
V (x) exp

{

Ui − log(8ρ2i ) + ̺(ξi)H
g(x, ξi) +

∑

l 6=i ̺(ξl)G
g(x, ξl)

+
∑m

l=1 hρl,ξl − 2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l Fξl} (1 +O(ρ4| log ρ|)) dvg

= 1
8ρ2τi

∫

Ur0(ξi)
eUiτi(x)e

∑m
l=1(hρl,ξl−2ρ2l Fξl

)(1 +O(ρ4| log ρ|))dvg
=

(
1

8ρ2τi

∫

Σ
χie

Uiτi(x)e
∑m

l=1(hρl,ξl−2ρ2l Fξl
)dvg −

∫

A2r0 (ξi)
χi

τi(x)
|yξ|4

dvg

)

+ o(1),

where A2r0(ξi) = U2r0(ξi) \ Ur0(ξi).

Applying Corollary 7.6 for f(x) = τi(x)e
ϕi◦y

−1
ξi

(x)
e
∑m

l=1(hρl,ξl−2ρ2l Fξl
(x)), it follows

that
∫

Σ
χie

Uiτi(x)e
∑m

l=1(hρl,ξl−2ρ2l Fξl
)dvg = ̺(ξi)τie

∑m
l=1(hρl,ξl−2ρ2l Fξl

(ξi)) + ̺(ξi)ρif2(ξi)(

4τie
∑m

l=1(hρl,ξl−2ρ2l Fξl
(ξi))

∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξi |

r0
)e

−ϕξi
◦y−1

ξi
1

|yξi |
3dvg

+4f2(ξi)
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξi |

r0
)e

−ϕξi
◦y−1

ξi
(yξi )2
|yξi |

3 dvg − ̺(ξi)
4

∆gf(ξi)(2 log ρi + 1)

−2∆gf(ξi)
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξi |

r0
)e

−ϕξi
◦y−1

ξi
log |yξi |

|yξi |
dvg + 8

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi

f−P2(f)
|yξi |

4 dvg

)

ρ2i + o(ρ2);

Lemma 7.7 deduces that
∫

Σ\∪m
i=1Ur0 (ξi)

V eWdvg =

∫

Σ\∪m
i=1Ur0 (ξi)

V e
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)G
g(x,ξi)dvg +O(ρ2| log ρ|).

Since for any x ∈ Ur0(ξi) \ {ξi} τi(x)
|yξi (x)|

4 = V (x)e
∑m

l=1 ̺(ξl)G
g(x,ξl),

∫

Ur0 (ξi)

χi
τi(x)

|yξi(x)|4
dvg =

∫

Ur0(ξi)

V (x)e
∑m

l=1 ̺(ξl)G
g(x,ξl)dvg.

We observe that f2(ξi) = τie
cρ,ξ∂νg log V (ξi)+O(ρ2| log ρ|), −∆gf(ξi) = −ecρ,ξ∆gτi(ξi)+

2ecρ,ξKg(ξi)τi +O(ρ2), and

m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)e
−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l Fξl

(ξi) = λk,m−2ρ2
m∑

i,l=1

̺(ξi)τiFξl(ξi)+O(ρ4) = λk,m−2Fρ,ξ(ξ)+O(ρ4).

Then

(3.20)
8ρ2e−cρ,ξ

∫

Σ
V eWdvg = λk,m +A1(ξ)ρ−A2(ξ)ρ

2 log ρ

+Bχρ
2 − 2Fρ,ξ + o(ρ2)
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whereA1(ξ) =
∑m

i=k+1 ̺(ξi)
√
τi∂νg log V (ξi),A2(ξ) =

∑m
i=1

̺(ξi)
2

(∆gτi(ξi)−2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi))

and

(3.21)

Bχ =
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)τi
∫∞

0
1
r0
χ′(s/r0)s

−2ds+ 8
∑m

i=k+1 τi∂νg log V (ξi)
∫∞

0
1
r0
χ′(s/r0)s

−2ds

−∑m
i=1

̺(ξi)
4

log(τi)(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi))−A2(ξ)(
1
2
+
∫∞

0
1
r0
χ′(s/r0) log sds)

+8
∑m

i=1

∫

Σ

(

V e
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)G
g(x,ξi) − χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi

P2(τie
ϕi◦y

−1
ξi )

|yξi |
4

)

dvg.

For any r ≤ r0, we divide the last integral in Bχ into two integrals on Σ \ ∪mi=1Ur(ξi)

and ∪mi=1Ur(ξi). Using integrating by part, we have

∫

Σ\∪m
i=1Ur(ξi)

8χie
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi

P2(τie
ϕi◦y

−1
ξi )

|yξi |
4 dvg =

∑m
i=1 8τi

∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r
χ(|y|/r0) 1

|y|4
dy

+
∫ m

i=k+1
8 ∂
∂y2
τi ◦ y−1

ξi
(0)
∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r
χ(|y|/r0) y2|y|4

dy

+
∑m

i=1 4(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi))
∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r
χ(|y|/r0) 1

|y|2
dy

=
(∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)τi + 8
∑m

i=k+1 τi∂νg log V (ξi)
) (

1
r0
χ′(s/r0)s

−2ds+ 1
r2

)

−A2(ξ)
(∫∞

0
1
r0
χ′(s/r0) log sds+ log r

)

.

The expression Bχ can be reformulated as follows:

(3.22)

Bχ = −∑m
i=1

̺(ξi)
4

log(τi)(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi))− 1
2
A2(ξ)

+8
∫

Σ\∪m
i=1Ur(ξi)

V e
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)G
g(x,ξi)dvg − 1

r2

(∑m
i=1 ̺(ξi)τi + 8

∑m
i=k+1 τi∂νg log V (ξi)

)

−A2(ξ) log
1
r
+ 8

∑m
i=1

∫

Ur(ξi)
e
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi

τie
ϕi◦y

−1
ξi −P2(τie

ϕi◦y
−1
ξi )

|yξi |
4 dvg.

The equations (3.21) and (3.22) show that Bχ is dependent with the choice of χ and

r. Since for some α ∈ (0, 1) e
ϕi◦y

−1
ξi − P2(τie

ϕi◦y
−1
ξi ) = o(|yξi(x)|2+α) as x → ξi, the

dominated convergence theorem yields that

lim
r→0

∫

Ur(ξi)

e
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi
τie

ϕi◦y
−1
ξi − P2(τie

ϕi◦y
−1
ξi )

|yξi|4
dvg = 0.

So Bχ = B(ξ) which is defined by (2.3).

(3.23)

λk,m log
∫

Σ
V eWdvg = λk,m log(λk,m/8)− 2λk,m log ρ+A1(ξ)ρ−A2(ξ)ρ

2 log ρ+ B(ξ)ρ2
−2Fρ,ξ + λk,mcρ,ξ − A2

1(ξ)ρ
2

2λk,m
+ o(ρ2)
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Applying (3.18) and (3.23), we can derive that

Jλk,m(W ) = 1
2

∫

Σ
|∇W |2gdvg − λk,m log

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

= −λk,m(1 + log(
λk,m
8

))− 1
2
Fk,m(ξ)−A1(ξ)ρ+A2(ξ)ρ

2 log ρ

−B(ξ)ρ2 + A2
1(ξ)ρ

2

2λk,m
+ o(ρ2).

And

Jλ(W ) = Jλk,m(W ) + (λk,m − λ) log
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

= Jλk,m(W ) + (λk,m − λ)(log(λk,m/8)− 2 log ρ) +O(ρ3| log ρ|)
= −λk,m − λ log

(
λk,m
8

)

− 1
2
Fk,m(ξ) + 2(λ− λk,m) log ρ

−A1(ξ)ρ+A2(ξ)ρ
2 log ρ− B(ξ)ρ2 + A2

1(ξ)ρ
2

2λk,m
+ o(ρ2).

Proposition 3.2. Assume that (3.10)-(3.13), there exists ρ0 > 0 such that we have

the expansion for any i = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji

(3.24) ∂(ξi)jJλ(W ) = −1

2
∂(ξi)jFk,m(ξ) +O(ρ)

which is C((0, ρ0)×Mδ) for (ρ, ξ) as ρ→ 0.

Proof. We will prove the C1-expansion of Jλ(W ) for ξ by Lemma 7.8. The results of

Lemma 7.8 implies that for any i, l = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji
(3.25)

∂(ξi)jWl(x) = δil

(

−2χi
∂(ξi)j

|yξi (x)|
2

ρ2i+|yξi (x)|2
+ ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH

g (x, ξi)− 4 log |yξi|∂(ξi)jχi
)

−2χl
ρ2l ∂(ξi)j

log τl(ξl)

ρ2l+|yξl (x)|2
+O(ρ2| log ρ|),

in C(Σ). For any l 6= i,

∂(ξi)jWl(x) = −2̺(ξi)
χlρ

2
l

ρ2l + |yξl(x)|2
∂(ξi)jG (ξl, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),

in C(Σ) and

∂(ξi)jWi(x) = ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jG (x, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),
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in Cloc(Σ \ {ξi}). Since
∫

Σ
∂(ξi)jW = 0,

∂(ξi)jJ(W ) =
∫

Σ

(

−∆gW − λV eW
∫

Σ V e
W dvg

+ λ
|Σ|g

)

∂(ξi)jWdvg

=
∫

Σ

(

−∆gW − λV eW
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

)

∂(ξi)jWdvg,

for any i = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji. Applying
∫

Σ
∂(ξi)jW = 0 again,

∫

Σ
(−∆g)W∂(ξi)jWdvg =

∑m
l=1

∑m
q=1

∫

Σ
χle

−ϕl◦yξleUl∂(ξi)jWldvg.

We observe that ∂(ξi)jϕi(yξi(x))|x=ξi = 0, Gg(ξl, ξl) = Gg(ξl, ξl), ∂(ξi)jH
g(ξi, ξi) =

2∂(ξi)jH
g(x, ξi)|x=ξi and

∂(ξi)j
∫

Σ
χ2
i e
Uie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi dvg = 8∂(ξi)j

∫

B
ξi
2r0

χ(|y|)2 8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

dy

=
∫

B
ξi
2r0

8∂(ξi)j (log τi)
ρ2i (|y|

2−ρ2i )

(ρ2i+|y|2)3
dy +O(ρ2)

(7.2) and (7.3)
= 8∂(ξi)j (log τi)O(ρ2) +O(ρ2) = O(ρ2).

By Corollary 7.6 and (3.25), we have

∫

Σ

∑

l,q 6=i χle
−ϕl◦yξleUl∂(ξi)jWldvg

=
∑

l 6=i

∫

Σ
χle

−ϕl◦yξleUl

(

−2̺(ξi)
χlρ

2
l

ρ2l +|yξl(x)|
2∂(ξi)jG

g(ξl, ξi)
)

dvg +O(ρ2| log ρ|)
= −∑l 6=i ̺(ξl)̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jG

g(ξl, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),
∫

Σ

∑

l 6=i

∑

q=i

χle
−ϕl◦yξleUl∂(ξi)jWldvg =

∑

l 6=i

̺(ξl)̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jG
g(ξl, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),

∫

Σ

∑

l=i

∑

q 6=i

χle
−ϕl◦yξleUl∂(ξi)jWldvg = O(ρ2| log ρ|),

and
∫

Σ

∑

l=i

∑

q=i χle
−ϕl◦yξleUl∂(ξi)jWldvg

=
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi

(

∂(ξi)j (χi(Ui − log(8ρ2i )) + ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH
g(x, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|)

)

dvg,

= ∂(ξi)j
∫

Σ
χ2
i e
Uie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi dvg −

∫

Σ
χ2
i e
Ui∂(ξi)je

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi dvg − ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)j log τi

+ ̺(ξi)
2∂(ξi)jH

g(x, ξi)
∣
∣
∣
x=ξi

+O(ρ2| log ρ|).
= −1

2
̺(ξi)

2∂(ξi)jH
g(ξi, ξi)−

∑

l 6=i ̺(ξi)̺(ξl)∂(ξi)jG
g(ξi, ξl)

−̺(ξi)∂(ξi)j log V (ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),
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Thus ∫

Σ

(−∆gW ) ∂(ξi)jWdvg = −1

2
∂(ξi)jFk,m +O(ρ2| log ρ|).

We observe that

(3.26) τi(x) = τi(ξi) + 〈∇(τi ◦ y−1
ξi
)(0), yξi(x)〉 +O(|yξi(x)|2), for any x ∈ U2r0(ξi).

Lemma 7.7 implies V eW =







τi(x)
8τiρ2

eUi(1 +O(ρ2| log ρ|)), x ∈ Ur0(ξi)

O(1), x ∈ Σ \⋃m
i=1 Ur0(ξi)

.

∫

Σ
V eW∂(ξi)jWdvg = 1

8ρ2i

(
∑m

l=1

∫

Ur0 (ξl)
χlτl(x)e

Ul(1 +O(ρ2| log ρ|))∂(ξi)jWdvg +O(ρ2)
)

.

By Corollary 7.6 and (3.25), we have
∫

Ur0 (ξl)

∑

l 6=q χlτl(x)e
Ul∂(ξi)jWl =

∑

l 6=i

∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χlτl(x)e

Ul∂(ξi)jWidvg +O(ρ2| log ρ|)
=

∑

l 6=i τl(ξl)̺(ξl)̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jG
g(ξl, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),

∫

Ur0 (ξl)

∑

l 6=i χlτl(x)e
Ul∂(ξi)jWldvg = −∑l 6=i τl(ξl)̺(ξl)̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jG

g(ξl, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),
and

∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Ui∂(ξi)jWidvg

=
∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Ui

(

∂(ξi)j (χi(Ui − log(8ρ2i )) + ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH
g(x, ξi) +O(ρ2| log ρ|)

)

dvg

= ∂(ξi)j
∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Uidvg −
∫

Ur0(ξi)
χie

Ui∂(ξi)jτi(x)dvg

+
∫

Ur0(ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Ui(−∂(ξi)j log τi + ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH
g(x, ξi))dvg +O(ρ2| log ρ|)

= ∂(ξi)j
∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Uidvg − ∂(ξi)j log τi
∫

Ur0(ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Uidvg +O(ρ2| log ρ|)
= ∂(ξi)j

∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Uidvg − ̺(ξi)τi∂(ξi)j log τi +O(ρ2| log ρ|),

where we applied ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH
g(x, ξi) = ∂(ξi)j log τi(x). We observe that

eϕi(y)∂(ξi)j (τi ◦ y−1
ξi
(y))|y=0 = ∂(ξi)jτi(x)|x=ξi + ∂xjτi(x)|x=ξi = ∂(ξi)jτi.

Then via Corollary 7.6, (7.2) and (7.3),

∂(ξi)j
∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Uidvg =
∫

B
ξi
r0

χ(|y|/r0)τi ◦ y−1
ξi
(y)∂(ξi)j

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

dy

+
∫

B
ξi
r0

χ(|y|/r0)τi ◦ y−1
ξi
(y)

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

∂(ξi)je
ϕi(y)dy

+
∫

B
ξi
r0

χ(|y|/r0)eϕi(y) 8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

∂(ξi)j (τi ◦ y−1
ξi
(y))dy +O(ρ2)

= ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jτi +O(ρ).
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Thus
∫

Ur0(ξi)
χiτi(x)e

Ui∂(ξi)jWidvg = O(ρ). Combining the estimates above, we have

(3.27)

∫

Σ

V eW∂(ξi)jWdvg = O(ρ−1).

By (3.20) and (3.27),

(3.28)

∫

Σ

V eW
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

∂(ξi)jWdvg =
O(ρ−1)
λk,m+O(ρ)

8ρ2

= O(ρ).

Hence, we deduce that ∂(ξi)jJλ(W ) = −1
2
∂(ξi)jFk,m(ξ) +O(ρ).

Proposition 3.3. Assume that (3.10)-(3.13), there exists ρ0 > 0 such that we have

the following expansions

(3.29)

∂ρJλ(W ) =
2(λ−λk,m)

ρ
−A1(ξ) +

A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
ρ+A2(ξ)ρ+ 2A2(ξ)ρ log ρ− 2B(ξ)ρ+ o(ρ).

which is C((0, ρ0)×Mδ) for (ρ, ξ) as ρ→ 0. And

(3.30) ∂2ρJλ(W ) = −2(λ−λk,m)

ρ2
+

A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
+ 3A2(ξ) + 2A2 log ρ− 2B(ξ) + o(1),

which is C((0, ρ0)×Mδ) for (ρ, ξ) as ρ→ 0.

(3.31) ∂(ξi)j∂ρJλ(W ) = O(ρ| log ρ|),

which is C((0, ρ0)×Mδ) for (ρ, ξ) as ρ→ 0.

Proof. Applying Lemma 7.9, for any l = 1, · · · , m

(3.32) ρl∂ρlWl = ρ
√
τl∂τPUτ,ξl|τ=ρl = −χl

4ρ2l
ρ2l + |yξl(x)|2

− 4ρ2lFξl + h1ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)

and

(3.33) ρ2l ∂
2
ρl
Wl = ρ2τl∂

2
τPUτ,ξl|τ=ρl = χl

4ρ2l (ρ
2
l − |yξl|2)

(ρ2l + |yξl|2)2
− 4ρ2l Fξl + h2ρl,ξl + o(ρ2).

We calculate the first derivative of Jλ(W ) w.r.t. ρ.

∂ρJλk,m(W ) =

∫

Σ

(−∆gW )∂ρWdvg − λk,m

∫

Σ
V eW∂ρWdvg
∫

Σ
V eWdvg
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Since
∫

Σ
∂ρW = 0, we have

∫

Σ
(−∆gW )∂ρWdvg =

∑m
i=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi∂ρWdvg

=
∑m

i,l=1

√
τl
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi∂ρlWldvg

(3.32)
= 1

ρ

∑m
i,l=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi

(

−χl 4ρ2l
ρ2l +|yξl(x)|

2 − 4ρ2lFξl + h1ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)
)

dvg
(7.6) and (7.7)

= 1
ρ

∑m
i,l=1

(
−2̺(ξi) + ̺(ξi)h

1
ρl,ξl

+ o(ρ2)
)

= −2λk,m
ρ

− 4Fρ,ξ

ρ
+

λk,mc
1
ρ,ξ

ρ
+ o(ρ),

where δil is the Kronecker symbol and c1ρ,ξ =
∑m

i=1 h
1
ρi,ξi

. By Lemma 7.7, we can

deduce that

(3.34)

V (x)eW (x) =

m∑

i=1

χie
cρ,ξ−2

∑m
l=1 ρ

2
l Fξl

(x) τi(x)

8τiρ2
eUi(1 +O(ρ4| log ρ|)) +O(1)1Σ\∪m

i=1Ur0 (ξi)
.

By Corollary 7.6, (3.32) and (3.34), it follows the following estimate:
∫

Σ
V eW∂ρWdvg =

∑m
i,l=1

∫

U2r0 (ξi)
V eW∂ρWldvg +O(ρ| log ρ|)

=
∑m

i,l=1
e
cρ,ξ

8τiρ2

∫

U2r0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l FξleUi 1

ρ

(

−χl 4ρ2l
ρ2l +|yξl |

2 − 4ρ2lFξl + h1ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)
)

dvg

+O(ρ| log ρ|)
= −∑m

i=1
e
cρ,ξ

2ρ

(

̺(ξi)τie
−2

∑m
l=1 ρ2l Fξl

(ξi)

2ρ2i
+ ̺(ξi)

8
(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi)

)

−∑m
i=k+1

e
cρ,ξ

2ρ

̺(ξi)τi∂νg log V (ξi)

4ρi
− 4

∑m
i,l=1

e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2i ρ
̺(ξi)τie

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l Fξl

(ξi)ρ2l Fξl(ξi)

+
∑m

i,l=1
e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2i ρ
̺(ξi)τie

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l Fξl

(ξi)h1ρl,ξl + o(1
ρ
)

= ecρ,ξ
(

−λk,m
4ρ3

− 1
16ρ

∑m
i=1 ̺(ξi)(∆gτi(ξi)− 2Kg(ξi)τi)−

∑m
i=k+1

1
8ρ2
̺(ξi)

√
τi∂νg log V (ξi)

+
λk,m

∑m
l=1 h

1
ρl,ξl

8ρ3

)

+ o(1
ρ
)

= e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2

(
−2λk,m

ρ
−A1(ξ)− ρA2(ξ) +

λk,mc
1
ρ,ξ

ρ

)

+ o(1
ρ
).

Combining with (3.20),

(3.35)

∫

Σ V e
W ∂ρWdvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

=

e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2

(

−2λk,m
ρ

−A1(ξ)−ρA2(ξ)+
λk,mc1ρ,ξ

ρ

)

+o( 1
ρ
)

e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2
(λk,m+A1(ξ)ρ−A2(ξ)ρ2 log ρ+B(ξ)ρ2−2Fρ,ξ+o(ρ2))

= −2
ρ
+ A1(ξ)

λk,m
+

(

−A2(ξ)
λk,m

+ 2B(ξ)
λk,m

−
(

A1(ξ)
λk,m

)2
)

ρ− 2A2(ξ)
λk,m

ρ log ρ

+
c1ρ,ξ
ρ

− 4Fρ,ξ

λk,mρ
+ o(ρ).
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Thus we have

∂ρJλ(W ) =
∫

Σ
(−∆gW )∂ρWdvg − λk,m

∫

Σ V e
W ∂ρWdvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

+ (λk,m − λ)
∫

Σ V e
W ∂ρWdvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

(3.13)
= −A1(ξ) +

(

A2(ξ)− 2B(ξ) + A2
1(ξ)

λk,m

)

ρ+ 2A2(ξ)ρ log ρ

+(λk,m − λ)
(

−2
ρ
+O(1)

)

+ o(ρ)

=
2(λ−λk,m)

ρ
−A1(ξ) +

(

A2(ξ)− 2B(ξ) + A2
1(ξ)

λk,m

)

ρ+ 2A2(ξ)ρ log ρ+ o(ρ).

∂2ρJλk,m(W ) =
∫

Σ
(−∆gW )∂2ρWdvg − λk,m

∫

Σ
V eW (∂2ρW+(∂ρW )2)dvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

+
∫

Σ
(−∆g∂ρW )∂ρWdvg + λk,m

(∫
Σ
V eW ∂ρWdvg
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

)2 .

Since
∫

Σ
∂ρWdvg =

∫

Σ
∂2ρWdvg = 0, we have

∫

Σ
(−∆gW )∂2ρWdvg =

∑m
i=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi∂2ρWdvg

= 1
ρ2

∑m
i,l=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUiρ2l ∂

2
ρl
Wldvg

(3.33)
= 1

ρ2

∑m
i,l=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi

(

χl
4ρ2l (ρ

2
l −|yξl |

2)

(ρ2l +|yξl |
2)2

− 4ρ2l Fξl + h2ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)
)

dvg
(7.6) and (7.8)

= 1
ρ2

∑m
i,l=1

(
2̺(ξi)δil

3
− 4ρ2l ̺(ξi)Fξl(ξi) + ̺(ξi)h

2
ρl,ξl

+ o(ρ2)
)

=
2λk,m
3ρ2

− 4Fρ,ξ

ρ2
+

λk,mc
2
ρ,ξ

ρ2
+ o(1)

and

∫

Σ
(−∆g∂ρW )∂ρWdvg =

∑m
i=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi∂ρUi∂ρWdvg

=
∑m

i,l=1 τl
∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi∂ρUi∂ρWdvg

(3.33)
= 2

ρ2

∑m
i,l=1

∫

Σ
χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi

|yξi |
2−ρ2i

ρ2i+|yξi |
2

(

−χl 4ρ2l
ρ2l +|yξl(x)|

2 − 4ρ2l Fξl + h1ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)
)

dvg
(7.6)-(7.8)

= 2
ρ2

∑m
i,l=1

(
2̺(ξi)δil

3
− 4ρ2l ̺(ξi)Fξl(ξi) + ̺(ξi)h

1
ρl,ξl

+ o(ρ2)
)

=
4λk,m
3ρ2

+ o(1).

By (3.32) and (3.33), we have ∂2ρW+(∂ρW )2 = O(| log ρ|) for any x ∈ Σ\∪mi=1Ur0(ξi).
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By Corollary 7.6, (3.32), (3.33) and (3.34), it follows the following estimate:

∫

Σ
V eW (∂2ρW + (∂ρW )2)dvg

=
∑m

i,l=1
e
cρ,ξ

8τiρ2

∫

Ur0(ξi)
χiτi(x)e

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l FξleUi 1

ρ2

(

χl
4ρ2l (ρ

2
l −|yξl |

2)

(ρ2l +|yξl |
2)2

− 4ρ2l Fξl + h2ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)
)

dvg

+
∑m

i=1
e
cρ,ξ

8τiρ2

∫

Ur0(ξi)
χiτi(x)e

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l FξleUi 1

ρ2
(
∑m

l=1

(

−χl 4ρ2l
ρ2l+|yξl |

2 − 4ρ2lFξl + h1ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)
))2

dvg +O(| log ρ|)
=

∑m
i=1

e
cρ,ξ

8τiρ2

∫

Ur0(ξi)
τi(x)e

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l FξleUi 1

ρ2
4ρ2i (5ρ

2
i−|yξi |

2)

(ρ2i+|yξi |
2)2

dvg

+
∑m

i=1
e
cρ,ξ

8τiρ2

∫

Ur0(ξi)
χiτi(x)e

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l FξleUi 2

ρ2
4ρ2i

ρ2i+|yξi |
2

(∑m
l=1 4ρ

2
l Fξl −

∑m
l=1 h

1
ρl,ξl

+ o(ρ2)
)
dvg

+
∑m

i,l=1
e
cρ,ξ

8τiρ2

∫

Ur0 (ξi)
χiτi(x)e

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ
2
l FξleUi 1

ρ2

(
−4ρ2l Fξl + h2ρl,ξl + o(ρ2)

)
+O (| log ρ|2)

= e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2

(
∑m

i=1
6̺(ξi)e

−2
∑m

l=1 ρ2l Fξl
(ξi)

ρ2
+
∑m

i=k+1 2̺(ξi)
√
τi∂νg log V (ξi)

1
ρ

+
∑m

i=1
̺(ξi)(∆gτi(ξi)−2Kg(ξi)τi(ξi))

2

)

+ e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2

(
16Fρ,ξ

ρ2
− 4λk,mc

1
ρ,ξ

ρ2

)

+ e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2

(
−4Fρ,ξ

ρ2
+

λk,mc
2
ρ,ξ

ρ2

)

+O (ρα−2)

= e
cρ,ξ

8ρ2

(
6λk,m
ρ2

− 4λk,mc
1
ρ,ξ

ρ2
+

λk,mc
2
ρ,ξ

ρ2
+ 2

ρ
A1(ξ) +A2(ξ) +O(ρα)

)

Combining with (3.20),

∫

Σ
V eW (∂2ρW+(∂ρW )2)dvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

= 6
ρ2

− 4A1(ξ)
λk,mρ

+ A2(ξ)
λk,m

+ 6A2(ξ) log ρ
λk,m

− 6B(ξ)
λk,m

+
12Fρ,ξ

λk,mρ2
+ 4

(
A1(ξ)
λk,m

)2

−4c1ρ,ξ
ρ2

+
c2ρ,ξ
ρ2

+ o(1).

And (3.35) yields that

(∫
Σ V e

W ∂ρWdvg
∫

Σ V e
W dvg

)2

= 4
ρ2

− 4A1(ξ)
λk,mρ

+ 4A2(ξ)
λk,m

− 8A2(ξ) log ρ
λk,m

− 8B(ξ)
λk,m

+ 5
(

A1(ξ)
λk,m

)2

+
16Fρ,ξ

λk,mρ2

−4c1ρ,ξ
ρ2

+ o(1)

It follows that

∂2ρJλk,m(W ) = 3A2(ξ) + 2A2 log ρ− 2B(ξ) + A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
+ o(1).

Hence,

∂2ρJλk,m(W ) = −(λ− λk,m)

(
∫

Σ V e
W (∂2ρW+(∂ρW )2)dvg
∫

Σ V e
W dvg

−
( ∫

Σ V e
W ∂ρWdvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

)2
)

+3A2(ξ) + 2A2 log ρ− 2B(ξ) + A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
+ o(1)

= −2(λ−λk,m)

ρ2
+ 3A2(ξ) + 2A2 log ρ− 2B(ξ) + A2

1(ξ)

λk,m
+ o(1).
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For any i = 1, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji,

∂(ξi)j∂ρJλk,m(W ) =
∫

Σ
(−∆gW )∂(ξi)j∂ρWdvg − λk,m

∫

Σ
V eW (∂(ξi)j ∂ρW+∂ρW∂(ξi)jW )dvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

+
∫

Σ
(−∆g∂(ξi)jW )∂ρWdvg + λk,m

(∫
Σ
V eW ∂ρWdvg
∫

Σ V e
W dvg

)( ∫
Σ V e

W ∂(ξi)jWdvg
∫

Σ V e
W dvg

) .

Applying Lemma 7.10, we can deduce that

∂(ξi)j∂ρJλ(W ) = O(ρ| log ρ|)

via the same approach for calculating the second-order derivatives w.r.t. ρ.
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4 The Lyapunov-Schmidt Reduction

4.1 The solutions to a linear problem

To study the non-linear problem (1.1), we try to find a solution with the form

W + φ for (ρ, ξ) ∈ (0,+∞)×Mδ. Firstly, we introduce the linear operator,

L(φ) = −∆gφ− λ
V eW

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

(

φ−
∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)

.

To solve (1.1), it is sufficient to find φ ∈ H
1
solves

(4.1)







L(φ) = R +N(φ) x ∈ Σ̊

∂νgφ = 0 x ∈ ∂Σ
,

where

R = ∆gW + λ

(
V eW

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

− 1

|Σ|g

)

,

and the non-linear term

N(φ) = λ

(
V eW+φ

∫

Σ
V eW+φdvg

− V eWφ
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

+
V eW

∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

(
∫

Σ
V eWdvg)2

− V eW
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)

.

Providing that W,φ ∈ H
1
,

∫

Σ

L(φ)dvg =

∫

Σ

Rdvg =

∫

Σ

N(φ)dvg.

Formally, we do transformation on φ to minus a normalized integral over Σ and

do scaling centered by 0 with y = yξi(x)/ρi in local isothermal coordinates, more

precisely Φi(y) = φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(ρiy)−

∫

Σ V e
W φdvg

∫

Σ
V eW φdvg

for any y ∈ 1
ρi
Bξi. Define that

Li(Φi)(y) = ρ2i e
ϕi(ρiy)L(φ) ◦ y−1

ξi
(ρiy), for any y in

1

ρi
Bξi.

Let Ri be R2 when ξi ∈ Σ̊ and R2
+ when ξi ∈ ∂Σ. As ρ → 0, for any i = 1, · · · , m,

the linear operator Li approaches to L̂i (refer to the detail to Lemma 4.3),

L̂i(Φ)(y) = −∆Φ− 8

(1 + |y|2)2Φ,
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where Φ ∈ L∞
b (Ri) := L∞(Ri) ∩ { ∂

∂y2
Φ = 0 on ∂Ri}. The kernel of L̂i in L

∞
b (Ri) is

spanned by

z0(y) = 2
1− |y|2
1 + |y|2 and zj(y) =

4yj
1 + |y|2 for j = 1, · · · , Ji.

The detail refers to Lemma 2.3 in [15] or Lemma D.1. in [26]. Let φi = φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(ρiy).

As ρ→ 0, we assume that Φi → Φi,∞, φi → φi,∞. It follows

−
∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

−→ − 1

λk,m

m∑

j=1

∫

Ri

8

(1 + |z|2)2φi,∞dz.

The limit linearized operator about φi,∞(i = 1, · · · , m) is as follows:

L∞(ψ)(y1, · · · , ym) =










−∆ψ1(y
1)− 8

(1+|y1|2)2

(

ψ1(y
1)− 1

λk,m

∑m
i=1

∫

Ri

8
(1+|z|2)2

ψi(z)dz
)

...

−∆ψ1(y
m)− 8

(1+|ym|2)2

(

ψ1(y
m)− 1

λk,m

∑m
i=1

∫

Ri

8
(1+|z|2)2

ψi(z)dz
)










,

where ψ = (ψ1, · · · , ψm) ∈ L∞
b (R1)×· · ·×L∞

b (Rm). The kernel of the linear operator

L∞ on L∞
b (R1)× · · ·×L∞

b (Rm) is generated by the constant function (1, · · · , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

) and

〈zj : j = 0, · · · , J1〉 × · · · × 〈zj : j = 0, · · · , Jm〉. Based on the works in [20, 26], it is

standard to show that L is invertible in some “orthogonal subspace” of H
1
.

Let Ji equal 2 if ξi ∈ Σ̊ and 1 if ξi ∈ ∂Σ. For any i = 1, · · · , m and j = 0, 1, .., Ji,

we define Zij on U2r0(ξi) ⊂ Σ by zj which defined on Ri with a proper scaling centered

at the origin. Specifically, for any ξi ∈ Σ,

Zij(x) = zj

(
yξi(x)

ρi

)

in U2r0(ξi),

for any i = 1, 2, .., m and j = 0, 1, · · · , Ji. We project Zi0, Zij into the space H
1
by

following equations for i = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 0, 1, .., Ji,

(4.2)







−∆gPZij = −χi∆gZij + χi∆gZij , in Σ̊

∂νgPZij = 0, on ∂Σ
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where χi(x) = χ(|yξi(x)|/r0). Let PZ =
∑m

i=1 Zi0. In this part, we will mainly

study a linear problem: given h ∈ L∞(Σ) := {h : ‖h‖∞ := supΣ |h| < ∞}, find
φ ∈ H

1 ∩W 2,2(Σ) and c0, cij ∈ R such that

(4.3)




L(φ) = h− c0∆gPZ −∑m
i=1

∑Ji
j=1 cij∆gPZij in Σ̊;

∂νgφ = 0 on ∂Σ;
∫

Σ
φ∆gPZijdvg = 0,

∫

Σ
φ∆gPZdvg = 0 ∀i = 1, 2, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji.

To estimate the size of the solutions, for any h ∈ L∞(Σ), we introduce the following

weighted norm (see [25])

(4.4) ‖h‖∗ = sup
x∈Σ

(
m∑

i=1

ρκi
(ρ2i + 1Ur0(ξi)

(x)|yξi(x)|2 + r201Σ\Ur0 (ξi)
(x))1+

κ
2

)−1

|h(x)|.

Here, the characteristic functions 1A :=







1, x ∈ A

0, x /∈ A
, for any A ⊂ Σ and κ ∈ (0, α0),

where α0 is obtained in Lemma 7.8.

Lemma 4.1. For any δ > 0, assume that ξ ∈ Mδ, (3.11)-(3.13) hold truly. Then

there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖R‖∗ ≤ C(|∇Fk,m(ξ)|gρ+ ρ2−κ| log ρ|).

Proof. Denote Rλk,m := ∆gW +λk,m

(
V eW

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

− 1
|Σ|g

)

. Applying Corollary 7.6 with

f ≡ 1, ∫

Σ

χie
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi eUidvg = ̺(ξi) +O(ρ2).

Rλk,m = −∑m
i=1 χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi + 1

|Σ|g

(
∑m

i=1 χie
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi eUi − λk,m

)

+
λk,mV e

W
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

= −∑m
i=1 χie

−ϕi◦y
−1
ξi eUi + O(ρ2)

|Σ|g
+

λk,mV e
W

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

Using Lemma 7.7 combined with (3.20) and (3.26),

λk,m
V eW

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

=
λk,mO(1)

λk,m
8ρ2

+O(1
ρ
)
= O(ρ2), for any x ∈ Σ \

m⋃

i=1

Ur0(ξi); and
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λk,m
V eW

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

=
λk,mτi(x)

eUi

8ρ2τi
(1+cρ,ξ−2

∑m
l=1 ρ

2
l Fξl

(x)+O(ρ4| log ρ|2))

λk,m

8ρ2
+

A1(ξ)
8ρ

+O(| log ρ|)

=
(

1 +
〈

1
τi
∇(τi ◦ y−1

ξi
)(0), yξi(x)

〉

+O(|yξi(x)|2 + ρ2| log ρ|)
)

·(1 +A1(ξ)λ
−1
k,mρ)

−1eUi ,

for any x ∈ Ur0(ξi). Combining the estimates above,

(4.5)

λk,m
V eW

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

=
∑m

i=1 χi

(

1 +
〈

1
τi
∇(τi ◦ y−1

ξi
)(0), yξi(x)

〉

+O(|yξi(x)|2 + ρ2| log ρ|)
)

·(1 +A1(ξ)λ
−1
k,mρ)

−1eUi +O(ρ2)1Σ\∪m
i=1Ur0 (ξi)

.

Applying (4.5), if x ∈ Σ \ ∪mi=1Ur0(ξi), Rλk,m = O(ρ2); if x ∈ Ur0(ξi), for any i =

1, 2, · · · , m,

Rλk,m = O(|∇ log τi ◦ y−1
ξi
(0)||yξi(x)|+ |A1(ξ)|

λk,m
ρ+ |yξi(x)|2 + ρ2| log ρ|)eUi +O(ρ2).

By the definition of ‖ · ‖∗,

(4.6) ‖Rλk,m‖∗ ≤ C(|∇Fk,m(ξ)|gρ+ ρ2−κ| log ρ|),

where we applied that λk,m|A1(ξ)| ≤ |∇ log τi ◦ y−1
ξi
(0)| ≤ C|∇ξiFk,m(ξ)|g.

R −Rλk,m = (λ− λk,m)
(

V eW
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

− 1
|Σ|g

)

= O
(
|λ− λk,m|

∑m
i=1 χie

Ui + |λ− λk,m|
)

Then ‖R − Rλk,m‖∗ ≤ Cρ−κ|λ − λk,m|. By (3.13), ‖R − Rλk,m‖∗ ≤ O (ρ2−κ| log ρ|) .
Therefore,

‖R‖∗ ≤ C(|∇Fk,m(ξ)|gρ+ ρ2−κ| log ρ|).

We denote that the coefficients vector as follows:

c̃ := (c0, c11, · · · , c1J1, c21, · · · · · · , c2J2 , · · · , cm1, · · · , cmJm) ∈ R
m+k+1.

Proposition 4.2. Let k ≤ m ∈ N+ and δ > 0. Then there exists ρ0 > 0 such that

for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ0), for any h ∈ C(Σ) with
∫

Σ
hdvg = 0 and for any ξ ∈ Mδ, there is

a unique solution (φ, c̃) ∈ H
1 ∩W 2,2(Σ)× Rk+m+1 to (4.3). Moreover, the map

(ρ, ξ) ∈ (0, ρ0)×Mδ 7→ (φ, c̃)
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is C1-differentiable in ξ with

‖φ‖∞ ≤ C| log ρ|‖h‖∗, |c0|+
∑m

i=1

∑Ji
j=1 |cij | ≤ C‖h‖∗,(4.7)

‖∂ρφ‖∞ + ρ
| log ρ|

‖∂2ρφ‖∞ + ρ
| log ρ|

‖∇ξ∂ρφ‖∞ + ‖∇ξφ‖∞ ≤ C | log ρ|2

ρ
‖h‖∗ ,(4.8)

for some C > 0.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 4.2, we sate a prior estimate for the solu-

tions φ to (4.3) with vanished coefficients vector c̃. Denote

Lλk,m(φ) := −∆gφ− λk,mV e
W

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

(

φ−
∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)

.

Lemma 4.3. There exists ρ0 > 0 and C > 0 such that for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) ξ =

(ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm) ∈ Mδ, h ∈ C(Σ) with
∫

Σ
hdvg = 0 and solution φ ∈ H

1 ∩W 2,2(Σ)

to (4.3) with L = Lλk,m and c̃ = 0(∈ R
m+k+1),

(4.9) ‖φ‖∞ ≤ C| log ρ|‖h‖∗.

Proof. We will prove the lemma by constructing a contradiction. Assume Lemma 4.3

fails. There exists a sequence of ρn → 0, ξn(∈ Mδ) → ξ∗ in Mδ, hn ∈ C(Σ) with
∫

Σ
hndvg = 0 and φn ∈ H

1∩W 2,2(Σ) solutions to (4.3) with L = Lλk,m and ‖φn‖∞ = 1

satisfying that

‖hn‖∗| log(ρn)| = o(1),

as n→ +∞.

For simplicity, we still use the notations ρ, ξ, h and φ instead of ρn, ξn, hn and

φn, respectively. Define that Φ = φ −
∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

, and K =
λk,mV e

W
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

. Consequently,

problem (4.3) transforms into the following equation:

(4.10)







−∆gΦ−KΦ = h in Σ̊

∂νgΦ = 0 on ∂Σ
∫

Σ
Φ∆gPZijdvg = 0,

∫

Σ
Φ∆gPZdvg = 0 ∀i = 1, 2, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji

,
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where C =
∫

Σ
V eW φdvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

. Additionally, Φ satisfies the same orthogonality properties as

φ, and |Φ|∞ ≤ 2|φ|∞ ≤ 2.

Recall that ρ2i = ρ2τi. Let Φi(y) = Φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(ρiy), for any y ∈ 1

ρi
Bξi

2r0 . It follows

that

−∆Φi − K̃iΦi + C̃ = h̃i,

where K̃i(y) = ρ2i e
ϕξi

(ρiy)K ◦ y−1
ξi
(ρiy), C̃ = ρ2i e

ϕξi
(ρiy)C and h̃i(y) = ρ2i e

ϕξi
(ρiy)h ◦

y−1
ξi
(ρiy). Since |C| ≤ 1 and ‖Φi‖∞ ≤ 2, ρ2i e

ϕ(y)C = O(ρ2). |h̃i(y)| ≤ C‖h‖∗, where C
is a constant. And

K̃i(y) =
8

(1 + |y|2)2 (1 +O(ρ)) +O(ρ2)

uniformly in any compact subset of Ri, by (4.5). For any p > 1, we have the estimate:

(4.11) ‖Φi‖W 2,p( 1
ρi
B

ξi
2r0

)
≤ C,

where C is a constant that depends only on Σ. Denote the scaled domain Ωρi :=
1
ρi
Bξi

2r0
.

Claim 4.4. For any i = 1, 2, · · · , m, up to a subsequence, Φi → Φi,∞ in C1
loc(Ri) as

ρ→ 0, where Φi,∞ is a solution of

(4.12)







−∆Φi,∞ = 8
(1+|z|2)2

Φi,∞, in Ri

|Φi,∞| ≤ C
,

for some constant C. Moreover, for any i = 1, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji,
∫

Ri

zj
(1 + |z|2)3Φi,∞ = 0,

and
m∑

i=1

∫

Ri

1− |z|2
(1 + |z|2)3Φi,∞ = 0.

By the regularity theory, Φi,∞ is a smooth solution. It follows that Φi,∞ is a

linear combination of zj(j = 0, · · · , Ji) (see [2] or [26]), i.e. Φi,∞(z) =
∑Ji

j=0 aijzj(z)

in Ri. From Claim 4.4, we deduce that aij = 0 for i = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji
and

∑m
i=1 ai0 = 0.
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Claim 4.5. For any i = 1, 2, · · · , m, as ρ→ 0,

(4.13) Φi(0) = Φ(ξi) = c0 + 4ai0 + o(1),

where c0 = − lim
∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ V e
W dvg

.

Claim 4.5 implies 2ai0 = c0 + 4ai0, thereby yielding ai0 = −1
2
c0. Hence, for any

i = 1, 2, · · · , m, ai0 = 0 and c0 = 0.

Consequently, Φ converges uniformly to 0 on ∪mi=1BρR(ξi) for any R > 0. Follow-

ing the idea in [20], we now will prove

Φ → 0 in L∞(Σ).

utilizing the maximum principle.

The linear operator L = −∆g − K satisfies the comparison principle in Σρ =
⋃m
i=1(Ur0(ξi) \ UρiR0(ξi)), where R1 > 0 is chosen later. Specifically, if ϕ ∈ C2(Σρ)

satisfies

(4.14)







Lϕ ≥ 0 in Σρ

∂νgϕ ≥ 0 on ∂Σ ∩ Σρ

ϕ ≥ 0 on Σ̊
⋂

(
⋃m
i=1(∂UρiR0(ξi) ∪ ∂Ur0(ξi)))

,

then

ψ ≥ 0 in Σρ.

To establish the comparison principle, we need to construct a barrier function ψ that

satisfies the following conditions:

−∆gψ −Kψ ≥∑m
i=1 1Ur0 (ξi)

κ2

2

ρκi
|yξi (x)|

κ+2 in
⋃m
i=1(Ur0(ξi) \ UρiR1(ξi)),

∂ψ
∂νg

≥ 0 on ∂Σ ∩ ∪mi=1Ur0(ξi) \ ∪mi=1UρiR1(ξi),

ψ > 0 on Σ̊
⋂

(
⋃m
i=1(∂Ur0(ξi) ∪ ∂UρiR1(ξi))) .

Furthermore, we can expect that ψ is uniformly bounded, i.e., for some constant

C > 0,

0 < ψ ≤ C in
m⋃

i=1

(Ur0(ξi) \ UρiR1(ξi)).
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Define ψ1i(x) = 1− χi(x)
ρκi
rκ
, where r = |yξi(x)|. Then

−∆gψ1i = 1Ur0(ξi)
(x)e

−ϕξi
◦y−1

ξi
(x) ρκi κ

2

|yξi(x)|
κ+2 in Ur0(ξi) \ UρiR(ξi)

∂νgψ1i(x) = 1Ur0(ξi)
(x)

κρκi
|yξi(x)|

κ

∂νg |yξi (x)|

|yξi (x)|
on ∂(Ur0(ξi) \ UρiR(ξi)).

We observe that

∂νgψ1i(x) ≡ 0

on the boundary ∂Σ. Let ψ =
∑m

i=1 ψ1i. Now, we choose R1 > 2/κ2 to be sufficiently

large and ρ∗ > 0 to be sufficiently small such that for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ∗] the following

conditions hold:

ψ1i ≥
1

2
, in Ur0(ξi) \ UρiR1(ξi);

0 < ψ ≤ m := C, in
m⋃

i=1

(Ur0(ξi) \BρiR1(ξi));

ψ ≥ 1

2
, on Σ̊

⋂
(

m⋃

i=1

(∂Ur0(ξi) ∪ ∂UρiR1(ξi))

)

.

Moreover, since for any x ∈ Ur0(ξi)

ρ2K ≤
m∑

i=1

1Ur0 (ξi)
1

τi

(

1 +
∣
∣
∣
yξi (x)

ρi

∣
∣
∣

2
)2 +O(ρ2).

ρ2 (−∆gψ −Kψ) ≥ ∑m
i=1

κ2

τi
1Ur0 (ξi)

ρκ+2
i

|yξi(x)|
κ+2 − Cρ2K

≥ ∑m
i=1

κ2

2τi
1Ur0(ξi)

ρκ+2
i

|yξi(x)|
κ+2 ,

in Σ \ ∪mi=1UρiR1(ξi). And

∂νgψ ≥ 0, on ∂Σ ∩ Ur0(ξi) \ UρiR1(ξi).
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Consider ϕ ∈ Σρ satisfying (4.14) and take R0 = 2R1. Let ϕǫ = ϕ + ǫψ for any

ǫ > 0. Then ϕǫ solves the following problem:

(4.15)







Lϕǫ ≥ ǫ
∑m

i=1
κ2

2
1Ur0 (ξi)

ρκi
|yξi (x)|

κ+2 in Σρ

∂νgϕǫ ≥ 0 on ∂Σ ∩ Σρ

ϕǫ > 0 on Σ̊
⋂
(
⋃m
i=1(∂UρiR0(ξi) ∪ ∂Ur0(ξi)))

.

Consider ϕǫ(x0) = minΣρ ϕǫ. Assuming ϕǫ(x0) < 0, we can deduce x0 /∈ ∂Σρ;

otherwise, by the boundary conditions of (4.15), x0 ∈ ∂Σ ∩Σρ. Then it follows that

∂νgϕǫ ≡ 0 on ∂Σ∩Σρ. W.L.O.G., we suppose that x0 ∈ Ur0(ξi). We conduct an even

extension of ϕǫ ◦ yξi(y) from B+
r0

to Br0 , denoted the function by ϕ̃iǫ. We define that

y∗ =







(y1, y2) if y2 ≥ 0

(y1,−y2) if y2 < 0
for any y ∈ Br0 . Then for any y ∈ Br0 . we have

(−∆− eϕi(y∗)K(y−1
ξi
(y∗)) ≥ eϕi(y∗) ≥ ǫ

κ2

2

ρκi
|y|κ+2

> 0.

The strong maximum principle yields that the minimum point of ϕ̃iǫ must be on ∂Br0
if ϕ̃iǫ is nontrivial, which implies that x0 ∈ Σ̊ ∩ ∂Ur0(ξi). It contradicts to ϕǫ > 0

in (4.15).

If x0 ∈ Σ̊ρ, applying the strong maximum principle yields that ϕǫ is constant on

each connected component of Σρ, However, since ϕǫ > 0 on Σ̊ ∩ ∂Σρ, this implies

that ϕǫ(x0) > 0, leading to a contradiction.

Hence, we can conclude that ϕǫ = ϕ+ ǫψ ≥ 0 on Σρ. By the arbitrary choice of

ǫ > 0, it follows that ϕ ≥ 0 on Σρ.

Let us define

‖Φ‖ρ = sup
⋃m

i=1(BρiR0
(ξi)∪(Σ\Ur0 (ξi)))

|Φ|.

Consider Φ̂ = C1ψ(C+ |Φ|ρ+ |h|∗), where C1 is a sufficiently large constant indepen-

dent of Φ and ρ such that

|h| ≤ C1‖h‖∗
(

m∑

i=1

1Ur0(ξi)
κ2

2

ρκi
|yξi(x)|κ+2

)

,
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|Φ| ≤ Φ̂ on Σ̊
⋂
(

m⋃

i=1

(∂UρiR1(ξi) ∪ ∂Ur0(ξi))
)

.

Applying the comparison principle (4.14) stated earlier, we have

−Φ̂ ≤ Φ ≤ Φ̂, for any x ∈
m⋃

i=1

(Ur0(ξi) \BρiR1(ξi)).

We observe that −∆gΦ = o(1) in Cloc(Σ \ {ξ∗1 , · · · , ξ∗m}), up to a subsequence,

Φ → Φ∞ in C1
loc(Σ \ {ξ∗1 , · · · , ξ∗m}). Since Φ∞ is bounded, it extends to a solu-

tion of −∆gΦ∞ = 0 in Σ. We observe that 1
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
Φdvg = −

∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

. By the

representation formula, for any x ∈ Σ \ {ξ∗1 , · · · , ξ∗m},

Φ∞(x) = limρ→0

(
1

|Σ|g

∫

Σ
Φdvg +

∫

Σ
Gg(x, z)(−∆g)Φdvg

+
∫

∂Σ
Gg(x, z)∂νgΦd̺g

)

= c0 = 0.

Thus, up to a subsequence,

‖Φ‖∞ ≤ C(C + ‖Φ‖ρ + ‖h‖∗) → 0,

which contradicts with ‖φ‖∞ = 1.

It remains to prove the claims.

Proof of Claim 4.4. For the case i = 1, 2, · · · , k, ξi ∈ Σ̊. We refer to Appendix

A. of [25]. So we just give the proof for ξi ∈ ∂Σ here. Note that Φi(z) ∈ C(Ωρi )

and ‖Φi‖W 2,p(Ωρ
i )

≤ C‖Φi‖W 2,p( 1
ρi
B

ξi
2r0

)
. By the Sobolev embedding, Φi is uniformly

bounded in C1,γ0(Ωρi ) for some γ0 ∈ (0, 1). By the Arzelà–Ascoli theorem, up to a

subsequence, in C1
loc(Ri)

Φi → Φi,∞,

where Φi,∞ is a bounded solution to −∆Φi,∞ = 8
(1+|z|2)2

Φi,∞ in Ri. Note that

−∆gPZij = χie
−ϕξieUiZij −

1

|Σ|g

∫

Σ

χie
−ϕξieUiZijdvg.
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By the orthogonal properties,

0 = −
∫

Σ
∆gPZijΦdvg

=
∫

B
ξi
2r0

χ(|y|) 8
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

4ρiyj
ρ2i+|y|2

Φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(y)dy

− 1
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
Φdvg

∫

B
ξi
2r0

χ(|y|) 8
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

4ρiyj
ρ2i+|y|2

dy

= 32
∫

R2
+

zj
(1+|z|2)3

Φi(z)dz − 32
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
Φdvg

∫

R2
+

zj
(1+|z|2)3

dz + o(1)

= 32
∫

R2
+

zj
(1+|z|2)3

Φi(z)dz + o(1),

where j = 1 and
∫

R2
+

zj
(1+|z|2)3

dz = 0. Applying the dominated convergence theorem,

we have 32
∫

R2
+

zj
(1+|z|2)3

Φi,∞dz = 0. Similarly,

0 = −
∫

Σ
∆gPZΦdvg

=
∑m

i=1

∫

B
ξi
2r0

χ(|y|) 8
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

2(ρ2i−|y|2)

ρ2i+|y|2
Φ ◦ y−1

ξi
(y)dy

− 1
|Σ|g

∑m
i=1

∫

Σ
Φdvg

∫

B
ξi
2r0

χ(|y|) 8
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

2(ρ2i−|y|2)

ρ2i+|y|2
dy

= 16
∑m

i=1

∫

R2
+

1−|z|2

(1+|z|2)3
Φi(z)dz − 16

|Σ|g

∑m
i=1

∫

Σ
Φdvg

∫

Ri

1−|z|2

(1+|z|2)3
dz + o(1)

= 16
∑m

i=1

∫

Ri

1−|z|2

(1+|z|2)3
Φi(z)dz + o(1),

where we applied the fact
∫

Ri

1−|z|2

(1+|z|2)3
dz = 0. The dominated convergent theorem

yields that
∑m

i=1

∫

Ri

1−|z|2

(1+|z|2)3
Φi,∞(z)dz = 0. Claim 4.4 is concluded.

Proof of Claim 4.5. We will apply the following representation formula to get the

estimate,

(4.16) Φ(ξi) =
1

|Σ|g

∫

Σ

Φdvg+

∫

Σ

Gg(x, ξi)(−∆g)Φ(x)dvg+

∫

∂Σ

Gg(x, ξi)∂νgΦ(x)d̺g.

For ξi ∈ Σ̊, the calculation is simpler, so here we just show the case for ξi ∈ ∂Σ.

Recall that Gg(x, ξi) = − 4
̺(ξi)

χi log |yξi(x)| + Hg(x, ξi). Applying Lemma 7.5, we

derive that

(4.17)

∫

U2r0 (ξi)
KΦdvg =

∫

1
ρi
B

ξi
2r0

K̃iΦidz

=
∫

Ri

8
(1+|z|2)2

Φi,∞dz +O(ρ)

= ai0
∫

Ri

16(1−|z|2)
(1+|z|2)3

dz +O(ρ) = O(ρ).
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Considering that (−∆g+β)Φ = KΦ+h, we have to calculate the following integrals:

∫

Σ
Gg (x, ξi)KΦdvg

=
∫

U2r0 (ξi)

(

− 4
̺(ξi)

χi log |yξi(x)|+Hg (x, ξi)
)

KΦdvg(x)

+
∑

l 6=i

∫

U2r0 (ξl)
Gg (x, ξi)KΦdvg +

∑

Σ\∪m
i=1U2r0 (ξi)

Gg(x, ξi)KΦdvg
(4.5)
=

∫

U2r0 (ξi)

(

− 4
̺(ξi)

χi log |yξi(x)|+Hg (ξi, ξi)
)

KΦdvg(x)

+
∑

l 6=iG
g (ξl, ξi)

∫

U2r0 (ξl)
KΦdvg + o(1)

= − 4
̺(ξi)

log ρi
∫

U2r0 (ξi)
KΦdvg +

∫

Ri

(

− 4
̺(ξi)

log |z|+Hg (ξi, ξi)
)

8
(1+|z|2)2

Φi,∞dz

+
∑

l 6=iG
g (ξl, ξi)

∫

U2r0 (ξl)
KΦdvg + o(1)

(4.17)
= 4ai0 + o(1),

where we applied −
∫

Ri

8 log(|z|)(1−|z|2)
(1+|z|2)3

dz = ̺(ξi)
2

; and

∣
∣
∫

Σ
Gg (x, ξi)hdvg

∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣

(∫

Σ\Uρi(ξi)
+
∫

Uρi(ξi)

)

Gg (x, ξi)hdvg

∣
∣
∣

≤ C| log ρi|
∫

Σ
|h|dvg + ‖h‖∗

ρ2i

∣
∣
∣

∫

Uρi(ξi)
Gg (x, ξi) dvg

∣
∣
∣

≤ C| log ρi|‖h‖∗ + C‖h‖∗(supUρi(ξi)
|Hg(·, ξi)|+ | log ρi|+ 1)

≤ C| log ρi|‖h‖∗ = o(1).

We observe that ∂νgΦ = 0 on ∂Σ, so the boundary term is vanish. Combining the

estimates above,

Φi(0) = Φ(ξi) =
1

|Σ|g

∫

Σ

Φdvg + 4ai0 + o(1) = c0 + 4ai0 + o(1)

as ρ→ 0.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. We observe that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖∆gPZij‖∗ ≤ C for any i = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 0, .., Ji, and
∥
∥
∥
∥
(λ− λk,m)

V eW
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

(

φ−
∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∗

= O(|λ− λk,m|‖φ‖∞).

Applying Lemma 4.3, for λ close to λk,m, we have

(4.18) ‖φ‖∞ ≤ C| log ρ|
(

‖h‖∗ + |c0|+
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|
)

,
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for any solution φ to the problem (4.3). We apply PZij as a test function to (4.3).

It follows that

(4.19)
∫

Σ

φL(PZij)dvg =

∫

Σ

hPZijdvg−c0
m∑

i=1

∫

Σ

∆gPZi0Zijdvg−
m∑

l=1

Jl∑

t=1

clt

∫

Σ

∆gPZltZijdvg.

From Lemma 7.11 and Lemma 7.12, for any i, l = 1, 2, · · · , m, we have the following

estimates:

PZij = χiZij +O(ρ) for any j = 1, · · · , Ji;(4.20)

PZi0(x) = χi(x) (Zi0(x) + 2) +O(ρ2| log ρ|);(4.21)
∫

Σ
Zij∆gPZltdvg = −4̺(ξi)

3
δilδjt +O(ρ),(4.22)

for any j = 0, · · · , Ji, t = 0, · · · , Jl.

Lemma 7.5 and (4.5) derive that

(4.23)

∫

Σ
V eWPZijdvg
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

= O(ρ), for any j = 1, · · · , Ji.

Applying (4.20), (4.23) and (7.4),

Lλk,m(PZij) = (−∆g)PZij − λk,mV e
W

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

(

PZij −
∫

Σ
V eWPZijdvg
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

)

= χie
UiZij

(

e
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi − 1

)

+ βχiZij +O(ρ
∑m

i=1 χie
Ui + ρ).

It follows that

(4.24)
‖L(PZij)‖∗ ≤ ‖Lλk,m(PZij)‖∗ + C|λ− λk,m| · ‖PZij‖∞

≤ O(ρ1−κ/2 + ρ2| log ρ|) = O(ρ1−κ/2).

Similarly, (4.5) implies that

(4.25)

∫

Σ
V eWPZi0dvg
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

=
2̺(ξi)

λk,m
+O(ρ).
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Applying (4.21), (4.25) and (7.4), we have

Lλk,m(PZ) =
∑m

i=1(−∆g + β)PZi0 − λk,mV e
W

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

(

PZij −
∫

Σ V e
WPZijdvg

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

)

=
∑m

i=1

(

χie
Ui

(

e
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi Zi0 − PZi0

)

+ 2̺(ξi)
λk,m

∑m
l=1 χle

Ul

)

+β
∑m

i=1 χi(Zi0 + 2) +O(ρ
∑m

i=1 χie
Ui + ρ)

=
∑m

i=1 χie
Ui

(

e
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi Zi0 − PZi0 + 2

)

+ β
∑m

i=1 χi(Zi0 + 2)

+O(ρ
∑m

i=1 χie
Ui + ρ).

It follows that

(4.26)
‖L(PZ‖∗ ≤ ‖Lλk,m(PZ)‖∗ + C|λ− λk,m| · ‖PZ‖∞

≤ O(ρ1−κ/2 + ρ2| log ρ|) = O(ρ1−κ/2).

We take α∗ = 1− κ/2. The equation (4.19) combined with (4.22), (4.26) and (4.24)

deduces that

|c0|+
m∑

l=1

Ji∑

t=1

|cij | ≤ C‖h‖∗ + ρα∗O(‖φ‖∞) + ρO
(

m∑

l=1

Ji∑

t=1

|cij|
)

(4.18)

≤ C‖h‖∗ + ρα∗ | log ρ|O
(

m∑

l=1

Ji∑

t=1

|cij|
)

.

Thus, we obtain that

(4.27) ‖φ‖∞ ≤ O (| log ρ|‖h‖∗) and |c0|+
m∑

l=1

Ji∑

t=1

|cij| ≤ O(‖h‖∗).

We define H as a subspace of H
1
which is orthogonal to 〈PZ, PZij : i = 1, · · · , m, j =

1, · · · , Ji〉, i.e.

H :=

{

φ ∈ H
1
:

∫

Σ

φ∆gPZijdvg = 0 for any i = 1, 2, · · · , m, j = 1, .., Ji;

∫

Σ

φ∆gPZdvg = 0

}

.

To solve (4.3) is equivalent to find φ ∈ H such that

∫

Σ

〈∇φ,∇ψ〉gdvg + β

∫

Σ

φψdvg =

∫

Σ

(
λV eW

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

(

φ−
∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)

+ h

)

ψdvg,
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for any ψ ∈ H. The prior estimate (4.27) implies that for any h = 0, the solution to

the problem (4.3) must be trivial, i.e. φ = 0, c0 and cij = 0 (for any i = 1, · · · , m
and j = 1, · · · , Ji). By Riesz’s representation formula and Fredholm’s alternative,

there is a unique solution T (h) := φ ∈ H
1
and c̃ ∈ Rm+k+1 solving the problem (4.3).

Then, the linear operator T :

{

h ∈ L∞ :

∫

Σ

hdvg and ‖h‖∗ < +∞
}

→
{

φ ∈ L∞(Σ) :

∫

Σ

φdvg and ‖φ‖∞ < +∞
}

,

is continuous.

Next, we will show that the operator T and coefficients cij are differentiable

concerning ξ and ρ. Denote that ι = ρ or (ξi)j (for any i = 1, 2, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji)
and X = ∂ιφ. Differentiate (4.3) with ι, formally,

L(X) = L0 − d0∆gPZ −
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

dij∆gPZij,

where

L0 = −∂ι
(

λV eW
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)

φ+ ∂ι

(

λV eW
(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2

)
∫

Σ

V eWφdvg

+
λV eW

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2

∫

Σ

V eW∂ιWφdvg − c0∂ι (∆gPZ)−
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

cij∂ι (∆gPZij) ,

d0 = ∂ιc0 and dij = ∂ιcij . In addition, the orthogonal properties imply that

∫

Σ

X∆gPZdvg = −
∫

Σ

φ∂ι (∆gPZ) dvg and

∫

Σ

X∆gPZijdvg = −
∫

Σ

φ∂ι (∆gPZij) dvg.

Consider Y = X + b0PZ +
∑m

i=1

∑Ji
j=1 bijPZij, where b0 and bij are chosen to satisfy

the orthogonal properties,

∫

Σ

Y∆gPZdvg = 0 and

∫

Σ

Y∆gPZijdvg = 0.

Since ‖∂ι(∆gPZ‖∗+
∑m

i=1

∑Ji
j=1 ‖∂ι(∆gPZij)‖∗ ≤ O

(
1
ρ

)

, we have |b0|+
∑m

i=1

∑Ji
j=1 |bij | ≤
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C
ρ
‖φ‖∞ ≤ C | log ρ|

ρ
‖h‖∗, by (4.27). Then Y solves the problem

(4.28)





L(Y ) = f − d0∆gPZ −∑m
i=1

∑Ji
j=1 dij∆gPZij in Σ

∂νgY = 0 on ∂Σ
∫

Σ
Y∆gPZijdvg = 0,

∫

Σ
Y∆gPZdvg = 0 for any i = 1, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji

,

where f = L0 + b0L(PZ) +
∑m

i=1

∑Ji
j=1 bijL(PZij). We observe that ‖K‖∗ ≤ C,

‖∂ιW‖∞ + ‖∂ιK‖∗ ≤ C
ρ
and ‖∂ι

(
K

∫

Σ
V eW dvg

)

‖∗ ≤ C
ρ

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)−1
. Then

‖f‖∗ ≤ ‖L0‖∗ + |b0|‖L(PZ)‖∗ +
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|bij|‖L(PZij)‖∗

≤ C

ρ

(

‖φ‖∞ + |c0|+
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|
)

(4.27)

≤ C
| log ρ|
ρ

‖h‖∗.

Applying (4.27) again, we have

‖∂ιφ‖∞ ≤ C| log ρ|‖f‖∗ + |b0|‖PZ‖∞ +

m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|bij |‖PZij‖∞ ≤ C
| log ρ|2

ρ
‖h‖∗.

We differentiate ∂ρφ w.r.t. ρ. By the same method to get estimate for ∂ρφ, we can

derive that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖∂2ρφ‖∞ ≤ C
| log ρ|3
ρ2

‖h‖∗ and ‖∇ξ∂ρφ‖∞ ≤ C
| log ρ|3
ρ2

‖h‖∗.

✷

4.2 The non-linear problem

We establish that the linear operator L exhibits partial invertibility, as shown in

Proposition 4.2. This enables us to proceed with the analysis of the corresponding

non-linear problem.
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Proposition 4.6. For any δ > 0 sufficiently small, there exists ρ0 > 0 such that

for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ0), ξ ∈Mδ, the problem

(4.29)





L(φ) = [R +N(φ)]− c0∆gPZ −∑m
i=1

∑Ji
j=1 cij∆gPZij in Σ̊

∂νgφ = 0 on ∂Σ
∫

Σ
φ∆gPZijdvg = 0,

∫

Σ
φ∆gPZdvg = 0 ∀i = 1, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji

has a unique solution φ ∈ H
1 ∩W 2,2(Σ) and c̃ ∈ Rm+k+1 where i = 1, 2, · · · , m, j =

1, · · · , Ji. Moreover, the map (ρ, ξ) 7→ (φ(ρ, ξ), c̃(ρ, ξ)) is C1-differentiable w.r.t. ξ

and C2-differentiable w.r.t. ρ satisfying

‖φ‖∞ ≤ C
(
ρ| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ2−κ| log ρ|2

)
,(4.30)

‖∂ρφ‖∞ ≤ C
(
| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ1−κ| log ρ|3

)
,(4.31)

‖∇ξφ‖∞ ≤ C
(
| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ1−κ| log ρ|3

)
,(4.32)

‖∂2ρφ‖ ≤ C

( | log ρ|3
ρ

|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ−κ| log ρ|4
)

,(4.33)

‖∂ξ∂ρφ‖ ≤ C

( | log ρ|3
ρ

|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ−κ| log ρ|4
)

,(4.34)

for some constant C > 0 and κ ∈ (0, α0).

Proof. Following the approach presented in Lemma 4.1 of [20], we aim to solve the

problem (4.29) by finding a fixed point for the operator A(φ) := T (R + N(φ)) on

the space

F̟ :=

{

φ ∈ C(Σ) :

∫

Σ

φdvg = 0, ‖φ‖∞ ≤ ̟
(
ρ| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ2−κ| log ρ|2

)
}

,

for some constant ̟ > 0. For any φ ∈ F̟, we can utilize Proposition 4.2 to deduce

that

‖A(φ)‖∞ ≤ ‖T‖(‖N(φ)‖∗ + ‖R‖∗) ≤ C| log ρ|(‖N(φ)‖∗ + ‖R‖∗).

Given ‖K‖∗ ≤ C and |es − 1| ≤ e|s||s|, ‖N(φ)‖∗ ≤ C‖φ‖2∞. Consequently, we obtain

‖A(φ)‖∞ ≤ C0

(
| log ρ|‖φ‖2∞ + ρ| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ2−κ| log ρ|2

)
,
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combined with Lemma 4.1.

Take ̟ = 2C0, then A(φ) ∈ F̟, for any φ ∈ F̟.

Applying Lemma 7.7, (3.21) and (3.34), for any φ1, φ2 ∈ F̟, denote φθ = θφ1 +

(1− θ)φ2, for same θ ∈ (0, 1).
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

λV eW+φ1

∫

Σ
V eW+φ1dvg

− λV eW+φ2

∫

Σ
V eW+φ2dvg

− λV eW (φ1 − φ2)
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

+
λV eW

∫

Σ
V eW (φ1 − φ2)dvg

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∗

≤
∥
∥
∥
∥

λV eW eφθ(φ1 − φ2)
∫

Σ
V eW eφθdvg

− λV eW (φ1 − φ2)
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

∥
∥
∥
∥
∗

+

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
−λV e

W
∫

Σ
V eW (φ1 − φ2)dvg

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2 +
λV eW eφθ

∫

Σ
V eW eφθ(φ1 − φ2)dvg

(∫

Σ
V eW eφθdvg

)2

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∗

≤ C(‖φ1‖∞ + ‖φ2‖∞)‖φ1 − φ2‖∞.
It follows that

‖N(φ1)−N(φ2)‖∗ ≤ C1(‖φ1‖∞ + ‖φ2‖∞)‖φ1 − φ2‖∞.(4.35)

Let ρ′0 > 0 be sufficiently small such that

2C1̟
(
ρ| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ2−κ| log ρ|3

)
≤ 1

2
,

for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ′0). By combining the estimate of T from Proposition 4.2, we can

deduce that

(4.36) ‖A(φ1)−A(φ2)‖∞ ≤ C1| log ρ|(‖φ1‖∞ + ‖φ2‖∞)‖φ1 − φ2‖∞ ≤ 1

2
‖φ1 − φ2‖∞,

Hence, A is a contraction map from F̟ into itself. There exists a unique fixed point

φρξ ∈ F̟. By the Lp theory, we can conclude that φρξ ∈ H
1 ∩W 2,2(Σ). Therefore, φρξ

solves (4.29). Consider the map F (ξ, φ, c̃) := A(φ) − φ. There is a small constant

ρ0 ∈ (0, ρ′0) which only depends on δ such that for any fixed ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) and ξ ∈Mδ,

we have F (ξ, φρξ, c̃(ρ, ξ)) = 0. Applying the Implicit Theorem, (ρ, ξ) 7→ (φρξ , c̃(ρ, ξ))

is C1-mapping w.r.t. ξ and C2-mapping w.r.t. ρ. Differentiating F (ξ, φ, c̃) = 0 w.r.t.

ι = ρ or (ξi)j(i = 1, 2, · · · , m, j = 1, .., Ji)

∂ιφ = (∂ιT )(R+N(φ)) + T (∂ιR + ∂ιN(φ)).
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By Lemma 4.1 and (4.35),

‖∂ιT (R+N(φ))‖∞ ≤ C
| log ρ|2

ρ
(‖R‖∗ + ‖N(φ)‖∗)

= C
(
| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ1−κ| log ρ|3

)
.

∂ιN(φ) = N(φ)∂ιW + λ

(
V eW+φ

∫

Σ
V eW+φdvg

− V eW
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)

∂ιφ

−λ
(

V eW+φ
∫

Σ
V eW+φ∂ιWdvg

(∫

Σ
V eW+φdvg

)2 − V eW
∫

Σ
V eW∂ιWdvg

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2

−V e
Wφ
∫

Σ
V eW∂ιWdvg

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2 − V eW
∫

Σ
V eW∂ιWφdvg

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2

+2
V eW

(∫

Σ
V eW∂ιWdvg

) (∫

Σ
V eWφdvg

)

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)3

)

−λ
(

V eW+φ
∫

Σ
V eW+φ∂ιφdvg

(∫

Σ
V eW+φdvg

)2 − V eW
∫

Σ
V eW∂ιφdvg

(∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)2

)

By Lemma 7.8 and Lemma 7.9, ‖∂ιW‖∞ ≤ C/ρ.

‖∂ιN(φ)‖∗ ≤ C(‖∂ιW‖∞‖φ‖2∞ + ‖∂ιφ‖∞‖φ‖∞)

≤ O
(
ρ| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−2κ| log ρ|4

)
+ o

(‖∂ιφ‖∞
| log ρ|

)

.

Lemma 7.5 yields that

∂(ξi)j

(∫

Σ

χle
−ϕq◦y

−1
ξl eUqdvg

)

= −̺(ξl)
r20ρ

2
l

(r20 + ρ2l )
2
∂(ξi)j log τl +O(ρ2)

= O(ρ2),

and

∂ρ

(∫

Σ

χle
−ϕq◦y

−1
ξl eUqdvg

)

= −̺(ξl)
2r20τlρ

(r20 + ρ2l )
2
+O(ρ)

= O(ρ),
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for any q = 1, · · · , m.We observe that e
−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi

(x)
= 1+O(|yξi(x)|2) and ∂ι(χie−ϕi◦y

−1
ξi

(x)
) =

O(|yξi(x)|). We deduce that

−∆g∂ιW =

m∑

i=1

χie
Ui∂ιUi +O(ρ1−κ),(4.37)

where O is estimated in ‖ · ‖∗-norm. We observe that

∂ιR = ∆g∂ιW + λV eW
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

(

∂ιW −
∫

Σ
V eW ∂ιWdvg
∫

Σ
V eW dvg

)

.

By (3.25), (3.28), (4.5) and (4.37), we have for ι = (ξi)j

(4.38) ‖∂ιR‖∗ ≤ O
(

m∑

i=1

|∇ log(τi ◦ y−1
ξi
)(0)|+ ρ1−κ

)

.

By (3.32), (3.35), (4.5) and (4.37), we have for ι = ρ

(4.39) ‖∂ιR‖∗ ≤ O
(

m∑

i=1

|∇ log(τi ◦ y−1
ξi
)(0)|+ ρ1−κ| log ρ|

)

Combining all the estimates above,

‖∂ιφ‖∞ = O
(
| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ1−κ| log ρ|3

)
.

Thus the estimates (4.32) and (4.31) hold. Similarly, we can obtain

‖∂2ρφ‖∞ = O
( | log ρ|3

ρ
|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ−κ| log ρ|4

)

and

‖∂2ρφ‖∞ = O
( | log ρ|3

ρ
|∇Fk,m(ξ)|g + ρ−κ| log ρ|4

)

.

5 Variational reduction and the expansion of the

energy functional

The functionW+φρξ is a solution of (4.1) if c0 and cij = 0 for any i = 1, 2, · · · , m
and j = 1, · · · , Ji. The following proposition shows that it is equivalent to find critical

points of the reduced energy functional Eλ(ρ, ξ) := Jλ(W + φρξ).
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Proposition 5.1. There exists ρ0 > 0 such that (ρ, ξ) ∈ (0, ρ0)×(Σ̊k×(∂Σ)m−k\∆)

is a critical point of Eλ if and only if u =W + φρξ is a solution of (1.1) w.r.t. λ.

Proof. Assume that (ξ, ρ) is a critical point of the reduced map Eλ. There exists

δ > 0 such that ξ ∈ Mδ. Then for any ι = (ξi′)j′ for i
′ = 1, · · · , m, j′ = 1, · · · , Ji′

and ρ,

(5.1)
∂ιEλ(ρ, ξ) =

∫

Σ
(L(φ)−N(φ)− R) ∂ι (W + φ) dvg(x)

=
∫

Σ
(−c0∆gPZ −∑m

i=1

∑Ji
j=1 cij∆gPZij)∂ι (W + φ) dvg = 0.

Note that the partial derivative of PUi w.r.t. (ξi′)j′ can be expressed as the sum of

two terms:

∂(ξi′ )j′PUi = ∂(ξi′ )j′PUρ,ξi|ρ=ρi +
1

2
(ρ∂ρPUρ,ξi)|ρ=ρi∂(ξi′ )j′ log τi.

Lemma 7.8 combining (4.20) yields that PZij = O(ρ) + ρi∂(ξi)jPUρ,ξi|ρ=ρi. Apply-
ing (4.22), we have

∫

Σ

(

−c0∆gPZ −
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

cij∆gPZij

)

∂(ξi′ )j′Wdvg = O
(

|c0|+
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|
)

+ci′j′
4̺(ξi′)

3ρi′
,

for any i′ = 1, · · · , m and j′ = 1, · · · , Ji′ . Lemma 7.9 combining (4.20) yields that

∂ρPUi =
√
τi∂ρPUρ,ξi|ρ=ρi =

√
τi

(

χi

(

∂ρUρ,ξi − 2
ρ

)

− 4ρFξi +
1
ρ
h1ρ,ξi + o(ρ)

)∣
∣
∣
ρ=ρi

= −1
ρ
PZi0 +O (ρ| log ρ|) .

Applying (4.22), we have

∫

Σ

(

−c0∆gPZ −
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

cij∆gPZij

)

∂ρWdvg = O
(

|c0|+
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|
)

+ c0
4λk,m
3ρ

.

Since
∫

Σ
φ∆gPZijdvg = 0,

∫

Σ
∆gPZij∂ιφdvg =

∫

Σ
∂ιφ∆g∂ιPZijdvg. By a direct

calculation, ‖∂ιPZij‖ ≤ ‖∂ιZij‖ ≤ O(1
ρ
). Proposition 4.29 deduces that

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

Σ

∆gPZij∂ιφdvg

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ ‖φ‖‖∂ιPZij‖ ≤ o

(
1

ρ

)

.
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Combining the estimates above, for i′ = 1, 2, · · · , m, j = 1, .., Ji,

ci′j′
3̺(ξi′)

4
+ o

(

|c0|+
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|
)

= 0,

and

c0
4λk,m
3

+ o

(

|c0|+
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|
)

= 0.

Thus there exists ρ0 > 0 sufficiently small, for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ0), c̃ ≡ 0. Consequently,

u = W + φ solves (1.1) with respect to λ.

Assume that for (ξ, ρ), there exists a solution of (1.1), with the form
∑m

i=1 PUi+

φρξ , it is obvious that (5.1) is true, which implies that (ρ, ξ) is a critical point of the

reduced map Eλ.

Next, we will give the asymptotic expansion for the reduced functional Eλ.

Proposition 5.2. Assume (3.10)-(3.13). The following expansions hold for any

i = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji:

Eλ(ρ, ξ) = −λk,m − λ log
(
λk,m
8

)

− 1
2
Fk,m(ξ) + 2(λ− λk,m) log ρ−A1(ξ)ρ

+A2(ξ)ρ
2 log ρ− B(ξ)ρ2 +O

(
ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(ρ2),

∂(ξi)jEλ(ρ, ξ) = −1
2
∂(ξi)jFk,m +O(ρ),

∂ρEλ(ρ, ξ) =
2(λ−λk,m)

ρ
−A1(ξ) +

A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
ρ+A2(ξ)ρ+ 2A2(ξ)ρ log ρ− 2B(ξ)ρ

+O
(
ρ| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(ρ),

∂2ρEλ(ρ, ξ) = −2(λ−λk,m)

ρ2
+

A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
+ 3A2(ξ) + 2A2 log ρ− 2B(ξ)

+O
(
| log ρ|3|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(1),

∂(ξi)j∂ρEλ(ρ, ξ) = O
(
ρ1−κ| log ρ|4 + | log ρ|3|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
,

as ρ → 0+. Moreover, Eλ(ρ, ξ) is C1-differentiable w.r.t. ξ and C2-differentiable

w.r.t. ρ.

Proof. Since
∫

Σ
φdvg = 0,

DJλ(W )(φ) =

∫

Σ

(−∆gW + βW − λV eW
∫

Σ
V eWdvg

)φdvg =

∫

Σ

−Rφdvg
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and

D2Jλ(W )(φ, φ) =

∫

Σ

L(φ)φdvg =

∫

Σ

(R +N(φ))φdvg,

where φ is obtained by Proposition 4.2. Then

Jλ(W + φ)− Jλ(W ) = DJλ(W )(φ) + 1
2
D2Jλ(W )(φ, φ)

+
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(D2Jλ(W + tsφ)−D2Jλ(W )) (φ, φ)tdsdt

= −1
2

∫

Σ
Rφdvg +

1
2

∫

Σ
N(φ)φdvg

+
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
(D2Jλ(W + tsφ)−D2Jλ(W )) (φ, φ)tdsdt

and

DJλ(W )(φ) +D2Jλ(W )(φ, φ) =

∫

Σ

N(φ)φdvg

hold. Since 1
2

∫

Σ
V eWdvg ≤

∫

Σ
V eW+tsφdvg ≤ 2

∫

Σ
V eWdvg and

∣
∣eW+tsφ − eW

∣
∣ ≤

CeW‖φ‖∞,

|DJλ(W )(φ) +D2Jλ(W )(φ, φ)|+
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0
tdt
∫ 1

0
ds [D2Jλ(W + tsφ)−D2Jλ(W )] (φ, φ)

∣
∣
∣

= O (‖N(φ)‖∗‖φ‖∞ + ‖φ‖3∞)
(4.35)
= O (‖φ‖3∞) .

Lemma 4.1 and (4.30) yield

|Jλ(W + φ)− Jλ(W )| = O
(
‖R‖∗‖φ‖∞ + ‖φ‖3∞

)
= O

(
ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2

)
.

By (3.14),

Eλ(ρ, ξ) = Jλ(W ) +O
(
ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2

)

= −λk,m − λ log

(
λk,m
8

)

− 1

2
Fk,m(ξ) + 2(λ− λk,m) log ρ−A1(ξ)ρ+A2(ξ)ρ

2 log ρ

− B(ξ)ρ2 +O
(
ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(ρ2).

Differentiating w.r.t. ι = (ξi)j or ρ, i = 1, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji,

∂ι (Jλ(W + φ)− Jλ(W )) =− 1

2

∫

Σ

[∂ιRφ+R∂ιφ] dvg +
1

2

∫

Σ

(∂ι[N(φ)]φ+N(φ)∂ιφ) dvg

+

∫ 1

0

tdt

∫ 1

0

ds∂ι
{[
D2Jλ(W + tsφ)−D2Jλ(W )

]
(φ, φ)

}
.
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By a direct calculation, we have
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0
tdt
∫ 1

0
ds∂ι {[D2Jλ(W + tsφ)−D2Jλ(W )] (φ, φ)}

∣
∣
∣

= O (‖φ‖2∞ ‖∂ιφ‖∞ + ‖φ‖3∞ ‖∂ιW‖∞) .

Then by Proposition 4.6,

∂ι (Jλ(W + φ)− Jλ(W ))

= O (‖R‖∗|∂ιφ|∞ + ‖∂ιR‖∗|φ|∞ + ‖N(φ)‖∗|∂ιφ|∞ + ‖∂ιN(φ)‖∗|φ|∞)

+O (‖φ‖2∞ ‖∂ιφ‖∞ + ‖φ‖3∞ ‖∂ιW‖∞)

= O
(

(ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2) | log ρ|
ρ

)

.

Thus applying (3.24) and (3.29) we have for ι = (ξi)j

∂ιEλ(ρ, ξ) = ∂ιJ(W )+O
(

(ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2) | log ρ|
ρ

)

= −1

2
∂ιFk,m+O(ρ)

and for ι = ρ

∂ιEλ(ρ, ξ) = ∂ιJ(W ) +O
(

(ρ2| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2) | log ρ|
ρ

)

=
2(λ−λk,m)

ρ
−A1(ξ) +

A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
ρ+A2(ξ)ρ+ 2A2(ξ)ρ log ρ− 2B(ξ)ρ

+O
(
ρ| log ρ|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(ρ)

.

Similarly, by Proposition 4.6, we can derive that

∂2ρ (Jλ(W + φ)− Jλ(W )) = O
(

(ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2) | log ρ|
2

ρ2

)

,

and

∂(ξi)j∂ρ (Jλ(W + φ)− Jλ(W )) = O
(

(ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2) | log ρ|
2

ρ2

)

.

Combining with (3.30) and (3.31), it follows that

∂2ρEλ(ρ, ξ) = ∂2ρJ(W ) +O
(

(ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2) | log ρ|2
ρ2

)

= −2(λ−λk,m)

ρ2
+

A2
1(ξ)

λk,m
+ 3A2(ξ) + 2A2 log ρ− 2B(ξ)

+O
(
| log ρ|3|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(1),

and

∂(ξi)j∂ρEλ(ρ, ξ) = ∂(ξi)j∂ρJ(W ) +O
(

(ρ2| log ρ||∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ3−κ| log ρ|2) | log ρ|2
ρ2

)

= O
(
ρ1−κ| log ρ|4 + | log ρ|3|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
.
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6 The proof of the main theorem

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Here, we just construct the solution for λ > λk,m and we can

deduce it similarly for λ < λk,m. Since K is a compact subset of Σ, there is δ > 0

such that U ⊂⊂ Mδ.

We can assume that max{|A1(ξ)|, |A2(ξ)|} ≤ a0 and B(ξ) > 0 for ξ ∈ U , where

a0 > 0 is a constant. Proposition 5.2 implies that

ρ∂ρEλ(ρ,ξ)
λ−λk,m

∣
∣
∣
ρ=µ

√
λ−λk,m

= 2− µA1(ξ)√
λ−λk,m

+
µ2A2

1(ξ)

λk,m
+ (µ2 + 2µ2 logµ+ µ2 log(λ− λk,m))A2(ξ)

−2µ2B(ξ) +O
(
µ2| log(λ− λk,m)|2|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(µ2),

ρ2∂2ρEλ(ρ,ξ)

λ−λk,m

∣
∣
∣
ρ=µ

√
λ−λk,m

= −2 +
µ2A2

1(ξ)

λk,m
+ (3µ2 + 2µ2 log µ+ µ2 log(λ− λk,m))A2(ξ)

−2µ2B(ξ) +O
(
µ2(| log(λ− λk,m)|3)|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g

)
+ o(µ2).

.

We define that

Dλ :=

{

ξ ∈ U : |∇Fk,m(ξ)|g ≤
√
2

| log(λ− λk,m)|4

}

.

And let

m0 =
1

2
min

{

inf
U

|A1(ξ)|−
1
2 , inf

U
|A2(ξ)|−

1
2 , inf

U
|B(ξ)|− 1

2

}( |λ− λk,m|
| log(λ− λk,m)|

) 1
2

> 0

and

M0 = 2 sup
U

|B(ξ)|− 1
2 <∞.

We define Iλ = [m0,M0]. For any λ sufficiently close to λk,m and ξ ∈ Dλ, we have

(ρ∂ρEλ)(µ
√
λ−λk,m,ξ)

λ−λk,m

∣
∣
∣
∣
µ=m0

= 2 + o(1) ≥ 1,

(ρ∂ρEλ)(µ
√
λ−λk,m,ξ)

λ−λk,m

∣
∣
∣
∣
µ=M0

≤ 2−M0
A1(ξ)√
|λ−λk,m|

(1 + o(1))

−M2
0 | log(λ− λk,m)|A2(ξ)(1 + o(1))− 2M2

0B(ξ) + o(1)

≤ −1
(ρ2∂2ρEλ)(µ

√
λ−λk,m,ξ)

λ−λk,m
≤ −2 + µ2A

2
1(ξ)

λk,m
− µ2| log(λ− λk,m)|A2(ξ)(1 + o(1))

−2µ2B(ξ) + o(1)

≤ −1,
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applying the restriction on A1(ξ),A2(ξ) and B(ξ). Then there exists ε > 0 such that

for any λ ∈ (λk,m, λk,m + ε) and ξ ∈ Dλ there is a unique solution µ := µ(λ, ξ) ∈ Iλ

solving (∂ρEλ)(µ
√
λ− λk,m, ξ) = 0. The Implicit Function Theorem implies that

ξ ∈ Dλ 7→ ρ(λ, ξ) := µ(λ, ξ)
√
λ− λk,m is C1-differentiable w.r.t. ξ and

∂ξρ(λ, ξ) = −∂ξ∂δEλ(ρ(λ, ξ), ξ)
∂2ρEλ(ρ(λ, ξ), ξ)

.

Proposition 5.2 implies that

∂ξ∂ρEλ(ρ, ξ) = O(| log ρ|3|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2g + ρ1−κ| log ρ|4).

Considering that |∂2ρEλ(ρ(λ, ξ), ξ)| ≥ 1
µ2

and (µ, ξ) ∈ Iλ ×Dλ,

∂ξρ(λ, ξ) = O
(
| log(λ− λk,m)|−5

)
.

We will apply the cut-off function χ (see Section 3.2) to extend ρ(λ, ξ) to be a

C1-function on U for ξ. Let

(6.1)
ρ̃(λ, ξ) := χ (| log(λ− λk,m)|8|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2) ρ(λ, ξ) + (λ− λk,m)

1
2

(1− χ (| log(λ− λk,m)|8|∇Fk,m(ξ)|2)) .

We denote Ẽλ(ξ) = Eλ(ρ̃(λ, ξ), ξ) : Iλ × U → R. Proposition 5.2 yields that

Ẽλ(ξ) := −λk,m − λ log

(
λk,m
8

)

− 1

2
Fk,m(ξ) +O (|λ− λk,m|| log(λ− λk,m)|)

and

∂ξẼλ(ξ) = ∂ξEλ(ρ̃, ξ) + ∂ρEλ(ρ, ξ)|ρ=ρ̃(λ,ξ)∂ξρ̃(λ, ξ)

= −1

2
∂ξFk,m(ξ) +O

(
1

| log(λ− λk,m)|5
)

,

which is uniformly convergent w.r.t. ξ ∈ U as λ → λ+k,m. By the assumption K is

a stable critical points set of Fk,m, for any λ in a small right neighborhood of λk,m,

there exists ξλ ∈ U to be a critical point of Ẽλ(ξ)+λk,m+λ log
(
λk,m
8

)

. Consequently,

ξλ is also a critical point of Ẽλ. Then |∇Fk,m(ξλ)| = O
(

1
| log(λ−λk,m)|5

)

, which im-

plies that ξλ ∈ Dλ. So we have ρ̃(λ, ξλ) = ρ(λ, ξλ), Ẽλ(ξλ) = Eλ(ρ(λ, ξρ), ξλ) and
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∇ξEλ(ρ(λ, ξλ, ξλ)) = 0. Proposition 5.1 yields that uλ := W + φ
ρ(λ,ξλ)
ξλ

is a solution of

(1.1) w.r.t. λ. Let

Kǫ := {ξ ∈Mδ : dist(ξ,K) ≤ ǫ}.

For any ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, we can assume that Kǫ ⊂ U . For some λǫ

sufficiently close to λk,m, we can construct ξλǫ ∈ Kǫ, ρǫ := ρ(λǫ, ξλǫ) such that

∇ξEλǫ(ρ(λǫ, ξλǫ), ξλǫ) = 0. By Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 5.1, there exists a

solution uλ that solves the problem (1.1) for λ in week sense.

W.l.o.g., assume that

ξλǫ = (ξλǫ,1, · · · , ξλǫ,m) → ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm) ∈ K,

as ǫ→ 0. Then we define uǫ =
∑m

i=1 PUi,ǫ + φ
ρ(λǫ,ξλǫ)
ξλǫ

, where

Ui,ǫ = U
ρ(λǫ,ξλǫ)

√
τi(ξλǫ),ξλǫ,i

.

According to Proposition 5.1, uρn solves the problem (1.1) in weak sense for some

λǫ satisfying that |λǫ − λk,m| ≤ ǫ. Claim that

∫

Σ

λǫV e
uǫ

∫

Σ
V euǫdvg

Ψdvg →
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)Ψ (ξi) as ǫ→ 0, ∀Ψ ∈ C(Σ).

In fact, by the inequality |es − 1| 6 e|s||s| for any s ∈ R, the estimate (4.5) yield that

∫

Σ

λǫV e
uǫ

∫

Σ
V euǫdvg

Ψdvg =
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)Ψ (ξi) + o(1) (ǫ→ 0).(6.2)

Therefore, uǫ is a sequence of blow-up solutions of (1.1) along λn → λk,m. The proof

is concluded. ✷

Proof of Corollary 2.2. As in the proof of Theorem 2.1, for any ǫ > 0, there exists

λǫ with |λǫ − λk,m| < ǫ and furthermore we can construct ρ̃(λǫ, ξλǫ), Ẽλǫ(ξ) and find

a ξλǫ ∈ U ∩ {ξ : |ξ∗ − ξ| < ǫ} such that ∇ξEλǫ(ρ(λǫ, ξλǫ), ξλǫ) = 0. To simplify the
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notations, we will use λ instead of λǫ. It follows that ξλ → ξ∗ as λ→ λk,m. We recall

that

(6.3)

Ẽλ(ξ) := Eλ(ρ̃(λ, ξ), ξ) = −λk,m−λ log
(
λk,m
8

)

−1

2
Fk,m(ξ)+O (|λ− λk,m|| log(λ− λk,m)|)

and

(6.4) ∂ξẼλ(ξ) = −1

2
∂ξFk,m(ξ) +O

(
1

| log(λ− λk,m)|5
)

.

The estimate (6.3) yields that when

Fk,m(ξλ) → min
ξ∈Mδ

Fk,m(ξ), as λ→ λk,m.

And (6.4) implies that ρ̃(λ, ξλ) = ρ(λ, ξλ). Then (ρ(λ, ξλ), ξλ) is a critical point of

Eλ(ρ, ξ). For simplicity, we denote ρ = ρ(λ, ξλ). Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 5.1

imply that

uλ =
m∑

i=1

PU
ρ
√
τi(ξλ,i),ξλ,i

+ φρξλ

solves (1.1) for λ sufficiently close to λk,m. As λ→ λk,m, uλ is uniformly bounded on

Σ \ ∪mi=1Uε(ξλ,i) and supUε(ξλ,i)
uλ → +∞, for any ε > 0. Lemma 7.7 deduces that

uλ = −2

m∑

i=1

χ
(
|yξλ,i(x)|/r0

)
log(ρ2τi(ξλ,i) + |yξλ,i(x)|2) +O(1), as λ→ λk,m.

Given that λ is sufficiently close to λk,m, we have

max
Ur0 (ξλ,i)

uλ = max

{

uρ(x) : |yξλ,i(x)| <
√

ρτi(ξλ,i)

}

(i = 1, · · · , k);

and

max
Ur0(ξλ,i)∩∂Σ

uρ = max{uρ(x) : x ∈ ∂Σ, |yξλ,i(x)| <
√

ρτi(ξλ,i)}(i = k + 1, · · · , m).

Then there exists ξ̃∗λ,i satisfying that |yξλ,i(ξ̃∗λ,i)| <
√

ρτi(ξλ,i) attaining the local

maximum of uλ in Σ̊ for any i = 1, · · · , k, and on ∂Σ any i = k+1, · · · , m. Moreover,

ξ̃∗λ := (ξ̃∗λ,1, · · · , ξ̃∗λ,m) → ξ∗ and

Fk,m(ξ̃
∗
λ) → min

ξ∈Mδ

Fk,m(ξ), as λ→ λk,m.
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Applying Theorem 2.1, we can conclude the proof. ✷
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7 Appendix

Appendix A.

Lemma 7.1. For any fixed ξ ∈ Σ and α ∈ (0, 1), Hg(x, ξ) is C2,α in Σ w.r.t. x.

Moreover, Hg(x, ξ) is uniformly bounded in C2,α for any ξ in any compact subset of

Σ̊ or ∂Σ.

Proof. We apply the isothermal coordinate (yξ, U(ξ)) introduced in Section 3. By

the transformation law for ∆g under a conformal transformation, ∆g̃ = e−ϕ∆g for

any g̃ = eϕg. It follows that ∆g

(

log 1
|yξ(x)|

)

= e−ϕξ(y) ∆ log 1
|y|

∣
∣
∣
y=yξ(x)

= −̺(ξ)
4
δξ,

where δξ is the Dirac mass in ξ ∈ Σ. For any x ∈ U(ξ) ∩ ∂Σ, let y = yξ(x)

∂νg log |yξ(x)|
(3.2)
= −e− 1

2
ϕξ(y)

∂

∂y2
log |y| = −e− 1

2
ϕξ(y)

y2
|y|2 ≡ 0.

Clearly, ∂νgχ(|yξ(x)|) = 0 for x ∈ ∂Σ ∩ Urξ/4(ξ). It follows that that ∂νgH
g(·, ξ) is

smooth on ∂Σ. And ∆gH
g(·, ξ) is bounded in Cα(Σ), for any p ≥ 1. Then, by the

Schauder estimate in Lemma 5 of [46], there is a unique solution Hg(x, ξ) ∈ C2,α(Σ)

solves (3.6). Given that −∆gH
g(·, ξ) is uniformly bounded in Cα(Σ) for any ξ in any

compact subset of Σ̊ or ∂Σ, Hg(·, ξ) is uniformly bounded in C2,α, via the Schauder

estimates.

Lemma 7.2. For any ξ ∈ Σ, Gg(·, ξ) = Γg(·, ξ) +Hg(·, ξ) and Hg(ξ, ξ) = Rg(ξ).

Proof. Due to Lemma 7.1, the sum Γgξ +Hg
ξ solves (3.3) in distribution sense. Given

the uniqueness of the solution, we can deduce that Gg(·, ξ) = Γgξ+H
g
ξ in distribution

sense. Consequently,

Rg(ξ) = lim
x→ξ

(

Gg(x, ξ) +
4

̺(ξ)
log
∣
∣yξ(x)

∣
∣

)

= lim
x→ξ

Hg(x, ξ) = Hg(ξ, ξ).
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Lemma 7.3. For any ξ ∈ Σ̊,

(7.1) Rg(ξ) → +∞ as ξ going to ∂Σ.

Moreover, for any ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm) ∈ Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆,

Fk,m(ξ) =

m∑

i=1

(
2̺(ξi) log V (ξi) + ̺(ξi)

2Rg(ξi)
)
+

m∑

i, j = 1

i 6= j

̺(ξi)̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj) → +∞,

as ξ going to ∂(Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆)).

Proof. For any ζ ∈ ∂Σ, we fix an isothermal chart (yζ , U(ζ)). For any ξ ∈ Urζ (ζ),

we take r0 = rζ/4. And we decompose the Green’s function,

Gg(x, ξ) = H̃g(x, ξ)− 4

̺(ξ)
χ(|yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|/r0) log |yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|.

Applying the representation formula, we have for any ξ ∈ Urζ(ζ)

H̃g(ξ, ξ) =
∫

Σ
(−∆g)H̃

g(x, ξ)Gg(x, ξ)dvg(x)

+
∫

∂Σ
∂νgH̃

g(x, ξ)Gg(x, ξ)d̺g(x) +O(1)

=
∫

Σ
|∇H̃g(x, ξ)|gdvg(x)− 1

4π2

∫

∂Σ
∂νg (χ(|yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|) log |yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|)

·χ(|yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|) log |yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|d̺g(x) +O(1) (by Divergence Theorem)

≥ − 1
4π2

∫

y−1
ζ (Br0 (yζ(ξ)))∩∂Σ

log |yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|∂νg log |yζ(x)− yζ(ξ)|d̺g(x) +O(1)

≥ 1
4π2

∫

Br0 (yζ(ξ))∩∂R
2
+

−yζ(ξ)2
|y−yζ(ξ)|2

log |y − yζ(ξ)|dy1 +O(1)

≥ − 1
4π2 log(|yζ(ξ)2|)

∫

R

1
1+s2

ds+O(1) = − 1
4π

log |yζ(ξ)2|+O(1)

−→ +∞,

as dg(ξ, ∂Σ) → 0.

It is easy to verify that Rg(ξ) = H̃g(ξ, ξ). The first statement is concluded.

Next we assume that ξ ∈ Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆.

Claim 7.4. There exists a constant c0 satisfying Gg(ξi, ξj) ≥ c0, for any ξi 6= ξj.
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We denote that

I0 =
{

i : 1 ≤ i ≤ k, dg(ξi, ∂Σ) → 0 as ξ going to ∂(Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆)
}

.

For any i ∈ I0, H̃
g(ξi, ξi) → +∞. There exists a compact subset set F of Σ̊ such

that ξi ∈ F for any i ∈ {1, 2 · · · , k} \ I0. It follows that any i /∈ I0,

H̃g(ξi, ξi) ≥ − sup
x∈∂Σ

‖H̃g(·, x)‖C(Σ) − sup
x∈F

‖Hg(·, x)‖C(Σ).

Case I. I0 6= ∅.

Fk,m(ξ) ≥
∑

i∈I0

̺(ξi)
2Hg(ξi, ξi)−

∑

i/∈I0

sup
x∈∂Σ∪F

̺(ξi)
2‖Hg(·, x)‖C(Σ)

−64π2m2|c∗|+
m∑

i=1

2̺(ξi) inf
x∈Σ

log V (x)

−→ +∞ as ξ approaching ∂(Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆).

Case II. I0 = ∅. Then there exists a compact subset F such that ξi ∈ F for any

1 ≤ i ≤ k and

I1 := {(i, j) : i, j = 1, 2, · · · , m; i 6= j s.t. dg(ξi, ξj) → 0 as ξ going to ∂(Σ̊k×(∂Σ)m−k\∆)} 6= ∅.

For any (i, j) ∈ I1,

Gg(ξi, ξj) = Hg(ξi, ξj) +
4

̺(ξj)
χ(|yξj(ξi)|) log

1

|yξj(ξi)|

≥ − sup
x∈F∪∂Σ

‖Hg(·, x)‖C(Σ) + c1
4

̺(ξj)
log

1

| dg(ξi, ξj)|
,

in which c1 > 0 is a constant. Consequently,

Fk,m(ξ) ≥ −64π2m2c0 + 64π2m sup
x∈∂Σ∪F

‖Hg(·, x)‖C(Σ)

+c1
∑

(i,j)∈I1

log
1

dg(ξi, ξj)
+

m∑

i=1

2̺(ξi) inf
x∈Σ

log V (x)

−→ +∞ as ξ going to ∂(Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆)).
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It remains to prove Claim 7.4. Consider the function Gg(x, ξj) on Σ \ {ξj}. We

decompose

Gg(x, ξj) = Hg(x, ξj) + χ(|yξj(x)|) log
1

|yξj(x)|

≥ −‖Hg(·, ξj)‖C(Σ) +
4

̺(ξj)
χ(|yξj(x)|) log

1

|yξj(x)|
.

If ξj ∈ ∂Σ, ‖Hg(·, ξj)‖C(Σ) is uniformly bounded. It is clear that Gg(x, ξj) ≥ c0,

for some c0 > 0. It is sufficient to consider the case j = 1, · · · , k. It follows that

Gg(x, ξj) ∈ C1,α
loc (Σ \ {ξj}) for any α ∈ (0, 1) and limx→ξj G

g(x, ξj) = +∞. Let h(x)

be the unique solution to the following problem







−∆gh(x) = − 1
|Σ|g

, x ∈ Σ̊

h(x) = 0 x ∈ ∂Σ
.

Define that G̃(x, ξj) = Gg(x, ξj)− h(x). Then −∆gG̃(x, ξj) = 0 on Σ \ {ξj}. Consid-
ering that limx→ξj G̃(x, ξj) = +∞,

inf
Σ\{ξj}

G̃(x, ξj) = min
x∈∂Σ

G̃(x, ξj).

Then

infΣ\{ξj}G(x, ξj) ≥ infΣ\{ξj} G̃(x, ξj)− ‖f‖C(Σ) ≥ minx∈∂ΣG(x, ξj)− 2‖f‖C(Σ)

≥ minx∈∂ΣG(ξj, x)− 2‖f‖C(Σ)

≥ − supx∈∂Σ ‖Hg(·, x)‖C(Σ) − 2‖f‖C(Σ) := c0.

Appendix B

For any ξ in a compact subset of Σ̊ or ∂Σ we take that rξ = 4r0, for some

constant r0 > 0. Next, we will obtain some important asymptotic behaviors of the

approximation solutions.
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Lemma 7.5. For any r, ρ > 0 , we have

∫

Br

ρ2

(ρ2 + |y|2)2dy = 2

∫

B
+
r

ρ2

(ρ2 + |y|2)2dy = π − πρ2

r2
+

πρ4

(r2 + ρ2)r2
;(7.2)

∫

Br

2ρ4

(ρ2 + |y|2)3dy = 2

∫

B
+
r

2ρ4

(ρ2 + |y|2)3dy = π − πρ4

(r2 + ρ2)2
;(7.3)

∫

B

ρ3yj
(ρ2 + |y|2)3dy =







0 if j = 2 and B = Br or j = 1

1
2
+O(ρ4) if j = 2, B = B+

r

;(7.4)

∫

Br

ρ2 log(ρ
2+|y|2

ρ2
)

(ρ2 + |y|2)2 dy = 2

∫

B
+
r

ρ2 log(ρ
2+|y|2

ρ2
)

(ρ2 + |y|2)2 dy = π +
πρ2 log(ρ2)

r2
+O(ρ2),(7.5)

as ρ→ 0, where O(·) relies on r.

Proof. The proof can be derived from straightforward computation and applying

symmetry properties.

Corollary 7.6. Let f ∈ C2,α(Σ) (possibly depending on ξ), 0 < α < 1, P2(f) be the

second-order Taylor expansion of f(x) at ξ, i.e.

P2f(x) := f(ξ) +
〈
∇
(
f ◦ y−1

ξ

)
(0), yξ(x)

〉
+

1

2

〈
D2
(
f ◦ y−1

ξ

)
(0)yξ(x), yξ(x)

〉
.

Let f2(ξ) = 0 if ξ ∈ Σ̊ and f2(ξ) = ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0) if ξ ∈ ∂Σ. Then the following

expansions hold as ρ→ 0 :

(7.6)
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξdvg

= ̺(ξ)f(ξ) + ̺(ξ)f2(ξ)ρ+
(

4f(ξ)
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξ|

r0
)e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ 1

|yξ|3
dvg

+4f2(ξ)
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξ|

r0
)e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

(yξ)2
|yξ|3

dvg − ̺(ξ)
4
∆gf(ξ)(2 log ρ+ 1)

−2∆gf(ξ)
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξ|

r0
)e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

log |yξ|

|yξ|
dvg + 8

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ

f−P2(f)
|yξ|4

dvg

)

ρ2 + o(ρ2);

(7.7)

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξ

dvg

ρ2+|yξ(x)|2 = ̺(ξ)f(ξ)
2ρ2

+ ̺(ξ)
4ρ

f2(ξ)

+̺(ξ)
8
∆gf(ξ) +O(ρα);
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for any a ∈ R,

(7.8)

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξ

(aρ2−|yξ|
2)dvg

(ρ2+|yξ(x)|2)2 = ̺(ξ)(2a−1)
6ρ2

f(ξ) + (a−1)̺(ξ)
8ρ

f2(ξ)

+̺(ξ)(a−2)
24

∆gf(ξ) +O(ρα).

Proof. Applying the Taylor expansion, we have

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ feUρ,ξdvg =

∫

U2r0 (ξ)
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ feUρ,ξdvg

=
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ P2(f)(x)e

Uρ,ξdvg +
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ (f − P2(f))e

Uρ,ξdvg.

Since |f(x) − P2f(x)| ≤ C|yξ(x)|2+α for same α ∈ (0, 1), the dominated convergent

theorem yields that

(7.9)
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ (f − P2(f))e

Uρ,ξdvg = 8ρ2
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ

f−P2(f)
|yξ|4

dvg + o(ρ2).

Applying (7.2) and integrating by part, we have

(7.10)

f(ξ)
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ eUρ,ξdvg

= f(ξ)
∫

Bξ
2r0

8ρ2

(ρ2+|y|2)2
dy + f(ξ)

∫

Bξ
2r0

(χ(|y|/r0)− 1) 8ρ2

(ρ2+|y|2)2
dy

=
(

̺(ξ)f(ξ)− ̺(ξ)f(ξ)ρ2

4r20

)

+
(
̺(ξ)f(ξ)ρ2

4r20
+ ̺(ξ)f(ξ)ρ2

r0

∫∞

0
χ′( s

r0
)s−2ds

)

+O(ρ4)

= ̺(ξ)f(ξ) + ̺(ξ)ρ2

r0
f(ξ)

∫∞

0
χ′( s

r0
)s−2ds+O(ρ4).

By a straightforward calculation, for ξ ∈ ∂Σ, i.e. Bξ
2r0 = B

+
2r0

(7.11)
∫

Bξ
2r0

8ρ2y2
(ρ2+|y|2)2

= 8ρ arctan(2r0/ρ)− 4ρ2

r0
+O(ρ4)

= 4πρ− 8ρ
∫∞

2r0/ρ
1

(s+1)2
s+ 8ρ

∫∞

2r0/ρ
( 1
(s+1)2

− 1
s2+1

)ds− 4ρ2

r0
+O(ρ4)

= 4πρ− 8ρ2

r0
+O(ρ3).

Similarly, for ξ ∈ ∂Σ, we use (7.11) and integrating by part to derive the following
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estimate:

(7.12)
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ 〈∇f ◦ y−1

ξ (0), yξ(x)〉eUρ,ξdvg

= ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

Bξ
2r0

8ρ2y2
(ρ2+|y|2)2

dy + ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

Bξ
2r0

(χ(|y|/r0)− 1) 8ρ2y2
(ρ2+|y|2)2

dy

= ̺(ξ) ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)ρ− ̺(ξ)
πr0

∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)ρ2

+ ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

Bξ
2r0

(χ(|y|/r0)− 1) 8ρ2y2
(ρ2+|y|2)2

dy +O(ρ3)

= ̺(ξ) ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)ρ− ̺(ξ)
πr0

∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)ρ2

+ ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
(
̺(ξ)ρ2

πr0
+ ̺(ξ)ρ2

πr0

∫∞

0
χ′( s

r0
)s−1ds

)

+O(ρ3)

= ̺(ξ) ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)ρ+ ̺(ξ)ρ2

πr0
∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫∞

0
χ′( s

r0
)s−1ds+O(ρ3).

For ξ ∈ Σ̊, we have
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ 〈∇f ◦ y−1

ξ (0), yξ(x)〉eUρ,ξdvg = 0 by the symmetric

property. In view of that
∫

Bξ
2r0

y1y2
(ρ2+|y|2)2

dy = 0 and 1
2

∫

Bξ
2r0

y21−y
2
2

(ρ2+|y|2)2
dy = 0,

1

2

∫

Σ

χξe
−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ 〈D2f◦y−1

ξ (0)yξ(x), yξ(x)〉eUρ,ξdvg =
1

4
∆f◦y−1

ξ (0)

∫

Bξ
2r0

χ(|y|/r0)
8ρ2|y|2

(ρ2 + |y|2)dy.

By integrating by part again, we have

(7.13)

1
4
∆f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

Bξ
2r0

χ(|y|/r0) 8ρ2|y|2

(ρ2+|y|2)
dy

= −̺(ξ)
4
∆f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
(

2ρ2 log ρ+ ρ2 + 2ρ2

r0

∫∞

0
χ′( s

r0
) log sds

)

+O(ρ4).

Combining the estimates (7.9), (7.10), (7.12) and (7.13),

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξdvg

= ̺(ξ)f(ξ) + ̺(ξ)f2(ξ)ρ+
(

4f(ξ)
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξ|

r0
)e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ 1

|yξ|3
dvg

+4 ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξ|

r0
)e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

(yξ)2
|yξ|3

dvg

−̺(ξ)
4
∆f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)(2 log ρ+ 1)− 2∆f ◦ y−1
ξ (0)

∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′(

|yξ|

r0
)e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

log |yξ|

|yξ|
dvg

+8
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ

f−P2(f)
|yξ|4

dvg

)

ρ2 + o(ρ2),

where f2(ξ) = 0 if ξ ∈ Σ̊ and f2(ξ) = ∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0) if ξ ∈ ∂Σ. Since ∆gf(ξ) =
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∆f ◦ y−1
ξ (0), (7.6) is concluded. Lemma 7.5 yields that

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξ

dvg
ρ2+|yξ|2

=
∫

U2r0(ξ)
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξ

dvg
ρ2+|yξ|2

=
∫

U2r0 (ξ)
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ P2f(x)e

Uρ,ξ dvg

ρ2+|yξ(x)|2 +
∫

U2r0 (ξ)
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ (f − P2f)e

Uρ,ξ dvg
ρ2+|yξ|2

= 8
ρ2
f(ξ)

∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

χ(|y|/r0) 1
(1+|y|2)3

dy + 8
ρ
∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

χ(|y|/r0) y2
(1+|y|2)3

dy

+1
4
∆f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

χ(|y|/r0) 8|y|2

(1+|y|2)3
dy +O(ρα)

= ̺(ξ)f(ξ)
2ρ2

+ ̺(ξ)f2(ξ)
4ρ

∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0) + ̺(ξ)
8
∆f ◦ y−1

ξ (0) +O(ρα),

for any α ∈ (0, 1). We observe that

∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

8
(1+|y|2)4

dy = ̺(ξ)
3

(

1− ρ6

(4r20+ρ
2)3

)

,

∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

8y2
(1+|y|2)4

dy =







0 ξ ∈ Σ̊

π
2
+O(ρ2) ξ ∈ ∂Σ

.

It follows that
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξ

(aρ2−|yξ|
2)dvg

(ρ2+|yξ|2)2
=
∫

U2r0 (ξ)
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ f(x)eUρ,ξ

(aρ2−|yξ|
2)dvg

(ρ2+|yξ|2)2

=
∫

U2r0(ξ)
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ P2f(x)e

Uρ,ξ
(aρ2−|yξ|

2)dvg
(ρ2+|yξ|2)2

+
∫

U2r0 (ξ)
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ (f − P2f)e

Uρ,ξ
(aρ2−|yξ|

2)dvg
(ρ2+|yξ|2)2

= 8
ρ2
f(ξ)

∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

χ(|y|/r0) a−|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy + 8

ρ
∂
∂y2
f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

χ(|y|/r0) (a−|y|2)y2
(1+|y|2)4

dy

+1
4
∆f ◦ y−1

ξ (0)
∫

1
ρ
Bξ

2r0

χ(|y|/r0)8(a−|y|2)|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy +O(ρα)

= ̺(ξ)(2a−1)
6ρ2

f(ξ) + (a−1)̺(ξ)
8ρ

f2(ξ) +
̺(ξ)(a−2)

24
∆f ◦ y−1

ξ (0) +O(ρα),

for any α ∈ (0, 1).

The following lemma shows the asymptotic expansion of PUρ,ξ as ρ→ 0. Let

fξ =
1

|yξ|2
∆gχξ + 2

〈

∇χξ,∇
1

|yξ|2
〉

g

+
2

|Σ|g

∫

Σ

1

r0
χ′

( |yξ|
r0

)
e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

|yξ|3
dvg

and Fξ be the unique solution to the following equations:

(7.14)







−∆gFξ = fξ in Σ

∂νgFξ = 0 on ∂Σ
∫

Σ
Fξdvg

.
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Fξ is well-defined. By integrating (7.21) over Σ:
∫

Σ

fξ = − 1

2ρ2

∫

Σ

∆gηρ,ξ +O(ρ2).

Applying the divergence theorem and leveraging (7.19), we deduce that
∫

Σ

∆gηρ,ξ =

∫

Σ

∂νgηρ,ξ = O(ρ4).

Consequently, we derive
∫

Σ
fξ = 0.

Lemma 7.7. The function PUδ,ξ has the following expansion,

PUρ,ξ = χξ
(
Uρ,ξ(x)− log

(
8ρ2
))
+̺(ξ)Hg(x, ξ)+hρ,ξ−2ρ2Fξ+O(ρ4| log ρ|) (ρ→ 0),

in C(Σ), where Fξ is defined by (7.14) and hρ,ξ is a constant defined by

hρ,ξ = −̺(ξ)ρ
2 log ρ

2|Σ|g
+
2ρ2

|Σ|g

(

̺(ξ)

8
+

∫

Σ

χξ
1− e−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ

1

r0
χ′

( |yξ|
r0

)
log |yξ|
|yξ|

dvg

)

.

Moreover, the convergent is locally uniform for ξ in Σ̊ and ∂Σ. In particular,

PUρ,ξ = ̺(ξ)Gg(x, ξ)− 2ρ2
χξ
|yξ|2

+ hρ,ξ − 2ρ2Fξ +O(ρ4| log ρ|) (ρ→ 0),

in Cloc(Σ \ {ξ}).

Proof. Let ηρ,ξ(x) = PUρ,ξ − χξ(Uρ,ξ − log 8ρ2)− ̺(ξ)Hg(x, ξ).
∫

Σ

ηρ,ξdvg = 2

∫

Σ

χξ log

(

1 +
ρ2

|yξ|2
)

dvg.

We divide the integral into two parts:

2

∫

Σ

χξ log

(

1 +
ρ2

|yξ|2
)

dvg = 2

(
∫

Bξ
r0

+

∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r0

)

χ(|y|/r0)eϕξ(y) log

(

1 +
ρ2

|y|2
)

dy.

Since log
(

1 + ρ2

|y|2

)

= ρ2

|y|2
+O(ρ4) for any r0 ≤ |y| ≤ 2r0,

(7.15)

2
∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r0
χ(|y|/r0)eϕξ(y) log

(

1 + ρ2

|y|2

)

dy = 2ρ2
∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r0
χ(|y|/r0)eϕξ(y)|y|−2dy +O(ρ4)

= 2ρ2
∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r0
χ(|y|/r0)(eϕξ(y) − 1) 1

|y|2
dy − ̺(ξ)ρ2

2
log r0 − ̺(ξ)ρ2

2

∫∞

0
1
r0
χ′( s

r0
) log sds+O(ρ4).
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We observe that

(7.16)

∫

Bξ
r0
log
(

1 + ρ2

|y|2

)

dy = ̺(ξ)ρ2

4

∫∞

0
(log(1 + s−2)− (1 + s2)−1) sds

+̺(ξ)ρ2

8
log
(

1 +
r20
ρ2

)

+O(ρ4)

= ̺(ξ)ρ2

8
+ ̺(ξ)ρ2

8
log
(

1 +
r20
ρ2

)

+O(ρ4).

Here, the last inequality applied the integral
∫∞

0
(log(1 + s−2)− (1 + s2)−1) sds = 1

2
.

By eϕξ(y) = 1 +O(|y|2), we can deduce that

(7.17)

∫

Bξ
r0

(

log
(

1 + ρ2

|y|2

)

− ρ2

|y|2

)

(eϕξ(y) − 1)dy

= ρ4O
(∫

Br0/ρ

∣
∣
∣log

(

1 + 1
|y|2

)

− 1
|y|2

∣
∣
∣ |y|2dy

)

= ρ4O
((∫

Br0/ρ
\B1

+
∫

B1

) ∣
∣
∣log

(

1 + 1
|y|2

)

− 1
|y|2

∣
∣
∣ |y|2dy

)

= O(ρ4| log ρ|)

Combining estimates (7.15), (7.16) and (7.17), it follows that

(7.18)
∫

Σ
ηρ,ξdvg =

̺(ξ)ρ2

4
+ ̺(ξ)ρ2

4
log
(

1 +
r20
ρ2

)

+ 2ρ2
∫

Bξ
2r0

\Bξ
r0
χ(|y|/r0)(eϕξ(y) − 1) 1

|y|2
dy

−̺(ξ)ρ2

2
log r0 − ̺(ξ)ρ2

2

∫∞

0
1
r0
χ′( s

r0
) log sds+O(ρ4| log ρ|)

= −̺(ξ)ρ2 log ρ
2

+ 2ρ2
(

̺(ξ)
8

+
∫

Σ
χξ

1−e
−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
log |yξ|

|yξ|
dvg

)

+O(ρ4| log ρ|).

If ξ ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgηρ,ξ = 2 log
(

1 + ρ2

|yξ(x)|2

)

∂νgχξ + 2χξ∂νg log
(

1 + ρ2

|yξ(x)|2

)

≡ 0 on ∂Σ. If

ξ ∈ ∂Σ, (3.2) yields that
∂νg |yξ(x)|

2

|yξ(x)|2
≡ 0 on U(ξ) ∩ ∂Σ. For any x ∈ ∂Σ,

(7.19)
∂νgηρ,ξ(x) = 2 ρ2

|yξ(x)|2
∂νgχξ + 2χξ

ρ2

ρ2+|yξ(x)|2
∂νg |yξ(x)|

2

|yξ(x)|2
+O(ρ4)

= O(ρ4), as ρ→ 0.

By (7.6), we have

(7.20)

∫

Σ
χξ(−∆g)Uρ,ξdvg =

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ eUρ,ξeddvg

= ̺(ξ) + 4ρ2
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
e
−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

|yξ|3
dvg +O(ρ4).

We observe that for any x ∈ U(ξ), −∆gUρ,ξ = e−ϕξ(y)∆uρ,0|y=yξ(x) = e−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ eUρ,ξ . It
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follows that

(7.21)

−∆gηρ,ξ
(3.9) and (3.6)

= −∆g (PUρ,ξ − χξ(Uρ,ξ − log(8ρ2)))

+̺(ξ)∆gH
g(·, ξ)

= −2ρ2
(

1
|yξ|2

∆gχξ + 2
〈

∇χξ,∇ 1
|yξ|2

〉

g

)

+ 1
|Σ|g

(

̺(ξ)−
∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ eUρ,ξdvg

)

+O(ρ4)
(7.20)
= −2ρ2fξ +O(ρ4).

By Lp theory and Morrey embedding, we have

ηρ,ξ = ηρ,ξ − 2ρ2Fξ +O(ρ4) = hρ,ξ − 2ρ2Fξ +O(ρ4| log ρ|),

in C(Σ) ∩H1(Σ). The proof is concluded.

Lemma 7.8.

∂ξjPUρ,ξ = χξ∂ξjUρ,ξ + ̺(ξ)∂ξjH
g(x, ξ)− 4 log |yξ(x)|∂ξjχξ +O(ρ2| log ρ|),

in C(Σ), where j = 1, 2 if ξ ∈ Σ̊; j = 1 if ξ ∈ ∂Σ. And

∂ξjPUρ,ξ = ̺(ξ)∂ξjG
g(x, ξ) +O(ρ2| log ρ|),

in Cloc(Σ \ {ξ}), which is uniformly convergent for ξ in any compact subset of Σ̊ or

ξ ∈ ∂Σ.

Proof. η0ρ,ξ = ∂ξjPUρ,ξ − χξ∂ξjUρ,ξ − ̺(ξ)∂ξjH
g(x, ξ) + 4 log |yξ(x)|∂ξjχξ. We observe

that for x ∈ U(ξ)

(7.22) ∂ξj′yξ(x)j = −δj′j +O(|yξ(x)|).

If ξ ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgη
0
ρ,ξ ≡ 0. If ξ ∈ ∂Σ, for any x = y−1

ξ (y) ∈ U(ξ)

∂νgη
0
ρ,ξ(x) = −∂νg

(
χξ(x)∂ξjUρ,ξ(x) + ̺(ξ)∂ξjH

g(x, ξ)− 4∂ξjχξ(x) log |yξ(x)|
)

= 0,
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where we applied that ∂νg |yξ(x)|2 = 0 for any x ∈ U(ξ) ∩ ∂Σ.
∫

Σ
η0ρ,ξdvg = −

∫

Σ
χξ log

(
|yξ|

4

(ρ2+|yξ|2)2

)

dvg
(7.22)
= 2

∫

Σ
χξ

2ρ2yξ(x)j
ρ2+|yξ(x)|2

dvg(x) +O
(∫

Σ
χξ

ρ2

ρ2+|yξ(x)|2
dvg(x)

)

= O(ρ2| log ρ|),

where we applied the fact that
∫

Bξ
r0

yj
ρ2+|y|2

dy = 0.

−∆gη
0
ρ,ξ = O(ρ2).

By Lp theory and Morrey embedding, we have

η0ρ,ξ = O(ρ2| log ρ|)

in C(Σ) ∩H1(Σ).

Lemma 7.9. As ρ→ 0,

(7.23) ρ∂ρPUρ,ξ = χξ(ρ∂ρUρ,ξ − 2)− 4ρ2Fξ + h1ρ,ξ + o(ρ2),

and

(7.24) ρ2∂2ρPUρ,ξ = χξ(2 + ρ2∂2ρUρ,ξ)− 4ρ2Fξ + h2ρ,ξ + o(ρ2),

in C(Σ), where

h1ρ,ξ = −̺(ξ)|Σ|g
ρ2 log ρ+

4

|Σ|g

(
∫

Σ

χξ
eϕξ◦y

−1
ξ − 1

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ

1

r0
χ′

( |yξ|
r0

)
log |yξ|
|yξ|

dvg

)

ρ2

and

h2ρ,ξ =
−̺(ξ)ρ2 log ρ

|Σ|g
+

4

|Σ|g

(
∫

Σ

χξ
eϕξ◦y

−1
ξ − 1

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ

1

r0
χ′

( |yξ|
r0

)
log |yξ|
|yξ|

dvg −
̺(ξ)

4

)

ρ2.

Moreover, the convergences are uniform for ξ in any compact subset of Σ̊ or ξ ∈ ∂Σ.
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Proof. We observe that for any x ∈ U(ξ), we have ρ∂ρUρ,ξ − 2 = −4ρ2

ρ2+|yξ(x)|2
. Let

η1ρ,ξ = ρ∂ρPUρ,ξ − χξ(ρ∂ρUρ,ξ − 2).

∫

Σ
η1ρ,ξdvg =

∫

Σ

4ρ2χξ

ρ2+|yξ|2
dvg

=
∫

Bξ
2r0

χ(|y|/r0) 4ρ2

ρ2+|y|2
dy + 4ρ2

∫

Σ
χξ

e
ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ −1

|yξ|2
dvg +O(ρ4)

By a direct calculation,

∫

Bξ
2r0

4ρ2

ρ2 + |y|2dy = −̺(ξ)ρ2 log ρ+ ̺(ξ) log(2r0)ρ
2 +O(ρ4).

By integrating by part,

∫

Bξ
2r0

χ(|y|/r0) 4ρ2

ρ2+|y|2
dy = ̺(ξ)ρ2

∫ 2r0
r0

χ( s
r0
) s
ρ2+s2

ds

= −̺(ξ) log(2r0)ρ2 − ̺(ξ)ρ2
∫∞

0
1
r0
χ′( s

r0
) log sds+O(ρ4)

Thus

(7.25)
∫

Σ

4ρ2χξ

ρ2+|yξ|2
dvg

= −̺(ξ)ρ2 log ρ+ 4

(
∫

Σ
χξ

e
ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ −1

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
log |yξ|

|yξ|
dvg

)

ρ2 +O(ρ4).

For x ∈ ∂Σ, we have

∂νgη
1
ρ,ξ =

4ρ2

|yξ(x)|2
∂νgχξ + χξ∂νg

4ρ2

ρ2 + |yξ(x)|2
+O(ρ4).

If ξ ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgη
1
ρ,ξ ≡ 0; if ξ ∈ ∂Σ, ∂νg

4ρ2

ρ2+|yξ(x)|2
= −∂

∂y2

4ρ2

ρ2+|y|2
|y=yξ(x) ≡ 0 and ∂νgχ

(
|yξ(x)|

r0

)

=

−χ′
(

|y|
r0

)
y2
|y|
|y=yξ(x) ≡ 0 for any x ∈ U(ξ) ∩ ∂Σ. So

∂νgη
1
ρ,ξ = O(ρ4),

on the boundary ∂Σ. Applying (3.9), we deduce that

−∆gη
1
ρ,ξ = −∆g (ρ∂ρPUρ,ξ − χξ(ρ∂ρUρ,ξ − 2))

= −4ρ2
(

(∆gχξ)
1

|yξ(x)|2
+ 2

〈

∇χξ,∇ 1
|yξ(x)|2

〉

g

)

+ 1
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
χξρ∂ρ∆gUρ,ξdvg +O(ρ4).
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Considering −∆gUρ,ξ = e−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ eUρ,ξ in U(ξ), we can derive that from Corollary 7.6

∫

Σ
χξρ∂ρ∆gUρ,ξdvg = −

∫

Σ
χξe

−ϕξ◦y
−1
ξ eUρ,ξρ∂ρUρ,ξdvg

= −
∫

Bξ χ(|y|/r0) 8ρ2

(ρ2+|y|2)2

(

2− 4ρ2

ρ2+|y|2

)

dy

= −8ρ2
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
e
−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

|yξ|3
dvg + o(ρ2).

Hence, −∆gη
1
ρ,ξ = −4ρ2fξ + o(ρ2). By Lp theory,

‖η1ρ,ξ + 4ρ2Fξ − η1ρ,ξ‖W 1+s,p ≤ C
(
‖ −∆gη

1
ρ,ξ‖Lp(Σ) + ‖∂νgη1ρ,ξ‖Lp(∂Σ)

)
≤ o(ρ2).

Then Morrey embedding yields that

‖η1ρ,ξ + 4ρ2Fξ − η1ρ,ξ‖Cγ(Σ) ≤ 0(ρ2),

for any γ ∈ (0, 1
p
+ 1

2
). Thus we have

ρ∂ρPUρ,ξ = χξ(ρ∂ρUρ,ξ − 2)− 4ρ2Fξ + h1ρ,ξ + o(ρ2),

where h1ρ,ξ = −̺(ξ)
|Σ|g

ρ2 log ρ+ 4
|Σ|g

(
∫

Σ
χξ

e
ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ −1

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
log |yξ|

|yξ|
dvg

)

ρ2. The

estimate (7.23) is concluded.

Let

η2ρ,ξ = ρ2∂2ρPUρ,ξ − χξ(2 + ρ2∂2ρUρ,ξ).

We observe that 2 + ρ2∂2Uρ,ξ =
4ρ2(ρ2−|yξ(x)|

2)

(ρ2+|yξ(x)|2)2
in U(ξ). By (7.6) and (7.25), we can

obtain

∫

Σ

η2ρ,ξdvg = −
∫

Σ

χξ
4ρ2(ρ2 − |yξ(x)|2)
(ρ2 + |yξ(x)|2)2

dvg

=

∫

Σ

4ρ2χξ
ρ2 + |yξ|2

dvg − ρ2
∫

Σ

8ρ2χξ
(ρ2 + |yξ|2)2

dvg

= −̺(ξ)ρ2 log ρ+ 4

(
∫

Σ

χξ
eϕξ◦y

−1
ξ − 1

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ

1

r0
χ′

( |yξ|
r0

)
log |yξ|
|yξ|

dvg −
̺(ξ)

4

)

ρ2

+O(ρ4| log ρ|).
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Let h2ρ,ξ = −̺(ξ)ρ2 log ρ
|Σ|g

+ 4
|Σ|g

(
∫

Σ
χξ

e
ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ −1

|yξ|2
dvg −

∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
log |yξ|

|yξ|
dvg − ̺(ξ)

4

)

ρ2.

Analogue to calculation of ∂νgη
1
ρ,ξ, we can obtain ∂νgη

2
ρ,ξ = O(ρ4).

(7.26)

−∆gη
2
ρ,ξ = −∆g

(
ρ2∂2ρPUρ,ξ − χξ(2 + ρ2∂2ρUρ,ξ)

)

= −4ρ2
(

(∆gχξ)
1

|yξ(x)|2
+ 2

〈

∇χξ,∇ 1
|yξ(x)|2

〉

g

)

+ 1
|Σ|g

∫

Σ
χξρ

2∂2ρ∆gUρ,ξdvg +O(ρ4).

Corollary 7.6 yields that

ρ2∂2ρ
∫

Σ
χξ∆gUρ,ξdvg = −

∫

Bξ
2r0

χ(|y|/r0)
(

16ρ2

(ρ2+|y|2)2
− 160ρ4

(ρ2+|y|2)3
+ 192ρ6

(ρ2+|y|2)4

)

dy

= −2̺(ξ) + 10̺(ξ)− 8̺(ξ)− 8ρ2
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
e
−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

|yξ|3
dvg + o(ρ2)

= −8ρ2
∫

Σ
1
r0
χ′
(

|yξ|

r0

)
e
−ϕξ◦y

−1
ξ

|yξ|3
dvg + o(ρ2).

Thus, −∆gη
2
ρ,ξ = −4ρ2fξ + o(ρ2). By Lp theory, for any s ∈ (0, 1

p
)

‖η2ρ,ξ + 4ρ2Fξ − η2ρ,ξ‖W 1+s,p ≤ C
(
‖ −∆gη

2
ρ,ξ‖Lp(Σ) + ‖∂νgη2ρ,ξ‖Lp(∂Σ)

)
≤ o(ρ2).

Then Morrey embedding yields that

‖η2ρ,ξ + 4ρ2Fξ − η2ρ,ξ‖Cγ(Σ) ≤ O(ρ2),

for any γ ∈ (0, 1
p
+ 1

2
). The estimate (7.24) is concluded.

Lemma 7.10.

∂ξj∂ρPUρ,ξ = χξ∂ξj∂ρUρ,ξ +O(ρ| log ρ|),
in C(Σ), where j = 1, 2 if ξ ∈ Σ̊; j = 1 if ξ ∈ ∂Σ. And

∂ξjPUρ,ξ = ̺(ξ)∂ξj∂ρG
g(x, ξ) +O(ρ| log ρ|),

in Cloc(Σ \ {ξ}), which is uniformly convergent for ξ in any compact subset of Σ̊ or

ξ ∈ ∂Σ.

Proof. η3ρ,ξ = ∂ξj∂ρPUρ,ξ − χξ∂ξj∂ρUρ,ξ. If ξ ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgη
3
ρ,ξ ≡ 0. If ξ ∈ ∂Σ, for any

x = y−1
ξ (y) ∈ U(ξ)

∂νgη
0
ρ,ξ(x) = −∂νg

(
χξ(x)∂ξj∂ρUρ,ξ(x)

)
= 0,

73



where we applied that ∂νg |yξ(x)|2 = 0 for any x ∈ U(ξ) ∩ ∂Σ.
∫

Σ
η3ρ,ξdvg = −

∫

Σ
χξ

4ρ∂ξj |yξ(x)|
2

(ρ2+|yξ(x)|2)2
dvg

(7.22)
= 1

ρ

(

−
∫

Σ
χξ

4ρ2yξ(x)j
(ρ2+|yξ(x)|2)2

dvg(x) +O
(∫

Σ
χξ

ρ2|yξ(x)|
2

(ρ2+|yξ(x)|2)2
dvg(x)

))

= O(ρ| log ρ|),

where we applied the fact that
∫

Bξ
r0

yj
(ρ2+|y|2)

dy = 0.

−∆gη
3
ρ,ξ = −∂ξjχξ∂ρ∆gUρ,ξ + ∂ξjχξ∂ρ∆gUρ,ξ

= O(ρ).

By Lp theory and Morrey embedding, we have

η3ρ,ξ = O(ρ| log ρ|).

in C(Σ).

Analogue to the proof of Lemma 7.7, we can get the expansions of PZij (see

Section 4.1) for i = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 0, 1, · · · , Ji.

Lemma 7.11.

PZi0(x) = χi(x) (Zi0(x) + 2) +O(ρ2| log ρ|) = 4χi(x)
ρ2i

ρ2i + |yξi(x)|2
+O(ρ2| log ρ|),

in C(Σ) as ρ→ 0. And

PZi0(x) = O(ρ2| log ρ|),

in Cloc(Σ \ {ξ}) as ρ→ 0.

PZij(x) = χi(x)Zij(x) +O(ρ),

in C(Σ) as ρ→ 0, and

PZij(x) = O(ρ),

in Cloc(Σ \ {ξi}) as ρ→ 0, where j = 1, · · · , Ji. In addition, the convergences above

are uniform for ξi in any compact subset of Σ̊ or ξi ∈ ∂Σ.
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Proof. Recall that for any x ∈ U2r0(ξi), Zi0(x) = 2
(ρ2i−|yξi (x)|

2)

ρ2i+|yξi (x)|
2 and χi = χ(|yξ(x)|/r0).

Let

ηi = PZi0 − χi (Zi0 + 2) .

If ξi ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgηi ≡ 0 on the boundary ∂Σ. If ξi ∈ ∂Σ, for x ∈ ∂Σ,

∂νgηi = −(Zi0 + 2)∂νgχi + χi∂νgZi0

= −χi(x) 8ρ2i |yξi(x)|
2

(|yξi (x)|
2+ρ2i )

2∂νg log |yξi(x)|+O(ρ2),

where we applied ∂νgχξ = 0 on Ur0(ξ). For any x ∈ ∂Σ ∩ U2r0(ξi),

∂νg log |yξi(x)| = − ∂
∂y2

log |y|
∣
∣
∣
y=yξ(x)

= − 2y2
|y|2

∣
∣
∣
y=yξ(x)

= 0.

Hence, ∂νgηi = O(ρ2) in ∂Σ.

∣
∣
∫

Σ
χi (Zi0(x) + 2) dvg

∣
∣ = 4

∫

Σ
χi

ρ2i
|yξi (x)|

2+ρ2i
dvg(x)

= 2ρ2i
∫

Bξ
2r0

χ(|y|) 1
|y|2+ρ2i

eϕξi
(y)dy

≤ O
(

2ρ2i
∫

Bξ
r0

1
|y|2+ρ2i

dy
)

+O(ρ)

= O(ρ2| log ρ|)

By Lemma 7.5,

−∆gηi(x) = −∆g (PZi0 − χi (Zi0 + 2))

= ∆gχi (Zi0 + 2) + 2 〈∇χi,∇Zi0〉g + χi∆gZi0

= 1
|Σ|g

∫

B
ξi
r0

2∆
ρ2i−|y|2

ρ2i+|y|2
dy +O(ρ2)

= 1
|Σ|g

∫

B
ξi
r0

16ρ2i (|y|
2−ρ2i )

(ρ2i+|y|2)3
dy +O(ρ2)

(7.2) and (7.3)
= O(ρ2)

By the Lp-theory,

‖ηi − ηi‖W 1+s,p(Σ) ≤ C
(∥
∥∂νgηi

∥
∥
Lp(∂Σ)

+ ‖∆gηi‖Lp(Σ)

)

≤ Cρ2,

where s ∈ (0, 1
p
). According to Morrey’s embedding theory, ‖ηi − ηi‖Cγ(Σ) ≤ Cρ2,

for any γ ∈ (0, 1
2
+ 1

p
). Then ηi = O(ρ2| log ρ|).
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Recall that for any x ∈ U2r0(ξi), Zij(x) =
4ρiyξi (x)j

ρ2i+|yξi (x)|
2 . Let η1i = χi(x)Zij(x). If

ξi ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgη
1
i ≡ 0 on the boundary ∂Σ. If ξi ∈ ∂Σ, for x ∈ ∂Σ,

∂νgη
1
i = −Zij∂νgχi + χi∂νgZij

= −χi 4ρiδj2
ρ2i+|yξi(x)|

2 +O(ρ),

where we applied ∂νgχξ = 0 on Ur0(ξ). By straightforwards calculation,

∥
∥
∥
∥
χi

4ρi
ρ2i + |yξi(x)|2

∥
∥
∥
∥

p

Lp(∂Σ)

≤ O(ρ2−p)

for any p ∈ (1, 2). Then
∥
∥∂νgη

1
i

∥
∥
Lp(∂Σ)

=







O(ρ2−p) j = 2 and ξi ∈ ∂Σ

O(ρ) otherwise
.

∫

Σ
χiZij(x)dvg =

∫

Σ
χi

4ρiyξi (x)j

ρ2i+|yξi(x)|
2dvg(x)

= 4ρi
∫

B
ξi
r0

yj
|y|2+ρ2i

eϕξi
(y)dy +O(ρ)

=







O(ρ| log ρ|) j = 2 and ξi ∈ ∂Σ

O(ρ) otherwise
.

By (7.4), for any i = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji, we have

−∆gη
1
i (x) = −∆g (PZij − χiZij)

= Zij∆gχi + 2 〈∇χi,∇Zij〉g + χi∆gZij

= 1
|Σ|g

∫

B
ξi
r0

∆
4ρiyj
ρ2i+|y|2

dy +O(ρ)

= 1
|Σ|g

∫

B
ξi
r0

32ρ3i yj
(ρ2i+|y|2)3

dy +O(ρ)

= O(ρ).

By the Lp-theory,

‖η1i − η1i ‖W 1+s,p(Σ) ≤ C
(∥
∥∂νgη

1
i

∥
∥
Lp(∂Σ)

+ ‖∆gηi‖Lp(Σ)

)

≤ Cρ,

where s ∈ (0, 1
p
). And to Morrey’s embedding theory,

∥
∥
∥η1i − η1i

∥
∥
∥
Cγ(Σ)

≤ Cρ, for any

γ ∈ (0, 1
2
+ 1

p
). Then η1i = O(ρ) in C(Σ).
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The asymptotic “orthogonality” properties of PZij as ρ→ 0.

Lemma 7.12. For any i, l = 1, 2, · · · , m, j = 0, 1, · · · , Ji and t = 0, 1, · · · , Jl,

〈PZij, PZlt〉g =
4̺(ξi)

3
δilδjt +O(ρ).

Proof. Applying Lemma 7.11 with the symmetric property, we deduce that

〈PZij, PZlt〉g = −
∫

Σ
χi(x)∆gZij(x)PZltdvg(x)

=







δil
∫

B
ξi
r0

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

zj

(
|y|
ρi

)(

zt

(
|y|
ρi

)

+O(ρ)
)

+O(ρ), t 6= 0

δil
∫

B
ξi
r0

8ρ2i
(ρ2i+|y|2)2

zj

(
|y|
ρi

)(

zt

(
|y|
ρi

)

+ 2 +O(ρ)
)

+O(ρ), t = 0

= ̺(ξi)
π
Djδilδjt +O(ρ),

where δil’s are the Kronecker symbols andD0 = 4
∫

R2

(1−|y|2)2

(1+|y|2)4
dy,D1 = D2 = 8

∫

R2

|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy.

Calculating the integrals, it follows that Dj =
4π
3
for any j = 0, · · · , 2.
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