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Abstract

We study the following Neumann boundary problem related to the stationary solu-

tions of the Keller-Segel system, a basic model of chemotaxis phenomena:





−∆gu+ βu = λ

(
V eu∫

Σ V eudvg
−

1

|Σ|g

)
in Σ̊

∂νgu = 0 on ∂Σ

,

on a compact Riemann surface (Σ, g) with smooth boundary ∂Σ. Here, λ, β ≥ 0 are

non-negative parameters, and V is a smooth non-negative function with a finite zero

set. For any given integers m ≥ k ≥ 0, we establish a sufficient condition on V for the

existence of a sequence of blow-up solutions as λ approaches the critical values 4π(m+k).

Moreover, the study expands to address the corresponidng singular problem.
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1 Introduction

The Keller-Segel system was first introduced in [23] to show the aggregation of biological

species. It is a coupled parabolic system for the concentration of species u(x, t) and chemical

released v(x, t) as follows.

(1)





ut = ∆u− χ∇(u∇v), x ∈ Ω, t > 0

Γvt = ∆v − β0v + δu, x ∈ Ω, t > 0

u(x, 0) = u0(x), for x ∈ Ω

v(x, 0) = v0(x), for x ∈ Ω
∂u
∂νg

= ∂v
∂νg

= 0, on ∂Ω

,

where Ω ⊂ R
N (N ≥ 1), χ,Γ, β0 and δ are positive parameters. The mass of u(x, t) is preserved

in (1), i.e., ∫

Ω

u(x, t) =

∫

Ω

u0(x).

Considering the stationary solutions of (1), the problem turns out to be an elliptic system.

After a transformation (see [18,21,34], for instance), u = Cev for some constant C. For v, we

obtain the following problem with the Neumann boundary condition,

(2)





−∆v + βv = λ
(

ev
∫

Ω
ev

− 1
|Ω|

)
, x ∈ Ω

∂v
∂νg

= 0, on ∂Ω
,

where νg is the unit outward normal on ∂Ω, β and λ are parameters.

In the one-dimensional case, Schaaf demonstrates the existence of non-trivial solutions

using a bifurcation technique, as shown in [30]. For the higher-dimensional case with N ≥ 3,

we refer to [1, 4, 29] and references therein.

This paper specifically concentrates on the case where N = 2. We will now delve into the

literature on this particular setting.

By Struwe’s technique and blow-up analysis, Wang and Wei in [34] obtain non-constant

solutions of (2) for β > λ
|Ω|

− λ1 and λ ∈ (4π,+∞) \ 4πN+, where λ1 is the first eigenvalue

of −∆ with the Neumann boundary condition. Independently, Senba and Suzuki obtain the

same result in [31]. Battaglia generates their result for λ ∈ (0,+∞)\4πN+ and β with any sign

in [3]. He proves the existence of non-constant solutions of (2) with some algebraic conditions

involved with β, λ and eigenvalues {λi} by the variational method and Moser theory.

However, the blow-up phenomena may occur when λ approaches the critical value 4πN+.

Del Pino andWei in [28] construct positive value bubbling solutions for the Neumann boundary
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problem on a bounded domain Ω with β > 0

(3)





−∆u + βu = ε2eu in Ω

∂νu = 0 on ∂Ω
,

by the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. In particular, the sequence of bubbling solutions blows

up at k distinct points ξ1, · · · , ξk inside the domain Ω and m− k distinct points ξk+1, · · · , ξm

on the boundary of Ω, i.e., as ε → 0

uε ⇀
k∑

i=1

8πδξi +
m∑

i=k+1

4πδξi ,

where δξ is the Dirac mass. Subsequently, Del Pino, Pistoia and Vaira in [14] construct

solutions of (3) which blow up along the whole boundary ∂Ω.

This paper studies the Neumann boundary problem on a compact Riemann surface Σ with

a smooth boundary ∂Σ:

(4)





−∆gu+ βu = λ

(
V eu∫

Σ
V eudvg

−
1

|Σ|g

)
in Σ̊

∂νgu = 0 on ∂Σ

,

where the parameters λ, β ∈ R and V is a non-negative smooth function with a finite zero set

denoted as {q1, · · · , qι} for some ι ∈ N, Σ̊ := Σ \ ∂Σ is the interior of Σ, ∆g is the Laplace-

Beltrami operator, dvg is the area element in (Σ, g), |Σ|g =
∫
Σ
dvg, and νg is the unit outward

normal of ∂Σ.

This paper delves into the study of the blow-up solutions of the problem (4). For integers

m ≥ k ≥ 0, we establish sufficient conditions for blow-up solutions. Moreover, the precise

locations of blow-up points are explicitly characterized by the “stable” critical point of a

functional Fk,m in terms of Green’s function on Σ and the function V .

The non-linear equation in (2) with β ≡ 0 transforms into the well-known mean-field

equation. This equation arises in various branches of mathematics and physics, such as sta-

tistical mechanics (see [6, 7, 24]), Abelian Chern-Simons gauge theory (see [5, 27, 32, 35]), and

conformal geometry (see [8–10,12,22,33]). When coupled with Dirichlet boundary conditions,

in the spirit of the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction the blow-up solutions of the mean-field equa-

tions are well-studied both in Euclidean spaces (refer to [13,16,28] and the references therein)

and on Riemann surfaces without boundaries (refer to [2, 15, 17]). Recently, [20] obtained

blow-up solutions with Neumann boundary conditions on Riemann surfaces with boundaries
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under nonvanishing of a quantity related to V and Gaussian curvature Kg. As in these papers,

our approach to finding blow-up solutions of (4) is based on variational methods combined

with the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. In comparison to [20], we relax the condition on the

nonvanishing quantity and extend our analysis to the case where β 6= 0.

It is noteworthy that we allow V to be 0 at qi for any i = 1, · · · , ι where ι ∈ N. So, it is

also possible to establish blow-up solutions for the following singular problem:

(5)






−∆gũ+ βũ = λ

(
Ṽ eũ∫

Σ
Ṽ eũdvg

−
1

|Σ|g

)
− 4π

ι∑

i=1

ni

(
δqi −

1

|Σ|g

)
in Σ̊

∂νg ũ = 0 on ∂Σ

.

Here, Ṽ is a positive smooth function, and ni ∈ N for i = 1, · · · , ι. Notably, the problem (5)

emerges as a specific instance of (4). To elucidate, we define the Green’s function through the

following equations for any ξ ∈ Σ:

(6)





−∆gG
g(x, ξ) + βGg(x, ξ) = δξ −

1
|Σ|g

x ∈ Σ̊

∂νgG
g(x, ξ) = 0 x ∈ ∂Σ

∫
Σ
Gg(x, ξ)dvg(x) = 0

.

We take u(x) = ũ(x) + 4π
∑l

i=1 niG
g(x, qi) and V (x) = Ṽ (x)e−4π

∑l
i=1 niG

g(x,qi). u satisfies the

equations (4) in which V is a non-negative smooth function with the zero set {q1, · · · , qι}.

We now present the main results, starting with defining the “stable” critical points set as

in [13, 16, 25].

Definition 1.1. Let 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 C1-stable if for any closed neighborhood U of K in D, 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 .

The main theorem asserts the existence of a sequence of blow-up solutions for (4), with

these solutions exhibiting blow-up behaviour at the stable critical points of a function Fk,m

(refer to Section 2). The function is defined on D := Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \ {ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) :

ξi = ξj for some i 6= j or V (ξi) = 0 for some i = 1, · · · , m}. Specifically, Fk,m : D ⊂ Σ̊k ×
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(∂Σ)m−k → R,

Fk,m(ξ1, · · · , ξm) =
m∑

i=1

̺2(ξi)H
g(ξi, ξi) +

m∑

i, j = 1

i 6= j

̺(ξi)̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj)

+

m∑

i=1

2̺(ξi) log V (ξi),

where ̺(ξ) equals 8π, if ξ ∈ Σ̊ and equals 4π, if ξ ∈ ∂Σ.

Theorem 1.1. For any given integers 0 ≤ k ≤ m, if K ⊂⊂ D is a C1-stable critical point set

of Fk,m, then for any n ∈ N+, there exists λn in a small neighborhood of λk,m and a solution

un of the problem (4) with respect to the parameter λn such that λn → λk,m as n → +∞.

Furthermore, the sequence of solutions {un} blows up precisely at points ξ1, · · · , ξm, such that

(ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ K (up to a subsequence), in a sense that

λnV e
un

∫
Σ
V eundvg

→
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)δξi , as n→ +∞

which is convergent as measures on Σ.

Remark 1.1. If the zero set of V is empty, the behavior of Fk,m as ξ approaches ∂D results

in its divergence towards +∞ (as in [20, Lemma 7.3]). This divergence suggests the presence

of at least one global minimum point within the interior of D. Additionally, a local minimum

point is inherently “stable.” Consequently, in this scenario, the blow-up solutions must exist.

However, when V (q) = 0 for some q ∈ Σ, a complication arises. As ξ approaches ∂D , there

are cases where the sum of the first terms tends to +∞ while the last term approaches −∞,

leading to an indeterminate behaviour of Fk,m.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we use the terms “sequence” and “subsequence” interchangeably,

as the distinction is not crucial for the context of our analysis. The constant denoted by C in

our deduction may assume different values across various equations or even within different

lines of equations. We denote Br(y) := {y ∈ R
2 : |y| < r}, Ar(y) := B2r(y)\Br(y), Br := Br(0)

and Ar := Ar(0).

To construct the ansatz for solutions of problem (4), we firstly introduce a family of

isothermal coordinates (see [11,15,37], for instance). For any ξ ∈ Σ̊, there exists an isothermal
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coordinate system (U(ξ), yξ) such that yξ maps an open neighborhood U(ξ) around ξ onto an

open disk Bξ with radius 2rξ in which g =
∑2

i=1 e
ϕ̂ξ(yξ(x))dxi ⊗ dxi. W.l.o.g., we can assume

that yξ(ξ) = (0, 0) and 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 Bξ := {y = (y1, y2) ∈ R
2 : |y| <

2rξ, y2 ≥ 0} with a radius 2rξ and yξ (U(ξ) ∩ ∂Σ) = {y = (y1, y2) ∈ R
2 : |y| < 2rξ, y2 = 0} with

g =
∑2

i=1 e
ϕ̂ξ(yξ(x))dxi ⊗ dxi. W.l.o.g., we can assume that yξ(ξ) = (0, 0). Here ϕ̂ξ : B

ξ → R is

related to Kg, the Gaussian curvature of Σ, by the equation

(7) −∆ϕ̂ξ(y) = 2Kg

(
y−1
ξ (y)

)
eϕ̂ξ(y) for all y ∈ Bξ.

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).

Both yξ and ϕ̂ξ are assumed to depend smoothly on ξ as in [15]. Additionally, ϕ̂ξ satisfies

ϕ̂ξ(0) = 0 and ∇ϕ̂ξ(0) = 0. Specifically, as in [37] the Neumann boundary conditions preserved

by the isothermal coordinates as for any ξ ∈ ∂Σ and x ∈ y−1
ξ

(
Bξ ∩ ∂R2

+

)
, we have

(8) (yξ)∗ (νg(x)) = −e−
ϕ̂ξ(y)

2
∂

∂y2

∣∣∣∣
y=yξ(x)

.

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





1, if |s| ≤ 1

0, if |s| ≥ 2
. And we

denote that χξ(x) = χ
(

4|yξ(x)|

rξ

)
and ϕξ(x) = ϕ̂ξ(yξ(x)). Let the function

Γg
ξ(x) = Γg(x, ξ) =

{
1
2π
χξ(x) log

1
|yξ(x)|

if ξ ∈ Σ̊
1
π
χξ(x) log

1
|yξ(x)|

if ξ ∈ ∂Σ
.

Decomposing the Green’s function Gg(x, ξ) = Γg
ξ(x) +Hg

ξ (x), we have the function Hg
ξ (x) :=

Hg(x, ξ) that solves the following equations:

(9)





−∆gH
g
ξ + βHg

ξ = −β 4
̺(ξ)

χξ log
1

|yξ|
+ 4

̺(ξ)
(∆gχξ) log

1
|yξ|

+ 8
̺(ξ)

〈∇χξ,∇ log 1
|yξ|

〉g −
1

|Σ|g
, in Σ̊

∂νgH
g
ξ = − 4

̺(ξ)
(∂νgχξ) log

1
|yξ|

− 4
̺(ξ)

χξ∂νg log
1

|yξ|
, on ∂Σ

∫
Σ
Hg

ξ dvg = − 4
̺(ξ)

∫
Σ
χξ log

1
|yξ|
dvg

.

By the regularity of elliptic equations (see [26]), there is a unique smooth solution Hg(x, ξ)

that solves (9) in C1,α(Σ). Hg(x, ξ) is the regular part of Gg(x, ξ) and Hg(ξ, ξ) is also called
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Robin’s function on Σ. It is easy to check that Hg(ξ, ξ) is independent of the choice of the

cut-off function χ and the local chart. Denote

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

and Q := {ξ := (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k : V (ξi) = 0 for some i = 1, · · · , m}. Let

D = Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \ (∆ ∪Q).

For δ > 0, we consider

Mδ : = {ξ ∈ D : dg(ξi, ∂Σ) ≥ δ for i = 1, · · · , k;

dg(ξi, ξj) ≥ δ for any i 6= j;V (ξi) ≥ δ for i = 1, · · · , m} ,

a compact subset Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k, where dg(·, ·) : Σ × Σ → R is the geodesic distance with

respect to metric g and dg(p, ∂Σ) := infq∈∂Σ dg(p, q) for any p ∈ Σ̊. We are now in a position

to introduce the function Fk,m :Mδ → R,

ξ 7→
m∑

i=1

2̺(ξi) log V (ξi) +
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)
2Hg(ξi, ξi) +

m∑

i, j = 1

i 6= j

̺(ξi)̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj).

We observe that for any α ∈ (0, 1), Gg(x, ξ) ∈ C∞(Σ\{ξ}) and Hg(x, ξ) is C1,α(Σ), too. Thus

Fk,m is C1,α(Mδ) for any fixed δ > 0.

Let un be a sequence of solutions of (4) with respect to the parameter λ as λ→ λk,m.

To study the blow-up solutions of (4), we consider the weak solution of the following

problem in the space H
1
:=
{
u ∈ H1(Σ) :

∫
Σ
udvg = 0

}
,

(10)





(−∆g + β)u = ρ2V eu − ρ2V eu in Σ̊

∂νgu = 0 on ∂Σ
,

such that ρ2V eu ⇀
∑m

i=1 ̺(ξi)δξi , weakly convergent in a sense of measure in Σ as ρ → 0, for

some ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ D . If we take λ = ρ2
∫
Σ
V eudvg, the weak solutions of (10) must be

the weak solutions of (4). So we try to construct a sequence of blow-up solutions of (10) as

ρ→ 0 and then pass back to the original problem (4) as λ→ λk,m.

It is well known that uτ,η(y) = log 8τ2

(τ2ρ2+|y−η|2)2
for (τ, η) ∈ (0,∞)×R

2 are all the solutions

of the Liouville-type equations,



−∆u = ρ2eu in R

2,
∫
R2 e

u <∞.

7



Our goal is to construct approximate solutions of (10) applying the pull-back of uτ,η to Σ by

isothermal coordinates and selecting appropriate values for τ and ξ. Define

Uτ,ξ(x) = uτ,0(yξ(x)) = log
8τ 2

(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ(x)|2)
, for all x ∈ y−1

ξ (Bξ).

For any function f ∈ L1(Σ), we denote its mean over Σ as f = 1
|Σ|g

∫
Σ
fdvg. Then, we introduce

a projection operator P , which is used to project Uτ,ξ into the space H
1
. The projected function

PUτ,ξ is defined as the solution to the problem:

(11)





(−∆g + β)PUτ,ξ(x) = ρ2χξe
−ϕξeUτ,ξ − ρ2χξe−ϕξeUτ,ξ , x ∈ Σ̊,

∂νgPUτ,ξ = 0, x ∈ ∂Σ,∫
Σ
PUτ,ξdvg = 0,

For β 6= 0, the last condition of zero integral of PUτ,ξ over Σ can be inferred from the preceding

equations via the divergence theorem. However, it explicitly addresses the case when β = 0,

ensuring the solution criteria for all β ≥ 0. The solution of (11) is unique within H
1
and PUτ,ξ

in C∞(Σ) as per regularity theory (see [26]), ensuring that PUτ,ξ is well-defined.

Let

ψ0
τ,η(y) =

∂

∂τ
uτ,η(x) =

2

τ

|y − η|2 − τ 2ρ2

|y − η|2 + τ 2ρ2
,

and

ψj
τ,η(y) =

∂

∂ηj
uτ,η(x) = 4

yj − ηj
τ 2ρ2 + |y − η|2

,

for j = 1, 2. It is observed that the derivatives above satisfy the equation: −∆ψ = ρ2euτ,ηψ in R
2,

where ψ = ψj
τ,η, for j = 0, 1, 2. The function Ψj

τ,ξ is then defined as the pull-back of ψj
τ,0 un-

der the isothermal coordinate yξ, i.e., Ψ
j
τ,ξ(x) = ψj

τ,0(yξ(x)), for any x ∈ y−1
ξ (Bξ

2r0
). Let PΨj

τ,ξ

be a projection into H
1
of Ψj

τ,ξ, for ξ ∈ Σ and j = 0, 1, .., Ji, where Ji equals 2 if 1 ≤ i ≤

k and equals 1 if k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m. PΨj
τ,ξ is defined as the solution of

(12)





(−∆g + β)PΨj
τ,ξ = ρ2χξe

−ϕξeUτ,ξΨj
τ,ξ − ρ2χξe−ϕξeUτ,ξΨj

τ,ξ, x ∈ Σ̊,

∂νgPΨ
j
τ,ξ = 0, x ∈ ∂Σ,∫

Σ
PΨj

τ,ξ = 0.

By the regularity theory, as referenced in [26], the solution to problem (12) is unique and

smooth on Σ. Hence, PΨj
τ,ξ is well-defined and lies in the space C∞(Σ).

For any configuration ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈Mδ, we can establish an isothermal chart around

yξi for each point ξi for i = 1, 2, · · · , m. Given the compactness of Σ, it is possible to select

a uniform radius rξi > 0 for any ξ ∈ Mδ, denoted as 4r0. This radius is sufficiently small

8



and depends only on δ and ∂Σ. Moreover, we ensure that y−1
ξi
(Bξi

2r0
) ∩ y−1

ξj
(B

ξj
2r0

) = ∅ for any

i, j = 1, 2, · · · , m with i 6= j. For any i = 1, · · · , m, we define the scaling parameter τi as:

(13) τi(ξ) =

√
1

8
V (ξi)e

̺(ξi)H(ξi,ξi)+
∑

h6=i ̺(ξh)G(ξi,ξh).

For simplicity, we denote that Ui = Uτi(ξ),ξi , χi = χξi, ϕi := ϕξi, ϕ̂i = ϕ̂ξi and τi = τi(ξ). The

formulation of the scaling parameter τi is chosen for technical considerations.

We consider the manifold for given integers m ≥ k ≥ 0 and a positive constant ρ > 0,

Mk,m
ρ :=

{
m∑

i=1

PUi : ξi ∈ Σ̊ for i = 1, 2, · · · , k and ξi ∈ ∂Σ for i = k + 1, · · · , m

}
.

The functions in manifold Mk,m
ρ serve as approximate solutions of the problem (10). We then

denote the projected function for any i = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 0, 1, · · · , Ji as

PΨj
i := PΨj

τi(ξ),ξi
.

These projected functions generate a subspace of H
1
, {PΨj

i : i = 1, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji}

denoted as Kξ. Furthermore, we introduce an inner product for the space H
1
as follows:

〈ψ, φ〉 :=

∫

Σ

〈∇ψ,∇φ〉gdvg + β

∫

Σ

ψφdvg for any ψ, φ ∈ H
1
.

The orthogonal complement concerning this inner product, denoted as K⊥
ξ , is then:

K⊥
ξ =

{
φ ∈ H

1
: 〈φ, f〉 = 0 for all f ∈ Kξ

}
.

We also introduce Πξ : H
1
→ Kξ and Π⊥

ξ : H
1
→ K⊥

ξ as the orthogonal projections onto Kξ

and K⊥
ξ , respectively. The solution u can decompose into two parts: one part lies on the

manifold Mk,m
ρ ; the other part is on K⊥

ξ near the orthogonal space of the tangent space of the

manifold Mk,m
ρ , i.e., u =

∑m
i=1 PUi + φρ

ξ , where φ
ρ
ξ is the remainder term.

3 The Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction

Utilizing the Moser-Trudinger type inequality on compact Riemann surfaces, as in [36],

we have

sup
∫

Σ
|∇gu|2dvg=1,

∫

Σ
udvg=0

∫
e2πu

2

dvg < +∞.
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Since
(∫

Σ
|∇u|2gdvg + β

∫
Σ
|u|2dvg

) 1
2 and

(∫
Σ
|∇u|2gdvg

) 1
2 are equivalent norms in the Hilbert

space H
1
, it follows that

log

∫

Σ

eudvg ≤ log

∫

Σ

e
2π u2

‖u‖2
+ 1

8π
‖u‖2

dvg (by Young’s Inequality)

=
1

8π

∫

Σ

|∇gu|
2dvg + C,

≤
1

8πC
〈u, u〉+ C for any u ∈ H

1
,

where C > 0 is a constant. Consequently, H
1
→ Lp(Σ), u 7→ eu is continuous. For any p > 1,

let i∗p : Lp(Σ) → H
1
be the adjoint operator corresponding to the immersion i : H

1
→ L

p
p−1

and i∗ : ∪p>1L
p(Σ) → H

1
. For any f ∈ Lp(Σ), we define that i∗(f) := i∗(f − f̄), i.e., for any

h ∈ H
1
, 〈i∗(f), h〉 =

∫
Σ
(f − f̄)hdvg.

The problem (10) has the following equivalent form,

(14)




u = i∗(ρ2V eu)

u ∈ H
1

.

3.1 The linear operator

We consider the linear operator

Lρ
ξ(φ) := Π⊥

ξ (φ− i∗(ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUiφ))

for any fixed ξ ∈ Mδ. The following lemma shows that the linear operator is invertible for

fixed ρ, and the norm of the inverse operator is controlled by | log ρ| as ρ→ 0, which is a key

lemma to solve the problem (10).

Lemma 3.1. For any δ > 0, let ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ Mδ. There exists ρ0 > 0 and a constant

c > 0 such that for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) we have

∥∥Lρ
ξ(φ)

∥∥ >
c

| log ρ|
‖φ‖, ∀φ ∈ K⊥

ξ .

In particular, the operator Lρ
ξ is invertible and

∥∥∥
(
Lρ
ξ

)−1
∥∥∥ 6 | log ρ|/c.

By [16], the proof of Lemma 3.1 is relatively standard, which is given in Appendix D.
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Fix
∑m

i=1 PUi, we try to obtain the solution of

Π⊥
ξ

(
m∑

i=1

PUi + φρ
ξ − i∗(ρ2e

∑m
i=1 PUi+φρ

ξ )

)
= 0,

for φρ
ξ ∈ K⊥

ξ applying the fixed-point theorem. Then, it is reduced to a finite-dimensional

problem.

Proposition 3.1. For any δ > 0, and ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ Mδ. For any p ∈ (1, 6
5
)

there exist ρ0 > 0 and R > 0 (uniformly in ξ) such that for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) there is a unique

φρ
ξ ∈ K⊥

ξ such that

(15) Π⊥
ξ

[
m∑

i=1

PUi + φρ
ξ − i∗

(
ρ2e

∑m
i=1 PUi+φρ

ξ

)]
= 0.

and

‖φρ
ξ‖ ≤ Rρ

2−p
p | log ρ|.

Proof. Define an operator T ρ
ξ on K⊥

ξ as follows:

T ρ
ξ (φ) =

[(
Lρ
ξ

)−1
◦ Π⊥

ξ ◦ i∗
]
Mρ

ξ (φ)

Mρ
ξ (φ) = ρ2e

∑m
i=1 PUi

[
eφ − 1− φ

]
+

[
ρ2e

∑m
i=1 PUi − ρ2

m∑

i=1

χie
−ϕξieUi

]

We observe that i∗(ρ2
∑m

i=1 χie
−ϕξi eUi) =

∑m
i=1 PUi. It is obvious that φ is a fixed point of T ρ

ξ

if and only if φ solves (15) on K⊥
ξ .

Claim. There exists ρ0 and R > 0 such that T ρ
ξ is a contraction map for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) and

|φ| ≤ Rρ
2−p
p | log ρ|.

Applying Lemma 3.1, Lemma C.1, Lemma C.2 and the Moser-Trudinger inequality, we obtain

‖T ρ
ξ (φ)‖ ≤ C| log ρ|‖i∗ ◦Mρ

ξ (φ)‖ ≤ C| log ρ|
∣∣Mρ

ξ (φ)
∣∣
Lp(Σ)

≤ C| log ρ|

(∣∣∣ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi(eφ − 1− φ)
∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)

+

∣∣∣∣∣ρ
2V e

∑m
i=1 PUi − ρ2

m∑

i=1

χie
Ui

∣∣∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)




≤ C| log ρ|
(
‖φ‖2ec2‖φ‖

2

ρ
2−2pr

pr + ρ
2−p
p

)
,

where c2 > 0 is a constant, r > 1 is sufficiently close to 1, and p ∈ (1, 6
5
). We then fix arbitrary

p ∈ (1, 6
5
) and choose R > 0 large enough such that C(1 + ec2) ≤ R. Next, we select ρ1 > 0
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such that max{Rρ
2−2pr

pr
+ 2−p

p | log ρ|, Rρ
2−p
p | log ρ|} ≤ 1 for all ρ ∈ (0, ρ1). Consequently, for any

|φ| ≤ Rρ
2−p
p | log ρ|, we have |T ρ

ξ | ≤ Rρ
2−p
p | log ρ|. And similarly, by Lemma C.2 we deduce

that

‖T ρ
ξ (φ1)− T ρ

ξ (φ2)‖ ≤ C ′| log ρ|
∣∣∣ρ2e

∑m
i=1 PUi(eφ1 − eφ2 − (φ1 − φ2))

∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)

≤ C ′| log ρ|ec2(
∑2

j=1 ‖φj‖2)ρ
2−2pr

pr (
2∑

j=1

‖φj‖))‖φ1 − φ2‖

≤ 2RC ′e2c2ρ
2−2pr

pr
+

1+α0−p
p log2 ρ‖φ1 − φ2‖ ≤

1

2
‖φ1 − φ2‖,

uniformly for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ2) and ξ ∈Mδ, where ρ2 > 0 is chosen such that

max{Rρ
2−p
p | log ρ|, 2RC ′ec2ρ

2−2pr
pr

+ 2−p
p log2 ρ} <

1

2
,

for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ2). We then define ρ0 = min{ρ1, ρ2}. Thus T ρ
ξ (φ) is a contraction map on

{φ ∈ K⊥
ξ : ‖φ‖ ≤ Rρ

2−p
p | log ρ|}. By the contracting-mapping principle, there exists a unique

fixed point of T ρ
ξ on {φ ∈ K⊥

ξ : ‖φ‖ ≤ Rρ
2−p
p | log ρ|}.

4 The reduced functional and its expansion

The associated functional Eρ(u) of the problem (10) is defined as following,

(16) Eρ(u) =
1

2

∫

Σ

(|∇u|2g + β|u|2)dvg − ρ2
∫

Σ

V eudvg.

Assume u has the form
∑m

i=1 PUi + φρ
ξ , where φ

ρ
ξ is obtained by Proposition 3.1, the reduced

functional can be obtained Ẽρ(ξ) := Eρ(
∑m

i=1 PUi + φρ
ξ) with ‖φρ

ξ‖ ≤ Rρ
2−p
p | log ρ|, i.e.,

Ẽρ(ξ) : =
1

2

∫

Σ



|∇(

m∑

i=1

PUi + φρ
ξ)|

2
g + β

∣∣∣∣∣

m∑

i=1

PUi + φρ
ξ)

∣∣∣∣∣

2


 dvg

−ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

i=1 PUi+φρ
ξdvg.

And Ẽρ has a C1-expansion concerning ξ as the following expansion proposition.

Proposition 4.1. As ρ→ 0,

Ẽρ(ξ) =
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)(3 log 2− 2 log ρ)− 2
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)−
1

2
Fk,m(ξ) + o(1),

C1-uniformly in any compact sets of D .
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Proof. Denote φ = φρ
ξ to simplify the notation. Then

Ẽρ(ξ) =
1

2

(
m∑

i=1

〈PUi, PUi〉+
∑

i 6=j

〈PUi, PUj〉

)
+

1

2

(
‖φ‖2 + 2

m∑

i=1

〈PUi, φ〉

)

−

∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUidvg −

∫

Σ

ρ2(V e
∑m

i=1 PUi+φ − V e
∑m

i=1 PUi)dvg.

We notice that |es − 1| ≤ e|s||s|(∀s ∈ R). By Lemma B.2,
∣∣∣∣
∫

Σ

ρ2(V e
∑m

i=1 PUi+φ − V e
∑m

i=1 PUi)dvg

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUie|φ||φ|dvg

∣∣∣∣

≤ O

(
ρ2
(∫

Σ

er
∑m

i=1 PUidvg

)1/r ∣∣e|φ|
∣∣
Ls(Σ)

|φ|Lt(Σ)

)

≤ O

(∣∣∣ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi

∣∣∣
Lr(Σ)

‖φ‖

)

= o(1)(ρ→ 0),

where r ∈ (1, 2) with 1
s
+ 1

r
+ 1

t
= 1 and 2(1−r)

r
+ 2−p

p
> 0. By Lemma E.1 and Lemma E.2, as

ρ→ 0

(17) Ẽρ(ξ) =

m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)(3 log 2− 2 log ρ)− 2

m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)−
1

2
Fk,m(ξ) + o(1).

By (15),

(18)

m∑

i=1

PUi + φ− i∗
(
ρ2V e

∑m
i=1 PUi+φ

)
=

m∑

s=1

Jt∑

t=1

cρstPΨ
t
s,

where cρst are coefficients. We combine (18) with Lemma E.6

(19)
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

∣∣cρij
∣∣ = O(ρ2),

via Lemma B.1 and Remark B.2. For the C1-expansion, by Lemma B.3 and Lemma E.6,

∂(ξh)jEρ

(
m∑

i=1

PUi + φ

)

=

〈
m∑

i=1

PUi + φ− i∗
(
ρ2e

∑m
i=1 PUi+φ

)
, ∂(ξh)jPUh +

m∑

i=1

PΨ0
i∂(ξh)jτi(ξ) + ∂(ξh)jφ

〉

= −
1

2

∂F

∂ (ξh)j
(ξ1, · · · , ξm) +

〈
m∑

s=1

Js∑

t=1

cρstPΨ
t
s,

m∑

i=1

PΨ0
i∂(ξh)jτi(ξ) + ∂(ξh)jφ

〉
+ o(1)

= −
1

2

∂F

∂ (ξh)j
(ξ1, · · · , ξm) +

m∑

s=1

Ji∑

t=1

cρst

〈
PΨt

s,
m∑

i=1

PΨ0
i∂(ξh)jτi(ξ) + ∂(ξh)jφ

〉
+ o(1),
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for any h = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Jh. Utilizing Lemma B.4, we have

|〈PΨt
s, PΨ

0
i 〉| ≤ ‖PΨt

s‖‖PΨ
0
i‖ = O

(
1

ρ

)
.

Considering the fact that 〈PΨt
s, φ〉 = 0 and |∂(ξh)jPΨ

t
s| ≤ |∂(ξh)jΨ

t
s| = O( 1

ρ2
) through direct

calculation, we obtain

〈PΨt
s, ∂(ξh)jφ〉 = ∂(ξh)j 〈PΨ

t
s, φ〉 − 〈∂(ξh)jPΨ

t
s, φ〉

≤ O
(
‖φ‖

∥∥∥∂(ξh)jPΨ
t
s

∥∥∥
)
= O

(
‖φ‖
ρ2

)

= o
(

1
ρ2

)
.

Consequently, we have

(20)

〈
m∑

s=1

Ji∑

t=1

cρstPΨ
t
s,

m∑

i=1

∂(ξh)jτi(ξ)PΨ
0
i + ∂(ξh)jφ

〉
= o

(
1

ρ2

m∑

s=1

Ji∑

t=1

|cρst|

)
.

It follows that

(21) ∂(ξh)j Ẽρ(ξ) = −
1

2

∂Fk,m

∂ (ξh)j
(ξ1, · · · , ξm) + o

(
1

ρ2

m∑

s=1

Ji∑

t=1

|cρst|

)
.

Considering (19), (21) implies that for any h = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Jh

∂(ξh)jEρ

(
m∑

i=1

PUi + φ

)
= −

1

2

∂F

∂ (ξh)j
(ξ1, · · · , ξm) + o(1),

as ρ→ 0.

On the other hand,
∑m

i=1 PUi + φρ
ξ is a critical point of Eρ(u) in H

1
, which is equivalent

to ξ being a critical point of Ẽρ(ξ) in D .

Proposition 4.2. The function
∑m

i=1 PUτi(ξ),ξi + φρ
ξ is a solution of (10) if and only

if ξ is a critical point of the reduced map

ξ → Ẽρ(ξ) = Eρ

(
m∑

i=1

PUτi(ξ),ξi + φρ
ξ

)
.

Proof. Denote φ := φρ
ξ to simplify the notations. Assume that ξ is a critical point of the

reduced map Ẽρ(ξ). Then ξ satisfies

∂(ξi)j Ẽρ(ξ) = 0,(22)
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for any i = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji.

By (15) of Proposition 3.1,
∑m

h=1 PUh + φ − i∗
(
ρ2V e

∑m
h=1 PUh+φ

)
=
∑m

s=1

∑Ji
t=1 c

ρ
stPΨ

t
s,

where cρst are coefficients. Then

(23)

〈
m∑

s=1

Ji∑

t=1

cρstPΨ
t
s, ∂(ξi)jPUi +

m∑

h=1

PΨ0
i∂(ξi)jτh(ξ) + ∂(ξi)jφ

〉
= 0.

And by (20) in Proposition 4.1 and (23),

m∑

s=1

Ji∑

t=1

cρst
〈
PΨt

s, ∂(ξi)jPUi

〉
= o

(
1

ρ2

m∑

s=1

Ji∑

t=1

|cρst|

)
.

By Remark B.2, we conclude that cρij = 0 for any i = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji. Thus

m∑

h=1

PUh + φ− i∗
(
ρ2e

∑m
h=1 PUh+φ

)
= 0.(24)

If
∑m

h=1 PUh + φρ
ξ is a weak solution to (10) in H

1
, then (24) is verified. Furthermore, the

validity of (22) is apparent, leading to the conclusion that ξ is a critical point of the reduced

function Ẽρ(ξ).

5 Proof of the Main Result

Now, we are ready to prove the main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 Let K be a stable critical point set of Fk,m, as stated in Proposi-

tion 4.1. For any n ∈ N+, there exists a sequence ρn → 0 and points ξρn = (ξ1,ρn, · · · , ξm,ρn) ∈

D such that dist(ξρn, K) < 1
n
and ξρn is a critical point of Ẽρn : D → R. Without loss of

generality, assume that ξρn = (ξ1,ρn, · · · , ξm,ρn) → ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ K, as n → +∞. Then

define un =
∑m

i=1 PUτi(ξρn),ξi,ρn
+ φρn

ξρ
. According to Proposition 4.2, uρn solves (10) along

ρn → 0, which means that un solves problem (4) in a weak sense for some λn = ρ2n
∫
Σ
V eundvg.

Applying Lemma B.2, Lemma C.2 and Lemma E.2, λn = λk,m + o(1), as n→ +∞.

Claim. For any Ψ ∈ C(Σ),

ρ2
∫

Σ

V eunΨdvg →
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)Ψ (ξi) as n→ +∞.
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In fact, by the inequality |es − 1| 6 e|s||s| for any s ∈ R and Lemma C.1, we have

ρ2
∫

Σ

V eunΨdvg = ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

i=1 PUiΨdvg + o(1)

=

m∑

i=1

∫

Σ

ρ2χξie
UiΨdvg + o(1)

=
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi)Ψ (ξi) + o(1)(n→ 0).

Therefore, un is a sequence of blow-up solutions of (4) along λn → λk,m. The proof is con-

cluded.

A

Lemma A.1. For any given α ∈ (0, 1), β ≥ 0, let (Σ, g) be a compact Riemann surface with

boundary in C2,α-class and let f ∈ Cα(Σ), h ∈ C1,α(Σ) such that:
∫

Σ

fdvg =

∫

∂Σ

hdsg.

Then, there exists a unique solution to the problem.



−∆gu+ βu = f in Σ

∂νgu = h on ∂Σ

in the space
{
u ∈ C2,α(Σ) :

∫
Σ
udvg = 0

}
. Moreover, it has the following Schauder estimate:

‖u‖C2,α(Σ) ≤ C
(
‖f‖Cα(Σ) + ‖h‖C1,α(Σ)

)
,

where C is a constant.

Proof. Combining the isothermal coordinates in [37, Lemma 4] with the Schauder estimates

(see [19, Theorem 6.31], for instance), Lemma A.1 can be concluded.

Lemma A.2. Let (Σ, g) be a compact Riemann surface with smooth boundary ∂Σ. For any

β ≥ 0, if f ∈ L2(Σ, g) satisfies
∫
Σ
fdvg = 0, then there exists a unique weak solution of

(25)






−∆gu+ βu = f in Σ

∂νgu = 0 on ∂Σ∫
Σ
udvg = 0

,
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i.e., there exists u ∈ H
1
satisfying that

∫

Σ

〈∇u,∇ϕ〉gdvg + β

∫

Σ

uϕdvg =

∫

Σ

fϕdvg, ∀ϕ ∈ H
1
.

Moreover, for any p > 1 if f ∈ Lp(Σ), there exists u ∈ W 2,p solving (25) with the following

W 2,p-estimate: ‖u‖W 2,p(Σ) ≤ C‖f‖Lp(Σ).

For the Poisson equation with homogeneous Neumann boundary condition, the lemma

above was proven in [37, Lemma 5]. And we can deduce (25) it by the same approach.

Proof. For the uniqueness, we assume that u1, u2 are two weak solutions of (25) in H
1
. It

follows that ∫

Σ

〈∇(u1 − u2),∇ϕ〉gdvg + β

∫

Σ

(u1 − u2)ϕdvg = 0,

for any ϕ ∈ H1(Σ). Then, u1 = u2 up to the addition of a constant. Observing that∫
Σ
u1dvg =

∫
Σ
u2dvg = 0, we deduce that u1 ≡ u2.

We will prove the existence by variational methods. Consider the energy functional

J(u) =
1

2

∫

Σ

(|∇u|2g + βu2)dvg −

∫

Σ

fudvg.

Applying the Hölder inequality and the Poincaré inequality,
∣∣∣∣
∫

Σ

fudvg

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖f‖L2(Σ)‖u‖L2(Σ) ≤ C‖f‖L2(Σ)‖∇u‖L2(Σ),

which yields that J has a lower bound in H
1
. Let un be a sequence in H

1
such that J attains

the minimum value, i.e.,

lim
n→+∞

J(un) = inf
u∈H

1
J(u).

For any n ∈ N+, J(un) ≥
1
2
‖un‖

2 −C‖f‖L2(Σ)‖un‖. Given that inf
u∈H

1 J(u) ≤ J(0) = 0, un is

uniformly bounded in H
1
. Up to a subsequence, we assume that un converges to some u0 ∈ H

1

weakly. By the Rellich–Kondrachov theorem, un → u0 strongly in Lq(Σ) for any q > 1 and

almost everywhere. Fatou’s lemma implies that

J(u0) ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

J(un) = inf
u∈H

1
J(u).

Thus, u0 is a minimizer of J(u) on H
1
.

Next, we consider the W 2,p-estimates of the solutions. Employing the isothermal coordi-

nates introduced in Section 2 it is sufficient to prove the Lp-regularity locally in an open disk
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or half-disk in R
2. Specifically, in the case of a half-disk, we can extend the problem evenly

to a full open disk, considering that ∂νgu = 0 on the boundary. This extension allows for the

application of the standard local Lp-theory, thereby we can establish the Lp-regularity for the

Neumann boundary problem (25) on a compact Riemann surface Σ.

B

This section provides detailed proofs of crucial estimates for PUτ,ξ for τ ∈ (0,∞) and

ξ ∈ Σ. For any ξ located in a compact subset of Σ̊ or ∂Σ, we set rξ to be 4r0, where r0 is a

positive constant.

The following lemma is the asymptotic expansion of PUτ,ξ as ρ→ 0.

Lemma B.1. The function PUδ,ξ satisfies

PUτ,ξ = χξ

(
Uτ,ξ − log

(
8τ 2
))

+ ̺(ξ)Hg(x, ξ) +O(ρ1+α0)(ρ→ 0),

for any α0 ∈ (0, 1) and the convergent is locally uniform for ξ in Σ̊ and ∂Σ and also locally

uniform for τ in (0,+∞). In particular,

PUτ,ξ = ̺(ξ)Gg(x, ξ) +O(ρ1+α0)(ρ→ 0),

locally uniformly in Σ\{ξ}.

Proof. Let ητ,ξ(x) = PUτ,ξ − χξ(Uτ,ξ − log 8τ 2)− ̺(ξ)Hg(x, ξ). If ξ ∈ Σ̊,

∂νgητ,ξ = 2∂νgχξ log

(
1 +

τ 2ρ2

|yξ(x)|2

)
− 2χξ∂νg log

(
1 +

τ 2ρ2

|yξ(x)|2

)
≡ 0

on ∂Σ. We observe that for any x ∈ ∂Σ ∩ U(ξ)

∂νg |yξ(x)|
2 = −e−

1
2
ϕ̂ξ(y)

∂

∂y2
|y|2
∣∣∣∣
y=yξ(x)

= 0.

If ξ ∈ ∂Σ, for any x ∈ ∂Σ, as ρ→ 0.

∂νgητ,ξ(x) = 2(∂νgχξ)
τ 2ρ2

|yξ(x)|2
− 2χξ∂νg log

(
1 +

τ 2ρ2

|yξ(x)|2

)
+O(ρ4) = O(ρ2).
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Then for any ξ ∈ Σ we have ∂νgητ,ξ = O(ρ2). For any A ⊂ R
2, denote aA := {ay : y ∈ A}.

∫

Σ

ητ,ξdvg = −

∫

Σ

χξ(Uτ,ξ − log(8τ 2)) + ̺(x)Γξ(x)dvg(x)

= −

∫

Σ

χξ log
|yξ(x)|

4

(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ(x)|2)2
dvg(x)

= 2

∫

Bξ
r0

log
τ 2ρ2 + |y|2

|y|2
e−ϕ̂ξ(y)dy + 2

∫

Bξ
2r0

\Br0 (0)

χ(|y|)

(
τ 2ρ2

|y|2
+O(ρ4)

)
eϕ̂ξ(y)dy

= 2τ 2ρ2
∫

1
τρ

(Bξ
r0

∩Br0 (0))

log

(
1 +

1

|y|2

)
e−ϕ̂(τρy)dy +O(ρ2)

= 2τ 2ρ2(1 +O(ρ))

∫

Br0/(τρ)
(0)

log

(
1 +

1

|y|2

)
dy +O(ρ2)

= O(ρ2| log ρ|),

where we applied

∫

|y|<
r0
τρ

log

(
1 +

1

|y|2

)
dy = 2π

∫ r0/(τρ)

0

log

(
1 +

1

r2

)
rdr

= π

∫ r20/(τρ)
2

0

log

(
1 +

1

t

)
dt

= π
r20
τ 2ρ2

log

(
1 +

τ 2ρ2

r20

)
− π

∫ r20/(τρ)
2

0

(1−
1

1 + t
)dt

= π
r20
τ 2ρ2

(
1 +

τ 2ρ2

r20
+O(ρ4)

)
− π

r20
τ 2ρ2

+ π log

(
1 +

r20
τ 2ρ2

)

= O(| log ρ|).

For any x ∈ U2r0(ξ), −∆gUτ,ξ = e−ϕ̂ξ(y)∆uτ,0|y=yξ(x) = e−ϕξeUτ,ξ . It follows that

(−∆g + β)ητ,ξ = (−∆g + β)
(
PUτ,ξ − χξ(Uτ,ξ − log 8τ 2)− ̺(ξ)Hg

ξ

)

= (∆gχξ) log
|yξ|

4

(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ|2)2
+ 2〈∇χξ,∇ log

|yξ|
4

(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ|2)2
〉g

+
1

|Σ|g

(
̺(ξ)−

∫

Σ

ρ2χξe
−ϕξeUτ,ξdvg

)
+ 2β log

(
1 +

τ 2ρ2

|yξ|2

)
.

We observe that ∆gχξ ≡ 0 and ∇χξ ≡ 0 in U2r0(ξ) \ Ur0(ξ). For any x ∈ Ar0(ξ), we have

Uτ,ξ − log(8τ 2) + 4 log |yξ(x)| = −2 log

(
1 +

τ 2ρ2

|yξ(x)|2

)
= −2τ 2ρ2|yξ(x)|

−2 +O(ρ4)

and

∇
(
Uτ,ξ − log(8τ 2) + 4 log |yξ(x)|

)
= −2τ 2ρ2∇|yξ(x)|

−2 +O(ρ4).
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∫

Σ

ρ2χξe
−ϕξeUτ,ξdvg =

∫

Bξ
2r0

ρ2χ(|y|)
8τ 2

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)2
dy

=

∫

Bξ
r0

ρ2χ(|y|)
8τ 2

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)2
dy +O(ρ2)

= ̺(ξ) +O(ρ2),

where we applied the fact that
∫
|y|<r

τ2ρ2

(τ2ρ2+|y|2)2
dy = π− πτ2ρ2

r2
+ πτ4ρ4

(r2+τ2ρ2)r2
for any r ≥ 0. Hence,

for any p > 1

‖(−∆g + β)ητ,ξ‖p = O(ρ2 + βρ
2
p ).

By the regularity theory in Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2 and, we have

‖ητ,ξ − ητ,ξ‖∞ ≤ C
(∥∥∂νgητ,ξ

∥∥
L∞(∂Σ)

+ ‖(−∆g + β)ητ,ξ‖Lp(Σ)

)
≤ C(ρ2 + βρ

2
p ),

for p > 1.

We take p ∈ (1, 2) such that α0 =
2
p
− 1 > 0, then as ρ→ 0

ητ,ξ = O(ρ1+α0),

uniformly in C(Σ).

Lemma B.2. If p ≥ 1 then |ρ2χξe
Uτ,ξ |Lp(Σ) = O(ρ

2(1−p)
p ) which is uniform for ξ in Σ and

locally uniform for τ in (0,+∞).

Proof.

∫

Σ

(ρ2χξe
Uτ,ξ)pdvg =

∫

Bξ
2r0

eϕ̂ξ(y)
(8τ 2ρ2)p

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)p
dy

=

∫

Bξ
2r0

(8τ 2ρ2)p

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)p
dy +

∫

Bξ
2r0

(eϕ̂ξ(y) − 1)
(8τ 2ρ2)p

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)p
dy

= (τ 2ρ2)1−p

∫

1
τρ

Bξ
2r0

(1 +O(τρ|y|))
8

(1 + |y|2)2
dy

= O(ρ2(1−p)).

Thus |ρ2χξe
−ϕξeUτ,ξ |Lp(Σ) = O(ρ

2(1−p)
p ) uniformly in ξ ∈ Σ and τ is bounded away from zero.

Next, we discuss the asymptotic expansions of PΨj
i as ρ → 0 analogue to PUτ,ξ. For

j = 1, 2 if ξ ∈ Σ̊ and j = 1 if ξ ∈ ∂Σ, we define Hj(x, ξ) to be the unique solution of the
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following problem




−∆gH
j(x, ξ) = 4

̺(ξ)
∆gχξ

yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

+ 8
̺(ξ)

〈
∇χξ,∇

(
yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

)〉

g
x ∈ Σ̊

∂νgH
j(x, ξ) = − 4

̺(ξ)
∂νg

(
yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

)
χξ −

4
̺(ξ)

yξ(x)j
|yξ|2

∂νgχξ x ∈ ∂Σ
∫
Σ
Hj(x, ξ)dvg = − 4

̺(ξ)

∫
Σ

yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

χξ(x)dvg

.

Lemma B.3. For any α0 ∈ (0, 1),

PΨ0
τ,ξ(x) = χξ

(
Ψ0

τ,ξ(x)−
2

τ

)
+O(ρ1+α0) = −4χξ(x)

τρ2

τ 2ρ2 + |yξ(x)|2
+O(ρ1+α0)

in C(Σ) as ρ→ 0. And PΨ0
τ,ξ(x) = O(ρ1+α0)(ρ→ 0), in Cloc(Σ \ {ξ}) uniformly for ξ in any

compact subset of Σ̊ or ξ ∈ ∂Σ and τ is bounded away from zero.

For ξ ∈ Σ̊ with j = 1, 2, or for ξ ∈ ∂Σ with j = 1,

PΨj
τ,ξ(x) = χξ(x)Ψ

j
τ,ξ(x) + ̺(ξ)Hj(x, ξ) +O(ρα0)

in C(Σ) as ρ→ 0, where Hj(x, ξ) is the unique solution of the following problem

(26)






(−∆g + β)Hj(x, ξ) = −β 4
̺(ξ)

χξ
yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

+ 4
̺(ξ)

(∆gχξ)
yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

+ 8
̺(ξ)

〈
∇χξ,∇

(
yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

)〉

g
, x ∈ Σ̊

∂νgH
j(x, ξ) = − 4

̺(ξ)
∂νg

(
yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

)
χξ −

4
̺(ξ)

yξ(x)j
|yξ|2

∂νgχξ, x ∈ ∂Σ
∫
Σ
Hj(x, ξ)dvg = − 4

̺(ξ)

∫
Σ

yξ(x)j
|yξ(x)|2

χξ(x)dvg

.

In addition, the convergences above are uniform for ξ in any compact subset of Σ̊ or ξ ∈ ∂Σ

and τ bounded away from zero.

Proof. We recall that

Ψ0
τ,ξ(x) =

2

τ

|yξ(x)|
2 − τ 2ρ2

|yξ(x)|2 + τ 2ρ2
=

2

τ

(
1−

2τ 2ρ2

|yξ(x)|2 + τ 2ρ2

)
, x ∈ U2r0(ξ).

Let ητ,ξ = PΨ0
τ,ξ − χξ

(
Ψ0

τ,ξ −
2
τ

)
. For x ∈ ∂Σ,

∂νg

(
χξ

(
Ψ0

τ,ξ(x)−
2

τ

))
= −∂νgχξ

4τρ2

|yξ(x)|2 + τ 2ρ2
+ χξ

8τρ2|yξ(x)|
2

(|yξ(x)|2 + τ 2ρ2)2
∂νg log |yξ(x)|.

If ξ ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgητ,ξ ≡ 0 in ∂Σ; if ξ ∈ ∂Σ, ∂νgητ,ξ = O(ρ2) on ∂Σ. By direct calculation, we have

∫
Σ
χξ

(
Ψ0

τ,ξ −
2
τ

)
dvg = 2

∫
Σ
χξ

τρ2

|yξ(x)|2+τ2ρ2
dvg(x) = 2τρ2

∫
Bξ

2r0

1
|y|2+τ2ρ2

eϕ̂ξ(y)dy

= 2τρ2
∫
Bξ

2r0

1
|y|2+τ2ρ2

dy + 2τρ2
∫
Bξ

2r0

1
|y|2+τ2ρ2

(eϕ̂ξ(y) − 1)dy

= O(ρ2 log ρ)
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and

(−∆g + β)ητ,ξ = (−∆g + β)
(
PΨ0

τ,ξ − χξ

(
Ψ0

τ,ξ −
2
τ

))

= (∆gχξ)
(
Ψ0

τ,ξ −
2
τ

)
+ 2〈∇χξ,∇Ψ0

τ,ξ〉g − ρ2χξe−ϕξeUτ,ξΨ0
τ,ξ + βχξ

4τρ2

|yξ|2+τ2ρ2

= βχξ
4τρ2

|yξ|2+τ2ρ2
+O(ρ2),

where we applied the fact for any fixed r > 0,
∫
|y|<r

τ2ρ2−|y|2

(τ2ρ2+|y|2)3
= O(ρ2) as ρ → 0. Via the

regularity theory in Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2, for any p > 1, there exists a constant C > 0

such that

‖ητ,ξ − ητ,ξ‖∞ ≤ C
(∥∥∂νgητ,ξ

∥∥
L∞(∂Σ)

+ ‖(−∆g + β)ητ,ξ‖Lp(Σ)

)
(27)

≤ C(ρ2 + βρ
2
p | log ρ|

1
p ).

We choose p ∈ (1, 2) such that α0 <
2
p
− 1, then ητ,ξ = O(ρ1+α0), uniformly in C(Σ). We

recall that

Ψj
τ,ξ(x) =

4yξ(x)j
τ 2ρ2 + |yξ(x)|2

, for any x ∈ U2r0(ξ).

If ξ ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgH
j(x, ξ) = 0 for any x ∈ ∂Σ. If ξ ∈ ∂Σ, for any x ∈ ∂Σ by direct calculation,

χξ(x)∂νg

(
yξ(x)1
|yξ(x)|2

)
= 0.

Denote ∂νgH
j(ξ, ξ) := 0, then ∂νgH

j(·, ξ) ∈ C∞(∂Σ). By Lemma A.1, there is a unique

solution to the problem (26) in C1,α(∂Σ) for any α ∈ (0, 1). Let

ζτ,ξ(x) = PΨj
τ,ξ(x)− χξ(x)Ψ

j
τ,ξ(x)− ̺(ξ)Hj(x, ξ).

Since
∫
B

ρ3yj
(ρ2+|y|2)3

dy = 0 for j = 1, 2 and B = Br or j = 1 and B = Br ∩ {y2 ≥ 0}, we have

the following estimates:

ρ2χξe−ϕξeUτ,ξΨj
τ,ξ =

∫

Bξ
2r0

8τ 2ρ2χ(|y|)yj
(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3

dy

=

∫

B

8τ 2ρ2yj
(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3

dy +O(ρ2) = O(ρ2),

(−∆g + β)ζτ,ξ = −
4τ 2ρ2(yξ)j

(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ|2)|yξ|2
∆gχξ − 8τ 2ρ2

〈
∇χξ,∇

(
(yξ)j

(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ|2)|yξ|2

)〉

g

−ρ2χξe−ϕξeUτ,ξΨj
τ,ξ + 4βχξ

τ 2ρ2(yξ)j
(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ|2)|yξ|2

= 4βχξ
τ 2ρ2(yξ)j

(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ|2)|yξ|2
+O(ρ2)
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and

∫

Σ

ζτ,ξdvg = 4

∫

Σ

χξ(x)
τ 2ρ2yξ(x)j

|yξ(x)|2(τ 2ρ2 + |yξ(x)|2)
dvg(x) = 4

∫

Bξ
2r0

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
eϕ̂ξ(y)

τ 2ρ2yj
|y|2(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)

.

If ξ ∈ Σ̊ and j = 1, 2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

B2r0

χ(|y|)
τ 2ρ2(eϕ̂ξ(y) − 1)yj
|y|2(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)

dy

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫

|y|<2r0

τ 2ρ2|D2ϕ̂ξ(0)y
2 + o(|y|3)|

|y|(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)
dy

= C

∫

|y|<
2r0
τρ

τ 3ρ3|y|(1 + τρo(|y|))

(1 + |y|2)
dy ≤ C2π

∫ 2r0
τρ

0

τ 3ρ3r2

(1 + r2)
dr = O(ρ2).

In this case, we have

∫

Σ

ζτ,ξdvg = 4

∫

B2r0 (0)

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
eϕ̂ξ(y)

τ 2ρ2yj
|y|2(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)

dy

= −4

∫

B2r0

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
τ 2ρ2yj

|y|2(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)
dy +

∫

B2r0

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
(eϕ̂ξ(y) − 1)

τ 2ρ2yj
|y|2(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)

dy = O(ρ2).

For ξ ∈ ∂Σ and j = 1

∣∣∫
Σ
ζτ,ξdvg

∣∣ = 4
∣∣∣
∫
Bξ

2r0

χ
(

|y|
r0

)
eϕ̂ξ(y) τ2ρ2yj

|y|2(τ2ρ2+|y|2)
dy
∣∣∣

= O(ρ2),

then, it follows for ξ ∈ ∂Σ,
∫
Σ
ζτ,ξdvg = O(ρ2). If ξ ∈ Σ̊, ∂νgζτ,ξ(x) ≡ 0 for any x ∈ ∂Σ. If

x ∈ ∂Σ, by calculation, we deduce that

∂νgζτ,ξ(x) = −∂νgχξ(Ψ
j
τ,ξ + ̺(ξ)Hj(x, ξ))− χξ∂νg

(
Ψj

τ,ξ + ̺(ξ)Hj(x, ξ)
)

= (∂νgχξ)
4τ2ρ2yξ(x)j

(τ2ρ2+|yξ(x)|2)|yξ(x)|2
+ χξ∂νg

4τ2ρ2yξ(x)j
(τ2ρ2+|yξ(x)|2)|yξ(x)|2

= O(ρ2).

Applying the regularity theory in Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2, for any p ∈ (1, 2), we deduce

that

‖ζτ,ξ − ζτ,ξ‖∞ ≤ C
(∥∥∂νgζτ,ξ

∥∥
L∞(∂Σ)

+ ‖(−∆g + β)ζτ,ξ‖Lp(Σ)

)
≤ C(ρ2 + βρ

1
p ).

We take p ∈ (0, 1) such that α0 =
1
p
. Then as ρ→ 0, we have

ητ,ξ = O(ρα0)

uniformly in C(Σ).
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Remark B.1. ∂τPUτ,ξ = PΨ0
τ,ξ by the uniqueness of the solution to the problem (12). However,

∂ξjPUτ,ξ 6= PΨj
τ,ξ. Analog to the proof of Lemma B.3, we can obtain the following expansion,

for any α0 ∈ (0, 1),

(28) ∂ξjPUτ,ξ = ∂ξj (χξUτ,ξ) + ̺(ξ)∂ξjH
g
ξ +O(ρα0)(ρ→ 0),

in C(Σ), which is uniformly convergent for ξ in any compact subset of Σ̊ or ξ ∈ ∂Σ and τ in

any compact subset of (0,∞).

Indeed, we notice that for any y ∈ U2r0(ξ) as y → 0

∂ξj |yξ(x)|
2
∣∣
x=y−1

ξ (y)
= −2yj +O(|y|3).

Let ζ∗τ,ξ = ∂ξjPUτ,ξ − ∂ξj (χξUτ,ξ)− ̺(ξ)∂ξjH
g(x, ξ). It is easy to obtain

(−∆g + β)ζ∗τ,ξ = −β∂ξj (χξUτ,ξ + 4χξ log |yξ|) +O(ρ2| log ρ|), in Σ̊

∫

Σ

ζ∗τ,ξdvg = O(ρ2| log ρ|),

and ∂ξζ
∗
τ,ξ = O(ρ2) on ∂Σ. Applying the regularity theory in Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2, we

have

ζ∗τ,ξ = O(ρ2| log ρ| + βρ
1
p ),

for any p ∈ (1, 2). We take p ∈ (1, 2) such that α0 =
1
p
, then we deduce (28).

The following lemma shows asymptotic “orthogonality” properties of PΨj
i .

Lemma B.4. For any α0 ∈ (0, 1), we have as ρ→ 0 for j, i = 0, 1, 2 for ξ ∈ Σ̊ and i, j = 0, 1

for ξ ∈ ∂Σ,

〈PΨi
τ,ξ, PΨ

j
τ,ξ〉 =





8̺(ξ)Di

πτ2
δij +O(ρα0) when i or j = 0

8̺(ξ)Di

πτ2ρ2
δij +O(ρα0−1) otherwise

,

and

〈PΨi
τ0,ξ0

, PΨj
τ1,ξ1

〉 =





O(ρα0) when i or j = 0

O(ρα0−1) otherwise
,

where three different points ξ, ξ0, ξ1 ∈ Σ and uniformly in τ, τ 0, τ 1 are bounded away from zero

and the δij is the Kronecker symbol, and D0 =
∫
R2

1−|y|2

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

∫
R2

|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy.
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Proof.

〈PΨi
τ,ξ, PΨ

j
τ,ξ〉 =

∫

Σ

ρ2χξ(x)e
−ϕξeUτ,ξΨi

τ,ξPΨ
j
τ,ξdvg(x)

=

∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξ)

+

∫

Σ\U2r0 (ξ)

ρ2χξ(x)e
−ϕξeUτ,ξΨi

τ,ξPΨ
j
τ,ξdvg(x).

For i = j = 0, by Lemma B.3,

∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξ)

ρ2χξ(x)e
−ϕξeUτ,ξΨ0

τ,ξPΨ
0
τ,ξdvg(x)

= 16τρ2
∫

Bξ
2r0

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
|y|2 − τ 2ρ2

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3



−
4τρ2χ

(
|y|
r0

)

τ 2ρ2 + |y|2
+O(ρ1+α0)



 dy

=
64

τ 2

∫

1
τρ

Bξ
r0

1− |y|2

(1 + |y|2)4
+O(ρ1+α0).

Considering that 64
τ2

∫
1
τρ

Bξ
r0

1−|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
= 8̺(ξ)

τ2π

∫
R2

1−|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy +O(ρ2), as ρ→ 0,

〈PΨ0
τ,ξ, PΨ

0
τ,ξ〉 =

∫

Σ

ρ2χξ(x)e
−ϕξeUτ,ξΨ0

τ,ξPΨ
0
τ,ξdvg(x) =

8̺(ξ)D0

πτ 2
+O(ρ1+α0),

where D0 =
∫
R2

1−|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy.

Similarly, for j = 0 and i = 1, 2 for ξ ∈ Σ̊ and i = 1 for ξ ∈ ∂Σ, we have

〈PΨi
τ,ξ, PΨ

0
τ,ξ〉 = ρ2

∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξ)

χξ(x)e
−ϕξ(x)eUτ,ξΨi

τ,ξPΨ
0
τ,ξdvg(x)

= 32τ 2ρ2
∫

Bξ
2r0

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
yi

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3


−

4τρ2χ
(

|y|
r0

)

τ 2ρ2 + |y|2

+O(ρ1+α0)
)
dy

= O(ρα0).
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Applying Lemma B.3, for ξ ∈ Σ̊ we have

ρ2
∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξ)

χξ(x)e
−ϕξ(x)eUτ,ξΨi

τ,ξPΨ
j
τ,ξdvg(x)

= 32τ 2ρ2
∫

Bξ
2r0

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
yi

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3

(
χ

(
|y|

r0

)
4yj

τ 2ρ2 + |y|2

+̺(ξ)Hj(y−1
ξ (y), ξ) +O(ρα0)

)
dy

=
128

τ 2ρ2

∫

1
τρ

Bξ
r0

yiyj
(1 + |y|2)4

dy +

∫

Bξ
r0

32τ 2ρ2̺(ξ)yi
(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3

(Hj(y−1
ξ (y), ξ)−Hj(ξ, ξ))dy

+32τ 2ρ2̺(ξ)Hj(ξ, ξ)

∫

Bξ
r0

yi
(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3

dy +O(ρα0−1)

=
128

τ 2ρ2

∫

1
τρ

Bξ
r0

yiyj
(1 + |y|2)4

dy +O

(∫

Bξ
r0

32τ 2ρ2|y|2

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3
dy

)
+O(ρα0−1)

=
8̺(ξ)Di

πτ 2ρ2
δij +O(ρα0−1)(ρ→ 0),

where Di =
∫
R2

|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy. For ξ ∈ ∂Σ, applying Lemma B.3 again,

ρ2
∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξ)

eUτ,ξΨ1
τ,ξPΨ

1
τ,ξdvg(x)

=

∫

Bξ
2r0

χ

(
|y|

r0

)
32τ 2ρ2y1

(τ 2ρ2 + |y|2)3



4χ
(

|y|
r0

)
y1

τ 2ρ2 + |y|2
+ ̺(ξ)H1(y−1

ξ (y), ξ) +O(ρα0)




=
128

τ 2ρ2

∫

1
τρ

Bξ
r0

y21
(1 + |y|2)4

+O(ρα0−1).

We observe that
∣∣∣ 128
τ2ρ2

∫
1
τρ

Bξ
r0

y21
(1+|y|2)4

− 128
τ2ρ2

∫
R2
+

y21
(1+|y|2)4

∣∣∣ ≤ 128
τ2ρ2

∫
R2
+\ 1

τρ
Bξ

r0

1
(1+|y|2)3

dy

≤ O(ρ2),

and

ρ2
∫

Σ\U2r0 (ξ)

χξ(x)e
−ϕξ(x)eUτ,ξΨi

τ,ξPΨ
j
τ,ξdvg = O(ρ2‖PΨj

τ,ξ‖) = O(ρ)(ρ→ 0),

for i, j ∈ {1, 2}, if ξ ∈ Σ̊, i, j = 1, 2, and if ξ ∈ ∂Σ, i, j = 1. Thus we have

〈PΨi
τ,ξ, PΨ

j
τ,ξ〉 =

8̺(ξ)Di

πτ 2ρ2
δij +O(ρα0−1).

By assumption, r0 > 0 sufficiently small such that

U2r0(ξ0) ∩ U2r0(ξ1) = ∅,
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and for l = 0, 1, if ξl ∈ Σ, U2r0(ξl) ⊂⊂ Σ.

〈PΨi
τ0,ξ0

, PΨj
τ1,ξ1

〉 =

∫

Σ\U2r0 (ξ0)

+

∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξ0)

ρ2χξ0e
−ϕξeUτ0,ξ0Ψi

τ0,ξ0
PΨj

τ1,ξ1
dvg.

As ρ→ 0, we have

∫

Σ\U2r0 (ξ0)

ρ2χξ0(x)e
−ϕξ(x)eUτ0,ξ0Ψi

τ0,ξ0
PΨj

τ1,ξ1
dvg = O(ρ2‖PΨj

τ1,ξ1
‖) = O(ρ).

By Lemma B.3, for j 6= 0

∫
U2r0(ξ0)∩Σ

ρ2χξ0e
−ϕξ0 eUτ0,ξ0Ψi

τ0,ξ0
PΨj

τ1,ξ1
dvg

=
∫
U2r0(ξ0)

ρ2χξ0e
−ϕξ0 eUτ0,ξ0Ψi

τ0,ξ0

(
χξ1

4yξ1 (x)j
τ2ρ2+|yξ1 (x)|

2 + ̺(ξ1)H
j(x, ξ1) +O(ρα0)

)

= ̺(ξi)H
j(ξ0, ξ1)

∫
U2r0 (ξ0)

ρ2χξ0e
−ϕξ0eUτ0,ξ0Ψi

τ0,ξ0
dvg

+O
(∫

U2r0 (ξ0)
ρ2χξ0e

−ϕξ0 e
Uτ0,ξ0Ψi

τ0,ξ0
(|yξ0|+ ρα0)dvg

)

= O(ρα0−1);

for j = 0,

∫
U2r0 (ξ0)∩Σ

ρ2χξ0e
−ϕξ0 eUτ0,ξ0Ψi

τ0,ξ0
PΨj

τ1,ξ1
dvg

=
∫
U2r0 (ξ0)

ρ2χξ0e
−ϕξ0 e

Uτ0,ξ0Ψi
τ0,ξ0

(
−χξ1

4τρ2

τ2ρ2+|yξ1 |
2 +O(ρα0+1)

)

= O(ρα0).

Therefore for any ξ1 6= ξ0,

〈PΨi
τ0,ξ0

, PΨj
τ1,ξ1

〉 =




O(ρα0) when i or j = 0

O(ρα0−1) otherwise
.

Remark B.2. Analogue to the proof in Lemma C.1, for any α0 ∈ (0, 1), we have as ρ→ 0 for

j, i = 1, 2 for ξ ∈ Σ̊ and i, j = 0, 1 for ξ ∈ ∂Σ,

〈PΨi
τ,ξ, ∂ξjPUτ,ξ〉 =

8̺(ξ)Di

πτ 2ρ2
δij +O(ρα0−1),

and

〈PΨi
τ0,ξ0

, ∂ξjPUτ1,ξ1〉 =




O(ρα0) when i or j = 0

O(ρα0−1) otherwise
,

where three different points ξ, ξ0, ξ1 ∈ Σ and uniformly in τ, τ 0, τ 1 are bounded away from zero

and the δij is the Kronecker symbol, and D0 =
∫
R2

1−|y|2

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

∫
R2

|y|2

(1+|y|2)4
dy.
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C

In the next two parts, we consider ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) in a compact subset of D .

This part gives some technical lemmas to prove Proposition 3.1 which reduces the problem

into a finite-dimensional problem.

Lemma C.1. Let ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) in a compact subset of Σ̊k × (∂Σ)m−k \∆. For any p ≥ 1,

there is a positive constant c := c(p) such that for any ρ > 0,

∣∣∣∣∣ρ
2V e

∑m
i=1 PUi − ρ2

m∑

i=1

χie
Ui

∣∣∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)

≤ cρ
2−p
p ,

where p ∈ (1, 2).

Proof. Let D ⊂ D be a compact subset. Then there exists δ > 0 such that D ⊂Mδ. There is

a uniform r0 > 0 for any ξ ∈Mδ. By calculation,

∫

Σ

|ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi − ρ2
m∑

i=1

χie
Ui|pdvg

=

m∑

i=1

∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξ)

|ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi − ρ2
m∑

h=1

χhe
Uh |pdvg

+

∫

Σ\∪m
i=1U2r0 (ξ)

|ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi − ρ2
m∑

h=1

χhe
Uh|pdvg,

and as ρ → 0,
∫
Σ\∪m

i=1U2r0 (ξ)
|ρ2V e

∑m
i=1 PUi − ρ2

∑m
h=1 χhe

Uh |pdvg(x) = O(ρ2p). By Lemma B.1,

for any x ∈ U2r0(ξh)

m∑

i=1

PUi − χhUh

=

(
∑

i 6=h

̺(ξi)G
g(ξh, ξi) + ̺(ξh)H

g(ξh, ξh)− log(8τ 2h)

)
+O(|yξh(x)|+ ρ1+α0)

= − log V (ξh) +O(ρ1+α0 + |yξh(x)|).
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Hence,
∫

U2r0 (ξh)∩Σ

|ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi − ρ2χhe
Uh|pdvg(x)

=

∫

Ur0(ξh)∩Σ

∣∣∣ρ2eUh(e
∑m

i=1 PUi−χhUh+log V (x) − 1)
∣∣∣
p

dvg(x) +O(ρ2p)

= O

(∫

Ur0(ξh)∩Σ

ρ2pepUh(|yξh(x)|+ ρ1+α0)pdvg(x)

)
+O(ρ2p)

= O

(∫

B
ξh
r0

(
8τ 2hρ

2(|y|+ ρ1+α0)

(τ 2hρ
2 + |y|2)2

)p

dy + ρ2p

)

= O(ρ2−p),

where p ∈ (1, 2).

Lemma C.2. For any p ≥ 1 and r > 1, there are positive constants c1, c2 such that for any

ρ > 0, the following estimates hold for any φ1, φ2 ∈ H
1
.

(29) |ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi(eφ1 − 1− φ1)|Lp(Σ) ≤ c1e
c2‖φ1‖2ρ

(2−2pr)
pr ‖φ1‖

2,

and

|ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUi(eφ1 − eφ2 − (φ1 − φ2))|Lp(Σ)(30)

≤ c1e
c2(‖φ1‖2+‖φ2‖2)ρ

(2−2pr)
pr (‖φ1‖+ ‖φ2‖)‖φ1 − φ2‖.

Proof. By the mean value theorem, for some s ∈ (0, 1)

|(eφ1 − eφ2 − (φ1 − φ2)| ≤
∣∣esφ1+(1−s)φ2 − 1

∣∣ |φ1 − φ2| ≤ e|φ1|+|φ2||φ1 − φ2|(|φ1|+ |φ2|).

Applying the Hölder inequality, Sobolev inequality and Moser-Trudinger inequality, we deduce

that
(∫

Σ

V pep
∑m

i=1 PUi|eφ1 − eφ2 − (φ1 − φ2)|
pdvg

)1/p

≤ C

2∑

h=1

(∫

Σ

V pep
∑m

i=1 PUi(e|φ1|+|φ2||φ1 − φ2||φh|)
pdvg

)1/p

≤ C

2∑

h=1

(∫

Σ

V prepr
∑m

i=1 PUidvg

) 1
pr
(∫

Σ

eps(|φ1|+|φ2|)dvg

) 1
ps

(∫

Σ

|φ1 − φ2|
pt|φh|

ptdvg

) 1
pt

≤ C
2∑

h=1

(∫

Σ

V prepr
∑m

i=1 PUidvg(x)

) 1
pr

e
ps
8π

(‖φ1‖2+‖φ2‖2)‖φ1 − φ2‖‖φh‖,
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where r, s, t ∈ (1,+∞), 1
r
+ 1

s
+ 1

t
= 1. By Lemma B.1,

∫

∪m
i=1U2r0 (ξi)

V prepr
∑m

i=1 PUidvg(x)

=
m∑

i=1

∫

U2r0 (ξi)

exp

{
prχiUi + pr

(
∑

h 6=i

Gg(ξi, ξh) + ̺(ξi)H
g(ξi, ξi)

+ log V (ξi)− log(8τ 2i )
)
+O(ρ1+α0 + |yξi(x)|)

}
dvg(x)

≤ C

(
m∑

i=1

∫

U2r0 (ξi)

eprχiUi(1 +O(ρ1+α0 + |yξi(x)|))dvg(x)

)

≤ C

(
m∑

i=1

∫

B
ξi
2r0

eϕ̂ξi
(y)

(
8τ 2i

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)2

)pr

(1 +O(ρ1+α0 + |y|))dy

)

≤ Cρ2−4pr.

By the definition of PUi, PUi = O(1) constant in Σ \ U2r0(ξi). It follows that∑

Σ\∪m
i=1U2r0 (ξi)

epr
∑m

i=1 PUi = O(1).

Therefore the estimate (30) holds and if we take φ2 ≡ 0, we obtain the estimate (29).

D

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Assume the conclusion in Lemma 3.1 does not hold. Then there

exists ξ ∈Mδ ⊂ D for some small δ > 0, a sequence ρn → 0 and φn ∈ K⊥
ξ with ‖φn‖ = 1 and

‖Lρn
ξ (φ)‖ = o( 1

| log ρn|
). To simplify the notations, we use ρ instead of ρn and φ instead of φn.

(31) φ− i∗(ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUiφ) = ψ + w,

where ψ ∈ K⊥
ξ and w ∈ Kξ. Then ‖ψ‖ = o( 1

| log ρ|
) → 0(ρ → 0). It is equivalent that φ solves

the following problem in the weak sense,
{
(−∆g + β)φ =ρ2V e

∑m
i=1 PUiφ− ρ2V e

∑m
i=1 PUiφ+ (−∆g + β)(ψ + w), in Σ̊,

∂νgφ =0, on ∂Σ.

Step 1. ‖w‖ = o(1)(ρ→ 0).

Given that w ∈ Kξ, we have w =
∑m

i=1

∑Ji
j=1 cijPΨ

j
i . Consider the inner product of

equation (31) with PΨj′

i′ , leading to the following equation:

〈φ, PΨj′

i′ 〉 −

∫

Σ

PΨj′

i′

(
ρ2V e

∑m
i=1 PUiφ−

1

|Σ|g

∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

i=1 PUiφdvg

)
dvg

= 〈ψ, PΨj′

i′ 〉+ 〈w, PΨj′

i′ 〉.
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Since PΨj′

i′ ∈ H
1
and φ ∈ K⊥

ξ , we have
∫
Σ
PΨj′

i′ dvg = 0 and 〈ψ, PΨj′

i′ 〉 = 〈φ, PΨj′

i′ 〉 = 0. It

follows

(32) − ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

i=1 PUiφPΨj′

i′ dvg =

m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

cij〈PΨ
j
i , PΨ

j′

i′ 〉.

Applying Lemma B.4, the right-hand side of the equation (32) equals

8̺(ξi′)D1

πτ 2i′ρ
2
ci′j′ +O(ρα0−1

m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|).

The left-hand side of equation (32) can be expanded as follows:

∫
Σ
ρ2
(∑m

i=1 χie
Ui − V e

∑m
i=1 PUi

)
PΨj′

i′φdvg −
∑m

i=1

∫
Σ
ρ2χie

Ui(PΨj′

i′ − χi′Ψ
j′

i′ )φdvg

−ρ2
∫
Σ
χ2
i′(−e

−ϕi′ + 1)eUi′Ψj′

i′φdvg − ρ2
∫
Σ
χ2
i′e

−ϕi′eUi′Ψj′

i′φdvg.

Since ‖φ‖ = 1 and φ ∈ K⊥
ξ ,
∫
Σ
ρ2χ2

i′e
−ϕi′eUi′Ψj′

i′φ = O(ρ2)+〈PΨj′

i′ , φ〉 = O(ρ2). By calculation,

we have
∣∣∣∣ρ

2

∫

Σ

(e−ϕi′ − 1)χi′e
Ui′Ψj′

i′ dvg

∣∣∣∣ ≤ O

(∫

|y|≤2r0

τ 2i ρ
2|y|3dy

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)3

)
= O(ρ).

Applying Lemma B.4 and Lemma C.1,

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Σ

ρ2(

m∑

i=1

χie
Ui − V e

∑m
i=1 PUi)PΨj′

i′φdvg

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∣∣∣∣∣ρ
2(

m∑

i=1

χie
Ui − V e

∑m
i=1 PUi)

∣∣∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)

|φ|Lq(Σ)‖PΨ
j′

i′ ‖

≤ O(ρ
2−p
p

−1) = O(ρ
2(1−p)

p ),

where 1
p
+ 1

q
< 1 and C > 0 is a constant. Further, Lemma B.3 implies PΨj′

i′ − χi′Ψ
j′

i′ =

O(1)(ρ→ 0). And applying Lemma B.2, for any i = 1, · · · , m

∣∣∣∣ρ
2

∫

Σ

χie
Uiφ(PΨj′

i′ − χi′Ψ
j′

i′ )dvg

∣∣∣∣ ≤ O(|ρ2χie
Ui|Lp(Σ)|φ|Lq(Σ))

≤ O(ρ
2(1−p)

p )(ρ→ 0).

Combining these estimates, we conclude

8̺(ξi′)Di′

πτ 2i′ρ
2

ci′j′ +O

(
ρα0−1

m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij|

)
=O(ρ

2(1−p)
p )(ρ→ 0).
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Then |ci′j′|=O(ρ
2
p )(ρ→ 0), where p ∈ (1, 2). So

(33)

m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij| = O(ρ
2
p )

by the arbitrariness of i′ and j′. Lemma B.4 and (33) yield that

‖w‖2 =

∥∥∥∥∥

m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

cijPΨ
j
i

∥∥∥∥∥

2

= O

(
m∑

i=1

Ji∑

j=1

|cij |
2 1

ρ2
+O(ρα0−1)

)
≤O(ρ

4
p
−2).

Hence, it follows that as ρ→ 0, ‖w‖ = O(ρ
2−p
p ) → 0 for any p ∈ (1, 2).

Step 2. 〈φ, PΨ0
i 〉 → 0(ρ→ 0).

Following the construction in [16] and [15], we define

ωi(y) =
4

3τi
log(τ 2i ρ

2 + |y|2)
τ 2i ρ

2 − |y|2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2

+
8

3τi

τ 2i ρ
2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2

,

and

ti(y) = −2
τ 2i ρ

2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2

.

And we observe that ωi(y), ti(y) satisfies the following equations respectively,

−∆ωi − ρ2euτi,0ωi = ρ2euτi,0ψ0
τi,0

in R
2

and

−∆ti − ρ2euτi,0ti = ρ2euτi,0 in R
2.

∫

R2

|∇ωi|
2 =M2

i (1 + o(1))(log ρ)2,

∫

R2

|∇ti|
2 = O(1), as ρ→ 0

with Mi =
32
3τi

(∫
R2

|y|2

(1+|y|2)4

)1/2
. Let

ui(x) = χi(x)

(
ωi(yξi(x)) +

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg(ξi, ξi)ti(yξi(x))

)
, for all x ∈ U2r0(ξi).

The projection Pui ∈ H
1
from ui is given by

(34)





(−∆g + β)Pui = −χi∆gui(x) + χi∆gui(x) x ∈ Σ̊

∂νgPui = 0 x ∈ ∂Σ
∫
Σ
Pui = 0

.
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Let us consider ηi = ui−Pui+
2̺(ξi)
3τi

Hg(x, ξi). The integral of ηi over Σ is given by
∫
Σ
ηidvg =

O(ρ2 log2 ρ). If ξi ∈ Σ̊, we have ∂νgηi ≡ 0 in ∂Σ. For ξi ∈ ∂Σ, |∂νgηi(x)|Lp(∂Σ) = O(ρ
1
p | log ρ|).

In view of
∫
R2

1−|y|2

(1+|y|2)3
log(1 + |y|2)dy = −π

2
, and

∫
R2

2
(1+|y|2)3

dy =
∫
R2

1
(1+|y|2)2

dy = π,

|(−∆g + β)ηi|Lp(Σ) = O(ρ
1
p | log ρ|).

By the Lp-theory,

‖ηi − ηi‖W 2,p(Σ) ≤ C
(∣∣∂νgηi

∣∣
Lp(∂Σ)

+ |(−∆g + β)ηi|Lp(Σ)

)
≤ Cρ

1
p | log ρ|,

for any p > 1. Applying Sobolev’s embedding theory, |ηi − ηi|Cγ(Σ) ≤ Cρ
1
p | log ρ|, for any

γ ∈ (0, 2(1− 1
p
)). Choosing p ∈ (1, 2], we deduce that

|ηi| ≤ O(ρ
1
p | log ρ|).(35)

Moreover, for any x ∈ Σ \ {ξi}, the following inequality holds:

(36)

∣∣∣∣Pui(x)−
2̺(ξi)

3τi
Gg(x, ξi)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ O(ρ
1
p | log ρ|).

Additionally, ‖Pui‖
2 is computed directly as

‖Pui‖
2 = 〈Pui, Pui〉 = −

∫

Σ

χi

(
ui +

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg

ξi
+O(ρ

1
p | log ρ|)

)
∆gui

= O(| log ρ|2)(ρ→ 0).

Thus

‖Pui‖ = O(| log ρ|)(ρ→ 0).(37)

Applying Pui as a test function for (31),

〈Pui, φ〉 −

∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφPuidvg = 〈Pui, w + ψ〉.

Considering

|〈Pui, w + ψ〉| ≤ ‖Pui‖(‖w‖+ ‖h‖) ≤ ‖Pui‖o

(
1

| log ρ|

)
= o(1),

we deduce that

〈Pui, φ〉 −

∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφPuidvg(x) = o(1).(38)
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By (34) and ‖φ‖ = 1 with the Hölder inequality,

〈Pui, φ〉 =

∫

Σ

(−χi∆gui + χi∆gui)φdvg(39)

=

∫

Σ

ρ2eUiuidvg +

∫

Σ

ρ2e−ϕieUiΨ0
idvg

+

∫

Σ

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg(ξi, ξi)ρ

2χie
−ϕieUiφdvg +O(ρ2)

=

∫

Σ

ρ2eUiuidvg +

∫

Σ

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg(ξi, ξi)ρ

2χi(e
−ϕi − 1)eUiφdvg

+

∫

Σ

2̺(ξi)

3τi
(Hg(ξi, ξi)−Hg(x, ξi))ρ

2χie
Uiφdvg

+

∫

Σ

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg(x, ξi)ρ

2χie
Uiφdvg + 〈Pψ0

i , φ〉+O(ρ2)

=

∫

Σ

ρ2eUiuidvg +

∫

Σ

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg(x, ξi)ρ

2χie
Uiφdvg + 〈PΨ0

i , φ〉+O(ρ
2−q
q ),

for any q ∈ (1, 2). On the other hand, (B.2) and (35) with the Hölder inequality yield that

∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφPuidvg =

∫

Σ

ρ2χiV e
Ui(1 +O(|yξi(x)|+ ρα0+1))(40)

·

(
ui +

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg

ξi
+O(ρ

1
p | log ρ|)

)
φdvg

=

∫

Σ

ρ2eUiuidvg +

∫

Σ

2̺(ξi)

3τi
Hg(x, ξi)ρ

2χie
Uiφdvg

+O(ρ
1
p
+2( 1

s
−1)),

for any s ∈ (1, 2). We choose s, p sufficiently close to 1 such that 1
p
+ 2(1

s
− 1) > 0. Then (39)

and (40) imply that 〈PΨ0
i , φ〉 = o(1), as ρ→ 0.

Step 3. Construct a contradiction.

Define the following space for ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ Mδ. We denote that Ri = R
2 if 1 ≤ i ≤ k;

Ri = R
2
+ := {y ∈ R

2 : y2 ≥ 0} if k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Let πN be the stereographic projection

through the north pole for the standard unit sphere in R
3. We denote that Si = πN (Ri) for

i = 1, · · · , m. We define

Li :=

{
Ψ :

∣∣∣∣
Ψ

1 + |y|2

∣∣∣∣
L2(Ri)

< +∞

}
,

and

Hi :=

{
Ψ : |∇Ψ|L2(Ri) +

∣∣∣∣
Ψ

1 + |y|2

∣∣∣∣
L2(Ri)

<∞

}
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The associated norms are defined as the following,

‖Ψ‖Li
:=

∣∣∣∣
Ψ

1 + |y|2

∣∣∣∣
L2(Ri)

and ‖Ψ‖Hi
:= |∇Ψ|L2(Ri) +

∣∣∣∣
Ψ

1 + |y|2

∣∣∣∣
L2(Ri)

.

The maps

Li → L2(Si) : Ψ 7→ Ψ ◦ πN(41)

and Hi → H1(Si) : Ψ 7→ Ψ ◦ πN are isometric. Let Ωρ
i := 1

τiρ
Bξi

2r0 , φ
ρ
i (x) = φ(y−1

ξi
(τiρy)) and

χρ
i (y) = χ(τiρ|y|). Consider

φ̃ρ
i =




φρ
iχ

ρ
i y ∈ Ωρ

i

0 y ∈ Ri \ Ω
ρ
i

.

By Lemma C.1, we have

m∑

h=1

ρ2
∫

Σ

χhe
Uhφ2dvg = ρ2

∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφ2dvg

+O

(∫

Σ

ρ2|
m∑

h=1

χhe
Uh − V e

∑m
h=1 PUh|φ2dvg

)

≤ ρ2
∫

Σ

e
∑m

h=1 PUhφ2

+O



∣∣∣∣∣ρ

2

(
m∑

h=1

χhe
Uh − V e

∑m
h=1 PUh

)∣∣∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)

|φ2|Lq(Σ)




= ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφ2dvg +O(ρ
2−p
p )

= ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφ2dvg + o(1)(ρ→ 0),

where p ∈ (1, 2) and 1
p
+ 1

q
= 1. On the other hand, we take the inner product of (31) with φ,

since ‖φ‖ = 1 and ‖ψ‖ = o( 1
log ρ

),

ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφ2dvg = 〈φ, φ〉 − 〈w + ψ, φ〉 = 1 + o(1).

m∑

i=1

ρ2
∫

Σ

χie
Uiφ2dvg =

m∑

i=1

∫

B
ξi
2r0

8τ 2i ρ
2χ2(|y|/r0)

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)2

(φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(τiρy))

2dy +O(ρ2)

= 8
m∑

i=1

∫

Ri

|φ̃ρ
i (y)|

2

(1 + |y|2)2
dy +O(ρ2).
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∫

Ωρ
i

|∇φ̃ρ
i |

2dy =

∫

1
τiρ

B
ξi
2r0

|χρ
i∇φ

ρ
i + φρ

i∇χ
ρ
i |

2dy

= O

(∫

B
ξi
2r0

(|∇φi(y
−1
ξi
(y))|2 + |φ(y−1

ξi
(y))|2)dy

)

= O

(∫

Σ

|∇φ|2gdvg +

∫

Σ

e−ϕi|φ(x)|2dvg

)

= O (‖φ‖) = O(1).

Hence φ̃ρ
i is bounded in Hi. We observe that Hi compactly embeds into Li. Up to a subse-

quence, as ρ→ 0, φ̃ρ
i → φ̃0

i weakly in Hi and strongly in Li.

m∑

i=1

‖φ̃0
i ‖

2
Li

=
1

8
.(42)

For any h ∈ C∞
c (R2), assume that supp h ⊂ BR0(0). If τiρ < r0

R0
, then supp ∇χ

(
|y|
r0

)
∩

supp h
(

1
τiρ
y
)
= ∅. For any Φ ∈ H

1
,

0 =

∫

B
ξi
2r0

Φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(y)∇χ

(
|y|

r0

)
· ∇h

(
1

τiρ
y

)
dy(43)

=

∫

B
ξi
2r0

h

(
1

τiρ
y

)
∇(Φ ◦ y−1

ξi
(y)) · ∇χ

(
|y|

r0

)
dy.

In (43), we take Φ = φ, w and ψ, respectively.

Claim. for any ‖h‖ := (
∫
R2 |∇h|

2 + |h|2)
1
2 ≤ 1 and h ∈ C∞

c (R2),

∫

Σ

χih
2

(
1

τiρ
yξi(x)

)
dvg(x) = O(ρ2)(ρ→ 0)(44)

and
∫

Σ

χi

∣∣∣∣∇h
(

1

τiρ
yξi(x)

)∣∣∣∣
2

g

dvg(x) = O(1)(ρ→ 0).(45)

Indeed, ∫
Σ
χih

2
(

1
τiρ
yξi(y)

)
dvg(x) =

∫
B

ξi
2r0

eϕ̂i(y)χ
(

|y|
r0

)
h2
(

1
τiρ
y
)
dy

≤ O
(
ρ2
∫
Ωρ

i
|h (y) |2dy

)

≤ O(ρ2)‖h‖ = O(ρ2).
∫
Σ
χi

∣∣∣∇h
(

1
τiρ
yξi(y)

)∣∣∣
2

g
dvg(x) =

∫
B

ξi
2r0

χ
(

|y|
r0

) ∣∣∣∇h
(

1
τiρ
y
)∣∣∣ dy

≤ O
(∫

Ωρ
i
|∇h (y) |dy

)
≤ O(1).
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The claim above concluded.

Combining the result in Step 1 and ‖ψ‖ = o( 1
| log ρ|

),

(46) ‖w‖+ ‖ψ‖ = o(1)(ρ→ 0).

Assume that 0 < ρ < r0
τiR0

, as ρ→ 0

∫

Ri

∇φ̃ρ
i∇hdy =

∫

B
ξi
2r0

∇

(
χ

(
|y|

r0

)
φ ◦ y−1

ξi
(y)

)
· ∇h

(
1

τiρ
y

)
dy

(43)
=

∫

B
ξi
2r0

∇φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(y) · ∇

(
χ

(
|y|

r0

)
h

(
1

τiρ
y

))
dy

=

∫

Σ

〈
∇φ,∇

(
χi(x)h

(
1

τiρ
yξi(x)

))〉

g

dvg

(31)
= −β

∫

Σ

χih

(
1

τiρ
yξi(x)

)
φdvg +

∫

Σ

ρ2χiV e
∑m

h=1 PUhφh

(
1

τiρ
yξi(x)

)
dvg(x)

−
1

|Σ|g

∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφdvg(x)

∫

Σ

χih

(
1

τiρ
yξi(x)

)
dvg(x)

+

∫

Σ

〈
∇(w + ψ),∇

(
χi(x)h

(
1

τiρ
yξi(x)

))〉

g

dvg

= −τ 2i ρ
2β

∫

Ri

φ̃ρ
i (y)h(y)dy +

∫

Σ

ρ2χiV e
∑m

h=1 PUhφh

(
1

τiρ
yξi(x)

)
dvg(x)

−τ 2i ρ
2

∫

Σ

ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUhφdvg(x)

∫

Ri

χ

(
τiρ|y|

r0

)
eϕi(τiρy)h(y)dy + o(1),

for any h ∈ C∞
c (R2) with ‖h‖ ≤ 1. By the Hölder inequality and Lemma C.1,

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ri

φ̃ρ
i (y)h(y)dy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖φ̃ρ
i (y)‖Li

(∫

Ri

(1 + |y|2)2|h(y)|dy

)1
2

≤ C‖φ̃ρ
i (y)‖Li

‖h‖,

where C > 0 is a constant depending on R0, and

∣∣∣∣ρ
2

∫

Σ

ρ2χiV e
∑m

h=1 PUhφ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ρ2
∣∣∣ρ2χiV e

∑m
h=1 PUh

∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)

‖φ‖

≤ ρ2




∣∣∣∣∣ρ

2χiV e
∑m

h=1 PUh − ρ2
m∑

i=1

χie
Ui

∣∣∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)

+

∣∣∣∣∣ρ
2

m∑

i=1

χie
Ui

∣∣∣∣∣
Lp(Σ)



 ‖φ‖

= O
(
ρ

2
p‖φ‖

)
.
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Applying Lemma B.1 and (13),

(47)

∫
Σ
ρ2χiV e

∑m
h=1 PUhφh

(
1
τiρ
yξi(x)

)
dvg(x)

=
∫
U2r0 (ξi)

8τ2i ρ
2χi

(

τ2i ρ
2+|yξi |

2
)2 exp{− log(8τ 2i ) + ̺ (ξi)H (ξi, ξi)

+
∑

h 6=i ̺ (ξh)G (ξi, ξh) + log V (ξi) +O (|yξi |+ ρ1+α0)}φh
(

1
τiρ
yξi

)
dvg

=
∫
B

ξi
r0

eϕ̂i(y) 8τ2i ρ
2

(τ2i ρ2+|y|2)
2φ ◦ y−1

ξi
(y)χ

(
|y|
r0

)
h
(

1
τiρ
y
)
dy + o(1)

=
∫
Ri

8
(1+|y|2)2

φ̃ρ
ih(y)dy + o(1).

Then φ̃0
i is a distributional solution for the equation

(48) −∆U =
8

(1 + |y|2)2
U in Ri with

∫

R2

|∇U |2dy <∞,

with boundary condition ∂ν0U = 0 on ∂Ri, where ν0 is the unit outward normal of ∂Ri.

By the regularity theory, φ̃0
i is a smooth solution. It is well-known that any solutions to

problem (48) are in the following form, φ̃0
i (y) =

ai0(1−|y|2)

1+|y|2
+
∑Ji

j=1

aijyj

1+|y|2
, where aij ∈ R for

i = 1, · · · , m, j = 0, · · · , Ji (see Lemma D.1. of [16]).

Applying the result from Step 2.,

16

τi

∫

Ri

|y|2 − 1

(|y|2 + 1)3
φ̃0
i (y)dy = lim

ρ→0

16

τi

∫

Ωρ
i

|y|2 − 1

(|y|2 + 1)3
φρ
iχ

ρ
i dy

= lim
ρ→0

16τiρ
2

∫

B
ξi
2r0

|y|2 − τ 2i ρ
2

(|y|2 + τ 2i ρ
2)3

φ ◦ y−1
ξi
(y)χ

(
|y|

r0

)
dy

= lim
ρ→0

∫

B
ξi
2r0

ρ2euτi,0ψ0
τi,0
φ ◦ y−1

ξi
(y)χ(|y|)dy

= lim
ρ→0

∫

Σ

ρ2χie
−ϕieUiΨ0

iφdvg

= lim
ρ→0

〈PΨ0
i , φ〉 = 0.

For any i = 1, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji,

32

τiρ

∫

Ri

yj
(|y|2 + 1)3

φ̃0
idy = lim

ρ→0

32

τiρ

∫

Ωρ
i

yj
(|y|2 + 1)3

φρ
iχ

ρ
i dy

= lim
ρ→0

32τ 2i ρ
2

∫

B
ξi
2r0

yj
(|y|2 + τ 2i ρ

2)3
φ ◦ y−1

ξi
(y)χ

(
|y|

r0

)
dy

= lim
ρ→0

∫

B
ξi
2r0

ρ2χ

(
|y|

r0

)
euτi,0ψj

τi,0
φ ◦ y−1

ξi
(y)dy

= lim
ρ→0

∫

U2r0(ξi)

ρ2χie
Uie−ϕiΨj

iφ(x)dvg

= lim
ρ→0

〈PΨj
i , φ〉 = 0.
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Thus for any i = 1, · · · , m, j = 1, · · · , Ji
∫
Ri

|y|2−1
(|y|2+1)3

φ̃0
idy =

∫
Ri

yj
(|y|2+1)3

φ̃0
idy = 0. It indicates

that φ̃0
i ≡ 0, which contradicts to (42).

E

The last part gives some technical lemmas to obtain the C1-expansion of the reduced

functional Ẽρ.

Lemma E.1. As ρ→ 0, the following asymptotic expansions hold

〈PUi, PUi〉 = ̺(ξi)(6 log 2− 4 log ρ− 2 log(8τ 2i ) + ̺(ξi)H
g(ξi, ξi)− 2)

+O(ρ| log ρ|),

and for any i 6= j 〈PUi,∇PUj〉 = ̺(ξi)̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj) +O(ρ).

Proof. Applying Lemma B.1 and (13), as ρ→ 0

〈PUi, PUi〉 =

∫

Σ

|∇PUi|
2
g + β|PUi|

2dvg = ρ2
∫

Σ

χie
−ϕieUiPUidvg

=

∫

Ur0(ξi)

8τ 2i ρ
2

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2)2
e−ϕi

(
log

1

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2)2
+ ̺(ξi)H

g(ξi, ξi)

+O(|yξi(x)|+ ρ1+α0)
)
dvg(x) +O(ρ2)

=

∫

B
ξi
r0

8τ 2i ρ
2

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)2

(
log

τ 4i ρ
4

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)2

− 2 log(τ 2i ρ
2) + ̺(ξi)H

g(ξi, ξi)

+O(|y|+ ρ1+α0)
)
dy +O(ρ2)

= ̺(ξi)(6 log 2− 4 log ρ− 2 log(8τ 2i ) + ̺(ξi)H
g(ξi, ξi)− 2) +O(ρ| log ρ|),

where we applied the fact that for any r > 0, as ρ→ 0,
∫
|y|<r

ρ2

(ρ2+|y|2)2
dy = π − πρ2

r2
+ πρ4

(r2+ρ2)r2

and
∫
|y|<r

ρ2 log(
ρ2+|y|2

ρ2
)

(ρ2+|y|2)2
dy = π + πρ2 log(ρ2)

r2
+O(ρ2). For any i 6= j, by Lemma B.1,

〈PUi, PUj〉 = ρ2
∫

Σ

χie
−ϕieUiPUjdvg

=

∫

U2r0 (ξi)

8τ 2i ρ
2

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2)2
e−ϕi(x)(̺(ξj)G

g(ξi, ξj) +O(|yξi(x)|+ ρ1+α0))

+O(ρ2‖PUj‖)

= 8̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj)

∫

B
ξi
2r0

τ 2i ρ
2

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)2

dy +O(ρ)

= ̺(ξi)̺(ξj)G
g(ξi, ξj) +O(ρ)(ρ→ 0).
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Lemma E.2.

(49) ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

i=1 PUi =
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi) + o(1)(ρ→ 0).

Proof. Applying Lemma B.1 and (13),

ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

i=1 PUidvg

=
m∑

i=1

ρ2
∫

U2r0 (ξi)

eχiUi+̺(ξi)Hg(x,ξi)−log 8τ2i +
∑

j 6=i ̺(ξj)G
g(x,ξj)+O(ρ1+α0 )dvg(x)

+O(ρ2)

=
m∑

i=1

∫

Ur0(ξi)

8τ 2i ρ
2e̺(ξi)H

g(ξi,ξi)−log(8τ2i )+log V (ξi)+
∑

j 6=i ̺(ξj)G
g(ξi,ξj)

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξ(x)|2)2

(1 +O(|yξ(x)|+ ρ1+α0))dvg(x)dvg(x) +O(ρ2)

=

m∑

i=1

∫

B
ξi
r0

8τ 2i ρ
2eϕ̂i(y)

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)2

(1 +O(|y|+ ρ1+α0)) +O(ρ2)

=
m∑

i=1

∫

1
τiρ

B
ξi
r0

(1 +O(ρ|y|))(1 +O(ρ|y|+ ρ1+α0))
8

(1 + |y|2)2
dy

+O(ρ2)

=
m∑

i=1

̺(ξi) +O(ρ)(ρ → 0).

Lemma E.3. Let i, h = 1, 2, · · · , m. And if ξi ∈ Σ̊, j = 1, 2 and if ξi ∈ ∂Σ, j = 1. Then as

ρ→ 0,

ρ2
∫

Σ

χhe
Uh∂(ξi)jPUidvg

=
1

2
δih̺(ξi)

2∂(ξi)jH
g(ξi, ξi) + (1− δih)̺(ξi)̺(ξh)∂(ξi)jG

g(ξh, ξi) +O(ρ).

Proof. ρ2
∫
Σ
χhe

Uh∂(ξi)jPUi = ρ2
(∫

Σ∩U2r0 (ξh)
+
∫
Σ\U2r0 (ξh)

)
χhe

Uh∂(ξi)jPUi. We observe that
∫
Σ\U2r0 (ξh)

ρ2χhe
Uh∂(ξi)jPUi = 0. For h 6= i, U2r0(ξh) ∩ U2r0(ξi) = ∅ by the choice of r0. We

notice that

∂(ξi)j |yξ(x)|
2|x=y−1

ξi
(y) = −2〈(yξi)∗∂(ξi)jy

−1
ξ (y), y〉

= −2〈(yξi)∗∂(ξi)j (ξi + y +O(|y|2)), y〉

= −2yj +O(|y|3)(|y| → 0).
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In this case, by Remark B.1
∫

U2r0 (ξh)

ρ2χhe
Uh∂(ξi)jPUidvg =

∫

U2r0 (ξh)

ρ2χhe
Uh(∂(ξi)j (χiUi) + ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH

g
ξi
+O(ρα0))

= ̺(ξh)̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH
g(ξh, ξi) + o(1).

Claim. as ρ→ 0,
∫

U2r0 (ξh)

ρ2χie
Ui

2∂(ξi)j |yξi(x)|
2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2
dvg(x) = O(ρ2) +

∫

Ur0(ξh)

ρ2eUi
4(−yξi(x)j +O(|yξi(x)|

3))

τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2
dvg(x)

= o(1).

Indeed, if ξi ∈ Σ̊, we have |eϕ̂i(y) − 1| = |ϕ̂ξi(y)|+O(|ϕ̂ξi(y)|
2) = O(|y|2) as y → 0.

∫

Ur0 (ξi)∩Σ

ρ2χie
Ui

2∂(ξi)j |yξi(x)|
2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2
dvg(x) =

∫

B
ξi
r0

ρ2eϕ̂ξi
(y) 32τ

2
i ρ

2(−yj +O(|y|2))

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)3

dy +O(ρ2)

=

∫

B
ξi
r0

ρ2(1 +O(|y|2))
−32τ 2i yj +O(|y|3)

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)3

dy

= O(ρ).

So, the claim above is concluded. For i, h = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji. By Remark B.1,
∫

Σ

ρ2χie
Ui∂(ξi)jPUidvg

=

∫

Σ

8τ 2i ρ
2χi

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi|

2)2

(
χi

2∂(ξi)j |yξ|
2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi|

2
+ ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH

g
ξi
+O(ρα0)

)
dvg

=

∫

Ur0(ξi)

ρ2χi(x)e
Ui(x)

2∂(ξi)j |yξ(x)|
2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2
dvg(x)

+
1

2
̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH

g(ξi, ξi)

∫

Ur0(ξi)

8τ 2i ρ
2

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2)2
dvg(x) +O(ρα0)

=
1

2
̺(ξi)

2∂(ξi)jH
g(ξi, ξi) + o(1).

For i 6= h, via Lemma B.2,
∫

U2r0 (ξh)∩Σ

ρ2χhe
Uh∂(ξi)jPUidvg

=

∫

U2r0 (ξh)∩Σ

8τ 2hρ
2χh

(τ 2hρ
2 + |yξh|

2)2

(
χi

2∂(ξi)j |yξi|
2

τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi|

2
+ ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH

g
ξi
+O(ρα0)

)
dvg

=

∫

U2r0 (ξh)∩Σ

χh(x)
8τ 2hρ

2

(τ 2hρ
2 + |yξh|

2)2
(
̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jG

g(·, ξi) +O(ρα0)
)
dvg

= ̺(ξi)̺(ξh)∂(ξi)jG
g(ξh, ξi) +O(ρα0).

Combining all the estimates above, Lemma E.3 is concluded.
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Lemma E.4. Let i = 1, 2, .., m and j = 1, · · · , Ji. As ρ→ 0,

ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg

= ∂(ξi)j

(
m∑

h=1

̺(ξh)
2Hg(ξh, ξh) +

∑

l 6=h

Gg(ξh, ξl) +
m∑

h=1

̺(ξh) log V (ξh)

)
+ o(1).

Proof. First, we divide the integral into three parts to calculate, i.e.,

ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg

= ρ2

(∫

Σ\∪m
h=1U2r0 (ξh)

+

∫

U2r0(ξi)∩Σ

+

∫

∪l 6=iU2r0 (ξl)

)
V e

∑m
h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg.

By Remark B.1, as ρ→ 0
∫
Σ\∪m

h=1U2r0(ξh)
ρ2V e

∑m
h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg

= O
(
ρ2
∫
Σ\∪m

h=1U2r0 (ξh)

∣∣∂ξj (χξUτ,ξ) + ̺(ξ)∂ξjH
g
ξ +O(ρα0)

∣∣ dvg
)
= O(ρ2). We observe that for

any i = 1, 2, · · · , m and j = 1, · · · , Ji, ∂(ξi)jH
g(ξi, ξi) = 2∂xj

Hg(x, ξi)|x=ξi, e
ϕ̂i(y) = 1 +

O(|y|2)(|y| → 0), and ∂(ξi)j |yξ(x)|
2|x=y−1

ξi
(y) = −2yj + O(|y|3)(|y| → 0). Applying Lemma B.1
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and Remark B.1 with (13),

∫

U2r0 (ξi)

ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg

=

∫

U2r0 (ξi)

(
ρ2V e

̺(ξi)H
g
ξi
+
∑

l 6=i ̺(ξl)G
g(·,ξl)+O(ρ1+α0 )

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi|

2)2

)(
2χi∂(ξi)j |yξi|

2

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi|

2)

+̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH
g
ξi
+O(ρα0)

)
dvg

=

∫

B
ξi
r0

8τ 2i ρ
2eϕ̂ξi

(y)

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)2

exp

{
̺(ξi)H

g(y−1
ξi
(y), ξi) +

∑

h 6=i

̺(ξh)G
g(y−1

ξi
(y), ξh)

+ log V (y−1
ξi
(y))− log(8τ 2i ) +O(|y2 + ρ1+α0)

}
(

2∂(ξi)j |yξi(x)|
2

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi(x)|

2)

∣∣∣∣
x=y−1

ξi
(y)

+
1

2
̺(ξi)∂(ξi)jH

g(ξi, ξi) +O(|y|+ ρα0)

)
dy +O(ρ2)

=

∫

1
τiρ

B
ξi
r0

8

(1 + |y|2)2
(1 +O(ρ2|y|2))

(
1 +

1

2
τiρ

2∑

s=1

̺(ξi)∂(ξi)sH
g(ξi, ξi)ys

+τiρ
∑

h 6=i

̺(ξh)

2∑

s=1

∂(ξi)sG
g(ξi, ξh)ys + τiρ

2∑

s=1

∂(ξi)s log V (ξi)ys

+O(τ 2i ρ
2|y|2 + ρ1+α0)

)
·

(
−4yj

1 + |y|2
+
̺(ξi)

2
∂(ξi)jH

g(ξi, ξi)

+O(ρα0 + ρ|y|)) dy +O(ρ2)

=
1

2
̺(ξi)

2∂(ξi)jH
g(ξi, ξi) +

1

2
̺(ξi)

2∂(ξi)jH
g(ξi, ξi)

+
∑

h 6=i

̺(ξi)̺(ξh)∂(ξi)jG
g(ξi, ξh) + ̺(ξi)∂(ξi)j log V (ξi) + o(1)

= ̺(ξi)
2∂(ξi)jH

g(ξi, ξi) +
∑

h 6=i

̺(ξi)̺(ξh)∂(ξi)jG
g(ξi, ξh)

+̺(ξi)∂(ξi)j log V (ξi) + o(1),

where we applied
∫
R2

1
(1+|y|2)2

dy = π = 2
∫
R2

|y|2

(1+|y|2)3
dy.

For any h 6= i, analogue to the proof for h = i, we can obtain

∫

U2r0 (ξh)

ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg = ̺(ξi)̺(ξh)∂(ξi)jG
g(ξh, ξi) + o(1).
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Combining the estimates above,

ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg

= ∂(ξi)j

(
m∑

h=1

̺(ξh)
2Hg(ξh, ξh) +

∑

l 6=h

̺(ξh)̺(ξl)G
g(ξh, ξl) +

m∑

h=1

̺(ξh) log V (ξh)

)

+o(1).

Lemma E.5. Let i, h = 1, · · · , m.. Then as ρ→ 0,

∣∣ρ2χhe
Uh
(
∂(ξi)jPUi − χi∂(ξi)jUi

)∣∣
Lp(Σ)

≤ O
(
ρ

2(1−p)
p

)
.

Proof. By Remark B.1, ∂(ξi)jPUi − χi∂(ξi)jUi = O(1). Then applying Lemma B.2,

∣∣ρ2χhe
Uh
(
∂(ξi)jPUi − χi∂(ξi)jUi

)∣∣
Lp(Σ)

≤ O
(∣∣ρ2χhe

Uh
∣∣
Lp(Σ)

)
= O

(
ρ

2(1−p)
p

)
.

Lemma E.6. Let ξ = (ξ1, · · · , ξm) ∈ D. Let φ ∈ K⊥
ξ and ‖φ‖ ≤ O(ρ

2−p
p | log ρ|), where

p ∈ (1, 6
5
). Then for i = 1, 2, · · · , m,

(50)

〈
m∑

h=1

PUh + φ− i∗(ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUh+φ), ∂(ξi)jPUi

〉
= −

1

2

∂F

∂(ξi)j
(ξ) + o(1)(ρ→ 0).

which is uniformly for ξ in any compact subset of D.

Proof. For y = yξi(x) ∂(ξi)j |yξi(x)|
2 = −2yj +O(|y|3). Since ‖φ‖ = o(1) and 〈PΨi

j, φ〉 = 0, we

have

〈
φ, ∂(ξi)jPUi

〉
=

∫

Σ

ρ2e−ϕieUiφ∂(ξi)jχidvg +

∫

Σ

ρ2e−ϕiχie
Uiφ∂(ξi)jUidvg(51)

+

∫

Σ

ρ2χie
Uiφ∂(ξi)je

−ϕidvg

=

∫

Σ

ρ2χie
−ϕieUiφΨj

idvg +O



∫

B
ξi
2r0

τ 2i ρ
2χ
(

|y|
r0

)
(τ 2i ρ

2|y|2 + |y|4 + |y|3)

(τ 2i ρ
2 + |y|2)3

|φ|dvg




= 〈φ, PΨj
i〉+ o(1) = o(1).

44



Considering that
∫
Σ
∂(ξi)jPUidvg = 0 and χiχh ≡ 0 for any i 6= h, we have

〈
m∑

h=1

PUh + φ− i∗(ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUh+φ), ∂(ξi)jPUi

〉

=

m∑

h=1

〈PUh, ∂(ξi)jPUi〉+ 〈φ, ∂(ξi)jPUi〉 − ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh+φ∂(ξi)jPUidvg

(51)
=

m∑

h=1

∫

Σ

ρ2χhe
−ϕheUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg − ρ2

∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh(eφ − φ− 1)∂(ξi)jPUidvg

−ρ2
∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh − ρ2
∫

Σ

χ2
i e

Uiφ∂(ξi)jUidvg

−
∑

h 6=i

ρ2
∫

Σ

χhe
Uhφχi∂(ξi)jUidvg − ρ2

∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUidvg + o(1).

Let q ≥ 1 with 1
p
+ 1

q
= 1 and for any r > 1. By Lemma B.4 and Lemma C.2,

∣∣∣∣ρ
2

∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh(eφ − φ− 1)∂(ξi)jPUidvg

∣∣∣∣

≤ |ρ2he
∑m

h=1 PUh(eφ − φ− 1)|Lp(Σ)|∂(ξi)jPUi|Lq(Σ)

≤ c‖φ‖2ρ
2−2pr

pr |∂(ξi)jPUi|Lq(Σ)

≤ c‖φ‖2ρ
2−3pr

pr .

By Lemma E.5,

∣∣∣∣∣ρ
2

∫

Σ

m∑

h=1

χhe
Uhφ(χi∂(ξi)jUi − ∂(ξi)jPUi)dvg

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ c
m∑

h=1

‖φ‖|ρ2χhe
Uh(χi∂(ξi)jUi − ∂(ξi)jPUi)|Lp(Σ)

≤ c‖φ‖ρ
2(1−p)

p .

By Lemma C.1,

∣∣∣∣∣ρ
2

∫

Σ

(
m∑

h=1

χhe
Uh − V e

∑m
h=1 PUh)ρ2φ∂(ξi)jPUi

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ c‖φ‖

∣∣∣∣∣

m∑

h=1

χhe
Uh − ρ2V e

∑m
h=1 PUh

∣∣∣∣∣
Lp

‖∂(ξi)jPUi‖

≤ c‖φ‖ρ
2−p
p
1

ρ
= c‖φ‖ρ

2(1−p)
p .
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In view of ∂(ξi)j |yξi(x)|
2 = −2yξi(x)j +O(|yξi(x)|

3) as x→ ξi, as ρ→ 0

ρ2
∫

Σ

χie
Uiφχi∂(ξi)jUidvg

= ρ2
∫

Σ

eUiφχie
−ϕi(1 +O(|yξi|

2))

(
PΨj

i +O

(
|yξi|

3

τ 2i ρ
2 + |yξi|

2

))
dvg +O(ρ2)

= 〈φ, PΨi
j〉+O(ρ) = o(1).

On the other hand, applying Lemma E.3 and Lemma E.4,

m∑

h=1

ρ2
∫

Σ

χhe
Uh∂(ξi)jPUi − ρ2

∫

Σ

V e
∑m

h=1 PUh∂(ξi)jPUi = −
1

2
∂(ξi)jFk,m(ξ) + o(1).

For any p ∈ (1, 6
5
), take r > 1 sufficiently close to 1 such that 2(2−p

p
) + 2−3pr

pr
> 0. Thus ρ→ 0

〈
m∑

h=1

PUh + φ− i∗(ρ2V e
∑m

h=1 PUh+φ), ∂(ξi)jPUi

〉
= −

1

2
∂(ξi)jFk,m(ξ) + o(1).
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