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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:

Vet 1 o
—Agu+ pu= A < — > in 3
I fz Vetdvg  [Z]g

Oy,u =0 on 0%

)

on a compact Riemann surface (X, g) with smooth boundary 93. Here, A\, > 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 A approaches the critical values 4w (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(z,t) and chemical

released v(x,t) as follows.

u = Au — xV(uVv), ze€Q,;t>0
I'vy=Av— Bov+ou, z€Qt>0

(1) u(z,0) = up(x), forx e
v(x,0) = vo(x), for x € Q
\ aa—fg = g—z =0, on 0f)

where Q C RY (N > 1), x, T, By and § are positive parameters. The mass of u(z,t) is preserved

in (1), ic.,
/Qu(x,t) :/Quo(:c).

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 = Ce¢” for some constant C'. For v, we

obtain the following problem with the Neumann boundary condition,

@) —Av—i—ﬁvz)\(fjev—ﬁ), x e
v — ), on 9Q

Oy

where v, is the unit outward normal on 0f2, 8 and X 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 g > ‘ﬁ’\' — A and A € (47, 4+00) \ 47N, , where A; is the first eigenvalue
of —A with the Neumann boundary condition. Independently, Senba and Suzuki obtain the
same result in [31]. Battaglia generates their result for A € (0, 4+00)\ 47N, and § with any sign
in [3]. He proves the existence of non-constant solutions of (2) with some algebraic conditions

involved with 5, A and eigenvalues {\;} by the variational method and Moser theory.

However, the blow-up phenomena may occur when A approaches the critical value 47N, .

Del Pino and Wei in [28] construct positive value bubbling solutions for the Neumann boundary
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problem on a bounded domain 2 with 5 > 0

—Au + fu = %"  in Q)

(3) ,
o,u=0 on 0f2

by the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. In particular, the sequence of bubbling solutions blows
up at k distinct points &, - - -, & inside the domain €2 and m — k distinct points &1, -+, &

on the boundary of €2, i.e., ase — 0
k m
U — Z 8mde, + Z 47oe,,
i=1 i=k+1

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

solutions of (3) which blow up along the whole boundary 0f2.

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

a smooth boundary 0X:

Ve 1 -
—Agu+ fu=\ ( — ) in X
’ Js Verdvg  [X], )

Oy,u=0 on 0%

(4)

where the parameters A\, € R and V' is a non-negative smooth function with a finite zero set
denoted as {qi, - ,q,} for some ¢ € N, Yi=3 \ OX is the interior of ¥, A, is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator, dv, is the area element in (3, g), |X|, = [, dvg, and v, is the unit outward

normal of 0.

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 Fj ,, in terms of Green’s function on X and the function V.

The non-linear equation in (2) with 8 = 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 K,. 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 5 # 0.

It is noteworthy that we allow V' to be 0 at ¢; for any ¢ = 1,--- , 1 where ¢+ € N. So, it is

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

Vel .
—Aju+ pPu= A — 4 nz< . ) in >
(5) ! <f2 Vetdu, ‘E‘g) Z IRl

Oy, u =0 on 0%

Here, V is a positive smooth function, and n; € N for i = 1,--- .. 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 & € >

—A,GI(w, &) + BGI(3,6) = 6 — - T EX
(6) 0,,G9(x,£) =0 =)
[ GY(x, &)dvg(x) =0

We take u(z) = @(z) 4+ 47 3L, n:G9(x, ¢;) and V() = V(z)e 4" Ziei G (a4 satisfies the

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

We now present the main results, starting with defining the “stable” critical points set as
in [13,16,25].

Definition 1.1. Let ' : D — R be a C'-function and K be a compact subset of critical
points of F', i.e
K cc{zeD:VF(z)=0}.

A critical set K is C'-stable if for any closed neighborhood U of K in D, there exists € > 0
such that if G : D — R is a C'-function with |F — G|crqyy < €, then G has at least one critical
point i 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 Fy,,
(refer to Section 2). The function is defined on @ := YF x (O8)™ ™\ {€ = (&, ,&m)
& = & for some i # jor V(&) = 0 for some i = 1,--- ,m}. Specifically, Fj, : Z C Yk x
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(OX)™F - R,

Frm(G 2 &m) = D PEH &)+ > ol&)el§)E (&, &)
= i =1

i F ]
+ Z 20(&) log V' (&),
i=1

where o(¢) equals 8, if £ € > and equals 47, if € e 0x.

Theorem 1.1. For any given integers 0 < k < m, if K CC 2 is a C'-stable critical point set
of Fim, then for any n € N+, there exists A\, in a small neighborhood of A ., and a solution
un, of the problem (4) with respect to the parameter X, such that A, — g, as n — +00.

Furthermore, the sequence of solutions {u,} blows up precisely at points &1, -+ , &, such that
(&1,-+ ,&n) € K (up to a subsequence), in a sense that
A, Vel T
—_— i)0¢., as n — +00
Js. Veundu, ; 0(&i)d%,

which 1s convergent as measures on .

Remark 1.1. If the zero set of V is empty, the behavior of Fi., as & approaches 0F results
in its divergence towards +o0o (as in [20, Lemma 7.3]). This divergence suggests the presence
of at least one global minimum point within the interior of 9. 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 € 3, a complication arises. As & approaches 09, there
are cases where the sum of the first terms tends to +o0o while the last term approaches —oo,

leading to an indeterminate behaviour of Fi .

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 B, (y) := {y € R? : |y| < r}, A.(y) := B (y)\B:(y), B, := B,(0)
and A, := A,(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 £ € 3, there exists an isothermal
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coordinate system (U(§), ye) such that ye maps an open neighborhood U(£) around £ onto an
open disk B¢ with radius 2r¢ in which g = Zf L e%s we@)da! @ da’. W.lo.g., we can assume
that ye(¢) = (0,0) and U(€) C 3. For £ € Y there exists an isothermal coordinate system
(U(€),ye) around & such that the image of y¢ is a half disk B® := {y = (y1,42) € R? : |y| <
2re,yo > 0} with a radius 2r¢ and ye (U() N 9X) = {y = (y1,42) € R?: |y| < 2r¢, yo = 0} with
g =7 e?we)da’ @ da'. W.lo.g., we can assume that y¢(€) = (0,0). Here ¢ : BS — R is
related to K, the Gaussian curvature of 3, by the equation

(7) —Ae(y) = 2K, (y: ' (y)) e for all y € BE.
For £ € Y and 0 <r < 2r¢ we set
By :=B'N{yeR’: |yl <r} and U.(€) =y " (By).
Both y, and ¢, are assumed to depend smoothly on & as in [15]. Additionally, ¢, satisfies

©e(0) = 0 and V@ (0) = 0. Specifically, as in [37] the Neumann boundary conditions preserved
by the isothermal coordinates as for any § € 0% and x € y, ! (Bf N 8]1%3), we have

_%w 0
) (o). (rp(a)) = —e= 52 2
Y2 ly=ye (a)
| - 1, if[s] < 1
Let x be a radial cut-off function in C*°(R, [0, 1]) such that x(s) = | . And we
0, if [s| > 2

denote that x¢(z) = x ( |y§§( ) and @¢(z) = Pe(ye(x)). Let the function

= xe() IOgm ifé&eX

[e(z) =T(z,§) = . :
¢ Lxe(z)log m if £ € 0¥

Decomposing the Green’s function G9(x,§) = I'{ () + H{(z), we have the function H{(z) :=
HY(x, &) that solves the following equations:

—AJH{ + BH] = —5%% log 1 + %(Am) log O
(©) 9(5 7{Vxe, Vlog I Tells ~ [l e
0, HY = — E (8,,9)@) log el %X 9y, log By on o
Js, Hidv, = —ﬁ 5. xe log ﬁddvg

By the regularity of elliptic equations (see [26]), there is a unique smooth solution HY(x,¢)
that solves (9) in CY*(X). HY(x,£) is the regular part of G9(x,£) and HY(E,€) is also called
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Robin’s function on ¥. It is easy to check that HY(&, &) is independent of the choice of the

cut-off function x and the local chart. Denote
A={&:= (&1 &) € £F x (IE)™ 1 & = & for some i # j},
and Q := {&:= (&1, ,&n) € XF x (OX)™F 1 V(&) =0 for some i = 1,--- ,m}. Let
2 =3F x (%)™ F\ (AU Q).
For 6 > 0, we consider

Ms: = {{£€2:dy¢,08) >6fori=1,--- k;
dy(&,&5) > 0 for any i # j; V(&) > dfori=1,--- ,m},
a compact subset $¥ x (9%)™ %, where dg(-,-) : £ x ¥ — R is the geodesic distance with

respect to metric g and d,(p, 0X) = inf oy d,y(p, ¢) for any p € 3. We are now in a position
to introduce the function F,, : Ms — R,

£ ) 20(6)10g V(&) + ) oG HIUG &)+ > 0(&)e(§)G (6, &),
=1 =1 Z,] —1
i F ]

We observe that for any o € (0,1), G9(z,&) € C>*(2\{¢}) and HI(z, &) is CH*(X), too. Thus
Frem 18 C1*(Ms) for any fixed & > 0.

Let u,, be a sequence of solutions of (4) with respect to the parameter A as A — Ay .

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

problem in the space ' := {ue HY(D): [Ludv, =0},
(10) (A, + B)u = p*Ve¥ — p*Veu in ¥y |
Oy,u =10 on 0%

such that p?Ve* — 3" 0(&)de,, weakly convergent in a sense of measure in ¥ as p — 0, for
some & = (&, &) € 2. If we take A = p? [, Ve'du,, 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
p — 0 and then pass back to the original problem (4) as A — Ag .

It is well known that u, ,(y) = log W for (7,m) € (0,00) x R? are all the solutions

of the Liouville-type equations,
—Au = p*et in R2,

Jgo € < 0.
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Our goal is to construct approximate solutions of (10) applying the pull-back of u,, to ¥ by
isothermal coordinates and selecting appropriate values for 7 and £. Define
872

720 + |ye(2)?)

Ure(r) = uro(ye(z)) = log ( , for all x € ygl(Bs).

For any function f € L'(X), we denote its mean over ¥ as f = ﬁ fz fdvg. Then, we introduce

a projection operator P, which is used to project U, ¢ into the space T'. The projected function

PU, ¢ is defined as the solution to the problem:

(—A, + B)PU, () = pPxeePeeVne — p2yee ¥eelre, x € 3,
(11) 8V9PU7—,5 =0, x € 0%,
[, PU, edv, =0,

For 3 # 0, the last condition of zero integral of PU, ¢ over ¥ can be inferred from the preceding
equations via the divergence theorem. However, it explicitly addresses the case when 5 = 0,
ensuring the solution criteria for all 8 > 0. The solution of (11) is unique within O and PU. ¢

in C*(X) as per regularity theory (see [26]), ensuring that PU, . is well-defined.

Let
0 ( )_ﬁu (I)_2|y—77\2—72p2
r\Y) = o, "M T Ty =2+ r2p2
and
() = g (o) = A
T oy T 20 + |y —nl*’

for j = 1, 2. It is observed that the derivatives above satisfy the equation: —Aw = p?e¥r19) in R?,
where 1) = wﬁ"n, for 7 = 0,1,2. The function \Ifi& is then defined as the pull-back of wi,o un-
der the isothermal coirldinate'yg, ie., \Ifig(:c) = 170(y5(£€)), for any x € yg—l(Bﬁ ). Let P‘I’i,g
be a projection into H of \If]ﬂg, for £ € ¥ and j = 0,1,..,J;, where J; equals 2if 1 <1 <

2rg
kand equals 1ifk+1<7<m. ]3‘~IIJT'7f is defined as the solution of

(—A, + ﬁ)P\Ifi5 = pzxge‘%eUﬂ&\Ifig - p2X§e‘¢5eUﬂ5\Ifi§, e,
(12) augp\llg—,g = 07 T &€ 82,
Jx P¥L, =0

By the regularity theory, as referenced in [26], the solution to problem (12) is unique and
smooth on ¥. Hence, P\I/’%5 is well-defined and lies in the space C*°(X).

For any configuration £ = (&1, -+ ,&n) € Ms, we can establish an isothermal chart around
ye, for each point &; for i = 1,2,--- ,m. Given the compactness of ¥, it is possible to select

a uniform radius r¢, > 0 for any £ € Ms, denoted as 4ry. This radius is sufficiently small
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and depends only on ¢ and 9%. Moreover, we ensure that y, 1(B§j,o) Nye, 1(B§f;0) = () for any
i, =1,2,--- ,m with ¢ # j. For any ¢ = 1,--- ,m, we define the scaling parameter 7; as:
1
13 (&) = 1/ =V (& Q&) H (&is&i)+2 002 0(En) G (&irkn)
1) e =2V

For simplicity, we denote that U; = Ur,(e)¢,, Xi = Xeis ©i i= g, @i = e, and 73 = 73(§). The
formulation of the scaling parameter 7; is chosen for technical considerations.

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

Ml;’m:: {ZPUizﬁiEifori:1,2,~-,kandﬁieﬁzfori:k+1,-~-,m}.

i=1

The functions in manifold M’;vm serve as approximate solutions of the problem (10). We then

denote the projected function for any ¢ =1,2,--- ,mand j =0,1,---,J; as
J._ J
PVl = P\Ifﬂ_(@,&.
These projected functions generate a subspace of ﬁl, {P\Iff ci=1,--- m,j5 =1,---,J;}

denoted as K¢. Furthermore, we introduce an inner product for the space T as follows:
(P, ¢) == /2<vw, Vo)gdvy + 5/Ew¢dvg for any ¢, ¢ € H .
The orthogonal complement concerning this inner product, denoted as K. gl, is then:
ng{¢eﬁ1:<¢,f>:0fora11feK5}.

We also introduce II¢ : o - K¢ and Hfl T = KfL as the orthogonal projections onto K¢
and Kgl, respectively. The solution u can decompose into two parts: one part lies on the
manifold M’;vm; the other part is on K gL near the orthogonal space of the tangent space of the
manifold M];’m, ie, u=73 " PU;+ ¢¢, where ¢ is the remainder term.

3 The Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction

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

we have

2
sup /62”“ dvy < +00.
I IV gu|2dvg=1, [, udvg=0
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N=
(SIS

Since ([ [Vul2dvg + 8 [;; [ul*dv,)

and (5, [Vul2dv,)
space Hl, it follows that

are equivalent norms in the Hilbert

u? L ll2
log/ etdv, < log/ 2 Turz Tsllul dv, (by Young’s Inequality)
2 b

1 2
= 8—7T/E|Vgu| dv, + C,

1 —
< %(u,u) + C for any u € i
where C' > 0 is a constant. Consequently, o - I (X),u — e* is continuous. For any p > 1,
let 5« LP(X) — H' be the adjoint operator corresponding to the immersion i : O - LT
and * : Ups1 LP(X) — H'. For any f € LP(Y), we define that i*(f) := i*(f — f), i.e., for any
e, (@ (f).h) = [u(f — Phdo,.

The problem (10) has the following equivalent form,

u=1i*(p*Ve")

—1
ueH

(14)

3.1 The linear operator

We consider the linear operator

LE(9) =TI (¢ — i*(p"V e Pig))

for any fixed & € Ms. The following lemma shows that the linear operator is invertible for
fixed p, and the norm of the inverse operator is controlled by |log p| as p — 0, which is a key

lemma to solve the problem (10).

Lemma 3.1. Forany § >0, let £ = (&1, ,&m) € Ms. There exists pg > 0 and a constant
¢ > 0 such that for any p € (0, po) we have
c

L? >
H f((b)H |logp|

lell, Vo € K.
In particular, the operator Ly is invertible and H (Lg’)_lH < |logp|/c.

By [16], the proof of Lemma 3.1 is relatively standard, which is given in Appendix D.
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Fix ", PU;, we try to obtain the solution of

I <Z PU + ¢f — z’*(pzemlpw’?)) =0,

i=1

for ¢§ € KfL applying the fixed-point theorem. Then, it is reduced to a finite-dimensional

problem.

Proposition 3.1. For any § > 0, and § = (&, ,&n) € Ms. For any p € (1,%)
there exist pg > 0 and R > 0 (uniformly in &) such that for any p € (0, po) there is a unique

¢ € K¢ such that

(15) Iy

> PU+¢f i (erZ?ilpUi”’?)] = 0.
1=1

and
2—p
192l < Rp™7 |log pl.

Proof. Define an operator Tgp on K, Slas follows:
-1 "
T (¢) = [(Lg’) oIl o ] M¢(9)

M{(¢) = pPe=i=1PVi[e2 — 1 — ¢] + |pPe=i=i PV — er #i s

We observe that i*(p* Y7 xe™%ae”) = 37, PU;. Tt is obvious that ¢ is a fixed point of T¢
if and only if ¢ solves (15) on K.
Claim. There exists py and R > 0 such that Tgp is a contraction map for any p € (0, po) and

2—p
6] < Rp™7 [log pl.
Applying Lemma 3.1, Lemma C.1, Lemma C.2 and the Moser-Trudinger inequality, we obtain

ITE@)I < Cllogpllli* o ME($)]| < Cllog pl |ME(S)] s,

< Cliogyl ()/ﬂvfzml PU(e — 1~ )

pPVeriza QZXZ

2—2pr

e llbl2 2-p
< Cliogpl (llglPelep 5 + 5",

Lr(3)

Lr(S)

where ¢ > 0 is a constant, r > 1 is sufficiently close to 1, and p € (1, g) We then fix arbitrary
p € (1,2) and choose R > 0 large enough such that C'(1 + e¢2) < R. Next, we select p; > 0
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2p'r 2

such that max{Rp pr |log ol, Rp Z |log p|} <1 forall p € (0, p1). Consequently, for any

lp| < Rp 7 |log p|, we have IT¢) < Rp » |logp|. And similarly, by Lemma C.2 we deduce
that

ITE (1) = TE (o)l < C'log p| |[pPe=2 PV (e — e — (¢1 — o))

Lr(%)

2
c 2 |12)  2=2er
< C'log ple=Ti-1 191 5 (37 1y )11 — el
j=1

1

2—2pr +ag—p 1
< 2RC'e*2p o T log? pllén — ol < §||¢1 — o9,

uniformly for any p € (0, p2) and £ € My, where py > 0 is chosen such that
_ o 2 1
max{Rp #" |log p|, 2RC"ep " *7+" log? p} < >

for any p € (0, pz). We then define py = min{pi, p2}. Thus T/(¢) is a contraction map on
{pe Kol < Rp2$| log p|}. By the contracting-mapping principle, there exists a unique
fixed point of T on {¢ € K¢ : [¢]| < Rp2$| log pl|}. O

4 The reduced functional and its expansion

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

1
(16) E,(u) = 5 /(|vu\§ + Blu|?)dv, — p* / Ve'du,.
) )

Assume u has the form 377" | PU; + ¢, where ¢ is obtained by Proposition 3.1, the reduced
functional can be obtained E,(€) := E, (3.1, PU; + @) with [|¢g]| < Rp2$| log p, i.e.,

2
~ 1

B0 = 5 | (Vo PU+opE+p v,
i=1 i=1

—pz/ VeXin PUi+¢§dvg.
b

And Ep has a C'-expansion concerning ¢ as the following expansion proposition.

Proposition 4.1. As p — 0,
= " 0(&)(3log2 — 2log p) —22 (&) — fk,m<£>+o<1>,
=1

Cl-uniformly in any compact sets of 9.
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Proof. Denote ¢ = qbg to simplify the notation. Then

1 (& 1 m

3 (Z PU;, PU;) +Z(PU,-,PU]-)> +3 <||<z5||2 +QZ<PUZ-,¢)>
i=1 i#] i=1

_ / P2V S Pl / (VS PUS0 _ oS PU gy
) %

We notice that |e® — 1| < eFl|s|(Vs € R). By Lemma B.2,

/ (VS PUAS _ /oS PU gy | < / PV T PU Il 6l dy,
» b

1/r
< O <p2 (/2 e iz PUidvg) }e‘b ) |¢|Lt(2)>

< of|pvesrn) ||¢||)

= o(1)(p—=0),
where r € (1,2) with 2 + 1+ 2 =1 and 201 4 2= =+ > 0. By Lemma E.1 and Lemma E.2, as
p—0
(17) = 0(&)(3log2 — 2log p) — 22 (&) — fk,m@) +o(1).
i=1
By (15),
(18) > PU+¢—i" (pQVeZ%il PU@'+¢) Z &, P,
i=1 s=1 t=1

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

m J;
(19) 2.2 Il =

i=1 j=1

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

a(ﬁh)j 1 <Z PU; + ¢>
=1
_ <Z PU + 6 — ( DTt mm) e, PUn + Y PW0e,) (&) + a(g,L)j¢>>
i— i=1

1 OF m - Js m
MRETIA (&1, Em) + <Z D L PULY PWO,) () + 8<sh>j¢> +o(1)
i=1

s=1 t=1
1 OF n "
J s=1 t=1 i=1



forany h=1,2,--- ,mand j=1,---,J,. Utilizing Lemma B.4, we have
1
Pt Pu) < P IP9 =0 (1)
P

Considering the fact that (PW,¢) = 0 and |J,), PV < |0¢,), Vi| = O(p%) through direct
calculation, we obtain

(PYL, 0),0) = O, (PYL, 0) — (O, PYL, 6)
< OWW8&fwt>IOG@)

Il

QS
/N
bm|,_.

Consequently, we have

m_ Js m m J;
T 1 A
(20) <Z CP P\I/t Z a(fh)JTZ(g)P\D? —+ a(gh)3¢> =0 <_ Z |C§t ) .

It follows that

- 1 0Fm 1 o &
(21) a(fh)JEP(g) = 35 i . (619 o agm) +o <E Z |C§t ) :

Considering (19), (21) implies that for any h =1,--- ;mand j=1,---,J,

8
New, E (ZPU +¢> Sl o7 ' (&1, ,&m) +0(1),

as p — 0. O

On the other hand, > ", PU; + ¢ is a critical point of E,(u) in ﬁl, which is equivalent
to & being a critical point of E,(&) in 2.

Proposition 4.2. The function ) ;") PUs¢) ¢, + ¢¢ is a solution of (10) if and only
if € is a critical point of the reduced map

£ — E,( (Z PU,. )6 + qsg) .
Proof. Denote ¢ := qbg to simplify the notations. Assume that £ is a critical point of the
reduced map E,(€). Then ¢ satisfies
(22) e, Eo(€) = 0,

14



foranyi=1,--- mand j=1,---,J;.

By (15) of Proposition 3.1, 7" | PU, + ¢ — ¢* (szethﬂPU”J’d’) =D til PV,

where £, are coefficients. Then

(23) <Z Z L PUL, Oy, PU; + Z PW0ie,) () + a(gi)j¢> —0.

s=1 t=1

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

J; J;

m 1
Z Cgt <P\D§aa(€z)JPUZ> =0 (E Z |C§t|> .
s=1 t=1

s=1 t=1

N
N

By Remark B.2, we conclude that cfj =0foranyi=1,--- ,mand j=1,---,J;. Thus

(24) iPUh+¢—z’*< eZha PUh+¢) 0.
h=1

If Y700, PUn + ¢ is a weak solution to (10) in ﬁl, then (24) is verified. Furthermore, the
validity of (22) is apparent, leading to the conclusion that £ is a critical point of the reduced
function E, (). O

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 Fy,,, as stated in Proposi-

tion 4.1. For any n € N, there exists a sequence p, — 0 and points £,, = (&1,,, ** + Empn) €
2 such that dist(§,,, K) < 1 and &, is a critical point of E, : 2 — R. Without loss of
generality, assume that &, = (C1pns- »&mpn) = £ = (&1, &) € K, as n — +00. Then

define u, = > 7, PUre,,) ¢, + 9% . According to Proposition 4.2, u,, solves (10) along
pn — 0, which means that u, solves problem (4) in a weak sense for some \, = p2 [;, Ve' dv,.
Applying Lemma B.2, Lemma C.2 and Lemma E.2, A, = A, + o(1), as n — +o0.

Claim. For any ¥ € C(%),

/ Vel Wduv, — Z (U (&) asn — +oo.

15



In fact, by the inequality |e® — 1| < e*l|s| for any s € R and Lemma C.1, we have

pQ/Ve“"\Ifdvg = pQ/VeZ?ilPUi\IfdvgjLo(l)
> >

|

/ p*xe, eV Wdv, + o(1)
>

=1

I
NE

0(&) ¥ (&) +o(1)(n — 0).

i=1

Therefore, u, is a sequence of blow-up solutions of (4) along A, — . The proof is con-
cluded. O

A

Lemma A.1. For any given o € (0,1),8 > 0, let (X, g) be a compact Riemann surface with
boundary in C*“-class and let f € C*(X),h € C*(X) such that:

/fdvg:/ hds,.
> ox

Then, there exists a unique solution to the problem.

—Agu+pPu=f inX
Oy, u=h on 0%

in the space {u € C?(X): fz udvy, = O} . Moreover, it has the following Schauder estimate:
Jullc2asy < C (I fllcas) + [hllcracs))

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. O

Lemma A.2. Let (3,9) be a compact Riemann surface with smooth boundary 0%. For any
B >0, if fe L*X,g) satisfies fz fdvy = 0, then there exists a unique weak solution of

—Aju+pPu=f n X
(25) Oy,u =0 on 0% ,
fz udvg = 0

16



i.€., there exists u € o satisfying that

/(Vu,Vap)gdvg+5/ug0dvg = / fodv,, YoeT .
b 2 2
Moreover, for any p > 1 if f € LP(X), there exists u € WP solving (25) with the following

W2P_estimate: HUHW“’(E) <O fllers)-

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 uj,us are two weak solutions of (25) in o It
follows that

/ (V (1 — ), V) vy + / (ur — ua)pdu, =0,
» »

for any ¢ € H'(X). Then, u; = uy up to the addition of a constant. Observing that

Js widvg = [ usdvg = 0, we deduce that uy = us.
We will prove the existence by variational methods. Consider the energy functional
1
Jw) = /E(|Vu\§ + Bu?)dv, — /Z Fudv,

Applying the Holder inequality and the Poincaré inequality,

/2 fudv,

which yields that J has a lower bound in . Let u, be a sequence in T such that J attains

< | fllezyllull o) < Cllf 2y Vull 2oy,

the minimum value, i.e.,

lim J(u,) = inf J(u).

n—+oo uel
For any n € Ny, J(u,) > 1|Jun|* — C||f || 22¢s) |unl|. Given that inf _p J(u) < J(0) =0, uy is
uniformly bounded in o, Up to a subsequence, we assume that u,, converges to some ug € o

weakly. By the Rellich-Kondrachov theorem, u, — wg strongly in L?(X) for any ¢ > 1 and

almost everywhere. Fatou’s lemma implies that

J(up) < liminf J(u,) = inf J(u).

n—4o0 ueﬁl
: o =1
Thus, ug is a minimizer of J(u) on H'.

Next, we consider the W?%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

17



or half-disk in R?. Specifically, in the case of a half-disk, we can extend the problem evenly
to a full open disk, considering that d,,u = 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 3. U

B

This section provides detailed proofs of crucial estimates for PU, ¢ for 7 € (0,00) and
¢ € X. For any ¢ located in a compact subset of 3 or 0%, we set 1¢ to be 4ry, where 7( is a

positive constant.

The following lemma is the asymptotic expansion of PU, ¢ as p — 0.
Lemma B.1. The function PUsg satisfies
PUy e = X¢ (Ure —log (87%)) + (&) H? (2,€) + O(p'™°)(p — 0),

for any ag € (0,1) and the convergent is locally uniform for £ in > and 0% and also locally

uniform for T in (0,+00). In particular,
PUs¢ = 0(§)G?(,€) + O(p""*)(p — 0),

locally uniformly in X\{&}.

Proof. Let nre(x) = PU,¢ — xe(Uye —log872) — o(€)H(2,€). If £ € 3,

2.2

2 .2
TSP TSP
OuyNre = 20,,X¢ log (1 + 7) — 2x¢0,, log (1 + )
s ¢ e ()] v e ()]

0
on 9%. We observe that for any z € 90X N U(§)

1y 0
Oy, lye(z)? = —e™ 290 —|y|?

=0.
2

y=ye(x)
If £ € 0%, for any x € 0%, as p — 0.

7_2p2 7_2p2 . )
Oy, Nre(x) = 2(ang§)W —2x¢0,, log | 1+ W +O(p*) = O(p7).

18



Then for any £ € ¥ we have 9,,n,¢ = O(p?). For any A C R?, denote aA := {ay : y € A}.
[ sty == [ xe(Une = log(87) + e}y o)
s >
|y (z)[*
= — | xelog dv,(x
foe1o8 G s gyt
2 2

2.2 2
— 2/ log we_sof(y)dy + 2/ X(|y|) (% + O(p4)) egpg(y)dy
Br, Y] Bgro \Br, (0) |y]

1 A
= 27-2,02/ log (1 + —2) e P dy + O(p?)
= (Bf,NBrg (0)) |y]
1
= 2+ 00) [ )+ O()

BTO/(TP)(O
= O(p’|logp|),

1 ro/(7p) 1
/ log (1 + —2) dy = 27r/ log (1 + —2) rdr
lyl<?2 |y 0 r
r5/(1p)? 1
= 7T/ log(1+—>dt
0 t

2 2 2 r2/(Tp)?
rH T“p 0 1
= 1 1 — 1———)dt
T Og( T ) 7T/o =7

log <1 +
)

where we applied

2 2 2 2 2
- T Tp 4 T U]
= 7T7'2p2 (1 + 2 +O(p )) — 7T7_2p2 + 7log (1 + —T2p2)

= O(|logpl).

For any « € Uy (§), =AU, ¢ = e‘¢5(y)AuT,o|y:y5(m) = e ?celUme. Tt follows that

(=8¢ +B)re = (=Ag+ ) (PUrg — xe(Ure —log87°) — 0(€) HY)

|yel* |yel*
= (Agxe)log—— 4 2(Vy,,Viog —— =
(Baxe) 08 T Ty 2V P + PP
1

,7_2p2
o (- [ ) s 2 (14 25
1=l S el

We observe that Ayxe =0 and Vxe = 0 in Uy (§) \ Uy (§). For any x € A, (§), we have
2 2

T -
Ure — log(87%) + 4log |ye(x)| = —2log (1 + m) = —27°p"|ye(2)] 7% + O(p")

and
\V4 (UT@ — log(87'2) +4log \yg(x)\) = —2T2p2V\y5(x)|_2 + O(p4).
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2 —¥e L‘Faﬁd = / 2 E———
P € € (% 1Y
/; X¢ g ¢ X(|y|)( 2 9 ‘y‘2)2 Yy

2.2 2,2

where we applied the fact that f‘y| - Wdty =7-I£ + (sz:zf) i)ﬂ for any r > 0. Hence,

for any p > 1
[(=Ag + B)nrell, = O(P2 + Bpr).

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

- 2
et < (el + 1 Arl) < 58
for p > 1.

We take p € (1,2) such that oy = % —1>0, thenasp—0

77'r,£ _ O(p1+ao)

Y

uniformly in C(X). O

2(1—p)

Lemma B.2. Ifp > 1 then |p?xee" €| o) = O(p~ 7 ) which is uniform for & in ¥ and

locally uniform for T in (0, +00).

Proof.

() (BT
(p2X eUT»E )pdv — / ers (v) —dy
/2 ¢ ! B, (7202 + |y[?)r

2 2\p . 2 52\p
_ / BT / (epe 1))
B B (

5., (770 [yl?)P 5 207 + y|?)P
8
= () 1+0 4
(7°p°) /%Béro( (Tp\y\))<1+w)2 y

— @(p2(1—p)).

2(1—p)
Thus [p*xee eV ¢ | oy = O(p 7 ’ ) uniformly in £ € ¥ and 7 is bounded away from zero. [

Next, we discuss the asymptotic expansions of P\Iff as p — 0 analogue to PU,,. For
j=12if eV and j = 1if £ € 9%, we define H(x,€) to be the unique solution of the
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following problem

—AgHj(LL’, 5)

ye () ye(2); N
9(5 A9X5\ys( )2 - 9(5 <VX§’V (\ys( )\] )>g TEL

(@) (@);
Oy, HY (f” §) = g(&)a (ﬁﬁ( >]2> Xe — 9(45 y@gw Ou, Xe z € 0% -

Jo H(x, §)dvg = fz \yég |2X€ )dvg
Lemma B.3. For any ag € (0, 1),

2

2
PU0(2) = xe (W) — = ) + O(p'F™) = —4 " O(p**e
260 = xe (Welo) = 2) + 0) = ) gyt + O )

in C(X) as p— 0. And PO (x) = O(p""*)(p — 0), in Cioe(X\ {£}) uniformly for & in any
compact subset of ) or £ € 0¥ and T is bounded away from zero.

For ¢ e ) with 7= 1,2, or for £ € 02 with j =1,
P (2) = xe(2) VLo () + 0(&) H (2,€) + O(p™)

in C(X) as p — 0, where H’(x,§) is the unique solution of the following problem

(—2 + A HI(2,6) = —f2 )Xséix?@ + 2© (Agmﬁxgw

(26) o (Ve v ()), wet |
0, Hi(z, €) — _ﬁa <|yggm;|3 ) Xe — ﬁy@(ﬁj Oy, Xe, T € OX
| Jy Hi (2, €)dv, =5 Js fw e Xe (@) dug

In addition, the convergences above are uniform for & in any compact subset of ) or & € 0¥

and T bounded away from zero.

Proof. We recall that

2 |ye(x)? —m2p* 2 27%p?
U () == ==(1- Usry (€).
nel?) Tlye(x)?+ 2% T e+ ) 2ro(®)

Let 7.e = PU9. — xe (P2, — 2). For 2 € 9%,
2 4rp? 72 e(0)]?
0, X(‘I’E x——)) = =0, X 5 T X 0y, log |ye(x)].
(et =2 ATF + 72 €T + e 8 )
If € ey, Oy, Nre = 0in 9%; if € € 9%, J,, 1y e = O(p?) on I%. By direct calculation, we have

T 2 ~
Joxe (Woe = 2) dvg =2 [y Xepmprrdvg(v) = 270" [g pramme™Wdy
= 2Tp2 fBgro mdy + 2Tp2 fBgro m(e%(y) — 1)dy
= O(p*log p)
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and
(=Ag + B)ire = (=Ag + ) (P\IIO (\DO 3))
(Agxe) (W0 — 2) +2(Vixe, VIO )y — pPxee#eelne W0 + Byep s
_ drp? 2
= Bxepmrize +OW),

where we applied the fact for any fixed r > 0, fy|<r % = O(p?) as p — 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

(27) e = Trglloe < C (190l ooy 12 + Dell o))

2 1
< C(p* + Bpr|log pl7).

A

We choose p € (1,2) such that oy < % — 1, then n,¢ = O(p***°), uniformly in C(¥). We
recall that L)
Ye\L)j

W (z) = ,

) = P

Ife&ey, Oy, H' (2,£) = 0 for any z € 0%. If £ € 9%, for any x € 9% by direct calculation,

e, () -

Denote 0,,H?(§,€) := 0, then 9, H/(-,§) € C*>°(0¥). By Lemma A.l, there is a unique
solution to the problem (26) in C*(9%) for any o € (0,1). Let

Cre(x) = PUT () = Xe() W () — 0(&) H (,€).
Since fB%dy =0forj=1,2and B= B,orj=1and B= B,N{y, > 0}, we have

the following estimates:

; 872p*x(ly|)y;
pPxee~PeelUrel’ o = / 2y
‘ ¢ 85, (770" + [y?)?

87292%’ 2 2
= — 2 ___dy+0O =0 ,

for any = € Uy, (€).

472 0% (ye), 22< < (ye); )>
_A - — — Ag - 8 v av
(—Ag + B)Cre (7202 + [ye?)[ye2 06~ °T A VX (720% + |ye|*) ye|®

720%(Ye)
(7202 + [ye|*) e |?

2% (ye)
= 4 J +O 2
R e T EREC
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and
T’ p'ye(r); Yl ¢ TPy,
Gredvg, = 4/Xz J dvx:4/ X<_)€@e(y) j .
[ e R @ Y T e ) R P

13
2rg

If¢eYandj=1,2

7-2p2(6¢5(y) — ]_)y
| Ty
Bar ly|2(2p% + [y]?)
2rg

3 3 s 3,.3,2
_ C’/ 5p |y|(1+T§O(|y|))dy < C’27r/ TP 7”2 dr = O(p?).
ez (TP o (1477

2% D@ (0)y* + o(|y|*)|

<C
lyl<2ro ly(T2p% + |y|?)

TP

In this case, we have

W\ ¢ 0%y,
Credv, = 4/ % <_ ePe) dy
/2 & Bayg (0) T0 ly2(720% + |y|?)

|y|) 2p%y; Wl ¢ 2%y, 9
:'4/‘x<—' I —dy+ [ x () (eP® —1) L dy = O(p?).
Bary - \To / |y[*(T2p* + [y]?) Bary . \TO ly2(72p0% + |y[?)

For ¢ € 0¥ and j =1

- | ‘ R T2P2y'
[ Gredvg| = 4 ‘fBéro X <%) e
= O(p2)a

then, it follows for £ € 0%, [ Gredvg = O(p?). If € € 3, Oy,Cre(w) = 0 for any z € 9X. If
x € 0%, by calculation, we deduce that

anCT,E(x) = _anXS(\IIZ—,g + Q(g)Hj([L’, 5)) - Xﬁal/g (\Ijg—, + Q(S)H](ZIZ',S))
= D.x¢) A% p%ye (x) 5 T ved A% p%ye (x)
v X&) 202 e @) Plue @+ X T2 4 Tye @) lve @2

= O0(p*).

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

I6re = Grelloo < € (Hal'gCﬂﬁHLoo(az) +[(=4g + /6>CT7§||LP(Z)> < C(p* + Bp%).
We take p € (0, 1) such that oy = %. Then as p — 0, we have
nrg = O(p™)
uniformly in C(X). O
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Remark B.1. 0.PU.¢ = P\Ifgé by the uniqueness of the solution to the problem (12). However,
O, PU. ¢ # P\Ifig. Analog to the proof of Lemma B.3, we can obtain the following expansion,
for any ag € (0,1),

(28) 8§jPUT,§ = 8§j (XﬁUT,E) + Q(g)aﬁijg + O(pao)(p — 0)7

in C(3), which is uniformly convergent for & in any compact subset ofi or & € 0X and T in
any compact subset of (0,00).
Indeed, we notice that for any y € Uy (€) asy — 0

Do 1ye(@)| o1y = =205 + Oyl)-

Let ¢ ¢ = 0g; PUr e — Og;(xeUre) — 0(§)0¢, HI(,§). It is easy to obtain

(A + B)Che = —Be; (XeUrg + 4xe log ye|) + O(p?| log p|),  in X

/ G2 edv, = O(p*|log ),

and O¢(} e = O(p?) on OX. Applying the regularity theory in Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2, we

have
1
Cie = O(p*|log p| + Bpr),

for any p € (1,2). We take p € (1,2) such that ag = %, then we deduce (28).

The following lemma shows asymptotic “orthogonality” properties of P\Iff

Lemma B.4. For any ag € (0,1), we have as p — 0 for j,i =0,1,2 for & € Y andi,j=0,1
for & € 0%,

(PUL, PU ) = mz 0+ O(p™)  wheni orj =0
7,6 T8 52] + O(p*~1)  otherwise 7

7'("7—2
and

O(p*) when i or j =0
<P\IIT0 &0, P\I]'Z_l €1> — 1 ) y
O(p*~1)  otherwise

where three different points €, &y, & € ¥ and uniformly in 7,7° 71 are bounded away from zero

and the 0;; is the Kronecker symbol, and Dy = ng (11+‘yy||2 dy, Dy = fR2 %

24



Proof.

(PULPUL) = [ Pxelale vl P oy (o)
P

B / +/ PPXe(x)e e WL (P dug(x).
MUz (€) S\Uzrq (€)

For i = 5 =0, by Lemma B.3,

/ () P00 PUY duy ()
EOUQTO(E)

2_ 2.2 471 p*x (M)
Y Y T o
= 167,02/E x(—' ') (| - +O(p ) | dy
B2T'O

o) (PP Tyl
64 1 — |y|?
7 J g, (L+[y?)!
Considering that % fLBg (11+\‘ny|2 = fRZ 11+||y“ 2dy + O(p?), as p — 0,
™

SQ(f)Do

T2

(P PUY) = [ preale et ewd PU oy a) = FO(p),
P

1— yl2
where Dy = fR2 T

Similarly, for j =0 and ¢ = 1,2 for £ € > and i = 1 for £ € 0%, we have

PULPRY = 7 [ xlw)e Ot Y (o)
EQUQTO(O

lyl
— 32727 / v (4 i ()
B ro ) (T2p2+ [y | T2+ [yf?

2rg

+O(p'*)) dy
= 0(p™).
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Applying Lemma B.3, for £ € > we have

where D; = fRZ

P ) O P )
SNUz2ry (€) ’ ’

3972 2 / M Yi M J
" I X<m @+ PP\ e ) 2 TP

2rg

OO R (0).6) + O™ dy
128 Vil 327200 )i i -
75 s TR g Ty (060 =16 )

+32T2P2Q(5)Hj(575)/ mdij(’)( p*h)

128 Vil / 3272 %y 1
= I 4y + 0O 2 PPy |+ 0(p
20 /#Bgo T+ [y < N

80(§)D; o—
2B, + 0 )~ 0),

(1+|y\2 ;dy. For £ € 9%, applying Lemma B.3 again,

p’ / e/ w! P! dvy(z)
Ef-‘IUQTO (ﬁ)

Lyl
|y 327202y, 4x ( ) Y1 . .
/Bgro X (7’_0) (7202 + [y[2)? \ 7202 + [y|2 +0(§)H (ye (y),8) + O(p™)

128 Y3 1
- gL + O a0 —
T2p? /}prO a+ppy O

We observe that

and

128 _ 128
f B’3 1+|y\2 fR2 1+|y\2

128
< =2 Jee\ g, TR
O(p ),

IA

p2/z\U ()Xﬁ(l')e_@s(x)eUm&\IfiéP\Ifi’sdvg O(RIPW.|)) = O(p)(p — 0),
2rg

fori,j e {1,2},if€€%,i,j=1,2, and if £ € 9%, i,j = 1. Thus we have

80(§)D;

Tr2p?

(PWLe, PVL) = =50 + O(p™ ™).

By assumption, ry > 0 sufficiently small such that

Usr, (50) N Uz, (51) =
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and for [ = 0,1, if § € X, Uy, (&) CC 2.

<P\IIT0 £07 P‘;[]Tlﬁ > / —|—/ p2X§06_§0€eU7—0,50 \I/i_oéop\:[/{_l 51dUg-
£\Uzry (€0) SNUz2r, (€0) ’
As p — 0, we have
/ X (1) D0y U, du, = O PV, ) = O(p).
E\Uz2r (§0)

By Lemma B.3, for j # 0

_ U. i j
fU2r-O(§0)ﬂE p2X§0€ P e TO,EO\I]TQ’SOP‘I]3_17§1dUg
_ U i dye, (2); j (o

= fUzro(Eo) 02)(506 Poe % \DTO,&) <X€1$y§l(]x)|2 + Q(fl)Hj(l’, 51) + O(p 0))
= o(&)H(&,&1) fUzr (€0) P2X§O Y0e To)ﬁo\IfToéOdvg

+O(ﬂ%m@/w&¢f%%7@“W%5OwJ+p%ﬁwQ
= O(p™™);

for j =0,

fUzr-o(Eo Ep2X§O€_w§O€U‘rO’5O\Ilio,ﬁop\llf_l dv,
i 47p? @
Jtscny P*Xen€ P00 W ( X7z + O 0+1>>
— O(pa0>

Therefore for any &; # &,

O(p™) when ¢ or j =0

(P, PU, )=
- e O(p*~1)  otherwise

O

Remark B.2. Analogue to the proof in Lemma C.1, for any ag € (0,1), we have as p — 0 for
j,i=1,2 for & € ) and i,j = 0,1 for £ € 0%,

8Q(§)Dl ag—
22 dij + O(p™ 1)>

<P\II7;_7§, 8£JPU7-7£> -

and
. O(p>o when i or 7 =10
<P\I]3—0,Eova§jPUT17§1> = (p ) J s
O(p™=1)  otherwise

where three different points €, &y, & € ¥ and uniformly in 7,7° 71 are bounded away from zero
and the 0;; 1s the Kronecker symbol, and Dy = ng (11+‘yy||2 dy, Dy = R %
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In the next two parts, we consider £ = (&1, -+ ,&,) in a compact subset of Z.

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

into a finite-dimensional problem.

Lemma C.1. Let & = (&, ,&m) in a compact subset of X% x (L) *\ A. For any p > 1,

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

PPV eRE PV p2 N "y el <cpr,
=1 Lr (%)

where p € (1,2).

Proof. Let D C 2 be a compact subset. Then there exists § > 0 such that D C Ms. There is
a uniform ry > 0 for any & € My. By calculation,

[ ipvestrn - 2Zx, Ui,
Do) GRS o
j— 2rg

+ / |p°Vexim U — 2 Z xneMPdug,
Z\U’lm 1U2'r0 (6) h=1

and as p — 0, fE\ugilero(s) |2V et P 257y eUr|Pdu, (z) = O(p*). By Lemma B.1,
for any x € Usy,(&n)

> PU; = xaUs

— (Z 0(&)GY(&ny &) + 0(En) HI (Eny En) — log(87’2)> + O(lye, (z)] + p')
i#h
= —log V(&) + O(p'™ + |y, (v)])-
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Hence,
/ PPV ez PV — g2y eVn Pdu, (2)
U2'r0 (gh)

m p
= / ‘02 Uh e2iz1 PUi=xnUn+logV(z) _ 1)’ dvg(:E) + O(p2p)
Urg (En)NZ

-0 ( [ et @)+ p1+a°>pdvg<x>> +O(p)
Uro(gh)ﬂz

8 2 2 + 14+ag p
0 / ( rh02(|2y| - )) dy+ o
o \ (7202 + [yP)

= O(p*?),

where p € (1,2). O

Lemma C.2. For any p > 1 and r > 1, there are positive constants ci,cy such that for any
p > 0, the following estimates hold for any ¢1, s € .

(29) PV U — 1 1) 1oy < crellP p 5 g,
and
(30) PVEEETE(ER — % — (61 = &)l

< eI 555 g | 4 (6ol 1 — Sl

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

(€ = €% = (91— 62)] < [0 — 1] Ign = o] < 61 — 6ol (61] + 1)

Applying the Holder inequality, Sobolev inequality and Moser-Trudinger inequality, we deduce
that

1/p
(/ VPeP it PUi|e¢1 —e? — (p1 — ¢2)|pdvg)
>

2 1/p
CZ (/ VpepZiil PUi(6\¢>1\+|¢zl|¢l _ ¢2||¢h|)pdvg)

1 1
CZ (/ ypr o ST 1PUz-dUg) ” (/ ep5<¢1+l¢zl>dvg)p
>

1
1

(/ |1 — ¢2|pt|¢h|ptdvg) 5

CZ (/ Vo oo S 1PUidvg(x))‘”' ez UorlP+1920) 16— ol 1l

IN

IN

IN
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where 7,5,t € (1,400),2 + 2 + 1 =1. By Lemma B.1,

/ VTP it PUidvg(a:)
U;ll UQT'O (ﬁz)

m

= Z/ €xXp {PTXiUi+pT (Z Gg(£i7£h>+g(£i)Hg(£i7£i)
i=1 7 U2rg (&) hti
+1log V(&) —1og(877)) + O(p' + |ye, (x)]) } dugy(x)

C (Z [JQTO(gi) ePrXi i(l + O(p Tao 4 |y52(x)|))dvg(l»))

i : 872 \"
< cC / eV (—) L+ O(p™ + [y])dy
(Z o, G re) O D)

S Cp2—4pr‘

IN

By the definition of PU;, PU; = O(1) constant in ¥\ Us,,(&;). It follows that
Yoo erRE = 0(1).
E\UL, Uarg (§i)
Therefore the estimate (30) holds and if we take ¢o = 0, we obtain the estimate (29). O

D

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Assume the conclusion in Lemma 3.1 does not hold. Then there
exists £ € M5 C 2 for some small 6 > 0, a sequence p, — 0 and ¢, € K- with [|¢,|| = 1 and

| Lg" (@)]] = O(\ITlpnl)’ To simplify the notations, we use p instead of p, and ¢ instead of ¢,,.

(31) o —i"(PVer= Vo) =y +w,
where ¢ € Kg and w € K¢. Then [[¢]| = of
the following problem in the weak sense,
(=2 + B)p =pVeX=r g — PVeRTiPUig 4 (<A, + f) (¥ +w), i3,
0,9 =0, on 0X.
Step 1. ||w| = o(1)(p — 0).

|10gp|) — 0(p — 0). It is equivalent that ¢ solves

Given that w € K¢, we have w = > 1" 12] 1cZ]P\If Consider the inner product of
equation (31) with P\Ifg,/, leading to the following equation:

.y . 1 m
) g
= (¢, PU) + (w, PUY).
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Since PV € H' and ¢ € Kz, we have [, PUdv, = 0 and (1, PU)) = (¢, PU) = 0. It

follows
(32) —p? / Vet PUig PW dv, =Y 3 " ey (PUI, PUY).
by i=1 j=1
Applying Lemma B.4, the right-hand side of the equation (32) equals
8@(5@ ) o
nTh Zl]/_l—o . 1ZZ|CU|
i=1 j=1
The left-hand side of equation (32) can be expanded as follows:
fz p2 (Zy; XieUi - VezzilpUi) P\ngl¢dvg - Z:il fz P2Xi Ui(P‘I’f}I - Xi"I’g/l)¢dUg
0% [ G (e ? + 1)V W gdu, — p? [ xZe # Ve W pdu,.

Since [|¢|| = 1 and ¢ € K-, [;, p*xGe ¢ el U = O(p?)+ (P, ¢) = O(p?). By calculation,

we have
20 |yldy
< 0 (/ —_ ) = O(p).
o 22 2R ) = O

P’ /Z(e—%' — 1)xwe’ U dv,

Applying Lemma B.4 and Lemma C.1,

/ PP xie = VX U P g,
X =
A vt - vimzar

7_1 2(1—p)

< Opr )=0(p 7 ),

|6l Lasy || PO |
Lr(%)

where % + % < 1 and C > 0 is a constant. Further, Lemma B.3 implies P\Ifg,/ — xir\Ifg,, =
O(1)(p — 0). And applying Lemma B.2, for any i = 1,--- ;m

< (’)(\p%@-eU"\LP(E)W‘LQ(E))

2(1—p)

< O(p~ 7 )p—0).

P’ / XieV p(PWY, — X W )dv,
)

Combining these estimates, we conclude

8@ & i’ @ = 2(1 p)
71(.7_2>p2 cijr + O < . 1ZZ|CU|) )(p — 0).

=1 j=1
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Then |ci/j/|:(9(p%)(p — 0), where p € (1,2). So

Ji

(33) SN el =

i=1 j=1

o

by the arbitrariness of ¢ and 5. Lemma B.4 and (33) yield that

m J; 2 mJ;
= S5 corwl] =0 (353 kst 00 ) <ot
=1 5=l i=1 j=1
Hence, it follows that as p — 0, ||w|| = (p m ) 5 0 for any p € (1,2).

Step 2. (¢, P¥?) — 0(p — 0).
Following the construction in [16] and [15], we define

— Iyl T

4
i(y) = —1 + )
(0] celre’ + lul )T PP+ lyl? 3n TP+ lyf?

37—@'
and

T2p
ti(y) = —2—5———.
g Tt P

And we observe that w;(y), t;(y) satisfies the following equations respectively,
—Awi — pzeuTi’Owi = p26u7i'0¢2i’0 in Rz

and
—At; — pPeimit; = p*e'mi0 in R2

Vel = M1+ o)) 1o )% [ 1VEF = O(1), s p =0
RZ

ith M, — lyl? 1/2 L
with M; = (fR2 T ) . Let

3(5’)}[9(&,&) (e, (z ))) , for all € Uy, (&).

() = () (w(ygi (e)) +

The projection Pu; € ' from u; is given by

(=g + B)Pu; = —xiDgui(z) + xiDgui(z) x € ¥
(34) Oy, Pu; =0 T €Y.
fE Pu, =0
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Let us consider 7; = u; — Pu; + %Hg(:c, &i). The integral of n; over ¥ is given by f§ nidvg =
O(p?log?p). If & € X, we have §,,m; = 0 in 0%. For & € 9%, |9,,mi(2)| ooy = O(pr|log pl).

. — 2 T
In view of [, % log(1+ |y|*)dy = —%, and [, Wdy = Jae mdy =,

[(=Ag + B)0il po(s2y = Op7 | log pl).

By the LP-theory,
_ 1
7 = M llw2rs) < C (‘&/gm‘m(az) +1(=4y + ﬁ)nz“m(z)> < Cpr|logpl,

for any p > 1. Applying Sobolev’s embedding theory, |n; _mm(z) < C’p%| log p|, for any
v € (0,2(1 — %)) Choosing p € (1, 2], we deduce that

1
(35) ;| < O(p?|logpl).
Moreover, for any = € X\ {;}, the following inequality holds:

_ 20(&)

< O(p¥|log p)
37 < O(pr|logp|).

(36) ‘Pul(x) G (z, &)

Additionally, ||Pu;||* is computed directly as

= O(|logpl*)(p — 0).

2 i 1
o (1 225 17 4 0008 o) g

Thus
(37) [ Pusl| = O([og pl)(p — 0).
Applying Pu; as a test function for (31),
(Pu;, ¢) — /Ep2VeZZL—1 PUL ¢ Pusdv, = (Pug, w + ).
Considering

[(Pusyw + )] < [ Pudl(ll) + A1) < [ Pudlo (“1—%) —o(1),

we deduce that
(38) (Pug, ¢) — / PV eXi=1 PUn g oy, (1) = o(1).
%
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By (34) and ||¢|| = 1 with the Holder inequality,
(39) (Pusd) = [ (b + X
s
= / p*eViudv, + / pre eV widu,
>

+ [ 25t )Pvie o, + O?)

o (&) P U;
= /Zpe i dvg + /2 . SN HI(EL &) pP (e = 1)eYigd,

7

+ [ 251006, 6) - 2(o. )t o,

+ / 20060 o, )it v, + (P, 6) + O(p?)
s 3

Ti
= [ peY 20080) 1190 ¢ 2 U 0 29
— widvg + | == H (2, &) pTxie™ ¢dvg + (P, 6) + O(p ),
Z by A

for any ¢ € (1,2). On the other hand, (B.2) and (35) with the Holder inequality yield that

(40) /;p2VeZZL—1PUh¢PUidUg — /p lee (1_|_O(‘y52( )‘_'_pao+1>>

20(&; 1
: (u 3(5 )Héﬂ + O(ppllogp\)) ¢dv

20(&; .
- /PzeUzuszQ—i_/#Hg(xafi)PQXieUlﬁbdvg
5 5

Ti

+0(pr 7)),

for any s € (1,2). We choose s, p sufficiently close to 1 such that % +2(1 —1) > 0. Then (39)
and (40) imply that (PW? ¢) = o(1), as p — 0.

Step 3. Construct a contradiction.
Define the following space for & = (&1, -+ ,&n) € Ms. We denote that R; = R? if 1 <4 < k;
R, =R} :={yeR*:y, >0} if k+1<i < m. Let my be the stereographic projection
through the north pole for the standard unit sphere in R3. We denote that S; = 7y (R;) for

t=1,---,m. We define
)
L; = @;‘72 < +00p,
1+1yl L2(R;)

Hi = v |V\I]|L2(]RZ) + ‘ < 0
L2(R;)

and
Vi

1+ yl?
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The associated norms are defined as the following,

v
1+ y[?

v
1+ y[?

[

= |V 2, + ‘

L2(R;) L2(R:)

The maps
(41) Li — L*(S;) : U+ Vomy

and H; — H'(S;) : ¥ — W oy are isometric. Let Qf := ;Bgi«o@f(i) _ ¢(y{il(ﬁpy)) and
X5 (y) = x(7iply]). Consider

- Xy ye

0  yeR\Q

By Lemma C.1, we have

ZPQ / XheUh¢2dUg — P2 / Vezzl:l PU’L¢2dvg
h=1 ) »
o (/ /)2| ZXheUh — VeXh= PUh|¢2dUg>
T =

p2 / ethzl PU}L¢2
%

P’ (Z xnelr = Vexizi P Uh)
h=1

= pQ/VeZ;n—lpU’Lgbzdvg + O(p%Tp)
2

IN

07| 2a(s)

Lr(S)

= p /2 VX1 PUng2dy, + o(1)(p — 0),

where p € (1,2) and 1 5+ l = 1. On the other hand, we take the inner product of (31) with ¢,
since [¢[| =1 and ||¢H = 0(

logp)

I /Jeml PUNG du, = (6, 6) — (w + 1, 6) = 1 + o(L).

m 2 2 2
N a /E xie"'¢*dv, = Z /B . {vl/ro) (¢ 0y, (rapy))*dy + O(p?)
=1

(T2p? +|y|)
- |52 (y)|? 2
_8;/i(1+||)d+(’)(p).
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/ VaPdy = / OV + 6V 2y
07 .

- 0< /. (v <>>\2+|¢<y;1<y>>|2>dy)

_ ( / Tow 240, + /-@f|¢<x>|2dvg)

= O(ll¢l) = 0Q1).

Hence qgf is bounded in H;. We observe that H; compactly embeds into L;. Up to a subse-
quence, as p — 0, qgf — QB? weakly in H; and strongly in L;.

(42) > Il
i=1

For any h € C*(R?), assume that supp h C Bg,(0). If 7;p < 3, then supp Vx <|T,%‘) N
supph( ) @Franyq)eﬁl,

(43) 0 - /B Boy ' (y)Vy ('7%') Vh (%py) dy
_ /Bg h (T—lpy) V(@ oy (y) - Vx (‘yo‘) dy.

In (43), we take ® = ¢, w and v, respectively.

Claim. for any ||h]| := ([, [VA[* + |h|2)2 <1 and h € C=(R2),

(44) [t (o)) duyto) = 020 -+ 0
and
(45) []on (o) ) = O1)(p ),
Indeed,
Joxit® (L) duge) = [, 5 X (i) 52 () dy
< O oy In () Py)
2 < O(A)h] = O(?).
S| (L )] dv@) = g x () |Vh (L) dy
< O (fop 19N >|dy)so< ).



The claim above concluded.

Combining the result in Step 1 and ||¢|| = 0(“01gp|)

(46) lwll +[¢]l = o(1)(p = 0).

- 1
/_ Vi Vhdy = /Béi v (x (%) o ygl(y)) - Vh (Tfpy) dy

? 2rg

o [ meorm (20 (L))
: /ivw( (i)
D g / vih ( e )) o + [ raVeSi Mg (%ygi(x>) dv, ()
S / 2V T P by, () /2 wih (;1,03/&(1')) duv, ()
o[ (009 (@ ()

~ m 1
= s [ S+ [ vesta o (;pygxx)) vy ()
—TZ-2p2/p2Veth—1PUh¢dvg(x)/ X(M) esoi(npy)h(y)dy+0(1)7
)

@ TO

for any h € C°(R?) with ||| < 1. By the Holder inequality and Lemma C.1,

\/ 3y dy\<r|<zf<> (/Ri<1+|y|2>2\h<y>\dy)és0||<55<y>L

where C' > 0 is a constant depending on Ry, and

< p2 S, PU,

P’ / PPV eXi= Pl g
b
< p? ( pixVeRi=i PU — g2 "y e

= o(pllel).

, llol

Py xie” lo|
1=1 Lp(%)

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

S PPXaV e PUngh (Lye (2)) duy(2)

fU2r'o(§i) % eXp{_ 1Og(87-z2) +o (52) H (627 gl)
(a7) Y 0(60) G (6 60) + logv< )+ O (e + )} oh (e, ) do,

i
_ IB% e%(y)%(ﬁ ye ( (i) (;,ﬂ;) dy + o(1)

202 |yl?

_ 8 e

= o i dth(y >dy+o<1>.
Then QB? is a distributional solution for the equation

8

48 —~AU=———_UinR,; with | |VU]*dy < o0,
) T+ W7 .
with boundary condition 9,,U = 0 on OR;, where vy is the unit outward normal of JR,.
By the regularity theory, QZE? is a smooth solution It is well- known_ that any solutions to
problem (48) are in the following form, ¢0(y) = %= b S GV where a’ € R for

1+\y|2 J=1 1+y|*>

i=1,---,m,j=0,---,J; (see Lemma D.1. of [16]).

Applying the result from Step 2.,

16 21 16 2 —
5 (JyP?+1)° 1) T o0 Jor (WP 1) 1)
2 _ 2
— lim 16702 y> — 72p° —1 @ d
E /Béi.o QP+ 2y Ve WX 5y ) @

= lim [ pPe oyl ooy (y)x(ly|)dy
=0 B3,

= lim [ p*xie # e Wapdu,
p—0 »

= lim(PV?, ¢) = 0.
p—0

Foranyi=1,--- ,mand j=1,---,J,

9 32
3 / 723’ dy = lim ~= / NS
7ip Jr, ([y|>+1)3 =0 7ip Jar (Yl +1)
Y; _ |y
— 1 2 2 J 1
52T P / (|y|2+73p2)3¢ Ye (W(ro) Y

. I\
— lim px(‘o‘) Pl gdoys (y)dy

p—0 Bgl
o
= lim p*xieie= P W b(x)dv,
P_>0 U2'r0 (52)

= lim(P¥!, ¢) = 0.
p—0
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Thus for any i = 1,--- ,m,j =1, J; [ (‘LZ"L2+113¢Ody = g, |y‘2+1 — % 0y = 0. It indicates

that ¢? = 0, which contradicts to (42) O

E

The last part gives some technical lemmas to obtain the C'-expansion of the reduced
functional Ep.

Lemma E.1. As p — 0, the following asymptotic expansions hold

(PU;, PU;) = p(&)(6log2 —4logp — 210g(877) + (&) H(&, &) — 2)
+0O(pllog pl),

and for any i # j (PU;, VPU;) = 0(&)e(§;)G7(&i, &) + Olp)-

Proof. Applying Lemma B.1 and (13), as p — 0

(PU;, PU;) = / IV PU|2 + B|PUPdv, = p? / xie % eV PUsdv,
X 5
82p? . ( 1
— ] 6_801 10 _'_ Q S H‘g £Z7£Z
/Uro(&) (Ti2p2 + |y§i(x>|2)2 & (lepz + |y§i(:c)|2)2 (5 ) ( )
+O(ye, (2)] + p' 7)) dvg(x) + O(p®)
8T-2p2 7-.4p4
- Z ! : —21 2 i) H (&, &
/Bf(z) (TZ.2p2 + |y|2)2 ( 08 (7-Z,2p2 + |y|2)2 Og(Tz p ) + Q(g ) (5 5 )
+O(ly| + p'°)) dy + O(p*)
= 0(&)(61log2 — 4log p — 210g(877) + o(&) H (&, &) — 2) + O(pllog p),

where we applied the fact that for any » > 0, as p — 0, f|y‘<r %d(y =T — 7;—22 + %
p? log(2 2+1y[2 )

and ||

i< Wdy = 7+ m22log(e?) bg )+ O(p?). For any i # j, by Lemma B.1,

(PU;, PU;) = p? / xie eV PU;dv,
2

/ 872 p? e g .
— Us, (gl) (TZ.2p2 —I— |y§i(l’)|2)26 ( (5 )G (gzagg) ‘l‘ O(|y§l( )| _|_ p ))

LO(2|PU)
= S0§)676.6) [ Tty + O()
L ol€)0l€) G (€0 E;) + O(p)(p — 0).
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Lemma E.2.

(49) g [ VeI =3 0(6) + of1)(p - 0)
2z i=1

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

p2/ VeXita PUidu,

2
_ Z p / XU ol6) O 06) Tlom 724, 0&) G (@£ FO( ) gy (1)
UQT'O gz)
+(’)( %)

Z / 872 2 (60 Y (66.) ~loB(872) Hlog V (€)1, 006567 606))
a Ung (&) (20% + |ye(x)[?)?
(1 + O(Jye(z)| + ")) dvy(z)dvy(z) + O(p?)

872 p?e?il
= 1+ O(lyl + p')) + O(p?
Ej/BMpHyH( (1ol + p)) + ()

= [ OGN+ Oyl + ) sy

g T+ TyPP
+0(p?)

= Z 0(&) + O(p)(p — 0).

=1

U
Lemma E.3. Leti,h=1,2,--- ,m. And if & € i, j=1,2andif & € 0%, j = 1. Then as
p—0,
P / Xne " Oy, PUidvg
b

1

= 50m0(&) 0en, HY (&, &) + (1 = din)o(&:)2(6n) e, G* (60, &) + O (p)-

Proof. p* [ xn€"" 0., PU; = <fEﬂU2r0 ) fE\U2r0(€h)) Xn€"" ¢y, PU;.  We observe that
fE\UWO(Eh)ptheUhﬁ(@)jPUi = 0 For h # i, Usy (&) N Uapy (&) = O by the choice of r5. We
notice that
Ve[V (@) a1y = —2((We)+ 010, % (W), 9)
= —2((ye) e, (& +y + Oy*), v)
= —2y; + O(ly]*)(ly| = 0).
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In this case, by Remark B.1

/ p*xne ¢, PUidv, = / P xne™ (0., (Xils) + 0(&)0¢e,), HE + O(p™))
U2To (fh) U2r0 (gh)

0(&n)0(&:) e, H (§n: &) + o(1).

Claim. as p — 0,

/ p2Xi6UZ ; (25 )J 3 2d (ZL’) — O(p2) ‘l‘/ p26UZ ( 5; Z] (| 5(2 )| ))d’l}g(l')
Usrg (1) 707 + |ye, (@) Uro (€n) 707 + ye (o))
= o(1).
Indeed, if & € 3, we have [e#®) — 1] = |¢, (y)| + O(|¢e, (y)]?) = O(|y|?) as y — 0.
2006y, [ye. ()] 3277 0% (—y; + O(ly*))

2 U (&);19¢ _ / Pe. () i P Yj Y 2

poxie’ dv,(z) = 2efe dy + O(p
Lo 2o+l @P Y T 7 + PP )

_32r2y, 1 O(lyl*)
= (1+O( L
/B P+ O )~ i
O(p)

So, the claim above is concluded. For i,h =1,2,--- 'mand 5 =1,---,J;. By Remark B.1,
/ p2xi€Ui8(§i)jPUid’Ug
b

87‘.2p2X. ( 2()(5.)j|y§‘ )
— i 7 A ; ! ; HI +0(p™) | dv
/2 (7'2‘202 + |y§¢|2)2 X 7'2‘2/02 |y§i|2 (f ) (&)s ( ) g

20(¢,). |ye(x)|?
_ 2 Ui(x) (&);
= pxi(z)e dvy ()
Lro(ﬁi) 202 + e ()27

—|—EQ(£')8 HI(& 5.)/ S0’ dvg(x) + O(p™)
50L& (&); R Ur (&) (7'2202"—@&@)‘2)2 !

1
= 5@(&)28(&)]-1;[‘(](5@'7 &)+ o(1).
For 7 # h, via Lemma B.2,

—

p*xne” e, PUidv,
UQT'O (gh)

ST}%pth ( ' 2a(§i)j|y§i|2
Uary (§n)NE (Tf%p2 + |y€h|2)2 X Ti2p2 + |yfi|2
(ZE 877%[)2 ( (5)8 Gg(' 5) —I—O( ao)) dv
Uary (§n)NE . (Ti%p2 + |y§h|2)2 O T P I

= 0(&)o(€n) e, G7 (s &) + O(p™).

Combining all the estimates above, Lemma E.3 is concluded. O

I
—

+ o606, HE + O(p%)) v,

I
—
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Lemma E.4. Leti=1,2,..mandj=1,---,J;. Asp—0,

p2/EVeth—1PUh8(§i)jPUidvg

= O, (ngh ) H (&, En) +ZG§ &ns 1) +ngh logV/ §h)> o(1).
h=1

I£h h=1

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

pz/EVeZT—l PO Q. PUsdw,

= / + / +/ VeXic: P, PUidv,.
S\UI Uz (€n) Uazr (§:)NE UiziUzrg (§1)

By Remark B.1, as p — 0 fE\uzglero(fh) p?VeXimi PUn ) PUdv,
=0 (Pz fz\u;y:lero(gh) ‘aﬁj (xeUre) + Q(f)afng +O(p" )‘ dvg) = O(p*). We Obsef“ve that for
any 1 = 1,2,--- ,m and j = 1,---,J;, O, H(&,&) = 200, H(2,&)] o=, e?ilW) = 1 4

O(ly*)(lyl = 0), and Oy, [ye ()|, 1) = =245 + O(lyF)(ly| = 0). Applying Lemma B.1
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and Remark B.1 with (13),

/ PPV eh=1 PU’Lﬁ(gi)jPUidvg

U2To(51)

= / pzveé’(ﬁi)HfﬁZm 0(&)G9(-&)+O(p't0) < 2Xia(fi)j |Ye, |2
Uzry (&) (720° + [ye,]?)? (720% + lye*)
+0(&) 0., H¢, + O(p ao)) dvg

2 @)
- [ S e {g@i)ffg(y;(y), £)+ 3 066" (5 (). &)

s \Tip + lyl*) I

20, [Ye. (x) 2
(1202 + |ye, (2)[?)

+1og V(yg, ' (y)) — log(877) + O(ly* + p'™°) } <

e=yg. ' (y)

+§g<fi>a<&>ng<f,-,@> + Ol + 7)) dy + O

N /Ba (1+|y| T o) <1+ szZ (€)0e, HY (€6, &)y

2

+7_zp Z gh Z 0(52 527 gh Ys + Tip Z a (&i)s log V(gz) Ys

h#i s=1 s=1
_4y' (gz)
O 2 2 2 14+ap 5 J a HY &
+O(77p°|y* + pt 1)) <1+|yl2 &), H? (&, &)
+0(p™° + plyl)) dy + O(p?)

= S0, H(6 &) + 50(6)Dieo, HY(. €)
+ Z Q(gi)g(gh)ﬁ(fi)j Gg(giu gh) + Q(gi)a(ﬁi)j log V(&) + O(1>
hti

= Q(gi)za(&)ng(gia gz) + Z Q(gi)g(gh)a(&)j Gg(gia gh)
hoti

+0(&)9e,),; log V(&) + o(1),

where we applied ng (1+\y| d?/ =T = 2fR2 1+| \

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

/ ( )02V6th‘1 PO e, PUsdvg = 0(&)0(En) (e, GO (Ens &) + o(1).
UQT'O gh
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Combining the estimates above,
4 / VeXizi Py, PUsd,
b

= e, <ZQ€h V2 HI (&, 6n) + > 0(&r)0(€)G(n &) + Y (&) 1OgV€h)
h=1

I#£h h=1
+o(1).
U
Lemma E.5. Leti,h=1,--- ,m.. Then as p — 0,
9 U, 2(1-p)
| xne” (8., PU; — xi0ie.), )‘LP(E §O<p P )
Proof. By Remark B.1, 9¢,), PU; — x:0,),Us = O(1). Then applying Lemma B.2,
2(1—-p)
[P xne™ (9, PUs = XiDle), ')‘Lp(z) <0 (‘p2Xh€Uh‘Lp(2)> =0 (p : )
U

Lemma E.6. Let £ = (51,--- Em) € 2. Let ¢ € K¢ and |¢] < O(p%|logp|), where
pe(1,2). Then fori=1,2,--- m,

(50) <§jm&+¢—f@%@ﬂhpwwx%wa>=~é5%}@»+mn@—+m.
h=1 i)j

which is uniformly for & in any compact subset of .

Proof. For y = ye,(v) O,),
have

()? = =2y; + O(|yP*). Since ||¢| = o(1) and (P¥?, ¢) =0, we

(51) <§Z5,a(§i)jPU,’>:/p26_<pi6Ui¢a(§i)indvg+/p26_%xi6Ui¢a(§i)jUid’Ug
b >

+ / pzxieU%&(&)je_deg
b

2px (L) (2elyl? + [yl + o)
; (722 + [yP)?

2rg

- / prxie e oWl du, + O / dldvg
>
= (¢, P¥!) +0(1) = o(1).
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Considering that fz Oe,); PUsdvg = 0 and x;xn, = 0 for any i # h, we have

<Z PU, + ¢ — " (p2V eZia PUit9) 8<&>jPUl'>

h=1

= ) (PUs, 0, PU) + (6, 0ic,), PUs) — p° /ZVQZ?_IPUH%(&»P Uidvg

h=1
& > /E p*xne” e O,y PUsdv, — p° /E VeXi=iFUn(e? — ¢ — 1)0\¢,), PUidv,
h=1

—pz/ Ve2h=1PUn —p2/>(?eUi¢8(§i)jUidvg
b

by
N Z P’ / xne”" oxi0e,), Uidvg — p* / Vexiz P 0e,), PUidvg + o(1).
hi Y )

Let ¢ > 1 with % + % =1 and for any r > 1. By Lemma B.4 and Lemma C.2,

p° /2 VeXh=1PUn(e? — ¢ — 1)0,), PUsdv,

< |pPheXi= PUn(e? — ¢ — 1) 1o()|0ie), PUil Lo
2—2pr
< C||¢||2p pr |8(fi)jPUi|Lq(Z)
2 2—3pr
< cllol*p
By Lemma E.5,
92/ZZXh€Uh¢(Xi8(&)jUi - a(ﬁi)jPUi)dvg
h=1
< CZ H¢H|/72Xh€Uh (Xia(ﬁi)j Ui — 8(fi)jPUi)‘Lp(Z)
h=1
2(1-p)
<clollp 7
By Lemma C.1,
p2 /(Z XheUh _ VeZ}{;l PUh)p2¢8(§i)jPUi
X p=1
< cll¢o xnetr — p?Veh=1 PUn e, PU;
(&);
h=1 p
2p1 2(1-p)
< collp™ ;=C|l¢|lp v
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In view of O, [ye (2)]* = =2y, () + O|ye, (2)|*) as & — &, as p = 0

P / xie ' dxi0e,), Uidvg
b

3

- p2/ eVigxie P (1 + O(|ye|*)) <P\1/Z +0 ( |y,
2

) ) 00
= (¢, PY) + O(p) = o(1).

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

m m ].
sz /; XheUha(gi)jPUi — p2 /; Vezhzl PUha(&)jPUZ' = —iﬁ(fl)Jfk,m(g) + 0(1)
h=1

For any p € (1, %), take r > 1 sufficiently close to 1 such that 2(2%’)) + 237 5 0. Thus p — 0

pr

- m 1
<Z PUh + ¢ - i*(p2V€Zh:1 PUh+¢)7 8(§z)JPUZ> = _58(51)]fk,m(£) + 0(1)

h=1
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