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SUPERCRITICAL PROBLEMS IN DOMAINS WITH THIN TOROIDAL HOLES

SEUNGHYEOK KIM AND ANGELA PISTOIA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the Lane-Emden-Fowler equation
Au+|ulT2u =0 in De,

(P)e
u=20 on ODc.

Here D. = D\{z € D : dist(z,I'y) < €}, D is a smooth bounded domain in RN, Ty is an £/—dimensional
closed manifold such that I'y C D with 1 </ < N —3 and ¢ = %f;f;
symmetry assumptions, the number of sign changing solutions to (P). increases as € goes to zero.

. We prove that, under some

1. INTRODUCTION

The paper deals with the Lane-Emden-Fowler equation

{ Au+ |ulT?u =0 in D,

1.1
u=>0 on 0D, (1.1)

where D is a smooth bounded domain in R and ¢ > 2.

A main characteristic of problem (L)) is the role played by the (£+ 1)—critical exponent 2}, , in the

solvability question. Here 2%, , := % where £ is an integer between 0 and N — 3. 2%, is nothing

but the critical Sobolev exponent in dimension N — /, i.e. 27\,74 = 2}‘\,_@70.

If ¢ <2} problem (TT) has one positive solution and infinitely many sign changing solutions. The
proof relies on standard variational arguments and uses the compactness of the embedding H} (D) —
L4(D). When g > 2}y o the compactness of the embedding is not true anymore and so existence of
solutions becomes a delicate issue. Pohozaev [20] discovered that no solution exists when the domain
is star-shaped. On the other hand Kazdan-Warner [15] proved that if D is an annulus the compactness
is restored in the class of radial functions and so problem (I)) has one positive radial solution and
infinitely many sign changing radial solutions for any ¢. If ¢ = 2}, Bahri and Coron [2] established
the existence of at least one positive solution to problem () in every domain D having nontrivial
reduced homology with Z/2-coefficients. However, the topology in the supercritical case is not enough
to guarantee existence. In fact, for each 1 < ¢ < N — 3, Passaseo [I18] [19] exhibited domains having the
homotopy type of an ¢-dimensional sphere in which problem (1)) does not have a nontrivial solution
for ¢ > 27y o- Existence may fail even in domains with richer topology, as shown by Clapp-Faya-Pistoia

[5].

Many results about solvability of (L) have been obtained when the exponent g is close to 2%, for
some integer £. In particular, in this case it is possible to find positive and sign changing solutions
which blows-up at /—dimensional manifolds as g approaches 2% ,. In the easiest case { = 0 many
authors have constructed positive and sign changing solutions which blows-up at one or more points in
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D as q approaches the usual critical Sobolev exponent 27 , (see for example Bahri-Li-Rey [3], Bartsch-
Micheletti-Pistoia [4], Musso-Pistoia [I7], Pistoia-Weth [21], Del Pino-Felmer-Musso [§]). We note
that we could think at a point like a 0—dimensional manifold! When ¢ = 1 Del Pino-Musso-Pacard [9]
built a positive solution to (L)) which blows-up at a suitable geodesic (i.e. 1—dimensional manifold)
of the boundary of D as q approaches 27 ;. Recently, positive and sign changing solutions blowing-up
at {—dimensional manifolds as ¢ approaches 2% , have been built in domains involving symmetries by
Ackermann-Clapp-Pistoia [1] and Kim-Pistoia [14] [13].

There are a few results about existence and multiplicity of solutions to problem () in the pure
supercritical case, i.e. ¢ = 2% ,. In particular, Yan-Wei [22] exhibited a torus-like domain in which
problem (LI)) has infinitely many positive solutions. Recently, Clapp-Faya-Pistoia [6] used Hopf fi-
bration to build a positive solution to problem (L)) when the domain D is an annulus in RV with a
think spherical hole.

In this paper we consider the supercritical problem (L1]) in a domain with an /—dimensional hole,
namely

Au+ ulT?u =0 in D,
(1.2)

u=~0 on 0D,

where D, := D\ {z €D : dist(z,I'¢) < ¢}, D is a smooth bounded domain in RY, T'y is a closed
{—dimensional manifold such that I' C D, € is small enough and ¢ > 2%, , .

If £ = 0, the set T'y reduces to a point & € D and D, := D\ B(&p,¢) is the Coron’s type domain.
In this case, it is known that problem (I2)) has one positive solution and an arbitrary large number of
sign changing solutions whose number increases as € goes to zero, for almost all the exponents ¢’s. The
critical case ¢ = 2}, has been studied by Coron [7], Musso-Pistoia [16] and Ge-Musso-Pistoia [12].
When ¢ > 2} ; and ¢ is different from a resonant sequence g; " +00, the result has been obtained by
Del Pino-Wei [I0] and Dancer-Wei [T1].

A question naturally arises: if 1 < < N —3 and ¢ = 2}, or ¢ > 2}, (possibly different from
a resonant sequence q; /* +00) does problem ([L2)) have one positive solutions and an arbitrary large
number of sign changing solutions whose number increases as € goes to zero?

In this paper we give a positive answer in the pure supercritical case ¢ = 2}y , provided the domain
D satisfies some symmetry assumptions. In particular, for any integer 1 < ¢ < N —3 we build torus-like
domains D and torus-like manifolds I'y for which the number of sign-changing solutions to problem
C2) with ¢ = 27y ¢ Increases as € goes to zero. These solutions have an arbitrary large number of
alternate positive and negative layers which concentrate with different rates along the ¢-dimensional
manifold I'y. More precisely, let us state our main results.

Fix 0q,...,0,, e Nwith £ :=¥1 +--- 4+ {,, < N — 3 and a bounded smooth domain Q in R™ with
n := N — { such that

Qc{(z1,...,zma") R xRV ™0, >0, i=1,...,m}. (1.3)
Let & € 2 be fixed and set Q. := Q\ B(o, €) for € small enough. Set
D:={(y',...,y" 2) e ROTI o x REFL S RN (gt L y™] L 2) € Q) (1.4)
and
Dei={(...,y™, 2) e RAHL x ... x RfnHL RN 67 (|y1‘ e Y™ ,z) =&} (1.5)

D is a bounded smooth domain in RY and I'y is an /—dimensional manifold in D which is diffeomorphic
to S x --- x S, Here S? is the unit sphere in R4, Set D, := D\ {z € D : dist(z,I) < €} . Note
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that D, T'y and D, are invariant under the action of the group © := O(¢; + 1) x --- X O({y, + 1) on
RY given by

g1y gm) W y™ 2) = (19 gmy™, 2).
for every g; € O(¢; + 1), y* € R4+ 2 € RV=*=™_ Here, as usual, O(d) denotes the group of linear
isometries of R?. Let q = 27y, and note that 2%, , = 27 ;. We shall look for ©-invariant solutions to
problem (L2]), i.e. solutions v of the form

v(yl,...,ym,z):u(‘y1|,...,|ym|,z). (1.6)
A simple calculation shows that v solves problem ([2)) if and only if u solves
—Au — ﬁ Ou = |u|2iff\fv@72u in Q, u=0 on 0f..
i—1 €T; 6:51-

This problem can be rewritten as

— div(a(z)Vu) = a(z)|u/*>o"2u in Q, u=0 on JQ,, (1.7)
where a(xq,...,x,) = 24 gbn . Our goal is to construct solutions u. to problem with an
1 m

arbitrary large number of alternate positive and negative bubbles which accumulate with different
rates at the same point &, as e — 0. They correspond, via ([L6]), to ©-invariant solutions v, of problem
(C2) with positive and negative layers which accumulate with different rates along the ¢-dimensional

manifold 'y defined in (3.
Thus, we are lead to study the more general anisotropic critical problem

—div(a(z)Vu) = a(a:)|u|ﬁu in Q,
u=>0 on 0€,

where (2 is a smooth bounded domain in R", {5 € Q, Qe := Q\ B(§o,¢) for € small enough and
a € C?(Q) satisfies IIlégIll a(z) > 0.

(1.8)

First of all, we construct sign-changing solutions of (L&) whose shape resemble a tower of bubbles
with alternate sign centered at the point £. We recall that the bubbles

Use(z) == ay (52_“;5:7_&2) for some 6 > 0, £ € R", (1.9)

where a,, = (n(n — 2))an2 are the positive solution for the problem
— Au=u"? inR" u € DV (R™). (1.10)
Our main result concerning problem (L.J)) reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose n > 4. For any integer k > 1, there is e, > 0 such that for each € € (0, ¢€x),
problem (L) has a sign-changing solution u. which satisfies

k
ue(x) = (=1)'Us, 0,0 () +0(1) in H' (),

i=1
where the weights 0;(€) and the centers &;(e) satisfy for any i =1,...,k
(n—2)+2(i—1)
€ (=DF2(k-T1) 51(6) —d; >0 and fi(e) —& ase— 0.

It is clear that according to the previous discussion, by Theorem [Tl we immediately deduce the
following result concerning problem (L2)).
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Theorem 1.2. Assume 1 < { < N — 4. Then for any integer k there exists €, > 0 such that for any
€ € (0,€x), problem [L2) has a O-invariant solution ve which satisfies

k
ve() = > (—1)'Us 0.6, ) +0(1)  in H'(D),
1=1
where B
U57§(yla s ,ym,z) = U6,£(|y1‘ P |ym| ,Z),

the weights 0;(€) and the centers §;(€) satisfy
_ (n=2)+2(i-1)
e oD §;(e) — d; > 0 and &(e) = & as e — 0.

The proof of Theorem [ relies on a very well known Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction. In particular,
we will follow the arguments used in [16] 12]. We shall omit many details of the proof because they
can be found, up to some minor modifications, in [16l [I2]. We only compute what cannot be deduced
from known results. The paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 contains the main steps of the proof
of Theorem [[.J} In Section 3 and in Section 4 we study the reduced energy. Appendix is devoted to
prove some technical results which are necessary to perform the finite dimensional reduction.

2. THE SCHEME OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM [[ 1]

Let H{(€) be the Sobolev space endowed with the inner product (vi,v2)e := [, a(Vvy - Vug) for
v1,v9 € HE (). Also, denote [|v]lc = ((v,v)c)2 for all v € HE(Q). Let ic : HA(Q) — L (Q¢) be
the Sobolev embedding and let ¢* : Lot (Qe) = HL(Q) be its adjoint so that if(v) = u if and only
if —div(aVu) = av in Q. and v = 0 on JQ.. Note that there exists a constant C' > 0 which depends

only on the dimension n such that ||if(v)] < C'||UHLn%z2(S2 ) for any v € Ln%‘g(ﬂe).

For any given w € DV2(R"), we denote by P.w € H{(€.) the unique solution of the Dirichlet
problem AP.w = Aw in Q. and P.w = 0 on 0f2..

The solutions we are looking for have the form
k
ue=Ve+¢, Vo= Z(—l)”lPeUi, (2.1)
i=1
where the bubble U; := Uy, ¢, is given in (L9) with

(n—2)+2(i—1)

0; ;= em=D+2=D (; & =&y + 0;0; for somed; >0, o; € R" (Z =1,--- ,k) (22)
and ¢ is a remainder term which belongs to a suitable space defined as follows.

It is well known that the space of solutions of the linearized equation

—AY =pU Y in R, |9 porn) < 00 (2.3)
is spanned by (n + 1) functions
oUs n—2Y\ .n-a |z —¢F -2
0 33

= = an P 1 B 2.4
e = T =an (37 7 e 24

and oU ¢

j s, n-2 ;=&
Le(@) = 225 = an(n —2)07 ;o (2.5)

¢, (62 + |z —&?)%

forj=1,---,n.
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We set 9 = 1/%,& with parameters as in (Z.2)) and we define the subspaces of Hg ()
Ke=span{Py] :i=1,--- k, j=0,1,--- ,n}

and
K= {¢>6H§(QE) (6 Ppl) = 0fori=1,-- k, j=0,1,--- n} (2.6)

We also introduce the projections I, : Hi(Q.) — K. and IT- : H}(Q.) — KZL. As it is usual in
the Lyapunov-Schmidt procedure, solving problem (L) is equivalent to finding a function ¢ € K-

and parameters d := (dy, -+ ,dg) € (0,00)% and & := (01, ,04) € (R")* which solve the couple of
equations

mE (Ve+o—it (Ve+ o7 (Ve +9)) ) =0 (2.7)
and

e (Ve o — it (Ve + 0172 (Ve +)) ) =0 (2.8)

where V is a function given in (2.I]) which depends on ¢, d and o

Firstly we solve equation (Z7).

Proposition 2.1. For any compact set C C (0,00)% x (R™)*, there exists eg > 0 such that for each
€€ (0,e0) and (d, o) € C, equation Q) possesses a unique solution ¢ € K, satisfying

ot = o (cvrition). 29)
Moreover, (d,a) — ¢37 is a C*-map.
The proof is postponed in Appendix [Al
Then, the problem reduces to find (d,o) which solves (Z8). Notice that equation (LJ]) has a
variational structure, namely, its solutions are critical points of the energy functional
1 1
I (u) = —/ a(z)|Vu|*dx — —/ a(x)|ulPTde  for u € Hy ().
2 Ja, p+1Jq,
We introduce the reduced energy
J(d, o) =1 (V3 +¢27)  for (d,a) € (0,00)" x (R")"

where the superscript of V.49 := V, (see (Z.I))) emphasizes its dependence on d and o. Next, we
reduce the problem to a finite dimensional one.

Proposition 2.2. If (d,o) is a critical point of J., then V47 + ¢4 is a solution of (LJ).
The proof is postponed in Appendix [Al
Therefore, since the problem is reduced to looking for a critical point of the reduced energy J, we
need its asymptotic expansion.
Proposition 2.3. Assume n > 4. It holds true that

Jo(d, o) = crka(&o) + U(d, 0)eTTTEET 4o (eiw—l?fﬁk—n ) (2.10)

C-uniformly in compact sets of (0,00)% x (R")*. Here
k—1

) o (Tale) o caa() 1 csa(&o) (d+>—
Heh o) = (V& ) bt e = g L G \ .

and ci,...,cq are positive constants.
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The proof is postponed in Section
The last step consists in showing that the leading term of the reduced energy has a critical point
which is stable under C'!'—perturbation.

Proposition 2.4. U has a nondegenerated critical point.

The proof is postponed in Section [l
Finally, we have all the ingredients to complete the proof of Theorem [I.1]

Proof of Theorem [l By Proposition [Z4] and Proposition it follows that J. has a critical point
provided e is small enough. By Proposition the claim immediately follows. O

3. EXPANSION OF THE ENERGY OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

The purpose of this section is to provide the proof of Proposition We start this section by
recalling the lemma [I2] Lemma 3.1, which describes the difference between Us ¢ and its projection
P.Us¢ onto Hi(Qe). Denote by G(z,y) the Green function associated to —A with Dirichlet boundary
condition and H(x,y) its regular part, that is, let G(x,y) and H(x,y) be functions defined by

—A,G(z,y) = dy(z) forz e,
G(z,y) =0 for x € 092,

and
1

Gt = TR

where |S"~1| = (277/2) /T'(n/2) is the Lebesgue measure of the (n — 1)-dimensional unit sphere.

1

W — H(.’I], y)) where TYn =

Lemma 3.1. Given 6 > 0 and £ € Q. such that e = 0(5) as € = 0 and [§ — &| < ¢d for some ¢ > 0
fized, the following expansions are valid.

571272 6"‘_2

(62 + 1€ — &P2) "7 |z — &l

+§n;2.0 n=2 4 € Y ;4_52_’_ € e
‘ 5 |z — Eo|n 2 5 ’

0 _ 0 n—2 nd n-—2 n-d € = &f* — 97 e
1/)6)5(17) = P€1/)57£(x) + ay, (T) 077 H(x, &) + ay < 5 ) J (82 + € — &|2) % |o — &2

n—1 n—2
71;4 ) n—>2 E 1 2 E
+9 O<{6 +(5> }7|x—§0|”2+6 +(5> )

(@) = Pt () + 0,0 T g6 oot S8

U575($) = P€U5,5(x) + ané%H({Ij,g) + Qp

and

9¢; (02 + 1€ = &I*)% |z — &2
o Enfl E77,72
5z -0 n—2 62 -
R = T=Ate =)
for any x € Q¢ and j =1,--- ,n. In particular,
0 Pyl =0 (67 ol =0 (6 s ") 31
|1/)6,E B 61/}6,£| - + 5%|x _ €0|n72 ) W)é,f o €¢6,5| - + 5%|x _ €0|n72 ( ’ )
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forj=1,---.n and

-~ n—2
Use — PUse| =0 (67 + ———— |, z€Q.
6T|$ —§0|”—2

Let us choose p > 0 so small that B(&p, p) C Q. Also, introduce the annulus A; whose definition is
given by

2

2
=B (50, \/517151) \B (50, \/5l5l+1) With 50 = p— and 5k+1 = 6— (32)

01 O
forl =1,--- k. Then clearly

Q= (Um) U (2 \ B(&, p)) -

As a consequence of Lemma [B.I] we can obtain

Lemma 3.2. For anyi,l=1,---,k, i # 1, the following estimations are satisfied.

<0Aa%ﬂﬂu@wﬁlﬁ%+ﬁoww@mmﬂ2

n n—2 d n—2
= (n(n—2))2 (a(fo) +dn (Va(&),o1) d1e(n71)+2<k71)) /R m +o0 (e <n71>+2(k41>) ;

n+2
(Z’L)/ U/liz (PU, - U))
A

1

6“€ n—2 n—2 _9 € n—2
v D F2R—D) —D+2k—-1) | = Of o™ — .
1+ |on2)"2° +°(6 ) ( v oG ’

= —(n(n —2))%|Bn|-

= (n(n —2))#| Byl

n—2 n—2
di1+1) (dl+1)T+ digi-1 (dl“)T T
L+ ou2)™= \ di (14 oia]?)= \ di

_2n_ n
@) [ 1pvi-ulE, [ U = o (crrner);
Al Al

(U)/ aUP™t, / aUP(PU; — Uy), / aUPU; = (e(n T2 1>)
QA Q. Q\A

n+2

(m)/Q (a—a(&))U; > (PU, - U)), /Q (a —a(&))U, U (5(" DI 1))

€

n—2
+ o0 (e("*1)+2(k*1) ) ;

€

where 8y, is the Kronecker delta and |B,| = ©"/? /T'(n/2 + 1) denotes the volume of the n-dimensional
unit ball.

and

Lemma 3.3. Assume i, [ =1,--- k. If n >4, we have

/ (Va-VP.U)P.U =0 (emfl;”:?z(’“*l)) (3.3)
Q
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and

/ (Va-VP.U,) - (e%ay}{)
Qe

6 n— n—
5i15z1—a(§0)02€("*“+22““*“ +o0 (6 <"*1>+22“‘*1>> forj=1,---\n
= 0 B
o (em> for 5 =0.

Remark 3.4. In [Tl Lemma A.2] (see also [13, Lemma A.9] and (AZJ)) below), the authors proved that
/ (Va - VP.U;)P.U, / (Va-VPU;) - (,P) =0 (5}‘") for some small 7 > 0
Qe Qe

by utilizing Young’s inequality. However, this estimation is insufficient in our situation so we will
pursue another approach making the use of Lemma [3.I] in a direct way, which turns out to be more
complicated.

Proof of LemmalZ2. The computations follow as an application of Lemma [3.] or by the direct com-
putation using the definition of U; in (LU). For the detailed exposition in similar settings, see [12
Section 3] and [I3], Lemma 4.2]. O

Proof of Lemma[3:3. We prove [B3)) first. To do this, we decompose the left-hand side of (B3] into

/(Va-VPEUi)PEUl:/ [Va-V(PeUi—Ui)]PeUH—/ (Va-VUi)(PeUl—Ul)—i—/ (Va - VU)U,

Qe Qe Qe Qe

(3.5)
and estimate each of terms in the right-hand side. For brevity, we will use PU; = P.U;.
First, we compute the first term. Since 0 < PU; < U, in Q. for all i = 1,--- | k, it holds
/ |Val - |V(PU; — U;)|PU, < C||PU; — Ui”Hl(Qe) . ”UlHL?(Qe)
Qe
- Cé['HPUi_UiHHl(QE) if n > 5,
- 051|10g5l| . ||PUi_UiHH1(QE) if n = 4.
Moreover, since
nt2
/ |VPU;|* = / VU; - VPU; = / U2 PU,,
Qe Qe Qe
by applying ([23]), we obtain that
|1PU; = Uil 31,y
o, o7 g & — &2 2g
= —qy? —1+ain—2261ﬂ 2/ —+/ U *(U; — PU;
O P L AR v ot i S 3

o ol ()]
el [ty ro (e () )] ol () )

namely,
n—2 € 2
| PU; = Uil g1,y = O (5i s <5—) ) :
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Thus the first term is o(d1) provided n > 4. Note that our argument gives only er [Va-V(PU; —
Ui)]PEU[ = O(\/a) 75 0(61) if n=3.

Next, we consider the second term. From Lemma B.I] we deduce

n—2 en—2

| wavuipo -l <c [ vol (5% -
Q. Q. 67 o —&oln 2

Denoting . = (Q — &)/8;, we get from (Z3) that
n—2 n-2 n — 0’-| n—2
5 / VUi|dz = 6, 5/ _v=el 0 (6,60 = o).
: Q. Ve : a. L+ ly—aif?)2 (( ) ) )
Moreover there holds

€2 1 (e)rh?z(e)%z ly — o] 1
VU ————dr =05 = < / - dy = o(61),
o Jo VO g ) &) e ar e e

n

from which we conclude that the second term is o(d1) .

As a result, it suffices to show that the third term is also 0(d1). We consider when ¢ = [ first. To
estimate the term for this case, we will divide the domain €2, into two disjoint sets B(&o, v/d;) \ B(&o, €)
and Q \ B(&,/d;) and then deal with each of the integrations of (Va - VU;)U; over these domains.
Employing the dimension assumption n > 4, we find that

dx

512 — g
|Va.VUi|U1-§C/ P&l

/Q\B@o,wsﬁ) Re\B(&o,va) (0 + |2 = &[?)" !

ly — o
= C9; dy = o(6;).
Re\B(0,1/v5) (1 + |y —oif?)"1

On the other hand, we see

B(£0,v8:)\B(o,€)
"\ | da oU;
=2 |55, >‘/ Ul [ {(Va = Va(&)) - VU} U
=1 197 B(&0,V8:)\B(£,¢) 9T B(£&0,V8:)\B(£o,¢)
—| da (y—0i);
sy |2 | [ gy
jz:; Ox; B(0,1/+/3)\B(0,¢/5;) (I+ ]y — o)t
ly — il
i [ Va(€o + b1y) — Valto)] - dy.
B(0,1/V/8)\B(0,¢/5:) ’ YA+ Jy — o)t
(3.6)
Since

(y —0i); / / (y —0i);
dy = — + dy = o(1)
/3(0,1/\/2)\3(0,5/&) 1+ |y — o)t B(0,e/6:)  JB01/vEye ) (1+ [y —aif?)nt

and
IVa(&o + 6i) — Va(&)| < || D%l p=(oydily| < C\/6;  for any y € B(0,1//5:),
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we arrive at fB(&) VEI\B (6o, )(Va VU;)U; = 0(6;). This implies that the third term of the right-hand
side in (BH) is o(d )1fz—l For i # [, we have

ST e — g, 5T
/ v =c [ S lemal LS
Q. . (07 + ]z = &I*)% (67 + |z — &)2) "
51) / ly — ol 1 e
Co; = - d 0; ) if 1 <1,
(51 e QT =P 7= Gofane2 ™y = o) = olon)
51.)7/ |z — & do
< + VU 2 U 2
(51 B(6o/E\B(go.c) (07 + |7 = &i]?)2 VUil sico,vay 100l
- - o6 [ Oy moildy (5|log(5|)0<6i)n22 ifi>1—1,
' B(O \ﬁ)\B(O 5—1) (14 y—oil?)® ' ' Var
= 0(31)0 (V1) + o(61) = o(é1)
Co; O (| log 6;| - 0;|1og 6;]) = 0(d1) ifi>1>2.

Hence (B3) is true.

The derivation of ([B4]) goes along the same way as the above except the part that corresponds to
(). In this case, instead of (B8], we have that

" oU;
(Va-VU)(6:0]) = / 5ihl) + o(01)
/B@o,m)\B(zme) Z afm B(£0,/81)\B(£0,c) OTm ()
3
51'1%(50)6251 + 0(51)

for i = 1,--- ,k where ¢y is a constant defined in (B.8) below. Thus [B4) follows and the proof of
Lemma [3.3] is completed. |

Using Proposition 2], we can also check that

Lemma 3.5. It holds that
I(VAT + 629) — I (VA7) = o (T )
Proof. We refer to the proof of [13] Lemma 4.1]. O

Now we are ready to prove that (ZI0) holds C'-uniformly on compact sets of (0,00)* x (R")*.

Proof of Proposition[2.3. By the previous lemma, it is sufficient to show that

I (Ved,o-) =ck+ \I/(d, 0-)6(7l71;l+722(k71) +o0 (6 (nfl)n+722(k71))

where U is the function given in ZI1)) and ¢; > 0 is a fixed quantity. For simplicity, we set p =
(n+2)/(n — 2) and omit the subscripts and superscripts of V4.
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As in (4.6) and (4.7) in [13], we write

/ aUP*' + / aU? (PU, — Uy) + / aUP ™' — / (Va - VPU,)PU,
A, Q Q\A; Q.

€

k

1 , 1

=1

+ Z l+z

/anUiJr/ aUP(PU; — U;) +/ anUi—/ (Va - VPU;)PU;
e\Al Qe

1<i €
and
1 +1
— a|V|p dx
p+1
k
aUP™ 4 / aU? PUl_Ul]+ -1 iH{/ aUpUi-f-/ aU/ PUi_Ui:|
;[Hl/ vt o=+ S| [ avpois [ avpeevi—vy
1 . p—1
+p/ (1—9)/ a(—1)l+1Ul+9{(—1)l+1(PUl—Ul)—l—Z(—l)Z“PUiH
0 A -
! il
) 2
((—1)l+1(PUl -U)+ Z(—l)”lPUi) dzdd + O (47) .

i#l
(3.7)
Following the computations which were conducted to obtain (4.8) in [I3], we see that

/ aUpU; = / aUPU; + 0(61) for any pair (4,1) such that ¢ < .
AL k3

Furthermore, (ii)-(iv) in Lemma lead us to observe that the last term pfol(l —0) fAz ... dzdb in
the right-hand side in (87) is o(d1) (see (4.14) in [13]). As a result, (v) in Lemma B2l and Lemma 33
yield

1 1
—/ a|VV|2——/ alV|[PHtda
2 Jo, p+1/a,

k
— lz / aUPtt — Z / aUf (PU, = Up) = Y (=) / aUPU; 4 o(51).
na7 /A Q. Ay

I<i
However, (i)-(iii) and (vi) in Lemma B.2] then give us 2I0) and @2I1)) with
L =co = 1 (n(n — 2))%/ _ and 2c3 =c4 = (n(n —2))%|B,| (3.8)
n re (14 [yl?)" o

as we desired.

Having ([B4) in mind, we can perform the C'-estimate in a similar way to [I3, Subsection 5.1],
which we omit. g

4. EXISTENCE OF CRITICAL POINTS FOR W

Here we will give the proof of Proposition 24l If k = 1 or 2, then the proof is relatively simple so
we will assume here k£ > 3.
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Setting dl = tl, d2 = tth, ey dk = tth cee tk and ertlng t = (tl, s ,tk), let us define
k—1

o _ _ - caa(éo) n-2 cza(o) 1
Vit e) = v, o) = e (Valk) o f+ ; (14 |oi|2) "5 A ) D S RN A L

for any

(t,0) € (0,00)" x 2 where Z:= {(01, - ,0%) : (Va(&),01) > 0,09, ,01, € R"}.

v
Then for each fixed o € =, there exists the unique point t = t(o) such that ov (t,o)=0@G=1,---,k).

ot;
. ov oV .
In fact, after some computations, one can show that (?T(t’ o) =0 and 8—t(t, o)=0({=2,--,k)
1 i
are equivalent to
ca(n —2)a(&) 2=z c3(n—2)a(& 1
c2(Va(&),o)t1 = ————== -, > = : . 4.1

< ( ) > 2(1 + |0’i71|)72 (1 + |Uk|2)"*2 (tl . tk)an ( )

This system is uniquely solvable and the solution is given by
-2 n—2 1 4 2
. ca(n — 2)a(&) T g +|U|2-t2 (=3, k)
2¢2 (Va($o),01) (1 + |o1]?) 7= 1+ |o]
and
k +22k 3
c2(Va(&), o nt2k-5 1 e
ty = 2< (50) 1> -(1—|—|O’1|2) S H 5
c3(n — 2)a(&o) =514 ol
Also, (@I) and the relation 2cs = ¢4 (see (B8)) ensure that
V(o) = U(t(a),0)
n—2
k EEE
n+2k—3 _o 2k—11 77253 (Va(&),01) 1
_ n _9 nT2k—3 | . )

n—2 [CQ (C3a(§0)(n )) } 1+ |0,1|2 g 1+ |Ui|2

By inspection, we can see that ¥ has a maximum point o¢ = (Va(&)/|Va(&)|,0,- - ,0) in E. Hence

(t(c0), o0) is a critical point of W.

We claim that (6(c),00) is a nondegenerate critical point of W. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that Va($) = (|Va(&)],0,---,0). Then the determinant of the Hessian matrix

DQ\I/(t(O'()), 0'0) is

det (D*¥(t(0), 00) ) = Cdet( zé g )
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where C' > 0 is some constant and A := A; + Ay, B and D are k x k, k X n and n X n matrices,
respectively, defined by

n—1 n—2 n . n—2 0 nO—G 0 0
tgl tito tits tits 12
n—2 n-1 n=2  n=2 0 =2 0 e 0
ti1to t% tots tots 2n/2 n—=6
n—2 n—2 n—1 n—2 2
n—z n—=> . n—z t
Ar=baf(t) | tits otz 8 2 , As=by(n—4)]1 0 0 i . 0 ,
n—2 n—2 n—2 n—1 n—6
tits  tals 2 2 0 0 0 t, 2
2
n—2
b1 0 --- 0 (n—2)bat, 2 0 0
(n—2)pat T 272 o
n—2)bat n—2
— 271/22 O e O O -~ b2t2 2 O
B= 0 0 0 and D= 2(h=2)72
. . . . n—2
ce baty 2
0 0 0 0 (R

Note that here we used the notations by, b2 and f(t) to denote by := c2|Va(&o)|, b2 := cza(&p)(n — 2)
and f(t) := (t;---t;)?2~™. Also, we applied the fact that the components of og are oy = (1,0,---,0)
and o; = 0 for 7 > 2 so that

n—2 5
b ta 2 to to nt2k—5 by *TRE3
t = — .| = t = ... = d to =2n¥2e—3 . — .
(0'0) <b1 <2) 5 U2, 2; 5 2 an 2 b2

On the other hand, det (A — BD™'B") # 0 guarantees the nondegeneracy of the matrix D*W(t(o), o0)
and so it is sufficient to prove it. We see

A—-BD !B
[(n—1) = ZA205°  (n— DA P00 (n—2)A20003 - (n—2)A\%0}"b}
(n — 1A Papp2 (n — 2)ABBPBET  2(n — 2N B0 . 2(n — 2) N BBl
- (n — 2)A2b74p2 2(n — 2)AFBBDTT 6(n — 2)NFBOBST . A(n — 2)ABspeplT
(n — 2)A\20;"b3 2(n — 2)NF000T A(n— 2)ABBST - 6(n — 2)APe BBy
~ 1
where \ := 2n+21k73, by == b for i = 1,2, f1 :==n—2, B :=n+4k —4, B3 := -2k + 1,
By :=n+2k—05, 5 :=—3n—4k + 12, B := n — 6 and [7 := 2k + 3. Therefore
n-1)--2 n-1 1 1 1
n—1 n—2 1 1 1
) 2n—2)  2(n—2) 3 2 2
det(A—BD_ Bt):Cdet 2(n — 2) 2n—2) 2 3 92 =—-Cn+2k—-3)#0
2n—2)  2(n—-2) 2 2 ... 3

for some C' > 0. Here the second equality can be derived from the induction on k. This concludes the
proof.
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APPENDIX A. SKETCH OF PROOFS OF PROPOSITION [2.1] AND PROPOSITION

Here we sketch the proofs of Proposition 2.1l and Proposition 2221 We omit many details which can
be found in the literature. We only highlight the steps where the effect of the anisotropic coefficient a
leads to new estimates. Set p = (n+2)/(n — 2).

The first step is the estimate of the error term.

Lemma A.1. Let R, ._Hl( (|V|n zv) V) Then

IRl = O (e%—fw%) —0 (e%'%)

n—2 _ n—2 . .
where o (e<"*1)+2<k*1J> s =DF2G=1 — 0 as € — 0 uniformly in (d,0) € Agy.s, -

Proof. Write

k k
R =TI} (z <|Ve|p—1ve -3 |P€Ui|P‘1(—1)i+1P€Ui>> > (=0 (i (PO U - UY))
=1 =1
k
+ Y (=)L (i (Vioga - VPU;)) := Ry + Ry + Rs.

i=1
n+6

In a similar way to [I3, Section 3], we can check that Ry, Ry = O <5f("+2) ) Also, [13] Lemma A.10]

gives Rz = O(6,7) for any small ¢ > 0. Hence the lemma follows. O

The following lemma is crucial in the proof of Propositions 2] and
Lemma A.2. Assume i <1. Then it holds
(PY], PYi)e = 8udjmaléo)é;o; * + o (6;%)
for some ¢y, ¢1 =---=¢, > 0. Here §j,, =1 if j =m and 6;,, =0 otherwise.

Proof. By [2.3]), we have

(Pe, PO, = p / QUP gy 4 p / QU1 (P — ) — / (Va- VP Py,

€ Qe Q.

The first term in the right-hand side in the above equality can be estimated as in [I7, Lemma A.5],
showing that

p/ aUP~ 1¢J¢l = 0i0ma(§0)é;0; 2—|—0(6 )

Also, the third term, which arises due to the anisotropy of a, can be handled by Green’s representation
formula of V P} and Young’s inequality (see [I3, Lemma A.9]). Indeed,

P 1Py @) 0P ()
/Qewpwilwwus/s/ﬂ U @IV W) 4o

|z —y[n!

< C|1PY™| g ||UF 1!

_o(m ) ) (A1)

for some C' > 0 and any ¢, > 1 such that ¢! + 77! < (n + 1)/n. Thus choosing ¢~! = r~1 =
(n+1)/(2n) — n for some 1 > 0 sufficiently small, we conclude that the third term is o (6; *). On the

I,
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other hand, from BI)) in Lemma 3] we deduce that the second term satisfies

L 5.% n—4 en2
p [ artvieer o = | e 00T
Q. : : . (0 + |z — &)= : 6f |z — &o|m—2

=0 (5767 )+ 0 (2t ) =0 (6572)

if 7 =0 and m = 0. The other cases (either j > 1 or m > 1) can be handled similarly. This completes
the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 2. Let LYt¢ = ¢ — p - H: (i* (|V[P=1¢)) for ¢ € (Kf*t)l. (Note that K: in
[28) depends on the choice of (d,t). To emphasize it, we used the notation (ngt)l.) The main
step for the proof is to show that there exist ¢y > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for each ¢ € (0,¢p) and
(d,t) € Ay, ¢, the operator L* satisfies HLS”‘QBHe > c||¢||e for all ¢ € (Kf’t)L.

On the contrary, suppose that there are sequences of positive numbers {¢, },, and functions {¢, },
such that ¢,, € (K;in’t)l, |dnlle, =1 for all n € N, and ||Lilt¢n||en — 0 and €, — 0 as n — oo. If we

denote 1, = Lg;tqﬁn and drop superscripts and subscripts, we obtain
div(aV) + p|V[P~¢ = div(aVy) + div(aVT) (A.2)
for some 7 € K. Then by writing 7 = Zle S o Cim PY]" with some ¢, € R (see (Z4) and ([2.3)
and multiplying (A2) by aPv¢] (i=1,---,k, j=0,---,n), we see that
p /Q VPP = = 3 (P, PUP)..
€ l,m

On the other hand, from Z8), [12 (5.7)] (see also [T, (3.7)]) and the Young’s inequality argument,
we get

p / oV toPy! = / <Va-VP¢{>¢+o(6;1)=O(HVP¢5\
Qe ¢

€

-1\ _ -1
Lnﬁlz (Qe)) +0(5z ) - 0(51 )

Thus by considering LemmalA.2] we conclude ¢;,,, = 0(d;) for each [ and m, or equivalently, ||7]|. = o(1).
Then by testing (A2) with u := ¢ — (¢ + 7), we obtain [, a[V|P"'u® = 1/p as e — 0. However, the
nondegeneracy of (LI0) implies [, a|V[?"'u* — 0 as ¢ — 0 as shown in Step 3 and 4 of the proof
of [I2] Lemma 5.1] (again all the terms involved with Va are negligible). Therefore a contradiction
arises, which proves the main step.

Now, the Fredholm alternative implies that the inverse L~! of L exists, and by employing Lemma

nt6 | n-2 "
[ATland the contraction mapping principle on the set {(;5 €K : [Plle < ce?tFa T=DF2=1) } for some
¢ > 0 small, we can deduce that the operator

T(9) = L™ (N(¢) + R) where N(¢) :i=T0 (i* (|V + 9l (V + ) = V|72V = p- V") )

has a fixed point, which satisfies (2.9) and is a solution of (27). Furthermore, the standard argument
taking advantage of the implicit function theorem shows that the map (d, o) + ¢ is C!. For a
detailed treatment of these claims, we refer to [I2, Proposition 2.1]. |

Proof of Proposition[Z2 Given (d,o) = ((d1,--- ,dk), (01, ,0%)) € Ady.s, let sbeanyof dy, - - , dy,
o11,°** ,Okn Where o; = (041, ,04) € R" foreach i = 1,--- | k.
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Suppose J!(d, o) = 0. Then, if we write V = V47 and ¢ = ¢37, we get
0= IV +0)(0.V +0.:0) = Y ey (P, 0.V) — (9P, 9),)
4,J
. . 0 .
for some ¢;; e R (i=1,--- ,kand j = 0,--- ,n) where J; denotes —. Hence the proof is done once

Os

we show that all ¢;;’s are equal to 0.
By virtue of Lemma [A.2] we have

(P’l/)i, 85‘/)6 =

(—1)i+1 [5ila(§0)5jd;laij5;1 + o0 (5;1)] lf S = dl fOI‘ l = 1, e ,k,
(—1)itt [5i15jma(§0)6j5;1 +o0 ((5;1)] ifs=op, forl=1,---,k, m=0,---.,n

where 0,9 := 1. Besides one can deduce H85P1/)f||6 =0 (5;1) as in the proof of [I3] Lemma A.§],

resulting (8SP1/1{, (;5)6 = o(Hastf ||6) =o0 (5;1). These estimates are enough to draw that ¢;; = 0, so
our assertion is true. 0
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