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Abstract

In this work we study the existence of nodal solutions for the problem
—Au = due® T4 in Q,u =0 on 99,

where  C R2 is a bounded smooth domain and p— 17T,

If Q is ball, it is known that the case p = 1 defines a critical threshold between
the existence and the non-existence of radially symmetric sign-changing solutions.
In this work we construct a blowing-up family of nodal solutions to such problem
as p — 17, when Q is an arbitrary domain and ) is small enough. As far as we
know, this is the first construction of sign-changing solutions for a Moser-Trudinger
critical equation on a non-symmetric domain.

1 Introduction
Let us consider the equation
Au+ due” T = 0in Q, u =0 on 9, (1)

where 2 is a bounded smooth domain in R?, ) is a positive parameter and the nonlinear
term h(u) = ued” with a € R and p € [0,2), is a lower-order perturbation of e’
according to the definition given by Adimurthi in [2].

The nonlinearity f(u) = h(u)e" is critical from the view point of the Trudinger
imbedding. Indeed, in view of the Moser-Trudinger inequality (see [25] [29] 24])

sup /eu2 dz : u € HY(9), |ul}yq) < 47 ¢ < +oo, 2)
Q
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the functional )
Ta() = 3 / \Vul?dx — )\/F(u)dm, u € HE(Q), (3)
Q Q

t
where F(t) = [ f(s)ds, is well defined and its critical points are solutions to problem

0
(@. Adimurthi in [2] proved that J) satisfies the Palais-Smale condition in the infinite
energy range (—oo,2m) but, as observed by Adimurthi and Prashant in [5], the critical
nature of f(u) reflects in the failure of the Palais-Smale condition at the sequence of
energy levels 2rk with k& € N (see also [7]).

In [2] Adimurthi proved the existence of a critical point of Jy if the perturbation h
is large, i.e. a > 0, and if 0 < XA < A\ (£2), where A1 (Q2) is the first eigenvalue of —A with
Dirichlet boundary condition ((see also [1])). Such a critical point is a positive solution
to problem (). Successively, Adimurthi and Prashant in [6] showed that the condition
a > 0 is necessary to get a positive solution to (). Indeed, they proved that if the
perturbation A is small, i.e. a < 0, then there are no positive solutions to problem ()
when the domain (2 is a ball provided A is small. The case a = 0 in a general domain
2 has been studied by Del Pino, Musso and Ruf [14] using a perturbative approach.
Indeed they find multiplicity of positive solutions which blow-up in one or more points
of Q (depending on the geometry) as A — 0. We point out that a general qualitative
analysis of blowing-up families of positive solutions to problem ([II) has been obtained

by Druet in [I5] (see also [3], 17, [16]).

As far as it concerns the existence of sign-changing solutions, Adimurthi and Yadava
in [8] proved that problem (IJ) has a nodal solution when A is small if there is the further
restriction p > 1 on the growth of the large perturbation h (i.e. a > 0). Actually,
this condition turns out to be optimal for the existence of nodal radial solutions in a
ball. Indeed Adimurthi and Yadava in [9] proved that if @ > 0 and  is a ball, problem
(@) does not have any radial sign-changing solution when A is small and p € [0,1]. If
one drops the radial requirement, Adimurthi and Yadava in [§] proved the existence
of infinitely many sign-changing solutions in a ball whatever A > 0 is. We point out
that, in the case a = 0, the approach of Del Pino, Musso and Ruf [14] allows to find
sign-changing solutions which blow-up positively and negatively at least at two different
points in any domain Q as A\ — 0 (even if this is not explicitly said in their work).

According to the previous discussion, it turns out that when a > 0 the case p = 1
defines a critical threshold for the existence of radial sign-changing solutions in the ball.
Indeed, when Q = B(0,1), ([ has radially symmetric sign-changing solutions which
blow-up as p — 17. The precise behavior of such solutions was studied by Grossi and
Naimen in [19]. Therefore, when a > 0, it is natural to ask whether it is possible to find
sign-changing solutions to problem (I]) on an arbitrary planar domain © which blow-up
at one point in Q as p — 1.

In this paper we give a positive answer. More precisely, let us consider the problem

—Au = e el Q)
{ (4)

u =0 on 0,



where ¢ is a positive small parameter. Set
fo(t) = te”HTE (5)
For a given 0 < X < A\1(£2), let uy be a positive solution of the problem
—Aug = Afo(up) in Q,

ug >0 in Q, (6)
ug =0 on 052,

whose existence has been established by Adimurthi in [2]. We make the following as-
sumptions:

(A1) wp is non-degenerate, i.e. there is no non-trivial solution ¢ € H} () of the equation

— Ap = Mf(ug)p in Q, ¢ =0 on . (7)

(A2) ug has a C'—stable critical point & € Q such that ug(&) > 3.
Then, we will show that () admits a family of sign-changing solutions which blow-up
at & with residual mass —ug as € — 0, namely:

Theorem 1.1 For 0 < X\ < A\ (), let ug be a solution of ([@) such that|(A1) and|(A2)
are satisfied. Let also &y be as in|(A2) Then there exist eg > 0 and a family (u:)o<e<e,
of sign-changing solutions to @) such that:

e max u. — 400 as e — 0, for any 0 < r < d(&),00).

B(&or)
o u. — —ug weakly in H}(Q) and in C*(Q\ {&}).

Let us make some comments about assumtpions [(Al)| and |(A2)]

Remark 1.2 e The solution ug to problem (@) turns out to be non-degenerate when
Q is the ball as proved by Adimurthi, Karthik and Giacomoni in [{|]. In a work
in progress, Grossi and Naimen are going to prove that the solution is also non-
degenerate when ) is convex and symmetric (see [20]). Actually, we believe that the
non-degeneracy condition holds true for most domains ) and positive parameters
A. Indeed, one could use similar arguments to those used by Micheletti and Pistoia
in [23] for a class of singularly perturbed equations.

o We remind that & is a C'—stable critical point of ug if the Brouwer degree
deg (Vug, B(&p,7),0) # 0. In particular, any strict local mazimum point of ug
is Cl—stable. We point out that by Adimurthi and Druet [3] we can deduce that
assumption holds true when the parameter X\ is small enough.



o We strongly believe that the condition ug(&y) > % is not purely technical, but it

is necessary to build a solution which blows-up at &. Indeed, we conjecture that,
if up(&o) < %, there does nmot exist any sign-changing solution which blows-up at
&o with non-trivial residual mass ug as € — 0. We point out that, in o different
setting, a similar condition was proved by Mancini and Thizy [22] for problem ()
on a ball with p =1 and a < 0: in fact, they show that the value at the origin
of the residual mass of any non-compact sequence of radially symmetric positive

solutions must be equal to —5 (and we get %, when a = —1).

Actually, we can give a more precise description of the asymptotic behavior of the
solution u. as € — 0, since it is build via a Lyapunov-Schmidt procedure. For 4,y > 0,
and & € R", let us consider the functions

81252 > ’ @®)

Uasuele) =loe <(u252 T 1o - €P)?

which describe the set of all the solutions to the Liouville equation
~ AU =€V in R?, (9)
under the condition eV € L!'(R?) (see [2I, 12]). We further consider the projection

PUs ¢ = (—A)7LeVsne, where (—A) 71 : L2(Q) — HE (1) is the inverse of —A. Namely,
PUs ;¢ is defined as the unique solution to

{_APU(S,IMS = —AUsye = ePms in Q, (10)

PUs ;e =0 on 0f2.
Intuitively, we want to look for solutions of () that look like aPUs ¢ — ug for suit-
able choices of the parameters «,d, u, £. Unfortunately, in order to succesfully perform
Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, a more precise ansatz is necessary and we are forced to

replace ug with a better approximation of the solutions. First, the non-degeneracy
assumption [(AT)] allows to find a positive solution v. € C'(Q) of (@) such that

Ve — UQ in C’l(ﬁ)7
as € — 0. Then, we consider the function
Ve o = Ve + Qwe ¢ + OCQze,g, (11)

where a € (0,1) is a small positive parameter depending on &, i, £ such that & — 0
as € — 0, and w. ¢ and z. ¢ are defined as the unique solutions to the couple of linear
problems

Awg ¢ + AfL(ve)we ¢ = 8TAGe fL(v:)  in Q, (12)
Weg =0 on 052,
and
Azeg+ AMfL(v)zee = 32 (—v) (87Ge —w.)?  in Q,
(13)
ze =0 on 012,



with G¢ denoting the Green function of {2 with singularity at £, namely the distributional
solution to

{—Aag — 3§ inQ, (14

Gg =0 on 0f).

Problems (I2]) and (I3]) are nothing but the linearization of problem () around the
solution v, and the R.H.S.’s are the terms of the second order Taylor’s expansion with

respect to a of f.(aPUs,¢ — Vza¢) far away from the concentration point § (indeed
PUs ¢ ~ 87G¢ because of (23))).

Theorem [Tl follows at once by the following result:

Theorem 1.3 Let A\, ug, & be as in Theorem [L1l. There exists ¢g > 0 and functions
a, 6, 12 (0,80) = (0,400), €:(0,60) = Q and ¢ : (0,e0) — HL(Q) such that:

® U, = a(e)PU5(€),ﬂ(€)7£(€) — Ve,a(z—:),ﬁ(e) + p(e) is a solution ().

o a(e) =+ 0,d(e) = 0, ple) = V8e™t, &(e) — o, and uc((e)) — +00 as e — 0.

_ log(2ug (&)

o [l @) + lle@)llLee @) = Ole < ).
Let us briefly sketch the main steps of the proof of Theorem First, in Section 21
we choose o = a(e, 1, &) and 0 = d(g, u, &) such that the function
Weng = PUspe — Veag (15)

is an approximate solution of (). Then, we look for solutions of (#]) of the form w, ,, ¢+¢
with ¢ € H}(Q). Clearly, @) can be written in terms of ¢ as

— Ap = Ml(wepug)p = R+ N(¢), (16)
where the error term R is defined by
R= Re,u,f = AW&,M,g + )‘fe(we,u,ﬁ), (17)

and the higher order term N by

N(p) = Na,u,f(@) = A (fe(we,u,ﬁ + ) — ff—:(we,u,f) - fe/(WE,u,ﬁ)Qp) . (18)
Equivalently, introducing the linear operator
Lo = Le e = ¢ — (=A) O (We ) 9)s (19)

we need to solve

Ly = (-A)"" (R+N(y). (20)

A careful and delicate estimate of the error R will be given in Section Bl The behaviour
of the operator L will be studied in Section @ On the one hand, for functions supported
away from a suitable schrinking neighborhood of £, we will show that L is close to the



operator Lip = ¢ — (—=A) (A f)(ug)p), which is invertible on H}(£2) because of the
non-degeneracy assumption On the other hand, near the point &, L is close to
the operator Loy := ¢ — (—A)~1(eVsnep). This operator appears in the analysis of
several critical problems in dimension 2 (see for example [10, [I3] I8]) and its behavior
is well known: although L is not invertible, it is possible to find an approximate three-
dimensional kernel Kj, ¢ for Lo by projecting on H}(f2) the three functions

2,2 2

pe =z = ¢ 20p(w; — &) .
Z = Z; = =1,2.
Such properties transfer to the operator L, which turns out to be invertible on the
subspace K iu,ﬁ orthogonal to K, ¢ in HZ(Q). More precisely, denoting by 7 and -t

the projections of H&(Q) respectively on Kj, ¢ and K (SLM ¢ we will show that 7L is
invertible on K iu,ﬁ' Then, it is natural to split equation (20 as

o= (T D)t (~A) R+ N(9)), o
Ly =7 (—A) " (R+ N()).

The first equation of (2II) will be solved in Section B where for any x> 0, £ close to &y
and any small € > 0, we will find a solution ¢, , ¢ via a contraction mapping argument
on a sufficiently srnall ball in K5u£ N L>(2). Then, recalling that dim K5, ¢ = 3 and
using assumption |(A2)| we will show in Section [f] that it is possible to choose the three
parameters p = p(e) and €& =¢&(e) = (&1(e),&2(e)) so that the second equation in (2]])
is also fullfilled. Clearly, for such choice of p and , the function ¢, ,.)¢() solves both

the equations in ([2I)) (or, equivalently (I6]) and R0)), and ue := w, ;(e).¢(c) T Peu(e).c(e)
is a solution of ().

It is important to point out that choice of the concentration point £(¢) is extremely
delicate since the scaling parameter ¢ turns out to be much smaller than the parameter
«, whose powers control all the error terms. To overcome this difficulty, we introduce
a new argument based on a precise Pohozaev-type identity. This allows us to bypass
global a priori gradient estimates on the solution ¢ , ¢, which are hard to obtain for
Moser-Trudinger critical problems. Our argument requires a very precise ansatz of the
approximate solution we ,, ¢. In particular, the presence of the correction terms w, ¢ and
Ze ¢ in the expression of V o ¢ is not merely technical, but plays a crucial role both in
the estimates of the error term R and in the choice of £(¢).

2 Construction of the approximate solution

In this section we give the detailed construction of the approximate solution we ,¢.
Here and in the rest of the paper, we will assume that (u,&) € U x B(&y, o), where
U @ RT is an open interval containing po = V/8e 1, & is as in the assumption
and 0 < o < ld(fo, 0Q). By [(A2)| we can also assume

inf wug (5) >

22
B(&o,0) (22)

DO | =



2.1 The main terms of the ansatz

Let us introduce the main property of the projection of the bubble PUs ¢ defined in
(I0)), which gives the main term of the approximate solution close to the blow-up point
€. Let Ge() = G(+, &) be the Green’s function of —A with Dirichlet boundary conditions
introduced in (I4]) and let H(-,&) be its regular part, i.e.

1 1
H(z,§) == Ge(x) — %log T—g

Lemma 2.1 We have

PUs ¢ () =Us ¢ () — log(81°0%) + 8w H (,€) + s ¢ (),
where
15 gll o ) = O(8),

uniformly with respect to p € U, £ € B(&p,0).
In particular, B
PUs ¢ — 81Ge in Cjoo(Q\ {€}). (23)

Proof. See for example [I1] Proosition 5.1]. O

Next, let us define the main term of the approximate solution in the whole domain
as aPUs, ¢ — v. where « is a positive parameter approaching zero as € — 0 and v. is a
non-degenerate solution to (@), whose existence is proved in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 Let A\ and ug be as in Theorems [ 1l and [L.3. There exists eg > 0, and a
family of functions (v:)o<e<eo, € CH(Q) such that:

i. ve is a non-degenerate weak solution of ) for any e € (0,ep).
ii. ve = ug in C1(Q) ase — 0.
iti. There ezists ¢ > 0 such that ve(z) > cd(x,00) for any x € Q, € € (0,e0).
Proof. Let F: (—1,1) x H}(Q) — HZ(Q) be defined by
Fe,u) = Fu(u) = u— (~A) T (Afa(w)), (24)

where f. is defined as in ({). F' is well defined because the Moser-Trudinger inequality
@) implies that f-(u) € LP(Q) for any 1 < p < 400 and u € H}(Q). Moreover, it is a
Cl-map and its partial derivative DF.(u) : H}(Q) — H(Q) defined by

DF.(u)[¢] = ¢ = (=A) " (Mfl(w)p)

is a Fredholm operator of index 0 (since the embedding Hg(Q) < LP(f2) is compact).

Now, let ug be a non-degenerate weak solution of (B]) such that holds true. In
particular, Fy(ug) = 0 and DFy(ug) is invertible. Therefore, by the implicit function
theorem, we can construct a C! curve € — v, € H}(2), defined for || < &g such that
vo = ug, F:(ve) =0, and DF.(v.) is invertible for || < g9. Then [Z] holds.



Applying the Moser-Trudinger inequality (2) and standard elliptic estimates, we
obtain [zl

Hopf’s lemma and the compactness of 02 give % < —2c¢ on 012, for some ¢ > 0.
Then, for ¢ sufficiently small, we have % < —¢, which in turn gives v.(x) > ed(x, 00Q)
for x in a neighborhood of 0€2. Finally, since v. — ug uniformly in €2, and ug > 0 in €,
we get [z2z] O

2.2 The correction of the ansatz

We need to correct the ansatz in the whole domain by solving the following two linear

problems (I2)) and ([I3):

Awe e + AfL(v2)we e = 8TAGe fi(v:)  in Q,
We g =0 on 01},

and

Aze e+ Mfl(ve)zee = %fe”(—vg)(Sng —w:)?  in Q,
ze =20 on 0f).

Lemma 2.3 For any 0 < ¢ < gg and any § € Q, there exist w. ¢, zc¢ such that ([I2))
and ([I3)) hold. Moreover, there exists C' > 0 such that

[weeller @y + lzeellorm < € (25)
fore € (0,g9), £ € Q.

Proof. The existence of the solutions immediately follows from the non-degeneracy of
the function v, proved in Lemma Moreover, since for any p € [1,+00) one has

sup [|Gellpr() < 400 and sup |[|ve|| o) < +o0,
£eN 0<e<eo
[25) follows by standard elliptic estimates. O

Finally, we introduce the corrected ansatz as
We g 1= OPUspe — Veag (26)
with
Ve = Ve + 0we ¢ + a2z€,5, (27)
where v, is defined in Lemma and w. ¢ and 2. ¢ as in Lemma

2.3 The choice of parameters

It will be necessary to choose the parameters o = (e, i1, &) and § = d(¢g, 1, §) such that
Me(we ) ~ aeVsme when |z — €| ~ 6. We point out that one of the main difficulties in
this problem is that this estimates holds true only at a very small scale.

Let us fix the values of a and § according to the next lemma. The proof is based on
the contraction mapping theorem and is postponed to the appendix.



Lemma 2.4 There exist g > 0 and functions o« = a(e, 1, ), 8 = B(e,p,&) and § =
d(e, 1, &), defined in (0,e9) X U x B(&y, o) and continuous with respect to p and &, such
that

ABeB 81 = .,

208 + aff® +eafft =1, (28)

B =dalog 5 — Veael€) +acue,
where ¢,¢ == —log(8u%) + 8TH(£,€) and Ve o ¢ is defined in ([II).

Moreover, as € — 0, we have that

1 _log(2ug()+o(1)

ale p,€§) = ge . : (29)

Blean €)= 5= — u0(€) +o(1), (30)
1 14 o(1

log Send) ;az( ), (31)

where o(1) — 0 as € — 0, uniformly for p € U and § € B(&p,0).

Remark 2.5 Note that 29)-@B1) and @22)) give a(e, i1, ), 0(g, 11, &) — 0 and B(e, 1, &) —
+00 as e — 0, uniformly for p € U and & € B(&p,0).

From now on we let o = a(e, i, &), f = B(e, p, &) and 6 = d(g, 1, §) be as in Lemma
24

It will be convenient to work on the scaled domain % = {xT—g, T € Q} . Note
that we have the scaling relation

Usnele) = U (255 - 2108 (52)
where
T(y) = Urwoly) = o (87”2> (33)
T T G PR )
Lemma 2.6 As e — 0, we have
we (& +0y) = B+ alUu(y) + O(8lyl) + O(6°), (34)

uniformly for y € B(0,5), p € U and § € B(&,0).
Moreover, for any R > 0 it holds also true that

Ao (We ) (€ + 0y) = aesre€TW)(1 4 O(a?)), (35)

as € — 0 uniformly for y € B(0,R), u € U and £ € B(&,0).



Proof. Lemma [21] and the scaling relation ([32)) show that, as 6 — 0, we have the
following expansion uniformly for ¢ € (0,0), p € U, & € B(&o,0) and y € B(0, ¥):

— 1
Wa,u,f(é + 5?/) = aU,u +4a log g + acy e — V;-:,a,,u(g) +V;-:,a,,u(£) - Ve,a,f(é + 6y)

/

=5
+8ma(H(§ + 6y, &) — H(& ) + O(5”).
By Lemmas and 23] we know that V., , is uniformly bounded in C*(Q). Thus

Veaul(€ +0y) = Veau(§) + O(S]y]).
Similarly, since H € C1(2 x B(&y,0)), we have

H(&+ 6y, &) = H(&,€) + O00y))-
Then estimate ([34]) is proved.

_1+o0(1)

Now, let us prove (B5). Note that @9)-@I) yield 8 = O(1), § = O(e™ sa? ), and
B° =2up(&) + o(1) = O(1). For |y| < R, ([34)) implies

we g€+ 0y) = B+ alUy,(y) + O(6).

In particular B
wepe(€ +0y)* = B° + 2080, (y) + O(35), (36)

and

We (6 +0y)'7F = (B+ alu(y) + 0(0) (8 + alyu(y) + O(9))°

= (B+aU,(y) + 0(6))5° <1 + %Uu(y) + 0(045))8

— (3" + a5 0 + 00) (1+ 550,(0) + Ofea)

Then, using ([28) we get
M (e ) (€ + 0) = Az (€ + by ) oo X i lertu)
— Aﬁ(l + O(a2))662+ﬁ1+6+(2a5+a65+a€55)0#(y)+0(a2)

(208 + o + aef®) Uu()
= A3 TP e =1 (1+ O(a2))eo(a2)
—_——

o

é

2
- %e@(y)(l +0(a?))

= aelone €T (1 4+ 0(a?)),
which proves (B3]). O

It is also useful to point out the following result which will be used in the next
sections.
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Remark 2.7 Lemma (21 and Lemma[2.4) give
0 < aPUs,e < B+up(§) +o(1),

and
_Va7€7£ S wE,}L,g S 5 + 0(1)7

uniformly for x € Q, € € (0,20), p €U, & € B(&p,0).

Notation: In order to simplify the notation, we will write U,, U, V., w., w. and
2. instead of Us ¢, UH, Ve o Wepe, Wee and 2. ¢, without specifying explicitly the
dependence on the parameters. It is important to point out that all the estimates of
the next sections will be uniform with respect to u € U and § € B(§y,0). This will
allow us to choose freely the values of p and £ in Section [0 Consistently, the notation
O(f(z,e,a,6,96)) and o(f(x,e,, 3,0)) will be used for quantities depending on &, ¢, i
(and the parameters «, 3,6 of Lemma [2.4]) and satisfying respectively

o(f(z,e,p,éa,3,0))
f(x7€7:u”£aaa/855)

|O(f(z, e, u,8a, B,9))] < Cf(x,e,p, & e, 8,0))  and — 0,

as € — 0, uniformly for u € U and & € B(&, 0).

3 The estimate of the error term
In this section we give estimates for the error term R defined in (I7)
R =R e = Awepe + Me(wepe):
It will be convenient to split €2 into four different regions:

0= B(Ep0) U (BlEn) \ BEm)) U (B \ Bleso) U (2 Blesm). 69)

where po = po(e, i1, €), p1 = p1(e, i1, €), p2 = p2(e, i1, §), are defined by

ug(8) €

po = Sea, pL=¢ 2 and py=¢ a. (39)
Note that
0L pp K pr K p2Kl, as ¢ — 0,

by (29) and 3I]). Roughly speaking, we have to split the error into four parts: in B(&, po)

we have \f:(w:) = aeVs(1+ o(1)) (see ([B5)) and we can use a blow-up argument to get
a uniform weighted estimate on R. This estimate does not hold anymore in the set
Q\ B(&, po), which we further split into three parts: the region Q \ B(¢, p2), where
aG¢ = O(e) and a uniform estimate on R can be obtained via a Taylor expansion of
f(we) (using that w, = =V, + 8maG¢ + o(a?)), and the two annuli B(&, p1) \ B(&, po)
and B(&, p2) \ B(&, p1), where we give quite delicate integral estimates. The last two
regions are treated separately since w. > ¢o > 0 in B(&, p1) \ B(&, po), while w. changes
sign in B(§, p2) \ B(&, p1) (cfr. Lemma B2l and Lemma B.1T]).

11



3.1 A uniform expansion in B(&, p;)
In this section we give a more precise version of the expasions in (36])-(B7)).
Lemma 3.1 For any ¢ € (0,1) and x > —1, we have
(14 2)' — 1 — (1 +e)z| < ez
Proof. According to Bernoulli’s inequality we have
1+2z)<l+4ezx

and
(1+2)' > 141 +e)z.

Since x > —1, thanks to ([@0) we have that
A+2x)! <A +2)Q4ex) =141 +e)x + ez’
Then, the conclusion follows from (I]) and ([42).

inf  wo(§). For x € B(, p1), we have that

1
Lemma 3.2 Set ¢y := =
2 ¢eB(éo.0)

_ s — 5
—) >
b+ O‘U( 5 ) =0
for sufficiently small €. In particular, we have
co Sw: < B(1+0(1)).
Proof. The definitons of U and p; (see [33) and (39)), and B0)-BT) give

(5592 900 (2)
= B—4alog% +o(1)

= up(§) + o(1),

(40)

(41)

(43)

(44)

which implies ([@3]) for sufficiently small e. To get ([44l), it is sufficient to apply Lemma

and Remark 2.7

Lemma 3.3 For z € B(&, p1), we have

w2 (z)+w! e (z) = B2+ BT+ T <xT_§> 202 <x—_§> +O (ea?’ (1 n 02(

0

12

O

)



Proof. Set y = fog € B(0,5). Noting that U(y) = O(a™?) and using Lemma 2.0, we
get

W (x) = W€+ 6y) = (B +alU(y) + O(p))*
= B2+ 228U (y) + *U(y)* + O(Bp1).

Similarly, since Lemma gives U (y) > —1+ %’ > —1, by Lemma [B1] we infer

@IQ

1+¢
e[ (2) = B+ (1 + 500 + 0<ap1>>

2
_ gite (1 +(1+¢) (%U(y) + O(a,ol)) +0 (6 <%U(y) + O(am)) ))

=B+ (14 2)apU(y) + O(ea®(1+ U (y))).

Then the conclusion follows from the second equation in (28]). O

3.2 Expansions in B(¢, po)

Let us now restrict our attention to the smaller ball B(&, pg). This allows to control the
term o2U? appearing in the expansion of Lemma B3l Indeed, since |U(y)| = —41log |y|+
O(1) as |y| = +oo, we have that

U (”” — 5) ~0 (2) and  a?0? (x—_g> —0(e?) foraze B po).  (45)

0 0

Lemma 3.4 For x € B(&, pg), we have

R(z) = a3eV®) <2(—](33T—£> + U? (%)) +ate=@0 <1 + U4<xT_£>> .

Proof. Set y = fog First by Lemma 2.6] Lemma B3] and (28])-(32]), we get that

M) = 8 (14 500) + Oap) ) #1726
= 55 (1+20°0(y) + O(*(1 + U (y)))) e/ WU+ 112D
= ae’=®) (14 202U (y) + O(a®(1 + |U(y)]))) e T W+0E>A+T7 (),

Now, by (@3], we can expand the last exponential term, and find
U2 )+0(a®(1+0%(y))) — 1 4 0202(y) + O(2a3(1 + T2(1))) + O(a(1 + T4 (y)))
=1+ a?U%(y) + O(ea®(1 + U*(y))).

We can so conclude that

Me(we(z)) = @) + a2 (20 (y) + U(y)?) + o' @01 + U*(y)).  (46)

13



Moreover, by (I0)-(13]), and Lemmas 22423 we have
Aw. = —ae’ + 0(1) = —ae (14 O(a)e ) = —ae (1 + o(a?)), (47)
where in the last equality we used that

O Wl e ol ek ) PR ST N
e~ Ve@) = 802,12 = 0(0“e ) =o(a”),

for x € B(, po). Thanks to ([ 6) and (47), we conclude that

R(z) = a*e"W (20 (y) + U*(y)) + o' DO(1 + U*(y)).

As an immediate consequence of the previous lemma we obtain the estimate:

Corollary 3.5 We have that

R=0 ( ((1 T ﬂ%)))
in B(&, po).
3.3 Estimates on B(¢,p1) \ B(&, po)

In this region, it is diffcult to provide pointwise estimates of R because the term o2U?
appearing in the expansion of Lemma becomes very large. Then, we will look for
integral estimates. Specifically we will show that R is (very) small in LP(B(, p1) \
B(&, po)), for a suitable choice of p = p(«) > 1, such that p — 1 as & — 0, uniformly
with respect to & € B(&y,0), n € U.

Lemma 3.6 There exists ¢1 > 0 such that

0 < Afe(w:) < U=t (Ierea)T2(-5)

)

in B(&; p1) \ B(&, po)-
Proof. Since 0 < w. < in B(&, p1) \ B(, po), from Lemma B3 and 28]) we get

M (we) < ABeB BT +U(55)+a? U2 (55)(1+0(=a)

_ O U(59)+a?02(58)(140(ca))

2
_ ieU5+a2U2(%§)(1+O(sa)).
O
For ¢y as in Lemma [3.6], let us consider the function
. (z) = U (@)+a?U(%5%)2(14c1ea) (48)

14



Lemma 3.7 Set p:=1+ 2. There exists co > 0 such that
_co
ITell o (Be.p1)\ Bl o)) = O (Of e Ve ) -

Proof. First of all, we observe that for g € (%, +00), R > 0, one has
8" 8p%)4

eWdy < / y=—"""".
/R?\B(O,R) R2\B(O,R) |Y[* (2 — 1)R*a~2

For z € B(&,p1) \ B(&, po), set y = J:T_g € B(0,5)\ B(0,£). Clearly we have

2—2p 7 277
_ pU(y)(1+a*U(y)(1+crea))
HF5||LP(B(57P1)\B(£7PO)) o </B(07p(51)\B(0,€§)) ‘ dy) . (50)

a _
B < |yl < &, we have

Set p = Sea? , 80 that pg < p < p1. For 5

Wl N

p(1+a2U(y)(1 +ecra)) =1+ 0(Va) >

Then, for € small enough, [@9]) yields

/ VW) (1+02T () (1 +er20) gy < / (200 g,

B(0.2)\B(0,2) R\BOH) (51)
_o( () Zope-x
_0<<5> ) O(e™5).

< |yl <&, by B0) and Lemma B2, we have
1+ ?U(y) (1 +crea) = 1+ B+ aU(y)) (1 + crea) — af (1 + cjea)

+ (co +uo(§))a + o(a)

For

S2NY

>

> — + coa.

N — Do —

Hence, we get

T (1020 ) (14erza) g < / eP(3+a0)T ) gy
R2\B(0,e 2) (52)

/B(O,%)\B(o,ea%)
4e,
=0 <of1e_7a9) .

Thus, by (G0), (1), ([B2), we obtain
ITell Lo (B p)\Blgpo)) = O (5

2-2p 1 _ 4cg
r o pe pvo |,

Since (29)-31) give
Aeq _dc

2-2p _ 2q2 1 1-p
0 r =4 a2 =0(1), ar =aa 7 =a(l+o(l)),

we get the conclusion.
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Lemma 3.8 Let p and ca be as in Lemma [3.7, then

IRl Lo (B(e.pr)\B(e.po)) = Ole Vo).

Proof. By Lemma and Lemma [3.7] we get that

[Afe(we)llLe(B(e,p)\Be.po)) = Ole Vo).
On the other hand, we have

Aw,(z) = —ae=W) + 0(1),

so that
2
1AW | Lo (Be o0\ B(eo)) < e Lo (Bieo\BlEp)) + O0T)
2-2 5 2
<ad v ||€U\|LP(R2\B(0,%0)) +O(py)
b2
0 (%) + o)
Po
= 0(6772&).

3.4 Estimates in B(&, p2) \ B(£, p1)
In B(&, p2) \ B(&, p1) we can only say that w. and R are uniformly bounded. Since pj is

very small, we still get integral bounds for R.

Lemma 3.9 We have w. = O(1) and R = O(1) in Q\ B(&, p1). In particular,

€

IR 22 (Be o)\ Bepr)) = Olp2) = O(e™=).

Proof. Let us recall that w, = aPU. — V. with V. =V, , ¢ defined as in ([]). According
to Lemma 22 and Lemma 23] we have V. = O(1) in Q. Besides Lemma 2] gives

1 1
aPU. = alog ((M252 . £|2)2> + O(a) = O(alog E) + O(a) = O(1),

for x € Q\ B(&, p1). Then, w. = O(1) and f-(w:) = O(1) in Q \ B(&, p1). Similarly

Aw, = —aeVs + O(1)
52 2
=g oW
= 0(8%p; ") + O(1) = O(1).

Therefore R = O(1). O
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3.5 Estimates in Q\ B(&, p2)

In Q\ B(&, p2) we will use that w. ~ 8maG¢ — V.. Our choice of V. will make R uniformly
small, namely of order 3. Note further that the choice of py gives aGe = O(e) on

Lemma 3.10 As e — 0 we have
-3
||PU€ — 87TG§||01(§\B(§,p2)) = 0(52p2 )
Proof. By Lemma [2] we have
1
@+ o —€FP
2 2

1)
= —4log |z — &| + 87H (x,&) — 2log (1 + ﬁ) + s e
2,9

0% p
8rGe(x) og ( + T £|2> + Vs e

Since Hiﬁg%chl(ﬁ) = 0(0?) as € — 0, it is sufficent to observe that

PU. — 1og( )+ ST H (1, €) + s e

& 2 —3
I og (1 + @) ler@\siepay) = 10702 7)-

Lemma 3.11 There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such such that
we(z) < —cd(z,00) <0,
for any x € Q\ B(§, p2), provided € is sufficiently small.
Proof. By Lemma 2:2] Lemma 23] and () we have
Vo(z) > (14 O(av))d(x, 02) Vo € Q,
for some ¢ > 0. Then, Lemma B.10 implies that
we(x) < —c(1+ O(w))d(x, 090) (53)

in a neighborhood of 0. By definiton of ps, we have that PU, = G¢ + o(1) = O(£)

o

in Q\ B(&, p2). Then, using again Lemma and Lemma 2.3, we get w. = —ug +
o(1) uniformly in Q\ B(&, p2). Since ug > 0 in 2, this toghether with (G3]) yields the
conclusion. O

Lemma 3.12 In Q\ B(&, p2), we have R = O(a3(1 + Gg)) In particular,
IR 20\ B(e.p2)) = O(?).
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Proof. Since v. > 0 in ©, w. < 0 in Q\ B(, p2), and f. € C3((—00,0)), for any
x € Q\ B(&, p2) we can find 6(x) € [0,1] such that

felwe) = fo(—ve + aPU. — aw: — o’z)
= fo(—v:) + fL(—ve) (@PU: — aw, — o®2) + %fé'(—vg)(aPUg — aw, — a?z.)?
+ éf'"(—v8 + 0(aPU. — aw. — o?z.))(aPU. — aw, — a*z.)3
According to Lemma 23] and Lemma B.10], we have
2| + |we| = O(Ge)  and  aPU. = 8raGe(1 + o(a?)).

Thus we get

1
fulw) = ~(02) + a2 (02)(8Ge —we) + o 577 (~u)(8rGe — we)? ~ £(0)z)
+ 01 + Gg)) + 0| " (—ve + 0(aPUs,, — aw, — azzg))\Gg).
A direct computation shows the existence of a constant C' > 0 such that

‘1+6

|f/l/(t)| < C(|t|€71 +t4)et2+|t

£

Vit # 0.

Since —v. + 0(aPU. — aw. — a?z.) = O(1) uniformly in Q \ B(&, p2), and since Lemma
implies —v. + 0(aPU; + aw. + o?2.) < —cd(-,09) in a neighborhood of 952, we get

If" (—ve + 6(aPUs, — aw, — 0422'5))\ =0(1+d(, 8(2)571).

Since G¢ = O(d(-,09)) near 052, we deduce that

Fole0) = ~£e2) + (087G — we) + 0 (3770 )rGe e~ fi(v))
+O0(a®(1+ GY)).

iDCG construc iOIl we nave We = —Qe — Ve — QAW — X z wi U, w z
S b truct have Aw, Ue — Av, — aAw, — o® Az, with v., w., 2

solving (@) and (I2)-(I3]), we conclude that

R=—ae% + 031 + G?))
=0(%py ") + 0(e®(1+ GY))
= O0(a®(1+ G})).
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3.6 The final estimate of the error in a mixed norm

We can summarize the estimates of the previous sections as follows:
In B(&, po), Corollary Bl gives |R| < o?j., where

je(z) := eVs@ (1 + \U(xT_g) y4> . (54)

In B(§, p1) \ B(§, po), Lemma [3.8 shows that the norm of R in L'+ is exponentially
small in .

Finally, in Q\ B(&, p1), Lemma 3.9 and Lemma give L? estimates on R. This
suggests to introduce the norm

. 1
Iflle := 13" fllzoo(Bie,po)) + 2 Ifll a2 (Be p\Blepo)) T 12\ BE 1) (55)

1

The coefficient ﬁ is chosen in order to match the norm of (—A)~" as a linear operator

from L**(B(&, p1) \ B(&, po)) into L¥(B(&, p1) \ B(§, po)) (see Corollary [B).

According to the estimates above we have:
Proposition 3.13 There exists D1 > 0, g > 0 such that
IRl < Dia?,

for any e € (0,20), p €U, £ € B(€,0).
We conclude this section by stating some simple properties of the norm || - || and
the weight j..

Lemma 3.14 There exists a constant C > 0 such that

|-z < Cl- e
foranye >0, pnel, £ € B(&,o).

Proof. Let f:Q — R be a Lebesgue measurable function. Then

s WSl [ dode =Sl [ 0+ 0%y < Ol

fvPO) B 7S
By Holder’s inequality
2

2a

HfHLl(B(g,pl)\B(g,po)) < HfHLHa?(B(§7p1)\3(§7p0))/011+a2 < CHfo—:a

and
1
1l @\BEp)) < Iz BeEmnl2\ B )2 < C| fle

Hence, the conclusion follows. [
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Lemma 3.15 For any € > 0 let ps, 0- be such that ps < 0. < 0 and 6 K p: < py as

e — 0. Let we of be the solution to
—Ape =je in B(§,0:) \ B(&, pe),
we =0 on dB(&,0:) \ B(&, pe)-
As e — 0, we have
0zl o= (Be 0N Bl o)) = 0(1)-

Proof. Let us first note that there exists a constant ¢ > 0, such that

o (e () = 0
= 1+ log" | —————— <c
(2 +] P W+ PP)) = e lp

3
2

2je(e+6) =V 1+ T =

in R2. Then, by the maximum principle, we have
ed <o (52 i Bleo)\ Bie o) (56)
where ) satisfies
~Au = o in A= BO.%)\ BO.%)
on JA..
we have

3
2

Y=0
Since the function W := —log(u + +/| - [? + p2) satisfies —AW = ﬁ
2+

Y=a+blog| [+ W,
2= one can verify that

6

for suitable constants a,b € R. Denoting R = % and Ry
_ W(RQ) log R1 — W(Rl) log RQ and b— W(Rl) — W(RQ)
log Ry — log Ry log Ry —log Ry ~
Since o .
W ttog -1 < T =0 ().
uniformly in A., one has a = O (R1 (logltj%gﬁﬁog&)) and b =1+ 0O <—R1(log R;—log Rl))'
Then
1
Y=a+(b—1)log| '!+O(R—1)
log Ro 1
ol —=—
)0 (%)

1
=0 (=
<R1 log RQ — log R1

1 1 1
:O<R_171_10gR1>+O<R_1>.

log R2
Since .
log Ry log £ < log & _ Ow),
log Ry  logo. —logd ~ log ps —logd
we conclude that 1, = O(R%) = o(1), uniformly in A.. Then, the conclusion follows by
U

&8).
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4 The Linear Theory

Let us consider the linear operator

Lo=¢— (—A) (A fl(we)e)

introduced in ([I9)). In this section we give a priori estimates for the operator L and we
prove its invertibility on a suitable subspace of H}(€).

Lemma 4.1 The following expansions hold:
1. AMfh(we) = €Y= (1 + O(e?)) in B(&, po)-
2. Ml(w:) = O(T) in B(&, p1), with Tz as in [@AR]).
5. Af(we) = O(1) in O\ B(E pr).
4o [N we)XBep) — €% Nl = (1) as e = 0.
Proof. For x € B(&, po), using (28)-(B2), Lemma B3] (34), and (@), we have that

1+¢

Af(we) = M1+ 202 + (1 + e)wl+e)ettes
— AB2(2 + O(a))eP T8 +U(5)+0E)
= " (14 0(e%)).
For z € B(&, p1), using Remark 277, Lemma [3.3] we have

1+4¢

)\f&/‘(wE) = )\(1 + 20}? + (1 + E)w;—’—a)ew?'i_ws
= AB2(2 + O(a))eP T8 +U(5)+U(55)?(140(ee)
=0(T,).

Claim & follows directly from Lemma Finally, claim 4 follows by claims 7 and 2,
using also Lemma [3.7] and the estimates

e | L1+ (e pnBEp) = 01), e[z B o) = o(1).
0

According to Lemma 1] for |z — &| < po, L approaches the operator Loy :=
0 — (—=A)"! (e ). Note that

Lop=0 in = —Ap=¢%p inQ

<— “AD=eUd  in

—57 where & = p(£+6-).

Let us recall the following known fact about Lg (see for example [10]).
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Proposition 4.2 All bounded weak solutions of the problem
~AD=¢"d  in R (57)
have the form
b =coZo+ 121+ caZa,
where cg,c1,co € R and

2 2
we = |yl 20y, 2/1y2
ZO(y) = Z( ) Z (y) = Mg_i_‘y’Q'

TR, R

Remark 4.3 The functions Zy, Zy, Za are orthogonal in DV2(R?), that is

i 8
VZ;-VZidy = / V7, Zidy = -7, ;. (58)
R2

R2 3

In the following we denote

Zi () = Z, (‘T ; 5) and PZi.=(-A)""Z., i=0,1,2.
Lemma 4.4 [t holds true that

PZye=Zoe+1+0(6%) and PZ;. = Z; . + O(0), i = 1,2,
uniformly with respect to p € U, £ € B(&p,0).

Proof. See for example Appendix A in [I§]. O

Lemma 4] shows the smallness of PZ; . — Z; . for ¢ = 1,2, but not for i = 0. For
this reason, in many cases it is convenient to replace PZ, . with the funtion

Zo. if | —&| < po,

~ 1 1 - .

7. = Zo,e(Po)(%w) if po < |z —¢| < pr, (59)
0 if [z —¢| = p1.

Lemma 4.5 The function Z. satisfies the following properties:
o Z.€ HY(Q) and |Z.| <1 in Q.
o |V(Z. — Zoe)ll2 ) — 0, uniformly for p € U and § € B(&o,0).

Proof. The first property follows trivially from the definition. Moreover we have

~ Zo,e(po)? / 1 9
Y(Z. — Zo)|? < : —— _dr+||VZ
1V(Ze = Zoe)lizzo) < Giog oy —Tog po)? B(&,p1)\B(€,po) [T — €I IV 20eliz@\ste

21 Zo.(po)?
= log p1 —log po
= 0(®) 4+ 0(e"=) — 0,

+ HVZOH%/Q(]RQ\B(O £0)

s
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as ¢ — 0. O

We will denote by K. the subspace of Hg(Q) spanned by PZ;., i = 0,1,2 and by
K- the subspaces of H}(Q) orthogonal to K., i.e.

£

KL:{ueHol(Q) : /VPZi,s-Vudx:/eUEZ@eudaz:O, i:0,1,2}.
Q Q

Let 7 and 7+ be the projections of H}(f2) respectively on K. and K:. Finally, we
denote

Yoi={f e L) : |[f]l- < +oo}.
Proposition 4.6 There exist g > 0 and a constant Dy > 0 such that
el @) + el @) < Dollhlle, (60)
for any e € (0,e0), peU, £ € B(&,0), h € Yz and p € K satisfying
™ {Lo — (-A)"'h} = 0. (61)

Proof. We assume by contradiction that there exists €, — 0, p, € U, &, € B(&,0),
hn, € Y. and a solution ¢,, € an of (€I such that

H‘PnHH%(Q) + [lenll oo ()
1nlle,

Let 6, an, B be the parameters in Lemma [2Z4] corresponding to &, p, and &,. Let also
P0.ns P, P2.n be defined as in [BY). We denote wy, :=we,,, Uy, :=Us,,, Z;,, '= Z;, and
fn = fe,. W.lo.g we can assume that ||¢nl g1y + [[nllre@) = 1 and [[hn|, — 0.
Since ¢y, satisfies (6II), there exist ¢;, € R, i =0, 1,2, such that

2
- A@n - Afé(wn)SDn = h, + Z Ci,neUnZi,n- (62)
=0

Step 1 We have ¢;, — 0 as n — 400, 1 = 0,1, 2.

Let Z, := Zgn be the function defined in (B9). Testing equation (62]) against Zn, we get
2 ~ ~ ~ ~
> im / eV Z; p Zpdz = / VZ, - Vopdr — / M1 (wn)pn Znda: — / b Zndaz.  (63)
20 Q Q Q Q

Since [l¢nllg1o) <1 and ¢, € K2, using Lemma 5] we get

/ VZn -Vudr = / VZyn - Vopdr +o(l) = / eU"ZO,ncpndx +0o(1) = o(1),
Q Q Q

=0
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as n — +oo. By Lemma [41] and Lemma [B7] we find
)\f,/1 Wn, ganndx = / eU”ganomdx + O 6% +O ([Tl rr(me, .
JRYA%S o CORNCN (A

_ / eV o1 Zo ndz +o(1) = o(L).
Q

/

=0

Finally, Lemma and Lemma B.14] give
[ haZde) < ol s < Clhnlle, = o(2),
Q

Then (63) rewrites as

2
Z Cj,n/ eU"Zj7nanx = o(1). (64)
=0 @
With similar arguments, testing equation (62) against PZ;,, for i = 1,2, we get that
2
Z cj,n/ eUn ZinPZ; ndx = —/ A (wn)pnPZi ndx — / hnPZ; pdx
= Q Q Q

(65)
- /Q Ui Zi il +0(1) = o1).

=0

Note that, as in (B8]), we have

/eU"Zj,nanm :/ eU"Zj,nZomdx—i—O / eUn
Q B(meO,n) RQ\B(fnva,n)

= / eUZjZOdy +o(1)
B(0,"9™)
8

= 5 moj + o(1),
3

for j = 0,1,2. Similarly
/ eV Z; P Z; ndx = / eV Z; n Zi ndx + 0(1)
J,n ,n - J,n“r,n
Q Q
8
= §7T5ij + 0(1),

fori=1,2, 5 =0,1,2. Then, ([G3) and (G4 rewrite as

2
> cin(8ij + o(1)) = o(1),
=0
which implies the conclusion.
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Step 2 If hy := hy, + (AF5(Wn)XB(gnprn) — eU) on + Z?ZO cjn€" Zj n, then

- A‘:On = eUnQOn + )\fylz(wn)XQ\B(gn,pl,n)QOn + zn mn Q7 and Hanen — 0. (66)

Since thHEn - 07 ’Zi,n’ < 17 and H)‘frlz(wn)XB(gn,an) - eUnHEn —0 by Lemmam
it is sufficient to observe that |[e||., = O(1) and apply Step 1.

Step 3 There exists 0, < pn < pon such that, up to a subsequence, |[pn|l Lo (B(gn,pn)) —
0 as n — +o0.

Let us consider the sequence ®,(y) := vn(§n + 0ny), y €

—-AD, —eU<I>n+52 hin (€ + 0p-) 1nB<O p(;—")

We know that ) ) 3
‘ewy)@n(y)‘ <l < =
7]

and, for y € B(0,% 5%, that

Sl (€ +82y)| < 0jen (€ + 6t [nlle, = V@ (1 + 1T [Bnlle,, < Cllbnlle, = 0.

In particular ®,, and A®,, are uniformly bounded in B(0, 2 ). By standard elliptic
estimates, we can find @y € C(R?)N H. (R?) and a sequence R,, — +o0, R, < pO",
such that, up to a subsequence, ||®,, — <I>0HL<X> (B(0,Ry)) — 0. Moreover, [®o[ <1 and oy

is a weak solution to B

—Ady=eY®; in R
According to Proposition 4.2] we must have ®¢ = k0 Zy + k121 + k222, for some k; € R,
i=0,1,2. Keeping in mind (58)) and using that eV € L'(R?), we obtain

0= / U Z; o d = / eV Z:%,dy
9} Q—&n

On,

= / eUZZ-q)n dy + O / eUdy
B(0,Rn) R2\B(0,Ry,)

— gﬂ':‘ii,

for ¢ = 0,1,2. This implies k; = 0, ¢ = 0,1,2. Then &3 = 0 and we get the conclusion
with p, = 0, Ry.

Step 4 Up to a subsequence, &, — € € Q0 and o, — 0 in L(Q\ {£}), as n — .

1€ | Lo (@\B(gn,prn)) — O

We know that ¢, satisfies (G6) in Q. Since |¢,| < 1,
= O(1), by ellpitic estimates we

hnllz2@\B(e.pray) = 0: and 1f5(@n)llz=@\Bieprn)
find that ¢,, is bounded in C&Z(ﬁ\ {£}), for some v € (0,1). Therefore, there exists
vo € C(Q) N H (), such that ¢, — o locally uniformly on Q \ {€} and weakly in
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H (). Noting that w,, — —ug locally uniformly in Q\ {¢} and that f/ is even, we see
that ¢g satisfies Apg + fo(uo)po in @\ {{}. Actually, since @o, Apg € L>®(Q), ¢q is
a weak solution of Ay + fi(ug)po = 0 in Q. Then, the non-degeneracy of uy implies
wo = 0.

Step 5 HQDnHLoo(Q) — 0.

By Step 4, we can find a sequence o, > pa, such that [|onllzec@\BEp,0n)) — 0 as

n — +o00, up to a subsequence. Then, it is sufficient to show that ||| fe(a,) — O,
where A, := B(&n,00) \ B(&n, pn) and p, is as in Step 3. We can split ¢, = cpslo) -+

30511) + gpg) + @%3), where

A %0) = i An —A gLZ) = Jin ! An
(S00> b and (z’)gp Jiar i A fori=1,2,3,
Pn- = Pn on aAn, On" = 0 on 8An,

with _
fl,n = EUnQDn + hnXB(gn,pom),
Frn = hnXB(En,p1.0)\B(En p0.0)>
Fan 3= huXBlen o)\ B(&n 1) + Mn(@n)XB(ew,00)\B(Enp1.0) P
By the maximum principle
‘|SD£LO)||L°°(A7L) < lenllze@a,) = 0.
Since B
[finl <+ [hnllen e, < den(1+0(1)) < 2je,,
we get that \gog)] < 24, where 1, satisfies
—Ay, = Jen 1N Ap
P =0 on JA,,.

Lemma B.T3] implies |9y, || f0c(4,) — 0, hence ||g0£Ll)HLoo(An) — 0. Finally, since |A,]| is
uniformly bounded, elliptic estimates (see Corollaries [B.3] and [B4)) give

c c

I lzeean) < 51 2ml sz 4y = Gz lBnll o2 (B pnm\Bien o) < IBnllen = 0,

and

ot 200 (a,) < Cllfsnllzz(an) = Olhalle,) + O(V/aw) — 0.

Step 6 Conclusion of the proof.
By Step 5, we have that [¢n | g1q) =1 = ll¢nllze@) — 1. But (G0) gives

lonliye = [ Preddo+ [ Malwn)@hda+ [ Tupnds
0 Q Q\B(gvpl,n) Q

= O(H@n”%w(g)) + o([|enllL2(@)) — 0.
Then, we get a contadiction. O

As a consequence we have that 7t L is invertible on K.
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Corollary 4.7 1L : KX — K is invertible.

Proof. This follows by standard Fredholm theory. Indeed, for any € > 0 the map
F(p) := mH(=A)"1(f'(we)¢p) defines a compact operator on KX (in fact on HE(12)).
Then 7L = Idy L —Fisa Fredholm operator of index 0. Proposition implies that

7t L is injective, hence it is invertible on K. g

5 The reduction to a finite dimensional problem

This section is devoted to reduce the problem to a finite dimensional one. More precisely,
we prove:

Proposition 5.1 There exist ¢g > 0 and a map (e, 11,€) — e ue € KFNL®(Q) defined
in (0,e0) xU x B(&, o) and continuous with respect to p and &, such that for some D > 0

e uellms + lee el < Do, (67)

and
T Lo e = () TR+ Nlpepe)) | =0, (63)

where the linear operator L is defined in ([I9)), the error term R is defined in () and
the quadratic term N is defined in (I8]).

5.1 Estimates on N(y)
For a function ¢ € H}(Q) N L>®(R), let N(p) be defined as in ([AJ), i.e.
N(p) = Nepg(9) = X (fe(We e +0) = fe(Wepe) = filwepue)®) -
Let us estimate | N(¢)||e, where || - || is defined as in (B3]). Let us define
Bo = {p € L2(Q) : [¢lre@) < a}. (69)
Lemma 5.2 There exists Do > 0 such that
IN (1) = N(2)lle < Do (ol ooy + o2l @) llor — 2l (o),

for any ¢1,p2 € By.
Proof. First, for any = € 2 we can find 0; = 6,(z) € [0, 1] such that

N(p2) = N(p1) = A (fzs(we + @) — felwe + 1) — fé(wa)(ﬁﬂz — @1))
= A (flwe + 0192 + (1 — 01)p1) (02 — 1) — fL(we) (02 — ©1))
=A (fé(we +¢3) — fé(ws)) (02 — 1),

where 3 := 0192 + (1 — 01)p;. Furthermore, there exists 6, = 02(x) such that
Jiwe 4+ 03) = fLwe) + [ (we + O2003) 3.
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Thus, we obtain
IN (1) = N(p2)| = AlfL (we + 0203) |3l o1 — w2
<A (we 4 0203)] (01l Lo ) + o2l Lo @) ller — w2l @)

Then, in order to conclude the proof, we shall bound || f”(w. + 62¢p3)||c. Note that, there
exists a universal constant Cy > 0 such that

£/ (#)] < Co(1 + [tP)el” ™ v e R.

(70)

By Remark 7 we have w. = O(8) = O(a™!). Since |¢3| < 1| + |¢2| < 2a, we get

(we + 02¢03) < wf + 2lwellgs| + ¢f = wZ +O(1). (71)
By convexity, we also have
jwe + 0203]° < (lwe| + [3])® < 4(lwe” + [3°) < 4(|wel® + @?). (72)
In B(&, p1) we have w. > ¢ by Lemma [B.2] so that
1+e
(we + O203)1TE < Wlte <1 + %) = wl™ +0(1). (73)

Clearly (TI)-(73) yield the existence of a constant C; > 0 such that
|f& (we + O2p3)] < Cl0472‘*%26“@“%|1+E = Cra? fo(we),
in B(§,p1). Arguing as in Lemma 4] (see (46])) we get
)"fél(wa + O2p)| < Cailje in B(, po)- (74)
Lemma and Lemma [3.7] yield

€2

)\Hf!(we + 92@)||L1+a2 (B(f,Pl)\B(ﬁ,po)) = O(Q_Qei\/ia). (75)
Finally, thanks to Lemma [3.9] we know that
A (we +0203) = O(1)  in @\ B(&, p1). (76)

Thanks to (74)-(76]) we infer

Alf2 (we + b2¢3) ]| = O(a™),
and the conclusion follows from (70)). O

Remark 5.3 Applying Lemma [2.24 with @3 = 0, we obtain that

IN(@)lle < Daa gl 7o 0y:
for any p € B,.
Remark 5.4 The proof of Proposition and Lemmal3.9 also shows that
IN (@)l oo @\Ber)) < Dallell7oe ()

for any p € B,,.

28



5.2 Proof of Proposition 5.1 a fixed point argument

Let us consider the operator
T = Tewe = (7"D)7'n* [(=2)7Y (N(p) + )| (77)
on the space X := K2 N L>(£), which is a Banach space with respect to the norm

-l = 11 g ) + 1 - lzee @)

Let Dy and Dg be the constants defined in Proposition and Proposition Let
us set
E.:={pe X : |plx < Do(D1+1)a’}.

Proposition 5.1l is an immediate consequence of the following result.

Proposition 5.5 There exists g > 0 such that, for anye € (0,e9), p €U, £ € B(&p,0),
T has a fized point p. ¢ € E, which depends continuosly on p and &.

Proof. Since E. is a closed subspace of X and T depends continuously on g and &, it is
sufficient to verifry that

1. 7 maps E. into itself.

2. T is a contraction, i.e. ||T(p1) =T (2)llg1 () < 0ller— 2l (o) for some positive
constant # < 1 and for any 1,2 € F..

Then the conclusion follows by the contraction mapping theorem.
Step 1 T maps E- into itself.
Let us denote Cy := Dy(D1 + 1). Take ¢ € E. and set

h(p) == R+ N().

If £ is small enough, we have that a?Cy < 1, so that E. C B, (see (6J)). By Proposition
3.13 and Remark we get

[(@)lle < IRlle + [N ()]l
< D1a® + Daa™ @l Foo
< D1a3 + COZDQO;J,
for any ¢ € E.. Then, if we take € small enough so that C’ngoz2 <1, we get that
Ih(9)]ls < (D1 +1)a’.

Since by definition
T L(T(9) = 7 (=A) " h(w),

we have by Proposition that
IT(@)lIx < Dollh(¢)]le < Do(D1 +1)a,

that is T (¢) € E..
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Step 2 T is a contraction mapping in E..

Let us take € small enough so that DyDyCoa® < i and E. C B,. By Propositions
and we have

1T (1) — T(p2)|lx < Dollh(p1) — h(2)lle
= Do|[N(¢1) — N(p2)|le
< DoDao (o1l (o) + @2l zoo@))ler — @2llzeo@)
< 2Co Do D201 — 2 1 ()
1
< 5ller = w2flr= ),

for any @1, 9 € E.. Then, T is a contraction mapping on F.. O

6 The reduced problem: proof of Theorem completed

Let ¢, := ¢ ;¢ be as in Proposition 5.1l By (68), we can find k. ; = ke (11, €), 71 = 0,1,2
(which depend continuously on p, and ), such that

2

— Ape = Ml(ue)pe + R+ N(po) + Y ke je% Ze ;. (78)
j=0

Equivalently, setting u. := w: + ¢,

2
— Aug = Afo(ue) + > ke je’ 2. (79)
=0

Our aim is to find the parameter ;1 = p(e) and the point £ = £(¢) so that the k. ;’s are
zero provided ¢ is small enough.

Proposition 6.1 It holds true that

Ko = b6ma’ <2 — log (%) + 0(1)) , (80)

and

3u _Ov
Kie = —K0,e0je + _qus =

5 0xi(§)+0(0‘5)’ i=1,2 (81)

as € — 0 uniformly with respect to p € U and § € B(&y,0). Here, the a;’s are continuous
functions of p and & and a; . = O(a®) uniformly for (u, &) € U x B(&, o).

Proof.
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Step 1 Let us prove that
Kie =0(®)  fori=0,1,2 (82)

and
HSDE||Cl(ﬁ\B(§O720')) = O(O‘?’)- (83)

First, since [@7) gives @]l p~@) = O(a?), Proposition I3} Lemma B.14] Remark
and Lemma [4.1] yield

IRl 1) = O@@®), [IN(¢e)llrr) = O0(@”),  [IMfhwe)¢ellpio) = O(a?).
Recalling that

8
/ eU"Zj7nPZi,ndx = §7T5ij + 0(0), fori,j =0,1,2,
Q

by Lemma [£.4] and (G8]), we get ([82) by testing equation (I8) with PZ;,, i =0,1,2.
By Lemma [B12] Remark 5.4l and Lemma 1], one has

Miws) =0(1), R=0(a’), N(g)=0(a"),
uniformly in Q\ B({, §). Then
[A@e [l oo @\B(e, 2)) + @<l oo ) = O(@?),
and we get (83) by standard elliptic estimates.
Step 2 Proof of ([&0).

Let Z. be the function defined in (5%). We shall test equation (78) against Z.. With
the same arguments of the proof of Proposition (Step 1), we obtain

/QV% -V Z.dx = /Qch8 VZyedr + o(l|¢el g1 (o) = o(a?).
Moreover

/ﬂ)\fé(wa)¢626dx = /B(E : eUEZO,.e(Pe dr + 0(52043) + O(agura”Ll(B(&m)\B(i,po)))
»P0

/eU”Zj@Zadx:/ eUZjZody—i-O / e¥da
0 R2 R2\B(07PTO)

8
= 370 + 0(8%py2).

and
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By Lemma B.4] and Lemma [B.8] we get

/ Ran.%' = / RZ(),ndm' + O(HR”LI(B(E,pl)\B(E,pO)))
Q (&,p0)

B(07PO
= 1670 <10g %)

Finally, we have that

%) Zody + O <a4 /]R2 V(14 (74)dy> +o(at)

| ¥9)Zeda = 0N )]) = 0.
Then, testing (78) against Z. and using (&2), one gets
0=16m0% (log (=) —2) + Srk 3
= 16wa” | log )~ +§7T 0,e +o(a”),
from which we get (80).

Step 3 Let us prove

ou v,
U € _ =
§ KRj.e / _] € 0z, ——dr = 87Taa$l (5) + O( ) 1,2, (84)

We multiply (79) and g;‘j. Applying the Pohozaev identity (see e.g. [27, Proposition
2, Proof of Step 1]), we obtain

L 3u5 311,5 8”& Un 8%2
N - axz 81/ dO' = / f€ us dl'—f-Z/‘ija/ Z]768—%dxl (85)

Since u. = 0 on 012, the divergence theorem yields

/Qfg(u8 ngdx - /Q di (/Oug(m) fe(t)dt> dx
_ /aQ " </Oui(x) fg(t)dt> do = 0.

By (83)), the definition of u. and w., Lemma [Z3] Lemma B.10] we have

ou ov 0
(9; =— (91/6 + ass (871G — we) + O(a?)
on 0f). Thus, keeping in mind that |Vv.|, |[Vw,| and |VG¢| are uniformly bounded on

0N (see Lemma ([22)) and (2.3))) and that g—gﬁj = %zfj v;, we obtain
Ove OV, Ove O

Ou,. Ou
€ € _ 9 L ) .
o0 Ox; Ov do o, 91 OV do + 2« ) O O (we — 87Ge) do + O(a”) (87)
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Applying the Pohozaev identity to v, and arguing as in (86l), we get that

0v, 0v, / ov,
—do = -2 —dx = 0. 8
o Oz Ov o A Qfs(ve)axi x=0 (8 )

Integrating by parts and noting that —Ag—gi = )\fé(ve)gz’j in Q, we get

" gz %(wg — 87Ge)do = / (gi Aw, — wEAg—Zj> dx + 8712:2 (€)
+ 87 /Q GgAg;: d
O (. Afl(ve)ue = STAFL(0:)Ge) dr -+ 870 (6)
o 0x; €Ty
=0 by @)
This together with (87)-(88]) gives
E . ng %ZE do = 8mgi‘z (&) + O(a?). (89)
Finally, ([84)) follows by (85)-(8a) and (89).
Step 4 Fori=1,2, 7 =0,1,2, we have
/Q Ufzjegz do = —% (57@7 + O(a2)> . (90)

For i =1,2 and j = 0,1,2. Note that we have the identity

0 ele
UE Z] e = —
(93:2 op

(6ij(Zoe + 1) = 0j0Zie —3ZiZje) -

Setting W;; := 6;(Zo+ 1) — 0;02; — 3Z;Z; and applying the divergence theorem, we find

ou d
/QeUEZj,8 axidaﬁ = —/ ued— (eUEZj@) dx

Q Xg
1
= —— / ugeU (5ZJ(Z0 s+ 1) (5]'021'75 — 3ZZ'75ZJ‘75) dx

:__/ 5"’5?/6 \I]Udy

= (5 + 6y)6 \Illjdy + 0(562)
5# B(0,%)

where in the last equality we used that
u:=0(8) and YWy =O(ly[?), (91)
for |y| > §. By Lemma [2.6] we have

us(§ +8y) = B+ aU(y) + 0(a®) + O (dly]), (92)
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for y € B(0,5). Using again (@I)), we get that

/ eU\I’ijdy :/ eU\I’Z-jdy +0(6%).
B(0,) R?
=0

Similarly, we have

i

ﬁeU\Ifijdy = /2 ﬁeU\I’ijdy + 0(5253)
R

7%)
16
= 371'(5@] + O(,B253),
and (@0) is proved.

Step 5 Proof of &1)).

Let us set

3p 9o ou
Qije = aije(€, p) = =g~ /Q e 2. =do.
7

According to Step 4, we have ajp. = O(a?) if i = 1,2. Moreover the matrix A =

(aije)ijeqr,2y is invertible and its inverse A™! = (a);jeq1 2y satisfies

a? =6;; +0(a?), i,j=1,2.

Then (8] follows by (84]), just setting
2
Qi e = ZG?QO]’,E-
j=1

O

It is important to point out that (§I]) cannot be considered a precise uniform expan-
sion of k; .. Indeed, (B0) and the rough (but difficult to improve) estimate a; . = O(a?)
yield only ko ca;. = O(c®). Since § < o it is not possible to identify the leading term
in the RHS of (BIl). However, it is clear that the term involving ‘ngi becomes dominant
when kg vanishes. This is enough for our argument.

Proof of Theorem completed
Proof. Let us consider the vector field

1

2 2
BE(M? 5) = <mf€0@ @ ("il,a + 50,501,5) s @ (FLQ,& + 50,5a2,5)> .

By construction, for any € > 0, B, depends continuously on p and . Moreover, thanks

to ([B0), BI) and Lemma 22 we have
— 8
Be = B(p,§) := (2 — log (F),Vuo(é“))
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as € — 0, uniformly for p € U and £ € B({p,0). By assumption B has a C%-stable
zero at the point (o, &), with pg = v/8e™!. Then, for ¢ small enough, there exist
E=¢&() = &, b= pu(e) — po as € — 0 such that B.(u(e),&(e)) = 0. Clearly, this is
equivalent to ;. (o) ¢) = 0, = 0,1,2. That concludes the proof. [

Appendix A. The proof of Lemma 2.4
Proof. The third equation in (28] allows to write ¢ as a function of «, 3, &, u, &:

LB Veaeld)  cug
log — = — _&a8A\S)  THS
€5 T T 2a 9

and the second equation in (28] gives « as a function of 3, ¢, u, §:
a=(28+ 6 +ep°)7L.

Then, (after a simple computation) it is sufficient to prove that there exists 8 = (e, i, §)
such that

log 8
B

(log A+ 5E) 42222 (%ﬁ - u0(§)> — (Veae€) = uo(€))
=0:(¢.11) (93)

5B SVene®) (5 B =0,

1
B

log (2 —|—,85_1 —|—€,85_1)
g

Now, we choose 55 := 2ug(§) + 0-(&, ) with HH&HCO(WxH) so small that

_l’_

2ug (&) + 0-(6, 1) > n > 11in B(&,0) x U.

This is possible because of ([22]). With this choice we have % =0 <777§>. It is easy to
show that (@3] has a solution 6. because of a simple fixed point argument. Indeed (@3])
rewrites as 0. = T (6.) where T is a contraction mapping on the ball

{6: € C'BEo, o) < W) < 16 coareroyean) < e

where p. := pmin{%nfé, lve — uOHCO(ﬁ)} for some p > 0 and p. — 0 as ¢ — 0. Here
we use the expression of V; 4 ¢(£) in () and (ii) of Lemma O

Appendix B. A Stampacchia type estimate

In this section we prove domain-independent estimates for solutions of the Poisson equa-
tion —Awu = f, under Dirichlet boundary conditions, with f € LP(Q2) and p approaching
1. Our strategy is based on the Stampacchia method.
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Lemma B.1 (28], Lemma 4.1) Let ¢ : Rt — R be a nonincreasing function. As-
sume that there exist M > 0,7 >0, § > 1 such that

Myp(k)®
(h = k)7

)

Then ¢(d) = 0, where d = M'YT/)( )67 251,

b(h) < ———2  Yh>k>0.

Let © C R? be a bounded smooth domain. For any ¢ > 1, let Sq(2) be the Sobolev’s
constant for the embedding of HE(Q) in L(Q), namely

u
S,(Q) = inf g
weH3 (@) [[ullLa(a)

It is known that 0 < S,(2) < 400 and that (see [26] Lemma 2.2)

lim /gS,(Q) = V8re.

qg——+00

Theorem B.2 Let Q) be a bounded smooth domain. For p > 1, f € LP(Q)), the unique
solution u € H}(Q) of the equation —Au = f satisfies

2

p -1
[ull o (@) < ASapea (V)21 1o 12 5%+

Proof. We want to apply the previous lemma to the function
V(&) = [Ap|, Ap:={v€Q : |u(z)| > k}.

For any k£ > 0, let us consider the function

0 u(z)| <k,
vp(x) =S u(x) -k  u(x) >k,
—u(x) —k u(x) < —k

Note that vy € HL(Q) and |Vug| = [Vulxa,. If we test the equation against vy, we get

/Vu-Vvk dr = / furdz. (94)
Q Q
For any ¢ € (1,p) Holder’s inequality gives
me:&@mwwmww%“(_wmwmw%“m)%>
By Sobolev’s inequality, we have that
/ Vu -V, dr = / |Vup|?dz > S_a (Q)?|vr])® o - (96)
Q Ay @t La—t
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By ([@4)- (@), we have
_ p—q
okl oy < S_a (72| fllelAx] ¥

Now, for any h > k, we have that A, C Ay and vy > (h — k) in Ap, hence

49 L
/|vk|qqldx:/ v,g—ldxz/ v dr > (h— k)ai|Ay.
Q Ag Ap

In conlcusion, we find
-1 —
(h = k) AT < S_a ()72 fllol Asl 7,
or, equivalently,
_2q 4 _P—a_
S_a (Q) T fll 75" (k) rla=D
qg—1
— )
(h—k)a—T

Y(h) <

Then, we are in position to apply Lemma Bl to ¢ with M = S (2 )_ﬁ||f||Lp ,

V=gt -, and 5 = For this, we need to impose that § = that is ¢ < p+1

(q 1) (q 1)
Note that 1 < i1 <P According to Stampacchia’s Lemma, we have

5 2p—q(p+1)

¥(d) = 0 wMetiMmeﬁ;ﬁmepqwﬂw
qg—1

This implies that

2p—q(p+1)

ull o) < S%(Q)_Qﬂfﬂmlm i 2T
<

This is true for any Choice of g € (1 ﬁ). If we take for example p the midpoint of

’pJ’_l
_ _ 3p+1
( ,p+1) that is ¢ = 5 + = 2(Z+1)’ then we find that
g 3p+1 2p—qlp+1) p*-1 p—q  2p+1
g—1 p-1° pq 3p*+p 2p—qlp+1) p+1 77
and we get the conclusion. O

Corollary B.3 Given K > 0 and p > 1, there exists a constant C = C (K, p) such that,
for any domain Q C R? with | < K and any f € LP(Q) the unique solution u € H(2)
of —Au = f satisfies

lull oo ) < Cllfllzr(e)

Corollary B.4 Given K > 0, there exist pg = po(K) and C = C(K) such that, for any
1 < p < po, any domain Q C R? with |Q| < K, and any f € LP(Q), the unique solution
u € HE(Q) of —Au = f satisfies

C
lull o) < ZTHJCHLP(Q)-
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