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Abstract

We study the existence of sign-changing solutions for a non-local version of the sinh-Poisson
equation on a bounded one-dimensional interval I, under Dirichlet conditions in the exterior
of I. This model is strictly related to the mathematical description of galvanic corrosion
phenomena for simple electrochemical systems. By means of the finite-dimensional Lyapunov-
Schmidt reduction method, we construct bubbling families of solutions developing an arbitrar-
ily prescribed number sign-alternating peaks. With a careful analysis of the limit profile of
the solutions, we also show that the number of nodal regions coincides with the number of
blow-up points.

1 Introduction
In this work we consider the non-local sinh-Poisson equation given by
(~A)2u=A(e*—e*) inl:=(-1,1), wu=0onR\I, (1)

with A € R*. This equation is related to mathematical models for the description of galvanic
corrosion of a planar electrochemical system consisting of an electrolyte solution and an adjoining
metal surface. If the electrolyte is confined in a domain Q C R?, the electrolytic voltage potential
satisfies the non-linear boundary value problem

Av =0 in Q, 9
% - (eﬁv _ e—(l—ﬁ)v) +g on0Q, )
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where A and f are constants depending on the constituents of the system and g models an exter-
nally imposed current. We refer to [14, 36] for the mathematical derivation of this model, which
is due to Butler and Volmer. If one takes f = % and g = 0 the problem becomes equivalent to

3)

Av =0 in Q,
% =1’ —-¢e?) ondQ,

Problems (2)-(3), and corresponding ones in higher dimension, have been studied by several
authors in recent years (see e.g. [36, 22, 10, 29, 28]). Among several generalizations, we mention
that Alessandrini and Sincich [1, 2] have considered problems of the form

Av =0 in Q C R?,

% =A(’-¢e") only,

% =g on Iy,

v=0 on 0Q\ (I1 UTy),

where T} and Ty are two open, disjoint portions of dQ. Here I represents the corroded part of
0Q, which is not accessible to direct inspection, I5 is the portion of dQ where current density can
be directly measured, and the remaining part of 9Q is assumed to be grounded. In this work we
want to consider the strictly related problem in which Q = R? is the upper half plane, T} is a
segment and Ty = (. Namely, we have

Av =0 in Q,
9u = (v —e®) on Ix{0}, (4)
v=0 on (R\I)x {0}.

There is a strict connection between problems (4) and (1). Indeed, the Poisson harmonic extension
of any solution to (1) solves (4). Viceversa, if v solves (4) and has finite Dirichlet energy, then
the boundary trace u = v(-,0) is a solution of (1).
Equation (1) can also be considered as a 1-dimensional version of the planar sinh-Poisson
problem
_ — u_ ,—u : C R2
{Au Ale" —e ™) in Q C RZ, (5)

u=20 on 09,

which arises in the statistical mechanics approach proposed by Onsager [27] and Joyce and Mont-
gomery [20, 21] to the description of two-dimensional turbulent Euler flows with null total vorticity
(we refer to [7, 8, 24, 27] for a physical discussion of this problem).

In recent years, there has been a great interest in the construction of sign-changing solutions
for problems (3) and (5). When Q is the unit disk of R?, explicit families of solutions to (3) were
exhibited by Bryan and Vogelius in [5]. As A — 0, such solutions develop an even number of sign-
alternating peaks concentrating in separate points of dQ. In [10], Dévila, Del Pino, Musso and
Wei proved that solutions of (3) with an analogous behavior exist on arbitrary bounded domains
with smooth boundary. In fact, for any even k € N, they constructed two independent branches
of solutions developing k sign-alternating peaks on dQ. In this result, k must be even to ensure
the existence of sign-alternating peaks configurations on 9Q, whose connected components are
closed curves. We also refer to [22, 26] for a-priori analysis of blowing-up solutions to (3).



Concerning problem (5), the existence of sign-changing solutions developing exactly 2 peaks
with different sign has been obtained by Bartolucci and Pistoia in [3]. More generally, they proved
that if &1,...,& € Q correspond to a stable critical point of a generalized version of the k-point
Kirchhoff-Routh path function, then there is a solution u, of (5) such that

k
Ae" —e™) > 81 ) (-1)16,
i=1

as A — 0 in the sense of measures, where ds, denotes the Dirac delta at &, i = 1,...,k. The
existence of stable critical points of the generalized Kirchhoff-Routh function for k > 3 was studied
by Bartsch, Pistoia and Weth in [4]. They give existence results on any domain for k = 3,4, and
on axially symmetric domains for arbitrary k > 1. In the latter case, the points &1,..., & are
located on the symmetry axis of Q and the corresponding solution of (5) develops sign-alternating
peaks at &,..., &.

Inspired by these results, the main purpose of this paper is to discuss the existence, for small
values of A, of a branch solutions of (1) with an arbitrarily prescribed number of nodal regions.
Specifically, for any k € N, we will construct a branch of solutions with exactly k sign-alternating
peaks in the interval I = (-1, 1).

Theorem 1.1 For any k € N, there exist Ag > 0 and a family (uy), defined for A € (0,Aq), of
weak solutions to (1) with exactly k nodal regions. Moreover, for any sequence (Ap)nen C (0,20)
with A, — 0 as n — +oo, there exist &,...,& € I with & < & < ... < &, such that (along a
subsequence) we have

o u) blows-up at & asn — oo fori=1,...,k. Namely, for any e > 0, we have
sup  (=1)tuy = 400, asn — +oo. (6)
(&i—e&,&ite)
0.3

o u), —2r Zle(—l)"_ngi, in Cp (I\{&,....&HNC,; (I\{&,....&)) asn— +oo, where
Gg, is the Green function for (—A)% with singularity at & (explicitly given by (13)).

The solutions provided in Theorem 1.1 can be considered as the analogue of the ones con-
structed in [4] for problem (5) but, working in dimension 1, we are able to obtain a stronger result
and to show that the number of nodal regions coincides with the number of peaks, which doesn’t
seem to be known for the solutions in [4], except for the case k = 2 (see [3]).

Our solutions are also strictly related to the solutions of (3) with an even number of peaks
constructed in [10]. However, here we do not need to impose the evenness of k as the interaction
between the first and the last peak is weaker than the interaction with intermediate peaks (unless
k = 2). It should be noted that if u solves (1), then —u is a solution as well. Thus, Theorem
1.1 provides two distinct branches of solutions. But, due to the lack of topology of I, we cannot
expect the existence of other independent branches of solutions with separate peaks as in [10].
Nevertheless, we strongly believe it would be possible to find a different branch of solutions with k
nodal regions which develops a tower of peaks at the origin. Solutions of this kind were constructed
for problem (5) by Grossi and Pistoia in [17] (see also [30]).

Differently from the approach in [10], we will not rely on the connection between (1) and the
extended problem (4). Instead, the proof of Theorem 1.1 will be based on the Lyapunov-Schmidt



finite-dimensional reduction method, which has been successfully used to find solutions to (5) and
other similar problems (see e.g. [3, 12, 15]). Here, we will apply this technique on the fractional-
1

order Sobolev space X0§ (I), which is defined as the space of all the functions in H 3 (R) which vanish
1
identically outside I. A Hilbert structure on X (I) is determined by the scalar product

1
<uv>= / (-D)Tu(-A)Tvdx, u,veXZ(I), (7)
R
with the corresponding norm given by
1 1 1
lull =Nl = 1A ullz@ =I1(-A)Tull, u e X7 D). (8)

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we proceed as follows. For § > 0 & € R, let us consider the
1-dimensional bubble

26
Ug’g(x) = 10g (m) s (9)

which solves the fractional-order Liouville equation [9, 18]
(-A)2Us s = e%s¢ iR (10)
Note that Us ¢ blows-up at & as § — 0", namely Sling+ Us, () = +0c0 and Slin& Us, ¢(x) = —oo, for

1
x € R\ {&}. For any § > 0, £ € R, let PUs ¢ be the projection of Us ¢ on X7 (I), that is
PUs.s := (—A)2e%2,

where (—A)_% represents the inverse of the half Laplacian (—A)%. Intuitively, for suitable choices
of § and & we will use PUs ¢ to model each peak developed by solutions of (1) as A — 0. Indeed,
Theorem 1.1 can be deduced by the following result:

Theorem 1.2 For any k € N, we can find Ag > 0 such that, for any A € (0,Ay), there ewist
1
3i = 6i() € (0,+00), & =&(A) €1, i=1,....k, and ¢y € Xj(I) N L¥(I) such that:
° Z{.‘:l(—l)i_lPUgi’gi + @, is a solution of (1), for any A € (0, Ag).

° /llir%&(/l):(), foranyi=1,... k.

o There exists a small ng € (0, %) (not depending on A) such that =1 +mny < & < ... < & <
L=no, and_ min 1= & > 1o, for any 2 € (0, 20).
<i<k-

* lleall + lleallzoay — 0 as A — 0.

This work is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the notation and state some
preliminary results. For the reader’s convenience, we also include, in Section 2.1, an outline of
the proof of Theorem 1.2. The technical aspects of the proof are discussed in Sections 3, 4, 5 and
6, as we will detail in Section 2.1. Finally, the conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.2 and the
proof of Theorem 1.1 are given in Section 7.



2 Notation and preliminary results

We start by recalling the definition and the main properties of the fractional Laplacian operator.
For a given function u in the Schwartz space S of rapidly decreasing functions (see e.g. [35]), we
can define

(0ru=F (IEPFF@E). s 0.,

where ¥ and F~! denote respectively the Fourier and the inverse Fourier transform operators. In
fact, this definition makes sense when |£|%F (u) € L>(R). More generally if u belongs to the space

Li(R) := {u € L}OC(R) : /de < +oo},
R

1+ |x|1+2s

it is possible to define (=A)® as the tempered distribution

< (=A)Y’u,p >= /u(—A)S(pdx, peS.
R
For s € (0, 1), let H°(R) denote the fractional-order Bessel potential space
HR) := {u € L’(R) : |&°F(u) € LA(R)}.

This space can be equivalently defined as the space of L? functions for which the Gagliardo
seminorm is finite (see e.g. [13, Section 3]). Similarly, (-A)® can be characterized in terms of
singular integrals as

(=A)’u(x) = c1 s P.V. Cls = -
12T (—=s)

R |x _ y|1+25 ’
Throughout the paper, we will always denote I := (—1,1) C R and we will consider the space
1
XZ(I)={ueHIR) : u=0inR\I},

which is a Hilbert space with respect to the scalar product given in (7). The corresponding norm
will be denoted as in (8).
Given p > 1 and a function f € LP(I), we say that u is a weak solution of the problem

(-A)2u=f inl,
u=0 in R\I,

1
if u € X (I) and it satisfies
[eartocapudc= [ foar vpecrm.
R R

Let also (—A)_% represent the inverse of (—A)%. For any given p € (1, +00), the restriction of
(=A)"% to LP(I) is defined by

(=A)"2 : IP() — XO% (I) .
f + u solution to (11).



1 ’
This operator coincides with the adjoint of the inclusion operator i, : X7 (I) — LF(I), where

p = P%l' In particular, for any p € (1, +00), there exists a constant C(p) such that

=82 £II < CO) flloy, Y f € IP(D). (12)

The operator (—A)_% can also be defined via an explicit representation formula. Throughout
1
the paper, for any & € I we will denote by G¢ the Green function for (-=A)2 on I with singularity
at &, which is given explicitly (see [6]) by the formula

+log (1_§x+ |E<1__§|2)(1_xz)) , xel
0, xeR\L

Ge(x) = (13)

We shall often use the notation G(£,x) in place of G¢(x). For any f € LP(I), we have the represen-
tation formula

_1
070 = [ xel
We will also denote by H(&, x) the regular part of Gg, namely

1
x =&l

H(&, x) := Gg(x) - %log (14)

2.1 Outline of the proof of Theorem 1.2: The Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction
method

For a given k € N, we fix a small > 0 with 0 <5 < % and we define
Pk,r] = {gz(é:laagk) : 1+§1>’7a §k<1_’7and §i+i_§i>’7’i:]~a---ak_1}'

For a = (ay,...,ar) € {~1,1}*, 8 = (61,...,8,) € (0,1)%, and &€ = (£1,...,&) € Pr,n, we denote

=~

Oasg = Y aiPUs, . (15)
i=1

For the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 we could fix a; = (=1)""!, 1 < i < k. But, since many of the
estimates given throughout the paper hold true for a generic choice of the coefficients a;, we will
only fix them when it is necessary.

Our goal is to find solutions for (1) of the form

u= wa,&,g + qo9

1 1
where ¢ € X (I) N L™(I) is small with respect to both the X7 (I) and the L*(I) norm. Throughout
the paper we will denote fy(u) := A(e* — e ™). Then, in terms of ¢ equation (1) reads as

1 1
(—A)Z¢ = fi(wa,s,e + @) — (—A)2 w45k
1 ’ ’
= fal@q,5,6) = (=A)2wq4 5. + 2 (0a,5,6)¢ + [1(Wa,5, + @) = fi(wa5.6) = [2'(Wa,5,£)0,

=:E =:N(¢)



that is )
(=M)2¢ — f (wa,5,6)¢ = E + N(¢).

It is convenient to rewrite this equation as
Lo = (<A TE+(=A)2N(p), where L:=(=A)3L=1Id—(-A)2f{'(wgs5¢).  (16)

For simplicity, here and in the rest of the paper, we will not specify the dependence of E, N and
Lon A a8, and §&.

We will prove that there exists a k—dimensional subspace Kg ¢ of XO% (I) such that L is invertible
on KaL,g' The space Ks ¢ is spanned by the functions PZy; := (—A)_%eUfsifZL,-, i=1,...,k, where
Zy,; is the unique solution which vanishes at infinity of the linearization of (10) around Us, ¢, (see

1 1 1
Section 4). Let 7 : X5 (I) = Ks ¢ and 7+ : X7 (I) = Ks{g be the projections of X7 (I) into Ks ¢ and

1
Ky ¢ respectively. Since X(I) = K5 ¢ ® Ky e equation (16) is equivalent to the following couple of

non-linear problems:
1 1
atLo = n(=A)"2E + 7 (=A)"2N(p). (17)
7Lp = m(=A)2E + n(=A) " 2N(p). (18)
Exploiting the invertibility of 7*L on Kp ¢, one formulates equation (17) in terms of a fixed point
problem for ¢. Such problem can be solved if the error term E has small L(I) norm for some

p € (1,2), the nonlinear tern N(¢) decays faster than ||¢||, and the operator norm of (x*L)~! can
be controlled in terms of A. We will show that for any choice of € (0, %), €=({1,....8) € Pry

and A small enough, these conditions are satisfied by a suitable choice of & = (1, ..., d¢) depending
1
on A and &. Specifically, there exists 8 = 8, € (0,1)F and ¢ = g ¢ € Xg (I) such that (17) holds.
In other words, there exist coefficients ¢; = ¢;(A,&), i = 1,...,k, which depend continuously on &
such that .
1 1
Lorg = 7 (=AY 2E+ 2-(-A) 2 N(pag) = ) ¢;PZ1 .
j=1
Then, ¢, ¢ solves equation (18) if and only if
c(LE)=0, i=1,...,k (19)

The proof of Theorem 1.2 can be concluded by proving that for any small A, there exist &1,..., &
depending on A solving the finite dimensional system (19).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 3 we choose the parameters dy,. .., 5
and we provide point-wise and L? estimates on the error terms E and N. Section 4 contains the
precise definition of Kj¢ and the analysis of the invertibility properties of #+L. The fix point
argument which allows to solve (17) is explained in Section 5, while system (19) is studied in
Section 6. Finally, we complete the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in Section 7.

For the proof described above it is important to point out that all the estimates in Sections
3-6 will be uniform with respect to the choice of § € P , and of small values of A and . For this
reason, given two quantities 1, ©2 depending on A, 8, £ and 5 (and eventually other parameters),
it is convenient to write ®; = O(09) to indicate |@1| £ C©9, for some constant C > 0 that does not
depend on &, § and A (but may depend on n and the other parameters, unless otherwise specified).
This notation will be used several times throughout the paper.



3 Choice of the concentration parameters and estimates of the

error terms

Let wg,5,¢ be as in (15). In order to perform the perturbation argument explained before, we need

to be sure that w, 5 ¢ is a good approximate solution to (1). This means we need to estimate the

error term )
E = filwas¢) = (-A)? g 5,¢
as defined in Section 2. As a first step, we need the following lemma:
Lemma 3.1 For any n > 0, there exists a constant C, such that
|PUs, ¢ — Us, ¢ +10g(28) — 27H(E, )| < C,62,
for any 6 € (0,1), &€ € (-1 +n,1—n). In particular, we have that

Us,¢ —log(26) + 2nH(E, &) + O(| - =¢&|) + 0(8%)  uniformly in (¢ — g, E+ %),

PUs ¢ = { 271Gy + 0(6%) uniformly in I\ (§ = 3,& + 3),

independently by the choice of € € (=1 +n,1—1) and § € (0,1).
Proof. Let us ¢ := PUs ¢ — Us ¢ +10g(26) — 2nH(¢, ). First, we observe that

(—-A)Zus =0 inl,

since (—A)%H(g, )=0on I and (—A)%PU(g,g = (—A)%U(g,f in I (by definition of PUs ¢). Next, we

1
study the values of us ¢ in R\ I. Here, since PUs, ¢ € X (I) we have PUs ¢ = 0. Then, recalling the

expression of Us ¢ given in (9), and noting that 27H(&, x) = 2log |x — £| in R\ I, we find that

us,£(x) = —Us, ¢(x) + log(28) — 2log |x — £| = log(6* + |x — £]*) — 2log |x — &|.

Since x €e R\ I and £ € (-1 +7,1-1n), we get |x — & > 5. Then, we can find C; s.t. |us ¢| < C,752

in R\ I. By the Maximum principle (see Lemma 6 in [33]) we have the desired result. o
Next, we shall fix §1,...,d, in order to make the error term E small near each of the points
&1, ..., &. Note that, for any 1 < i < k, in the interval (¢; - g, §,~+%) we have the uniform expansion
k | a;PU, k | a;jPU, § U,
E = \e2imt 9PUs5 _ jo=2jm1 4PUs;g; _ Z aje %t
j=1
_ A oUs;, & +2maiH (& §i)+2m 3jas a;Gg; +25; O(6H+0(—&il)
(2(3,')‘“ (20)
— N(268;)% ¢ @1 Ysi ;2 ait (& E0)=2m X 4G+ 21y OGP HO(I &) _ a;eYsne — Z ajeUsj,gj
j#i
- %e%i,gi 2 H(ER E0+2701 2yi s G +OWBIOC—EiD | 35, e~ Usiti) — geUsinéi — Z aje’ors,
i j#i
where we have used Lemma 3.1 and a; € {-1,1}, i = 1,...,k. Moreover, we have that
82+ |x - &2
SieUsnei () = M = 0(82) + O(|x — &1?) (21)

2



and, for j # i, that

25; 25;

28;
U550 _ _ +0(8)) = ——2— + O(§jlx — &) + O(8?) = O(6)).

& =&l

- k-G
For i € {1,...,k}, let us consider the functions

Fy(§) = 2nH (&, &) + 27a; ) 4G (&),

J#i

so that estimate (20) rewrites as

E = a;eYsiéi ieFi(g)“’O(lle)"'O(l'_‘fi|) _ 1) + 0 + Z 0(5)).
29; —
J#i

In order to make the main term of the above expansion small, we choose

A A
8i = 84, §) i= 5e®) = SRR GGG E), i =0,k

With this choice, we get the following integral estimate on E.
Lemma 3.2 Let 8 = (61,...,0k) be as in (24). For any p € (1,00) one has
1
EllLe(r) = O(A?),

uniformly with respect to the choice of A € (0,1) and & = (&1,...,&) € Pry-

(22)

Proof. Thanks to (24), we have §; = O(1), i = 1,...,k uniformly for £ € $ ,. Then, (23) and (24)

yield
E(x) = aie%rti (00%) + O(x - &) + O)

- o~ &1) + 0,

uniformly in (& — %, &+ %), i =1,...,k, where the last equality follows by eUs& < 5%_ =0(™1).

Moreover, using Lemma 3.1, we get

k
E = 162" YA a;Gg+0(?) _ P h1 4;Gg+00?) _ Z ajeU(;j,_gj - 0(),

J=1

uniformly in T\ Ui.‘zl(& - %, &+ %) Using these estimates, we can assert that

1=, [, (0stx-ah+ o) dax+ [ O ds

i=1Y&im3 NUk (6-2,5+1)

:i ‘/§.§i+% (O(eUgiggi Ix — §l|))P dx + O



[x=&i|

Since p > 1, with the change of variable y = =5*=, we find

titg » a3 [ osxe—al | o[ 2y \P
U(si,gi — - = —l ! = - ! y = ) =
/'_1 (e |x gﬂl) dx / , \o7vrcar dx = & [ (1 n y2) dy = 0(5;) = O(A),

_n -
§im3 $iT3 25;

fori=1,...,k. We can so conclude that

IEI?, ;) = OQ) + 0(¥) = O@)., ¥ p>1.

Remark 3.3 Using the change of variable of the proof above, one can easily verify that, for any
p,q =0, the following useful estimate holds as § — 0, uniformly with respect to & € R:

£l 0@TP*)  if2p-q> 1.
/ ePUst|x — £|9dx = { O(5?|logS|) if2p—q =1, (25)
£-3 o@?)  if2p-q<1.

Remark 3.4 For p =1, the argument of Lemma 3.2 gives
IEllL1 () = O] log A]).

3.1 Estimates on the non-linear error term

In this section we look for estimates on the non-linear error term
N((P) = f)t(wa,&‘g' + (P) - f)t(a)a,ﬁ,g) - fll(a)a,ﬁ,g)(P’
as defined in Section 2. The following lemma shows that N depends quadratically on ¢.

Lemma 3.5 Let 8 = (61,...,0k) be as in (24). For any p > 1 and s > p, there exists a constant
Cp,s,y > 0, depending only on p, s and n, such that

1_
IN(¢1) = N(@2)lloy < Cpos.pAs~ lpr = @2l (g1l + Il
1
for any A € (0,1), & € Py, and 1,02 € X (I) satisfying o1, lle2l < 1.
Proof. First of all, we observe that for any x € I, there exist t; =t;(x), t3 =t2(x) € [0, 1] such that

N(p1) = N(p2) = fi(@a,5,6 + 1) = falwasc + 02) = f2 (0a,5,0)01 + 1 (0a,5,6)02
= fi'(was,e + tior + (1 = t1)@2)(@1 — 92) — [/ (Wa,5,¢) (@1 — @2)
= f2"(0a,5,¢ + tat1p1 + t2(1 = t1)@2)(@1 — @2)(t11 + (1 = t1)@2).

Denoting 71 = tito € [0,1] and o = to(1 — #) € [0, 1], we get that

IN(@1) = N(@2)| < 12" (0q,5,¢ + 1101 + T202)||@1 — @2l|t101 + (1 = t1)e2]
< |fi"(wa,5,e + 1101 + T202)| 101 — @2|(J@1] + |@2]).

10



Noting that f;” = fy and that |f3(t)] < 22e!!!, we get

IN(1) = N(p2)] < 22el@asell01lt102jp) — gy (g1] + [ga]) < 22e!@aEl" 22 ) — o], (26)
where @3 = |@1] + |@2|. Additionally, for any choice of s > p > 1, we can find s1, s2,s3 > 1 such that
wts % + % = %. Then, Holder’s inequality implies that

| Ael@adslelsl| o) — golpsllioc) < 1Ae“@d€]| s le? s llor — @allisamllosllis @ (27)

Now, using Lemma 3.1, we see that Ael®as.l = O(1) in I'\ U{.‘zl(@ - %, &+ %), and that
Ael@asel = 2ePUsie*OM) = (eUsiti)
in (§-32,&+3) fori=1,...,k. Therefore

g

k
|Melwa,s,g|||zs(l) _ Z/
i=1 V¢

i

e 1) (esUéi,gi) dx + 0(1*) = O(A'™%) + O(X°) = O(A17%), (28)

_n
2

where we used (25) and 1 —s < s. Note that the quantity O(A'~*) depends on 5 and s.
Using the Moser-Trudinger inequality (see [25]), we get that

S% 2 niQ S% 2
eS11eslgy < exrllosll e lesl® dx < Cerllesl® < C(s1). (29)
R I

Finally, thanks to Sobolev’s inequality, we have the estimates
o1 — @2llLs2y < Cls2)ll@r — @Il - and sl @y < Clss)llesll < Clss)(ll@all + llg2lD. (30)

Thus, replacing (27)-(30) into (26), we obtain

1-s

IN(p1) = N(@2)llLey < CAS |lor = @2ll(l@1ll + llp21D).
with C depending only on 7, s, s1,s2 and s3. Since the choice of sy, so and s3 depends only on s and
p, we get the conclusion. O
Remark 3.6 Repeating the argument of the above proof, we can show that, for any s,s; >p > 1
such that é + % < %, there exists a constant C = C(p, s, s1,1) such that

2

’ ’ 1-s 51 2
1f1(@as.e + @) = frl@ase)llem + 12 (@ase + @) = £ (@aselleq < CAS et 121 |o]),

1
for any ¢ € X5 (I), € € Pry and A € (0,1). Note that whenever s > p, it is possible to choose s1 > p

large enough so that é + % < 1%'

11



4 Properties of the linearized operator
1 1
This section is devoted to the study of the linear operator L : X (I) — X7 (I), defined as

_1 .,
Lo =¢—(=N)"2f (0a,5,¢)¢-

In particular, we are interested in exhibiting an approximate kernel of L. As a first step we
describe the behavior of the term f;"(wq, s ¢)-

Lemma 4.1 For anyi=1,...,k, we have the expansion
A ) = e%iti(1+0(] - —&|) + 0(A?)  uniformly in (& - 2,& + 1),
A\Wabe) = o)) uniformly in T\ UK (& - 1, & + ).

In particular, || £y (@as,¢)ll1 ) = O(1).

Proof. Indeed, arguing as in (20), we get

fl’(&)a,& g) — (251)‘11 eaiU‘Si*’fi +27raiH(§,~, ')+271' Zj;ti angj +O(/12) + A(25l')ai e—ai Uaisfi _27l'aiH(§is ')_2” Zj#i aijfj +O(A2)
1
_ A Us s F©0(-EDO0) 4 05,6 Vit
26;

= eUsi.&i *O(=ED+O) 4 (2)
= %t (1+0(] - =&]) + 0(4%) + O)
= et (1+0( - =&l) + 01,

in (& —2,&+3), where in the last equality we used (21) to estimate O(1) as
0(2) = V-0 (e Vst ) = eUses™) (0(22) + Ol - £1%))

Moreover, fi'(wgq,5¢) = O(4) in I\ Ui.‘zl(é’i - g, &+ g), since on this set we have

k
Oase =2 Z a;Gg, + 0(2%) = O(1).
j=1

m|
1
Next, we focus on the kernel of L. Observe that if ¢ € Xj(I) and Ly = 0 then, the scaled

functions ®;(x) := ¢(&+;x) are weak solutions to

(—A)0; + 8ify (ase (& +6:) =0, i=1,...k

in the expanding intervals (- éfl, 15—5"). According to Lemma 4.1, for any fixed y € R, we have
8ifi (wq,5,¢(& + 8iy)) ~ §.eUs.6:8iy) — 2 ‘
i a,8,E\5i i i T y2

12



Then, ®; should behave locally as a solution of the problem

20
1+]-)2

(—A)2d = in R. (31)
This equation was studied by many authors. In particular Santra [32, Theorem 1.4] (see also [11])
proved that the only bounded solutions to (10) are linear combinations of the functions

1-y? 2
Zo(y) = o 52 and Zi(y) := 1 +yy2.

(32)

Here we will need a small modification of this classification result. Let us consider the spaces

L:={uell ®) : [uP1+x*)7teLl®)},

loc

1 (33)
H:={ue L : (-A)iuecIl’R)}.

These spaces are endowed with the norms

2
2 _ u(x) 2 a2 2
”uHL_,[Rlede’ and  ullg, = (M) ull 2 + llullz

It is known that one can construct an isometry between L?(R) and £ and between H %(Sl) and
H via the standard sterographic projection. In particular, H is compactly embedded into L.

Lemma 4.2 Let ® € H be a solution to (31). Then 3 ko,x1 € R s.t. ® = koZy + k121, where Zy
and Zy are the functions in (32).

Proof. First of all, we observe that any solution ¢ to (31) is smooth. This follows by standard
regularity results (see [23, Theorem 13], the appendix in [19], and [31, Corollary 2.4 and 2.5])

Using the density of C®(R) in H (which can be proved using the arguments of [16, Lemma
11 and Lemma 12], since ||(—A)%u|| L2(®) 18 equivalent to the Gagliardo seminorm), we can find a
sequence ¥, € CX(R) such that ¥, — 1 in H (note that constant functions belong to H). Then,
for any n, have

/R (=AY (=AY dx = /R p(=0) g dx = /R Fot d,

and passing to the limit as n — oo, we get

/fq, dx = 0. (34)
R

Let us now consider the functions
1+ |yl
Ix =yl

Since ¢ € L C L%(R), according to [18, Lemma 2.4], we have ¢ = ® + ¢ for some ¢ € R. Now,

) = 2log () and 0= [ 100 0

observing that T(%, y) = logTM + I'(x, i) for any x,y € R\ {0} with x # i, we have that

1

| 1
(,,(l) :(I)(%)+c= og /Rf(p(y)dy+‘[RI‘(x,$)f(p(y)dy+c=2‘[RI‘(x,z) "5 ve (35)
| —

x T 1+ 22

=0 by (34)

13



for a.e. x € R\ {0}. Denoting ¢(x) := (p(%) and fz(x) := 2 2) | via a simple change of variable we

1+x27

can show that ¢ € £ and f; € LY(R). Since f; € LY(R), [18, Lemma 2.3] implies that
(x) := /F(x, z)f3(2)dz
R

is a distributional solution to (—A)%ti) = fs in R. Moreover, using that ¢ € £ (and in particular
5 € L?OC(R)) we can repeat the first part of the proof and show that ® € C®(R). By (35), we infer
that ¢ can be extended to a smooth function on R. In particular this gives that ¢ € L*(R)NC*(R).
Then, we can conclude using directly the classification result in Theorem 1.4 of [32]. O

X

In the following, for & € P, and A > 0, we shall denote Z; ;(x) := Z;(
where §; is defined as in (24). Namely, we consider

8= (x=-§)° 25;(x — &)
T () e 20X &)
5]2 o5 and  Zpj(x) : 51-2 PACh

50, 1=0,1,j=1,...k,

Zp,j(x) == (36)

which are solutions of the problem
(—A)%(p = eU5f’§j(p in R.

1
We let PZ; ; = (—A)_% (eU5J’§f Zi,j) be the projection of Z; j on X/ (I). Then, we have the following

expansions.
Lemma 4.3 As A — 0, we have
PZy; = Zo; + 1+ O(A%),
OH
PZy =27y + 25]~a—§(§j, )+ 0%,

uniformly in R, for j=1,...,k. In particular PZy; = O(A?) and PZ1; =0() in R\ (§ - g, &+ %).
Proof. First, note that for any x € R the function & — H(&, x) belongs to C'(I), with derivative

x+& 1-x2
OH _1 Vi-¢2 fi el
3_§(§’ *) = T l-xE+\(1-E2)(1-x2) orx ’
%ﬁ for x e R\ I.

We claim that g—?(é’, -) is %—harmonic in I, for any ¢ € I. We prove that this is true in the sense of
distributions. To show this, we observe that

0H
r 08
Indeed, if we take ¢ € C°(-1, 1), we have

(&%) (=D p(x)dx = 0, Vo € CX(I).

0H 1 1 0H
Lo [ Geemembomasd = [artow) [ oGz ndeax
-~ [artoe) [ v ndedx
R R
—- [v® [arto e drde o
R R
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where the last equality follows from (—A)%H(§ ,x) = 0. Since ¢ and ¢ are arbitrary we have proved
the claim.

Now, the statement can be proved as in Lemma 3.1. Let us fix 1 < j < k. Since %—Ig(gj, -) is %—
harmonic in I, the definitions of PZy ; and PZ; ; imply that also the functions vg ; := PZy j—Zp j—1
and vy 1= PZy j—Zy,j — 2715%—?(@, -) are %—harmonic in I. Additionally, for x € R\ I, we have that

67— (x = &)?

_d T 120682 = 012,
87+ (x = &)? ’

Uo,j(x) =

25— g) 26
S+ (x-&)?2 (x-§)

Thus, we conclude via the maximum principle as in the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

vy (x) = 0(57) = O(A°).

Remark 4.4 Fori,je {0,1} and h,l € {1,...,k}, we have the orthogonality condition
/ (=A)TPZ; - (~A)TPZ;  dx = / Vst 7, \PZ;  dx = m8; ;04,1 + O(A),
R R

where 6; j denotes the Kronecker delta symbol. Indeed, for h # 1 we have PZ;; = O(A) in R\ (& —
%, &+ %) and e%nin = O() in (& - %, &+ %), while for h =1, we have

2Z;(y)Z;(y)

T dy + O()) = 78, ; + O(A).

‘/eU(sl’ngi,hPZj,ldx = /eU(sl’ngi,th’ldx +0() = /
R R R

A standard procedure consists in inverting the operator L on the orthogonal of the space gen-
erated by the functions PZ; ;, i = 0,1, j = 1,...,k, which can be considered as an approximate
kernel for L. However, Lemma 4.3 shows that PZ; is not close to Zyj, as their difference ap-
proaches 1 as A — 0. For this reason we can construct a smaller approximate kernel for L using
only the functions PZy;, j=1,...,k.

In the following, for & = (d1,...,dk) defined as in (24) and for any § € #y ,, we shall denote

Kse =< {PZyj, je{l,...k}} >.

1
Let also 7 and 7+ be the projections of X (I) respectively into Kp ¢ and Kal £ We now establish
the invertibility of L on Ky .

Lemma 4.5 There exist A, C > 0 such that
91l < Cllog Alllz=Ly||.
for any 1 € (0,1), € € Pr,y and § € KaL,g’ with & given by (24).

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that there exist A, — 0, &, = ({10, .. .» &k n) € Py,
and ¢, € K, ¢, (Where 8, = (81,n, . - ., Ok,n) With &j,n = 8i,n(An, &) given by (24)) such that

Wull =1, and  [logAulllhall = 0,  where hy := 7Ly

15



Throughout this proof we will write f, = f3,, wn = was,.¢, and Uin = Us, ¢, For any
i=1,...,k, we also let Z; , and Z; ; , denote the functions in (36) with & =&, and §; = §; .
By definition of 7+ there exists {, € K5, ¢ such that Ly, = h, + {,. This means that

[eartyatod = [ fionpods
R R

(37)
+ / (=A)Thy(~A)Tvdx + / (=A)TZn(~A)i v dx,
R R
1
for any v € X7 (I). Note that taking v = ¢, € K'SL g » ONe finds
’ 1 1 ’
1917 = [ fitonpiax s [0hnrhax = [ fionpids s bl
from which we get
[ ritwniax 1. (3%)
R
as n — oo. Since f.(w,) is bounded in L}(I) by Lemma 4.1, Holder’s inequality also gives
} }
/Rfé(wn)l%ldx < (/Rf,{(wn)llffdx) (/Ifn'(wn)dx) =0(1). (39)

Keeping in mind the relations above, we split the rest of the proof into several steps.

Step 1 Since ¢, € Ks, ¢, , we can write {, = Zle ¢i.nPZiin. We have c¢;,, = O(||(nll) for
i=1,...,k. In particular ||{|lr=®) = O(IZal)-

Indeed, setting ¢, = max{|c;,| : 0 <i <k} and using Remark 4.4, we find that

=~

k

1 1
Il = D cuntin | (-0 P21 in-001P 2110

i=1 j=1

Since A, — 0, this implies that ¢, = O(||,|])-
Step 2: Fori=1,...,k, and s = 1,2, we have that

5i,n+%
S o eyl i = 0 (40)
Si,nT 39
Moreover, we have
Ui n S J ’ _ Uin s o _ \/—
/Re [Ynl*dx = O(1)  and /len(wn) e ||[Ynl*IPZ)in| dx = O(VAn). (41)
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Indeed, in view of Lemma 4.1, we have

n

gi,n+§ , U 5i,n+% U,
/g @) — eV [l = / Ui [0l — &) + /

gi,n

5i,n+%
eVin |, |*0(A2)dx. (42)

By Holder’s inequality, estimate (25) and Sobolev’s inequality, we get

1
2

§i,n+% 5i,n+% 9 9
/g Ui |x — £, ol gl dx < / Vinlx — & 2dx| (WSl = O (43)

i,n_% g',n_%

Furthermore, using again Lemma 4.1 and (38)-(39), we find that

§i,n+% §i,n+% i,n+%
/ Ui |y P dx = / Flonlaldx + 0N, + 0 |22 / eUf="|¢n|de)
§i,n_% i,n_% §i,n_%
Sri,n"'%
=0(1)+0 A,%/ eU"*"|¢n|de),
Sri,n_%
which implies that
fi,n"’%
[ it =0, (44)
2

Then, we get (40) by substituting (43) and (44) in (42). The first estimate in (41) follows by (44)

and the bound eYin = O(A,) in R\ (&, — %, Ein + %). Similarly, the second estimate in (41) is a

consequence of (40) and the bounds PZy; » = O(A2), PZy i = O(An) in R\ (& — 4, & + 3).
Step 3: We have ||| = o(]1og A,|7!) as n — co.

Taking v = ¢, in (37) and recalling that {, € K5, ¢, ¥n, h € Ky g we find that

0= /R FlOnWnlndx + 1l
(45)

k
= Y un [ lonnPZindx + 1l
i=1 R
Now, for i = 1,...,k and Step 2 and Lemma 4.3 give

/ T @n)YnPZy, i pdx = / eVin PZ) i pindx + O(\A,) = / Yn(=A)2PZy 5 pdx +O(N1,).
R R R

— L
=0 by ¥ EKBn,En

Then, using also Step 1, we can rewrite (45) as

1521l = O(VAn) = ol log A, ™).

Step 4 Fori=1,...,k, we have that

/ Vingy dx = of|log Au ) and / eVin Uy iy dx — 0.
R R
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First of all, taking v = PZy ; , in (37), and using Steps 2-3 and Lemma 4.3, we find that

1 1 ’
/(_A)4PZO,i,n “(=A)TYndx = /fn(wn)%PZo,i,ndx + O(I[PZo, i, nllhnll) + OUIPZo,i,nll|Znll)
R R
= [ gz + ofl 1o 2017
R
= ‘/eU’V"l//nZo,,-,ndx + / eU"*"l//ndx + o(] log Anl_l).
R R
Besides, by definition of PZ; ,, we have
1 1 :
[Pz 8y = [ Vinyuzo s
R R

If we combine the two estimates above, we find that
[ nnax = ooz nl )
R

Since ||Uj, nll=ry = O(llog An|) (in fact 0 < |x — &] < 2 implies % < elin < 5% inI)and ¢, =0
in R\ I, we get the conclusion. ’

Step 5: Fori=1,...,k, the function ¥; , := Y,(&in + 6in-) satisfies ¥y, — 0 in L, where L is
defined in (33).

First of all, we observe that

¥, | :
Mol = Il =1 and 2 [ ar = [ giar <
by Step 2. Then, ¥;, is uniformly bounded in the space H (see (33)), which is compactly
embedded in £. Thus, there exists Yo € H such that, up to subsequences, we have ¥; , — ¥
weakly in H and¥; , — Yo in L as n — +oco. The weak convergence in H implies that

/(—A)i\yi,n (=A)Tw dx — /(—A)%\Pm - (=A)Twdx,
R R

;g’;"), we get

i,

for any w € C2(R). Besides, using (37) with v = v, := w(
[earn, - cotwix= [ ol ato,a
R R
= / Fr@n)Ynvn dx + / (=) 5 h(=A) 10,
R R
where hy, = hy, + {,. Since h, — 0 (by Step 3), we get that

1x 1 ~ ~
/R(—A)‘*hn(—A)‘*vndx < 1Ballllonll = [[Rnllllwll — 0.

18



Moreover, noting that v, is supported in (& , — RS; pn, &.n + 6i.nR) for some R > 0, we have

& ntROin
léﬂ@w%wwx=/' Un(1 4+ O(1x = E.nl) + OC)Wnn

f',n_Rai,n

_/R 2
1+

Yeow dy,

—)/ +y way

where the convergence in the last line follows by the convergence of ¥;, in £. Then, it follows
that ¥, is a solution in H to the problem

inwdy

in R.

1
-A)2V¥, = Y
(=4) 1+ x2

Then, by Lemma 4.2, there exist kg,k1 € R such that ¥, = kpZy + k1Z1. But using again the

convergence in £ and recalling that ¢, € K'SL, g o We have

=/@m%wmﬁamw=/%ﬁmuwx
R R

/Q\Pi’nzl
= [ gy
R 14y

= K1,

Hence, k1 = 0. Similarly, thanks to Step 4, we know that

0= lim gb eVointi, 1 (Us, & + 108 8 n)dx

n—oo

2¥; 2
= lim l’"2 log dy
n—e Jp 14y 1+ y?

IK/ 22 lo 2 d
0 r 1+y? & 1+y? y

= Ko,

which implies ky = 0 and ¥, = 0.
Step 6: Conclusion of the proof. We know that
Eintd

1+m>/ﬁmmm—2/ g+ 0T)
n=3
by (38), Lemma 4.1 and Step 2. But, using step 5, one gets
Eintd 297,
/ S eViny? dx < ‘/eUi’"lksdx = / dy — 0,
gi,n_% R 1 y
for any i = 1,...,k. This gives a contradiction. O

The a-priori estimates of Lemma 4.5 imply the following invertibility property.
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Corollary 4.6 For A € (0,1) and £ € Pr.n, the operator A := 7L : Ka{g — KaL,g is invertible and
||A_1||L(K§g) = O(| log AJ),
where |Fll gy ) = sUPhext . <1y PRI
Proof. By Lemma 4.5, for any ¢ € Kég? we have
llell < Cllog AlllAel|.

In particular, A is injective. Since KsL . is a Hilbert space, and since A is a Fredholm operator of
index 0 (indeed it decomposes as the identity of K; . plus a compact operator), we can assert that

A is invertible. Moreover, we have

||A_1||£(KJ. )= sup |A™ R < Cllog Al.
)
© {hek), InI<1)

5 Fix point argument

As we have outlined in Section 2, equation (1) can be reduced to the couple of nonlinear problems
(17)-(18). With the notation of the previous section, let us consider the operator A = 7*L : K .ng —

K; £ Thanks to Corollary 4.6, we can rewrite equation (17) as
o=A" (nL(—A)_%E + nL(—A)_%N((p)) .
We now prove that this equation admits a solution for any small A and any & € Py ,.

Lemma 5.1 Let p € (1,2) be fired. Then, there exist k = k(p,n) > 0 and Ay = Ao(p,n) > 0 such
that, for any & € Py, and A € (0, Ag), the operator

T(p) = A7 (24 (-0)FE + 74 (-0) I N(p))

has a fixed point on
Bi={pecKg, : loll <xllogaa'/*}. (46)

Proof. By Corollary 4.6, Lemma 3.2, estimate (12), and the fact that the projection 7+ reduces
the norm, we can find constants C4 and Cg such that

1
A7 2z < Callog Al and || (~A)2E]| < Cghr. (47)
for any & € P, and any small A. Note that C4 and Cg do not depend neither on & nor on A.
Similarly, for any s > p, Lemma 3.5 and estimate (12) imply the existence of a constant Cy,
depending only on s, p,  such that

Iz (=A)2 (N (1) = N2l < Cx A= [log Alllgr = @21l + 2. (48)
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1
for any & € P ,, A small enough and any ¢y, g2 € X (I) with [l¢;|| < 1 for i = 1, 2.
Let us set k¥ := 2C4Cg. We shall prove that T is a contraction on B. First, taking A small

enough so that K/171’|logﬂ| <1, we get ||¢]| < 1 for any ¢ € B. Hence, (47) and (48) give
_ _1 _ _1
IT(@Il < [lA 1||L(1<;gg)||7TL(—A) 2E||+ 1A 1||L(1<;’g)||7TL(—A) 2Nl
< CaCEA? | log Al + CaCrA* o]
< CaACpA? |log 2| (1 +4C%CECn AT log /1|) ,
where last inequality follows from the definition of B in (46) and our choice of k. Since p € (1,2), it

is enough to take s € (p, P%l) and A such that 4CiCECN| log )L|2/1%+%_1 <1toget T(p) € B,V €B.

Arguing as above we now prove that ||[Te; — Tes| < %Ilqol — @s]|, for all ¢1,¢2 € B. Indeed,
thanks to (48), it is sufficient to choose A small enough such that

AC2CCylog A2AP 57! <

2

N | —

to get
_ _1
IT(p1) = T(p2)l| = A" 2 (=A)"Z (N(p1) = N(p2)) |
1_
< Callog AICNA> " g1 = @2ll(ll@1 ]l + [lo21)
2 291+1-1
< AC,CECn|log A|"AP 75 [l1 — 2.

<

[N

Thus we have proved that T is a contraction on the ball B, so it has a unique fix point in B. O

For € € P, and A small enough, let ¢, ¢ be the fix point for the operator T constructed in
Lemma 5.1. By definition, ¢, ¢ satisfies (17). Then, since Ks ¢ is spanned by PZy 1,...,PZy k, as
a consequence of Lemma 5.1, we get the following proposition:

Proposition 5.2 Fiz p € (0,1) and let g and k be as in Lemma 5.1. Then, for any A € (0, Ap)

1
and any & € Py ,, there exists a unique function ¢y g € Kgg such that |lepell < kA7 |log Al and
such that we can find k coefficients ¢; = ¢;(A,€), i =1, ..., k, such that

k
1 ’

(=D)2¢) ¢ = fi'(wa,5,6)00,6 = E+ N(pye) + Z cielontiZy ;. (49)

i=1

Moreover, by definition of E, N and L, we also have
) k

(D) (0as.6 + Pr.8) = falwass + o) + ) cieaZy ;. (50)

i=1

Remark 5.3 By testing the equation (49) against PZ1;,i=1,...,k, we get that

k
,'/1, = - bij
p=-3, /

(f2'(wa,5.6)01,¢ + E+N(pp¢)) PZy; dx,
R
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where the b = b(A, &) are the coefficients of the inverse of the matriz (bij)1<i j<k with

bij = ‘/eU‘si”fl’Zl’iPZLj dx.
R
The matriz (bij)1<i j<k 15 symmetric and invertible by Remark 4.4.

We conclude this section by proving the regularity of ¢, ¢ with respect to . From now on, with
some abuse of notation we will use the notation Ag to refer different constants possibly smaller
than the one given by Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.2.

1
Lemma 5.4 For any A € (0, ), the map € — ¢)¢ s a C' map from Pr.p into X (I).

Proof. For the study of the regularity of ¢, ¢ it is important to recall that 7, 7+, L and T depend
on A and €. For this reason, throughout this proof these operators will be denoted respectively by
1 1

T ﬂ)tg, Lye and Ty ¢. For a fixed A € (0, Ap), let us consider the C!' map G : Pr,n ><X0§ I — Xoi ()
defined by
_1
GA(E.0) = 0+ 1t [0ase — (-0 fi(0as + 7o)
Note that

0G _1 .,
—A(g P)v]=v - ”)tg(_A) 2 fl(wase + ﬂ/tgtp)n;tgv,

1
for any v € X (I). In particular, %%(g, @) is a Fredholm operator of index 0 and thus, it is
invertible if and only if it is injective. By definition, we have that G,(&, @) = 0 if and only if
Qe KL is a fix point for T) . In particular G;(&, ¢, ¢) = 0. Moreover,

0G, 1,
G rplo] = v = 7 () F 0nss + prp)hey

1,
=m)Ev + n)tg [ﬂ/tgv —(=A)"2 (f/l(a)a’&g + (p)[’g)ﬂ.'/tgv)]
_1 ’ ’
= 7T)E0 + ”}tgLA,ﬁ(”/th) - n)tg [(—A) 2 ((fA(a)a,,S’g +Qre) - fA(wa’a,g))n)tgv)] .
For any p € (1,2) and s > p such that % + % > 1, Remark 3.6 gives

’ ’ Ls 1,1
1} (@a,5.6 + Pa6) = f1(@a5.0)llLo) = O llpaell) = 07> log Al).

Hence, using Sobolev’s inequality, we can find ¢ > 0 such that

e [0 ((F@ase + 010 - F@as)iev) || = 00D,

Then, we have

0G,
H—(g o100l 2 |m,gv+nzgm(n;tgv)|| +0(“ o)
1
> —llmgoll + <=l LigCr ol + 0ol
NG 3 NG LE-ALEVI A E
1 c
> —lm,eoll + —=llog A7 I oll + 00 [0l
V2 e -
> ¢(llmgoll + It goll) + 0G0l
> (e + 0ol
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This implies that 66%(33, @3,¢)v] is invertible. Then, the implicit function theorem gives that ¢, ¢

is of class CL. O

6 Choice of the concentration points

Let ¢ ¢ be as in Proposition 5.2. It is clear that if we find § = (&1, ..., &) (depending on A) such
that
c;(L,8) =0, Vi=1,..,k, (51)

then the function u, := wg s ¢ + @2, ¢ is solution for our initial problem (1). In this section, we will
prove that (51) is satisfied when & is a critical point of the reduced energy functional

BA(E) == J(wa,5,e + PaE): (52)

where

1 . t
B = 3l - [g@ar with g0 = [ s
I 0
In order to prove this, we will need the following preliminary estimate.

Lemma 6.1 Let Fy,...,F; be as in (22). As A — 0, we have

k
loa,s.l|* = —4rklog A — 27 " Fy(§) + O(A| log Al), (53)
i=1

uniformly with respect to & € Py .
Proof. By definition of wg s ¢, in order to prove (53), it is sufficient to show that
|PUs,. ¢, |2 = -4 log A — 27F;(€) — 47%a; Z a;Gg; (&) + O(Alog Al),  fori=1,...,k, (54)
j#i

and
< PUs, ¢, PUs; ¢, >= 47T2G§j(§i) + O logAl), fori,j=1,...,k withi#j. (55)

Let us prove (54) first. For i = 1,...,k, since eYst = O(1) in R\ (& — 3.6+ 3), PUs, e, =0in R\ 1
and, by Lemma 3.1, ||PUs, ¢, I~y = O(|log A]), we have

§i+%
|PUs,. &, II” = /R PUs, ¢,eVort1dx = / ; PUs, ¢,eV%4dx + O(A] log A|).

()

Moreover, thanks to the estimates

&ty &+
/ eYitidx =27 +0(1) and / Ugi,gieUﬁiasﬂ- dx = =2 10g(28;) + O(A| log A)),
& Ei-3

I
2
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the expansion of PUs, ¢, from Lemma 3.1 yields

&ty &+
/ PUy, ¢,eV%réidx = / (—1og(26;) + Us, ¢, + 2H(&;, x))eVs¢1dx + O(A?)
£

n

fiz

= —4mlog(28;) + 4m?H(E, &) + O(A| log A])
= —47 log(26;) + 27Fi(€) - 4x® > Gy, (&) + O(A|log ).

J#i

A
2

Recalling that §; is chosen as in (24), we have log(2§;) = log A + F;(§), and we obtain (54).
With similar arguments, for i # j we get

1 1
A(—A)4PU5i,gi(—A)4PUaj,§jdx = /ReU‘S"’f"P Us), &;dx

Sity
= / eV PUs, ¢ dx + O(A] log A|)
£

_n
i3
§i+%
:27r/§ , eU‘*i*'fiGszjdx+O(/1|log)L|)
i—g

= 47°Gg, (&) + O(Al log Al),

so that (55) holds.

Proposition 6.2 For A € (0,40) and & € Py, the following conditions are equivalent:
1. ¢;(A,8) =0, fori=1,...,k.
2. Vi (§) = 0.

Proof. By definition of J;, we have that

Vi) = u = (=A) % fi(0a.5,6):

1
for any u € X;j (I). Then, recalling that ¢, satisfies (49)-(50), we get

=~

1
Vi(@a5,e + Pre) = Was e+ @re— (—A)"2 fa(was e + 0re) = Z ¢jPZy j,
=

For i =1,...,k, by the chain rule, we find

0%, d d k
7, (8) =< Vx(wa,5,6 + ¢2)s d_gia)a,&g + d—gitm,g >= ;ﬁijcj,
where
d d
ﬁij =<< PZL]', d—gia)a’&g >+ < PZL]', d—gigl),l’g > .

Then, it suffices to show that the matrix (f;;) is invertible. Indeed, this gives

Vi) =0 e c¢ALE=0, i=1... k
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Let us then estimate the coefficients B;;. First, for i,h =1,...,k, we observe that

O; 1 20
& oUspgy, — Zhh Us, ¢ _ —eUspg h
e %nth = 121 e °nih Lo p——
dé; 5 5 > 6@
5ih Us U
= i . — e Ontngy , ——
5; e 1,i — € Ohagl (g)

where §; ;, denotes the Kronecker delta and we have used that & = (61,...,8k) is given by (24).
Consequently

k k
d d a;
— = —PU, = —PZ; - PZ
dg“iw“’s’g ;ahd& outn = 5 P20 ;ah Ohagl " (&)
Then, we infer
cpzy Mads @, po —Zk:a On ) < 7, . P2y = “%5,  +0(1) (56)
1,5 d§l = 51’ 1,j» 1,i = h ag; 1, 0,h - — 51’ i,j .

Now, for i,j =1,...,k, observe that

ore €K5 = <PZijepg>=0,

d
- < —PZL]',(/J)L:S' >+ < PZLJ,

0.
d, e

d§,
Note further that we have the identity

OF;(§)

d u 1
8j.&j — & 72 2Us. &. Us; ¢
—e%rd 7, =6 5_6U5,,§1 73— eVsntizy | - 25 7y Zo’ja—f-
i

d&; i

1
= 0(5—63U5i’§i |x - §i|2) + O(€2U5i’§i) + O(eQU(sj’gj),
i

where we have used that |Zoil, |Zo, | < 1.
Then, since d§ “+PZy; = (- A)_%ieU‘sf’ffZLj, by (12) and (25) we get that

d d y 3
Pz Vs, =017 %),
13572111 = 0I5 2111z = 07
In particular, recalling that for p € (1,2) we have [|@y ¢l = O()Ul’ |log A|), we get

d 1_3

< PZyj,—— d§ 01 >= = < P21y g >= O #{lpaell) = 0P 2 [log Al) = o(A™), (57)
1

uniformly for § € # ,. For A small enough, using (24), (56) and (57), we conclude that the matrix
(Bij) is dominant diagonal and thus invertible. This concludes the proof. O

The following lemma describes the asymptotic behavior of &) as 1 — 0.

Lemma 6.3 We have

k
F(€) = —2rklog A — 27k — 7 )" Fi(€) + o(1),

i=1

where o(1) — 0 as A — 0, uniformly for € € Py ,.
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Proof. According to Lemma 6.1, we have ||wg s, ,§||2 O(|log A]), so that

lwas.e +Prel? = lloasel? + Ollwasellionell + Olllorel?)
1 3
= l|oas.ell” + 07| log A]%).

Noting that g, = f; — 24, by Remark 3.6, for any p € (1,2) and s > p such that + + > 1, one has
1-s 1,1
194(0a,5,6 + 0.6) = 91 (@a 5.y < CAS [lopell = O™ log Al) = o(1),
as A — 0. Thus
1
I+ 01.8) = 1080+ o) = Flosel = [ 01(usehdx + o0 (58)

Using again that g; = f] — 21 together with Lemma 4.1 and (25), we find
9 A

k &+l
/g;t(u)dx = Z/ ’ eYitidx + O(A|log A|) = 27k + O(A] log A|).
I -1 V&3

Then the conclusion follows by Lemma 6.1 and (58). o

The previous lemma shows that, up to constant terms that do not depend on &, the functional
&, converges uniformly to a multiple of the function

k k k
5(e) = % DR =Y HEE+ Y aiaGE.§). (59)
i=1 i=1 i,j=1,i#j

In the next section, we shall study the properties of & and exploit them to show that &, has
a critical point (a local minimum) in $% ,, provided 7 is fixed small enough and the a)s have
alternating sign.

6.1 Existence of a critical point

Let us now assume a; = —a;41, Vi € {1,..,k —1}. We refer to the appendix for some considerations
concerning different possible choices of the ajs. With this assumption, the function § defined in
(59) becomes

F(E) = ZH(§I,§,>+ Z ()G, &)

i,j=1,i#j

Zk:l (2(1_§)))+ Z (DHJ _§i§j+\/m.

i=1 i,j=1,i#j |§1_§]|

The goal of this section is to show that the set of maximum points for & on the set

Pr={E=(&,.... &), -1 <& <& <L, Vi=1,...,k-1}, (60)
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is a non-empty compact subset of Py, independently of the value of k € N. Combining this with
Lemma 6.3, we will prove that the functional &, defined in (52) has a critical point in P (in fact
in Pr ,, if 7 is small enough). The proof of this result is inspired by the the proof of Theorem
3.3 in [4]. We will provide some details here, since having the explicit expression for the Green
function of our operator simplifies considerably many steps of the proof. For example, we easily
get the following properties.

Lemma 6.4 The following properties hold:
(7’) H(é:’ é:) — —, as é: — 0l = {_1’ 1}
(ii) Let ¢ > 0 there exists a constant c(€) such that |[H(E, €)| < c(e), if dist(&,I) > ¢

(iii) Let e > 0 be small enough, there exist a constant c(e) such that |G(x,y)| < c(e), if |x—y| > e.

: d - _1_ VI8
(iv) For any x,& € I, x # &, we have £-G(&,x) = A e
(v) Given any three points x <y < z € I, we have G(x,z) — G(x,y) < 0.

The following lemma provides upper bounds on §.

Lemma 6.5 For any € = (&1, ..., &) € Pk, we have

k
D CDHGEE) <0,

i,j=1i#j

Proof. For any 1 <i < k-1, we set

k
Gi(§) = ) (-D™G(E, &),

j=i+1l
so that
k N k-1
> DMGEE) =2 ) Gi(®).
i,j=1,i#j i=1

Then, it is sufficient to observe that G;(§) < 0 for any 1 < i < k — 1. Indeed, if k — i is even, we
have that

k—i k—i
Gi(]) = ) (VG éi) = ), GOlEEinj) = GlEi Einjr) <0,
j=1 j=2, jeven

where the last inequality follows by (v) of Lemma 6.4. If instead k — i is odd, then we have

k—i-1

k—i
Gi(§) = Y (-1YG(&, &) = Gl &)+ D GlEiEirj) = G(Eir Einj1) <0,
j=1

j=2, jeven

where we used again property (v) of Lemma 6.4 together with the inequality G(&;, &) > 0. O
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Proposition 6.6 For any k € N, we have F(§) — —oco when dist (§, dPr) — 0. In particular, §
has a mazimum point in Py. Moreover, the set My of global maxima for & in Pk is compact.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that, for any sequence £" = (¢7,.. ., &) € Py with dist(€",0Pr) — 0
as n — +oo, up to extracting a subsequence, one has F(£") — —oco as n — +oo. If there exists
ie{l,... .k} such that & — 01, then (i) of Lemma 6.4 implies that H(¢]", £!') — —oco and, thanks
to Lemma 6.5,

k-1
log2—> —00,
T

k
B(E") < D HELED < HE & +
j=1

as n — +oo. Thus, up to a subsequence, we may assume that 3 & > 0 such that [{] < 1 —e¢,
1 <i<k. Thend(§",0Pk) — 0implies £~ &' | — 0 for some 1 < i < k—1. Let ip be the maximal
i €{1,...,k— 1} such that this property holds. Then, up to extracting another subsequence we
may assume ¢ < &1 — & < 2, for any iy <i < k—1. Note that () and (i) of Lemma 6.4 give

BEN == > (1) log & -~ &1+ O()

i£j
k=1 k=i
——222(—1)1'10 n_gn |y o(1
= gl& = &l +0()
TS =
2 io k—i )
=—= (=1Y log |&]" - & ;1 +O(1).
T3 73

If kK —i is even, then we have

ol -

= |l mmm 2 L
j=1 &7 = i+2j—1|
while if k — i is odd, we have that
e
egi = n n 1_[ nl nl+ - z 5
|§k_§i| j=1 &' = i+2j—1| 2

Then, all the sequences ({/*)pen, 1 <i < k-1 are bounded from below and we obtain

5(E,) < —2@% +0(1)
JT
k—ig

= 2N W log 7 - 81+ O()
T

2
= ~log|&]) — &11] +0(1) = —eo,

io+

as n — oo. O

Corollary 6.7 Let §, be as in (52). Then, there exists ny € (0, %) such that &) has a critical
point §(A) € Pr,p,» for any small A.
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Proof. By Proposition 6.6, we can fix 79 such that all the maxima of § in # belong to Py ,,. In
particular, since $% ,, is open, we have

max ¥ < max &. (61)

Pr. 70 P, no

According to Lemma 6.3, we have that
1
S) = — 2rklog A + 27k = §;) — 3,
/s

uniformly in Py ,, (in fact in Py ,, for any fixed < n9) as A — 0. Then, by (61), we must have

max S) < maxS,,
6Pk,,70 gok,'m

which implies that S has a maximum point §(4) in $% ,,. In particular, (1) is a critical point

for S; and ;. O

Remark 6.8 By construction, we also have that dist(§(4), Mg) — 0. In particular, for any se-
quence A, — 0, we have €(A,) — € up to extracting a subsequence, where € is a maximum point

for §.
7 Proof of the main Theorems

We now collect the results of the previous sections to complete the proof of our main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let wgs¢ be as in (15), with & = (d1,...,5;) as in (24). For a given
p € (1,2), let Ag and ¢, ¢ be as in Proposition 5.2 and let &, be as in (52). By Corollary 6.7, there
exists no small enough such that &, has a critical point in ¥ ,,. By Propositions 6.2 and 5.2,
setting ¢y 1= @) g and 8(A) := (61(4, €(A)), ..., k(A €(1)), we get that uy 1= wg 5, gn) + @2 is a
solution of (1), as claimed in Theorem 1.2. Proposition 5.2 also gives ”(/?” = O(/ll_l’ [logA]) — 0 as

A — 0. It remains to prove that ||@;|lL~q) — 0. Let us recall that ¢, € Xog (I) is a weak solution to

1 :
(=029, = fa'(wa,5,)pr + E+ N(p))

in I. Thanks to Lemma 4.1, we have

k §i+%
[ @asotoa ax =Y [ 7 ol pax +o),
1 in1 /&3

as A — 0. But by Holder’s inequality (with any q > 1) and (25), we get that

‘fi"’i P
/ ’ (eU‘*i*'filqo;Ll) dx <
14

A
iT2

1
£+20 q
[ o) ([t
-1 I
1
= (0=))” o(llx 1)

= O(A% 1P| log AJP).

q-1
q
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Since p < 2, we can take g > 1 such that % +1-p >0, so that ||fi"(0q,5¢)0rllLey — 0 as A — 0.
In addition, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.5 give ||E||p) — 0 and [[N(¢a)|lze(y — 0 as A — 0. Thus

(—A)%W — 0 in LP(I) and elliptic estimates (see [23, Theorem 13]) imply [l@allr=) — 0, as desired.
O

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.1. From now on, we let u; be the solution constructed
in Theorem 1.2. Note that u; has the form

k

wp = ) (=)' PUs e + 05
i=1

with £() = (E1(A), .. ., &) € P, for some small 79, 8(A) = (51(A), .. ., 6k(A)) such that &; = O(A)

1
as A — 0, and ¢, € X (I) satisfying ||l + [l@allz=) — 0. Up to extracting a subsequence, we
may also assume that
EA) - &, with —1 <& <. <& <1,

Lemma 7.1 The following properties hold.

e u; blows-up with alternating sign at &,...,& as A — 0, that is (6) holds for any small
e>0.

o uy € C(I) and uy — ug == Y (=1)""1Gg, in C2 I\ {&1,..., &}) as A — 0.
e For any e >0, and a € (0, %), we have

Uy — Uo Uy — Uo

Vd Vd

as A — 0, where d(x) := 1 — |x| is the distance of x from OI.

— 0
CO-a((&+e,1))

>

Coa((-1,£1-¢)

Proof. In order to get the first property, it is sufficient to observe that Lemma 3.1 implies
PUs,(2),£:1)(&i(A)) — +oo and PUs;z),£,1)(§i(1) — Ggg,)(&i), for j # i. Since ||pallr=q) — 0 as
A — 0, this gives the conclusion.

Similarly, the second property follows by the boundedness of u; in LY (I'\ {&1,...,&}) and
elliptic estimates for (—A)2 (see e.g. [31]).

It remains to prove the third property. We focus first on the case x € [& + €,1) and we let
¥ be a smooth cut-off function such that ¥y = 0 on (—c0,& + 5) and ¥y = 1 on [& +&,0). By
construction, we have uyi = 0 in R\ (§ + §,1). Moreover, for x € (& + £,1) we have

LV Y,

Ix —y|?

(=A) 2 (ua9h) = P(=A) Py + uy (~A) ) + /R (a(x) (62)

Note that the last integral is well defined since u); € CO’%(R) and ¥ € C*(R). Moreover
Y € C*(R) N L®(R) implies (—A)%lp € C*(R) (see e.g. [34, Proposition 2.1.4]). Then, since u, is
uniformly bounded in LY (R\ {&1,...,&}), and uy solves (1), we have that

loc

1 1
1Y (=) 2uplli=(gr.1) + lua(=2)2¢ L5+ £.1)) < C,
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for some C > 0, depending only on ¢. Now, if x € [é + 2¢, 1), then

/ (ur(x) —ua (@)Y (x) - w(y)) ‘ / () — ua()(1 - lP(y))

Ix —y|? Ix —y|?

<3 (”uA”L""(fk+251)+“u/l”Ll(R)) C.

If instead x € (& + §, & + 2¢), then

/ () ~w WY - y@) / 5 (wa(x) — () (Px) - lP(y))

lx =yl e lx =yl
+0 (||¢||L°°(R)(||UA||L1(R) + ||U,1||L°°((§k+§,1)))) ,

with

/ 5 (ua(x) — m)(P) - ¢(y))

£ x —yl?

< Sl oy gy o 19 i

We have so proved that the RHS of (62) is bounded in L*(({ + §,1)). Then, the regu-
larity results of Ros-Oton and Serra (Theorem 1.2 in [31]) implies that | \/%IICo,ﬁ((gkﬂ’l)) <

||%||C0,ﬂ((§k+%’1)) < C for any f < 3. In particular, we have that ||”—\/_3”°||Co,a — 0, for any

a < f< % With similar arguments, we prove an analogue convergence result in (-1, & — ¢).

O

The main step in the proof on Theorem 1.1 consists in showing that the limit profile ug has
exactly k — 1 zeros in T\ (&1,...,¢&). In fact, we shall prove that ug is strictly monotone in each
of the intervals (&;, &;+1). In the following it is useful to denote & = —1 and &1 = 1.

Proposition 7.2 For any givenk e N and § = (&,..., &) with-1 =& <& <... <& < &1 =1,
consider the function

k
Upg = Z(—l)i_lG&..
i=1
Then, there exists a constant ¢ = c(k,§) such that, for any j=0,...,k, we have
(~Yuf(x)Vi=x2>¢>0  for x € (&, &+1).

Proof. Throughout the proof we denote a(x) := V1 —x2, x € I.
Step 1: There exists ¢1 = ¢1(¢1, . .., &) such that G’g.a > ¢ in (—1,¢;) and G’g.(x < —cp in (&, 1).

Fix i € {1,...,k}. According to (iv) of Lemma 6.4, we have that

J1-¢&

Py L NT R
O = =Bt

31



In particular

/1 — .12
> 5 >

G, = ,
where we used |x — ;| < 2. Since Gé. > 0 in (&, &) and G,g < 0 in (&, &ky1), the inequality above
gives the conclusion.

Step 2: Assume k > 2 and for any 1 <i < k-1 set g; := G¢, — Gg,,,. There exists a constant
c > 0 such that gia > ¢ in (&, &) U (€41, &k1) and gla < —cp in (&, &i41), for any 1 <i < k.

By Step 1, we know that Géa < —c; and G’g.ﬂa > c¢1 in (&, &41). This immediately gives

gia < =2c1 in (&, &;41). Let us now assume x < & or x > &;41. As in Step 1, we have the explicit

expression
2 / 2
1 1= 1 1=¢

9:i(x) 2 G0 = G, () = T ) T - B)a)
_ AlEi) - fl&)

mo(x)
where fi(t) := ‘/g If x < & or x > &1, using that f, € C'((-1,1) \ {x}), we get that
felEiv1) = fi(&) = fL(E)Eir = &)

where 5 is a point between &; and &;,1. In particular

L-xf 108 lomax{ELEal) | 1= ME)
c-EPV1-8  @-o1-2 -9 4

where M(§) := 1H<1Ja<>§< |€;] € (0,1). We can so conclude that

fi§) =

(1 = ME)(Eir1 — &) (1 =~ M(E))a(E)
Ax - Ax ’

where o(§) := minj<j<x €41 — & > 0. The RHS is a constant depending only on k and &.

gi()alx) >

Step 3: Conclusion of the proof.

If k =1 or k = 2, the conclusion follows directly from Step 1 and 2.
Assume k > 3, k odd. For 1 <i<k—1let g; be as in Step 2. We can write

k-2
uy = Z gi +Ge, (63)
i=1, i odd
and
k-1
w=Gs - > g (64)
i=2,i even

Note that if 1 <i < k-2 is odd, and if 0 < j < k -1 is even, the interval (&, &;41) is contained
in (-1,&) VU (&41,1) and in (=1, &). In particular, Steps 1 and 2 guarantee the product of & with
any of the functions appearing in (63) is increasing in (&}, &41). In fact, we get

k-1

ujo > co +c1, for any j even.
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Similarly, when 2F < i < k-1 1is even and 1 < j < k is odd, then (&, &;41) is contained in
(-1,&) U (€41, 1) and in (&,1). Therefore, (64) together with Steps 1 and 2 yields

-1 . .
c2, m (éj]a §j+1)a J Odd

—uya >l +

Finally, assume k even and k > 4. Then, we can decompose

k-1
uy = Z 9gi (65)
i=1,i odd

and
k-2
u=Gg - > gi—Ge. (66)
i=2,ieven

As before, for 0 < j < k even, we have (&, &11) € (=1,&) U (&+1,1) and gla > ¢ in (&, &11) (by
Step 2), for any odd 1 <i <k —1. Then (65) yields

k
uja > 502 in (&}, &j4+1) for any j even.

If instead j is odd, one has (&,&+1) € (=1,&) U (§41,1) and g/ a > ¢ in (¢, &j11), for any
2 <i < k-2 even. Moreover, since (£, &+1) € (£1,1) N (=1, &), we also get G’fla < —c; and

Gy a > c1. Then, thanks to (66) we find that

-2
¢, in (&, &j41) for any j odd .

—uja > 2cq +

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let u) be the solution constructed in Theorem 1.2. In view of Lemma
7.1, we only need to prove that, for A small enough, u; has exactly k nodal regions in I or,
equivalently, exactly k — 1 zeroes in I. Let us fix ¢ > 0 small enough so that

(=) ug(&+€) >0, (=) ug(§—e)>0 and (& —2e,& +2e) C 1T\ U(fj —¢e & +e), (67)

J#I

fori=1,...,k. Let us split I :=I'! UI? UI?, where
k
Li=(-1,& —¢e]U[& +e 1), I2:= U(g,. —e&i+e), ID=I\(I}uI).
i=1

First, we observe that u; has no zeroes in I!. Using Proposition 7.2, in [£ + ¢, 1), we can write

1 1 1
(=1 T (x) = /x (-DFul(Hdt > /x 1c_t2dt2 % /x 11_tdt=c\/2(1—x):\/2d(x),

where d(x) = 1 — |x| = dist(x, dI). Similarly, for x € (-1, & — €], we can write

x , 1 c c 1 1 ~ ~
up(x) = [ 1 up(t)dt > /x mdtz N /x \/1_+tdt—m/2(1 +x) = y2d(x).
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Thanks to Lemma 7.1, we get |uy(x)| > /d(x) in I}, provided A is sufficiently small. This shows
that u; has no zeroes in I.

Next, we observe that u; has no zeros in I2. Let us fix 1 <i < k. Lemma 3.1 gives that

ur = (-1)""'PUs, 2 i) + 27 Z(—l)j_lG(§j(/1), &) +O(] - =¢&l)

J#I

= (-1 log ( + 20(=) T H(E, £) + 27 ) (-1 TG, &) + O(e)

1
§i(A)? + |x - fi(/l)IQ) j#i

in (& — ¢, & +¢), if A is small enough. Moreover, we may assume that |&(1) — &| < € and §;(1) < e.
In particular, we have that |x — &(1)|% + 8:(1)? < 5e? for any x € (& —¢,& +¢€). Then, we get

1
> log — - O(1).
jual > log = ~ O(1)

Thus, we have |uy| > 1 in (& — ¢, & + €) if € is fixed small enough.

Finally, let us consider the interval I?. Note that I has exactly k — 1 connected components,
namely we have

k-1
I? = |_| Ji,é‘a where Ji,g = [é:l + &, §i+1 - g]'
i=1

By (67) and Proposition 7.2, we know that for any 1 <i < k — 1, if € is small enough, we have
(=D'ug(&+¢) <0, (=D'ug(&i41 —€) >0, and (—1)iu(’] >cin Ji,.

Since u) — ug in CY(I?) by Lemma 7.1, this implies that
(~D'up&i+e) <0, (~D'ma(Gis1—)>0, and  (=D'uj > cin Ji..

Then u) has exactly one zero in J;  for any 1 <i < k—1. We can so conclude that u, has exactly
k — 1 zeroes in I? (and thus in I), as claimed. i

Appendix: Some special cases

In the proof of Theorem 1.2, we had to assume that the coefficients a1, ..., ar € {—1, 1} appearing in
front of the bubbles PUs, ¢ in the expression of the approximate solution w, 5 ¢ are sign-alternating
i.e. a; = —a;y1 for 1 <i <k —1. This condition has been used in order to ensure the existence of
a maximum point for the functional

k
§(8) = ) H(E &)+ ) a:a;G(&, &),
i=1 i#]
in the set Pk defined in (60), as well as the validity of Proposition 6.6. It is simple to see that
this strategy cannot be used for different choices of the as. In fact, if there exists i € {1,...,k},
such that a; = a;+1 then § is not bounded from above.

However, it is interesting to investigate whether one can find different kinds of critical points.
Indeed, since it is possible to show that the convergence in Lemma 6.3 holds in the C'-sense, we
can construct solutions to (1) whenever we can find a Cl-stable critical point for §. A complete
answer to this question can be given for k = 1 or k = 2, since one can explicitly find all the critical
points of &. In fact, we have the following:
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e In the case k = 1, we have

B&) = H(E, ) = —log2(1 - &)

Then & does not depend on the choice of a; and has only one critical point at & =0 (a
non-degenerate maximum point).

e In the case k = 2, we should find critical points of

§(&1, &2) = H(&1, &) + H(&2, &2) + 2a1a2G(81, &2)

2ayas 1_§1§2+\,(1_§12)(1_§22)

_ g1 — -2
= —log(1 - )1 - &) + ——log & - &l

This leads to two possible configurations:

— If we choose a; = —ao, we can easily see that § has only one critical point in 5, located
at (&,&) = (—%, \/%). This point is a non-degenerate global maximum.

— If we choose a; = ao, we can easily see § has no critical points in Ps.

We conjecture that for k > 3, the function § has a unique critical point (the global maximum)

if the a;’s have alternating sign, and has no critical point otherwise.
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