arXiv:2205.15055v2 [math.AP] 25 Jul 2022

Sharp estimates, uniqueness and nondegeneracy of positive solutions of the Lane-Emden system in planar domains

Zhijie Chen, Houwang Li & Wenming Zou

Abstract

We study the Lane-Emden system −Δu = v^p, u > 0, in Ω, −Δv = u^q , v > 0, in Ω, u = v = 0, on ∂Ω,

where Ω ⊂ R^2 is a smooth bounded domain. In a recent work, we studied the concentration phenomena of positive solutions as p, q → +∞ and |q − p| ≤ Λ. In this paper, we obtain sharp estimates of such multi-bubble solutions, including sharp convergence rates of local maxima and scaling parameters, and accurate approximations of solutions. As an application of these sharp estimates, we show that when Ω is convex, then the solution of this system is unique and nondegenerate for large p, q.

Key words: Lane-Emden system, Blow up phenomena, Sharp estimates, Uniqueness. 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 35J50, 35J15, 35J60.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the Lane-Emden system −Δu = v^p, u > 0, in Ω, −Δv = u^q, v > 0, in Ω, u = v = 0, on ∂Ω,

(1.1)

where Ω is a smooth bounded domain in R^2 and p, q > 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume q ≥ p.

One of our motivations to study the Lane-Emden system (1.1) is that (1.1) is one of the simplest Hamiltonian type elliptic systems. Due to the wide applications in physics and astrophysics, Hamiltonian-type elliptic systems have received great interests for decades, and abundant results on the existence and multiplicity of solutions are available in the literature, see e.g. the survey paper [13] for Hamiltonian elliptic systems and the survey paper [3] for especially the Lane-Emden system. On the other hand, the uniqueness of solutions is a central but challenging problem in the field of elliptic PDEs. For the Lane-Emden system, it is only known (see [19]) that (1.1) has a unique positive solution in sublinear cases, i.e., pq < 1. While for superlinear cases pq > 1, it was proved in [4] that (1.1) has a unique least energy solution for Ω = { x ∈ R^2 : |x − x_0| < r } being a ball. To the best of our knowledge, the uniqueness of solutions for the Lane-Emden system (1.1) is still largely open. In this paper, we will use blow up techniques to prove the uniqueness of positive solutions on convex domains for large p, q > 1.

Another motivation of studying the Lane-Emden system (1.1) comes from the Lane-Emden equation

−Δu = u^p, in Ω, u > 0, in Ω u = 0, on ∂Ω,

(1.2)

which arises from the astrophysics (see [7]) and has been widely studied in the literature. One attractive problem is the concentration phenomena of solutions when p → ∞. In this direction, plenty of outstanding results have been given in the last decade, see a series of papers [16, 17, 18, 14, 15, 25, 22] and the references therein. In particular, as an application of this concentration phenomena, it was proved in [15, 22] that when Ω ⊂ R^2 is convex, the solution of the Lane-Emden equation (1.2) is unique and nondegenerate for large p, which partially answers a long standing conjecture.

Recently in [9], we succeeded to construct the concentration phenomena of the Lane-Emden system (1.1), which says that as p, q → ∞ and |q − p| ≤ Λ, the positive solutions behave as isolated bubbles around multiple points in Ω. However, to obtain further the uniqueness, nondegeneracy and Morse index for the Lane-Emden system, we have to obtain sharp estimates of the multi-bubble solutions, which is one of the main purposes of this paper. The main results of this paper can be seen as generalizations of those in [15, 22] for the Lane-Emden equation (1.2) to the Lane-Emden system (1.1).

1.1 Sharp estimates

For any sequence p_n → ∞, we take

q_n = p_n + θ_n, θ_n ≥ 0 and θ_n → θ as n → ∞. (1.3)

Let (u_n, v_n) be a solution sequence of (1.1) with (p, q) = (p_n, q_n), which also satisfies the energy condition

lim sup n→∞ p_n ∫ Ω ∇u_n · ∇v_ndx < ∞. (1.4) Remark that very recently Kamburov and Sirakov [26] proved that this energy condition (1.4) holds automatically for star-shaped domains; we will recall this important result in Lemma 7.1. Then the results in [9] tell us that there exist k ∈ N \ {0} and a finite set S = {x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k}} ⊂ Ω such that up to a subsequence, the solution sequence (u_n, v_n) will behave as bubble solutions concentrating around the set S. To be precise, for small r > 0 and any i = 1, · · · , k, let x_{n,i} be the local maximum point of v_{n,i} defined by

v_n(x_{n,i}) = max B_{2r} (x_{∞,i}) v_n, (1.5)

then as n → ∞ there holds x_{n,i} → x_{∞,i}, v_n(x_{n,i}) → √ e, u_n(x_{n,i}) → √ e, and u_n = O( 1 p_n ), v_n = O( 1 p_n ), in C^2_{loc}(Ω \ S).

The solution sequence (u_n, v_n) are called multi-bubble solutions or k-bubble solutions (1-bubble solutions for k = 1), and the points x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k} are called blow up points (of p_nu_n and p_nv_n).

We introduce the Green function G(x, y) of −Δ in Ω with the Dirichlet boundary condition: { −Δ_xG(x, y) = δ_y in Ω, G(x, y) = 0 on ∂Ω, where δ_y is the Dirac function. It has the following form G(x, y) = − 1 2π ln |x − y| − H(x, y), (x, y) ∈ Ω × Ω, (1.6) where the function H(x, y) is the regular part of G(x, y). It is well known that H is a smooth function in Ω×Ω, both G and H are symmetric in x and y, and there is some constant C > 0 such that |G(x, y)| ≤ C(1 + | ln |x − y||), ∀ x, y ∈ Ω, x ≠ y, |∇_xG(x, y)| ≤ C |x − y| , ∀ x, y ∈ Ω, x ≠ y. We recall the Robin function defined as R(x) = H(x, x). (1.7) For x = (x_1, · · · , x_k ) with x_i ∈ Ω, we define the Kirchoff-Routh function Φ_k(x) : Ω^k → R as

Φ_k(x) := k∑ i=1 Φ_{k,i}(x) with Φ_{k,i}(x) = R(x_i) − k∑ j=1,j≠i G(x_i, x_j ). (1.8)

Recall the k-bubble solution (u_n, v_n) and the blow up points x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k} given above. Then the blow up points fulfill the system

∇_xΦ_k(x_∞) = 0, where x_∞ = (x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k}) ∈ Ω^k. (1.9)

Define the scaling parameters μ_{n,i} = ( p_nv^{pn−1}_n (x_{n,i}) )_− 1_2

. (1.10) Since v_n(x_{n,i}) → √ e, we know μ_{n,i} → 0 as n → ∞. Define { w_{n,i}(x) =^{pn}_{vn(xn,i)} (u_n(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x) − v_n(x_{n,i})), z_{n,i}(x) =^{pn}_{vn(xn,i)} (v_n(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x) − v_n(x_{n,i})), (1.11)

then (w_{n,i}, z_{n,i}) → (U −^θ_2 , U) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), which means w_{n,i}, z_{n,i} behave as bubbles, where θ is the limit of θ_n in (1.3) and U(x) = −2 ln(1 + 1 8 |x|^2) (1.12)

is a solution of the Liouville equation { −Δu = e^u in R^2 , ∫ R^2 e udx = 8π. (1.13)

We refer to Section 2.2 for all the details about the asymptotic results, in particular see Theorem 2.4.

Based on the above results, we have v_n(x_{n,i}) → √ e, u_n(x_{n,i}) → √ e, μ_{n,i} → 0, w_{n,i} → U −^θ_2 and z_{n,i} → U, which describes a rough picture of the asymptotic behaviors of u_n, v_n. However, in order to obtain further properties of k-bubble solutions, the rough picture is far from enough. One of our main results is the following sharper estimates of the convergence rates:

Theorem 1.1. Let k ≥ 1 and (u_n, v_n) be a sequence of k-bubble solutions to (1.1), then it holds that (a) Convergence rates of local maxima: u_n(x_{n,i}) = √ e [ 1 −^{ln pn}_{pn−1} +^1_{pn} ( 4πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 3 ln 2 + 2 −^1_4 θ_n ) + O(^1_{p2−δn} ) ] , v_n(x_{n,i}) = √ e [ 1 −^{ln pn}_{pn−1} +^1_{pn} ( 4πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 3 ln 2 + 2 +^1_4 θ_n ) + O(^1_{p2−δn} ) ] , (1.14)

where Φ_{h,i} is defined by (1.8), x_n = (x_{n,1}, · · · , x_{n,k}) and δ > 0 is any fixed small constant. (b) Convergence rates of scaling parameters: μ_{n,i} = e^{− pn4} [ e^{−(2πΦk,i(xn)+ 32 ln 2+ 34 + 18 θn)} + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ) ] . (1.15)

(c) Convergence rates of solutions: w_{n,i} = U − θ_n ln v_n(x_{n,i}) +^{s∗n,i}_{pn} + O(^1_{p2−δn} ), z_{n,i} = U +^{t∗n,i}_{pn} + O(^1_{p2−δn} ), (1.16)

in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), where s^∗_{n,i}, t^∗_{n,i} are radially symmetric functions given in (4.21).

Note that when θ_n = 0, i.e. p_n = q_n in (1.1), then ∫ Ω |∇(u_{pn} − v_{pn} )|^2 = ∫ Ω (v^{pn}_{pn} − u^{pn}_{pn} )(u_{pn} − v_{pn} ) ≤ 0, which means u_{pn} = v_{pn} , so the Lane-Emden system (1.1) reduces to the (scalar) Lane-Emden equation (1.2). An analogue of Theorem 1.1 for the Lane-Emden equation (1.2) was proved by Grossi, Ianni, Luo and Yan [22], and Theorem 1.1 is a generalization of their result to the system case. Remark that this type of theorems is much harder for the Lane-Emden system than for the scalar equation. Comparing with the scalar equation, the Lane-Emden system brings more difficulties mainly in two aspects. One is that we cannot estimate directly the errors between (w_{n,i}, z_{n,i}) and its limit (U −^θ_2 , U), and cannot estimate directly the errors between (s_{n,i}, t_{n,i}) and its limit (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}) either (see Remark 4.2), where (s_{n,i}, t_{n,i}) is defined by (4.1). We fix this problem by approximating the bubbles using the parameterized limit functions. Another difficulty is due to the difference of linearized equations: for the Lane-Emden equation, the solution space of the corresonding linearized equation is 3 dimensional, see [10, Lemma 2.3]; but for the Lane-Emden system, we will prove in Lemma 2.2 that the solution space of the corresponding linearized system is 4 dimensional. To overcome this difficulty, we have to estimate the sharp convergence rates of v_n(x_{n,i}) − u_n(x_{n,i}) first, which will be done in Section 3.

We believe that this sharp estimates can be used to study properties of k-bubble solutions of the Lane- Emden system, such as local uniqueness, nondegeneracy, Morse index, etc. We also think that it can also bring some inspirations for constructing k-bubble solutions using reduction methods.

1.2 Uniqueness and nondegeneracy

By using the sharp estimates in Theorem 1.1, we prove the uniqueness and nondegeneracy for 1-bubble solutions, i.e. k = 1. Notice that Φ_1 = R, namely the Kirchoff-Routh function reduces to the Robin function in this case.

Let (u_n, v_n) be a sequence of 1-bubble solutions of system (1.1), whose blow up point is x_∞ ∈ Ω. Then (1.9) implies that x_∞ is a critical point of the Robin function R. We have the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 1.2. Let (u^{(1)}_n , v^{(1)}_n ) and (u^{(2)}_n , v^{(2)}_n ) be two sequences of 1-bubble solutions of the Lane-Emden system (1.1) with the same (p_n, q_n) and concentrate at the same point x_∞. If x_∞ is a nondegenerate critical point of R(x), then there exists a n_0 > 0 such that

u^{(1)}_n = u^{(2)}_n , v^{(1)}_n = v^{(2)}_n , for any n ≥ n_0.

Recall the linearized system of (1.1) at (u_n, v_n) −Δξ = p_nv^{pn−1}_n η, in Ω, −Δη = q_nu^{qn−1}_n ξ, in Ω, ξ = η = 0, on ∂Ω.

(1.17)

The solution (u_n, v_n) is called nondegenerate, if the linearized system (1.17) has only the trivial solution (0, 0). We have the following nondegenerate result.

Theorem 1.3. Let (u_n, v_n) be a sequence of 1-bubble solutions concentrating at x_∞. If x_∞ is a nondegenerate critical point of R(x), then there exists a n_0 > 0 such that (u_n, v_n) is nondegenerate for any n ≥ n_0.

We emphasize that Theorems 1.2-1.3 hold for any smooth bounded domains under the assumption of the nondegeneracy of the critical points of the Robin function. The exact number and nondegeneracy of the critical points of the Robin function is a widely studied but challenging problem, see [23, 6, 5, 21, 20] and the references therein.

In the particular case when Ω is convex, there can only exist 1-bubble solutions for system (1.1). Indeed, suppose (u_n, v_n) is a sequence of k-bubble solutions of system (1.1) with k ≥ 1 different blow up points x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k}. Then it holds

∇_xΦ_k(x_∞) = 0, where x_∞ = (x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k}).

But the result in [23] says that in a convex domain, ∇_xΦ_k(x) ≠ 0 unless x ∈ { (x_1, · · · , x_k) ∈ Ω^k : x_i = x_j for some i ≠ j } , which implies k = 1. Moreover, it is shown that in a convex domain, the Robin function has only one critical point, which is also nondegenerate ([5]). Besides, it follows from [26] that the energy condition (1.4) holds automatically for convex domains. Hence, combining these conclusions with Theorem 1.1 and 1.3, we obtain the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 1.4. Let Ω ⊂ R^2 be a smooth bounded convex domain. Then for any Λ > 0, there exists a p_0 = p_0(Ω, Λ) > 0 such that for any p, q ≥ p_0 satisfying |p − q| ≤ Λ, the Lane-Emden system −Δu = v^p, u > 0, in Ω, −Δv = u^q, v > 0, in Ω, u = v = 0, on ∂Ω,

(1.18)

has a unique solution, which is also nondegenerate.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we characterize the solutions of the linearized system which is applied frequently in the sharp estimates, and we also give some results used in the following sections. In Section 3, we give a sharp estimate of v_n(x_{n,i}) − u_n(x_{n,i}), which plays an essential role in the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we construct the sharp estimates of w_{n,i}, z_{n,i} and give the sharp estimates of μ_{n,i} and v_n(x_{n,i}), and then finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. In Section 5 and Section 6, we study the nondegeneracy and uniqueness of 1-bubble solutions, where we use blow up techniques and local Pohozaev identities. Finally, in Section 7, we consider the special case when Ω is convex and prove Theorem 1.4.

Throughout this paper, we use the following notations.

• We use C, C_1, · · · to denote various positive constants that is independent of (p_n, q_n). Denote the ball B_r(x) := {y ∈ R^2 ||y − x| < r}. • For a function f(x, y), x, y ∈ R^2 , we use ∂_i and ∇ to denote the derivatives of f(x, y) with respect to the first variable x, and use D_i and D to denote the derivatives of f(x, y) with respect to the second variable y.

• For a function f(x), x ∈ R^2 , we also write f(x) = f(|x|, x/|x|) for convenience. In particular, we write f(x) = f(|x|) if f(x) is radially symmetric.

2 Preliminary

2.1 The linearized system

In later sections we need to use many facts about the linearized system in our proofs. First we recall Chen and Lin’s remarkable result from their seminal work [10].

Lemma 2.1. [10, Lemma 2.3] Recall U(x) in (1.12) and let u(x) be a solution of the linearized equation { −Δu = e^U u in R^2 , |u(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^τ in R^2 , (2.1) for some τ ∈ [0, 1). Then u(x) = 2∑ i=0 c_iϕ_i(x), for some constants c_i ∈ R, where

ϕ_0(x) = 8 − |x|^2 8 + |x|^2 and ϕ_i(x) = x_i 8 + |x|^2 for i = 1, 2. (2.2)

Since we deal with the Lane-Emden system rather than the scalar equation, Lemma 2.1 is not enough for us. Here we need the following new result for the linearized system.

Lemma 2.2. Recall U(x) in (1.12) and let (u, v) be a solution of the linearized system

−Δu = e^U v in R^2 , −Δv = e^U u in R^2 , |u(x)|, |v(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^τ in R^2 , (2.3)

for some τ ∈ [0, 1). Then (u(x), v(x)) = 2∑ i=0 c_i(ϕ_i(x), ϕ_i(x)) + c_3(ϕ_3(x), −ϕ_3(x)),

for some constants c_i ∈ R, where ϕ_0, ϕ_1, ϕ_2 are given by (2.2), and ϕ_3 is a positive radial function satisfying ϕ_3(0) = 1 and

ϕ_3(x) = e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π 2π ln(1 + 1 8 |x|^2) + O(1), as |x| → ∞, (2.4)

∇ϕ_3(x) = e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π π x |x|^2 + o( 1 |x| ), as |x| → ∞. (2.5) We will see that Lemma 2.2 plays a crucial role in our proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.4. To prove Lemma 2.2, we write u = u + v 2 + u − v 2 and v = u + v 2 − u − v 2 . Then^{u+v}_2 solves (2.1), so Lemma 2.1 implies u(x) + v(x) 2 = 2∑ i=0 c_iϕ_i(x). for some constants c_i. On the other hand,^{u−v}_2 satisfies { −Δφ + e^U φ = 0 in R^2 , |φ(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^τ in R^2 . (2.6)

Therefore, Lemma 2.2 follows immediately from the following result.

Lemma 2.3. Let φ(x) be a solution of (2.6). Then φ(x) = φ(0)ϕ_3(x), where ϕ_3(x) is a positive radial function satisfying ϕ_3(0) = 1 and (2.4)-(2.5).

Proof. Let φ(x) be a solution of (2.6). Take the angular momentum decomposition φ(x) = ∞∑ j=0 ( φ_{j,1}(|x|) sin(j x |x| ) + φ_{j,2}(|x|) cos(j x |x| ) ) , (2.7) where φ_{j,1}(r) = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 φ(r, θ) sin(jθ)dθ (2.8) and φ_{j,2}(r) = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 φ(r, θ) cos(jθ)dθ. (2.9) Since sin jθ, cos jθ are the corresponding eigenfunctions of −Δ_S1 with respect to the eigenvalue λ_j = j^2 for nonnegative integers j ≥ 0 (here S^1 = {x ∈ R^2 | |x| = 1}, see e.g. [2]), we have that φ_{j,i}, i = 1, 2, are solutions of the following ODE { ϕ^{′′} +^1_r ϕ^′ =^1_{(1+ 18 r2)2} ϕ +^{j2}_{r2} ϕ, r > 0, |ϕ(r)| ≤ C(1 + r)^τ , r ≥ 0, (2.10)

for any j ≥ 0. Here we used e^{U(x)} =^1_{(1+ 18 |x|2)2} . Then

(rϕ^′)^′ = ( j^2 r + r (1 +^1_8 r^2)^2 ) ϕ. (2.11)

Step 1: We prove that φ_{j,i} ≡ 0 for any j ≥ 1 and i = 1, 2.

Suppose for some j ≥ 1 that ϕ ≢ 0 is a solution of (2.10). It is easy to see from (2.10) that any local maxima of ϕ must be nonpositive and any local minima of ϕ must be nonnegative.

First, we claim that ϕ is a monotone function. If not, then by replacing ϕ with −ϕ if necessary, we may assume that ϕ has a local minimum point r_0 > 0. Then ϕ(r_0) ≥ 0 and ϕ(r) is increasing in [r_0, +∞). Take r_1 > r_0 such that ϕ(r_1) > 0 and ϕ^′(r_1) > 0. Then (2.11) gives rϕ^′(r) ≥ r_1ϕ^′(r_1) > 0 for any r ≥ r_1, which implies ϕ(r) ≥ r_1ϕ^′(r_1)(ln r − ln r_1) + ϕ(r_1) → +∞, as r → +∞. (2.12) Furthermore, by multiplying (2.11) with rϕ^′ and integrating from r_1 to r, we get

(rϕ^′(r))^2 ≥ j^2 ( ϕ(r)^2 − ϕ(r_1)^2 ) , ∀r ≥ r_1. (2.13)

By τ ∈ [0, 1) and (2.12) we can take r_2 > r_1 such that ϕ(r) ≥ ϕ(r_1) ( 1 −^{(1+τ )2}_{4j2}

)_− 1_2 for any r ≥ r_2. Then

we see from (2.13) that (rϕ^′(r))^2 ≥^{(1+τ )2}_4 ϕ(r)^2 for r ≥ r_2, i.e.

(ln ϕ(r))^′ = ϕ^′(r) ϕ(r) ≥ 1 + τ 2r , for r ≥ r_2,

from which we conclude that

ϕ(r) ≥ ϕ(r_2) ( r r_2

) 1+τ_2

, for r ≥ r_2, (2.14)

clearly a contradiction with (2.10) and τ ∈ [0, 1).

Thus ϕ is a monotone function. Again by replacing ϕ with −ϕ if necessary, we may assume ϕ is increasing in [0, +∞). If ϕ(0) < 0, then (2.11) implies ϕ^′(r) < 0 for r > 0 small, a contradiction. So ϕ(0) ≥ 0, then the same argument as (2.12)-(2.14) yields a contradiction with (2.10).

This proves φ_{j,i} ≡ 0 for any j ≥ 1, i = 1, 2. Then we see from (2.7) that φ(x) = φ(|x|) is a smooth radial function which satisfies φ^{′′} +^1_r φ^′ =^1_{(1+ 18 r2)2} φ, r > 0, |φ(r)| ≤ C(1 + r)^τ , r ≥ 0, φ^′(0) = 0.

(2.15)

Step 2: We solve the equation (2.15) by using the well-known Hypergeometric equation.

By letting t = 1 +^1_8 r^2 and ψ(t) = φ(r), we get

t^2(t − 1) d^2ψ dt^2

+ t^2 dψ dt − 2ψ = 0, t > 1. (2.16)

Recall the Hypergeometric equation (see e.g. [24, Chapter 2] or [1, Chapter 15]) z(1 − z) d^2w dz^2

+ (d_3 − (d_1 + d_2 + 1)z) dw dz − d_1d_2w = 0, z ∈ C ,

where d_1, d_2, d_3 are complex constants. It has a solution of the following form

w(d_1, d_2; d_3; z) = (1 − z)^{−d1−d2+d3} z^{d1−d3} ·_2F_1(−d_1 + d_3, 1 − d_1; −d_1 − d_2 + d_3 + 1; 1 − 1 z ), where_2F_1(d_1, d_2; d_3; z) is the Hypergeometric function defined by

2F_1(d_1, d_2; d_3; z) := +∞∑ n=0 (d_1)_n(d_2)_n (d_3)_n(1)_n z^n, (2.17)

with

(d)_n := { 1 if n = 0, d(d + 1) · · · (d + n − 1) if n ∈ N_{≥1} .

Note that (d)_n can be expressed by the Gamma function Γ(z) as follows

(d)_n =

Γ(d + n) Γ(d) , if d ≠ 0, −1, −2, · · · , and in particular, (1)_n = n!.

Set f_d(z) := z^d · w(d, d; 2d; z) =_2F_1(d, 1 − d; 1; 1 −^1_z ), then by direct computations we obtain

z^2(z − 1) d^2f_d dz^2

+ z^2 df_d dz + d(d − 1)f_d = 0, z ∈ C . (2.18)

Comparing (2.16) and (2.18), by taking d =^{1+i√7}_2 , we obtain a solution f_d(z) =_2F_1(d, 1 − d; 1; 1 −^1_z ) of (2.16) in the complex plane. For any t ∈ R, it follows from (2.17) and d̄ = 1 − d that

f_d(t) =_2F_1(d̄, 1 − d; 1; 1 − 1 t ) =_2F_1(1 − d, d; 1; 1 − 1 t ) = f_d(t),

i.e. f_d(t) ∈ R as long as t ∈ R, so f_d(t) is a solution of (2.16). Thus we obtain a positive solution of (2.15) as follows

φ(r) = f_d(1 + 1 8 r^2) =_2F_1(d, 1 − d; 1;

r^2 8 + r^2 ) = +∞∑ n=0 (d)_n(1 − d)_n (1)_n(1)_n ( r^2 8 + r^2 )_n = +∞∑ n=0 (d)_n(d̄)_n (1)_n(1)_n ( r^2 8 + r^2 )_n

= +∞∑ n=0 |(d)_n|^2 (1)_n(1)_n ( r^2 8 + r^2 )_n > 0. Clearly this implies φ(r) = 1 + 1 4 r^2 + O(r^4), as r → 0.

Next we give the asymptotic estimates of φ(r) and φ^′(r) as r → ∞. By using the formula (15.3.10) in [1], we get 2F_1(d, 1 − d; 1; z) = 1 Γ(d)Γ(d̄) ∞∑ n=0 (d)_n(d̄)_n (n!)^2

(1 − z)^n[2ψ^{(0)}(n + 1) − ψ^{(0)}(n + d)

− ψ^{(0)}(n + d̄) − ln(1 − z)]

(2.19)

for |1 − z| < 1 and | arg(1 − z)| < π, where ψ^{(0)} is the Digamma function (see e.g. [1, Chapter 6]). From the properties of ψ^{(0)}, we have

ψ^{(0)}(1) = −γ, ψ^{(0)}(n + z) = ψ^{(0)}(z) + n−1∑ j=0 1 j + z ,

where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Let

C_n :=

(d)_n(d̄)_n (n!)^2

[2ψ^{(0)}(n + 1) − ψ^{(0)}(n + d) − ψ^{(0)}(n + d̄)].

Then for n ≥ 2, it holds C_n C_{n−1} = (d + n − 1)(d̄ + n − 1) n^2 × −2γ − ψ^{(0)}(d) − ψ^{(0)}(d̄) + ∑_{n−1} j=0 (_2

j+1 −^1_{j+d} −^1_{j+d̄} ) −2γ − ψ^{(0)}(d) − ψ^{(0)}(d̄) + ∑_{n−2} j=0 (_2

j+1 −^1_{j+d} −^1_{j+d̄} )

= ( 1 − 1 n + 2 n^2 ) × 2γ + ψ^{(0)}(d) + ψ^{(0)}(d̄) + ∑_{n−1} j=0 j−3 (j+1)(j^2 +j+2)

2γ + ψ^{(0)}(d) + ψ^{(0)}(d̄) + ∑_{n−2} j=0 j−3 (j+1)(j^2 +j+2) .

which means lim_{n→∞}^{Cn}_{Cn−1} = 1. Thus the power series ∑_∞ n=1 C_nz^{n−1} is convergent for |z| < 1. So it follows from (2.19) that for 0 < z < 1 and z → 1 it holds

2F_1(d, 1 − d; 1; z) = 1 Γ(d)Γ(d̄) [ 2ψ^{(0)}(1) − ψ^{(0)}(d) − ψ^{(0)}(d̄) − ln(1 − z) ]

− (1 − z) ln(1 − z) Γ(d)Γ(d̄) ∞∑ n=1 (d)_n(d̄)_n (n!)^2

(1 − z)^{n−1} +

(1 − z) Γ(d)Γ(d̄) ∞∑ n=1 C_n(1 − z)^{n−1} = − ln(1 − z) Γ(d)Γ(d̄)

+ O (1 + (1 − z) ln(1 − z)) .

Noting that

Γ(d)Γ(d̄) = | | | | Γ ( 1 2 + i √ 7 2 )| | | | 2 = 2π e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π , we get

φ(r) =_2F_1(d, 1 − d; 1;

r^2 8 + r^2 ) = e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π 2π ln(1 + 1 8 r^2) + O(1), as r → ∞.

By using the formulas (15.2.1) and (15.3.12) in [1], we also get d dz^2

F_1(d, 1 − d; 1; z) = dd̄ ·_2F_1(d + 1, d̄ + 1; 2; z) = 2 Γ(d + 1)Γ(d̄ + 1)

(1 − z)^{−1} − 2 Γ(d)Γ(d̄) ∞∑ n=0 (d + 1)_n(d̄ + 1)_n

n!(n + 1)!

(1 − z)^n

× [ψ^{(0)}(n + 1) + ψ^{(0)}(n + 2) − ψ^{(0)}(n + d + 1) − ψ^{(0)}(n + d̄ + 1) − ln(1 − z)]

(2.20) for |1 − z| < 1 and | arg(1 − z)| < π. Repeating the above analysis, we obtain that for 0 < z < 1 and z → 1 it holds d dz^2

F_1(d, 1 − d; 1; z) = 2 Γ(d + 1)Γ(d̄ + 1)

(1 − z)^{−1} + O(ln(1 − z)).

Since Γ(d + 1)Γ(d̄ + 1) = |Γ(d + 1)|^2 = |d · Γ(d)|^2 = 4π e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π , we get ϕ^′(r) = d dz^2

F_1(d, 1 − d; 1;

r^2 8 + r^2 ) · 16r (8 + r^2)^2 = e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π 4π ( 1 + r^2 8 + O(ln r) ) ( 16 r^3

+ O( 1 r^5 ) )

= e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π π 1 r + o( 1 r ), as r → ∞. So setting ϕ_3(x) = φ(|x|) = f_d(1 +^1_8 |x|^2) > 0, we obtain that ϕ_3(x) is a smooth radial solution of (2.6) satisfying ϕ_3(0) = 1 and as |x| → ∞,

ϕ_3(x) = e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π 2π ln(1 + 1 8 |x|^2) + O(1),

∇ϕ_3(x) = e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π π x |x|^2 + o( 1 |x| ). By the uniqueness of ODE equations, φ(x) = φ(0)ϕ_3(x). Then we finish the proof.

2.2 Asymptotic behavior

For any sequence p_n → ∞, we take q_n = p_n + θ_n with θ_n ≥ 0 and θ_n → θ as n → ∞. Let (u_n, v_n) be a solution sequence of (1.1) with (p, q) = (p_n, q_n), which also satisfies the energy condition

lim sup n→∞ p_n ∫ Ω ∇u_n · ∇v_ndx < ∞. (2.21) Then p_n ∫ Ω u^{qn+1}_n = p_n ∫ Ω v^{pn+1}_n = p_n ∫ Ω ∇u_n · ∇v_n ≤ C, (2.22) and so p_n ∫ Ω v^{pn}_n ≤ ( p_n ∫ Ω v^{pn+1}_n )^pn_{pn+1} (p_n|Ω|)^{1pn+1} ≤ C, (2.23)

p_n ∫ Ω u^{qn}_n ≤ ( p_n ∫ Ω u^{qn+1}_n )^qn_{qn+1} (p_n|Ω|)^{1q}n^{+1} ≤ C (2.24)

for p_n large.

For the finite set S = {x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k}} ⊂ Ω in Theorem 2.4 below, we take d_0 > 0 such that for all i, j = 1, · · · , k and i ≠ j it holds

B_{2d0} (x_{∞,i}) ⊂ Ω, B_{2d0} (x_{∞,i}) ∩ B_{2d0} (x_{∞,j} ) = ∅. (2.25)

In [9], we have proved that

Theorem 2.4. ([9]) There exist k ∈ N\{0} and a finite set of concentration points S = {x_{∞,1}, · · · , x_{∞,k}} ⊂ Ω such that up to a subsequence, (u_n, v_n) satisfies the following properties: for fixed r ∈ (0, d_0] and i = 1, · · · , k, set v_n(x_{n,i}) = max B_{2r} (x_{∞,i}) v_n and u_n(y_{n,i}) = max_{B2r (x∞,i)} u_n,

then

(1) v_n(x_{n,i}) → √ e, u_n(y_{n,i}) → √ e and x_{n,i} → x_{∞,i}, y_{n,i} → x_{∞,i} as n → ∞. (2) as n → ∞, p_nu_n(x), p_nv_n(x) → 8π √ e k∑ i=1 G(x, x_{∞,i}) in C^2_{loc}(Ω \ S). (3) the concentration points {x_i}^k_{i=1} satisfy ∇R(x_{∞,i}) − 2 k∑ j=1,j≠i ∇G(x_{∞,i}, x_{∞,j} ) = 0, for every i = 1, · · · , k.

(4) let μ_{n,i} := ( p_nv^{pn−1}_n (x_{n,i}) )_− 1_2 and { w_{n,i}(x) :=^{pn}_{vn(xn,i)} (u_n(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x) − v_n(x_{n,i})), z_{n,i}(x) :=^{pn}_{vn(xn,i)} (v_n(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x) − v_n(x_{n,i})), (2.26)

then (w_{n,i}, z_{n,i}) → (U −^θ_2 , U) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ). While let μ̃_{n,i} := ( p_nu^{pn−1}_n (y_{n,i}) )_− 1_2 and { w̃_{n,i}(x) :=^{pn}_{un(yn,i)} (u_n(y_{n,i} + μ̃_{n,i}x) − u_n(y_{n,i})), z̃_{n,i}(x) :=^{pn}_{un(yn,i)} (v_n(y_{n,i} + μ̃_{n,i}x) − u_n(y_{n,i})), (2.27)

then (w̃_{n,i}, z̃_{n,i}) → (U_θ −^θ_2 , U_θ) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), where

U_θ(x) = ln e^{θ2} (1 +^1_8 e^θ2 |x|^2)^2 is a solution of the Liouville equation (1.13).

(5) p_n ∫ Ω ∇u_n · ∇v_n → k8πe, p_n ∫ Ω |∇u_n|^2 → k8πe and p_n ∫ Ω |∇v_n|^2 → k8πe as n → ∞. In this paper, we focus on the solution sequence (w_{n,i}, z_{n,i}), and the properties of the solution sequence ( ~w_{n,i}, ~z_{n,i}) can be obtained by similar arguments and hence the details are omitted.

Note that the (w_{n,i}, z_{n,i}) defined in (2.26) satisfies −Δw_{n,i} = (1 +^{zn,i}_{pn} )^{pn} in Ω_{n,i} :=^{Ω−xn,i}_{μn,i} , −Δz_{n,i} = v_n(x_{n,i})^{θn} (1 +^{wn,i}_{pn} )^{qn} in Ω_{n,i}, w_{n,i}(x) = z_{n,i}(x) = −p_n on ∂Ω_{n,i}, w_{n,i}(x) > −p_n, z_{n,i}(x) > −p_n in Ω_{n,i}, z_{n,i}(0) = 0, ∇z_{n,i}(0) = 0.

(2.28)

Furthermore, it follows from (2.23)-(2.24) that for p_n large, ∫ Ω_{n,i} ( 1 + z_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{pn} dx = p_n v_n(x_{n,i}) ∫ Ω v_n(y)^{pn} dy ≤ C, (2.29) ∫ Ω_{n,i} ( 1 + w_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{qn} dx = p_n v_n(x_{n,i})^{θn+1} ∫ Ω u_n(y)^{qn} dy ≤ C. (2.30) We need the following estimates, which will be used frequently in the later arguments, in particular when we apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem.

Lemma 2.5. Fix any γ ∈ (0, 4). Then there exist C_γ > 0 and n_γ such that 0 ≤ ( 1 + w_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{qn} , e^{wn,i(x)} ≤ C 1 + |x|^γ , for any |x| ≤ d_0 μ_{n,i} , (2.31)

0 ≤ ( 1 + z_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{pn} ≤ e^{zn,i(x)} ≤ C 1 + |x|^γ , for any |x| ≤ d_0 μ_{n,i} , for any n ≥ n_γ and 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Here d_0 is defined in (2.25).

Proof. First, we already proved in [9, Lemma 4.3] that there exist small r_γ > 0, large R_γ > 1, ñ_γ > 1 and C̃_γ > 0 such that max {w_{n,i}(x), z_{n,i}(x)} ≤ γ ln 1 |x| + C̃_γ , if 2R_γ ≤ |x| ≤ r_γ μ_{n,i} (2.32)

for any n ≥ ñ_γ and i = 1, · · · , k. Consequently, we have for 2R_γ ≤ |x| ≤^{rγ}_{μn,i} , ( 1 + w_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{qn} = e^{qn ln(1+ wn,i(x)p}n^) ≤ e^{qnp}n^{wn,i(x)} ≤ C |x|^{qnp}n^γ ≤ C |x|^γ ,

e^{wn,i(x)} ≤ C |x|^γ . On the other hand, Theorem 2.4-(2) says that u_n = O(^1_{pn} ) in B_{d0} (x_{n,i}) \ B_{rγ} (x_{n,i}). From here and μ_{n,i} = ( p_nv^{pn−1}_n (x_{n,i}) )_− 1_2 , v_n(x_{n,i}) → √ e, q_n ≥ p_n → +∞, it is easy to see that 0 ≤ ( 1 + w_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{qn} = ( u_n(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x) v_n(x_{n,i}) )_{qn} ≤ ( C p_n )_{qn} ≤ Cμ^γ_{n,i} ≤ C |x|^γ ,

e^{wn,i(x)} = e^{pn(} un(xn,i +μn,ix) vn(xn,i ) −1) ≤ epn( C pn −1) = eC−p_n ≤ Cμγ n,i ≤ C |x|^γ hold for^{rγ}_{μn,i} ≤ |x| ≤^{d0}_{μn,i} and n large, where γ < 4 is used to obtain e^{C−pn} ≤ Cμ^γ_{n,i} for n large.

Meanwhile, by w_{n,i} → U − θ/2 in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), we have that for |x| ≤ 2R_γ and n large, max {( 1 + w_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{qn} , e^{wn,i(x)} } ≤ Ce^{U(x)} = C (1 +^1_8 |x|^2)^2 ≤ C 1 + |x|^γ . Therefore, we conclude that (2.31) holds for n large. The other estimates can be proved similarly.

Remark 2.1. In Sections 5-6, we will study the 1-bubble solutions (u_n, v_n), i.e. k = i = 1, so we will omit the subscript i in this case. Note that since u_n, v_n = O(^1_{pn} ) in Ω \ B_{rγ} (x_n), the proof of Lemma 2.5 actually implies that 0 ≤ ( 1 + w_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{qn} , e^{wn,i(x)} ≤ C 1 + |x|^γ , for any x ∈ Ω − x_n μ_n , 0 ≤ ( 1 + z_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{pn} ≤ e^{zn,i(x)} ≤ C 1 + |x|^γ , for any x ∈ Ω − x_n μ_n , for n large.

Lemma 2.6. For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k, there exist C > 0 and n_0 such that for any n ≥ n_0, |w_{n,i}(x)|, |z_{n,i}(x)| ≤ C ln(2 + |x|), if |x| ≤ d_0 μ_{n,i} − 1. (2.33)

Proof. We only prove the estimate for w_{n,i}(x) and the proof for z_{n,i}(x) is similar and is omitted.

Note from w_{n,i} → U − θ/2 in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ) that |w_{n,i}(x)| ≤ C for any |x| ≤ 2 and n large. Thus we only need to consider 2 ≤ |x| ≤^{d0}_{μn,i} − 1.

By [9, Lemma 4.3], we have w_{n,i}(x) = 1 2π ∫ Ω_{n,i} ln |y| |y − x| ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy − ∫ Ω_{n,i} [H(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) − H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y)] ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy =: I + II, where H is the regular part of the Green function G. Since H is smooth and |μ_{n,i}x| ≤ d_0, it follows from the differential mean value theorem and (2.29) that II = O(1).

Recall Lemma 2.5 that for n large, we have 0 ≤ ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} ≤ C for any |y| ≤ d_0 μ_{n,i} . (2.34)

Then | | | | ∫ Ω_{n,i} ln |y| |y| + 1 ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy | | | | ≤C ∫ |y|≤2 | | |ln |y| |y| + 1 | | | dy + C ∫ Ω_{n,i}∩{|y|>2} ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy ≤ C, | | | | | ∫ Ω_{n,i}∩{|x−y|≤1} ln |y| + 1 |y − x| ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy | | | | | ≤C ∫ |y−x|≤1 ln 1 |y − x| dy + C ln |x| ∫ Ω_{n,i}∩{|y−x|≤1} ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy ≤C + C ln |x|. Note that for |x − y| > 1 and |x| ≥ 2, we have (see e.g. [11, Lemma 8.23]) | | | ln(|y| + 1) − ln |x − y| + ln |x| ln |x| | | | ≤ C, i.e. | ln(|y| + 1) − ln |x − y|| ≤ C ln |x|, so | | | | ∫ Ω_{n,i}∩{|x−y|>1} ln |y| + 1 |y − x| ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy | | | | ≤C ln |x| ∫ Ω_{n,i}∩{|y−x|>1} ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy ≤C ln |x|. Inserting these estimates into I = 1 2π ∫ Ω_{n,i} ln |y| |y| + 1 ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy + 1 2π ∫ Ω_{n,i} ln |y| + 1 |y − x| ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy, we conclude |I| ≤ C ln |x| + C and so |w_{n,i}(x)| ≤ C ln |x| + C for any 2 ≤ |x| ≤^{d0}_{μn,i} − 1.

Next, we expand u_n, v_n at the local maximum point x_{n,i}. For any fixed 0 < r < d_0 and i = 1, · · · , k, we define C_{n,i} = C_{n,i}(r) := ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) v^{pn}_n (x)dx and ~C_{n,i} = ~C_{n,i}(r) := ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) u^{qn}_n (x)dx. (2.35)

From Theorem 2.4, Lemma 2.5 and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we get C_{n,i} = v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= √ e p_n ∫ R^2 e^U dx + o( 1 p_n ) = 8π √ e p_n + o( 1 p_n ), (2.36)

and similarly, ~C_{n,i} = v^n(x^{n,i})^{θn+1} p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy = 8π √ e p_n + o( 1 p_n ). (2.37)

We have

Lemma 2.7. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), we have { u_n(x) = ∑_k i=1 C_{n,i}G(x_{n,i}, x) + o(^{μn}_{pn} ), v_n(x) = ∑_k i=1 ~C_{n,i}G(x_{n,i}, x) + o(^μn_{pn} ), in C^1(Ω \ ∪^{ki=1}B^{2r}(x^{n,i})), (2.38) where μ_n = max {μ_{n,1}, · · · , μ_{n,k}}. Proof. For any x ∈ Ω \ ∪^k_{i=1}B_{2r}(x_{n,i}), by the Green’s representation formula we have

u_n(x) = ∫ Ω G(y, x)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = k∑ i=1 ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(y, x)v^{pn}_n (y)dy + ∫ Ω\∪^k_{i=1} B_r (x_{n,i}) G(y, x)v^{pn}_n (y)dy. (2.39)

Form Theorem 2.4-(2), we see that

u_n = O( 1 p_n ), v_n = O( 1 p_n ) in Ω \ ∪^k_{i=1}B_r(x_{n,i}), (2.40)

so ∫

Ω\∪^k_{i=1} B_r (x_{n,i}) G(y, x)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = O( C^{pn} p^{pn}n ) ∫ Ω G(y, x)dy = O( C^{pn} p^{pn}n ) = o( μ_n p_n ). Since ∇^2G(x, y) = O(1) for any x ∈ Ω \ B_{2r}(x_{n,i}) and y ∈ B_r(x_{n,i}), we obtain by the Taylor’s expansion that ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(y, x)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = C_{n,i}G(x_{n,i}, x) + ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) (G(y, x) − G(x_{n,i}, x))v^{pn}_n (y)dy

= C_{n,i}G(x_{n,i}, x) + 2∑ h=1 ∂_hG(x_{n,i}, x) ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) (y − x_{n,i})_hv^{pn}_n (y)dy

+ O (∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) |y − x_{n,i}|^2v^{pn}_n (y)dy ) . (2.41)

Using the Dominated Convergence Theorem and the property of odd functions, we get lim n→+∞ ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) y_h ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy = ∫ R^2

y_he^{U(y)}dy = 0,

so ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) (y − x_{n,i})_hv^{pn}_n (y)dy = μ_{n,i}v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) y_h ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy = o( μ_{n,i} p_n ). Using Lemma 2.5 with γ = 4 − δ where δ ∈ (0, 1) is small, we also get ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) |y − x_{n,i}|^2v^{pn}_n (y)dy = μ^2_{n,i}v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) |y|^2 ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dx

≤ C μ^2_{n,i} p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) |y|^2 (1 + |y|)^{4−δ} dx

= O( μ^{2−δ}_{n,i} p_n ) = o( μ_n p_n ). Inserting these estimates into (2.39) leads to

u_n(x) = k∑ i=1 C_{n,i}G(x_{n,i}, x) + o( μ_n p_n ). (2.42)

Similarly, for h = 1, 2, by similar arguments we can prove

∂_hu_n(x) = ∫ Ω D_hG(y, x)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = k∑ i=1 C_{n,i}D_hG(x_{n,i}, x) + o( μ_n p_n ),

so (2.42) holds in C^1(Ω \ ∪^k_{i=1}B_{2r}(x_{n,i})). The assertion for v_n(x) can be proved similarly.

Lemma 2.8. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0) and i = 1, · · · , k, it holds ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx − v^{θn}_n (x_{n,i}) ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx = O( 1 p_n ). (2.43)

Proof. By the Green’s representation formula and (2.40), we have u_n(x_{n,i}) = ∫ Ω G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = k∑ j=1 ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy + O( C^{pn} p^{pn}_n ). (2.44)

Note that we already proved in [9, Lemma 4.4] that ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= − v_n(x_{n,i}) 2π ln μ_{n,i} p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy + O( 1 p_n ).

While for j ≠ i, it holds G(x_{n,i}, y) = O(1) for y ∈ B_r(x_{n,j} ) and hence (2.23) implies ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = O (∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) v^{pn}_n (y)dy ) = O( 1 p_n ). Inserting these estimates into (2.44), we get − 1 2π ln μ_{n,i} p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy = u_n(x_{n,i}) v_n(x_{n,i}) + O( 1 p_n )

= 1 + w_{n,i}(0) p_n + O( 1 p_n ) = 1 + O( 1 p_n ). (2.45)

Similarly, we have v_n(x_{n,i}) = ∫ Ω G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy = k∑ j=1 ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy + O( C^{qn} p^{qn}_n ), (2.46)

∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy = v^{θn+1}_n (x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy,

= − v^{θn+1}_n (x_{n,i}) 2π ln μ_{n,i} p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy + O( 1 p_n ), and ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy = O (∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) u^{qn}_n (y)dy ) = O( 1 p_n ), ∀j ≠ i. Thus we get − v^{θn}_n (x_{n,i}) 2π ln μ_{n,i} p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy = 1 + O( 1 p_n ). (2.47)

Comparing (2.45) and (2.47) and using ln μ_{n,i} p_n = − 1 2 ( ln p_n p_n + p_n − 1 p_n ln v_n(x_{n,i}) ) → − 1 4 , we obtain (2.43).

3 Sharp Estimates of v_n(x_{n,i}) − u_n(x_{n,i})

By Theorem 2.4-(4), we have w_{n,i}(0) = p_n ( u_n(x_{n,i}) v_n(x_{n,i}) − 1 ) → U(0) − θ 2 = − θ 2 , (3.1)

i.e. v_n(x_{n,i}) − u_n(x_{n,i}) = O( 1 p_n ). In this section, we give a sharper estimate of v_n(x_{n,i}) − u_n(x_{n,i}), which plays an essential role in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 3.1. For any i = 1, · · · , k, it holds v_n(x_{n,i}) − u_n(x_{n,i}) = 1 p_n θ_nv_n(x_{n,i}) ln v_n(x_{n,i}) + O( 1 p^2_n

). (3.2)

Define notations σ_{n,i} := θ_n ln v_n(x_{n,i}), (3.3) and ε^{−1}_{n,i} := p_n ( u_n(x_{n,i}) v_n(x_{n,i}) − 1 ) + σ_{n,i} = w_{n,i}(0) + σ_{n,i}. (3.4)

Then σ_{n,i} →^θ_2 and so (3.1) implies ε_{n,i} → ∞ as n → ∞.

We will prove Proposition 3.1 by contradiction. Suppose (3.2) does not hold for some i ∈ {1, · · · , k}, i.e. up to a subsequence, − p_n ε_{n,i} v_n(x_{n,i}) = p^2_n ( v_n(x_{n,i}) − u_n(x_{n,i}) − 1 p_n θ_nv_n(x_{n,i}) ln v_n(x_{n,i}) ) → ∞, as n → ∞, (3.5) and we assume (3.5) holds in this whole section. Clearly this implies ε_{n,i}/p_n → 0 and so lim_{n→∞} ε_{n,i}μ^{τ̃}_{n,i} = lim_{n→∞} ε_{n,i} p_n p_n p^{12 τ̃}_n v_n(x_{n,i})^{pn−1}2^{τ̃}

= 0, ∀τ̃ > 0. (3.6) Let s_{n,i} := ε_{n,i}(w_{n,i} + σ_{n,i} − U) and t_{n,i} := ε_{n,i}(z_{n,i} − U). (3.7) where U(x) = −2 ln(1 +^1_8 |x|^2). Then

s_{n,i}(0) = 1, t_{n,i}(0) = 0, ∇t_{n,i}(0) = 0. (3.8)

Lemma 3.2. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), we have { −Δs_{n,i} = t_{n,i}(e^U + g_{n,i}) + h_{n,i}, in B^r_{μn,i} (0), −Δt_{n,i} = s_{n,i}(e^U + ~g_{n,i}) + ~h_{n,i}, in B^r_{μn,i} (0), (3.9)

where g_{n,i} = O ( |z_{n,i} − U| 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , ~g_{n,i} = O ( |w_{n,i} + σ_{n,i} − U| 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) in B^r_{μn,i} (0), (3.10) max { |h_{n,i}|, |~h_{n,i}| } = O ( ε_{n,i} p_n 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) = o ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) in B^r_{μn,i} (0). (3.11)

for any given small δ > 0.

Proof. By (2.28) and (3.7), we have −Δs_{n,i} = ε_{n,i} (( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} − e^U )

= ε_{n,i} ( e^{zn,i} − e^U ) + ε_{n,i} (( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} − e^{zn,i} )

= t_{n,i}(e^U + g_{n,i}) + h_{n,i}, (3.12)

where we denote g_{n,i} := ε_{n,i} ( e^{zn,i} − e^U ) − t_{n,i}e^U t_{n,i} and h_{n,i} := ε_{n,i} (( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} − e^{zn,i} ) . (3.13)

Now we estimate g_{n,i} and h_{n,i}. By the Taylor’s expansion and Lemma 2.5 with τ = 4 − δ, we get ε_{n,i} ( e^{zn,i} − e^U ) = ε_{n,i}e^U ( z_{n,i} − U + O ( |z_{n,i} − U|^2e^{λ(zn,i−U)} )) (where λ ∈ (0, 1)) = t_{n,i}e^U + O ( t_{n,i}(z_{n,i} − U) 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , (3.14)

which implies g_{n,i} = O (_{|zn,i−U|} 1+|x|^{4−δ} ) in B^r_{μn,i} (0).

To estimate h_{n,i}, we denote y_{n,i}(x) := p_n ( e^{zn,i(x)p}n − 1 ) such that e^{zn,i(x)} = ( 1 + y_{n,i}(x) p_n )_{pn} . (3.15)

Remark from Theorem 2.4 (1) and (4) that for n large, − 1 < z_{n,i}(x) p_n , w_{n,i}(x) p_n ≤ 1, ∀|x| ≤ r/μ_{n,i}. (3.16) (Indeed z_{n,i}(x) ≤ 0.) Then y_{n,i}(x) − z_{n,i}(x) = p_n ( z_{n,i}(x) p_n + 1 2 z_{n,i}(x)^2 p^2_n

+ O( z_{n,i}(x)^3 p^3_n ) ) − z_{n,i}(x) = 1 2 z_{n,i}(x)^2 p_n + O( z_{n,i}(x)^3 p^2_n

) (3.17)

= O( z_{n,i}(x)^2 p_n ), ∀|x| ≤ r/μ_{n,i}. Since the function (1 +^s_{pn} )^{pn} is convex for s > −p_n, we see from Lemmas 2.5-2.6 that for n large, | | | | h_{n,i}(x) ε_{n,i} | | | | = | | | | ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} − ( 1 + y_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} | | | ≤ max {( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn−1} , ( 1 + y_{n,i} p_n )_{pn−1}} |y_{n,i}(x) − z_{n,i}(x)|

≤ C max {( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn−1} , e^{pn−1p}n^{zn,i} } z_{n,i}(x)^2 p_n ≤ C ( C 1 + |x|^{4− δ}2 )^pn^{−1}_{pn} (ln(|x| + 2))^2 p_n ≤ 1 p_n C 1 + |x|^{4−δ} (3.18)

holds for any |x| ≤ r/μ_{n,i}. This proves the estimate for h_{n,i}(x).

Also by (2.28), (3.7) and (3.3), we have −Δt_{n,i} = ε_{n,i} ( v^{θn}_n (x_{n,i}) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} − e^U )

= ε_{n,i} ( e^{wn,i+σn,i} − e^U ) + ε_{n,i}e^{σn,i} (( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} − e^{wn,i} )

= s_{n,i}(e^U + ~g_{n,i}) + ~h_{n,i}, (3.19)

where ~g_{n,i} := ε_{n,i} ( e^{wn,i+σn,i} − e^U ) − s_{n,i}e^U s_{n,i} (3.20) and ~h_{n,i} := ε_{n,i}e^σn,i (( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} − e^{wn,i} ) . (3.21)

The desired estimates for ~g_{n,i} and ~h_{n,i} can be obtained similarly as (3.14)-(3.18) and we omit the details.

To get the convergence information, we have to prove the a priori estimate of (s_{n,i}, t_{n,i}). Actually we need to establish the following lemma:

Lemma 3.3. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0) and any τ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a C_τ > 0 such that max {|s_{n,i}(x)|, |t_{n,i}(x)|} ≤ C_τ (1 + |x|)^τ for any x ∈ B^r_{μn,i} (0). (3.22) The proof of Lemma 3.3 is complex and technical. The idea of the proof origins to Estimate C in [10], and we also refer to [22, Proposition 3.5] for the case of the scalar equation. Since all the arguments are in local sense, to simplify the notations, we use z_n, w_n, s_n, t_n, μ_n, x_n, ε_n, γ_n to denote z_{n,i}, w_{n,i}, etc, i.e. we omit the subscript i. Let N_n := max_{|x|≤ rμ} n { |s_n(x)| (1 + |x|)^τ , |t_n(x)| (1 + |x|)^τ } . (3.23)

To prove Lemma 3.3, we have to show that N_n is bounded. We prove it by contradiction. Assume N_n → ∞ as n → ∞, then we have the following claim:

Lemma 3.4. If N_n → ∞, then N^∗_n = o(1)N_n, where N^∗_n := max_{|x|≤ rμ} n max |x^′|=|x| { |s_n(x) − s_n(x^′)| (1 + |x|)^τ , |t_n(x) − t_n(x^′)| (1 + |x|)^τ } . (3.24)

Proof. Assume by contradiction that up to a subsequence, N^∗_n ≥ CN_n for some C > 0. Without loss of generality, we take x^′_n and x^{′′}_n such that |x^′_n| = |x^{′′}_n| ≤^r_{μn} and

N^∗_n = |s_n(x^′_n) − s_n(x^{′′}_n)| (1 + |x^′_n|)^τ . By rotation, we assume that x^′_n = (x^′_{n,1}, x^′_{n,2}) with x^′_{n,2} > 0 and x^{′′}_n = x^{′−}_n , where x^− := (x_1, −x_2) for x = (x_1, x_2). Set

δ^∗_n(x) := s_n(x) − s_n(x^−) = ε_n(w_n(x) − w_n(x^−)), γ^∗_n(x) := t_n(x) − t_n(x^−) = ε_n(z_n(x) − z_n(x^−)), (3.25) and δ_n(x) := δ^∗_n(x) (1 + x_2)^τ

, γ_n(x) := γ^∗_n(x) (1 + x_2)^τ . Define N^{∗∗}_n := max |x|≤^r_{μn} ,x_2≥0 {|δ_n(x)|, |γ_n(x)|} , (3.26) then N^{∗∗}_n ≥ |δ^∗_n(x^′_n)| (1 + x^′_{n,2})^τ ≥ |δ^∗_n(x^′_n)| (1 + |x^′_n|)^τ = N^∗_n ≥ CN_n → +∞. Without loss of generality we take x^∗_n ∈ { x ∈ R^2 : |x| ≤^r_{μn} , x_2 > 0 } such that N^{∗∗}_n = |δ_n(x^∗_n)| ≥ |γ_n(x^∗_n)|, where x^∗_{n,2} > 0 follows from δ_n(x_1, 0) = γ_n(x_1, 0) ≡ 0.

Step 1. We prove |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{2μn} .

By contradiction, we assume^r_{2μn} ≤ |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{μn} . Using (3.7), (2.26), U(x^∗_n) = U(x^{∗−}_n ) and Lemma 2.7, we have

δ^∗_n(x^∗_n) = s_n(x^∗_n) − s_n(x^{∗−}_n ) = ε_np_n v_n(x_{n,i}) (u_n(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^∗_n) − u_n(x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^{∗−}_n ))

= ε_np_n v_n(x_{n,i}) k∑ j=1 C_{n,j} (G(x_{n,j} , x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^∗_n) − G(x_{n,j} , x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^{∗−}_n )) + o(ε_nμ_n). (3.27)

Note from (2.36) that p_nC_{n,j} = O(1) for all j. Since^r_{2μn} ≤ |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{μn} , we obtain that for j ≠ i, G(x_{n,j} , x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^∗_n) − G(x_{n,j} , x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^{∗−}_n ) = O(μ_{n,i}|x^∗_n − x^{∗−}_n |) = O(μ_{n,i}x^∗_{n,2}). While for j = i, we have G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^∗_n) − G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^{∗−}_n ) = −H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^∗_n) + H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}x^{∗−}_n ) = O(μ_{n,i}|x^∗_n − x^{∗−}_n |) = O(μ_{n,i}x^∗_{n,2}). Thus δ^∗_n(x^∗_n) = O(ε_nμ_nx^∗_{n,2}) + o(ε_nμ_n) and then we see from x^∗_{n,2} ≤^r_{μn} and (3.6) that

N^{∗∗}_n = |δ^∗_n(x^∗_n)| (1 + x^∗_{n,2})^τ

= O(ε_nμ_n(x^∗_{n,2})^{1−τ} ) + o(ε_nμ_n) = o(1), (3.28)

which is a contradiction with N^{∗∗}_n → ∞. So |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{2μn} .

Step 2. We prove |x^∗_n| ≤ C.

By contradiction, we assume |x^∗_n| → ∞. Since N^{∗∗}_n = |δ_n(x^∗_n)| → ∞, we may assume δ_n(x^∗_n) > 0 for large n (The case δ_n(x^∗_n) < 0 can be discussed similarly and we omit the details). By (3.26), |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{2μn} and x^∗_{n,2} > 0, we get ∇δ_n(x^∗_n) = 0 and Δδ_n(x^∗_n) ≤ 0. Let L := −Δ − 2τ 1 + x_2 ∂ ∂x_2 + τ(1 − τ) (1 + x_2)^2 , then − Δ[(1 + x_2)^τ φ(x)] = (1 + x_2)^τ Lφ(x). (3.29) From here, (3.12) and U(x) = U(x^−) we have Lδ_n = 1 (1 + x_2)^τ

(−Δs_n(x) + Δs_n(x^−)) = ε_n (1 + x_2)^τ [( 1 + z_n(x) p_n )_{pn} − ( 1 + z_n(x^−) p_n )_{pn} ] =: g^∗_n(x) (1 + x_2)^τ

. (3.30)

Then we obtain 0 < τ(1 − τ) (1 + x^∗_{n,2})^2 δ_n(x^∗_n) ≤ Lδ_n(x^∗_n) = g^∗_n(x^∗_n) (1 + x^∗_{n,2})^τ

, (3.31)

where τ ∈ (0, 1) is used. On the other hand, by (3.25), ln(1 + s) ≤ s and Lemma 2.5,

0 ≤ g^∗_n(x) γ^∗_n(x) = (1 +^{zn(x)}_{pn} )^{pn} − (1 +^{zn(x−)}_{pn} )^{pn} z_n(x) − z_n(x^−)

= ( 1 + λz_n(x) + (1 − λ)z_n(x^−) p_n )_{pn−1} (where λ ∈ (0, 1)) (3.32) ≤ e^{pn−1p}n^{(λzn(x)+(1−λ)zn(x−))} ≤ ( C 1 + |x|^{4−δ} )^pn^{−1}_{pn} , ∀|x| ≤ r μ_n . From here, δ_n(x^∗_n) = |δ_n(x^∗_n)| ≥ |γ_n(x^∗_n)| and |x^∗_n| → ∞, we have for n large,

g^∗_n(x^∗_n) (1 + x^∗_{n,2})^τ ≤ ( C 1 + |x^∗_n|^{4−δ} )^pn^{−1}_{pn} γ_n(x^∗_n) (1 + x^∗_{n,2})^τ ≤ 1 2 τ(1 − τ) (1 + x^∗_{n,2})^2 δ_n(x^∗_n), a contradiction with (3.31). So |x^∗_n| ≤ C.

Step 3. We complete the proof by obtaining a contradiction. Define δ̄_n :=^{δn}_{N ∗∗n} and γ̄_n :=^{γn}_{N ∗∗n} . Then Lδ̄_n =^{g∗n} N^{∗∗}_n (1+x_2)^τ , in B^rμ_n (0) ∩ { x ∈ R^2 : x_2 ≥ 0 } , Lγ̄_n =^{~g∗n} N^{∗∗}_n (1+x_2)^τ , in B^rμ_n (0) ∩ { x ∈ R^2 : x_2 ≥ 0 } , |δ̄_n(x^∗_n)| = 1 = max { |δ̄_n|, |γ̄_n| } , (3.33)

where similarly as (3.30) and (3.32),

~g^∗_n(x) :=ε_nv_n(x_n)^{θn} [( 1 + w_n(x) p_n )_{qn} − ( 1 + w_n(x^−) p_n )_{qn} ]

=v_n(x_n)^{θn} δ^∗_n(x) ( 1 +^{wn(x)}_{pn} )_{qn} − ( 1 +^{wn(x−)}_{pn} )_{qn} w_n(x) − w_n(x^−) = q_n p_n v_n(x_n)^{θn} δ^∗_n(x) ( 1 + λ̃w_n(x) + (1 − λ̃)w_n(x−) p_n )_{qn−1} (where λ̃ ∈ (0, 1)). (3.34)

Since Theorem 2.4 says that z_n(x), z_n(x^−) → U(x) and w_n(x), w_n(x^−) → U −^θ_2 in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), we see from (3.32) and (3.34) that_{g∗} n N^{∗∗}_n (1+x_2)^τ γ̄_n = g^∗_n(x) γ^∗_n(x) → e^{U(x)} in C_{loc}(R^2 ), g̃^∗_n N^{∗∗}_n (1+x_2)^τ

δ̄_n = g̃^∗_n(x) δ^∗_n(x) → e^{θ2} e^{U(x)− θ2} = e^{U(x)}, in C_{loc}(R^2 ).

From here and (3.33), we conclude from the standard elliptic estimates that up to a subsequence, (δ̄_n, γ̄_n) → (δ̄_∞, γ̄_∞) in C^2_{loc}(R^2_+ ) and Lδ̄_∞ = e^U γ̄_∞, in R^2_+ , Lγ̄_∞ = e^U δ̄_∞, in R^2_+ , ‖δ̄_∞‖_L∞ , ‖γ̄_∞‖_L∞ ≤ 1, δ̄_∞(x_1, 0) = γ̄_∞(x_1, 0) = 0,

(3.35)

where R^2_+ = { x ∈ R^2 : x_2 ≥ 0 } . Since |x^∗_n| ≤ C we obtain max_R2_+ δ̄_∞ = 1, which means δ̄_∞ ≢ 0. Define (δ_∞, γ_∞) := ((1 + x_2)^τ δ̄_∞, (1 + x_2)^τ γ̄_∞) and consider its odd extension in x_2, then by (3.29) we deduce that (δ_∞, γ_∞) is a solution of { −Δu = e^U v, −Δv = e^U u in R^2 , |u(x)|, |v(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^τ in R^2 . (3.36)

Applying Lemma 2.2 leads to

(δ_∞, γ_∞) = 2∑ j=0 c_j (ϕ_j , ϕ_j ) + c_3(ϕ_3, −ϕ_3).

Since ∇v_n(x_n) = 0, we obtain from (3.25) and (2.26) that

∇γ^∗_n(0) = ε_n(∇z_n(x) − ∇z_n(x^−))|_{x=0} = ( 0, 2ε_np_nμ_n v_n(x_n) ∂ ∂x_2 v_n(x_n) ) = 0,

i.e. ∇ ((1 + x_2)^τ γ̄_n(x)) |_{x=0} = 0. Since γ_n(0) = 0, we obtain ∇γ_n(0) = 0 and so ∇γ_∞(0) = 0. It follows from (2.2) that c_1 = c_2 = 0. Moreover γ_∞(x_1, 0) ≡ 0 for any x_1 ∈ R implies c_0 = c_3 = 0. Thus δ_∞ ≡ 0, a contradiction with δ̄_∞ ≢ 0. The proof is complete.

Now we are in the position to complete the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Fix any r_0 ∈ (0, d_0). Suppose by contradiction that N_n = max_{|x|≤ r0μ} n { |s_n(x)| (1 + |x|)^τ , |t_n(x)| (1 + |x|)^τ } → +∞ as n → ∞. Note that |s_n(x)|, |t_n(x)| ≤ N_n(1 + |x|)^τ , ∀|x| ≤ r_0/μ_n. (3.37) Set φ_n(r) := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 s_n(r, ρ)dρ and ψ_n(r) := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 t_n(r, ρ)dρ. (3.38)

Since 0 ≤ max ρ∈[0,2π] |s_n(r, ρ)| − |φ_n(r)| ≤ max_{ρ1 ,ρ2 ∈[0,2π]} |s_n(r, ρ_1) − s_n(r, ρ_2)|, we obtain from Lemma 3.4 that max 0≤r≤^{r0}_{μn} { |φ_n(r)| (1 + r)^τ , |ψ_n(r)| (1 + r)^τ } = N_n(1 + o(1)) → +∞.

Without loss of generality, we take r_n ∈ [0,^{r0}_{μn} ] such that |φ_n(r_n)| (1 + r_n)^τ

= max 0≤r≤^{r0}_{μn} { |φ_n(r)| (1 + r)^τ , |ψ_n(r)| (1 + r)^τ } . (3.39)

Step 1. We claim that r_n is uniformly bounded.

To see it, let ϕ_0(x) =^{8−|x|2}_{8+|x|2} be defined in (2.2), then |ϕ_0(x)| ≤ 1 and −Δϕ_0 = e^U ϕ_0. Recalling Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 2.6 that

g_n = O ( |z_n − U| 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) = O ( ln(2 + |x|) 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) = O ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−2δ} ) ,

h_n = O ( ε_n p_n 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) = o ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , for |x| ≤ r_0/μ_n, it follows from (3.37) that ∫ |x|≤r ϕ_0Δs_n − s_nΔϕ_0dx = ∫ |x|≤r e^U (s_n − t_n)ϕ_0 − t_ng_nϕ_0 − h_nϕ_0dx ≤ CN_n ∫_r 0 s(1 + s)^τ 1 + s^{4−2δ} ds = O(N_n). (3.40)

On the other hand, we have ∫ |x|≤r ϕ_0Δs_n − s_nΔϕ_0dx = ∫ |x|=r ϕ_0∂_ν s_n − s_n∂_ν ϕ_0dσ = 8 − r^2 8 + r^2 2πrφ^′_n(r) + 32r (8 + r^2)^2 2πrφ_n(r). (3.41)

From here and φ_n(r) ≤ (1 + r)^τ N_n(1 + o(1)) we get |φ^′_n(r)| ≤ C ( N_n r + φ_n(r) r^3 ) = O(N_n) r , ∀3 ≤ r ≤ r_0/μ_n, (3.42)

It follows that

(1 + r_n)^τ N_n(1 + o(1)) = |φ_n(r_n)| ≤ ∫_{rn} 3 |φ^′(r)|dr + |φ_n(3)| ≤ C(1 + ln r_n)N_n,

which gives that r_n is uniformly bounded.

Step 2. We complete the proof by obtaining a contradiction.

Let φ̄_n(x) :=^{φn(|x|)}_{φn(rn)} and ψ̄_n(x) :=^{ψn(|x|)}_{φn(rn)} . Then (3.39) implies |φ̄_n(x)| ≤ (1 + |x|)^τ and |ψ̄_n(x)| ≤ (1 + |x|)^τ for |x| ≤ r_0/μ_n. By Lemma 3.2 and (3.38), we have

−Δφ̄_n = ψ̄_n ( e^U + O (_{|zn−U|} 1+|x|^{4−δ} )) + O (_1 N_n(1+|x|^{4−δ} ) ) , in B^r_{μn} (0), −Δψ̄_n = φ̄_n ( e^U + O (_{|wn+σn−U|} 1+|x|^{4−δ} )) + O (_1 N_n(1+|x|^{4−δ} ) ) , in B^r_{μn} (0),

(3.43)

Since z_n − U → 0 and w_n + σ_n − U → 0 in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), by standard elliptic estimates we obtain that up to a subsequence, (φ̄_n, ψ̄_n) → (φ̄_∞, ψ̄_∞) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), where (φ̄_∞, ψ̄_∞) is a solution of the linearzed system (2.3). Since r_n is bounded, we know φ̄_∞ ≢ 0. Applying Lemma 2.2, it holds

(φ̄_∞, ψ̄_∞) = 2∑ j=0 c_j (ϕ_j , ϕ_j ) + c_3(ϕ_3, −ϕ_3). (3.44)

The radial symmetry of (φ̄_∞, ψ̄_∞) yields c_1 = c_2 = 0. Since (3.8) says that s_n(0) = 1 and t_n(0) = 0, we see from φ(r_n) → ∞ that φ̄_∞(0) = ψ̄_∞(0) = 0, which yields c_0 = c_3 = 0. So φ̄_∞ ≡ 0, which is a contradiction with φ̄_∞ ≢ 0. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.3.

As a consequence of Lemma 3.3, we obtain

Lemma 3.5. It holds that up to a subsequence, (s_{n,i}, t_{n,i}) → 1 2 (ϕ_0, ϕ_0) + 1 2 (ϕ_3, −ϕ_3), in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ),

as n → ∞, where ϕ_0 and ϕ_3 is given in Lemma 2.2.

Proof. By Lemmas 3.2-3.3, it follows from the standard elliptic estimates that up to a subsequence, as n → ∞, (s_{n,i}, t_{n,i}) → (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}), and (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}) is a solution of the linearized system (2.3). Again by Lemma 2.2, we have (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}) = 2∑ j=0 c_{i,j} (ϕ_j , ϕ_j ) + c_{i,3}(ϕ_3, −ϕ_3).

Since (3.8) says s_{n,i}(0) = 1, t_{n,i}(0) = 0 and ∇t_{n,i}(0) = 0, we have s_{∞,i}(0) = 1, t_{∞,i}(0) = 0 and ∇t_{∞,i}(0) = 0, which implies c_{i,0} = c_{i,3} =^1_2 and c_{i,1} = c_{i,2} = 0.

Lemma 3.6. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), we have ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx = 8π + 1 ε_{n,i} ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U t_{n,i}dx + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ), (3.45)

and e^{σn,i} ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx = 8π + 1 ε_{n,i} ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U s_{n,i}dx + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ). (3.46)

Proof. Note from (3.6) that ε_{n,i} <^r_{μn,i} for n large, then by Lemma 2.5 and ε_{n,i} → ∞ we have ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0)\B_{εn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx ≤ C ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0)\B_{εn,i} (0) 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} dx = O( 1 ε^{2−δ}_{n,i} ) = o( 1 ε_{n,i} ),

Thus ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx = ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ). (3.47)

Note from (3.8) that w_{n,i} = U − σ_{n,i} + s_{n,i} ε_{n,i} , z_{n,i} = U + t_{n,i} ε_{n,i} . (3.48)

For x ∈ B_{εn,i} (0), Lemma 2.6 says that z_{n,i}(x) = O(ln ε_{n,i}) and Lemma 3.3 says that t_{n,i}(x) = O(ε^τ_{n,i}), so by the Taylor’s expansion and ε_{n,i}/p_n → 0, ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} = e^{pn ln(1+ zn,ipn )} = e^{zn,i− 12pn z2n,i+O(} z3n,i p2n )

= e^{U+} tn,i εn,i − 1 2pn ( U+^{tn,i}_{εn,i} )_2 +o(^1_{εn,i} ) = e^U ( 1 + t_{n,i} ε_{n,i} − 1 2p_n U^2 + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ) ) . So ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx = ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U dx + 1 ε_{n,i} ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U t_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p_n ) + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ) = 8π + 1 ε_{n,i} ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U t_{n,i}dx + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ), which together with (3.47) gives (3.45).

Similarly, for n large we have ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx = ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ). (3.49)

Again in B_{εn,i} (0), Lemma 2.6 says that w_{n,i} = O(ln ε_{n,i}) and Lemma 3.3 says that s_{n,i}(x) = O(ε^τ_{n,i}). Since q_n p_n = 1 + θ_n p_n = 1 + O( 1 p_n ), we have ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} = e^{qn ln(1+ wn,ip}n^) = e^{qnpn wn,i− qn2p2}n^{w2n,i+O(} w3n,i p2n )

= e^{qnpn} ( U−σ_{n,i}+^{sn,i}_{εn,i} ) −^{qn}_{2p2n} ( U−σ_{n,i} +^{sn,i}_{εn,i} )_2

+o(^1_{εn,i} ) = e^{U−σn,i} ( 1 + s_{n,i} ε_{n,i} + 1 p_n ( − 1 2 U^2 + (σ_{n,i} + θ_n)U − (θ_nσ_{n,i} + 1 2 σ^2_{n,i}) ) + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ) ) .

So e^{σn,i} ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx = 8π + 1 ε_{n,i} ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U s_{n,i}dx + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ), which together with (3.49) gives (3.46).

Now we are ready to achieve our goal of this section.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By contradiction, we assume that (3.2) does not hold for some i ∈ {1, · · · , k}, i.e. (3.5) holds for such i up to a subsequence. Then by the above discussions, we obtain ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx − e^{σn,i} ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx

= 1 ε_{n,i} ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U (t_{n,i} − s_{n,i})dx + o( 1 ε_{n,i} ). Then we deduce from (2.43) that ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U (t_{n,i} − s_{n,i})dx = o(1) + O ( ε_{n,i} p_n ) = o(1).

However, using Lemma 3.3, the Dominated Convergence Theorem and Lemma 3.5, we get ∫ B_{εn,i} (0) e^U (t_{n,i} − s_{n,i})dx → − ∫ R^2

e^U ϕ_3dx < 0,

a contradiction. This finishes the proof.

4 Sharp estimates of μ_{n,i} and v_n(x_{n,i})

In this section, we give sharp estimates of μ_{n,i}, v_n(x_{n,i}) and u_n(x_{n,i}), and finish the proof of Theorem 1.1. To this aim, we need better estimates of w_{n,i}, z_{n,i} than the forms in (3.48). In this section, for simplicity, we use the same notations as in Section 3 without introducing ambiguity.

First of all, we estimate the errors between (w_{n,i}, z_{n,i}) and its limit (U −^θ_2 , U). Let us define s_{n,i} := p_n(w_{n,i} + σ_{n,i} − U) and t_{n,i} := p_n(z_{n,i} − U). (4.1) where σ_{n,i} = θ_n ln v_n(x_{n,i}) →^θ_2 . Note that the difference between (4.1) and that one (3.7) in Section 3 is only the replacement of ε_{n,i} with p_n. Thanks to Proposition 3.1, we see that

|s_{n,i}(0)| ≤ C, t_{n,i}(0) = 0, ∇t_{n,i}(0) = 0, for any n ≥ 1. (4.2)

First we have

Lemma 4.1. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), we have { −Δs_{n,i} = t_{n,i}(e^U + g_{n,i}) + h_{n,i}, in B^r_{μn,i} (0), −Δt_{n,i} = s_{n,i}(e^U + ~g_{n,i}) + ~h_{n,i}, in B^r_{μn,i} (0), (4.3)

where g_{n,i} = O ( |z_{n,i} − U| 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , ~g_{n,i} = O ( |w_{n,i} + σ_{n,i} − U| 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , in B^r_{μn,i} (0), (4.4) max { |h_{n,i}|, |~h_{n,i}| } = O ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , in B^r_{μn,i} (0), (4.5) for any given small δ > 0, and as n → ∞ h_{n,i}(x) → − U^2 2 e^U , ~h_{n,i}(x) → ( − U^2 2 + 3 2 θU − 5 8 θ^2 ) e^U , in C_{loc}(R^2 ). (4.6)

Proof. By the same argument as Lemma 3.2, we have that (4.3) holds with the corresponding g_{n,i} := p_n ( e^{zn,i} − e^U ) − t_{n,i}e^U t_{n,i} , h_{n,i} := p_n (( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} − e^{zn,i} ) , (4.7)

~g_{n,i} := p_n ( e^{wn,i+σn,i} − e^U ) − s_{n,i}e^U s_{n,i} , ~h_{n,i} := p_ne^{σn,i} (( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} − e^{wn,i} ) , (4.8)

satisfying (4.4)-(4.5).

To prove (4.6), we fix any R > 0. Since z_{n,i}(x) → U and w_{n,i}(x) → U −^θ_2 uniformly in B_R(0), i.e. |z_{n,i}(x)/p_n| ≤^1_2 uniformly in B_R(0) for n large, we can use^1 ln(1 + s) = s −^1_2 s^2 + O(s^3) for |s| ≤^1_2 to obtain h_{n,i} = p_ne^{zn,i} ( e^{pn ln(1+ zn,ip}n^{)−zn,i} − 1 ) = p_ne^{zn,i} ( e^− z2n,i 2pn +O(^1_{p2n} ) − 1 )

= p_ne^{zn,i} ( − z^2_{n,i} 2p_n + O( 1 p^2_n ) ) → − U^2 2 e^U uniformly in B_R(0).

(4.9)

Similarly, ~h_{n,i} = e^wn,i^{+σ}n,i ( θ_nw_{n,i} − 1 2 w^2_{n,i} + O( 1 p_n ) ) → ( θ ( U − θ 2 ) − 1 2 ( U − θ 2 )_2) e^U = ( − 1 2 U^2 + 3 2 θU − 5 8 θ^2 ) e^U uniformly in B_R(0).

(4.10)

The proof is complete.

Lemma 4.2. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), i = 1, · · · , k and any τ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a C_τ > 0 such that max {|s_{n,i}(x)|, |t_{n,i}(x)|} ≤ C_τ (1 + |x|)^τ for any x ∈ B^r_{μn,i} (0). (4.11) Proof. The proof is the same as Lemma 3.3 by just replacing ε_{n,i} with p_n.

A direct consequence of Lemmas 4.1-4.2 is

Lemma 4.3. For any i = 1, · · · , k, it holds (s_{n,i}, t_{n,i}) → (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}), in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), as n → ∞, where (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}) is a solution of the system { −Δs_{∞,i} = t_{∞,i}e^U −^1_2 U^2e^U , in R^2 −Δt_{∞,i} = s_{∞,i}e^U + ( −^{U 2}_2 +^3_2 θU −^5_8 θ^2 ) e^U , in R^2 ,

(4.12)

and for any τ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a C_τ > 0 such that max {|s_{∞,i}(x)|, |t_{∞,i}(x)|} ≤ C_τ (1 + |x|)^τ . (4.13) 1Remark that ln(1 + s) = s −^1_2 s^2 + O(s^3) can not hold uniformly for |s| < 1, otherwise letting s → −1 leads to a contradiction.

This is the reason why we can not use the arguments (4.9)-(4.10) in B r_{μn,i} (0) to obtain (4.5).

Moreover, we can compute the exact formulas for the limit functions (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}).

Lemma 4.4. For any i = 1, · · · , k, there exist constants c_{i,j} ∈ R, j = 0, 3 such that s_{∞,i} = − 3 2 θU + 5 8 θ^2 + ψ_0 + c_{i,0}ϕ_0 + c_{i,3}ϕ_3, (4.14) and t_{∞,i} = − 3 2 θ + ψ_0 + c_{i,0}ϕ_0 − c_{i,3}ϕ_3, (4.15)

where ψ_0 is a smooth radial solution of −Δψ − e^U ψ +^1_2 U^2e^U = 0 such that ψ_0(0) = ∇ψ_0(0) = 0 and as |x| → ∞, ψ_0(x) = 12 ln |x| + O(1), ∇ψ_0(x) = 12 x |x|^2 + O( 1 |x|^2 ). (4.16)

Remark 4.1. From t_{∞,i}(0) = 0, we see that c_{i,0} = c_{i,3} +^3_2 θ. In Remark 4.3 below, we will give the exact values of c_{i,0} and c_{i,3}.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Let (s̄_{∞,i}, t̄_{∞,i}) = ( s_{∞,i} + 3 2 θU − 5 8 θ^2, t_{∞,i} + 3 2 θ ) , then from (4.12) we see that { −Δs̄_{∞,i} = t̄_{∞,i}e^U −^1_2 U^2e^U , in R^2 , −Δt̄_{∞,i} = s̄_{∞,i}e^U −^1_2 U^2e^U , in R^2 .

(4.17)

Setting φ_i :=^{s̄∞,i +t̄∞,i}_2 and ψ_i :=^{s̄∞,i−t̄∞,i}_2 , i.e.

s̄_{∞,i} = φ_i + ψ_i and t̄_{∞,i} = φ_i − ψ_i.

From (4.17), we obtain −Δψ_i + e^U ψ_i = 0 in R^2 . Since |ψ_i| ≤ C_τ (1 + |x|)^τ , we deduce from Lemma 2.3 that ψ_i = c_{i,3}ϕ_3. Now we turn our attention to φ_i. From (4.17), we obtain

− Δφ_i − e^U φ_i = − 1 2 U^2e^U in R^2 . (4.18)

Recall Lemma 2.1 that ϕ_0(x) =^{8−|x|2}_{8+|x|2} is a solution of −Δu − e^U u = 0, i.e. ϕ_0(r) =^{8−r2}_{8+r2} is a solution of −u^{′′} −^1_r u^′ −^1_{(1+ 18 r2)2} u = 0. By ODE methods (see [8, Section 2] for detailed discussions), we obtain a radial special solution ψ_0 of (4.18) as follows

ψ_0(x) = 8 − |x|^2 8 + |x|^2 (∫_{|x|√8} 0 ~ψ_0(s) − ~ψ_0(1)

(1 − s)^2 ds + ~ψ_0(1) |x| √ 8 − |x| ) , (4.19)

where ~ψ_0(r) = 16(1 + r^2)^2 r(1 + r)^2 ∫_r 0 s(1 − s^2) (1 + s^2)^3 ln^2(1 + s^2)ds.

Obviously ψ_0(0) = ∇ψ_0(0) = 0. By direct computations, we obtain as |x| → ∞,

ψ_0(x) = −16 ln |x| ∫_∞ 0 t(1 − t^2) (1 + t^2)^3 ln^2(1 + t^2)dt + O(1) = 12 ln |x| + O(1), and ∇ψ_0(x) = −16 x |x|^2 ∫_∞ 0 t(1 − t^2) (1 + t^2)^3 ln^2(1 + t^2)dt + O( 1 |x|^2 ) = 12 x |x|^2 + O( 1 |x|^2 ).

Since |φ_i| ≤ C_τ (1 + |x|)^τ , we deduce from Lemma 2.1 that

φ_i − ψ_0 = 2∑ j=0 c_{i,j} ϕ_j , (4.20)

where c_{i,j} ∈ R are constants. Therefore

s̄_{∞,i} = φ_i + ψ_i = ψ_0 + 2∑ j=0 c_{i,j} ϕ_j + c_{i,3}ϕ_3,

t̄_{∞,i} = φ_i − ψ_i = ψ_0 + 2∑ j=0 c_{i,j} ϕ_j − c_{i,3}ϕ_3, which give (4.14) and (4.15). Finally, ∇t_{∞,i}(0) = 0 implies c_{i,1} = c_{i,2} = 0.

Now we estimate the errors between (s_{n,i}, t_{n,i}) and its limit (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}). For any i = 1 · · · , k, let us define { s^∗_{n,i} := ψ_0 + l_{n,i}ϕ_0 + m_{n,i}ϕ_3 − (θ_n + σ_{n,i})U + σ_{n,i}θ_n +^1_2 σ^2_{n,i}, t^∗_{n,i} := ψ_0 + l_{n,i}ϕ_0 − m_{n,i}ϕ_3 − (θ_n + σ_{n,i}),

(4.21)

where { l_{n,i} :=^1_2 (s_{n,i}(0) − (σ_{n,i}θ_n +^1_2 σ^2_{n,i}) + θ_n + σ_{n,i}), m_{n,i} :=^1_2 (s_{n,i}(0) − (σ_{n,i}θ_n +^1_2 σ^2_{n,i}) − (θ_n + σ_{n,i})).

(4.22)

In Remark 4.3, we will give exact values of l_{n,i} and m_{n,i}. By direct computations, we see that l_{n,i} → c_{i,0} = 1 2 (s_{∞,i}(0) −^5_8 θ^2 +^3_2 θ) and m_{n,i} → c_{i,3} = c_{i,0} −^3_2 θ. So (s^∗_{n,i}, t^∗_{n,i}) → (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}). Furthermore, we have { −Δs^∗_{n,i} = e^U t^∗_{n,i} −^1_2 U^2e^U , in R^2 , −Δt^∗_{n,i} = e^U s^∗_{n,i} + ( −^1_2 (U − σ_{n,i})^2 + θ_n(U − σ_{n,i}) ) e^U , in R^2 .

(4.23)

Define α_{n,i} := p_n(s_{n,i} − s^∗_{n,i}) and β_{n,i} := p_n(t_{n,i} − t^∗_{n,i}). (4.24) Then it follows from (4.22) and (4.2) that

α_{n,i}(0) = 0, β_{n,i}(0) = 0, ∇β_{n,i}(0) = 0 for any n ≥ 1. (4.25)

Remark 4.2. Due to the complexity of the Lane-Emden system, one may see that we can not study directly the error terms p_n(s_{n,i} − s_{∞,i}) and p_n(t_{n,i} − t_{∞,i}), but have to modify them with (4.24), i.e. we have to replace the limiting functions (s_{∞,i}, t_{∞,i}) with (s^∗_{n,i}, t^∗_{n,i}) by choosing those approximate parameters l_{n,i}, m_{n,i} carefully.

Lemma 4.5. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), we have { −Δα_{n,i} = β_{n,i}e^U + k_{n,i}, in B^r_{μn,i} (0), −Δβ_{n,i} = α_{n,i}e^U + ~k_{n,i}, in B^r_{μn,i} (0), (4.26)

where in B^r_{μn,i} (0) it holds max { |k_{n,i}|, |~k_{n,i}| } = O ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , (4.27)

for any given small δ > 0.

Proof. By (4.3) and (4.23), we have −Δα_{n,i} = β_{n,i}e^U + p_n(t_{n,i}g_{n,i} + h_{n,i} + 1 2 U^2e^U ) =: β_{n,i}e^U + k_{n,i}. (4.28)

Using (4.1), (4.4) and Lemma 4.2, we have p_nt_{n,i}g_{n,i} = O ( t^2_{n,i} 1 + |x|^{4− δ}2 ) = O ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) . To estimate the term p_n(h_{n,i} +^1_2 U^2e^U ), we use (4.7) and (3.15)-(3.17) to deduce that h_{n,i} = p_n (( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} − e^{zn,i} ) = p_n (( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} − ( 1 + y_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} )

= p_n ( 1 + y_{n,i} p_n )_{pn−1} (z_{n,i} − y_{n,i}) + p_n − 1 2 ( 1 + ξ p_n )_{pn−2} (z_n − y_n)^2 = − 1 2 z^2_{n,i}e^{pn−1p}n^{zn,i} + O( z^3_{n,i} p_n e^{pn−1p}n^{zn,i} ) + ( 1 + ξ p_n )_{pn−2} O( z^4_{n,i} p_n ), where ξ is between z_{n,i} and y_{n,i}. Since (1 +^s_{pn} )^{pn−2} is increasing for s > −p_n, we have ( 1 + ξ p_n )_{pn−2} ≤ max {( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn−2} , e^{pn−2p}n^{zn,i} } ≤ C ( C 1 + |x|^{4− δ}2 )^pn^{−2}_{pn} , so we see from Lemma 2.6 that O( z^3_{n,i} p_n e^{pn−1p}n^{zn,i} ) + ( 1 + ξ p_n )_{pn−2} O( z^4_{n,i} p_n ) = O ( 1 p_n 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) . Similarly, we have U^2e^U − z^2_{n,i}e^{pn−1p}n^{zn,i} =U^2e^U − z^2_{n,i}e^{zn,i} + z^2_{n,i}e^{zn,i} (1 − e^{− zn,ip}n ) =(ξ^2_1 + 2ξ_1)e^{ξ1} (U − z_{n,i}) + O( z^3_{n,i} p_n e^{zn,i} ) = −1 p_n (ξ^2_1 + 2ξ_1)e^{ξ1} t_{n,i} + O( z^3_{n,i} p_n e^{zn,i} ) =O ( 1 p_n 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , where ξ_1 is between z_{n,i} and U, and Lemma 4.2 is used. Combining the above estimates, we obtain p_n(h_{n,i} + 1 2 U^2e^U ) = O

(_1 1+|x|^{4−δ} ) and so |k_{n,i}| = O (_1 1+|x|^{4−δ} ) for any |x| ≤ r/μ_{n,i}. Remark that this also improves (4.9) as follows: h_{n,i} → − 1 2 U^2e^U uniformly in B^r_{μn,i} (0). (4.29)

Again by (4.3) and (4.23), we have −Δβ_{n,i} = α_{n,i}e^U + p_n ( s_{n,i}~g_{n,i} + ~h_{n,i} + ( 1 2 (U − σ_{n,i})^2 − θ_n(U − σ_{n,i}))e^U )

=: α_{n,i}e^U + ~k_{n,i}. (4.30) where ~h_{n,i} is given in Lemma 4.1. By similar arguments as above, we can prove that p_ns_{n,i}~g_{n,i} = O ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) ,

p_n ( ~h_{n,i} + ( 1 2 (U − σ_{n,i})^2 − θ_n(U − σ_{n,i}))e^U ) = O ( 1 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) , so |~k_{n,i}| = O (_1 1+|x|^{4−δ} ) for any |x| ≤ r/μ_{n,i}. The details are omitted here.

Lemma 4.6. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), i = 1, · · · , k and any τ ∈ (0, 1), there exists a C_τ > 0 such that max {|α_{n,i}(x)|, |β_{n,i}(x)|} ≤ C_τ (1 + |x|)^τ for any x ∈ B^r_{μn,i} (0). Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 3.3, but we have to make some minor modifications. Again to simplify the notations, we omit the subscript i. Let M_n := max_{|x|≤ rμ} n { |α_n(x)| (1 + |x|)^τ , |β_n(x)| (1 + |x|)^τ } , (4.31)

and assume by contradiction that M_n → ∞ as n → ∞. We need to claim that

M_n → ∞ implies M^∗_n = o(1)M_n, (4.32)

where M^∗_n := max_{|x|≤ rμ} n max |x^′|=|x| { |α_n(x) − α_n(x^′)| (1 + |x|)^τ , |β_n(x) − β_n(x^′)| (1 + |x|)^τ } . Again we prove this claim by contradiction, i.e. we suppose M_n → ∞ and M^∗_n ≥ CM_n for some C > 0. Without loss of generality, we take x^′_n and x^{′′}_n such that |x^′_n| = |x^{′′}_n| ≤^r_{μn} and

M^∗_n = |α_n(x^′_n) − α_n(x^{′′}_n)| (1 + |x^′_n|)^τ . By rotation, we assume that x^′_n = (x^′_{n,1}, x^′_{n,2}) with x^′_{n,2} > 0 and x^{′′}_n = x^{′−}_n , where x^− = (x_1, x_2)^− = (x_1, −x_2). Set δ^∗_n(x) := α_n(x) − α_n(x^−), γ^∗_n(x) := β_n(x) − β_n(x^−), (4.33)

δ_n(x) := δ^∗_n(x) (1 + x_2)^τ γ_n(x) := γ^∗_n(x) (1 + x_2)^τ , M^{∗∗}_n := max |x|≤^r_{μn} ,x_2≥0 {|δ_n(x)|, |γ_n(x)|} , (4.34) and take x^∗_n ∈ { x ∈ R^2 : |x| ≤^r_{μn} , x_2 > 0 } such that M^{∗∗}_n = |δ_n(x^∗_n)|. Then M^{∗∗}_n ≥ |δ^∗_n(x^′_n)| (1 + x^′_{n,2})^τ ≥ |δ^∗_n(x^′_n)| (1 + |x^′_n|)^τ = M^∗_n ≥ CM_n → +∞. Following the strategy of Lemma 3.4, first we need to show |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{2μn} . Again assume by contradiction that^r_{2μn} ≤ |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{μn} . Here the key point is that since (4.21) says that s^∗_n(x) is radially symmetric, i.e. s^∗_n(x^∗_n) = s^∗_n(x^{∗−}_n ), so

δ^∗_n(x^∗_n) = α_n(x^∗_n) − α_n(x^{∗−}_n ) = p_n ( s_n(x^∗_n) − s_n(x^{∗−}_n ) ) = p^2_n ( w_n(x^∗_n) − w_n(x^{∗−}_n ) ) .

Then similarly as (3.27)-(3.28), we have

δ^∗_n(x^∗_n) = O(p^2_nμ_nx^∗_{n,2}) + o(p^2_nμ_n)

and so M^{∗∗}_n = |δ^∗_n(x^∗_n)| (1 + x^∗_{n,2})^τ

= O(p^2_nμ_n(x^∗_{n,2})^{1−τ} ) + o(p^2_nμ_n) = o(1), (4.35)

which is a contradiction with M^{∗∗}_n → ∞. This proves |x^∗_n| ≤^r_{2μn} . The a similar argument as Lemma 3.4 implies M^∗_n = o(1)M_n, i.e. the claim (4.32) holds. Using this, one can prove Lemma 4.6 following the strategy of Lemma 3.3, and we omit the details here.

Note from (4.1) and (4.24) that w_{n,i} = U − σ_{n,i} + s^∗_{n,i} p_n + α_{n,i} p^2_n , z_{n,i} = U + t^∗_{n,i} p_n + β_{n,i} p^2_n

. (4.36)

Then we can give the following sharp estimates.

Lemma 4.7. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0) and i = 1, · · · , k, it holds ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx = 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δs^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ), (4.37)

and e^{σn,i} ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx = 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ), (4.38)

for any given small δ > 0.

Proof. The proof is similar as Lemma 3.6. Noting that p_n <^r_{μn,i} for n large, we have ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx = ∫ B_{pn} (0) + ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0)\B_{pn} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx

= ∫ B_{pn} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ). (4.39)

While in B_{pn} (0), we obtain from Lemma 2.6 that z_{n,i} = O(ln p_n), from (4.21) that t^∗_{n,i} = O(ln p_n) and from Lemma 4.6 that β_{n,i} = O(p^τ_n), so we deduce from (4.36) that ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} = e^{pn ln(1+ zn,ip}n^) = e^{zn,i− 12pn z2n,i+O(} z3n,i p2n )

= e^{U+} t∗n,i pn +^{βn,i}_{p2n} −^1_{2pn} ( U+^t ∗ n,i pn +^{βn,i}_{p2n} )_2

+O(^1_{p2−δn} ) = e^U ( 1 + 1 p_n (t^∗_{n,i} − 1 2 U^2) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ) . (4.40)

Since ∫

R^2\B_{pn} (0) e^U ( 1 + 1 p_n (t^∗_{n,i} − 1 2 U^2) ) dx = O (∫ R^2\B_{pn} (0)

(ln |x|)^2 |x|^4 dx ) = O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ), we obtain that ∫ B_{pn} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i} p_n )_{pn} dx = ∫ R^2 e^U ( 1 + 1 p_n (t^∗_{n,i} − 1 2 U^2) ) dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) = 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δs^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ), (4.41)

which together with (4.39) gives (4.37).

Similarly, for n large we have ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx = ∫ B_{pn} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ). (4.42)

Again in B_{pn} (0), we obtain from Lemma 2.6 that w_{n,i} = O(ln p_n), from (4.21) that s^∗_{n,i} = O(ln p_n) and from Lemma 4.6 that α_{n,i} = O(p^τ_n), so we deduce from (4.36) and^{qn}_{pn} = 1 +^{θn}_{pn} = 1 + O(^1_{pn} ) that ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} = e^{qn ln(1+ wn,ipn )} = e^{qnpn wn,i− qn2p2}n^{w2n,i+O(} w3n,i p2n )

= e qn pn ( U−σ_{n,i} +^s ∗ n,i pn +^{αn,i}_{p2n} ) −^{qn}_{2p2n} ( U−σ_{n,i} +^s ∗ n,i pn +^{αn,i}_{p2n} )_2 +O(^1_{p2−δn} ) = e^{U−σn,i} ( 1 + 1 p_n ( s^∗_{n,i} + θ_n(U − σ_{n,i}) − 1 2 (U − σ_{n,i})^2 ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) ) . Thus a similar argument implies e^{σn,i} ∫ B_{pn} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i} p_n )_{qn} dx = 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ), which together with (4.42) gives (4.38).

Lemma 4.8. For any i = 1, · · · , k, we have v_n(x_{n,i}) − √ e = O( ln p_n p_n ). Proof. By (4.37) we have ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 +^{zn,i(y)}_{pn} )_{pn} dy = 8π + O(^1_{pn} ). From here and (2.45), we obtain

1 + O( 1 p_n ) = 1 4π ( ln p_n p_n + p_n − 1 p_n ln v_n(x_{n,i}) ) (8π + O( 1 p_n )), which implies v_n(x_{n,i}) = √ e + O(^{ln pn}_{pn} ).

Now we can prove the sharp estimates of μ_{n,i} and v_n(x_{n,i}).

Lemma 4.9. For i = 1, · · · , k, we have μ_{n,i} = e^{− pn4} ( e^−(^{2πΦk,i (xn)+ 32 ln 2+ 34 + 18 θn}) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ) ) , (4.43) and v_n(x_{n,i}) = √ e ( 1 − ln p_n p_n − 1 + 1 p_n (4πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 3 ln 2 + 2 + 1 4 θ_n) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ) , (4.44)

where Φ_{k,i} is defined by (1.8), x_n = (x_{n,1}, · · · , x_{n,k}) and δ > 0 is any fixed small constant.

Proof. By taking r ∈ (0, d_0) and using (2.39)-(2.40), we have u_n(x_{n,i}) = ∫ Ω G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = k∑ j=1 ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy + O( C^{pn} p^{pn}_n ). (4.45)

We compute each term in the right-hand side of (4.45). For j = i, we deduce from (1.6) that ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= − v_n(x_{n,i}) ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

− v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) + ln |y| 2π ) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy =: I_{n,1} + I_{n,2}.

(4.46)

Using (4.37), we obtain I_{n,1} = − v_n(x_{n,i}) ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ( 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δs^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ) . By the Taylor’s expansion, (4.37) and Lemma 2.5, we have ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy + O(μ_{n,i}) ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) |y| ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) ( 8π + O( 1 p_n ) ) + O(μ_{n,i}) = 8πH(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) + O( 1 p_n ).

(4.47)

Furthermore, similarly to the proof of (4.37), we have 1 2π ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ln |y| ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= 1 2π ∫ B_{pn} (0) ln |y| ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn} dy + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) = 1 2π ∫ R^2 ln |y|e^U dy + 1 2πp_n ∫ R^2 ln |y|e^U (t^∗_{n,i} − 1 2 U^2)dy + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) = ∫_∞ 0 ln r r (1 +^1_8 r^2)^2 dr + O( 1 p_n ) = 6 ln 2 + O( 1 p_n ).

(4.48)

Inserting these estimates into I_{n,2} leads to I_{n,2} = − v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ( 8πH(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) + 6 ln 2 + O( 1 p_n ) ) , and so ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = − v_n(x_{n,i}) ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ( 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δs^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) )

− v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ( 8πH(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) + 6 ln 2 + O( 1 p_n ) ) . (4.49)

While for j ≠ i, note from Lemma 4.8 that v_n(x_{n,j} ) = v_n(x_{n,i}) + O(^{ln pn}_{pn} ), so it follows from (4.37) that ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)v^{pn}_n (y)dy = v_n(x_{n,j} ) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,j} + μ_{n,j} y) ( 1 + z_{n,j} (y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= v_n(x_{n,j} ) p_n G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,j} ) ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + z_{n,j} (y) p_n )_{pn} dy

+ v_n(x_{n,j} ) p_n O(μ_{n,j} ) ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) |y| ( 1 + z_{n,j} (y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,j} ) v_n(x_{n,j} ) p_n ( 8π + O( 1 p_n ) ) + O( μ_{n,j} p_n ) = v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n 8πG(x_{n,i}, x_{n,j} ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ).

(4.50)

Therefore, substituting (4.49)-(4.50) into (4.45) leads to u_n(x_{n,i}) v_n(x_{n,i}) = − ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ( 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δs^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) )

− 1 p_n (8πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 6 ln 2) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ). (4.51)

On the other hand, Proposition 3.1 says^{un(xn,i)}_{vn(xn,i)} = 1 −^1_{pn} σ_{n,i} + O(^1_{p2n} ). Inserting this into (4.51) gives

ln μ_{n,i} =

1 +^1_{pn} (8πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 6 ln 2 − σ_{n,i}) + O(^1_{p2−δn} ) −^1_{2πpn} ( 8π −^1_{pn} ∫ R^2 Δs ∗ n,idx + O(^1_{p2−δn} ) )

= − p_n 4 − 1 4 ( 8πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 6 ln 2 − σ_{n,i} + 1 8π ∫ R^2 Δs^∗_{n,i}dx ) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ). (4.52)

Similarly, by the Green’s representation formula we also have v_n(x_{n,i}) = ∫ Ω G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy = k∑ j=1 ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy + O( C^{qn} p^{qn}_n ). (4.53)

For j = i, we have ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy = v^{θn+1}_n (x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) G(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy

= − v^{θn+1}_n (x_{n,i}) ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy

− v^{θn+1}_n (x_{n,i}) p_n ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) + ln |y| 2π ) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy =: I_{n,3} + I_{n,4}.

(4.54)

Using (4.38) and v^{θn}_n (x_{n,i}) = e^{σn,i} , we obtain I_{n,3} = − v_n(x_{n,i}) ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ( 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) ) . Similarly to (4.47)-(4.48), we have v^{θn}_n (x_{n,i}) ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ( H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i} + μ_{n,i}y) + ln |y| 2π ) ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy

= H(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) ( 8π + O( 1 p_n ) ) + O(μ_{n,i}) + e^{σn,i} 2π ∫ B r_{μn,i} (0) ln |y| ( 1 + w_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{qn} dy

= 8πH(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) + 6 ln 2 + O( 1 p_n ),

(4.55)

thus ∫ B_r (x_{n,i}) G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy = − v_n(x_{n,i}) ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ( 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) )

− v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n ( 8πH(x_{n,i}, x_{n,i}) + 6 ln 2 + O( 1 p_n ) ) . (4.56)

For j ≠ i, similarly to (4.50), we have ∫ B_r (x_{n,j} ) G(x_{n,i}, y)u^{qn}_n (y)dy = v_n(x_{n,i}) p_n 8πG(x_{n,i}, x_{n,j} ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ). (4.57)

Inserting (4.56)-(4.57) into (4.53) leads to

1 = − ln μ_{n,i} 2πp_n ( 8π − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) )

− 1 p_n (8πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 6 ln 2) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ), (4.58)

which gives

ln μ_{n,i} =

1 +^1_{pn} (8πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 6 ln 2) + O(^1_{p2−δn} ) −^1_{2πpn} ( 8π −^1_{pn} ∫ R^2 Δt ∗ n,idx + O(^1_{p2−δn} ) )

= − p_n 4 − 1 4 ( 8πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 6 ln 2 + 1 8π ∫ R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx ) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ). (4.59)

Comparing (4.52) and (4.59), we obtain − σ_{n,i} + 1 8π ∫ R^2 Δs^∗_{n,i}dx = 1 8π ∫ R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ). (4.60)

On the other hand, by (4.21) we see that s^∗_{n,i} − t^∗_{n,i} = 2m_{n,i}ϕ_3 − (σ_{n,i} + θ_n)(U − 1) + (σ_{n,i}θ_n + 1 2 σ^2_{n,i}). Then as |x| → ∞, it follows from Lemma 2.2 that ∇(s^∗_{n,i} − t^∗_{n,i}) = 2m_{n,i}C_0( x |x|^2 + o( 1 |x| )) + (σ_{n,i} + θ_n) 4x 8 + |x|^2

= (2m_{n,i}C_0 + 4(σ_{n,i} + θ_n)) x |x|^2 + o( 1 |x| ), where C_0 := π^{−1}(e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π ). So (4.60) implies 8πσ_{n,i} + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ) = ∫ R^2 Δ(s^∗_{n,i} − t^∗_{n,i})dx = lim_{R→∞} ∫ ∂B_R(0) ⟨ ∇(s^∗_{n,i} − t^∗_{n,i}), x R ⟩ dσ_x = 2π(2m_{n,i}C_0 + 4(σ_{n,i} + θ_n)),

which means m_{n,i} = −2θ_nC^{−1}_0 + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ). (4.61)

From here, (4.21), (4.16) and Lemma 2.2, we get ∇t^∗_{n,i} = ∇ψ_0 + l_{n,i}∇ϕ_0 − m_{n,i}∇ϕ_3 = ( 12 + 2θ_n + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ) ) x |x|^2 + o( 1 |x| ), as |x| → ∞, so ∫

R^2 Δt^∗_{n,i}dx = lim_{R→∞} ∫ ∂B_R (0) ⟨ ∇t^∗_{n,i}, x R ⟩ dσ_x = 4π(6 + θ_n) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ). (4.62)

It follows from here and (4.59) that ln μ_{n,i} = − p_n 4 − ( 2πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 3 2 ln 2 + 3 4 + 1 8 θ_n ) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ), which gives (4.43). Finally, since ln μ_{n,i} = − 1 2 ln p_n − p_n − 1 2 ln v_n(x_{n,i}), we have ln v_n(x_{n,i}) = 1 2 − ln p_n p_n − 1 + 1 p_n ( 4πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 3 ln 2 + 2 + 1 4 θ_n ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) which gives (4.44). The proof is complete.

Remark 4.3. In the above proof, we see from (4.60) and (4.62) that ∫ R^2

Δs^∗_{n,i}dx = 8π(3 + θ_n) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ). (4.63)

Besides, we see from (4.61) that

m_{n,i} = −2θ_nC^{−1}_0 + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ) = −2πθ_n e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ).

Then we obtain from (4.22) that l_{n,i} = m_{n,i} + θ_n + σ_{n,i} = −2πθ_n e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π + θ_n + σ_{n,i} + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ). By letting n → ∞, we get

c_{i,0} = lim_{n→∞} l_{n,i} = ( −2π e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π + 3 2 ) θ, c_{i,3} = lim_{n→∞} m_{n,i} = −2π e √ 7 2 π + e^− √ 7 2 π θ.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Note from (4.36) that the assertion (c) holds, so it remains to compute the sharp estimate of u_n(x_{n,i}). By Proposition 3.1, we have u_n(x_{n,i}) = v_n(x_{n,i}) − 1 p_n θ_nv_n(x_{n,i}) ln v_n(x_{n,i}) + O( 1 p^2_n ) = √ e [ 1 − ln p_n p_n − 1 + 1 p_n ( 4πΦ_{k,i}(x_n) + 3 ln 2 + 2 − 1 4 θ_n ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) ] . Then we finish the proof.

5 Nondegeneracy of 1-bubble solutions

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 by contradiction. Let (u_n, v_n) be a 1-bubble solution concentrating at x_∞, i.e. k = i = 1 in the previous sections, so from now on we omit the subscript i. Assume that x_∞ is a nondegenerate critical point of the Robin function R(x). To prove that (u_n, v_n) is nondegenerate for large n, we suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence (ξ_n, η_n) ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) of solutions to the linearized system (1.17), satisfying

‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)} = max { ‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)} , ‖η_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)} } = 1, for any n ≥ 1.

Let d_0 be defined by (2.25), x_n be the local maximum points v_n(x_n) = max_{Bd0 (x∞)} v_n, the scaling parameter be μ_n = ( p_nv^{pn−1}_n (x_n) )_− 1_2 and the corresponding scaling functions (w_n, z_n) be defined as (1.11). Define

~ξ_n(x) := ξ_n(x_n + μ_nx) and ~η_n(x) := η_n(x_n + μ_nx) for x ∈ Ω_n := Ω − x^n μ_n . (5.1)

By direct computations, we know that −Δ~ξ_n = ( 1 +^{zn}_{pn} )_{pn−1} ~η_n, in Ω_n, −Δ~η_n =^{qn}_{pn} v^{θn}_n (x_n) ( 1 +^{wn}_{pn} )_{qn −1} ~ξ_n, in Ω_n, ~ξ_n = ~η_n = 0, on ∂Ω_n ‖~η_n‖_L∞ ≤ ‖~ξ_n‖_L∞ = 1. (5.2)

Then by standard elliptic estimates, we obtain that up to a subsequence, (~ξ_n, ~η_n) → (~ξ_∞, ~η_∞) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), and (~ξ_∞, ~η_∞) solves the linearized system (2.3). Then by Lemma 2.2 and ‖~ξ_∞‖_L∞ , ‖~η_∞‖_L∞ ≤ 1, it holds (~ξ_∞, ~η_∞) = 2∑ j=0 a_j (ϕ_j , ϕ_j ), (5.3)

where a_j ∈ R, j = 0, 1, 2 are constants. We want to prove that a_j = 0 for all j and obtain a contradiction. First, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), it holds { ξ_n(x) = A_{n,0}G(x_n, x) +

∑_2 j=1 A_{n,j} ∂_j G(x_n, x) + o(μ_n), η_n(x) = ~A_{n,0}G(x_n, x) + ∑_2 j=1 ~A_{n,j} ∂_j G(x_n, x) + o(μ_n), (5.4)

in C^1(Ω \ B_{2r}(x_n)). Moreover, A_{n,0}, ~A_{n,0} = 8π p_n a_0 + o( 1 p_n ), A_{n,j} , ~A_{n,j} = 2πa_j μ_n + o(μ_n), j = 1, 2. (5.5) Proof. For any x ∈ Ω \ B_{2r}(x_n), by the Green’s representation formula and (2.40) that v_n = O(^1_{pn} ) in Ω \ B_r(x_n), we have

ξ_n(x) = ∫ Ω G(y, x)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = (∫ B_r (x_n) + ∫ Ω\B_r (x_n) ) G(y, x)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = ∫ B_r (x_n) G(y, x)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy + O ( p_n( C p_n )^{pn−1} )

= ∫ B_r (x_n) G(y, x)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy + o(μ_n). Let A_{n,0} := ∫ B_r (x_n)

p_nv^{pn −1}_n η_ndy and A_{n,j} := ∫ B_r (x_n)

(y − x_n)_j p_nv^{pn−1}_n η_ndy, (5.6)

for j = 1, 2. Since ∇^2G(y, x) = O(1) for x ∈ Ω \ B_{2r}(x_n) and y ∈ B_r(x_n), we get by the Taylor’s expansion that ∫

B_r (x_n) G(y, x)p_nv^{pn −1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = A_{n,0}G(x_n, x) + 2∑ j=1 A_{n,j} ∂_j G(x_n, x) + ∫ B_r (x_n) O(|y − x_n|^2)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy. Since Remark 2.1 yields ∫ B_r (x_n)

|y − x_n|^2p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = O(μ^2_n) ∫ B r_{μn} (0) |y|^2 ( 1 + z_{n,i}(y) p_n )_{pn−1} dy = o(μ_n), we obtain ξ_n(x) = A_{n,0}G(x_n, x) + 2∑ j=1 A_{n,j} ∂_j G(x_n, x) + o(μ_n), (5.7)

for x ∈ Ω \ B_{2r}(x_n). Similarly, for h = 1, 2, it holds

∂_hξ_n(x) = ∫ Ω D_hG(y, x)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = ∫ B_r (x_n) D_hG(y, x)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy + o(μ_n). then one can get

∂_hξ_n(x) = A_{n,0}D_hG(x_n, x) + 2∑ j=1 A_{n,j} ∂_j D_hG(x_n, x) + o(μ_n), which means that (5.7) holds in C^1(Ω \ B_{2r}(x_n)).

Similarly, by letting ~A_{n,0} := ∫ B_r (x_n) q_nu^{qn−1}_n ξ_ndy and ~A_{n,j} := ∫ B_r (x_n)

(y − x_n)_j q_nu^{qn−1}_n ξ_ndy, (5.8)

for j = 1, 2, we can also obtain η_n(x) = ~A_{n,0}G(x_n, x) + 2∑ j=1 ~A_{n,j} ∂_j G(x_n, x) + o(μ_n), (5.9)

in C^1(Ω \ B_{2r}(x_n)). This proves the first part of Lemma 5.1.

Now we compute the estimates of A_{n,j} and ~A_{n,j} for j = 1, 2. By (5.6), Remark 2.1, the Dominated Convergence Theorem and (5.3) we see that A_{n,j} = μ_n ∫ B r_{μn} (0) y_j ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn−1} ~η_n(y)dy

= μ_n ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)} ~η_∞(y)dy + o(μ_n) = μ_n 2∑ i=0 a_i ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)}ϕ_i(y)dy + o(μ_n) = μ_na_j ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)}ϕ_j (y)dy + o(μ_n)

= 2πa_j μ_n + o(μ_n), j = 1, 2,

(5.10)

where we have used ∫ R^2 yj e U(y)ϕ i(y)dy = 0 for i ≠ j by the symmetry and ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)}ϕ_j (y)dy = ∫ R^2

64y^2_j (8 + |y|^2)^3 dy = ∫ R^2 32|y|^2 (8 + |y|^2)^3 dy = 2π. Similarly, ~A_{n,j} = q^n p_n μ_nv^{θn}_n (x_n) ∫ B r_{μn} (0) y_j ( 1 + w_n(y) p_n )_{qn −1} ~ξ_n(y)dy

= μ_ne^{θ2} ∫ R^2 y_j e^{U(y)− θ2} ~ξ_∞(y)dy + o(μ_n) = μ_n 2∑ i=0 a_i ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)}ϕ_i(y)dy + o(μ_n)

= 2πa_j μ_n + o(μ_n).

Finally, we compute the estimates of A_{n,0} and ~A_{n,0}. Observe from (5.6) and (5.8) that

A_{n,0} = ∫ B_r (x_n) ( 1 − v_n v_n(x_n) ) p_nv^{pn−1}_n η_ndx + 1 v_n(x_n) ∫ B_r (x_n)

p_nv^{pn}_n η_ndx, (5.11) and ~A_{n,0} = ∫ B_r (x_n) ( 1 − u_n v_n(x_n) ) q_nu^{qn−1}_n ξ_ndx + 1 v_n(x_n) ∫ B_r (x_n)

q_nu^{qn}_n ξ_ndx. (5.12)

On the one hand, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem we see that ∫ B_r (x_n) ( 1 − v_n v_n(x_n) ) p_nv^{pn−1}_n η_ndx = 1 p_n ∫ B r_{μn} (0) −z_n(y) ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn−1} ~η_n(y)dy

= − 1 p_n 2∑ i=0 a_i ∫ R^2 U(y)e^{U(y)}ϕ_i(y)dy + o( 1 p_n ) = 8π p_n a_0 + o( 1 p_n ),

(5.13)

where we have used ∫ R^2 U(y)e U(y)ϕ i(y)dy = 0 for i ∈ {1, 2} by the symmetry and ∫ R^2

U(y)e^{U(y)}ϕ_0(y)dy = ∫ R^2

−2 ln(1 + |y|^2 8 ) 1 (1 +^{|y|2}_8 )^2 8 − |y|^2 8 + |y|^2 dy = −8π. Similarly, ∫

B_r (x_n) ( 1 − u_n v_n(x_n) ) q_nu^{qn−1}_n (x)ξ_ndx = q_n p^2_n v^{θn}_n (x_n) ∫ B r_{μn} (0) −w_n(y) ( 1 + w_n(y) p_n )_{qn−1} ~ξ_n(y)dy

= − 1 p_n 2∑ i=0 a_i ∫ R^2 (U(y) − θ 2 )e^{U(y)}ϕ_i(y)dy + o( 1 p_n ) = 8π p_n a_0 + o( 1 p_n ),

(5.14)

where we have used ∫

R^2

e^{U(y)}ϕ_0(y)dy = ∫ R^2 1 (1 +^{|y|2}_8 )^2 8 − |y|^2 8 + |y|^2 dy = 0. (5.15)

Substituting (5.13)-(5.14) into (5.11)-(5.12) and using (2.29)-(2.30), we get

A_{n,0} = 8π p_n a_0 + o( 1 p_n ) + p_n v_n(x_n) ∫ B_r (x_n)

v^{pn}_n η_ndx = O(1), (5.16)

~A_{n,0} = 8π p_n a_0 + o( 1 p_n ) + q_n v_n(x_n) ∫ B_r (x_n)

u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx = O(1). (5.17)

On the other hand, to give sharper estimates of ∫ B_r (x_n) v p_n n η_ndx and ∫ B_r (x_n) u q_n n ξ_ndx, we use the equations satisfied by (u_n, v_n) and (ξ_n, η_n) and obtain p_n ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) v^{pn}_n η_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) −Δξ_nv_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x_n)

Δv_nξ_n − Δξ_nv_ndx + ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx = ∫ ∂B_{2r} (x_n) ⟨∇v_n, ν⟩ ξ_n − ⟨∇ξ_n, ν⟩ v_ndσ_x + ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx, (5.18) and q_n ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) −Δη_nu_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x_n)

Δu_nη_n − Δη_nu_ndx + ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) v^{pn}_n η_ndx = ∫ ∂B_{2r} (x_n) ⟨∇u_n, ν⟩ η_n − ⟨∇η_n, ν⟩ u_ndσ_x + ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) v^{pn}_n η_ndx. (5.19)

Since Lemma 2.7 and (2.36)-(2.37) say that { u_n(x) = C_nG(x_n, x) + o(^{μn}_{pn} ), v_n(x) = ~C_nG(x_n, x) + o(^{μn}_{pn} ), in C^1(Ω \ ∪^k_{i=1}B_{2r}(x_{n,i})),

with C_n, ~C_n = O(^1_{pn} ), we deduce from (5.4), (5.5) and (5.16)-(5.17) that ∫ ∂B_{2r} (x_n) ⟨∇v_n, ν⟩ ξ_n − ⟨∇ξ_n, ν⟩ v_ndσ_x = O ( A_{n,1} + A_{n,2} p_n ) + o ( A_{n,0} p_n μ_n ) = O( μ_n p_n ), ∫ ∂B_{2r} (x_n) ⟨∇u_n, ν⟩ η_n − ⟨∇η_n, ν⟩ u_ndσ_x = O ( ~A_{n,1} + ~A_{n,2} p_n ) + o ( ~A_{n,0} p_n μ_n ) = O( μ_n p_n ). Inserting these into (5.18)-(5.19) leads to p_n ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) v^{pn}_n η_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx + O( μ_n p_n ),

q_n ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) v^{pn}_n η_ndx + O( μ_n p_n ), which means ∫

B_{2r} (x_n) v^{pn}_n η_ndx = O( μ_n p^2_n

) and ∫ B_{2r} (x_n) u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx = O( μ_n p^2_n ). Since u_n, v_n = O(^1_{pn} ) in B_{2r}(x_n) \ B_r(x_n), we immediately obtain ∫ B_r (x_n) v^{pn}_n η_ndx = O( μ_n p^2_n

) = o( 1 p^2_n

) and ∫ B_r (x_n) u^{qn}_n ξ_ndx = O( μ_n p^2_n

) = o( 1 p^2_n

). (5.20)

Inserting (5.20) into (5.16)-(5.17), we obtain A_{n,0}, ~A_{n,0} =^{8π}_{pn} a_0 + o(^1_{pn} ). This completes the proof.

Lemma 5.1 implies that ξ_n, η_n are actually small at points far away from the blow up point x_n. Corollary 5.2. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), it holds ‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω\Br (xn))} = o(1), ‖η_n‖_L∞_{(Ω\Br (xn))} = o(1). Further, we have the following result. Note that μ_np_n → 0.

Lemma 5.3. For n large, it holds ‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω\B2μnpn (xn))} = O (p_nA_{n,0}) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ), (5.21)

‖η_n‖_L∞_{(Ω\B2μnpn (xn))} = O ( p_n ~A_{n,0} ) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ), (5.22)

where δ > 0 is small.

Proof. For any x ∈ Ω \ B_{2μnpn} (x_n), we have

ξ_n(x) = ∫ Ω G(x, y)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = ∫ B_{μn pn} (x_n) G(x, y)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy + ∫ B_r (x_n)\B_{μnpn} (x_n) G(x, y)p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy + O( C^{pn −1} p^{pn−2}_n ) =: I_{n,1} + I_{n,2} + O( C^{pn −1} p^{pn−2}n ),

(5.23)

where r ∈ (0, d_0). For any x ∈ Ω \ B_{2μnpn} (x_n) and y ∈ B_{μnpn} (x_n), it holds |D_yG(x, y)| = O( 1 |x − y| ) = O( 1 μ_np_n ), then by the mean value theorem and ‖η_n‖_L∞ ≤ 1 we get I_{n,1} = G(x, x_n) ∫ B_{μnpn} (x_n) p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy + O( 1 μ_np_n ) ∫ B_{μnpn} (x_n) p_n|y − x_n|v^{pn−1}_n (y)dy. Form the definition (5.6) of A_{n,0} and Remark 2.1, we see that ∫ B_{μnpn} (x_n) p_nv^{pn −1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = A_{n,0} − ∫ B_r (x_n)\B_{μnpn} (x_n) p_nv^{pn−1}_n (y)η_n(y)dy = A_{n,0} − ∫ B r_{μn} (0)\B_{pn} (0) ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn−1} ~η_n(y)dy = A_{n,0} + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ), and ∫ B_{μnpn} (x_n) p_n|y − x_n|v^{pn−1}_n (y)dy = μ_n ∫ B_{pn} (0) |y| ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn−1} dy = O(μ_n). Since |x − x_n| ≥ 2μ_np_n implies G(x, x_n) = O(| ln(μ_np_n)|) = O(p_n), we obtain

I_{n,1} = O (p_nA_{n,0}) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ). Again by Remark 2.1 and ln |μ_n| = O(p_n), |I_{n,2}| ≤ C ∫ B_r (x_n)\B_{μnpn} (x_n) | ln |x − y||p_nv^{pn −1}_n (y)dy = C ∫ B r_{μn} (0)\B_{pn} (0) | ln |μ_n(y_n − y)|| ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn−1} dy

≤ C ∫ B r_{μn} (0)\B_{pn} (0) | ln μ_n| + | ln |y − y_n|| 1 + |y|^{4−δ} dy

= O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ) + C ∫ B r_{μn} (0)\B_{pn} (0) | ln |y − y_n|| 1 + |y|^{4−δ} dy, where y_n :=^{x−xn}_{μn} . Since it was proved in [22, (4.40)] that ∫ B r_{μn} (0)\B_{pn} (0) | ln |y−y_n|| 1+|y|^{4−δ} dy = O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ), so

I_{n,2} = O(^1_{p1−δn} ). Substituting the estimates of I_{n,1} and I_{n,2} into (5.23), we obtain (5.21). By a similar argument we can prove (5.22).

Next we show that ξ_n, η_n are also small at points near the blow up point x_n. Before that, we need some preliminaries, which will be used also in the next section. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), we define the quadratic forms P (u, v) := −2r ∫ ∂B_r (x_n) ⟨∇u, ν⟩ ⟨∇v, ν⟩ dσ + r ∫ ∂B_r (x_n) ⟨∇u, ∇v⟩ dσ, (5.24) and for i = 1, 2, Q_i(u, v) := − ∫ ∂B_r (x_n) ⟨∇u, ν⟩ ∂_iv + ⟨∇v, ν⟩ ∂_iudσ + ∫ ∂B_r (x_n) ⟨∇u, ∇v⟩ ν_idσ, (5.25) where ν = (ν_1, ν_2) denotes the outer normal vector. We recall the following Pohozaev identities. Lemma 5.4. ([9, Lemma 2.1]) It holds

P (u_n, v_n) = r ∫ ∂B_r (x_n) u^{qn+1}_n q_n + 1 + v^{pn+1}_n p_n + 1 dσ − 2 ∫ B_r (x_n) u^{qn+1}_n q_n + 1 + v^{pn+1}_n p_n + 1 dx, (5.26) and Q_i(u_n, v_n) = ∫ ∂B_r (x_n) ( u^{qn+1}_n q_n + 1 + v^{pn+1}_n p_n + 1 ) ν_idσ. (5.27)

Lemma 5.5. It holds

P (u_n, η_n) + P (v_n, ξ_n) = r ∫ ∂B_r (x_n)

u^{qn}_n ξ_n + v^{pn}_n η_ndσ − 2 ∫ B_r (x_n)

u^{qn}_n ξ_n + v^{pn}_n η_ndx, (5.28) and Q_i(u_n, η_n) + Q_i(v_n, ξ_n) = ∫ ∂B_r (x_n)

(u^{qn}_n ξ_n + v^{pn}_n η_n) ν_idσ. (5.29)

Proof. From the equation satisfied by (u_n, v_n) and (ξ_n, η_n), we see that div[(x − x_n)∇u_n · ∇η_n − ∇u_n(x − x_n) · ∇η_n − ∇η_n(x − x_n) · ∇u_n] + div[(x − x_n)∇v_n · ∇ξ_n − ∇v_n(x − x_n) · ∇ξ_n − ∇ξ_n(x − x_n) · ∇v_n] = (x − x_n) · [∇η_n(−Δu_n) + ∇u_n(−Δη_n) + ∇ξ_n(−Δv_n) + ∇v_n(−Δξ_n)] = (x − x_n) · [∇(η_nv^{pn}_n ) + ∇(ξ_nu^{qn}_n )] = div((x − x_n)(η_nv^{pn}_n + ξ_nu^{qn}_n )) − 2(η_nv^{pn}_n + ξ_nu^{qn}_n ).

Then by integrating in B_r(x_n) and using the divergence theorem, we obtain (5.28).

Similarly, for i = 1, 2, we have

∂_i(∇u_n · ∇η_n + ∇v_n · ∇ξ_n) − div(∇u_n∂_iη_n + ∇η_n∂_iu_n + ∇v_n∂_iξ_n + ∇ξ_n∂_iv_n) =∂_iη_n(−Δu_n) + ∂_iu_n(−Δη_n) + ∂_iξ_n(−Δv_n) + ∂_iv_n(−Δξ_n) =∂_i(η_nv^{pn}_n ) + ∂_i(ξ_nu^{qn}_n ),

from which we immediately obtain (5.29).

Lemma 5.6. P (G(x_n, ·), G(x_n, ·)) = − 1 2π , P (G(x_n, ·), ∂_hG(x_n, ·)) = − 1 2 ∂_hR(x_n), h = 1, 2, Q_i(G(x_n, ·), G(x_n, ·)) = −∂_iR(x_n), Q_i(G(x_n, ·), ∂_hG(x_n, ·)) = − 1 2 ∂^2_{ih}R(x_n), h = 1, 2. Proof. See [22, Proposition 2.2]. Note that there are some misprints about the coefficients in [22, Proposition 2.2] and we correct them here.

Using Theorem 1.1, we have a sharper estimate of u_n, v_n than Lemma 2.7.

Lemma 5.7. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), it holds { u_n(x) = C_nG(x_n, x) + O(^{μn}_{p2−δn} ), v_n(x) = ~C_nG(x_n, x) + O(^{μn}_{p2−δn} ), in C^1(Ω \ B_{2r}(x_n)), (5.30)

for any given small δ > 0, where

C_n = ∫ B_r (x_n) v^{pn}_n dx = 8π √ e p_n [ 1 − ln p_n p_n − 1 + 1 p_n ( 4πR(x_n) + 3 ln 2 − 1 − 3 4 θ_n ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ] , (5.31)

~C_n = ∫ B_r (x_n) u^{qn}_n dx = 8π √ e p_n [ 1 − ln p_n p_n − 1 + 1 p_n ( 4πR(x_n) + 3 ln 2 − 1 − 1 4 θ_n ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) ] . (5.32)

Proof. Recalling the proof of Lemma 2.7, to obtain (5.30) we only need to prove ∫ B_r (x_n)

(y − x_n)_hv^{pn}_n (y)dy = O( μ_n p^{2−δ}_n ), (5.33)

for h = 1, 2. Similarly to the proof of (4.37), we actually have ∫ B_r (x_n)

(y − x_n)_hv^{pn}_n (y)dy = μ_nv_n(x_n) p_n ∫ B r_{μn} (0) y_h ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn} dy

= μ_nv_n(x_n) p_n ∫ B_{pn} (0) + ∫ B r_{μn} (0)\B_{pn} (0) y_h ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn} dy.

By Remark 2.1, we have | | | | | ∫ B r_{μn} (0)\B_{pn} (0) y_h ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn} dy | | | | | ≤ C ∫ r_{μn} p_n r^2 1 + r^{4−δ} dr = O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ).

Meanwhile, by (4.40) and the symmetry of y_he^U ( 1 +^1_{pn} (t^∗_n −^1_2 U^2) ) we get ∫ B_{pn} (0) y_h ( 1 + z_n(y) p_n )_{pn} dy = ∫ B_{pn} (0) y_he^U ( 1 + 1 p_n (t^∗_n − 1 2 U^2) ) dy + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) = ∫ R^2 y_he^U ( 1 + 1 p_n (t^∗_n − 1 2 U^2) ) dy + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ) = 0 + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ). This proves (5.33) and so (5.30). Finally, since

C_n = ∫ B_r (x_n) v^{pn}_n dx = v_n(x_n) p_n ∫ B r_{μn} (0) ( 1 + z_n p_n )_{pn} dx, ~C_n = ∫ B_r (x_n) u^{qn}_n dx = v_n(x_n)^{θn+1} p_n ∫ B r_{μn} (0) ( 1 + w_n p_n )_{qn} dx, and note from k = i = 1 that Φ_{k,i}(x) = R(x), the assertions (5.31)-(5.32) follow readily from (4.37)-(4.38), (4.62)-(4.63) and (4.44).

By this sharp estimate, we prove that Lemma 5.8. Recall that R(x) = H(x, x) is the Robin function. Then ∇R(x_n) = O( μ_n p^{1−δ}_n ), for small δ > 0.

Proof. Using (5.27) and (2.40), we see that

Q_i(u_n, v_n) = ∫ ∂B_r (x_n) ( u^{qn+1}_n q_n + 1 + v^{pn+1}_n p_n + 1 ) ν_idσ = O( C^{pn +1} p^{pn+2}n ). Using the expansions in Lemma 5.7, (5.25) and Lemma 5.6, we obtain Q_i(u_n, v_n) = C_n ~C_nQ_i(G(x_n, ·), G(x_n, ·)) + O( μ_n p^{3−δ}_n ) = −C_n ~C_n∂_iR(x_n) + O( μ_n p^{3−δ}_n ), for any fixed small δ > 0.

Since C_n, ~C_n =^{8π√e}_{pn} (1 + o(1)), we deduce that ∇R(x_n) = O(^{μn}_{p1−δn} ).

Lemma 5.9. It holds a_0 = 0, and further if x_∞ is a nondegenerate critical point of R(x), then a_1 = a_2 = 0, where a_j are constants in (5.3). Thus ~ξ_∞ = ~η_∞ = 0. Proof. By (5.28), (5.20) and (2.40), we have

P (u_n, η_n) + P (v_n, ξ_n) = O( C^{pn} p^{pn}_n ) + O( μ_n p^2_n

) = O( μ_n p^2_n

). (5.34)

While using (5.24), Lemma 5.1 and Lemmas 5.6-5.8, we obtain P (u_n, η_n) = C_n ~A_{n,0}P (G(x_n, ·), G(x_n, ·)) + 2∑ j=1 C_n ~A_{n,j} P (G(x_n, ·), ∂_j G(x_n, ·)) + o( μ_n p_n )

= − 1 2π C_n ~A_{n,0} − 1 2 2∑ j=1 C_n ~A_{n,j} ∂_j R(x_n) + o( μ_n p_n )

= − 32π √ e p^2_n a_0 + o( 1 p^2_n ), and P (v_n, ξ_n) = ~C_nA_{n,0}P (G(x_n, ·), G(x_n, ·)) + 2∑ j=1 ~C_nA_{n,j} P (G(x_n, ·), ∂_j G(x_n, ·)) + o( μ^n p_n )

= − 1 2π ~C_nA_{n,0} − 1 2 2∑ j=1 ~C_nA_{n,j} ∂_j R(x_n) + o( μ^n p_n )

= − 32π √ e p^2_n a_0 + o( 1 p^2_n ). Inserting these estimates into (5.34) leads to − 64π √ e p^2_n a_0 + o( 1 p^2_n

) = O( μ_n p^2_n ), which implies a_0 = 0.

Now we prove a_1 = a_2 = 0. By (5.29) and (2.40) we have

Q_i(u_n, η_n) + Q_i(v_n, ξ_n) = O( C^{pn} p^{pn}_n ), for i = 1, 2. (5.35)

Since a_0 = 0, it follows from Lemma 5.1 that A_{n,0}, ~A_{n,0} = o(^1_{pn} ). Then similarly,

Q_i(u_n, η_n) = C_n ~A_{n,0}Q_i(G(x_n, ·), G(x_n, ·)) + 2∑ j=1 C_n ~A_{n,j} Q_i(G(x_n, ·), ∂_j G(x_n, ·)) + o( μ_n p_n )

= −C_n ~A_{n,0}∂_iR(x_n) − 1 2 2∑ j=1 C_n ~A_{n,j} ∂^2_{ij} R(x_n) + o( μ_n p_n )

= − 1 2 2∑ j=1 C_n ~A_{n,j} ∂^2_{ij} R(x_n) + o( μ_n p_n ), and Q_i(v_n, ξ_n) = ~C_nA_{n,0}Q_i(G(x_n, ·), G(x_n, ·)) + 2∑ j=1 ~C_nA_{n,j} Q_i(G(x_n, ·), ∂_j G(x_n, ·)) + o( μ^n p_n )

= − 1 2 2∑ j=1 ~C_nA_{n,j} ∂^2_{ij} R(x_n) + o( μ^n p_n ). Inserting these into (5.35) we get

∇^2R(x_n) · ( C_n ~A_{n,1} + ~C_nA_{n,1}, C_n ~A_{n,2} + ~C_nA_{n,2} )_T = o( μ_n p_n ). Since x_∞ is a nondegenerate critical point of R(x), i.e. ∇^2R(x_∞) is invertible, and since ∇^2R(x_n) → ∇^2R(x_∞), we conclude that C_n ~A_{n,j} + ~C_nA_{n,j} = o( μ_n p_n ), j = 1, 2, which together with (5.5) and (5.31)-(5.32) implies a_1 = a_2 = 0.

Corollary 5.10. For any d > 0, it holds ‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Bμnd(xn))} = o(1), ‖η_n‖_L∞_{(Bμnd(xn))} = o(1).

Proof. Since Lemma 5.9 implies (~ξ_n, ~η_n) → (0, 0) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ),

so ‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Bμnd(xn))} = ‖~ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Bd(0))} = o(1) and similarly ‖η_n‖_L∞_{(Bμnd(xn))} = o(1).

Now we are in position to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Recall that by contradiction, we have supposed that (ξ_n, η_n) is a solution sequence of the linearized system (1.17) satisfying

‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)} = max { ‖ξ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)} , ‖η_n‖_L∞_{(Ω)} } = 1, for any n ≥ 1.

Without loss of generality, we assume

ξ_n(x^∗_n) = 1 = max_Ω {|ξ_n|, |η_n|} .

For any d > 0, since A_{n,0}, ~A_{n,0} = o(^1_{pn} ), Lemma 5.3 and Corollary 5.10 imply x^∗_n ∈ B_{2μnpn} (x_n) \ B_{μnd}(x_n) for n large, i.e.

r_n := |x^∗_n − x_n| ∈ [μ_nd, 2μ_np_n]. (5.36)

Recalling ~ξ_n, ~η_n defined in (5.1), we define

ξ^{∗∗}_n (x) := ξ_n(x_n + r_nx) = ~ξ_n( r_n μ_n x), η^{∗∗}_n (x) := η_n(x_n + r_nx) = ~η_n( r_n μ_n x). Then we see from (5.2) that −Δξ^{∗∗}_n =^{r2n}_{μ2n} ( 1 +^{zn( rnμn x)}_{pn} )_{pn−1} η^{∗∗}_n , −Δη^{∗∗}_n =^{r2n}_{μ2n}^{qn}_{pn} v^{θn}_n (x_n) ( 1 +^{wn( rnμn x)}_{pn} )_{qn −1} ξ^{∗∗}_n . (5.37)

Since for x ≠ 0 and n large, we see from (5.36) and Remark 2.1 that | | | | | r^2_n μ^2_n ( 1 + z_n(^{rn}_{μn} x) p_n )_{pn−1} η^{∗∗}_n (x) | | | | | ≤ C d^{2−δ} |x|^{4−δ} , | | | | | r^2_n μ^2_n q_n p_n v^{θn}_n (x_n) ( 1 + w_n(^{rn}_{μn} x) p_n )_{qn−1} ξ^{∗∗}_n (x) | | | | | ≤ C d^{2−δ} |x|^{4−δ} , by letting n → ∞ first and then d → ∞, we obtain that up to a subsequence, (ξ^{∗∗}_n , η^{∗∗}_n ) → (ξ^{∗∗}_∞ , η^{∗∗}_∞ ) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 \ {0}), where −Δξ^{∗∗}_∞ = 0, −Δη^{∗∗}_∞ = 0, in R^2 \ {0}.

Since |^{x∗n−xn}_{rn} | = 1 and ξ^{∗∗}_n (^{x∗n−xn}_{rn} ) = 1 = max |ξ^{∗∗}_n |, we obtain ξ_∞ ≡ 1. Thus inf_{|x|=1} ξ^{∗∗}_n (x) ≥ C > 0 for n large. Define the average functions

ξ^∗_n(r) := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ~ξ_n(r, ρ)dρ, η^∗_n(r) := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ~η_n(r, ρ)dρ. (5.38) We claim ξ^∗_n( r_n μ_n ) = o(1), η^∗_n( r_n μ_n ) = o(1), (5.39)

where r_n is defined in (5.36). Using this claim, we see that

o(1) = ξ^∗_n( r_n μ_n ) = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ~ξ_n( r^n μ_n , ρ)dρ = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ξ^{∗∗}_n (1, ρ)dρ ≥ C > 0, a contradiction, which proves Theorem 1.3.

So it suffices to prove the claim (5.38). From (5.2), we have

−Δ~ξ_n − e^U ~η_n = f_n := (( 1 +^{zn}_{pn} )_{pn} − e^U ) ~η_n, −Δ~η_n − e^U ~ξ_n = ~f_n := (_{qn} p_n v θ_n n (x_n) ( 1 +^{wn}_{pn} )_{qn} − e^U ) ~ξ_n, in Ω_n = Ω − x_n μ_n , (5.40)

First we note that f_n(x), ~f_n(x) = O ( 1 p_n(1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) ) , for x ∈ Ω_n. (5.41)

Indeed, for x ∈ B d_{02μn} (0), by (4.4)-(4.8), Lemmas 2.5-2.6 and Lemma 4.2, we get

f_n(x) = ~η_n p_n [t_n(e^U + g_n) + h_n] = ~η_n p_n [ t_n ( O( 1 1 + |x|^{4− δ}2

) + O( ln(2 + |x|) 1 + |x|^{4− δ}2 ) ) + O( 1 1 + |x|^{4− δ}2 ) ]

= O ( 1 p_n(1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) ) , and similarly ~f_n(x) = θ^n ~ξ_n p_n v^{θn}_n (x_n) ( 1 + w_n p_n )_{qn} + ~ξ_n p_n [s_n(e^U + ~g_n) + ~h_n] = O ( 1 p_n(1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) ) . While for x ∈ Ω_n \ B d_{02μn} (0), from Lemma 5.1 we know ~ξ_n, ~η_n = O(^1_{pn} ) and hence Remark 2.1 implies

max { |f_n(x)|, | ~f_n(x)| } ≤ C max { |~ξ_n(x)|, |~η_n(x)| } 1 + |x|^{4−δ} = O ( 1 p_n(1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) ) . Thus (5.41) holds.

By (5.38) and (5.40), we see that ξ^∗_n, η^∗_n solves the ODE system { −(ξ^∗_n)^{′′} −^1_r (ξ^∗_n)^′ − e^U η^∗_n = f^∗_n :=^1_{2π} ∫_{2π} 0 f_n(r, ρ)dρ, −(η^∗_n)^{′′} −^1_r (η^∗_n)^′ − e^U ξ^∗_n = ~f^∗_n :=^1_{2π} ∫_{2π} 0 ~f_n(r, ρ)dρ. (5.42) Since φ_1(r) =^{8−r2}_{8+r2} and φ_2(r) =^{(8−r2) ln r+16}_{8+r2} are two linearly independent solutions of −φ^{′′}−^1_r φ^′−e^U φ = 0 (see e.g. [22, Page 185]), by ODE theory we know that

φ_n(r) := φ_1(r) ∫_r 0 sφ_2(s)(f^∗_n (s) + ~f^∗_n(s))ds − φ_2(r) ∫_r 0 sφ_1(s)(f^∗_n (s) + ~f^∗_n(s))ds

is a special solution of −φ^{′′} −^1_r φ^′ − e^U φ = f^∗_n + ~f^∗_n. Then it follows from (5.42) that ξ^∗_n + η^∗_n − φ_n is a solution of −φ^{′′} −^1_r φ^′ − e^U φ = 0, so

ξ^∗_n + η^∗_n = φ_n + c_{n,1}φ_1 + c_{n,2}φ_2,

where c_{n,1}, c_{n,2} are constants. Since φ_n(0) = 0, the continuity of ξ^∗_n + η^∗_n at r = 0 implies c_{n,2} = 0 for any n ≥ 1. Then computing at r = 0 and using Corollary 5.10 we get

c_{n,1} = ξ^∗_n(0) + η^∗_n(0) = ~ξ_n(0) + ~η_n(0) = ξ_n(x_n) + η_n(x_n) = o(1).

Since for r > 1, it follows from (5.41) that |φ_n(r)| ≤ C p_n ∫_r 0 s ln s 1 + s^{4−δ} ds + C ln r p_n ∫_r 0 s 1 + s^{4−δ} ds ≤ C ln r p_n , we obtain (Recall from (5.36) that^{rn}_{μn} ∈ [d, 2p_n] and d can be arbitrary large)

ξ^∗_n( r_n μ_n ) + η^∗_n( r_n μ_n ) = φ_n( r_n μ_n ) + c_{n,1}φ_1( r_n μ_n ) = O( ln p_n p_n ) + o(1) = o(1). (5.43)

Now we assume by contradiction that the claim (5.38) does not hold, then (5.43) implies the existence of C_0 > 0 such that |ξ^∗_n( r_n μ_n )| ≥ C_0 > 0 and |η^∗_n( r_n μ_n )| ≥ C_0 > 0.

Without loss of generality, suppose ξ^∗_n(^{rn}_{μn} ) ≥ C_0, then (5.43) implies η^∗_n(^{rn}_{μn} ) ≤ −C_0. Since Lemma 5.3 and Corollary 5.10 imply that for large n,

|ξ^∗_n(r) − η^∗_n(r)| ≤ C_0, uniformly for r ∈ (0, d) ∪ (2p_n, +∞),

so there is s_n ∈ [d, 2p_n] such that

ξ^∗_n(s_n) − η^∗_n(s_n) = max_{r>0} (ξ^∗_n(r) − η^∗_n(r)) ≥ 2C_0,

and then (ξ^∗_n)^′(s_n) − (η^∗_n)^′(s_n) = 0, (ξ^∗_n)^{′′}(s_n) − (η^∗_n)^{′′}(s_n) ≤ 0.

It follows from (5.42) and (5.41) that C 1 + s^4_n

≤ e^{U(sn)}(ξ^∗_n(s_n) − η^∗_n(s_n)) ≤ f^∗_n(s_n) − ~f^∗_n(s_n) ≤ C p_n(1 + s^{4−δ}n ) , which implies p_n ≤ Cs^δ_n ≤ C2^δp^δ_n, a contradiction with 0 < δ < 1 and p_n → ∞. This proves the claim (5.38) and hence completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

6 Local uniqueness of 1-bubble solutions

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2 by contradiction. Suppose (u^{(1)}_n , v^{(1)}_n ) and (u^{(2)}_n , v^{(2)}_n ) be two sequences of different 1-bubble solutions concentrating at the same point x_∞, where x_∞ is a nondegenerate critical point of the Robin function R(x). Let d_0 be defined by (2.25). For l = 1, 2, let x^{(l)}_n be the local maximum points v^{(l)}_n (x^{(l)}_n ) = max_{Bd0 (x∞)} v^{(l)}_n ,

the scaling parameters be

μ^{(l)}_n = p^{− 12}_n ( v^{(l)}_n (x^{(l)}_n )

)_−^pn^{−1}_2 , and the corresponding scaling functions (w^{(l)}n , z^{(l)}n ) be defined as (1.11). Using Theorem 1.1, we get Lemma 6.1. We have | | |x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n | | | = O( μ_n p^{1−δ}_n ), μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(2)}_n

− 1 = O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ), v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n )

− 1 = O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ), for any given small δ > 0, where μ_n = max { μ^{(1)}_n , μ^{(2)}_n } .

Proof. Applying Lemma 5.8 to (u^{(l)}_n , v^{(l)}_n ), we have ∇R(x^{(l)}_n ) = O(^{μ(l)n}_{p1−δn} ) for l = 1, 2. Since ∇^2R(x_∞) is invertible and x^{(l)}_n → x_∞, we deduce from

∇R(x^{(l)}_n ) = ∇^2R(x_∞) · (x^{(l)}_n − x_∞) + O(|x^{(l)}_n − x_∞|^2), l = 1, 2,

that |x^{(l)}_n − x_∞| = O(^{μn}_{p1−δn} ), so |x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n | = O(^{μn}_{p1−δn} ).

By the Taylor’s expansion and ∇R(x_∞) = 0, we have that

R(x^{(l)}_n ) = R(x_∞) + O(|x^{(l)}_n − x_∞|^2),

and hence R(x^{(1)}_n ) − R(x^{(2)}_n ) = O ( |x^{(1)}_n − x_∞|^2 + |x^{(2)}_n − x_∞|^2 ) = O( μ^2_n p^{2−2δ}n ). Then (1.14)-(1.15) imply that (note from k = i = 1 that Φ_{k,i}(x) = R(x))

μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(2)}n

= e^{−2π(R(x(1)n )−R(x(2)n ))} + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ) = 1 + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ), and v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) v^{(2)}n (x^{(2)}n )

= 1 + 4π p_n (R(x^{(1)}_n ) − R(x^{(2)}_n )) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) = 1 + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ). This completes the proof.

Lemma 6.2. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0) and l = 1, 2, it holds { u^{(l)}_n (x) = C^{(l)}_n G(x^{(1)}_n , x) + O(^{μn}_{p2−δn} ), v^{(l)}_n (x) = ~C^{(l)}_n G(x^{(1)}_n , x) + O(^{μn}_{p2−δn} ), in C^1(Ω \ B_{2r}(x^{(1)}_n )), (6.1)

for any given small δ > 0, where

C^{(l)}_n = 8π √ e p_n [ 1 − ln p_n p_n − 1 + 1 p_n ( 4πR(x^{(l)}_n ) + 3 ln 2 − 1 − 3 4 θ_n ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ] , (6.2) and ~C^{(l)}_n = 8π √ e p_n [ 1 − ln p_n p_n − 1 + 1 p_n ( 4πR(x^{(l)}_n ) + 3 ln 2 − 1 − 1 4 θ_n ) + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ] . (6.3)

Proof. This lemma follows directly from Lemma 5.7 and

u^{(2)}_n (x) = C^{(2)}_n G(x^{(2)}_n , x) + O( μ^{(2)}n p^{2−δ}n ) = C^{(2)}_n ( G(x^{(1)}_n , x) + O(|x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n |) ) + O( μ^{(2)}n p^{2−δ}n ) = C^{(2)}_n G(x^{(1)}_n , x) + O( μ_n p^{2−δ}n ), in C^1(Ω \ B_{2r}(x^{(1)}_n )).

Since (u^{(1)}_n , v^{(1)}_n ) ≠ (u^{(2)}_n , v^{(2)}_n ) for any n ≥ 1, we suppose without loss of generality that

L_n := ‖ ‖u^{(1)}_n − u^{(2)}_n ‖ ‖_{L∞(Ω)} = max {‖ ‖ ‖u^{(1)}_n − u^{(2)}_n ‖ ‖_{L∞(Ω)} , ‖ ‖v^{(1)}_n − v^{(2)}_n ‖ ‖_{L∞(Ω)} } > 0. (6.4)

Set ζ_n := u^{(1)}_n − u^{(2)}_n L_n , κ_n := v^{(1)}_n − v^{(2)}_n L_n , (6.5)

then −Δζ_n =^{(v(1)n )pn −(v(2)n )pn} L_n = Dnκn, in Ω, −Δκ_n =^{(u(1)n )qn −(u(2)n )qn} L_n = ~D_nζ_n, in Ω, |ζ_n|, |κ_n| ≤ 1, in Ω, ζ_n = κ_n = 0, on ∂Ω,

(6.6)

where D_n(x) := p_n

∫_1 0 ( tv^{(1)}_n (x) + (1 − t)v^{(2)}_n (x) )_{pn−1} dt, (6.7) and ~D_n(x) := q_n ∫_1 0 ( tu^{(1)}_n (x) + (1 − t)u^{(2)}_n (x) )_{qn−1} dt. (6.8)

Now we define ~ζ_n(x) := ζ_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x), ~κ_n(x) := κ_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x). (6.9) Then −Δ~ζ_n = (μ^{(1)}_n )^2D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x)~κ_n, in Ω^{(1)}_n :=^{Ω−x(1)n}_{μ(1)n} , −Δ~κ_n = (μ^{(1)}_n )^2 ~D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x)~ζ_n, in Ω^{(1)}_n , |~ζ_n|, |~κ_n| ≤ 1, in Ω^{(1)}n . (6.10)

Lemma 6.3. Up to a subsequence, it holds (~ζ_n, ~κ_n) → (~ζ_∞, ~κ_∞) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), where (~ζ_∞, ~κ_∞) = 2∑ j=0 b_j (ϕ_j , ϕ_j ),

for some constants b_j ∈ R, j = 0, 1, 2.

Proof. To use the elliptic estimates, we have to study D_n and ~D_n. Set

E(t, x) := tv^{(1)}_n (x) + (1 − t)v^{(2)}_n (x), (6.11)

then D_n(x) = p_n

∫_1 0 E(t, x)^{pn −1}dt. By direct computations, we have

E(t, x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x)

= tv^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 + z^{(1)}n (x) p_n ) + (1 − t)v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n ) 1 + z^{(2)}_n (_{μ(1)n} μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}_n −x^{(2)}_n μ^{(2)}_n ) p_n

= v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( t + (1 − t) v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n ) v^{(1)}n (x^{(1)}n ) )

+ v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) p_n ( tz^{(1)}_n (x) + (1 − t) v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n ) v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) z^{(2)}_n ( μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n

μ^{(2)}_n ))

=: v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n )K_{n,1} + v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) p_n K_{n,2}.

(6.12)

From Lemma 6.1, we see that

K_{n,1} = t + (1 − t) ( 1 + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ) = 1 + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ), uniformly in t ∈ [0, 1].

Fix any r ∈ (0, d_0). Recalling the corresponding t^{(l)}n := p_n(z^{(l)}n − U) in (4.1) for l = 1, 2, by Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 6.1, we get that for x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0),

z^{(1)}_n (x) = U(x) + t^{(1)}_n (x) p_n = U(x) + O ( 1 + |x|^τ p_n ) , and z^{(2)}_n ( μ^{(1)}n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}n − x^{(2)}n

μ^{(2)}_n ) = U ( μ^{(1)}n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}n − x^{(2)}n

μ^{(2)}_n ) + 1 p_n t^{(2)}_n ( μ^{(1)}n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}n − x^{(2)}n μ^{(2)}_n )

= U(x) + ∇U(ξ_{n,x}) · (( μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(2)}n − 1 ) x + x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n μ^{(2)}n )

+ O ( 1 p_n ( 1 + | | | | | μ^{(1)}n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}n − x^{(2)}n

μ^{(2)}_n | | | | | τ ))

= U(x) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ) + O ( 1 + |x|^τ p_n ) . for any given small τ > 0 (here ξ_{n,x} lies on the segment determined by x and^{μ(1)n}_{μ(2)n} x +^{x(1)n −x(2)n}_{μ(2)n} ). Thus K_{n,2} = t ( U(x) + O ( 1 + |x|^τ p_n ))

+ (1 − t) ( 1 + O( 1 p^{2−δ}n ) ) ( U(x) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ) + O ( 1 + |x|^τ p_n ))

= U(x) + O ( 1 + |x|^τ p^{1−δ}_n ) , uniformly in t ∈ [0, 1], x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0).

Inserting these estimates into (6.12), we obtain

E(t, x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) = v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 + 1 p_n U(x) + O( 1 + |x|^τ p^{2−δ}_n ) ) , uniformly in t ∈ [0, 1], x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0). It follows that

(μ^{(1)}_n )^2D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) = (μ^{(1)}_n )^2p_n

∫_1 0 E(t, x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x)^{pn−1}dt = ( 1 + 1 p_n U(x) + O( 1 + |x|^τ p^{2−δ}n ) )_{pn−1} , (6.13)

uniformly in x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0). In particular,

(μ^{(1)}_n )^2D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) → e^{U(x)} uniformly in C_{loc}(R^2 ). (6.14)

Similarly, we can give an estimate for ~D_n. Set ~E(t, x) := tu^{(1)}_n (x) + (1 − t)u^{(2)}_n (x), (6.15) then ~D_n(x) = q_n

∫_1 0 ~E(t, x)qn −1dt. By direct computations, we have

~E(t, x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x)

= tv^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 + w^{(1)}_n (x) p_n ) + (1 − t)v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n ) 1 + w^{(2)}_n (_{μ(1)n} μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}_n −x^{(2)}_n μ^{(2)}_n ) p_n

= v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( t + (1 − t) v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n ) v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) )

+ v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) p_n ( tw^{(1)}_n (x) + (1 − t) v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n ) v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) w^{(2)}_n ( μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n μ^{(2)}_n ))

=: v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n )K_{n,1} + v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) p_n K_{n,3}.

(6.16)

Recalling the corresponding s^{(l)}_n := p_n(w^{(l)}_n + θ_n ln v^{(l)}_n (x^{(l)}_n ) − U) in (4.1) for l = 1, 2, by Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 6.1, we get that for x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0),

w^{(1)}_n (x) = U(x) − θ_n ln v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) + s^{(1)}_n (x) p_n = U(x) − θ_n ln v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) + O ( 1 + |x|^τ p_n ) , and w^{(2)}_n ( μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n

μ^{(2)}_n ) = U ( μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}_n − x^{(2)}_n

μ^{(2)}_n ) − θ_n ln v^{(2)}_n (x^{(2)}_n )

+ 1 p_n s^{(2)}_n ( μ^{(1)}n μ^{(2)}_n x + x^{(1)}n − x^{(2)}n μ^{(2)}_n )

= U(x) − θ_n ln v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ) + O ( 1 + |x|^τ p_n ) . Thus

K_{n,3} = U(x) − θ_n ln v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) + O( 1 + |x|^τ p^{1−δ}_n ), uniformly in t ∈ [0, 1], x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0).

Inserting these estimate into (6.16), we obtain

~E(t, x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) = v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 + 1 p_n (U(x) − θ_n ln v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n )) + O( 1 + |x|^τ p^{2−δ}_n ) ) , uniformly in t ∈ [0, 1], x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0) . It follows that

(μ^{(1)}_n )^2 ~D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x)

= (μ^{(1)}_n )^2q_n

∫_1 0 ~E(t, x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x)^qn^{−1}dt

= q_n p_n (v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ))^{θn} ( 1 + 1 p_n (U(x) − θ_n ln v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n )) + O( 1 + |x|^τ p^{2−δ}_n ) )_{qn −1} , (6.17)

uniformly in x ∈ B^r_{μ(1)n} (0) . In particular,

(μ^{(1)}_n )^2 ~D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) → e^{U(x)} in C_{loc}(R^2 ). (6.18)

Thanks to (6.14) and (6.18), we can apply the standard elliptic estimates to the system (6.10), and obtain that up to a subsequence, (~ζ_n, ~κ_n) → (~ζ_∞, ~κ_∞) in C^2_{loc}(R^2 ), where (~ζ_∞, ~κ_∞) solves the linearized system (2.3). Then by Lemma 2.2 and ‖~ζ_∞‖_L∞ , ‖~κ_∞‖_L∞ ≤ 1, it holds (~ζ_∞, ~κ_∞) = 2∑ j=0 b_j (ϕ_j , ϕ_j ),

for some constants b_j ∈ R.

Like Section 5, we want to prove that b_j = 0 for all j and obtain a contradiction. To this goal, we need the following estimates.

Lemma 6.4. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), it holds { ζ_n(x) = B_{n,0}G(x^{(1)}n , x) +

∑_2

j=1 B_{n,j} ∂_j G(x^{(1)}n , x) + o(μ^{(1)}n ), κ_n(x) = ~B_{n,0}G(x^{(1)}n , x) +

∑_2

j=1 ~B_{n,j} ∂_j G(x^{(1)}_n , x) + o(μ^{(1)}_n ), (6.19)

in C^1(Ω \ B_{2r}(x^{(1)}n )). Moreover, we have B_{n,0}, ~B_{n,0} = 8π p_n b_0 + o( 1 p_n ), B_{n,j} , ~B_{n,j} = 2πb_j μ^{(1)}_n + o(μ^{(1)}_n ), for j = 1, 2. (6.20)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 5.1. First, by u^{(l)}_n , v^{(l)}_n = O(^1_{pn} ) in Ω \ B_r(x^{(1)}_n ), we see from (6.7)-(6.8) that D_n = O( C^{pn −1} p^{pn−2}_n ), ~D_n = O( C^{qn −1} p^{qn−2}_n ) in Ω \ B_r(x^{(1)}_n ). (6.21)

Second, by Remark 2.1 and Lemma 6.1, we see that for any x ∈ Ω^{(1)}_n , large n > 1 and l = 1, 2,

u^{(l)}_n (x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) = v^{(l)}_n (x^{(l)}_n ) ( 1 + 1 p_n w^{(l)}_n ( μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(l)}n x + x^{(1)}_n − x^{(l)}_n μ^{(l)}n ))

≤ v^{(l)}_n (x^{(l)}_n ) C 1 + | | |^{μ(1)n}_{μ(l)n} x +^{x(1)n −x(l)n}_{μ(l)n} | | |^{4−δ}

1 qn

≤ v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ) ( C 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) 1_{qn} , and v^{(l)}_n (x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) = v^{(l)}_n (x^{(l)}_n ) ( 1 + 1 p_n z^{(l)}_n ( μ^{(1)}_n μ^{(l)}_n x + x^{(1)}_n − x^{(l)}_n μ^{(l)}_n ))

≤ v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 + O( 1 p^{2−δ}_n ) ) ( C 1 + |x|^{4−δ} ) 1_{pn} . Inserting these estimates into the expressions (6.7)-(6.8) of D_n, ~D_n and using (μ^{(1)}_n )^2p_n(v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ))^{pn−1} = 1, we obtain that for x ∈ Ω^{(1)}_n , | | |(μ^{(1)}_n )^2Dn(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) | | | ≤ C 1 + |x|^{4−δ} , (6.22)

| | |(μ^{(1)}_n )^2 ~Dn(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n x) | | | ≤ C 1 + |x|^{4−δ} . (6.23) Thanks to (6.21) and (6.22)-(6.23), we can follow the proof of the first part in Lemma 5.1 and obtain (6.19), with the corresponding

B_{n,0} := ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) D_nκ_ndy, B_{n,j} := ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(y − x_n)_j D_nκ_ndy, (6.24) ~B_{n,0} := ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ~D_nζ_ndy, ~B_{n,j} := ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(y − x_n)_j ~D_nζ_ndy. (6.25)

Now we compute the estimates of B_{n,j} and ~B_{n,j} for j = 1, 2. Similarly as the proof of (5.10), by (6.14), (6.18) and (6.22)-(6.23), we can apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem to obtain

B_{n,j} = μ^{(1)}_n ∫ B r μ(1)n (0) y_j (μ^{(1)}_n )^2D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n y)~κ_n(y)dy

= μ^{(1)}_n ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)}~κ_∞(y)dy + o(μ_n)

= μ^{(1)}_n 2∑ i=0 b_i ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)}ϕ_i(y)dy + o(μ_n)

= 2πb_j μ^{(1)}_n + o(μ_n), j = 1, 2, and ~B_{n,j} = q^n p_n μ^{(1)}_n ∫ B r μ (1) n (0) y_j (μ^{(1)}_n )^2 ~D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n y)~ζ_n(y)dy

= μ^{(1)}_n ∫ R^2

y_j e^{U(y)} ~ζ_∞(y)dy + o(μ_n)

= 2πb_j μ^{(1)}_n + o(μ_n), j = 1, 2.

Finally, we compute the estimates of B_{n,0} and ~B_{n,0}. Observe from (6.24)-(6.25) that

B_{n,0} = ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 − v^{(1)}n v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ) D_nκ_ndx + 1 v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

v^{(1)}_n D_nκ_ndx, (6.26) and ~B_{n,0} = ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 − u^{(1)}n v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ) ~D_nζ_ndx + 1

v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

u^{(1)}_n ~D_nζ_ndx. (6.27)

Similarly as the proof of (5.13)-(5.14), again by the Dominated Convergence Theorem we see that ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 − v^{(1)}_n v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ) D_nκ_ndx = − 1 p_n ∫ B r μ(1)n (0) z^{(1)}_n (y)(μ^{(1)}_n )^2D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n y)~κ_n(y)dy

= − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 U(y)e^{U(y)}~κ_∞(y)dy + o( 1 p_n ) = − 1 p_n 2∑ i=0 b_i ∫ R^2 U(y)e^{U(y)}ϕ_i(y)dy + o( 1 p_n ) = 8π p_n b_0 + o( 1 p_n ),

(6.28) and ∫

B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ( 1 − u^{(1)}_n v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ) ~D_nζ_ndx

= − 1 p_n ∫ B r μ(1)n (0) w^{(1)}_n (y)(μ^{(1)}_n )^2 ~D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n y)~ζ_n(y)dy

= − 1 p_n ∫ R^2 (U(y) − θ 2 )e^{U(y)} ~ζ_∞(y)dy + o( 1 p_n ) = − 1 p_n 2∑ i=0 b_i ∫ R^2 (U(y) − θ 2 )e^{U(y)}ϕ_i(y)dy + o( 1 p_n ) = 8π p_n b_0 + o( 1 p_n ).

(6.29)

Substituting (6.28)-(6.29) into (6.26)-(6.27), we get

B_{n,0} = 8π p_n b_0 + o( 1 p_n ) + 1 v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

v^{(1)}_n D_nκ_ndx, (6.30)

~B_{n,0} = 8π p_n b_0 + o( 1 p_n ) + 1 v^{(1)}n (x^{(1)}n ) ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

u^{(1)}_n ~D_nζ_ndx. (6.31)

So it suffices to estimate ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) v (1) n D_nκ_ndx and ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) u (1) n ~D_nζ_ndx. Since Lemma 2.6 and (6.22)-(6.23) imply | | | | 1 v^{(1)}n (x^{(1)}n ) ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

v^{(1)}_n D_nκ_ndx | | | | = ∫ B r μ(1)n (0) | | | | ( 1 + z^{(1)}_n (y) p_n ) (μ^{(1)}_n )^2D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n y)~κ_n(y) | | | | dy

≤C ∫ B r μ (1) n (0) ln(2 + |y|) 1 + |y|^{4−δ} dy = O(1),

and | | | | | 1 v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n ) ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

u^{(1)}_n ~D_nζ_ndx | | | | | = ∫ B r μ (1) n (0) | | | | ( 1 + w^{(1)}n (y) p_n ) (μ^{(1)}_n )^2 ~D_n(x^{(1)}_n + μ^{(1)}_n y)~ζ_n(y) | | | | dy

≤C ∫ B r μ(1)n (0) ln(2 + |y|) 1 + |y|^{4−δ} dy = O(1),

we have that B_{n,0}, ~B_{n,0} = O(1). On the other hand, similarly as (5.18) we obtain ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

v^{(1)}_n D_nκ_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

−Δζ_nv^{(1)}_n dx = ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

Δv^{(1)}_n ζ_n − Δζ_nv^{(1)}_n dx + ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}_n )^{qn} ζ_ndx = ∫ ∂B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n ) ⟨ ∇v^{(1)}_n , ν ⟩ ζ_n − ⟨∇ζ_n, ν⟩ v^{(1)}_n dσ_x + ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}_n )^{qn} ζ_ndx,

(6.32)

Using Lemma 6.2, (6.19) and (6.20), we see that ∫ ∂B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n ) ⟨ ∇v^{(1)}_n , ν ⟩ ζ_n − ⟨∇ζ_n, ν⟩ v^{(1)}_n dσ_x = O ( ~B_{n,1} + ~B_{n,2} p_n + μ_n ~B_{n,0} p^{2−δ}_n ) = O( μ_n p_n ). We also observe from (5.15) that ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}_n )^{qn} ζ_ndx = 1 p_n v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n )^{θn+1} ∫ B_{2r} μ (1) n (0) ( 1 + w^{(1)}_n (y) p_n )_{qn} ~ζ_n(y)dy

= 1 p_n v^{(1)}_n (x^{(1)}_n )^{θn+1} ∫ R^2 e^{U− θ2} 2∑ j=0 b_j ϕ_j dy + o( 1 p_n ) = 0 + o( 1 p_n ) = o( 1 p_n ). Inserting these estimates into (6.32) we get ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

v^{(1)}_n D_nκ_ndx = o( 1 p_n ). From here and v^{(l)}n = O(^1_{pn} ), D_n = O(^{Cpn−1}_{ppn−2n} ) in B_{2r}(x^{(1)}n ) \ B_r(x^{(1)}n ) (see (6.21)), we obtain ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

v^{(1)}_n D_nκ_ndx = ∫ B_{2r} (x^{(1)}_n )

v^{(1)}_n D_nκ_ndx + O( C^{pn −1} p^{pn−1}_n ) = o( 1 p_n ). (6.33)

By a similar argument one can prove ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

u^{(1)}_n ~D_nζ_ndx = o( 1 p_n ). (6.34)

Inserting (6.33)-(6.34) into (6.30)-(6.31), we finally obtain B_{n,0}, ~B_{n,0} = 8π p_n b_0 + o( 1 p_n ). This completes the proof.

Lemma 6.5. It holds ‖ζ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω\B2μ(1)n pn (xn))} = O (p_nB_{n,0}) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}n ), (6.35) ‖κ_n‖_L∞_{(Ω\B2μ(1)n pn (xn))} = O ( p_n ~B_{n,0} ) + O( 1 p^{1−δ}_n ). (6.36)

Proof. This lemma can be proved exactly as Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 6.6. It holds b_0 = b_1 = b_2 = 0, where b_j are constants in Lemma 6.3, i.e. ~ξ_∞ = ~κ_∞ = 0.

Proof. For fixed r ∈ (0, d_0), we recall the quadratic forms (i.e. replace x_n with x^{(1)}_n in (5.24)-(5.25)) P (u, v) = −2r ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ⟨∇u, ν⟩ ⟨∇v, ν⟩ dσ + r ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ⟨∇u, ∇v⟩ dσ, (6.37)

Q_i(u, v) = − ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ⟨∇u, ν⟩ ∂_iv + ⟨∇v, ν⟩ ∂_iudσ + ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ⟨∇u, ∇v⟩ ν_idσ. (6.38)

Then (5.26) implies

P (u^{(l)}_n , v^{(l)}_n ) = r ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(l)}n )^{qn +1} q_n + 1 + (v^{(l)}n )^{pn +1}

p_n + 1 dσ − 2 ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(l)}n )^{qn+1} q_n + 1 + (v^{(l)}n )^{pn+1} p_n + 1 dx. (6.39)

By (6.4)-(6.5) and (6.37), we have

P (u^{(1)}_n , v^{(1)}_n ) L_n − P (u^{(2)}_n , v^{(2)}_n ) L_n = P (v^{(1)}_n , ζ_n) + P (u^{(2)}_n , κ_n). (6.40)

By u^{(l)}_n , v^{(l)}_n = O(^1_{pn} ) and D_n = O(^{Cpn−1}_{ppn−2n} ), ~D_n = O(^{Cqn −1}_{pqn−2n} ) in ∂B_r(x^{(1)}_n ) (see (6.21)), we have ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}_n )^{qn+1} − (u^{(2)}_n )^{qn+1} L_n dx = ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}_n )^{qn} ζ_n + u^{(2)}_n ~D_nζ_ndx = O( C^{qn −1} p^{qn−1}n ), (6.41) ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(v^{(1)}_n )^{pn+1} − (v^{(2)}_n )^{pn +1} L_n dx = ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(v^{(1)}_n )^{pn} κ_n + v^{(2)}_n D_nκ_ndx = O( C^{pn −1} p^{pn−1}_n ). (6.42)

Besides, by similar arguments as (6.33)-(6.34) we obtain ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}n )^{qn +1} − (u^{(2)}n )^{qn +1} L_n dx = ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}_n )^{qn} ζ_n + u^{(2)}_n ~D_nζ_ndx = o( 1 p_n ), ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(v^{(1)}_n )^{pn+1} − (v^{(2)}_n )^{pn+1} L_n dx = ∫ B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(v^{(1)}_n )^{pn} κ_n + v^{(2)}_n D_nκ_ndx = o( 1 p_n ). Thus (6.39)-(6.40) imply P (v^{(1)}_n , ζ_n) + P (u^{(2)}_n , κ_n) = o( 1 p^2_n ). On the other hand, using the expansions in Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.4, we get

P (v^{(1)}_n , ζ_n) = ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,0}P (G(x^{(1)}_n , ·), G(x^{(1)}_n , ·)) + o( μ_n p_n ) = − 1 2π ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,0} + o( μ^n p_n ) = − 32π √ e p^2_n b_0 + o( 1 p^2_n ), and P (u^{(2)}_n , κ_n) = − 1 2π C^{(2)}_n ~B_{n,0} + o( μ_n p_n ) = − 32π √ e p^2_n b_0 + o( 1 p^2_n ). It follows that 64π √ e p^2_n b_0 + o( 1 p^2_n

) = o( 1 p^2_n ), which implies b_0 = 0.

Recall (5.27) that

Q_i(u^{(l)}_n , v^{(l)}_n ) = ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n ) ( (u^{(l)}_n )^{qn +1}

q_n + 1 + (v^{(l)}_n )^{pn +1} p_n + 1 ) ν_idσ, (6.43)

which, together with (6.41)-(6.42), gives

Q_i(v^{(1)}_n , ζ_n) + Q_i(u^{(2)}_n , κ_n) =

Q_i(u^{(1)}_n , v^{(1)}_n ) L_n − Q_i(u^{(2)}_n , v^{(2)}_n ) L_n = ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(u^{(1)}_n )^{qn+1} − (u^{(2)}_n )^{qn+1} L_n(q_n + 1) dx + ∫ ∂B_r (x^{(1)}_n )

(v^{(1)}_n )^{pn+1} − (v^{(2)}_n )^{pn +1} L_n(p_n + 1) dx = O( C^{pn −1} p^{pn}n ). (6.44)

Again by using Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.4, we get

Q_i(v^{(1)}_n , ζ_n) = ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,0}Q_i(G(x^{(1)}_n , ·), G(x^{(1)}_n , ·)) + 2∑ j=1 ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,j} Q_i(G(x^{(1)}_n , ·), ∂_j G(x^{(1)}_n , ·)) + o( μ^n p_n )

= − ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,0}∂_iR(x^{(1)}_n ) − 1 2 2∑ j=1 ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,j} ∂^2_{ij} R(x^{(1)}_n ) + o( μ^n p_n )

= − 1 2 2∑ j=1 ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,j} ∂^2_{ij} R(x^{(1)}_n ) + o( μ^n p_n ), and similarly Q_i(u^{(2)}_n , κ_n) = − 1 2 2∑ j=1 C^{(2)}_n ~B_{n,j} ∂^2_{ij} R(x^{(1)}_n ) + o( μ_n p_n ), Inserting these into (6.44) leads to

∇^2R(x^{(1)}_n ) · ( C^{(2)}_n ~B_{n,1} + ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,1}, C^{(2)}_n ~B_{n,2} + ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,2} )_T = o( μ_n p_n ). Since ∇^2R(x_n) → ∇^2R(x_∞) and ∇^2R(x_∞) is invertible, we know that for n large,

C^{(2)}_n ~B_{n,j} + ~C^{(1)}_n B_{n,j} = o( μ_n p_n ), j = 1, 2, which implies b_1 = b_2 = 0 by using (6.1)-(6.2) and (6.20). Corollary 6.7. For any d > 0, it holds

‖ζ_n‖_{L∞(Bμ(1)n d(x}(1)_{n ))} = o(1), ‖κ_n‖_{L∞(Bμ(1)n d(x}(1)_{n ))} = o(1).

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 6.6, the proof is the same as Corollary 5.10.

Now we are in the position to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that by contradiction, we have supposed that (u^{(1)}_n , v^{(1)}_n ) and (u^{(2)}_n , v^{(2)}_n ) are two sequences of different 1-bubble solutions concentrating at the same x_∞. Let ζ_n, κ_n be defined by (6.5). Without loss of generality, we assume ζ_n(x^∗_n) = 1 = max_Ω {|ζ_n|, |κ_n|} .

For any d > 0, since B_{n,0}, ~B_{n,0} = o(^1_{pn} ), Lemma 6.5 and Corollary 6.7 imply x^∗_n ∈ B_{2μ}(1)_{n pn} (x^{(1)}_n ) \ B_μ(1)_{n d}(x^{(1)}n ) for n large. Let r_n := |x^∗_n − x^{(1)}_n | ∈ [μ^{(1)}_n d, 2μ^{(1)}_n p_n]. (6.45) Recalling ~ζ_n, ~κ_n defined in (6.9),

ζ^{∗∗}_n (x) := ζ_n(x^{(1)}_n + r_nx) = ~ζ_n( r_n μ^{(1)}_n x), κ^{∗∗}_n (x) := κ_n(x^{(1)}_n + r_nx) = ~κ_n( r_n μ^{(1)}_n x). Then a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3 implies ζ^{∗∗}_n → 1 in C^2_{loc}(R^2 \{0}). Thus inf_{|x|=1} ζ^{∗∗}_n (x) ≥ C_0 > 0 for n large. Define the average functions

ζ^∗_n(r) := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ~ζ_n(r, ρ)dρ, κ^∗_n(r) := 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ~κ_n(r, ρ)dρ. (6.46)

Then using (6.13), (6.17) and (6.22)-(6.23), we can prove exactly as (5.39) that

ζ^∗_n( r_n μ^{(1)}_n

) = o(1), κ^∗_n( r_n μ^{(1)}_n

) = o(1).

Consequently,

o(1) = ζ^∗_n( r_n μ^{(1)}n ) = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ~ζ_n( r^n μ^{(1)}n , ρ)dρ = 1 2π ∫_{2π} 0 ζ^{∗∗}_n (1, ρ)dρ ≥ C_0 > 0, a contradiction. This proves Theorem 1.2.

7 On convex domains

In this section, we assume Ω is convex and prove Theorem 1.4. We first colloect some known results. Lemma 7.1. ([26]) Let Ω ⊂ R^2 be any star-shaped bounded domain with C^2-boundary and assume the exponents p, q satisfies p ≥ 1, q ≥ 1, pq − 1 ≥ κ, 1 K q ≤ p ≤ Kq, for some κ > 0 and K ≥ 1. There exists a positive constant C = C(κ, K, Ω) such that any classical solution (u, v) = (u_{p,q}, v_{p,q} ) of (1.1) satisfies p ∫ Ω ∇u_{p,q} · ∇v_{p,q} dx ≤ C. Lemma 7.2. ([5]) Let Ω ⊂ R^2 be any convex bounded domain, then the Robin function R(x) is strictly convex and has a unique critical point. Moreover the corresponding Hessian matrix ∇^2R in this point is positive definite.

Lemma 7.3. ([23]) Let Ω ⊂ R^2 be any convex bounded domain and k ≥ 2. Set Ω^k_0 = { (x_1, · · · , x_k) ∈ Ω^k : x_i = x_j for some i ≠ j } . Then there does not exist (x_1, · · · , x_k) ∈ Ω^k \ Ω^k_0 such that ∇R(x_i) − 2 k∑ j=1,j≠i ∇G(x_i, x_j ) = 0, ∀i = 1, · · · , k.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The existence of positive solutions has been proved in [12] by the degree method, and later proved in [4] by the variational method.

Now we prove the uniqueness. Let Ω be convex and fix any Λ > 0. By contradiction, we assume there exist two number sequences p_n, q_n → ∞ satisfying sup_{n≥1} |p_n − q_n| ≤ Λ such that the corresponding Lane-Emden system (1.18) with (p, q) = (p_n, q_n) has two different solutions (u^{(1)}n , v^{(1)}n ) and (u^{(2)}n , v^{(2)}n ), i.e. (u^{(1)}_n , v^{(1)}_n ) ≠ (u^{(2)}_n , v^{(2)}_n ), for any n ≥ 1. (7.1) From Lemma 7.1, we see that sup_{n≥1} p_n ∫ Ω ∇u^{(l)}_n · ∇v^{(l)}_n dx < +∞, for l = 1, 2. Applying Theorem 2.4, we deduce that there exist two integers k_l ≥ 1, two sets S_l ⊂ Ω of k_l concerntration points such that conclusions (1)-(5) in Theorem 2.4 hold for (u^{(l)}_n , v^{(l)}_n ), l = 1, 2.

Since Ω is convex, we can apply Lemma 7.3 to deduce that k_1 = k_2 = 1. So the concentration sets S_l = {x^{(l)}∞ } and ∇R(x^{(l)}∞ ) = 0 for l = 1, 2. Then Lemma 7.2 implies that x^{(1)}∞ = x^{(2)}∞ is the unique critical point of the Robin function R(x), which is also nondegenerate. So by Theorem 1.2, there exists n_0 > 1 such that u^{(1)}_n = u^{(2)}_n and v^{(1)}_n = v^{(2)}_n , for any n ≥ n_0.

This clearly contradicts with (7.1). This proves the uniqueness, and the nondegeneracy follows from Theorem 1.3.

Acknowledgements This work is partially supported by NSFC (No.12171265,12071240).

References

[1] Abramowitz, Milton; Irene A. Stegun, eds. Handbook of mathematical functions with formulas, graphs, and mathematical tables. Vol. 55. US Government printing office, 1964.

[2] Berezin, F. A.; Shubin, M. A. The Schrödinger equation. Mathematics and its Applications (Soviet Series), 66. Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht, 1991. xviii+555 pp.

[3] Bonheure, Denis; Moreira dos Santos, Ederson; Tavares, Hugo. Hamiltonian elliptic systems: a guide to variational frameworks. Port. Math., 71(2014), no. 3-4, 301-395.

[4] Bonheure, Denis; Moreira dos Santos, Ederson; Ramos, Miguel. Ground state and non-ground state solutions of some strongly coupled elliptic systems. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 364(2012), no. 1, 447-491.

[5] Caffarelli, Luis A.; Friedman, Avner. Convexity of solutions of semilinear elliptic equations. Duke Math.

J., 52(1985), no. 2, 431-456.

[6] Cardaliaguet, Pierre; Tahraoui, Rabah. On the strict concavity of the harmonic radius in dimension N ≥ 3.

J. Math. Pures Appl., 81(2002), no. 3, 223-240.

[7] Chandrasekhar, S. An Introduction to the Study of Stellar Structure. Dover Publications Inc., New York, 1967.

[8] Chae, Dongho; Imanuvilov, Oleg Yu. The existence of non-topological multivortex solutions in the relativistic self-dual Chern-Simons theory. Comm. Math. Phys., 215(2000), no. 1, 119-142.

[9] Chen Zhijie; Li Houwang; Zou Wenming. Asymptotic behavior of positive solutions to the Lane-Emden system in dimension two. arXiv:2204.03422

[10] Chen, Chiun-Chuan; Lin, Chang-Shou. Sharp estimates for solutions of multi-bubbles in compact Riemann surfaces. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 55(2002), no. 6, 728-771.

[11] Chen, Wenxiong; Li, Congming. Methods on nonlinear elliptic equations. American Institute of Mathematical Sciences (AIMS), Springfield, MO, 2010. xii+299 pp.

[12] Clément, Ph.; de Figueiredo, D. G.; Mitidieri, E. Positive solutions of semilinear elliptic systems. Comm.

Partial Differential Equations, 17(1992), no. 5-6, 923-940.

[13] De Figueiredo, Djairo G. Semilinear elliptic systems: existence, multiplicity, symmetry of solutions.

Handbook of differential equations: stationary partial differential equations. Vol. V, 1-48, Handb. Differ. Equ., Elsevier/North-Holland, Amsterdam, 2008.

[14] De Marchis, Francesca; Grossi, Massimo; Ianni, Isabella; Pacella, Filomena. L^∞-norm and energy quantization for the planar Lane-Emden problem with large exponent. Arch. Math., 111(2018), no. 4, 421-429.

[15] De Marchis, Francesca; Grossi, Massimo; Ianni, Isabella; Pacella, Filomena. Morse index and uniqueness of positive solutions of the Lane-Emden problem in planar domains. J. Math. Pures Appl., (9)128 (2019), 339-378.

[16] De Marchis, Francesca; Ianni, Isabella; Pacella, Filomena. Asymptotic analysis and sign-changing bubble towers for Lane-Emden problems. J. Eur. Math. Soc., 17(2015), no. 8, 2037-2068.

[17] De Marchis, Francesca; Ianni, Isabella; Pacella, Filomena. Asymptotic analysis for the Lane-Emden problem in dimension two. Partial differential equations arising from physics and geometry, 215-252, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., 450, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2019.

[18] De Marchis, Francesca; Ianni, Isabella; Pacella, Filomena. Asymptotic profile of positive solutions of Lane-Emden problems in dimension two. J. Fixed Point Theory Appl., 19(2017), no. 1, 889-916.

[19] Dalmasso, Robert. Existence and uniqueness of positive solutions of semilinear elliptic systems. Nonlinear Anal., 39(2000), no. 5, 559-568.

[20] Gladiali, Francesca; Grossi, Massimo; Luo, Peng; Yan, Shusen. Qualitative analysis on the critical points of the Robin function. arXiv:2202.10895v1

[21] Grossi, Massimo. On the nondegeneracy of the critical points of the Robin function in symmetric domains.

C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 335(2002), no. 2, 157-160.

[22] Grossi, Massimo; Ianni, Isabella; Luo, Peng; Yan, Shusen. Non-degeneracy and local uniqueness of positive solutions to the Lane-Emden problem in dimension two. J. Math. Pures Appl., 157(2022), no. 9, 145-210.

[23] Grossi, Massimo; Takahashi, Futoshi. Nonexistence of multi-bubble solutions to some elliptic equations on convex domains. J. Funct. Anal., 259(2010), no. 4, 904-917.

[24] Iwasaki, K; Kimura, H; Shimomura, S; Yoshida, M; From Gauss to Painlevé: A Modern Theory of Special Functions. Springer vol. E16, 1991.

[25] Kamburov, Nikola; Sirakov, Boyan. Uniform a priori estimates for positive solutions of the Lane-Emden equation in the plane. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 57(2018), no. 6, Paper No. 164, 8 pp.

[26] Kamburov, Nikola; Sirakov, Boyan. Uniform a priori estimates for positive solutions of the Lane-Emden system in the plane. arXiv:2205.02587

ADDRESS OF THE AUTHORS:

Zhijie Chen Yau Mathematical Sciences Center Tsinghua University Beijing 100084 China E-mail address: zjchen2016@tsinghua.edu.cn

Houwang Li Yanqi Lake Beijing Institute of Mathematical Sciences and Applications Beijing 101408 China E-mail address: lhwmath@bimsa.cn

Wenming Zou Department of Mathematical Sciences

Tsinghua University Beijing 100084 China E-mail address: zou-wm@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn