
Azeb Alghanemi, Khadijah Abdullah Sharaf,
Hichem Chtioui & Mohamed Gdarat
Existence and multiplicity results for a fractional curvature problem
Volume 32, no 1 (2025), p. 1-31.
https://doi.org/10.5802/ambp.431

Cet article est mis à disposition selon les termes de la licence
Creative Commons Attribution (CC-BY) 4.0.
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Publication éditée par le laboratoire de mathématiques Blaise Pascal
de l’université Clermont Auvergne, UMR 6620 du CNRS

Clermont-Ferrand — France

C EN T R E
MER S ENN E

Publication membre du centre
Mersenne pour l’édition scientifique ouverte

http://www.centre-mersenne.org/
e-ISSN : 2118-7436

https://doi.org/10.5802/ambp.431
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.centre-mersenne.org/


Annales mathématiques Blaise Pascal 32, 1-31 (2025)

Existence and multiplicity results for a fractional
curvature problem
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Khadijah Abdullah Sharaf

Hichem Chtioui
Mohamed Gdarat

Abstract

We consider the existence problem of conformal metrics with prescribed fractional curvature on the
standard sphere 𝑆𝑛 , 𝑛 ≥ 2. It is equivalent to solving a fractional nonlinear variational equation involving
a critical nonlinearity. By studying the lack of compactness of the associated variational problem, we
extend the existence results of [2] and [3] to any fractional order 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛

2 ) and prove a general existence
and multiplicity Theorem under an Euler–Hopf type criterion.

1. Introduction

In recent decades, mathematicians and physicists are interested in certain problems of
conformal metrics with prescribed curvatures. We study the problem of finding conformal
metrics with prescribed fractional curvature, which is of interest in geometry, physics and
engineering. See [21] and [26] and references therein.

Let 𝑔0 be the standard metric of the unite sphere 𝑆𝑛, 𝑛 ≥ 2, and let 𝑔 be a new metric
conformally equivalent to 𝑔0. Writing 𝑔 = 𝑢

4
𝑛−2𝜎 𝑔0, where 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ) and 𝑢 is a smooth

positive function on 𝑆𝑛, then the fractional curvature 𝑅𝜎
𝑔 of (𝑆𝑛, 𝑔) is given by:

𝑃𝜎
𝑔0 (𝑢) = 𝑐(𝑛, 𝜎)𝑅

𝜎
𝑔 𝑢

𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎 , on 𝑆𝑛,

where 𝑐(𝑛, 𝜎) = Γ( 𝑛2 + 𝜎)/Γ( 𝑛2 − 𝜎) and 𝑃𝜎
𝑔0 is the conformal fractional operator on

(𝑆𝑛, 𝑔0) defined by

𝑃𝜎
𝑔0 =

Γ(𝐵 + 1
2 + 𝜎)

Γ(𝐵 + 1
2 − 𝜎)

, 𝐵 =

√︄
−Δ𝑔0 +

(
𝑛 − 1

2

)2
.

𝑃𝜎
𝑔0 can be seen as the pull back operator of the fractional Laplacian (−Δ)𝜎 on R𝑛 via

the stereographic projection.
Let 𝐾 : 𝑆𝑛 → R be a given function. According to the formula above, the problem of

finding conformal metrics 𝑔 on 𝑆𝑛 with a fractional curvature 𝑅𝜎
𝑔 equals 𝐾 is equivalent

Keywords: Fractional nonlinear problems, Variational analysis, Critical nonlinearities, Palais–Smale condition,
Critical points at infinity.
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to the solving of the fractional nonlinear equations{
𝑃𝜎
𝑔0 (𝑢) = 𝑐(𝑛, 𝜎)𝐾𝑢

𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎 ,

𝑢 > 0 on 𝑆𝑛,
(𝐸𝜎)

where 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ).
For 𝜎 = 1, (𝐸𝜎) corresponds to the Nirenberg problem. For 𝜎 = 2, it corresponds

to the Paneitz–Branson curvature problem. For 𝜎 = 𝑘 ∈ N, it is the higher order
Nirenberg problems related to the so-called GJMS operators. For these topics, we refer
to [7, 9, 10, 14, 18, 23, 24, 30, 31] and the references therein.

For 𝜎 ∉ N, the fractional curvature problems and related conformally invariant
operators were introduced in the works of Case–Chang [12], Chang–Gonzalez [13] and
Graham–Zworski [25] and have been the subject of various studies. We may refer to [1]
for 𝜎 = 1

2 , [2, 3, 16, 22, 27, 28, 37] for 𝜎 ∈ (0, 1), [29, 34] for 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ), [11] for 𝜎 = 𝑛
2 ,

and [38] for 𝜎 > 𝑛
2 . For the problem on general manifolds, we refer to [20].

The purpose of the present paper is to study problem (𝐸𝜎) on 𝑆𝑛, for 𝑛 ≥ 2 and
𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ). We are interested in the lack of compactness of the associated variational
problem. We describe the asymptotic behavior of non-compact gradient lines; identify
the locations of blow-up, which are the so-called critical points at infinity; compute the
index of the associated energy functional at each blow-up point; and derive a criterion for
the existence of solutions in terms of an Euler–Hopf index.

Our main assumption is the following:

( 𝒇 )𝜷 . Assume that 𝐾 is of class 𝐶1 on 𝑆𝑛 such that for any critical point 𝑦, there exists a
real 𝛽 = 𝛽(𝑦) ∈ (1, 𝑛), and a neighborhood 𝑁𝑦 of 𝑦 in which the following expansion
holds (in some geodesic normal coordinates system around 𝑦).

𝐾 (𝑥) = 𝐾 (𝑦) +
𝑛∑︁

𝑘=1
𝑏𝑘 | (𝑥 − 𝑦)𝑘 |𝛽 + 𝑜(|𝑥 − 𝑦 |𝛽),

where, 𝑏𝑘 = 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦) ≠ 0, ∀ 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, and
∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 ≠ 0.

Under condition ( 𝑓 )𝛽 , any critical point of 𝐾 is isolated in 𝑆𝑛, therefore, 𝐾 admits a
finite number of critical points. We denote

𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑠0 ,

all the critical points of 𝐾 . For any 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑠0, we denote

L𝑖 𝑗 = 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) + 𝛽(𝑦 𝑗 ) − 2
𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝛽(𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑛 − 2𝜎

.
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For any real 𝑟 ≥ 1, we define

K𝑟 = {𝑦𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑠0, s.t. 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) = 𝑟},
K<𝑟 = {𝑦𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑠0, s.t. 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) < 𝑟},
K>𝑟 = {𝑦𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑠0, s.t. 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) > 𝑟}.

For 𝑦𝑖 ∈ K>𝑛−2𝜎 , we denote

𝑆𝑦𝑖 =
{
𝑦 𝑗 ∈ K<𝑛−2𝜎 , s.t. L𝑖 𝑗 = 0

}
.

(H1). Assume that for any q-tuple 𝜏𝑞 = (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑞) ∈ (𝑆𝑦𝑖 )𝑞 , 1 ≤ 𝑞 ≤ #𝑆𝑦𝑖 , such that
𝑧𝑖 ≠ 𝑧 𝑗 ,∀ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 , we have

�̃�(𝜏𝑞)

=

𝑞∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑐(𝑧 𝑗 )𝛽(𝑧 𝑗 )
𝑛

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑧 𝑗 )

��
𝐾 (𝑧 𝑗 )1+ 𝑛−2𝜎

𝑛

(
𝑛�̃� 2 𝑛−2𝜎

2 𝐾 (𝑧 𝑗 )1+ 𝑛−2𝜎
2 𝐺 (𝑧 𝑗 , 𝑦𝑖)

𝑐(𝑧 𝑗 )𝛽(𝑧 𝑗 ) (𝐾 (𝑧 𝑗 )𝐾 (𝑦𝑖))
𝑛−2𝜎

4
��∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑧 𝑗 )
��
) 2𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

𝑛−2𝜎

+
𝑐(𝑦𝑖)𝛽(𝑦𝑖)

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

𝑛𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)1+ 𝑛−2𝜎
2

≠ 0,

where

(𝑐(𝑧 𝑗 ) =
∫
R𝑛

|𝑥1 |𝛽 (𝑧 𝑗 )

(1 + |𝑥 |2)𝑛
d𝑥 and �̃� =

∫
R𝑛

d𝑥
(1 + |𝑥 |2) 𝑛+2𝜎

2
.

For any 𝜏𝑞 = (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑞) ∈ (K𝑛−2𝜎)𝑞 , 1 ≤ 𝑞 ≤ #K𝑛−2𝜎 , such that 𝑧𝑖 ≠ 𝑧 𝑗 ,∀ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ,

we define a 𝑞 × 𝑞 matrix 𝑀 (𝜏𝑞) = (𝑚𝑖 𝑗 ) by:

𝑚𝑖𝑖 = 𝑚(𝑧𝑖 , 𝑧𝑖) = −𝑛 − 2𝜎
2

𝑐(𝑧 𝑗 )
∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑧𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑧𝑖)

𝑛
2𝜎

, 𝑖 = 1 . . . , 𝑞,

𝑚𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑚(𝑧𝑖 , 𝑧 𝑗 ) = �̃�2
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝐺 (𝑧𝑖 , 𝑧 𝑗 )(

𝐾 (𝑧𝑖)𝐾 (𝑧 𝑗 )
) 𝑛−2𝜎

4𝜎
, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑞,

where, 𝐺 (𝑧𝑖 , 𝑧 𝑗 ) = 1
(1−cos 𝑑 (𝑧𝑖 ,𝑧 𝑗 ) )

𝑛−2𝜎
2
.

(H2). Let 𝜌(𝜏𝑞) be the least eigenvalue of 𝑀 (𝜏𝑞). We assume that 𝜌(𝜏𝑞) ≠ 0, for any
𝑞 = 1, . . . , #K𝑛−2𝜎 .

It has been first pointed out by A. Bahri [4], that when the interaction between different
bubbles is of the same order as the self interaction, the functions �̃�(𝜏𝑞) and 𝜌(𝜏𝑞) play a
fundamental role in the theory of the critical points at infinity. For problem (𝐸𝜎), such
kind of phenomenon appears when L𝑖 𝑗 = 0. Note that conditions like (H1) and (H2)
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were used first in [15, Theorem 10.3] for the study of the Nirenberg problem, as standard
conditions to guarantee the existence of solutions. See also [17]. Let

𝐵∞ =


(𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝), 1 ≤ 𝑝 ≤ 𝑠0, s.t. −∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) > 0, ∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, 𝑦𝑖 ≠ 𝑦 𝑗

and L𝑖 𝑗 ≥ 0, ∀ 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑝. Moreover, if we denote, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑞 , all the
components of (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝), such that, for any 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑞, there exists,
𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑞, 𝑗 ≠ 𝑖, satisfying, L𝑖 𝑗 = 0, then, (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑞) ∈ K𝑞

𝑛−2𝜎 and
𝜌(𝑦1 . . . , 𝑦𝑞) > 0


.

We shall prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let 𝐾 be a positive function satisfying conditions ( 𝑓 )𝛽 , 𝛽 ∈ (1, 𝑛), (H1)
and (H2). If ∑︁

(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

(−1) 𝑝−1+∑𝑝

𝑗=1 (𝑛−𝑖 (𝑦 𝑗 ) ) ≠ 1,

then (𝐸𝜎) has a solution. Moreover, in a generic case, if 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) > 𝑛−2𝜎
2 ,∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑠0,

then

#𝑆 ≥
�����1 −

∑︁
(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

(−1) 𝑝−1+∑𝑝

𝑗=1 (𝑛−𝑖 (𝑦 𝑗 ) )
�����.

Here, 𝑆 is the set of solutions of (𝐸𝜎) and

�̃�(𝑦 𝑗 ) = #
{
𝑏𝑘 (𝑦 𝑗 ), 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, s.t. 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦 𝑗 ) < 0

}
.

Note that the criteria of existence of solutions given by Theorem 1.1 extends the ones
of [2] and [3] to any fractional order 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ). In addition, Theorem 1.1 provides a
lower bound of the number of solutions. It holds under the assumption that all the critical
points of the variational functional 𝐽 are non-degenerate. Such an assumption is valid for
generic 𝐾 (modulo a perturbation of the function 𝐾) by Sard–Smale Theorem [35]. For
the degenerate case, (degenerate critical points of 𝐽), the result of Theorem 1.1 remains
open, since the topological contribution of a degenerate critical point is unknown in
general, see [33].

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on a refined analysis of the compactness defect
of the variational structure associated to problem (𝐸𝜎). Theorem 3.6 in Section 3
provides a precise characterization of the critical points at infinity (blowup points) under
condition ( 𝑓 )𝛽 , 𝛽 ∈ (1, 𝑛).

Unlike the case of 𝜎 ∈ (0, 1), many interesting curvature problems in differential
geometry arise in studying the non linear fractional equations (𝐸𝜎), 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ). Namely,
the celebrate scalar curvature problem for 𝜎 = 1 and 𝑛 ≥ 3 and the 𝑄-curvature
problem for 𝜎 = 2 and 𝑛 ≥ 5. Moreover, there is a qualitative difference in results and
configurations of blow-up points between the cases 𝜎 ∈ (0, 1) and 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ). Indeed, if
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we place for example in dimension 𝑛 = 4 and if the prescribed function 𝐾 satisfies the
classical non degenerate condition near its critical points, that it is the case of 𝛽(𝑦) = 2,
for all the critical points, we find that the behavior of the concentration phenomenon of
the associated gradient flow depends to the value of 𝜎. Precisely, (see Section 3), the
configuration of blow-up points differ with respect to 𝜎 ∈ (0, 1), 𝜎 ∈ (1, 2) and 𝜎 = 1.
Namely, for 𝜎 ∈ (0, 1), the gradient flow concentrates at several distinct critical points of
𝐾 , for 𝜎 ∈ (1, 2), the concentration phenomenon happens at only one critical point and
for 𝜎 = 1, the concentration phenomenon depend to the matrix defined in (𝐻2). Although
the results on problem (𝐸𝜎), 𝜎 ∈ (0, 𝑛2 ) differ to the ones of [2] and [3], the same kind of
methods allows to conclude.

In the next Section, we state the variational formulation of problem (𝐸𝜎) and we recall
some known results.

Acknowledgement

We are grateful to the anonymous referee for their interesting comments that improved
the quality of the manuscript.

2. Preliminaries

(𝐸𝜎) is a variational problem. The solutions are the critical points (up to positive
multiplicative constants) of the following functional:

𝐽 (𝑢) =
∫
𝑆𝑛 𝑃

𝜎
𝑔0𝑢𝑢d𝑣𝑔0(∫

𝑆𝑛 𝐾𝑢
2𝑛

𝑛−2𝜎 d𝑣𝑔0

) 𝑛−2𝜎
𝑛

, 𝑢 ∈ 𝐻𝜎 (𝑆𝑛),

subjected to the constraint 𝑢 ∈ Σ+. Here,

Σ+ = {𝑢 ∈ Σ, 𝑢 ≥ 0}, Σ = {𝑢 ∈ 𝐻𝜎 (𝑆𝑛), ∥𝑢∥ = 1}

and 𝐻𝜎 (𝑆𝑛) is the fractional Sobolev space defined as the closure of𝐶∞ (𝑆𝑛) with respect
to the norm

∥𝑢∥2 =

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝑃𝜎
𝑔0𝑢𝑢d𝑣𝑔0 .

𝐽 does not satisfy the Palais–Smale condition (P.S). This is a consequence of the lack of
compactness of the embedding 𝐻𝜎 (𝑆𝑛) ↩→ 𝐿

2𝑛
𝑛−2𝜎 (𝑆𝑛). The sequences violating (P.S)

condition are characterized as follows. For 𝑎 ∈ 𝑆𝑛 and 𝜆 > 0, define

𝛿 (𝑎,𝜆) (𝑥) =
𝜆

𝑛−2𝜎
2

(1 + 𝜆2 + (1 − 𝜆2) cos 𝑑𝑔0 (𝑎, 𝑥))
𝑛−2𝜎

2
.
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Up to a positive multiplicative constant, 𝛿 (𝑎,𝜆) satisfies

𝑃𝜎
𝑔0𝛿 (𝑎,𝜆) = 𝛿

𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
(𝑎,𝜆) , on 𝑆𝑛,

see [27]. Let 𝜔 be a solution of (𝐸𝜎) or zero. Let 𝑝 ∈ N and 𝜆 > 0. We set,

𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔) =



𝑢 ∈ Σ, ∃ 𝛼0, 𝛼1, . . . , 𝛼𝑝 > 0, ∃ 𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑝 ∈ 𝑆𝑛, ∃ 𝜆1, . . . , 𝜆𝑝 > 𝜀
−1,

s.t.,
𝑢 − 𝛼0𝜔 − ∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
 ≤ 𝜀, with

����𝛼 4𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
0 𝐽 (𝑢) 𝑛

𝑛−2𝜎 − 1
���� < 𝜀,����𝛼 4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑖

𝐽 (𝑢) 𝑛
𝑛−2𝜎 𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) − 1

���� < 𝜀, ∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝 and 𝜀𝑖 𝑗 < 𝜀, ∀ 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠
𝑗 ≤ 𝑝


.

Here, 𝜀𝑖 𝑗 =
(
𝜆𝑖
𝜆 𝑗

+ 𝜆 𝑗

𝜆𝑖
+ 𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗

2
(
1 − cos d(𝑎𝑖 , 𝑎 𝑗 )

) )− 𝑛−2𝜎
2 .

Proposition 2.1 ([5, 32, 36]). For any sequence (𝑢𝑘)𝑘 in Σ+ such that 𝐽 (𝑢𝑘) → 𝑐, 𝑐 ∈ R
and 𝜕𝐽 (𝑢𝑘) → 0, there exists 𝑝 ∈ N and (𝜀𝑘)𝑘 > 0𝜀𝑘 → 0 and an extracted subsequence
denoted again (𝑢𝑘)𝑘 such that 𝑢𝑘 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀𝑘 , 𝜔), where 𝜔 is a solution of (𝐸𝜎) or zero.

It is known that for any 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), there exists a unique representation as follows:

𝑢 = 𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) + 𝑣,

up to a permutation, see [4, Proposition 5.2] and [5, p. 348–350]. Here ℎ ∈ 𝑇𝜔𝑊𝑢 (𝜔)
and 𝑣 ∈ 𝐻𝜎 (𝑆𝑛) ∩ 𝑇𝜔𝑊𝑠 (𝜔) belonging to 𝑉0, where

𝑉0 = {𝑣 : ∥𝑣∥ < 𝜀, ⟨𝑣, 𝜙⟩ = 0, ∀ 𝜙 ∈ 𝐸}.

Here 𝐸 =

{
𝜔, ℎ, 𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ,

𝜕𝛿(𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

,
𝜕𝛿(𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )

𝜕𝑎𝑖
, 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝

}
and ⟨ · , · ⟩ denotes the inner

product related to the norm ∥ · ∥. The following Morse Lemma gets rid of the 𝑣-
contributions.

Proposition 2.2 ([5, 6]). There exists a 𝐶1-mapping which to any (𝛼𝑖 , 𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑖 , ℎ) such
that 𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) +∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ∈ 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), associates 𝑣 = 𝑣(𝛼𝑖 , 𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑖 , ℎ) ∈ 𝐻𝜎 (𝑆𝑛),
where 𝑣 is the unique solution of

𝐽

(
𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) + 𝑣
)
= min

𝑣 satisfying (𝑉0 )
𝐽

(
𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) + 𝑣
)
.

In addition there is a change of variables 𝑣 − 𝑣 ≡ 𝑉, such that

𝐽

(
𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) + 𝑣
)
= 𝐽

(
𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) + 𝑣
)
+ ∥𝑉 ∥2.
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As shown in [5, p. 328], by applying the differential equation ¤𝑉 = −𝜇𝑉, 𝜇 ≫ 1, the
norm of the flow 𝑉 (𝑠) decreases and tends to zero. Therefore, in order to establish our
deformation Lemma, we can work as if 𝑉 = 0.

Following [2, p. 1291], the estimate of ∥𝑣∥ is given as follows.

Proposition 2.3.

∥𝑣∥ ≤ 𝑐
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆
𝑛
2
𝑖

+ 1
𝜆
𝛽

𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

+ (log𝜆𝑖)
𝑛+2𝜎

2

𝜆
𝑛+2𝜎

2
𝑖

)

+ 𝑐

∑

𝑘≠𝑟 𝜀
𝑛+2𝜎

2(𝑛−2𝜎)
𝑘𝑟

(
log 𝜀−1

𝑘𝑟

) 𝑛+2𝜎
2𝑛 , if 𝑛 ≥ 6𝜎∑

𝑘≠𝑟 𝜀𝑘𝑟
(
log 𝜀−1

𝑘𝑟

) 𝑛−2𝜎
𝑛 , if 𝑛 < 6𝜎.

We now introduce the definition of critical point at infinity of 𝐽.

Definition 2.4 ([4]). A critical point at infinity of 𝐽 in Σ+ is a limit of flow line 𝑢(𝑠) of
the gradient vector field (−𝜕𝐽) such that 𝑢(𝑠) lies in 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), 𝑝 ≥ 1, for any 𝑠 large.
Writing

𝑢(𝑠) = 𝛼0 (𝑠) (𝜔 + ℎ(𝑠)) +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖 (𝑠)𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 (𝑠) ,𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) ) + 𝑣(𝑠),

𝛼𝑖 = lim𝛼𝑖 (𝑠) and 𝑦𝑖 = lim 𝑎𝑖 (𝑠),
we then denote

𝛼0𝜔 +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑦𝑖 ,∞)

such a critical point at infinity.

3. Critical points at infinity

In this Section, we characterize the critical points at infinity of problem (𝐸𝜎) under
conditions ( 𝑓 )𝛽 , (H1), (H2). Such a characterization hinges on an analysis of the gradient
flow of 𝐽 in all the possible neighborhoods of these critical points at infinity. First,
according to the above definition, these neighborhoods correspond to the sets 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔)
such that 𝑝 ≥ 1 and 𝜔 is zero or a solution of (𝐸𝜎). Second, following the results of [2,
p. 1300–1304], the possible neighborhoods of the critical points at infinity are reduced to
the sets:

𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔) =
{
𝑢 = 𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) + ∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) + 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔) s.t., ∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝,
∃ 𝑦𝑖 ∈ K with |𝑎𝑖 − 𝑦𝑖 | < 𝛿

𝜆𝑖
and 𝑦𝑖 ≠ 𝑦 𝑗 , ∀ 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑝

}
.

Here, K denotes the set of all critical points of 𝐾 .
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3.1. Asymptotic analysis in 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔)

In this Subsection, we study the variation of the energy functional 𝐽 with respect to
𝜆𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝 and ℎ variables. We follow the computations of [19] and [2], (see also
Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 of [19]).

Proposition 3.1. For any 𝑢 = 𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) + ∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ∈ 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), we have

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), ℎ⟩ ≤ −𝑐
[
∥ℎ∥2 +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)]
,

where 𝑐 is a fixed positive constant independent of 𝑢.

Proof. Following [19, Proposition 3.3], we have

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), ℎ⟩ = 2𝐽 (𝑢)
(
𝛼0∥ℎ∥2 − 𝑛 + 2𝜎

𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝛼

𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
0 𝐽 (𝑢) 𝑛

𝑛−2𝜎

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾𝜔
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎 ℎ2d𝑣𝑔0

)
+ 𝑜(∥ℎ∥2) +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)
.

Since 𝛼
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎
0 𝐽 (𝑢) 𝑛

𝑛−2𝜎 = 1 + 𝑜(1), we obtain,

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), ℎ⟩ = 𝛼0Q(ℎ, ℎ) + 𝑜(∥ℎ∥2) +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)
,

where Q(ℎ, ℎ) is a quadratic form defined by

Q(ℎ, ℎ) = ∥ℎ∥2 − 𝑛 + 2𝜎
𝑛 − 2𝜎

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾𝜔
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎 ℎ2d𝑣𝑔0 ,

which is definite and negative, see [5, p. 354]. This finishes the proof. □

Proposition 3.2. For any 𝑢 = 𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) + ∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ∈ 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔) and for any
𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, we have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
= 2𝐽 (𝑢)

[
𝛼0�̂�

𝑛 + 2𝜎
2

𝜔(𝑎𝑖)

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+ 𝑛 − 2𝜎
2𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝛼2
𝑖

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

𝐾 (𝑎𝑖)𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )𝑖

− �̃�
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝛼𝑖𝛼 𝑗𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖

]
+ 𝑜(∥ℎ∥2) +

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ),

8



Existence and multiplicity results for a fractional curvature problem

where

�̂� =

∫
R𝑛

|𝑥 |2 − 1
(1 + |𝑥 |2) 𝑛+2𝜎

2
d𝑥.

Proof. We have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
= 2𝐽 (𝑢)

[〈
𝑢, 𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
− 𝛼𝑖𝐽 (𝑢)

𝑛
𝑛−2𝜎

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾𝑢
𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎 𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

d𝑣𝑔0

]
We follow the computation of [19, Proposition 3.4]. We have,〈

𝑢, 𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
= 𝛼0𝛼𝑖

〈
𝜔 + ℎ, 𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝛼𝑖𝛼 𝑗

〈
𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗 ,𝜆 𝑗 ) , 𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
.

By expanding 𝜔 around 𝑎𝑖 , we have〈
𝜔 + ℎ, 𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
= −𝑛 + 2𝜎

2
�̂�
𝜔(𝑎𝑖)

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+ 𝑜
(

1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)
.

By a computation similar to [4, Sections 1 and 2], we have
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝛼𝑖𝛼 𝑗

〈
𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗 ,𝜆 𝑗 ) , 𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
=

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝛼𝑖𝛼 𝑗𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).

Expanding 𝑢 𝑛+2𝑠
𝑛−2𝑠 , the integral term reduces to∫

𝑆𝑛

𝐾𝑢
𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎 𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

d𝑣𝑔0

=

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾 (𝛼0𝜔)
𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎 𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

d𝑣𝑔0 +
∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝛼 𝑗𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗 ,𝜆 𝑗 )

) 𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎

𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

d𝑣𝑔0

+ 𝑛 + 2𝜎
𝑛 − 2𝜎

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝛼 𝑗𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗 ,𝜆 𝑗 )

) 4𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎

(𝛼0𝜔)𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

d𝑣𝑔0

+ 𝑜(∥ℎ∥2) + 𝑜
(∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

= 𝐼1 + 𝐼2 + 𝐼3 + 𝑅.
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Stereographic projection combined with expansions of 𝐾 and 𝜔 around ai yield

𝐼1 = −𝑛 + 2𝜎
2

�̂�𝛼
𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
0

𝜔(𝑎𝑖)

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+ 𝑜
(

1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)
,

𝐼3 = −𝑛 + 2𝜎
2

�̂�𝛼0𝛼
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑖

𝐾 (𝑎𝑖)
𝜔(𝑎𝑖)

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+ 𝑜
(

1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ),

and by the computation of [2, Proposition A-1], we have

𝐼2 =

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝛼

𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
𝑗

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾 (𝑥)𝛿
𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
(𝑎 𝑗 ,𝜆 𝑗 )𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

d𝑣𝑔0

+ 𝑛 + 2𝜎
𝑛 − 2𝜎

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

∫
𝑆𝑛

𝐾 (𝑥)𝛼 𝑗𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗 ,𝜆 𝑗 ) (𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) )
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎 𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

d𝑣𝑔0 +
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).

= −𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝑛

𝛼
𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
𝑖

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝛼
𝑛+2𝜎
𝑛−2𝜎
𝑗

𝐾 (𝑎 𝑗 )�̃�𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖

+
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝛼 𝑗𝛼
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑖

𝐾 (𝑎𝑖)�̃�𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).

Using the fact that 𝛼
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑖

𝐾 (𝑎𝑖)𝐽 (𝑢)
𝑛

𝑛−2𝜎 = 1 + 𝑜(1) for any 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, Proposition 3.2
follows. □

3.2. Concentration phenomena in 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔)

The objective of this Subsection is to provide a quantitative description of the concentration
phenomena of problem (𝐸𝜎) and determine the locations of the critical points at infinity.
As mentioned above these points take places in 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), 𝑝 ≥ 1, 𝜔 is a solution of
(𝐸𝜎) or zero and 𝜀 and 𝛿 are positive and small. We shall prove the following result.

Proposition 3.3. Assume that 𝐾 satisfies condition ( 𝑓 )𝛽 with 𝛽 ∈ ( 𝑛−2𝜎
2 , 𝑛). There exists

a decreasing pseudo gradient𝑊 in 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), 𝑝 ≥ 1, 𝜔 ≠ 0 and 𝜀 and 𝛿 positive and
small such that for any 𝑢 = 𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) + ∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ∈ 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), we have

(i) ⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
(

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+ ∥ℎ∥2 +

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
,

10
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(ii)
〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢 + 𝑣),𝑊 (𝑢) + 𝜕𝑣

𝜕 (𝛼, 𝑎, 𝜆, ℎ) (𝑊 (𝑢))
〉

≤ −𝑐
(

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+ ∥ℎ∥2 +

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
,

(iii) ∥𝑊 (𝑢)∥ ≤ 1
𝑐

and max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) is a bounded function on R+.

Here 𝑐 is a positive constant independent of 𝑢.

The above result shows that a deconcentration phenomenon occurs in 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔),
𝜔 ≠ 0. This yields to the following result.

Theorem 3.4. Assume that 𝐾 satisfies condition ( 𝑓 )𝛽 , 𝛽 ∈ ( 𝑛−2𝜎
2 , 𝑛). Then for any

solution 𝜔 of (𝐸𝜎), 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔) contains no critical point at infinity.

We now state the proof of Proposition 3.3.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Let 𝑢 = 𝛼0 (𝜔 + ℎ) + ∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ∈ 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔).
We order the𝜆𝑖’s parameters. Assume that

𝜆1 ≤ · · · ≤ 𝜆𝑝 .

We decrease all the 𝜆𝑖 with different speeds. For any 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, we set

¤𝜆𝑖 = −2𝑖𝜆𝑖 .

Using Proposition 3.2 and the fact 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) > 𝑛−2𝜎
2 , we have〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), ¤𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
≤ −𝑐𝜔(𝑎𝑖)

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+ 𝑐
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

2𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ) + 𝑜(∥ℎ∥2).

Define

𝑊 (𝑢) = 𝛼0ℎ −
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖2𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.

By Proposition 3.1,

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), ℎ⟩ ≤ −𝑐∥ℎ∥2 +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)
.

Therefor by the above two inequalities, we get

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
(
∥ℎ∥2 +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

2𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).

11
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Observe that,

2𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖
+ 2 𝑗𝜆 𝑗

𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆 𝑗

≤ −𝑐𝜀𝑖 𝑗 , ∀ 1 ≤ 𝑖 < 𝑗 ≤ 𝑝.

Moreover,
|∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) | ∼ |𝑎𝑖 − 𝜆𝑖 |𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )−1

Therefore,
|∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |

𝜆𝑖
<

𝛿

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

, ∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝.

Thus,

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
(
∥ℎ∥2 +

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

1

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

+
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

|∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
.

Claim (i) of the Proposition follows. Arguing as in [5, Appendix 2], Claim (ii) follows
from (i) and the estimate of ∥𝑣∥ given in Lemma 2.3, ∥𝑊 ∥ is bounded since

𝜆𝑖 𝜕𝛿(𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )𝜕𝜆𝑖

,
𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝 are bounded and by construction the max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) is a bounded function,
since all the parameters𝜆𝑖 (𝑠), 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝 decrease along the flow lines of𝑊 . Estimate (iii)
follows and the proof of proposition 3.1 is thereby completed. □

Next, we focus on the neighborhoods of the form 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 0), 𝑝 ≥ 1

Proposition 3.5. Assume that 𝐾 is positive and satisfies ( 𝑓 )𝛽 , 𝛽 ∈ (1, 𝑛), (𝐻1) and (𝐻2)
conditions. For any 𝑝 ≥ 1, 𝜀 and 𝛿 positive and small, there exists a decreasing pseudo
gradient𝑊 in 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 0) such that for any 𝑢 =

∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ∈ 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), we have

(i) ⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
(∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
|∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |

𝜆𝑖
+ 1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

))
,

(ii)
〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢 + 𝑣),𝑊 (𝑢) + 𝜕𝑣

𝜕 (𝛼𝑖 , 𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑖)
(𝑊 (𝑢))

〉
≤ −𝑐

(∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 +
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
|∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |

𝜆𝑖
+ 1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

))
.

(iii) ∥𝑊 (𝑢)∥ ≤ 1
𝑐

and the only case where the max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) is not bounded, is
when 𝑎𝑖 (𝑠) → 𝑦𝑖 ,∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, with (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝) ∈ 𝐵∞.

The above proposition shows that the flow lines of𝑊 can only be concentrated when
𝑎𝑖 (𝑠) tends to 𝑦𝑖 , as 𝑠 → +∞, for any 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, with (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝) ∈ 𝐵∞. We therefore
have the following result.

12
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Theorem 3.6. Under the assumption of Proposition 3.5, the critical points at infinity of
(𝐸𝜎) are

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

1
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑛

𝛿(𝑦𝑖 ,∞), (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝) ∈ 𝐵∞.

We now state the proof of Proposition 3.5.

Proof of Proposition 3.5. Let 𝑢 =
∑𝑝

𝑖=1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) ∈ 𝑉𝛿 (𝑝, 𝜀, 0), 𝑝 ≥ 1. The construction
of𝑊 (𝑢) will depend to the following three statements.

Statement 1. We assume that L𝑖 𝑗 > 0, ∀ 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑝.

In this case, the following Claim holds.

Claim 1. ∀ 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑝,

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
+ 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

Indeed, for 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 , we have

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ∼
1

(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗 )
𝑛−2𝜎

2
.

Let 𝛾 > 0 and small.
If 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )− 𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑗

≤ 𝛾𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

, we get 𝜀𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑜
( 1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑗 )
𝑗

)
, for 𝛾 small enough.

If 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )− 𝑛−2𝜎
2

𝑗
≥ 𝛾𝜆

𝑛−2𝜎
2

𝑖
, then for 𝜀 small enough 𝛽(𝑦 𝑗 ) strictly larger than 𝑛−2𝜎

2 . In
this case

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ≤ 𝑐(𝛾)
1

𝜆

𝑛−2𝜎
2

(
1+ 𝑛−2𝜎

2𝛽 (𝑦𝑗 )−(𝑛−2𝜎)

)
𝑖

.

Using the fact that

𝑛 − 2𝜎
2

(
1 + 𝑛 − 2𝜎

2𝛽(𝑦 𝑗 ) − (𝑛 − 2𝜎)

)
> 𝛽(𝑦𝑖),

we get 𝜀𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑜
( 1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
and therefore Claim 1 is valid.

The construction of the pseudo gradient in the current statement depends to the
following two cases.

Case 1: ∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝,−∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) > 0. We set

¤𝜆𝑖 = 𝜆𝑖 ,

13
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for any, 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝. The corresponding pseudo gradient is

𝑊1
1 (𝑢) =

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.

By the expansion of Proposition 3.2, we get〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1

1 (𝑢)
〉
≤ 𝑐

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)
𝜆𝑖

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝑂
(
𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
Using the estimation of Claim 1, we obtain〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1
1 (𝑢)

〉
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

1
𝜆𝑖

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

Note that, under the action of𝑊1
1 , the parameters 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) → ∞, for any 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝.

It is a concentration phenomena.

Case 2: ∃ 𝑖, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑝, such that −∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) < 0. Let

𝐼 =

{
𝑖, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑝, s.t. −

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) < 0

}
.

We set ¤𝜆𝑖 = −𝜆𝑖 , for any 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼. By the expansion of Proposition 3.2 we have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),−

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
≤ −

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼

1
𝜆𝑖

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗 )

≤ −
∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼

1
𝜆𝑖

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ),

where,

�̃� :=
{
𝑖, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑝, 𝜆

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

≥ 1
2

min
𝑗∈𝐼

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

}
.

Of course, any index 𝑖 of �̃�𝑐 satisfies −∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) > 0. Let �̂� =

∑
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) .

�̂� satisfies the condition of Case 1. Let𝑊1
1 (�̂�) be the corresponding vector field. We have,〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1
1 (�̂�)

〉
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐

1
𝜆𝑖

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).
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Let

𝑊2
1 (𝑢) = 𝑊

1
1 (�̂�) −

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.

By the above two inequalities,𝑊2
1 satisfies〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊2
1 (𝑢)

〉
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
|∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |

𝜆𝑖
+ 1
𝜆𝑖

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

Note that the max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) is a decreasing function along𝑊2
1 . It is a deconcentration

phenomenon. In this statement, we denote𝑊1 the pseudo gradient defined by a convex
combination of𝑊1

1 and𝑊2
1

Statement 2. We assume that L𝑖 𝑗 ≥ 0,∀ 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑝 and exist 𝑖0 ≠ 𝑗0 such that
L𝑖0 𝑗0 = 0.

Denote
𝐼 =

{
𝑖, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑝, s.t. ∃ 𝑗 ≠ 𝑖 with L𝑖 𝑗 = 0

}
.

The construction of the required vector field depends to the following two cases.

Case 1: ∃ 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼 such that 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) = 𝑛 − 2𝜎. Under the assumption that L𝑖 𝑗 ≥ 0,∀ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ,

we obtain the following:
𝛽(𝑦𝑖) = 𝑛 − 2𝜎, ∀ 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼 .

Let �̂� =
∑

𝑖∈𝐼 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) . We introduce the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Under condition (H2), there exists a decreasing pseudo gradient 𝑊
satisfying:

(a)
〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊 (�̂�)

〉
≤ −𝑐

[∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼

1
𝜆𝑛−2𝜎
𝑖

+
∑︁

𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼
𝑗∈𝐼

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).

(b) ∥𝑊 (�̂�)∥ ≤ 1
𝑐

and the only case where the max𝑖∈𝐼 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) is not bounded is when
𝜌
(
(𝑦𝑖)𝑖∈𝐼

)
is positive.

Here, 𝜌
(
(𝑦𝑖)𝑖∈𝐼

)
is the least eigenvalue of the matrix

(
𝑚(𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗 )

)
𝑖, 𝑗∈𝐼 defined in the

introduction.

Proof. See [2, Proposition 3.3]. □

According the above Lemma, three Subcases may occur.
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Subcase 1: 𝜌
(
(𝑦𝑖)𝑖∈𝐼

)
> 0 and −∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) > 0,∀ 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝑐. In this case, we define

𝑊1
2 (𝑢) = 𝑊 (�̂�) +

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.

Using the fact that L𝑖 𝑗 > 0,∀ 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼 and 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼𝑐, we get〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1

2 (𝑢)
〉
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

A concentration phenomenon happens in this case.

Subcase 1: 𝜌
(
(𝑦𝑖)𝑖∈𝐼

)
> 0. By Lemma 3.7, the max𝑖∈𝐼 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) remains bounded along the

flow lines �̂�(𝑠) of𝑊 . Let

�̃� :=
{
𝑖, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑝, s.t. 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

𝑖
≥ 1

2
min 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼𝜆𝑛−2𝜎

𝑗

}
.

By the estimation of Lemma 3.7, we have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊 (�̂�)

〉
≤ −𝑐

(∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗∈𝐼

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼
𝑗∈𝐼𝑐

𝑂
(
𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

Let𝑈1 =
∑

𝑖∈𝐼𝑐 𝛼𝑖𝛿(𝑎𝑖 , 𝜆𝑖).𝑈1 satisfies the condition of the above Statement 1. We apply
the corresponding vector field𝑊1 (𝑢1). It verifies

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1 (𝑢1)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
(∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗∈𝐼𝑐

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐
𝑗∈𝐼

𝑂
(
𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

Let𝑊2
2 = 𝑊 (�̂�) +𝑊1 (𝑢1). The above two inequalities and the estimation of Claim 1 yield〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊2
2 (𝑢)

〉
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

Moreover the max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) is bounded along the flow of𝑊2
2 .

Subcase 1: ∃ 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝑐 such that −∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) < 0. We denote

𝐼1 =

{
𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝑐,−

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) < 0

}
.

We decrease all the 𝜆𝑖 , 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼1. We set

𝑍 (𝑢) = −
∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼1

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.
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By the expansion of Proposition 3.2 and Claim 1, we have

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑍 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
[∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼1

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼1 , 𝑗≠𝑖

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1

𝑜

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

)
.

Let
�̃�1 =

{
𝑖, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑝, 𝜆

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

≥ 1
2

min
𝑗∈𝐼1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

}
.

The above expansion can be improved as follows.

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑍 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
[∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼1

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼1 𝑗≠𝑖

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1

𝑜

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

)
.

Let �̃� =
∑

𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1
𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) . For any 𝑖 ∈ �̃�𝑐1 , 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) = 𝑛 − 2𝜎. We apply the corresponding

vector field𝑊 of Lemma 3.7. We have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊 (�̃�)

〉
≤ −𝑐

( ∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗∈𝐼𝑐1

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).

For 𝑚 > 0 small enough, let𝑊3
2 (𝑢) = 𝑚𝑊 (�̃�) + 𝑍 (𝑢). From the above two inequalities,

𝑊3
2 satisfies 〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊3
2 (𝑢)

〉
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆𝑖
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

It is clear that the max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) remains bounded along𝑊3
2 .

Case 2: ∀ 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼, 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) ≠ 𝑛 − 2𝜎. Under the assumption L𝑖 𝑗 ≥ 0,∀ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 , there is only
one index 𝑗0, 1 ≤ 𝑗0 ≤ 𝑝 such that 𝛽(𝑦 𝑗0 ) > 𝑛 − 2𝜎. The indices set 𝐼 is then reduced to:

𝐼 = { 𝑗0} ∪
{
𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, s.t. L𝑖 𝑗0 = 0

}
.

Setting,
𝑁 𝑗0 =

{
𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, s.t. L𝑖 𝑗0 = 0

}
.

It is easy to see that 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) < 𝑛 − 2𝜎,∀ 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 . We introduce the following Lemma that
we will prove in the appendix of this paper.

Lemma 3.8. Under condition (H1), there exists a pseudo gradient 𝑍 (𝑢) with the following
properties.

(a) ⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑍 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ 𝜀𝑖 𝑗0
)
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁𝑐

𝑗0

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
.
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(b) ∥𝑍 (𝑢)∥ ≤ 1
𝑐

and max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) remains bounded along the flow lines of 𝑍 .

Define,

𝑁 𝑗0 =

{
𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, s.t. 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

𝑖
≥ 1

2
min
𝑗∈𝑁 𝑗0

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

}
.

The first inequality of Lemma 3.8 yields

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑍 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
[ ∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

𝜀𝑖 𝑗0

]
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁𝑐

𝑗0

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
Let �̂� =

∑
𝑖∈𝑁𝑐

𝑗0
𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) . Of course L𝑖 𝑗 > 0,∀ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ∈ 𝑁𝑐

𝑗0
. We apply𝑊1 (�̂�), where𝑊1

is the vector field defined in statement 1. We have,

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1 (�̂�)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
[ ∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁𝑐

𝑗0

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+
∑︁

𝑖≠ 𝑗∈𝑁𝑐
𝑗0

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁𝑐

𝑗0
𝑗∈𝑁 𝑗0

𝑜
(
𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
For 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁𝑐

𝑗0
and 𝑗 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 ,L𝑖 𝑗 > 0. Therefore, 𝜀𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑜

( 1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
+ 𝑜

( 1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑗

)
. Thus,

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1 (�̂�)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
[ ∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁𝑐

𝑗0

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+
∑︁

𝑖≠ 𝑗∈𝑁𝑐
𝑗0

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
Setting𝑊4

2 (𝑢) = 𝑍 (𝑢) +𝑊1 (�̂�). From the above inequalities, we have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊4

2 (𝑢)
〉
≤ −𝑐

[
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
.

Note that max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) is a bounded function along the flow lines of 𝑊4
2 . In this

statement, we denote 𝑊2 the pseudo gradient defined by a convex combination of
𝑊 𝑖

2, 𝑖 = 1, 2, . . . , 4.

Statement 3. We assume that there exist 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 such that 𝛼𝑖 𝑗 < 0.

We order 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

, 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝. Assume that

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖1 )
𝑖1

≤ · · · ≤ 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖𝑝 )
𝑖𝑝

.

Let 𝑀 ≫ 1 and let

𝐼1 =

{
𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, s.t. 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

𝑖
≤ 𝑀𝜆

𝛽 (𝑦𝑖1 )
𝑖1

}
.

We discuss the construction of the pseudo gradient in the current statement with respect
to the following three cases.
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Case 1: #𝐼1 = 1. It follows that

1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 𝑗 )
𝑖 𝑗

= 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖1 )
𝑖1

)
,∀ 𝑗 = 2, . . . , 𝑝,

For 𝑀 large enough. We decrease all the 𝜆𝑖 𝑗 ’s, 𝑗 = 2, . . . , 𝑝. By the expansion of
Proposition 3.2, we have〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),−
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝛼𝑖 𝑗𝜆𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 𝑗 ,𝜆𝑖 𝑗 )

𝜕𝜆𝑖 𝑗

〉
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑜
(

1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖1 )
𝑖1

)
.

Let

𝑊1
3 (𝑢) =

(
−

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖1 )
)
𝜆𝑖1

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖1 ,𝜆𝑖1 )

𝜕𝜆𝑖1
−

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝛼𝑖 𝑗𝜆𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 𝑗 ,𝜆𝑖 𝑗 )

𝜕𝜆𝑖 𝑗
.

The max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) remains bounded along𝑊1
3 . Moreover,〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊1
3 (𝑢)

〉
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.

Case 2: #𝐼1 ≥ 2 and L𝑖 𝑗 ≥ 0,∀ 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼1. We denote �̂� =
∑

𝑖∈𝐼1 𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 ) . �̂� verifies
the properties of statement 1 or statement 2.

Let𝑊𝑖 (�̂�), 𝑖 = 1 or 2 be the corresponding vector field. We have

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊𝑖 (�̂�)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
[∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼1

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗∈𝐼1

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼1 , 𝑗∈𝐼𝑐1

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ).

Note that 𝐼𝑐1 ≠ ∅, since there exists at least 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 satisfying L𝑖 𝑗 < 0. We decrease all 𝜆𝑖’s,
𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝑐1 . We get 〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),−
∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1
𝑗≠𝑖

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑜
(

1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖1 )
𝑖1

)
.

Let 𝑚 > 0 small enough and let

𝑊2
3 (𝑢) = 𝑚𝑊𝑖 (�̂�) −

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝑐1

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.

We have, 〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊2

3 (𝑢)
〉
≤ −𝑐

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
.
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Case 3: #𝐼 ≥ 2 and there exists 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼 such that L𝑖 𝑗 < 0. In this case, 𝛽(𝑦𝑖) > 𝑛−2𝜎
or 𝛽(𝑦 𝑗 ) > 𝑛 − 2𝜎. Assume for example that 𝛽(𝑦 𝑗 ) > 𝑛 − 2𝜎.

The following Claim holds.

Claim 2.
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

= 𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ), as 𝜀 is small.

Indeed,

1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

𝜀−1
𝑖 𝑗 ∼

𝜆
𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑖

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )− 𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑗

.

Using the fact that 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

≤ 𝑀𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

, since 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐼, we obtain

1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

𝜀−1
𝑖 𝑗 ≤ 𝑀

𝜆

𝛽 (𝑦𝑗 )
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2

𝑗

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )− 𝑛−2𝜎

2
𝑗

≤ 𝑀

𝜆
− 𝑛−2𝜎

2𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )

(
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )+𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )−

2𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )𝛽 (𝑦𝑗 )
𝑛−2𝜎

)
𝑗

Therefore,
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

𝜀−1
𝑖 𝑗 −→ 0, as 𝜀 −→ 0,

since L𝑖 𝑗 < 0. Claim 22 is valid.
Let

𝑊3
3 (𝑢) = −

𝑝∑︁
𝑟=1

𝛼𝑟𝜆𝑟
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑟 ,𝜆𝑟 )
𝜕𝜆𝑟

.

By the expansion of Proposition 3.2, we have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊3

3
〉
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑘≠𝑟

𝜀𝑘𝑟 +
𝑝∑︁

𝑟=1
𝑂

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑟 )
𝑟

)
.

Observe that, for 𝑟 ∈ 𝐼1, we have 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑟 )𝑟 ∼ 𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

and for 𝑟 ∈ 𝐼𝑐, we have 1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑟 )
𝑟

=

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖1 )
𝑖1

)
.

Therefore, by Claim 2
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑟 )
𝑟

= 𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ), ∀ 𝑟 = 1, . . . , 𝑝.
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Thus, 〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),𝑊3

3 (𝑢)
〉
≤ −𝑐

[
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ |∇𝐾 (𝑎𝑖) |
𝜆𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

]
.

In the current statement, we denote𝑊3 the vector field defined by a convex combination
of𝑊 𝑖

3, 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3. By construction the max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) remains bounded along the flow
lines of𝑊3.

The required pseudo gradient𝑊 of Proposition 3.3, is defined by a convex combination
of𝑊1,𝑊2 and𝑊3. By construction it verifies (i) and (iii) for any 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 0). Concerning
(ii), it follows from (i) and the estimate of ∥𝑣∥, following [8, Appendix 2]. This completes
the proof of Proposition 3.3. □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We now prove our existence and multiplicity result.

Proof. Under the assumption of Theorem 3.6, the critical points at infinity of in
𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 0), 𝑝 ≥ 1, are:

(𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞ =

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

1
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑛

𝛿 (𝑦𝑖 ,∞) , with (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝) ∈ 𝐵∞.

Following [8, Lemma 4.2], 𝐽 can be expanded near each (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞ as follows.

𝐽

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛼𝑖𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )+𝑣

)

=

(
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

1
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑛

) 2𝜎
𝑛

[
1 −

(
|ℎ|2 +

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) | (𝑎𝑖 − 𝑦𝑖)𝑘 |𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

]
+ ∥𝑣∥2,

where ℎ ∈ R𝑝−1 are the related coordinates of the expansion of 𝐽 according to the 𝛼𝑖’s
variables.

Using the fact that 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) ≠ 0,∀ 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝 and ∀ 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, the index of 𝐽 at
(𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞ is given by

𝑖𝑛𝑑 (𝐽, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝) =
𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝑛 − �̃�(𝑦𝑖)) + 𝑝 − 1,

where �̃�(𝑦𝑖) = #{𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖), 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑛, s.t. 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖) < 0}.
For any critical point at infinity (𝜔, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞ of 𝐽 in 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), 𝑝 ≥ 1, 𝜔 is a

solution of (𝐸𝜎) or zero, we denote 𝑊𝑢 (𝜔, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞ the unstable manifold of the
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gradient vector field at (𝜔, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞. We apply the deformation Lemma to deform
the variational space Σ+. We have

Σ+ ≃
⋃

𝜕𝐽 (𝜔)=0
𝑊𝑢 (𝜔) ∪

⋃
𝜕𝐽 (𝜔)=0,

𝑝≥1

𝑊𝑢 (𝜔, 𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞ ∪
⋃

(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

𝑊𝑢 (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞.

(4.1)
The symbol ≃ designates: retracts by deformation. This implies that (𝐸𝜎) has at least one
solution. Otherwise, the above retraction will be reduced to

Σ+ ≃
⋃

(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

𝑊𝑢 (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞ (4.2)

and thus,

1 =
∑︁

(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

(−1)𝑖𝑛𝑑 (𝐽,𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ,

by computing the Euler−Poincare characteristic of the both sides of(4.2). This contradicts
the assumption of Theorem 1.1.

Now, if 𝛽(𝑦) > 𝑛−2𝜎
2 , for any critical point 𝑦 of 𝐾, Theorem 3.4 rules out the existence

of the critical points at infinity of 𝐽 in 𝑉 (𝑝, 𝜀, 𝜔), 𝑝 ≥ 1 and 𝜔 ≠ 0. Thus (4.1) is
reduced to

Σ+ ≃
⋃

𝜕𝐽 (𝜔)=0
𝑊𝑢 (𝜔) ∪

⋃
(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

𝑊𝑢 (𝑦1, . . . , 𝑦𝑝)∞. (4.3)

By computing the EulerPoincare characteristic of the both sides of (4.3), we get

1 =
∑︁

𝜕𝐽 (𝜔)=0
(−1)𝑖𝑛𝑑 (𝐽,𝜔) +

∑︁
(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

(−1)𝑖𝑛𝑑 (𝐽,𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ,

Therefore

#𝑆 ≥

������1 −
∑︁

(𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 ) ∈𝐵∞

(−1)𝑖𝑛𝑑 (𝐽,𝑦1 ,...,𝑦𝑝 )

������ ,
where 𝑆 = {𝜔 ∈ Σ+, 𝜕𝐽 (𝜔) = 0}. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. □

5. Appendix

We now prove Lemma 3.8
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Proof of Lemma 3.8. Let 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 . By the expansion of Proposition 3.2, we have

〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
= 𝐽 (𝑢) 2−𝑛

2

[
𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ 2
𝑛−2𝜎

2 (𝑛 − 2𝜎)�̃�
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗 )
(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗 ))

𝑛−2𝜎
4

1
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2

]
+

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 ) + 𝑜
(

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
,

since

𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝜀𝑖 𝑗

𝜕𝜆𝑖
= −𝑛 − 2𝜎

2
2

𝑛−2𝜎
2

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗 )
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2
, for any 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗

and

𝐾 (𝑎𝑖)𝐽 (𝑢)
𝑛

𝑛−2𝜎 𝛼
4𝜎

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑖

= 1 + 𝑜(1), for any 𝑖 = 1, . . . , 𝑝.

Let 𝛿0 > 0 small enough and let

𝐼𝛿0 =


𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 , s.t.

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝑛𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

��
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

>
1

(1 − 𝛿0)
2 𝑛−2𝜎

2 �̃�

(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 ))
𝑛−2𝜎

4

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2


.

The construction of the required pseudo gradient of Lemma 3.8 is related to the following
2 cases.

Case 1: 𝐼𝛿0 ≠ ∅. For any 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝛿0 , we set

𝑉𝑖 (𝑢) =
(
−

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)
)
𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.
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From the above expansion, we have

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑉𝑖 (𝑢)⟩ = 𝐽 (𝑢)
2−𝑛

2

(
−𝑛 − 2𝜎

𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

(∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

)2

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

− 2
𝑛−2𝜎

2 (𝑛 − 2𝜎)�̃�
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

(∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

)
(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗 ))

𝑛−2𝜎
4

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗 )
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2

)
+ 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
+

∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝑜(𝜀𝑖 𝑗 )

= 𝐽 (𝑢) 2−𝑛
2

(
−𝑛 − 2𝜎

𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

(∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

)2

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

− 2
𝑛−2𝜎

2 (𝑛 − 2𝜎)�̃�
∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)
(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 ))

𝑛−2𝜎
4

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2

)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
,

since ∀ 𝑗 = 1, . . . , 𝑝, 𝑗 ≠ 𝑗0 and 𝑗 ≠ 𝑖, we have L𝑖 𝑗 > 0, so by Claim 1,

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 = 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
+ 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

If
(∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)
)
> 0, we get

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑉𝑖 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
(

1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

+ 𝜀𝑖 𝑗0
)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

If
(∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)
)
< 0, we get (using the fact that 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝛿0 ),

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑉𝑖 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ 𝐽 (𝑢) 2−𝑛
2

(
−𝑛 − 2𝜎

𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

(∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

)2

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ (1 − 𝛿0)
𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝑛𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

(∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

)2

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
,

≤ −𝑐
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

+
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.
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Thus, 〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),

∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝛿0

𝑉𝑖 (𝑢)
〉
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝛿0

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

Observe that, under the action of
∑

𝑖∈𝐼𝛿0
𝑉𝑖 (𝑢), the max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 𝜆𝑖 (𝑠) remains bounded,

since for any 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼𝛿0 , 𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )− 𝑛−2𝜎

𝑛

𝑖
is upper bounded by 𝑀𝜆

𝑛−2𝜎
𝑛

𝑗0
. Now, for the indices

𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 \ 𝐼𝛿0 , we have 𝜆𝑖 ≥ 𝑚𝜆𝑖0 , where 𝑖0 ∈ 𝐼𝛿0 and 𝑚 > 0, small enough.
Therefore, 〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),
∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝛿0

𝑉𝑖 (𝑢)
〉
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

Let 𝑚1 > 0 small enough and let

𝑋1 (𝑢) =
∑︁
𝑖∈𝐼𝛿0

𝑉𝑖 (𝑢) − 𝑚
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.

We have

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑋1 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+
∑︁
𝑗≠𝑖

𝜀𝑖 𝑗

)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
,

≤ −𝑐
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ 𝜀𝑖 𝑗0
)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

Lemma 3.8, follows in this case.

Case 2: 𝐼𝛿0 ≠ ∅. We move 𝜆 𝑗0 . By the expansion of Proposition 3.2, we have〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝛼 𝑗0𝜆 𝑗0

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗0 ,𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝜕𝜆 𝑗0

〉
= 𝐽 (𝑢) 2−𝑛

2

[
𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦 𝑗0 )𝑐(𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
2(1−𝜎)+𝑛

2

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
𝑗0

+ 2
𝑛−2𝜎

2 (𝑛 − 2𝜎)�̃�
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )
(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 ))

𝑛−2𝜎
4

1
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2

]
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
,

since for any 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁𝑐
𝑗0
, 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗0, we have L𝑖 𝑗0 > 0, therefore by Claim 1,

𝜀𝑖 𝑗0 = 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
𝑗0

)
+ 𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
.
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We decompose 𝑁 𝑗0 into two parts.

𝑁1
𝑗0
=


𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 ,

1 − 2𝛿0
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

��
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

< �̃�
2 𝑛−2𝜎

2(
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 )

) 𝑛−2𝜎
4

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )(
𝜆𝑖 𝜆 𝑗0

) 𝑛−2𝜎
2

<
1 + 2𝛿0
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

��
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖


and

𝑁2
𝑗0
=


𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 , �̃�

2 𝑛−2𝜎
2(

𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
) 𝑛−2𝜎

4

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )(
𝜆𝑖 𝜆 𝑗0

) 𝑛−2𝜎
2

≥ 1 + 2𝛿0
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

��
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖


.

We have,

〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝜆 𝑗0

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗0 ,𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝜕𝜆 𝑗0

〉
= 𝐽 (𝑢) 2−𝑛

2

[
𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦 𝑗0 )𝑐(𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
2(1−𝜎)+𝑛

2

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
𝑗0

+ �̃�(𝑛 − 2𝜎)2 𝑛−2𝜎
2

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 1

𝑗0

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )
(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 ))

𝑛−2𝜎
4

1
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2

]

+
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗0 ) +
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜
( 1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

Observe that for any 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁1
𝑗0
,

�̃�
2 𝑛−2𝜎

2

(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 ))
𝑛−2𝜎

4

𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )
(𝜆𝑖𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝑛−2𝜎
2

∼
𝛽(𝑦 𝑗0 )𝑐(𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
2(1−𝜎)+𝑛

2

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
𝑗0

,
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as 𝛿0 is small enough. Therefore〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝜆 𝑗0

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗0 ,𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝜕𝜆 𝑗0

〉
∼ 𝐽 (𝑢) 2−𝑛

2

[
𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦 𝑗0 )𝑐(𝑦 𝑗0 )
∑𝑛

𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
2(1−𝜎)+𝑛

2

+
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 1

𝑗0

𝑛 − 2𝜎
𝑛

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

��
𝐾𝑖 𝑗0

]
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
𝑗0

+
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 2

𝑗0

𝑂 (𝜀𝑖 𝑗0 ) +
𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜
( 1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
,

where

𝐾𝑖 𝑗1 =

[
𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

��(𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 ))
𝑛−2𝜎

4

𝑛2 𝑛−2𝜎
2 𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2 𝐺 (𝑦𝑖 , 𝑦 𝑗0 )

] 2𝛽 (𝑦𝑗0 )
𝑛−2𝜎

.

Let,

𝜌( 𝑗0, 𝑁 𝑗0 ) :=
𝛽(𝑦 𝑗0 )𝑐(𝑦 𝑗0 )

∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦 𝑗0 )

𝐾 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
2(1−𝜎)+𝑛

2

+
∑︁

𝑖 ∈ 𝑁2
𝑗0

𝛽(𝑦𝑖)𝑐(𝑦𝑖)
𝐾 (𝑦𝑖)

2(1−𝜎)+𝑛
2

��∑𝑛
𝑘=1 𝑏𝑘 (𝑦𝑖)

��
𝐾𝑖 𝑗1

.

Under condition (H1), 𝜌( 𝑗0, 𝑁 𝑗0 ) ≠ 0. We set

𝑍 𝑗0 (𝑢) = − sign 𝜌( 𝑗0, 𝑁 𝑗0 )𝜆 𝑗0

𝜕𝛿 (𝑎 𝑗0 ,𝜆 𝑗0 )

𝜕𝜆 𝑗0

.

Along 𝑍 𝑗0 (𝑢),max1≤𝑖≤𝑝 is bounded since 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
𝑗0

is upper bound by 𝜆𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

, 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁 𝑗0 and
𝜆𝑖 does not move under the action of 𝑍 𝑗0 (𝑢).

The preceding expansion yields

〈
𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑍 𝑗0 (𝑢)

〉
≤ − 𝑐

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗0 )
𝑗0

+
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0

𝑂
(
𝜀𝑖 𝑗0

)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁1

𝑗0

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ 𝜀𝑖 𝑗0
)
+

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0

𝑂
(
𝜀𝑖 𝑗0

)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
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For the indices 𝑖 ∈ 𝑁2
𝑗0
,〈

𝜕𝐽 (𝑢),−
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

〉
≤ −𝑐

∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0
𝑗≠𝑖

𝜀𝑖 𝑗 +
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0

𝑂

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
.

≤ −𝑐
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0

(
𝜀𝑖 𝑗0 +

1
𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
Let 𝑚2 > 0 small enough and let

𝑋2 (𝑢) = 𝑚2𝑍 𝑗0 (𝑢) −
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁2

𝑗0

𝛼𝑖𝜆𝑖
𝜕𝛿 (𝑎𝑖 ,𝜆𝑖 )
𝜕𝜆𝑖

.

It satisfies

⟨𝜕𝐽 (𝑢), 𝑋2 (𝑢)⟩ ≤ −𝑐
∑︁
𝑖∈𝑁 𝑗0

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦𝑖 )
𝑖

+ 𝜀𝑖 𝑗0
)
+

𝑝∑︁
𝑗=1
𝑜

(
1

𝜆
𝛽 (𝑦 𝑗 )
𝑗

)
.

The required pseudo gradient 𝑍 of Lemma 3.8 is defined by a convex combination of
𝑋1 (𝑢) and 𝑋2 (𝑢). □

References

[1] Wael Abdelhedi and Hichem Chtioui. On a Nirenberg-type problem involving the
square root of the Laplacian. J. Funct. Anal., 265(11):2937–2955, 2013.

[2] Wael Abdelhedi, Hichem Chtioui, and Hichem Hajaiej. A complete study of the
lack of compactness and existence results of a fractional Nirenberg equation via a
flatness hypothesis. I. Anal. PDE, 9(6):1285–1315, 2016.

[3] Azeb Alghanemi, Wael Abdelhedi, and Hichem Chtioui. A complete study of the
lack of compactness and existence results of a fractional Nirenberg equation via a
flatness hypothesis. II. J. Math. Phys. Anal. Geom., 18(1):3–32, 2022.

[4] Abbas Bahri. Critical points at infinity in some variational problems, volume 182 of
Pitman Research Notes in Mathematics Series. John Wiley & Sons, 1989.

[5] Abbas Bahri. An invariant for Yamabe-type flows with applications to scalar-
curvature problems in high dimension. Duke Math. J., 81(2):323–466, 1996.

[6] Abbas Bahri and Jean-Michel Coron. On a nonlinear elliptic equation involving the
critical Sobolev exponent: The effect of topology of the domain. Commun. Pure
Appl. Math., 41(3):253–294, 1988.

28



Existence and multiplicity results for a fractional curvature problem

[7] Abbas Bahri and Jean-Michel Coron. The scalar-curvature problem on the standard
three-dimensional sphere. J. Funct. Anal., 95(1):106–172, 1991.

[8] Mohamed Ben Ayed, Yansong Chen, Hichem Chtioui, and Mokhles Hammami. On
the prescribed scalar curvature problem on 4-manifolds. Duke Math. J., 84(3):633–
677, 1996.

[9] Randa Ben Mahmoud and Hichem Chtioui. Existence results for the prescribed
scalar curvature on 𝑆3. Ann. Inst. Fourier, 61(3):971–986, 2011.

[10] Randa Ben Mahmoud and Hichem Chtioui. Prescribing the scalar curvature problem
on higher-dimensional manifolds. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 32(5):1857–1879,
2012.

[11] Simon Brendle. Prescribing a higher order conformal invariant on 𝑆𝑛. Commun.
Anal. Geom., 11(5):837–858, 2003.

[12] Jeffrey S. Case and Sun-Yung A. Chang. On fractional GJMS operators. Commun.
Pure Appl. Math., 69(6):1017–1061, 2016.

[13] Sun-Yung A. Chang and María del Mar González. Fractional Laplacian in conformal
geometry. Adv. Math., 226(2):1410–1432, 2011.

[14] Sun-Yung A. Chang and Paul C. Yang. A perturbation result in prescribing scalar
curvature on 𝑆𝑛. Duke Math. J., 64(1):27–69, 1991.

[15] Chiun-Chuan Chen and Chang-Shou Lin. Prescribing scalar curvature on 𝑆𝑁 . I: A
priori estimates. J. Differ. Geom., 57(1):67–171, 2001.

[16] Yan-Hong Chen, Chungen Liu, and Youquan Zheng. Existence results for the
fractional Nirenberg problem. J. Funct. Anal., 270(11):4043–4086, 2016.

[17] Hichem Chtioui. On the Chen-Lin conjecture for the prescribed scalar curvature
problem. J. Geom. Anal., 33(9): article no. 298 (50 pages), 2023.

[18] Hichem Chtioui, Randa Ben Mahmoud, and Dina A. Abuzaid. Conformal trans-
formation of metrics on the 𝑛-sphere. Nonlinear Anal., Theory Methods Appl.,
82:66–81, 2013.

[19] Hichem Chtioui and Afef Rigane. On the prescribed Q-curvature problem on 𝑆𝑛. J.
Funct. Anal., 261(10):2999–3043, 2011.

[20] María del Mar González, Rafe Mazzeo, and Yannick Sire. Singular solutions of
fractional order conformal Laplacians. J. Geom. Anal., 22(3):845–863, 2012.

[21] Eleonora Di Nezza, Giampiero Palatucci, and Enrico Valdinoci. Hitchhiker’s guide
to the fractional Sobolev. Bull. Sci. Math., 136(5):521–573, 2012.

29



Azeb Alghanemi & Khadĳah Abdullah Sharaf & Hichem Chtioui & Mohamed Gdarat

[22] Fei Fang. Infinitely many non-radial sign-changing solutions for a Fractional
Laplacian equation with critical nonlinearity. https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.
3187, 2014.

[23] Charles Fefferman and C. Robin Graham. Juhl’s formulae for GJMS operators and
𝑄-curvatures. J. Am. Math. Soc., 26(4):1191–1207, 2013.

[24] C. Robin Graham, Ralph Jenne, Lionel J. Mason, and George A. J. Sparling.
Conformally invariant powers of the Laplacian I. Existence. J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2),
46(3):557–565, 1992.

[25] C. Robin Graham and Maciej Zworski. Scattering matrix in conformal geometry.
Invent. Math., 152(1):89–118, 2003.

[26] Hichem Hajaiej, Luc Molinet, Tohru Ozawa, and Baoxiang Wang. Sufficient and
necessary conditions for the fractional Gagliardo–Nirenberg inequalities and ap-
plications to Navier–Stokes and generalized boson equations. RIMS Kôkyûroku
Bessatsu, B26:159–175, 2011.

[27] Tianling Jin, Yanyan Li, and Jingang Xiong. On a fractional Nirenberg problem. I:
Blow up analysis and compactness of solutions. J. Eur. Math. Soc., 16(6):1111–1171,
2014.

[28] Tianling Jin, Yanyan Li, and Jingang Xiong. On a fractional Nirenberg problem. II:
existence of solutions. Int. Math. Res. Not., 2015(6):1555–1589, 2015.

[29] Tianling Jin, Yanyan Li, and Jingang Xiong. The Nirenberg problem and its
generalizations: A unified approach. Math. Ann., 369(1-2):109–151, 2017.

[30] Yanyan Li. Prescribing scalar curvature on S𝑛 and related topics. I. J. Differ.
Equations, 120(2):319–410, 1995.

[31] Yanyan Li. Prescribing scalar curvature on 𝑆𝑛 and related problems. II: Existence
and compactness. Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 49(6):541–597, 1996.

[32] Yanyan Li and Meĳun Zhu. Uniqueness theorems through the method of moving
spheres. Duke Math. J., 80(2):383–417, 1995.

[33] John W. Milnor. Lectures on the h-cobordism theorem. Princeton Mathematical
Notes. Princeton University Press, 1965.

[34] Khadĳah Abdullah Sharaf and Hichem Chtioui. Conformal metrics with prescribed
fractional 𝑄-curvatures on the standard 𝑛-dimensional sphere. Differ. Geom. Appl.,
68: article no. 101562 (21 pages), 2020.

30

https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3187
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3187


Existence and multiplicity results for a fractional curvature problem

[35] Steve Smale. An infinite dimensional version of Sard’s theorem. Am. J. Math.,
87:861–866, 1965.

[36] Michael Struwe. A global compactness result for elliptic boundary value problems
involving limiting nonlinearities. Math. Z., 187:511–517, 1984.

[37] Jinggang Tan. Positive solutions for non local elliptic problems. Discrete Contin.
Dyn. Syst., 33(2):837–859, 2013.

[38] Meĳun Zhu. Prescribing integral curvature equation. https://arxiv.org/abs/
1407.2967, 2013.

Azeb Alghanemi
King Abdulaziz University
Department of Mathematics
Jeddah
Saudi Arabia
aalghanemi@kau.edu.sa

Khadijah Abdullah Sharaf
King Abdulaziz University
Department of Mathematics
Jeddah
Saudi Arabia
kh-sharaf@yahoo.com

Hichem Chtioui
Sfax University
Department of Mathematics
Faculty of Sciences of Sfax
Tunisia
hichem.chtioui@fss.rnu.tn

Mohamed Gdarat
Sfax University
Department of Mathematics
Faculty of Sciences of Sfax
Tunisia
gdaratmohamed@gmail.com

31

https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.2967
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.2967
mailto:aalghanemi@kau.edu.sa
mailto:kh-sharaf@yahoo.com
mailto:hichem.chtioui@fss.rnu.tn
mailto:gdaratmohamed@gmail.com

	1. Introduction
	Acknowledgement

	2. Preliminaries
	3. Critical points at infinity
	3.1. Asymptotic analysis in V delta(p, varepsilon, omega)
	3.2. Concentration phenomena in V delta(p, varepsilon, omega)

	4. Proof of Theorem 1.1
	5. Appendix
	References

