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1 Introduction

N>4 QCRY 245 UbERTHOESHEERE L. 2 = —2_ % Sobolev

N -2
DO H'(Q) C LP(Q) DEREHET 5.
ZO/NETIR, IROFFEIFE R0 TR XD IEEROFEIC DWW THERT 5 ¢

—Au = du+uu/¥"? in Q
BN :
(BN) { u = 0 on 00

FRREIROEETH S :

Theorem 1.1 (Main Theorem)

N>4,d%E N>d>1H38HEL. QCR 2R OFRER. Q= QxR C
R" % R" WORERERE T 5.

£h = IVulls o poincars DFBEROBREESRET 5.

weH) (@0 ||ull2

ZDEE, 0< A<\ o, (BN) JIEEEERFD, O

(BN) Izt LTy IROESEKIC KB 7 Fu—F %L 3, ¢HbbEAER (BN) OEMM
fRIE

M = {u € Hy(Q)| ||ullo» = 1} OB Li(v) = /Q (|Vu|2 - /\u) de @ minimizer

IG5 2 &Y Lagrange OREFEHED SHONB DT, LU I D minimizer OFFE
MifE (VP) 28252, &ET 5,
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1.1 BEEOEE
ZOY A TOFERRIZ. XD LS HAFIHENS [5, 6] -

o JERI T 54 »-dI)V F U HERO standing wave solution, traveling wave solution
DY Hln

o JELRAY Yo lL—F 1 27T —HEROD standing wave solution DHL Y i
o JERMEFIEOFEHHEDE O i
o HOAHEBEAEAAZT AIERMB AN 5 —BOEFIREOE O i

P ED XD IICRAGE D o DERD A 53, HER (BN) IZEFMIC RO TEEY
BEZS DI LD 6. EFEZOMENLINTEL[T,8, 9],

P4 i3Hc. HER (BN) %D noncompact variational problem & U C o {7 - 82
Kb B, ZOMEIZDONTLUT THIAT 5,

WE X 2@, J e CHX) &T5, #HRkbNTEXLESME (J D X
L@ critical point ZH9 ) TiE. ULBIE J DROEKMET 7Y & VIl T8 E N
Zh -1,

Palais-Smale g4 .
(un) C X % J(un) — ¢ # £o00, (dJ)u, — 0 £H12THEZEDFIE T3 (Palais-Smale 71|
EVD) &L (u) BEIC X TOMIGRESF 4>, O

ZDBEITIE. J O critical point & ROt A 729)121d, Palais-Smale A #E L X 29
NE+53TH B, FEBE, Palais-Smale FIDIRPRERSFIOMFEM critical point 12755 2 &
(3. dJ DiEfFEMEL OB S TdH B, Palais-Smale FID#EFKD 7217, minimizing method,
min-max method 7L EFFE I N, BELTE K [21],

U U. Palais-Smale Se#%0 7 XMWY 2 S FHET 5, BRHT. YIRFEDLM ¥
IEWTHERDH 5% < OIBIEIT. WEN., B TFNEEN S, 7 — UAREHPHIEA
BWILE, a7 MIBHEHOD D & TOARERAZBRICE > T3, 2HTRAE LD
12 C OBEAULBIEIEI—fRIC Palais-Smale k& M7 X750,

U723 T Palais-Smale &b 27 XL OIBEBISH T A3 EAFEOTTH. 8l
B ET /X7 FBER DS & TOAREM A D72%1C Palais-Smale S0, 3
B3, EETH 5,

2, 2D KD IBBICHT B Palais-Smale 33 OEES. X THERTHS, Lo
T\ BRIEHDEBPRE 3 F 2 FF 2750 Palais-Smale FINEET A Z &Il 5, EZAT
FIRKTERTHIUE. B RINISTYPCREBS P E R DO T, LOBRGIIMRRITLEM -
DESFIFEOHRETH 5, '
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gbb, FEaNT MIBERAD B & TOAREMZRF OIS 3K ME TS,
Palais-Smale &M%, EBKTTAFAOBRBICL VBN EEELH D, ZOBZIL bubbling
phenomena &MEiEH 5,

YEE, BITEICBOTHEEKDH 5 Z5HEDZ T bubbling phenomena NR 515
Z &R BLAISNTWAS [7, 8] (B2 2RIGTD harmonic map DEEME, 4 KT
T®D Yang-Mills FREX OB DEFERME. constant mean curvature Z R DD FFERME
E

Fx DFENX (BN) icHicd X5 MREICE TS, bubbling phenomena 232 Z 0 15
5o T, _EIZ#R~<7z noncompact variational problem & U TORIETH B,

1.2 FEmDHERK

VI LD &SI 1) 1 Palais-Smale £HE2H/c XM OO T, EEEDHIL Palais-

Smale FHEFHI-TESLMEELIIRBORDO2L X7 v TIho155
Step 1. Palais-Smale %||D# k.
Step 2. Step 1 THE - I24FED Palais-Smale |3 237 MEDEERA,

Step 2 239 F { AT 7ediTid. Step 1 THHICHRIUR U Z 9 72 Palais-Smale 5| 2 HALd
BLENBEETHS, ZDHICIT Palais-Smale FID T /37 NENED & 5 IIETHI
N5 D% LB T 2LERH 5,

UL DS ERRBTIIFHRRT 5o

2HiTIE, NBEMDIET /X7 MEERD b & TOAZEMDY, Palais-Smale 5D 3 2%
7 MEICED XD ICEHETENERB, T2 T. Step L KBEWTEDL D BFIAREKT
NIELODDEHEICIZDI S,

ETIE, BEFETTORRZIBET 5,

4 i TIE. Palais-Smale FID I /37 MMERED L D IZENZ 0 E, BRI ET
5. CDHHE LTI ZTid concentration-conpactness principle [16, 17, 18, 19] Z >
5o FICHMOIFFERM L IERBEHDERED critical THB Z EEEE U, IR
X N7z concentration-compactness principle at infinity [11, 4] % BT AT 9,

5Tk, FEEDMHOEKEEZ 3,

2 | Bubbling Phenomena

ﬂﬁgﬁ I, @ Palais-Smale DN DR T %A 5 72DI12, IRDRRE (limitting problem)
=8 AT5 .

—Au = uju*? in RY
(L) u > 0 in RV
u € D1,2(]RN)

(L) DO,
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M., = {u € DY*(R") | |juller = 1} LOWBH Io(u) = /R y [Vul*dz @ minimizer
xtiEdT AD T, BT I @ minimizer OFERME (VP),, ©EZ %o

(L) 28BATADITROEHICK S,

—jgic. L(w), Io(u) & HIT Palais-Smale %M g SIZRSA L, £y UUTT
B2 X5z, I, 12 RY Eo dilation-translation S ABEAD b & TRAICAKT
H B, I TREITIEFIAE TR, :

Z DB A R LT, Io(u) O Palais-Smale OB N T, SNWETRETHETT
X3 EHMoNTNS 3]0

—%# I,(v) TO dilation-translation IZBId 5 MHtEId, RO ZDDOEEIC & Y HHH
KN TS

o I,(u) T lower term Au 2’H 5 Z &o
o I)(u) TIREEN R" £2&KTENI &,

2 2Tl I(u) © Palais-Smale HOWNE. Io(v) DENWIZEOBE N LELDR
KT perturb L7z bDERZ B, (L) Z8BAT 5,

2.1 Limitting Problem

u e DV(RM) 1T LIROE|REEZ S ¢

Lo 1 T—y
Uey = (6)£2'__2 u( P )
ERAR Hé-norm, L¥-norm 3. FOEBIZEDAETH B, BT LP-norm LD KD
17 dilation ICE D AREICKADIT p=2* DEXITIRS Z L3, BESFEICK O RES,
COREME, EES RY 2K THBEZ ENSERITRPTRES ¢

Proposition 2.1 (I, (u) ® dilation-translation invariance)
Io(lez) = Too(u). O

Proposition 2.1 %{#9 & Palais-Smale 5 T7£\> minimizing sequence ZRD & I IZfF
HIENTED

w € D¥2(RY) % I.(u) ® minimizer &§ % (I @&k 7% minimizer OFFFEIG L K
SNIHEETH S [23, 18], '

1. Effect of dilation:

&, — 0 (n — 00) ERWBEED (6,) C Ry #EBo T5HE (Den0) (& Loo(u) D
minimizing sequence T&H B A%, n — 00 IKHEW (e, 0) (FREEHONT § BIFURIC
concentrate LTW o H o T (e,0) 1 DY(RY) THIDGRERF &R BRI,
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2. Effect of translation: ,
lyn| = 00 (n = 00) EMBHEED (y.) CRY 2E B, TBE (y,) 1 Lo(u) D

minimizing sequence TH B M, n — 00 IZHEL (U, ) I FEERESICHODHET T
W< BT (yy,) (& DVAHRY) THYGREBAFI 2R BRI,

3. Effect of dilation-translation:

1,2 2MAEDET (be,,,) b DVHRY) THRICHHEAFIER BRI (Jy,| — oo
DEAE. () FEEOIFHFAMITPIRT HFIT L),

DX HIT Io(u) 13 dilation-translation invariance {2 & ¥ Palais-Smale Sff: % fiu7c
ISR AY AN

U L. Io(u) 13584£IT dilation-translation invariance Tdh 5 Z &%ZfEH &, Palais-
Smale Z&#:% 7z X 121 minimizing sequence I EDWTNNDATHB I ENbLh5
[38lc &oTn Io(u) i& Palais-Smale &b %#i/c IO DD, £ DWNFIZFTEEIZHD -
TWBENZ 5, '

2.2 Original Problem
Io(u) EEN, Li(u) 1F
e lower term \u OFFEIZ L D LB D dilation-invariance {3441,

o I O RN 2R THNI E0SILEED dilation-translation invariance {XEE453
RSN T 5,

#oTs Lo(u) D - T XNWLEIED Palais-Smale ZHOBENDY, Ih(u) TR [ER
LTl BoTWBEEZ LN, T ) (u) ITIFFLE LI minimizer 23, O L]
R UT, L(v) TREELUGSWIREEDRD 5.

Fro, Li(u) OXBEOBENIL lower term Au DFFFEE . IR Q 2 RY &k THNC
EICERNH B EAEEZ B E, lower term DFIREDK/NRUGEIRD BT HAFHEN L D
critical point DFFIE. FEFEICEET LI ENTFREINS,

3SHITHIDFRPELWC &%, BIFOHREH B Z L THERID S,

3 Known Results

3.1 Q INEFER{EHOEZE

2EITRIZEBY . [, @ Palais-Smale ZHOHNFH T [o DZNITHART—RIZEHET
Hbo, &5 Ty Io(u) IZ minimizer DFEAEL T H L(w) IZ minimizer MFEET 5 SR
DYAYAN

KB, Q PEREHOGEICIIKROBEBRIAONTNS
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Proposition 3.1 (Nonexistence: Pohozaev [20])

O DEREEL 51 —Au=uful 72 in Q IZFEERARER 2, O

ZOEAITIE. O (T{Ry75) dilation-invariance {2 & - T minimizing sequence
IZ concentration 22 Z A 72, minimizer WEELLNWEEZEZ SND (2 HiD effrect of
dilation IZH 7 5),

— 5 2 EiC B NT, EB OB AR 7213 lower term DEEEIZ L - T, Palais-Smale
D a7 MEDESRINCEERELS 52 2R LU

CORICEALTRROZHDDERI M FIoNTWS ([1] &) -

Proposition 3.2 (Efect of geometry: Kazdan-Warner [15])
O DHBEEL S —Au=ulu/* ?inQ HIE{[E%E%%’DO O

Proposition 3.1 IZ KAUTEK ETIE —Au = u|u|® "2 ZBEE IO S0, MBEER
TlERESZH0ET 5 GEURY7E) dilation DMEN T A 720, ZDHAIICIE concentration
PRI DT, BOFHETEEEZONS,

Proposition 3.3 (Eﬁ'ect of lower term: Brezis-Nirenberg [9])
Q EEEOERERET . 0< A< Ay ASIE, —Au = du+ufu/* "% in Q IFIEMA
ZFD, O

Brezis-Nirenberg O#5R %53 5 ETORITIROFETH 5 -

Lemma 3.1 ([9])
S = éljlv}c I(u) (Sobolev Mgk H' C L?" DxBEH). S, :,12{/1‘&(“) E95, C

DEXO< A< AN HOIE S, <SPV D, O

Proposition 3.3 DNFIZ. A =0 DEEITIE M O THERES ] 1IZH - 7 F i s (critical
point at infinity) 2%, A AVIEIZH - T infimum N FN-7c 2 & (Lemma 3.1) 2L D M
WO RIC [B% L] LT 5, :

RmOHERD—DIF, TORXA N ZXLYFEERFTHDOGEICLRONENEI M EY S
MTTBZETHS (remark 5.1 ZHHD),

3.2 QHNFERMBEHOES

BT O AEEREIROB AT I3 B R & I EE AR EIRO L S 1B 5N TS -

Proposition 3.4 (Nonexistence: T. Hashimoto-Otani [13])
Q; % R OBRFEKET B, CDEX —Au=ulu 2 in Qg x RV [FIEMEMBERT-
B, O

BUIRDETRIEEDORIR & U TR IRDKIALT S -
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Propositidn 3.5 (Effect of geometry: Ishiwata-Otani [14])
O % R OFBESRET S, COES —Au = uful* 7% in Qu x RV RIEMEREFHD,
g

lower term OFRICDNTH, KB/OEEHETH 5,

MDA RERIZONTH X T I HEEION TS, FFCHERIE & HSRHE DR
IR ER RSN D B & ERIEI ST 572 TDZ EIX D TE T.Hashimoto-
Otani [12] 28R,

4 Concentration-Compactness Principle at Infinity

4.1 Palais-Smale £{EFDHN DISEMT T

2HTRIzE DT, L(u) 3—RKIC Palais-Smale &M% 72 378072 minimizer D
FEAEASFAT 31212 minimizing sequence D 3 /37 MENED K D BTN S %
HULSBNT 2LENDH S,

C DA O FBEE LT K& {13 T concentration-compactness type DAk & global
compactness type DHED 2 BHDH 5,

4.1.1 concentration-compactness type argument

¥4, Palais-Smale FID a7 MEOHENEED X I ICERIMIRI 50 EEZ 5o

I)(u) @ minimizing sequence (u,) % & % &\ B ST Hy () DBEFRINICIE S0 #E->T
Sobolev DL D u, — uin L (Q) &105 u € HY(Q) BFEET S, £-T L¥ -norm
D5 TEgEEIc kD (o5& L - T) 1= lim [jufze 2 Jlufl2 V) RIRVASN

bLueMITHbb |[ulfh =1 751 u (3K 5 minimizer THBD, H' C L¥
FIT FTRODT, LOEII L2 [jullr LAEAT  veM EONC MUY ATAY
AQAN

DL HicEZ 3 &, minimizing sequence D I V37 MEOHHDOERPWERE LT,
L*-norm OW|KICEETH LI RELEEINS,
 ZDRBIT, (un) B HE LY 280X DIENER (Co(Q))" = M(Q) (@ LD Radon

BIEEAK) ITHDIAS, 22 TO u, OBHEFNDE I EEEZL D, JO—RRNIEEEDH
WA 52 2005 P. L. Lions IZ & % concentration-compactness lemma I, II [16, 17, 18, 19]
Ths 42 HizxBR),

4.1.2 global compactness type argument
—F. 2HTHIZRY.

o I)(u) @ Palais-Smale DN L. Io(u) O Palais-Smale FHDWNH D [E
ELlzbD] THH. :
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o I (u) @ Palais-smale &% 5513 1. dilation IZ& D concentrate LT b
D, 2. translation T & D ERESE~NEF T (—RICIIELED) Tl 20
LT D, 3. iFEDOES O3IRIIRond

ZEDMNo TS, & - T, Palais-Smale D /X7 MEDRAN T ZHRRB DI,
concentration-compactness method M & 9 IZF)% & O JRWZERJICE DAL D T L. LB
¥ @ dilation, translation IZBEF AHFHAF UK T T 52 EICL DL (un) DIREFEOVZEFR
RBEENIIUFBH 5, '

DB THRLU TS HDITIE Benci-Cerami [2], Struwe [22], Brezis-Coron [10] 7%
EWH B,

413 Ebo%E&LEHN?

2 -D( argument (&, Palais-Smale D /37 MEDAINFZMBTT 5 ENHTHBD
BA RO, WEERAEZ F T LRI EHICRE S, £4 D argument DEFR, 5
RO ELH I Do 5B, 4

concentration-copactness type argument {I—f&i#74 DT, Palais-Smale F[iZfR 597, —
D Dy* OBRFNCODOTBATE S, L L—fm7e5, B 50 51583 global com-
pactness type argument {2~ FFIZE S HETIE. FEHYIC minimizing problem
WCUPBEATEROENIBERDH S,

—7 global compactness type argument Tid. LB OHW L4 EZ 7 IVICRHT
5D T, NLBEED Palais-Smale FITDWT UAGERTE 9. FHRimEH A b concentration-
compactness type argument 12T BINTEHITT S,

Z ZTORRE (VP) 1T LTI

o T80 MEOBNOERIERDIE R EEBOBRMED 2 5TH D RIS
BHETL 720 simple ERMNEEND Z &

e minimizing problem Th 3 I &

D 2 ODOHEMAIT LK Y. concentration-compactness type argument Z#H 9 5,

4.2 Concentration Compactness Principle at Infinity
2 HiDENTIC X B &, Palais-Smale F|D a1 /%7 MEOBNFITIES

1. concentration:

dilation OFHERIZL D FUHY § BAEIRIC concentration 5,

2. leaking out:

translation OFIRIZEK D, FID, BEVVERESICET TOLER@ED ] 1498
CRADS '



28

3. combination:
ﬁ%@: :/ L’.*"’“‘/ 3 f/o

DEIET3HH D ENDMN->T B, DD 5, concentration DXJRZTLALT 5D
% P. L. Lions 12 & B concentration-compactness lemma II TH 5

Lemma 4.1 (concentration-compactness lemma II [18, 19])

(u,) C DY*(RY) % u, — u weakly in DY (RN) 75 351&F 5, TDEE (u,) DERSY
FNTDWNTIRAELD ALD

Fo NI aJEED S ST AR EDES S C RN, S O positive weights (Vaj» B )zje8
nonnegative Radon measures v, p 2% » TR =W :

1. [ua* — v weakly* in M(RY),.

2. |Vun|? — p weakly* in M(RY),

3.v= |u]2* + Z .»I/fL‘Jé\‘Tj’

l‘jES
4 p > |Vl + 3 po,6sy,
'LJ'ES
5. SV < M- O

—75 leaking out M%HIZ concentration-compactness lemma I 12X Y Eaiay (RN

Lemma 4.2 (concentration-compactness lemma I [16, 17])
(pn) %~ RY F® nonnegative probability measure DF|EF B, TDEE (un) DER
AN VIRDOTNDDELD LD ¢
|. compactness: #51 (z,) C RY 28 >To fEED ¢ K LB BEE R 2id->T
[ dun 21— e DALY B
B(zn;R)

2. vanishing: 2O R > 0 2% L lim (sup /( o dﬂn> =0 DALY B,
3. dichotomy: 0 < A< 143 A 2H-T\ FED e icxf LEE R & 531 (2,) C R"

MH - TR ZEWMTT
#F®D R > R 2%t L nonnegative probability measures pl, p2 3% - T\
0 < pp, +p2 <1,
supp(pl) C B(za; R), supp(u2) C RV \ B(z,; R),
_ Y 2
llgls;}p (M /RN dul]+ (1 = X) /RN duno <e O
LITZnZh CCLIIL CCL T &M,
CCL I iz &knid, HEOIEFEREICEIB /X7 b I’I“@Eﬁﬂli FUAS. RIS
TW EHMED Tl 1R 5 2 & (dichotomy) Dz, RY &4&THEED 0 1IZiEN
% = & (vanishing) Ik > THEI B ENGFN 5,
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BREK LD (BN) F4FETEHLIFONTED. ZDHEEF CCL I 0AEZEETH
Lo UL ULEx DA IIIFERBEE ETEZ 5D T, CCL LII O % 5 LEN
HbB,

& ZAH COL I i3RI DRI T, CCL T {3 L* -density DIFIYURE
IROFMOIETHRONTH D, RKFICK D DIZE LT B ERILEITEOHE,
B DESATR U, MEOHE/N— 3 Th 5 concentration-compactness prin-
ciple at infinity 2\BAR I NIz, T & Sy DERBEMAEDLES E. RV IO :

Proposition 4.1 (Concentration-Compactness Principle at Infinity [11, 4])
(un) C H3(Q) % u, — u weakly in Hj(Q) E75551EF 5, TDEE (u,) DEBHFNIC
DWTIRDPELD AL ‘
PeNEDNETBED SN S5 DR EDHES S C Q. S _EOD positive weights (va,, fia, ), es,
nonnegative numbers v, oo DD - TIRZRMTIZT :

L lim [fuall3e = [lull5 + > vs, + ves,
' ijS ’
2 Tim (IVunall2 = Mesel2) > (19l = Aull) + 3 e, + 5%,
' :L‘jES
3. v,. = lim lim |un|2*dx, pe. = lim lim |Vu,|*dz,
J e—0 n—00 QNB(zj;e) J e—0n—oo QNB(zj;¢)

) . . *
4. Voo = lim lim lun|* dz,  pl, =

Fimveo ot /nn{|r|>R}
2 2
5. 5vi; < pay, Sav& < e VT €S. a

lim lim (|Vun|* = Mu,|?)dz,
R—con=% Jan{|e|>R} =

Proposition 4.1 13, J>/%7 MEOBENOEHRE LT L¥ norm DRKIZERT S L0
INIBITHE UIZTBIZIE 5o T B, EBE, norm DESKIT 1. 2RI, local concentration
vy, & leaking out ve, DA TRI B LIZ—ERATH 5,

5 £iClt Proposition 4.1 % B e FEEOFFH O A R = L1273 5,

5 Sketch of Proof of the Main Theorem

FEHOIFHOMIE 2R X5, KEiZ B U, 50HEK/LDId N -d=1 &£§ 5,
ROFNETFERAIZED -

Step 1: concentration v,;, leaking out ve, VN EBDNS [ L] minimizing
sequence =T 5,

Step 2: concentration v, leaking out v, BB 72HE. TNLIEBH BT T YA YE
A9, ZDFMDEH,

Step 3: Step 1 TH#EAKL L 72 minimizing sequence VBRI concentration v, ;, leaking
out v BRI &% Step 2 TEWFEA HWTRT,
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Step 1: construction of a good minimizing sequence

(uy) C M = {u € HX(Q) | ||u|3 = 1} 2EED minimizing sequence &£F 5, §74b
B, L(u,) — Sy = gg]\flf,\(u) ET 5Bo

F 9" leaking out LN E I IZT B (un) ZIRD & 9 IZ normalize UTH 727
minimizig sequence (v,) %2fE5 :

Q=Unczmy U={z=(zr,y) EWxR|m<|y<m+1} DEIITNQZRFA
ZAWT Bo THEEED un IS Uy [ [unl” DBAMEEEBRT AR Qut, BB 5o
Qs = Qo+ yas, E LTy (un) D5 (v) %4 |

1
va(") = SX " (- — ymy)

TREHT D, T5&. RVEILT 5,

N 3 _ l 2. _ A 2 l 2* .
Lemma 5.1 (v,) WULBIE J(u) = /Q Vuldz - 5 /Q juPde - o /Q u|* de @ Palais-
Smale 5| TH 5, ] ‘

F 72 In(u) O translation-invariance &, Qo ETwv, @ L¥-norm WEITHKAMEE &S
ZEH. KERD

Lemma 5.2 (v,) I$REFT2F,
(1) ||va||Ze = SF7F Vn.

(2) 36 > 0 s.t. /Q loa¥'dz > 6 Vn.
0

(v,) 1T Proposition 4.1 Z@HAT 5, §5 &\ Lemma 5.2 (1) EHHOET, R[S :

TeNIEWNTTEMED S ST AR EDES S C O, S _LO positive weights (va,, fa; )s;es)
nonnegative numbers (Veo, fioo) I XK v € HJ(Q) 2B » TR ZEHWGT2T -

v, — v weakly in Hy(02) (1)

2*
ST = olae + 2 v, + veo (2)

:EJ'ES

1 . 2% T . 2.0 ' .
vp; = lim lim B (o5 lval* dz, o, ~1§3n111,1,10 B (o) [Von|*da (3)
Ve, = lim lim va|¥dze, p) = lim L V|2 = Mg |Hdz (4
% R—oon—oo Qn{lxI>R}| o Hoo = Rl moveo ﬂn{|w|>R}(| vl fonl")de (4)

2 2.
SvE < phay, SavE <p) Ve, €S : (5)



Step 2. Estimates for bubbles

—7 . concentration, leaking 233 - 72 HA ISR DFAMAEKILT B,

Lemma 5.3 v, Voo FULTFZRMTT,
(1) v, # 0 = v, > 577,

2‘
(2) Voo 0= voo > SE 2 0

proof.
€ € : € €
supp ¢;, C Blzjie), ¢5, =11n B(zj;5), 0< ¢, <1
785 x; ~D concentration function,
oR € C=(Q) %,
supp ¢& C Q\ B(0;R), 68 =1in Q\ B(0;R+1), 0 < ¢% <1
15 B4R IE S D concentration function &9 %, Lemma 5.1 £ 9.

lim lim (dJ),, (vn¢5,) =0

e—=0n—oo

lim lim (dJ),,(va¢R) =0

R— o0 n—00

%ﬁéocn&ﬁwmggb

Vg; = Hzjy Voo = Koo

DD, K (5) LHHLETERERS,

Step 3. Exclusion of concentration and leaking

31

P ED#afFED H & T, (v,) A concentration, leaking 2RI EMRD L HITLT

HN B,

o concentration Z#FIZEINI &

PR (2) LD v, < ST RRIT . “NE Lemma 31 (S > S)) LB,
Ve, < ST H¥fEH, k>T Lemma 5.3 (1) OXHELD vy, =0 185, THbDE

S=¢ ELT—RMEZRDITL,
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o leaking Z#FfcGE I &
5 =¢ & Lemma 4.1 (1), (3) &b /Q o, |*' de — /Q WP de DHED. CHLE
Lemma 5.2 (2) ZHHET v #0 ﬁ{&@ﬁoo

FoTH Q) RIS =9¢ EHHET vy < 5;‘*2‘?2 L, ZH & Lemma 5.3 (2) @
;d"fl%ck @\ Voo =0 %?%Z)o

PEED v, — v weakly in L2°(Q), [jva]2s — [|v]|2 = ST £#iz, &> TL¥ D

B L O v, — v strongly in L¥(Q) 285,
E->Tu= 11 v EBIFIE. 2D u HK¥D A minimizer TdH 5o O

2% =2
SA

Remark 5.1 _J:@ﬁ?ﬁﬁ'(“bb\éﬁb\ —HRIC Voo > Sf_i__z THAHDT, lower term D%
B2 & - THENELE U Brezis-Nirenberg D £ 77 = X L3 leaking out v, @ exclusion
W@ ENb S,

BEXH
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