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Abstract
It is shown that under suitable conditions a solution of the equation —Au + F(x,u) =
0 that is non-degenerate for Sobolev spaces is also non-degenerate for Holder spaces.
This leads to the construction of uncountably many geometrically distinct solutions with
infinitely many bumps for the equation —Au + F(V (ex),u) = 0 for small .

1 Introduction

We give here a brief outline of the contents and background of the present paper leaving
precise definitions and references to later sections.

In this paper we build on a result of a previous paper which examined the non-
degeneracy with respect to the Sobolev spaces W22(R") and L?(R™) of certain non-trivial
solutions of the equation

—Au+ F(V(ex),u) =0 (1.1)
for small e. We now seek to draw similar conclusions for (1.1) with respect to the Holder
spaces C2A(R™) and C%*(R™). This is the content of sections 2 and 3.

Equation (1.1) is a general version of the problem of semi-classical states for the non-

linear Schrodinger equation, usually given in the form

—Au+V(ezx)u —uP =0

where ¢ is a small parameter, so that the spatial function V' (ez) is nearly constant.

It is known that non-degenerate solutions can be used to construct multibump so-
lutions. Roughly speaking, a multibump solution is one that is near to a sum of given
solutions which are approximately concentrated on disjoint sets. The result of section 3,
giving non-degeneracy in Holder spaces, then opens the way in section 4 to the construc-
tion of multibump solutions of (1.1) for sufficiently small e. Unlike for the case of Sobolev
spaces, the approximation in Hélder space norms allows for infinitely many bumps.
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2 Two notions of non-degeneracy

We first recall the definition of the Hélder space C"™*(R™), where m is an integer and
0 < A < 1. It consists of C"™ functions u on R", whose derivatives up to order m are
bounded, and such that there exists C > 0 with

|D%u(x) — Du(y)| < Cla —y*

for every x, y € R", and every (8 with |3| = m. It is endowed with the norm

|DPu(x) — DPu(y)|
lullgm. = [D%lloo +  sup
Z = e yeRn,Bl=m |z —y]*

laj<m

which turns C"*(R") into a Banach space. These spaces are very useful when studying
elliptic equations, since they are the natural spaces of classical solutions on which elliptic
regularity theorems may be applied.

In the following, we write C™* for C™*(R"). We also write H? for the Sobolev space
W22(R") and L? for L?(R™). We shall sometimes need the space C™(R"), meaning the
Banach space of C"™ functions whose derivatives up to order m are bounded over all of
R™. At one point (in a later section) we use the notation C"™*(V) where V is an open set
in R™. This refers to the Banach space of functions whose derivatives up to order m are
bounded in V', and whose derivatives of order m possess a finite Holder semi-norm with
exponent A on V.

We consider the problem

—Au+ F(z,u) =0

on R", where the non-linearity F is a C® function. We say that a solution U is non-
degenerate for Sobolev spaces if the linearized operator

—A+ D, F(x,U(x))

is invertible from H? to L?2. We say that U is non-degenerate for Hélder spaces if the
linearized operator is invertible from C?* to C%*. Our object in this section is to show
that under suitable conditions a solution U that lies both in H? and C?*, and is non-
degenerate for Sobolev spaces, is also non-degenerate for Holder spaces.

We set out growth conditions on F', which fall into two classes, and a positivity con-
dition:

(G1) Growth conditions

|F(x,u)] < C(Juf + |u*)
|DyF(x,u)| < C(l + |u|a2)
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where

with no upper bound if n < 4.

These growth conditions imply that if U € H?, then the function F(z,U(z)) will be
in L2, and that the operator
v— Dy F(x,U(x))v

is well-defined from H? to L?, see [4].

(G2) Growth conditions D,,F(z,u), Dy, F(z,u) and Dy, F(z,u) are bounded
uniformly with respect to x if u belongs to a bounded subset of R.

This in particular ensures that if U € C%* then the function F(x,U(x)) will be in
C%*, and that the operator
v— Dy F(x,U(x))v

is well-defined from C2%* to COA.

(P) Positivity condition

0 < h < liminf D, F(x,0)

|z| =00

for some constant h.

Theorem 2.1 Assume the conditions (G1), (G2) and (P). Let U € C* N H? be a
solution of
—Au+ F(z,u) =0

such that U and DU tend to 0 at infinity. Assume that U is a non-degenerate solution in
the sense of Sobolev spaces. Then U is also non-degenerate in the sense of Holder spaces.

Proof. Let
A=—A+D,F(z,U(x)): C** = C*

Introduce the limit operator
As = —A + D, F(z,0)

also from C?>* to C%*. The plan is the following: show that A is a compact perturbation
of Ay, then show that A, is Fredholm of index 0 (using our positivity assumption),
deduce that A is Fredholm of index 0 and finally use a result from [1] to prove that A is
one-to-one.



The difference A — A is the operator of multiplication by the function
h(z) := Dy F(z,U(z)) — D, F(x,0)
with derivative
Dh(z) = Dy F(x,U(x)) — Dy F(x,0) + Dy F(x,U(x)) DU (x).

By the boundedness assumptions on D,,F and D, F', together with the assumptions
that U and DU tend to 0 at infinity, we find that A and Dh tend to 0 at infinity. To show
that A — A, is a compact operator from C** to C* we let (w,,) be a bounded sequence
in C?*. Using Ascoli’s theorem, we can find a function w € C*(R") and a subsequence
of w, (still denoted w,,) that converges to w|p in the norm of C'(B) for every bounded,
open B C R™. But since h and Dh vanish at infinity we see that hw, converges to hw in
C(R™), and hence also in C%*. Therefore A is a compact perturbation of A.

We now show that A, is Fredholm of index 0. Let V be a C! function on R™ such
that

e V(x) > ¢ > 0 pointwise (for some §).
e V(z) = D,F(z,0) for |z| > M for some M.
e VV and DV are globally bounded.

Such a function can be obtained by taking a smooth, suitably close uniform approximation
to the function max{h/2, D, F(z,0)} in a large enough ball (with radius R, say) and
pasting it smoothly to D, F(x,0) in the complement of the ball of radius R — 1.

The argument in the second paragraph shows that the operator of multiplication by
D F(z,0) — V(z) from C?* to C%* is compact; hence it is sufficient to show that the
operator T := —A + V(z), from C?* to C%*, is invertible. This is a consequence of the
inequalities V(z) > § > 0 as we proceed to show.

Let ug € C** such that

Tug := —Aug + V(x)ug = 0.

Recall that
0<d<V(x)<H

for some constants 0 and H. Let m = (6 + H)/2, and write V(x) = m + g(z). By the
properties of V, g € C* and ||g||oc < (H — 0)/2.

Let E,, be the radially symmetric fundamental solution of the Helmholtz operator
—A + m where m > 0. It is known that F,, and its first order partial derivatives are
in L' and that ||E,,||;: = 1/m, and therefore it defines a convolution operator, which,
considered from L*° to itself has norm 1/m, and which also maps L into C(R"™).
Moreover the only bounded solution of —Au + mu = 0 when m > 0 is u = 0 (indeed
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application of the Fourier transform shows that v = 0 is the only solution that is a
tempered distribution). Hence if f € L then u = E,, * f is the unique bounded solution
of —Au+ mu = f. Moreover it is known that if f € C%* then E,,  f € C??.
The equation satisfied by ug, which can be rewritten as —Awug + mug + g(z)ug = 0, is
therefore equivalent to
uo + Em * (gug) = 0.

But the operator v — E,, % (gv) from L to itself, has norm less than or equal to

1H-6 H-6

= <1
m 2 H+9

and so the operator v — v + E,, * (gv) is invertible from L to itself. We therefore
conclude that ug = 0 so the operator T is injective.

To show that T is surjective let v € C*. Then E,, * v is bounded, and so there is a
unique bounded function w such that

W+ By % (gw) = Ep, % v
which is equivalent to saying that w is the unique bounded solution of
—Aw +mw + g(x)w = v

in the sense of distributions. Since w = E,, * (v — gw) we see that w € C*(R") and hence
v — gw € C9*. We conclude that w € C>*. Thus T is surjective and we conclude that it
is invertible.

Since A is a compact perturbation of A, which is itself a compact perturbation of T’
this shows that A is Fredholm of index 0.

Now it only remains to prove that A is one-to-one. Let u € C?* be such that

—Au+ D, F(z,U(x))u=0
Because of the positivity assumption, the potential D, F'(z,U(x)) satisfies

liminf D, F(x,U(x)) > h

|| =00

since U tends to 0 at infinity. Therefore the quantity

¥ := supinf {/ (IVo]* + DyF(2,U(z))|¢l?) dz, p € D(R*\ K), /\@\2 = 1} ,
K
where the supremum is taken over compact subsets K of R", satisfies

3> h.



Now it is known that X is the infimum of the essential spectrum of the operator —A +
D, F(x,U(x)) defined from H? to L?. Because 0 is below the essential spectrum, it is
possible to apply [1, theorem 4.1] for functions in the kernel of —A+ D, F(x,U(z)), which
yields

/|u(:c)|2627|x| dr < +o00

for every v < vh. In particular, v € L?. All growth and regularity assumptions on u
needed in [1] are satisfied since u € C%*,

By elliptic regularity, u is actually in H?, and therefore belongs to the kernel of —A +
D, F(z,U(x)) : H*> — L?. So u = 0 almost everywhere, because U is non-degenerate
between Sobolev spaces, and so u = 0 everywhere since it is continuous. This proves that
A is one-to-one, hence invertible.

3 The non-linear Schrodinger equation in Holder
spaces

Let us now consider the problem
—Au+ F(a,u) =0

where a is a real parameter, and F' satisfies some standard growth conditions that we will
describe later. Assume that F'(a,0) = 0 for each a, so that the zero function is a solution.
Assume also that for each a, we know a solution ®, possessing some non-degeneracy: the
operator

—A+ D, F(a,®.(x))

from H? to L? has its kernel spanned by the n partial derivatives of ®,, and the range
is the orthogonal complement in L? of the kernel. We perturb the equation, by putting a
nearly constant function instead of a:

—Au+ F(V(ex),u) =0 (3.1)

where ¢ is a small positive parameter, and V is a C2 function. Problems of this form arise
in the study of semiclassical states of the non-linear Schrodinger equation

—Au+V(ex)u —u? = 0.

In the next four paragraphs we detail our assumptions about F, &, and V.



3
. F
(S1) Properties of F. We assume that F is a C? map, such that the derivatives or

ou3
3
and Puda exist and are continuous. We impose the following growth conditions on F' :
uda
OF 0*F
— — < a
Flau)l, |5 ()], |Srew| < C(ul+[u)
oF 0’F
- < 1 a2
(o) [ gge@n)| < C)
O*F PF
- - < a3
G )| [pgptan)] = e
PF N
Sa@u)l < O+ ul™)

for non-negative exponents «;, without any upper limits if 1 < n < 4, whereas for n =5
we assume
1§O¢1<5, OéQSQ, Oé3<3, oy <2

(S2) Properties of ¢,. The function ¢,(z) is a solution to —Au+ F(a,u) = 0 in H?
and has the following properties :
1. ¢q(z) = ®4(r) is spherically symmetric.
oF

2. %(a, O, (r)) @ (r)r dz # 0.

3. ¢, and its first derivatives have exponential decay.

4. ¢, is a quasi-non-degenerate solution, that is the operator
OF
—A+ 8—(@, ¢a()) : H? - 12
U

has as its kernel the space spanned by the n partial derivatives D¢, (x), which are
assumed to be independent, and its range is the space in L? orthogonal to is kernel.
This implicitly says that the partial derivatives belong to H2.

These properties hold for the ground state ¢, of the non-linear Schrodinger equation
—Au+au—uP =0 (3.2)

see (3], [7] and [8].

(S3) Properties of V. The function V is C? with its range in the interval I. It and

its first partial derivatives are bounded, while its second and third partial derivatives have
polynomial growth.



(S4) Positivity assumption. There exists § > 0 such that

oF
%(CL, 0) > 0

for all @ in the range of V.

The following theorem summarizes the main results concerning the problem 3.1 that
were proved in [4] and [5].

Theorem 3.1 Let F, ¢, and V satisfy the conditions (S1), (S2), (S3) and (S4). Letb
be a non-degenerate critical point of V', and a = V' (b). Then, for sufficiently small e > 0,
the equation —Au + F(V (ex),u) = 0 has a solution in H? of the form

Ue(X) = g (ac— b +85) + e?w, (ac— b +55>
€ €

where s. € R", w. € H? and is orthogonal to the partial derivatives D;¢,. Both s. and

w, depend continuously on €. As e tends to 0, s tends to 0 and w, tends to a computable

function n € H?. [A prescription is given in [4] for n but is not needed here.]
Furthermore, the operator

OF
T.:=—-A+ %(V(sx),ug)

from H? to L? is invertible and the norm of its inverse is O(~2) as ¢ — 0.

Our main objective in this section is to derive some properties of the solutions wu.
pertaining to their membership of Holder spaces. For this purpose we shall need an inter-
polation lemma, probably well-known, but include a proof for the sake of completeness.
It shows how bounds on a function and its second derivative imply a bound on the first
derivative. It will be used later on to obtain exponential decay of the derivatives of a
function u in C%* which itself decays exponentially.

Lemma 3.2 Let 2 be either the whole space R™ or the complement of a closed ball with
centre 0. Let h : Q@ — R be a C? function, such that h and its second derivative are
bounded over 2. Then the first derivative of h is bounded, and there exists a constant C',
only depending on the space dimension n, such that

IRl < CIRINE ID?R]13

where || - || denotes the uniform norm on Q.



Proof. Let z = (z1,...,2,) € Q, 1 < ¢ < mnand r > 0. If Q is the complement of a
closed ball, one of the half-lines starting at the point x and going to infinity following the
direction z; lies completely in ). Therefore, either x + 2re; or x — 2re; is in €2, where ¢;
is the i-th vector of the canonical basis in R™. If Q = R", the whole line lies of course in
Q). We can therefore use Taylor’s formula to get

oh ,0%h

o () + 2550

h(zy...,x; £2r, ..., x,) = h(x) £ 2r

where £ is on the segment between x and x + 2re;. Thus we get the following inequality :

1
< ~[[hllos + 71 D%l

‘ oh ()

8xi

which is true for any » > 0. If D?h is identically zero, then the boundedness assumption
on h implies that h is a constant, and the wanted result is trivially true. Otherwise, we

choose
[
[ D2h|o
and so )
oh
@) < Al D0l

If we sum from 1 to n, we get :
IDA(2)|* < 4nl|h]|eo | DAl
and therefore our interpolation lemma.

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.3 There exists €1 > 0 such that for 0 < € < &1 the solution u. given by
theorem 3.1 has the following properties:

1. It is in the Hélder space C*N(R™).
2. It and its first three derivatives have exponential decay at infinity.

3. It is a non-degenerate solution of —Au+ F(V(ex),u) = 0 in the sense of Hélder
spaces.

Proof. (1) If we can show that u. € L* it will follow that Au. = F(V(ex),u) € L*®
and so u. € CY(R") as observed in the proof of theorem 2.1. It will then follow that
g(z) == F(V(ex),u) € CY(R") (using the boundedness of D,F, D, F and DV) and hence
Au € CY(R™). We then deduce u € C?*.



To show that u. € L™ we first take the case n < 4. Then H? C L™ so that u. € L.

Next assume n = 4. Then u, € L" for 2 < r < 0o by the Sobolev embeddings and
also Au, = g € L" for 2 < r < 0o. Hence ue € W27 for 2 < r < 00 so us € L™ since
W?2r c L™ for r > 2.

For n = 5 recall that 1 < a; < 5. Suppose that u. € W2" for some r in the range
2<r< % Then the Sobolev embedding gives u. € L2 N L5/6-27) Moreover

5r
|Aue| < C(|ue| + |ue|*t) € LG22

Since also u. € L57/(5=2r)a1 we find that Us € W25r/(5=2r)e1 - Byt the iteration (“boot-

strap”)

5?”k

= = 2
as (5 — 27%)0&1 ’ "o

will lead, after a finite number of steps, to r > 5/2 (this would not work if oy = 5). So
ue. € W27 for some r > 5/2 and this gives u. € L.

Note that for this part of the proof we needed neither the polynomial growth of the
second derivatives of V' nor the positivity condition on F'. Both are needed in the sequel.

(2) By the conclusion of (1) wu. is uniformly continuous. Since also u. € L? we see
that lim|;|_q ue(z) = 0. We can now deduce that u. has exponential decay most easily
by applying [6, theorem 2.2]. Its premises hold because F' is continuously differentiable,
F(x,0) =0, u is continuous and decaying, and

0<h<D,F(z,0)<H

for all x.

By differentiating g twice, using growth conditions on F', exponential decay of u. as
proved above, and polynomial growth of D2V, we see that D?g is globally bounded; hence
g € C1*. Another application of the elliptic regularity principle gives u. € C3*.

Now u. has exponential decay, and we have bounds on the first three derivatives. So

[us(y)| < De~+¥!

for absolute constants D and p, and every y € R™. Now let x € R™ and R < |z|; using
the interpolation lemma 3.2 in Q@ = R" \ B(0, R), we find

[ Due ()| Cllueloo 2 [1D*ue |0 2

<
< CDe || D%u]| oo rn
S Clefl,LR

for constants C’ and p independent of  and R; this holds for any R > |z| and so

1Due ()] < C'e
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hence Du. decays exponentially. Now, we can use this decay and the bound on the third
derivative of u. to get exponential decay of D?u. as well by exactly the same argument.

Now we differentiate g a third time. Using the exponential decay of u. and Du, as just
established, polynomial growth of D?V and D3V, and the growth conditions on F and
its derivatives, we find that D3¢ is also globally bounded, and so, by the same argument,
ue € C** and the third derivative of u. decays exponentially.

(3). It follows from theorem 3.1 that the solution w. is non-degenerate in the sense
of Sobolev spaces. It is also in C2* N H?, and decays at infinity. Since F satisfies the
growth conditions and the positivity assumption needed by theorem 2.1, it is therefore
also non-degenerate in the sense of Holder spaces.

4 Application to multibumps

Our object in this section is to use non-degeneracy in the sense of Holder spaces of the
solutions provided by theorem 3.1, and their exponential decay, as proved in the last
section, to produce multibump solutions, in particular, solutions with infinitely many
bumps. In order to do this we shall apply a technique devised by Angenent [2] the
ingredients of which are as follows:

(A1) An equation
—Au+ G(z,u) =0

in which G is three times continuously differentiable, and is bounded uniformly in z
for v in bounded sets.
(A2) A uniformly locally finite covering of R™ by open sets V,, a € A.

(A3) A partition of unity f,, a € A, subordinate to V.

(A4) A family of solutions u, in C**(R") indexed by A and non-degenerate in the sense
of Holder spaces.

(A5) The operators A, = —A + D, F(z,u4(z)) : C** — COA
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(A6) A collection of quantities, M,,, My, K and R, assumed to be finite and satisfying:

M, = 21613 Hua|Va ||C'2’>‘(Va)

My = maj(]{beA:VaﬂVb;é@}]
ac

K = supllA.
acA
N ~1/3
R = (sup [D*fula)]l)
acA
‘xae‘ﬂig

The following result can be found in [2]:

Theorem 4.1 Given the assumptions contained in (A1)-(A6) there exists R*, depending
only on My, My and K, such that if R > R* the following holds: For every n > 0 there
exists § > 0 such that if

(| (uq — Ub)lvaﬂVbch(W) <9

for all a,b € A such that V, NV, # (0, then there exists a solution u € C**R™) of
—Au+ G(z,u) =0, such that

H(u - ua)‘Va CQ,X(VG) S n

for all a € A.

Broadly speaking, the theorem asserts that the restrictions of given solutions u, to
the sets V,, can be glued together approximately to create a new solution w provided the
overlaps of u, on V, and u, on Vj, are suitably small. Angenent himself views this as a
version of the shadowing lemma of dynamical systems theory, an attractive analogy which
is not made very precise in his paper.

This theorem is not as general as the main result of [2], in which the solutions u, are
only given locally on V,, and defined to be non-degenerate in a rather complex and hard
to verify sense. In an example given in the paper the result as we have stated it is given as
an important special case. We also note that the role of R is a bit peculiar: the partition
of unity could be varied without changing the covering, thus changing R but obviously
not affecting whether u exists or not.

We wish to apply theorem 4.1 in the previous context of the non-linear Schrodinger
equation, using the non-degeneracy information given by theorem 3.3 to produce infinitely
many bumps. To do so, infinitely many critical points of the potential V' are needed;
we assume from now on that V is periodic. Although this assumption is restrictive, it
facilitates a fairly straightforward, but non-trivial, application of theorems 3.3 and 4.1.
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Theorem 4.2 Let F' and V satisfy S1-S/ [see section 3] and let £1 be as in the conclusion
of theorem 3.3. Assume that V is periodic with period lattice Z". Let € <e 1 and n > 0.
Then there exists ro such that, if r is an integer such that r > ro, and if A is any subset
of e~rZ", then there exists a solution U € C** of —Au+ F(V(ex),u) = 0 such that

U—Zug('—a)

acA

<9 (4.1)

CQA(R”)

Proof. The first part of the proof leading to the construction of the solution U is
based on an example sketched in [2]. Throughout the proof € is a fixed number satisfying
e<er.

We begin by defining the ingredients for theorem 4.1. First, we set up a uniformly
locally finite covering of R™ and a partition of unity. Let r be a fixed integer; we pick
a subset Ay of the lattice Z" and let A = re~'Ay. Then A is a subset of the lattice
[ = re~1Z", itself a sublattice of the lattice e 71 Z" of periods of V(ez) under which the
problem is invariant. The number r will be increased in the course of the proof, but
independently of the subset Ag.

For each a € T', let V,, be the hypercube in R" centred at a, of side 3r/2¢. Obviously
the V, form a uniformly locally-finite covering of R” and the quantity My introduced in
(A6) equals 3". We will denote by W, C V, the hypercube centered at a, of side r/2¢.

A partition of unity is naturally defined by choosing a C*° function ¢ supported in
the “unit” hypercube centered at 0 of side 3/2 such that

Z plx+k)=1
kezm

We then rescale it by the formula

e

fa(z) :g0<—(:c—a)>, ael

r

Each f, is supported in V,, and they satisfy >, fa(x) = 1 pointwise. By the definition
of f, we see that

s e s
D% fulle = (5 ) 1061
when || = 3. Therefore the quantity R of (A6) satisfies
R=Cr

where C' is an absolute constant, depending only on n and £ (which are both fixed in the
proof).
We now define the solutions u,, a € I', by
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o u, =u(-—a)ifa € A.
o ug=0ifaecl\ A

Theorem 3.3 together with the invariance of the problem under translations by ele-
ments of I ensure the non-degeneracy in the sense of Holder spaces of the solutions wu, for
a € A. Translation invariance also implies that the operators A; !, where A, is introduced
in (A5), all have the same norm for a € A. The non-degeneracy of u = 0 follows from the
same argument used to prove the invertibility of the operator T in the proof of theorem
2.1. The quantity M, increases with r but eventually becomes constant owing to the de-
cay of u. and its derivatives up to order 3. We assume r to be chosen sufficiently large to
ensure this. Hence the quantities M,,, My and K introduced in (A6) are all independent
of r.

Using the fact that R = Cr and applying theorem 4.1 we deduce that there exists
r1 > 0 such that for all integers r > r; the following is guaranteed: for each p > 0 there
exists > 0 such that if

|| (uq — Ub)lvaﬂVbch(W) <9

for all a,b € T such that V, NV, # 0, then there exists a solution U € C**(R"), such that

(U = ua)lv,

C2A (V) <o

for all @ € I'. But by the decay of u. and its derivatives up to order 3 it is clear that for
all sufficiently large r, say r > ro, we have

[[ue ll o mrywg) < 6/2

where W) is the hypercube centred at 0, of side r/2¢. For such r it follows that

us(- —a) —us(- — b)”cm(vamvb) <9

and

[ue(- = a)llcon o) <0
provided a # b. Therefore for r > ry := max(ry,r) there exists a solution U € C?*
satisfying

. HUHCQ,A(E) <pforael)\ A
o |U—us(-— a)Hcg,A(Va) <pforacA.

This completes the construction of the solution U. It will be noted that exponential decay
of u. was not used, merely decay. We proceed to establish the estimate (4.1) for which
the exponential nature of the decay is crucial.
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First of all, the series
h(z) := Z ue (r — a)
acA
converges uniformly on every compact subset of R™, because of the exponential decay of
ue. A similar result holds for
Z DPu, (z — a)

a€A

for |3| < 3, and since this series represents D’k in the sense of distributions we conclude
that h belongs to the space C3(R™).

Let us estimate U — h in the C? norm. Let x € R", and pick ag € T so that z € V.
Then

U () = h(@)] <| U(z) = €ague (x = ao)l + D Jue (z —a)
a€A,a#ag

where £,, = 1if ag € A, and &,, = 0 if not. In both cases, the first term is smaller than
0. We shall show that the second term is also small owing to the exponential decay of
ue, provided r is large enough. First of all we bound it by the same sum over the whole
lattice I' minus the point ag. Then by translating the whole lattice we can assume ag = 0,
and z lies in Vj. Because of the exponential decay of u., this sum is smaller than

b
C g e M= — ¢ E e Hl==2 1,
a€l,a#0 beZ™ ,b#0

for positive constants C' and u, where | - |1 is the I norm in R”, that is, |(21, ..., 2,)|1 =
> lzi|. Therefore we can separate the coordinates, and this is equal to

CﬁZeiﬂ

i=1k;EZ

rk;
. 2
Ti——

— CeHzh

where © = (21, ...,x,). Remember that for each i |z;| < 3r/4e by definition of Vj. We fix
1 <i < n, and write k for k;; we have

Zefu|xifr_sk| = Ze“(mifgk)—k Z e“(gkfxi)

keZ k=1 k=—00
k#0

3ur 6_?



and from this we deduce

2 4e
>, le@-al = C H (e—_ +ewl> _ Cebleh
a€A,a#ag 1—e =
e i
< o= _
1-— efﬂ?

provided r is chosen large enough so that e % /(1 — e~ = ) < 1, and where the constant
C’ depends only on C and n.

Now the right-hand side tends to 0 (exponentially fast) as r tends to infinity, so we
can choose r4 > r3 (independently of Ay and ag) so that for r > ry

> lu(@—a) <o
a€A,a#ag
if z € V,, and therefore, |h(z) — U(z)| < 2p, for each € R™. Very similar considerations
hold for the first two derivatives (using lemma 3.3) so that we may choose r4 so that

[h = Ullc2mny < 60

for r > ry.
Finally we estimate the Holder semi-norm. Take x, y € R™. The objective is the
inequality
(x) := |[D*U(x) — D*U(y) — D*h(z) + D*h(y)| < 20z — y*

Firstly, if |z — y| > 1, we simply write
(¥) < 2||D*U — D*hl|oo < 20 < 20|x — y\A,

so the only difficulty comes from the case where |z —y| < 1. In that case, x and y belong
to the same component of the covering, say V,,. We split (x) as we did before

(x) < [D*U(zx) = D*U(y) — &ao(D*us(z — ag) — D*us(y — ao))|
+ Y |D?uc(z — a) = D?uc(y — a)|
a#ag

Because of the properties of U the first term is smaller than g|lz — y|*. To take care of
the second term, we use the mean value theorem. For each a # aq it yields the existence
of 6, with |0,| < 1, such that |D?uc(x — a) — D?*u-(y — a)| <| D3u.(z + 6, — a)| |z — y|.
The bound on |6, arises from |(x — a) — (y — a)| < 1. It then follows that

(%) < ol — y[* + Cla —y| Y emetbad

a#ag
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But since |z —y| <| 2z — y|*, and |2 4+ 0, —a|] > |z —a| — 1

() < (o4 Cen 3T el | o -y

a#ag

Now we can use our previous calculations to find r5 > 74 such that
() < 2pla — y|*

when |z —y| < 1 and r > r5, so that :
b = Ullc2a < 8e.

Finally, for n as defined in the theorem we set o = 7/8; then the corresponding solution
U is the required multi-bump solution.

Remark. It follows from the proof that this theorem produces uncountably many multi-
bump solutions. Indeed, pick n such that

2
n < 3 lluellzee

and for each r > rg and A C e '7Z" let Uy be a solution as provided by theorem 4.2.
Then from U := U4 we may retrieve A as

2
A= { € ez, max U] > guusum}

a

because if U = Up, let a € A, a ¢ B (the other case is treated similarly), so that
|U(z)| > 2/3||ue||0o for one z in V,, but also

||u6||007

W =

n
Ul g2 vy < 2=

which is a contradiction. Similarly B C A, and % is one-to-one.

One can also see that this theorem produces uncountably many geometrically differ-
ent solutions; recall that two solutions u and v are geometrically different if « is not
contained in the orbit of v under the natural action of e~'Z" by translation. This follows
directly from the fact that this action by translation on the power set P(¢~!17Z") has
uncountably many orbits; then if we pick one multibump solution for each a in a system
of representatives of those orbits, they will be geometrically different.
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