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Abstract. We study the linearized 2D Euler equations around radial vortex profiles. Previous
works have shown that the strict monotonicity of the vorticity profile leads to axisymmetrization
and inviscid damping of non-radial perturbations.

Given any strictly decreasing radial vortex, we construct arbitrarily close (in low Hölder norms
Cα, with 0 < α < 1) radial profiles that are merely non-increasing, for which non-radial, time-
periodic solutions to the linearized equation exist. This shows that both axisymmetrization and
inviscid damping are not robust under small, low-regularity perturbations of the background profile
that violate strict monotonicity.

Contents

1. Introduction and main result 2
1.1. Motivation and background 2
1.2. Statement of the main result 5
2. Analyzing equation 6
2.1. Boundary conditions induced by the equation 6
2.2. The profile function ϖε 6
3. Preparations for the study of the linear operator 8
3.1. The problem as a system of integral equations 9
3.2. The ansatz for λ 12
3.3. From an integral equation to an ODE 14
3.4. The ODE system 16
4. Existence and uniqueness 17
4.1. The limiting ODE in the right 17
4.2. The limiting ODE in the left 21
4.3. The ODE system for ε > 0 22
5. Estimates of the Difference 25
5.1. The difference in the right 25
5.2. The difference in the left 32
6. Derivation of the equation for λ 34
6.1. Solving the original system of integral equations. 34
6.2. The value of λ1 36
6.3. An equation for λ2(ε) 36
6.4. Completion of the proof using a Fixed Point argument 45
7. Proof of main theorem 45
Appendix 45
References 47

Date: December 2, 2025.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 76E05,76B03,35Q31,35Q35.
Key words and phrases. 2D Euler, hydrodynamic stability, vortices, algebraic vortex, rotating solutions.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

01
73

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  1
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.01730v1
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1. Introduction and main result

In this manuscript, we consider the 2D Euler equation for an incompressible and inviscid fluid,
expressed in vorticity form:

∂tω + (u · ∇)ω = 0,(1)

∇ · u = 0,

in the full domain R2, where the velocity field is recovered through the scalar vorticity by

(2) u = ∇⊥∆−1ω,

with ∇⊥ = (−∂2, ∂1) and

(3) ∆−1ω(x) =
1

2π

∫
R2

log(|x− y|)ω(y) dy.

The main objective of this paper is to study the dynamics around radially symmetric vortex
profiles that are monotone decreasing. To this end, we consider linearized 2D Euler equation
around a radial vortex ϖ(r), which takes the form

∂tw + ur[w]∂rϖ +
uθ[ϖ]

r
∂θw = 0,(4)

where we use polar coordinates (r, θ) and where ur[f ] and uθ[f ] are defined by

ur[f ](r, θ) :=
er
2π

·
∫ ∞

0

∫ π

−π

(r cos(θ)− s cos(β), r sin(θ)− s cos(β))⊥

r2 + s2 + 2rs cos(θ − β)
f(s, β)sdθds,

uθ[f ](r, θ) :=
eθ
2π

·
∫ ∞

0

∫ π

−π

(r cos(θ)− s cos(β), r sin(θ)− s cos(β))⊥

r2 + s2 + 2rs cos(θ − β)
f(s, β)sdθds.

In [4], Bedrossian, Coti-Zelati and Vicol established that strict monotonicity (up to at zero and
infinity) of the vorticity profile ϖ leads to inviscid damping and axisymmetrization. In this work,
we show that strict monotonicity is essential. Specifically, we exhibit a strictly monotone radial

profile ϖ(r) for which, arbitrarily close to it in C1− , there exists another radial profile ϖ(r) that is
monotone but not strictly monotone, and for which the linearized equation (4) admits non-radial,
time-periodic solutions with m-fold symmetry for any m ≥ 2.

In this paper, we work with the profile ϖ(r) = (1 + r2)−1. This choice is made for simplicity;
however, much more general radial profiles could also be considered, such as (1 + r2)−k with

k = 2, 3, . . . , or e−r2 .

1.1. Motivation and background. The stability of vortices is one of the most fundamental
problems in the theory of hydrodynamic stability and has been considered by many authors, starting
with Kelvin [29] and Orr [36], and continuing to the present day in both mathematics and physics.

Over the years, a combination of experimental observations, computer simulations, and formal
asymptotics (see e.g. [2, 3, 6, 8, 46, 47] and references therein) suggests that a vortex subjected
to a sufficiently small disturbance might return to radial symmetry as t → ∞ in a weak sense.
This weak convergence is referred to as vortex axisymmetrization, and is thought to be relevant to
understanding coherent vortices in 2D turbulence [19], atmospheric dynamics [37, 38], and various
settings in plasma physics [40, 41].

From a theoretical perspective, Arnold’s variational principle provides a foundational framework
for studying the stability of vortices. The treatment in [1] develops the general variational frame-
work and establishes sufficient conditions for Lyapunov stability based on monotonicity properties
of the vorticity, while the more recent work of Gallay and Šverák [20] applies these ideas to specific
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vortex configurations, illustrating Lyapunov stability, for example, in the cases of the Gaussian vor-
tex and the algebraic vortex. Nevertheless, the precise dynamics near these steady states remain
subtle and largely open.

In this regard, we also highlight the work of Wan and Pulvirenti [42], who established the
Lyapunov stability of the characteristic function of a circle in L1 for circular bounded domains;
see also [39] for results concerning the whole space. This result has been further generalized for
monotone smooth vortices in stronger norms by Choi and Lim, see [13].

Early studies of vortex dynamics focused on point vortex, which are δ-functions centered at points
in R2. Such solutions provide models of vorticity sharply concentrated in small neighborhoods, and
have been studied by many authors, including Kirchhoff [30] and C.C. Lin [31] and the books
[34, 33] for more references. Building on this, Ionescu and Jia [25, 26] studied the asymptotic
stability of these highly concentrated configurations in the full 2D Euler equation, showing how
non-radial perturbations evolve and ultimately axisymmetrize.

Results for the linear stability of smooth, radially symmetric vortices have recently begun to
emerge. In particular, Bedrossian, Coti Zelati, and Vicol [4] proved that strict monotonicity of the
vorticity profile leads to vortex axisymmetrization, inviscid damping, and vorticity depletion for
the linearized 2D Euler equation. Their work provides the first general mechanism explaining how
non-radial perturbations decay in time around a monotone radial vortex.

To understand the significance of our work, let us examine the result of [4], which is the main
motivation of this paper. There, the authors study a radial vorticity profile ϖ(r) satisfying

(V1) 0 ≤ ϖ(r) ≤ (1 + r2)−3,
(V2) |(r∂r)jϖ(r)| ≤ Cj(1 + r2)−3, for all j ≥ 0,
(V3) (Strict monotonicity) ∂rϖ(r) > 0, r > 0,

and the equation (4) with initial data

w(r, θ, 0) =
∑
n̸=0

win
n (r)einx,

and with the extra assumption ∫ ∞

0
win
±1(r)r

2dr = 0.(5)

Roughly speaking, they are able to prove inviscid damping, meaning that

∥ur∥L2
weight

≲ (1 + t2)−1/2, ∥uθ∥L2
weight

≲ (1 + t2)−1,

where L2
weight denotes an L2 space with a suitable radial weight. Their result is in fact much

stronger, providing sharper estimates for the decay of the velocity, vortex axisymmetrization, and
vorticity depletion near the origin. The existence of time-periodic solutions for (4) would clearly
contradict these conclusions.

Condition (5) is not merely technical. Indeed,

d

dt

∫ ∞

0
w±1(r, t) r

2 dr = 0,(6)

which prevents the decay of û±1. Identity (6) arises from the translational invariance of the 2D
Euler equation: the translation of a radial function is again a stationary solution, and at the linear
level, this implies the existence of these neutral modes. To avoid such solutions, we will restrict
our attention to modes with |n| ≥ 2.

Another important result we would like to discuss is [15] (see also [49]). There, Coti-Zelati and
Zillinger prove stability and inviscid damping for (4) under some assumptions on ϖ(r), which allow
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non monotone profiles. The most important condition (H1 in section 1.3), as stated by the authors,
is the following (we translate it into our language):

(H1) There exists 0 < γ0 < 1 such that

n2|∂yU(y)| − 1

2
sgn(∂yU(y))∂3

yU(y) ≥ γ0n
2|∂yU(y)|, ∀y ∈ R,

where

U(y) :=
uθ[ϖ](r, θ)

r

∣∣∣∣
r=ey

.(7)

We will see in Remarks 1.6 and 2.3 that our profiles do not satisfy (H1); thus, the existence of
time periodic solutions is compatible with [15].

We emphasize that this problem shares many features with the study of the nonlinear stability
of shear flows. Significant progress has been achieved in this direction, beginning with the inviscid
damping breakthrough of Bedrossian and Masmoudi [5] in R × T, and subsequently extended to
the finite periodic channel T× [0, 1] through the independent works of Ionescu and Jia [23, 24] and
Masmoudi and Zhao [35].

Motivated by these developments, the linearized equations around more general shear flows have
been intensively investigated in recent years. See, for example, [4, 7, 16, 17, 21, 27, 28, 43, 44, 45,
50, 51] and the references therein for a representative, though not exhaustive, list of contributions.

Earlier foundational results on stability were established by Lin and Zeng [32], who proved that
nonlinear inviscid damping fails for perturbations of the Couette flow in Hs when s < 3/2. They
also showed the nonexistence of nontrivial traveling waves close to Couette in Hs for s > 3/2. More
specifically, they identified Kelvin’s cat’s eyes steady states in a neighborhood of the Couette shear
flow. In fact, the dynamics at this level of regularity are even more intricate: traveling waves of
order O(1) speed and zero circulation also arise, as demonstrated by the authors in [10] and in [11]
for the Taylor–Couette setting.

The question of whether nontrivial invariant structures, such as steady states or traveling waves,
may exist near the Poiseuille flow has attracted significant attention. For the quadratic profile
UP (y) = y2 in T × [−1, 1], Coti Zelati–Elgindi–Widmayer [14] proved that there are no nontrivial

traveling waves (TW) arbitrarily close to Poiseuille in H5+ , establishing the first high-regularity
rigidity result around this shear flow. Complementing this, Gui–Xie–Xu [22] showed in their clas-
sification theorem that any traveling wave ω satisfying

∥∂yω + 2∥L∞ < 2

must necessarily be a shear flow, thereby ruling out nontrivial TW within this regime.
A different perspective was recently provided by Drivas–Nualart [18], who proved that Poiseuille

is isolated in the C1 topology from non-shear steady states. These results collectively illustrate a
rigidity framework near Poiseuille at high regularity.

In contrast to this rigidity, our previous work [12] shows that such phenomena break down at
lower regularity. More precisely, for any ε > 0, we construct nontrivial Lipschitz traveling wave
solutions ω satisfying

∥ω + 2y∥
H3/2− < ε.

These solutions also satisfy
∥ω + 2y∥

C1− < ε.

Moreover, our construction saturates the Gui–Xie–Xu criterion since the solutions satisfies

∥∂yω + 2∥L∞ = 2.

This optimality was also established in [18], where the authors additionally proved the existence of

smooth stationary states near the Poiseuille flow in the C1− topology. In fact, Drivas and Nualart
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go further and demonstrate the existence of smooth stationary states near the shear flow yk in the

C(k−1)− topology (at the vorticity level).

Finally, we remark that our strategy to prove the main result of this paper comes from the
construction of our solutions in [12].

1.2. Statement of the main result. Our goal is to find time-periodic solutions for (4) of the
form w(r, θ, t) := W (r, θ − λt). The previous ansantz give us

−λ∂θW + ur[W ]∂rϖ +
uθ[ϖ]

r
∂θW = 0, (r, θ) ∈ [0,∞)× T.(8)

Now, we take

W (r, θ) := Wn(r) cos(nθ),(9)

with n ≥ 2, by the parity of the cosine.
Substituting (9) into (8) yields

(λ+ c(r))Wn(r)−
1

n

∫ ∞

0
Kn

(r
s

)
Wn(s)ds = 0, r ∈ [0,∞),(10)

with

(11) Kn(r) :=
1

2r

{
r−n r > 1,

r+n r ≤ 1.

and

(12) c(r) :=

∫ ∞

0
ϖ′(s)K1

(r
s

)
ds = −uθ(r)

r
.

The computations required to go from (8) to (10) follow steps similar to those in Section 3 of
[9]. For the sake of completeness, we provide all the details in the appendix.

To solve (10), we next introduce the ansatz

Wn(r) := hn(r)∂rϖ(r)(13)

in (10), which yields the following equation for hn:(
(λ+ c(r))hn(r)−

1

n

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)Kn

(r
s

)
hn(s)ds

)
∂rϖ(r) = 0.

Therefore, it will be sufficient to solve

(λ+ c(r))hn(r)−
1

n

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)Kn

(r
s

)
hn(s)ds = 0, r ∈ supp(∂rϖ),(14)

with a function hn : supp(∂rϖ) → R.

The main result of the paper is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Fix n ∈ N large enough and 0 < α < 1. For all ε > 0, there exist ϖε ∈ W 1,∞,
hεn ∈ C∞(supp(∂rϖ)) and λε ∈ R satisfying (14) and such that

∥(1 + r2)−1 −ϖε∥Cα ≤ ε.

Remark 1.2. The reason why we take n large enough is quite technical, and we could actually
take n ≥ 2. See Remark 4.11 for more details.
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Remark 1.3. The profile ϖ(r) = (1+ r2)−1 is strictly monotone, in the sense that ∂rϖ(r) > 0 for
all r ∈ (0,∞), as required in (V3). In contrast, the approximating profile ϖε does not retain this
strict monotonicity: by construction, one has

∂rϖε(r) = 0 for some interval I ⊂ (1/2, 2).

Remark 1.4. The profiles ϖ(r) = (1 + r2)−1 and ϖε(r) do not satisfy (V1) (although both are

positive). Nevertheless, one could equally work with other profiles, such as e−r2 , which do satisfy
(V1) and (V2), and establish an analog of Theorem 1.1 for them. We simply choose (1 + r2)−1

because it leads to simpler computations.

Remark 1.5. The profile ϖ(r) used in [4] is smooth (see condition (V2)). In our case, while
(1 + r2)−1 is smooth, the approximating profile ϖε is only in W 1,∞. We believe that it should be
possible to construct time-periodic solutions associated with a Ck profile as well, although at the
cost of significantly more involved computations

Remark 1.6. In our case, ∂3
yU(y), with U(y) as in (7), involves ∂2

rϖε and

∂2
rϖε(r) = aδr1(r)− bδr2(r) + low order terms,

where a, b, r1, r2 > 0 and ∂yU(log(r1)), ∂yU(log(r2)) have the same sign. This fact makes it impos-
sible for (H1) to hold. We provide more details in Remark 2.3.

2. Analyzing equation

(14)
In what follows, our goal is to solve

(15) (λ+ c(r))f(r)− 1

n

∫ ∞

0
ϖ′(s)Kn

(r
s

)
f(s)ds = 0,

over the support of ϖ′, where c is given by (12) and Kn by (11).

Remark 2.1. For the particular case n = 1, we have a trivial solution given by

(n, λ, f) = (1, 0, cte).

As discussed above, this solutions corresponds, at the nonlinear level, to a translation of the vortex.

2.1. Boundary conditions induced by the equation. From definition (11), we have

lim
r→0+

r2−nKn(r) = 0, lim
r→+∞

rnKn(r) = 0.

Since we will look for λ ∈ R such that (λ+ c(r)) ̸= 0 over the support of ϖ′, from (15), we have

(16) lim
r→0+

r2−nf(r) = 0, lim
r→+∞

rnf(r) = 0.

2.2. The profile function ϖε. Since we are interested in the dynamics near an algebraic vortex,
which corresponds to ϖ(r) = ϖ0(r) = (1+ r2)−1, we are going to consider the following perturbed
profile ϖε given by the expression:

(17) ϖε(r) :=


ϖ0(r) +ϖ0(1 + ε/2)−ϖ0(1− ε/2) 0 < r ≤ 1− ε/2,

ϖ0(1 + ε/2) 1− ε/2 < r < 1 + ε/2,

ϖ0(r) 1 + ε/2 ≤ r < +∞.

See Figure 1 for an illustration of their profiles.

Remark 2.2. Our goal is to find solutions to equation (15) with ϖ = ϖε for all 0 < ε < ε0. Here
and in the rest of the paper ε0 is a small enough number.
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Figure 1. Comparison of ϖ0(r) and ϖε(r) for ε = 0.1

Importantly, the norm ∥ϖ0 −ϖε∥Cα can be explicitly computed. Indeed,

∥ϖ0 −ϖε∥Cα ≤ ∥ϖ′
0∥L∞ε1−α.

As an immediate consequence of the definition, we obtain

(18) ϖ′
ε(s) = ϖ′

0(s) ·


1 0 < s ≤ 1− ε/2,

0 1− ε/2 < s < 1 + ε/2,

1 1 + ε/2 ≤ s < +∞,

such that ϖε ∈ W 1,∞ but not in C1, and

supp(ϖ′
ε) = [0, 1− ε/2] ∪ [1 + ε/2,+∞).

Next, we try to explain the behavior of the function c(r). Since

lim
z→0+

z2ϖε(z) = 0, lim
z→+∞

ϖε(z) = 0,

we get (after applying integration by parts) that

λ+ c(r) = λ− 1

r2

∫ r

0
sϖε(s)ds,

where the integral term
∫ r
0 sϖε(s)ds is given by∫ r

0
sϖ0(s) ds+

r2

2
(ϖ0(1 + ε/2)−ϖ0(1− ε/2)) , r ≤ 1− ε/2,∫ 1−ε/2

0
sϖ0(s) ds+

r2

2
ϖ0(1 + ε/2)− (1− ε/2)2

2
ϖ0(1− ε/2), r ∈ (1− ε/2, 1 + ε/2),∫ 1−ε/2

0
sϖ0(s) ds+

∫ r

1+ε/2
sϖ0(s) ds+

(1 + ε/2)2

2
ϖ0(1 + ε/2)− (1− ε/2)2

2
ϖ0(1− ε/2), r ≥ 1 + ε/2.

As will be seen below, we look for λ∗ ∈ R such that λ∗+c(r∗) = 0 for some r∗ ∈ (1−ε/2, 1+ε/2).
That is,

(19) λ∗ =
1

r2∗

∫ r∗

0
sϖε(s)ds, for r∗ ∈ (1− ε/2, 1 + ε/2).
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To aid the understanding (19), we plot in Figure 2 the graph of c(r) in blue for r < 1− ε/2 and
in red for r > 1 + ε/2, using a fixed value of ε = 0.01. Furthermore, by zooming in near r = 1, we
observe in Figure 3 a gap that will allow us to define a value λ∗ within the green region of points,
corresponding to a unique value r∗ ∈ (1− ε/2, 1 + ε/2).

Figure 2. Plot of c(r) Figure 3. Zoom in r = 1

From (12) one can check that

(20) c′(r) = − 1

r3

∫ r

0
ϖ′

ε(s)s
2ds.

From the definition of ϖε, it follows directly that the function c is strictly increasing, i.e.

(21) c′(r) > 0, ∀r ∈ (0,+∞).

Notice that, assuming (19), the above also implies that λ+ c(r) ̸= 0 for all r ∈ supp(ϖ′
ε).

Remark 2.3. Let us come back to Remark 1.6. Since c(r) = −uθ(r)
r from (21), we obtain that

∂r

(
uθ(r)
r

)
< 0. In addition, we can also write

uθ(r)

r
=

1

r2

∫ r

0
ϖε(s)sds.

Therefore

∂3
r

(
uθ(r)

r

)
=

1

r
∂2
rϖε(r) + lower order terms

= −
ϖ′

0

(
1− e

2

)
1− e

2

δ1− e
2
(r) +

ϖ′
0

(
1 + e

2

)
1 + ε

2

δ1+ ε
2
(r) + lower order terms.

3. Preparations for the study of the linear operator

In the first place, using (11), we observe that (15) can be written as

(22) 2nr(λ+ c(r))f(r)− r−n

∫ r

0
ϖ′

ε(s)s
n+1f(s)ds− rn

∫ +∞

r
ϖ′

ε(s)s
1−nf(s)ds = 0.



LINEARIZED 2D EULER: NON-RADIAL DYNAMICS 9

Here, it is important to emphasize that we have to solve the above integral equation (22) just over
the support of ϖ′

ε. That is,

supp(ϖ′
ε) = [0, 1− ε/2] ∪ [1 + ε/2,+∞).

3.1. The problem as a system of integral equations. As we are working in a disjoint domain,
it will be useful to use the notation

f(r) :=

{
fL(r) r ∈ [0, 1− ε/2],

fR(r) r ∈ [1 + ε/2,+∞).

Thus, for r ∈ (0, 1− ε/2) we have

(23) 2nr(λ+ c(r))fL(r)− r−n

∫ r

0
ϖ′

ε(s)s
n+1fL(s)ds− rn

∫ 1−ε/2

r
ϖ′

ε(s)s
1−nfL(s)ds

− rn
∫ +∞

1+ε/2
ϖ′

ε(s)s
1−nfR(s)ds = 0,

and for r ∈ (1 + ε/2,+∞) we have

(24) 2nr(λ+ c(r))fR(r)− r−n

∫ 1−ε/2

0
ϖ′

ε(s)s
n+1fL(s)ds

− r−n

∫ r

1+ε/2
ϖ′

ε(s)s
n+1fR(s)ds− rn

∫ ∞

r
ϖ′

ε(s)s
1−nfR(s)ds = 0.

Now, since the integrand domain in the above integrals strongly depends on the parameter ε, we
perform a change of variables to eliminate this dependence and work with a fixed domain.

3.1.1. Rescaling. Let us rescale equations (23) and (24). To do so, we consider the following rescaled
variable x introduced below, which allows us to fix the domain

x :=

{
r

1−ε/2 , 0 ≤ r ≤ 1− ε/2,
r

1+ε/2 , 1 + ε/2 ≤ r < +∞,

and the rescale functions

f∗
L(x) := fL(x(1− ε/2)), x ∈ [0, 1],

f∗
R(x) := fR(x(1 + ε/2)), x ∈ [1,+∞).

Thus, for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, we have to solve

(25) 2n(λ+ cL(x, ε))f
∗
L(x)− (1− ε/2)

∫ x

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n+1
f∗
L(s)ds

− (1− ε/2)

∫ 1

x
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)1−n
f∗
L(s)ds

− (1 + ε/2)

(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)1−n ∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)1−n
f∗
R(s)ds = 0,

and for x ≥ 1 we have

(26) 2n(λ+ cR(x, ε))f
∗
R(x)− (1− ε/2)

(
1− ε/2

1 + ε/2

)n+1 ∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n+1
f∗
L(s)ds

−(1+ε/2)

∫ x

1
ϖ′

0(s(1+ε/2))
( s
x

)n+1
f∗
R(s)ds−(1+ε/2)

∫ ∞

x
ϖ′

0(s(1+ε/2))
( s
x

)1−n
f∗
R(s)ds = 0,
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where we have introduced the functions

cL(x, ε) := c(x(1− ε/2)), x ∈ [0, 1], cR(x, ε) := c(x(1 + ε/2)), x ∈ [1,+∞).(27)

3.1.2. Asymptotic analysis of cL and cR in terms of parameter ε. We recall that

c(r) = − 1

r2

∫ r

0
sϖ0(s)ds−

ϖ0(1 + ε/2)−ϖ0(1− ε/2)

2
, r ∈ [0, 1− ε/2].

Thus, for x ∈ [0, 1] it is clear that

cL(x, ε) = − 1

(x(1− ε/2))2

∫ x(1−ε/2)

0
sϖ0(s)ds−

ϖ0(1 + ε/2)−ϖ0(1− ε/2)

2
.

Using the expression of ϖ0, we have

cL(x, ε) =
16 ε

64 + ε4
−

2 ln
(
1 + 1

4(−2 + ε)2x2
)

(−2 + ε)2x2
.

Remark 3.1. It can be checked that cL(x, ε), which is, in principle, defined in [0, 1], can be
extended as a real-analytic function to the full interval [0,+∞). Notice that this extension is not
equal to c(x(1− ε/2)), for x ∈ [1,+∞).

By performing an asymptotic analysis with respect to the parameter ε, we obtain:

(28) cL(x, ε) = cL(x, 0) + (∂εcL)(x, 0)ε+
1
2(∂

2
ε cL)(x, ε

∗)ε2, for ε∗ = ε∗(x) ∈ (0, ε).

Here, we have

cL(x, 0) = − log(1 + x2)

2x2
,

(29) (∂εcL)(x, 0) =
1

4
+

1

2(1 + x2)
− log(1 + x2)

2x2
,

and

(∂2
ε cL)(x, ε) =− 64ε3(320− 3ε3)

(64 + ε4)3
+

16

(2− ε)2(4 + (2− ε)2x2)
− 16− 4(2− ε)2x2

(4(2− ε) + (2− ε)3x2)2

−
log
(
1 + (2−ε)2x2

22

)
(2− ε)4x2

.

In addition, another asymptotic expansion that will be used later is

∂xcL(x, ε) =
1

x

(
ln(1 + x2)

x2
− 1

1 + x2

)
+ ε∂ε∂xcL(x, ε∗), ε∗ = ε∗(x) ∈ (0, ε),(30)

with

∂ε∂xcL(x, ε) =

8

(
2(−2 + ε)2x2

(
2 + (−2 + ε)2x2

)
(4 + (−2 + ε)2x2)2

− ln
(
1 + 1

4(−2 + ε)2x2
))

(−2 + ε)3x3
.

Remark 3.2. We observe that ∂2
ε cL ∈ C∞([0, 7/4]× [0, ε0)), for a fixed ε0 sufficiently small, with

sup
(x,ε)∈[0,7/4]×[0,ε0)

|∂2
ε cL(x, ε)| ≤ C(ε0).

Also, ∂ε∂xcL ∈ C∞([0, 7/4]× [0, ε0)), with

sup
(x,ε)∈[0,7/4]×[0,ε0)

|∂ε∂xcL(x, ε)| ≤ C(ε0).
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Proceeding in a similar manner, we recall that

c(r) = − 1

r2

(∫ 1−ε/2

0
sϖ0(s)ds+

∫ r

1+ε/2
sϖ0(s)ds

)

− 1

r2

(
(1 + ε/2)2

2
ϖ0(1 + ε/2)− (1− ε/2)2

2
ϖ0(1− ε/2)

)
, r ∈ [1 + ε/2,+∞).

Thus, for x ∈ [1,+∞),

cR(x, ε) =− 1

(x(1 + ε/2))2

(∫ 1−ε/2

0
sϖ0(s)ds+

∫ x(1+ε/2)

1+ε/2
sϖ0(s)ds

)

− 1

(x(1 + ε/2))2

(
(1 + ε/2)2

2
ϖ0(1 + ε/2)− (1− ε/2)2

2
ϖ0(1− ε/2)

)
.

Using the expression of ϖ0, we have

cR(x, ε) =
−64 ε

(2 + ε)2(64 + ε4)x2

− 2 (64 + ε4)

(2 + ε)2(64 + ε4)x2
log

(2 + 1
4(−4 + ε) ε

) (
1 + 1

4(2 + ε)2x2
)(

2 + ε+ ε2

4

)
 .

Remark 3.3. It can be checked that cR(x, ε), which is defined in [1,+∞), can be extended as
a real-analytic function to (0,+∞). Notice that this extension is not equal to c(x(1 + ε/2)), for
x ∈ [0, 1].

An asymptotic expansion with respect to the small parameter ε yields:

cR(x, ε) = cR(x, 0) + (∂εcR)(x, 0)ε+
1
2(∂

2
ε cR)(x, ε

∗)ε2, for ε∗ = ε∗(x) ∈ (0, ε).

Here, we have

cR(x, 0) = − log(1 + x2)

2x2
,

(31) (∂εcR)(x, 0) = − 1

4x2
+

1

2x2 (1 + x2)
+

log
(
1 + x2

)
2x2

,

and

(∂2
ε cR)(x, ε) =

384ε

(2 + ε)4(64 + ε4)x2
+

256 (64− 3ε4)

(2 + ε)3 (64 + ε4)2 x2
+

256 ε3 (320− 3ε4)

(2 + ε)2 (64 + ε4)3 x2

+
16

(2 + ε)3

(
4(−8 + ε2)

(64 + ε4)x2
+

2 + ε

4 + (2 + ε)2x2

)
+

4

(2 + ε)2

(
8ε
(
−64− 16ε2 + ε4

)
(64 + ε4)2x2

+
−4 + (2 + ε)2x2

(4 + (2 + ε)2x2)2

)

+
12

(2 + ε)4x2
log

(2 + 1
4(−4 + ε)ε

) (
1 + 1

4(2 + ε)2x2
)(

2 + ε+ ε2

4

)
 .

In addition, another asymptotic expansion that will be used later is

∂xcR(x, ε) =
1

x

(
log(1 + x2)

x2
− 1

1 + x2

)
+ ε∂ε∂xcR(x, ε∗), ε∗ = ε∗(x) ∈ (0, ε),(32)
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with

∂ε∂xcR(x, ε)

=
8

(2 + ε)3x3

[
2

(
3072 + ε(−1536 + ε(256 + ε(128 + ε(48 + ε(−56 + ε(4 + ε(2 + ε)))))))

(64 + ε4)2

+
8(

4 + (2 + ε)2x2
)2 − 6

4 + (2 + ε)2x2

)
− log

((
2 + 1

4(−4 + ε)ε
) (

4 + (2 + ε)2x2
)

8 + ε(4 + ε)

)]
.

Remark 3.4. We observe that ∂2
ε cR ∈ C∞([1/4,+∞) × [0, ε0)), for a fixed ε0 sufficiently small,

with
sup

(x,ε)∈[1/4,+∞)×[0,ε0)
|∂2

ε cR(x, ε)| ≤ C(ε0).

Also, ∂ε∂xcR ∈ C∞([1/4,+∞)× [0, ε0)), with

sup
(x,ε)∈[1/4,+∞)×[0,ε0)

|∂ε∂xcR(x, ε)| ≤ C(ε0).

From this paragraph, it is important to emphasize that, to first order, both expressions coincide,
although each is defined on a complementary domain: cL is defined on [0, 1], while cR is defined on
[1,+∞). That is, we have

(33) cL(x, 0) = − log(1 + x2)

2x2
= cR(x, 0).

3.2. The ansatz for λ. In the remainder of the work, we impose the ansatz

(34) λ = λ0 + ελ1 + ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε),

with

λ0 =
log(2)

2
,(35)

λ1 ∈
(
− log(2)

2
,−1− log(2)

2

)
,(36)

|λ2(ε)| ≤ M,(37)

where M < +∞ is a free parameter independent of ε which will be fixed at the end of the paper.
This choice of λ provides Lemmas 3.5 and 3.6, which unravel the behavior of the quotients

(λ+ cR,L(x, ε))
−1 and will be used in the following sections.

Lemma 3.5. Analysis for λ0 + cR(x, 0) and λ+ cR(x, ε). Let λ be given by (34), with λ0, λ1 and
λ2(ε) as in (35), (36) and (37). Then, there exists ε0 > 0, such that, for any 0 < ε < ε0 we have:

(1) For 1 < x ≤ 2,

|λ0 + cR(x, 0)|−1, |λ+ cR(x, ε)|−1 ≤ C|x− 1|−1.

(2) For 2 ≤ x < ∞,
|λ0 + cR(x, 0)|, |λ+ cR(x, ε)| ≥ c.

(3) For 1 < x ≤ 2,
λ+ cR(x, ε) ≥ c(x− 1) + c1ε.

(4) There exists x∗R ∈ (0, 1) such that λ+ cR(x, ε) has a simple zero at x∗R and λ+ cR(x, ε) > 0
in (x∗R, 1). In addition, x∗R → 1 when ε → 0.

Here C > 0, c > 0 are constants that may depend on ε0 but are independent of ε. The constant

c1 > 0 depends on ε0 and λ1 +
log(2)

2 > 0 (degenerates if λ1 +
log(2)

2 = 0) and is independent of ε.

The size of ε0 depends on M and λ1 +
log(2)

2 .
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Proof. By definition λ0 + cR(x, 0) =
log(2)

2 − log(1+x2)
2x2 and then λ0 + cR(1, 0) = 0. Next, prove that

∂xcR(x, 0) > 0 for x ∈ [1,+∞). This derivative reads

∂xcR(x, 0) =
1

x

(
log(1 + x2)

x2
− 1

1 + x2

)
.

But

log(1 + x2)− x2

1 + x2
=

∫ 1

0

d

ds
log(1 + sx2)− x2

1 + x2
ds =

∫ 1

0
x2

(1− s)x2

(1 + x2)(1 + sx2)
ds > 0.(38)

Therefore, we have proven (1) and (2) for λ0 + cR(x, 0).
We recall that

λ+cR(x, ε) = λ0+cR(x, 0)+ε

(
λ1 −

1

4x2
+

1

2x2 (1 + x2)
+

log
(
1 + x2

)
2x2

)
+ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)+O(ε2).

Thus, in order to prove (1) and (3) for λ+ cR(x, ε), we first notice that

f(λ1, x) := λ1 −
1

4x2
+

1

2x2 (1 + x2)
+

log
(
1 + x2

)
2x2

,

satisfies

f(λ1, 1) = λ1 +
log(2)

2
> 0, for λ1 ∈

(
− log(2)

2
, −1− log(2)

2

)
.

Then there exists x̄, with 1 < x̄ < 2, such that f(λ1, x) ≥ 1
2(λ1 +

log(2)
2 ), 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄. Thus

λ+ cR(x, ε) ≥ λ0 + cR(x, 0) +
1

4

(
λ1 +

log(2)

2

)
ε ≥ c(x− 1) +

1

4

(
λ1 +

log(2)

2

)
ε, for 1 ≤ x ≤ x̄,

where we have absorbed the terms o(ε) into 1
4(λ1 +

log(2)
2 ).

In addition, for x̄ ≤ x ≤ 2, |f(λ1, x)| ≤ C and

λ+ cR(x, ε) ≥ c(x− 1)− Cε ≥ c

2
(x− 1) +

c

2
(x̄− 1)− Cε ≥ c

2
(x− 1) +

1

4

(
λ1 +

log(2)

2

)
ε,

for ε small enough.
We prove (2) for λ+ cR(x, ε). This just follows from the fact that

λ+ cR(x, ε) ≥ λ0 + cR(x, 0)− Cε.

Finally, we prove (4). By (3)-Lemma 3.5, λ+ cR(1, ε) > 0. In addition, λ0 + cR(1/2, 0) < 0. Thus,
using Remark 3.4 we have that λ+ cR(1/2, ε) < 0, for ε small enough. In addition, (38) shows that
∂xcR(x, 0) > c > 0, for x ∈ [1/2, 2]. Using (32) and Remark 3.4, and taking ε small enough, we
find that ∂xcR(x, ε) > c/2 > 0, for x ∈ [1/2, 2]. □

An analogous statement holds on the left-hand side, whose proof is omitted.

Lemma 3.6. Analysis for λ0 + cL(x, 0) and λ+ cL(x, ε). Let λ be given by (34), with λ0, λ1 and
λ2(ε) as in (35), (36) and (37). Then, there exists ε0 > 0, such that, for any 0 < ε < ε0 we have:

(1) For 0 < x < 1,

|λ0 + cL(x, 0)|−1, |λ+ cL(x, ε)|−1 ≤ C|x− 1|−1.

(2) For 0 < x < 1,

λ+ cL(x, ε) ≤ −c(1− x)− c1ε.

(3) There exists x∗L ∈ (1,+∞) such that λ+cL(x, ε) has a simple zero at x∗L and λ+cL(x, ε) < 0
in (1, x∗L). In addition, x∗L → 1 when ε → 0.
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Here C > 0, c > 0 are constants that may depend on ε0 but are independent of ε. The constant

c1 > 0 depends on ε0 and λ1 +
1−log(2)

2 < 0 (degenerates if λ1 +
1−log(2)

2 = 0) and is independent of

ε. The size of ε0 depends on M and λ1 +
1−log(2)

2 .

3.3. From an integral equation to an ODE. After all these preparations, we must not lose
sight of the point that our objective is to solve the coupled system of integral equations (25)-(26).
For the convenience of the readers, both integral equations are recalled below:

2n(λ+ cL(x, ε))f
∗
L(x)− (1− ε/2)

∫ x

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n+1
f∗
L(s)ds

− (1− ε/2)

∫ 1

x
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)1−n
f∗
L(s)ds

− (1 + ε/2)

(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)1−n ∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)1−n
f∗
R(s)ds = 0, x ∈ [0, 1],

and

2n(λ+ cR(x, ε))f
∗
R(x)− (1− ε/2)

(
1− ε/2

1 + ε/2

)n+1 ∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n+1
f∗
L(s)ds

− (1 + ε/2)

(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)n+1 ∫ x

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)n+1
f∗
R(s)ds

− (1 + ε/2)

(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)1−n ∫ ∞

x
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)1−n
f∗
R(s)ds = 0, x ∈ [1,+∞).

Remark 3.7. It is important to emphasize that λ0 is fixed from the beginning but at this time
λ1 ∈ (− log(2)/2,−(1− log(2))/2) is a free parameter that will be fixed later, see Section 6.2. The
same happens for λ2(ε), which will be fixed at the end of the paper by a fixed point.

3.3.1. An appropiate auxiliary function. Now, we come back to the integral equations (25)-(26).
Hence, we consider H = (HL, HR) given by

(39) HL(x) := 2nx(1− ε/2)(λ+ cL(x, ε))f
∗
L(x), x ∈ [0, 1],

and

(40) HR(x) := 2nx(1 + ε/2)(λ+ cR(x, ε))f
∗
R(x), x ∈ [1,+∞).

Then, equation (25) can be written as

(41) HL(x)−
(1− ε/2)

2n

∫ x

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1− ε/2)

2n

∫ 1

x
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)−n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)−n ∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)−n HR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds = 0, x ∈ [0, 1],
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and similarly, equation (26) can be written as

(42) HR(x)−
(1− ε/2)

2n

(
1− ε/2

1 + ε/2

)n ∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

∫ x

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)n HR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

∫ ∞

x
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)−n HR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds = 0, x ∈ [1,+∞).

3.3.2. Computing derivatives in the integral equations. Taking a derivative in the above expression
(41) and using the fact that the boundary terms cancel each other, we have

(43) H ′
L(x)−

(−n)

x

1

2n

∫ x

0
(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (+n)

x

1

2n

∫ 1

x
(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)−n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (+n)

x

1

2n

∫ +∞

1
(1 + ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)−n
(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)−n HR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds = 0.

By introducing the auxiliary notation

(44) A(x) :=
1

2n

∫ x

0
(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds,

(45) B(x) :=
1

2n

∫ 1

x
(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)−n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

+
1

2n

∫ +∞

1
(1 + ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)−n
(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)−n HR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds,

we can write (41) and (43) in a more compact form as follows

HL(x)−A(x)−B(x) = 0,
x

n
H ′

L(x) +A(x)−B(x) = 0.

Thus, we have the following relations:

(46) HL(x) +
x

n
H ′

L(x) = 2B(x), HL(x)−
x

n
H ′

L(x) = 2A(x).

Now, taking another derivative in (43) we obtain taking into account that the boundary terms
do not cancel out and give us now an extra term that

H ′′
L(x)−

(−n)(−n− 1)

x2
1

2n

∫ x

0
(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (+n)(+n− 1)

x2
1

2n

∫ 1

x
(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)−n HL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (+n)(+n− 1)

x2
1

2n

∫ +∞

1
(1 + ε/2)ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)−n
(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)−n HR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds

+
1− ε/2

x(1− ε/2)

(1− ε/2)ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))HL(x)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
= 0,
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which can be simplified using the notation introduced above as follows

H ′′
L(x)−

(−n)(−n− 1)

x2
A(x)− (+n)(+n− 1)

x2
B(x) +

1

x

(1− ε/2)ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))HL(x)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
= 0.

Finally, using (46) and simplifying, we arrive at

H ′′
L(x) +

1

x
H ′

L(x)−
1

x2

(
n2 − x

(1− ε/2)ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))

λ+ cL(x, ε)

)
HL(x) = 0,

for x ∈ (0, 1).
We now repeat the same procedure by taking derivatives at (42). Applying the same argument

with suitable modifications, we ultimately obtain

H ′′
R(x) +

1

x
H ′

R(x)−
1

x2

(
n2 − x

(1 + ε/2)ϖ′
0(x(1 + ε/2))

λ+ cR(x, ε)

)
HR(x) = 0,

for x ∈ (1,+∞).

3.3.3. The boundary conditions of the ODE. From (16) together with (39), (40) and

lim
r→0+

cL(r, ε) = −ϖ0(0)

2
− ϖ0(1 + ε/2)−ϖ0(1− ε/2)

2
, lim

r→+∞
cR(r, ε) = 0,

we deduce (
lim

x→0+
x1−nHL(x), lim

x→+∞
xn−1HR(x)

)
= (0, 0).

3.4. The ODE system. After all these calculations, we have relaxed our problem from a system
of coupled integral equations to a system of ODEs. That is, we have shown that a smooth solution
of (41)-(42), H = (HL, HR), satisfies the following system of uncoupled ODEs:

(47)


H ′′

L(x) +
1

x
H ′

L(x)−
1

x2

(
n2 − x

(1− ε/2)ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))

λ+ cL(x, ε)

)
HL(x) = 0, x ∈ (0, 1),

lim
x→0+

x1−nHL(x) = 0,

and

(48)


H ′′

R(x) +
1

x
H ′

R(x)−
1

x2

(
n2 − x

(1 + ε/2)ϖ′
0(x(1 + ε/2))

λ+ cR(x, ε)

)
HR(x) = 0, x ∈ (1,+∞),

lim
x→+∞

xn−1HR(x) = 0,

The process to find a solution to (41) and (42) will consist of three main steps:

(1) Solve the system of ODEs for general ε > 0 and the limiting system obtained for ε = 0.
(2) Study the difference between the solution for general ε > 0 and the limiting one obtained

for ε = 0. Here, we require a precise control of the difference in terms of the parameter ε.
(3) Using the above, we reduce the problem of solving the original system of integral equations

to solving a single equation for the only remaining unknown at that point, namely the
parameter λ.
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4. Existence and uniqueness

In this section we shall study equations (47) and (48).
It is important to emphasize that HL, HR, cL, cR, and λ implicitly depend on the parameter ε.

We note that at this time, both systems are decoupled. The only relationship between them is the
eigenvalue λ that appears in both.

In addition, we note that the boundary valuesHL(1
−) andHR(1

+) are not fixed. For convenience,
we will impose these two values to be 1 and change the names of the functions from HR and HL

to hR and hL to emphasize this fact.
With this normalization, the general solution to (47)–(48) can be written as H = (AhL, BhR),

where A, B ∈ R are free parameters.

In addition, we denote by h̊ the solution of the limiting problem of (47)-(48) resulting from

making ε → 0. With a slight abuse of notation, we will use the same symbol h̊ to refer to both the
left and right parts of the solution, h̊L and h̊R, when no confusion arises.

That is, h̊ solves

(49) h̊′′(x) +
1

x
h̊′(x)− 1

x2

(
n2 − xϖ′

0(x)

λ0 − c̊(x)

)
h̊(x) = 0, for x ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1,+∞)

with

(50) lim
x→0+

x1−nh̊(x) = 0 = lim
x→+∞

xn−1̊h(x), and lim
x→1−

h̊(x) = 1 = lim
x→1+

h̊(x).

With a slight abuse of notation, we let c̊(x) denote either cL(x, 0) or cR(x, 0) in their respective
domains, as they coincide by (33). That is,

c̊(x) = − log(1 + x2)

2x2
.

For the remainder of this section, and in order to simplify notation, we will denote

Ψ0(x) : = − xϖ′
0(x)

λ0 − c̊(x)
=

2x2

(1 + x2)2
1

log(2)
2 − log(1+x2)

2x2

.

The function Ψ0 is real analytic in [0, 1)∪ (1,+∞). Moreover, it has a pole of order 1 in x = ±1,
singular points at x = ±i and discontinuous branches at ±i(1,+∞).

4.1. The limiting ODE in the right. In this paragraph, we are going to study

(51) h̊′′R(x) +
1

x
h̊′R(x)−

1

x2
(
n2 +Ψ0(x)

)
h̊R(x) = 0, for x ∈ (1,+∞),

with

(52) lim
x→1+

h̊R(x) = 1, and lim
x→+∞

xn−1̊hR(x) = 0.

The main result of this section is the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The system (51)-(52) admits a unique solution h̊R ∈ C([1,+∞)) ∩ C∞((1,+∞)).
Moreover, this solution satisfies:

(1) h̊R(x) > 0 for all x ∈ [1,+∞).

(2) ∥xnh̊R∥L∞((1,+∞)) < ∞.

(3) h̊R(x) behaves as 1 +O(|x− 1| log |x− 1|−1) as x → 1+.

(4) ∥̊hR∥C2([a,+∞)) < +∞, with a > 1.
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Now, we have to work with the infinite domain (1,+∞). To handle it, it will be convenient to

introduce the auxiliary variable z := 1/x ∈ (0, 1) and the auxiliary function h̊R(z) := h̊R(1/z).
Then,

h̊′R(x) = −z2̊h′R(z), h̊′′R(x) = 2z3̊h′R(z) + z4̊h′′R(z),

and (51) translate into

(53) h̊′′R(z) +
1

z
h̊′R(z)−

1

z2
(
n2 +Ψ0(1/z)

)
h̊R(z) = 0, for z ∈ (0, 1),

with the boundary conditions (52) converted into

(54) lim
z→0+

z1−n̊hR(z) = 0, and lim
z→1−

h̊R(z) = 1.

4.1.1. Analysis of (53). We first consider

h′′(z) +
1

z
h′(z)− n2

z2
h(z) = g(z), for z ∈ (0, 1).

Since the solutions of the homogeneous part are Azn +Bz−n, we can write

h(z) = Azn +Bz−n +
zn

2n

∫ z

0
y−n+1g(y)dy − z−n

2n

∫ z

0
yn+1g(y)dy,

where it is assumed that g(y) has enough cancellation at zero for the first integral to be convergent.
Since we need h(0) = 0 we pick B = 0. Thus, we look for solutions to (53) through the integral
equation

h̊R(z) = Azn +
zn

2n

∫ z

0
y−n+1Ψ0(1/y)

y2
h̊R(y)dy −

z−n

2n

∫ z

0
yn+1Ψ0(1/y)

y2
h̊R(y)dy.(55)

Here we remark that
Ψ0(1/y)

y2
=

4

(1 + y2)2
(
log 2− y2 log

(
1 + 1

y2

)) ,
and then Ψ0(1/y)/y

2 ∈ C([0, a]) for any a < 1. We write C(a) := ∥Ψ0(1/y)/y
2∥L∞([0,a]). We take

h̊R(z) = znf(z). Then, (55) reads

f(z) = A+
1

2n

∫ z

0
y
Ψ0(1/y)

y2
f(y)dy − z−2n

2n

∫ z

0
y2n+1Ψ0(1/y)

y2
f(y)dy.(56)

Let us fix A = 1. To solve (56) we can apply a classical contraction argument. We define the space
Xα := {f ∈ C([0, a]) : ∥f∥Xα < +∞} with the norm ∥f∥Xα := supz∈[0,a] |e−αzf(z)|, α > 0. Thus
the application

F [f ](z) := 1 +
1

2n

∫ z

0
y
Ψ0(1/y)

y2
f(y)dy − z−2n

2n

∫ z

0
y2n+1Ψ0(1/y)

y2
f(y)dy,

satisfies

∥F [f ]∥Xα ≤ 1 +
C(a)

2n
∥f∥Xα

(
sup

z∈[0,a]

(
e−zα

∫ z

0
yeαydy

)
+ sup

z∈[0,a]

(
e−αzz−2n

∫ z

0
y2n+1eαydy

))

≤ 1 +
C(a)

2n
∥f∥Xα

C

α
.

We then have that F is a linear contraction for α large enough. This last fact gives us that
there exists a solution f(z), z ∈ (0, 1), which belongs to C([0, a]) for any a < 1, of (56). By a
bootstrapping, we get that this solution is smooth in (0, a) for any a < 1, since Ψ0(1/z)/z

2 is
smooth in (0, a). Also, since Ψ0(1/z)/z

2 ∈ C1([0, a]), we have f ∈ C2([0, a]) for any a < 1.
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Thus we have proven the existence of a solution

h̊R(z) = znf(z) ∈ C2([0, a]),(57)

of (53), smooth in (0, a), for all a < 1 and satisfying the first boundary condition of (54).
It remains to study the behavior of this solution as z = 1, and to check the second boundary

condition in (54). Since we have fixed A = 1 in (56), the function h̊R(z) defined in (57) does not

necessarily satisfy h̊R(1
−) = 1. However, we will show that 0 < h̊R(1

−) < +∞. Therefore, by

simply normalizing the function via h̊R(z)/̊hR(1
−), we obtain a solution to (53) satisfying (54).

Remark 4.2. The same argument works for other profiles, as for example, either e−x2
or (1+x2)−k,

with k > 1, since the corresponding Ψ0(1/x) also satisfies that ||Ψ0(1/x)/x
2||C1([0,a]) < +∞ with

a < 1 (actually it is better than that).

4.1.2. Regularity of h̊R at z0 = 1. The only point we need to study, in order to get the regularity
of h̊R in the closed interval [0, 1], is z0 = 1.

Following the notation in [48] and using the classical Frobenius method, we can write (53) as

h̊′′R(z) + p(z)̊h′R(z) + q(z)̊hR(z) = 0,

with

p(z) =
P (z − z0)

z − z0
, and q(z) =

Q(z − z0)

(z − z0)2
.

Regular-singular point at z0 = 1: Here, we have

P (z − z0) =
z − z0

z
, Q(z − z0) = −(z − z0)

2 n
2 +Ψ0(1/z)

z2
, z0 = 1.

That is,

P (z) =
z

z + 1
, Q(z) = −

(
z

z + 1

)2(
n2 +Ψ0

(
1

z + 1

))
,

with

Ψ0

(
1

z + 1

)
=

(
1

1− 2 log(2)

1

z
+O(1)

)
, as z → 0,

and we have that the indicial polynomial

I(r) = r(r − 1) + P (0)r +Q(0),

is given by

I(r) = r(r − 1),

with the roots r = 1 and r = 0.
Therefore, we have two linearly independent solutions:

• Associated to the larger root r = 1 we have an analytic solution on (0, 1), which we denote
by q1(x), which can be obtained from the expansion

q1(z) =
∞∑
k=1

q
[k]
1 (z − 1)k,

where q
[k]
1 ∈ R. We choose, without loss of generality, q

[1]
1 = 1.

• If the roots differs by a integer number, as in our case, then the second solution can be
found through the expression

q2(z) = q
[−1]
2 q1(z) log(1− z) +

∞∑
k=0

q
[k]
2 (z − 1)k,
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where q
[k]
2 ∈ R for k = −1, 0, 1, ..., with q

[0]
2 ̸= 0 (see [48], pag. 200-201). The series converges

for z ∈ (0, 1). Here, it is crucial to determine whether the logarithmic term appears. To

that end, we observe that, for our equation, the coefficient q
[−1]
2 is given by

q
[−1]
2 =

ϖ′
0(1)

(∂xcR)(1, 0)

q
[0]
2

q
[1]
1

̸= 0,

which implies that q2(x) has a singularity at z = 1 of the form (z − 1) log |z − 1|.

Thus we have that h̊R(z) in (57) can be written as

h̊R(z) = αq1(z) + βq2(z), for z ∈ (0, 1),(58)

for some α, β ∈ R. In particular, this shows that

lim
z→1−

|̊hR(z)| < +∞.

Next we show that h̊R(z)(1
−) > 0. This fact is just an application of the following result.

Lemma 4.3. Let f be a solution of (53) that satisfies

lim
z→0+

z1−nf(z) = 0, and lim
z→0+

z−nf(z) > 0.

Then, it satisfies f(z) > 0 for all z ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. A more general proof of this fact has been postponed to Section 4.3, see Lemma 4.12. □

Then we can redefine h̊R(z) as h̊R(z)/̊hR(1
−) to produce a solution of (53) which satisfies (54).

We remark that, since q1(1) = 0, the coefficient β in (58) has to be different from zero. Thus, h̊R(z)
has a singularity of the type (z − 1) log(1− z) at z = 1−.

Uniqueness follows from Lemma 4.3 and expression (55). Indeed, if there exists a second solution,
the difference d between them satisfies the equation with boundary conditions d(0) = d(1) = 0.
Therefore, by Lemma 4.3, we would find that A, in (55), must be equal to zero. The same
contraction argument after (55) would yield that then d = 0.

4.1.3. Back to the original variable. We now revert the change of variables and return to the original
formulation of the equation. That is, for x ∈ (1,+∞), we define

h̊R(x) := h̊R

(
1

x

)
, and g̃1(x) := q1

(
1

x

)
.

Then, taking the Wronskiano

W [g̃1, h̊R](x) = g̃1(x)̊h
′
R(x)− g̃′1(x)̊hR(x),

and using that

lim
x→1+

W [g̃1, h̊R](x) = 1,

it is immediate to obtain, by means of a consequence of the Abel-Liouville formula, that

(59) W [g̃1, h̊R](x) =
1

x
· lim
x→1+

W [g̃1, h̊R](x) =
1

x
, ∀x ∈ (1,+∞).

To close this section, we establish a uniform estimate for g̃1 that characterizes its asymptotic
behavior as x → +∞.

Lemma 4.4. The function g̃1 satisfies

∥x−ng̃1∥L∞([1,+∞)) ≤ C,

where C denotes a universal constant.
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Proof. We first notice that ∥g̃1∥L∞([1,x0]) ≤ C(x0) for a finite constant C(x0) and x0 > 1. The
function g := g̃1 satisfies (62). Thus

g(x) = Axn +Bx−n +
xn

2n

∫ x

x0

z−n+1Ψ0(z)

z2
g(z)dz − x−n

2n

∫ x

x0

zn+1Ψ0(z)

z2
g(z)dz,

for x0 > 1 and some constants A = A(x0), B = B(x0) (|A|, |B| < ∞ for x0 < ∞). Let us take
G(x) = x−ng(x). We obtain that

G(x) = A+Bx−2n +
1

2n

∫ x

x0

z
Ψ0(z)

z2
G(z)dz − x−2n

2n

∫ x

x0

z2n+1Ψ0(z)

z2
G(z)dz.

Thus

∥G∥L∞([x0,+∞)) ≤ |A|+ |B|+ ∥G∥L∞([x0,∞))

∥∥∥∥xΨ0(x)

x2

∥∥∥∥
L1([x0,+∞))

.

Since Ψ0(x)/x is integrable in [x0,+∞) for x0 > 1, we have that
∥∥∥xΨ0(x)

x2

∥∥∥
L1([x0,+∞))

is o(x0) when

x0 goes to infinity. Thus, taking x0 large enough, we can bound ∥G∥L∞([x0,+∞)). □

4.2. The limiting ODE in the left. In this paragraph, we are going to study

(60) h̊′′L(x) +
1

x
h̊′L(x)−

1

x2

(
n2 − xϖ′

0(x)

λ0 − cL(x, 0)

)
h̊L(x) = 0, for x ∈ (0, 1),

with

(61) lim
x→0+

x1−nh̊L(x) = 0, and lim
x→1−

h̊L(x) = 1.

The main results of this section are the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. The system (60)–(61) admits a unique solution h̊L ∈ C([0, 1])∩C∞((0, 1)). Moreover,
this solution satisfies:

(1) h̊L(x) > 0 for all x ∈ (0, 1].

(2) h̊L(x) behaves as 1 +O(|x− 1| log |x− 1|−1) as x → 1−.

(3) ∥̊hL∥Ck([0,a]) ≤ Ck,a, k = 1, 2, ... and 0 < a < 1.

Lemma 4.6. There exist g1 ∈ C∞((0, 1]), linearly independent of h̊L, solving (60) and satisfying

∥xng1∥L∞([0,1]) ≤ C,

where C denotes a universal constant, and with Wroskiano

W [̊hL, g1](x) =
1

x
, ∀x ∈ (0, 1).

The proofs of Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 are similar to what we did in Section 4.1. In this case we
can even apply Frobenius method in both points x0 = 0 and x0 = 1. The main difference is that
instead of Lemma 4.3 we had to apply the next result.

Lemma 4.7. Let f be a solution of

(62) f ′′(x) +
1

x
f ′(x)− n2

x2
f(x) =

Ψ0(x)

x2
f(x).

satisfying
lim

x→0+
x1−nf(x) = 0, and lim

x→0+
x−nf(x) > 0.

Then, it satisfies f(x) > 0 for all x ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. A more general proof of this fact has been postponed to Section 4.3, see Lemma 4.10. □
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Remark 4.8. The same result holds if limx→0+ x−nf(x) > 0 is replaced by limx→0+ x−nf(x) < 0,
but in this case, f(x) < 0 for all x ∈ (0, 1].

4.3. The ODE system for ε > 0. Now, we return to the main objective of this section, namely
to solve the original system of ODEs (47)-(48) depending implicitly on the parameter ε > 0. We
recall the system below:

h′′L(x) +
h′L(x)

x
− 1

x2

(
n2 − x(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(x(1− ε/2))

λ+ cL(x, ε)

)
hL(x) = 0, for 0 < x < 1,(63)

lim
x→0+

x1−nhL(x) = 0,

lim
x→1−

hL(x) = 1,

and

h′′R(x) +
h′R(x)

x
− 1

x2

(
n2 − x(1 + ε/2)ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))

λ+ cR(x, ε)

)
hR(x) = 0 for 1 < x < +∞,(64)

lim
x→1+

hR(x) = 1,

lim
x→+∞

xn−1hR(x) = 0.

Lemma 4.9. Fixed 0 < ε0 ≪ 1. Let 0 < ε ≤ ε0. The system (63)-(64) admits a unique solution
(hL, hR) ∈ C([0, 1]) × C([1,+∞)). The function hL can be extended to [0, x∗L) and is smooth for
x ∈ [0, x∗L). The function hR can be extended to (x∗R,+∞) and is smooth for x ∈ (x∗R,+∞).
Moreover:

(1) hL(x) > 0 for all x ∈ (0, 1].
(2) hR(x) > 0 for all x ∈ [1,+∞).
(3) hL(x) behaves as CL +O(x− x∗L) log(|x− x∗L|) with x∗L(ε) > 1.
(4) hR(x) behaves as CR +O(x− x∗R) log(|x− x∗R|) with x∗R(ε) < 1.
(5) ∥hR∥C2([1,+∞)) ≤ C.

4.3.1. Solving (63) and (64). Lemma (4)–3.5 and Lemma (3)–3.6 imply that each of the functions
λ + cR(x, ε) and λ + cL(x, ε) has a unique simple zero, located respectively at points x∗R ∈ (0, 1)
and x∗L ∈ (1,+∞). Obtaining either a solution to (63) and (64), with their respective boundary

conditions, follows the same steps as the construction of h̊L and h̊R in Sections 4.2 and 4.1, respec-
tively. This is mainly due to the fact that x∗L > 1 and x∗R < 1. Uniqueness also follows by similar
arguments that those ones in Sections 4.2 and 4.1.

The only difficulty is that we have to adapt Lemmas 4.7 and 4.3 to the case ε > 0. Actually,
since we did not give a proof of either 4.7 or 4.3, we will include the case ε = 0 in the following two
results.

Lemma 4.10. Let 0 ≤ ε ≤ ε0 and let f be a solution of

f ′′(x) +
f ′(x)

x
− 1

x2

(
n2 − x(1− ε/2)ϖ′

0(x(1− ε/2))

λ(ε) + c(x(1− ε/2)

)
f(x) = 0, for 0 < x < x∗L,

that satisfies

lim
x→0+

x1−nf(x) = 0, and lim
x→0+

x−nf(x) > 0.

Then, taking n big enough, it satisfies f(x) > 0 for all x ∈ (0, x∗L].

Proof. In order to proceed, we start writing the above in a more convenient way as follows

f ′′(x) +
1

x
f ′(x)− n2

x2
f(x) =

Ψε(x)

x2
f(x),
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where (we write λ ≡ λ(ε) to make the dependence on ε explicit)

Ψε(x) := −x(1− ε/2)ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))

λ(ε) + c(x(1− ε/2))
.

We find that the general solution is given by

f(x) = Axn +Bx−n − 1

xn
1

2n

∫ x

0

Ψε(z)

z2
f(z)z1+ndz + xn

1

2n

∫ x

0

Ψε(z)

z2
f(z)z1−ndz.

Because the boundary condition at zero, and since Ψε(z)/z
2 = O(1), the first integral behaves like

x2n+2 and the second one like x2. Therefore, B has to be equal to 0. We can then write

f(x) = Axn +
1

2n

∫ x

0

Ψε(z)

z
f(z)

[(x
z

)n
−
( z
x

)n]
dz,(65)

where A > 0 to get limx→0+ x−nf(x) > 0. Let us take A = 1 for simplicity.
Iterating once this formula, we have the following expression for f(x):

f(x) = xn +
1

2n

∫ x

0

Ψε(z)

z
zn
[(x

z

)n
−
( z
x

)n]
dz

+
1

2n

∫ x

0

Ψε(z)

z

(
1

2n

∫ z

0

Ψε(y)

y
f(y)

[(
z

y

)n

−
(y
z

)n]
dy

)[(x
z

)n
−
( z
x

)n]
dz.

Since Ψε(x) < 0 for all x ∈ (0, x∗L], and(x
z

)n
−
( z
x

)n
≥ 0, 0 < z ≤ x,

we observe that the last integral term on the right-hand side is non-negative whenever f(x) > 0.
We know by hypotheis that f is positive near the origin. Thus, as long as f(x) > 0, which is

guaranteed near the origin and for x ∈ (0, x∗L], we can neglect the last (complicated) term in the
expression for f to obtain a simpler lower bound:

f(x) > xn +
1

2n

∫ x

0

Ψε(z)

z
zn
[(x

z

)n
−
( z
x

)n]
dz.(66)

This reduced inequality no longer depends on f , and its right-hand side is an explicit expression
that is considerably simpler to analyze. Therefore, the proof reduces to verifying that this lower
bound remains strictly positive for x ∈ (0, x∗L].

Recalling the definition of Ψε, we have to check that

xn − 1

2n

∫ x

0

z(1− ε/2)ϖ′
0(z(1− ε/2))

λ(ε) + c(z(1− ε/2)
zn−1

[(x
z

)n
−
( z
x

)n]
dz > 0, for x ∈ (0, x∗L].

Firstly, we consider the change of variable z(1 − ε/2) = z̄ and introduce the auxiliary notation
x(1− ε/2) = x̄. Thus, we can just write (after multiplying all the expression by (1− ε/2)n)

x̄n − 1

2n

1

x̄n

∫ x̄

0

ϖ′
0(z̄)

λ(ε) + c(z̄)

(
x̄2n − z̄2n

)
dz̄ > 0, for x̄ ∈ (0, (1− ε/2)x∗L].

By definition, x∗L is a simple zero of λ(ε) + c(·(1 − ε/2)). Thus, introducing z∗L := (1 − ε/2)x∗L
gives us

z̄ − z∗L
λ(ε) + c(z̄)

≤ Cε,

with Cε = O(1). This implies (using also that (z̄ − z∗L)
−1 ≥ (z̄ − x̄)−1 as z̄ ∈ (0, x̄))

0 ≤
∫ x̄

0

ϖ′
0(z̄)

λ(ε) + c(z̄)

(
x̄2n − z̄2n

)
dz̄ ≤ Cε

∫ x̄

0

ϖ′
0(z̄)

z̄ − x̄
(x̄2n − z̄2n)dz̄.



24 ÁNGEL CASTRO AND DANIEL LEAR

Moreover, using the rough but sufficient estimate 0 ≥ ϖ′
0(z̄) ≥ −2/3 and the change of variable

z̄ = ξx̄, we obtain∫ x̄

0

ϖ′
0(z̄)

z̄ − x̄
(x̄2n − z̄2n) dz̄ ≤ 2

3
x̄2n

∫ 1

0

1− ξ2n

1− ξ
dξ ≤ 2

3
x̄2n

(
log(2n) + γ +O(n−1)

)
,

where in the last step we have used an upper bound for the 2n-th harmonic number, and where γ
denotes the Euler–Mascheroni constant.

All the above, allows us to say that there exist n∗ ≫ 1 such that for all n > n∗ we have

x̄n − 1

2n

1

x̄n

∫ x̄

0

ϖ′
0(z̄)

λ(ε) + c(z̄)

(
x̄2n − z̄2n

)
dz̄

≥ x̄n
[
1− Cε

n

(
log(2n) + γ +O

(
1

n

))]
> 0, for x̄ ∈ (0, (1− ε/2)x∗L].

□

Remark 4.11. Numerical inspection shows that (66) is enough to prove Lemma 4.10 for n ≥ 4. In
addition, iterating formula (65) two more times, one could get a sharper bound for f which would
be enough to show Lemma 4.10 for n ≥ 2, after some long and tedious computations (we have also
checked this fact numerically). To keep the argument accessible, we restricted our analysis to the
case of sufficiently large n, where a direct proof can be established. This is the only point in our
analysis in which we need to make this assumption.

Lemma 4.12. Let 0 ≤ ε ≤ ε0 and let f be a solution of

f ′′(z) +
f ′(z)

z
− 1

z2

(
n2 − z−1(1 + ε/2)ϖ′

0(z
−1(1 + ε/2))

λ(ε) + c(z−1(1 + ε/2))

)
f(z) = 0, for 0 < z < (x∗R)

−1

that satisfies
lim
z→0+

z1−nf(z) = 0, and lim
z→0+

z−nf(z) > 0.

Then, it satisfies f(z) > 0 for all z ∈
(
0, (x∗R)

−1
]
.

Proof. Following the same approach as before, we start by rewriting the expression as

f ′′(z) +
1

z
f ′(z)− n2

z2
f(z) =

Φε(z)

z2
f(z),

where

Φε(z) := −z−1(1 + ε/2)ϖ′
0(z

−1(1 + ε/2))

λ(ε) + c(z−1(1 + ε/2))
.

We find that the general solution is given by

f(z) = Azn +Bz−n − 1

zn
1

2n

∫ z

0

Φε(s)

s2
f(s)s1+nds+ zn

1

2n

∫ z

0

Φε(s)

s2
f(s)s1−nds.

Because of the boundary condition at zero, and since Φε(z)/z
2 = O(1), the first integral behaves

like z2n+2 and the second one like z2. Therefore, B has to be equal to 0. We can then write

f(z) = Azn +
1

2n

∫ z

0

Φε(s)

s
f(z)

[(z
s

)n
−
(s
z

)n]
ds,

where A > 0 to get limz→0+ z−nf(z) > 0. Let us take A = 1 for simplicity.
Since Φε(s) > 0 for all s ∈ (0, (x∗R)

−1], and(z
s

)n
−
(s
z

)n
≥ 0, for 0 < s ≤ z,

we can apply the fact that, by hypothesis, f(z) > 0 near z = 0+, and bootstrap the positivity of
the solution to conclude that f remains positive throughout the entire interval z ∈

(
0, (x∗R)

−1
]
. □
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5. Estimates of the Difference

5.1. The difference in the right. In this section, we want to make a detailed study of the
difference between the solutions of (51)-(52) (ε = 0) and the solution of (64) with ε > 0.

We will take,

d(x) := hR(x)− h̊R(x), for 1 < x < +∞.

To facilitate and alleviate the notation, and since we are interested in tracking the dependence on
the ε parameter, we introduce and will work with the following notation:

hε(x) := hR(x), h0(x) := h̊R(x), d(x) := hε(x)− h0(x).

In addition, if the domain of a norm is not explicitly specified, we shall understand it as [1,+∞).
We find that d satisfies

d′′(x) +
1

x
d′(x)− 1

x2

(
n2 − xϖ′

0(x)

λ0 + cR(x, 0)

)
d(x) =

1

x
E(x)hε(x), x ∈ (1,+∞),

lim
x→1+

d(x) = 0,

lim
x→+∞

xn−1d(x) = 0,

where

(67) E(x) := −
(
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))(1 + ε/2)

λ+ cR(x, ε)
− ϖ′

0(x)

λ0 + cR(x, 0)

)
.

We note that, if f ♯ solves the homogeneous system given by

(f ♯)′′(x) +
1

x
(f ♯)′(x)− 1

x2

(
n2 − xϖ′

0(x)

λ0 + cR(x, 0)

)
f ♯(x) = 0, x ∈ (1,+∞),

lim
x→1+

f ♯(x) = 0,

lim
x→+∞

xn−1f ♯(x) = 0,

then f ♯ is the trivial solution, i.e., f ♯(x) = 0 in all x ∈ (1,+∞). This is a consequence of applying
Lemma 4.3 after making the change z = 1/x. Thus, the method of the variation of constants yields

d(x) = g̃1(x)

∫ +∞

x

h0(z)

W [g̃1, h0](z)

1

z
E(z)hε(z)dz + h0(x)

∫ x

1

g̃1(z)

W [g̃1, h0](z)

1

z
E(z)hε(z)dz,

with g̃1(x) = q1(1/x) as in Section 4.1. Recall (see (59)) that W [g̃1, h0](z) = 1/z for all z ∈ (1,+∞).
Then, the above expression reduces to

(68) d(x) = g̃1(x)

∫ +∞

x
h0(z)E(z)hε(z)dz + h0(x)

∫ x

1
g̃1(z)E(z)hε(z)dz := d1(x) + d2(x).

Notice that due to the boundary conditions for hε(z) and the definition of ϖ0(z), the function E(z)
has suitable properties in order to yield limx→+∞ xn−1d(x) = 0.

To derive bounds on the difference d, it is necessary to establish suitable estimates for E. We
rely on the following result.

Lemma 5.1. The following estimates hold for the function E:

(1) For 1 < x ≤ 2, ∫ 2

x
|E(z)| dz ≤ Cε ∥ϖ′

0∥W 1,∞ |x− 1|−1,
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(2) ∫ +∞

2
|E(z)| dz ≤ Cε

(
∥ϖ′

0∥L1 + ∥xϖ′′
0∥L1

)
,

(3) ∫ 2

1
|z − 1| |E(z)| dz ≤ Cε log(ε−1) ∥ϖ′

0∥W 1,∞ ,

where C > 0 denotes a constant independent of ε, whose value may vary from line to line.

To prove Lemma 5.1, we first need some bounds for λ0 + cR(z, 0) and λ+ cR(z, ε), which appear
in the denominators of (67). These bounds follow from Lemma 3.5. With this result at hand, we
are now ready to prove it.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We split E = E1 + E2 with

E1(z) = ϖ′
0(z)

λ− λ0 + cR(z, ε)− cR(z, 0)

(λ0 + cR(z, 0))(λ+ cR(z, ε))
,(69)

E2(z) = −ϖ′
0(z(1 + ε/2))(1 + ε/2)−ϖ′

0(z)

λ+ cR(z, ε)
.(70)

Here, we recall that

λ− λ0 = ελ1 + ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε),

cR(x, ε)− cR(x, 0) = ε

(
− 1

4x2
+

1

2x2 (1 + x2)
+

log(1 + x2)

2x2

)
+ ε2∂2

ε cR(x, ε
∗), for some ε∗ ∈ (0, ε),

and consequently (see Remark 3.4)

(71) |λ− λ0| ≤ Cε, and |cR(z, ε)− cR(z, 0)| ≤ Cε, for all z ∈ (1,+∞).

(1)-5.1. For 1 < x ≤ 2, we can bound∫ 2

x
|E1(z)|dz ≤ Cε∥ϖ′

0∥L∞

∫ 2

x

dz

(z − 1)2
≤ Cε∥ϖ′

0∥L∞ |x− 1|−1,

using (71) and (1)-Lemma 3.5. In addition,∫ 2

x
|E2(z)|dz ≤ Cε

(
∥ϖ′′

0∥L∞ + ∥ϖ′
0∥L∞

) ∫ 2

x

dz

|z − 1|
≤ Cε∥ϖ′

0∥W 1,∞ (1 + | log(|x− 1|)|) ,

where we have used again (1)-Lemma 3.5 and∣∣∣ϖ′
0

(
z
(
1 +

ε

2

))
−ϖ′

0(z)
∣∣∣ ≤ |z|ε

2

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣ϖ′′
0

(
z
(
1 +

εs

2

))∣∣∣ ds ≤ Cε∥ϖ′′
0∥L∞ ,(72)

for 1 < z ≤ 2.
(2)-5.1. We have that∫ +∞

2
|E1(z)|dz ≤ Cε

∫ ∞

2

|ϖ′
0(z)|dz

|λ+ cR(z, ε)||λ0 + cR(z, 0)|
,

by using (71). In addition, using (2)-Lemma 3.5 we find that∫ +∞

2
|E1(z)|dz ≤ Cε∥ϖ′

0∥L1 .
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For E2, using (2)-Lemma 3.5, we have that∫ ∞

2
|E2(z)| ≤ C

∫ +∞

2

∣∣∣(1 + ε

2

)
ϖ′

0

(
z
(
1 +

ε

2

))
−ϖ0(z)

∣∣∣ dz
≤ Cε

∫ +∞

2

∣∣∣ϖ′
0

(
z
(
1 +

ε

2

))∣∣∣ dz + C

∫ +∞

2

∣∣∣ϖ′
0

(
z
(
1 +

ε

2

))
−ϖ′

0(z)
∣∣∣ dz

≤ Cε∥ϖ′
0∥L1 + Cε∥xϖ′′

0∥L1 .

In the last inequality we have used that∫ +∞

2

∣∣∣ϖ′
0

(
z
(
1 +

ε

2

))
−ϖ′

0(z)
∣∣∣ dz ≤

∫ +∞

2

|z|ε
2

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣ϖ′′
0

(
z
(
1 +

εs

2

))∣∣∣ ds ≤ Cε∥xω′′
0∥L1

(3)-5.1. For E1 we find that∫ 2

1
|z − 1||E1(z)| ≤ Cε∥ϖ′

0∥L∞

∫ 2

1

|z − 1|
|λ0 + cR(z, 0)|

1

|λ+ cR(z, ε)|
dz.

By (1) and (3) in Lemma 3.5, we learn that∫ 2

1

|z − 1|
|λ0 + cR(z, 0)|

1

|λ+ cR(z, ε)|
dz ≤ C

∫ 2

1

1

(z − 1) + cε
dz ≤ C log(ε−1).

In addition ∫ 2

1
|z − 1||E2(z)|dz ≤ Cε(∥ϖ′

0∥L∞ + ∥ϖ′′
0∥L∞),

by using (1)-Lemma 3.5 and (72). □

Having established Lemma 5.1, we now turn to the analysis of the difference between the two
functions.

Lemma 5.2. Let λ be as in (34) with λ1 satisfying (36), λ2(ε) = O(1) in terms of the parameter
ε and 0 < ε < ε0. Then, we have

∥xnd∥L∞ ≤ Cε log(ε−1)∥xnhε∥L∞ ,

where the constant C depends on the parameters ε0 and on the norms ∥xnh0∥L∞, ∥ϖ′
0∥W 1,∞,

∥ϖ′
0∥L1, ∥xϖ′′

0∥L1, ∥g̃1∥W 1,∞([1,2]) and ∥x−ng̃1∥L∞([2,+∞)).

Remark 5.3. By the definition of ϖ0, Lemma 4.1 and 4.4 the norms, ∥ϖ′
0∥W 1,∞ , ∥ϖ′

0∥L1 , ∥xϖ′′
0∥L1 ,

∥xnh0∥L∞ , ∥g̃1∥W 1,∞([1,2]) and ∥x−ng̃1∥L∞([2,+∞)) are bounded by a universal constant.

Remark 5.4. We emphasize that, with minor modifications, the proof of Lemma 5.2 also yields
the continuity of hR with respect to λ2, assumed bounded, |λ2| ≤ M , for sufficiently small ε.

Proof. We bound d1 and d2 in (68) separately. We begin by studying d1.
In order to estimate the L∞ norm over the full interval (1,+∞), we proceed by decomposing the

domain into two parts:

a) the bounded interval (1, 2],
b) the unbounded interval (2,+∞).

This decomposition allows us to treat separately the behavior of the function near z = 1+ in the
bounded region, and near infinity in the unbounded one.
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a) x ∈ (1, 2]. Since ∥xnd∥L∞([1,2]) ∼ ∥d∥L∞([1,2]) we just bound the second norm. We split it as
follows:

d1(x) = g̃1(x)

∫ 2

x
h0(z)hε(z)E(z)dz︸ ︷︷ ︸

d11(x)

+ g̃1(x)

∫ +∞

2
h0(z)hε(z)E(z)dz︸ ︷︷ ︸
d12(x)

.

For d11 we have that

|d11(x)| ≤ ∥h0∥L∞∥g̃′1∥L∞([1,2])|x− 1|∥hε∥L∞

∫ 2

x
|E(z)|dz.

Applying (1)-Lemma 5.1 we find that

∥d11∥L∞([1,2]) ≤ Cε∥h0∥L∞∥g̃′1∥L∞([1,2])∥hε∥L∞∥ϖ′
0∥W 1,∞ .

For d12 we have that

∥d12∥L∞([1,2]) ≤∥g̃1∥L∞([1,2])

∫ +∞

2
|h0(z)||hε(z)||E(z)|dz

≤∥g̃1∥L∞([1,2])∥h0∥L∞∥hε∥L∞∥E(z)∥L1([2,+∞))

≤Cε
(
∥ϖ′

0∥L1 + ∥xϖ′′
0∥L1

)
∥g̃1∥L∞([1,2])∥h0∥L∞∥hε∥L∞ ,

because of (2)-Lemma 5.1.
We have then shown that ∥d1∥L∞([1,2]) ≤ Cε∥hε∥L∞ .
For d2 we have that

|d2(x)| ≤|h0(x)|
∫ x

1
|g̃1(z)||hε(z)|E(z)|dz ≤ ∥h0∥L∞∥hε∥L∞

∫ 2

1
|g̃1(z)||E(z)|dz(73)

≤∥h0∥L∞∥hε∥L∞∥g̃′1∥L∞([1,2])

∫ 2

1
|z − 1||E(z)|dz

≤Cε log(ε−1)∥h0∥L∞∥hε∥L∞∥g̃′1∥L∞([1,2])∥ϖ′
0∥W 1,∞ ,

where we have used (3)-Lemma 5.1. This yields ∥d2∥L∞([1,2]) ≤ Cε log(ε−1)∥hε∥L∞ , and then we

can conclude ∥d∥L∞([1,2]) ≤ Cε log(ε−1)∥hε∥L∞ .
b) x ∈ (2,+∞). We first consider again d1. We have that

|d1(x)| ≤ |g̃1(x)x−n|xn
∫ ∞

x
|znh0(z)||znhε(z)|z−2n|E(z)|dz.

Let us introduce H0(x) := xnh0(x) and Hε(x) := xnhε(x). Rescaling the integral yields∫ ∞

x
|H0(z)||Hε(z)|z−2n|E(z)|dz = x−2n+1

∫ ∞

1
|H0(xz)||Hε(xz)|z−2nE(xz)dz

≤ x−2n+1∥H0∥L∞([2,+∞))∥Hε∥L∞([2,+∞))

∫ ∞

1
|E(xz)|dz

≤ x−2n∥H0∥L∞([2,+∞))∥Hε∥L∞([2,+∞))∥E∥L1([2,+∞)).

Therefore, by (2)-Lemma 5.1 we have that

∥xnd1∥L∞([2,+∞)) ≤ Cε(∥ϖ′
0∥L1 + ∥xϖ′′

0∥L1)∥xnh0∥L∞([2,+∞))∥x−ng̃1∥L∞([2,+∞))∥xnhε∥L∞([2,+∞)).

To bound xnd2(x) we proceed as follows

|xnd2(x)| ≤ |xnh0(x)|
∫ x

1
|g̃1(z)||hε(z)||E(z)|dz

≤ |xnh0(x)|
∫ 2

1
|g̃1(z)||hε(z)||E(z)|dz + |xnh0(x)|

∫ x

2
|g̃1(z)||hε(z)||E(z)|dz.
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The integral
∫ 2
1 |g̃1(z)||hε(z)||E(z)|dz has already been bounded in (73). The integral∫ x

2
|g̃1(z)||hε(z)||E(z)|dz

can be estimated by

≤ ∥x−ng̃1∥L∞∥xnhε∥L∞

∫ +∞

2
|E(z)|dz.

Thus, by by (2)-Lemma 5.1 we have ∥xnd2∥L∞([2,+∞)) ≤ Cε log(ε−1)∥xnhε∥L∞([2,+∞)) and then

∥xnd∥L∞([2,+∞)) ≤ Cε log(ε−1)∥xnhε∥L∞([2,+∞).

Putting together the cases a) and b) we have proved that

∥xnd∥L∞ ≤ Cε log(ε−1)∥xnhε∥L∞ .

□

Corollary 5.5. Let λ be as in (34) with λ1 satisfying (36), λ2(ε) = O(1) in terms of the parameter
ε and 0 < ε < ε0. Then, we have

∥xnd∥L∞ ≤ Cε log(ε−1),

where the constant C depends on the parameters ε0 and on the norms ∥h0∥L∞, ∥xnh0∥L∞, ∥ϖ′
0∥W 1,∞,

∥ϖ′
0∥L1, ∥xϖ′′

0∥L1, ∥g̃1∥W 1,∞([1,2]) and ∥x−ng̃1∥L∞([2,+∞)).

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 5.2 and the fact that hε = h0 + d, we obtain the conclusion of the result
for sufficiently small ε. □

The next lemma exploits the bound on ∥xnd∥L∞ derived above to estimate an integral term that
plays a key role in the forthcoming analysis.

Lemma 5.6. Let λ be as in (34) with λ1 satisfying (36), λ2(ε) = O(1) in terms of the parameter
ε and 0 < ε < ε0. Then, the integral∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n d(x)

λ+ cR(x, ε)
dx = M [h0, λ1] +R[h0, λ1;hε, λ2(ε)],

where M [h0, λ1], R[h0, λ1; hε, λ2(ε)] ∈ R and

M [h0, λ1] = O(ε log2(ε)),

R[h0, λ1; hε, λ2(ε)] = o(ε log2(ε)).

In addition, R[h0, λ1; hε, λ2(ε)] depends continuously on hε and λ2(ε). Here, all the estimates may
depend on the parameter ε0 and on the norms ∥h0∥L∞, ∥xnh0∥L∞, ∥ϖ′

0∥W 1,∞, ∥ϖ′
0∥L1, ∥xϖ′′

0∥L1,
∥g̃1∥W 1,∞([1,2]) and ∥x−ng̃1∥L∞([2,+∞)), which have been shown to be bounded by a universal constant.

Remark 5.7. Notice that, in Lemma 5.6, the termM does not depend on λ2(ε). All the dependence
on λ2(ε) is contained in the term R. This dependence occurs in two ways: explicitly, and implicitly
through hε.

Proof. We will say that a term is an M -term if it depends only on λ1, or h0, that is, if it does not
depend on either hε or λ2(ε). We will say that a term is a R-term if it does depend on either hε or
λ2(ε) and the dependence is continuous. Here, if the domain of a norm is not explicitly specified,
we shall understand it as [1,+∞).

The continuity of R with respect to hε and λ2(ε) is easy to check since every function that arises
in the analysis will be continuous with respect to these variables. We focus on proving the estimates
O(ε log2(ε)) and o(ε log2(ε)).
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Consider the factor

1

λ+ cR(x, ε)
=

1

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε) + ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

=
1

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
+R[λ2(ε)](ε, x),(74)

with

R[λ2(ε)](ε, x) := − ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

(λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε))(λ+ cR(x, ε))
.(75)

From Lemma 3.5 we have that

|R[λ2(ε)](ε, x)| ≤ Cε2 log2(ε)
1

|c(x− 1) + c1ε|2
, for 1 < x ≤ 2.(76)

Notice that we have the same bound for λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε) than for λ+ cR(x, ε). Thus

∥R[λ2(ε)](ε, x)∥L1([1,2]) ≤ Cε log2(ε),(77)

and ∫ 2

x
|R[λ2](ε)(x, ε)|dx ≤ Cε2 log2(ε)|x− 1|−1, for 1 < x ≤ 2,(78)

|R[λ2(ε)](ε, x)| ≤ Cε2 log2(ε), for 2 < x < +∞,(79)

∥(x− 1)R[λ2(ε)](ε, x)∥L1([1,2]) ≤ Cε2 log3(ε−1).(80)

Using the relation hε = h0 + d, we can rewrite d in (68) as follows:

d(x) = g̃1(x)

∫ ∞

x
h0(z)h0(z)E(z)dz + h0(x)

∫ x

1
g̃1(z)h0(z)E(z)dz︸ ︷︷ ︸

d
λ2
0

+ g̃1(x)

∫ ∞

x
h0(z)d(z)E(z)dz + h0(x)

∫ x

1
g̃1(z)d(z)E(z)dz︸ ︷︷ ︸

dλ2

=: dλ2
0 (x) + dλ2(x),

and we find that ∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n d(x)

λ+ cR(x, ε)
dx

=

∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dλ2
0 (x)

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
dx

+

∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dλ2(x)

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
dx

+

∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−nR[λ2(ε)](ε, x)d(x)dx.
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Notice that dλ2 differs from d (see (68)) in that d arises in dλ2 instead of hε. Then we apply
Lemma 5.2 to bound dλ2 (by replacing hε with d in that lemma), and we obtain that∣∣∣∣∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dλ2(x)

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
dx

∣∣∣∣
≤C∥dλ2∥L∞

(
∥ϖ′

0∥L∞

∫ 2

1

dx

(x− 1) + cε
+ C

∫ +∞

2
|ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n|dx
)

≤Cε log(ε−1)∥d∥L∞ log(ε−1),

where the constant C depends only on the controlled quantities. Here we have applied Lemma 3.5.
Using Corollary 5.5 yields∣∣∣∣∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dλ2(x)

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε2 log3(ε−1) = o
(
ε log2(ε)

)
.

Therefore ∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dλ2(x)

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
dx,

is a R-term. In addition,∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−nR[λ2(ε)](ε, x)d(x)dx

≤ C∥d∥L∞
(
∥ϖ′

0x
−n∥L∞∥R∥L1([1,2]) + C∥R∥L∞([2,+∞))∥ϖ′

0x
−n∥L1

)
≤ Cε2 log3(ε−1) = o(ε log2(ε)),

where we have used Corollary 5.5, (77) and (79). Therefore, we have obtained that∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n d(x)

λ+ cR(x, ε)
dx

=

∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dλ2
0 (x)

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
dx + R-terms.

With the remaining term∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dλ2
0 (x)

λ0 + ελ1 + cR(x, ε)
dx,

we still have to do some work since dλ2
0 still depends on λ2(ε) through E. Indeed,

E(x) = −ϖ′
0(x(1 + ε/2))(1 + ε/2)

λ+ cR(x, ε)
+

ϖ′
0(x)

λ0 + cR(x, 0)

= −ϖ′
0(x(1 + ε/2))(1 + ε/2)

λ0 + λ1ε+ cR(x, ε)
+

ϖ′
0(x)

λ0 + cR(x, 0)

−ϖ′
0(x(1 + ε/2))(1 + ε/2)R[λ2(ε)](x, ε)

=: E0(x) + Eλ2(x).

Here we have used again the splitting (74)-(75). We emphasize that E0 does not depend on λ2(ε)
anymore. Thus, it remains to prove that, on the one hand∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n d0(x)

λ0 + λ1ε+ cR(x, ε)
dx(81)
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with

d0(x) := g̃1(x)

∫ +∞

x
h0(z)h0(z)E

0(z)dz + h0(x)

∫ x

1
g̃1(z)h0(z)E

0(z)dz,

is a M -term. On the other hand, that the term∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dR(x)

λ0 + λ1ε+ cR(x, ε)
dx,(82)

with

dR(x) := g̃1(x)

∫ +∞

x
h0(z)h0(z)E

λ2(z)dz + h0(x)

∫ x

1
g̃1(z)h0(z)E

λ2(z)dz,

is a R-term.
The term in (81) is easy to deal with. We first notice that we have for λ0 + λ1ε + cR(x, ε) an

analogous result that Lemma 3.5 for λ + cR(x, ε). Therefore, we have an analogous result that
Lemma 5.1 for E0 that for E. This yields, from Lemma 5.2, the estimates∣∣∣∣∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n d0(x)

λ0 + λ1ε+ cR(x, ε)
dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε log2(ε),

which proves that (81) is a M -term.
Finally, to verify that (82) is indeed an R-term, we combine (78), (79), and (80) to obtain the

following result for Eλ2 . This result is analogous to Lemma 5.1, but features a stronger decay in ε;
in fact, we gain a factor of ε log2(ε).

Lemma 5.8. Eλ2 satisfies:

(1) For 1 < x ≤ 2, ∫ 2

x
|Eλ2(z)| dz ≤ Cε2 log2(ε) |x− 1|−1,

(2) ∫ +∞

2
|Eλ2(z)| dz ≤ Cε2 log2(ε),

(3) ∫ 2

1
|z − 1| |Eλ2(z)| dz ≤ Cε2 log3(ε−1).

Therefore we can obtain for dR, the estimate

∥dR∥L∞ ≤ Cε2 log3(ε−1),

proceeding as in Lemma 5.2. This finally yields the bound∣∣∣∣∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n dR(x)

λ0 + λ1ε+ cR(x, ε)
dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε2 log4(ε),(83)

which shows that (82) is a R-term. □

5.2. The difference in the left. In this section we perform the analogous study to the one carried
out in the domain (1,+∞), but now restricted to the interval (0, 1). The problem is essentially
the same, and therefore we will only state the main equations and results without entering into
detailed proofs.

We consider the difference between the solution of (60)–(61) with ε = 0 and the solution of (63)
with ε > 0, namely

d(x) := hL(x)− h̊L(x), 0 < x < 1.
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As before, we introduce the simplified notation

hε(x) := hL(x), h0(x) := h̊L(x), d(x) := hε(x)− h0(x).

Recalling the expansion (see Section 3.1.2)

λ+ cL(x, ε) =
log(2)

2
− log(1 + x2)

2x2
+ ε

(
λ1 +

1

4
+

1

2(1 + x2)
− log(1 + x2)

2x2

)
+O(ε2),

we find that d satisfies

d′′(x) +
1

x
d′(x)− 1

x2

(
n2 − xϖ′

0(x)

λ0 + cL(x, 0)

)
d(x) =

1

x
E(x)hε(x), 0 < x < 1,

lim
x→0+

x1−nd(x) = 0,

lim
x→1−

d(x) = 0,

with

E(x) := −
(
ϖ′

0(x(1− ε/2))(1− ε/2)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− ϖ′

0(x)

λ0 + cL(x, 0)

)
.

As in the case of the interval (1,+∞), the homogeneous problem admits only the trivial solution.
Therefore, by variation of constants we obtain the representation

d(x) = g1(x)

∫ x

0
h0(z)E(z)hε(z) dz + h0(x)

∫ 1

x
g1(z)E(z)hε(z) dz,

where g1 is the solution introduced in Section 4.2.

In what follows, we shall only collect the results that we need, without providing proofs. Here,
if the domain of a norm is not explicitly specified, we shall understand it as [0, 1].

Lemma 5.9. Let λ be as in (34) with λ1 satisfying (36), λ2(ε) = O(1) in terms of the parameter
ε and 0 < ε < ε0. Then, we have

∥x−nd∥L∞ ≤ Cε log(ε−1)∥x−nhε∥L∞ ,

where the constant C depends on the parameters ε0 and on the norms ∥x−nh0∥L∞, ∥ϖ′
0∥W 1,∞,

∥g1∥W 1,∞([1/2,1]) and ∥xng1∥L∞ (All these norms are bounded by a universal constant).

Since hε = h0 + d, for 0 < ε < ε0 small enough, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 5.10. Let λ be as in (34) with λ1 satisfying (36), λ2(ε) = O(1) in terms of the parameter
ε and 0 < ε < ε0. Then, we have

∥x−nd∥L∞ ≤ Cε log(ε−1),

where the constant C depends on the parameters ε0 and on the norms ∥x−nh0∥L∞, ∥ϖ′
0∥W 1,∞,

∥g1∥W 1,∞([1/2,1) and ∥xng1∥L∞ .

Moreover, the bound on ∥x−nd∥L∞ yields an estimate for a key integral term needed later. Since
the argument follows similar ideas, we state the result without proof.

Lemma 5.11. Let λ be as in (34) with λ1 satisfying (36), λ2(ε) = O(1) in terms of the parameter
ε and 0 < ε < ε0. Then, the integral∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(x(1− ε/2))xn
d(x)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
dx = M [h0, λ1] +R[h0, λ1;hε, λ2(ε)],

where M [h0, λ1], R[h0, λ1; hε, λ2(ε)] ∈ R and

M [h0, λ1] = O(ε log2(ε)),

R[h0, λ1; hε, λ2(ε)] = o(ε log2(ε)).
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In addition, R[h0, λ1; hε, λ2(ε)] is continuous with respect to hε and λ2(ε). Here, all the terms
can depend on the parameters ε0 and on the norms ∥x−nh0∥L∞, ∥ϖ′

0∥W 1,∞, ∥g1∥W 1,∞([1/2,1]) and
∥xng1∥L∞ .

6. Derivation of the equation for λ

Here, we reduce the problem of finding solutions to (41)-(42) to a single equation for λ.

6.1. Solving the original system of integral equations. We must not forget that our ultimate
goal is to solve the coupled system of integral equations formed by (41) and (42).

Let us consider (hL, hR), a solution of the ODEs (63)-(64) given in Lemma 4.9. We will look for
solutions of (41) and (42) with the form

HL(x) = AhL(x), HR(x) = BhR(x),

where A,B ∈ R are two free parameters. Here, we recall that, since we are looking for a non-trivial
solution, we need to impose that

(84) (A,B) ̸= (0, 0).

Next we define the function NL : (0, 1) → R given by

NL(x) := AhL(x)−
(1− ε/2)

2n

∫ x

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n AhL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1− ε/2)

2n

∫ 1

x
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)−n AhL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)−n ∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)−n BhR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds,

and which satisfies the system, given that hL and hR satisfy (47) and (48), respectively,

N ′′
L(x) +

1

x
N ′

L(x)−
n2

x2
NL(x) =0,(85)

lim
x→0+

x1−nNL(x) =0.

Similarly, we also define the function NR : (1,+∞) → R given by

NR(x) := BhR(x)−
(1− ε/2)

2n

(
1− ε/2

1 + ε/2

)n ∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))
( s
x

)n AhL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

∫ x

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)n BhR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

∫ ∞

x
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))
( s
x

)−n BhR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds,

that satisfies

N ′′
R(x) +

1

x
N ′

R(x)−
n2

x2
NR(x) = 0,(86)

lim
x→+∞

xn−1NR(x) = 0.

Proof of (85)-(86). It is sufficient to take two derivatives of the equations and use (47) and (48).
For the boundary conditions, it suffices to use the behavior of hL at zero and of hR at infinity. □
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The general solution of f ′′(x) + f ′(x)/x− (n2/x2)f(x) = 0 is given by

c1x
n + c2x

−n.

Now, by imposing the boundary conditions, we have

NL(x) = c1x
n, NR(x) = c2x

−n.

Therefore, if we impose NL(1
−) = 0 then NL(x) = 0 for all (0, 1). Similarly, the same argument

applies in the interval (1,+∞) simply by imposing NR(1
+) = 0.

Thus in order to solve (41)-(42), we just need to solve

(87) NL(1
−) = 0 = NR(1

+),

for some λ ∈ R. Taking limits, we find

NL(1
−) = AhL(1)−

(1− ε/2)

2n

∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))sn
AhL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

(
1 + ε/2

1− ε/2

)−n ∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))s−n BhR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds,

NR(1
+) = BhR(1)−

(1− ε/2)

2n

(
1− ε/2

1 + ε/2

)n ∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))sn
AhL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds

− (1 + ε/2)

2n

∫ ∞

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))s−n BhR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds,

and consequently, since hR(1) = 1 = hL(1), we can write (87) as

(88)

 1 + I1

(
1−ε/2
1+ε/2

)n
I2(

1−ε/2
1+ε/2

)n
I1 1 + I2

(A
B

)
=

(
0
0

)
,

where we are using the notation

I1 := −(1− ε/2)

2n

∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(s(1− ε/2))sn
hL(s)

λ+ cL(s, ε)
ds,

I2 := −(1 + ε/2)

2n

∫ +∞

1
ϖ′

0(s(1 + ε/2))s−n hR(s)

λ+ cR(s, ε)
ds.

Since we are looking for a non-trivial solution (see (84)), we need to impose that the matrix
determinant vanishes. That is,

(89) 0 = det

 1 + I1

(
1−ε/2
1+ε/2

)n
I2(

1−ε/2
1+ε/2

)n
I1 1 + I2

 = 1 + I1 + I2 +

[
1−

(
1− ε/2

1 + ε/2

)2n
]
I1I2.

Here, it is important to emphasize that (89) is just an equation for the unknown λ. Since we are

imposing from the beginning the ansatz λ = λ0 + λ1ε+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε) with λ0 =
log(2)

2 ,

λ1 ∈
(
− log(2)

2
,−1− log(2)

2

)
,

and λ2(ε) = O(1) in terms of the parameter ε, the above is, at the end of the day, an equation for
λ1 and λ2(ε). We also remark that (89) depends on λ explicitly and implicitly through hL and hR.
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6.2. The value of λ1. Up to this point, we have shown that solving (41)–(42) reduces to solving

(89) for λ. The next step will be to fix the value of λ1 ∈ (− log(2)
2 ,−1−log(2)

2 ). Indeed, we impose

1− 1

2n

1

log(2)− 1
2

log

−
(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ZL [̊hL] + ZR [̊hR] = 0,(90)

where

−2nZL [̊hL] :=ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

xn − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

xndx

− ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
+ϖ′

0(1)

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx,

and

−2nZR [̊hR] :=ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 2

1

x−n − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ +∞

2

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx

+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ +∞

1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cR(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

x−ndx+
ϖ′

0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
+ϖ′

0(1)

∫ +∞

1

h̊R(x)− 1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)
x−ndx.

Notice that the integrals in ZL [̊hL] and Z [̊hR] are finite. Indeed, although λ0 + cR(x, 0) and

λ0 + cL(x, 0) behave like (x − 1)−1 near x = 1, the factors h̊R(x) − 1 and h̊L(x) − 1 behave like
(x− 1) log |x− 1|, ensuring the integrals converge.

It is easy to see from (90) that there exists a unique solution λ1 ∈ (− log(2)
2 ,−1−log(2)

2 ).
The motivation behind defining λ1 in this specific manner will become evident in what follows.

6.3. An equation for λ2(ε). The goal is to get, from equations (87) and the choice (90), an
equation for λ2(ε) of the type

λ2(ε) = M [̊hL, h̊R, λ1, ε] +R[̊hL, h̊R, λ1, ε;hR, hL, λ2(ε)],

where M is O(1) and R is o(1) in ε, and continuous in λ2(ε).
Recall that both hR and hL depend on λ2(ε).

6.3.1. The main term 1 + I1 + I2. We focus our attention on the main part of (89). That is,

1 + I1 + I2.

We are going to study the above expression in detail. Thus, we have

I1 = −(1− ε/2)
1

2n

∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(x(1− ε/2))xn
hL(x)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
dx,

I2 = −(1 + ε/2)
1

2n

∫ ∞

1
ϖ′

0(x(1 + ε/2))x−n hR(x)

λ+ cR(x, ε)
dx.

We start by studying I1. We have that

−2n
I1

1− ε/2
= K1 +ϖ′

0(1)

∫ 1

0

xn

λ+ cL(x, ε)
dx,

where

K1 :=

∫ 1

0

ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))hL(x)−ϖ′

0(1)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
xndx.
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Next, we analyze the term ∫ 1

0

xn

λ+ cL(x, ε)
dx.(91)

We shall decompose

1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
=

1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− 1(

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

+
1(

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

,

where we notice that

∂x(λ0 + cL(x, 0))|x=1 = log(2)− 1

2
,

∂εcL(x, 0)|x=1 =
1− log(2)

2
.

Therefore

λ+ cL(x, ε)−
((

log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1− log(2)

2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
=λ0 + cL(x, 0)−

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε (∂εcL(x, 0)− ∂εcL(1, 0)) + ε2∂2

ε cL(x, ε
∗),

with

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) =O((x− 1)2),

∂εcL(x, 0)− ∂εcL(1, 0) =O(x− 1).

In the integral∫ 1

0

 1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− 1(

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

xndx,

we must focus on the terms∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ+ cL(x, ε))
((

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)xndx(92)

∫ 1

0

ε(∂εcL(x, 0)− ∂εcL(1, 0))

(λ+ cL(x, ε))
((

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)xndx(93)

∫ 1

0

ε2∂2
ε cL(x, ε

∗)

(λ+ cL(x, ε))
((

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)xndx(94)

From Lemma 3.5, (93) can be bounded by

Cε

∫ 1

0

1

|x− 1|+ cε
dx ≤ Cε log(ε−1).

As usual, we obtain this bound for λ2(ε) = O(1) and for ε sufficiently small relative to

∣∣∣λ1+
1−log(2)

2

∣∣∣
|λ2(ε)| .
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The term (94) can be bounded by

Cε2
∫ 1

0

1

(|x− 1|+ cε)2
dx ≤ Cε.

Finally, for (92) we proceed as follows,

(92) =

∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

xndx

+

∫ 1

0

 λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ+ cL(x, ε))
((

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
−
λ0 + cL(x, 0)−

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

)
xndx

=

∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

xndx

+Remainder ,

where Remainder= O(ε log(ε−1)). In order to check this last equality, we split

1

(λ+ cL(x, ε))
((

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
(95)

− 1

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

=

(
1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)

)
1(

log(2)− 1
2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

+
1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)

 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

− 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

 .

In addition

1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
= −ε(λ1 + (∂εcL)(x, 0)) + ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε) + ε2(∂2

ε cL)(x, ε
∗)

(λ+ cL(x, ε))(λ0 + cL(x, 0)
.

Then we can see that ∣∣∣∣ 1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cε

|x− 1|2
.(96)

Also

(97)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

− 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Cε

|x− 1|(1− x+ cε)
.
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Using (97), (96) and the splitting (95) in Remainder, we obtain

|Remainder | ≤ Cε

∫ 1

0

1

1− x+ cε
dx ≤ Cε log(ε−1).

Thus we have that∫ 1

0

xn

λ+ cL(x, ε)
dx =

∫ 1

0

xn(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx(98)

+

∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

xndx

+O(ε log(ε−1)).

We now manipulate (98) further in order to simplify it. We just notice that∫ 1

0

xn − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

=

∫ 1

0

xn − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx

+

∫ 1

0

 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

− 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

 (xn − 1)dx

=

∫ 1

0

xn − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+O(ε log(ε−1)).

Therefore

∫ 1

0

xn

λ+ cL(x, ε)
dx =

∫ 1

0

1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

(99)

+

∫ 1

0

xn − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+

∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

xndx

+O(ε log(ε−1)).

We can compute explicitly the first integral in the right hand side of (99), namely∫ 1

0

1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx(100)

=
1

log(2)− 1
2

log

 −ε
(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
− ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

log(2)− 1
2 − ε

(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
− ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)


=

1

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
−ε

(
λ1 +

1− log(2)

2

)
− ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
− 1

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
+O(ε).
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We then get for I1:

−2n
I1

1− ε/2
=K1 +ϖ′

0(1)

∫ 1

0

xn − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx(101)

+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

xndx

− ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
+

ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
−ε

(
λ1 +

1− log(2)

2

)
− ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
+o(ε log2(ε)).

For I2 we have that

−2n
I2

1 + ε/2
= K2 +

∫ +∞

1

x−n

λ+ cR(x, ε)
dx,

where

K2 :=

∫ +∞

1

ϖ′
0(x(1 + ε/2))hR(x)−ϖ′

0(1)

λ+ cR(x, ε)
x−ndx.

Proceeding in a similar way as for (91), we get∫ +∞

1

x−n

λ+ cR(x, ε)
dx =

∫ +∞

1

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx(102)

+

∫ +∞

1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cR(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

x−ndx

+O(ε log(ε−1)).

Now we manipulate the first integral in the right hand side of (102). We have that∫ +∞

1

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

=

∫ 2

1

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

+

∫ +∞

2

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx,

where ∫ +∞

2

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

=

∫ +∞

2

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+O(ε),
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and

∫ 2

1

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

=

∫ 2

1

x−n − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

+

∫ 2

1

1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx.

Proceeding as in the left hand side we find that

∫ 2

1

x−n − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx

=

∫ 2

1

x−n − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+O(ε log(ε−1)).

Therefore

∫ +∞

1

x−n

λ+ cR(x, ε)
dx =

∫ 2

1

1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx(103)

+

∫ 2

1

x−n − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+

∫ +∞

2

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx

+

∫ +∞

1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cR(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

x−ndx

+O(ε log(ε−1)).

Again we can compute explicitly

∫ 2

1

1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1) + ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

dx(104)

=
1

log(2)− 1
2

log

(log(2)− 1
2

)
+ ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

ε
(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)


=

1

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
− 1

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)

2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
+O(ε).



42 ÁNGEL CASTRO AND DANIEL LEAR

Therefore

−2n
I2

1 + ε/2
=K2 +ϖ′

0(1)

∫ 2

1

x−n − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ +∞

2

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx

(105)

+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ +∞

1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cR(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

x−ndx

+
ϖ′

0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
− ϖ′

0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)

2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
+o(ε log2(ε)).

Before estimating the remainder terms K1 and K2, we introduce the following upper bound,
which will be used in the subsequent analysis:∫ 1

0

log(|x− 1|−1)

1− x+ ε
dx ≤ C log2(ε).(106)

Proof of (106).∫ 1

0

− log(1− x)

1− x+ ε
dx =

∫ ε

0

− log(x)

x+ ε
dx+

∫ 1

ε

− log(x)

x+ ε
dx

≤ −1

ε

∫ ε

0
log(x)dx− log(ε)

∫ 1

ε

1

x+ ε
dx ≤ C log2(ε).

□

For K1 we have that

K1 =

∫ 1

0
ϖ′

0(x(1− ε/2))
hL(x)− h̊L(x)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
xndx+

∫ 1

0

ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))̊hL(x)−ϖ′

0(1)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
xndx

=: K11 +K12.

From Lemma 5.11 we have that

K11 = M [̊hL, λ1] +R[̊hL, λ1;hL, λ2(ε)].

In addition, we can estimate K12 as follows

K12 =

∫ 1

0

ϖ′
0(x(1− ε/2))−ϖ′

0(1)

λ+ cL(x, ε)
h̊L(x)x

ndx+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
xndx

=O(ε log(ε−1)) +ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
xndx.

Also,∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
xndx =

∫ 1

0
(̊hL(x)− 1)

(
1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0) + ε (λ1 + ∂εcL(x, 0))

)
xndx

+

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0) + ε (λ1 + ∂εcL(x, 0))
xndx.

We will use, from Lemma 4.5, that |̊hL(x)− 1| = O(|x− 1| log(|x− 1|−1), to obtain∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0
(̊hL(x)− 1)

(
1

λ+ cL(x, ε)
− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0) + ε (λ1 + ∂εcL(x, 0))

)
xndx

∣∣∣∣
≤ Cε2 log2(ε)

∫ 1

0

log(|x− 1|−1)

1− x+ cε
xn ≤ Cε2 log4(ε) = o(ε log2(ε)),
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where in the last inequality we have used (106), and∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0) + ε (λ1 + ∂εcL(x, 0))
xndx

=

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx

+

∫ 1

0
(̊hL(x)− 1)

(
1

λ0 + cL(x, 0) + ε (λ1 + ∂εcL(x, 0))
− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)

)
xndx

≤
∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx+ Cε

∫ 1

0

log(|x− 1|−1)

1− x+ cε
dx =

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx+O(ε log2(ε)).

Therefore∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0) + ε (λ1 + ∂εcL(x, 0))
xndx =

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx+M [̊hL, λ1],

where ∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx = O(1).

We then have that

K12 =

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx+M [̊hL, λ1] +R[̊hL, λ1;hL, λ2(ε)].

Thus

K1 = ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx+M [̊hL, λ1] +R[̊hL, λ1;hL, λ2(ε).(107)

Proceeding in a similar way with K2 we obtain that

K2 = ϖ′
0(1)

∫ +∞

1

h̊R(x)− 1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)
x−ndx+M [̊hR, λ1] +R[̊hR, λ1;hR, λ2(ε)].(108)

We summarize the results (101), (105), (107) and (108) in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. The following equalities hold

−2nI1 =
ϖ′

0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
−ε

(
λ1 +

1− log(2)

2

)
− ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
−2nZL [̊hL] +M [̊hL, λ1] +R[̊hL, λ1;hL, λ2(ε)],

where

−2nZL [̊hL] :=ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

xn − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 1

0

λ0 + cL(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cL(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

xndx

− ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
+ϖ′

0(1)

∫ 1

0

h̊L(x)− 1

λ0 + cL(x, 0)
xndx.

−2nI2 = − ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
ε

(
λ1 +

log(2)

2

)
+ ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε)

)
−2nZR [̊hR] +M [̊hR, λ1] +R[̊hR, λ1;hR, λ2(ε)],
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where

−2nZR [̊hR] =ϖ′
0(1)

∫ 2

1

x−n − 1(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ +∞

2

x−n(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

dx

+ϖ′
0(1)

∫ +∞

1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)−
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

(λ0 + cR(x, 0))
(
log(2)− 1

2

)
(x− 1)

x−ndx+
ϖ′

0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

(
log(2)− 1

2

)
+ϖ′

0(1)

∫ +∞

1

h̊R(x)− 1

λ0 + cR(x, 0)
x−ndx.

Proof. We just notice that the leading order term for K1 in (107) is O(1) and, then, the leading
order term for −2nI1(1− ε/2)−1 in (101) is O(log(ε−1)). Therefore

−2nI1 = −2n
I1

1− ε/2
+ 2nε/2

I1
1− ε/2

= −2n
I1

1− ε/2
+ o(ε log2(ε)),

and the same estimates (101) and (107) for −2nI1(1 − ε/2)−1 are valid for −2nI1. The same
argument holds for −2nI2. □

Lemma 6.1 implies that

−2n(I1 + I2) =
ϖ′

0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log

−
(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
− ε log2(ε)λ2(ε)(

λ1 +
log(2)

2

)
+ ε log2(ε)λ2(ε)


−2nZL [̊hL]− 2nZR [̊hR] +M [̊hL,R, λ1] +R[̊hL,R, λ1;hR,L, λ2(ε)].

In addition, direct computations give us that

log

−
(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
− ε log2(ε)λ2(ε)(

λ1 +
log(2)

2

)
+ ε log2(ε)λ2(ε)


= log

−
(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)
(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)
+

1(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)ε log2(ε)λ2(ε) + o(ε log2(ε)).

Therefore, using the definition of λ1 in (90), we get

1 + I1 + I2 =− 1

2n

ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

1(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

)ε log2(ε)λ2(ε)

+M [̊hL,R, λ1] +R[̊hL,R, λ1;hR,L, λ2(ε)].

6.3.2. The term I1I2. From Lemma 6.1 we have that

I1 = I01 +O(1),

where

I01 =
1

2n

ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

log(ε−1) = O(log(ε−1)),

and it does not depend on λ2(ε) in any way. The same holds for I2. Therefore

I1 · I2 = I01 · I02 +O(log(ε−1)).
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Since 1− (1− ε/2)2n/(1 + ε/2)2n = O(ε) we find that(
1− (1− ε/2)2n

(1 + ε/2)2n

)
I1I2 = M [̊hL,R, λ1] +R[̊hL,R, λ1;hL,R, λ2(ε)].

We now summarize the content of this section in the following result.

Lemma 6.2. The following equality holds

1 + I1 + I2 +

(
1− (1− ε/2)2n

(1 + ε/2)2n

)
I1I2 =

− 1

2n

ϖ′
0(1)

log(2)− 1
2

ε log2(ε)λ2(ε)(
λ1 +

1−log(2)
2

)(
λ1 +

log(2)
2

) +M [̊hL,R, λ1] +R[̊hL,R, λ1;hL,R, λ2(ε)].

6.4. Completion of the proof using a Fixed Point argument. By Lemma 6.2, we have

λ2(ε) = M [̊hL, h̊R, λ1] +R[̊hL, h̊R, λ1;hL[λ2(ε)], hR[λ2(ε)], λ2(ε)],

where |M [̊hL, h̊R, λ1]| ≤ M − 1, for some constant M > 1 independent of ε. Consider the unit ball

B1 ≡ {µ : |µ−M [̊hL, h̊R, λ1]| < 1}.

This provides an a priori bound for µ. Indeed, |µ| ≤ M (here is where we fix the M in (37)).

Now, for any µ ∈ B1, we have R[̊hL, h̊R, λ1;hL[µ], hR[µ], µ] = oM (1) as ε → 0. In addition, the
map

B(µ) := M [̊hL, h̊R, λ1] +R[̊hL, h̊R, λ1;hL[µ], hR[µ], µ]

is continuous in µ for µ ∈ B1 and sufficiently small ε. Moreover, for ε small enough, B maps B1

into B1/2, since

|B(µ)−M [̊hL, h̊R, λ1]| ≤ oM (1).

As a consequence, by Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, we obtain a solution λ2(ε) to equation (89).

7. Proof of main theorem

For ε0 small enough, set 0 < ε < ε0 and let λ2(ε) be the solution found in Section 6.4 and
λ = λ0+ελ1+ε2 log2(ε)λ2(ε), with λ1 ∈ (− log(2)/2,−(1− log(2))/2) given by (90). Take (hL, hR)
the solutions of (63)-(64), given by Lemma 4.9, for that λ. We know that there exist (A,B) ̸= (0, 0)
such that HL = AhL and HR = BhR solve the integral equations (41) and (42). This is the content
of Section 6.1. Therefore

f∗
L(x) =

HL(x)

2nx(1− ε/2)(λ+ cL(x, ε))
, x ∈ [0, 1],

f∗
R(x) =

HR(x)

2nx(1 + ε/2)(λ+ cR(x, ε))
, x ∈ [1,+∞),

solve (25)-(26). Notice that, both f∗
R and f∗

L are smooth. Then, the rescaled version fL and fR
satisfy (23)-(24) as we want.

Appendix

This appendix contains the computations leading to the equations that appear in Section 1.2.
While the steps involved are elementary, they have been omitted from the body of the article to
improve readability. We include them here for completeness and for the benefit of readers interested
in verifying the derivation.
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Firstly, we will compute the velocities,

ur[∂rϖ(r)hn(r) cos(nθ)](r, θ)

=
er
2π

·
∫ ∞

0

∫ π

−π

(r cos(θ)− s cos(β), r sin(θ)− s sin(β))⊥

r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(θ − β)
∂sϖ(s)hn(s) cos(nβ)s dβds,

uθ[ϖ](r, θ)

=
eθ
2π

·
∫ ∞

0

∫ π

−π

(r cos(θ)− s cos(β), r sin(θ)− s cos(β))⊥

r2 + s2 + 2rs cos(θ − β)
ϖ(s)s dβds.

We find that

ur[∂rϖ(r)hn(r) cos(nθ)]

= − 1

2π

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

−π
∂sϖ(s)

sin(θ − β)

r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(θ − β)
hn(s) cos(nβ)s

2 dβds

= − 1

2π

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)hn(s)

∫ π

−π

sin(β)

r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(β)
hn(s) cos(n(θ − β))dβs2ds

= − sin(nθ)

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)hn(s)Kn(s/r)

s2

r2
ds = − sin(nθ)

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)hn(s)Kn(r/s)ds,

where (see Appendix of [9])

(109) Kn(r) =
1

2π

∫
T

sin(β) sin(nβ)

1 + r2 − 2r cos(β)
dβ =

{
1
2rr

−n, r > 1,
1
2rr

+n, r ≤ 1.

With the angular velocity, we proceed as follows. The full velocity for φ(x) = ϖ(r) is given by

u[φ](x) =
1

4π

∫
R2

log(|x− y|2)∇⊥φ(y)dy.

In polar coordinates

u[ϖ](r, θ) =
1

4π

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

−π
log(r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(θ − β))eθ(β)∂sϖ(s)dβsds.

Thus

uθ[ϖ](r, θ)

r
=

u[ϖ](r, θ) · eθ(θ)
r

=
1

4πr

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

−π
log(r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(θ − β)) cos(θ − β)∂sϖ(s)dβsds.

Integrating by parts yields

− 1

4π

∫
T
cos(β) log(r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(β))dβ =

1

4π

∫
T
sin(β)∂β log(r

2 + s2 − 2rs cos(β))dβ

=
r

2π

∫
T

s sin2(β)

r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(β)
dβ,

thus

uθ[ϖ](r, θ)

r
=−

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)s2

1

2π

∫ π

−π

sin2(β)

r2 + s2 − 2rs cos(β)
dβds

=−
∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)

s2

r2
K1(s/r)ds = −

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)K1(r/s)ds.
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Therefore, inserting (13) in (8), we find that

λn sin(nθ)hn(r) + n sin(nθ)hn(r)

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)K1(r/s)ds− sin(nθ)

∫ ∞

0
∂sϖ(s)hn(s)Kn(r/s)ds = 0

which yields (10).
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