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DEGREE COUNTING THEOREMS FOR SINGULAR LIOUVILLE
SYSTEMS

YI GU AND LEI ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Let (M,g) be a compact Riemann surface with no boundary and
u = (uy,...,up) be a solution of the following singular Liouville system:

hje" 1 J 1
Aou; + 2 2 4 _
s “”pf Juh; e“/dVg volg(M)) = 7 (O volg(M))’

where i = l7 ...y N, hy, ..., hy, are positive smooth functions, py,..., py are distinct
points on M, §,, are Dirac masses, p = (p1,...,pn) (p; > 0) and (¥1,..., W)
(7s > —1 ) are constant vectors. If the coefficient matrix A = (a,-j)nxn satis-
fies standard assumptions we identify a family of critical hyper-surfaces I’ for
p = (p1,--,Pn) so that a priori estimate of u holds if p is not on any of the Is.
Thanks to the a priori estimate, a topological degree for u is well defined for
p staying between every two consecutive I';s. In this article we establish this
degree counting formula which depends only on the Euler Characteristic of M
and the location of p. Finally if the Liouville system is defined on a bounded
domain in R? with Dirichlet boundary condition, a similar degree counting for-
mula that depends only on the topology of the domain and the location of p is
also determined.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we study the following Liouville system defined on a compact
Riemann surface (M, g) with no boundary:

h*. i 1 ) N (5 1 )
ui + =) 4ny (6, — ———),

A ]g'p] g Jult; eidv, ~ voly (M) l; 1O volg(M)
(1.1) for iel:={1,..n}, Yy >—-1,foriell=1,..,N,

where A7, ..., ), are positive smooth functions on M, py, ..., p, are nonnegative con-
stants, voly(M) is the volume of M, py,...,py are distinct points on M, §,, are
singular sources at p; and y; > —1 (i=1,..,n, [ = 1,...N) are constants as well.
Equation (L)) is called Liouville system if all the entrees in the coefficient matrix
A = (a;j)nxn are nonnegative.

System (I.)), in its generality, covers a large number of models in different
subjects of mathematics, physics and other disciplines as well. In physics Liouville
systems can be derived from the mean field limit of point vortices of the Euler flow
(see [8,19,23,[10]). The study of Liouville systems finds applications in nonabelian
Chern-Simons-Higgs theory ([18} 20, 21, 141]) and the electroweak theory (see [1}
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35, 136, 137, 138 139, 140, 41])).Various Liouville systems are also used to describe
models in theories of chemotaxis ([[11} [22]]), the physics of charged particle beams
[6 17,124, [25]], and other gauge field models [19,26]. Even if the system is reduced
to one equation, it has profound background in geometry: if the equation has no
singular source, it interprets the Nirenberg problem of prescribing Gauss curvature;
if the equation has singular sources, the solution represents a metric with conic
singularity [27]. It is just impossible to overestimate the importance of Liouville
systems.

One of the main goals in the study of Liouville system is to identity the role that
the topology of M plays in the structure of solutions. In particular, people seek to
identity a family of hyper-surfaces for p := (py, ..., pn), so that if p does not belong
to these hyper-surfaces, a priori estimate of u holds and the Leray-Schauder degree
can be defined. The explicit computation of the Leray-Schauder degree, which
depends on the topology of M, gives rise to existence of solution if the degree is
not zero. Usually the identification of critical hyper-surfaces requires detailed study
of blowup solutions, and it is well known that local, geometric information, such
as the Gauss curvature plays a crucial role in determining the asymptotic behavior
of blowup solutions, the main purpose of this article is to establish a link between
local analysis, the structure of solutions and the topology of 2-manifolds for a class
of singular Liouville systems.

If the system is reduced to Liouville equation, Chen and Lin completed the
program in a series of pioneering works [12, [13} [14]. The readers may read into
[28129] 142 314,143 for background and related discussions. Chen-Lin’s work was
extended by Lin and the second author [32} 33} 34] to Liouville systems with no
Dirac sources. Since singular sources have significant geometric applications, the
main purpose of this article is to extend Lin-Zhang’s degree counting formula to
systems with Dirac poles.

For the coefficient matrix A we postulate two conditions: The first one is called
a standard assumption:

(H1): A is symmetric, non-negative, irreducible and invertible.

Here we note that A being irreducible means there is no partition of the index set
I:={1,...,n} into two disjoint subsets / = I; U, such that a;; = 0 for all i € I, and
Jj € I,. In other words the Liouville system cannot be written as two separated sub-
systems. The second assumption, which is made on the inverse of Al = (aij Ynxcns
is called a strong interaction assumption: For I = {1, ...,n},

a’ <0, Viel, al’ >0, Vi#jijel,
(H2): -
Zjela” 2 0, Viel.
The reason that (H2) is called a strong interaction assumption can be justified from
the following two examples: For n = 2, the matrix

a a
A= 11 12
apx ax
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satisfies (H1) and (H2) if and only if ;; > 0, max(ai1,a22) < ai2, and det(A) # 0.
For n = 3, the following matrix

0 ay ap
Al = ag 0 as
ar) as 0

satisfies both (H1) and (H2) if and only if @; > 0 and a; +a; > ay for i, j,k all
different from one another.

The second main assumption is that around each singular source, the strength
of the singular source for each component is the same: ; =9 > —1 for all i =
1,...,n. This assumption is crucial to for ruling out all partial blowups later. Also
for convenience we assume that the volume of the manifold is 1, thus (I.1) can be
written as

X”: h;fe“7 i
(1.2) Agu; + ) pjaij(—————1)=) 4ny (6, —1)
=] JuMeidvy i=1 ]

Around each singular source, the leading term of u; is a logarithmic function
that comes from the following Green’s function G(x, q):

—AG(x,q) =6, — 1,
(1.3)
G, q)dx =0,

It is a common practice to define

N
uj = u; =41y %G(x, pr),
i=1

and rewrite (1.2) as

h je“/

n
(1.4) Agui+ Y aiipi(———1)=0, i=1,..,n,
87 ];1 rj thjeuJ

where
N

hi(x) = h;k (X)exl?{— Z 47'C’}/IG(X, pl)}7
=1

which implies that around each singular source, say, p;, in local coordinates, /; can
be written as
2
hj(x) = |x[7" g;(x)
for some positive, smooth function g;(x).

Obviously, equation (I.4) remains the same if u; is replaced by u; + ¢; for any
constant ¢;. Thus we might assume that each component of u = (uy,...,u,) is in

H'(M):={veL’(M); VvelL*(M),and /vdVg:O}.
M
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Then equation is the Euler-Lagrange equation for the following nonlinear
functional J, (u) in H' (M):

Jp (u) = 5/ Z a”Vgu,-VgujdVg — Zp, log/ h,-e“’dVg.
Mi=1 i=1 M
Let N be the set of positive integers. We shall use the following notation:

Z::{Smﬂ—l—ZSﬂ(l—l-%); Ac{pi,...pn}, meNTuU{o} }\{0}.
PIEA

Writing ¥ as

(1.5) E={8mn; | m<m<.. }

we first establish the following a priori estimate:

Theorem 1.1. Let A = (a;j)nxn satisfy (H1) and (H2). For k € Nt U{0}, and

Or ={(p1,-,Pn)| pi =>0,i€l;, and
87fnkZPi < Z a;jpip;j < 8mnyy ZPi- }

icl i,jel icl

Suppose hs are positive and C U functions on M and K is a compact subset of O.
Then there exists a constant C such that for any solution u = (uy,...,u,) of (L4)
with p € K and u; €H' (M), we have

lui(x)| <C, foriel, and x€eM.

Note that the set 0} is bounded if all a; > 0 and is unbounded if a; = O for some
i. By Theorem[I 1l the critical parameter set for (I.4)) is

I ={p; 87fnkZPi = Z aijpip;}-
icl ijel
Thanks to Theorem[L.1] for p ¢ I'x, we can define the nonlinear map 7), = (T',.., ")
from H'" =H'(M) x ... xH' (M) to H'" by

. B h et
T'= =8, (Y aijpi(—— —

Jjel Juhjet D) Pl

Obviously 7, is compact from H'" to itself. Then we can define the Leray-
Schauder degree of (I.4) by

dy = deg(I — Tp; B, 0),

where R is sufficiently large and Bg = {u; u €H'", and Y'_, ||u;||;n < R}. By
the homotopic invariance and Theorem [L.1] d,, is constant for p € Oy and is inde-
pendent of & = (hy,...,hy).

To state our degree counting formula for d, we consider the following generat-
ing function g:

B0 = (1) HONIY (1),
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where x (M) =2 —2g,(M) is the Euler Characteristic of M (g.(M) is the genus of
M). 1t is obvious to observe that if —y(M)+ N > 0,
(14x+x24 ) XN — (] — ) x(M)=N
Writing g(x) in the following form
g(x) =14+b1 X" +bx™ + ...,
we use by, bs, ... to describe our degree counting theorem:

Theorem 1.2. Let dj, be the Leray-Schauder degree for (L4). Suppose

n n
87ny Y pi < Y aijpipj < 8Tmis1 Y. pi,
i=1

i=1 ij

then

k
dp = ij, where by =1.
j=0

For most applications 7; are positive integers, which implies that
Y={8mm; mecNt}

Thus in this case (y € NT) if y (M) < 0 we have
1— 1+
(1.6) g(x) = (1+x+x>+ ...)7X(M)H;v:l%
—Xx
= (14+x+224.) XM (14 x4 ... +x7)
=1+4+bx+bpx*+ ...+ bpx* + ..
obviously b; > 0 for all j > 1, which implies

k
dpy=1+Y b;>0.
j=1

Corollary 1.1. Suppose all y, € N* and y(M) < 0. Then d, > 0 if

Z aiiPiP; # SﬂmZp, Vm € N*.

ijel il
Thus (L4) always has a solution in this case.

For an open, bounded smooth domain in R2, we are also interested in the fol-

lowing system of equations:

hie'l .
Aui"‘Z?:laijpijJh—;e“j =4n )l Sy, i€l
(1.7)

ui|8§2:0, iGI,

where hj,...,h, are smooth functions on Q and py,..., py are distinct points in the
interior of Q.
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Let
g(x) = (14x4x24..) QNI (1 —x1+1) Z bjx",

where % (Q) =1 —g.(Q) (g.(Q) is the number of holes bounded by Q) is the Euler
Characteristic number of Q, and by = 1. Then we have

Theorem 1.3. Suppose
8mny ZPi < Z a;jpip;j < 8mwny 1 Zpi-

icl ijel iel
Then d, = ZI;':O bj. If i,...,yw € NT, Q is not simply connected and Yijaijpipj #
8mmY; p; for any m € N, we have d, > 0 and the existence of a solution to (LZ).

If the Liouville system on (M, g) is written as
(1.8) Agu; —I—Za,] eJ—47rZy1 s LED,
JeI

with the same assumptions on A, 4}, ¥ and vol(M) = 1, we first remark that @s
is a special case of (I.4). Indeed, integrating (I.8)) on both sides, we have

Zau/ h*e“; :47EZ}/,.
I

Jel
Thus
(1.9) / hie =4any /(Y. y), i€l
jel l
Setting
= ()Y d")(4 Z icl,
JeI
we can write (I.8) as
h*e“;
Al +Za,]pj 7M —1)=Y 4ny(6, —1), icl
Ju he p

If M is a torus (y (M ) =0) and ¥ € N* we can compute the Leray-Schauder degree
if Y, v is odd.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose M is a torus, yy € N* and ¥,y is odd. Then Leray-
Schauder degree for (L.8) is %H?’Zl (I+y).

Here we would like to point out that if the topology of the manifold is trivial,
Bartolucci [2] studied another delicate Liouville system and proved some existence
results when the topological degree is zero.

The main ideas of proofs in this article are motivated by a number of related
works. One major difficulty comes from the “partial blowup phenomenon”, which
means when a system is scaled according to the maximum of all its branches, some
components disappear after taking the limit. One crucial step is to prove that no
component is lost after scaling. We call this a fully bubbling phenomenon. For this
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part we use the idea in [33]]. Another major difficulty comes from the non-simple
blowup phenomenon. When a singular source happens to be a blowup point, it
is possible to have a finite number of disjoint bubbling disks all tending to the
singular source. Such a blowup picture is called “non-simple blowup”, studied by
Kuo-Lin [27] and independently by Bartolucci-Tarantello [5]] for singular Liouville
equations. In this article, using ideas in [30, 31]] we extend the results of Kuo-Lin,
Bartolucci-Tarantello to Liouville systems and prove that the non-simple blowup
phenomenon can only occur if the strength of the singular source is a multiple of
4r.

Finally we would like to explain the role of (H 1) and (H2) and how the blowup
analysis of Liouville systems is different from that of Toda systems [30, 31]]. For
Liouville systems, the total integration (energy) of global solutions belongs to a
hypersurface [32]], which means the energy is not discrete. To rule out the difficulty
caused by the abundance of energy we need to use (H1) and (H2) to prove that
the profiles of bubbling solutions around different blowup points are the same.
Moreover, there is almost no energy outside the bubbling disks. However, for Toda
systems, even though the energy of global solutions is quantized, a major difficulty
comes from the fact that there is a lot of energy outside bubbling disks. In [31],
tools in algebraic geometry are used to prove that energy outside bubbling disks is
also quantized.

The organization of this article is as follows: In section two we analyse the
asymptotic behavior of solutions near a blowup point and we prove, using ideas in
[33]] that the energy of ué‘ must satisfy certain rules around different blowup points.
In this section we also establish certain estimates for non-simple blowup points.
Then in section three we prove all the main theorems. In particular the proof of
degree counting theorems is by reducing the systems to Liouville equation and use
the previous results of Chen-Lin [13}14].

2. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR AROUND A SINGULAR SOURCE

Since the proof of all the main theorems boils down to detailed analysis of lo-
cally defined blow up solutions, in this section we consider a locally defined Liou-
ville system

n
@2.1) A+ Y aihes = Anydy, icl, in BsCR’
j=1

where h’f , ..., ik are positive smooth functions on Bj (the ball centered at the origin
with radius 6 > 0) with uniform bounds:

(2.2) O<ci<h<cy W) <es, i€l

for ¢1,¢2,¢3 > 0 independent of k. Let y > —1 is the strength of &y, A = (aij)nxn

satisfy (H1), (H2), and we assume the uniform bound on the integral of hf.‘e”? and
its oscillation on dBjg (the boundary of Bg) :

2.3) nket <C
Bs
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(2.4 max max |uf(x) —uf(y)| <C,
i x,y€dBs

for some C independent of k. Then in this section we consider the case that the
origin is the only blowup point in Bg: let

(2.5) i (x) = uf (x) = 2ylog|x|, icl:={l,...n}
and write the equation for & = (i, ..., %) as
(2.6) A+ Y ailxHie™ =0, in Bj.
J
Then we assume that
~k
2.7 M} = max max ul_(x) where u=1+7,
i x€Bg u
tends to infinity:

(2.8) My — oo and given € € (0,8),max max ut <C(g)
i xEBg\BE

for some C(&) > 0 independent of k.
In this case the profile of blowup solutions is more intriguing than that around a
regular point. There are two possibilities: either

(2.9 maxm%xu k(x) +2loglx| < C

1

or along a subsequence

(2.10) max max i} (x) + 2log |x| — ce.

i x€Bg

We call the blowup phenomenon “simple” if (2.9]) holds. Otherwise, if (2.10) holds
we use “non-simple-blowup” to describe u*.

2.1. Simple-blowup. First we consider the case when (2.9) holds. Let
¥ (y) = i (gy) +2uloge;, where & = e 1Mk,

Then it is easy to Verify that \7’.‘ <0and

(2.11) +Za,j (ey) e’ =0, |y < gt

Then we prove

Lemma 2.1.

(2.12) max v+ (0) > —C.

i

Proof: From (2.8)) we see that there exists y; € B(0, 58,: ) such that max; ¥ (y;) =0
and [yi| = o(1)g; . Let i = |yy| and

Z(y) = (ny) +2ulogre—co, |y <2, i€l
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where cg is chosen to make zi-‘ < —1 (see (2.9)). We write the equation of zf-‘ as

2ypk K+
L LyalyPre

k k
Az k z; =0, <2
g
. X Z'aijhk-ezf'(“o . . )
Using z; < —1 we see that 1127?{‘ is bounded. Standard Harnack inequality
for linear equation gives l
2.13 max(—z¥) < Cmin(—2* iel.
@13 nax(—<f) < Cmin(—).

Thus max; min ﬁi-‘ > —C on dB,,. Then (2.12) follows easily from standard maxi-
mum principle. Lemma [2.1]is established. [J

The proof of Lemma 2.1] also implies that at least one component of \75‘ is
bounded below over any compact subset of R?, which means these components
converge to a global function along a subsequence. Thus we use /) to be the indexes
of converging components. In other words, for indexes not in /;, the corresponding
components tend to minus infinity over any fixed compact subset of R

Let v; be the limit of \7{.‘ and we use

1 5 .
o, = g/}Rz T’ i€l

to denote the energy of  in R2. Here for convenience we assumed /%(0) = 1, but
this assumption is not essential. Traditional method can be used to prove

i(y) = —mlogly|+O(1), |y[>1, i€l
where m; = Z;?ZI a;jo;. Fori € I} we have
(2.14) mp>2u, u=I1+4+vy, iecl.

Let Gik denote the energy of uf-‘ in Bg:
1 &
k ki 2y @ .
0 = 5o /B(;hi |x[Te", i=1,..,n,

Then it is immediate to observe that

klim 6,-" >o0;, iel.
—»00

Corresponding to Gik we set mi‘ to be

n
mf = Z aij Gjl-{.
j=1
Before we proceed we extend 2.14) to all i € I:

Lemma 2.2.

(2.15) mi =Y a;jc;>2u, ie€l\l.
jel
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Proof: First we invoke a result from [33]]: For A satisfying (H1) and (H2), a;; >0
if i # j. We prove (2.13) by contradiction. Suppose m = min{m;, i€ I} <2u.
Then we immediately observe two facts: first m; > m for all i € I} because m; > 2u
for i € I. Second m > 0 because 0; =0if i ¢ Iy and a;; > 0if i # j. Let J = {i €
I m;=m}. Clearly J is not empty, /; NJ = 0 and we use J; to denote 7\ {/; UJ}.
Moreover we use m = min{m;; i€ I; UJ;}. Clearly m > m. For each i € J, we
have o; = 0 since i ¢ I;. Thus

0=o0; :Zaijmj :Zma’j+ Z a’m;.
J

icJ jeiul
Using m; > m for i € J and a;; > 0 for i # j, we have
(2.16) 02mZaij—l—Zaijrh:mZaij—l—Zaij(m—m).
jeJ il Jel Jél
In view of (H2), which includes Y ; a’/ > 0, we see that equality in (2.16)) holds
and
d/ =0, VicJand VjeI\lJ.
Thus A~! can be written as a block-diagonal form, which means A can also be
written as a block diagonal form (after possible rearrangement of indexes), which

is a contradiction to the irreducibility of A. (2.13) and Lemma [2.2] are established.
U

The following lemma gives an estimate of the behavior of ué‘ near dBg:

Lemma 2.3. Let My be defined in (2.7) and 0 be a simple blowup point of u*, then
we have

cf=0ci+o(l), i=1.2.,n,

k
-k m; — 24
u;

(x):—m{.‘log’x‘— My+0O(1), x€dBg, i€l

and

i}

M+ (@(0) — uM) +0(1), x€dBs, idl.

k_2
(1) = —mflog|| - " E
2
Remark 2.1. Note that we use o(1) to denote a quantity tending to 0 as k — oo, and
O(1) to denote a quantity whose absolute value does not tend to infinity as k — .
Fori¢l, ﬁf‘(O) — UM — —oo. Also even fori & I}, limy_o m{‘ > 0 because a;j >0

fori# j.

Proof of Lemma[2.3: As mentioned before, at least one component of 7 converges
uniformly over any fixed compact subset of R?. Then it is easy to find Ry — oo to
make the following hold:

1 4 ,
E/B [*HE ()™ Vdy = 6;+0(1), i€,
Ry

1

— [ b ety =o(1), i€\,
27 JBg,
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Let %(r) be the spherical average of #* on dB,, the differentiation of %(r) gives

d— 1 1 y y
~k o ~k k 2 j
Evi (r) = %ArAvi = _27rr /Bz, - al]hj(gky)‘y’ Ve"]'

Since a;; > 0 and all m; > 2, it is easy to use Green’s representation of \7{-‘ to prove

o 5
Hr) =) +o), bl=n Re<r<zg’
and

@17 HO) < T (R) - 2u+8)logly|+0(1), >R, i€l

for some 8; > 0 independent of k. Even though 8; > 0 may be small, it leads to the
smallness of the energy of \75‘:

[ P =06
Bs]:lé\B’

Thus we can give an accurate estimate of the energy of \7{-‘ as:
1 2y k w k. —8 —1
(2.18) o V|“7hi (&y)e't =mj —O(r "), R <r<0og .
B,

By the smallness of the error term in (2.18)) and standard estimates from the Green’s
representation for \7{-‘ , we easily obtain
() = —mflog|y|+0(1), 1<y < 8]:15, Yiel.

1

The estimate for \7{-‘ near infinity can be translated into the following estimate for

k.
ul .

iif (x) = 7 (y) —2uloge,  for[x =5, |y|=¢ 5,
|
= —mjlog|y| = 2p(=5My) + O(1)

= — m¥log |x| + m! log & + uM; + O(1)

mk—2
(2.19) = —mllog|x| — ’2 NMH—O(I).

Thus the estimate for i € I for uf-‘ is established.
It is also straight forward to prove that for all i & I,

/B(o J18)\B PR (E)e™ O =00 ), Re<r<g's.
& r

With this estimate the behavior of \7{.‘ for i € I} can be written as

7 (y) = 05(0) = () aijo)log|y|+0(1), i¢H.
JEL
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Consequently for i# we have, for [x| = & and |y| = &_"|x|,

it (x) = v (v) — 2 log &
=% (0)— (Y aijo%) log|y| + uMy,
Jeh

1_2“

= —mflog|x| - M+ (i1f (0) — 1LMy).

Lemmal[2.3lis established. [J

Remark 2.2. Even though some components of (G4, ...., 0,) may be zero, (G, ..., 0y)
still satisfies the standard Pohozaev identity:

(2.20) Y aijoi0; _42 1+7)o,

i,jel

The derivation of (2.20) is standard and we mention the argument here for the
convenience of readers. The Pohozaev identity for u* on  is

Ziel(fg(x : Vh{.‘)e"? + Zhi_ceu{.‘)

~ o (B b+ 5 Oua -9~ A v) (7 Vi) )

Setting Q = Bg \ B¢ and let € — 0, we have

1
/a Za” vu"&u——Vu Vu —1—26/ h]-‘ i

Bs ijel il
_22/ H "1+Z/ x-VH)e +4n Y iy,
il il ijel

where we have used
Vuk = 2yx/|x|* + a bounded function

near the origin. In order to evaluate other terms we can use standard elliptic
estimate to obtain

Vi (x) = (Z;,aijﬁj =2y+o(1)/Ixl, ¥l =

Then (2.20) follows from direct computation. We refer the readers to [30] and [32]]
for more detailed computation.

Remark 2.3. If the blowup point p is not a singular source, the scaling is centered
at py — p where the maximum of i* is attained. In this case we have max; V¥ (0) = 0
and the non-simple blow-up does not happen.
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2.2. The comparison of blowup solutions around different blowup points. Un-
der the same context as in the previous subsection, we establish the following
lemma which compares the behavior of solutions outside bubbling disks.

Lemma 2.4. Let p and q be two disjoint blowup points of

Auf + Zaijh’;e”ﬁ =4ry,0, +4ny,6,, icl
J

in Q CC R? where p,q € Q, Yp, Yy > —1. Suppose the assumption on h{-‘ is the
same as before: Uniformly bounded above and below by positive constants and
uniformly bounded in C' norm. And we also have the uniform bound energy and
finite oscillation assumptions:
/ K uy <C, max |[uf(x)—uk(y)| <C.
Q x,y€0Q

We use (of,...,6%) and (6F,...,6%) to denote the integration of u* in B(p,8) and
B(q,9), respectively:

of= L / gt ok— L / et
“o2nBpe) T 2w Bgs)

If p or q is a regular point instead of a singular source, we have 7y, =0 or ¥, = 0.
Correspondingly we set

n
k __ k -k __ ~k
mi =) a0}, ;=Y a6
j=1

jel
Assume in addition that

uf|38(p.6) = Ui 1B(g.5) + O(1).
Then if p and q are both simple blowup points, we have

2.21) Hq lim G = hm 61 , 1€l
[.Lp k—yoo

Remark 2.4. If p or q is a regular point, it is a simple blowup already.

Proof of Lemma

Since p and g can be a singular source or a regular point on the manifold, we use
Uy = 147, if p is a singular source. Otherwise p, = 1. Let My = max;e; @ (x) /W,
for x € B(p, §) and My = max; it (x) /1, in B(q,8), where ¥ is u¥ minus a corre-
sponding logarithmic term in local coordinates. Suppose M is attained at pj that
tends to p and M; is attained at g, that tends to g. Using Lemma[2.3] we have, for
iel
(2.22)

g

mk—2
%Mk—l-(.upMk—ﬂf(pk)) %Mﬁr(ﬂq k=i (qx) +O(1).

Here we further remark that, say around p, if the first / components of ii* converge
to a system of / equations after scaling, p,M; — ﬁf‘ (pr) are uniformly bounded
for 1 <i <. In this case u,My — i*(px) can be replaced by O(1). For i > I,
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wpMj — ﬂf‘( pr) tends to infinity. The right hand side of (2.22) can be understood
similarly. For each i € I, if

LMy — it (i) > My — it (qi),

we let

If = (upMi — @i} (pi)) — (HgMy — @ (q)), and I}
On the other hand, if

0.

LMy — it (i) < oMy — it (qi),

we let
=0, and T = (U — 7 (qr)) — (M — 35 (pr)-
Set
1k Ik
L:={iel l}g&ﬁ}( >0} ,and L:={i€l %ﬂﬁk > 0}.

It is easy to observe that I; NI, = 0. We claim that /; = 0, which is now proved by
contradiction:
Suppose I} # 0, then we consider two cases: I, # 0 and I, = 0.

Case one: I, # 0.
Let ) .
M, . - I’
A = lim =, &= lim -4, & = lim .
k—roo My, k—yoo My, k—ro0 Mk
We claim that these limits exist along a subsequence. Indeed, using the definition
of l{‘ and 171‘ (2.22)) can be written as
mb—2u, My 15 mb-2p, 0

i i
— —_ = —_— 1.
2 M, M, 2 +Mk+0( )

Take i € I, the right hand side tends to mif“ 1 which means along a subsequence,

the two terms on the left hand side tend to % and §;, respectively( we use o; to

denote the limit of Gl-k . m;,m;,0; are understood in a similar fashion). On the other

hand for j € I, the left hand side tends to mi%””k, which forces the right hand
side to converge to m,'—22[.L ¢ 1 §; along a subsequence. Now (2.22)) leads to

n2 i
qu&- Viel.

m; — 24 _
P 5

Here we recall that 8 > 0 in I; and &; > 0 in I,. We also will use 6;8; = 0 for all
i. From 6; = 0in I, we have
0= 6,' = Z aijmj+ Z aijn'zj.
jeh jéh

(2.23)

Since A is irreducible, there exist i € I, and j ¢ I, such that ¢’/ > 0. Multiplying §;
on both sides and taking the summation for i € I, we have
Y a’m;é; <.

i,j€h
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So trivially there exists i € I, such that
(2.24) Y a’5; <o.
JEDL

From the comparison of the ith component, we have
-2
+Ya B )+¥a lig, — ——Za”u —|—Za”5~.

The second term on the left is nonnegative because §; = 0 if i € I, and a'l > 0if
i # j. The first term on the right is 0, the last term on the right is negative. Thus
the equation above is reduced to

A{ T, T
EG;—M.LPZa” < —Za”uq.
J j
Since o; > 0, the strict inequality and (H2) imply }; d'l > 0, thus we have
A > g/ 1y
On the other hand the same argument applied to i € I gives
A<t

Hp
Thus this case (I} # 0, I, # 0 ) is ruled out.

Next under the assumption /; # @ we consider the case that I, = 0.
Since all 6; = 0 we have

mi—2‘LLpl+6.: nﬁi—Zuq

: ; s, el

Using this expression in
-2 -2
Zau [,lq [,Lq Zalj'uq?

which is equivalent to the Pohozaev identity for (61,..., 6,) (see Remark 2.2) we
have

(2.25) lzza’]u —I—ZQLZa” 0+ Z a'’8:6; —Za”/.t

i,jel

where we have used
2 2
Lo/ () = g

The second term on the left hand side of (2.23) can be written as
A(Y 08— 21, ) () a")5))
J joi

which is nonpositive because 6;8; = 0 and ¥;a”/ > 0. We further claim that the
third term on the left hand side of (2.23)) is nonpositive. This is because all the
eigenvalues of (aij )1, x1, are non-positive. This is proved in [33] and we include
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it here for convenience: Without loss of generality we assume I; = {1, ...,io} and
let F = (a")ig x iy for i,j € I. Let u be the largest eigenvalue of F and n =
(M1, ...,Mj,) be an eigenvector corresponding to . Here 1 is the vector that attains
max v Fy, vv=1.
veR'0
Since a”/ > 0 for all i # j, we can choose n; > O0foralli € l;. Foreachi eI,
0=0;= Z dijmj—l- Z aijmj.
Jeh J¢h
Thus by (H2) -
Z a’m;j <0, iel.
JEL
Multiplying both sides by 7; and taking summation on i, we have
0> Z l]nlm] Z.l”bmj
i,jel Jjeh
Using 7); > 0 (at least one of them is strictly positive) and m; > 0 for i € I}, we have

u<o.

Thus from (2.23)) we have
a> b
Hp
Note that we have used };; a > 0 because otherwise A~! would not be invertible.

Next using the proof of (Z24) we can find some i € I; such that ¥ ;c; a”/8; < 0.
For this i, from

Za” L =L Ll

we write it as
—Za”upk +Y d'8;=6;/2— Za’uq,
JEL
where we have use o; =0 for i € [;. Using 6; > 0 and Zjell af5j < 0 we have

A< Hy.
Hp
Therefore this case (I} # 0,1, = @) is also ruled out. We have proved that I; = @. In
a similar manner I, = 0 can also be established.

Finally using
o, =2
(2.26) e L B WP §
2 2
in the Pohozaev identity for (&1, ...,5,) we have
M
2.27) A= lim = = Ha.
k—oo My Uy
Using in (2.26) we further have
(2.28) B — iy Big—6, icl
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Lemma[2.4)is established [J

Finally we deduce the asymptotic behavior of u* when non-simple-blowup oc-
curs.

2.3. Non-simple blowup. Now we consider the second possibility, the non-simple
blowup. This phenomenon happens when holds. Recall that u* = (uf, ..., uk)
satisfies @.1). If holds, a standard selection process ( [30] ) determines a
finite number of bubbling disks: B(pf‘ , rf‘) for/ =1,...,N where pf‘ are local max-
imums of some u¥ and r{s are determined as follows: Scale u* with respect to the
maximum of maxl-ué‘ (pf‘) then the system converges to a possibly smaller global
system with finite energy. Note that we use B(p, §) to denote the ball centered at p
with radius 0. Then it is easy to choose R — oo such that the integral of the scaled
functions over B(0,Ry) is only o(1) different from the energy of entire solutions.
Scaling back to u; we have that the integral of e over B(pf‘ ) rf‘) is o(1) different
from the energy of its global limit. Moreover, if we use (lel Seees G,’;) to denote the
energy in B(p¥,rf) we have

Z aijGIIEGll} = 42 Gl]§ +0(1)

ijel i

Here we shall invoke some argument in [30]]. The main result in this part is:

Proposition 2.1. If (Z10) holds, p € NT.

First we mention the following simple lemma:
) (1)

Lemma 2.5. Let A = (a;j)nxn be a matrix that satisfies (H1). Suppose (6,",....,0p
and (61(2), ey 6,52)) are two vectors with nonnegative components. If they both sat-
isfy

n

Zaijci(l) Gj(l) =4u Z Gi(l)
ij i=1

forl =1,2 and some u > 0. Then if

n
(2.29) Zlaijo}” >2u, i=1,..n
]:
and
Gi(z) > Gl(l) i=1,...,n
Then
ol = i=1,..,n

Proof of Lemma 2.5 The proof is immediate. Let s; = Gi(z) — Gl-(l). Then s; > 0.
The difference between the two equations in (2.29) gives

Z(a,-jojgl) — 2u)si + Za,-jsisj =0.
i.j i,J
By the assumption (H 1) and the nonnegativity of s; we have s; = 0 for all i. (J

Proof of Proposition 2.1k First we use
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Y= {Oaplfv 7p5{V}
to denote the set of blowup points and the origin. Note that there may also be a
bubbling disk centered at the origin, as described in Lemma[2.1l Here we invoke
the definition of group in [30]. If a few bubbling disks are of comparable distance to
one another and are much further to other bubbling disks, the set of these bubbling
disks ( that of comparable distance to one another) is called a group. See [31} [30]]
for more detailed discussions. For example, p’{, pé,pg‘ are called in a group if

dist(pk, ps) ~ dist(p%, p&) ~ dist(p5, p) and
dist(p},q) /dist (P, p5) —
for any ¢ € T\ {p, 5, 5 }-
Now we make two important observations: First, there is no group far away from
the origin. The reason is if there were such a group, say B(py,lx) and B(gy, ) be-

long to a group and dist (0, py)/dist(py,qr) — oe. First by the argument of Lemma
2.14] and Lemma all the components of u* have faster decay than harmonic

function near dB(py, ;) and dB(qx,l;): in precise terms, if we use (6";1,..., Gé‘n)
and (c* Ogis-oms qn) to denote the energy in B(px,lx) and B(gx,lx), respectively, we
have

ij i
and

Y aijolol, =4Y o4+o(1).
ij ;
Moreover, as in Lemma[m]
(2.30) : Za,jc >2, my Za,,o >2, Viel

Let dy be the distance from P to the nearest member in ¥ not in the group of p;
and g;. Then means all components of ¥ decay so fast that there is little
energy in B(py,di/2) \ (B(pk,lk) UB(qk,lx)). Looking at the average of u¥ it is
easy to find I < d /2 which satisfies

i/l — oo, I = o(1)dist (pr,Zi \ the group of py).
And on 9B(py, ;) we still have
(2.31) ub(x) +2logl — —oo, i€l

From (2.31) it is easy to use the Green’s representation formula to evaluate the
Pohozaev identity and obtain (see [30])

(2.32) Zauollclj 42 or+o(l),

where 6 =5z fB (e, lk h ¢ . Since (Gl’l’ ,Gln) and (o* ol ,Gpn) satisfy the same

equation but Gﬁ > Gpl + o, l, by Lemma [2.5] we easily get a contradlctlon Here
we briefly review how (2.31)) leads to (2.32)). Roughly speaking (2.31)) means the

value of uf‘ is very small on dB(py,l;) and by Harnack inequality, most energy of
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ui-‘ in B(px, ;) is concentrated near p;, which implies that all the derivatives of ui-‘
is very easy to estimate on dB(py, ;). The evaluation of the derivatives of uf-‘ and

the smallness of ¢ on OB(pr, 1) lead to (2.32).

The second main observation is that for the group containing the orgin, there
is no bubbling disk centered at the origin. In other words, if there is a group that
contains the origin, it has to be case that there are finitely many bubbling disks,
say B(ph,r%),....B(pk, %), with pf....pF all of comparable distance to the origin
and there is no bubbling disk centered at the origin. This fact is also proved by
contradiction. Suppose around the origin there is a bubbling disk whose energy is
(of,...0%). We have already known that

Z%G o} = 4u26,7‘+o(1).

If there is another bubbling disk, say B( p1 ,Iy) in the group, we can find [; such that

B(0,1;) encloses all the bubbling disks in this group and [ is less than half of the
distance from O to any member in X; outside the group. The fast decay property as
before also gives

uf(x) +2logl — —o, x€dB(0,I}).

Using the same argument as in [30] we have
Z orof =4u Z o+ o(
ij

k . . . .
where Gf'k = ﬁ J B(O,l-k)hf.‘e”i. Since oj; is significantly greater than Gl.k for at least
one component, Lemma [2.3] gives a contradiction as before.

By the two observations before we only need to consider the case that there are
finitely many bubbling disks around the origin and their centers are of comparable
distance to the origin. Suppose these local maximums are p’f,..., pf‘\,, and we suppose
|pf] ~ .

Let

A= Max max u; k(x) +2log |x].
Without loss of generality we suppose Ay is attained at p; . Let & = |p; x| and
(2.33) V() = uf (pr+ 8y) +2log &, i€l

It is immediate to observe that the domain of v¥ contains B(0,88, ") for some small
0 > 0. Standard selection process can be employed to obtain finite bubbling disks
centered at ps k,...,py  such that not only |p; x| ~ &, but also |p,, x — pix| ~ & for
all [ # m. Let zﬁ‘ be the images of p; by the scaling in (2.33). Then clearly z’l‘ is
the origin and the distance between any two zf‘ s is comparable to 1. So we assume,
B(z¥,8) are mutually disjoint for some small § > 0. The definition of v¥ clearly
implies that

max max vf-‘ = Ayg.
i Bs
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Let I; be the set of convergent components after scaling according to the maximum
of all components. Then using previous discussion we have

k_
{vf-‘(y):—mf-‘log\y]—m;TzAk—FO(l), iel;, ye€dBs,
v (y) = —mblog|y| — "2 Ag +vE(0) — A+ O(1), i€, y€dBs.

1

for some § > 0. Here we use (of,...,0%) and (m%,...,m¥) to denote the energy

n
around pj :
1 k
k k v k k
o= — h; oy)e’i, iel, mi=Y) a0
DY - /B(O,S) (Pt 0y) ! ‘ Zj: e

If we use (6F,...,6%) and (%, ...,m¥) to denote energy around another bubbling
disk in this group. Lemma[2.4] gives

k k

limo; = limG;, icl.
k—yoo k—yo0

The Pohozaev identity for (of,...,0}) is

(2.34) Za,jok j"_4Zo +o(1).

The equation for (6%,...,6%) is the same. If we use Ay to denote the maximum
around the bubbling disk that 6,-" represents, the proof of Lemma[2.4] gives
Ak//_\k =1 —I—O(l).

Let 0; = limy_o Gik. Then (o7, ...,0,) satisfies
Zaijoioj :426,'.
ij i

On a fast decay radius that encloses all bubbling disks in the group round the sin-
gular source, we have

Zaij(NGi)(NGj) =4u Z(NG,-).

Thus u = N (that is Y= N — 1) and Proposition [2.1lis established. []

Next we derive the asymptotic behavior of uf‘ on dBg for some & > 0 small if
the non-simple blowup phenomenon occurs. Recall that § is the distance from 0
to a local maximum of uf-‘. Here we abuse the notation of vf-‘ by defining it slightly
differently:

V() = i (8y) +2log &, iel.
Then we have

+Zau Skyef—47ry50 |y|<33k_1, iel

If we use () to denote the spherical average of V¥ at dB,, we have, for r >> 1 (
so B, contains all the N bubbling disks around the orlgln)

d 1,1 v
ar k(”)——;(g/B aijhe’l —2y)
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Thus based on the asymptotic behavior of vi-‘ around each of the N bubbling
disks, we have
d —Nmk+2 0
B gh(ry = mt2volr?)

r
for some 6; > 0. So for r ~ 6,;1 we have, fori € I,

mk—2
Vi) =-=5

Using Y= N — 1 and the definition of v¥ in (Z33), we have

Ae+ (=Nmi+27)log§ ' +0(1), |y|~§".

(2.35) wf198(p,5) = Vilap(0,6:1) T 2108 &
k2 k2 -
= "= A — (55)2N1og 81 4+ 0(1),
k_
= "2 (Ac+2Nlog&) +0(1), i€l
Fori €I\, we have

k mf —2
(2.36) Ui loB(p.s) = —T(Ak+2Nlog &) — Ny,
for some Ny = Ay —¥(0) + O(1) — oo.

From (2.33) and (2.36)) we see that even if the non-simple blowup phenomenon
happens around a singular source, still the argument of Lemma [2.4] can be applied
to compare the energy of two blowup points, regardless of they are simple or not.
Thus under the same context of Lemma except that we remove the simple-

blowup requirement, we still have

(2.37) Ovi _ %4 ey
Hp Mg

where (Op1,...,0p,) and (01, ..., Oy4n) are energies at p and g, respectively.

3. PROOF OF THE A PRIORI ESTIMATES AND THE DEGREE COUNTING

THEOREMS
Proof of Theorem [L.1k
Let u = (uy,...,u,) be a solution of (L4). We set
3. v,-:ui—log/Mhie“"dVg, i=1,...,n,
which immediately gives
(3.2) /Mh,-ev"dVg =1, i€l
The equation for v = (vy,...,v,) now becomes
(3.3) Agvi+ Y pjaij(hje’ —1) =0, €1.
jel

To prove a priori estimate for u, we only need to establish

3.4) vix)| <C, i€l
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because with (3.4) we have

(3.5) log/ hie"' — C < u;(x) < log/ hie" +C.
M M

The fact that u € H'”(M) implies that for each i, there exists xo; € M such that
ui(xo;) = 0. Hence by (3.3) we have

(3.6) ]log/ he'| <C, i€l
M

In view of and (3.6), the bound for u is a direct consequence of the bound
of v. Also we only need to prove the upper bound for v, because the lower bound
of v can be obtained from the upper bound of v and standard Harnack inequality.
Therefore our goal is to prove

3.7 vilx) <C, i€l

The proof of (3.7) is by contradiction. Suppose there exists a sequence V* to
(33) that limy_,.. max; max, v(x) — . Then we consider two separate cases.

Case one: p¥ — p; > 0as k — oo, forall i € I.
The equation for V¥ is
(3.8) A+ Y phay(hjet —1) =0, el
jel
By an argument similar to a Brezis-Merle type lemma [7] it is easy to see that there

are only finite blowup points: {pj,...py}. Since vf-‘ is uniformly bounded above

in any compact subset away from the blowup set, vé‘ converges to Z?’: ,miG(x, pr)
uniformly in compact sets away from {py, ..., p, }. Here we use the notation

mi =Y je1 aijOji,

— 1 1 kp, oV
O = hmk*)w s fB(p1,3) pjhjevldVg,

for some 6 > 0, such that B(p;,26) N B(ps,0) = 0 for all [ # s. To apply the
local estimate we rewrite the equation for vé‘ in local coordinates. For p € M, let
y = (y',y%) be the isothermal coordinates near p such that y,(p) = (0,0) and y,
depends smoothly on p. In this coordinates ds> has the form

) [(ay')? + (dy*)7],

where

Also near p we have
Ay, ¢ = —2Ke®, where K is the Gauss curvature.

When there is no ambiguity we write y =y, for simplicity. In local coordinates,
the equation for vf-‘ can be written as

n
(3.9) A=Y aypk(heh —1), in B(0,8), i€l
=1
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Let ﬂ‘ solve
~Aff=—-e*Y pla;;, in B(0,8), i€l

Jel
and f(0) = |[Vf5(0)| = 0. Set ¥ =¥ — ¥ and
H = e¢pk i hi,
then the equation for #* becomes
(3.10) — A =Y ayHET, in B(0,8).
jel

Here we observe that

/ Hikeﬁ{'(dx = / pkh e ldV
B(0,5) B(0,5)

Since V¥ tends to —eo in M\Uj}lle(pjﬁ), we have

(3.11) 77 (x) = 0f(y)| <C, Vx,ye M\UY,B(p;,8/2), i€l
By Lemma[2.2] and the proof of Lemma[2.3]it is easy to see than

(3.12) / e dv, -0, iel.
M\UY, B(p;.5)
and
(3.13) lim plhe LAV, /1, = lim / pkhiet v, /u,,
k—yoo B(p1,6 B(pm,6

for i € I and any pair of l ,m between 1 and N.
If we use u,, to represent the possible strength of the singular source at each p;,
by (2.37) we have, for each i € I,

i1 G2  _ GiN
mo o
and
2n(0i1 +0in+ ...+ 0Oin) =pi.
Thus o
M .
0j] = 271_25 l'us iel, [=1,..,N.

For each [, the Pohozaev identity for (0, ..., 0, ;) can be written as
i Oj o;
y aj—L = — 4y 2l
ijer  Mi Hj ic1 Hi
Thus if blowup does happen, (p1,...,p,) satisfies

(3.14) Y aijpip;j=38n Z Y pi.

ijel =1 i€l

Thus if p is not on critical hyper-surfaces I';, the a priori estimate holds in this
case.
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Case two: Some of pl-k tend to 0. Without loss of generality we assume that
limgyepf=p; >0, i€l :={l,..,1},limpf=0fori> 1l

Let My = max{V§, ....,v} } and My = max{} ,,...,v5}. We first show that
(3.15) M — M <C.
If (3.13)) is not true, we have My — M; — oo, then we let

VEG) = v (e 2y 4 p) — M

where py is where M; is attained: vﬁ) (pk) = My. Clearly iy > [. Thanks to the fact
that V¥ — —co for i <1 and p¥ — 0 fori > 1, Vl(’f converges uniformly to

—AV, =0, in R2

V,, (0) =0.

The fact that V;, = 0 in R? contradicts the finite energy of the component iy. Thus
(3.13) is established.

We use the same notation as in Case one. Let pji,...,py be blowup points for
vf-‘ . The around each blowup point, say, p;, the equation for v* can be written in
local coordinates as (3.10) with #* and H¥ defined as in case one. Without loss of
generality we assume that pl-k >0forallkand /+1 <i<Land pl-k =0 for all £
and i > L. Then we observe from the definition of Hik and Hik —0forl4+1<i<L
and Hf =0 fori > L.

To reduce case two to case one, we need to adjust the terms involving vanishing
Hl-ks. To do this we let fik as

A=Y ae ™, i B(0,5),

f¥(x)=0, on 9B(0,3).
Since max; v{-‘ — My, is bounded above for all i, we have
1l <€
for some C independent of k. Now we define
Kl i=1,.,

N =1{ Ftlogpk+fk I+1<i<L,
WM+ 5 L+1<i<n

and
Hre Tl 1<i<l,
Af = et = el 1v1<i<L,
eff, L+1<i<n.
The definition of Fll-k immediately gives

1 o~k
<H <c

1 )

in B(0,6)
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for some ¢ > 0 independent of k. Next the equation for ﬁi-‘ is

—AV = Za,-jﬁ;‘e&?, in B(0,0), i€l
jel
It is easy to see that max ﬁf — M — —oo for [ + 1 < i < n. Therefore case two is
reduced to case one, which gives

Cit/ i = Oim/Mm, YIome{l,.. .N}, 1<i<l,

and 0;,, =0forall i >/and allm € {1,...,N}. Then as in case one if (py, ..., p;,0,..,0)
is not on any critical hyper-surfaces, the a priori estimate holds. Theorem [ 1lis es-
tablished. [J

Proof of Theorem [1.2; The main idea of the proof of the degree counting theorem
is to reduce the whole system to the single equation.

Case one: At least one of a; > 0. We may assume aj; > 0. Thanks to Theorem
[L1l the Leray-Schauder degree of (1.4) for p € O} is equal to the degree for the
following specific system corresponding to (py,0,...,0):

{ Agur + pran (175 — 1) =0,

(3.16) . .
Aguj+p1aj1(ﬂ4}i?e+llm_l):07 fOI'_]22,

where p; satisfies
8y < appr < 8Ny 1.

It is easy to see that (py,0,...,0) € O, using the degree counting formula of Chen-
Lin [14] for the single equation, we obtain the desired formula.
Case two: a;; =0forall i € 1.

Using a1 > 0, we reduce the degree counting formula for p € & to the follow-
ing system:

hye''2 _
Agul +a12p2(fM};lzz%zldVg - 1) =0,
(3.17) Ath2 —I—dlzpl(m — 1) =0,
Agti + prap (72 ) + pran (2 — 1) =0, i>3
gul Pl il thleuldVg P2 12 thze‘”ZdVg ) 1= 3.
where p1, py satisfy

8mni(p1 + p2) < 2a12p1P2 < 8nis1(p1+ p2).

It is easy to see that (p1,0,,0,...,0) € Ok. Now we consider the special case p; =
P2, h1 = hy = h. In this case a simple application of the maximum principle gives
u; = up + C, since they both have average equal to 0, we have u#; = uy. Then the
first two equations in (3.17)) turn out to be

he"

A e
gt +anp( T, herdv,

1) =0,

where p € (87ny,8mniy1). Again the degree counting formula of Chen-Lin [[14]
for the single equation gives the desired formula. Theorem [I.2]is established. [J
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Remark 3.1. The proof of Theorem requires that there is no blowup point on
0Q. Since all the singular sources are in the interior of Q, a standard moving
plane argument can be employed to prove this fact. The interested readers may
read into |33 for the detail of the proof. Then the remaining part is similar to the
proof of Theorem[[2]

Finally we prove Theorem [[.4t Since the genus of the torus M is 1, x(M) =0
and the generating function is

g() = T =TI (1 xb o )
= 14+bix+bpx* + ..+ b+ . X
wherem =} ,7,. Let
N
pi = (Zal‘])4ﬂ Z ’}/p7
JeI p=1
it is easy to see that

87m Y pi < Y aijpip; < 87ngi1 Y pi
i ij i

for ny = (m—1)/2 and ng1 = (m+1)/2. Thus the Leray-Schauder degree d,, can
be computed as
(m—1)/2
dy="Y b
1=0

Using b,,—; = b; for | =0, 1,..,m we further write d,, as

d __ib_g(l)_n,ﬁvzl(lﬂ’p)
P& T T T 2

Theorem is established. O
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