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ON THE SCALAR CURVATURE COMPACTNESS CONJECTURE

IN THE CONFORMAL CASE

BRIAN ALLEN, WENCHUAN TIAN, AND CHANGLIANG WANG

Abstract. Is a sequence of Riemannian manifolds with positive scalar cur-
vature, satisfying some conditions to keep the sequence reasonable, compact?
What topology should one use for the convergence and what is the regular-
ity of the limit space? In this paper we explore these questions by studying
the case of a sequence of Riemannian manifolds which are conformal to the
n-dimensional round sphere. We are able to show that the sequence of con-
formal factors are compact in several analytic senses and are able to establish
C0 convergence away from a singular set of small volume in a similar fashion
as C. Dong [Don22]. Under a bound on the total scalar curvature we are able
to show that the limit conformal factor has weak positive scalar curvature in
the sense of weakly solving the conformal positive scalar curvature equation.

1. Introduction

It is an important open question to better understand Riemannian manifolds
with scalar curvature bounded from below. Towards this goal, many important
rigidity theorems involving scalar curvature have been established such as the posi-
tive mass theorem, the Geroch conjecture, and Llarull’s theorem. In order to further
understand lower curvature bounds we can explore geometric stability questions
where we ask for the conditions of the rigidity theorem to almost be satisfied for a
sequence and wonder in which sense the sequence converges to the rigid Riemann-
ian manifold. One approach to these geometric stability theorems is to first apply
a compactness theorem for sequences with lower scalar curvature bounds and then
prove the rigidity theorem in the low regularity setting suggested by the compact-
ness theorem. For instance, if one considers a sequence of tori with scalar curvature
Scj ≥ − 1

j , satisfying a reasonable set of extra conditions to keep the sequence from

degenerating in uninteresting ways, we can prove stability by first showing the se-
quence is compact in some particular class of metric spaces and then prove rigidity
of the flat torus in this class. Additionally, a resolution to the compactness question
for Riemannian manifolds with positive scalar curvature would undoubtedly pro-
duce insights into scalar curvature even without applying the compactness theorem
to prove stability of scalar curvature rigidity theorems.

One such compactness conjecture in dimension three has been suggested by M.
Gromov [Gro14] and further refined by C. Sormani [Sor23] where the conjecture
says that the sequence should converge in the volume preserving Sormani-Wenger
Intrinsic Flat sense to a rectifiable geodesic metric space with Euclidean tangent
cones almost everywhere and satisfying some weak notion of positive scalar curva-
ture. The rotationally symmetric case of this conjecture was studied by J. Park,
W. Tian, and C. Wang [PTW18] where they were able to give a full answer to the
conjecture posed by C. Sormani. More recently, warped products on S2 × S1 have
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been studied by W. Tian and C. Wang [TW24] with an important related exam-
ple explored by C. Sormani, W. Tian and C. Wang [STW24a] and open questions
announced by C. Sormani [STW24b]. See D. Kazaras and K. Xu [KX23] for more
important examples related to the conjecture.

In this paper we explore the scalar curvature compactness theorem in the case
of a sequence of Riemannian manifolds which are conformal to the n-dimensional
round sphere. Where the conjecture of C. Sormani assumes a lower bound on the
area of all closed minimal surfaces in the Riemannian manifold, we assume a uniform
integrability condition on the volume forms enfj in (189) which was also assumed
by B. Allen [All21] in the conformal setting of the Geroch stability conjecture.
Studying the compactness of conformal metrics under curvature bounds is also an
interesting question in its own right and has been studied by A. Chang and P. Yang
[CY89] on S

3 in the case of isospectral metrics, M. Gursky [Gur93] with a Lp, p > n
2

bound on the Riemann tensor, Y. Li and Z. Zhou [LZ20] and C. Dong, Y. Li, and
K. Xu [DLX23] with a Lp, p > n

2 bound on the scalar curvature, and C. Dong and
Y. Li [DL22] with a Lp, p > n

2 bound on the Ricci tensor. In all of these papers the
authors are able to conclude stronger notions of convergence due to the stronger
curvature assumptions assumed.

In this paper we are able to show that the sequence of conformal factors are
compact in several analytic senses and are able to establish C0 convergence away
from a singular set of small volume and boundary area in a similar fashion as C.
Dong [Don22]. The method of C. Dong [Don22] has become popular for studying
scalar curvature stability problems and has been adapted and applied by C. Dong
and A. Song [DS23], B. Allen, E. Bryden, and D. Kazaras [ABK23], S. Hirsch and
Y. Zhang [HZ23], and more recently by C. Dong [Don24]. Our first main result in
this direction is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let V,Λ > 0, n ≥ 3, (Sn, gSn) be the standard round sphere, and fj :
Sn → R a sequence of smooth functions defining conformal metrics gj = e2fjgSn. If

Scgj ≥ 0, V −1 ≤ Volgj (S
n) ≤ V,(1)

Volgj (U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, α ∈ (0, 1), ∀U ⊂ S
n measurable,(2)

then there exists a subsequence, and a limiting function e
(n−2)f∞

2 ∈ W 1,q for 1 ≤
q < 4n

3n−2 which is bounded away from zero so that e
(n−2)fj

2 converges to e
(n−2)f∞

2 in

the Lp sense for 1 ≤ p < 2n
n−2 , and e

(n−2)fj
2 converges weakly in W 1,p for p < 4n

3n−2 .

We also have that e
(n−2)fj

2 is uniformly bounded away from zero, e
(n−2)f∞

2 ∈ (0,∞]

is well defined everywhere, and e
(n−2)f∞

2 is lower semicontinuous.

Moreover, fj is uniformly bounded from below, f∞ ∈ (−∞,∞] is defined every-

where, f∞ is lower semicontinuous, fj → f∞ in Lp, p ∈
[

1, 2n
n−2

)

, and there is a

measurable set Zj ⊂ Sn where if we let g∞ := e2f∞gSn then

AreagSn (∂Zj) + VolgSn (Zj) → 0,(3)

Volgj (S
n \ Zj) → Volg∞(Sn),(4)

|fj − f∞|2 ≤ Cj on S
n \ Zj, Cj ց 0.(5)
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Remark 1.2. Notice that if ef∞ is bounded above then lower semicontinuity im-
plies that (Sn, e2f∞gSn) is a well defined length space. See the discussion in the
beginning of section 3 for further details.

Under a bound on the total scalar curvature we are able to show stronger notions
of convergence and that the limiting conformal factor is bounded away from zero
and has weak positive scalar curvature in the sense of Definition 2.6 which implies
that the conformal factor weakly solves the positive scalar curvature equation.

Theorem 1.3. Let V,Λ, R0 > 0, n ≥ 3, (Sn, gSn) be the standard round sphere,

and fj : Sn → R a sequence of functions defining conformal metrics gj = e2fjgSn .
If

Scgj ≥ 0,

∫

Sn

ScgjdVgj ≤ R0, V −1 ≤ Volgj (S
n) ≤ V,(6)

Volgj (U) ≤ ΛVolg0(U)α, α ∈ (0, 1), ∀U ⊂ S
n measurable,(7)

then there exists a subsequence, and a limiting function e
(n−2)f∞

2 ∈ W 1,q for 1 ≤
q < 4n

3n−2 which is bounded away from zero. Furthermore, one obtains weak W 1,2

convergence of e
(n−2)fj

2 to e
(n−2)f∞

2 , Zj can be chosen as in Theorem 1.1 with the

stronger condition that

∣

∣

∣
e

(n−2)fj
2 − e

(n−2)f∞
2

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ Cj, Cj ց 0, on S
n \ Zj, and

(Sn, e2f∞gSn) has weak positive scalar curvature in the sense of Definition 2.6.

We are able to show that the limiting function e
(n−2)f∞

2 is either positive or zero
by looking at truncated solutions which weakly solve an elliptic partial differential
equation and applying the W 1,2 maximum principle. Then we are able to use the
volume lower bound and the uniform integrability of volume (189) to show that
the limiting function cannot be identically zero in subsection 4.1. In [All21], the
conformal case of stability of the Geroch conjecture was studied and the uniform
integrability of the volume was also implemented as an assumption to remove the
possibility of bubbling. In the conformal case, bubbling appears when volume is
allowed to concentrate at a point, causing the sequence of volume forms, enfj , to
not be compact in L1. By adding the uniform integrability condition for volume
(189) we obtain a uniform integrability condition for the volume forms, enfj , which
implies that they are compact in L1 and that volume cannot concentrate at a point.
It is important to note that when volume concentrates at a point, the geometry of
the limiting metric space is two different Riemmanian manifolds attached at the
blowup point, as has been explicitly studied in Example 3.5 by B. Allen and C.
Sormani [AS20].

Then the positive infimum of the limiting function e
(n−2)f∞

2 is obtained in Propo-
sition 4.10, providing a uniform positive lower bound for the sequence of conformal

factors e
(n−2)fj

2 in Proposition 4.12, with the help of the spherical mean inequalities
established in section 3. While the spherical mean inequality for the conformal
factor u in Lemma 3.5 can only be established in dimensions 3 ≤ n ≤ 4 due to an

elementary inequality (see Remark 3.3), the spherical mean inequality for u
2

n−2 can
be derived in dimensions of n ≥ 5 in Lemma 3.11. By Lemma 3.9, note that 5 is the

lowest dimension in which the spherical mean inequality for u
2

n−2 can be established.
Moreover, from these spherical mean inequalities, by using a similar argument as
in the proof of the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem, the ball average
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monotonicity properties are obtained in Lemmas 3.7 and 3.12. Consequently, we

are able to show that the limiting function e
(n−2)f∞

2 is lower semi-continuous in
Proposition 4.14. The spherical mean argument is also obtained for the sequence
of logs of the conformal factors fj = 2

n−2 lnuj in subsection 3.3, and we obtain
semi-continuity of f∞ as stated in Theorem 1.1.

In Theorem 1.1 we see that without additional assumptions we are only able to
show that the log of the conformal factors converge uniformly outside a singular set
and we are unable to show that the limit has positive scalar curvature in a weak
sense. When we add that the total scalar curvature is bounded in Theorem 1.3 then

we are able to conclude weak W 1,2 convergence of e
(n−2)fj

2 which is enough to show
uniform convergence of this power of the conformal factor away from a singular
set of small volume and boundary area. Furthermore we are able to show that
the limiting conformal metric has positive scalar curvature in the sense of weakly
solving the conformal positive scalar curvature equation defined in Definition 2.6.
In the case where the limiting function is bounded, the lower semi-continuity of
the limiting function in Proposition 4.14 implies that the limiting conformal metric
defines a C0 Riemannian manifold with weak positive scalar curvature.
Acknowledgements:

Changliang Wang was partially supported by the Fundamental Research Funds
for the Central Universities and Shanghai Pilot Program for Basic Research.

2. Regularity of Solutions

We start by reviewing the formula for scalar curvature under a conformal change
as well as develop our first regularity consequences.

Lemma 2.1. Let (Sn, gSn) be the round sphere. If the conformal metric g = e2fgSn
has nonnegative scalar curvature, i.e.

Scg = e−2f
(

ScgSn − 2(n− 1)∆f − (n− 2)(n− 1)|∇f |2
)

≥ 0,(8)

where f is a smooth function on S
n, then f satisfies

∫

Sn

|∇f |2dVgSn ≤ nVolgSn (S
n)

n− 2
.(9)

Proof. Recall the scalar curvature formula of conformally changed metric as:

Scg = e−2f
(

ScgSn − 2(n− 1)∆f − (n− 2)(n− 1)|∇f |2
)

≥ 0,(10)

and so by rearranging (10) we see

2∆f + (n− 2)|∇f |2 ≤ ScgSn

n− 1
.(11)

Now by integrating (11) we find
∫

Sn

|∇f |2dVgSn ≤
∫

Sn

ScgSn
(n− 1)(n− 2)

dVgSn =
nVol(Sn)

n− 2
.(12)

�

Now our goal is to improve on the regularity of the results in Lemma 2.1.
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Lemma 2.2. Let (Sn, gSn) be the standard round sphere. Assume that g := e2fgSn

is a conformal Riemannian metric on Sn with nonnegative scalar curvature, such

that the volume Vol(Sn, g) ≤ V for some V > 0. Then for any p ∈ [0, n−2
2 )

(13)

∫

Sn

epf |∇f |2dVgSn ≤ nV p/n Vol(Sn)(n−p)/n

n− 2− 2p
.

Proof. Since

(14) e2fScg = ScgSn − 2(n− 1)∆f − (n− 1)(n− 2)|∇f |2,

with Scg ≥ 0 and ScgSn = n(n− 1), we have the inequality:

(15) n(n− 1) ≥ 2(n− 1)∆f + (n− 1)(n− 2)|∇f |2.

For any p ∈
[

0, n−2
2

)

, multiply the inequality by epf , then, after integration by
parts we get

(16)

∫

Sn

nepfdVgSn ≥ (n− 2− 2p)

∫

Sn

epf |∇f |2dVgSn .

By Hölder’s inequality we have

(17)

∫

Sn

epfdVgSn ≤
(
∫

Sn

enfdVgSn

)p/n

Vol(Sn)(n−p)/n.

Combine these inequalities then we have the desired result. �

The previous lemma leads to another important regularity result for a power of
the conformal factor.

Lemma 2.3. Let (Sn, gSn) be the round sphere. Let g := e2fgSn be a metric on Sn

with nonnegative scalar curvature, such that Vol(Sn, g) ≤ V for some V > 0. Then

for any q ∈
[

1, n
n−1

]

, there exists a constant C(gSn , q) such that

∫

Sn

|∇e(n−2)f/2|qdVgSn ≤ C(gSn , q).(18)

Proof. For any q ∈
[

1, n
n−1

]

, by Hölder inequality, we have

∫

Sn

∣

∣

∣
∇
(

e
n−2
2 f
)∣

∣

∣

q

dVgSn =

∫

Sn

eq
n−2
2 f |∇f |qdVgSn(19)

≤
(
∫

Sn

|∇f |2dVgSn

)

q
2
(
∫

Sn

e
q(n−2)
2−q

fdVgSn

)

2−q
2

.(20)

Note that the estimate in Lemma 2.1 provides a upper bound for the first factor.

Because for q ∈
[

1, n
n−1

]

, q(n−2)
2−q ≤ n, the assumption Vol(Sn, g) ≤ V produces a

upper bound for the second factor. This completes the proof. �

With a bit more effort we can improve on the regularity obtained in the previous
lemma.
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Proposition 2.4. Let (Sn, gSn) be the round sphere. Let g := e2fgSn be a metric

on Sn with non-negative scalar curvature, such that Vol(Sn, g) ≤ V for some V > 0.

Then for any q ∈
[

1, 4n
3n−2

)

, there exists a constant C(gSn , V, q) such that

∫

Sn

|∇e(n−2)f/2|qdVgSn ≤ C(gSn , V, q).(21)

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, it suffices to derive the estimate for q ∈
(

n
n−1 ,

4n
3n−2

)

. Now

for any such q and for any θ ∈ (0, 1/2) we have

(22) eq(n−2)f/2|∇f |q = eq(1−θ)(n−2)f/2eqθ(n−2)f/2|∇f |q.
By Hölder’s inequality, choose t = 2/q and t′ = 2/(2− q), then we have

∫

Sn

eq(n−2)f/2|∇f |qdVgSn(23)

=

∫

Sn

eq(1−θ)(n−2)f/2eqθ(n−2)f/2|∇f |qdVgSn(24)

≤
(
∫

Sn

e
q(n−2)
2−q

(1−θ)fdVgSn

)

2−q
2
(
∫

Sn

eθ(n−2)f |∇f |2dVgSn

)

q
2

.(25)

Set q(n−2)
2−q (1− θ) = n and solve for q, then we have

(26) q =
2n

n+ (n− 2)(1− θ)
.

Note that here q is an increasing function of θ and as θ → 1/2 we have q → 4n
3n−2 ,

and as θ → 0 we have q → n
n−1 . The assumption Vol(Sn, g) ≤ V produces a upper

bound for the first factor, and Lemma 2.2 provides a upper bound for the second
factor. �

As an immediate consequence we can obtain our first convergence result.

Corollary 2.5. Let (Sn, gSn) be the round sphere. If gj = e2fjgSn, fj : Sn → R,

Scgj ≥ 0, and Volgj (S
n) =

∫

Sn
enfjdVSn ≤ C, then for any q ∈

[

1, 4n
3n−2

)

,

e
(n−2)fj

2 ⇀ e
(n−2)f∞

2 , in W 1,q(27)

for some e
(n−2)f∞

2 ∈ W 1,q(Sn, gSn) and

e
(n−2)fj

2 → e
(n−2)f∞

2 , in Lp,(28)

for 1 ≤ p < 2n
n−2 .

Proof. By Proposition 2.4 we know that for q ∈
(

1, 4n
3n−2

]

,

∫

Sn

|∇e(n−2)f/2|qdVgSn ≤ C(gSn , V, q).(29)

Now we calculate
∫

Sn

(

e
(n−2)fj

2

)
4n

3n−2

dVgSn =

∫

Sn

e
2n(n−2)fj

3n−2 dVgSn ,(30)
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and notice that

2n(n− 2)

3n− 2
= n

2n− 4

3n− 2
< n,(31)

and so by assumption and Hölder’s inequality we know that (30) is bounded. This
implies that a subsequence converges weakly in W 1,q(Sn, gSn). By the Rellich-
Kondrachov compactness theorem this implies convergence in Lp for 4n

3n−6 > p > 1.

By the assumption that efj is bounded in Ln we can use interpolation to find
convergence in Lp for 1 ≤ p < 2n

n−2 . �

We now investigate the notion of weak positive scalar curvature which is natural
in the conformal case. In Lemma 2.1 we observed that for a conformal Riemannian
manifold (Sn, gf = e2fgSn), the scalar curvature formula yields

(32) e2fScgf = ScgSn − 2(n− 1)∆f − (n− 2)(n− 1)|∇f |2.

If we take e2f = u
4

n−2 , or equivalently u = e
(n−2)f

2 , then u satisfies the equation

(33) −4(n− 1)

n− 2
∆u+ ScgSnu = Scgfu

n+2
n−2 .

The scalar curvature Rgf ≥ 0 implies the inequality

(34) −4(n− 1)

n− 2
∆u + ScgSnu ≥ 0.

This motivates a definition of weak scalar curvature in the conformal case.

Definition 2.6. Assume (M, g0) is a Riemannian manifold. We say that (M, e2fg0)

has weak positive scalar curvature if u = e
(n−2)f

2 ∈ W 1,2(M, g0) weakly solves the

inequality

(35) −4(n− 1)

n− 2
∆u+ Scg0u ≥ 0,

which implies that for all nonnegative test functions ϕ ∈ W 1,2(M, g0) we have

−
∫

M

g0(∇ϕ,∇u)dVg0 ≤ n− 2

4(n− 1)

∫

M

Scg0uϕdVg0 .(36)

One can check that this natural notion of weak positive scalar curvature for
conformal Riemannian manifolds is not quite the same as the notion defined by Lee-
LeFloch [LL15] for general Riemmanian manifolds which we are unable to establish
given the assumptions in our setting.

3. The Spherical Mean Method

In this section we are able to apply the spherical mean method for the round
sphere in order to extract even more information about the limiting conformal
factor. In particular, we are able to show that the limiting conformal factor has to
be lower semicontinuous and defined everywhere. Being lower semicontinuous and
defined everywhere is important when combined with boundedness since it implies
that the limiting conformal factor defines a well defined length space. To see this,

first notice that if u∞ is lower semiconituous then so is u
2

n−2
∞ . Then notice that for

any piecewise smooth curve γ : [a, b] → Sn, u∞(γ)
2

n−2 is also lower semicontinuous
and hence measurable. Then since u∞ is assumed to be bounded we know that

u∞(γ)
2

n−2 is integrable and hence the length of every curve is defined.
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Due to establishment of an elementary estimate in Lemma 3.10, we have to apply
the spherical mean method on Sn for 3 ≤ n ≤ 4 and n ≥ 5 separately, see more
explanations in Remark 3.3. In the case of the three-sphere and four-sphere, we
prove a spherical mean inequality for the conformal factor u in Subsection 3.1. In
the case of higher dimensional spheres, we prove a spherical mean inequality for

u
2

n−2 in Subsection 3.2. In Subsection 3.3, we apply spherical mean method for
f = 2

n−2 lnu.

We now review some notation used throughout this section. We use Br(x) to
denote the geodesic ball in the round sphere Sn with radius r and centered at x
and ∂Br(x) to denote its boundary. We use dσ to denote the volume form on
∂Br(x) induced from the round metric on S

n. Then in polar coordinates on S
n

we have gSn = dr2 + sin2 rgSn−1 , VolSn(Br(x)) = ωn−1

∫ r

0
sinn−1 sds, and dσ =

sinn−1 rdVg
Sn−1 . Recall that ωn := 2π

n+1
2

Γ(n+1
2 )

is the volume of Sn with the standard

metric gSn .

3.1. Spherical mean inequality for u on the n-sphere (n = 3, 4). In this
subsection we apply the spherical mean method to u which will yield interesting
results in dimensions n = 3, 4. We start with a standard calculation for the spherical
mean in terms of the Laplacian.

Lemma 3.1. For any fixed x ∈ Sn, define

(37) φ(r) := −
∫

∂Br(x)

udσ.

Then the derivative of φ with respect to r is given by

(38) φ′(r) =

∫

Br(x)
∆udVgSn

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

Proof. From the definition we have

(39) φ(r) =
sinn−1 r

∫

Sn−1 u(r, θ)dVg
Sn−1 (θ)

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

=

∫

Sn−1 u(r, θ)dVg
Sn−1 (θ)

ωn−1
.

We can take derivative to get

φ′(r) =

∫

Sn−1
∂u
∂r (r, θ)dVg

Sn−1

ωn−1

=
sinn−1 r

∫

Sn−1
∂u
∂r (r, θ)dVg

Sn−1

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

=

∫

∂Br(x)
gSn(∇u, ∂r)dσ

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

=

∫

Br(x)
∆udVgSn

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

.

(40)

where the last step follows from Stokes’ theorem. �

We now prove an elementary lemma which shows us where the spherical mean
inequality for u breaks down in dimensions 5 and higher.
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Lemma 3.2. For r ∈ (0, π
2 ), and n ∈ {3, 4},

(41)

(∫ r

0
sinn−1 sds

)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
≤
(π

2

)
n+2
2n

,

Proof. By the mean value property we have

(42)

∫ r

0

sinn−1 sds = r sinn−1 ξ

for some ξ ∈ (0, r). As a result, we have

(43)

(∫ r

0 sinn−1 sds
)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
=

(

r sinn−1 ξ
)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
≤
(

r sinn−1 r
)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r

For n = 3,

(44)

(

r sinn−1 r
)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
=

(

r sin2 r
)

5
6

sin2 r
=

r
5
6

sin
1
3 r

= r
1
2

( r

sin r

)
1
3 ≤

(π

2

)
5
6

.

The last inequality follows from the fact that r
sin r ≤ π/2 for r ∈ (0, π/2). We can

see this by taking derivative to see that r
sin r is increasing for r ∈ (0, π/2). Then

the conclusion for n = 3 follows.
For n = 4,

(45)

(

r sinn−1 r
)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
=

(

r sin3 r
)

3
4

sin3 r
=
( r

sin r

)
3
4 ≤

(π

2

)
3
4

.

From this estimate the conclusion for n = 4 follows.
�

Remark 3.3. Notice that for general n we have

(∫ r

0
sinn−1 sds

)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
=

(

r sinn−1 ξ
)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
(46)

≤
(

r sinn−1 r
)

n+2
2n

sinn−1 r
(47)

=
r

n+2
2n

sin
n2

−3n+2
2n r

= r
n(4−n)

2n

( r

sin r

)

n2
−3n+2
2n

,(48)

and in order to keep the leftover power of r positive we need n ∈ {3, 4}.
Now we can apply the inequality derived in Lemma 3.2 to obtain the following

bound on φ′(r).

Lemma 3.4. Assume u ∈ C∞(Sn), n ∈ {3, 4}, u ≥ 0 and ∆u ≤ n(n−2)
4 u then for

r ∈
(

0, π2
)

we have

(49) φ′(r) ≤ n(n− 2)

4

(π

2

)
n+2
2n

(ωn−1)
2−n
2n ‖u‖

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
.

Proof. Following Lemma 3.1, we have

φ′(r) =

∫

Br(x)
∆udVgSn

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(50)
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≤ n(n− 2)

4

∫

Br(x)
udVgSn

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(51)

≤ n(n− 2)

4

(

∫

Br(x)
u

2n
n−2 dVgSn

)
n−2
2n

VolgSn (Br(x))
n+2
2n

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(52)

≤ n(n− 2)

4

‖u‖
L

2n
n−2 (Sn)

·
∣

∣ωn−1

∫ r

0 sinn−1 sds
∣

∣

n+2
2n

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(53)

≤ n(n− 2)

4

(π

2

)
n+2
2n

(ωn−1)
2−n
2n ‖u‖

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
.(54)

where we applied Hölder’s inequality in (52) and the last step follows from Lemma
3.2. �

Next, by integrating the inequality in Lemma 3.4 we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.5. Assume u ∈ C∞(Sn), n ∈ {3, 4}, u ≥ 0 and ∆u ≤ n(n−2)
4 u. Then

for any x ∈ S
n, 0 < r0 < r1 < π

2 , we have

−
∫

∂Br1(x)

udσ −−
∫

∂Br0 (x)

udσ

≤ n(n− 2)

4

(π

2

)

n+2
2n

(ωn−1)
2−n
2n ‖u‖

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
(r1 − r0)

(55)

In particular, by letting r0 → 0, we have

(56) u(x) ≥ −
∫

∂Br(x)

udσ − n(n− 2)

4

(π

2

)
n+2
2n

(ωn−1)
2−n
2n ‖u‖

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
r,

for any x ∈ Sn and 0 < r < π
2 .

Proof. By definition, we have

φ(r) = −
∫

∂Br(x)

udσ.

By the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have

(57) φ(r1)− φ(r0) =

∫ r1

r0

φ′(r)dr,

and so by applying Lemma 3.4, we obtain the desired conclusion. �

If we have the an upper bound for ‖u‖
L

2n
n−2 (Sn)

, then we can conclude the fol-

lowing consequence of Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.6. Assume u ∈ C∞(Sn), n ∈ {3, 4}, u ≥ 0 and ∆u ≤ n(n−2)
4 u. Assume

(58)
n(n− 2)

4

(π

2

)
n+2
2n

(ωn−1)
2−n
2n ‖u‖

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
≤ K

for some K > 0, then for any fixed x ∈ Sn, and any 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2 we have

(59) −
∫

∂Br1(x)

udσ −−
∫

∂Br0 (x)

udσ ≤ K(r1 − r0)
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or equivalently

(60) −
∫

∂Br1(x)

(u−Kr1)dσ ≤ −
∫

∂Br0 (x)

(u −Kr0)dσ.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that the function

−
∫

∂Br(x)

(u−Kr)dσ(61)

is a non-increasing function of r for r ∈ (0, π
2 ). �

An interesting consequence of spherical mean inequality in Lemma 3.5 is the
following lemma which one should notice is similar to the Bishop-Gromov volume
comparison lemma for Ricci curvature.

Lemma 3.7. Assume u ∈ C∞(Sn), n ∈ 3, 4, u ≥ 0 and ∆u ≤ n(n−2)
4 u. Assume

(62)
n(n− 2)

4

(π

2

)

n+2
2n

(ωn−1)
2−n
2n ‖u‖

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
≤ K,

for some K > 0, then for any fixed x ∈ Sn, and 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2 we have

(63) −
∫

Br1 (x)

(u−Kr)dVgSn ≤ −
∫

Br0(x)

(u−Kr)dVgSn .

Proof. We start by establishing the following inequality for all r ∈ (0, π/2) we have

(64) −
∫

Br(x)

(u(y)−KdSn(y, x))dVgSn (y) ≥ −
∫

∂Br(x)

(u −Kr)dσ.

One can observe this by calculating
∫

Br(x)

(u(y)−KdSn(y, x))dVgSn =

∫ r

0

(

∫

∂Bs(x)

(u−Ks)dσ

)

ds(65)

=

∫ r

0

(4π sin2 s)

(

−
∫

∂Bs(x)

(u−Ks)dσ

)

ds(66)

≥
∫ r

0

(4π sin2 s)

(

−
∫

∂Br(x)

(u −Kr)dσ

)

ds(67)

=VolgSn (Br(x))−
∫

∂Br(x)

(u−Kr)dσ,(68)

where (67) follows by (60) and 0 < s ≤ r.
We now establish the next inequality for 0 < r < R < π/2, define Ar,R(x) =

BR(x)\Br(x), then we have

(69) −
∫

Ar,R(x)

(u(y)−KdSn(y, x))dVgSn (y) ≤ −
∫

∂Br(x)

(u−Kr)dσ.

We can see this inequality by calculating
∫

Ar,R(x)

(u(y)−KdSn(y, x))dVgSn (y)(70)

=

∫ R

r

(

∫

∂Bs(x)

(u −Ks)dσ

)

ds(71)
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=

∫ R

r

(4π sin2 r)

(

−
∫

∂Bs(x)

(u −Ks)dσ

)

ds(72)

≤
∫ R

r

(4π sin2 r)

(

−
∫

∂Br(x)

(u−Kr)dσ

)

ds(73)

=VolgSn (Ar,R(x))−
∫

∂Br(x)

(u −Kr)dσ,(74)

where (73) follows by (60) and 0 < s ≤ r
Now by combining (64) with (69) we are able to establish the following inequality

for 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2

(75) −
∫

Br1 (x)

(u−Kr)dVgSn ≤ −
∫

Br0 (x)

(u −Kr)dVgSn .

Here we calculate
∫

Br1(x)

(u−Kd(y, x))dVgSn(76)

=

∫

Br0(x)

(u−Kd(y, x))dVgSn +

∫

Ar0,r1(x)

(u−Kd(y, x))dVgSn(77)

=VolgSn (Br0(x))−
∫

Br0 (x)

(u −Kd(y, x))dVgSn(78)

+ VolgSn (Ar0,r1(x))−
∫

Ar0,r1 (x)

(u −Kd(y, x))dVgSn(79)

≤VolgSn (Br0(x))−
∫

Br0 (x)

(u −Kd(y, x))dVgSn(80)

+ VolgSn (Ar0,r1(x))−
∫

Br0 (x)

(u −Kd(y, x))dVgSn(81)

=VolgSn (Br1(x))−
∫

Br0 (x)

(u −Kd(y, x))dVgSn .(82)

This finishes the proof. �

We can use Lemma 3.7 to prove that the limit conformal factor is defined every-
where and that it will be lower semicontinuous.

Proposition 3.8. Assume ui ∈ C∞(Sn), n ∈ {3, 4}, ui ≥ 0 and ∆ui ≤ n(n−2)
4 ui.

Assume

(83)
n(n− 2)

4

(π

2

)

n+2
2n

(ωn−1)
2−n
2n ‖ui‖

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
≤ K

for some K > 0. Also assume that
∫

Sn

|ui − u∞|dVgSn → 0 as i → ∞,(84)

for some u∞ ∈ L1(Sn), then u∞ : Sn → (0,∞] is defined everywhere in Sn and u∞

is lower semicontinuous.
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Proof. Apply Lemma 3.7 to each ui then we get

(85) −
∫

Br1(x)

(ui −Kr)dVgSn ≤ −
∫

Br0(x)

(ui −Kr)dVgSn

for any i and for any 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2 . Since ui converges to u∞ in L1(Sn) norm,

we also get

(86) −
∫

Br1 (x)

(u∞ −Kr)dVgSn ≤ −
∫

Br0(x)

(u∞ −Kr)dVgSn

for any 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2 .

As a result, we can define

(87) u∞(x) = lim
s→0

−
∫

Bs(x)

(u∞ −Kr)dVgSn .

In addition, we can think of it as

(88) u∞(x) = sup
s∈(0,π2 )

−
∫

Bs(x)

(u∞ −Kr)dVgSn ,

where the function −
∫

Bs(x)
(u∞ −Kr)dVgSn is continuous with respect to both x and

s. Since the supremum of lower semicontinuous functions is lower semicontinuous,
we conclude that u∞ is lower semicontinuous in Sn.

�

3.2. Spherical mean inequality for u
2

n−2 on the n-sphere (n ≥ 5). Now we

apply the spherical mean method to u
2

n−2 which will yield interesting results in
dimensions n ≥ 5.

Lemma 3.9. Let u : Sn → R be a positive smooth function. Let C > 0 be a real

number such that

(89) ∆u ≤ Cu.

Then for any α ∈ (0, 1), we have

(90) ∆uα ≤ αCuα.

In particular,

(91) ∆u
2

n−2 ≤ 2

n− 2
Cu

2
n−2

for n ≥ 5.

Proof. By direct calculation,

(92) ∆uα = αuα−1∆u+ α(α − 1)|∇u|2uα−2.

Since α ∈ (0, 1), α− 1 < 0. Hence

(93) ∆uα ≤ αuα−1∆u.

Apply the inequality ∆u ≤ Cu, then we have

(94) ∆uα ≤ αCuα.

�

Another elementary lemma we need is following:
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Lemma 3.10. For all r ∈
(

0, π2
)

,

(95)

(∫ r

0
sinn−1 sds

)

n−1
n

sinn−1 r
≤
(π

2

)
n−1
n

holds.

Proof. By using integral mean equality, for any r ∈
(

0, π
2

)

, there exists ξ ∈ (0, r)
such that

(∫ r

0
sinn−1 sds

)

n−1
n

sinn−1 r
=

(

r sinn−1 ξ
)

n−1
n

sinn−1 r
(96)

≤
(

r sinn−1 r
)

n−1
n

sinn−1 r
=

(

sin r

r

)
n−1
n

≤
(π

2

)
n−1
n

.(97)

�

Lemma 3.11. Assume u ∈ C∞(Sn), n ≥ 5, u ≥ 0 and ∆u ≤ n(n−2)
4 u. Then for

any x ∈ Sn, 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2 , we have

(98) −
∫

∂Br1 (x)

udσ −−
∫

∂Br0 (x)

udσ ≤ n

2

(π

2

)n−1 1

(ωn−1)
1
n

‖u‖
2

n−2

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
(r1 − r0)

In particular, by letting r0 → 0, we have

(99) u(x) ≥ −
∫

∂Br(x)

udσ − n

2

(π

2

)n−1 1

(ωn−1)
1
n

‖u‖
2

n−2

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
r,

for any x ∈ Sn and 0 < r < π
2 .

Proof. First of all, by Lemma 3.9, we have

(100) ∆u
2

n−2 ≤ n

2
u

2
n−2 .

Then by Lemma 3.1, we have that for any 0 < r < π
2 ,

d

dr

(

−
∫

∂Br(x)

u
2

n−2 dσ

)

=

∫

Br(x)
∆u

2
n−2 dVgSn

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(101)

≤ n

2

∫

Br(x)
u

2
n−2 dVgSn

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(102)

≤ n

2

‖u‖
2

n−2

L
2n

n−2

(∫ r

0
ωn−1 sin

n−1 sds
)

n−1
n

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(103)

≤ n

2

(π

2

)n−1 1

(ωn−1)
1
n

‖u‖
2

n−2

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
(104)

In the last step, we use Lemma 3.10. Then integrating the inequality provides the
conclusion and completes the proof. �

In the same way as the proof of Lemma 3.7, by applying Lemma 3.11, we obtain

the following ball average inequality of u
2

n−2 , which will be used in the proof of
lower semi-continuity of u in Proposition 4.14.
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Lemma 3.12. Assume u ∈ C∞(Sn), n ≥ 5, u ≥ 0 and ∆u ≤ n(n−2)
4 u. Assume

(105)
n

2

(π

2

)n−1 1

(ωn−1)
1
n

‖u‖
2

n−2

L
2n

n−2 (Sn)
≤ K,

for some K > 0, then for any fixed x ∈ S
n, and 0 < r0 < r1 < π

2 we have

(106) −
∫

Br1(x)

(

u
2

n−2 −Kr
)

dVgSn ≤ −
∫

Br0(x)

(

u
2

n−2 −Kr
)

dVgSn .

3.3. Spherical mean inequality of f = n−2
2 lnu on Sn (n ≥ 3). Now we use

the same method as in Subsection 3.1 and Subsection 3.2 to show similar results
for fj.

Lemma 3.13. Assume that f ∈ C∞(Sn), n ≥ 3, satisfies ∆f ≤ n
2 . Then for any

fixed x ∈ Sn and any 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2 ,

(107) −
∫

∂Br1 (x)

fdσ −−
∫

∂Br0 (x)

fdσ ≤ C(n)(r1 − r0),

or equivalently

(108) −
∫

∂Br1(x)

(f − C(n)r1) dσ ≤ −
∫

∂Br0 (x)

(f − C(n)r0) dσ,

where C(n) := n
2

∫ π
2

0 sinn−1 rdr.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, and ∆f ≤ n
2 , we have that for any 0 < r < π

2 ,

d

dr

(

−
∫

∂Br(x)

fdσ

)

=

∫

Br(x)
∆fdVgSn

ωn−1 sin
n−1 r

(109)

≤ n

2

∫ r

0 sinn−1 sds

sinn−1 r
(110)

≤ n

2

∫ π
2

0 sinn−1 sds

sinn−1 π
2

=: C(n).(111)

In the last step, we use a basic fact that n
2

∫

r

0
sinn−1 sds

sinn−1 r
is a increasing function

of r. Then integrating the inequality provides the conclusion and completes the
proof. �

In the same way as the proof of Lemma 3.7, by applying Lemma 3.13, we obtain
the following ball average inequality of f .

Lemma 3.14. Assume that f ∈ C∞(Sn), n ≥ 3, satisfies ∆f ≤ n
2 . Then for any

fixed x ∈ Sn and any 0 < r0 < r1 < π
2 ,

(112) −
∫

Br1(x)

(f − C(n)r) dVgSn ≤ −
∫

Br0 (x)

(f − C(n)r) dVgSn

where C(n) = n
2

∫ π
2

0
sinn−1 rdr.

In particular, by taking limit as r0 → 0, one obtains that

(113) −
∫

Br1 (x)

(f − C(n)r) dVgSn ≤ f(x)

holds for any x ∈ S
n and any 0 < r1 < π

2 .
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Now by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 3.8, the ball average
inequality in Lemma 3.14 implies the following:

Proposition 3.15. Assume that the sequence of functions fi ∈ C∞(Sn), n ≥ 3,
satisfies ∆f ≤ n

2 for all i ∈ N, and fi → f∞ in L1(Sn) as i → ∞. Then f∞ : Sn →
(−∞,+∞] is defined everywhere in Sn and f∞ is lower semicontinuous.

4. Uniform positive lower bound of conformal factors

In this section our main goal is to show that the limiting conformal factor must
be uniformly bounded away from zero in Proposition 4.10. This provides a non-
degeneracy result for the geometry defined by the limiting conformal factor. As an
application of Proposition 4.10, we obtain a positive uniformly lower bound of the
sequence of conformal factors ui in Proposition 4.12. By applying Proposition 4.12,
we further prove a convergence result for fi = 2

n−2 lnui in Corollary 4.13, which
will be used in Section 5. Another important application of Proposition 4.10 is to

obtain L1 convergence of u
2

n−2

i in dimensions of n ≥ 5 in Lemma 4.11, which is used
in the proof of Proposition 4.12, as well as in the proof of lower semi-continuity of
the limiting conformal factor u∞ in Proposition 4.14.

4.1. Positive infimum of limiting conformal factor. We start by establishing
a dichotomy property for the limit conformal factor as in Proposition 4.8. To this
end, we begin by proving some useful lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let n ≥ 3 be a positive integer. Let u : Sn → R be a positive smooth

function. Let C > 0 be a real number such that

(114) ∆u ≤ Cu.

If we define f = lnu, then

(115) ‖∇f‖L2(Sn) ≤
√

C Vol(Sn).

Proof. Since u = ef , we have

∆u = ef∆f + |∇f |2ef ,
as a result, the inequality ∆u ≤ Cu is equivalent to

(116) ∆f + |∇f |2 ≤ C.

Integrate over Sn and use Stokes’ Theorem then we have the desired result. �

We now define the truncation of a function which will be used in the results
which follow.

Definition 4.2. Let n ≥ 3 be a positive integer. Let u : Sn → R be a positive

smooth function. Let K > 0 be a real number, for each x ∈ Sn, we define

(117) ūK(x) =

{

u(x), if u(x) < K,

K, if u(x) ≥ K.

Then ūK is a positive continuous function on Sn with the maximal value not greater

than K.

From the definition we can prove the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.3. Let n ≥ 3 be a positive integer. Let u : Sn → R be a positive smooth

function, and let K > 0 be a regular value of the function u. If for some real number

C > 0 we have

(118) ∆u ≤ Cu in S
n

then for all ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) such that ϕ ≥ 0 we have

(119) −
∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK〉dVgSn ≤
∫

Sn

ϕūKdVgSn .

Proof. By Theorem 4.4 from [EG15], we have for all K > 0

(120) ∇ūK =

{

∇u, a.e. on {u(x) < K},
0, a.e. on {u(x) ≥ K}.

As a result we have

−
∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK〉dVgSn = −
∫

{u<K}

〈∇ϕ,∇u〉dVgSn

=

∫

{u<K}

ϕ∆udVgSn −
∫

∂{u<K}

ϕ∂νudAgSn ,

(121)

where dAgSn is the area form induced on ∂{u < K} which we know is well defined
by the next observation. Since K is a regular value of f , from the regular level
set Theorem we know that the level set {u = K} = ∂{u < K} is an embedded
submanifold of dimension n− 1 in Sn. Hence we can apply Stokes’ theorem to get
the last step. Moreover, since ν is the outer unit normal vector on the boundary of
the set {u < K}, we have

(122) ∂νu ≥ 0 for all x ∈ ∂{u < K}.
Hence we can drop the boundary term to get the inequality

(123) −
∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK〉dVgSn ≤
∫

{u<K}

ϕ∆udVgSn .

Since

(124) ∆u ≤ Cu,

we have

−
∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK〉dVgSn ≤
∫

{u<K}

ϕ∆udVgSn(125)

≤ C

∫

{u<K}

ϕudVgSn ≤ C

∫

Sn

ϕūKdVgSn .(126)

This finishes the proof. �

We can prove similar results for a sequence of functions:

Lemma 4.4. Let n ≥ 3 be a positive integer. Let uj be a sequence of smooth

positive functions defined on Sn. If for some C > 0 we have

(127) ∆uj ≤ Cuj , ∀j ∈ N,

then there exists K > 0 such that for all ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) with ϕ ≥ 0 we have

(128) −
∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK
j 〉dVgSn ≤ C

∫

Sn

ϕūK
j dVgSn ∀j ∈ N.
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Moreover, we can choose K as large as we want.

Proof. Note that if 0 < K ≤ inf
x∈Sn

uj(x) for some j then we have ūK
j (x) = K for all

x ∈ Sn. On the other hand, if sup
x∈Sn

uj(x) ≤ K for some j then ūK
j (x) = uj(x) for

all x ∈ Sn. In either one of these two cases, the inequality (128) holds.
In general, by Sard’s theorem, for each function uj, the critical values of uj has

measure zero, and the union of all the critical sets for each of the function also has
measure zero. As a result, there exists K > 0 such that for each uj either K is a

regular value or u−1
j ({K}) = ∅. By Lemma 4.3 we get inequality (128). Moreover,

we can choose K as large as we want. This finishes the proof. �

Next we prove similar results for the limit function, but before that we need to
consider the regularity of the limit function:

Lemma 4.5. Let n ≥ 3 be a positive integer. Let K and C be positive real numbers.

Let uj be a sequence of positive smooth functions on Sn satisfying

(129) ∆uj ≤ Cuj, ∀j ∈ N.

Then the sequence ūK
j is uniformly bounded in W 1,2(Sn):

(130) ‖ūK
j ‖W 1,2(Sn) ≤ K

√

(1 + C)Vol(Sn).

As a result, there exists ūK
∞ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) such that ūK

j converges to ūK
∞ in L2(Sn),

and that ūK
j converges to ūK

∞ weakly in W 1,2(Sn).

Proof. By definition of the truncation in Definition 4.2, we get

(131) ‖ūK
j ‖L2(Sn) ≤ K

√

Vol(Sn).

By Theorem 4.4 from [EG15], we have for all K > 0 and for each j

(132) ∇ūK
j =

{

∇uj , a.e. on {uj(x) < K},
0, a.e. on {uj(x) ≥ K}.

Hence

‖∇ūK
j ‖2L2(Sn) =

∫

{fj<K}

|∇uj|2dVgSn

=

∫

{uj<K}

|uj|2|∇ ln uj|2dVgSn

≤ K2

∫

{uj<K}

|∇ lnuj |2dVgSn

≤ K2‖∇ lnuj‖2L2(Sn) ≤ K2C Vol(Sn),

(133)

where the last step follows from Lemma 4.1. Combine inequalities (131) and (133)
then we get the desired results. �

Now we prove the following proposition concerning the limit function:

Lemma 4.6. Let uj be a sequence of positive smooth functions on Sn, n ≥ 3,
satisfying

(134) ∆uj ≤ uj , ∀j ∈ N.
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Let K > 0 be a real number that satisfies the requirement in Lemma 4.4. Let

ūK
∞ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) be the limit function as in Lemma 4.5. Then ūK

∞ satisfies the

inequality

(135) −
∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK
∞〉dVgSn ≤

∫

Sn

ϕūK
∞dVgSn ,

for all ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) such that ϕ ≥ 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.5 we know that ūK
j converges to ūK

∞ in L2(Sn), and that ūK
j

converges to ūK
∞ weakly in W 1,2(Sn). As a result, for any ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) we have

that

(136)

∫

Sn

ϕūK
j dVgSn →

∫

Sn

ϕūK
∞dVgSn , as j → ∞,

and that

(137)

∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK
j 〉dVgSn →

∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK
∞〉dVgSn , as j → ∞.

As a result, by (128) we have for all ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) such that ϕ ≥ 0

(138) −
∫

Sn

〈∇ϕ,∇ūK
∞〉dVgSn ≤

∫

Sn

ϕūK
∞dVgSn .

This finishes the proof. �

We need the definition of essential infimum of a function:

Definition 4.7. Consider the standard round sphere (Sn, gSn), n ≥ 3. Let U be an

open subset of Sn . Let f : U → R be measurable. Define the set

(139) Uess
f = {a ∈ R : V olgSn (f

−1(−∞, a)) = 0}.
We use inf

U
f to denote the essential infimum of f in U and define

(140) inf
U

f = supUess
f

Finally, we apply the maximum principle for weak solution to prove the following
property for the essential infimum of u∞.

Proposition 4.8. Let uj be a sequence of positive smooth functions on Sn, n ≥ 3,
satisfying

(141) ∆uj ≤ Cuj, ∀j ∈ N.

If we further assume that uj → u∞ in L2(Sn) for some u∞, then either the essential

infimum of u∞ is strictly positive or u∞ = 0 a.e. on Sn.

Proof. Since ‖uj − u∞‖L2(Sn) → 0 as j → ∞, choose a subsequence if needed, then
we have uj → u∞ pointwise almost everywhere in Sn. Let K > 0 be a real number
that satisfies the requirement in Lemma 4.4. Construct a truncated sequence ūK

j

as in Definition 4.2. By Lemma 4.5, choose a subsequence if needed, there exists
ūK
∞ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) such that ūK

j converges to ūK
∞ in L2(Sn) norm. As a result, choose

a subsequence if needed we have ūK
j → ūK

∞ pointwise almost everywhere in S
n.
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It suffices to show that if the essential infimum inf
Sn

u∞ = 0 then ūK
∞ = u∞ = 0

in Sn. We assume that inf
Sn

u∞ = 0. Since for each j we have 0 < ūK
j ≤ uj, we have

0 ≤ inf
Sn

ūK
j ≤ inf

S2
u∞ = 0. This implies that for any δ, δ′ > 0, we have

(142) Volg0

(

(

ūK
∞

)−1
(−∞, δ)

)

> 0,

and

(143) Volg0

(

(

ūK
∞

)−1
(−∞,−δ′)

)

= 0.

Let N be the north pole of Sn, and S be the south pole. Bπ
2
(N) and Bπ

2
(S) are

upper and lower hemispheres respectively. Then either

(144) inf
Bπ

2
(N)

ūK
∞ = 0,

or

(145) inf
B π

2
(S)

ūK
∞ = 0.

Without loss of generality we assume that inf
B π

2
(N)

ūK
∞ = 0. Since ūK

∞ ≥ 0 in Sn, for

any r > π
2 , and ǫ > 0 such that r + ǫ < π we have

(146) inf
Br(N)

ūK
∞ = inf

Br+ǫ(N)
ūK
∞ = 0.

Now by Lemma 4.6, ūK
∞ satisfies

(147) (∆− C)ūK
∞ ≤ 0,

on Br+ǫ(N) in the weak sense. Hence by the strong maximum principle for weak
solutions (see Theorem 8.19 in [GT77]), the equality in (146) implies that ūK

∞ is
constant on Br(N). This is true for any r > π

2 , thus ūK
∞ ≡ 0 on S2. Moreover,

since K > 0, for almost every x ∈ Sn we have,

(148) lim
j→∞

ūK
j = lim

j→∞
uj = 0,

and hence u∞ = 0 a.e. on Sn. This finishes the proof. �

We now assume that the volume of the sequence is bounded below and that the
sequence is uniformly integrable; from these assumptions, we obtain that u∞ 6= 0
in Lp(Sn).

Lemma 4.9. Let ui be a sequence of smooth function in Sn, n ≥ 3, such that

ui > 0. Assume that the sequence of metrics gi := u
4

n−2

i gSn has uniform volume

lower bound such that

(149) V ≤ Volgi(S
n) for all i

for some V > 0. We also assume that the sequence ui satisfies the uniform inte-

grability condition, in the sense that for some α ∈ (0, 1), Λ > 0 we have

(150) Volgi(U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, ∀U ⊂ M measurable.

If we further assume that for some p ∈ [1,∞) and some u∞ ∈ Lp(Sn), we have

‖ui − u∞‖Lp(Sn) → 0, then

(151) u∞ 6≡ 0 in Lp(Sn).
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Proof. By contradiction, we assume that

(152) u∞ ≡ 0.

Since ui converges to u∞ in Lp(Sn), by Theorem 4.9 in [Bre10] we have ui → 0
pointwise almost everywhere.

Choose ǫ > 0 such that Λǫα ≤ V/2, then by Egorov’s theorem (Theorem 4.29
in [Bre10]), there exists A ⊂ Sn measurable such that VolgSn (S

n\A) < ǫ, and that
after passing to a subsequence (which we still denote as ui), ui → 0 uniformly in
A.

By the uniform integrability assumption, we have

(153) Volgi(S
n\A) ≤ Λ(VolgSn (S

n\A))α < Λǫα < V/2.

Since ui → 0 uniformly in A, we can also choose i large enough, such that

(154) Volgi(A) =

∫

A

u
2n

n−2

i dVgSn < V/2.

Combine these results, then we have when i is large enough,

(155) Volgi(S
n) = Volgi(A) + Volgi(S

n\A) < V,

which is a contradiction. �

Now we are ready to prove that the limit function u∞ := e
(n−2)f∞

2 obtained in
Corollary 2.5 has positive essential infimum.

Proposition 4.10. Let ui be a sequence of smooth positive functions in Sn, n ≥ 3.

Assume that the metrics gi := u
4

n−2

i gSn have nonnegative scalar curvature, i.e.

Scgi ≥ 0, and uniformly bounded volumes, i.e.

(156) V −1 ≤ Volgi(S
n) ≤ V for all i ∈ N,

for some V > 0. We also assume that the sequence ui satisfies the uniform inte-

grability condition, in the sense that for some α ∈ (0, 1), Λ > 0

(157) Volgi(U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, ∀U ⊂ M measurable.

Then the limit function u∞ := e
(n−2)f∞

2 ∈ W 1,p, with 1 ≤ p < 4n
3n−2 , has positive

essential infimum, i.e. there exists e∞ > 0 such that inf
Sn

u∞ ≥ e∞. Here the limit

function is obtained in Corollary 2.5.

Proof. By Corollary 2.5 with fi := 2 lnui

n−2 , Scgi ≥ 0 and Volgi(S
n) ≥ V −1 for all

i ∈ N imply that ui converges to u∞ := e
(n−2)f

2 in Lq(Sn). Then Lemma 4.9 implies
that u∞ 6≡ 0 in Lq(Sn). Therefore, by the dichotomy property of u∞ in Proposition
4.8, we conclude that the essential infimum of u∞ is positive. �

4.2. A uniform lower bound on the conformal factors. As an application
of the spherical mean inequality developed in section 3 and Proposition 4.10, we
obtain a uniform lower bound on the sequence ui.

Because in dimensions n ≥ 5, the spherical mean inequality is established for

the function u
2

n−2 instead of u, we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.11. Let uj be a sequence of smooth positive functions in Sn, n ≥ 5.

Assume uj → u∞ in L1(Sn) and inf
Sn

u∞ ≥ e∞ > 0, then u
2

n−2

j → u
2

n−2
∞ in L1(Sn).
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Proof. We begin by calculating

|uj − u∞| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

√

u
2/(n−2)
j −

√

u
2/(n−2)
∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

(158)

·
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−2
∑

i=0

(

√

u
2/(n−2)
j

)i(√

u
2/(n−2)
∞

)n−2−i
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,(159)

where
n−2
∑

i=0

(

√

u
2/(n−2)
j

)i(√

u
2/(n−2)
∞

)n−2−i

(160)

≥
(

√

u
2/(n−2)
j +

√

u
2/(n−2)
∞

)(√

u
2/(n−2)
∞

)n−3

(161)

≥ e(n−3)/2
∞

(

√

u
2/(n−2)
j +

√

u
2/(n−2)
∞

)

.(162)

Combine these two inequalities, then we have
∫

Sn

|uj − u∞|dVgSn ≥ e(n−3)/2
∞

∫

Sn

∣

∣

∣
u
2/(n−2)
j − u2/(n−2)

∞

∣

∣

∣
dVgSn .(163)

This finishes the proof. �

We now show that there must be a uniform positive lower bound for the sequence
of conformal factors.

Proposition 4.12. Let ui be a sequence of smooth positive functions in Sn, n ≥ 3.

Assume that the metrics gi := u
4

n−2

i gSn have nonnegative scalar curvature, i.e.

Scgi ≥ 0, and uniformly bounded volumes, i.e.

(164) V −1 ≤ Volgi(S
n) ≤ V for all i ∈ N,

for some V > 0. We also assume that the sequence ui satisfies the uniform inte-

grability condition, in the sense that for some α ∈ (0, 1), Λ > 0

(165) Volgi(U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, ∀U ⊂ M measurable.

Then there exists i0 ∈ N such that ui ≥ e∞
4 > 0 in Sn holds for all i ≥ i0, where

e∞ := inf
Sn

u∞ > 0.

Proof. Recall that Scgi ≥ 0 implies ∆gSnui ≤ n(n−2)
4 ui.

Let’s first prove the proposition in the case of n ∈ {3, 4}. In this case, Lemma
3.5 implies that

(166) ui(x) ≥ −
∫

∂Br(x)

uidσ − c(n)‖ui‖
L

2n
n−2 (Sn)

r

holds for any x ∈ Sn and 0 < r < π
2 , where c(n) := n(n−2)

4

(

π
2

)
n+2
2n (ωn−1)

2−n
2n and

ωn−1 is the volume of Sn−1 with the standard metric gSn . Because ‖ui‖
L

2n
n−2 (Sn)

=

(Volgi(S
n))

n−2
2n ≤ V

n−2
2n for all i ∈ N, we further obtain that

(167) ui(x) ≥ −
∫

∂Br(x)

uidσ − c(n)V
n−2
2n r
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holds for any x ∈ Sn, 0 < r < π
2 , and all i ∈ N. Multiplying the inequality by the

area of ∂Br(x) with respect to gSn , that is ωn−1 sin
n−1 r, we then obtain

(168) ui(x)ωn−1 sin
n−1 r ≥

∫

∂Br(x)

uidσ − c(n)V
n−2
2n ωn−1r sin

n−1 r.

Integrating the inequality and applying Proposition 4.10 gives

ui(x)VolgSn (Br(x)) ≥
∫

Br(x)

uidVgSn − c(n)V
n−2
2n ωn−1

∫ r

0

r sinn−1 sds(169)

≥
∫

Br(x)

u∞dVgSn − ‖ui − u∞‖L1(Sn)(170)

− c(n)V
n−2
2n ωn−1

∫ r

0

s sinn−1 sds(171)

≥ e∞ VolgSn (Br(x))− ‖ui − u∞‖L1(Sn)(172)

− c(n)V
n−2
2n ωn−1

∫ r

0

s sinn−1 sds.(173)

Dividing the inequality by VolgSn (Br(x)) produces that

(174) ui(x) ≥ e∞ − ‖ui − u∞‖L1(Sn)

VolgSn (Br(x))
− c(n)V

n−2
2n

∫ r

0
s sinn−1 sds

∫ r

0
sinn−1 sds

holds for any x ∈ Sn, 0 < r < π
2 , and all i. Because

(175) lim
r→0

∫ r

0 s sinn−1 sds
∫ r

0
sinn−1 sds

= 0,

we can choose 0 < r1 < π
2 such that

(176) c(n)V
n−2
2n

∫ r1
0 s sinn−1 sds
∫ r1
0 sinn−1 sds

≤ e∞
4

.

Moreover, because ui → u∞ in L1(Sn) by Corollary 2.5, there exists i0 ∈ N such
that for any i > i0

(177)
‖ui − u∞‖L1(Sn)

VolgSn (Br1(x))
≤ e∞

4
.

As a result, we obtain that for any i > i0

(178) ui(x) ≥ e∞ − ‖ui − u∞‖L1(Sn)

VolgSn (Br1(x))
− c(n)V

n−2
2n

∫ r1
0

s sinn−1 sds
∫ r1
0

sinn−1 sds
≥ e∞

4

holds for all x ∈ Sn.

In the case of n ≥ 5, we work on u
2

n−2

i and u
2

n−2
∞ , instead of ui and u∞. By using

the spherical mean inequality of u
2

n−2

i in Proposition 3.11, the positive infimum of

u∞ in Proposition 4.10, and L1-convergence of u
2

n−2

i in Lemma 4.11, applying the

same argument as in the case of n ∈ {3, 4} for u
2

n−2

i , we can obtain that there exists

i0 such that u
2

n−2

i ≥ (e∞)
2

n−2 holds for all i ≥ i0. We omit the detailed argument,

since it is verbatim as the first case, only replacing ui by u
2

n−2

i . �
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As an application of the uniformly positive lower bound of ui in Proposition 4.12,
we prove the following convergence result for fi =

2
n−2 lnui, which will be used in

the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 4.13. Let ui be a sequence of smooth positive functions in Sn, n ≥ 3.

Assume that the metrics gi := u
4

n−2

i gSn have nonnegative scalar curvature, i.e.

Scgi ≥ 0, and uniformly bounded volumes, i.e.

(179) V −1 ≤ Volgi(S
n) ≤ V for all i ∈ N,

for some V > 0. We also assume that the sequence ui satisfies the uniform inte-

grability condition, in the sense that for some α ∈ (0, 1), Λ > 0

(180) Volgi(U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, ∀U ⊂ M measurable.

Then for fi =
2

n−2 ln(ui) we find that

∫

Sn

f2
i dVgSn ≤ C,(181)

and fi → f∞ in Lp, p ∈
[

1, 2n
n−2

)

. Moreover, f∞ : Sn → (−∞,+∞] is defined

everywhere in Sn and is lower semicontinuous.

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality we know

−
∫

Sn

fidVgSn =
1

n
−
∫

Sn

ln

(

u
2n

n−2

i

)

dVgSn(182)

≤ ln

(

−
∫

Sn

u
2n

n−2

i dVgSn

)

≤ ln

(

V

VolgSn (S
n)

)

.(183)

Then by Proposition 4.12 we know fi ≥ ln(e∞/4)
n−2 so that

∫

Sn

fidVgSn ≥
∫

{fi≤0}

fidVgSn ≥ Vol(Sn)min

{

ln(e∞/4)

n− 2
, 0

}

.(184)

This shows that f̄i = −
∫

Sn
fidVgSn is uniformly bounded from above and below. Now

by the Poincaré inequality and Lemma 2.2 we have
∫

Sn

|fi − f̄i|2dVgSn ≤ CP

∫

Sn

|∇fi|2dVgSn ≤ C′,(185)

and hence
∫

Sn

f2
i dVgSn =

∫

Sn

(fi − f̄i + f̄i)
2dVgSn(186)

=

∫

Sn

((fi − f̄i) + f̄i)
2dVgSn ≤ 2

∫

Sn

|fi − f̄i|2 + f̄i
2
dVgSn ≤ C.(187)

Then the convergence of fi follows from Lemma 2.2 and the Rellich-Kondrachov
compactness theorem. The last observation for the limit function f∞ follows from
Proposition 3.15, since Scgi ≥ 0 implies ∆fi ≤ n

2 . �
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4.3. Lower semi-continuity of limiting conformal factor. As another appli-

cation of the L1 convergence of u
2

n−2

i obtained in Lemma 4.11, with the help of ball

average inequality for u
2

n−2 on Sn, n ≥ 5, in Lemma 3.12, we prove the lower semi-
continuity of u∞ in the dimension of n ≥ 5. Combining this with Proposition 3.8
gives the lower semi-continuity of u∞ in the dimension of n ≥ 3 stated in Theorem
1.1.

Proposition 4.14. Let V,Λ > 0, n ≥ 3, (Sn, gSn) be the standard round sphere,

and fj : Sn → R a sequence of smooth functions defining conformal metrics gj =
e2fjgSn . If

Scgj ≥ 0, V −1 ≤ Volgj (S
n) ≤ V,(188)

Volgj (U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, α ∈ (0, 1), ∀U ⊂ S
n measurable,(189)

then the limit function u∞ := e
(n−2)f∞

2 obtained in Corollary 2.5 is well defined

everywhere in Sn with value in (0,∞], and lower semi-continuous.

Proof. In the case of 3 ≤ n ≤ 4, the conclusion has been proved in Proposition
3.8. In the case of n ≥ 5, by the same argument as in the proof of Proposition

3.8, and applying Lemmas 3.12 and 4.11, one can obtain that u
2

n−2
∞ is well defined

everywhere in Sn with value in (0,∞] and lower semi-continuous. Then the desired
property of u∞ directly follows. �

5. Singular Set Decomposition

In this section we prove the portion of Theorem 1.1 which pertains to the choice
of a good set Zj with good volume controls. Since we will only prove a portion of
Theorem 1.1 we restate that portion of the theorem here.

Theorem 5.1. Let V,Λ > 0, (Sn, gSn) be the round sphere, n ≥ 3, and fj : S
n → R

a sequence of functions defining conformal metrics gj = e2fjgSn . Then if

(190) Scgj ≥ 0, V −1 ≤ Volgj (M) ≤ V,

(191) Volgj (U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, α > 0, ∀U ⊂ S
n measurable,

then there exists a subsequence, and a limiting lower semicontinuous function f∞ ∈
W 1,2(Sn) so that there is a measurable set Zj ⊂ Sn where AreagSn (∂Zj)+VolgSn (Zj) →
0, Volgj (S

n \ Zj) → Volg∞(Sn), and |fj − f∞| ≤ Cj on Sn \ Zj, Cj ց 0.

Proof. Consider the following good set

Eτ
j = {x ∈ S

n : |fj(x) − f∞(x)|2 ≤ τ},(192)

By taking advantage of the Coarea formula for BV functions (see Theorem 5.9
of [EG15]), in a similar way as pioneered by C. Dong [Don22], we find for each
ε2 > ε1 > 0 that

∫ ε2

ε1

H2
gSn

(

∂∗(Eτ
j )

c
)

dτ(193)

=

∫

E
ε2
j

\E
ε1
j

|∇|fj − f∞|2|dVgSn(194)

≤ 2

∫

Sn

|fj − f∞||∇fj −∇f∞||dVgSn(195)



26 BRIAN ALLEN, WENCHUAN TIAN, AND CHANGLIANG WANG

≤ 2

(
∫

Sn

|fj − f∞|2dVgSn

)1/2(∫

Sn

|∇fj −∇f∞|2dVgSn

)1/2

(196)

≤ 2

(
∫

Sn

|fj − f∞|2dVgSn

)1/2(∫

Sn

|∇fj |2 + |∇f∞|2dVgSn

)1/2

(197)

≤ C(j),(198)

where ∂∗ denotes the reduced boundary (see chapter 5 of [EG15]) and C(j) → 0 as
j → ∞ and we have applied Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 4.13 in the last line.

Then if we consider εj = ε2,j − ε1,j > 0 we can conclude that there is some
τj ∈ [ε1,j , ε2,j] so that

H2
Sn

(

∂∗(E
τj
j )c

)

≤ C(j)

εj
.(199)

Now if we pick εj =
√

C(j) then for ε1,j =

√
C(j)

2 ≤ τj ≤
√

C(j) = ε2,j we see that

H2
Sn

(

∂∗(E
τj
j )c

)

≤ 2
√

C(j).(200)

Hence if we choose Zj = (E
τj
j )c we see that AreagSn (∂

∗Zj) → 0.
Now we would like to show that the volume of Zj is going to 0 with respect to

gSn . If we apply Chebyshev’s inequality we find

VolgSn ((E
τj
j )c) = VolgSn ({x ∈ S

n : |fj − f∞| ≥ τj})(201)

≤ 1

τ2j

∫

{|fj−f∞|≥τj}

|fj − f∞|2dVgSn(202)

≤ 1

τ2j

∫

Sn

|fj − f∞|2dVgSn ≤ C′C(j)2

τ2j
= C′C(j),(203)

and hence VolgSn ((E
τj
j )c) → 0 as j → ∞. This implies that

VolgSn (E
τj
j ) → VolgSn (S

n).(204)

By the assumption of uniform integrability of enfj in (191), we see that there
exists a subsequence so that

enfj ⇀ enf∞ ,(205)

in L1. Hence we find that Volgj (S
n) → Volg∞(Sn) as well as

Volgj (E
τj
j ) =

∫

E
τj

j

enfjdVgSn(206)

=

∫

Sn

enfjdVgSn −
∫

(E
τj
j )c

enfjdVgSn ,(207)

where we know that
∫

(E
τj

j
)c
enfjdVgSn ≤ C VolgSn ((E

τj
j )c)α,(208)

by the assumption (191). Hence we see that

Volgj (E
τj
j ) → Volg∞(Sn).(209)

�
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6. Total Scalar Curvature Upper Bound

In this section we investigate the consequences of adding the assumption of
bounded total scalar curvature by proving the portion of Theorem 1.3 pertaining
to the singular set, as stated below.

Theorem 6.1. Let V,Λ > 0, (Sn, gSn) be the standard round sphere, n ≥ 3, and
fj : S

n → R a sequence of functions defining conformal metrics gj = e2fjgSn . Then

if

Scgj ≥ 0, V −1 ≤ Vol(M, gj) ≤ V,(210)

Volgj (U) ≤ ΛVolgSn (U)α, α > 0, ∀U ⊂ S
n measurable,(211)

and a uniform bound on the scalar curvature
∫

Sn

ScgjdVgj ≤ R0,(212)

then one obtains weak W 1,2 convergence of e
(n−2)fj

2 to e
(n−2)f∞

2 on a subsequence.

Furthermore, there is a measurable set Zj ⊂ Sn so that AreagSn (∂Zj)+VolgSn (Zj) →
0, Volgj (S

n\Zj) → Volg∞(Sn), and
∣

∣

∣
e

(n−2)fj
2 − e

(n−2)f∞
2

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ Cj, Cj ց 0, on Sn\Zj,

and (Sn, e2f∞gSn) has weak positive scalar curvature in the sense of Definition 2.6.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 we see that
∫

Sn

ScgjdVgj(213)

=

∫

Sn

enfjRgjdVgSn(214)

=

∫

Sn

e(n−2)fj
(

Rg0 − 2(n− 1)∆fj − (n− 2)(n− 1)|∇fj |2
)

dVgSn(215)

=

∫

Sn

n(n− 1)e(n−2)fj + (n− 2)(n− 1)e(n−2)fj |∇fj |2dVgSn(216)

=

∫

Sn

n(n− 1)e(n−2)fj +
4(n− 1)

n− 2
|∇e

(n−2)fj
2 |2dVgSn ,(217)

and hence the W 1,2 norm of e
(n−2)fj

2 is bounded and we obtain subsequential con-

vergence weakly in W 1,2 to e
(n−2)f∞

2 ∈ W 1,2(Sn).
We also notice that for all non-negative ϕ ∈ W 1,2(Sn) that

(218) −
∫

Sn

g

(

∇ϕ,∇e
(n−2)fj

2

)

dVgSn ≤ n(n− 2)

4

∫

Sn

ϕe
(n−2)fj

2 dVgSn ,

and hence by the weak convergence we have shown we know that

(219) −
∫

Sn

g
(

∇ϕ,∇e
(n−2)f∞

2

)

dVgSn ≤ n(n− 2)

4

∫

Sn

ϕe
(n−2)f∞

2 dVgSn ,

which means that e
(n−2)f∞

2 weakly solves the equation ∆u ≤ Cu.
Now we define the following good set

(220) Eτ = {x ∈ S
n : |e

(n−2)fj (x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2 ≤ τ}.
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By taking advantage of the Coarea formula in the same way as pioneered by C.
Dong [Don22] we find for each ε2 > ε1 > 0 that

∫ ε2

ε1

H2
Sn

(

∂∗(Eτ
j )

c
)

dτ(221)

=

∫

E
ε2
j

\E
ε1
j

|∇|e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2|dVgSn(222)

≤ 2

∫

Sn

|e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 ||∇e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 −∇e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 ||dVgSn(223)

≤ 2

(
∫

Sn

|e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2dVgSn

)1/2

(224)

·
(
∫

Sn

|∇e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 −∇e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2dVgSn

)1/2

(225)

≤ 2

(
∫

Sn

|e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2dVgSn

)1/2

(226)

·
(
∫

Sn

|∇e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 |2 + |∇e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2dVgSn

)1/2

≤ C(j),(227)

where where ∂∗ denotes the reduced boundary (see chapter 5 of [EG15]) and C(j) →
0 as j → ∞ by Corollary 2.5 and the observation above.

Then if we consider εj = ε2,j − ε1,j > 0 we can conclude that there is some
τj ∈ [ε1,j , ε2,j] so that

(228) H2
Sn

(

∂∗(E
τj
j )c

)

≤ C(j)

εj
,

Now if we pick εj =
√

C(j) then for ε1,j =

√
C(j)

2 ≤ τj ≤
√

C(j) = ε2,j we see that

H2
Sn

(

∂∗(E
τj
j )c

)

≤ 2
√

C(j).(229)

Hence if we choose Zj = (E
τj
j )c we see that AreagSn (∂

∗Zj) → 0.
Now we would like to show that the volume of Zj is going to 0 with respect to

gSn . If we apply Chebyshev’s inequality we find

VolgSn ((E
τj
j )c)(230)

= VolgSn ({x ∈ S
n : |e

(n−2)fj(x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 | ≥ τj})(231)

≤ 1

τ2j

∫

{

|e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 −e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |≥τj

} |e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2dVgSn(232)

≤ 1

τ2j

∫

Sn

|e
(n−2)fj (x)

2 − e
(n−2)f∞(x)

2 |2dVgSn ≤ C′C(j)2

τ2j
= C′C(j),(233)

and hence VolgSn ((E
τj
j )c) → 0 as j → ∞. This implies that

VolgSn (E
τj
j ) → VolgSn (S

n).(234)

By the assumption of uniform integrability of enfj we see that there exists a
subsequence so that

enfj ⇀ enf∞ ,(235)
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in L1. Hence we find that Volgj (S
n) → Volg∞(Sn) as well as

Volgj (E
τj
j ) =

∫

E
τj
j

enfjdVgSn(236)

=

∫

Sn

enfjdVgSn −
∫

(E
τj
j

)c
enfjdVgSn ,(237)

where we know that
∫

(E
τj

j
)c
enfjdVgSn ≤ Λ

(

VolgSn
(

(E
τj
j )c

))α
.(238)

Hence we see that

Volgj (E
τj
j ) → Volg∞(Sn).(239)

�
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