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1 Introduction and main Results

In the academic year 1969—1970 Louis Nirenberg, likely motivated by the Yamabe probem posed
the following question: Given a smooth positive function K on the standard sphere S™;n >
3 endowed with its standard metric gg, does there exist a riemannian metric g conformally
equivalent to go such that the scalar curvature R, with respect to g is given by the function

4
K? Such a geometric question has a nice PDE interpretation. Indeed writing g = u»=2ggp, the
Nirenberg problem amounts to solving the following nonlinear problem involving the critical
Sobolev exponent:

(Nk) Lyu = Ku™2/=2 " 4 >0 in S

where Ly, := —Ay, + n(n —2)/4 denotes the conformal Laplacian.

Such a problem has been intensively studied in the last half century. See [3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 13, 16,
17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 35] and the references therein.

Shortly after Nirenberg posed his question, Kazdan and Warner identified topological obstruc-
tions [14, 24], showing that the Nirenberg problem cannot be solved for every function K. There-
fore, the central inquiry revolves around identifying sufficient conditions on K under which the
problem is solvable. To provide conditions on the function K, under which the Nirenberg prob-
lem is solvable, some Euler-Poincaré type criteria have been established. Notable results include
those of Bahri-Coron [7], Chang-Gursky-Yang [17] on S?, Ben Ayed et al [11] and Yanyan Li
[27] on S%. Further existence results have been obtained for higher-dimensional spheres under
various conditions: flatness near the critical points of K [26], in the perturbative setting [16],
and under pinching conditions [21, 31].

To understand the analytical challenges posed by the Nirenberg problem, one must interpret its
solutions as critical points of an Euler-Lagrange functional. Specifically, positive critical points
of the functional

Ll 0 n—2 9 /(n—2)
) i) = gl =252 [ Ko,

defined on H'(S™) equipped with the norm:

—2
= [ vup =2 e
N n

correspond to solutions of the Nirenberg problem. However, due to the presence of the Sobolev
critical exponent, this functional does not satisfy the Palais-Smale condition. This means that
there exists a sequence (uy) along which I (ug) is bounded, VI (uy) goes to zero and (uy) does
not converge. The reason for such a lack of compactness is the existence of almost solutions of
the equation (Ng) [36].

One way to overcome the lack of compactness of the functional g, which traces back to Yamabe
[37], is to lower the exponent and first consider the subcritical approximation

Nk .7) Lgyu = Kul+2/(n=2)=7 =, 5 0 on S,

and its associated Euler-Lagrange functional

1 n—2
T () i= 5l = 5

2n
== - - = Kluln—2"T HY(SM).
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Using elliptic estimates, one obtains that either the solution u, remains uniformly bounded as
7 — 0 and hence converges strongly to a solution us, of the Nirenberg problem (N ) or it blows
up. In the latter case, following the works of Schoen [33], Yanyan Li [26, 27], Chen-lin [19, 20] or
Druet-Hebey-Robert [22], one performs a refined blow up analysis. For energy-bounded solutions
of (Nk +), two scenarios can arise: Either the solution u, converges weakly to zero or it converges
weakly to w # 0 which is a solution of (N). The case of a zero weak limit has been extensively
studied, and the complete blow-up picture on high-dimensional spheres has been fully described
only in recent papers by Malchiodi and Mayer [29, 30]. Recently, we investigated in [2] the
scenario where the sequence of blowing-up solutions exhibits a non-zero weak limit.

We point out that the blow up picture described in [2] contrasts with the Yamabe case where
the function K is a constant, say K = 1. Indeed the level sets of the Yamabe functional I; on
the sphere are all contractible, the critical points of I; are minima and Iy does not have any
critical point at infinity, which are non compact orbits of the gradient flow. This observation is
quite striking if one considers the case where the function K is close to one. Indeed thinking of a
homotopy between K and constant 1 one observes that all the blowing up solutions constructed
in Theorem 1.2 of [2] will disappear when K = 1 without giving rise to critical points at infinity
for I;. Such a situation may only occur if there is a cancellation phenomenon with genuine
solutions of (Nx) and our goal in this paper is to find a class of functions K for which such
solutions exist. Namely we consider the following class of functions: For € > 0, we define

ICez{K:S"—ﬂR L 0< K eC¥S") and (Km“x —1) <z—:},
min
where K4 := maxse K and K,,;, := ming» K.
Furthermore we assume K € K. to satisfy the following generic conditions:
(H1) The critical points yi,..., ym, of K are non degenerate and satisfy AK (y;) # 0.
(H2) The critical points of the associated variational function I are non degenerate.
(H3) m := #K*> > 2, where K> is defined by

(2) K> :={yeS":VK(y) =0 and AK(y) < 0}

and #K°> denotes the cardinal of the set .
First, we consider the case where the Hopf-Poincaré index formula related to the topological
contribution of critical points of Ix is equal to 1, that is,

IndeXK = Z (_1)n—morseinde:c(K,y) -1
yeL>®

We remark that, in this case, we have necessarily that m := #X°° > 3 and m has to be odd.
Given an arbitrary integer N, we claim that, under appropriate conditions on K, for & small
and 1 <k < [%], problem (N ) has solutions whose energies are close to %Sn, where

1

3 Sp = (n(n—2 "/2/ ———dx
is the Sobolev universal constant. Here (N ) is said to have a solution w whose energy is close
to %Sn if we have

Sn Sn

(@) € (2K (1)), (2K=2(1 + )]

for some small positive constant 7.
More precisely, our first multiplicity result reads as follows:



Theorem 1.1 Letn > 7 and N € N be an integer. There exists exy > 0 such that, if 0 < e < ey
and K € K. satisfying (H1-H2-H3) and

Indexy = Z (_1)n—morseindex(K,y) =1,
yekcee

then the following facts hold:

for any k € {1,2,--- ,[§]}, (Wk) has at least Cfy_y solutions ujy,’s whose energies are close
to %Sn. Here, ¢ denotes £ := (m —1)/2.

In particular, (Nx) has at least Cl€+[N/2} — 1 solutions.

Next, we deal with the case where the Hopf-Poincaré index formula related to the topological
contribution of critical points of I is different from 1, that is, Indexy # 1. We take an arbitrary
integer N and our goal is to show that, for € small and 1 < k < N, problem (N ) has solutions
whose energies are close to %Sn. Namely, we prove:

Theorem 1.2 Letn > 7 and N € N be an integer. There exists e > 0 such that, if 0 < e < en
and K € K. satisfying (H1-H2-H3) and

Indexy = Z (_1)n—morseindex(K,y) 7& 1,
yer>®

then the following facts hold:
forany k € {1,--- [N}, (Nk) has at least a solution uy whose energy is close to %Sn.
In particular, (Nk) has at least N solutions.

Remark 1.3 e Foreachk € {1,--- N}, we can be more precise for the number of solutions
whose energies are close to %Sn. See Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 for precise statements.

o [f #K> is even then one can deduce that Indexy := Zyenw(_l)b(y) # 1.

Up to the knowledge of the authors the results presented above are the first multiplicity results
for the Nirenberg problem which do not rely on periodicity or symmetry assumptions for the
function K.

The underlying idea behind our multiplicity results can be described as follows: If the total
index of the blowing up solutions is different from one then one derives, under assumption that
the function K is close to one, the existence of a solution whose energy level is close to the first
Yamabe level S, /n. Such a solution gives rise by Theorem 2 of [2] to a blowing up solution near
the second Yamabe energy level 25, /n. Taking into account the topological contribution of all
blowing up solutions and the fact that for K close enough to 1 the nearby levels are topologically
trivial one derives the existence of a second solution which again gives rise to a blowing up
solution at the third Yamabe level 3S,,/n and so one. Using Morse equalities relating to the
contribution of the solutions to the difference of topology between the level sets of the associated
Euler-Lagrange functional, one proves the existence of a new solution of the Nirenberg problem
near every Yamabe level and hence a new blowing up solution of the approximate problem. In
case where the above mentioned sum is equal to one a similar argument provides the existence
of a solution near the second Yamabe level.



The organization of the sequel is as follows : in Section 2 we explore the topology of certain
sublevels of the Euler-Lagrange functional Ix. In Section 3 we present the proof of Theorem 1.2
in the special case while the contribution of the critical points of K in the difference of topology
between the level sets of I is spherical. Section 4 is devoted to derive several Morse inequalities
and index counting formulae relating the critical points of I via their Morse indices. Finally
in Section 5 we provide the full proofs of our main multiplicity results.

2 Topology of some level sets of the Euler-Lagrange functional

We first, observe that, if u is a solution of (Nx) then 32~")/4y is a solution of (Nsx), where
B > 0. Therefore, without loss of generality, we can assume that K,,;, = 1 in the sequel.
Therefore if K in K, it follows that K is close to 1. Moreover since the free functional If ; is
not lower bounded, it is more convenient to consider the following functional

T (u) = ! wes = fue H'(SY) : |uf = 1}.

n 2(n—=2)/(2n—7(n—2
(fgn K\u]%_T) (n=2)/( (n—2))

By easy computations, we can check that

2n—7(n—2)

_2n—7(n—-2)
(4) V() = 205 (w) 50D Vi, (JKJ(u)is*%(”*?) u) Vue 3,

Thus, up to a multiplicative constant, the positive critical points of Jg , are in one to one
correspondence with the positive critical points of I r. Furthermore, for 7 = 0, if u is a positive
critical point of Jg, it follows that w := JK(u)"/ 4u is a positive critical point of Iy (that is a
solution of (Nx)) and we have

(5) IK((U) = %JK(U)NQ with w = JK(u)"/4u.

Our aim in this section is to obtain some useful information about some sublevel sets of the
functional Jx , under the assumption that the function K is close to a constant. First, we recall
the following abstract lemma due to Malchiodi-Mayer [31] (Proposition 3.1), which reads as
follows:

Lemma 2.1 ([31]) Let A and A := (KmaX/Kmin)(”_2)/" A. Assume that Jg ; does not have
any critical point in the set JI’%’T \ JIA{’T where JI’%’T = {u : Jg,(u) < A}. Then for each
c € [A, A], the level set Jiz . s contractible.

The crucial ingredient in the proof of our multiplicity Theorems is the following result:

Proposition 2.2 Let N € N and n be a positive constant satisfying n < 1/(2N + 1). There
exists en,y > 0 such that, for

N4 1\ 02 g1\ 202
i — — -1
0<5<m1n<6N,,7,< N > <1+77> >

and K € K., the sublevel sets J%T, for T small enough, are contractible for any
Ce [(ksnu F )2/, (K + 1)Sa(1 — n))ﬂ Vke(l,.. N},

where Sy, is the Sobolev constant defined in (3).



Proof. It follows from the quantization of Palais-Smale sequences for the Yamabe functional
J1 (see [28, 36]) and the classification of Yamabe solutions on the sphere (see [34, 15]) that each

Palais-Smale sequence (u,), (under the level (N + 1)/ ng2/ ") has to be close to a sum of J,, 5,

and therefore~J1 (uq) will be close to k2/m % S?L/n for some k£ < N. Here, for a € S™ and A > 0,
the function J, ) denotes the solution of the Yamabe Problem on S™ and it is defined by

\(n-2)/2
(2 + (A2 = 1)(1 — cos dy(z, a)))(n_z)/27

(6) g(aA) (x) =co with ¢g := [n(n —2)("=2/4

where dj is the geodesic distance on S™.
Hence |V Ji(u)| > 3Cn,, for some positive constant C,, and for each u such that

A e (J | kSall+m)>", ((k+1)Sa(1 = m)?"]
1<k<N

Next, since K =1+ O(e), we derive that
Ji(u) = (1+0(e))Ji(w),

(VJg(u), h) = 2Jk (u) <(u, h) — Jg(u)V ("2 K|u|<"+2>/<"—2>h>
Sn
which implies that VJg — VJj as ¢ — 0. Thus, there exists ey, such that for 0 < e < en,
and K € K., we have

(7) |VJk(u)| > 20y, for u satisfying Jx(u) € Up_, [(k:Sn(l —1-77))%, ((k+1)S,(1— 17))%] :

Now, we need to prove that an analogue result is true for Jx .. To do so, let (u4), be a positive
Palais-Smale sequence for Jg » under the level (N + 1)/ "572/ ". On one hand, since J , satisfies
the Palais-Smale condition, it follows that u, has to be close to a positive critical point w” of

JK - and therefore we have
(8) Jr 7 (ug) = Jr - (w") + 04(1)

where 0,4(1) is a quantity which goes to zero as ¢ — co. Hence, (w”); is a family of critical
points of Jg - under the level (N + 1)2/”572/".

On the other hand, combining Theorem 1 in [30] and Theorem 1.1 in [2], we have that w”
either converges strongly to a positive critical point w, of Jg and therefore we deduce that
Jg +(w") = Ji(wp) + 0,(1), or it converges weakly to a positive critical point w, of Jx (with
g < p) and blows up at p — ¢ points y;’s in K> and in this case we deduce that Jg (w”) =
Tic(wy) + (p = 0)Sn + 0- ().

Here and in the sequel wy denoted a solution of (M) having an energy Jg (wg) lying in the
interval [(kS,(1 —n))%™, (kS,(1 +n))*/"] for k € {1,--- ,N}.

Thus, we deduce that the energy of each Palais-Smale sequence of J ; has to be close to (pSy,)
for some p € {1,--- , N}. Therefore, for small ¢ and small T,

2/n

2
n

|V Jk-(u)] > Cny  for usatistying Jx - (u) € Un_y [(Sy(1+n))w, ((k+1)S,(1 — 77))%] ‘



JDS 0=yl

But, since Jx ; satisfies the Palais-Smale condition, it follows that retracts by

deformation onto J[(éf”(pr"))wn. Lastly, to apply Lemma 2.1, we take A = (kS, (1 + 71))?/" and
it is sufficient to get A < ((k + 1)S,(1 — 1))?/™ which implies that

Since % > % for k < N, our proposition follows. m

3  Proof of Theorem 1.2 in a simplified framework

The proofs of our results are basically based on Morse theoretical arguments and some counting
Morse index of blowing up solutions of the subcritical approximation. We notice that, when
m = #K>° = 2, we clearly have Indexyx # 1 and therefore we are in the situation of Theorems
5.1 and 5.2 stated in Section 5. Now, we are going to fix some notation which will be used in
the proof of the theorems. For y € K, we denote by

t(y) =n — morse index (K,vy).

Suppose that £ = {y1,--- ,ym} with y; is a global maximum point of K and for N € N and
n < Wlﬂ we choose ¢ as in Proposition 2.2. We denote by u;, a solution of (N ) having an
energy Jr - (uj) in the interval [(pS,(1 — )™, (pSn (1 +n))*™]. Combining Theorem 1 in [30]
and Theorem 1.1 in [2], we have that uj, either converges strongly to a solution wj, of (Nx) or it
converges weakly to a solution w, of (M) (with ¢ < p) and blows up at p — ¢ points y;’s in .
Here and in the sequel wy denoted a solution of (Nk) having an energy Jg(wy) lying in the
interval [(kS, (1 —1))%™, (kSn(1 4 n))?/"] for k € {1,--- | N}.

Next observe that if u;, converges strongly as 7 — 0 to wp, then

(9) m(uy,) := morse index (Jx r,u,) = morse index (Jx,wp) 1= m(wp),
and when u, converges weakly to w, and blows up at y;,, - - - Yip—a) (in this case, we will denote

it by ul, ,), we have that

m(ul,p) = (p—q) + mlwg) + > t(yi;)-
j=1

s}

However, if u;, converges weakly to 0 and blows up at y;,,--- ,¥;,, we have that
m(ulep) = (0 — 1)+ ) u(yi).
j=1
Next we denote by
(10) SP = {u] : Tk (ul) € [(pSn(1 —0)*™, (pSn(L +n)*™] and u] — w,},

where w), is a critical point of Jx := Jx .



We set

(11) _ 0 if 8P = (),
a Zu;esp(—l)m(";), otherwise.

We observe that, when 8P # (), (9) implies that

(12) pp = D (1)),

Wp
Hence, for some positive small constant 7, letting
(13)  Crit?(Jx) := {wp : VJIg(wp) = 0 and Jg(w,) € [(pSn(1 —1))*™, (pSu(1 +n0))¥"]},
we deduce from (12) that

(14) #(Crit? (J)) = |pp,

where #(F') denotes the cardinal of the set F'.
Therefore, to prove the theorems, we need to get some information about the values of the f,.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 when m := #K*° =2
For the sake of clarity we first prove the theorems in a simplified framework where the topology

J[(fn(l'f‘??))z/n

induced by the function K to the difference of topology between the sublevels and

_ 2/n
J I((S n(=m)¥™ g spherical. Namely we consider the case where K® = {y;,y2} with y; is a global
maximum point of K and y9 is a critical point of K of co-index 1o := n — morse(K, ys).

To prove that 1 # 0, we observe that, according to Proposition 2.2, we have that the level set

2/n
J 1(5 :(1+n)) is contractible. Furthermore according to Theorem 1 in [29] there are exactly two

blowing up solutions converging weakly to 0 and whose energy levels lie under this level set.
These solutions blow up respectively at y; and y2 and their Morse indices are respectively 0 and
L2 := t(y2). Hence it follows from Euler-Poincaré Theorem that

/n
L= X = 1 (),
Therefore
(15) p o= —(=1)* #0.

Hence the problem (N ) has at least one solution under the energy level 572/ "(1+n)2/". We

denote by (w] )‘;-’1:1 these solutions.
2/n
Again using Proposition 2.2 we have that the level sets are

contractible. Furthermore according to Theorem 1 in [29] and Theorem 1.2 in [2], blowing up
solutions whose energy levels lie in the interval [(2S,(1 —1))%/™, (2S,(1 +1))*/"] are :

J[(?in(l-i-n))z/n and JI(?in(l—n))

e the solution which converges weakly to 0 and blows up at y; and y»,
e the solutions which converge weakly to a solution w{, j=1,---,p1, and blow up at yi,

e the solutions which converge weakly to a solution w{, j=1,---,p1, and blow up at yo.



In addition, there are also the solutions which converge strongly to a solution wg. Therefore it
follows from the Euler-Poincaré theorem that

p1 _
1= po —I— 1+L2 + Z 1+m07‘36 w{) + Z(_1)1+L2+morse(w{) + 1.
j=1

Hence we obtain that
pp = (=1)7 +pm + (=1)?m = -1,

where we have used (15). Therefore the problem (N ) has at least one solution in the interval
[(280(1 — )2/, (28, (1 +n))?/7]. |
We need to obtain an iteratively relation between 15’s. Let (wj) be the solutions (if there exist) of

(N ) whose energy levels belong to the interval [(kS,,(1—7))%", (kS, (14n))*™]. For3 <p < N,

(L) g gm0/

arguing as above we see that the level sets J[(gi” are contractible and

blowing up solutions whose energy levels lie in the interval [(pSn(71 =)™, (pSn(1+n))%™] are:
e the solutions which converge weakly to a solution wy,_o and blow up at y; and s,
e the solutions which converge weakly to a solution w,_; and blow up at y,
e the solutions which converge weakly to a solution wy,_1 and blow up at ys.

In addition, there are also the solutions which converge strongly to a solution w,. Hence, for
3 < p < N, we obtain that

1 = iy + Z(_1)2+L2+m(wp,2) + Z(_ 1+m(wp—1) + Z 1+L2+m (wp—1) + 17

wp—2 wp-1 wp-1
which implies
0=pp — (L4 (=1)*)pp—1 + (—1)2pp—y V3 <p<N.
Hence two cases may occur:
(1) 2 :=t(y2) is even. In this case, the last equality implies that
Pp = Hp—1 = pp—1 — fip—2 =+ =p2—p1 =0 V3<p<N.

Thus pp = p1 = —1 foreach 1 <p < N.

(ii) 9 :=t(y2) is odd. In this case, we obtain
fp = pp—2 V3 <p<N.

This implies that, for 1 < p < N, we have

_J—1, ifpiseven,
He = 1 if p is odd.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2 in the case where #K>° =2. m



4 Counting index formulae and Morse type relations

Unfortunately for arbitrarily m computing pj explicitly for any number of points in ™ is
very difficult and to prove that px # 0 we have to argue differently using recurrence relations
between the py’s. To this aim we make use of the following notation: For 1 < k < m := #K,
we introduce the following sets:

(16) Sg’k”’ : 5;&

o 83 is the set of critical points ul, , such that Jr ,(ul, ) € [(pSn(1 — 77))2/”, (pSn(1 +
))2/”] and which blow up at r points y;,,--- ,¥;, with ¢; > kforall 1 <j <r,r <p and

ul, ,, converges weakly to wy_, (with wy = 0),

00,p

° S> 1. 18 the set of blowing up critical points belonging to S, such that yj, is one of their
blow up points. -

Furthermore we set

N if k> m = #K>,
S R

and
oy O, if k> m = #K>,
H>pge 2= S ur esoor (=1)™“%p)  otherwise.

OOP >k;k

We point out that these above quantities are the contribution of the blowing up critical points
in the sets S3;” and S% in the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of the pair

(Jgi‘n(lﬂ))”" J(pSn(l n))z/”)_

In the next two lemmas, we show some useful relations between s, ,u> 2P and ,u> . Our first
relations read as follows:

Lemma 4.1 (recurrence relations) Using the above notation, for each 1 < k < m, there
holds:

m
1 ; 1
(17) pS =) (=09 = (D)% +
i=k
Furthermore, for p > 2, we have
) 5 X s 1
(18) /‘;k /‘>k+1 + /‘> and N;Ok?k = (‘UHL(yk) [#p 1+ Iu>k1—)|—1
) 5 1
(19) N?k = :“>k+1 + (—1)tre) [Np 1+ :“>k1-7+1 }

Proof. By definition, a sequence of critical points ul, ; € Siok’l has to blow up at one point
y; with j > k and has to converge weakly to 0. Hence the proof of (17) follows.

Now, for p > 2, by definition, a sequence of critical points u7, ,, € S ? has to blow up and two
cases may occur:

10



e cither yj does not belong to the set of the blow up points of uZ, ,,. In this case, the function
m?p
Usop € Soi1 -

e or y; belongs to the set of the blow up points of u7, . In this case, the function u7, , €
S

Hence the first claim of (18) follows.
Next, the second above mentioned situation can be split into two subcases:

e cither yj, is the only blow up point of uf, , and in this case, uZ, , has to converge weakly
to a critical point w,_1 of Jg. By Theorem 1 of [2] we have that

(—1)morse index(uZ, ,) _ _(_1)L(yk)(_1)m0rse index(wp,l)‘

e or ul,, — wy (with 0 < ¢ < p— 2) where w, is either zero (if ¢ = 0) or a critical point of
Jie with Ji(wy) € [(¢Sn(1 —1))2/™, (¢Sn(1 + n))?>/™] and ul, , blows up at y; and at some
other critical points y;,, -+ ,y;,_,, with j; > k + 1 for each i. Furthermore according to

Theorem 2 of [2], there exists a unique solution u7, , ; of (N ) which blows up at these
oco,p—1

points yj,, ... , ¥j, ,, and converges weakly to w, as 7 — 0. Hence ul, , | € SZkJrl .

Hence inferring again to Theorem 2 of [2] we have that

go,pfl)

(_1)morse index(Jg - ul, ) _ _(_1)L(yk)(_1)morse index(Jx ,,u

. .. . . . . —1 .
Summing over all critical points in 82, k’p respectively in S;i’f_l we recover the second equality

in (18). Finally we notice that (19) follows from the two equalities in (18). m

The second type of relations of the above quantities are some Morse equalities relating the
: : (PSn(14m)?/™  7(pSn(1=m))*/" : T
difference of topology of the pair (Jy s I, ) to the topological contribution

of all critical points whose energy levels lie in the interval [(pS,(1 — 1)), (pSn(1 + 1))*/™].
Namely we prove:

Lemma 4.2 (Morse equalities) With the above notation, we have

(20) i) m+pt =1 and  pp+pSP =0 V2<p<N.
(21) (#1) pp+pZ’=0 Y1<p<N.

Proof. Since Ji ; satisfies the Palais-Smale condition, it follows from the classical deformation
lemma that

2/n _n))2/n
J I(ff_”(lJr")) retracts by deformation onto J I(ff_"(l m) U Wy(uy,) forp>2,

0,p
uj GSPU821

2/n
JERWEIT petracts by deformation onto U Wy (ul),

K,T

1 0,1
u7ESIUSSY
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where Wu(u;) denotes the unstable manifold at the critical point u;, of J -, S” and S;‘j’p are
introduced in (10) and (16) respectively. Using the Euler-Poincaré theorem, we derive that

X(J[({I]in(l'i‘n)p/n) _ X(J[(gin(l—n))z/n) 4 Z (_1) morse index (u;) for p> 27
up €SPUST”
_ Z (—1) morse index (u])

1 oo, 1
ujes US21

2/n
G/

Jl(?’f_n(l—l—n))Z/n and Jl(?’f_n(l_n))Z/n

Furthermore, Proposition 2.2 implies that are contractible sets.

Therefore, for p > 2, we get

1=1+ Z (—1) morse index (uf) | Z (—1) morse index (uZ, )

reop - o0,p
UPES uoo,p6821

which gives the second claim in (20). Likewise follows the first claim of (20).
Next using (17), (19) and (20), we derive that

(22) (-1 4pZ 4 =1 and —(—1)"®) [u?ﬁp_“rup—l] +uSs =0 Y2<p<N.

Since y; is a maximum point of K, we have that AK (y;) < 0 and ¢(y;) = 0 is even. This implies
that the first equation in (22) is equivalent to
1
1S5 + 1 = 0.
Furthermore denoting z,, := pZ3” + pp, on one hand the above equation implies that z; = 0.
On the other hand, we see that the second equation in (22) is equivalent to x, = x,—1 for each
2 < p < N. Thus, we obtain Claim (21) and the proof of the lemma is thereby complete. m

Next we are going to prove the following crucial Lemmas about the value of p,. The first one
reads as follows:

Lemma 4.3 Assume that m > 3 and 1(y;) is even for each j > 2. Then it holds that
Ly = —C’;’fﬁ_2 for each p e {1,--- /N}.

Proof. Observe that, since ¢(y;) is even for each j > 2, from (17) and (20), it holds

(23) ,u?,;l = Z(—l)b(yj) =m—-k+1 and up =1—m.
=k

Furthermore, (19) can be written as

“1
(uq + /f;,;q> = (uq + u?,;%) — (uq_l + 13 ) for each ¢ € {2,--- , N}

and therefore, we derive that

@) () = (et i) + (m+n3h)  foreachpe {2, V).

P
q=2

12



Now, we claim that

(25) (,up + ,u;o]ﬁ_1> = —C’I'f;,?_z for each p € {2,--- | N} and for each k € {2,--- ,m}.

The proof of the claim will be by induction on k.
For k = 2, using (24), (21) and (23), we get

p

I b 71
(up + u?f) => (uq + u?f) + (m + 33 ) =-1=-C)
q=2

which proves the claim for k = 2.
Now, assuming that the claim holds for k € {2,--- ,m — 1}, then (24) and (23) imply that

p
J. K 71
</‘p * “?kiz) = </‘q * /‘?kil) T <l‘1 * ”§k+2>
q=2

p
_ k-2 _ (k+1)-2
- Z Cq+k—2 —k= _Cp+(k+1)—2'
q=2

Hence our claim is proved.
Finally, the proof of Lemma 4.3 follows from the fact that uozoy’n +1 = 0 by taking k = m in the
previous claim. m

The second tool to determine the value of the local degree 1, is provided in the next lemma.
Lemma 4.4 Assume that m > 3 and 1(y;) is odd for each j > 2. Then it holds that

Hp = (—1)Ptt C’;’jﬁfﬁ for each p € {2,--- N}

Proof. Observe that, since ¢(y;) is odd for each j > 2, from (17) and (21), it holds

m
(26) ,u;,;l = Z(_l)b(yj) =—(m—k+1) and 1 = _#0202,1 =m — 1.
j=k
Furthermore, (19) can be written as
) ) 3 —1
(g +137) = (1 + 1580 ) + (mam1 + 85%")  foreach g € {2, N}
and therefore, we derive that, for each k € {1,--- ,m} and each p € {2,--- , N},

(27) (1 (1p+1301) = S (g +157) = (1 + 150 -
q=2

Now, we claim that

(28) (—1)? <,up + u?,;‘il) = —05;5_2 for each p € {2,--- | N} and for each k € {2,--- ,m}.

13



The proof of the claim will be by induction on k. Observe that, for k = 2, applying (27), we get

p
’. k) 71
(=07 (i +337) = D07 (g +0%57) = (m+433') = -1= =),
q=2
where we have used (21). Hence the claim (28) is true for k£ = 2.

By induction on k, assume that the claim (28) holds for £k —1 € {2,--- ;m — 1}. Applying (27)
and (26), we obtain

P s ,1
(=1)F (Mp +M§kﬁ-l> =2 (=1 (Nq +”C§kq> - (Nl +”C§k+1)

M= 11-

=Y —Crd - (k—1)
q=2
k—3
Z Cq-i—k 37 p+k 2°

Hence, the proof of the claim (28) is thereby completed.
Finally, taking k = m in (28) and using the fact that uozof’n +1 =0, we deduce Lemma 4.4 m

Notice that, in Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, we assumed that, for j > 2, the parameters ¢(y;)’s have the

same sign. In the sequel, we need to cover the other situations.

Lemma 4.5 Assume that m > 3, that t(y2) is odd and let 1 < £y < (m — 1)/2 be such that
L(y2;) is odd and t(y2j4+1) is even for j € {1,--- Lo}. Then there holds:

00,2p—1 _ <p<
{“2p 1+M>2J+2 0 Visp<[(N+1)/2, V1<) </l

Pap + N22j+2 —Cppjo1 V1<p<I[N/2,

Proof. First, if ¢(yg) is odd and ¢(yk+1) is even, applying (19) two times, it follows that

(29) <:“q + N;Oéq> = (:“q + :“>k+2> (Nq 2+ N>1f|-22) Vge {3, ,N},
(30) (2 + 137) = (2 + 13750) +1.

Second, taking k£ = 2 in (29) and using (19), we obtain
(uq+u§4q> = (uq o+ p;" 2) Vge{3, - N}
which implies that (by using (20) and (30))
(31) (uzp v 1) = <u1 +u§41> = <u1 +u§2’1> = (1)) — (—1)) =0,
(32) (sz +uZ; p) = <M2 + M§42> =L

Now, we will prove the lemma by induction on j. Notice that, (31) and (32) imply the statements
of Lemma 4.5 in the case j = 1. Now, we assume that the result holds for j —1 € {1,--- ,fy—1}
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and we will prove it for j. Note that t(y2;) is odd and ¢(y2j4+1) is even. Furthermore, by the
induction assumption we have that

(33) popr ST =0 V1<p <N +1)/2],
pap + pZ5 = —Ch ., ¥1<p<[N/2.

Using (29) and the first equation of (33), we deduce that
2p—1 2p—3
fop—1 + 135 = pap—3 + B35k, V2<p<[(N+1)/2]
which implies that, for each 2 < p < [(N +1)/2],
:2p—1 1 1 ‘ ,
(34) pap—1 + pS5st = A s =+ pSs; — (—1) W) — (—1) ) < o,

In addition, for p = 1, using (21), we have

2j+1
71 71 71 7]_
(35) ot nSsie =t aSs = S+ pSgn = ) (1) =0,
=

Thus, (34) and (35) complete the proof of the first assertion of the lemma.
Concerning the second statement, using (29), we deduce that

2 2 2(g—1
<M2q + N§2jq) = <N2q + M§2j3_2> - <N2(q—1) + M?zjf2 )) V2<g<[N/2

which implies that

P
2 ,2 )2
(2w + 835072) = (m2+ 135040) + D0 (m2g +135)7) Y2 p<N/2)
q=2

Hence, using (30) and (33), for each 2 < p < [N/2], we have

p p P
2 2
<ﬂ2p + “;’29‘12) =1+ </‘2q + /‘Eozjq> =—1-> Cliy == Clyjr=-C s
qg=1 q=1 q=0
Finally, for p = 1, using (30) and (33), we get

2 2
<M2 + M§2j+2> = -1+ <M2 + M§2j) =-1-C}_, =-Cj.

This completes the proof of the lemma. m

5 Proof of the theorems in a general case

This section is devoted to the proof of the theorems in their most generalities. We notice that,
when m := #K°° = 2, we clearly see that Indexyg # 1 and therefore we are in the situation of
Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 stated below. These theorems have been proved in Section 3 in this case.
Thus, in the sequel, we assume that m := #X° > 3. For arbitrarily NV € N and for n < ﬁ we
choose ¢ as Proposition 2.2 and assume that K € K. and satisfies the conditions (H1, H2, H3).
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We first consider the case Indexy := Zye Koo (—1)“®) = 1, that is, we are going to prove Theorem
1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 Since Indexg = 1, m has to be odd, say 2/ + 1; £ > 1 with £+ 1 points
satisfying ¢(y) even and ¢ points satisfying ¢(y) odd. Furthermore observe that by definition
u°>°2’§+2 =0 foreach 1 <p<N.

Next, we arrange the points y;’s of I such that ¢(y1), - - , t(y2r+1) are even and ¢(y2), - - - , t(y2e)
are odd. We observe that the assumptions of Lemma 4.5 are satisfied (by taking ¢p = ¢). Thus
Lemma 4.5 implies that

By = pap 1 =0 YV 1<p<[(N+1)/2),
2
B3 Hap = pop = —Cy ¥V 1 <p < [N/2
Hence, for each p € {1,--- ,[IN/2]}, the functional Jx has at least C’I’; ¢ critical points woy, s

such that
Tic (wapk) € [(2pSn(1 =)™, (2pSu(1+m)?"] YV 1<k<CE, ..

By using (4) and (5), it follows that the Nirenberg problem (Nf) has at least Cg ¢ solutions

whose energies are close to %2})5”.
Hence Theorem 1.1 is proved. m

From now, we assume that Indexyg # 1 and without loss of generality, we can assume that
Y1, ,Ym are arranged so that we are in one of the following four cases:

Case 1. all the indices ¢(y;)’s are even.

Case 2. for j > 2, all the indices ¢(y;) are odd.

Case 3. there exists [ > 1 with 2] < m — 2 such that

t(y2;)is odd and ¢(y2j41) is even for j € {1,---,l} and t(y;) iseven Vj € {20 +2,--- ,m}.
Case 4. there exists [ > 1 with 2] < m — 2 such that
t(y25)is odd and ¢(y2j41) is even for j € {1,--- 1} and (y;) is odd for j € {20 +2,--- ,m},

where ((y) = n — morse index (K, y).

Notice that, in cases 3 and 4, we have used the fact that Indexyg # 1 which implies that
m > 20 + 2.

To specify the exact number of solutions obtained and their levels, we will present our multiplicity
results for each case. Using the above notations, our multiplicity results are as follows:

Theorem 5.1 Letn > 7 and N € N be an integer. There exists ey > 0 such that, if 0 < e < en
and K € K. satisfying (H1-H2-H3), Indery = ZyeKoo(—l)L(y) # 1 and the assumption stated
in Case 1 or Case 2, then there hold:

for any p € {1,2,...,N}, (Nk) has at least C},

In particular (Nx) has at least C}{};}n_l — 1 solutions.

o solutions whose energies are close to £S,,.

Theorem 5.2 Letn > 7 and N € N be an integer. There exists ey > 0 such that, if 0 < & < en
and K € K. satisfying (H1-H2-H3), Indexy := ZyEKOO(_l)L(y) % 1 and the assumption stated
in Case 3 or Case 4, then
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e for each p € {1,--- ,[N/2]}, (Nk) hast at least C* bim_t_o Solutions whose energies are
close to %‘”Sn,

e for each p € {1 (N +1)/2]}, (Nk) has at least C’g;ln_g_g solutions whose energies
are close to Sn,

Now, we are going to prove Theorems 5.1 and 5.2.
Proofof Theorem 5.1 For m = 2, the proof in done in Section 3 and for m > 3, the proof
follows from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4. m

Proofof Theorem 5.2 We have to consider Cases 3 and 4.

e In Case 3, i.e, there exists £ > 1 such that ¢(yox11) is even and ¢(yox) is odd for each k < /¢
and ¢(y;) is even for each j > 20 4 2.

Note that, in this case, the assumptions of Lemma 4.5 are satisfied for £y = £. Hence, we

have
(36) pop—1 + M%gizl =0 V1<p<[(N+1)/2],
H2p + l‘zzé+2 ~Cr . Y1<p<[N/2

Since Indexg # 1, we see that m > 2¢ 4+ 2. By assumption of the theorem, ¢(yy) is even
for each k > 2¢ + 2, and therefore, using (19), we get

(67 (g +37) = (o +135%) = (o1 + 858 ) Y a € {2 NYLY k= 2042

which implies that

(38) (up v u;",;il) zp: (uq + ) (ul n u‘g’,;1+1> Vpe {2 NIV E>20+2.
=2

Notice that, using (36) and the fact that ¢(yy) is even for k > 20+ 2, we get

k
(39)  (muSi) = (m+nSin) - S () = —(k—20-1).
j=20+2

Thus, by induction on k € {20+ 2,--- ,m} and using (36), we deduce that

(40) (up+u§,;il)<o Vpef{l,-- N}V k>2042

Now, we need to be more precise. In fact, using (37), (40) and (36), we deduce that
(41)  (papr + 1) < (map+ 1ZE0) Ve (Lo (N = 1)/21 W k2 20+ 2.
Thus, taking £ = m in (41) and (39), it follows that

(42)  m=—(m-20-1<—1 and po <psy Vpe{Lo- [(V—1)/2).
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In addition, (38), (40) and (36) imply

p
(43)  (nap+ 1) €7 (mag + 637 =1 Vpe Lo IN/ALY k= 20+ 2
q=1

Now, we claim that

(44) (mp n M;O,;ipl) <P ppnrny YPE{L o IN/2ULY k> 2042,

In fact, for k = 2¢ + 2, using (43) and (36), we deduce that

p
(15) (pap + nZ5203) < Z fr 1= =D Clyy = =Chyy VP e (Lo IN/2])
q=0

which implies that Claim (44) is true for k = ¢ + 2.

By induction on k, assume that Claim (44) is true for k, hence, using (43), we deduce
that, for each p € {1,---,[N/2]},

(46)

00,2p P
<N2p+ﬂ>k+2> E : q+z+ (k—20—2) E: g0+ (k—20—2) Cp+z+(k+1 20-2)"

This completes the proof of Claim (44).
Finally, taking K = m in (44) and recalling that ,u;o,h +1 = 0 for each g, we derive that

(47) H2p = <N2p +/‘0>073£1> = Cp—]—m o Vpe{l,-- [N/2]}.

Hence the proof of Theorem 5.2 follows from (14), (47) and (42) in the situation where
Case 3 holds.

In Case 4, there exists £ > 1 such that ¢(yor11) is even and ¢(ysy) is odd for each k < /¢
and ¢(y;) is odd for each j > 2¢ 4 2. Clearly, in this case, assumptions of Lemma 4.5
are satisfied for £y = ¢. Thus, we see that (36) holds in this case. The proof of this case
will follow the previous one with some changes because the sign of ¢(yy) for k > 2¢ + 2.
Precisely, equations (37) and (38) become

(48) (uq - u‘;}f) = (uq + u;,;‘il) + (uq 1+ M>é‘i11) Vge{2,--- ,N}Wk>20+2

(49)

(—1)P (up + M?;;’il) = (-1 (uq + u?éq) - (m + M?éil) V2<p< N Vk>20+2.
q=2

Notice that, using (36) and the fact that ¢(yx) is odd for k > 2¢ 4 2, we get

k
(50) (ul + u?;;il) = (ul + u§é§+z> — D ()W) = (k—20-1),
j=2042
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Thus, by induction on k € {20+ 2,--- ,m} and using (36), we deduce that

(51) (=17 (p + 1501) <O VpE{les NLY k22042

and therefore, (41) becomes

(52) = (apsr + pZ2Y) < (hop +1S70) Vo e (Lo (N = 1)/2LY k> 2042
Thus, taking k& = m in (52) and (50), it follows that

(53) pr=(m—20—1)>1 and —pgpy1 <pgp Vped{l,-- -, [(N-1)/2]}.

In addition, (49), (51) and (36) imply
2 u 2
(54) (u2p+u§,;f1) <3 (uzq + i q) 1 Vpe{l, - N2V k>2042
q=1

which is exactly the equation (43). The sequel of the proof is exactly the same than the
previous case (that is Case 3). Thus we will omit it.

The proof of Theorem 5.2 is thereby completed. m
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