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PRESCRIBING POSITIVE CURVATURE WITH CONICAL
SINGULARITIES ON §2

JINGYI CHEN, YUXIANG LI, YUNQING WU

ABsTRACT. For conformal metrics with conical singularities and positive curva-
ture on S2, we prove a convergence theorem and apply it to obtain a criterion for
nonexistence in an open region of the prescribing data. The core of our study is a
fine analysis of the bubble trees and an area identity in the convergence process.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A real divisor D on a compact surface X is a formal sum ® = 3}, B;p;, where
B = (B, ,Bm) € R™and p; € ¥ are distinct. The Euler characteristic of the
pair (X, B) is defined to be

X(ZB) = x(Z)+ ) B
i=1

Let go be a Riemannian metric on X. A conformal metric g on (Z, go) is said to
represent the divisor D if g is a smooth metric away from py,-- -, p,, such that
around each p; there is an isothermal coordinate neighbourhood U; w.r.t. gg with
a coordinate z; such that z; (p;) = 0 and g is in the form

8= ezvlzilzﬁigeum
where v € CO(U;) N C?(U;\{p;}). The point p; is called a conical singularity of
angle 6; =27 (B; + 1) if B; > —1 and a cusp if B; = —1.
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Finding a conformal metric g = e?* g representing D with a prescribed function
K on £ is equivalent to solving

m
(1.1) ~Agott = Ke™ = Ky, =21 " i,
i=1
in the sense of distribution, where ¢, is the Dirac measure at p;.

When y(Z,8) > 0 and D consists of conical singularities, existence of a con-
formal metric representing D is known in a few cases. For instance, it is shown
that (II)) admits a solution if 0 < y(Z, 8) < 2min;{1, B; + 1} (which is called the
Trudinger constant), 81, ..., 8, > —1 and K is positive somewhere [28, Theorem
C] and if y(Z,8) > 2, the genus of ¥ is at least 1, B1,...,8, > 0 and 8 not
in certain lattice, K is a positive Lipschitz continuous function [[1, Theorem 1.1].
In [22], F. Luo and G. Tian established the uniqueness of Troyanov’s solution to
Liouville’s equation on the punctured complex plane. For Liouville type equations,
uniqueness and symmetry of solutions are studied in [[17, 2} [25]], etc. and existence
via a topological degree theory in [19} 21116, [7]]; we refer the reader to the reference
therein for many other works.

For the spherical metric of constant curvature on S2, important classifications
of conformal metrics with conical singularities has been achieved. It is shown that
a solution cannot have exactly one singularity by W.X. Chen and C.M. Li [11], a
solution with exactly two conical singularities must satisfy a strong rigidity by M.
Troyanov [27]], and A. Eremenko [14]] treated three conical singularities. We will
use the first two cases in our proof of results stated below.

When the singular points {pi, ..., p,} are not fixed on S?, the question of
finding a spherical metric with prescribed angles at m conical singularities has
been studied, in particular, under a constrain on the holonomy representation:
1 (SP\{p1, ..., pm}) — SO(3), in [24] 12} 15, [18]]. Inspired by these works, al-
though the points in D are fixed in our consideration, we introduce a function to
describe the type of divisors in our interest:

First, let F : R — ({1, --- ,m}) be an index function for certain half spaces
of R where & stands for the power set, given by

m
Sl
k=1

F((vy, -, vm)) = {i v <

N =

Then, we define
1
Ay = {/3: (Bio+ Bu) €R =1 < Br.-o i # 0, Sx(S%P) € (0, 400\,

1 1
and for ¥/ € F(8), 3x(5%8) = 3 B; # LI+ 1o+ 1]+ [5x(5D)] .
jeJ
There are divisors on $? with 3 in A,, that are not representable by the spherical
metric (cf. [24]12]]); in other words, with such 8 and K = K,, = 1 admits
no solutions. The nonexistence persists in an open neighbourhood of (8,1) as a
special case of our results in this paper.
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Theorem 1.1. Let K lie in the set C*(S?) of positive continuous functions on S>.
Suppose that B € A,, and one of the following assumptions holds:

(©1) 0 < x($%,8) <2

(0y) Bi < 1foranyie{l,---,m}.
If the equation

m
~Agou = Ke* — 2”2:31'51),- -1
i=1
has no solutions in Npe[12) wl-p (Sz, gs2), then there exists a neighbourhood U of
(K,B) in C+(Sz) X (=1, 00)*"™ such that for any (K,B) € %,
m
~Agou = Ke* — 2”Z:gi5pi -1
i=1

has no solutions in N1 2) WP (S?, gs2).

In fact, stronger regularity on K allows us to drop the assumption (01) and (0;)
in Theorem [L.1k

Theorem 1.2. Let K lie in the set C'*(S?) of positive C'-smooth functions on S>.
Suppose B = (B1,** ,Bm) € Am. If the equation
m
~Agou = Ke? — 2”2:31'51),- -1
i=1
has no solutions in Npe[12) wl-p (Sz, 8s2), then there exists a neighbourhood % of
(K, ) in C'(S?) x (=1, 00)*™ such that for any (K, B) € %,
m
~Agou = Re™ =21 " fiop, — 1
i=1

has no solutions in Npe[1.2) WP (S, ge2).

A key ingredient in proving Theorem [I.1]is the compactness statement in Theo-
rem[L.3below. Fix m distinct points py, ..., p,, on S%. Let gk = (8%, ..., k) e R™
with ¥ — B € R™ as k — oo and DF = ,8’1‘171 + -+ % p,,. For a sequence of
conformal metrics g; = e?“* g representing DX with curvature Kz — K > 0, the
theorem says that (up to passing to subsequences) either the sequence converges to
a conformal metric with curvature K representing a divisor ® = 3| (B8; — 2n;) p;
where n; € N U {0}, or the sequence collapses to O-measure but after normaliza-
tion it converges to a conformal metric representing a nontrivial divisor (possibly
different from D) on S? with curvature 0.

Suppose that the curvature measures K, of g (or a subsequence under consid-
eration) converge weakly. The function ®(x) : S> — R defined by

O(x) = lim lim K, (By* (x)).
r—0 k—oo

reveals the curvature concentration at x and we can show that {x : ®(x) # 0} has
only finite elements, hence the sum ;s> ©(x)dy is well-defined. The value of
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©(x) can be calculated precisely by analyzing the bubble tree structure carefully
(see Proposition 3.3] Proposition [3.3] and Proposition [3.6).

Theorem 1.3. Let p1, ..., pm be distinct points on S%. Suppose that g = e*"* g
and uy, satisfies

m
~Agoug = Kge™™ — 1 =21 )" Br6,,,
i=1
in the sense of distribution, where
(A1) K € CY(S?) and Ky — K > 0in C°(S?),
(A2) Bf — Bi > -1,
m
(A3) x(S%,B) =2+ 21,31' > 0.
=

Then after passing to a subsequence one of the following holds:
(@) Ifur — u weakly in ﬁpe(l,z)Wl’p (S?, gs2), then u solves
—Agou = Ke® + Z O(x)6, — 1.
xes?

{ur} can only has bubbles at p; with B; > 1, and the bubble tree at each
such point has only one level. Furthermore, the total number of bubbles,
saying s, has an upper bound:

1
s < 5X(S% ).
(b) Ifuy — cr — v weakly in ﬂpe(l,z)Wl’p (S?, gs2) with ¢ — —oo, then

—Agv = Z O(x)d, — 1.
xe§?
Each bubble tree has at most two levels, and
1
S1— 82 = EX(Szaﬂ)_ Z ﬂi;
{i:{ux } has a singular bubble at p;}

where s1 and sy denote the total number of bubbles of {uy} at 1-level and
2-level, respectively.

We will show that (a) in the above theorem does not happen and the bubble trees
have only one level, provided one of the following holds:

(1) x(5%8) <2
(2) Bi < lforanyie{l,---,m}.

For these two cases, the number of bubbles is bounded by the divisor:
1 m
#{bubbles} < 1+ = i
{bubbles} < Z;W

Convergence of solutions without divisors has been studied extensively, for
example, in [15, 20} |19} [13] 26]], etc. For conformal metrics representing divisors,
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it is shown in [4, [3] that if {u;} has at least one bubble and K; — K in C!(S?)
(compare to C°(S?) in Theorem [L3)), then (b) in Theorem [[3]holds and v solves

S 2 m
(12) —Agv= Z(47r +4RB;;)0p, + Z 4n6,, - 2m Zﬁiém -1
j=1 j=1 i=1

Using the techniques developed in this paper, we can give a detailed description
on the bubble development under the stronger assumption Ky — K in C'(S?): the
sequence {uy } can only develop bubbles at 1-level, u; — —oo almost everywhere,
and the bubble tree structure can be described in a clear way (see the detailed
argument in Proposition 3.12)):

(1) {ux} has s; smooth bubbles at 1-level at some p; with s; = B; + 1; thus, if
Bi € N, then {u;} has no smooth bubbles at p;;

(2) {ux} has one bubble with two singularities at 1-level at some p;;

(3) {ux} has one smooth bubble at 1-level at some g; € {p1, -, pm}.

Finally, we would like to mention that Mazzeo-Zhu have developed a theory for
moduli of metrics with divisors in [23] (see the reference therein).

Acknowledgement. The first author would like to thank Professor Gang Tian for
arranging the visits to BICMR in the summers of 2023 and 2024 in the course of
this work. All authors are grateful for the wonderful research environment provided
by Tsinghua University during their collaboration.

2. PRELIMINARY

In this section, we collect a few definitions and results from [8}, [9]] and [[10] that
will be used in this paper.

Let X be a closed surface with a Riemannian metric go, the Gauss curvature K,
and the area element dVy,. Let M(Z, go) be the set of Radon measures g, = e?“g
so that there is a signed Radon measure (g, ) for u € L'(Z, go) satisfying

/deu(gu) = /Z (¢ Kgy — uhgy) dVyg,, Vo € C3'(T).

We write dVy, = ez"dVgO and call the signed Radon measure K, = p(g,) the
curvature measure for g,,.

In an isothermal coordinate chart (x, y) for the smooth metric gy, we can write
g0 = e?"0 g, for some local function ug. Soany g € M(Z, go) is locally expressible
as g = €%V geuc, Where v € LIIOC(Z) and

2.1) —Av dxdy = Kg,
as distributions where A = 6‘9—; + 66_;2'

Definition 2.1. Let (X, go) be a surface and D = 3.7, B;p; be a divisor on . A
Radon measure g = e?gy € M(Z, go) represents © with curvature function K if
m
K, = Ke*dVy, — 27 Zﬂiém, and Ke* € L'(Z, go).

i=1
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In other words, in the sense of distributions,
m

(2.2) ~Agott = Ke™ = Ky =271 )" fi6 .
i=1

By 2.2)), for a closed surface X we have
1 m
2u _ L
o /ZKe dVg, = x(£) + ;:1 Bi = x(X,B).

For simplicity, we use the notations: M(Q) = M(Q, geuc) Where Q ¢ R? is a
domain and M(S?) = M(S?, gs2) where g2 is the metric on S? of curvature 1.

Theorem 2.2. [9] Let {ur} be a sequence of signed Radon measures on D with
lur|(D) < €0 < m. Suppose that —Auy = py holds weakly with ||[Vug|| 1 (py < A
and Area (D, gr) < N’. Then after passing to a subsequence, one of the following
holds:
(1) ur — u weakly in Wl’p(Dl/z) for any p € [1,2) and e — €™ in
L9(Dy ) for some g > 1;
(2) uy — —oo for a.e. x and e*** — 0 in L9 (D1)2) for some g > 1.

Lemma 2.3. [9] Let u be a signed Radon measure defined on a closed surface

(2,80) and u € L' (Z,go) solves —Agyu = p weakly. Then, for any r > 0 and
q € [1,2), there exists C = C(q,r, go) such that

2 [ Fal? < A"
BV (x

We now discuss terminologies needed to describe the bubble-tree analysis. Let
gk = ek goye € M(D) with [Kg, [(D) < A.

Definition 2.4. A sequence {(xx, rx)} is a blowup sequence of {uy } at 0 if x;. — 0,
re. — 0 and u} = wup(xg + rrx) + logry, converges weakly to a function u in

Npe[1,2) Wlt’cp (R?), and u is called a bubble. The sequence {uy} has no bubble at
0 if no subsequence of {uy } has a blowup sequence at 0. We say ) converges to a
ghost bubble if there exists ¢, — —oo such that u} — ¢, converges weakly to some

. . 1,
function v in Npep12) Wlocp (R?).

The ghost bubble has the following property:

lim lim et =0,
r=0k—0 Jpy,\U.csDr(2)

where S is the set consisting of measure-concentration points:
€0
S={y:u(y)25}-

where y is the weak limit of K ;- e | and € is chosen as in Theorem 2.21
euc

At a point, the sequence {uy} may have more than one blowup sequences, we
distinguish them according to the following definitions.
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Definition 2.5. Two blowup sequences {(xx,7¢)} and {(x,r;)} of {ux} at O are
essentially different if one of the following happens

Ik Iy lxe = x7 |
— — 00, OF — — 00, OFf ————
I’k Tk rk+rk

Otherwise, they are essentially same.

Definition 2.6. We say the sequence {uy} has m bubbles it {uy} has m essentially
different blowup sequences and no subsequence of {u } has more than m essentially
different blowup sequences.

Definition 2.7. For two essentially different blowup sequences { (xx, 7) }, { (X}, 77) }

we say {(x;,r;)} is on the top of {(xk,rr)} and write {(x},7;)} < {(xx,7%)}, if
ry X’,—Xk

-£ — 0 and ~-— converges as k — co.
k Ik

Remark 2.8. (1) If {(x},7;)} < {(xx,7x)}, we have [ := :—: — 0 and y; :=

’
Xp, =Xk

— — y. If we set vi = ug (xp + rx) +logry and vi = ug(x) +7r.x) +logr,,
we can verify v} (x) = vi (Igx + yi) +1og l. Then {(yx, [x)} is a blowup sequence
of {vx} at y, and the limit of v} can be considered as a bubble of {v,}.

(2) If two essentially different blowup sequences {(xx,7x)}, {(x},7;)} are not on
| =x7 |

the top of each other, then we must have — oo and separation of domains:

rk+r]’c
for any ¢ > 0, when & is sufficiently large it holds D, (xx) N Dy (xp) = 0.

Definition 2.9. {(x;,r;)} is right on the top of { (xy, r) }, if {(x}, )} < {(xk,7%)}
and there is no {(x;/, 7))} with {(x}, 7 )} < {(x/, 7))} <{(xk>re)}

We define the level of a blowup sequence and its corresponding bubble as follows:

Definition 2.10.
(1) A blowup sequence {(xx, )} of {ux} at the point O is at 1-level if there is
no {(xp, 7))} with {(xg, 7o)} < {(x},7;)}. For m > 2, a blowup sequence
{(xk, k) } is at m-level if there exists a blowup sequence {(x},7;)} which
is at (m — 1)-level such that {(xx, 7¢)} < {(x},7})}.
(2) For m > 1, a bubble is at m-level if it is induced by a blowup sequence at
m-level.

Two essentially different blowup sequences at m-level may be right on the top
of two essentially different blowup sequences at (m — 1)-level. By Remark 2.8] if
{(x}c, r}{)}, {(xi, r,%)} are at the same level, then for any 7 > 0, when k is large

Dlr,i (xllc) N Dzr,f (xi) =0
Let g = e®geuc € M(D\{0}) with
[Kel(D\{0}) < & <.

for some €;. Extend K, to a signed Radon measure u by taking u(A) = Ko (AN
(D\{0})),VA c R? and write u = Kq[ (D\{0}). By [10], we have the following
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decomposition:
u(z) = 1,(z) + Alog |z| + w(2),

where

1 ou

1 _ —
I,(z)=—-— [ 1 -y|d A= 1li
u(2) > .[R@ oglz —yldu(y), . op, O’

and w is a harmonic function on D\{0} with faD %—Vtv = 0. Hence, we can find a
holomorphic function F on D\{0} with Re(F) = w, which means

(u—1,)(z) =Re(F(z)) + Alog|z|, z e D\{0}.
Lemma 2.11. [10] (1) If the area of D is finite, namely,

/elu < o0,
D

then w is smooth on D, and A > —1. Moreover, g € M(D) with
K¢ = u—2n16y.
(2) If we further assume Ky > 0 on D\{0}, then A > —1.

Definition 2.12. (1) For g = e?“geuc € M(D), the residue of g (or u) at 0 is
1

Res(g,0) = Res(u,0) = _EK&’({O})'
(2) For g = e? gy € M(D\{0}) satisfying
I OVOD + [ @ <o,
the residue of g (or u) at O is
Res(g,0) = Res(u,0) = —%Kg({O}).
(3) For g = e? gy € M(R?\D) satisfying
K, |(R*\D) +/ e < oo,

R2\D

the residue of g (or u) at oo is
1
Res(g, oo) = RCS(M, OO) = _2_ 8’({0})
Vs

where g’ = ez“,geuC e M(D\{0}) with v’ (x") = u(ﬁ) —2log |x’|,x" = ﬁ is
extended in M(D).
Proposition 2.13. [10] Let gi = e?** gouc € M(D) with

|Kq, (D) + Area (D, gx) < A.
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Assume that uy, converges to u weakly in WP (D) for some p € [1,2) and {uy} has
a blowup sequence {(xy,rr)} at O with the corresponding bubble u’. Then there
exists t; — 0, such that

lim klim Ko (D, (0)\D i (xy)) = =27 (2 + Res(u, 0) + Res(u’, 0)) .

[—00
If no bubble occurs then there is no area concentration point:

Proposition 2.14. [10] Let gx = e**go. € M(D) which satisfies (P1)-(P3).
Assume that {uy} has no bubble. Then

(2.3) lim lim Area (D,,gr) =0.

r—0 k—oo
If the curvature does not change sign then convergence of solutions occurs:

Proposition 2.15. [10] Let g = e?' geye € M(D) with K, = fre®k dx —2mBx0o.
Assume

(1) Area (D, gr) < Ay,

() rlIVukllL1(p, (x)) < Naforall Dy (x) € D;

B) A3 < fi <—-1lorl < fr <Az, and fi converges to f for a.e. x € D;

4) Bx — B.
Assume {uy} has no bubble. Then, after passing to a subsequence, one of the
following holds:

(a) ur — u weakly in ﬁpe[l,z)Wl’p (D1)2) and et — o2 jp Ll(Dl/z), and
—Au = fe* — 27B60;
(b) uy — —co a.e. and e*« — 0 in Ll(Dl/z).
The following area identity plays a key role in this paper:

Theorem 2.16. [10] Let g5 = e** goue € M(D) satisfy
(P1) K, = fidVg, + Ax6o (Where Ay might be 0) with fi > 1 or fi < -1;
(P2) |Kg, [(D) + Area (D, gx) < Ay;
(P3) rIVugllpi(p, (x)) < Az forall Dy (x) C D.

We assume {uy } has finitely many bubbles vy, - - - , v, induced by blowup sequences

{(x}c, r}{)}, ~ L AOGE 1 Y at the point 0, respectively. and we further assume that
{ur} has no bubbles at any point x € D\{0}. Then after passing to a subsequence,

m
(24)  lim Area (D12, gx) = Area (D12, 80) + ) | Area (B, € geuc).
We allow m = 0, which means {uy} has no bubbles at 0, and the sum term in (2.4)
vanishes for this case.

3. POSITIVE CURVATURES ON S% WITH DIVISORS

In this section, we investigate the bubble tree convergence of a sequence of
conformal metrics with conical singularities on a sphere.
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3.1. Bubbles at 1-level. In this subsection, we establish a result concerning a
property of bubbles at 1-level on a disk, which will play a crucial role in the
subsequent discussions.

Lemma 3.1. Let g = e*** goue € M(D) and let uy, € MNpe[1,2) WP (D) solve
—Auk = Kk(x)e2”k — 27T/lk(5yk,

under the following assumptions:

(a) There exists Ay > 0 such that Area (D, g) < Ay,

(b) There exists Ay > 0 such thatr‘1||Vuk||L1(Dr(x)) < Ay forall D,(x) C D;

(¢) {ur} converges to u weak_ly inNperi,2) whr(D);

(d) Ky converges to K in C(D), where K > 0;

(e) The sequences {yi} and {1y} converge to y and A € (-1, ), respectively.
Then, we have:

2,
(1) {ug} converges weakly in Wlocp (D\{y}) for any p > 1;
(2) If{ur} has a blowup sequence {(xr,rr)}, thenxi — y, yi € D (y)\D e (x1)
for any fixed t > 0 and large k, and the corresponding bubble is smooth;
(3) If A < 1, then {uy} has no bubble in D.

Proof. Step 1: We show that u; converges weakly in Wli’cp (D\{y}) for any p > 1.
We assume that [Kg, | converges weakly to a Radon measure u and define

S ={xiutan > 2,

where ¢ is chosen as in Theorem 2.21
By Theorem2.2] e?“* is bounded in L9' (Q) forsome g; > 1 andany Q cc D\S.

By the LP-estimate [16, Theorem 9.11], ur — u weakly in Wli’cp (D\S) for any
p > 1. Thus, to see uy — u in leo’cp (D\{y}), it suffices to show S\{y} = 0.

We assume that there exists § € S\{y}, and select ¢ such that D,s(3) N (S U
{y}) = {7}. For large k, the equation satisfied by uz on Ds(¥) is

—Auk = Kkezuk .

If uy is bounded from above in D,s(§), then uy is bounded in W>P (D 5(5)) for
any p. This implies that Kze?** converges in C((D s(¥)), which contradicts the

choice that ¥ is in §. Thus, we must have Maxp = U — +0o. Let

cr = max ug = ur(zx), pr=e ,
Ds ()

and define
i (x) = ug (zx + prx) +log pr.

Recalling that u;y — u weakly in Wli’cp (D2s5\{9}) for any p, we conclude
zZr — ¥ (otherwise we will obtain a contradiction to the choice of z;). Since
i, (0) = maxpy ik, applying [20, Theorem O] and [16, Theorem 9.11], we conclude
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lidkllw2r(pgy < C(R) for any R. Then, iy converges weakly in leog (R*) to a
function # which satisfies

—-Aii = K(j})ez’z, i#(0) = maxu =0, / e < o,
R2
By [[11} Theorem 1], we have
ii(x) = —log (1 + —= K(3) |x|2) , and / K(y)em = 4r.
R2

Thus, e*?g.,. is the metric with constant curvature K (7) on S?\{co}. So o is not
a singularity hence Res(ii, o) = 0. By Proposition | we obtain

lim inf hm ng (D, (y)\Drk (zx)) £ =27 (2 + Res(u, §) + Res(ii, o)) < 0.

r—0
However, since Ky, = Kre*dx on D, (3)\Dr (zx) and K; > 0, we arrive at a
contradiction.
Step 2: Assume that {u; } has a blowup sequence {(xg, )} at some point xo € D.
We claim that for any fixed r > 0, y; lies in the neck region D, (xg)\D r« (xg).
Suppose u} = uy (xr +rix) +logry — u’ weakly in ﬂpe[l,z)Wﬁ)’Cp RM). If yi ¢
D, (x0)\D r« (xx), then uy has no singularity in D, (xo)\D r« (xx). By Proposition
0 < lim i(I)lf lilzn inf Kq, (Dy(x0)\Dri (xr)) < —27(2 + Res(u, xo) + Res(u’, o)),
r— —00 r
which leads to a contradiction since Res(u, xg) > —1 and Res(u’, o0) > —1.
Consequently, xg = y, | — 2 e YTk | — oo, In turn, for any r > 0, u/ i solves the

following equation on D, when k is sufficiently large:

—Aujy, = Ki (x + rix) e,

Applying similar argument as in Step 1, u; — u’ weakly in Wi)cp (R?) for any
p > 1, where u’ satisfies
—Au’ = K (xq)e™, / e < 0.
R2
Applying the result in [11]] again, we deduce that Res(u’, o0) =
By Proposition 2.13]
-2 < lim i(I)lf lilzninf Kg, (D ()\D re (x))
r—> —00 r
< —27(2 +Res(u, y) + Res(u’, )) < -2x

which implies that 4 > 1.
Therefore, if 1 < 1, {ug } has no bubble in D. O

Remark 3.2. Synge’s theorem tells us that a Riemannian surface with positive
Gauss curvature is simply-connected and has no closed minimizing geodesics.
Heuristically, Lemma (2) can be viewed as a version of Synge’s theorem on
surfaces with positive curvature measure: if (2) does not hold, the neck which joins
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the bubble part and the base part has no singularities so it will eventually disappear
in the blowup process, and it looks like the middle part of a dumbbell, which is
“thin”. Hence a “closed minimizing geodesic” will occur, see Figure I.

Figure I. There is a closed minimizing geodesic.

Figure II. The singular point is in the neck region, shortest loops may not be smooth.

3.2. The structure of bubble tree. Let p1,-- -, p,, be distinct points on S2. From
now on, we set g = e***gs € M(S?) with
m
Kg = KxdVg, —2m Zﬁll'{(spi’

i=1

in other words, uy € Npel12) WP (S2, g<2) solves the equation
m

3.1) ~Agai = Ke™™ =2 " o, - 1
i=1

in the sense of distributions.
For the remainder of this section, we make the following assumptions:

(A1) K is continuous and K — K in C(S?), with K > 0.
(A2) B; > -1, and BF — B..

m
(A3) x(S%,8) =2+ _21,31' > 0.
=
Then, there exist constants 0 < a < b depending on K and S; such that
a < Area (S%,g;) < b.

Let c; be the mean value of uy over (S2, gs2). By Lemma[2.3] after passing to a

subsequence, we assume uy —c, — v weaklyin N ¢ (1 2) WP (S2?, gs2). By Jensen’s
inequality, cg is bounded from above. If ¢y is bounded, we may further assume
ur — u weakly in N e (1,2) whp(s?, 8s2). We will use the curvature concentration
function O to investigate the equations that # and v satisfy.
Note. From now on, the phrase “for any xo € S, we choose an appropriate isother-
mal coordinate system with xo = 0” means: the domain of u under this coordinate
system is D € R?, {uy} has no bubbles on D\{xo}, and if xg € {p1,--- , pm} then
Dn {pl ,Pm} = {x()}; ifxo ¢ {pla"' ,Pm} then D N {171,"' apm} =0.
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We divide the proof of Theorem [[.3]into following propositions.

Proposition 3.3. Let g; = e*kgso € M(S?) where uy. are the solutions of ((3.1))
satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). If {ux} has no bubble at x,, then

_ =27B; ifxo=pi€{pi,- > Pm}
®(Xo)—{ 0 ifx0 & {p1.- s P}

Proof. By choosing an appropriate isothermal coordinate system with xo = 0, uy
solves the following equation locally:

aw, = | K€ =27pfsy whenxo € {p1,+++ . pm},
Ui = Kkezuk when xo ¢ {p1,- -+, pm}-

Applying Proposition 2.14] if xo € {p1,--- . P},

O(xo) = lim lim/ K™ < 2||K||co lim lim/ Q2 = 0
D, r—0 k—oco D,

r—0 k—co

ifxo=p;i € {p1, -, Pm}

O(xg) = lim lim (/ Kje2 — 2ﬂﬁf§0) = -271B;.
r—0k—oo D,
Denote
% = {x € S? : {ux} has at least a bubble at x} U {p,--- , pm}-
We know that € consists of finite points, then by Proposition the following

sum is well-defined:
Z O(x)5, = Z O(x)5,.

xeS? X€F

Proposition 3.4. Let g, = e**gs: € M(S?) where uy are the solutions of (3.1)
satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Then
(1) If ux — u weakly in ﬁpe(l’z)Wl’p (S?, gs2), then u solves
~Agu = K + Z O(x)d, — 1.
xeS?
Q) If uy — cx — v weakly in ﬂpe(l,z)Wl’p (Sz,gsz) with ¢ — —oo, then v solves
—Agv = Z O(x)5y — 1.
xeS?

Proof. Since the proofs of (1) and (2) are almost the same, we only present the
proof for (1).

At any fixed xop € S?, we choose an appropriate isothermal chart with xq = 0.
Then for any ¢ € D(D),

/Vquo = lim Vur Ve = lim / @dKg, = lim lim (/ +/ )gongk
D k—o Jp k—o Jp r—0 k—oo D\D, N

= / oKe® + (0) lim lim K, (D)) = / oKe®™ +0(xp)¢(0),
D r—0k—o D
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which yields that locally u solves
—Au = Ke®™ + O(x)5p = Ke? + Z O(x)dx.
xeD
Therefore, u solves
—Agu = Ke™ + Z O(x)5, — 1.

xeSs?
O

To obtain the explicit equations that u and v satisfy, we need to compute ®(x)
when {u; } has at least one bubble at xg.

Proposition 3.5. Let g, = e**gs: € M(S?) where uy. are the solutions of (3.1)
satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Suppose u, — u weakly in ﬁpe(l,z)Wl’p (82, g2). If
{ux} has at least one bubble at some x € S?, then xo = p; for somei € {1,--- ,m}
satisfying B; > 1, all bubbles of {uy} at xo are smooth and at 1-level. Moreover, if
s is the number of bubbles at x, then

O(xo) = 4ns — 2np;.

Proof. If {uy} has at least one bubble at some xo € S?, we choose an appropriate
isothermal chart with xo = 0. Then the following equation holds on D:

aw = | K€ = 27pEso whenxo € {p1,-++ . pm},
T KpePn when xo & {p1,- -, pm}-
If xo ¢ {p1,- -, pm}, then {uy } has no bubbles at 0 by Lemma[3.1{3), a contradic-
tion. Soxg € {p1, -, pm}. WLOG, we assume xg = p;. Then u; satisfies

—Auk = Kk€2uk - 27Tﬂ]1((5()

on D. By Lemma[3.11 (3), 81 > 1. By Lemma[3.1] (2), all bubbles at 1-level are
smooth. We claim that there is no bubble at 2-level. Assume {(xg, 7¢)} is a blowup
sequence at 1-level, then by Lemma [3.11 (2), for any ¢ > 0, 0 € D,\D r (x;) for

sufficiently large k. Then for any r > 0, u) (x) = ug (rgx + xi) + log rg solves the
following equation on D, when k is sufficiently large:

—Aujy = Ki (rex + xk)ezu;c.

By Lemma [3.1] (3), {u}} has no bubble, which means that there does not exist
bubbles at 2-level.

Since each bubble is smooth with total curvature 47, there exist only finitely
many bubbles, saying {(x;,r)}, -+, {(x},r})}. Then by Theorem 2.16]

O(xo) = lim lim Ky, (D,)

= lim lim (/ K et —2ﬂ,8’f§0)
D,

r—0 k—co

= K (xg) lirr(l) klim Area (D, gr) — 21
r— —00
=4ns - 2np;.
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(1

(D, gv)
Local figure of Non-Collapsing Case:
All bubbles of {u} at p; with 8; > 1 are smooth and at 1-level.

Global figure of Non-collapsing Case:

All bubbles are smooth, and their south poles are attached to a singularity.

Proposition 3.6. Let g = e*k g, € M(S?) where uy are solutions of (B.1)
satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Suppose uy —cr — v weakly in ﬁpe(l’z)Wl’p (S?, 8s2)
with cx — —oco. If {uy} has at least one bubble at some xo € S, then one of the
following holds:

(1) xo € {p1, -, pm} and {ur} has s bubbles at 1-level at xo. Each bubble is
smooth and ©(xg) = 4ns.

(2) xo = some p; and {uy} has s bubbles at 1-level at xo. Each bubble is smooth
and O(xg) = 4ns — 21 ;.

(3) xo = some p; and {uy} has s bubbles at xy while only one of them is singular
and the others are all smooth with ®(xg) = 4ns +2nS;.

(4) xo = some p; and {u}'{} has s bubbles at 1-level and s’ bubbles at 2-level at
xo. Exactly one of the bubbles at 1-level is singular, say v’, while the other bubbles
at 1-level are smooth. All bubbles at 2-level are right on the top of v/ and smooth
with ©(xg) = 4n(s —s") +2np;.

Proof. If {u;} has at least a bubble at some xo € S?, we choose an appropriate
isothermal coordinate system with xg = 0.

Firstly, we show that there are only finitely many bubbles at 1-level. We assume
{(x}c, r}{)}, -+, {(x},r})} are arbitrary s blowup sequences at 1-level (here we do
not say there are only s blowup sequences at 1-level), then for any fixed R > 0,

DR’zi (x;;) N DRVI{(x{() =0, i+#],
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when £ is sufficiently large. Then we may assume for any i € {2, --- , s}, for any
fixed R >0,0¢ D Rri (x},) when k is sufficiently large. We set

i i i i
uy = up(xy +rpx) +logry,

which converges to a bubble vi, then for anyi € {2,---,s}, for any fixed R > 0, u;;
satisfies the equation

2!4;; (x) ,

—Au;'((x) = Kk(x;< + rfcx)e x € Dg,

when £ is sufficiently large. Applying Lemma [3.1] (3) to u;'(, {”2} has no bubble,
we conclude that uﬁ( has no concentration, hence v' is smooth. Therefore, there is
at most one nonsmooth bubble at 1-level, so there are only finitely many bubbles at
1-level.
Now we may assume that {(x}{,r}()}, o, {(x}, )} are exactly all blowup
sequences at 1-level. We divide the argument into the following different cases.
Case 1: xo ¢ {p1, - , pm}. For this case, u solves

—Auk = Kkezuk .

Then for any i € {1,---,s} and any fixed R, O ¢ DRr,i (x;{) when k is large. So
each V' is smooth and there are no bubbles at 2-level. By Theorem

000 = i i K4, (D7)

= K(xp) rhir(l) kgr?w Area (D, )

S
= K (x0) ) Area (R?, g,)
i=1

=4ns.
Case 2: xo € {p1,--* , pm}. WLOG, we assume xo = p;. Then
—Auk = Kkezuk — 27Tﬁ]1((5().

Case 2.1: Foranyi € {1,---,s} and any fixed R > 0,0 ¢ Deri (x;;) when £ is
large. Then each v’ is smooth and no bubbles are at 2-level. By Theorem 2.16]
Obo) = Jim 2p, K (D)
= K(xp) lim lim Area(D,) — 21
r—0 k—+00
S
= K(xo) ) Area (R%, g1) = 27

i=1
=4ns —2np;.
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0

Collapsing Case 1 and Case 2.1: All bubbles are smooth and at 1-level

Case 2.2: There exists io such that 0 € D, i (xff) for fixed R. WLOG, we
k

assume iy = 1. Then for any i € {2,---,s}, for any fixed R > 0, we have
0¢ DRri', (x}'() when k is large. Hence, V' is smooth for any i € {2,---,s}. Now

1
we consider the bubble v'. Set y]lC = % and assume y}( — YVe. Then
k

1
—Au,lc = Ky, (x,lc + r,lcx)ezuk - 27r/3]1‘5yk.
By arguments similar to those for Proposition there exists 7 such that
1
—Av! = K(xp)e® + 70y,

We further divide Case 2.2 into two cases.
Case 2.2.1: {u}(} has no bubble, i.e. no bubbles at 2-level. Then

~Av! = K(xo)ezvl - 2nfB16y, .
By [11] and [27]], as a metric over S2, g1 has exactly 2 singularities and
/ K(xo)ez"1 =4 +4npB,.
R2
Then by Theorem
000 = i i K4, (07
= K(x0) lim lim Area(D,,gr) — 27f;
r—0 k—+0co0
N
= K(x0) ) Area (R?, g,) - 27fy

i=1
= (4n +4nBy) +4n(s — 1) = 2783 = 4ns + 2np;.

DRri(xi)

D

Rr}i(x,lc)

Collapsing Case 2.2.1: All bubbles are at 1-level; only one of them is singular
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Case 2.2.2: {u, } has bubbles. By Lemma[3.1](2), {u} } can only have bubbles

at 1-level (which are the bubbles of {u;} at 2-level) and all bubbles of {u}{} are
smooth. By Lemma[3.11(3), 81 > 1. Similar to the arguments in Proposition [3.3]

T =4dns’" - 2np,
where s’ is the number of the bubbles of {u ,1<} By [[I1] and [27]] again,

/ K()co)ez"1 =4r - 27.
R2

Let {(xi“, ri“)}, e {(xi“l, r,i”')} be all of the blowup'sequences right on
the top of {(x}(, r}()}. Th;n for anyi € {s+1,---,s+5}, {(x},r,)} converges to
a smooth bubble and {(x;, 7} )} has no bubbles. By Theorem [2.16] we have

=lim lim K, (D
O = 11, Kou (D)
= K(x0) lim lim Area(D,,gr) — 27f;
r—0 k—+0c0

s+s’
= K(x) ), Area (B2, g,) ~ 21By
i=1
=4n(s— 1)+ (4n = 27) +4ns’ — 2np3;

=4n(s—s")+2nB.

1: DR’IL(X/L) @ @
2: Rr}(x}) @ .0
3: DRri(xi)
4: Der(xz)
Collapsing Case 2.2.2:

There are two levels; the only singular bubble is at 1-level;
all bubbles at 2-level are right on the top of the singular bubble.

Global figure of Collapsing Case:
There are at most two levels. The first level consists of smooth spheres and a sphere with two

singular points. The South Poles of the smooth spheres and one of the singular points of the
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nonsmooth sphere are attached to a point (the limit of gz ). The second level consists of smooth

spheres with their South Poles attached to the other singular point of a nonsmooth sphere.

O

Theorem [L.3] now follows from combining Proposition 3.3] Proposition [3.4]
Proposition [3.3]and Proposition

Under the assumptions of Proposition if we further assume {u;} has only
bubbles at 1-level, we will obtain a numerical relation between the number of the
bubbles and a linear combination of 5’s components. Furthermore, both the number
of singular bubbles and that of smooth bubbles can be controlled by y(S2, ).

Proposition 3.7. Let g; = e***g> € M(S?) where uy. are solutions of satisfy-
ing (A1), (A2), (A3). We assume that uy —cy — v weakly in N,e(12) whr(s?, 8s2)
with ¢, — —oo and {uy } only have bubbles at 1-level. If {u; } has singular bubbles
at pi,---, pj, and {uy} has t smooth bubbles, then {uy} has

) 1 ) Jo
s=i+jo=5x(8%B) —;ﬂi
bubbles. Moreover,
1 1
rn,ax, Bi < _X(Szaﬁ) - la t < _X(Szaﬁ)'
1<i<jp 2 2

Proof. By our assumptions, Case 2.2.2 in the proof of Proposition [3.6] will not
occur. Then we may assume that {uy} has #; smooth bubbles and one singular
bubble at p; fori =1,---, jo, t; smooth bubbles at p; fori = jo+1,---,jj and £
smooth bubbles at g; fori = 1,---, j, where ¢; € {p1, -, pm}. Then {u;} has
Jo J1 J2
S=Z(ti+1)+ Z t,-+Zt;=jo+t
i=1 i=jo+1 i=1

bubbles. By Proposition [3.41(2) and Proposition [3.6]

Jo Ji m J2
dr = (Ar+2mpi+dnn) + D (Amn = 2aBi) + D (<2mp) + ) 4mi]
i=1 i=jo+1 i=j1+1 i=1

Jo m
= 2(471 +4nB;) +4nt — 21 Zﬂi,
i=1 i=1
which yields that
m Jo
2mx(S%,B) = 4m+21 ). Br =4n(jo+1) +41 ) Br.
i=1 i=1

Since B; > —1,

i=1

m Jo
dm+2m Y B =dn ) (1+Br) +4n
i=1
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> max{4r +4nBy, -+, 4n +4np;,, 4nt},
which yields that

N~

1<i<jy

1 & R L R P
max ﬁiszgﬁi—ins B -1, <1+ ;ﬁi—ws B).

O

With additional assumptions on (3, the assumptions of Proposition are satis-
fied and the following corollaries are obtained.

Corollary 3.8. Let gi = e**gs: € M(S?) where uy are the solutions of
satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Suppose that x(S*,8) =2+ 2ty Bi € (0,2) and {ui}
has at least one bubble. Then

(1) uy — cr. = v weakly in ﬂpe(l,z)Wl’p (S?, gs2) with ¢ — —oo.

(2) There exist s <mand 1 < iy <iy <--- <iyg < mwith ;, <0 such that {u}
has exactly one singular bubble at p;,. Moreover,

S m
47rs+47r2ﬂij =27TZ,8,-+47T.

j=1 i=1
Proof. Since y(S?,8) € (0,2), then

m m
lim | KidVe, = lim (47 + 27 DB =dn+2m ) pi <4,

k 2
—®Js =1 i=1

which implies that {u;} cannot have smooth bubbles. Then by Proposition
ur — cx — v weakly in ﬂpe(l,g)Wl’l’ (S2, gs2) with ¢ — —oo, and by Proposition
Case 1, Case 2.1 and Case 2.2.2 in the proof of Proposition [3.6/cannot happen.
Therefore, only Case 2.2.1 can happen with s = 1 and 8; < 0, which means
that {uy} has exactly one singular bubble at 1-level at some p; with 8; < 0. By
Proposition 3.4](2), there exist s < mand 1 < ij <ip < --- < iy < m with Bi; <0
such that

m

S
~Aqv = (4n +47p;,)8p, — 2m D Biop -1,

j=1 i=1
which yields
S m
47rs+47r2/3,-j =27TZ,31' +4r.
j=1 i=1
What left is to show s < m. If s = m,
m m
4m7r+47rZ,31- = ZﬂZ/B’i +4n,
i=1 i=1
in turn

2-2m =" pie(-2,0).
i=1
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This is impossible as m is an integer. m|

Corollary 3.9. Let g; = e® g2 € M(S?) where uy are the solution of (3.1)
satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Assume B; < 1 foranyi € {1,--- ,m} and {uy} has
at least one bubble. Then

(1) uy — ¢ — v weakly in ﬁpe(l,z)Wl’p (S?, gs2) with ¢ — —co.

(2) All bubbles of {uy} are at 1-level. Further, there exists a set I C {1,--- ,m}
such that

47TS+47TZﬂi:27Ti,3i+47T,

iel i=1
where s is the number of bubbles of {uy}.
Proof. Since {uy} has at least one bubble and S; < 1, then by Proposition 3.3
ur — cx — v weakly in ﬁpe(l,z)Wl’p (S?, gs2) with ¢ — —oco. By Proposition
3.6, Case 2.2.2 (in the proof) cannot happen, hence the assertion follows from
Proposition 3.7l immediately. |

3.3. Simplification of bubble-tree convergence when K; — K in C'. In this

subsection, we will use the Pohozaev inequality to show that if {uy } has at least one

bubble and K} converges in C !then ¢x — —oo and uy has only bubbles at 1-level.

Proposition 3.10 (Pohozaev identity on an annulus). Assume K € C'(D\D) and
~Au = Ke* on D\Dy.

Define a function

oul2 1|10u|? u
P(t) =t ‘—‘——— +2/ —+t/ Ke,
) /BD,(ar 72 ae) op, O o, C

Then for any 6 < s <t < 1, we have
0K
P(1) - P(s) = / re?—.
pA\D,  Or

Lemma 3.11. Under the assumptions of Lemma B if we further assume Ky
converges to a positive function K in C' (D), then {ux} has no bubbles.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Assume {uy} has at least one bubble. Then by
Lemma[3.1] there exist s > 1 smooth bubbles at 1-level at y. By Theorem 2.16]

lim lim Kpe? = 4gs,
r—0 k—+00 Dr (y)

which yields
—Au=Ke* - 2n(A - 25)dy.

For convenience, we set ” = A — 2s. Define

Oup2 1 (0ug 2 P
Pk(t)zt/ (|ﬂ ——Zﬂ )+2/ £+t‘/ Kpe?,
oD, (yp) \ Or 1 rzl 06 oD, (ye) Or oD, (yx)
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dup  1|0up 9
P(t)=t/ (|—u| __2_u )+2/ —u+t/ Ke,
op,(y) V1 arl  r21d0 ap,(y) Or  Jap,(y)

By Proposition 3.10] forany 0 < s < ¢ < % and sufficiently large k,

0Ky
0 -l =| [ e O] < Kl ) Area (D, ),
D¢ (yi)\Ds (yi) r

which yields
lim lim hm |Pr(t) — Pr(s)| =

t—0 k—+0c0 s—
Let’s calculate limg_, 400 limg_g Pk(s) and lim,_,g limy_, 4o Pk (?) step by step.
Since
—Auk = Kkezuk - 27T/lk5yk,
we may write ux = vg + Ax logr, where
—Avk = Kkezuk .

Since A > —1, for large j we have Kye?“s € LP(D,-; (yy)) for some p > 1. Then
Vi € w2p (Dy-i(yx)) C Wl’z(Dz—j (ye)) N CO(Dz—j (yk)). It follows

/ |Vvk|2 — 0, asj— +oo.
Dy j (yi)\Dy-j-1 (yk)

Hence, there exists s; € (277=1,277) such that

sj/ |Vvk|2 — 0, asj — +oo,
aDs-(yk)

By direct calculations,

0 0 A
lim sj/ Ou|? = lim sJ/ vk+—k =27r/l%<,
J—00 oD, or Joeo aDs; ar

. Ouy |? . 2
lim sj/ 2| < lim s; |Vvk| =0,
Jj—o BDSJ» r Jj—o BDSJ»

] ]
lim 2 = lim (2mk + / ﬂ)
J— BDSj(yk) 8r J—e 19Ds]-(}’k) ar
=271 — lim Kipe?™ =27,

== Jp, (v
2
lim sj/ Kre? = lim s?/ Kk(sj,e)ez“k(sf’g)
7= Jap,, () i=e o

2421
< C lim s57% = 0.

]—)OO

Thus, we obtain
hm lim Pk(s,) =27A% + 47 .

—)OO]

Since uy converges to u in CloC (D\{y}), then by similar calculations,

lim lim Px(¢) = lim P(7) = 27A"* + 4z,
t—0 k—oo t—0
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Then
(A=2)Y(1+2"+2)=0.
Since A’ = A —2s < A, we obtain
A=-1-2<-1

which leads to a contradiction to Lemma[2.111 O

Proposition 3.12. Let g; = e*** g2 € M(S?) where uy are the solutions of (3.1).
Assume (A2), (A3) hold and K, — K in C'(S?) with K > 0. If {uy} has at least
one bubble, then

(a) ux — cx — v weakly in ﬁpe(l,z)Wl’p (S?, gs2) with ¢ — —co.

(b) All bubbles of {uy} are at 1-level. More precisely, if {u;} has at least one
bubble at some xy € S?, then one of the following holds:

(1) xo = some p;, {ur} has s = B; + 1 smooth bubbles at 1-level at xo, and
O(xg) = 4m + 2np3;.
(2) xo = some p;, {ur} has one singular bubble at xq at 1-level, and
O(xo) =4nm +2npB;.
3) xo ¢ {p1,- s pm}, {ur} has one smooth bubble at 1-level at x¢, and
O(xo) = 4n.
(¢) Furthermore, there exists a set I  {1,--- ,m} such that
#{ bubbles of {uy}} -1 (S2,B) —Z,B- < 1+1i|ﬁ~|
l/lk - 2X ) ' 1y = 2 . L.
iel i=1
Proof. (a) follows from Lemma [3.11limmediately.

Step 1: We prove (b) by investigating the structure of bubble trees.

For any fixed point xo € S2, if {uz} has at least one bubble at x(, we choose
an appropriate isothermal coordinate system with xo = 0. Via similar arguments
as in the proof of Proposition we may assume {uy} has s blowup sequences
{(x}(,r}()}, ~ L, {(xp, )} at xo at 1-level, and let vl,---,v* the corresponding
bubbles. Set

u};(x) = uk(x}; + r};x) +log r};.
Then for any fixed R > 0, when k is sufficiently large,
Dg,i (xt)n Dy, (x)) =0, i#].

By Lemma[3.111 {u! (x)} has no bubbles.
Case 1: xo € {p1, -, pm}. WLOG, we may assume xo = pi, then uy solves

—Auk = Kkezuk — Zﬂﬁlf(S().
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Case 1.1: For any j € {1,---,s} and any fixed R > 0, 0 ¢ DRr;; (x;;) for large k.

Then each v' is smooth and no bubbles are at 2-level. By Theorem 2.16] we have
O@0) = 11, Keu (D)

= K (xg) }1_r>r(1) kl_i)r{loo Area (D,) — 21

S

= K(x0) ) Area (R?, g,s) - 27B1
i=1

=4ns - 2np,.

Case 1.2: There exists ip such that 0 € D, i, (xff) for fixed R. WOLG, we assume
k .
ip = 1, then for any i € {2,---,s}, for any fixed R > 0,0 ¢ DRr,i (x;c) when k is
. .|
sufficiently large. Hence for any i € {2,--- , s}, v' is smooth. We set y}{ = % and
k
assume y}{ — Y. Then u}{ satisfies the equation
—Au,l< = Kk(x,l< + r}{x)ezullc - 27rﬁ]1‘6yk.

Since {u}c} has no bubbles, then
—Av! = K(xp)e®' — 21,6y, / K(x0)e®' =dn +4np;.
R2

Then by Theorem
O0) = lin i 5,97

= K(xo) lim lim Area(Dy,gk) — 271

S
= K(x0) ) Area (R?, g,0) - 27fy
i=1
= (4n +4nBy) +4n(s — 1) = 2783 = 4ns + 2np;.

Case 2: xo ¢ {p1, -, pm}. For this case, u; solves
—Auy = Kre™ .
Then foranyi € {1,---,s} and any fixed R > 0,0 ¢ DRr,i (x;{) when £k is large. So
each V' is smooth and no bubbles are at 2-level. By Theorem we have
)= iyl (D)

= K (xg) }13}) kE}rJrrlo0 Area(D,)

S
= K(x0) ), Area (R?, g,1)
i=1
=4ns.
Therefore, v solves the following equation locally:

—Av = O(x0)d0,
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where O(xg) = 4ns — 2181 (when Case 1.1 holds) or 47s + 2737 (when Case 1.2
holds) or 47rs (when Case 2 holds).
Now we calculate ®(x() more precisely via Proposition Define

ouy |2 1| 0ug|? / Ouy / 2
Pr(t) =t ‘— - == ) +2 — +1 Ke™k,
k() ~/6Dt( 81’ }"2 09 ) AD; al" oDy ¢

By Proposition 3.10} we have
lim lim hrn |Pr(t) — Pr(s)| < hm lim hrn Ct Area (S%, gx) =

t—0 k—+oc0 s—0 0 k—+oc0 s—
Since
—Auy = { Kkez"k - 27r,8’1‘60 when xg = py,
Kyet when xo ¢ {p1,--*, pm},
then as in the proof of Lemmal[3. 11l there exists s 7 — 0 such that

2 —_—
lim lim Pk(s,)—{ 2n(B1)” +4nB1  whenxy = p,

k—s+00 j—>+00 0 when xg ¢ {p1,-- ., Pm}-
On the other hand, since ¢y — —ocoand v = —%fro) log r +V, where V is harmonic
on D, then
0
lim lim 22K _ Jim v —-0O(xg)

t—0 k—+0c0 oD, or t—0 oD, or

lim lim t/ Kre® < lim lim Ct/ e ek =,
OD; oD,

t—0 k—+o0 t—0 k—+o0
vI2 2

lim lim ¢ / | / | ®(x°) :
t—0 k—+o0 l—»O

0 0
lim lim t/ 1 |9uk :limt/ LI19vF Zo,
1—=0k—+e0 Jap, 21 00 =0 Jop, r2100

which yields
©(x0)*

hm lim Pi(1) = —20(xg) = 27()? - 4n X,

—0 k—+0o
where we set A’ = %. Therefore, when xo = p, we obtain
(1)? =22" = (B1)* +2B1.
which is equivalent to
(A +B)A =1 -2) =
If 2’ = 2s — B; (when Case 1.1 holds), then
2s(2s =281 —2) =0,
which yields that s = 8; + 1, and
O(xp) =261 +4n.
If A’ = 2s + B1 (when Case 1.2 holds), then
(2s+2B1)(2s-2)=0
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which yields that s = 1, and
O(xo) =261 +4n.
When xg ¢ {p1,- -+, pm} (When Case 2 holds), 2’ = 2s, then we obtain
() =21 =0,
which yields that s = 1, and
O(xg) = 4n.

Step 2: We prove (c). By (b), we know that {u;} only has bubbles at 1-level,
then by (a) and Proposition there exists a set I C {1,--- ,m} such that

1
S = EX(Sz’ﬁ) - ;ﬂia

which yields an upper bound of s immediately:

SZl“'% Z ﬂi—%ZﬂiSI+%§;|ﬁi|-

ie{l,---,m}\I iel

3.4. Nonexistence of solutions around certain prescribed date. We give the
proof of Theorem

Proof. We first show the assertion holds under the assumption (O).
Assuming the contrary, there exist K; € C*(S?), B = (8%, - ,BK) € (=1, 00)™
such that K, — K in C(S?), Bx — B, and uy, solves

m
~Acaty = Kie™ =210 )" BE6, — 1.
i=1

By (01), X, Bi € (=2,0). If {uy} has at least one bubble, then by Corollary 3.8]
there exist s < mand 1 < i) <ip < --- <ig < msuchthatforany 1 < j < s,
Bi; <0and

S m
47rs+47rZ/3,-j =27TZ,31' +4m.
j=1 i=1

which contradicts to the assumption: 8 € A,,.
In conclusion, {u;} has no bubble. Applying Proposition u solves
m
—Agu = Ke* —2n Zﬁi(spi ~1,
i=1
a contradiction to our assumptions.
By applying similar arguments and Corollary the assertion still holds under
assumption (0y). m|
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Applying similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem[L.Iland Proposition 3.12]
we can prove Theorem [[.2]
The result below follows from Theorem [[.2]and [12, Theorem 5].

Corollary 3.13. Assume 8= (81, ,Bm) € A, satisfying
di(B.Zy)=1, Bi—-1¢Z.
Then for any distinct p1,--- , pm, there is a neighbourhood U of B8 in (—1, 00)™,

m

such that for any 8 € U, the divisor Y, i Bipi cannot be represented by any metric
in M(S?) with constant curvature 1.

Example. Let

3-2a a-1 a-1 1)

B = (B1, 52,63, P4) = —1—0,2k+ o 10 10

where k € NU {0} and « € (0, ﬁ). Then
d\(B,Zy) = d1(B, (=1,2k,0,2k)) = 1,

%X(Sz,ﬂ)=1+2k+a_l € (0,400) \ N,
1
[EX(SZ’ﬁ)] :2ka
F(B) = {i: <2k + 221y
Case 1: when k =0, F(B) = {1}, and
1, Bl
EX(S ’ﬁ) _Bl = 10 # 1.

Case 2: when k > 1, F(B) = {1, 3}, and

1 11
—v(S3,B8) - B1=2k+—#1,---,1+2k,
2)(( B) — B +10¢ +

a-—1

l)((Sza,B)—/3’3=1+2k+ #1,---,1+2k,

2
1 2 04
EX(S aﬁ)—ﬂl—ﬁ3=1+2k—1—0¢2,... 2+ 2k,

In conculsion, B € Ay N {d;(B,Z%) = 1}. In other words,
As 0 {di (B, Z3) = 1} # 0.

All conditions in Corollary are fulfilled, therefore there is a neighbourhood U
of 3 such that no divisor in U can be represented by a spherical metric.
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