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PRESCRIBING POSITIVE CURVATURE WITH CONICAL

SINGULARITIES ON S2

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 Σ is a formal sum D =
∑<

8=1 V8 ?8, where

V := (V1, · · · , V<) ∈ R< and ?8 ∈ Σ are distinct. The Euler characteristic of the

pair (Σ, V) is defined to be

j(Σ, V) := j(Σ) +

<
∑

8=1

V8 .

Let 60 be a Riemannian metric on Σ. A conformal metric 6 on (Σ, 60) is said to

represent the divisor D if 6 is a smooth metric away from ?1, · · · , ?< such that

around each ?8 there is an isothermal coordinate neighbourhood *8 w.r.t. 60 with

a coordinate I8 such that I8 (?8) = 0 and 6 is in the form

6 = 42E |I8 |
2V86euc,

where E ∈ �0(*8) ∩ �
2(*8\{?8}). The point ?8 is called a conical singularity of

angle \8 = 2c(V8 + 1) if V8 > −1 and a cusp if V8 = −1.
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Finding a conformal metric 6 = 42D60 representing D with a prescribed function

 on ⊀ is equivalent to solving

−Δ60
D =  42D −  60

− 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8(1.1)

in the sense of distribution, where X?8 is the Dirac measure at ?8.

When j(Σ, V) > 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 (1.1) admits a solution if 0 < j(Σ, V) < 2 min8{1, V8 + 1} (which is called the

Trudinger constant), V1, ..., V< > −1 and  is positive somewhere [28, Theorem

C] and if j(Σ, V) > 2, the genus of Σ is at least 1, V1, ..., V< > 0 and V not

in certain lattice,  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, 21, 6, 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 {?1, ..., ?<} are not fixed on S2, the question of

finding a spherical metric with prescribed angles at < conical singularities has

been studied, in particular, under a constrain on the holonomy representation:

c1(S
2\{?1, ..., ?<}) → ($ (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, · · · , <}) be an index function for certain half spaces

of R< where � stands for the power set, given by

F((E1, · · · , E<)) =
{

8 : E8 ≤
1

2

<
∑

:=1

E:

}

.

Then, we define

A< =

{

V = (V1, · · · , V<) ∈ R
< : −1 < V1, · · · , V< ≠ 0,

1

2
j(S2, V) ∈ (0, +∞)\N,

and for ∀� ⊂ F(V),
1

2
j(S2, V) −

∑

9∈�

V 9 ≠ |� |, |� | + 1, · · · , |� | +
[1

2
j(S2)

]

}

.

There are divisors on S2 with V in A< that are not representable by the spherical

metric (cf. [24, 12]); in other words, (1.1) with such V and  =  60
= 1 admits

no solutions. The nonexistence persists in an open neighbourhood of (V, 1) as a

special case of our results in this paper.
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Theorem 1.1. Let  lie in the set �+(S2) of positive continuous functions on S2.

Suppose that V ∈ A< and one of the following assumptions holds:

(�1) 0 < j(S2, V) < 2;

(�2) V8 ≤ 1 for any 8 ∈ {1, · · · , <}.

If the equation

−ΔS2D =  42D − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8 − 1

has no solutions in ∩?∈[1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2), then there exists a neighbourhood � of

( , V) in �+(S2) × (−1,∞)×< such that for any ( ̃, Ṽ) ∈ �,

−ΔS2D =  ̃42D − 2c

<
∑

8=1

Ṽ8X?8 − 1

has no solutions in ∩?∈[1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2).

In fact, stronger regularity on  allows us to drop the assumption (�1) and (�2)

in Theorem 1.1:

Theorem 1.2. Let  lie in the set �1,+ (S2) of positive �1-smooth functions on S2.

Suppose V = (V1, · · · , V<) ∈ A<. If the equation

−ΔS2D =  42D − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8 − 1

has no solutions in ∩?∈[1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2), then there exists a neighbourhood � of

( , V) in �1(S2) × (−1,∞)×< such that for any ( ̃, Ṽ) ∈ �,

−ΔS2D =  ̃42D − 2c

<
∑

8=1

Ṽ8X?8 − 1

has no solutions in ∩?∈[1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2).

A key ingredient in proving Theorem 1.1 is the compactness statement in Theo-

rem 1.3 below. Fix < distinct points ?1, ..., ?< on S2. Let V: = (V:
1
, ..., V:<) ∈ R

<

with V: → V ∈ R< as : → ∞ and D: = V:
1
?1 + · · · + V:<?<. For a sequence of

conformal metrics 6: = 42D:6S2 representing D: with curvature  : →  > 0, the

theorem says that (up to passing to subsequences) either the sequence converges to

a conformal metric with curvature  representing a divisor D =
∑<

8=1 (V8 − 2=8)?8
where =8 ∈ N ∪ {0}, or the sequence collapses to 0-measure but after normaliza-

tion it converges to a conformal metric representing a nontrivial divisor (possibly

different from D) on S2 with curvature 0.

Suppose that the curvature measures K6: of 6: (or a subsequence under consid-

eration) converge weakly. The function Θ(G) : S2 → R defined by

Θ(G) = lim
A→0

lim
:→∞
K6: (�

6
S2

A (G)).

reveals the curvature concentration at G and we can show that {G : Θ(G) ≠ 0} has

only finite elements, hence the sum
∑

G∈S2 Θ(G)XG is well-defined. The value of
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Θ(G) can be calculated precisely by analyzing the bubble tree structure carefully

(see Proposition 3.3, Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6).

Theorem 1.3. Let ?1, ..., ?< be distinct points on S2. Suppose that 6: = 42D:6S2

and D: satisfies

−ΔS2D: =  :4
2D: − 1 − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V:8 X?8 ,

in the sense of distribution, where

(A1)  : ∈ �0(S2) and  : →  > 0 in �0(S2),

(A2) V:
8
→ V8 > −1,

(A3) j(S2, V) = 2 +
<
∑

8=1

V8 > 0.

Then after passing to a subsequence one of the following holds:

(a) If D: → D weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2), then D solves

−ΔS2D =  42D +
∑

G∈S2

Θ(G)XG − 1.

{D:} can only has bubbles at ?8 with V8 > 1, and the bubble tree at each

such point has only one level. Furthermore, the total number of bubbles,

saying B, has an upper bound:

B ≤
1

2
j((2, V).

(b) If D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) with 2: → −∞, then

−ΔS2E =
∑

G∈S2

Θ(G)XG − 1.

Each bubble tree has at most two levels, and

B1 − B2 =
1

2
j((2, V) −

∑

{8:{D: } has a singular bubble at ?8 }

V8,

where B1 and B2 denote the total number of bubbles of {D:} 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) j(S2, V) < 2

(2) V8 ≤ 1 for any 8 ∈ {1, · · · , <}.

For these two cases, the number of bubbles is bounded by the divisor:

#{bubbles} ≤ 1 +
1

2

<
∑

8=1

|V8 |.

Convergence of solutions without divisors has been studied extensively, for

example, in [5, 20, 19, 13, 26], etc. For conformal metrics representing divisors,
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it is shown in [4, 3] that if {D:} has at least one bubble and  : →  in �1(S2)

(compare to �0(S2) in Theorem 1.3), then (b) in Theorem 1.3 holds and E solves

−ΔS2E =

B1
∑

9=1

(4c + 4cV8 9 )X?8 9 +

B2
∑

9=1

4cX@ 9
− 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8 − 1.(1.2)

Using the techniques developed in this paper, we can give a detailed description

on the bubble development under the stronger assumption  : →  in �1(S2): the

sequence {D:} can only develop bubbles at 1-level, D: → −∞ almost everywhere,

and the bubble tree structure can be described in a clear way (see the detailed

argument in Proposition 3.12):

(1) {D:} has B8 smooth bubbles at 1-level at some ?8 with B8 = V8 + 1; thus, if

V8 ∉ N, then {D:} has no smooth bubbles at ?8;

(2) {D:} has one bubble with two singularities at 1-level at some ?8;

(3) {D:} has one smooth bubble at 1-level at some @ 9 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}.

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 Σ be a closed surface with a Riemannian metric 60, the Gauss curvature  60

and the area element 3+60
. Let M(Σ, 60) be the set of Radon measures 6D = 42D60

so that there is a signed Radon measure `(6D) for D ∈ !1 (Σ, 60) satisfying
∫

Σ

i 3`(6D) =

∫

Σ

(

i  60
− DΔ60

i
)

3+60
, ∀i ∈ �∞

0 (Σ).

We write 3+6D = 42D3+60
and call the signed Radon measure K6D = `(6D) the

curvature measure for 6D.

In an isothermal coordinate chart (G, H) for the smooth metric 60, we can write

60 = 42D06euc for some local function D0 . So any 6 ∈ M(Σ, 60) is locally expressible

as 6 = 42E6euc, where E ∈ !1
loc
(Σ) and

(2.1) −ΔE 3G3H = K6E

as distributions where Δ = m2

mG2 +
m2

mH2 .

Definition 2.1. Let (Σ, 60) be a surface and D =
∑<

8=1 V8 ?8 be a divisor on Σ. A

Radon measure 6 = 42D60 ∈ M(Σ, 60) represents D with curvature function  if

K6 =  42D3+60
− 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8 , 0=3  42D ∈ !1(Σ, 60).
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In other words, in the sense of distributions,

(2.2) −Δ60
D =  42D −  60

− 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8 .

By (2.2), for a closed surface Σ we have

1

2c

∫

Σ

 42D3+60
= j(Σ) +

<
∑

8=1

V8 = j(Σ, V).

For simplicity, we use the notations: M(Ω) = M(Ω, 6euc) where Ω ⊂ R2 is a

domain and M(S2) = M(S2, 6S2) where 6S2 is the metric on S2 of curvature 1.

Theorem 2.2. [9] Let {`:} be a sequence of signed Radon measures on � with

|`: | (�) < n0 < c. Suppose that −ΔD: = `: holds weakly with ‖∇D: ‖!1 (�) < Λ

and Area (�, 6:) < Λ′. Then after passing to a subsequence, one of the following

holds:

(1) D: → D weakly in ,1, ? (�1/2) for any ? ∈ [1, 2) and 42D: → 42D in

!@ (�1/2) for some @ > 1;

(2) D: → −∞ for a.e. G and 42D: → 0 in !@ (�1/2) for some @ > 1.

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

(Σ, 60) and D ∈ !1(Σ, 60) solves −Δ60
D = ` weakly. Then, for any A > 0 and

@ ∈ [1, 2), there exists � = � (@, A, 60) such that

A@−2

∫

�
60
A (G)

|∇60
D |@ ≤ � ( |` | (Σ))@.

We now discuss terminologies needed to describe the bubble-tree analysis. Let

6: = 4
2D:6euc ∈ M(�) with |K6: | (�) < Λ.

Definition 2.4. A sequence {(G: , A:)} is a blowup sequence of {D:} at 0 if G: → 0,

A: → 0 and D′
:
= D: (G: + A:G) + log A: converges weakly to a function D in

∩?∈[1,2),
1, ?

loc
(R2), and D is called a bubble. The sequence {D:} has no bubble at

0 if no subsequence of {D:} has a blowup sequence at 0. We say D′
:

converges to a

ghost bubble if there exists 2: → −∞ such that D′
:
− 2: converges weakly to some

function E in ∩?∈[1,2),
1, ?

loc
(R2).

The ghost bubble has the following property:

lim
A→0

lim
:→∞

∫

�1/A \∪I∈S�A (I)

42D′
: = 0,

where S is the set consisting of measure-concentration points:

S =

{

H : `(H) ≥
n0

2

}

.

where ` is the weak limit of |K
4

2(D′
:
−2: )

6euc
| and n0 is chosen as in Theorem 2.2.

At a point, the sequence {D:} may have more than one blowup sequences, we

distinguish them according to the following definitions.



PRESCRIBING POSITIVE CURVATURE WITH SINGULARITIES 7

Definition 2.5. Two blowup sequences {(G: , A:)} and {(G′
:
, A′

:
)} of {D:} at 0 are

essentially different if one of the following happens

A:

A′
:

→ ∞, or
A′
:

A:
→ ∞, or

|G: − G
′
:
|

A: + A
′
:

→ ∞.

Otherwise, they are essentially same.

Definition 2.6. We say the sequence {D:} has < bubbles if {D:} has < essentially

different blowup sequences and no subsequence of {D:} has more than< essentially

different blowup sequences.

Definition 2.7. For two essentially different blowup sequences {(G: , A:)}, {(G
′
:
, A′

:
)},

we say {(G′
:
, A′

:
)} is on the top of {(G: , A:)} and write {(G′

:
, A′

:
)} < {(G: , A:)}, if

A ′
:

A:
→ 0 and

G′
:
−G:

A:
converges as : → ∞.

Remark 2.8. (1) If {(G′
:
, A′

:
)} < {(G: , A:)}, we have ;: :=

A ′
:

A:
→ 0 and H: :=

G′
:
−G:

A:
→ H. If we set E: = D: (G: + A:G) + log A: and E′

:
= D: (G

′
:
+ A′

:
G) + log A′

:
,

we can verify E′
:
(G) = E: (;:G + H:) + log ;: . Then {(H: , ;:)} is a blowup sequence

of {E:} at H, and the limit of E′
:

can be considered as a bubble of {E:}.

(2) If two essentially different blowup sequences {(G: , A:)}, {(G
′
:
, A′

:
)} are not on

the top of each other, then we must have
|G:−G

′
:
|

A:+A
′
:

→ ∞ and separation of domains:

for any C > 0, when : is sufficiently large it holds �CA: (G:) ∩ �CA ′
:
(G′

:
) = ∅.

Definition 2.9. {(G′
:
, A′

:
)} is right on the top of {(G: , A:)}, if {(G′

:
, A′

:
)} < {(G: , A:)}

and there is no {(G′′
:
, A′′

:
)} with {(G′

:
, A′

:
)} < {(G′′

:
, A′′

:
)} < {(G: , A:)}.

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

Definition 2.10.

(1) A blowup sequence {(G: , A:)} of {D:} at the point 0 is at 1-level if there is

no {(G′
:
, A′

:
)} with {(G: , A:)} < {(G′

:
, A′

:
)}. For < ≥ 2, a blowup sequence

{(G: , A:)} is at <-level if there exists a blowup sequence {(G′
:
, A′

:
)} which

is at (< − 1)-level such that {(G: , A:)} < {(G′
:
, A′

:
)}.

(2) For < ≥ 1, a bubble is at <-level if it is induced by a blowup sequence at

<-level.

Two essentially different blowup sequences at <-level may be right on the top

of two essentially different blowup sequences at (< − 1)-level. By Remark 2.8, if

{(G1
:
, A1

:
)}, {(G2

:
, A2

:
)} are at the same level, then for any C > 0, when : is large

�CA1
:
(G1

:) ∩ �CA2
:
(G2

:) = ∅

Let 6 = 42D6euc ∈ M(�\{0}) with

|K6 | (�\{0}) < n1 < c.

for some n1. Extend K6 to a signed Radon measure ` by taking `(�) = K6(� ∩

(�\{0})),∀� ⊂ R2 and write ` = K6⌊(�\{0}). By [10], we have the following
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decomposition:

D(I) = �` (I) + _ log |I | + F (I),

where

�` (I) = −
1

2c

∫

R2

log |I − H |3`(H), _ = lim
a.e A→0

1

2c

∫

m�A

mD

mA
,

and F is a harmonic function on �\{0} with
∫

m�C

mF
mC

= 0. Hence, we can find a

holomorphic function � on �\{0} with Re(�) = F, which means

(D − �`) (I) = Re(� (I)) + _ log |I |, I ∈ �\{0}.

Lemma 2.11. [10] (1) If the area of � is finite, namely,
∫

�

42D < ∞,

then F is smooth on �, and _ ≥ −1. Moreover, 6 ∈ M(�) with

K6 = ` − 2c_X0.

(2) If we further assume K6 ≥ 0 on �\{0}, then _ > −1.

Definition 2.12. (1) For 6 = 42D6euc ∈ M(�), the residue of 6 (or D) at 0 is

Res(6, 0) = Res(D, 0) = −
1

2c
K6({0}).

(2) For 6 = 42D6euc ∈ M(�\{0}) satisfying

|K6 | (�\{0}) +

∫

�

42D < ∞,

the residue of 6 (or D) at 0 is

Res(6, 0) = Res(D, 0) = −
1

2c
K6({0}).

(3) For 6 = 42D6euc ∈ M(R2\�) satisfying

|K6 | (R
2\�) +

∫

R2\�

42D < ∞,

the residue of 6 (or D) at ∞ is

Res(6,∞) = Res(D,∞) = −
1

2c
K6′ ({0})

where 6′ = 42D′6euc ∈ M(�\{0}) with D′ (G′) = D( G′

|G′ |2
) − 2 log |G′ |, G′ = G

|G |2
is

extended in M(�).

Proposition 2.13. [10] Let 6: = 4
2D:6euc ∈ M(�) with

|K6: | (�) + Area (�, 6:) ≤ Λ.
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Assume that D: converges to D weakly in,1, ? (�) for some ? ∈ [1, 2) and {D:} has

a blowup sequence {(G: , A:)} at 0 with the corresponding bubble D′. Then there

exists C8 → 0, such that

lim
8→∞

lim
:→∞
K6: (�C8 (0)\� A:

C8

(G:)) = −2c (2 + Res(D, 0) + Res(D′,∞)) .

If no bubble occurs then there is no area concentration point:

Proposition 2.14. [10] Let 6: = 42D:6euc ∈ M(�) which satisfies (P1)-(P3).

Assume that {D:} has no bubble. Then

lim
A→0

lim
:→∞

Area (�A , 6:) = 0.(2.3)

If the curvature does not change sign then convergence of solutions occurs:

Proposition 2.15. [10] Let 6: = 42D:6euc ∈ M(�) withK6: = 5:4
2D: 3G−2cV:X0.

Assume

(1) Area (�, 6:) ≤ Λ1;

(2) A ‖∇D: ‖!1 (�A (G) )
≤ Λ2 for all �A (G) ⊂ �;

(3) −Λ3 ≤ 5: ≤ −1 or 1 ≤ 5: ≤ Λ3, and 5: converges to 5 for a.e. G ∈ �;

(4) V: → V.

Assume {D:} has no bubble. Then, after passing to a subsequence, one of the

following holds:

(a) D: → D weakly in ∩?∈[1,2),
1, ? (�1/2) and 42D: → 42D in !1(�1/2), and

−ΔD = 5 42D − 2cVX0;

(b) D: → −∞ a.e. and 42D: → 0 in !1 (�1/2).

The following area identity plays a key role in this paper:

Theorem 2.16. [10] Let 6: = 42D:6euc ∈ M(�) satisfy

(P1) K6: = 5:3+6: + _:X0 (where _: might be 0) with 5: ≥ 1 or 5: ≤ −1;

(P2) |K6: | (�) + Area (�, 6:) ≤ Λ1;

(P3) A−1‖∇D: ‖!1 (�A (G) )
≤ Λ2 for all �A (G) ⊂ �.

We assume {D:} has finitely many bubbles E1 , · · · , E<, induced by blowup sequences

{(G1
:
, A1

:
)}, · · · , {(G<

:
, A<

:
)} at the point 0, respectively. and we further assume that

{D:} has no bubbles at any point G ∈ �\{0}. Then after passing to a subsequence,

lim
:→∞

Area (�1/2, 6:) = Area (�1/2, 6∞) +

<
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 42E86euc).(2.4)

We allow < = 0, which means {D:} has no bubbles at 0, and the sum term in (2.4)

vanishes for this case.

3. Positive curvatures on S2 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 6: = 4
2D:6euc ∈ M(�) and let D: ∈

⋂

?∈[1,2) ,
1, ? (�) solve

−ΔD: =  : (G)4
2D: − 2c_:XH: ,

under the following assumptions:

(a) There exists Λ1 > 0 such that Area (�, 6:) ≤ Λ1;

(b) There exists Λ2 > 0 such that A−1‖∇D: ‖!1 (�A (G) )
≤ Λ2 for all �A (G) ⊂ �;

(c) {D:} converges to D weakly in
⋂

?∈[1,2) ,
1, ? (�);

(d)  : converges to  in � (�), where  > 0;

(e) The sequences {H:} and {_:} converge to H and _ ∈ (−1,∞), respectively.

Then, we have:

(1) {D:} converges weakly in,
2, ?

loc
(�\{H}) for any ? > 1;

(2) If {D:} has a blowup sequence {(G: , A:)}, then G: → H, H: ∈ �C (H)\� A:
C
(G:)

for any fixed C > 0 and large :, and the corresponding bubble is smooth;

(3) If _ ≤ 1, then {D:} has no bubble in �.

Proof. Step 1: We show that D: converges weakly in,
2, ?

loc
(�\{H}) for any ? > 1.

We assume that |K6: | converges weakly to a Radon measure ` and define

S =

{

G : `({G}) >
n0

2

}

,

where n0 is chosen as in Theorem 2.2.

By Theorem 2.2, 42D: is bounded in !@1 (Ω) for some @1 > 1 and anyΩ ⊂⊂ �\S.

By the !?-estimate [16, Theorem 9.11], D: → D weakly in ,
2, ?

loc
(�\S) for any

? ≥ 1. Thus, to see D: → D in ,
2, ?

loc
(�\{H}), it suffices to show S\{H} = ∅.

We assume that there exists H̃ ∈ S\{H}, and select X such that �2X ( H̃) ∩ (S ∪

{H}) = {H̃}. For large :, the equation satisfied by D: on �2X ( H̃) is

−ΔD: =  :4
2D: .

If D: is bounded from above in �2X ( H̃), then D: is bounded in ,2, ? (� X ( H̃)) for

any ?. This implies that  :4
2D: converges in � ((� X ( H̃)), which contradicts the

choice that H̃ is in S. Thus, we must have max
�X ( H̃)

D: → +∞. Let

2: = max
�X ( H̃)

D: = D: (I:), d: = 4
−2: ,

and define

D̃: (G) = D: (I: + d:G) + log d: .

Recalling that D: → D weakly in ,
2, ?

loc
(�2X\{H̃}) for any ?, we conclude

I: → H̃ (otherwise we will obtain a contradiction to the choice of I:). Since

D̃: (0) = max�'
D̃: , applying [20, Theorem 0] and [16, Theorem 9.11], we conclude
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‖D̃: ‖,2,? (�' ) < � (') for any '. Then, D̃: converges weakly in ,
2, ?

;>2
(R2) to a

function D̃ which satisfies

−ΔD̃ =  ( H̃)42D̃, D̃(0) = max
R2

D̃ = 0,

∫

R2

42D̃ < ∞.

By [11, Theorem 1], we have

D̃(G) = − log

(

1 +
 ( H̃)

4
|G |2

)

, and

∫

R2

 ( H̃)42D̃
= 4c.

Thus, 42D̃6euc is the metric with constant curvature  ( H̃) on S2\{∞}. So ∞ is not

a singularity hence Res(D̃,∞) = 0. By Proposition 2.13, we obtain

lim inf
A→0

lim
:→∞
K6: (�A ( H̃)\� A:

A
(I:)) ≤ −2c (2 + Res(D, H̃) + Res(D̃,∞)) < 0.

However, since K6: =  :4
2D: 3G on �A ( H̃)\� A:

A
(I:) and  : > 0, we arrive at a

contradiction.

Step 2: Assume that {D:} has a blowup sequence {(G: , A:)} at some point G0 ∈ �.

We claim that for any fixed A > 0, H: lies in the neck region �A (G0)\� A:
A
(G:).

Suppose D′
:
= D: (G: + A:G) + log A: → D′ weakly in ∩?∈[1,2),

1, ?

loc
(R=). If H: ∉

�A (G0)\� A:
A
(G:), then D: has no singularity in �A (G0)\� A:

A
(G:). By Proposition

2.13,

0 ≤ lim inf
A→0

lim inf
:→∞

K6: (�A (G0)\� A:
A
(G:)) ≤ −2c(2 + Res(D, G0) + Res(D′,∞)),

which leads to a contradiction since Res(D, G0) > −1 and Res(D′,∞) > −1.

Consequently, G0 = H, | −
H:−G:
A:

| → ∞. In turn, for any A > 0, D′
:

solves the

following equation on �A when : is sufficiently large:

−ΔD′: =  : (G: + A:G)4
2D′

: .

Applying similar argument as in Step 1, D′
:
→ D′ weakly in ,

2, ?

loc
(R2) for any

? > 1, where D′ satisfies

−ΔD′ =  (G0)4
2D′ ,

∫

R2

42D′ < ∞.

Applying the result in [11] again, we deduce that Res(D′,∞) = 0.

By Proposition 2.13,

−2c_ ≤ lim inf
A→0

lim inf
:→∞

K6: (�A (H)\� A:
A
(G:))

≤ −2c
(

2 + Res(D, H) + Res(D′,∞)
)

< −2c

which implies that _ > 1.

Therefore, if _ ≤ 1, {D:} has no bubble in �. �

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 3.1 (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.

%8

Figure I. There is a closed minimizing geodesic.

%8

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

3.2. The structure of bubble tree. Let ?1, · · · , ?< be distinct points on S2. From

now on, we set 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) with

K6: =  :3+6: − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V:8 X?8 ,

in other words, D: ∈ ∩?∈[1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) solves the equation

−ΔS2D: =  :4
2D: − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V:8 X?8 − 1(3.1)

in the sense of distributions.

For the remainder of this section, we make the following assumptions:

(A1)  : is continuous and  : →  in � (S2), with  > 0.

(A2) V8 > −1, and V:
8
→ V8.

(A3) j(S2, V) = 2 +
<
∑

8=1

V8 > 0.

Then, there exist constants 0 < 0 < 1 depending on  and V8 such that

0 < Area (S2, 6:) < 1.

Let 2: be the mean value of D: over (S2, 6S2). By Lemma 2.3, after passing to a

subsequence, we assume D:−2: → Eweakly in∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2). By Jensen’s

inequality, 2: is bounded from above. If 2: is bounded, we may further assume

D: → D weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2). We will use the curvature concentration

function Θ to investigate the equations that D and E satisfy.

Note. From now on, the phrase “for any G0 ∈ S2, we choose an appropriate isother-

mal coordinate system with G0 = 0” means: the domain of D: under this coordinate

system is � ⊂ R2, {D:} has no bubbles on �\{G0}, and if G0 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<} then

� ∩ {?1 · · · , ?<} = {G0}; if G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<} then � ∩ {?1, · · · , ?<} = ∅.
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We divide the proof of Theorem 1.3 into following propositions.

Proposition 3.3. Let 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are the solutions of ((3.1))

satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). If {D:} has no bubble at G0, then

Θ(G0) =

{

−2cV8 if G0 = ?8 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<},

0 if G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}.

Proof. By choosing an appropriate isothermal coordinate system with G0 = 0, D:
solves the following equation locally:

−ΔD: =

{

 :4
2D: − 2cV:

8
X0 when G0 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<},

 :4
2D: when G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}.

Applying Proposition 2.14, if G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<},

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→∞

∫

�A

 :4
2D: ≤ 2‖ ‖�0 lim

A→0
lim
:→∞

∫

�A

42D: = 0;

if G0 = ?8 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<},

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→∞

(

∫

�A

 :4
2D: − 2cV:8 X0

)

= −2cV8 .

�

Denote

� = {G ∈ S2 : {D:} has at least a bubble at G} ∪ {?1, · · · , ?<}.

We know that � consists of finite points, then by Proposition 3.3, the following

sum is well-defined:
∑

G∈S2

Θ(G)XG =

∑

G∈�

Θ(G)XG .

Proposition 3.4. Let 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are the solutions of (3.1)

satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Then

(1) If D: → D weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2), then D solves

−ΔS2D =  42D +
∑

G∈S2

Θ(G)XG − 1.

(2) If D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) with 2: → −∞, then E solves

−ΔS2E =
∑

G∈S2

Θ(G)XG − 1.

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

proof for (1).

At any fixed G0 ∈ S2, we choose an appropriate isothermal chart with G0 = 0.

Then for any i ∈ D(�),
∫

�

∇D∇i = lim
:→∞

∫

�

∇D:∇i = lim
:→∞

∫

�

i3K6: = lim
A→0

lim
:→∞

(∫

�\�A

+

∫

�A

)

i3K6:

=

∫

�

i 42D + i(0) lim
A→0

lim
:→∞
K6: (�A ) =

∫

�

i 42D + Θ(G0)i(0),
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which yields that locally D solves

−ΔD =  42D + Θ(G0)X0 =  42D +
∑

G∈�

Θ(G)X-.

Therefore, D solves

−ΔS2D =  42D +
∑

G∈S2

Θ(G)XG − 1.

�

To obtain the explicit equations that D and E satisfy, we need to compute Θ(G0)

when {D:} has at least one bubble at G0.

Proposition 3.5. Let 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are the solutions of (3.1)

satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Suppose D: → D weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2). If

{D:} has at least one bubble at some G0 ∈ S2, then G0 = ?8 for some 8 ∈ {1, · · · , <}

satisfying V8 > 1, all bubbles of {D:} at G0 are smooth and at 1-level. Moreover, if

B is the number of bubbles at G0, then

Θ(G0) = 4cB − 2cV8 .

Proof. If {D:} has at least one bubble at some G0 ∈ S2, we choose an appropriate

isothermal chart with G0 = 0. Then the following equation holds on �:

−ΔD: =

{

 :4
2D: − 2cV:

8
X0 when G0 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<},

 :4
2D: when G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}.

If G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}, then {D:} has no bubbles at 0 by Lemma 3.1(3), a contradic-

tion. So G0 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<}. WLOG, we assume G0 = ?1. Then D: satisfies

−ΔD: =  :4
2D: − 2cV:1 X0

on �. By Lemma 3.1 (3), V1 > 1. By Lemma 3.1 (2), all bubbles at 1-level are

smooth. We claim that there is no bubble at 2-level. Assume {(G: , A:)} is a blowup

sequence at 1-level, then by Lemma 3.1 (2), for any C > 0, 0 ∈ �C\� A:
C
(G:) for

sufficiently large :. Then for any A > 0, D′
:
(G) = D: (A:G + G:) + log A: solves the

following equation on �A when : is sufficiently large:

−ΔD′: =  : (A:G + G:)4
2D′

: .

By Lemma 3.1 (3), {D′
:
} has no bubble, which means that there does not exist

bubbles at 2-level.

Since each bubble is smooth with total curvature 4c, there exist only finitely

many bubbles, saying {(G1
:
, A1

:
)}, · · · , {(GB

:
, AB

:
)}. Then by Theorem 2.16,

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→∞
K6: (�A )

= lim
A→0

lim
:→∞

(

∫

�A

 :4
2D: − 2cV:1 X0

)

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→∞

Area (�A , 6:) − 2cV1

= 4cB − 2cV1.
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�

0

�'A1
:
(G1

:
)

�'A1
:
(G2

:
)

0

((2, 6E1)

((2, 6E2)

(�, 6E)

Local figure of Non-Collapsing Case:

All bubbles of {D:} at ?8 with V8 > 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 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are solutions of (3.1)

satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Suppose D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2)

with 2: → −∞. If {D:} has at least one bubble at some G0 ∈ S2, then one of the

following holds:

(1) G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<} and {D:} has B bubbles at 1-level at G0. Each bubble is

smooth and Θ(G0) = 4cB.

(2) G0 = some ?8 and {D:} has B bubbles at 1-level at G0. Each bubble is smooth

and Θ(G0) = 4cB − 2cV8 .

(3) G0 = some ?8 and {D:} has B bubbles at G0 while only one of them is singular

and the others are all smooth with Θ(G0) = 4cB + 2cV8 .

(4) G0 = some ?8 and {D8
:
} has s bubbles at 1-level and B′ bubbles at 2-level at

G0. Exactly one of the bubbles at 1-level is singular, say E′, while the other bubbles

at 1-level are smooth. All bubbles at 2-level are right on the top of E′ and smooth

with Θ(G0) = 4c(B − B′) + 2cV8 .

Proof. If {D:} has at least a bubble at some G0 ∈ S2, we choose an appropriate

isothermal coordinate system with G0 = 0.

Firstly, we show that there are only finitely many bubbles at 1-level. We assume

{(G1
:
, A1

:
)}, · · · , {(GB

:
, AB

:
)} are arbitrary B blowup sequences at 1-level (here we do

not say there are only s blowup sequences at 1-level), then for any fixed ' > 0,

�'A 8
:
(G8:) ∩ �'A

9

:

(G
9

:
) = ∅, 8 ≠ 9 ,
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when : is sufficiently large. Then we may assume for any 8 ∈ {2, · · · , B}, for any

fixed ' > 0, 0 ∉ �'A 8
:
(G8

:
) when : is sufficiently large. We set

D8: = D: (G
8
: + A

8
:G) + log A 8: ,

which converges to a bubble E8, then for any 8 ∈ {2, · · · , B}, for any fixed ' > 0, D8
:

satisfies the equation

−ΔD8: (G) =  : (G
8
: + A

8
:G)4

2D8
:
(G) , G ∈ �',

when : is sufficiently large. Applying Lemma 3.1 (3) to D8
:
, {D8

:
} has no bubble,

we conclude that D8
:

has no concentration, hence E8 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 {(G1
:
, A1

:
)}, · · · , {(GB

:
, AB

:
)} are exactly all blowup

sequences at 1-level. We divide the argument into the following different cases.

Case 1: G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}. For this case, D: solves

−ΔD: =  :4
2D: .

Then for any 8 ∈ {1, · · · , B} and any fixed ', 0 ∉ �'A 8
:
(G8

:
) when : is large. So

each E8 is smooth and there are no bubbles at 2-level. By Theorem 2.16,

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

K6: (�A )

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

Area (�A )

=  (G0)

B
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 6E8 )

= 4cB.

Case 2: G0 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<}. WLOG, we assume G0 = ?1. Then

−ΔD: =  :4
2D: − 2cV:1 X0.

Case 2.1: For any 8 ∈ {1, · · · , B} and any fixed ' > 0, 0 ∉ �'A 8
:
(G8

:
) when : is

large. Then each E8 is smooth and no bubbles are at 2-level. By Theorem 2.16,

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

K6: (�A )

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

Area (�A ) − 2cV1

=  (G0)

B
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 6E8 ) − 2cV1

= 4cB − 2cV1.
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0

�'A1
:
(G1

:
)

�'A2
:
(G2

:
)

0

((2, 6E1)

((2, 6E2)

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

Case 2.2: There exists 80 such that 0 ∈ �
'A

80
:

(G
80
:
) for fixed '. WLOG, we

assume 80 = 1. Then for any 8 ∈ {2, · · · , B}, for any fixed ' > 0, we have

0 ∉ �'A 8
:
(G8

:
) when : is large. Hence, E8 is smooth for any 8 ∈ {2, · · · , B}. Now

we consider the bubble E1. Set H1
:
=

−G1
:

A1
:

and assume H1
:
→ H∞. Then

−ΔD1
: =  : (G

1
: + A

1
:G)4

2D1
: − 2cV:1 XH: .

By arguments similar to those for Proposition 3.4, there exists g such that

−ΔE1
=  (G0)4

2E1

+ gXH∞ .

We further divide Case 2.2 into two cases.

Case 2.2.1: {D1
:
} has no bubble, i.e. no bubbles at 2-level. Then

−ΔE1
=  (G0)4

2E1

− 2cV1XH∞ .

By [11] and [27], as a metric over S2, 6E1 has exactly 2 singularities and
∫

R2

 (G0)4
2E1

= 4c + 4cV1.

Then by Theorem 2.16,

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

K6: (�A )

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

Area (�A , 6:) − 2cV1

=  (G0)

B
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 6E8 ) − 2cV1

= (4c + 4cV1) + 4c(B − 1) − 2cV1 = 4cB + 2cV1.

0

�'A2
:
(G2

:
)

�'A1
:
(G1

:
)

0

((2, 6E1)

((2, 6E2)

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: {D1
:
} has bubbles. By Lemma 3.1 (2), {D1

:
} can only have bubbles

at 1-level (which are the bubbles of {D:} at 2-level) and all bubbles of {D1
:
} are

smooth. By Lemma 3.1 (3), V1 > 1. Similar to the arguments in Proposition 3.5,

g = 4cB′ − 2cV1,

where B′ is the number of the bubbles of {D1
:
}. By [11] and [27] again,

∫

R2

 (G0)4
2E1

= 4c − 2g.

Let {(GB+1
:
, AB+1

:
)}, · · · , {(GB+B

′

:
, AB+B

′

:
)} be all of the blowup sequences right on

the top of {(G1
:
, A1

:
)}. Then for any 8 ∈ {B + 1, · · · , B + B′}, {(G8

:
, A 8

:
)} converges to

a smooth bubble and {(G8
:
, A 8

:
)} has no bubbles. By Theorem 2.16, we have

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

K6: (�A )

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

Area (�A , 6:) − 2cV1

=  (G0)

B+B′
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 6E8 ) − 2cV1

= 4c(B − 1) + (4c − 2g) + 4cB′ − 2cV1

= 4c(B − B′) + 2cV1.

0

1

2

3

4

1 : �'A1
:
(G1

:
)

2 : �'A2
:
(G2

:
)

3 : �'A3
:
(G3

:
)

4 : �'A4
:
(G4

:
)

0

((2, 6E1)

((2, 6E2)

((2, 6E3)

((2, 6E4)

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 6: ). The second level consists of smooth

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

�

Theorem 1.3 now follows from combining Proposition 3.3, Proposition 3.4,

Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6.

Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.6, if we further assume {D:} has only

bubbles at 1-level, we will obtain a numerical relation between the number of the

bubbles and a linear combination of V’s components. Furthermore, both the number

of singular bubbles and that of smooth bubbles can be controlled by j(S2, V).

Proposition 3.7. Let 6: = 4
2D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are solutions of (3.1) satisfy-

ing (A1), (A2), (A3). We assume that D:−2: → E weakly in∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2)

with 2: → −∞ and {D:} only have bubbles at 1-level. If {D:} has singular bubbles

at ?1, · · · , ? 90 and {D:} has C smooth bubbles, then {D:} has

B = C + 90 =
1

2
j(S2, V) −

90
∑

8=1

V8

bubbles. Moreover,

max
1≤8≤ 90

V8 ≤
1

2
j(S2, V) − 1, C ≤

1

2
j(S2, V).

Proof. By our assumptions, Case 2.2.2 in the proof of Proposition 3.6 will not

occur. Then we may assume that {D:} has C8 smooth bubbles and one singular

bubble at ?8 for 8 = 1, · · · , 90, C8 smooth bubbles at ?8 for 8 = 90 + 1, · · · , 91 and C′8
smooth bubbles at @8 for 8 = 1, · · · , 92 where @8 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}. Then {D:} has

B =

90
∑

8=1

(C8 + 1) +

91
∑

8= 90+1

C8 +

92
∑

8=1

C′8 = 90 + C

bubbles. By Proposition 3.4 (2) and Proposition 3.6,

4c =

90
∑

8=1

(

4c + 2cV8 + 4cC8
)

+

91
∑

8= 90+1

(

4cC8 − 2cV8
)

+

<
∑

8= 91+1

(−2cV8) +

92
∑

8=1

4cC′8

=

90
∑

8=1

(4c + 4cV8) + 4cC − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8,

which yields that

2cj(S2, V) = 4c + 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 = 4c( 90 + C) + 4c

90
∑

8=1

V8 .

Since V8 > −1,

4c + 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 = 4c

90
∑

8=1

(1 + V8) + 4cC



20 JINGYI CHEN, YUXIANG LI, YUNQING WU

≥ max{4c + 4cV1, · · · , 4c + 4cV 90 , 4cC},

which yields that

max
1≤8≤ 90

V8 ≤
1

2

<
∑

8=1

V8 =
1

2
j(S2, V) − 1, C ≤ 1 +

1

2

<
∑

8=1

V8 =
1

2
j(S2, V).

�

With additional assumptions on V, the assumptions of Proposition 3.7 are satis-

fied and the following corollaries are obtained.

Corollary 3.8. Let 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are the solutions of (3.1)

satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Suppose that j(S2, V) = 2 +
∑<

8=1 V8 ∈ (0, 2) and {D:}

has at least one bubble. Then

(1) D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) with 2: → −∞.

(2) There exist B < < and 1 ≤ 81 < 82 < · · · < 8B ≤ < with V8 9 < 0 such that {D:}

has exactly one singular bubble at ?8 9 . Moreover,

4cB + 4c

B
∑

9=1

V8 9 = 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 + 4c.

Proof. Since j(S2, V) ∈ (0, 2), then

lim
:→∞

∫

S2

 :3+6: = lim
:→∞

(4c + 2c

<
∑

8=1

V:8 ) = 4c + 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 < 4c,

which implies that {D:} cannot have smooth bubbles. Then by Proposition 3.5,

D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) with 2: → −∞, and by Proposition

3.6, 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 B = 1 and V8 < 0, which means

that {D:} has exactly one singular bubble at 1-level at some ?8 with V8 < 0. By

Proposition 3.4 (2), there exist B ≤ < and 1 ≤ 81 < 82 < · · · < 8B ≤ < with V8 9 < 0

such that

−ΔS2E =

B
∑

9=1

(4c + 4cV8 9 )X?8 9 − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8 − 1,

which yields

4cB + 4c

B
∑

9=1

V8 9 = 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 + 4c.

What left is to show B < <. If B = <,

4<c + 4c

<
∑

8=1

V8 = 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 + 4c,

in turn

2 − 2< =

<
∑

8=1

V8 ∈ (−2, 0).
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This is impossible as < is an integer. �

Corollary 3.9. Let 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are the solution of (3.1)

satisfying (A1), (A2), (A3). Assume V8 ≤ 1 for any 8 ∈ {1, · · · , <} and {D:} has

at least one bubble. Then

(1) D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) with 2: → −∞.

(2) All bubbles of {D:} are at 1-level. Further, there exists a set � ⊂ {1, · · · , <}

such that

4cB + 4c
∑

8∈�

V8 = 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 + 4c,

where B is the number of bubbles of {D:}.

Proof. Since {D:} has at least one bubble and V8 ≤ 1, then by Proposition 3.5

D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) with 2: → −∞. By Proposition

3.6, Case 2.2.2 (in the proof) cannot happen, hence the assertion follows from

Proposition 3.7 immediately. �

3.3. Simplification of bubble-tree convergence when  : →  in �1. In this

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

bubble and  : converges in �1 then 2: → −∞ and D: has only bubbles at 1-level.

Proposition 3.10 (Pohozaev identity on an annulus). Assume  ∈ �1(�\� X) and

−ΔD =  42D on �\� X .

Define a function

%(C) = C

∫

m�C

(�

�

�

mD

mA

�

�

�

2

−
1

A2

�

�

�

mD

m\

�

�

�

2)

+ 2

∫

m�C

mD

mA
+ C

∫

m�C

 42D.

Then for any X < B < C < 1, we have

%(C) − %(B) =

∫

�C\�B

A42D m 

mA
.

Lemma 3.11. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.1, if we further assume  :

converges to a positive function  in �1(�), then {D:} has no bubbles.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Assume {D:} has at least one bubble. Then by

Lemma 3.1, there exist B ≥ 1 smooth bubbles at 1-level at H. By Theorem 2.16,

lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

∫

�A (H)

 :4
2D: = 4cB,

which yields

−ΔD =  42D − 2c(_ − 2B)XH .

For convenience, we set _′ = _ − 2B. Define

%: (C) = C

∫

m�C (H: )

(�

�

�

mD:

mA

�

�

�

2

−
1

A2

�

�

�

mD:

m\

�

�

�

2)

+ 2

∫

m�C (H: )

mD:

mA
+ C

∫

m�C (H: )

 :4
2D: ,
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%(C) = C

∫

m�C (H)

(�

�

�

mD

mA

�

�

�

2

−
1

A2

�

�

�

mD

m\

�

�

�

2)

+ 2

∫

m�C (H)

mD

mA
+ C

∫

m�C (H)

 42D .

By Proposition 3.10, for any 0 < B < C < 1
2

and sufficiently large :,

|%: (C) − %: (B) | =

�

�

�

∫

�C (H: )\�B (H: )

A42D m :

mA

�

�

� ≤ C‖ : ‖�1 (�) Area (�, 6:),

which yields

lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

lim
B→0

|%: (C) − %: (B) | = 0.

Let’s calculate lim:→+∞ limB→0 %: (B) and limC→0 lim:→+∞ %: (C) step by step.

Since

−ΔD: =  :4
2D: − 2c_:XH: ,

we may write D: = E: + _: log A, where

−ΔE: =  :4
2D: .

Since _: > −1, for large 9 we have  :4
2D: ∈ !? (�2− 9 (H:)) for some ? > 1. Then

E: ∈ ,2, ? (�2− 9 (H:)) ⊂ ,
1,2 (�2− 9 (H:)) ∩ �

0(�2− 9 (H:)). It follows
∫

�
2− 9 (H: )\�2− 9−1 (H: )

�

�∇E:
�

�

2
→ 0, as 9 → +∞.

Hence, there exists B 9 ∈ (2− 9−1, 2− 9) such that

B 9

∫

m�B 9
(H: )

�

�∇E:
�

�

2
→ 0, as 9 → +∞.

By direct calculations,

lim
9→∞

B 9

∫

m�B 9

�

�

�

mD:

mA

�

�

�

2

= lim
9→∞

B 9

∫

m�B 9

�

�

�

mE:

mA
+
_:

A

�

�

�

2

= 2c_2
: ,

lim
9→∞

B 9

∫

m�B 9

1

A2

�

�

�

mD:

m\

�

�

�

2

≤ lim
9→∞

B 9

∫

m�B 9

�

�∇E:
�

�

2
= 0,

lim
9→∞

∫

m�B 9
(H: )

mD:

mA
= lim

9→∞

(

2c_: +

∫

m�B 9
(H: )

mE:

mA

)

= 2c_: − lim
9→∞

∫

�B 9
(H: )

 :4
2D: = 2c_: ,

lim
9→∞

B 9

∫

m�B 9
(H: )

 :4
2D: = lim

9→∞
B29

∫ 2c

0

 : (B 9 , \)4
2D: (B 9 ,\ )

≤ � lim
9→∞

B
2+2_:

9
= 0.

Thus, we obtain

lim
:→∞

lim
9→∞

%: (B 9 ) = 2c_2 + 4c_.

Since D: converges to D in �
2,U

loc
(�\{H}), then by similar calculations,

lim
C→0

lim
:→∞

%: (C) = lim
C→0

%(C) = 2c_′
2
+ 4c_′ .
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Then

(_ − _′) (_ + _′ + 2) = 0.

Since _′ = _ − 2B < _, we obtain

_′ = −_ − 2 < −1

which leads to a contradiction to Lemma 2.11. �

Proposition 3.12. Let 6: = 42D:6S2 ∈ M(S2) where D: are the solutions of (3.1).

Assume (A2), (A3) hold and  : →  in �1(S2) with  > 0. If {D:} has at least

one bubble, then

(a) D: − 2: → E weakly in ∩?∈ (1,2),
1, ? (S2, 6S2) with 2: → −∞.

(b) All bubbles of {D:} are at 1-level. More precisely, if {D:} has at least one

bubble at some G0 ∈ S2, then one of the following holds:

(1) G0 = some ?8, {D:} has B = V8 + 1 smooth bubbles at 1-level at G0, and

Θ(G0) = 4c + 2cV8 .

(2) G0 = some ?8, {D:} has one singular bubble at G0 at 1-level, and

Θ(G0) = 4c + 2cV8 .

(3) G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}, {D:} has one smooth bubble at 1-level at G0, and

Θ(G0) = 4c.

(c) Furthermore, there exists a set � ⊂ {1, · · · , <} such that

# { bubbles of {D:}} =
1

2
j(S2, V) −

∑

8∈�

V8, ≤ 1 +
1

2

<
∑

8=1

|V8 |.

Proof. (a) follows from Lemma 3.11 immediately.

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

For any fixed point G0 ∈ S2, if {D:} has at least one bubble at G0, we choose

an appropriate isothermal coordinate system with G0 = 0. Via similar arguments

as in the proof of Proposition 3.6, we may assume {D:} has B blowup sequences

{(G1
:
, A1

:
)}, · · · , {(GB

:
, AB

:
)} at G0 at 1-level, and let E1, · · · , EB the corresponding

bubbles. Set

D8: (G) = D: (G
8
: + A

8
:G) + log A 8: .

Then for any fixed ' > 0, when : is sufficiently large,

�'A 8
:
(G8:) ∩ �'A

9

:

(G
9

:
) = ∅, 8 ≠ 9 .

By Lemma 3.11, {D8
:
(G)} has no bubbles.

Case 1: G0 ∈ {?1, · · · , ?<}. WLOG, we may assume G0 = ?1, then D: solves

−ΔD: =  :4
2D: − 2cV:1 X0.
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Case 1.1: For any 9 ∈ {1, · · · , B} and any fixed ' > 0, 0 ∉ �'A 8
:
(G8

:
) for large :.

Then each E8 is smooth and no bubbles are at 2-level. By Theorem 2.16, we have

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

K6: (�A )

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

Area (�A ) − 2cV1

=  (G0)

B
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 6E8 ) − 2cV1

= 4cB − 2cV1.

Case 1.2: There exists 80 such that 0 ∈ �
'A

80
:

(G
80
:
) for fixed '. WOLG, we assume

80 = 1, then for any 8 ∈ {2, · · · , B}, for any fixed ' > 0, 0 ∉ �'A 8
:
(G8

:
) when : is

sufficiently large. Hence for any 8 ∈ {2, · · · , B}, E8 is smooth. We set H1
:
=

−G1
:

A1
:

and

assume H1
:
→ H∞. Then D1

:
satisfies the equation

−ΔD1
: =  : (G

1
: + A

1
:G)4

2D1
: − 2cV:1 XH: .

Since {D1
:
} has no bubbles, then

−ΔE1
=  (G0)4

2E1

− 2cV1X. ,

∫

R2

 (G0)4
2E1

= 4c + 4cV1.

Then by Theorem 2.16,

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

K6: (�A )

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

Area (�A , 6:) − 2cV1

=  (G0)

B
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 6E8 ) − 2cV1

= (4c + 4cV1) + 4c(B − 1) − 2cV1 = 4cB + 2cV1.

Case 2: G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}. For this case, D: solves

−ΔD: =  :4
2D: .

Then for any 8 ∈ {1, · · · , B} and any fixed ' > 0, 0 ∉ �'A 8
:
(G8

:
) when : is large. So

each E8 is smooth and no bubbles are at 2-level. By Theorem 2.16, we have

Θ(G0) = lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

K6: (�A )

=  (G0) lim
A→0

lim
:→+∞

�A40(�A )

=  (G0)

B
∑

8=1

Area (R2, 6E8 )

= 4cB.

Therefore, E solves the following equation locally:

−ΔE = Θ(G0)X0,
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where Θ(G0) = 4cB − 2cV1 (when Case 1.1 holds) or 4cB + 2cV1 (when Case 1.2

holds) or 4cB (when Case 2 holds).

Now we calculate Θ(G0) more precisely via Proposition 3.10. Define

%: (C) = C

∫

m�C

(�

�

�

mD:

mA

�

�

�

2

−
1

A2

�

�

�

mD:

m\

�

�

�

2)

+ 2

∫

m�C

mD:

mA
+ C

∫

m�C

 42D: .

By Proposition 3.10, we have

lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

lim
B→0

|%: (C) − %: (B) | ≤ lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

lim
B→0

�CArea (S2, 6:) = 0.

Since

−ΔD: =

{

 :4
2D: − 2cV:

1
X0 when G0 = ?1,

 :4
2D: when G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<},

then as in the proof of Lemma 3.11, there exists B 9 → 0 such that

lim
:→+∞

lim
9→+∞

%: (B 9) =

{

2c(V1)
2 + 4cV1 when G0 = ?1,

0 when G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<}.

On the other hand, since 2: → −∞ and E = −
Θ(G0 )

2c
log A ++ , where + is harmonic

on �, then

lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

∫

m�C

mD:

mA
= lim

C→0

∫

m�C

mE

mA
= −Θ(G0)

lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

C

∫

m�C

 :4
2D: ≤ lim

C→0
lim

:→+∞
�C

∫

m�C

42E422: = 0,

lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

C

∫

m�C

�

�

�

mD:

mA

�

�

�

2

= lim
C→0

C

∫

m�C

�

�

�

mE

mA

�

�

�

2

=
Θ(G0)

2

2c
,

lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

C

∫

m�C

1

A2

�

�

�

mD:

m\

�

�

�

2

= lim
C→0

C

∫

m�C

1

A2

�

�

�

mE

m\

�

�

�

2

= 0,

which yields

lim
C→0

lim
:→+∞

%: (C) =
Θ(G0)

2

2c
− 2Θ(G0) = 2c(_′)2 − 4c_′,

where we set _′ =
Θ(G0 )

2c
. Therefore, when G0 = ?1, we obtain

(_′)2 − 2_′ = (V1)
2 + 2V1.

which is equivalent to

(_′ + V1) (_
′ − V1 − 2) = 0.

If _′ = 2B − V1 (when Case 1.1 holds), then

2B(2B − 2V1 − 2) = 0,

which yields that B = V1 + 1, and

Θ(G0) = 2cV1 + 4c.

If _′ = 2B + V1 (when Case 1.2 holds), then

(2B + 2V1) (2B − 2) = 0,
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which yields that B = 1, and

Θ(G0) = 2cV1 + 4c.

When G0 ∉ {?1, · · · , ?<} (when Case 2 holds), _′ = 2B, then we obtain

(_′)2 − 2_′ = 0,

which yields that B = 1, and

Θ(G0) = 4c.

Step 2: We prove (c). By (b), we know that {D:} only has bubbles at 1-level,

then by (a) and Proposition 3.7, there exists a set � ⊂ {1, · · · , <} such that

B =
1

2
j(S2, V) −

∑

8∈�

V8 ,

which yields an upper bound of B immediately:

B = 1 +
1

2

∑

8∈{1,· · · ,<}\�

V8 −
1

2

∑

8∈�

V8 ≤ 1 +
1

2

<
∑

8=1

|V8 |.

�

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

proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof. We first show the assertion holds under the assumption (�1).

Assuming the contrary, there exist : ∈ �+(S2), V: = (V:
1
, · · · , V:<) ∈ (−1,∞)<

such that  : →  in � (S2), V: → V, and D: solves

−ΔS2D: =  :4
2D − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V:8 X?8 − 1.

By (�1),
∑<

8=1 V8 ∈ (−2, 0). If {D:} has at least one bubble, then by Corollary 3.8,

there exist B < < and 1 ≤ 81 < 82 < · · · < 8B ≤ < such that for any 1 ≤ 9 ≤ B,

V8 9 < 0 and

4cB + 4c

B
∑

9=1

V8 9 = 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8 + 4c.

which contradicts to the assumption: V ∈ A<.

In conclusion, {D:} has no bubble. Applying Proposition 2.15, D solves

−ΔS2D =  42D − 2c

<
∑

8=1

V8X?8 − 1,

a contradiction to our assumptions.

By applying similar arguments and Corollary 3.9, the assertion still holds under

assumption (�2). �
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Applying similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 3.12,

we can prove Theorem 1.2.

The result below follows from Theorem 1.2 and [12, Theorem 5].

Corollary 3.13. Assume V = (V1, · · · , V<) ∈ A< satisfying

31 (V,Z
<
> ) = 1, V8 − 1 ∉ Z.

Then for any distinct ?1, · · · , ?<, there is a neighbourhood * of V in (−1,∞)<,

such that for any Ṽ ∈ *, the divisor
∑<

8=1 Ṽ8 ?8 cannot be represented by any metric

in M(S2) with constant curvature 1.

Example. Let

V = (V1, V2, V3, V4) =

(

−
3 − 2U

10
, 2: +

U − 1

10
,
U − 1

10
, 2: +

1

10

)

,

where : ∈ N ∪ {0} and U ∈ (0, 1
100

). Then

31 (V,Z
4
0) = 31 (V, (−1, 2:, 0, 2:)) = 1,

1

2
j(S2, V) = 1 + 2: +

U − 1

5
∈ (0, +∞) \ N,

[1

2
j(S2, V)

]

= 2:,

F(V) = {8 : V8 ≤ 2: +
U − 1

5
}.

Case 1: when : = 0, F(V) = {1}, and

1

2
j(S2, V) − V1 =

11

10
≠ 1.

Case 2: when : ≥ 1, F(V) = {1, 3}, and

1

2
j(S2, V) − V1 = 2: +

11

10
≠ 1, · · · , 1 + 2:,

1

2
j(S2, V) − V3 = 1 + 2: +

U − 1

10
≠ 1, · · · , 1 + 2:,

1

2
j(S2, V) − V1 − V3 = 1 + 2: −

U

10
≠ 2, · · · , 2 + 2:.

In conculsion, V ∈ A4 ∩ {31 (V,Z
4
>) = 1}. In other words,

A4 ∩ {31 (V,Z
4
>) = 1} ≠ ∅.

All conditions in Corollary 3.13 are fulfilled, therefore there is a neighbourhood *

of V such that no divisor in* can be represented by a spherical metric.
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653–666. Elsevier, 1999.

[14] Alexandre Eremenko. Metrics of positive curvature with conic singularities on the sphere.

Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society, 132(11):3349–3355, 2004.

[15] Alexandre Eremenko. Co-axial monodromy. Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa.

Classe di Scienze. Serie V, (2):619–634, 2020.

[16] David Gilbarg and Neil S Trudinger. Elliptic partial differential equations of second order,

volume 224. Springer, 1977.

[17] Changfeng Gui and Amir Moradifam. The sphere covering inequality and its applications.

Invent. math., 214:1169–1204, 2018.

[18] Michael Kapovich. Branched covers between spheres and polygonal inequalities in simplicial

trees. preprint, 273, 2017.

[19] Yanyan Li. Harnack type inequality: the method of moving planes. Communications in Mathe-

matical Physics, 200:421–444, 1999.

[20] Yanyan Li and Itai Shafrir. Blow-up analysis for solutions of −ΔD = + (G)4D in dimension two.

Indiana University Mathematics Journal, 43(4):1255–1270, 1994.

[21] C.S. Lin. Topological degree for mean field equations on (2. Duke Math. J., 104(3):501–536,

2000.

[22] Feng Luo and Gang Tian. Liouville equation and spherical convex polytopes. Proceedings of

the American Mathematical Society, 116(4):1119–1129, 1992.

[23] Rafe Mazzeo and Xuwen Zhu. Conical metrics on Riemann surfaces, I: the compactified con-

figuration space and regularity. Geometry & Topology, 24(1):309–372, 2020.

[24] Gabriele Mondello and Dmitri Panov. Spherical metrics with conical singularities on a 2-sphere:

angle constraints. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2016(16):4937–4995, 2016.

[25] Yuguang Shi, Jiacheng Su, Gang Tian, and Dongyi Wei. Uniqueness of the mean field equation

and rigidity of hawking mass. Calc. Var., 58(41), 2019.



PRESCRIBING POSITIVE CURVATURE WITH SINGULARITIES 29

[26] Gabriella Tarantello. A quantization property for blow up solutions of singular Liouville-type

equations. Journal of Functional Analysis, 219(2):368–399, 2005.

[27] Marc Troyanov. Metrics of constant curvature on a sphere with two conical singularities. Dif-

ferential Geometry: Proceedings of the 3 rd International Symposium, pages 296–306, 1988.

[28] Marc Troyanov. Prescribing curvature on compact surfaces with conical singularities. Transac-

tions of the American Mathematical Society, 324(2):793–821, 1991.

Department of Mathematics, The University of British Columbia, Vancouver, Canada

Email address: jychen@math.ubc.ca

Department of Mathematics, Tsinghua University, Beijing, China

Email address: liyuxiang@mail.tsinghua.edu.cn

The Institute of Geometry and Physics, University of Science and Technology of China,

Hefei, Anhui, People’s Republic of China

Email address: yqwu19@ustc.edu.cn


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminary
	3. Positive curvatures on S2 with divisors
	3.1. Bubbles at 1-level
	3.2. The structure of bubble tree
	3.3. Simplification of bubble-tree convergence when KkK in C1
	3.4. Nonexistence of solutions around certain prescribed date

	References

