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Compactness of Palais-Smale sequences with controlled Morse
Index for a Liouville type functional

Francesco Malizia *

Abstract

We prove that Palais-Smale sequences for Liouville type functionals on closed surfaces are pre-
compact whenever they satisfy a bound on their Morse index. As a byproduct, we obtain a new
proof of existence of solutions for Liouville type mean-field equations in a supercritical regime.
Moreover, we also discuss an extension of this result to the case of singular Liouville equations.
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1 Introduction

Let (M, g) be a closed surface of unitary volume. We are interested in the following equation:
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A=A\ ———-1 1
ot (theudVg > ’ @

where h > 0 is a smooth function, A > 0 is a real number and A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator.
Equations like (1) are usually referred to as Liouville type mean-field equations, and are motivated
for instance by problems in conformal geometry and mathematical physics.

In conformal geometry, a well-known problem, whose study was initiated by Kazdan and Warner
in | ], is that of conformally prescribing the Gaussian curvature. More precisely, given (M, g)
as above, if g := e%g is a new metric conformal to g with conformal factor e*, then the function u

solves
—Agu +2Kqu = 2Kze" on M, (2)

where K, and Kj denote the Gaussian curvatures of g and g respectively. By the classical Uni-
formization Theorem, there always exists a metric § conformal to g whose Gaussian curvature
is constant. More generally, one could try to identify all the functions K on M which can be
realised as the Gaussian curvature of some metric conformal to g; this amounts to find all the
functions K for which equation (2) is solvable with K in place of K. There are some obstructions
to the existence of solutions for (2), the simplest one being Gauss-Bonnet’s formula, and the case
(M, g) = (S?, gs2), referred to as Nirenberg’s problem, represents the most delicate and thoroughly

studied situation, see e.g. | , Chapter 6] and references therein.
In mathematical physics, equation (1) arises when one employs methods of classical statistical
mechanics to describe large isolated vortices, cfr. | I, [ | (here one actually gets the

counterpart of (1) on bounded domains with Dirichlet boundary conditions), or in selfdual Gauge
field theories, see | | as well as its references.

Solutions of (1) are critical points of the functional
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1
Ja(u) = 3 /M]Vgu\z vy + )\/Mud‘/;, — Mog </M he* dVg> , (3)

for u € H'(M), which is well-defined and smooth by virtue of the Moser-Trudinger inequality
(10). It is known that equation (1) is solvable whenever A\ ¢ 87N: aside from the easy case
A € (0,87) (where the aforementioned Moser-Trudinger inequality implies the coerciveness of Jy,
in which case one can minimize it), the existence of a solution for A > 87 was proved using more
sophisticated variational arguments together with the so-called “Struwe’s monotonicity trick” and
blow-up analysis for sequences of solutions, see | I, 1 I, I, 1 ].

However, little is known about the behaviour of Palais-Smale sequences for Jy. In this paper
we address this last issue and show that, under an additional and natural second order assumption
on such sequences, it is actually possible to prove that they subconverge to a critical point of (3).

As a consequence, we obtain a new proof of the existence of solutions for (1) when A > 8,
A ¢ 87N, which does not rely upon Struwe’s trick.

Let (un)n be a Palais-Smale (PS) sequence for Jy, namely Jy(u,) = ¢ € R and J} (u,) — 0 in
H~1(M) as n goes to infinity; here .J | denotes the differential of the functional Jy, and later on we
will denote by J} its second order differential. If we add a constant C' to u,, then Jy(u, + C) =
Ja(upn) and Ji(u, + C) = Ji(un); as a consequence, from now on we will renormalize (uy,), by
asking

/ he'" dVy, =1 Vn € N. (4)
M

Given such a sequence (uy,),, we now have two possibilities: either there exists a subsequence
which is bounded in H'(M), or else the whole sequence is unbounded.

In the first case, one can easily prove the existence of a subsequence weakly converging in
H'(M) to a critical point of (3), which is a weak (a posteriori classical) solution of (1), see e.g.
[ ] for details.

On the other hand, when (uy)y, is unbounded it is usually difficult to describe its behaviour.
However, if we further assume (u,), to satisfy an additional bound on the Morse index, then we
are able to characterize the loss of compactness.

The condition is the following: there exists N € N such that, Vn € N,

1 1
sup {dim(E) | E subspace of H' (M) s.t. Jy (uy,)[w,w] < —E||w||2 Yw € E} < N. (5)

In particular, this condition implies that, whenever (u,), admits a subsequence converging to a
limit w in H1(M), then the Morse index of J at u is at most N. Some comments on the naturality
of assumption (5) are given later on in the introduction.

With the help of (5), it is possible to carry out a blow-up analysis for our sequence (u,), and
thus prove the main result of this paper:

Theorem 1.1. Given A € (87k,87(k + 1)) and k € N, let (up)n be a Palais-Smale sequence for
Jy which satisfies (4) and (5) for a suitable N = N(k). Then (uy), is bounded in H'(M); in
particular, it subconverges to a classical solution of (1).

The idea of the proof is to argue by contradiction and show that, if we assume (uy), to be
unbounded, then the total “mass” A [, he"" dVy (and thus X in view of (4)) should converge, up to
a subsequence, to an integer multiple of 87, which is forbidden by our assumptions. Before entering
more into details, we quickly describe the blow-up behaviour of a sequence of exact solutions of
(1) in order to highlight the main differences and additional difficulties related to the analysis of
Palais-Smale sequences.



Given a sequence of solutions for (1), either it is uniformly bounded in L* (and thus also in
C? by standard elliptic regularity), or else it blows up. In the latter case, we can suitably rescale
around local maxima in order to find subsequences of functions converging to the solution of a limit
equation in R2?, which turns out to be the Liouville equation —Au = e*. Moreover, the scaling
invariance of the “mass density” he“" dV; implies that the limit function satisfies fRQ e’ < +o0.
At this point, a classification result of Chen and Li | | gives the quantisation fRQ e = 8.
Moreover, it was proved in [ | (see also | | for a simpler proof relying upon Pohozaev
identity) that multiple “bubbles” (i.e. concentration profiles) cannot accumulate in the same point
and that there is no additional mass outside that of the bubbles; also, u,, — —oo uniformly away
from the concentration points. All together, these facts show that A € 87N necessarily.

When dealing instead with Palais-Smale sequences, we face some additional difficulties. To
begin, the low regularity of (u,), requires us to describe the concentration regions in an integral
way. Also, (uy,), does not solve any equation, so, in order to show that the concentration profiles
do carry a quantised amount of mass, we need to define and work with auxiliary sequences of
more regular functions which are solutions of suitable PDEs and which are close to u, in H'-
norm. However, since the L?-norm is not preserved by scaling, we must also pay attention and
renormalise when scaling these auxiliary sequences in order to get in the limit a solution for the
Liouville equation in R2. After extracting a finite number of concentration profiles, we show that
these ones do not carry additional mass in their “necks”: this is the most delicate point in the
blow-up analysis and the Morse index property (5) comes here into play. Finally, we show that
there is no mass everywhere else; differently from the case of (exact) solutions, here it seems that
we cannot exclude the clustering of bubbles, that is, multiple bubbles might accumulate at the
same point in the limit (this can also occur with sequences of exact solutions in bounded domains

if we have no control on the oscillations at the boundary, see | |; instead, it cannot happen
on closed manifolds as the Green representation formula implies that we always have uniformly
bounded oscillations away from blow-up points, see | ). Asin | |, we thus employ a

concentration-compactness argument on clusters of bubbles to show that, even in this case, there
is no additional mass. Finally, with a global estimate relying upon Green’s function, we rule out
the occurrence of mass away from concentration points: we thus obtain that A € 87N necessarily,
which gives the desired contradiction.

A more general class of problems is that of singular Liouville type mean-field equations, that
is, equations of the form

he® “
gu <th6“dVg > Wizla(qz )

where m € N, o; > —1 V7 and J,, denotes the Dirac mass centered at ¢; € M.

These equations are related to the problem of prescribing the Gaussian curvature where we
allow the conformal metric to have conical singularities, and to the theory of selfdual Chern-Simons
vortices; we refer to the survey | | and again to | | for further informations.

If we let u(x) = u(x) +4n Y ;" | ;G(z,q;), where G denotes the Green’s function of Laplacian
defined in (11), then u is a solution for

het
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where now h(z) := h(x)e 4" 2it1%G(@:4) i a potential function with zeros in the points g; with
a; > 0 and poles in the points ¢; with o; € (—1,0).

Equation (6) is the Euler-Lagrange equation of the corresponding integral functional (3) with
h replaced by h. It turns out that the blow-up analysis of PS-sequences (i), satisfying (5) in this



case is more involved and the procedure employed in this paper only works in the particular case
in which a; < 1Vi =1,...,m, see Theorem 6.1. However, since the corresponding analysis for
sequences of ezact solutions carried out in | I, [ ] only requires the assumption a; > —1,
we expect that our result could be extended to cover this more general case as well.

Given the aforementioned results for granted, it is clear that the whole problem of solving (1)
or (6) boils down to constructing a PS-sequence for the associated functional which verifies the
Morse index property (5). This is always possible whenever our functional posseses a topological
structure which allows the use of a min/max scheme of some finite dimension:

Theorem A (] , Theorem 1.4]). Let H be an Hilbert space and I : H — R a functional of
class C**. Let D C RN be a compact subset, B C D, and define

I:={yeC(D;H)|yp =10 where € C(B;H) is a given function} .

Let

:= inf I d = I . 7
c= T (), and assume ¢ > co = ma I(0(y) (7)

There exist (Yn)n C T and (up)n, € H with uy, = v, (zy,) for some x, € D, such that
I(u,) — ¢, HI'(un)HH* — 0 asn — oo,

and, Yn € N,

1" 1
sup{dim(E) | E subspace of H s.t. I (up)w,w] < —=|lw|?® Yw € E} < N. (8)
n

In other words, whenever we are in condition to apply a min/max scheme of dimension N to
the functional I, we then obtain a Palais-Smale sequence with the above additional property on
the Morse index. In particular, Theorem A applies to our functional Jy in (3) when X ¢ 87N; we
now provide a brief description of the variational setting and refer the reader to | | for further
details.

Let X € (87k,87(k + 1)), 1 < k € N, and define

k k
My, = {Z tidg, | Zti =1, t; > 0Vi, ¢; € M, 0, Dirac mass centered at ¢; € M} ,
i=1 i=1

endowed with the weak topology of distributions. This is called formal space of k-barycenters on M,
it is a stratified space, that is, finite union of open manifolds (i.e. noncompact without boundary)
of different dimensions, whose maximal one is 3k — 1. In particular, M} has the structure of a
CW-complex of dimension 3k — 1, see e.g. the appendix of | |. We can now use M}, to build
our min-max scheme: let ¥ := M’“+[0’1] be the contractible cone over My, (i.e. My x {1} is collapsed
into a single point). Being ¥ itself a CW-complex, we can embed it as a compact subset of RY for
a big enough N € N through a map ¥ : ¥ — RY. We then take D := ¥(X) and B := ¥(M; x {0})
as the sets D and B in the statement of Theorem A. It is now possible to choose a suitable map
70 € C(B; HY(M)) such that (7) holds: we refer again to [ | for details. As a consequence,
we can apply Theorem A to get the existence of a (PS)-sequence (u,), C H'(M) for Jy satisfying
(5); moreover, we can freely assume that (u,), satisfies the normalization (4).

Regarding instead singular Liouville equations, in many cases (which depend upon the genus
of M, the value of A and the «;’s), we are still in condition to apply Theorem A to our functional,
obtaining a Palais-Smale sequence (u,), with the second-order information (5). For a precise
description of the variational structure of the singular Liouville functional, we refer the reader to
e.g. | | and | I



Liouville equations versus harmonic maps and some open questions

In this last part of the introduction we want to briefly sketch a comparative picture between
Liouville equations and harmonic maps in order to highlight the main differences and similarities
between them and formulate some questions.

Given a closed Riemann surface (M, g) and a target (closed) manifold (N™, h) of dimension
n > 3, which we assume to be isometrically embedded in R* for some suitable k € N (this is always
possible due to Nash’s Theorem), we define the Dirichlet energy

1
B =3 [ [V5EdY,

for maps f € WH2(M; N). Critical points (in a suitable sense) of E are called harmonic maps and
they satisfy
—Af =AY,

where A(f) denotes the second fundamental form of N C R¥ computed along the image of f; see
e.g. [H02] for precise statements and further details.

The study of existence of harmonic maps is a major topic in geometric analysis due to their link
with minimal immersions: if an harmonic map is also a conformal immersion, then its image is a
minimal immersed surface (| ])- The conformal invariance of the problem implies that we have
to deal with the occurence of concentration phenomena when studying the behaviour of sequences
of (approximate) solutions: indeed, the strategy of scaling back to isolate bubbles was employed
for the first time ever by Sacks and Uhlenbeck in [ | for a “perturbation” of E.

As for Liouville equations, we have a complete picture of the blow-up behaviour of sequences of
harmonic maps with uniformly bounded energy, see e.g. | , Theorem 2.2]. Long story short,
there exists a subsequence of harmonic maps “bubble converging” to a limit harmonic map plus a
finite number of bubbles, i.e. harmonic maps from S? into N; moreover, we have no energy loss
and all the necks have zero lenght in the limit.

On the other hand, this result no longer holds when we consider instead Palais-Smale sequences
for the harmonic map energy F; this is due to the fact that, in this case, we may lose any positive
value of energy in the necks, see | , Propositions 4.1 and 4.2]. Hence E does not satisfy the
Palais-Smale condition.

The natural counterpart of this fact for Liouville equations is the following question:

Question: does the Palais-Smale property hold for Jy when A\ ¢ 87N?

By Theorem 1.1, the answer is positive for sequences which satisfy the additional condition
(5), but we were unable to remove (5) or, conversely, to provide an example of a noncompact
(PS)-sequence at energy level A ¢ 87N, X\ > 87: this seems to be a challenging problem.

We also mention that the Palais-Smale property does not hold in general also for the Moser-
Trudinger functional, see | ]. This failure for both harmonic maps and Moser-Trudinger func-
tional seems to suggest that the same conclusion might also be true for the Liouville functional
J, but, differently from these two other problems, the Liouville nonlinearity e is not the “most
critical” one in dimension 2.

Coming back to harmonic maps, the lack of a bubble convergence theorem for general Palais-
Smale sequences suggests to ask the following:

Question: is it possible to prove a bubble convergence theorem for Palais-Smale sequences for the
harmonic map energy E under an additional assumption in the spirit of (8)7

A positive answer to this question would allow, at least in theory (we would also need a coun-
terpart of Theorem A in this new setting), a direct use of min/max methods on E in order to prove



existence of harmonic maps. However, one would first need to find a suitable definition of “approx-
imate” Morse index for Palais-Smale sequences in this setting. As of today, most of the techniques
employed to prove existence for a general target N rely either on a suitable approximation of the
energy functional F by functionals satisfying the (PS)-condition in the spirit of | Jor | ,
or on flow methods as in | -

In the latter case, one gets from the flow the existence of a (PS)-sequence (f,,), in W22(M; N)
with tension fields 7, := Afn + A(f2)(V fn, V fn) uniformly bounded in L2(M; N), for which the
bubble tree convergence holds, see e.g. |

In the former case instead, while the energy quantization was proved to hold in [ | under
an additional and natural “entropy-type” assumption, this is still not true in general and one might
also have necks collapsing to (nontrivial) geodesics in the limit, see [ ].

We now briefly describe the structure of the paper: after recalling some basic facts in Section 2,
in Section 3 we describe how to isolate concentration profiles and in Section 4 we show that there
is no further mass along their “necks”. At this point, in Section 5 we prove a global quantization
result and complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. Lastly, Section 6 briefly explains how to extend the
results of the other Sections to the singular equation (6).

Notation. Through the rest of this paper, (M, g) will be a closed surface with unitary Riemannian
volume. For any two points z,y € M, dy(z,y) will denote their distance. Given a function

f: M — R, we will denote with f := W | v | dVy its average value over M. We will always

denote by B,(z) the metric ball of center x and radius r.

We will use C' to denote various positive constants which do not depend upon the index n € N
of the considered sequences; these constants are allowed to vary from line to line. Sometimes we
will use subscripts to emphasize the dependence of C' with respect to some specific parameters, e.g.
Chr if C depends upon R.

2 Concentration-compactness

From now on, (u,), will denote a Palais-Smale sequence for J satisfying (4). To begin, we define
an auxiliary sequence (v,), associated to (u,), and prove that those two sequences are “close” in
H'-norm.

For any n € N, let v, be the solution for

9)

Ty, = .

{—Agvn = )\(he“” — 1) on M,

We begin to recall the following version of Moser-Trudinger’s inequality on closed surfaces:

Theorem 2.1 (] ). Let (M,g) be a closed surface; there exists a constant C = C (M) such

that
1

S / o0 gv < cem IVolian vy e HY(M), (10)
Volg(M) Ju 7=

By virtue of (10), we get u,, € LY(M) Vg > 1, so, by standard elliptic estimates, we see that
v € W24(M) Vg > 1, see Chapter 5 of | ] for further details.
We now have the following;:

Lemma 2.2. Let (up)n, (vn)n be as above. Then

Hun—vn||H1(M) —0 as n — 00.



Proof. Being (uy,), a (PS)-sequence, one has

on(Dlellgs = Swn)iel = [ VounTygdvy+x [ pavy=x [ hevpdv, Ve H' ()
M M M

At the same time, (9) implies

/ ngnvggod‘/iq:)\/ he“"cpdVg—)\/ pdV, Yo € HY(M).
M M M
From these formulae, one gets

[ ol =0 VapaVy =oullicls) Vo€ H0),

which, together with u,, = v,, and Poincaré inequality, allows us to conclude. ]

Next we recall some fundamental facts about the Green’s function of the Laplacian on closed
manifolds wich will be heavily employed in the rest of this paper.

Theorem 2.3 (| |, Chapter 4). Given (M, g) closed surface, there exists the Green’s function
G of —Ay, that is, the distributional solution of

—AGw-:éx—; m M,
( ) Volg(M) (11)
Joy Gz, y) dVy(y) = Vo e M.
G is symmetric, it is smooth on M x M\{(z,x) | x € M} and satisfies
Glz,y) — — log — ‘<c IV, Gz, y)| < C—— Vr4yeM,  (12)
r,y) — -0 —/=<| >0, ,Y)l = x Yy 9
2 dg(z,y) g dg(z,y)
where C' > 0 is a suitable positive constant. Moreover, if —Agu = f, f € LY(M) and fo =
the following representation formula holds:
—u+/f G(z,y)dVy(y) Ve M. (13)
We now state the main result of this Section, which closely follows | , Proposition 3.1].

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢, be a solution of —Ay(, = fr, on M with f € L'(M), Jaslfnl dVy < C ¥n e N.
Then, up to subsequences:

1. either [, e4(Gn=Cn) dVy < C for some C >0 and g > 1;

2. or else there exist x1,...,x; € M such that, Vr >0, Vi € {1,...,1l}, there holds

lim inf/ |fn| dVy > 4. (14)
n—oo r($,

Proof. Assume that the second alternative does not hold, namely Vx € M 3Jr, > 0, §, > 0, such
that, for n large enough and up to subsequences, one has

/ fuldV, < 47 — 5. (15)
Brv (o)

re (T



Being M compact, we can cover it with a finite number 7" of balls B; := B1, (x;), j =1,...,T,
2Tz

and we can extract a subsequence such that, when n large enough and ¢ := min; d,,,
/ \faldV, <4m -8  Vj=1,...,T.
B;
Using the Green’s representation formula (13), write

(@) = G + /M G (2, y) fo(y) AV, (v).

Let B; := B, (x); one has

() = G = / Gl fuly) dV(y) + / G, y) fa(y) AV ().
M\ B, B,

Pick x € Bj; then y — G(x,y) is bounded in M\B’j (the bound depends upon M and ry,), so

B

We can now use Jensen’s inequality and Fubini/Tonelli’s Theorem to estimate

J,

J

S av@) < [ exp ( [ G llfa) dmy)) 4V, (a)

B

_ ox . )l .
a C/Bj g </Bj 1 ’y)|||fn”L1(Bj)an”Ll(Bj) dVQ(y)) i)

gc/ </ AG@DIl 15, |Fn(y)] dVg(y)> 4V, ()
B; i

B [fnll 2 s,)

iy / /eqau,y)ufuul(gj) av, () |/n(y)] av,(y)
B; \/B; anHLl(E;j)

G ) n
< C sup eql @l fll 1

B qV,(z).

Finally, recalling (12), we get

Q||anL1(]§j)

_ 1 o
ed(Cn(@)=Cn) gy (2) < C/ ( ) dVv,(x).
| @ <c | (7o ()

J

qllntILl(gj)
27

which is indeed true by (15) whenever ¢ > 1 is close enough to 1. Hence fB~ e4(Gn—=Cn) dVy < 400
J
and, being By, ..., Br a finite cover for M, the first alternative holds. ]

The last integral is finite if and only if < 2, that is, if and only if qunHLl(Bj) < 4,

Remark 2.5. Using Green’s representation formula in a ball Br and proceeding along the same
lines of the above proof, it is possible to obtain the following localised version of Lemma 2.4,
which will be heavily employed in the next Sections: let (, € I/VO1 "(BRr), r > 1, be a solution for
—AC(, = fn in Bg, where (f,), is bounded in L'(Bg). Then, up to a subsequence:



1. either fBR e%n dz < C for some C > 0 and ¢ > 1;
2

2. or else there exist z1,...,2; € Br such that, Vr >0, Vi € {1,...,1}, there holds
2

n—o0

lim inf/ |fn| dVy > 4.
Br(z;)

We now apply Lemma 2.4 to (,, = v, defined in (9) with f,, = )\(he“" — 1). In this case:
1. either fM ¢4(tn—0n) dvy, < C;
2. orelse 3 x1,...,x2; € M such that liminf, fBr(fL'i) Alhet™ — 1| dVy > 4 ¥r > 0.

From now on, assume (uy,), to be unbounded in H'(M) (otherwise there is nothing to prove); we
then want to rule out the first alternative above. By our assumption and (3), we easily see that
U, — —00, 80, by virtue of (9), v, — —oo as well as n — 400, so that the first alternative implies

/ el dVy = o, (1) Vp € [1,q].
M

Thus, given any p € (1,q), we can estimate

/ |€pvn _ pUn|dV / ‘/ n — Un ep(tUn+(1 t)vn) dt'dv
< / plun — Un‘epvnepm"iv"‘ vy,
M
2 1
v ! bp|un—uvn | b
SpHun_vnHLa(M) e? "dvg elPlun—uvn dVg
M M
% b2p2 v 2 %
S p”un — U””L“(M) </ eqvn dVg) (Cel()‘ﬁ” g|Un’Un||L2(1VI)> ,
M

where we used Lagrange’s theorem, Hoélder’s inequality with % + % + % =1, a,b > 1, and Moser-
Trudinger’s inequality (10). In particular, when applying (10) we implicitly use the fact that
Japlun —vnl dVy < |Juy = Unllgrary = on(1) (from Lemma 2.2) in order to deal with the mean
value. Thus, using Lemma 2.2 together with Sobolev’s embedding Theorem, it follows that

/M|epvn — ePun | dV, = o0n(1).

Using this formula, (4) and Jensen’s inequality we get

1 p
AN < (/ e dVg> < / el dVy, = / e’ dVy + 0, (1) = 0, (1),
VA . v

which is a contradiction.
In other words, the second alternative of Lemma 2.4 must hold whenever we consider an H!-

unbounded sequence (u,), as above; in particular, we must have concentration of mass at some
point of M.



3 Isolation of concentration profiles

From now on, (u,), will be an unbounded Palais-Smale sequence of J satisfying (4). We want to
isolate a blow-up profile of (uy,),. Take p € (0,4m); since (14) holds for f,, = A(he"" — 1) (see the
end of previous Section), there exist points (zy,), and radii (ry,), satisfying

/ A(he'™ —1)dV, = sup A(he'™ —1)dV, = p. (17)
By, (zn) zeM J By, (x)

Clearly r, — 0 as n — oo. Without loss of generality, we can assume that z,, - € M as n — oo.
We can also assume that there exists (7,), satisfying

Tn

Tn n2%00, 7 2% 0 and / AMhe' —1)dV, < 4 Yy € Bz, (z,).  (18)
BTn(y)

We now localise our problem: for any n € N, pick an isothermal local chart (U, ) centered
at x,, and such that ¢, (U,) = Bs(0) for some (small and uniform) ¢ > 0. Let ¢,, be the conformal
factor, that is, dsg = e¥ndz?, and define 7, to be the solution of

An, = e¥" in By,
n ‘ 5 (19)
Np =0 in 0Bs.
Define
Uy = vp oYt — Ay,
T, i= Alh o gy )ewnthmm, (20)
Uy = Unp 01/1;1 — A\

Then one easily checks that
{—Af)n = V,eln in Bs(0),

S (B V€™ d = p+ 0n(1),

where the second formula follows from (17) and a change of variables.
We now proceed to rescale our sequences: let

On(x) := 0p(rpz) + 2logr, for x € Bs (0),
n (21)
U () := Up(rpz) + 2logry,

so that . R ) R
—Aby, = Vy(rpz)e®n® =V, (2)e™®) in B (0),
" (22)

f#wn(Brn(l'n)) Vneﬁn d.%' = p + On(1)7

where again the second equality follows from a change of variables. We also notice that
1
— (B, (z,)) — B1(0) CR? as n — oo, (23)
T'n

in the sense of L'-convergence of indicator functions.
We can now state the main result of this Section:

Proposition 3.1. Let (up)n, (Vn)n; (Un)n, (On)n, (Pn)ns (Tn)n be defined as above. Then there
exists a sequence (by)n of real numbers, a positive costant u > 0, xg € R? and o € (0,1) such that,

up to a subsequece, U, + b, — W in Cﬁ‘)C(Rz) as n — 0o, where W is of the form

() = log T 5 —logp, (24)
<1 + §|x — x0|2>

10



for some T > 0; in particular, W is a solution of

—Aw = pe¥ in R?,
. (25)
Jge pe® dx < +oo.
Moreover, if R, — oo sufficiently slowly, then
/ A(he'™ —1)dVy — 87 as n — oo. (26)
BRnrn ($n)

For the proof we will need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Consider (un)n, (vn)n as above, and suppose 1 < p < 2. There exists a constant
C =C(p,M,g) such that, for r > 0 sufficiently small and Yq € M, there holds

/ IV gvn|P dVy < Cr®7P,
Br(q)

Proof. Write f,, := A\(he¥" — 1); then (f,,), is uniformly bounded in L'(M). By Green’s represen-
tation formula (13) and decay estimates (12), we get

n [ L n
A c/“‘th%L”dmw

and, by virtue of Jensen’s inequality,

, VallZ oy | Fa )
LL@menmmmsC&@<A{ EVE d%@)mu@

_mnhw@@<émﬂﬁiymwmyn@ww@

<C 1
sup
yeM J Bs(q) [lg(l', y)p

dvg(x) S C(p7 M7 g)sz
Here, being M closed, we can take a constant C'(p, M, g) which does not depend upon g whenever
the radius s is small enough. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let R > 1 be fixed and, for n large enough, define b,, in such a way that

1
" |Bagl Bon

A

Wy, := Up + b, satisfies a, :

Wy, do = Updr  Vn € N. (27)

|Bar| J B,y

By construction,
— A, = V,e" in BQR(O)
Moreover, from (27) and the scaling invariance of the mass,

1 1 .
Wy, < —— e <C VYneN,
|Bar| JB,p |Bar| JB,p

that is, a,, < C. We also notice that

ldon — in g1 ) = On(D): (28)

which is a consequence of Poincaré inequality, a scaling argument and Lemma 2.2.

11



At this point, choose a smooth radial cutoff function g such that ¥»g = 1 on Bg, ¥r =0 on
R\ Byg and 0 < tr < 1. Define

§n = YRy + (1 - ¢R)an, §n = &n — an. (29)
In particular, we notice that fn is compactly supported in Bsop. One has
~Aby = ~ ARy + Yr(=Ay) — 2VPRrVi, + anAtr
= YpVne™ = 2VYpVidy, — Ay, + anAdp
= ¢R‘7nean - fn

For any p € [1,2), using the definition of w,, we see that

Jo

f

"dr <, [/ |V¢an|pdx+/
Bar

Bar

<Cypn U Vo |? da +/ iy — an P dm]
Bar Bar

< ép,R/ |V, |P de,
Bar

|A¢R|p|wn - an|p dx:|

where the last estimate follows from Poincaré inequality. Finally, using Lemma 3.2 with r = 2r, R
together with a scaling argument, one has

Jo

From this formula and p > 1, we easily get

limsup lim sup /
r—0+ n—00 B, (y)

At this point, by (22) and (30),

fn . dx < C =C(p,R) uniformly in n € N.

fa

dv =0  Vy€ Bag, VB,(y) C Bar. (30)

lim sup liminf/ ‘Q,Z)RVneﬁ" — foldz < 4,
Br(y)

r—0+ T

allowing the use of Remark 2.5 to conclude that there exists ¢ > 1 (close to 1) and a positive
constant C' > 1 such that

/ e%n dy <C uniformly in n € N,
Br
which, together with a,, < C and (29), implies
/ e dx < C ¥neN. (31)
Br

Using (31), we can argue as in (16) to show that, V p € [1,q), one has

I

We now estimate a,, from below: indeed, using (29), (32) and (22), we get

epwn _ epﬁn

dx = o, (1). (32)

12



Cean 2 ean/ eén :/ egn :/ eliin :/ eﬂn +On(1) 2 B
Br Br Br Br 2
Hence P p
e’ 2—:>an210g<%),

which, together with the estimate from above, implies that there exists C' > 0 such that
lan| < C uniformly in n € N. (33)

Finally, using elliptic estimates, (31), (32), (33), Poincaré inequality and Lemma 3.2, we con-

clude that
) <c
LP(BR)

Thus w,, is uniformly bounded in LP(Bg) for any R > 0 fixed, allowing us to use once more
elliptic estimates and a diagonal argument to show that there exists @ € C:_(R?) N H} (R?) and
a subsequence W, (not relabeled) such that

Ve

Jinlweo gy < € (Iinlliogay + |
2

Wy, 2225 in CF (R N HLL(R?).
In order to conclude, it remains to show that w solves (25). Multiply —Aw, = V,eln by a
smooth test function ¢ € C°(R?) with supp(¢) CC Br(0) and integrate by parts to get

Vi, Vo dy = /

Vielng dy = / Ve p dy + on(1), (34)
Br

Br Br

where we used (32) in the last passage. Here n is supposed to be large enough so that the integrals

are well-defined. By definition V,,(y) = A(h o ¢, 1) (rpy)elPn TAM)ny) “and, since = 1(0) = ,

and x, — x € M, we see that V,, is uniformly bounded in C? (R?) and it converges to some

positive costant u > 0. More precisely, if ¢, — @ in C%(Bs(0)) and 5, — 7 in C°(B;(0)), then
2 2

1= Ah(z)e®tA0) > 0. Hence we can pass to the limit in (34) and get

ViVedy = / pe o dy.

Br Br

Being ¢ € C°(R?) arbitrary, we see that « is a distributional solution to —Aw = ue? in R2.
Moreover, Fatou’s lemma and a change of variables give
/ Mew dr < lim inf/ Vnew” < liminf/ Vneﬂ" <A VR>DO0.
Br n Bpg n B

Hence w is a distributional (a posteriori classical) solution of (25). At this point, we can use the

classification result of | ] to infer that @ has the form (24) and, moreover, [, pe” = 8.
Finally, if R,, — +o00 slowly enough, then
/ Ahe'™ —1)dV, = / Vne' dz — A\Voly(Br,r, (2n))
BRn’"n (:Bn) w"(BRnTn (:L'n))

= / Ve dx — AVoly(Bp,r, (4))
e Un (BRpry (2n))

™

— pe dr =8m as n — oo,
]RQ

which shows (26) and concludes our proof. O

Remark 3.3. If (uy,), is as in Proposition 3.1, it is actually possible to slightly modify the sequence
of points (x,,), and radii (), in order to have xyp = 0 and 7 = 1 in (24). We will always assume
this normalization condition to hold in the next Sections.
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4 Quantization in a simple blow-up

In the previous Section we showed that, given an unbounded (PS)-sequence (uy)y, it is possible
to extract a bubble of “mass” 87 around each concentration point. Following [ |, we now
introduce an integral notion of “simple” blow-up point (the original definition, due to Schoen, is
slightly different).

Definition 4.1. Let (uy)n, (W), be as in Section 3. Given three sequences (x,,), € M of points
and (rp)n, (8n)n of positive radii with r,, s, < i(M) (injectivity radius of M), we say that they are
a simple blow-up for (uy)y, if:

rn — 0, LN as n — oo; (35)
Sn
R
JR, — oo such that nn 0 and ||w, — log K 222 0; (36)

2
S 2
! <1+%H > Co(Br,)

Vp>03C, >0 such that / he'rdVy > p and Bs(y) C Bs, (zn)\BR,r, (%n)
Bs(y)

1
imply s> —dg(y, ). (37)
Cp
The following Proposition, which is the analogue for (PS)-sequences of Proposition 4.2 of | ]
and of Proposition 2 in | |, asserts that, in a simple blow-up, there is no further concentration
of mass outside the “central” bubble:

Proposition 4.2. Let (uy,), be a (PS)-sequence for Jy satisfying (4) and (5), and let (zp)n, (Tn)n,
($n)n be a simple blow-up for (uy)n. There exists a positive constant C > 1 such that, up to a
subsequence,
/ Ahe'"™ dVy = 81 + o0, (1). (38)
B

sn(zn)
C

Proof. By virtue of Proposition 3.1 and (36), we already know that, up to a subsequence,
/ Ahe'™ dVy = 81 + 0, (1);
BRn'rn ($n)

then, since (z,,)n, (Tn)n, %(sn)n is trivially a simple blow-up VC' > 1, we only need to show that
there is no accumulation of mass in the neck region B o (xn)\BR,r, (xy) for C large enough.
Assume by contradiction that VC' > 1 there exists 0¢ > 0 satisfying

lim inf

/ hen dV, > 6¢. (39)
"% JBay (@n)\Bryra (o)

By definition of simple blow-up (see (37)), there exist (7$),, and L > 1 such that, given

C
Tn <dg(z,z,) < LTnC} ,

An7C:{xeM’f

one has

/ he'™ dVy = max / he'" dVy =: op,c < oc,
An,C LR"T'”STS& {%Sdg(xyxn)SLT}
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Vn € N and for a small o¢ € (0,d¢). Up to a subsequence, we then face two possibilities:
(i) Either

lim he'" dVy > 6p ¥Yn €N, for some d¢ € (0,0¢]; (40)

n—oo An,C
(i) or else

lim he“" dVy = 0. (41)
n—oo An,C
Heuristically, in case (i) there is a residual mass concentrating in a sequence of dyadic rings of fixed
relative width, while in case (4i) the residual mass spreads and vanishes in any sequence of dyadic
rings contained in the neck. We now proceed to rule out both cases.

Case (7). Notice that, if R,, — +oo slowly enough, then, by (36),

C

Tn

R,ry

— 400 as n — 0. (42)

Arguing as in Section 3, we localise our problem around z,, defining v,, %, and f/n as in (20).
Then, if o¢ small enough, (40), (37) and (23) imply

47 > lim inf

— / g
e {%gmgzmﬁ}

Vel do > 6. (43)

The idea now is to exploit (43) and a scaling argument in order to obtain convergence of a scaled se-
quence towards the solution of a singular limit problem which will provide the desired contradiction.
Let C, — 400 as m — oo and define 7, ,, := TnCm. Let

{f)n,m(x) = Up(Tn,me) + 210g(Tn.m), (44)

U () = U (T, m@) + 210g(Th,m);

then - N
— Ay = Vi (T ma) et in B#(o)’

I3 5 Vi (Tp.ma)etnm dx < O < +o0.
(0)

™, m

Lemma 4.3. There exist a subsequence (n(m))m, and constants by, m such that Oy, ) m+bnm),m meee,

W in CF (R?\{0}), where W satisfies

loc

— AW = pe® + Boy  in R?,
{ % Bdo (45)

Jpo e dz < +o0,
for some >0 and B € [8m, A).

The proof of Lemma 4.3 is similar to that of Proposition 3.1, but this time we need to remove a
tiny neighborhood of the origin because the scaled sequence is still unbounded around 0. To keep
the thread going, we postpone it to the Appendix.

Given (45), we can use Green’s representation formula for @ in the unitary ball B;(0): the
Green’s function of Dirichlet laplacian on the unitary ball is given by

1 1
G =— (log—— +1
(@) = o <0g Ty T8

ey ‘i—,‘) for @ £y € Bi(0) x # 0,

15



see [ |, Chapter 2. Therefore

. oG
~ _ w(y) - N
i (z) = /BI(O)W Y+ Boo(y)) G, y) dy /831(0)w(y)—3y (.y) do

_ 8 i+/ b0 G, y) dy + O(1).
B1(0)

o 8 || 27
As a consequence, being G(x,y) > 0 for x,y € B1(0), 3C > 0 such that

w(x) > glog % -C in B1(0)\{0}.

Thus e?(®) > eig in B1(0)\{0}, contradicting the integrability condition in (45).

|27

Case (i¢). In this case the idea is to reach a contradiction to the Morse index condition (5),
which we recall to be

" 1
sup {dim(E) | E subspace of HY(M), Jy, (un)[w, w] < —EHwH%{I Yw € E} < N VneN.
As a consequence, we see that, Vn € N, J;: (up) has at most N eigenvalues below —%. Fix any

constant C' > 1; as usual, we can localise our problem around x,, and, as a consequence of (41), for
any fixed ¢’ € (0,d¢) and R,r, < ap, < by, < s, satisfying
n—oo

lim inf/ Vel dz > 0, (46)
an<|z|<by

then g—z — 0 necessarily as n — oo.
Let v := 1g—lN, where ¢’ is given by (46). Using the continuity of r — fBT(O) Vpe we can find
sequences (af 2 l=1,...,N+1,i=1,...,7, satisfying the following properties:

i
a’l,n

an=aj, V¥n, 1>-—75"72%0 Vi=1,...,6, VneN; (47)
I,n
al, <ajyy, Vi=1,....N, VneN; (48)
/ Vneﬂm = / Vneﬁn =7 (49)
af ,<|z|<af a} , <lz|<ap,

~ ~ ’y .

Vpe'n = —  Vie{l1,3,4,6}. (50)
/ali,ngxgaf:;l " 100
Forany l=1,...,N+1and Vn € N, let
(0 if r < alln,

logr—logalln e 1 2
= "°n <
loga? —logal if Ay =T < LIRE

e 2 3
-1 if apy, <r< ap s

logrfloga?n 3 4
- - Ln <
loga?n—loga?n if al7n sr< al,n7

Wy p(T) : 51
l,n( ) logr—loga?n " i 5 ( )
loga?nfloga?n 1 al,n sr< al,n’

e 5 6
1 if Wy ST <A

log r—loga’ .
—177(?" if a? <r< al7 ,
0ga; , —a; ,, )T )

: 7
0 if r > af s

\
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1 2 3
bl,n bl,n bl,n

s =logr bﬁn bin

b, by

l,n

-1
Figure 1: The graph of ;,, in log-polar coordinates s = logr. Here bli , = log af -
see Figure 1. Let then wy, : M — R given by w;,(x) := W, (|¢n(z)|) for z € U, and wy, =0

elsewhere; we recall that (U, ) are the local isothermal charts defined in Section 3. We can now
test the second variation of Jy on those functions. One has

2
Iy () [w, w] = / IV w|* dV, — )\/ herw? dV, + A </ he'™w dVg> Vw € HY(M).
M M M
Hence, for any fixed [ € {1,..., N + 1},

af
/ |ngl7n|2dV :/ |VU~}l7n|267(’0" dx §C’/ n((?ru?l,n)Qrdr
M alnﬁ\ﬂgazn all,n

L

5 7
4n dr %n dr n dr %n dr
—_— —_— 7 +

/ T N2 T N2

4 5 6 7

a a a a

brp ( log 4= brop [ log —62
al,n al,n

1 1 1 1
=C + + +

2 4 5
a a a
l,n l,n I,n
log — log = log 7+ log
l,n I,n I,n

DO 0 by (47).

7
a’l,n

In other words,
/ IV gwin|® dVy = 0,(1). (52)
M

For the middle term of J5, we can use (49), (50) and (51) to deduce that
/ he'rwi, dVy > 2. (53)
M )
Similarly, another application of (49), (50) and (51) to the last term of J;\/ gives

( /M henw; dvg> 2 < (%y) : + on(1). (54)

Finally, from (52), (53) and (54) we can estimate
" 4\
)t ] < =242 (1g7) + a0
and, being ||w17n||§{1 = 0,(1) by virtue of (52) and (51), we conclude that

1" 1
Iy (n) Wy g, wi ) < =My < ——le,nH?{l for n large enough, Vi =1,...,N + 1.
n

Being (w;5)n, I = 1,..., N +1 mutually orthogonal for each n (they have disjoint support by (48)),
we thus obtain a contradiction with (5); this completes the proof. U
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5 Global quantization and proof of Theorem 1.1

We now proceed to prove Theorem 1.1. Let A € (87k,8n(k + 1)) and assume by contradiction
that (uy), is an unbounded Palais-Smale sequence, so that (14) holds for f,, = A(he"" —1). As in
[ |, we proceed in several steps:

n—oo

Step 1. There exists an integer j < k, j sequences of points (z1,)n, .., (Zjn)n C M, z;, —— z;,
radil (r1,n)ns---» (Tjn)ns (Fin)ns - -+ (Fjn)n and positive numbers g1, ..., u; > 0 such that, up to a
subsequence:
77?.
% 400, Fin +0asn oo Vi=1,....5, By  NDB =0 fori#is; (55)
Tin ’ ’
1
VR >0, W, —log————— —logp; in H'(Bg)NC"™(Br) asn—oo0;  (56)

(1+ L1eP)

J
Vp >0 3C, > 0 such that, if / he'™ dVy > p  with Bg(y) € M\ U By, . (%in),
Bs(y) i=1

1
then s > —d,(y), where d,(y) := min dy(y,x;n). (57)
Cp 2:17"'7_]

Here the w; ,, are defined as in (27).
Proof. Fix p € (0,47) and define (z1,,), € M and (r1,,)n € Rsq satisfying

he"" dVy = max he'" dVy = p.
/Bw(xl,m €M JB,, . (@)

Notice that, by virtue of (14), we must have 71 ,, %% 0 necessarily.

Now, if Z—Z — 400 sufficiently slowly, then the assumptions of Proposition 3.1 are satisfied and

we can use it to isolate a blow-up profile. In this way, we obtain (55) and (56) for ¢ = 1. At this
point, if (57) holds for j = 1, then we are done.
If instead (57) does not hold, then Jp; € (0,47) and 3(yn)n, € M and (7,,), C Rsg such that:

Tn n—00

0.
dg(yna iELn)

/ he'dVy > p1,  Br,(yn) € M\Bz, , (z1,) and
Bfn (yn)

In this case, we can define new sequences of points (z2 ), and radii (r2,,), satisfying

/ he'm dVy = max / he“" dVy = p1.
Bry ,, (22,1) Bry W) EM\Bz, , (21,n) J B, , (y)

It is now possible to apply Proposition 3.1 a second time to isolate another concentration profile.
Moreover, if :i—" — +00 slowly enough, one further has
fl,n
dg(xl,na x2,n)

T2.n

—— 2 — 0 asn— 4o
dg(xl,mxln)

— 0,

in particular ro 2720 . Finally, we can find 72, — 0 such that

/ he'™ dVy < p1 Yy € By, (2,0), 2n oo and 2n
Brzm(y)

—0 asn — oo.
2.n dg(xl,nax&n)

In other words, the second bubble is separated from the first one, that is, By, , (21,,)N B, ,, (T2,n) = 0
Vn (up to subsequences).

We can continue in this way and observe that j < k necessarily as each blow-up profile con-
tributes with 87 of mass and A < 87(k + 1). This concludes the proof. O
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Step 2. If j =1 in Step 1, then
/ Ahe'™ dVy = 81 + o, (1).
M

Proof. Choose s1,, := 3i(M) Vn € N, where i(M) is the injectivity radius of M. Then, by (57),
we know that (z1,)n, (71,n)n and (s1,), are a simple blow-up for (u,),. Therefore we can apply
Proposition 4.2 and obtain that

/ Ahe"™ dVy = 81 + 0, (1), (58)
B 1

@i(M)(xl’")

for some positive constant C' > 1. By virtue of (57), we can cover M\B%i(M) (x1,,) with a finite
2
number A of balls B, (y;), i = 1,..., A wich is uniform in n € N and such that

/ A(he'r —1)dV, <7  Vi=1,...,A. (59)
B2ri(yi)

At this point, we can proceed as in Lemma 2.4: let f,, := A(he"" — 1) and ¢ > 1; then, if ¢ is close
enough to 1, we have the following estimate:

/ o4(vn—0n) dVy(z) < C exp </ qG(z,Y) fn dVg(y)> dVy(z)
By (ys) By, (y:) Bar, (y:)

G(z, n )
S C sup / €q| (1' y)”lf ”LI(BQri(yz)) d%(l’) (60)
y€Bar, (yi) ¥ Br; (yi)
Wil sy, (i)
1 T
< C sup <7> dVy(z) < +o0.
yeM J M dg(x7y) 9( )

We can now argue as in (16) to recover that, for p € (1,q),
/ et —e™|PdVy =op(1) Vi=1,..., A
Bri (i)

From this estimate, (59), (60) and v,, — —oo we get

J,

Ahe'™ dVy = / Ahe’™ dVy + op(1) = e’ / AhePn =) qV. 4+ 0, (1)
\B 1 M\B 1 s MAB b iany
anHLl(B2”(yi))

_ 1 27
< CAe"™ sup / < ) dVy(x) + on(1
yeM, i=1,..AJM dg(,y) g( ) D

n—o0

< CeP +0,(1) 22250,
which, together with (58), gives us the conclusion. O
Finally, we consider the general case:

Step 3. If j in Step 1 is arbitrary, then, up to a subsequence,

/ Ahe'™ dVy = 8mj + on(1). (61)
M
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Proof. We need to proceed carefully as multiple bubbles might accumulate in the same point. The
key idea is to analyze the different clusters and work inductively, following the same arguments of
[ | and [ ].

Without loss of generality, assume that

dg(z1p,T20) = 17I£1£ dg(Tin, Thp) Vn € N. (62)

If dg(x1,n,x2,) 7 0, then each “bubble” concentrates in a different point and we can argue as in
Step 2 to get (61).

Assume now dgy(1,,22,) = 0 as n — oco. Let X, := {&1n,...,2j,} be the set of points of
Step 1, and let J;, C X, be given by

Jim =A{Z1n,.. s Tyn | IC > 0 such that dy(x;pn, 21,,) < Cdg(x1,0,T2,) Vi#1}.

In other words, Ji ;, is the set of accumulation points for which the distance from x; ,, is comparable
to dg(x1,n,x2,) when n goes to infinity and, up to relabeling, we are assuming that J; ,, is made up
of the first v points of X,,, v < j. By Step 1, the sequences (x; )n, (7in)n and (%dg(xl,n,xg,n))n
are simple blow-ups for (u,), for each i = 1,...,~. Hence we can apply Proposition 4.2 to see that,
up to taking a larger C, one has

/ Ahe"™ dVy = 81 + 0, (1) Vi=1,...,7. (63)
B )

1 z;
ﬁdg(xl,nnx&n)( nn

To proceed further, we need to prove that there is no further accumulation of mass in a neigh-
borhood of Ji ,, of size comparable to dg(z1,5,22.5):

Lemma 5.1. If C > 1 is large enough, then
/ Ahetr dVy = 87y + on(1).
BCdg(xl,n’xZn)(zlyn)

Proof. To begin, we localise the problem as in Section 3 by taking a sequence (U,,,) of local
isothermal charts centered at z, and defining @,, 0, accordingly as in (20). Let then r, :=
dg(x1pn,T2,) and define the scaled functions 4, and 0, as in (21). By construction, we get that
Tnn(Tin) — T; € R2 Vi =1,. ..+7, and, by the scaling invariance of the mass, {Z1...,2,} =S

are the concentration points of V,e%" dz.
Let C > 1 be so large that S C B¢ (0). As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, let w,, := 0, + b,
2
with b, € R such that
1

= — W, dx.
|Bac| /B, "

an : Uy, dx =

|Bac| JB,e

Then |[dy — @nl| g1 (p,,) = 0n(1) as in (28) and —Aw, = Vpeln =: W,e, where W, is uniformly
bounded in LP(B¢) Vp € [1,4+00) as can be seen by localising the Moser-Trudinger inequality.

Claim 1. For any Q CC B¢(0)\S, the sequence (i), is bounded in L*(Q).

Proof. By virtue of (57), for any fixed p € (0;27) there exists r = r7(p) > 0, r < 2dist(2, S), such
that Vz € €2 one has

Wyetn = / Vpeln < p. (64)
B, ({L’) B (1')
The idea now is to apply [ ; Corollary 4] to (@y), in Bz (z) in order to conclude that (0, )

is bounded in L*(B: (2)); taking a finite cover of { we will then complete the proof of the claim.
In order to use the aforementioned result, we need to check that 3 p > 1 such that the following
three assumptions hold:
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A

(a)

is uniformly bounded;

"lie(By (@)

(b) there exists € > 0 such that fB%(x) Wyetn < e < ‘;—7};
(c) H?I);LLHU(B%(@) is uniformly bounded.

Being the first two assumptions immediate consequences of Moser-Trudinger inequality (10) and of
(64) respectively for a large enough p > 1, it only remains to prove (c). Let 1, be a smooth cutoff
function such that ¢, =1 in B () and ¢, = 0 near 0B, (z); let then

~

En 1= Ypy + (1 - wr)am En 1= &n — an.

Arguing exactly as in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we see that 3¢ > 1 such that fBr (@) edén <,
2

which in turn implies that [ @) ed%n < O (recall that a, is uniformly bounded from above) and
2

thus (c) holds. O

With the above Claim at hand, the rest of the proof now closely follows that of [ , Theorem
3] apart from some minor adaptations. Let ¢, be the solution of

—Ap, = Wpetn in Be(0),
on =0 in 9Bc(0),

and let n, := W, — ¢,. Notice that each 7, is harmonic and that, by Claim 1 and the maxi-

> (Bc\S). As a consequence of Harnack’s inequality, up to a

mum principle, one has (;)), € L2,

subsequence:

(a) either (1), is bounded in LS (Bc\S);

(b) or else 1, — —oo uniformly on compact subsets of Bo\S.
Claim 2. Alternative (a) cannot hold.

Proof. Let r > 0 small enough so that S N Ba,.(Z1) = {Z1}. Assume by contradiction that (a)
holds; then in particular 7, is uniformly bounded in L*>(0B,(z1)). Moreover, by Claim 1 we know
that W,e® is uniformly bounded in L? (Ba,\{Z1}) Vp > 1, so, by standard elliptic estimates, ¢y,
uniformly converges to a limit function ¢ in L*>(0B,(z1)). Hence there exists a constant Cy > 0

such that [|tn |l 1 (95, (7)) < Co- Let ¢, be the solution of

—A(, = Wneﬁ’" in B(Z1),
= —Ch in B, (Z1).

By the maximum principle, w,, > ¢, in B,(Z1). Consider now a small value 0 < § < r; by Claim
1 we know that 3C = Cs > 0 such that, Vn € N, w,, < Cs in {6 < |z — ;| <r} =: As,. From this
fact, arguing as in (16), we obtain that

/ e — el dx = 0,(1),
Aé,r
therefore
ecn S / elf}n — / eﬂn + On(l) S / eun dVg +0n(1) S 07 (65)
A(;’T A5 r A6 T M



where C' does not depend upon 6.

On the other hand, being W eton uniformly bounded in L!, we see that ¢, is uniformly bounded
in Wh4(B,(21)) Vq € [1;2) (see [ ]) and also in any LP, p < +00, by Sobolev embedding. Hence,
up to a subsequence, (, a.e. converges to a limit function ¢ (the convergence is also uniform on
compact subsets of B,.(Z1)\{Z1}) such that, if W,e”» — u weakly in the sense of measures, then
—A( = pin B,(z1) with { = —Cy on 0B,. Being p > 0 and p > 87dz,, by Green’s representation
formula we see that

((x) > 4log — — C for x close to ;.
|z — Zq|
Therefore
/ b 2% e’ %Fm +o0,
Aé,r A&,r
in contradiction with (65). O

From Claim 2 and the uniform boundedness of (), on compact subsets of Bo\S, we see that
Wy, — —oo in LS (Bc\S) (the whole sequence!). Hence Wy,e® — 0 in LY (Bc\S) and so, taking
Q cC R? such that dist(Q,S) > 0 and ¥ (Bca, (21 ,20.0) (@10)\ Ui B%dg(m’mmn)(:ci’n)) C Qforn
large enough (this is possible because the metric becomes close to the Euclidean one on shrinking

balls), one gets

/ Ahe'm dV, < / Vel dx = / Wpe do — 0
BC’dg(zl’n,zg’n)(xl,n)\UZ:l B%dg(xl,naxZn)(xi’n) Q Q

as n — 400, which, coupled with (63), gives us the conclusion. ]

At this point, let
dl,n = inf {dg(ml,n,mm) ‘ Tin € Xn\t]l,n} .
dl,n

) dg($1,n7$2,n)
between these two scales:

By definition — 400 as n — oo. We now show that there is no residual mass in

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,
/ Ahe'™ dVy = 87y + o (1).
B, (zin)
C %,n

Proof. The arguments are the same used to prove Proposition 4.2. We know that Beg, (2, ,,,22.,,) (x1,n)
carries a limit mass of 87y by Lemma 5.1. Moreover, as a consequence of (57),

cdin (an)\BCdg(xl’nJg,n)(‘TL")’

Vp >0, 3C, >0 such that, if / Ahe' dVy > p,  Bg(y) C Biy,
Bs(y)

1

then s> —
=X

disty(y, Jin)-
(66)
We can now argue as in Proposition 4.2 and assume by contradiction that 39 > 0 such that

lim inf/ Ahe'™ dVy > 6.
B

N
e %dl’n(xl,n)\BCdg(zl’n,zg’n)(‘Tl,n)

By virtue of (66), we have two alternatives which are the respective of (40) and (41). As a
consequence, we have the same cases (i) and (i7) of Proposition 4.2.
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In case (i), we can scale and obtain an analogue of Lemma 4.3, namely there exist sequences

dg(1,n,%2,n)
Tn,m

bn,m of real numbers and 7, ,, with 0 < 7, ,, < d1,, Vn,m, — 0 ¥m and a diagonal
subsequence n(m) such that the scaled sequence wWy(m) (%) = Uy (m)(Tn(m),m®) + 2108(Tnm)n) +

b (m),m converges in C2 (R?\{0}) to a limit function @ satisfying

— At = pe? + 8n(y + B)Jy  in R
fRQ pe? dx < +o0,

for some f € [0,1), which leads to a contradiction since, by Green’s representation formula, one
N —c
would get e?(®) > IJCIZ(W ¢ LY(B1(0)).
In case (ii) instead we can repeat verbatim the arguments in the proof of Proposition 4.2 (just
use Cdgy(z1 5, 22,) and dy 5, in place of R,r, and s, respectively) in order to contradict (5). This

concludes the proof. O

End of proof of Step 3. We can iteratively apply Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 to all clusters
of points in order to reach our conclusion. Without loss of generality, assume to have only one
point of concentration, namely that x1,,...,2;, all converge to the same point x € M as n — o0.
Assume j > 2 in Step 1 and apply Lemma 5.1 a first time.

If Ji, = X, then, arguing as in Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 5.2, we can prove that

/ Ahe'™ dV, = 8mj + on(1).
BLi(M)(xL")
20

It is then sufficient to reason as in Step 2 to get (61).
If instead Card(Jy,) < j, then we can also apply Lemma 5.2 and then consider

Jom = {z € X;\J1,n | 3C > 0 such that dy(z,z1,,) < Cdin} # 0,

where C' does not depend upon n. Write Jo,, =: {Zy41,n,..., 2Ty n} with 4/ < j. By Proposition
4.2 and Lemma 5.2, there exists a constant C' > 1 such that

81y +o,(1) ifl=1
/ et av, = ¢ 277 (D) ,
B (x1,n) 8t +o,(1) ifl=~y+1,...,7".

1
ﬁdl,n

We can then apply Lemma 5.1 to such case (using x~41,, in place of z1,) and conclude that, if C'
is large enough, then

/ Ahe'™ dVy = 87" 4 0,,(1).
Beay ,, (Ty+1,n)

Repeating this argument finitely many times we obtain (61). This concludes the proof of Step
3. O

End of Proof of Theorem 1.1. The global quantization (61) above together with the normalization
assumption (4) implies that A € 87N whenever (uy), is unbounded in H'-norm. The Theorem
follows. O
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6 The case of singular equations

In this last Section we will briefly explain up to what extent it is possible to generalise the above
blow-up analysis to the case of Palais-Smale sequences for the functional Iy associated to the
singular problem (6), that is,

1 ~
I\(u) = 3 /M|Vgu|2dVg + )\/MudVg — Alog (/M he* dVg> , (67)

where we recall that R B
h(z) := h(:v)eizm 2t aiG(m’qi), (68)

with h > 0 regular and a; > —1 Vi = 1,...,m. Define the following “critical” set of parameters:

r,:= {87m+287r(1+ai) | neN, I C{l,...,m}, n+Card(I)7é0}.
iel

The main result is:

Theorem 6.1. Given \ ¢ Ty, let (up)n be a (PS)-sequence for (67) satisfying the normalization
condition (4) and the second order property (5); assume further that o; € (—1,1] Vi =1,...,m.
Then (un)n is bounded in H*(M); in particular, it subconverges to a solution of (6).

The additional assumption a; < 1 appears to be necessary in order to carry out the induction
in Step 3 of Section 5. However, as already pointed out, we expect that it should be possible to
overcome such limitation and thus prove Theorem 6.1 for any «; > —1, ¢ = 1,...,m, obtaining
a compactness result for (PS)-sequences satisfying (5) identical to the one for sequences of exact
solutions described in | I, [ -

We now outline the main technical differences between the analysis of (PS)-sequences related
to singular and regular Liouville functionals respectively.

To begin, we only know in general that 0 < h € LP(M) for some p € (1,400]| due to the
eventual presence of poles. As in the regular case, if (uy), is bounded in H!(M), then there is
nothing to prove. We thus assume by contradiction (u,), to be unbounded in H'(M), and define

(Un)n according to (9). Being Hﬁe“" : = 1Vn € N, by weak compactness of measures we can

LY(M

find a nonnegative Radon measure v and a subsequence along which Ahe"" — v weakly in the sense
of measures. Define A

y::{xeM]V(m)Z—T},

p

with p’ the Sobolev conjugate exponent of p: % + I% =1.

Claim. Given (uy,), as above, then . # ().

This can be proved by contradiction: if . = (), then we can localise | , Corollary 4] and
exploit the compactness of M to obtain that (v;}), is uniformly bounded in L>(M). Coupling
this information with Lemma 2.4 and the normalization condition in (9) we can easily derive a
contradiction.

Once we know that the mass should concentrate somewhere, we can then proceed to isolate
the blow-up profiles. Let @ := min{0, ay,...,a,} and, for p € (0,7(1 + @)), consider (z,), C M,
(rn)n and (7)), satisfying (17) and (18). Without loss of generality, assume that x,, — ¢ € M as
n— +oo. If ¢ ¢ {q,...,qn}, then we can apply Proposition 3.1 to extract a bubble.
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Assume instead that ¢ = ¢; for some ¢ € {1,...,m}. We then need to look at the sequence
%:’q); we have two possibilities:

Case (1). Suppose that, up to subsequences, %:’q) < C for some positive constant C.
In this case, pick (U, 1)) isothermal chart centered at ¢ and such that ¢ (U) = Bs(0) C R? with
conformal factor e®. Let then 7 and 4,, 0, be defined as in (19), (20) respectively (with ¢ in place

of 1¥,,). We now scale those sequences as follows:

>
3

n(2) = Up(rpx) + 2(1 + ;) logr,,  for z € B (0),

n

Up(x) = tp(rpz) + 2(1 + o) log ry,
() = V(rpx),

so that ) R
—Ab, =: \x!QO‘iVn(x)e“"(x) in B (0),

Sy Vaet do < (1 +a) VBi(x) C B (0).
Let R > 1 and define (ap)n, (bp)n, (Wn)n, (En)n and (&) as in (27), (29) respectively. The sequence
(an)n is bounded from above, and we can argue as in the proof of Proposition 3.1 to prove that
(31) holds for some g > 1. At this point, in order to estimate (a,), from below, we need to use
the additional fact that (@), is bounded in L*(Bg), which follows, as in the proof of Lemma
5.1, from an application of [ , Corollary 4]. As soon as we have |a,| < C, we can argue as in

Proposition 3.1 to prove that, along a subsequence, one has w, — w in C_(R?) N H} _(R?), where
W satisfies X

— At = pifz|**e? in R?,

fee pleP e do = 8r(1 + as),
for some constant x> 0. By the classification result of | |, we thus get a bubble of total mass

8m(1+ o).
Case (2). Suppose instead that, up to subsequences, M 27 +oo and that the sequence

is monotone increasing. Define (U, ¥n), @n, N, Un, On, V,, as in Section 3. Let (Yn)n € (0,1) be
dg(q,mn)
Goldrn)

a sequence of numbers such that = 1Vn € N; in particular, v, — v € [0,1) since (7y)n is

monotone decreasing. Define y,, := Q,Z)nn(q) and consider the scaled sequences

™

~

U () :

{@n(az) = Op(rpz) + 2(1 + o) logr,  for z € B (0),

U (rpz) + 2(1 + aiyn) log 1.

Write Vi,(2) =: |2 — y|** Vi (2); then

A

—Abp(z) = V()™ @) where Vp(z) := ‘Tlfﬂmx + ynr;ﬂ

20

n Vi (rpx).

Let R > 1 fixed; for n large enough, V,, is smooth and bounded from above and below by two
positive constants in Br. We can thus argue as in Proposition 3.1 and isolate a concentration
profile with limit mass of 8.

We now get to the delicate point of proving quantization in a simple blow-up. If z, — = ¢
{q1,...,qm}, then everything works as in the “regular” case, so, from now on, we’ll assume that
xn — q; for some ¢ € {1,...,m}. We migh have two different situations, related to the different
alternatives above:
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Case (1). Let (zpn)n, (Tn)n and (s, ), be a simple blow-up for (uy,), with central profile of mass
8m(1 + «;): in other words, the three sequences satisfy Definition 4.1 with (36) replaced by:

nTn

— 0 and ||w, — log K 70,

Sn <1 n m|'|2(1+a¢)>2

dR,, — oo such that
C*(Bry,)

We now want to prove the analogue version of Proposition 4.2 for this case, that is, we want to
find a constant C' > 1 such that

/ Ahe' dVy = 8m(1 + ay) + on(1).
B

sn(zn)
C

This is indeed possible, and the proof follows the one of Proposition 4.2: we argue by contradiction
and assume (39) to hold; in this way we face the two alternatives of presence of residual mass in a
dyadic ring (40) or “spreading” of residual mass (41). In this last case, the proof proceeds exactly
as in the regular case using suitable test functions to reach a contradiction with (5). If instead we
suppose (40) to hold, then we can argue as in Lemma 4.3 and, in the end, we obtain a function w
which is a solution for
— A = plz|**e® + 5oy in R,
{fRQIx\QO”ew dx < 400,

for some p > 0 and 5 € [87(14«;), ). However, a quick computation with the Green representation
formula readily shows that there exists C' > 0 such that

1
w(z) > %logm—C for x € B1(0),
therefore ~
20 (z) ~ A |33|2ai ¢ 1
|z|"* e > C| |2£ > |:c|4+20” ¢ L (B1(0)),
x|2m

which is a contradiction.
Case (2). Assume that (z,,)n, (7n)n and (s,), are a simple blow-up for (uy), satisfying (36)

(with central profile of mass 87) and with =, — ¢;. As above, we may argue by contradiction

and consider the same alternative between (40) and (41). Alternative (41) can be dealt with the

usual argument, so we focus on (40), where we may consider C,, — 400 and 7, ,, as in Section 4.

Consider now %; up to subsequences, we might assume that

Tn,m

S i B 7

=: L €[0,+o0].

Now, if L < 400, we can reason as in Lemma 4.3 and reach a contradiction. However, if we assume
instead that L = 400, then, arguing as in Lemma 4.3, we end up finding a scaled subsequence
which converges to a solution of

{—Aw = plz[**e® + 5oy in R,

Jeo|z|* e da < +oo0,

where this time 5 € [8m; \). As a consequence, by virtue of Green’s representation formula, we see
that

C

4—20;

|2a¢ w(x) >
]

|z in B1(0),
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so we reach a contradiction with the integrability condition only in case «; < 1, which is the addi-
tional assumption considered in Theorem 6.1.

Finally, we can follow the arguments in Section 5 with minor changes and reach the final
conclusion that A € I', whenever (u,), is unbounded in H L_norm, completing the proof of Theorem
6.1.

A Proof of Lemma 4.3

The proof closely follows that of Proposition 3.1, thus we will only highlight the main differences.
Define iy, ym, Onm as in (44). For R > 1 and n, m large enough, let ay, ,, := @ fBgR Up,m dz, and
Wn,m = Up,m + bnm be such that '

1 1
2 dmdr=—— | da
|Bar| J B,y |Bar| JB,p
Define also
gn,m = T;Z)an,m + (1 - ¢R)an,m, gn,m = gn,m — Gn,m;

here ¥ g is a smooth radial cutoff which is identically 1 inside Br and vanishes outside Bsgr. By
assumption, this time we got (43) instead of (18), that is, there exists vz > 0 such that V r < vg
one has

/ Vn,meﬁ”’m dr < 27 Vx € BR\B.1.
Br(x) R

Moreover, as in Proposition 3.1, we can prove the validity of (30) in our setting. As a consequence,
we are in position to apply Remark 2.5 to get

/ elnm < O uniformly in n,m € N for some ¢ > 1.
BR\B%

. 1 Tin,m . . .
Being ap m < TBor] fB2R e < C, this further implies

/ edPnm < (O uniformly in n,m € N for some ¢ > 1.
Br\By

Notice also that || m — aanHl(BgR) = 0,(1). Hence, given p € [1,¢q), we can argue as in (16) to

obtain
/ ePln.m _ epw”’m‘ dx = op(1). (69)
Br\B 1
R
Then 1 1
Cetnm > ginm / ehnm > L " dVy + 0,(1) > =60,
Br\By C o (B \Brnym ) c

where d;, ~and the last inequality follow from (40). Therefore |a, ;| < C(m), which, together with
(69) and standard elliptic estimates, leads to

Vn,meun’m ‘

N < ~ < .
lonmllw 2z 05, ) < € (”wnvm”m(BR\Bé) +] Lp(BR\B}R)> < Cm)

As a consequence, we can use a diagonal argument to find a subsequence n(m) — +oo such that
Wy (m),m strongly subconverges in CZOO’S(RQ\{O}) N HL (R*\{0}) to a limit function .
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Finally, we show that @ solves (45) in the sense of distributions. Multiply the equation solved
by Wy, (m),m for a test function ¢ and integrate to get, for n large enough,

By virtue of Proposition 3.1, we know that [p, .

/ ZZ}n(m),m(_AQS) dx = / Vn(m),meun(m)’mQde' (70)

R2 R2

Vn(m) meﬁ"(m)’m — 87T as m — 00; moreover,

Zn(m) "n(m) ’
Tn(m),m

being (69) true VR > 1, we see that, for n large enough,

/ Vn(m),meﬁn(m)’m(b do =% Mew¢ dz + B¢(0),
R2 R2

for some € [8m, A). Here we also used the fact that Vn(m),mea”(m)’m is uniformly bounded in L!.
This same fact also implies that Wy, (), is equibounded in Wh4(By) Vg € [1,2), see | |, and,
by Sobolev embedding, also in LP(B;) Vp > 1. But the a.e. convergence of (), and the L?
bound give Wy, (), m — W in L'(B1); as a consequence, we can also pass to the limit in the left hand
side of (70) and recover that w is a distributional solution for (45).
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