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growth on compact Riemannian surface without boundary
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Abstract

In this paper, using blow-up analysis, we prove a quantiratesult for an elliptic equation with
critical exponential growth on compact Riemannian surfatbout boundary. Similar results
for Euclidean space were obtained by Adimurthi-Struwe et [6], Lamm-Robert-Struwe
[8], Martinazzi [9], Martinazzi-Struwe [10], and StruweJ[lrespectively.
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1. Introduction and main results

Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian surface without bound&h?(Z, R) be the usual Sobolev
space, namely the completion©f (X, R) under the norm

1/2
lullwezEry = (f(IVgUI2 + u2) dvg) ,
z

whereVyu denotes the gradient afanddvy denotes the volume element with respect to the Rie-
mannian metrig. Let fy : ¥ x [0, ) — R be a sequence of functions satisfying the following
hypotheses:
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(H1) fk(x,0) = 0, andfc(x,t) > O for all k, all x € £, and allt > 0;
(H2) f € C*(E x [0, +o0)) for eachk and f — f, in Ci .(E X [0, +00)) ask — oo;
(H3) for anyv > 0, there exists a consta@{ > 0 such that for alk, all x € X, and allt > 0,

Fr(x t) < vtfu(x,t) + C,,

where .
Fk(x,t)zf f(x, 9)ds
0

is the primitive offy(x, t);

(H4) f.(x,1)/(tf(x,1)) — 2 ast — +oo uniformly in k € N and inx € X, wheref, is the
derivative of fy with respect tot, moreover there exists a constéhitsuch thafVgfi(x, t)| <
C(1+ fu(x. b)) forall (x,t) € Ex R;

(H5) there existy, a continuous function witl(0) = 0,ty > 0, andkg > 0, such that

|fk(x7 t)/ fk(y» t) - 1| < lﬂ(dg(x, y))

forallt > to, all k > ko, and allx, y € X, wheredy(., -) denotes the geodesic distance between two
points ofX.

By (H4) we havefi(x.t) = fi(x, to)e®ME-) for any giventy > 0, whereo(1) — 0 as
t — oo uniformly in x € X. In view of the Trudinger-Moser embedding [7,/ 11} 12, 14], we
say thatfi(xt) is of critical exponential growth with respect toA typical example satisfying
(H1)-(H5) is
fil(x, 1) = Ate”, (1.1)

where/ is a sequence of positive real numbers suchihat 1., ask — «. Suppose that for
eachk € N we have a smooth functian > 0 satisfying the equation

AgU + Ui = fu, w) in X, (1.2)
whereAy is the Laplace-Beltrami operatay; is a sequence of smooth functions such that

Tk = Too IN CO(Z,R), Too(X) >0 for all xe . (1.3)

Clearlyu is a critical point of the functional
J(u) = 1 f (IVul® + ) dvg — f Fi(x u)dvg (1.4)
2 z z

on the Sobolev spad&™?(z, R). The existence of nonnegative solutions to equalion (& &se
that 7y is a positive real number was studied by Zhao and the autt&drjyl using variational
methods. More explicitly, assuming that = 1.(X) is the first eigenvalue of the operathy + 7,
wherer > 0 is a constant, we proved that the equatigu + Tu = Aue’ has a nonnegative
solution if 2 < A.. The aim of this paper is to study the quantization problenetpation[(T.P).
Precisely we shall prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1 Let(X, g) be a compact Riemannian surface without boundary. Suppasat> 0
is a sequence of smooth solutions to equafiod (1.2), wheikea sequence of smooth functions
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satisfying [1.B), andfis a sequence of functions satisfyiftdfl)-(H5). Let J be as in[T.}4). If
Ju(u) — B as k— oo for somes € R, then there exists a nonnegative solutignaiC(Z, R) of
the equation

AgUso + Toolss = (X, Uno(X)) In X, (1.5)

and there exists N N such that J(ux) = Jo(Us) + 27N + 0(1), where ¢1) — 0 as k— oo. Here
Jw is also as in[(1.}), wherey, Fy are replaced by, and F,, respectively. If N= 0, ux — Uy
strongly in W-2(Z, R) and in fact in C(Z, R).

Several works were devoted to prove analogues of Theorenl2], Adimurthi and Struwe
considered a sequence of solutierso the equation

—ARzuk = fk(X, Uk) in QcR2
(1.6)

U >0 in Q, uc=0 on 9dQ,

where fi(x,t) = te«®, 0 < ¢/(t) < 2 fort > to andy(t)/t — 2 ast — oo uniformly in k.
Such a sequence of functiofissatisfies (H1)-(H5) in case that the Riemannian surfacg)(is
replaced by a smooth bounded domaifRéf Assuming that

1
Jk(w) = > f |V Rz Uil ?d X — f Fr(x u)dx — B
Q Q

for 0 < B < 4x and that the limit equation does not admit any positive gofutvith energy less
than 2r, they proved that eithes, — U, strongly inW*(Q) andu., has energy, or ux — 0
weakly inWé’Z(Q) anduy develops one blow-up point carrying the energy Zhis quantization
result was surprisingly refined by Druet [6] to the case oBallR and general nonlinearities of
uniform critical growth, analogous to that of the currenpga (Blow-up analysis for equation
(@.8) with similar nonlinearity was also considered by Adilmn and Druet/[1].) The key point
in [6] is the gradient estimate.([6], Proposition 2), thrbughich Druet studied the energy of
¢k, the spherical average of with respect to blow-up points, instead of itself. Thus he
transformed the quantization problem fgrto the quantization problem fas, which depends
only on analysis on certain ordinaryfiirential equation and is comparatively easy to be handled.
Shortly after, using similar idea, Struwe [13] succeededdba quantization result for a forth
order elliptic equation

{ ~A2,u = Zuk in QR

U >0 in Q, ux = Agslx =0 on 9Q,

where 0< Ay — 0ask — oo, andu, — 0 weakly inW?2(Q). Also Lamm, Robert and Struwe [8]
proved a quantization result for the evolution of equatib@), wherefy is as in [1.1). A recent
inspiring work of Martinazzi and Struwe [10] states the daling: LetQ c R?™ be a smooth
bounded domainyy, be a sequence of positive solutions to the equatidp-ux = Akukem‘f
subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions, where<01x — 0 andux — 0 weakly inW™?(Q).
AssumingA = limy_ fQ Uk(—Agzm)Mudx < oo, they proved thai\ is an integer multiple of
A1 = (2m - 1)!vol(S?™), the totalQ-curvature of the standardr2dimensional sphere. In view
of the Trudinger-Moser embedding for the spW@”(Q), wheren > 3 andQ c R" is a smooth
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bounded domain, one may ask how about the equation

1 _n_
—AnUx = ZUTTERT in Q
{ nUk kU (17)

U>01in Q, ug=0 ondQ.

Up to now only an energy inequality has been obtained by Adimand the author [3]. Con-
cerning the quantization for equatidn (1.7), we have a loag te go. For other works related to
this kind of quantization problems we refer the reader tg/11¥) and the references therein.

For the proof of Theorem 1.1, we follow the lines (of([6, 8, [18].IFirstly we use a pointwise
estimate orui to find all separate blow-up points. Specifically we need tal darefully with
the termryuy, which does not appear in the Euclidean case. Secondly \ablisét a gradient
estimate fowy. This permits us to compatg with its spherical average with respect to blow-up
points. Finally we get the quantization result, where weusthaleal with the extra ternm,uy
again. For calculations near blow-up points we prefer tooskdsothermal coordinates instead
of normal coordinates. The advantage of such coordinateai$oth the Laplace-Beltrami op-
eratorAqg and the gradient operat¥g have simple expressions.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. hie next section we prove a
simple property of the weak convergenceipfIn Section 3, we locate the blow-up pointsupf
and describe the asymptotic behaviougfear those points. In Section 4 we derive a gradient
estimate onu,. We shall prove quantization results far near the blow-up points in Section 5,
and complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 6.

Throughout this paper we often denote various constanepiadent ok by the sameC.

In addition, we do not distinguish between sequence andesuigsice or points and sequence
sometimes. The reader can easily recognize it from the gbnte

2. Weak convergence
In this section, we leti > 0 be a sequence of solutions to equationl(1.2) verifying that
Jk(u) — B as k — o for somep e R, (2.2)
whereJy is defined in[(T.}4). Testing equatidn (IL.2) lpy we have
fz (IVgul? + TU?) dvg = fE U fic(X, Ui)dlvg. (2.2)
It follows from (2.1) that
f2(|Vgukl2 + rkuﬁ) dvg = 28+ 2f2 Fi(X, U)dvg + 0(1).

Hence

fuk fil(x, u)dvg = 28 + 2f Fr(x, u)dvg + o(1).
z )
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If fx satisfies the hypotheses (H1)-(H4), then we have

fuk fil(x, u)dvg < C (2.3)
z

for some constan€. In view of (I1.3), it follows from [2Z.P) and(2]3) thai is bounded in
WL2(Z, R). Hence there exists some, € W?(Z, R) such that up to a subsequenog,— U

weakly inW2(Z, R), ux — Us strongly inL2(Z, R), anduk — U a.e. inZ. Similarly to [6], we
then get that

i!im ka(x, uk)dvngFm(x, Uso) Vg (2.4)

thatu,, is a weak solution of (115), and thag, € C1(Z,R). In conclusion we obtained an ana-
logue of ([6], Lemmal), namely

Lemma 2.1 Let f be a sequence of functions satisfying (H1)-(H4). Let W be a sequence of
solutions to[(LR), where is as defined ir{(113). IE{2.1) holds, thepis bounded in W?(Z, R),
and thus, up to a subsequencg4 u,, weakly in W-?(Z, R), where u, € C1(Z, R) is a solution
to (1.B). Also, there holds

lim f (IVguel? + i) dvg = 28 + 2 f Foo (X, Uso)dVg. (2.5)
—o Jy

z

3. Multibubble analysis

In this section we shall use point wise estimate to find blgmpoints of a sequence of
solutions to the equatiofi(1.2). This technique was firstdseDruet [6] to deal with blow-up
analysis for solutions to the equatidn (1.6). Asswpe> 0 is a sequence of solutions to the
equation[(1.R) and(2.1) holds. From (2.2) and](2.3) we cahdome constar such that

fz (IVguel? + 7Z) dvg < C. (3.1)

Then the Sobolev embedding theorem implies that for@my1 there is some consta@tsuch
that

fu,’jdvg <C. (3.2)
z

These two properties are very important during the procésgltausting blow-up points. Pre-
cisely we have the following proposition which is analogtu$|€], Proposition 1), ([8], Theo-
rem 4.2), ([9], Theorem 1 in the case= 1) and ([3], Proposition 3.1).

Proposition 3.1 Let (£, g) be a compact Riemannian surface without boundéfy), be a se-
guence of functions satisfying the hypoth&stly-(H5), and(ux) be a sequence of smooth non-
negative solutions td (11.2) such that {2.1) holds. Assumentias Ux — +oco as k— oo. Then
there exists Ne N\ {0}, and up to a subsequence, there exist N sequences of pgints X € =
and of positive real numbergy— 0 as k— oo, where r is defined by

Fie = Uk(%.) Fi (X ko Uk(Xi ), (3.3)
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such that the following hold:

(i) Foranyi=1,2,---,N, take an isothermal coordinate systéh, ¢;; {x, x*}) near ¥, where
Ui c Tis a neighborhood of % ¢ : Ui — Q; c R? is a djfeomorphism ang;i(x") = (0,0). If
we define

1ik(¥) = Uk(Xi k) (T(Xi k + T kX) = Uk(Xi ) (3.4)

forall x € Qix = {x € R? : Xx + lix € Qi}, whereX x = ¢i(Xx) andTy = Uy o ¢;1, then there
holds

1 .
M) = () =109 mr i CioolRY);
(i) Foranyl<i # j < N, there holds

dg(Xi k» X
g(XLk’ ],k) N

+00, as k— oo,
Iik

where ¢(-, -) denotes the geodesic distance between two poitis of
(iii ) Define Rix(X) = mini<i<n dg(X, X k) for x € Z, then there exists a constantC0 such that

R (X)Uk(X) fie(x, u(X)) < C

uniformly in xe £ and ke N.

Moreover, given any sequence of poiftg.1x), it is impossible to extract a new subsequence
from the previous one such th@} — (iii ) hold with the sequencésiy),i=1,--- ,N + 1.

Finally, we have g — U in Clloc(Z \ 8) as k— oo, whereS = {x],---, X\ }, and W, is given
in Lemma 2.1.

Proof. Similarly to [6,.8, 9/ 3], we prove the proposition by sevestaps as follows.
Stepl. The first bubble.

Assumeuy(x) = max Uk. If ux(x) is bounded, applying elliptic estimates to equatfonl(1.2)
we then havey, — u. in CY(Z,R), whereu,, is given by Lemma 2.1. Hereafter we assume
Uk(Xx) — +o0. Set

Me? = U(%) fie(Xier U(X).- (3.5)

Itis clear thatry — 0 ask — oo.

Assumex, — X* ask — co. Take an isothermal coordinate systeh¢; {x%, x°}) nearx*,
whereU c X is a neighborhood ot*, ¢ : U — Q c R? is a dffeomorphism ang(x*) = (0,0).
In such a coordinate system, the metrican be represented by

g=e/@dx’ +dx%)
for some smooth functios : Q — R with (0, 0) = 0. It follows that
Vg=€"Vge, Ag=-€"Age, (3.6)
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whereVy. andAg. denote the usual gradient operator and the Laplace opafaRf respec-
tively. The existence of isothermal coordinate system @amRinnian surface is a well-known
fact in Riemannian geometry, see for example [15]. Define

ﬁk(yk + rkx)
Uk(%)

for x € Q¢ = {x € R? : X+ X € Q), whereli = o ¢, X = ¢(x). It follows from (1.2), [3.5)
and [3.6) that satisfies the following equation

Vi(X) = (3.7)

) fu(Xi + MeX, U(X + rex)) _ exr(YkaX)rE}'k(’)'(k + NX)V(X) (3.8)

— Ag2W(X) = Uﬁ(xk) fi (X, Uk(X«))

on Q, wherefi (X + rex t) = fi(d (X + rex), t). Note thatu(x) = max U andQ, — R2? as
k — oo. It follows from (3.7) thatv is uniformly bounded iBg(0) for any fixedR > 0. Since
¥ is smoothy(0,0) = 0, % — (0,0) andry — 0 ask — co, &%+ is also uniformly bounded
in Br(0) for any fixedR > 0. Furthermore’®«*") — 1 |ocally uniformly inR? ask — co. By
(H4) and (H5), we have for alt € Qy and allk

fil(Re + 11X, TR + kX))
fi (X Uk (X))

All these estimates together wifh {IL.3) lead to

<C. (3.9)

Il = AgeVillLeBr(0) — O as k— o0, VR> 0.
Applying elliptic estimates td(318), one gais— V., in C: (R?), wherev,, satisfies

loc

—AgeVeo = 0 in R?
{ Voo(0) = 1 = maXxg2 Veo.
The Liouville theorem for harmonic functions then leadsto= 1. Therefore
w—1 in Ci (R?). (3.10)

Now we set
(%) = U(Xi) (U (X + TeX) — Uk(Xc))-
In view of (1.2),7x satisfies

st TR+ 1106 T + X))

—A -
) 0% UX)
— /AT (R + n)r2u2(Vi(X), X € Q. (3.11)
We claim that
nuf(x) -0 as k—oo, Vp>1 (3.12)

Actually, it is clear that there exists some consiast0 depending only on the ieéomorphism
¢ such that for any fixe®R > 0 and all largek

Be-trr (%) € ¢ (Bre (X)) C Bera(X)- (3.13)
7



Here and throughout this paper we denote the geodesic laéreel atx € X with radiusr by
B/(x), while the Euclidean ball centered xate R? with radiusr by B,(x). This together with
(3.10), the mean value theorem for integral and the Holleguality leads to

Mk

U (Xe) up (%) dx

T JBy(0)

- (1+o()X f WK + rex)dx
T JBy(0)

IA

(1 + o(1))—X ( f TP + 1 x)dx)l/3
2 K k
73 \Ugy0)

1/3

r 1/3
1+ 0(1))~%— f wPdvy| 3.14
( ())ﬂl,s( o oy 00 (3.14)

IA

whereo(1) — 0 ask — oo for any fixedp > 1. In view of (3.2), our claim[{3.12) follows from

(3.12) immediately.
For any fixedR > 0 we Ietn(kl) be a solution to the equation

{ —Agen) = —Agery in Br(0) (3.15)

M=0 on 9Bg(0).
In view of (3.11), we have by (3.9) and (3]12) thatn is bounded i (R?). Applying elliptic

estimates td(3.15), we have
M —n® in CYBR(O)). (3.16)

Letn® = n — 1. Theny® satisfies
~Ape@ =0 in Bg(0). (3.17)

It follows from (3.16) andyk < O that there exists some const@nsuch thaty(kz)(x) < Cforall k

and allx € Br(0). Applying the Harnack inequality t6 (3117), we concIuUatn(kZ) is uniformly
bounded oBg,,(0). Hencey is also uniformly bounded iBBg,2(0). Applying elliptic estimates

to (3.11), we obtain
M= Neo N CH(Brya(0)).

This together with (H4), (H5) an@(3.110) gives

fi(R + 11X, Tie (K + kX))
fi (%> Uk(Xk))

= (1 + o(1))e? oM (3.18)

for all x € Bgr/4(0), whereo(1) — 0 ask — oo uniformly in x € Bg4(0). Inserting[[3.12) and
(3.I8) into [3.I1L) and noting th& > 0 is arbitrary we obtain

(3.19)

{ —ARZTIW = 62’7‘” in RZ
N (0) = 0 = MaXg? Neo.



Moreover, using[(2]3)[(315), (3.1.0), (3113) ahd (3.18),estmate for any fixe® > 0

e=dx lim f T (R + 110 Fi(F + 106 TR + 1)
Fr k=0 JBr(0) Uk (%) Tie (k> Uk (X))

lim f Tie(X) Fie(X, Tie(X))d x
BRrk(ik)

k— o0

dx

IA

lim sup Uk fil(X, u)dvg < C.
k—oo BcRrk(Xk)

It follows that
ez”m(x)dx< 00,
RZ
A result of Chen-Lil[5] implies that
Ne(X) = —log(1+ [x%/4), xeRZ (3.20)

It follows from (3.I3) that

f T f(x, T)e’Pdx < f Uk fi(X, U)dvg < f T fe(x, T)e’Mdx
Bc’erk (Yk) BRrk (Xk)

IBcRrk (Yk)

In view of (3.10) and[(3.18), we have

lim lim f T f(X, T )&’ x
IBcRrk (%)

R—00 k—o00

lim lim f T F(x, Ti)e’Md x
Ec—erk (%)

R—00 k—o00

lim f el=dx= | e”™~dx
B,-15(0) R2

R0

Therefore we obtain by (3.20)

lim Iimf ukfk(x,uk)dvng e (x)dx = 4n. (3.21)
BRrk(Xk) R2

R—00 k—00

Step 2. Multi-bubble analysis.

In this step, we shall prove that there exists some posititegerf such that the properties
(8B¢) and G,) hold. Namely, there exigt sequences of pointsi) c X such thatxx — x' as
k — o0, 1<i < ¢, and the following are satisfied:

(B}) For everyi : 1 <i < ¢, lettingriy > 0 be given by[(313),;, ¢i; {x', X}) be an isothermal
coordinate system neaf, whereU; c X is a neighborhood ok', ¢; : U; — Q; C R?is a
diffeomorphism withy;(x) = (0,0), and lettingy; x be given by[(34), we have that — 0 as
k - o0 and

nik(¥) = ne(X) = —log(1+[x?/4) in CL.(R?) as k- oo;

(B Foralll<i=|j<¢,
dg(Xi.ks Xjk)
—— 5
lik

as k— oo;
9



(83) The following energy identity holds

R— 00 k—o00

lim lim f Uk fi(X, u)dvy = 4nd;
Ui(:lBRrivk(Xi,k)

(G¢) There exists a consta@t> 0 such that
REK(IUK(X) fl(x, U(¥) < C
forall x e ¥ and allk € N. Here
Rex() = min dg(x, %,)- (3.22)

From Step 1, we know thaf}) holds. Suppose for sonfe> 1, (B,) holds but G,) does not
hold. Choose.1x € X satisfying

RE (X 10UXe 1 fie et UXesid) = MAXREL (U(X) (X, U(¥))
— 400 as k— oo. (3.23)

Letry1x > O be as defined if(3.3). It follows froi(3.3], (3122), ahd@@.thatr,.1x — 0 as

k — oo and

d s Xi .
fim Gk X _ g (3.24)

k—co lerik

Also we claim that

d s Xi .
fim a1k X _ +oo, V1<i<t. (3.25)

k—co Fik
Suppose not. There exists some constastich that for some % i < ¢, there holds
dg(Xe+1ks Xix) < Criy for all k.
Hence we have
R, (X 11Uk (X140 ficXes ks Uk(Xer16)) < CrB (K11 filXes ks Uk(Xes 1)) (3.26)
By (8}), we estimate
1+0(1)

4 B’i,k (Xix)

L 1rod® f Ue(¥) fic(, (X)) dvg.
T z

r2 k(X 1) ficOXe Lo Uk(Xe+ 1)) T(X) (%, Tie(x))e" P x

This together with[(2]3) implies thqfkuk(xm,k) f(Xe+ 1.k U(Xe+1x)) iS @ bounded sequence, and
whencel[(3.26) implies théﬂf’k(xm,k)uk(xm,k) fi(Xe1 1.k Uk(Xe4 1)) iS bounded. This contradicts
(3.:23). Hence our claini(3.25) holds, and th§ () holds.

Assumex;;1k — X;,, ask — co. Take an isothermal coordinate syste.(, ¢¢.1; (xL, x%})
nearx;, ,, whereU,,; is a neighborhood of; ,, ¢¢s1 : Urys — Q1 C R? is a difeomorphism
with ¢.,1(x7,,) = (0,0). In this coordinate system, the metgican be represented by

g = &1 (dxt” + dx)
10



for some smooth functiosrs,1 @ Qpr1 — R with ,1(0,0) = 0. Also we haveVy = €1V
andAg = —e Y01 Age.

Define o
Uk(Xes1k + Tes1kX)

Uk(X[+1,k)
for x € Qriak = {X € R? : Xppak + MesikX € Qi) WhereXe 1, = draa(Xerk), Ue = Uk 0 @72
Now we prove that

Verrk(X) =

Visik > 1 in Cho(R?) as k— oo (3.27)
In view of (1.2),v,.1k satisfies the equation

— Ap2Vpy1 k(X) = ell’f+1(7[+1.k+f[+1.kx) fk(y[+1’k + r€+1»kx»ﬁk(3z(+l,k + r[+1,kx))
’ U2(Xe+1.k) Fie(Xer 1o Uk (X))
_ew“l(?[ﬂ'k””lk)()r§+1,k?k(’)‘(€+l,k + r€+l,kX)V€+l,k(X) (328)
on Q1 wheref(x,t) = fi(¢,;5,(X).1). By (3.23), we have

ﬁ?,k(%ﬂ,k + o kX Uk (Xer 1k + ForkX) Te(Xes 1k + FerskX O(Xes 1k + Fes1kX))

<

RE L (Xes LIUK(Xe4 1) Fie(Xew 1 Uk(Xes 1)) (3.29)

whereRx = Rk o ¢, Fix anyi, 1 <i < £ If X, # X, noting thatdg(¢, % (Re+1x +
Mer1kX), Xik) = dg(X7,1, X7) @anddg(Xes1k, Xik) — dg(X;,1, X7) ask — oo, we then have

dg(d7 5 (Resik + Fes1kX), Xik) = (L + 0(1))dg(Xes 1k Xik)» (3.30)

whereo(1) — 0 ask — co uniformly in x € Br(0). If x;,, = X', since the Riemannian distance
and the Euclidean distance are equivalent in the same locatlimate system, we then have

[per1(Xes1k) — Perr(Xis)l = (1 + 0(1))dg(Xe+1.k5 Xi k). Recalling[3.28), we obtain for ad € Br(0)

dg(¢231(Y€+l,k + r€+l,kx)» Xi,k)

(1 + 0(1))|Y€+l,k + r'€+2I.,kx - ¢€+1(Xi,k)|
(1 +0(1))dg(Xr+1.ks Xi.K)-

Hence we havé (3.80) in any case. Combining (13.29) andl(3:&0pbtain forx € Br(0)

fic(Res 1 + Ter 11X Te(Res 1k + T4 1kX))
fic(Xer 1k Uk(Xe41))

- inf1<i<e dg(Xer 10 Xi k)2

~infigice dg(b7 L (Rerak + Fer1kX)s Xik)?

Ver1k(X)

= 1+0(1), (3.31)

whereo(1) — 0 uniformly in x € Bgr(0). From (H4), we know that there exigts> 0 such that

fi(x, 1) S
fu(x t1) —

If there exist somé&y, > 0 and a sequence of poing) c Bg,(0) such thaw/,1x(z) — @ > 1 as
k — oo, then we conclude by {3.B2) and (H5) that

2t for all ty, t > to, and allx € X. (3.32)

fil(Rev ik + FevtkZe Tk(Res 1k + Tre1k2K)) L at 1

> >1
fil(Xex 1o Uk(X41k)) 2
11
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for sufficiently largek, which contradictd(3.31). Therefore we obtain

lim suplVespilli=@ro)y <1, YR>O0.

—00

Whenvg,1x(X) > 1, we have by[(3.28) an@(313g2V,,1k(X) = 0(1), whereo(1) is the same
meaning as that of(3.81). When.1x(X) < 1, using (H4) and (H5), we also have,,; x(X) =
0(1), whereo(1) — 0 ask — co uniformly in all x satisfyingv..1k(X) < 1 for suficiently large
k. Now applying elliptic estimates to equatidn (3.28), weailnt

: 1 (2
Virik = Verteo  IN G (R?),

wherev,,1 - iS a solution to
~ApeVes1eo =0 in R2
0 < V€+l,oo < 1

Note thatv,.1.(0) = 1. The Liouville theorem for harmonic functions leadsvi¢: .. = 1.
Whencel[(3.217) holds.
Define another sequence of blow-up functions by

Nerik(X) = Uk(Xes i) O (Ko 1k + FeaikX) — Ue(Xex16))s X € Qerake (3.33)

In the following, we will prove thatﬁ?}ﬂ) and $§+1) hold. By (1.2)57.+1k Satisfies the equation

et Rt i) fi(Kew 1k + Tee1kX U(Xer 1k + Fer1kX))
fi(Xex Lo Uk(Xe+1.4))

— Ageneak(X) =

o1 (Kot kT o < 2 2
— @l et T NT (R gk + Tt kN2, UE (X LiVer k(X)) (3.34)
onQ,.1x. We claim that for any fixe® > 0,

lim suprz+1k(X) < 0 uniformly in x € Br(0). (3.35)

k—oo

For otherwise, we may take a sequence of poiyisc Br(0) such thaty..1 k() = 8 > 0 for all
sufficiently largek. By (H4), (H5) and[(3.27), we obtain

fe(Xer 1k + ForikYio Uk(Xerik + Fes1kYe)) 1+ O(1))e*zuk('im\k+r,+1‘kyk),u§(x{+lk)
fie(Xe+ 1.k Uk(Xp+14))
(1 + o(1))el?oDmeary)

1+ 28+ o(1).

\%

This together with[{3.31) leads to
1+28+0(1)<1+0(1),

which is impossible whehk is suficiently large. Hence our clairh (3135) holds. By (3.27), gsin
the same method of deriving(3]112), we conclude

12,1 Uk(Xi1k) = 0 as K — oo, (3.36)
12



Combining [3.2FF) and(3.33)-(3.836), similarly as we did te(s1, we arrive at
Nes1k(X) = 7e0(X) in Cik((R?) ask — oo,

wheren.(X) = —log(1 + [x/?/4) is the unique solution t§ (3.19). Henc®}(,) holds.
Moreover, using the same method for proving (8.21), we amiv

lim lim f Ui fie(X, U)dvg = f e=Mdx = 4r.
R—00 koo Bri, 1 (Xex1x) R2

Thus B3,,) holds.
Actually, we have proved that iff;) holds but G,) does not hold, ther,, ;) holds. Note

that
(+1

fuk fie(X, U)dvg = Zf U fil(X, u)dvg = 4(¢ + L)m. (3.37)

= i—1 Y Bry (Xik)

In view of (2.3), the process must be terminate after fini@st This ends the proof of Step 2.
Step 3. Exhaustion of blow-up points.

It follows from Step 2 that there exists sorfies N \ {0} and¢ sequences of pointsq(),
i =1,---,¢ such that 8,) and G,) hold. If there exists a sequence of poinks, (k) of X
such that after extracting a new subsequence from the prewioe, 8,,1) and G,.1) hold, we
add this sequence of points, and so on. The process nebessaminates because ¢f (2.3) and
(3.37). Therefore there exists somec N \ {0} andN sequences of pointi(), i = 1,---, N,
such thatBy) and Gn) hold and such that, given any sequence of poix§si(x), it is impossi-
ble to extract a new subsequence from the previous one satfB,1) and Gn.1) hold with
sequencesq(y),i=1,--- ,N+ 1.

Step 4. Convergence away from blow-up points.

SetS = {x;,- -+, xx }. We will prove thatly — U in CL (£ \ S). In view of (Gn), given any

loc
compact seK c X\ S, there exists a consta@tsuch that

Uk(X) f(x, uk(x)) < C for all x € K and allk.

If u(x) > 1 for somex € K, then fi(x, uk(x)) < Ck. If ux(x) < 1 for somex € K, then (H2)
implies thatfi(x, ux(x)) is bounded uniformly ik with ug(x) < 1. Thus, for allx € K, fi(X, ux(X))
is bounded irL*(K). In view of (1.3) and[(312), applying elliptic estimatesthe equation

Agu(X) + Tik(uk(X) = fil(x, (X)),  x € K,

we obtain the convergencg — Up in CI%C(E \S).

Combining the above four steps, we complete the proof of &%itipn 3.1. O
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4. Gradient estimate

Let ux > 0 be a sequence of solutions f0{1.2). In this section we sisédblish a gradient
estimate onu, which can be viewed as a version on manifolds|of ([6], Prajmws2). Precisely
we have the following result.

Proposition 4.1 Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian surface without boundarpefa sequence

of functions satisfyingH1)-(H5), and > 0 be a sequence of smooth solutions to equalion (1.2)
such that[{Z11) holds. Assume timaax Uy — +oco as k— co. Let Ne N\ {0} and the sequences
Xk 1=1---,N, be given by Proposition 3.1. Then there exists a unifornstznt C such that

Ruk(QU(X)IVgu(X)| < C
for all x € ¥ and all k, where Rx(X) is defined as if(3.22).

Proof. Chooseyy € X such that
Rk (Vi) Uk (Vi) [V gUk (Vi) | = nQE%XRN,k(X)Uk(X)|Vguk(x)|~ (4.1)
Suppose by contradiction that

R k(Yi) Uk (Vi) IV gUk (i)l = +00 as k— oo, 4.2)

Set

Sk = Ruk(Yk)- (4.3)
By Proposition 3.1, we haw — U in Clloc(EJ\{x’i, -+, X4 }), which together with[{412) implies
thatsc — 0 ask — co. Without loss of generality, we may assume tiat> x; ask — oo,
X; ==X forsome 1< £ < N, andx*j‘ # x; foranyj e {+1,---,N}. Take an isothermal
coordinate system; ¢; {x*, x?}) nearx;, whereU is a neighborhood of; € £,¢ : U - Q c R?
is a difeomorphism with(x;) = (0, 0). In this coordinate system the metgican be represented
by g = e/(dx? + dx%), wherey : Q — R is a smooth function withy(0,0) = 0. Denote
Vi = d(Yi), Uk = Ug 0 ¢~1. We set

Vi(y) = Tk(Yk + )

fory e Q = {y € R? : Jc + sy € Q}. Define

Xik — Yk

Yik = €y i=1---,¢
and _
Sk = {Yik " - 5 Yek)-
Sinces, — 0, we have), — R? ask — «. Denote
S = lim Sy.

k—oo

By (4.3) and the faay/(0, 0) = 0, we have
(059 = jnt = jnf N
(L ()% Yo
1<i<e S«
1+ 0(2),
14




and thus

dz2(0,S) = 1, (4.4)
wheredg:(-, -) denotes the Euclidean distanceRst Clearly, v (y) satisfies
— AgeViy) = &0 (T + S T + SY)) = TGk + SYKY)) (4.5)
fory € Q. By (iii) of Proposition 3.1, we have
RuviFic + S)2Viel) T + ey iey) < C (4.6)

for some constar® independent ok. Note that

Ruk(¢™ (Vi + S))

fg; dg(6 ™ (i + SY). Xi)

(1+0(1)) inf dea(k + Scy. Xix)

(1+ o(1))scdzz(Y, Sk 4.7)

Ruk(Vk + SY)

Combining [4.6) and(417), we have

— C
SV(Y) ik + Sy Vi) € ————. (4.8)
dra (Y, Sk)?
which together with (H1) and (H2) leads to
0 < S filVk + Sy, Vk(Y)) € ———=—. (4.9)
dre (Y, Sk)?
In view of (3.2), we estimate for any > 1 and anyR > 0,
[ @woprdy = € [ g syray
Br(0) Br(0)
< Cip_zfulfdvg
z
— 0 as k- . (4.10)

Denote for anyR > 0
Ar = BRr(0) \ UyesB1/r(Y).

Clearly there exists sonf® > 0 such that,4 is necessarily smooth bounded domain provided

thatR > Ry. Now we takeR > Ry. In view of (1.3), (4.5),[(4.0), and (4.110), we arrive at
i!im IAgeVillLeagy =0, YR>Ro, Vp> 1
Let wy satisfy
—ARZWk = —ARZVk in Ar
wWe=0 on 0JAr.

15



It follows from (4.10) and elliptic estimates that therestgisome functiomw such that
we —»w in CYAR).

In particularwy is uniformly bounded irAg. While v, — w satisfies

—ARz(Vk - Wk) =0 in Ar
(4.12)
Vk — Wk =V on OJAr.
We claim that
V(0) > +00 as k — oo, (4.12)

For otherwise, \((0) — wg(0)) would be a bounded sequence. Noting that wy has a lower
bound inAg, applying Harnack’s inequality t§ (4.1L1), we obtain

“Vk - Wk”Lm(AR/z) S C

for some constan depending only orR, and whencey is bounded irC(Ag/4). In view of
(4.4), this leads to
Vk(0)IVr2Wi(0)] < C.

While (4.1) and[{4.R) implies
Vk(0)|VRr2W(0)] - +c0  as k — oo. (4.13)

This is a contradiction. Hence our claim{4.12) follows.
Replacingw by vik/v(0) in the above estimates, we obtain

— 1 in CL(R%\S) (4.14)

ask — co. Fory € Qy, we set
— o (Y) = w(0)
v

It follows from (4.1) and[{47) that

Vi(O)I V2V (O)]

——~, yeQ\Sk
dga(Y, Sk)

Vk(WIVe2W(Y)] < (1 +0(1))

This together with[{4.14) gives
1+0(1)

dRZ (y» S) '

whereo(1) — 0 ask — oo locally uniformly iny € R? \ S. SinceVi(0) = 0, it follows from
(4.13) thatv is uniformly bounded if€*(Ag) for anyR > 0. In view of (4.5) and[{4.14), we have

[VrzVi(Y)l < (4.15)

Vi (V) Ag2Vk(Y)
(14 o) T v (O)
1+0(1)

= me‘*@wy)sin(Y) [+ 9. V() — Tk + SyVilY)] (4.16)

— Ag2Vi(Y)

16



fory € Q. Similarly to (£10),2V2 is bounded inL. (R?) for any p > 1. In view of (4.8) and

loc

(4.13), applying elliptic estimates to the equatian (4, &) have

W —V in CL(R*\S) as k— o, (4.17)
wherev satisfies
ARV =0 in R?\S, V(0)=0, [VgV(0) =1, (4.18)
and 1
Ve V(y)| € ——— R?\ S. 4.19
|]R2V(y)|—dR2(y’S)a yeR\ (4.19)

Lety e S. Forany O< r < dg2(9, S\ {§})/2, since

f VkAR2 de Yy
By (9)

f ( )Uk(yk + SY) SSARzUk(Vi + Scy)dy
By (9,

f Uk (X) Ap2U(X)d X
IBskr(Vk"'sky)

— f UkAgdeVg,
¢71(Bskr67k+3k9))

we get by [1.B),[(Z]3) and(3.2)

f VkARZde% < f(uk fk(X, Uk) + TkUﬁ) dVg <C.
B (9) z

Similarly we have by[(3]1)

f IVszklzdySfIVguklzdvggc,
B (9) )

It then follows that
f Vi, Vdo = f |Vszk|2dy— f ViAg2Vdy = O(1).
aB: (9) B (9) B (9)
While (4.14) and[(4.17) lead to
f kO, Vido = V(0)| Vg2V (0)] (f oyvdo + O(l)) .
IB:(§) 9B (9)

This together with[{4.13) gives for any<0r < dr2(¥, S\ {§})/2

f o,Vdo = 0,
OB ()

E(if Vda)zif o,vdor = 0.
dr\2ar Jag,g) 21t Jom, )

Hence there exists some constartepending only oy Such that

1
2nr

which leads to

f Vo =a, YO<r<du(§S\{§))/2 (4.20)
B (9) 17



Given anyy € 6B, (). (4.20) permits us to takg € 9B, (y) such that/(y*) = a. It then follows
from (4.19) thatv(y) — a| < =. This indicates tha¥ is bounded neay. "Since this is true for all
§ € S, we conclude thaf is a smooth harmonic function iR?. By the mean value equality,

f Vdor =0, VR>DO0.
IBR(0)

This together with[{4.19) implies thatis bounded i (R?). Actually we can take € 0Bg(0)
such thati(z) = 0, in view of {4.19), we then have for alle IBg(0)

V(W1 = Vk(y) - V(9! < 7R su(p)|VR2’\7| < 2r,
IBR(O

provided thatR > 2sup.s|yl. Note again that(0) = 0. Applying the Liouville theorem to
(4.18), we hav& = 0, which contradicts the fact thAtz-V(0)| = 1. This completes the proof of
the proposition. O

5. Quantization

In this section we prove quantization results for equatib@)( Letx;,---,x be as in
Proposition 3.1. For somed4.i < N, x" is called asimpleblow-up pointifN = 1 or x; # x; for
all j e {1,---,N}\ {i}; Otherwise we calk’ a non-simpleblow-up point. In the following, we

distinguish between these two types of points to proceed.

5.1. Quantization for simple blow-up points

Let x* be a simple blow-up point. Take an isothermal coordinatéesyqU;, ¢i; {x}, x})
nearx’, whereU; c X is a neighborhood ok’ such thatx; ¢ Uj, the closure olJ;, for all
j €1{1,---,N}\ {i}. As beforeg; : Ui - Q c R?is a difeomorphism withgi(x’) = (0, 0).
Particularly we can find some> 0 such tha,;(0) c Q. In this coordinate system, the metric
g writes asg = & (dx12 + dx?) for some smooth functiog; : Q — R with (0, 0) = 0. In this
subsection we prove the following quantization result.

Proposition 5.1 Let W, U, Tk, Tw, Xk @nd X be as in Proposition 3.1. Suppose thatix a
simple blow-up point. Then up to a subsequence, there exisis positive integef such that

lim f (IVgukl? + TU2)dvg = f (IVgUeol? + 7o U2, )dvg + 471 O, (5.1)
—00 Ui Ui
where | is a neighborhood of;xas above.

In the coordinate systemU(, ¢i; {x*, X%}), we write Xix = ¢ (Xix), U(X) = Uk(¢; (X)),
(X = (¢ 1(¥) and f(x T(¥) = f(@71(%), (@7 (x))) for any x € Q. Moreover for
0 < s < t < ¢ we define the spherical mean @f, the total energy and the neck energy of
Uy aroundx; x by

- 1
olt) = g (1) = — f Ucdo, (5.2)
X 27t J omy(%0
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MO =APO = [ Bf(eTigx (5.3)
Bi(Xix)

and

N(s ) =N(s9 = [ Tl Tdx (5.4)
B (X 1)\ Bs(Xi k)

respectively. We say that the property{{) holds if there exist sequences
q((o) =0< rl((l) < q((l) <. < rl(f) < q(f) =0(1)

such that the following hypotheses are satisfied:

i (O 0) T (i-1) () _ ; .
(H;1) J'_Tcrkj /§(' = kll_rl]c 3(’ /r)=0foralll<j<¢
(He2) Jim o(sP)/p(Lr?) = 0 forall 1< j < £and allL > O;
(Hez) Jim ASD) = 4xjforall 1< j <¢;
(Hea) Jim lim (Ne(sU 2, 170 + N(Lr, ) = o forall 1< j < ¢
To prove Proposition 5.1, we follow the lines of [8, 10, 13}e€isely we use induction as
follows: (H1) holds; if (H,) holds, then eitherf{,.1) holds, or
i i (0) —
leo k“—rEc Nk(s’,6/L) = 0. (5.5)

In view of (5.3), we have

M) = [ BT
B %((()(%.k)

(1+0(1)) CW(®) fil(%, Tie(X)) €O dx

B {0 (Xix)

(1+0(1)) Uk Fie(X, ui)dvg
(B O (%ix))

a+ o(l))Lukfk(x, Uy)dvy.

IA

This together with[{Z]3) andH, 3) implies that the induction terminates after finitely-matgps.
Letting £ be the largest integer such tha{{) holds. Sinces — 0 ask — oo, in view of the
last assertion of Proposition 3.1, for any fixed- 2/6,

Ilm Uk — Usollcr\By i) = O- (5.6)
Moreover it follows from ¢, 3) and [5.5) (with replaced by) that
lim lim f U fil(X, u)dvg = lim lim f Ukﬁ(x,'ﬁk)dx= Arly. (5.7)
Lo k=0 Jgrt B (%) Lo k=0 IRy, (%)

Recalling equatior{112), we obtain (5.1) by combining)(&6d [5.7) with| ) = ¢,, and thus
complete the proof of Proposition 5.1.
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The proof of the above induction process will be divided ithite two steps below.
Step 1. The properif#;) holds.

For any functiorh : Q = ¢;(U;) — R, denote the spherical averagendroundx; x by

1

h(r) = — hdo, VO .
(r) - fmrm) A <r<é

Let wy be the unscaled function with respect to the blow-up sequena@s in [3.4), namely
Wi(X) = k(X1 [Tk(X) — Uk(Xik)), X € Q.

The decay estimate o near the poink x is crucial for the propertyXf1). Precisely we have
the following result.

Lemma 5.2 GivenO < € < 1. Let Tk be the smallest number such tha{Ty) = eu(X k). Then
rix/Tk — 0as k— oo, where [ is as in [3.8). Moreover, for any b 2, there exist some integer
ko and a constant C such that wherekky, we have

Wi(r) < blog % +C (5.8)

forall0<r < Tyand
I!im Ax(Ty) = 4n. (5.9

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.1 and the definition &f thatr;x = o(Tx) ask — . In
view of (1.2),uy satisfies the equation

— Apelic = &1(fi(x T) - Tdi) i Q. (5.10)

Let (v) be a sequence of solutions to

—ApoVi = € fl(X,Ti)  on B (X
{ R~k k(X, Uk) T ( Ii() (5.11)
Vi = Uy on 9B, (X k).
Then we have by (5.10)
—Ap2(Vk — UK) = e, on BTK(YLk)
(5.12)
Vi —ﬁk =0 on (9BTK(P)§,|().

Applying elliptic estimates td(5.12), we can find some canst independent ok such that
IVik(X) —Tk(X)| < C for all x € By, (Xik)-
Moreover, it follows from Proposition 4.1 that

inf T > or(Ty) —C 5.13
i U @k(Tk) (5.13)
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for some constar® depending only on the Riemannian meticApplying the maximum prin-

ciple to [5.11), we have by (5.113)
T(X) > @r(T) = C for all x € Br, (%)- (5.14)

Note thate(Tk) = euk(Xix). For any 0< t < Ty, we have by[(5.14) and the fact that — U
strongly inL?(X)

Uk(Xix) iy < e & (U2 + Cli) dx = o(1). (5.15)
By(Xik) € B(Xix)
For anyLr;x <t < Tk, we obtain by Proposition 3.1
— Ui(%i 1) R TJAX < (%) & fil(x, Th)dx
Bi(X k) By, (Xix)

—riff XUy,
“ Iy & k(X Uk(Xik)
—(1+0(1)) f elro@in gy
B (0)
_47 + o), (5.16)

whereo(1) — 0 ask — o first, and therl — co. In view of (5.10),wi satisfies
—Ar2Wi = Uk(X; k)€ ﬁ(X,Uk) — Uk(X k) €Tyl

Then we have for anyrix <t < Ty

f (9,,V_de0'=f ARZWkdX
B(Xi k) Be(X k)

_Uk(xi,k) N ehi ﬁ:(X,Uk)dX+ Uk(Xi,k) N e‘ﬂi?ijkdx
Be(Xix) B (X k)

271, (1)

—Uk(Xi k) & (X, Ti)dX + Ui(Xi) T Ucdx
Bi(Xix) By (Xi )
—47 + o(1).

IA

Here we used(5.15) and(5]16) in the last inequality. Thusafyyb < 2, there exists some
integerky such that

Wi (t) < —? for all k> ko.

This together with Proposition 3.1 leads to
t

Wi(t) < Wi(Lrik) —blog —

Lri,k

L

1+1L2

r.
< blog%k +C
21

log

t
—blog le +0(1)
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for some constar, all k > ko, and allLr; ; <t < Ty. It follows from Proposition 3.1 again that
the above inequality also holds for<0t < Lr;x. Hence[(5.B) holds.

By (5.8) and[(5.14) we have
(€ — DUZ(Xik) — Ck(Xik) < Wk(r) <C, Vr e [Lrix Tul.
Hence there holds fdrri, < r < Tk

ok(r) \—
(1 ’ Uk(xi,k))Wk(r)

Wy __
(2 ’ uﬁm,k)]wk(r)
(1+ e+ o()wi(r) + (1 — e + o(1))C

< (1+2¢/3)blog % ‘c, (5.17)

@i(r) = Uc(xix)

IA

A

provided thak is suficiently large. For O< r < § we denote

60 =0 =5 | RO (5.18)

Takingb such that (+ 2¢/3)b = 2 + € in (5.17) and recalling (H4) and (H5), we can find some
constanC such that forLrj, <r < Ty

6k (r) _ 6k (r) (K ()
fie(Xi k> Uk(Xi K)) fie Kok (1)) TeXir Uk(Xi.))
- (+ o) fil(Xi k> k(1))

fil(Xi.k> Uk(Xi k)
1+ O(l))e(l"'o(l))(#’ﬁ(r)—UE(Xi,k))

. 2+€
< c(rr—") (5.19)

for sufficiently largek. For 0< s <t < §, we define next a function analogous[io {5.4) as below.

. t
Ni(st) = NO(s) = 2 f ). (5.20)

In view of (5.8) and[(5.19), we estimate

Tk
2n rok(r)ok(r)dr

Lrik

Ni(Lrik Tw)

T ; wk(r) Ok(r)

e Uk(Xik) Tie(Xi ks Uk(Xik))
Tk 1

2r(1+ o(l))CrﬁkfL rlTdr

Tik

-2
= 2:rri’k

IA

27(1 + o(1))Ce 1L
22
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This leads to _
Llim Ilim Nk(Lri,k, Tk) =0. (5.21)

Since Proposition 4.1 implies that
UA(X) — g2(r) < C forall x e dB(Xik),

there holds .
Nk(Lrix, Ti) < CNi(Lrik, Tk) + 0(1).

This together with[(5.21) leads to
Llim dim Nk(Lri,k, Tk) =0. (5.22)

By Proposition 3.1,

Ax(Lriy) = f Tich(X, T)dx = (1 + o(1)) e=dx
IBLriJ((?i,k

B (0)
Hence
LIim I!im Ax(Lrig) = 4. (5.23)
Thus [5.9) follows immediately froni (5.22) arid (5.23). O

By Lemma 5.2 we may choose a subsequeRcaumbersy N\, 0 ask — co ands, = Tk(ex)
with rix/s — 0, pk() — o ask — oo and such that

lim Ax(sd = 4, lim lim Ni(Lrix, S = 0,

while in addition
k()

k=co @i(LriK)
Letr® = ri, &V = s. Then (1) holds and Step 1 is finished.

=0, VL>O.

Step 2. Suppose th@H,) already holds for some integér> 1, namely there exist sequences
D =0<rP<dP <... <1 < d9 = o(1) such thatH; 1) up to () hold. Then we shall
prove that eithefim o limy_e Nk(sl(f),(S/L) = 0or (H,;1) holds.

Setting

P(t) = PO(D) = t f Th(T)do,  Pe(t) = PL() = 2r20(06(t)  (5.24)

OBy

and assuming/{;) holds, we have the following result.

Lemma 5.3 There exists a constanf@epending only on the upper bound of the total energy
(2.3) and the Riemannian metric g such that fﬁ)r s tx = o(1), there holds

Nie(s9, 1) < Pi(t) + CoNg(s?, 1) + o(1), (5.25)
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where 1) — 0 as k— oo, Ny and Py are defined as if{5.20) and{5]24) respectively.
Proof. We first claim that there exists a const&htepending only od and the Riemannian
metricg such that

wk(9) < sup Uk < inf Tx+C<p(r)+C forall 0<r <s<é. (5.26)
TBs(%i k) 9B (%)

To see the last inequality, we sgtbe a positive solution of

{ —ARlek = & f(xT) in Eé(%;lj) (5.27)
Vi = Uy on  dBs(Xi k).
Thus we have by (112)
—Ag2 (Vi = T) = €Tl in Bs(Xik)
(5.28)
Vi —ﬁk =0 on 61535(%,0.

Noting that||e’ TiUllLe (s, (%) IS bounded for any > 1 and applying elliptic regularity estimates
to (5.28), we then find some const&ht C(5) such that

V(X)) —C <T(X) < w(X) +C forall xe Bs(Xk). (5.29)
By (5.21), we have for & r <6
—(rY(r)) = r e fil(X, T).

Integration from O ta' gives

—rvi(r) = f r e fi(x, T)dr.
0

Hence

Vi(r)<0 forall O<r<a. (5.30)
Now fix 0 < r < s< §. There exist two point§ € dB; (X k) and{ € dBs(X k) such that

V(&) = W(r), (&) = Wk(9).
This together with the gradient estimate (Proposition,4829), and[(5.30) leads to

sup iy < W@ +C=sw()+C
ﬁBs(Yi\k)

IA

V] +C< inf ox+C.
k(&) Uk

This confirms our claim(5.26).
Next we calculate

/ d(1 = A 2 ;
6,(r) fic (Xi,k +1COSo, X + I siné, cpk(r)) de
0

dri2n
1 (> _ =
= Zf fok(zl,k+rcos@,i‘fkﬂsina,(pk(r))-(cos@,sin&)d@
0

1 (7= - .
+Ef f, (xil’k+rcosa, xfk+r3|n0,¢pk(r))<p|’((r)d9,
0
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where we writeX x = (X'}, %,). In view of (H4), we obtain

16,01 < C (L + 6(r) + @Dl (NIBK(r)) - (5.31)

()

Fors=g’ <t <t, we have by equatiofi(].2).

—f 6V<pkd0'= —f AthpkdX
OBy(Xi1) By(%ix)

e (X, Ti)dx — e/ T, Tdx
Br(Xix) Be(Xix)

& (X, Ti)dx — & T Tdx
Br(%ix) Be(Xix)

—2ntey(t)

It follows from (H4), (H5) and Proposition 4.1 theﬁzt(x,’l]k) <C(1+ ﬁ:(x, wk(r))) < C(A + 6k(r)),
wherer = |x — X /. Combining (H4), (H5) and (5.26), we have

f ek(9k(r)dx < C(1 + Ak(9)),
Bs(%)

where we used = |X — X x|. Note thatpy(s) — co ask — co. We then obtain

_2ntgl(t) < C (1 + 6(r)) dx
By (X k)
< C 9|((r)dx+L ok(9k(r)dx+ o(1)
By(%0\Bs(% 1) ok(9) I
< CNg(st) +0(1).

This immediately leads to

- nft r2p(r)ek(r)dr < Cﬁi(s, t) + o(1). (5.32)

Similarly we have

— 2ntei(Dei(t)

—f k(D)0 ¢xdo = —f k(D) Apzd x
OB(%i k) Bi(Xix)

f Pr(t)e fi(x, T)dx — f o) T dx
Be(X k) X

B(Xix)

f () fi(x, T)dx + o(1), (5.33)
By (Xix)

where the last equality follows frofi(5126) and — u., strongly inL?(Z). Repeatedly using
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(5.28), we obtain

f (e T (x T X
Be(Xix)

IA

c fB CCERTOLE

IA

c f (L + o)) (L + 8(r)) dx
By (Xik) \Bs(Xi k)

+Cf (2 + @k(r)) (1 + 6k(r)) dx
Bs(%.k)\IBLr(kf)(%.k)

+Cf (1 + ¢k(9) (1 + 6k(r)) dx
]B”l(f) (%)

IA

= = (9
C[Nk(s, t) + Ne(Lr®, 9) + m (AuLr®) + 0(1))].

This together with[(5.33)#{; ») and (H;4) implies
2rtek(t)lgi(B)] < CNi(s 1) + o(1). (5.34)
Obviously
ft r2p(r)dr = o(1), ft r2gk(r)6(r)dr = o(1).
It then follows from I(Eisll) and(5.34) that 5

A

t t
- f Ronendr < 2C [ Pg)le(r)idr)dr + o(d)

S

CNy(s t) + o(1). (5.35)

IA

Integration by parts gives

t
Nst) = f 2t (1)) dr

IA

t t
ok (t)6k(t) — 7 f r2g(r)6k(r)dr — x f r2p(r)g;(r)dr.
S S
This together with[(5.32) an@(5.135) impli¢s(5.25). O
Lemma 5.4 Let Gy be the constant as in Lemma 5.3. Lebé such that for a subsequence
— 1
(€)<t=01, O<IlimN (‘)),t o< —.
8. <t =0(1) lim Ni(s”, t) 2Co
Then § = o(t) as k— oo, lim inf Pu(tq) > /2, and
. . - f) _
lim lim Ni(s. t/L) = 0, (5.36)
whereNy and Py are as defined if{5.20) and (5]24) respectively.
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Proof. We first claim that _
lim lim Ny(s, Ls?) = . (5.37)

L—oo

Actually, in view of (5.26), we have for & t < t
Pi(t) < CNi(t/2,t) + 0(1) < CPy(t/2) + o(1), (5.38)

and
Ni(t, 2t) < CN(t/2,t) + o(1).

In particular, for anyj € N there holds

i 10 20 i 240 9j-1d0)

I(Il_erNk(Z s’.2's’) < CI!EQONK(Z s.,2"7"s”)
i im N0 2 0y

< C k“—rEc Nk(s.’/2,8.7) = 0.

If L <2}, we obtain
i
- ()] () : N (om-10 om0y _
lim Ni(s”, L )slmmZ:lNk(Z $.2"%) = 0.

Thus our claim[{5.37) follows immediately. One can see frBB1) thats” /tc — 0 ask — .
By Lemma 5.3,

. . = 1 . — () _ [07
“rk]llgf Pr(te) = > i![rgo Nk(s’, ) = > (5.39)
Now we show[(5.36). Assuming the contrary, there holds
i im N.(O —
Jim lim Nk(s", &/L) =5 > 0.
Then we have for any fixed > 1 and all stficiently largek

B 5 (0 T (O 1
Z <N L)< N .
5 < k(S5 tk/L) < Nk(87, 1) < 3

Applying (5.23) witht,/L instead ofty, we get

lim Pr(te/L) >

IR

and then by[(5.38)
Ci!im Ni (te/(2L),t/L) > Ilim E’k(tk/L) > g

ChoosingL =2™, m=0,1,---,j -1, we have
% <C lim Ni(2 . t) < C(1 + lim supA(t)) < C.
—0e0 k— o0
We get a contradiction by letting— oo and obtain[(5.36). O
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Lemma 5.5 Suppose that

lim sup Py(t) =0 for any sequenck — 0 ask — co. (5.40)
k=00 40 ety

Then we have o
fim, fim, Nu(s?.o/L) =0

Proof. In view of Lemma 5.4, it sffices to prove
lim lim sup Py(t) =0. (5.41)

L—oo k—co (

S <t<d/L
Indeed, if we take some numbigy € (sl(f),é/L) such that

Pu(tr) = sup Pi(),

O<t<s/L
then either
l!im twL =0, (5.42)
or
I!m t =t > 0. (5.43)

In case of[(5.42), we already have (3.41) becausg ofl(5.40jlewh case of[(5.43), we have by
using [5.26)

Pu(tit) < Ctep (1+ @ty /2)6k(t/2) (5.44)

for sufficiently largek. Note thatiBy: 2(Xix) € By (X) \ B /3(X) for sufficiently largek, and that
txL < 6/L — 0ask — oo first and therL — co. Moreover, by Proposition 3.1, we hawge— u.,
in Cip(Z\ UL, {x;}, R) andu,, € C*(X, R), In particularu,, is bounded oii;(x). It then follows

loc

from (5.44) that

LIim I!im Pi(tiL) = 0.
Thus [5.41) holds again. O

If the assumptiori(5.40) is not satisfied, then (b.38) inglimt there exists a sequerige> 0
ask — oo such that .
lim Nk(s, t) > 0. (5.45)

We shall show that the property.1) holds. Take"*? € (s, ) such that up to a subsequence,
there holds

— 1
0 < lim Ng(s2, r* « —
< k— o0 k(q( >k )< ZCO’
whereCy is as in Lemma 5.3. It then follows from Lemma 5.4 that

(0)

L L= (0 (6+D)
‘!T‘]"W =0, i![r; Nk(s.’.r ) >0, (5.46)
lim inf P(r™M) > 0, lim o(rY) = oo, (5.47)
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and that _
lim lim Ni(s?,r*P/L) = 0. (5.48)

L—oo k—oo

Moreover, we have the following result.

Lemma 5.6 Up to a subsequence there holds

+1 . (+AN (5 (5 +1 +1
00 = i) (Bt 10 — el ™) = 10

in CL_(R?\ {0}) as k— oo, where
2
(6+1) X)=log——
) =100 )
and
ez,]([+1)dX: ﬂ
R2 ao

for some constantg > 0.

Proof. To simplify the notations we write, = r’*?, i = 5%, andp = nD. For any fixed

L > 0, we set
Vi(X) = Tk(Xik + reX), X € BL(0) \ By, (0). (5.49)

In view of Proposition 4.1, there exists some cons@nt C(L) such that
[Oe(Xik + 1) — @i (r)l < C,
and thus
lek(ri) (U(Xik + reX) — ek(r)) | < C. (5.50)

Hence
nk is bounded in L{.(R?\ {0}). (5.51)

Combining [5.477) and (5.50), we have

Vik— k() = 0 in LS,

(R?\{0})) as k— oo,

in particular
Vi

ok(rk)
By the equation{1]2), we write fore Qx = {x € R? : X\ + r¢x € Bs(0)}

— Aeni(X) = & O (1 rE T (K + 11X, V(X)) — €400 ()12 (K + e)Vi(¥). (5.53)

Sinceu, — U, strongly inL2(Z), we have by usind (5.52)

-1 in Ly,

(R?\{0}) as k— . (5.52)

2

r

rBeing = £ eE(ri)dx
31 JB,0)\B1(0)

2

=(ummij‘ V(x)dx
B2(0)\B1(0)

T
1+0(1 —
- 371'( ) B 1 % Uﬁ(Y)dy
21 (X0 \Bry (Xi)
— 0 as k— . (5.54)
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By (5.417) we may assume
r2pa(rbk(ri) — ao > 0.

Moreover, by (H4) and (H5) we have

fil(Xik + X V(X))
6i(ri) (1+o() fil(Kik + Mk o))

(1 + o(1))et+ oMM, (r)
1+ 0(1))8(2+0(1))nk(x).

Applying elliptic estimates td (5.53), we conclude frdm&H), (5.5#){(5.56) that
m—n in Ci.(R?\{0) as k— oo,

fi(Fk + X Vie(X))

wheren satisfies
— Apenp = a0€” in R?\ {0).

For anyL > 0, (5.57) together witH (21 3), (5.52) arid (5.55) leads to

f ldx = Iimf e¥kdx
BL(0)\B1,L(0) ko0 JBy (0)\B1L(0)

. VieX) Fl(Ko i + 1 X, V(X
“mf k(X) Fie (X + e, Vie( ))dx
BL(0)\B1,.(0)

k— oo ‘;Dk(rk)gk(rk)
1 . — T, —
= —lim f k() fi(y, T(y))dy
CVO k—oo Ber(X\k)\Brk/L(—X‘i,k)
C
S R
a@o
LettingL — oo, we have
2ldx < oo.
RZ

It follows from (5.26), (H;2) and (H,4) that

f ot Ry Ty < f () Ty, Tly))dy
B0 (%) B () (Ku\B, () (%)
% x Kk
()
w(s) -
LR 1) ey, Ty dy + o(1)
‘,Dk(er) Bul((()(ﬁk)
()
wk(s”)
< N2, 40 + LB AL + o)
tpk(er)
- 0

ask — oo first thenL — oo, that

fm ) ROy S N L)+ oft) - 0
/L (Xi k
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(5.56)

(5.57)

(5.58)



ask — oo first, thenL — o, and that
[ anoays [ @ody+om -0
Br L (Xix n/L (Xik

ask — oo. Therefore we conclude

f —Ankd>4
B1,L(0)

im lim sup (i) Tie(y, Tic(y))dy

im lim sup |
Lo koo JBy (%)

I
Lo koo

IA

+ lim limsup ~e(rdT(y)uk(y)dy

70 koo JBp (%K)

= o (5.59)

Let ¢k be a sequence of solution to the equation

{ —Agzdid(X) = &Gt (Mr2fi(Kix + 1 id(¥) in- Ba(0) (5.60)
k=mnx on 9dBy(0).
Then in view of [5.5B)y« — ¢k satisfies
{ —Ap2(mk — 4i)(X) = —& AT (rr 2T (K + NX)Vi()  in- Ba(0) (5.61)
m—4=0 on 3dBy(0).

Sinceu is bounded irLP(Z) for any p > 1, applying elliptic estimates tg (5)61), we get
7k — &L=, 0) < C

for some constant. By (5.51), 7« is uniformly bounded odB;(0). In view of (5.60), the
maximum principle implies that there exists some constasiich that

&4(x) = -C forall xeBy(0).

Hence
n(X) = —C forall xe B1(0). (5.62)

By (5.26),¢k(r«) < w(x) + C for all x € By, (0) andL > 1. Note that
f(Xik + X V(X))

Ok(rv)
(a0 + O(1))el Lo ~¢{(r) (5.63)

k(2 ik + N (¥) = @r(ri)r6k(ri)

Using the inequality®—b? > 2b(a—b),a, b > 0, we gewz(x)—¢?,(rk) = 2nk(x) for all x € B1(0).
Then [5.68) leads to

f eﬂkdxs3 f ok(r)r2 Kok + Mk, Vi(X))d x (5.64)
B1,.(0) @0 JBy,(0)

for sufficiently largek. Combining [5.58) [(5.39)[ (5.62) arld (5164), we obtain

lim Iimf nkdx = 0. (5.65)
L—oo k>0 By, (0)
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For anyy € Cg"(RZ), integration by parts gives

fr]Atde = |imf nApdx
R? Lo Jr2\By, (0)

lim (—f n6V<pd0'+f 903v77d0'+f tpAndX). (5.66)
Lo dB1/.(0) 9B1/.(0) R2\B1,(0)

It is clear that

f ndypdo = lim f n0ypdo

9B1,.(0) k=eo JoB,, (0)

lim (f r]kAcde+f VnngodX)
k=0 \JBy1,1(0) B1,L(0)

lim (f r]kAcde+f tp[)vnkda—f tpAr]kdX).(S.G?)
k=00 \UB1,(0) 9B1,.(0) B1/(0)

Moreover, by Proposition 4.1 and (5126), there exists somnstantC such that

Vi) = @x(rd)re Vuk(Xik + rex)l < C/Ix
for all x € By, (0). This together witH (5.59) leads to

lim |imfv wd,ndo »(0) I|m |Imfv 0ymkdor
L—oo k—>oo 3B1/|_(0) L—oo koo 3B1/|_(0)

©(0) I|m lim f Andx
B1,.(0)

L—oo k—oo

= 0.
As a consequence
lim f wdyndo = I|m lim f wd,nkdo = 0. (5.68)
L—oo (')BUL(O) L—oo k>0 ﬁBl/L(O)

Inserting [5.5B),[(5.39)[(5.65], (5)67) and (3.68) ificka), we obtain

fr]Atde— |Imf aoez’hde=f o€ pdx.
L=eo JR2\By,, (0) R2

Thereforey is a distributional solution to the equation
—Apen = € in RZ

By the regularity theory for elliptic equations, see for exde ([4], Chapter 2)y € C*(RR?). By
a result of Chen-Lil[5],

n(X)—Ig —log v,

and thus

ldx = 4—”

2 o
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This completes the proof of the lemma. O

It follows from Lemma 5.6 that
lim lim N(rif /L, Lrf*Y) = ag f #“Vdx = 4n.
—00 K—00 R2

This together with[{5.48) gives
C 0 | (1) _
lim lim N(s, L) = 4.
By the inductive hypothesisH; 3),
fm Jim AL ) = fim fim (Au(s?) + N L)
= An(f+1).
Now we set{" ™(x) = g(r“ D) @(x) — @(r*?)). Similar to Lemma 5.2, we have

Lemma 5.7 For any e > 0, let """ = T{*D(¢) > r* pe the minimal number such that

o(TEY) = ep(r™™). Then (/T — 0as k — co. Moreover, for any b< 2 and
syficiently large k, L, there holds

- (t+1)
w*D(r) < blog kT +C forall Lr™D<r<T"D

where C is a constant depending only@nand (%, g), and we have
lim N(s, T¢) = 4.

Proof. Since the proof is completely analogous to that of Lemma éx2ept that instead of
Proposition 3.1 we shall use Lemma 5.6, the details are editere. O

For suitables™ = T{*Y(,), wheree, \, 0 is chosen such thai(s™) — oo ask — oo
andr“D/dY — 0 ask — co. Moreover

i (C+1)y _
lim Ax(g™) = 4n(¢ + 1),
and o
im i £+1) (6+1
Jim lim Ni(Lr, ™. 57) =0.
By the definition ofs*?,
‘pk(q((nl))

————— =0 forany L>0.
L)

Hence H,.1) holds. This completes Step 2, and thus the proof of Prapasit 1.
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5.2. Quantization for non-simple blow-up points

In this subsection, we shall prove a quantization resultfor-simple blow-up points. We as-

sume thak' is a non-simple blow-up point of order, namely there exists a subgit - - - ,im} C
{1,---,N} such thatdg(x',x;) = O for all £ € {iy,---,im} anddyg(Xj,x?) > O forall j €
{1,--- N} \ {ig,---,im}. In particular,i € {i1,---,in}. Take an isothermal coordinate system

(U, ¢; {xt, x}) neanx’, whereU c X is a neighborhood of such thak*j‘ ¢ U, the closure ob for

alljefd,--- ,N}\{ir,---,imh¢:U > QcR? is a diteomorphism witlp(x") = (0, 0). We can
find somes > 0 such thaiB,s(0) c Q. In this coordinate system, the metge= e‘”(dx12 +dx?)

for some smooth functios : Q — R with (0, 0) = 0. We shall prove the following result.

Proposition 5.8 Let W, U, Tk, T, Xix @nd X be as in Proposition 3.1. Suppose thétis a
non-simple blow-up point of order m as above. Then up to aemuEnce, there exists some
positive integer | such that

lim f (IVgul + TU2)dvg = f (IVgUeol? + 7o UZ)dVg + 4rl, (5.69)
where U is a neighborhood of xhosen as above.

Similarly as before we denofk = ¢(xj) for j € {i1,- - ,im}, Uk = ukoqu,’r"k = 101, and
fo(%, T() = F(¢7109, u(@72(9)). Letgk = ¢, Ax = AD andNy = N be as defined if{5.2),
(5.3) and[(5.4) respectively. The proof of Proposition 5iBlve divided into several steps below.

Step 1. Blow-up analysis at the scalgg), where

1
N () R i % X
=p == _inf Xk — Xikl-
PRI G g Mg Pk ™ X
By Proposition 3.1 we have lim,q, limy_e Ak(Lrik) = 4. Letrl((l) = r;x. We distinguish the
following two cases to proceed.

Case 1 there exists som@ < ¢ < 1 such that for all te [I’l((l),pk] there holdsp(t) > eocpk(rl((l));

Case 2 for anye > 0 there exists a minimal T= T(e¢) € [I’I((l),pk] such thaip(Tk) = etpk(rl((l)).

In Case 1, the decay estimate that we established in Lemmai®&ins valid on r[ff),pk].
Moreover
LIim Ilim Ak() = 4r

for any sequencs, satisfyingsc/px — 0 andsk/rl((l) — o0 ask — co. The concentration analysis
at scales up to(ox) is complete.

In Case 2, as before we can find numbgts< pi with @i (sY) — oo ask — oo, Ak(s”) —
4r ask — oo, andek(s”) /e(Lr) — 0 for anyL > 1 ask — co. We proceed by iteration
up to some maximal indey > 1 where either Case 1 dr(5]40) holds with final ragff?, 5,
respectively. Hence

lim A(S) = dnbo,  lim (s()/a(Lr®) = 0, VL > 1 (5.70)
34



and
Ilim Nk(q(f"),tk) =0 for any sequence = 0(ox). (5.71)

This leads to
lim lim N(s“, pi/L) = 0. (5.72)

For otherwise, we can find somg > 0 such that up to a subsequence

lim Ne(”, o) > Jim Ne((, pi/L) > wo
forall L > 1. Taket; € (S‘(fO),pk) such that

1
; (o) ¢
0< i!me Nk(s. %, ) < 2Cy’ (5.73)

whereCy is a constant as in Lemma 5.3. Then by Lemma 5.4 we have
i i (o) ¢ _
fim lim Ni(s”., t/L) = 0.

In view of (5.71) and[{5.73), there exists some> 0 such that up to a subsequenez voox
for all k. This immediately implied(5.72) and completes Step 1.

To proceed, we introduce several terminologies concertiirgclassification of blow-up
points near’. Define a set
X = XD = (X0 X,

where eaclx;y, j € {i1, - ,im}, denotes a sequencef). In the sequel we do not distinguish
sequencesx{y) and pointsx;k. Lett, > 0 be a bounded sequence. For grg/{i1,- - ,im}, we
define ay-equivalent class associated to the sequengcby

[Xiadt = {Xex  dg(Xeks Xj) = O(t). € € fin. -+ .iml}.-

The total number of sequences ) fl;, is called the order of¥j]y,. In particular, the order of
[xj,k]p<k1> is exactly one, while the order ok].]s is m. Actually we have Xjx]s = X. Moreover,
if Xk € [Xjklt, thenXjk € [Xexly. Also, if [Xjlt N [Xekly, # @, then Ky, = [Xexlt. Hence
every subset oX can be divided into seversl-equivalent classes, any two of which have no
intersection.

For any 1< ¢ < m, we say that the propertyA,) holds for somey-equivalent classxj]s,
of order¢, if either (@) there existry > 0 and integed () such that for somey > 0 and all
t € [r t] there holdspt (t) > eopl” (i), AP (Lr) — 471D andND(Lry, /L) — 0 ask — oo
first, and therL — oo; or (b) there exist sequenceg < s < tx and an integet() such that
oP(s9/e(Lry) — 0 ask — oo foranyL > 1, A(t/L) — 41D andND(s, t/L) — 0 as
k — oo first, and therL — co. While we say that the propertyAy) holds, if there exits some
j € {is,--- ,im} and integet ® such than\" (/L) — 4x10) ask — oo first, and therL — co.

According to Proposition 5.1, when = 1, (A;) holds. Wherm > 1, we letpxo = pk and
pkj (1 < j < m-1) be defined as i (5.88) arld (5.92) below. It follows frompStethat (A1)
holds for anytx-equivalent class of order one, where

tx € {ok0, "+ > Pkm-1}- (5.74)
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We now we make an induction procedure on both ordetg-efjuivalent class aneh. Suppose
that for some integer > 1, whenm = v, the property f#,) holds; while wherm > v, the prop-

erty (A,) holds for anytc-equivalent class of order & ¢ < v, wherety is as in [5.7%). We shall
prove the following: Whem = v + 1, the propertyf,.1) holds; Whemm > v + 1, the property
(Ay) holds for anyty-equivalent class of orderd ¢ < v + 1, wherety is as in [5.7%#). Assuming
this induction argument is complete, we conclude tt¥at) holds for any integem. It is easy to

see that((5.89) follows immediately frofig,) and the fact that — Ue. in CiL (S\ {X;, - - , X'}).

In the next two steps, we shall prove that{) holds form = v + 1. In Step 4, we shall prove
that (A,) holds for anyty-equivalent class of orderd ¢ < v + 1, wherety is as in [5.74).

Step 2. Blow-up analysis at the scale

Letm = v + 1. Now we turn to carry out blow-up analysis at the sgal@earX x. We first
assume that for sorme> 1 there exists some sequengg Such thapy /L < Rq(Xk) < [Xk—Xikl <
Lok and _

IXk — X 1 2Tk (%) Fic (X, Tic(X)) = vo > O. (5.75)

By Proposition 4.1 we may assume twat— X x| = px. The following estimate is important for
our subsequent analysis.

Lemma 5.9 Assuming[(5.75), we hav&(ox)/¢k(r*) — 0as k— co.
Proof. If we suppose that there exists soge- 0 such thatpk(ox) > eotpk(rl(f‘))), then we set
WX = @e(r )X - (), xe Q.

Similar to Lemma 5.2, there holds for ahy 2

I’%)
Wi(r) < blog "r +C (5.76)

forallr e [rl(fO),pk]. Let 8¢ be as defined in(5.18). By (H5) aniil Y of Proposition 3.1, we find
some uniform constari@ such that

r|(f0)‘,0k(r|(([0))9k(r|((€0)) < C (577)

Hence we obtain

X = X a0 06) Fie(X6 Tu()) < Cpfeor(or)bk(ow)
2
o | eklok)  6klox)
i C(r'(‘%))2"0"(rl(<€°))9k(f|(f°))[ (fo)] o (1) g (r @)y
Mg o(r®) g (rl®)
< C (Pk/ rl((é’o))Z L+o(L) (¢ (o)~ 20
< € (pk/rl((&)))z (1+0(1))(L+€0)Wi(ox)
2 (1+o(IN(Lre)b
< Clow/r@) R g -
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ask — oo, if we chooseb < 2 such that (& )b > 2. Here the first inequality follows from
Proposition 4.1, the second one follows from (H4), (H5) d&d{), while the third one is a
consequence of our assumptigr(ox) > eo<pk(r|(f°)), and the last one is implied by (5176). The
contradiction between (5.178) arid (5.75) ends the proof@fémma. O

Lemma 5.9 implies that for any> 0 there exist € [r{?, pi] such thata(Ti) = epi(r().
Hence at scales up to ordefox) we end up with[(5.40), whereis replaced byy. The desired
guantization result at the scalgthen is a consequence of the following result.

Lemma 5.10 Assuming[(5.45), then up to a subsequence we can find@&ome, such that
lim 1 - % 1 20 (%) Tie( %, Tie( %)) = o (5.79)
Moreover there exist a finite s&t, c R? such that
— — — 2
1(X) = T(X) (Uk(Xi k + okX) = Tk(Xc)) — 1(X) = log N R
in Ct

loc

(R?\ S.) as k— oo,
Proof. It is obvious that[(5.79) holds for sonag > v > 0. Define

Vk(Y) = T(Xik + poxY)
forye Qg ={y e R? : X + pxy € Q). Let
Xjk — Xik
Yik = ——
Pk

and '

Si=8Y ={yjk:j=ir i)
Without loss of generality we assume eithygk| — oo oryjx — yj, j = i1,---,i,+1, and we let
Sw =S¥ be the set of accumulation points®&f. Also we let

Xk — Xik
Pk

be the scaled points o for which (5.75%) holds and which satisfypx| = 1. Moreover we can
assume/ox — Yo ask — oo.

Sincety(xx) — oo by (5.7%) andS., is a finite set, we have by using Proposition 4.1 and a
standard covering argument that

Yok =

Vi — Uk(%) — O locally uniformly onR?\ S,, (5.80)
ask — 0. Using the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.6, werobtai
mc—n i Cig(R*\ Sw),
wheren € C*(R?\ S.,) satisfies the equation

—Agen = ag€”  in R?\ S..
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It follows from (5.80) thatv/Tik(x) — 1 locally uniformly onR? \ S.,. For anyL > 1 we write

KL = BL(0) \ (Vyes.. Bs/L(Yj))-
Combining (H4), (H5),[[Z13) and{5.80), we can estimate
f dx < lim lim f X (avouma+355) g
R2 Lo koo Jie, Ti(X)
T f(X T
im "mf Uk (X +pk~><) k(X +pr’ UK+ pX)) o
Loookoeo Ji, Uk (X40) fic (X, Ui (X))

A

IA

C . C
—limsup | ucfi(x, u)dvg < —.
Y0 koo > Yo

Sinceyjx — Yyj ask — oo, we can take dticiently largeL andk such thatBy, (y;) C
BoL(Yjx) andBy, (Yik) N Ba(Yek) = @ for anya # j. Moreover let¢ be the order of the
pr-equivalent classxji],. Clearly¢ < v. By our inductive assumptionA,) holds for [X;],,.
Noting that Lemma 5.9 excludes the possibility of Case 1 V\ﬁt)rreplaced by,‘f‘)), we can find
sequenceq‘j) < sf(j) such that

lim oS /oLrPy =0, vL=1. (5.81)
and ) D
H H J J _
Jim lim N,"(s”, p/L) = 0, (5.82)

Note again thayjx — yj ask — co. There exists some constadt which may depends dg;]
but not onk, such thafXjx — Xkl < Cok. For anyX,x € [Xj«ln, we can take some lardg such
that|Xjx — Xoxl = pk/(2Lo) for all suficiently largek. Recalling thatx« — X x| = px and applying
Proposition 4.1, we obtain

Uk(X) < inf_ T+C
OBy /Lo (Xik)

for some uniform constar€. As in the proof of Lemma 5.2, we can find another uniform
constantC such that for alk € By, /1, (Xjx)

w(x) = inf  w-C
OB /Lo (Xik)

These two estimates immediately imply the existence of samiferm constan€ such that

Uk(Xx) < Uk(X) + C for all x € By, /L (Xjx), (5.83)

provided that. > Lo. Note thatg = &/ (dxt”+dx2%) for some smooth functiop with (0, 0) = 0.
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By the equation{1]2), we have for large
f |AgemildXx < f P20 e (K i + X, Vie(X)) €/ K
Ba(yj) By (yj)

; f 2T (T ok + PV TP x
B, (y;)

IA

f P24 F (R + 0% V() @79l
Bo(yjk)

o BT+ pogu9e
B/ (Yik)

f Te(%) (F(y: Ty) + Tu(y)Tic(y) ) €”dly.
]szk/ L (ij)

With the help of [5.81)E5.83) and an obvious analogy To@h.2e obtain

lim Iimf |Agzn|dx = 0,
L—oo koo ]Bl/L(Yj)

analogous td(5.59). In the same way of proving (b.65) we get

lim Iimf nkdx = 0.
L—oo k>0 Bl/L(Yj)

In view of (5.83), we can find some uniform const&nsuch that for ally € 9B1,.(y;)

Uk(%0) /U(Xjk + k) < C,
which together with Proposition 4.1 leads to
Iy = YikllVr2nk(Y)] = [Xik + prX = X k[Uk (X)) V2 Uk(Xi k + pxX)| < C.
This gives
[Vrzm(Y)l < c
. <=

eIk ly =il
for all y € 0By, (y;), provided thak is suficiently large. Then we obtain an analogy[to (5.68),
namely, for anyp € C(R?)

|imf pd,ndo = |imf ndygpdo = 0.
L= JaBy (y) L= JaBy (v)

This excludesy; as a singular point of as in Lemma 5.6. Sincg; is any point ofS.,, we
conclude thay is a smooth solution to the equation

—Apen = p€”" in RZ

The remaining part of the conclusions of the lemma followesifra result of Chen-LL[5]. O
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Define a set
ALk = {xeQ:p/L < R«(X) < IX—%ikl < Lok} . (5.84)

It follows from Proposition 4.1 thati(X)/Uk(x) — 1 uniformly in A_x ask — co. Thus by
Lemma 5.10, in case df (5.]75) there holds

im tim f TR TYAX = ag lim lim f ~uk(x)ﬂ<(X, Lik(x)) dx

L—0o k—co Ak L—cok—eo ALk uk(xk) fk(Xk’ Uk(Xk))
= Cyo ez’i(x)dX

RZ
= wZ (5.85)
@
Let .
X1 = X} = (Xj 1 3C > 0 such thaiX; — Xl < Cpx for all k}. (5.86)

We can divideX, ; into severapg-equivalent classes with their orders no more thaRecalling
our inductive assumptionA,) with 1 < ¢ < v and using[{5.85), we can find some integsuch
that

leo Ilm Ax(Loy) = 4n(1+1).

On the other hand, if{5.75) does not hold, we have

L—0co k—oo

lim lim f T fie(x, T)dx = 0. (5.87)
ALk
The energy estimate at the scajeagain is finished.

Step 3. Blow-up analysis at scales exceeging
Now we deal with blow-up analysis at scales exceegingearx; k. Write
Xio = {Xipks =+ » Xip k-
Recalling [5.8b), we let

(5.88)

i inf Wi—'kj'k‘ it Xio\ X1 # @
Pkl = ,08)1 = XjkeXko\Xk1 ’ ’
» 2 if Xeo\ Xe1=9.

From this definition it follows thapy 1/pxk — o ask — . Then, using the obvious analogy of
Lemma 5.4, either we have
limlim Ne(Lpie. prea/L) = O,

and we iterate to the next scale; or there exist a sequgisceh thaty/px — oo, tx/pk1 — 0 as
k — oo and up to a subsequence such that
Pk(tc) = vo > 0O for all largek. (5.89)

The argument then depends on whether (5.75) or(5.87) hbidsase of[(5.75), as in Lemma
5.9, the bound(5.89) and Lemma 5.10 imply thaftc)/¢k(ox) — 0 ask — oo. Then we can
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argue as in[(5.40) far € [Lox, ok 1/L] for sufficiently largeL, and we can continue as before to
resolve concentrations in this range of scales.

In case of[(5.87) we further need to distinguish whetherQbot Case 1 holds at the final
stage of our analysis at scale@y). Recalling that in case df (5.40) we hale (5.70) dnd (5.72),
in view of (587) for a suitable sequence of numbgfssuch thats) /o — oo, t/s) — o as
k — co we obtain

lim fim A& - Y, AP =0, (5.90)
Xjk€Xi1
WhereAﬁ')(r) andrl(fg)) are computed as above with respect to the blow-up qunand)~(k,1 is
the modular set containing al-equivalent classes &f 1, whence the distance between any two
points ofXy 1 is greater thafp, for some constant > 0. In particular, with such a choice qﬂ
we find the immediate quantization result

i (0)y _
@l Ax(§7) = 4nl

for some positive integdr. Here again we use the inductive assumption tixa) bolds for all
pk-equivalent classes of ordémwith 1 < ¢ < v. While in Case 1 if we assume there is some
€ > 0 such that

(i)
a(89) > eopr(Lr®Y) (5.91)

(j)
forallr e [Lr,° , s%], then as before we have

e i)y o6 (0
lim lim NP(Lr,*”, §7) = 0.
This contradicts{5.90) sincg)/px — oo ask — co and the modular séf,; has at least two
elements. This implies thdf (5J91) does not hold and up tobaesguence there holds for any
L>1

> 0
1

<Pk(51(<,
‘Pk(l-r|(( °))

for all xjx € )~(k,1 where Case 1 holds. Then we can continue to resolve contiens@n the
range K. pi.1/L] as before.
We then proceed by iteration. F6e 2 we inductively define the sets

Xir = X{) = {Xjx : 3C > 0 such thafXjx - %ixl < Cpx,-1 for all k}

and let

; X=Xl
4 inf =522 it Xeo \ Xee # 9
Okt = pg)[ ={ Xjk€Xio\Xe 2 (5.92)
' 0, if Xk,O \ Xk,g = .

Iteratively carrying out the above analysis at all scalgs exhausting all blow-up points;, up
to a subsequence we obtain quantization resulkfer Then Step 3 is finished.
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It follows from Step 2 and Step 3 that there exists some imtegach that
LIim I!im Ak(6/L) = 4nrl, (5.93)

different analogous to Lemma 5.5. Here and in the setjuedy denote dferent integer. Hence
the property Ai,) holds wherm = v + 1.

Step 4(A;) holdsforl < £ < v+ 1whenm> v + 1.

Whenm > v + 1, by our inductive assumption#) holds for all 1< ¢ < v, it suffices to
prove that {A,.1) holds for anyt,-equivalent classy ], of orderv + 1, wherej € {iy, -+ ,im}
andty is as in [5.7%). This is completely analogous to tlr@g] holds in the case ah = v + 1,
which we proved above, except that (3.93) is replaced by

i i 0) —
lim i![rgo AL (t/L) = 4nl
for some integel. We omit the details here. This ends Step 4. O

Proposition 5.8 follows from the propertyg,) and the last assertion of Proposition 3.1.

6. Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1. . gt— X" ask — co0, 1 <i < N, be
as in Proposition 3.1. In view of possible non-simple blogvpwints, without loss of generality,
we may assume for songe< N, X7, - - -, xgare diferentfrom each otherand € {x, - - -, X3 for
anyg+ 1< ¢ < N. Forany 1< i < g, we take an isothermal coordinate syste ¢;; {x*, x*})
nearx’ such thaii(x’) = (0,0) andU; = ¢;1(B;(0)), wheres is chosen sfiiciently small such
thatU; does not contain aro;i]f with j € {1,---,qg}\ {i}. It follows from Propositions 5.1 and 5.8
that for some integel) there holds

lim lim f Uk fie(%, U)dvg = 47l ©,
¢ (Bs,L(0))

L—oo k—oo

By Proposition 3.1y — U in CL(Z\ (X}, - , X;}) ask — co. hence

lim Iimf ukfk(x,uk)dvgzfumfk(x,uoo)dvg.
Loeok=oo J5\Ul 674 (Bs L (0) z

Combining these two estimates, we obtain

q
lim f Uk Fie (X, L) dvg = f Ueo T (X, uw)dvg+47rZI(i).
k— o0 5 5 —

This together with[{1]2) leads to

q
lim [ (IVgu? + Te)dvg = | (VgUeol? + 7ol )V + 47 > 10,
k—co Js 5 —
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In view of (2.8), or particularly[{Z}4), we then have

i — (0]
lim J(u) = Juo(Uss) + 471'ZI .

q
i=1

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O
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