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ABSTRACT. Given a compact four dimensional manifold, we prove existence of conformal metrics with
constant @-curvature under generic assumptions. The problem amounts to solving a fourth-order non-
linear elliptic equation with variational structure. Since the corresponding Euler functional is in general
unbounded from above and from below, we employ topological methods and min-max schemes, jointly
with the compactness result of [35].
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1 Introduction

In recent years, much attention has been devoted to the study of partial differential equations on mani-
folds, in order to understand some connections between analytic and geometric properties of these objects.

A basic example is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on a compact surface (X, g). Under the conformal
change of metric § = e2"g, we have

(1) Ay = e_zwAg; -Agw+ K4 = ng2w,

where A, and K, (resp. Aj and Kj) are the Laplace-Beltrami operator and the Gauss curvature of
(3, 9) (resp. of (¥,g)). From the above equation one recovers in particular the conformal invariance of
fz K4dV,, which is related to the topology of ¥ through the Gauss-Bonnet formula

(2) / KV, = 2mx(%),

where x(X) is the Euler characteristic of . Of particular interest is the classical Uniformization Theorem,
which asserts that every compact surface carries a (conformal) metric with constant curvature.

On four dimensional manifolds there exists a conformally covariant operator, the Paneitz operator, which
enjoys analogous properties to the Laplace-Beltrami operator on surfaces, and to which is associated a
natural concept of curvature. This operator, introduced by Paneitz, [38], [39], and the corresponding
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Q-curvature, introduced in [6], are defined in terms of Ricci tensor Ric, and scalar curvature R, of the
manifold (M, g) as

. 2 .
(3) Pg(‘P) = A?;‘P + divg (gRgg - 2Rlcg) dp;

1 .
(4) Qy = =15 (Ag Ry — F5 + 3| Ricy|*)

where ¢ is any smooth function on M. The behavior (and the mutual relation) of P, and ), under a
conformal change of metric § = e?%g is given by

(5) Py = e_4ng; Pyw +2Q,4 = 2Q§e4w'

Apart from the analogy with (1), we have an extension of the Gauss-Bonnet formula which is the following

(6) /M (Qg + W[;GF) dV, = 4r*x (M),

where W, denotes the Weyl tensor of (M,g) and x (M) the Euler characteristic. In particular, since

|W,|* dV, is a pointwise conformal invariant, it follows that the integral of Q, over M is also a conformal
invariant, which is usually denoted with the symbol

(7) kp= [ QgdVy.
M

We refer for example to the survey [18] for more details.

To mention some first geometric properties of P, and @4, we discuss some results of Gursky, [29] (see
also [28]). If a manifold of non-negative Yamabe class Y (g) (this means that there is a conformal metric
with non-negative constant scalar curvature) satisfies kp > 0, then the kernel of P, are only the constants
and Py > 0, namely Py is a non-negative operator. If in addition Y (g) > 0, then the first Betti number
of M vanishes, unless (M, g) is conformally equivalent to a quotient of S x R. On the other hand, if
Y(g) > 0, then kp < 872, with the equality holding if and only if (M, g) is conformally equivalent to the
standard sphere.

As for the Uniformization Theorem, one can ask whether every four-manifold (M, g) carries a conformal
metric g for which the corresponding Q-curvature Q; is a constant. Writing § = €2*g, by (5) the problem
amounts to finding a solution of the equation

(8) Pyw +2Q, = 2Qe*,

where @ is a real constant. By the regularity results in [43], critical points of the following functional
(9) I1(u) = (Pyu,u) + 4 / QqudVy — kplog / et dvy; u € H*(M),
M M

which are weak solutions of (8), are also strong solutions. Here H?(M) is the space of functions on M
which are of class L?, together with their first and second derivatives, and the symbol (Pyu,v) stands for

(10) (Pyu,v) = / (AguAgv + gRngu - Vv — 2(RicyV 4u, ng)> avy for u,v € H*(M).
M

Problem (8) has been solved in [16] for the case in which kerP, = R, P, is a non-negative operator
and kp < 872. By the above-mentioned result of Gursky, sufficient conditions for these assumptions to
hold are that Y (g) > 0 and that kp > 0 (and (M, g) is not conformal to the standard sphere). Notice
that if Y(g) > 0 and kp = 872, then (M, g) is conformally equivalent to the standard sphere and clearly



in this situation (8) admits a solution. More general conditions for the above hypotheses to hold have
been obtained by Gursky and Viaclovsky in [30]. Under the assumptions in [16], by the Adams inequality

- 1
log/ Dy, < 8—2<Pgu,u> +C, u e H*(M),
M ™

where w is the average of u and where C depends only on M, the functional IT is bounded from below
and coercive, hence solutions can be found as global minima. The result in [16] has also been extended in
[10] to higher-dimensional manifolds (regarding higher-order operators and curvatures) using a geometric
flow.

The solvability of (8), under the above hypotheses, has been useful in the study of some conformally
invariant fully non-linear equations, as is shown in [13]. Some remarkable geometric consequences of this
study, given in [12], [13], are the following. If a manifold of positive Yamabe class satisfies [, Q4dV, > 0,
then there exists a conformal metric with positive Ricci tensor, and hence M has finite fundamental
group. Furthermore, under the additional quantitative assumption [,, QudVy > % [}, |[Wy|?dVy, M must
be diffeomorphic to the standard four-sphere or to the standard projective space. Finally, we also point
out that the Paneitz operator and the Q-curvature (together with their higher-dimensional analogues,
see [5], [6], [26], [27]) appear in the study of Moser-Trudinger type inequalities, log-determinant formulas
and the compactification of locally conformally flat manifolds, [7], [8], [14], [15], [16].

We are interested here in extending the uniformization result in [16], namely to find solutions of (8) under
more general assumptions. Our result is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Suppose ker P, = {constants}, and assume that kp # 8kmw? for k = 1,2,.... Then
(M, g) admits a conformal metric with constant Q-curvature.

Remark 1.2 (a) Our assumptions are conformally invariant and generic, so the result applies to a large
class of four manifolds, and in particular to some manifolds of negative curvature or negative Yamabe
class. Note that, in view of [29], it is not clear whether or not a manifold of negative Yamabe class
satisfies the assumptions of the result in [16]. For example, products of two negatively-curved surfaces
might have total Q-curvature greater than 872, see [24].

(b) Under these assumptions, imposing the volume normalization fM e*vdV, =1, the set of solutions
(which is non-empty) is bounded in C™ (M) for any integer m, by Theorem 1.3 in [35], see also [25].

(¢) Theorem 1.1 does NOT cover the case of locally conformally flat manifolds with positive and even
Euler characteristic, by (6).

Our assumptions include those made in [16] and one (or both) of the following two possibilities

(11) kp € (8kw?,8(k + 1)m?), for some k € N;

(12) P, possesses k (counted with multiplicity) negative eigenvalues.

In these cases the functional 17 is unbounded from below, and hence it is necessary to find extremals which
are possibly saddle points. This is done using a new min-max scheme, which we are going to describe
below, depending on kp and the spectrum of P, (in particular on the number of negative eigenvalues k,
counted with multiplicity). By classical arguments, the scheme yields a Palais-Smale sequence, namely a
sequence (u;); € H?(M) satisfying the following properties

(13) II(u;) = c € R; I'(w) =0 as | — +o00.

We can also assume that such a sequence (u;); satisfies the volume normalization

(14) /M et dV, =1 for all 1.



This is always possible since the functional I7 is invariant under the transformation v — u + a, where a
is any real constant. Then, to achieve existence, one should prove for example that (u;); is bounded, or
to prove a similar compactness criterion.

In order to do this, we apply a procedure from [40], used in [22], [31], [42]. For p in a neighborhood
of 1, we define the functional 11, : H*(M) — R by

11,(u) = (Pyu,u) + 4p/ QqdVy — 4pkp 1og/ et dvy, u € H*(M),
M M

whose critical points give rise to solutions of the equation
(15) Pyu+2pQg = 2pkpe™ in M.

One can then define the min-max scheme for different values of p and prove boundedness of some Palais-
Smale sequence for p belonging to a set A which is dense in some neighborhood of 1, see Section 5. This
implies solvability of (15) for p € A. We then apply the following result from [35], with Q; = p;Q,, where
(p1)i € A and p — 1.

Theorem 1.3 (/35]) Suppose ker P, = {constants} and that (u;); is a sequence of solutions of
(16) Pyup +2Q; = 2kje*™ in M,

satisfying (14), where k; = fM Q1dVy, and where Q; — Qo in C°(M). Assume also that

(17) ko := / QodV, # 8kn? fork=1,2,....
M

Then (u;); is bounded in C*(M) for any a € (0,1).

We are going to give now a brief description of the scheme and an heuristic idea of its construction. We
describe it for the functional IT only, but the same considerations hold for I, if |p — 1| is sufficiently
small. It is a standard method in critical point theory to find extrema by looking at the difference of
topology between sub or superlevels of the functionals. In our specific case we investigate the structure
of the sublevels {IT < —L}, where L is a large positive number. Looking at the form of the functional
IT, see (9), one can image two ways for attaining large negative values.

The first, assuming (11), is by bubbling. In fact, for a given point € M and for A > 0, consider the
following function

(4) =1o %
Prz(y) = log 1+ N2dist(y,x)2 )’

where dist(-,-) denotes the metric distance on M. Then for \ large one has e***= ~ §, (the Dirac mass
at ), where e*¥*= represents the volume density of a four sphere attached to M at the point z, and
one can show that I1(py ) — —oo as A — +oo. Similarly, for k given in (11) and for x1,...,z, € M,
t1,...,tp > 0, it is possible to construct an appropriate function ¢ of the above form (near each x;)
with e¥ ~ Zle ti04,, and on which I still attains large negative values. Precise estimates are given in
Section 4 and in the appendix. Since IT stays invariant if e*% is multiplied by a constant, we can assume
that Ele t; = 1. On the other hand, if e*® is concentrated at k + 1 distinct points of M, it is possible
to prove, using an improved Moser-Trudinger inequality from Section 2, that IT(p) cannot attain large
negative values anymore, see Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4. From this argument we see that one is led naturally
to consider the family M} of elements Zle t;05, with (z;); € M, and Zle t; = 1, known in literature
as the formal set of barycenters of M of order k, which we are going to discuss in more detail below.

The second way to attain large negative values, assuming (12), is by considering the negative-definite
part of the quadratic form (Pyu,u). Letting V' C H?(M) denote the direct sum of the eigenspaces of P,
corresponding to negative eigenvalues, the functional I7 will tend to —oo on the boundaries of large balls
in V, namely boundaries sets homeomorphic to the unit ball BY of R*.



Having these considerations in mind, we will use for the min-max scheme a set, denoted by A, 7,

which is constructed using some contraction of the product My, x Blz, see formula (21) and the figure in
Section 2 (when kp < 872, we just take the sphere S*~! instead of A, ). It is possible indeed to map

(non-trivially) this set into H2(M) in such a way that the functional IT on the image is close to —oo, see
Section 4. On the other hand, it is also possible to do the opposite, namely to map appropriate sublevels
of IT into Ak %, see Section 3. The composition of these two maps turns out to be homotopic to the
identity on Ak % (which is non-contractible by Corollary 3.8) and therefore they are both topologically
non-trivial.

Some comments are in order. For the case k = 1 and k = 0, which is presented in [24], the min-max
scheme is similar to that used in [22], where the authors study a mean field equation depending on a real
parameter A (and prove existence for A € (8w, 167)). Solutions for large values of A have been obtained
recently by Chen and Lin, [19], [20], using blow-up analysis and degree theory. See also the papers [32],
[34], [42] and references therein for related results. The construction presented in this paper has been
recently used in Djadli [23] to study this problem as well when A\ # 8km and without any assumption on
the topology on the surface. Our method has also been employed by Malchiodi and Ndiaye [36] for the
study of the 2 x 2 Toda system.

The set of barycenters My (see Subsection 3.1 for more comments or references) has been used
crucially in literature for the study of problems with lack of compactness, see [3], [4]. In particular,
for Yamabe-type equations (including the Yamabe equation and several other applications), it has been
used to understand the structure of the critical points at infinity (or asymptotes) of the Euler functional,
namely the way compactness is lost through a pseudo-gradient flow. Our use of the set My, although
the map ® of Section 4 presents some analogies with the Yamabe case, is of different type since it is
employed to reach low energy levels and not to study critical points at infinity. As mentioned above, we
consider a projection onto the k-barycenters My, but starting only from functions in {17 < —L}, whose
concentration behavior is not as clear as that of the asymptotes for the Yamabe equation. Here also a
technical difficulty arises. The main point is that, while in the Yamabe case all the coefficients ¢; are
bounded away from zero, in our case they can be arbitrarily small, and hence it is not so clear what the
choice of the points z; and the numbers ¢; should be when projecting. Indeed, when k > 1 M}, is not
a smooth manifold but a stratified set, namely union of sets of different dimensions (the maximal one
is bk — 1, when all the z;’s are distinct and all the ¢;’s are positive). To construct a continuous global
projection takes us some work, and this is done in Section 3.

The cases which are not included in Theorem 1.1 should be more delicate, especially when kp is an integer
multiple of 872. In this case non-compactness is expected, and the problem should require an asymptotic
analysis as in [3], or a fine blow-up analysis as in [32], [19], [20]. Some blow-up behavior on open flat
domains of R* is studied in [2].

A related question in this context arises for the standard sphere (kp = 872), where one could ask
for the analogue of the Nirenberg’s problem. Precisely, since the Q-curvature of the standard metric is
constant, a natural problem is to deform the metric conformally in such a way that the curvature becomes
a given function f on S*. Equation (8) on the sphere admits a non-compact family of solutions (classified
n [17]), which all arise from conformal factors of Mobius transformations. In order to tackle this loss of
compactness, usually finite-dimensional reductions of the problem are used, jointly with blow-up analysis
and Morse theory. Some results in this direction are given in [11], [37] and [44] (see also references therein
for results on the Nirenberg’s problem on S?).

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we collect some notation and preliminary results,
based on an improved Moser-Trudinger type inequality. We also introduce the set Ak 7 used to perform
the min-max construction. In Section 3 then we show how to map the sublevels {II < —L} into A, 7.
We begin by analyzing some properties of the k-barycenters as a stratified set, in order to understand
the component of the projection involving the set My, which is the most delicate. Then we turn to the



construction of the global map. In Section 4 we show how to embed A, 7 into the sublevel {I] < —L}
for L arbitrarily large. This requires long and delicate estimates, some of which are carried out in the
appendix (which also contains other technical proofs). Finally in Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.1, defining
a min-max scheme based on the construction of Akﬁ, solving the modified problem (15), and applying
Theorem 1.3.

An announcement of the present results is given in the preliminary note [24].
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2 Notation and preliminaries

In this section we fix our notation and we recall some useful known facts. We state in particular an
inequality of Moser-Trudinger type for functions in H2(M), an improved version of it and some of its
consequences.

The symbol B, (p) denotes the metric ball of radius r and center p, while dist(z,y) stands for the
distance between two points x,y € M. H?(M) is the Sobolev space of the functions on M which are in
L?(M) together with their first and second derivatives. The symbol | - || will denote the norm of H?(M).
Ifue H*(M), u = ﬁ fM udVy, stands for the average of u. For [ points z1,...,2; € M which all lie in a
small metric ball, and for [ non-negative numbers aj, . .., o, we will consider conver combinations of the
form 22:1 a;x;, oy > 0, >, a; = 1. To do this, we can consider the embedding of M into some R™ given
by Whitney’s theorem, take the convex combination of the images of the points (z;);, and project it onto
the image of M (which we identify with M itself). If dist(z;,z;) < & for £ sufficiently small, i,7 = 1,...,1,

then this operation is well-defined and moreover we have dist (xj, Zli:1 ai:vi) < 2¢forevery j=1,...,1.

Note that these elements are just points, not to be confused with the formal barycenters > ;d,,.

Large positive constants are always denoted by C, and the value of C' is allowed to vary from formula
to formula and also within the same line. When we want to stress the dependence of the constants on
some parameter (or parameters), we add subscripts to C, as Cy, etc.. Also constants with subscripts are
allowed to vary.

Since we allow P, to have negative eigenvalues, we denote by V' C H?(M) the direct sum of the
eigenspaces correspondlng to negative eigenvalues of P;. The dimension of V, which is finite, is denoted
by k, and since ker P, = R, we can find a basis of elgenfunctlons 1, ..., 0 of V (orthonormal in L?(M))
with the properties

(18) Py = Ny, i=1,...,k; /@%dvgzl; M <A< <A <0< A, <
M

where the \;’s are the eigenvalues of P; counted with multiplicity. From (18), since P; has a divergence
structure, it follows immediately that f y 0idVy = 0 for o = 1,... k. We also introduce the following
positive-definite (on the space of functions orthogonal to the constants) pseudo-differential operator P;‘

k
(19) Pfu=Pu—2) X\ (/ uﬁiqu> b;
M

i=1



Basically, we are reversing the sign of the negative eigenvalues of Pj.

Now we define the set A, + to be used in the existence argument, where k is as in (11), and where k is
as in (18). We let Mj, denote the family of formal sums

k k
(20) My = ti0a,; ti >0, ti=1; €M,
=1

=1

endowed with the weak topology of distributions. This is known in literature as the formal set of
barycenters of M (of order k), see [3], [4], [9]. We stress that this set is NOT the family of convex
combinations of points in M which is introduced at the beginning of the section. To carry out some
explicit computations, we will use on My, the metric given by C*(M)*, which induces the same topology,
and which will be denoted by dist(-, ).

Then, recalling that & is the number of negative eigenvalues of P,, we consider the unit ball BY in

R*, and we define the set

(21) Ak,% = Mk X Blg,

where the notation =~ means that Mj x 8Blz is identified with (?Blz, namely My x {y}, for every fixed

Yy € 8Blz7 is collapsed to a single point. In Figure 1 below we illustrate this collapsing drawing, for
simplicity, My as a couple of points. When kp < 872 and k > 1, we will perform the min-max argument

just by using the sphere SF~1.

Identification of boundaries

Figure 1: the equivalence relation ~

2.1 Some improved Adams inequalities

In this subsection we give some improvements of the Adams inequality (see [1] and [16]) and in particular
we consider the possibility of dealing with operators P, possessing negative eigenvalues. The following
Lemma is proved in [35] using a modification of the arguments in [16], which in turn extend to the Paneitz
operator some previous embeddings due to Adams involving the operator A™ in flat domains.

Lemma 2.1 (/35]) Suppose ker Py = {constants}, let V' be the direct sum of the eigenspaces correspond-
ing to negative eigenvalues of Py, and let PgJr be defined in (19). Then there exists a constant C' such



that for all uw € H*(M)
327 (u—m)?
(22) / e Faww qV, < C.
M
As a consequence one has that for all u € H?(M)

= 1
(23) log /M Au=qy, < C + @<P;'u,u>.

From this result we derive an improved inequality for functions which are concentrated at more than a
single point, related to a result in [21]. A consequence of this inequality is that it allows us to give an
upper bound (depending on f 2 @gdVy) for the number of concentration points of et where u is any
function in H?(M) on which IT attains large negative values, see Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.2 For a fized integer £, let Q1. .., Q1 be subsets of M satisfying dist(;,8;) > 8o fori # 7,

1

, H_l)' Then, for any € > 0 and any S > 0 there exists

where 0y is a positive real number, and let vy € (O
a constant C = C(¢,¢,5,00,70) such that

1 WDy, < O+ == (P,
Og/Me 0= Ot g ey
or all the functions u € satisfying
f Il the f ; H*(M isfyi
J"Q»e4udvq k
24 S~ >, Vie{l,...,0+1}; 2<8.
s P 2 et

Here 4 = Zle «;0; denotes the component of u in V.

PROOF. We modify the argument in [21] avoiding the use of truncations, which is not allowed in the H?
setting. Assuming without loss of generality that @ = 0, we can find £+ 1 functions g1, . .., gr+1 satisfying
the following properties

gi(x) €10,1) for every x € M;
(25) gi(z) =1, forevery z € Q;,0=1,... 0+ 1;
gi(z) =0, if dist(z, Q) > %;

llgillcaary < Cs,,

where Cj, is a positive constant depending only on &yg. By interpolation, see [33], since P;‘ is non-
negative with kerPg‘“ = R, for any € > 0 there exists C. s, (depending only on ¢ and dy) such that, for
any v € H*(M) and for any i € {1,...,£+ 1} there holds

(26) (P giv, giv) < / 9 (Pfv,v)dVy + e(Pfv,v) + Ce 5, / v2dV,.
M M
If we write u as u = uy + ug with uy € L (M), then from our assumptions we deduce
(27) / €4u2qu > e 4lutllnos (any / e4uqu > ef4||u1||Loo(M),yo/ e4uqu; i=1,...0+1.
Q; Q; M

Using (25), (27) and then (23) we obtain

log / e4udVg
M

IN

1
log = + sy + log [ eV, +.C
Yo M

IN

1 1
log % + 4||U1||Loo(M) + C + @<P;_giUQ,giU2> + 4giu2,



je{l,...,£+1}. Since the functions g1, ...ge1 have disjoint supports, the last formula and (26) imply

where C' depends only on M. We now choose i such that <Pg“‘giu2,giu2> < (P;gjug,gju2> for every

1 1
1 qv, <log— +4 . CH+|—— Ptus, C /2dv A3
og/Me y < Og’Yo + 4fJu1| oo (ar) + C + (8(64—1)772 +<€) (P, uz,u2) + Cc 5, Mu2 v + 4002
Next we choose A5, to be an eigenvalue of PgJr such that %—(‘:0 < ¢, where C, s, is given in the last
€:00
formula, and we set
UL = PVE,SOUQ Uy = PVEJ_SO’LL,

where V. 5, is the direct sum of the eigenspaces of PqJr with eigenvalues less or equal to A s,, and
Py, PVE%% denote the projections onto V; 5, and 1/;{;;0 respectively. Since @ = 0, the L?-norm and the

L*>-norm on V. 5, are equivalent (with a proportionality factor which depends on ¢ and dy), and hence
by our choice of u; and usy there holds

A C
||u1||2Loo(M) < Ceso <Pq+u17u1>; Ca,éo/ u%dVg < )\5160
M

; <Pg+u2,u2> < E<Pq+’UJ2,’U,2>,
€,00

where 08750 depends on ¢ and §y. Furthermore, by the positivity of P;’ and the Poincaré inequality (recall
that @ = 0), we have

77 < Clluallz2ary < Cllull 2y < C(P;u,u).

Hence the last formulas imply

1 A 1
og [ eV, < Tom o+ 40P+ O (gt +e) (R e va) + (P )

Nl=

1 — 1
+  C(P)us,uz) S(i—i—&z) <Pg+u,u>—|—Ca750+C+logﬁy—,
0

8(¢ + 1)m?
where C. 5, depends only on € and §y (and £, which is fixed). Now, since by (24) we have uniform bounds

on %, we can replace <PgJr u,u) by (Pyu,u) plus a constant in the right-hand side. This concludes the
proof. &

In the next lemma we show a criterion which implies the situation described by the first condition in
(24).

Lemma 2.3 Let £ be a given positive integer, and suppose that € and r are positive numbers. Suppose
that for a non-negative function f € L*(M) with || f||r1ary) = 1 there holds

/ fdVy<1l—¢ for every (-tuple p1,...,pe € M.
Uiler(ZDi)

Then there exist € > 0 and T > 0, depending only on e,7,¢ and M (but not on f), and £ + 1 points
D1s---2Dep1 € M (which depend on f) satisfying

/ fdVy >¢&, ..., / fdvy > & Boz(p;) N Bar(p;) = 0 for i # j.
Bx(p,) Br(Pey1)

PROOF. Suppose by contradiction that for every ,7 > 0 there is f satisfying the assumptions and such
that for every (¢ + 1)-tuple of points p1,...,psr1 in M we have the implication

(28) / fdvy >g, ..., / fdv, > = Bor(pi) N Bar(p;) # 0 for some i # j.
Br(p1) Br(pe+1)



We let 7 = g, where r is given in the statement. We can find h € N and h points x1,...,7, € M such

that M is covered by U, Bx(z;). For ¢ given in the statement of the Lemma, we also set & = 57 We
point out that the choice of 7 and € depends on r,¢,¢ and M only, as required.
Let {Z1,...,%;} C {x1,...,zn} be the points for which fB_(iv) fdV, > z. We define Z;, = &1, and let

A1 denote the set

Ay ={UiBr(Z;) : Bor(Z:i) N Bar(Z;,) # 0} € Bur(;, ).
If there exists &, such that Bor(Z,,) N Bor(&j,) = 0, we define

Ay ={UiBr(Z;) : Bor(Z:i) N Bar(Z5,) # 0} € Bur(y, ).
Proceeding in this way, we define recursively some points &;,,Z;,,...,Z;, satisfying

BQF(LZ'J‘S)QBQ;(@J‘Q) =0 Vi<a<s;

and some sets Az, ..., As by

As ={UiBr(%;) : Bar(%:i) N Bor(Zy,) # 0} € Bur (&5, )
By (28), the process cannot go further than Z;,, and hence s < ¢. Using the definition of 7 we obtain
(29) ULy Br(&:) € Ui A C Uy Bar(&5,) € Ui Br ().

Then by our choice of h, g, {Z1,...,&;} and by (29) there holds

/ favy< [ vy | | fdvy < (h =)z <
M\U;_, Br(Z;,) M\U]_, Br(Z;) (Ul Br(m:) )\ (U, B(3:))

Finally, if we chose p; = %5, for¢ =1,...,s and p; = ;, fori = s+ 1,...,¢, we get a contradiction to
the assumptions of the lemma. B

N ™

Next we characterize some functions in H?(M) for which the value of IT is large negative. Recall that the
number k is given in formula (11) and that @ is the projection of u on the direct sum of the eigenspaces
of P, corresponding to negative eigenvalues.

Lemma 2.4 Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, and for kp € (8kn? 8(k + 1)7?) with k > 1,
the following property holds. For any S > 0, any € > 0 and any r > 0 there exists a large positive
L = L(S,e,r) such that for every w € H?(M) with II(u) < —L and ||| < S there exists k points
Dius---sPku € M such that

(30) / ettdy, <e.
M\UE, Br (pi.u)

PROOF. Suppose by contradiction that the statement is not true, namely that there exist S,e,r > 0
and (un), € H?*(M) with ||4,|| < S, II(u,) — —oo and such that for every k-tuple p1,...,px in M
there holds fu?—l Br(pi) e'ndV, < 1—e. Recall that without loss of generality, since I is invariant under
translation by constants in the argument, we can assume that for every n [ M e*ndV, = 1. Then we
can apply Lemma 2.3 with ¢ = k, f = e*»  and in turn Lemma 2.2 with &y = 27, Q1 = Bx(p,), - ..,
Qi1 = Br(Pyy1) and o = &, where g, T and (p;); are given by Lemma 2.3. This implies that for any
given € > 0 there exists C' > 0 depending only on S, ¢, and r such that

kp

m <Pgun7 Un> — 4k puy,,

IT(up) > (P, un) + 4/ QqundVy — Ckp —
M
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where C' is independent of n. Since kp < 8(k+ 1)7%, we can choose £ > 0 so small that 1 — W =
0 > 0. Hence using also the Poincaré inequality we deduce

IT(up) > 0(Pytn, un) + 4/ Qg(un —Tpn)dVy, — Ckp
M
(31) > §(Pyn, ttn) — AC(Pytiy, un)? — Chkp > —C.

This violates our contradiction assumption, and concludes the proof. ®

3 Mapping sublevels of /] into A, ;

In this section we show how to map non trivially some sublevels of the functional I1 into the set Ak,%'
Since adding a constant to the argument of I does not affect its value, we can always assume that the
functions u € H2(M) we are dealing with satisfy the normalization (14) (with u instead of u;). Our goal
is to prove the following result.

Proposition 3.1 For k > 1 (see (11)) there exists a large L > 0 and a continuous map ¥ from the
sublevel {II < —L} into A, ¢ which is topologically non-trivial. For kp < 872 and k > 1 the same is true

with Ay 3 replaced by Sh-1

We divide the section into two parts. First we derive some properties of the set My for k£ > 1. Then we
turn to the construction of the map W. Its non-triviality will follow from Proposition 4.1 below, where
we show that there is another map ® from A, 3 into H 2(M) such that ¥ o ® is homotopic to the identity
on A, 7, which is not contractible by Corollary 3.8.

3.1 Some properties of the set M

In this subsection we collect some useful properties of the set Mj, beginning with some local ones
near the singularities, namely the subsets M; C M with j < k. Although the topological structure
of the barycenters is well-known, we need some estimates of quantitative type concerning the metric
distance. The reason, as mentioned in the introduction, is that the amount of concentration of e**
(where u € {II < —L}, see Lemma 2.4) near a single point can be arbitrarily small. In this way we are
forced to define a projection which depends on all the distances from the M;’s, see Subsection 3.2, which
requires some preliminary considerations. We recall that on M} we are adopting the metric induced by
CH(M)*, see Section 2, and for j < k we set d;(c) = dist(o, M;), 0 € My. Then for e > 0 and 2 < j <k,
we define
Mj(E) = {O' S Mj : djfl(O') > E}.

For convenience, we extend the definition also to the case j = 1, setting
M1 (E) = M1 .

We give a first quantitative description of the set M (g), which leads immediately to (the known) Corollary
3.3.

Lemma 3.2 Let j € {2,...,k}. Then there exists € sufficiently small with the following property. If
o€ M), 0 =3 1_, ti0s,, then there holds
(32) t; >

; dist(x;, @) > =; LWi=1,...,5,1#1L

N ™
[\CRNO)
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PROOF. Let o = 25:1 ti0z, € M;(e). Assuming by contradiction that the first inequality in (32) is not
satisfied, there would exists 7 € {1,...,7} such that t; < 5. Then, for 7 € {1,...,5}, i # 7, we consider
the following element

G=(tr+t)0e,+ Y tibs, € Mj 1.
=10y AT
For any function f € C*(M) with || f||c1(a) < 1 there holds clearly
(0, f) = (&, N <tz ([f (@o)| + [ f(22)]) < 2tz

Taking the supremum with respect to f we deduce

e < dist(o,M;_1) < dist(o,6) =sup|(o, f) — (5, f)| < 2t:.
y

This gives us a contradiction. Let us prove now the second inequality. Assuming that there are z;,x; € M
with, x; # x; and dist(z;, ;) < § (for € sufficiently small), let us define the element

&:(ti—i-tl)é%xiJr%zl—l— Z ts0y, € M;_q,
s=1,....5, s#i,l

see the notation introduced in Section 2 for the convex combination of the points z; and z;. Similarly as
before, for || f||c1(ary < 1 we obtain

(0= @Dl < b f(ivi)—f(xi;xl)‘ﬂl f@)—f(#)]
< |t -7 () |+ e -1 (252

Taking the supremum with respect to such functions f, since they all have Lipschitz constant less or
equal than 1, we deduce

e < dist(o,M;_1) < dist(o,6) =sup|(o, f) — (6, f)| < 2dist(z;, z;).
;i
This gives us a contradiction and concludes the proof. B

Corollary 3.3 (well-known) The set M is a smooth manifold in C*(M)*. Furthermore, for any e > 0
and for j > 2, the set M;(e) is also a smooth (open) manifold of dimension 5j — 1.

ProoF. The first assertion is obvious. Regarding the second one, the previous lemma guarantees that
all the numbers ¢; are uniformly bounded away from zero and that the mutual distance between the
points x;’s is also uniformly bounded from below. Therefore, recalling that the t;’s satisfy the constraint
>-;ti =1, each element of M;(e) can be smoothly parameterized by 4;j coordinates locating the points
x;’s and by j — 1 coordinates identifying the numbers ¢;’s. B

We show next that it is possible to define a continuous homotopy which brings points in My, which are
close to M;(e), onto M; (%) We also provide some quantitative estimates on the deformation. Our goal
is to patch together projections onto sets of different dimensions (of the form M (e;) for suitable €;’s),
as shown in Figure 2 below. The proof of Lemma 3.4 is postponed to the appendix.

Lemma 3.4 Let j € {1,...,k— 1}, and let € > 0. Then there exist ¢ (K €2), depending only on & and
k, and a map T}, t € [0,1], from the set

M,‘ij ={o € My, : dist(o,M;(e)) < €}

into My, such that the following five properties hold true

12



(i) T) = Id and T}|n; = Id|p, for every t € [0,1];

(i) T} (o) € M; (5) for every o € N5,

(iii) dist(TJQ(a),T;(a)) < Cr.V/E for every o € MZ:; and for every t € [0,1];
(iv) ifo € Mz; N M for somel € {j,....k—1}, then T}(c) € M; for every t € [0,1];
(v) ifoe ]\7[;]5 N M;, then T}(0) = o for every t € [0,1].

The constant Cy . in (iii) depends only on k and €, and not on t and € (provided the latter is sufficiently
small).

Remark 3.5 We notice that, by the property (iv) in the statement of Lemma 3.4, the above homotopy is
well defined also from each M into itself, forl € {1,...,k—1}, and extends continuously to a neighborhood
Of Ml m Mk.

Since M; (%) is a smooth finite-dimensional manifold in C'(M)* by Corollary 3.3, we can define a
continuous projection P; (see the comments at the beginning of the proof of Lemma 3.4 in the appendix)

from M ,‘: JE into M; ( %), which is compactly contained in M; (%) We have then an immediate consequence
of the previous lemma.

Corollary 3.6 Let TJ’»5 denote the map constructed in Lemma 3.4 above. Then for é sufficiently small
there exists an homotopy HY, t € [0, 1], between le(o) and P;(o) within M; (£), namely a map satisfying
the following properties

Hj(0) € M; (5)  for every t € [0,1) and every o € M5
(33) H% o) =THo)  for everyo € M;]E,
Hl(o) = Pj(0) for every o € M;;

In view of Corollary 3.6, we can also modify the map T]?e by composing it with the above homotopy H J‘?,
namely we set

. T? (o) for t € [0
t — J ) )
(34) Tj(o) { H?Fl 0T} (o), forte [1,1].

In this way, if for some element of C''(M)* both the projections P; and P, are defined, for 1 < j <[ <k,

composing T]‘f with P, we obtain an homotopy between P, and P; within M; N M; (%), see Remark 3.5.
This fact will be crucially used in the proof of Lemma 3.10 below.

Next we recall the following result, which is necessary in order to carry out the topological argument
below. For completeness, we give a brief idea of the proof.

Lemma 3.7 (well-known) For any k > 1, the set My, is non-contractible.

Proor. For k = 1 the statement is obvious, so we consider the case k > 2. The set My \ My_1,
see Corollary 3.3, is an open manifold of dimension 5k — 1. It is possible to prove that, even if Mj_1
is not a smooth manifold (for k& > 3), it is anyway a Euclidean Neighborhood Retract, namely it is a
contraction of some of its neighborhoods which has smooth boundary (of dimension 5k — 2), see [4],
[9]. Therefore M}, has an orientation (mod 2) with respect to Mj_1, namely the relative homology class
Hsj—1(My, My_1;Z2) is non-trivial. Consider now this part of the exact homology sequence of the pair
(My,, My—1)

o = Hsp1(My—1;2Z2) = Hsp—1(My; Zo) = Hsp—1 (M, My—1;Z2) — Hsp—o(Mpy—15Z2) — - - -

13



Since the dimension of (the stratified set) My_q is less or equal than 5(k — 1) — 1 < 5k — 2, both
the homology groups Hsi—1(Mpg—1;Z2) and Hsp_o(My_1;Z2) vanish, and therefore Hgp_1(My;Zs) ~
Hsj—1 (My, My—1;Z2) # 0. The proof is concluded. B

From the preceding Lemma and from a standard application of the Majer-Vietoris Theorem is it easy to
deduce the following result.

Corollary 3.8 For any (relative) integers k > 1 and k > 0, the set A, % is non-contractible.

3.2 Construction of V¥

In this subsection we finally construct the map W, using the preceding results about the set My. First
we show how to construct some partial projections on the sets M;(e) for € > 0. When referring to the
distance of a function in L'(M) from a set M;, we always adopt the metric induced by C'(M)*. The
comments before Corollary 3.6 yield the following result.

Lemma 3.9 Suppose that f € L*(M), f > 0 and that [,, fdV, = 1. Then, given any ¢ > 0 and any
j€A{1,...,k}, there exists € > 0, depending on j and € with the following property. If dist(f, M;(e)) <€,
then there is a continuous projection P; mapping f onto M; (%)

Next we define an auxiliary map U from a suitable sublevel of IT into Mj.

Lemma 3.10 For k > 1 there exist a large L > 0 and a continuous map W from {IT < —L}N{|a| <1}
into My. Here, as before, U denotes the component of u belonging to V, the direct sum of the negative
eigenspaces of Py (if any, otherwise we impose no restriction on u except for IT(u) < —L).

ProOF. First we define some numbers
K1 KKK e K1

in the following way. We choose &1 so small that there is a projection P; from the non-negative L'(M)
functions in an e;-neighborhood of M; onto M; (by Lemma 3.9). We now can apply again Lemma 3.9

with j = 2, € = 4e; and, obtaining the corresponding (sufficiently small) é, we define e = 5. Then we

choose the numbers €3, ..., g iteratively in the same way.
For any ¢ = 1,...,k, let f; be a smooth non-increasing cutoff function which satisfies the following
properties
fit)=1 fort <ey
(35) { fit)=0 fort > 2e;.

Next we choose suitably the large number L. In order to do this, we apply Lemma 2.4 with S = 1 and
some small e. It is easy to see that if £ is chosen first sufficiently small, and then L = L sufficiently large,
then for any u € H?(M) with II(u) < —L (and [, e**dV, = 1) there holds dist(e'", My) < ey

Now, given v € H2(M) with IT(u) < —L, we let j (depending on ) denote the first integer such
that f;(dist(e**,M;)) = 1. We notice that for j > 1, since f;_1(dist(e**, M;_1)) < 1, there holds
dist(e*, M;_1) > ej—1 and dist(e*, M;_1) < g;. Therefore, by Lemma 3.9 and our choice of the ¢;’s,
the projection P;(e") is well-defined. Then we set

& A i w A i " ~ i ist(e*, M;_
B (u) = Tlfl(dwt(€4 M) T2fz(d15t(e4 Ma) o ijg_—ll(d t(e™, Mj-1)) g Pj(€4u).

Some comments are in order. This definition depends in principle on the index j, which is a function of
u. Nevertheless, since all the distance functions from the M;’s are continuous, and since T} = P, see

(34), the above map ¥ is indeed well defined and continuous in u, see Remark 3.5 and the comments
after Corollary 3.6. H
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In Figure 2 below we sketch the construction of the map U for the case k = 2, which is the simplest
among the non-trivial ones. M is depicted as a single point, while M5 as a couple of curves. The region
between the two circles, which represents {e; < dist(e**, M) < 2e,}, is where the homotopy 7} (and
hence the construction of Lemma 3.4) is used.

M2(2£ 1)
M)
Figure 2: the map U for k=2
We are finally in position to introduce the global map W. If v1,...,0; form an orthonormal basis (in

L?(M)) of V, V being the direct sum of the eigenspaces of P, corresponding to negative eigenvalues, see
Section 2, we define the k-vector

s(u) = ((01,u)2(0)s - - - (O, W) L2 () € RF.

T}}en, if I is as in Lemma 3.10 and if 7 is any fixed element of My, in the case k > 1 we let ¥ : {I] <
—L} — A} 7 be defined by

\ilu,su for [s(u)] < 1;
(36) \I/(u)z{ (_( S)(u)( ) |s(u)|

(O', m) y for |S(U)| > 1.
Since for |s| tending to 1 the set My is collapsing to a single point in A, ;, see (21), the map ¥ is

continuous. B
On the other hand, if kp < 872 and if & > 1 we just set

(37) U(u) = M

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1. It remains only to prove the non-triviality of the map W. This follows
from Corollary 3.8 and from (b) in Proposition 4.1. m
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4 Mapping A, 7 into low sublevels of /7

The next step consists in finding a map ® from A, ; (resp. from Sg_l) into H2(M) on which image the
functional IT attains large negative values.

Proposition 4.1 Let ¥ be the map defined in the previous section. Then, assuming k > 1 (resp. kp <
872 and k > 1), for any L > 0 sufficiently large (such that Proposition 3.1 applies) there exists a map

Psx: A 7 — H?*(M) (resp. Oy : SE=1 _ H2(M)) with the following properties
(a) 1I(®5x(2)) < —L for any z € Ay 1 (resp. 11(®5(2)) < —L for any z € Sk-1):
(b) Vo &5 is homotopic to the identity on A, 3 (resp. W o &z is homotopic to the identity on SE-1),

In order to prove this proposition we need some preliminary notations and lemmas. For 6 > 0 small,
consider a smooth non-decreasing cut-off function ys : Ry — R satisfying the following properties

Xs(t) =t for ¢t € [0, ;

(38) xs(t) =26 for t > 26;
xs(t) € [6,28] for t € [4,24].

Then, given o € M (U = Zle tiéwi) and A > 0, we define the function ¢y, : M — R as

L& 22 !
39 o) =7log )y ti| ——5 o | e
(39) Pray) =7 Og; <1+A2x§ (di(y))) !

where we have set
dl(y) = dZSt(ya Ii)v AS Mv

with dist(-,-) denoting the distance function on M. We are now in position to define the function
P55 : A, 7 — H?*(M). For large S and X we let

s + 05 » for |s| < %;
D5 5(0,5) =4 Ps T Pox_1441-N)s],0 for 3 <|s| < 3;
¢s +2(1 — o1,0)|s| + 201, — 1 for |s| > 3,

where
k
§=(S1,-..,55); cps(y):SZsiﬁi(y).
i=1
For kp < 872 and for k > 1 we just set

Dg(s) = s, |s] = 1.

Notice that the map is well defined on A, .

We state now two preliminary lemmas, postponing the proof of the first to the appendix.
Lemma 4.2 Suppose ¢y, is as in (39). Then as A — 400 one has
(Pyoros@ro) < (32k772 + 05(1)) log A + Cs (uniformly in o € My),

where 05(1) = 0 as 6 — 0, and where Cs is a constant independent of A and (x;);.
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Lemma 4.3 Fork > 1 (resp. for kp < 872 and for k > 1), given any L > 0, there exist a small &, some
large S and X such that I1(®g (0, s)) < —L for every (o,s) € Ay g (resp. I11(Pg(s)) < —L for every

se Sk,

ProOF. We begin with the case k > 1, and we prove first the following three estimates (recall that Az
is the biggest negative eigenvalue of Py)

(40) / Qq(0s + pr,0)dVy = —kplog A + O(6*1og \) + O(|log 8|) 4+ SO(s]) + O(1);
M

(41) 1%j;mp@wy+wp»m@=ouw+OGMﬁ

(42) (P05 + or0)s (0 + 920)) < —|Agl1525” + 32kn(1 + 05(1)) log A + C5 + O(8*|s[3).

Proof of (40). We have

2

©x0(y) = log 1T g2 for y e M\ Uleng(xi),
and 9)
log T v < pao(y) <log2X, forye Uleng(:vi).
Writing

| uoneiv) = e raias [ Qv

22
+ /Qg <<PAa )—10gm) dVy(y),

from the last three formulas it follows that

2\
(43) /(%@MmAwﬂﬂw:%Pbg———75+0@“%ﬂ+4ﬁﬁn-
" 1+4X%

Furthermore recalling that the average of oy is zero (since all the 9;’s have zero average, see Section 2),
we also deduce that

k
(14) @iV =531 [ Quo)isa () =F0(s)
Hence (43) and (44) yield

/M Qe (s + 920 (1))dVy(y) = kplog o755 + 0 (6% 1og(1 4+ 4X%6%)) + 5SO(]s)),

which implies immediately (40).

Proof of (41). We recall that in V the L?-norm and the L> norm are equivalent. Therefore, noticing
that

(45) exp (4(es(y))) € exp(4iﬂr}f<ps),exp(4sfﬂpsos) C [exp(—4CS]s|), exp(4CS|s|)] ,
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we obtain

1og/ exp (4(ps + or0))dV, = 1og/ exp (4ps) dV, +log/ exp (4pa,0) dV,
M M M
(46) = 1og/ exp (4px.0) dVy + O(S]s|).

M

By the definition of ¢, ., there holds

/Mexp(4<,0,\a Z / (HAQX5 ;St(y,xl))>4dVg(y).

We divide each of the above integrals into the metric ball Bs(x;) and its complement. By construction
of xs, working in normal coordinates centered at x;, we have (for § sufficiently small)

2\ 4 2\ 4
- dV, = / 1+0(6 (*) d
/BM <1 TR <dzst<y,wi>>) W)= Jos ot T OO Tep) W

B /BR4(0)(1+O(6))<1+2|y|2>4dy_(1+0( (W e A454>)

On the other hand, for dist(y,x;) > J there holds (1+A2 (dwt(y — ))) (1 /\252) Hence, from these

two formulas we deduce

(a7) [ e ton v = 57+ 06)+0 (55 ) + 0 (1550 52)

It follows from (46) and (47) that

(43) | exp g+ 4000 4V, = OB1s) + O(1)
M

This concludes the proof of (41).

Proof of (42). We have trivially

(P + or0)s (9 + pr0)) = /M(Pgw,a, o)V, +2 /M (Byper o)AV, + /Muws, )V,

By Lemma 4.2 it is sufficient to estimate the last two quantities. Since P, is negative-definite on V' (and
since the largest negative eigenvalue is A;), we have clearly

—2
(49) /M<quos,sos>dvg < —nglls[25%

To evaluate the second term we write 2fM Pyos, or0)dVy = 25 ZZ 18iNi fM Vior,odVy. Hence it is
sufficient to study each of the terms fM 0;0x,0dVy. We claim that for each i € {1,..., k}

(50) [ tionadv, =065,
M

In order to prove this claim, we notice first that the following inequality holds (recall that we have chosen
Xs non-decreasing)

lo 2A < <lo 2
S\Tr sz ) =P =8\ T2 in () )
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where dpin(y) = dist(y, {z1} U---U{xs}). Recalling also that [,, 0;dV, = 0, we write

i N 22
/M 0i(y) a0 (y)dVy(y) = /M b; (%,a(y) —log 55 4)\262> dv,.

Therefore we deduce that

2\
0ipx,od < ||0s]| Lo o(y) —log———— | d
[ tsorotti| < admin [ (or00 0w 2 ) vi)
k
2X 2
B g A VN NS P
il 02 [ T+ 22 (4;(9)) T oege ) Vo)

Working in geodesic coordinates around the point x; we get

2\ 0 2) 2)
oY) —log ———== ) d < 3(log—2  _log—="—__\d
/325@].) (%’ ) Og1+4A252> Yaly) = C/o ° (Og1+)\232 0g1+4)\252) 3

26 262
1+4X°0

C 3log————~d

+ /5 s Ogl—i—)\?)(%(s) S

Using elementary computations we then find

‘\/]‘\J U; (y)w)\,a'(y) g(y)‘ ~ C)\4 |:)\ l()g 1 )\252 + SA 1) + (&) (o) s

which proves our claim (50). Notice that this expression is independent of A: this will be also used at
the end of the section. From the above formulas we obtain

(Py(s + or.0): (9 +02,0)) < —Piglls[2S” +32km(1 + 05(1)) log A + Cs + O(8s[3),

which concludes the proof of (42).
From the three estimates (40), (41) and (42) we deduce that
(51) I(pxo) < (32kn”® — 4kp + 05(1)) log A — |)\E||S|2§2 + O(Js|S) + Cs + O(1).

Since kp > 8kw?, choosing § sufficiently small, the coefficient of log A is negative. In order to show the
upper bound on I o &5, we fix L > 0. It is easy to see that for S sufficiently large one has

I(ps +2(1 = p1,0)|s| +2¢1,0 — 1) < =L Vo € My,V|s| > 3;
(ps +¢5,) < =L Vo € My,V|s| € [3,1] ,vA> 1.
After this choice of S, we can also take A so large that
II(ps + ¢5,) < —L, vs| <

This concludes the proof of the lemma for k£ > 1. In the case kp < 872 and k > 1, it is sufficient to use
the estimates (44), (45) and (49) to obtain

I1(,) < —|X|S” + O(S]s)).

The proof is thereby complete. B
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PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.1 The statement (a) follows from Lemma 4.3. Let us prove property (b),
starting from the case k > 1. From the expression of e*#* it is easy to see that ¥ o @, 5 is homotopic
to the identity on My (to prove this, it is sufficient to consider W o ®( 5 for A varying from X to +00).
Furthermore, by continuity and by the estimate (50) one can check that for |s| < % (if S > 1 and if § is
chosen sufficiently small), we have

(52) (s +¢5,0) = (Do +95,,), 55 + O(s[58Y) ),

where ¥ is defined in Lemma 3.10, and therefore ¥ o ®3 5 is homotopic (in Ak;) to the identity on
M, x BY C A, 1.

On tilse other hand, by (52), for |s| > %, the k-vector sS + O(]s|S6*) is almost parallel to s (and
non-zero), and therefore on this set ¥ o P35 can be easily contracted to the boundary of BY (recall the
definition of Ak,%)v as for the identity map. This concludes the proof in the case k > 1. The proof for

kp < 8% and under the assumption (12) is analogous.

5 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 employing a min-max scheme based on the construction of the
above set Ak,Ev see Lemma 5.1. As anticipated in the introduction, we then define a modified functional
11, for which we can prove existence of solutions in a dense set of the values of p. Following an idea of
Struwe, this is done proving the a.e. differentiability of the map p — ﬁp, where ﬁp is the min-max value
for the functional I1,.

We now introduce the scheme which provides existence of solutions for (8), beginning with the case k > 1.

Let Zk\% denote the (contractible) cone over A, 7, which can be represented as A; 7 = A; 7 x [0, 1] with

L
49

then let S, X be so large (and ¢ so small) that Proposition 4.1 applies for this value of L. Fixing these
numbers S and A, we define the following class

Ak,E x {0} collapsed to a single point. Let first L be so large that Proposition 3.1 applies with and

—

(53) lsx = {w P ALE H?(M) : 7 is continuous and 7(- x {1}) = P35 5(+) on Ak@} .

In the case kp < 872 and k > 1 we simply use the closed unit k-dimensional ball F’f and we set (still for
large values of L)

Iz = {w : Flf — H2(M) : m is continuous and 7(-) = $g(-) on Sk—1} .

Then we have the following properties.

Lemma 5.1 The set g 5 (resp. Ilg) is non-empty and moreover, letting

— — L
sy = inf  sup II(w(m)), there holds gy > -7,
’ TFEHE’; mGA/k\E ’ 2
_ _ L
resp. Ilg = 161%’ sup [I(m(m)), there holds II5 > —3
s meB}
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Proor. To prove that Ilg # (), we just notice that the following map
(54) (=, 1) = t@55(2), (z) € Ay,

belongs to g 5. Assuming by contradiction that ﬁE,X < —%, there would exist a map © € g 5

L

with sup, .~ [I(7(m)) < —%L. Then, since Proposition 3.1 applies with %,
k,k

writing m = (z,t), with
z € A3, the fnap

t— Uorm(-t)
would be an homotopy in A, z between ¥ o &5~ and a constant map. But this is impossible since
A,“E is non-contractible (see Corollary _38) and since ¥ o @E,X is homotopic to the identity on Ak)%, by
Proposition 4.1. Therefore we deduce Ilg 5 > —%.

In the case kp < 872 and k > 1 it is sufficient to take 7(2,t) = t®z5(z) and to proceed in the same
way. i

Next we introduce a variant of the above min-max scheme, following [40] and [22]. When kp < 872,

we define for convenience Ak% = SE, Zk\% = Elf, @E,X = &, etc. For p in a small neighborhood of 1,
[1 — po, 1+ po], we define the modified functional 11, : H*(M) — R as

(55) I1,(u) = (Pyu,u) + 4p/ Qqu — 4pkp log/ et dvy,.
M M

Following the estimates of the previous sections, one easily checks that the above min-max scheme applies
uniformly for p € [1 — pg, 1 + po] and for S , A sufficiently large. More precisely, given any large number
L > 0, there exist pg sufficiently small and S, A sufficiently large so that

(56) sup sup Il (m(m)) < —2L; M,:= inf sup II(r(m))>—=; p€[1—po, 1+ pol,
TE€l5 X medA, ¢ e X med, -

where Ilg 5 is defined in (53). Moreover, using for example the test map (54), one shows that for pg
sufficiently small there exists a large constant L such that

(57) o,<L for every p € [1 — po, 1 + pol.

We have the following result, regarding the dependence in p of the min-max value ﬁp. A similar statement
has been proved in [22], but here we allow the presence of negative eigenvalues for the elliptic operator,
so the proof is more involved. Since this is rather technical, we give it in the appendix.

Lemma 5.2 Let S, \ be so large and py be so small that (56) holds. Then, taking po possibly smaller,
there exists a fized constant C (depending only on M and pg) such that the function

11
p— —L—Cp is mon-increasing in [1 — po, 1 + po].
p

From Lemma 5.2 we deduce that the function p — % is differentiable a.e., and we obtain the following
corollary.

Corollary 5.3 Let S, A and po be as in Lemma 5.2, and let A C [1 = po,1+ po] be the (dense) set of
p for which the function % is differentiable. Then for p € A the functional 11, possesses a bounded

Palais-Smale sequence (w;); at level T1,.
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PROOF. The existence of a Palais-Smale sequence (u;); follows from Lemma 5.1, and the boundedness
is proved exactly as in [22], Lemma 3.2. B

Remark 5.4 When kp < 872 one can use a direct approach to prove boundedness of Palais-Smale
sequences (satisfying (14)). We test the relation IT'(u;) — 0 (in H=2(M)) on 4, and @, where 4, is the
component of u; in 'V and u; is the component perpendicular to V.

Testing on 4; we obtain

(58) <Pg'&l7'&l> + 4/ anldVg — 4]{313/ 64ul’&ldVg = Ol(l)H'&lHLOO(M)-
M M

Since ||| 1y = 1 by (14) and since on'V the L>-norm is equivalent to the H?-norm, the last formula
implies —(Pyty, i) = O(1)||U g2 (ary- Therefore, being Py negative-definite on V', we get uniform bounds
on [l

On the other hand, testing the equation on u; we find

2<Pgﬂl,ﬂl> — 4I€p/ et (ﬁl — El)dVg = O(”ﬁl — EZHH2(M))-
M

This implies, for any o > 1 (using (23) and (58))
2Py, i) < C’eml/ M=) (i — @) dVy + O(||i — T 2 (ary)
M
< O™ / e4a(uhm)dvg + O(||a; — ﬂl||H2(M))
M

(Pgty i)

— 2
< Coe™e® sz + O — Wl m2(an)-

Moreover, since we are assuming II(u;) — ¢ € R, for any small € we get
C > (i) = (Pyiu, i) + 4/ Qi = (1 + O(€))(Pyiiy, i) + Ahpih + C,
M

provided [ is sufficiently large. Hence from the last two formulas we deduce

a2  140(e)

<Pgﬂl7ﬂl> < Ca7€e<Pgﬂlﬁﬁl>(8ﬂ2 kEp ) —+ O(Hﬂl —EZHHQ(M))

Now, choosing « close to 1 and € so small that the exponential factor has a negative coefficient (this is
always possible since kp < 87%), we obtain a uniform bound for |4, —w||. The bound on W, now follows
easily from (14).
Now the proof of Theorem 1.1 is an easy consequence of the following proposition and of Theorem 1.3.
Proposition 5.5 Suppose (u;); € H?(M) is a sequence for which (as | — +00)

IIp(ul)—>c€R; II;(UZ)%O, ||ul||H2(M) <C,
where C' is independent of . Then (u;); has a weak limit ug which satisfies (15).

PROOF. The existence of a weak limit ug € H?(M) follows from Corollary 5.3. Let us show that ug
satisfies I, (ug) = 0. For any function v € H?(M) there holds

ety eduoy,
IIf')(uo)[v] = IIf')(ul)[v] + 2(Pyv, (uo — w)) + 4pkp (fM Vs — fM dVg) )

fM etudVy fM etuodVy,
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Since the first two terms in the right-hand side tend to zero by our assumptions, it is sufficient to check
that [,, e*wvdV, = [,, e*vdVy + o(1)||v|| g2(ary (to deal with the denominators just take v = 1). In
order to do this, consider p,p’,p"” > 1 satisfying % + 1% + # = 1. Using Lagrange’s formula we obtain,
for some function 6 with range in [0, 1], e*% — e*to = 0m+4(1=0)uo (y; —y4) a.e. in 2. Then from some
elementary inequalities we find

/ (e‘“” — 64““) vdV, < C/ (647” + 64“0) lwg — uol|v|dV

M M
< C[lle™ [l zeany + l€* Nl oan] 1w = woll o (ary 101l 2o ar
< oMol e (ary = oWVl 2 (ary.

by (23), the boundedness of (u;); and the fact that u; — ug weakly in H2(M). m

6 Appendix

In this section we collect the most technical proofs of the paper, namely those of Lemmas 3.4, 4.2 and
5.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.4 By Corollary 3.3, we know that M; (%) is a smooth finite-dimensional manifold.
Therefore, if € is sufficiently small, there exists a continuous projection P; from M ,‘: JE onto M; (%) (whose

closure lies in M; (§)). Since we are regarding M}, as a subset of C''(M)*, a Banach space, we cannot in
general project elements in a neighborhood of M; (%) onto their closest point in M; (%) (this might not
be unique). Nevertheless, using the Implicit Function Theorem and a partition of unity it is possible to

define the projection in such a way that
(59) dist(o, Pj(c)) < Cy cdist(a, M; (¢)), o€ M,

where C . is a constant depending only on k and € (we are taking 1 < j <k —1).
To fix some notation, we use the following convention

k J
U:Ztiéwi; Pj(O’) ZZSZ'(SM.
i=1 i=1

By Lemma 3.2, since we are assuming that P;(o) belongs to M;(5), we have the following estimates

sizi, dist(yi,yi) > Vil=1,...,81#Ll.

E.

4 4’
Moreover the points y; and the numbers s; depend continuously on o.

We define first an auxiliary map T}, Tj(0) = > tidz,, which misses the normalization condition

Zle t; = 1, but only up to a small error. This map will then be corrected to the real T}. The idea

to construct T]‘f is the following. If a point x; is far from each y;, we keep this point fixed and let its

coefficient vanish to zero as t varies from 0 to 1. On the other hand, if z; is close to some of the y;’s,

then we translate it to a weighted convexr combination of the points x; which are close to the same y;.
To make this construction rigorous (and the map T; continuous), we consider a small number 7 < ¢

(this will be chosen later of order Cy -v/¢€) (where Cy . depends only on k and ¢), and define a smooth
cutoff function p,, satisfying the following properties

py(t) =1, for t < L;

1 16
(60) pn(t) =0, for t > &;
pn(t) €10,1], for every ¢t > 0.
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Then we set

(61) P () = po(dist(z, y1)); fori=1,....j
We define also the following quantities
1 .
Ti(o) = Z P (i)t X(o) = 7o) piy(xi)tix, I=1,...,].

rieB%(yz) ziGBg(yl)

We notice that, if n is chosen sufficiently small, the weighted convex combination X;(o) is well-defined,
see the notation in Section 2. We also set

zi(o) = %dist(xi,yl) -1, for x; € Bu (y1).

Since for all 4 # [ there holds dist(y;,y;) > § and since n << ¢, then for every i there exists at most one

point y; such that z; € Ba(y;), and hence the number z;(0) is well defined. Now we construct the map
T!(0) as follows

k
Zt~ o, t %
where the numbers #;(o,t) and the points &;(c,t) are given by

Ei(O', t) = (1 - t)ti; i‘i(d t) r; if x; € M\UlB%( )
1-— t)ti; .’Z‘i(O', t) = (1 - t)ZCi + f[zi(U)ZCi + (1 — Zl( )) ( )] if ;€ B% (yl) \Bg (yl);
i(o,t) = (1 —t) + tprn(i))ts; Zi(o,t) = (1 —t)a; + tX (o) if x5 € Ba (y1).

As already mentioned, the numbers #;(0,t) will in general miss the condition Y, #;(0,¢) = 1. The next

step consists in estimating this sum and correct the map Tf(a) in order to match this condition. For this
purpose it is convenient to define

Tiot)y =Y Hilot); T(ot)=1- Ti(o1).

Now we finally set

1 k.
62 T!o) = ti(0,1)0z, (o,0)-
(©2) O = 0 s S o 2 " Do

We notice that the sum of all the coefficients is 1, and that the map is well defined and continuous in
both ¢ and 0. We also notice that the properties (i), (iv) and (v) are satisfied, while (ii) follows from
(iii). Therefore it only remains to prove (iii). First of all we give an estimate on the quantities 7;(o, t)
and T (0, 1).

We recall that we have taken o € M,‘:E, and hence by (59) for any function f € C'(M) with
lfllcrary < 1 one has (o — Pj(0), f)| < Ck -£. We now choose a function f satisfying the following
properties
1 for 2 € Ul_ 1B (y);
fla)y=9 2+ 2L foerM\UlZl 2 (y);

Flloran < 1.
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For this function we have (Pj(o), f) = Zl 1 8if (yi) = 3 and moreover

(0,f) = Z tif (i) + Z tif(z:)

meugleT% (1) zieM\uleBT% (1)
1 1 n
25 X wi(zrm) X
mieujleT% (Ul) IiGM\nglBlﬂg (yl)

Therefore we deduce the following inequality

9:7_2 Z ti < (0, f) = (Pj(0), f) < Cr.€.

z,€M\UJ_, B (uz)

This estimate implies

= Ck aé
T(0,0) = t; < 302k
(0.0 > -
wiGM\nglBlﬂg (yl)
and also (since p, =1 in B (y1))
Ti(o,t) = > (L =1) +tpin(z:)) ti + (L =1) +tpin(z:))ts
#i€Bn (y)\B . (1) zi€Bn (y1)
. J Ck 55
= Alet)+ > where Y [ A(0,1)] < 32—

wiGBT%(yl) =1

Hence, since 37_, Ti(c,0) + T(c,0) = 1, there holds

J
1= Z +ZA1(U,O)+ Z ti7
B =1

T, €U _ mieM\u{ZIB%(yl)

L (y1)

from which we deduce

J
(Z (jll(a,t)—/il(o,o))> + (1 —t) Z ti
=1 xieM\U{ZIBg(yz)
< aGhet | 3o Tt g Tt

1 1 7

As a consequence, using a Taylor expansion (
coefficient added in the definition of T}, see (62), can be estimated by

), we find that the

1
‘Z{_l Ti(o,t) + (1 = 4)T(0)

To control the metric distance in (iii), we use the last formula to get, for an arbitrary function f € C*(M)
with || fllerary <1

Chré

— 1/ £100

(0.0) = (@) D] = |00 = (@), D] +|(THe), ) = (Tie), f)
(63) < |w.n o )f)‘+1000288



Hence it is sufficient to estimate the distance between o and Tf(o). We can write

(0,f) = (T;(U)vf)‘ < > ti+ > [tif (xi) = ti(0, 1) f (i(0, )|
IiGM\U{;lB%(yz) xieule(B%(yz)\B%(yl))
+ > tidist(z, 3 (0, 1)).

zieuleBT% (yl)

Since |t f(2:) — ti(o,t) f(Zi(0,1))| < |t — ti(0,t)| + Ei(o, t)dist(w;, (o, t)) < 2t; (for n small), we obtain

J
’(a, f) (T;(a),f)’ < 2 > tit Y Y tdist(zi, (o))
mieM\uleB_n_(yl) =1 zi€Ba (y1)
Ok 5{:‘
< +Z Z tidist(z;, X (0)).

=1 mZGB_l_(ul)

In order to estimate the last term, we notice that each point z; in the homotopy is shifted at most of Z
see the comments at the beginning of Section 2. Therefore from (63) and the last expression we get

(0, f) = (T}(0), f)] <17OC’;75E L

Therefore, choosing n = C’kys\/g, we obtain the desired conclusion. ®

Proof of Lemma 4.2  For simplicity, see Section 4, we adopt again the notation d; = d;(y) =
dist(y,z;), « = 1,...,k, and we consider these as functions of y, for (z;); fixed. By (39) with some
straightforward computations we find

12t V03 (E)) (L + N2X3(di) ~°

_ 2
(64) Vipro = —A*(2)) Sk, (Hfiﬁm)“ !
and
Apry = )\2(2)\)421 1 (1—1-)\2 —6 [5)\2|V X N2 — 4(X§(di))(1+)\2)(§(di))]
z it (Hg—é(ds))
(65) - 4A4<2A>8Zf o fits (14 X203 (i)~ (14 Nx3(d)) V(G (A) - VO3 (ds))

By n VY
2rmitr \ Ty

We begin by estimating [ M (Apy »)2dV,. This is the most involved part of the proof, and the result is
given in formula (88) below. We notice first that the following pointwise estimate holds true, as one can
easily check using (65)
C
|ASD>\ 0'| — AQ
For a large but fixed constant © > 0 (and for A\ — +00), the volume of a ball in M of radlus is bounded
by C (;?—: From this we deduce that

(66) / (Apy,)2dV, < CO*
Uk Be (z4)
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Therefore we just need to estimate the integral on the complement of the union of these balls, which we
denote by

(67) Moo =M\ UleBg(%)-

In this set, since we are taking © large, the ratio between 1+ A\2d? and A\?d? is very close to 1, and hence
we obtain the following estimates

(68) (1+Ax3(di) = (1 + 05,0(1))N*x3(di) in Mo e

(69) 5NV (di)* = ALG(di)) (1 + AxG(di) = 12(1 + 05,0(1) A X5 (ds) in Moe,

where 05,6(1) tends to zero as 0 tends to zero and O tends to infinity, and where y; is a new cutoff
function (which depends on xs) satisfying

xs(t) =t, for t € [0, 0];
(70) Xs(t) =0, for t > 20;

xs(t) € [0,260], fort e [d,24].
Using (65), (68) and (69) one finds that the following estimate holds

¥2(d;) k V(X3 (d:))- V(X5 (ds))
Zle ti X162( 4. Zz s=1 tits 510 d;)x 10 fi
Aprs = 12(1+ 05,@(1))2167&,%“) —4(1+4050(1)) k (delxs 2( )
s=1 Xg(ds) |:Z’r‘:1 tTW
Z'I:s tits IV (x3(di)) IV(X (ds))]

(71) +oose(l) = x5 (d)xs" (d) in M,.e.

S —}2
r=1 Txg(dT)

To have a further simplification of the last expression, it is convenient to get rid of the cutoff functions ys
and ¥s. In order to do this, we divide the set of points {x1,...,2%} in a suitable way. Since the number

k is fixed, there exists 6 and sets Cy, ... ,Cj, 7 < k with the following properties

Cy 15 <o <
Cl UC :{xlu"'7xk};
dzst( xs) <9 if 2,25 € Co;

dist(x;,xs) > 40 if z; € Cq,xs € Cp,a # b,

(72)

where C}, is a positive constant depending only on k. Now we define

(fa:{yEM : dist(y,Ca)SZS}; T, = Zti’ fora=1,...,7.
z;€Cq

By the definition of § it follows that

(73) xs(di(y)) = Xs(di(y)) = di(y), for #; € C, and y € Cy,
and
(74) xs(di(y)) > 26, for z; € Cy and y & C,.

Furthermore one has

(75) CoNCyp =10 for a#b.
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From (71) and (74) it follows that
(76) Apx0(v)] < Cs for y € M\ Uj_,Ca

Therefore, by (75), it is sufficient to estimate Ay o inside each set C,, where (73) holds. We obtain
immediately the following two estimates, regarding the first terms in (71)

k
(77) _Z

k
Z le —T.)6"1°); Z stsds): %4'0(( T,)0~%) in C,.

z,€Cy " s=1 X! z,€Cq

Here we have used the symbol O to denote a quantity such that
O(t) > C™'t,

where C' is large but fixed positive constant (which depends on k, M, but not on 8,5, A and (z;);). The
same dependence on the constants is understood when we use the symbol O when it has as argument
(1 -1T,), or its powers.

To estimate the second and the third term in the right-hand side of (71), we use geodesic coordinates
centered at some point y, € C,. With an abuse of notation, we identify the points in C, with their
pre-image under the exponential map. Using these coordinates, we find

V(di(y))2 =2(y —z;) + os(V)|y — =], for y € C., and for z; € Cq,
which implies

V(x2(d;)) - V(x2(dsg —z;) - (y — xg
(X;%(O(C)ZZ)X(%O(()Z() Yol d})Od(gJ )+05(1)dgd9;

S

for y € C, and for i, x5 € Cq.

In particular, for y € (fa, we get

d;)) - V(x5 (ds)) y—i) (Y=o
t; t 5 = 4
zszl (d )X‘lso(ds) wz,mzec ledlo ml,;ec dgdg
(78) + O((1-T.)07%) > d—; +O0((1 = T,)%5718).
z;€Cq
We have also (still for y € éa)
(d:))] IV (x5 —z) - (y—
Z tits ( ) 10( S <4 Z dlodlo Z d9d9'
i,5=1 z;,xs€C, z;,xsE€C,

Hence from (71), (77), (78) and (79) we deduce (we are still working in the above coordinates)
S cc, o+ O((1 = T)519)
Yriec, & +5((1 ~T,)87%)
}Emec Zlozl) + 05(1) }EIiGCa ;_i‘? 2
[T ce, 5 +0(0 - T)5)]
O((1 = T)5) Sy cc, B + O((1 ~ T,)%57%) A

+ — - 5 ; y € Cq.
(e, % +0((1 = T)5-%)]

Apro(y) = 12(1+0s50(1))

— 16(1+ 0s,0(1
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Using the inequality ab < ea® 4+ C.b% with a = (1 —T,)6~9 and b = Y wicc, i we then find

2

ineca% y ’Zzieca ti(g;}wi)

L O((1 —TN6—8) T 12
Pree,d TOM =T 5 o %+ 0(1 - T.)5)]
2

(05(1) + 0D | Lsrce, %

(e, 4 +0((1 = T)5-%)]

Apro(y) = (1+os50(1)) |12

(80) + 5 +O(C + 1)(1 - T,)%0 % y€C,.

Now, given a large and fixed constant C, we define the set B? by

A 1 —
BS = {y € Co N Myo s.t. if x; € Cq then d;(y) < <1 + ﬁ) dist(y,Cq) or d;(y) > Cdist(y,(,’a)} .

We start by characterizing the points belonging to the complement of Baa in Mse N Ca. By definition,
we have

(81) wye (Mm@ N (fa) \BSY = there exists x; € C, such that d;(y) € (1 + %,6) dist(y,Cq).

Given y € (Mm@ N (fa) \Ba we let z; denote one of its closest points in C,, and we let T3 denote one

of the closest points in C, to y, among those which do not realize the infimum of the distance from y.
Then, since dist(y, ;) < dist(y, z;) and since dist(y, z7) < Cdist(y,z;) (by (81)), we clearly have

1. . .
ﬁdzst(y, z7) < dist(y, x7) < dist(y,z5),

namely y lies in an annulus centered at x; whose radii have a ratio equal to C.
Now, fixing x; € C,, we consider the following set

D; = {y € (MU,@ N éa) \B’a6 D di(y) = dist(y,Ca)} ,

namely the points y in (MUQ N éa) \B’a6 for which z; is the closest point to y in C,. Now, letting y
vary, there might be different points T3, chosen as before, which do not realize the distance from y, but
anyway their number never exceeds k. This implies that D; is contained in the union of at most k annuli
centered at z7 whose radii ¢, 7, d, ; have uniformly bounded ratios, namely

(82) D C UL, (Bdlﬁ (27)\ B, - (x;)) . with d; < 20¢;;,

Clearly we also have

(83) (MU)@ N éa> \ Baﬁ = Um;eCQID{-
In D; there holds
WS B ) R
v vt zi€Cq v vtzieCq ?
Then from (80) it follows that
1 .
(84) [Aprol <Csec |1+ Z | in D;.
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Hence, from (82) and (83) using polar coordinates we deduce that

2
1
Uz-ec, Ule / Csoe |1+ zZ dvy,
(Bdl,;(zz)\ch(xz)) i

d, -
Cs.o,c k card(C,) <log by 1) <Cso.co

(Apro)*dVy

IN

/(Mg,eméa)\za?

(85)

IN

i

At this point, to estimate [, (Apx q)?dVy, it only remains to consider the contribution inside BC.
In this set, we call dq min the distance of y from C,, and dg ¢ the minimal distance of y from the

points z; in C, satisfying d;(y) > Cdist(y,Cq) (see the definition of BY). Therefore, setting
Ta,in = Z ti;
z;,€Cq : di(y)§(1+%)dist(y,ca)

from (80) we obtain the estimate

Ta,in O(Ta_Ta,in)
Apy . (y) 12(1 + (1)) o
orz(y) = 05.0,e,C ) ST T — 5
gt 4 S 1 O((1 - Ta)h)
Toin | oa;g Ta.in)
a,min a,out

- 16(1+05¢6.5(1)) — 5 + G000
[ese 4 QeTese) 4 (1 - T,)5-5)]

Now we notice that for y € Ba6 the following inequalities hold

Tain OTa_Tain I+o o Tain 6Ta_Tain

Lo, ( in) <(C,o. o+ ( 5,0,.5(1)) in_ ( in) ;
da min dz.out 000 da,min dg min dg.out
Ta,in O(Ta - Ta,in) (1 + 06,(—)7 6(1)) Ta,in 6(Ta - Ta,in)
410 + 10 . < <Cé,®,a,6 + 22 E e + 43 . ;
Tain OTa_Tain I-o o Tain 6Ta_Tain
0 ( 0 ) z (_Cs 0,0 T ( s.0.:0( ))> < — 4+ ( : )> .

) d 0., 2 a3 . a8

a,min a,out a,min a,min a,out

From the last four formulas and some elementary computations one can deduce that

1 . Yol
(86) [Arol < Csoo+ 414050 a(1) 77— in BS.

We notice that, trivially

B = Unee, (BS Ny : dily) = dumin} )

Therefore, recalling that % < d;(y) < 6 for every y € Baa, from the last two formulas it follows that (the
volume of the three-sphere is 272)

2
1
/@(A%,o)QdVg < E /Bﬁm{ ot <06,®,a,6+4(1 +06,@,a,6(1))—d2 ) dVy
a z,ECq a Y a;i(y)=0a,min

a,min

2
1
(87) S Z / <C<5,®,a,c + 4(1 + 0‘5’@7&30(1))512—) qu
z,€C, Y Bs(xi)\Be (i) a,min
k2 a pN
2 oA
< card(Ca) | 32m°(1 + 050, 5(1)l0g 5 + Cs0..0
< card(Cy)32m3 (1 + 050.c(1)logA+Csq &
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From (66), (76), (85) and (87), considering all the sets C, and the complement of their union, we finally
deduce

(88) / (Apa0)2dVy < 320%K(1 + 056 . 5(1) log A + Cs . 7 6
M

Fixing the values of C, © (large, depending on ) and of ¢ (small, depending on ), we obtain the estimate
of the term involving the squared Laplacian.

Next, we estimate the term fM |Vr.o|?dVy. Tt could be possible to proceed using LP estimates on
©x,0 — Pro and interpolation, but having the computations for the Laplacian at hand, it is convenient
to work directly. From (64), one finds first the following pointwise estimate

C
|VSD>\7U| S Xa

which implies, similarly as before

@4
(89) / Vol 2dV, < C=5.
UF_ Be (z:) A

On the other hand, in the set M, o, using (68) and reasoning as above we obtain

2(di)) |V (2 (do))]
_ it 5 Liti Sty
Ve = -1+ 06,@(1))27 + 06,@(1)2—%
s X?(dS) S X?(dS)
Taking the square we get
V(A (di) -V (x3(ds)) IVOGEE)] N 2
) 2o tits I 2t 1)
(90) Vorol™ < (1+0s50(1)) +o50(1) | —=—"F7——

2 ts
. st 2 )

Using (78) and (79) we deduce (working as before in geodesic coordinates)
2
}Zx eC, Zlﬂwl) +050.:(1) }Zzieca :l_%

[ZziGCu df + 6((1 - Ta)g_s):|2
C5.0.:0((1 —T,)%5718) R

|Vgﬁ>\70|2(y) = 4(1"'06,@5

+ - 5 y € C,.
Yasec. 4 +0((1 - T)5—)]
Reasoning as for (84) and (86), one then finds
1 .5
Vorol? < Cso.0 (1 + Z ) inC, N M, 0,
which implies
/@ Voo ldVy < Cso.c0

On the other hand, we have also

[Vore ) < Cs for y € M\ U _,C,.

Therefore from the last two formulas we deduce

(91) /M Voro2aV, < Cso . 5
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From (10) it follows that

<Pg</7)\,da SDA,U> < /

[ (Berrav, +C /M Verol2dV,

Hence, from (88) and (91) we finally obtain, fixing as before the values of the constants ©,e and C
(Pypror ©r.0) < 32km?(1 + 05(1)) log A + Cs.

This concludes the proof. B

Proof of Lemma 5.2 If P, is non-negative, for 8(k + 1)7? > p/ > p > 8kn? (resp. for 872 > p' > p)

we clearly have
IIy(u) IIp’/(u) _ (l _ l/) (Pyu,u) >0,
P p p P

and the conclusion follow immediately taking C' = 0. Therefore from now on we consider the case in
which P, possesses some negative eigenvalues. The last formula in this case yields

IIP’(U’) IIP(U’) _ (pl _p) B 1
(92) P o (Pyil, @),

where 4 is the V-component of u, see (18). _
Fixing p € [1 — po, 1+ po] and € > 0, we consider a map 7, € IIgy such that

(93) sup II,(m,c(m)) <II, +e.
mEA/,:I

We can also assume that each element of the form u = m,.(m) satisfies the normalization condition
f M e4udVg = 1. Now, considering the V-part @ of all these elements, we fix three numbers 6 > 0 (small,
depending on 7, ), and Cy,C; > 0 (depending on M and po, with C; > Cy > 1), and we define a new
map 7, in the following way

—_— —

(94) Tpe(m) = mpe(m) + ng(m)i(mp,e(m))mp.e(m); m e Ak,E'

Here w;(?z) denotes the V-component of 7, .(m) (see Section 2), the function ng(m), m = (m,t) €
A7 % [0,1], is defined as

1, for t € [0,1—6];
o (m) = { 11 —t), forte(l—-6,1],

—

and 7(m, . (m)) is given by

D for |[mpe(m)] € 0, ol
e () =4 oo (Impem)ll = Co),  for iyl € [Co, Cal
1, for ||m, (m)| > Ch.

When 79(m) = 1, by the normalization of 7, . we have the following upper bound on I1,(7,..(m))

IIp(ﬁp,a) = <Pg7rp,5,7rp,5> + (277(7?/;) + (ﬁ(@))z) <Pg7?p;v7r/p;>

(95) + 4p / Qq(Tp,c + (T pe)Tpe)dVy — Apkip / e T T2 4,
M M

< Hp(mpe) + (20(Tpe) + (1(Tp2))*) (PyTpe, Toe) + Coii(pe) [ Tpel
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where Cj is a fixed constant depending only on M and on pg.
Since 7, belongs to the space V', where P, is negative-definite, if Cj is sufficiently large (depending
only Cy which, in turn, depends only on M and pg), then one has

(96) (201(Tpe) + (1(7p2))?) (PyTpe, o) + Coii(Tpe) 1Tzl <0 for w5z (m)]| = Co.

Having fixed this value of Cp, from (92) and the fact that ﬁ(wm)) =0 for ||77(7r;-(?1))|| < (it follows
that

11, (ﬁpﬁ) < IIp(”p,a) _P/ —p
P T p pp’

ptE
P

(97)

5

2

2
=

+Colp'=p):  |ITpz(m)|| < Co,me(m) = 1,

where C depends only on M and py.
Now we fix also the value of C;. We choose pg so small and C7 > 0 (depending only on M and pg)
so large that

3 40— ¢ _
(98) 2 (1—§p ,p) (Py0,9) + —2||6|| < (Pyo,0) < —2L— L for all 4 € V with [[8]] > C1,
p p p

where L and L are the constants given in (56) and (57). From (92), (95) and (96) we immediately find
(still for ng(m) = 1)

Uy (fpe) - Hp(mpe) P =pp — — e
p (,pa) < oToc) A Pype, Tpe) < =
P P pp P

(99) +Cip = p); Co < |mpe(m)]| < C,
where € depends only on M and py. R

By (92) and (95), since 7j(7,-) = 1 when ||7, || > C; (which implies 7 = 27), we obtain
(100) ]
1,(fpe) _ 1y(nye) | 3 (1 4 _p) G

(PyTpe, Tpe) + 7 H7T/p\€|

i Impe(m)| = Crymg(m) = 1.

o' p p 3 0
Then (98) implies (see (57) and (93))
(101) Loltpe) o for [1#]) > Cy.
p p
From (97), (99) and (101) we deduce
(102) Iy (7p.e) <Mpfe +(Co+C)(p —p) for ng(m) = 1.

v T p
Therefore it remains to consider the case in which 79(m) # 1, namely for ¢ > 1—6 (recall that m = (mq,t)
with my € A, ;). This is where the choice of 6 enters. Reasoning as for (95) we find

L1y (ﬁp,s) < Iy (Wpys) + 2ne(m)ﬁ(7ﬁ§)<Pgﬂ§, 7?p\s> + éone(m)ﬁ(ﬂ?) Hﬂ\s” .

Recall that the map m, . belongs to IIg 5, and hence it satisfies 7w, . (t,-) = ®5x(-) in C°(4, 7). Since p
is varying in the small interval [1 — pg, 1 4 po], we have estimates of the form (51) (with pkp replacing
kp) uniformly for p in this interval. Thus from the last formula we deduce that, for ng(m) < 1

Hy (Fpe(m)) < 1Ly (Pgx(ma)) + 09(1) + 206 (m)ii(Tp 2 ) (PaTpes Toe) + Come (m)ii(T,2) Tz |
< (32kn” — 4p'kp + 05(1)) log A — |)\E||S|2§2 + O(|s]S) + Cs5 + O(1) + 0g(1)

+ 209 (M) ) (Pype, Tpoe) + Clomo (m)ij () |1, 2l

IN

(32672 — dp'kp + 05(1)) log A — [\c1s[25° + O(s[B) + Cs + O(1) < —%L,
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if L is chosen sufficiently large (see (56)) and 6 is chosen sufficiently small. Now the conclusion follows
from (102) and the last estimate. W

References

[1] Adams D., A sharp Inequality of J. Moser for Higher Order Derivatives, Ann. of Math. 128-2 (1988),
385-398.

[2] Adimurthi, Robert F., Struwe M., Concentration phenomena for Liouville’s equation in dimension
four, preprint.

[3] Bahri A., Critical points at infinity in some variational problems, Research Notes in Mathematics,
182, Longman-Pitman, London, 1989.

[4] Bahri, A., Coron, J.M., On a nonlinear elliptic equation involving the critical Sobolev exponent: the
effect of the topology of the domain, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 41-3 (1988), 253-294.

[5] Branson, T.P., The Functional Determinant, Global Analysis Research Center Lecture Note Series,
Number 4, Seoul National University (1993).

[6] Branson T.P., Differential operators canonically associated to a conformal structure, Math. Scand.,
57-2 (1985), 293-345.

[7] Branson T.P., Oersted B., Explicit functional determinants in four dimensions, Proc. Amer. Math.
Soc. 113-3 (1991), 669-682.

[8] Branson T.P., Chang S.Y.A., Yang P.C., Estimates and extremal problems for the log-determinant
on 4-manifolds, Comm. Math. Phys., 149 (1992), 241-262.

[9] Bredon G.E., Topology and geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 139, 1997.

[10] Brendle S., Global existence and convergence for a higher order flow in conformal geometry, Ann. of

Math. 158 (2003), 323-343.

[11] Brendle S., Prescribing a higher order conformal invariant on S™, Comm. Anal. Geom. 11-5 (2003),
837-858.

[12] Chang S.Y.A., Gursky M.J., Yang P.C., An equation of Monge-Ampére type in conformal geometry,
and four-manifolds of positive Ricci curvature, Ann. of Math. 155-3 (2002), 709-787.

[13] Chang S.Y.A., Gursky M.J., Yang P.C., A conformally invariant sphere theorem in four dimensions,
Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. 98 (2003), 105-143.

[14] Chang S.Y.A., Qing J., Yang, P.C. Compactification of a class of conformally flat 4-manifold, Invent.
Math. 142-1 (2000), 65-93.

[15] Chang S.Y.A., Qing J., Yang, P.C. On the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet integral for conformal metrics on
R*, Duke Math. J. 103-3 (2000), 523-544.

[16] Chang S.Y.A., Yang P.C., Extremal metrics of zeta functional determinants on 4-manifolds, Ann. of
Math. 142 (1995), 171-212.

[17] Chang S.Y.A., Yang P.C., On uniqueness of solutions of nth order differential equations in conformal
geometry, Math. Res. Lett. 4-1 (1997), 91-102.

[18] Chang S.Y.A., Yang P.C., On a fourth order curvature invariant, Comtemp. Math. 237, Spectral
Problems in Geometry and Arithmetic, Ed. T. Branson, AMS, 1999, 9-28.

34



[19] Chen C.C., Lin C.S., Sharp estimates for solutions of multi-bubbles in compact Riemann surfaces,
Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 55-6 (2002), 728-771.

[20] Chen C.C., Lin C.S., Topological degree for a mean field equation on Riemann surfaces, Comm. Pure
Appl. Math. 56-12 (2003), 1667-1727.

[21] Chen, W., Li C., Prescribing Gaussian curvatures on surfaces with conical singularities, J. Geom.

Anal. 1-4, (1991), 359-372.

[22] Ding W., Jost J., Li J., Wang G., Existence results for mean field equations, Ann. Inst. Henri
Poincaré, Anal. Non Linéaire 16-5 (1999), 653-666.

[23] Djadli Z., Ezistence result for the mean field problem on Riemann surfaces of all genuses, preprint,
2005.

[24] Djadli Z., Malchiodi A., A fourth order uniformization theorem on some four manifolds with large
total Q-curvature, C.R.A.S.; 340 (2005), 341-346.

[25] Druet O., Robert F., Bubbling phenomena for fourth-order four-dimensional pdes with exponential
growth, preprint.

[26] Fefferman C., Graham C.R., Q-curvature and Poincaré metrics, Math. Res. Lett. 9-2/3 (2002),
139-151.

[27] Graham C.R., Jenne R., Mason L.J., Sparling G., Conformally invariant powers of the Laplacian.
I. Ezistence, J. London Math. Soc. 46-3 (1992) 557-565.

[28] Gursky M., The Weyl functional, de Rham cohomology, and Kahler-Einstein metrics, Ann. of Math.
148 (1998), 315-337.

[29] Gursky M., The principal eigenvalue of a conformally invariant differential operator, with an appli-
cation to semilinear elliptic PDE, Comm. Math. Phys. 207-1 (1999), 131-143.

[30] Gursky M., Viaclovsky J., A fully nonlinear equation on four-manifolds with positive scalar curvature,
J. Differential Geom. 63-1 (2003) 131-154.

[31] Jeanjean L., Toland, J., Bounded Palais-Smale mountain-pass sequences, C. R. Acad. Sci., Paris, Sr.
I, Math. 327, No.1, 23-28 (1998).

[32] LiY.Y., Harnack type inequality: The method of moving planes, Commun. Math. Phys. 200-2, (1999),
421-444.

[33] Lions J.L., Equations différentielles opérationnelles et problémes auz limites, Springer-Verlag, 1961.

[34] Lucia M., Nolasco M., SU(3) Chern-Simons vortex theory and Toda systems, J. Diff. Eq. 184-2
(2002), 443-474.

[35] Malchiodi, A., Compactness of solutions to some geometric fourth-order equations, J. Reine Angew.
Math., to appear.

[36] Malchiodi A., Ndiaye C.B., Some ezxistence results for the Toda system on closed surfaces, preprint,
2005.

[37] Malchiodi A., Struwe M., Q-curvature flow on S*, J. Diff. Geom., to appear.

[38] Paneitz S., A quartic conformally covariant differential operator for arbitrary pseudo-Riemannian
manifolds, preprint, 1983.

[39] Paneitz S., Essential unitarization of symplectics and applications to field quantization, J. Funct.
Anal. 48-3 (1982), 310-359.

35



[40] Struwe M., The existence of surfaces of constant mean curvature with free boundaries, Acta Math.
160 -1/2(1988), 19-64.

[41] Struwe M., Variational methods. Applications to nonlinear partial differential equations and Hamil-
tonian systems,. Third edition, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000.

[42] Struwe M., Tarantello G., On multivortex solutions in Chern-Simons gauge theory, Boll. Unione
Mat. Ital., Sez. B, Artic. Ric. Mat. (8)-1, (1998), 109-121.

[43] Uhlenbeck K., Viaclovsky J., Regularity of weak solutions to critical exponent variational equations,
Math. Res. Lett. 7-5/6 (2000), 651-656.

[44] Wei J., Xu X., On conformal deformations of metrics on S™, J. Funct. Anal 157-1 (1998), 292-325.

36



