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CRITICAL ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS IN POTENTIAL FORM

EMMANUEL HEBEY

ABSTRACT. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian n-manifold, n > 3.
Let also p > 1 be an integer, and My (R) be the vector space of symmetrical
p X p real matrix. For A: M — My (R) smooth, A = (A;;), we consider vector
valued equations, or systems, like

1 *
AJU + AU = o Duluf?

where U : M — RP is a p-map, A;‘g’ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on
p-maps, and 2* is critical from the Sobolev viewpoint. We investigate various
questions for this equation, like the existence of minimizing solutions, the exis-
tence of high energy solutions, blow-up theory, and compactness. We provide
the complete H12—thcory for blow-up, sharp pointwise estimates, and prove
compactness when the equations are not trivially coupled and of geometric
type.
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Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian n-manifold, n > 3. Let also p > 1
be an integer, and M (R) be the vector space of symmetrical p x p real matrix.
Namely the vector space of p x p real matrix S = (S;;) which are such that S;; = Sj;
for all 4,j. For A : M — MJ(R) smooth, A = (A;;), we consider vector valued
equations like

1 *
APY + Az)U = §Du|u|2 , (0.1)
where U : M — RP is a map, sometimes referred to as a p-map to underline the fact
that the target space is RP, Al is the Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on p-maps,

2* = 2n/(n—2), and Dy is the derivation operator with respect to . Writing that
U= (u1,...,up), we have that [U[*" = 30 |u;?", that o Dy U|* = (Jui|* ~2u;),
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and that ADU = (Agu;),, where i = 1,...,p, and Ay = —div,V is the Laplace-
Beltrami operator for functions. Another way we can write (L) is like in the
following elliptic system in potential form:

P
Agui + Z Aij (,T)’U,J = |ui|2*_2ui , (02)
j=1
where the equations have to be satisfied in M, and for all ¢ =1,...,p. We say the
system is of order p, and refer to it as a p-system. The system has a variational
structure. It is also critical from the Sobolev viewpoint since, if H? is the Sobolev
space of functions in L? with one derivative in L?, then 2* is the critical Sobolev
exponent for the embeddings of H? into Lebesgue spaces. When p = 1, ({2
reduces to Yamabe type equations like

Agu+ h(z)u = |u* "%u, (0.3)

where h : M — R, h = Aj1, is smooth. In the same order of ideas, if A is diagonal,
then ([I2) consists of p copies of Yamabe type equations like {L3)) with h = Ay,
i=1,...,p. When A is diagonal, the equations are independent one from another,
and the system is said to be trivial, or trivially coupled.

Equations like (1) generalize the intensively studied Yamabe type equations.
In this paper we study various questions for ([[Il), like the existence of minimizing
solutions for ([[II), the existence of high energy solutions, blow-up theory, and
compactness properties of [IIl). Section [ of the paper is devoted to preliminary
definitions and remarks on our systems. We insist in this section on some of the
differences we can find between the scalar case (where p = 1) and the vector valued
case addressed in this paper (where p > 2). A major difference is the lack of
maximum principle. We exhibit in Section [[l examples of nonnegative solutions of
systems like ([[I]) which are not positive. In other words, examples of solutions such
that the factors of the solutions are nonnegative, nonzero, but with zeros in M — a
phenomenon which does not occur when p = 1 (where, by the maximum principle,
nonnegative solutions are either identically zero or everywhere positive). In Section
of the paper we discuss the variational structure attached to our systems. In
particular, we prove that if the minimum energy of the system is sufficiently small,
then the system possesses a minimizing solution (of small energy). The existence of
high energy solutions is discussed in Section Bl Blow-up theory for our systems and
for nonnegative solutions is discussed in Sections @lto[® We adopt in these sections
the dynamical viewpoint (in the sense of the terminology introduced in [23]) which
consists in considering sequences of solutions (or Palais-Smale sequences) of families
of equations and not only sequences of solutions (or Palais-Smale sequences) of one
given equation (in our case, of families of systems and not of one given system).
The H#-theory for blow-up is discussed in Section Bl We provide in this section
a complete description of the asymptotic behaviour of Palais-Smale sequences in
the Sobolev space pr consisting of p-maps whose components are in L? with
one derivative in L?. Global pointwise estimates for sequences of solutions are
discussed in Section Bl We prove that we can add pointwise estimates to the
Sobolev asymptotics of the H?-theory when passing from Palais-Smale sequences
to sequences of solutions. The notion of L2-concentration, which turns out to be
important for compactness issues, is addressed in Section B In Section [ we prove
sharp local pointwise estimates for sequences of solutions. Standard rescaling is
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discussed in Section® The blow-up theory developed in Sections Bl toRlis applied in
Section @ to get compactness results in the conformally flat case. Roughly speaking,
we prove that, for conformally flat manifolds, systems like [{[I]) are compact when
their coupling does not involve a trivial coupling related to the geometric equation.

1. PRELIMINARY DEFINITIONS AND REMARKS

In what follows we let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, p > 1 integer, and A : M — M7 (R), A = (4;;), be a smooth map
from M to M, (R). We consider systems like

P
Agui + Z Aij (,T)’U,J = A|ui|2*_2ui (11)

j=1
in M, for all i = 1,...p, where A € R. We let H} ,(M) be the space consisting of

p-maps U : M — RP, U = (uq,...,up), such that the u;’s are all in the standard
Sobolev space HZ(M). Namely,

H12,p(M) = {L{ = (u1,...,Up), U; € H12(M) for allz'} ,

where H?(M) is the standard Sobolev space of functions in L?(M) with one deriv-
ative in L?. The space Hf ,(M) is an Hilbert space when equipped with the scalar
product
UV = Z(uiavi) ;

where (-,-) is the usual scalar product in HZ(M), the u;’s are the components of
U, and the v;’s are the components of V. A map U = (u1,...,up) in H127P(M)
is said to be a weak solution of ([I)) if the equations in ([ITI]) are satisfied in the
distributional sense by the u;’s. By regularity theory (see the proof of Theorem ET]
in Section B), any weak solution U = (uy, ..., up) of ([T, U € HY (M), is in C**
for all 0 < @ < 1 (in the sense that the u;’s are in C?? for all 7).

In what follows we say that a p-map U = (u1,...,up) is nonnegative if the u;’s
are all nonnegative functions (i.e u; > 0 for all i), weakly positive if the u;’s are all
positive functions unless they are identically zero (i.e, for any i, either u; > 0 or
u; = 0), and strongly positive if the u;’s are all positive functions (i.e u; > 0 for all
i). For short, a p-map is said to be positive if it is either weakly positive, or strongly
positive. Following standard terminology in the elliptic system literature, we say
that a matrix S = (S;;) is cooperative if S;; > 0 for all i # j. If S+ M — M3 (R) is
a map, S is said to be cooperative in M if S;;(x) > 0 for all ¢ # j, and all z € M.
At last, still following standard terminology in the elliptic system literature, we say
that the system (CT) is fully coupled if the index set {1,...,p} does not split in
two disjoint subsets {i1,...,ix} and {j1,...,jx}, K + k' = p, such that A;_;, =0
forall « = 1,...,k and 8 = 1,...,k’. When () is not fully coupled, up to
permuting the equations, A can be written in diagonal blocks S : M — M (R) and
T:M — M ,(R) for some k < p, like in (CH) below, and the p-system splits
in two independent systems. Namely a k-system with respect to S and a (p — k)-
system with respect to T'. If U = (u;); is a solution of ([I1]), and o is a permutation
of £, = {1,...,p}, then U = (tg(iy)i is a solution of (L)) when we replace the
Aij’s by /L-j = As(i)o(j)- Possible references on elliptic systems are De Figueiredo
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[[1], De Figueiredo and Ding [I2], De Figueiredo and Felmer [13], El Hamidi [21],
Hulshof, Mitidieri and Van der Vorst [30], Mancini and Mitidieri [89], Mitidieri and
Sweers 1], and Sweers [52].

In Remarks 1.1 and 1.2 below we discuss two important examples which show
that nonnegative solutions of systems like (II]) are not necessarily weakly positive,
and, in the same order of ideas, that weakly positive solutions of systems like ()
are not necessarily strongly positive.

Remark 1.1: Contrary to the case p = 1, nonnegative solutions of a system like
([CT) are not necessarily weakly positive (and thus not necessarily strongly positive
as well). We may have a nonnegative solution & = (uq, . .., u,) with one of the u;’s
non identically zero, but with zeros in M. A possible construction when p = 2 is
as follows. We let (5™, go) be the unit n-sphere. The Yamabe equation on (S™, go)
reads as

- 2 *
Agyu+ %uzzﬁ -t (1.2)
and the positive solutions of (L) are given by
n—2
-2 D _n
u () = <%()\2 - 1)) (A — cosdy, (z0,2))' "7, (1.3)
where A > 1 and zop € S™. We fix g € S™ and let u) = uio. Then
n—2
—9)\ 7
uy = <%> +en (1.4)

where €y — 0 in C°(S™) as A — +o0o. Let my = mingn uy. Let also £, and &, be
the functions given by

-y un(x) —my an

) ==w ™ (1.5)
o n(n=2) 2o, (ua(@) —my)> ! '
AN =T @)

where z € S™. By ([A), £y — 0 and £, — 0 in C°(S™) as X — +oo while, by (C2),
letting uy = uy —my and uy = uy, we easily get that Uy = (ug,u3) is a solution
of the 2-system

2
Agyui + Y Al (@)uy = [ug* 2, (1.6)
j=1
in S™, for all i = 1,2, if ExA), + A}, = &\ and £ Ay + A) = %. Let
A = #. Then the 2-map Uy = (u?,u3) is a solution of (CH) for all A, where
AN = (Af‘]) can be chosen in the form

A)\ (n4—2) E/)\
= , 1.7
el @ +ey (17)

and where £) — 0 and £ — 0 in C°(S™) as A — +00. Obviously, uy = uy — my
is nonnegative with one zero (at —wg). In particular, Uy = (u3,u3) is not weakly
positive. However, Uy is a nonnegative solution of the 2-system ([CH). Summarizing,
we constructed a nonnegative solution of a system like (I with one factor in

the solution which is non identically zero, but has zeros in M. This shows that
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nonnegative solutions of systems like ([Il) are not necessarily weakly positive. By
[CD), for A > 1 sufficiently large, A* is positive and the operator Ago + AN is
coercive (coercivity is defined in Section B). Of course, ([CH) is also fully coupled
since, if not, the maximum principle for functions would lead to a contradiction.

Remark 1.2: In a similar way, weakly positive solutions of a system like ([T]) are
not necessarily strongly positive. There is of course a trivial construction where
we create O-factors by adding “artificial” equations to the system. For instance, if
U is a solution of ([CIl) with A = 1, then we may regard the map (U,0), 0 € R,
as a solution of the system ([[CI)—({L3]) we get by adding to ([IIl) one equation like
[@3). In such constructions, the resulting system is obviousy not fully coupled.
However, there are easy examples of fully coupled systems with weakly positive
solutions having zero factors (and thus with weakly positive solutions which are
not strongly positive). To get such examples we may consider a positive solution u
of an equation like ([L3)), and note that U = (u, u, 0) is a solution of (LII) with p = 3
(and A= 1) when the Aij’S are such that Aij = Aji, A1+ Ais=h, Aoy + Ao = h,
and A3 = —Ags. For instance, if u is a positive solution of ([{IL3)), then U = (u, u,0)
is a solution of ([Il) with p = 3 and A = 1, when

Lh i«
A= %h %h —a |,
a —-a f

h is as in ([@3), and «, B are arbitrary functions. The system is obviously fully
coupled when « is nonzero.

The following lemma, that we will use several times in the sequel, shows that
the above examples in Remarks 1.1 and 1.2 stop to hold, or reduce to the trivial
case, when — A is cooperative, respectively when — A is cooperative and the system
is also fully coupled.

Lemma 1.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
n >3, p > 1 integer, and A: M — M3 (R), A= (Aij), be a smooth map from M
to My (R). If —A is cooperative, then any nonnegative solution of (L) is weakly
positive. If —A is cooperative and [IL) is fully coupled, then any weakly positive
solution of {L) is strongly positive.

Proof. If —A is cooperative, and U = (u1,...,up) is a solution of ([CIJ), we can
write that
Agui + A”uz Z Auf*fl

for all 4. Then the classical maximum principle for scalar equations can be applied
so that either u; > 0 everywhere in M, or w; = 0. This proves the first assertion
in the lemma. Concerning the second assertion, we prove that if —A (or A) is
cooperative, and U is a weakly positive solution of the system, then A can be
factorized in blocs with respect to the zero and nonzero components of U. More
precisely, if we write Y = (u,...,ug,0,...,0) with k < p, and u; > 0 for all i, then

A= (*g g) , (1.8)

where S : M — Mp(R), T : M — M; ;(R), and the 0’s are null matrix of
respective order k X (p— k) and (p — k) X k. This easily follows from the equations
Z?Zl Aiju; = 0 for all 7 > k + 1, so that we necessarily have that A;; = 0 for all
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t>k+1and j <k. The p-system (LI splits into two independent systems — a
k-system where A is replaced by S, and a (p — k)-system where A is replaced by T
In particular, if —A is cooperative and ([[J) is fully coupled, any weakly positive
solution of () is strongly positive. O

Remark 1.3 below is concerned with the negative case where A < 0 in ().
With respect to scalar equations (where p = 1) we loose uniqueness but still have
the a priori L*°-bound. Like when p = 1, the difficult case in equations like (),
with respect to existence or compactness of solutions, is when A is positive.

Remark 1.3: There are different behaviour of ([CIl) depending on the sign of A.
In the negative case, when A < 0, the positive solution is known to be unique if
p = 1. This obviously stops to hold for systems and there are counter examples
involving only constant maps, and so only algebra. Suppose for instance that p = 2
and n =6. Let A >0, uy = A\, vy = A+ 1, and wy = (A2 + (A + 1)?)/(2\ + 1).
Let also All(A), AQQ()\), and A12(/\) = A21 (A) be given by All()\) = AQQ(/\) =
—(BA2+3X+1)/(2A+ 1) and A12(A) = (A2 + A)/(2X + 1). Then, for any A > 0,
(ux,vy), (vx,un), and (wy,wy) are three distinct strongly positive solutions of
([T with A = —1 and A = A(\), where A()) is the matrix of components A;;(A),
1,7 = 1,2. However, though uniqueness is not anymore true for systems, it is still
true, like when p = 1, that there is a bound (depending only on A and A) for the L>°-
norm of positive solutions of the system. If &/ = (u1,...,up) is a positive solution
of (LI with A < 0, and z; is a point where u; is maximum, then A u;(z;) > 0 and
we get with the equations in ([I]) that

.
L1
luallze™ < il Al max [lugllo

|A| =1,..., P

for all i, where ||Al|oc = max; j [|Aij]|co. In particular, there exists C = C(]| 4|0, A),
C > 0 depending only on ||Al|s and A, such that ||u;||e < C for all i.

2. MINIMIZING SOLUTIONS AND VARIATIONAL STRUCTURE

By the Sobolev inequality in Euclidean space, there exists K > 0 such that
[lull2« < K||Vul|2 for all smooth functions u with compact support in R™. We let
K, be the sharp constant K in this inequality, so that

4
Kp= |—— (2.1)
n(n — 2)w,21/"

where w,, is the volume of the unit n-sphere. A preliminary claim is that we also

have that
— inf YV |2d 2.2
ué%n;/mm (22)
for all p > 1, where H%,, consists of the maps U = (uq,...,up), u; : R" — R, which

are such that u; € D?(R™) for all 4, and 3°F_, [0 [u;|* dz = 1, where D(R") is
the Beppo-Levi space defined as the completion of C§°(R™), the space of smooth
function with compact support in R™, with respect to the norm |ul| = ||[Vu]2.
When p = 1, ([Z2) is obvious since it reduces to the basic definition of the sharp
constant K in the inequality ||ull2« < K||Vu|2. That @32) is also true for p > 1
was first noticed by Amster, De Népoli and Mariani [I]. Let A, be the right hand
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side in [ZZ). Taking U = (u,0,...,0), we easily get that A, < A;. Conversely,
since 2/2* < 1, so that (3 ]a;)%/?" < 3 |ai*/?", a; € R, we can write that

» 2/2* » ) 9% 2\ 2/2"
Us; 2 < <—/ Vu; 2dw)
(; [ i < (25 L v

2
< Alz/n |Vu;|*dx

and it follows that we also have that A, > A;. This proves the above claim that
E32) is true for all p. Now, we return to the case of manifolds. For (M,g) a
smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 3, and A : M — M (R),
A = (Aij) smooth, we let T4 : HY ,(M) — R be the functional given by

Z/ |V, |*dv, + Z/ A (z)usujdog (2.4)

1,j=1

(2.3)

where Hf ,(M) is as in Section I Let also ® : H} (M) — R be the functional
given by ®(U) = Y°0_, [,, [ui|* dvy. The definition of ® makes sense thanks to the
Sobolev embedding of H? into L?*. We define 1, (M) by

g (M) = inf Taftd) (25)

where HY, consists of the maps U € H %)p(M ) which satisfy the constraint ®(U) = 1.
Let S : M — R be a function, and Id, be the p X p-identity matrix. We let u}ig(M)
be the infimum pg;, ,(M). An easy claim in the spirit of @32) is that

Mgldp,g(M) = le,g(M) (2.6)
if S is such that pug ,(M) > 0 (for instance S > 0). In order to prove this claim, we
first note that, taking ¢ = (u,0,...,0) in [Z3), we get that 1§, (M) < pg ,(M).
We assume g (M) > 0. Tt follows that we also have that Mgldp,g(M) >0. In
particular, if ug (M) = 0, then Mgldp,g(M) =0, and () is true in this case. Let
us now assume that pg (M) > 0. As in [Z3), we may write that

» 2/2*
Z/ |ui|2*dvg
i=1vM

) X 2v j2\ 2/2"
< _ Vu;|? + Suf dv
; <:u157g(M) /M (| | ) J
p
<47 Z/ (IVu;|* + Su?) dvg
/’LS7(] M

and we get that Isrq,(U) > pf ,(M)®U)*/?" for all maps U € H7 (M), where I
is given by &), and @ is as in the definition of H;, in I). As a consequence
we get that ,ugldp (M) > fis 4(M), and this proves the above claim that (ZB) is

true when M}g (M) > 0. In particular, if Ay = 4(n_21)5’ Idy, where Sy is the scalar

curvature of g, and if the Yamabe invariant Yj, (M) of (M, g) is nonnegative, then
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;Limg(M) = Y[y (M). For instance, if (S™, go) is the unit n-sphere, then, similarly
to [Z3J), we can also write that K2 = /ﬂj‘go)go (S™) for all p. A possible survey

reference for the Yamabe material we used here is Lee and Parker [34]. We refer
also to Aubin [B], Hebey [24], and Schoen [HS].

When pg (M) < 0 and p > 1, an equation like ugldpg(M) = pg ,(M) stops
to hold and we do get that ugldwg(M) < pg4(M). Tn order to see this, we let
u > 0 be a minimizer for pg (M), and let U € H{ (M) be the p-map given by
U= (p~%u,...,p7Y? u). Then ®U) = 1, where ® is as in the definition of H%,
in ([Z3)), and it follows from () that Is7q, () = pl_(2/2*),ulsﬁg(M). In particular,
sra,,o(M) < pg (M) when p > 1 and pg (M) <O0.

As in Section [, we let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, A: M — M;(R), A = (A;j), be a smooth map, and we consider
systems like

P

Agui + Y Aij()u; = Au* ~?u; (2.7)
j=1

in M, for all i = 1,...p, where A € R. We claim here that the following theorem

holds. The case p = 1 in the result is well known and goes back to Aubin [4]

and Trudinger [53] (see also Yamabe [B6]). Note that by considering test functions

U € H? (M) for I, in the form U = (u,0,...,0), we easily get from the p =1 case

that pfy (M) < K. for all A and all (M, g).

Theorem 2.1 (Existence of Minimizers). Let (M,g) be a smooth compact Rie-
mannian manifold of dimension n >3, p > 1, and A : M — M;(R) be a smooth
map. Assume py (M) < K2, where 1ty 4 (M) is given by (Z3), and K, is given
by (Z3). Then there exists a minimizer U for p% (M). Namely, U € Hj, and
Ta(U) = pfy ,(M), where 14 is given by [BZ), and H}y, is as in (ZF). In particular,
U = (u1,...,up) is a minimizing solution of the system ([Z-1) with A = p¥y (M).
The u;’s are in C%% for all i and 0 < @ < 1. The solution U can be chosen weakly
positive if —A is cooperative in M, and strongly positive if the system is also fully
coupled.

Proof. First we prove the existence of a minimizer U for p*y g(M ) when we assume
that /ﬂ" g(M ) < K, 2. Then we prove the regularity of weak solutions, not nec-
essarily minimizing, of systems like [Z). Concerning the existence of U, we let
(Un)a be a minimizing sequence for pfy (M), and write that Us, = (uj,, . .., ub) for
all .. Since U, € HY, for all a, the ul’s are uniformly bounded in HZ(M) for all i.
Up to passing to a subsequence, we may therefore assume that, for any 4, uf, — u;
weakly in HZ(M), ul, — u; strongly in L?(M), and u’, — u; almost everywhere in
M. By the weak convergence in HZ,

/ |Vl |*dv, :/ |V (ul, —ui)|2dvg—|—/ |Vug|*dvg + o(1) (2.8)
M M M

for all ¢, where o(1) — 0 as & — +oo. We also have, for instance by Brézis and
Lieb [7], that

[ = [ e+ [ o) (29)
M M M
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for all ¢ and «, where o(1) — 0 as & — +oo. Moreover, by the sharp Sobolev
inequality in Hebey and Vaugon [28, [29], we can write that

p 2/2*
</M Z Jug, — ui|2*d”9>
=1
P _ 2/2*
<> ( /M Juaf, — a2 dvg> (2.10)
=1

p p
<K? Z /M |V (ul, — ;) |*dvg + BZ /M [ul, — u;2dv,
i=1 =1

for all ¢ and o, where B > 0 does not depend on i and a. Then, since U, € H%,
for all o, we get by combining (ZX)-(EI) that

» 2/2*
1-— / U; 2" v
(13 [ ot

p
< K,%Z (/ |Vl |dv, —/ |Vui|2dvg) +0(1)
M M

i=1

(2.11)

for all i and a, where o(1) — 0 as a — +00. Since Ia(Ua) = py ,(M) + o(1) for
all o, and u!, — u; in L2(M) for all i, we get with @II) that

p 2/2*
(155 )
< K2 (1,4 (M) = L)) + o(1) (2.12)

» 2/2*
< Kﬁui)g(M) 1-— (Z /M |ui|2*dvg> +o(1)
i=1

for all v, where U is the p-map whose components are the u;’s, o(1) — 0 as a — 400,
and we used the equation

» 2/2*
LaU) > pfy ,(M) <Z |Ui||§*> :
=1

Noting that

p 2/2" p
0<1— / U; 2" v <[1- / U; 2" v
@M“g> <§M”g

for all o, we get with [ZI2) that

2/2*

p
o< - S [ eFaon
i=1
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In particular, Y € HY,, and then, by writing with I3) that

r
> ( /M [Vt [P, /M |w|2dvg)

i=1

— [a(Ua) — L2 @) + (1)

p 2/2*
< pig g (M) = iy (M) <Z /M |ui|2*dvg> +0(1)

=o(1),
we get with ) that

p
Z/M IV (ul, — ug)|?dvg — 0 (2.14)
1=1

as a — +oo. By @), u’, — u; strongly in HZ(M) for all i, as @ — +oo. In
particular, I4(U) = p%y (M), and since U € Hy;, U = (uy, ..., up) is a minimizer
for pfy ,(M). If —A is cooperative, I ([U|) < I(U) where [U| = (Juil, ..., |uy]). In
particular, if —A is cooperative, up to replacing U by |U|, we can choose U to be
nonnegative. Independently, we clearly have that U is a weak solution of the system
ZD) with A = pfy (M), in the sense that for any ® = (¢1,...,¢p) in H{ (M),
and any ¢,

p
Vu;V;)dv, + Ajuipidv, = Nuy 2**2ui<pi . 2.15
9 Ui AVg
M /M

Now we prove the regularity of U, and more generally of any solution of (22IH). Here
we follow the arguments developed by Trudinger [53] for the Yamabe equation. By
standard elliptic theory, it suffices to prove that the u;’s are all in L?(M) for some
q > 2*. For A > 0 we let I\ and G be real functions defined by
Fy(z) = |x|Po if 2] < A
(2.16)
F(z) = poAPo 7t z| — (po — 1)AP0 if not
and
Ga(z) = |z|Pr if |z| < A
(2.17)
Ga(z) = poX*Po=V [z — (pg — 1)A*°~1 if not
where 2py = 2* and p; = 2* — 1 so that 2pg =p; + 1. For i =1,...,p, we let also
u;)\ = F\(u;) and u?ﬁA = Gi(u;) .

Noting that F and G in I8) and (ZI7) are Lipschitz functions, we get that the
uj\'s and u? \’s are all in H{(M). Independently, we also have that for any z > 0,

Fy(z) <P | Ga(z) < P | F)\(aj)2 > xGy(2)
and FY(z)? < poGA(x) if z # X .

Taking ¢; = u?, in @IH), since u; € L2 (M) for all i, and by [@IF), we can write
that

(2.18)

/ G (u;) |V, *dv, < Oy + |A|/ i) 7Gx (ui)dv, (2.19)
M M
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for all ¢, where C7 > 0 does not depend on A. Still by I) it follows from EI9)
that

1 *
—/ Vul\[Pdv, < Cy + |A|/ a2 2 (s )2 (2.20)
Po Jm ’ ’ M ’
Given K > 0 we let
H}ﬁK = {z st |ui(z)] < K} and HzK = {zs.t. lui(z)| > K} .

By Holder’s inequality, and the Sobolev inequality for the embedding H? C L,
namely [[¢[l2« < A[|[V| g2 for all p € HZ(M), we write that

L/“|uiF**2Px<u»2dvg
M

H

) - | "2 Fx (u)dvg
K K

2/n 2 (221)
HL ' H2 ' M ‘
< [ R, + A [ (VP () doy
HL ' ' M ’ ’ '
where, since u; € L? (M), &5k = fH% |u;|? dv, is such that
lim Ei,K = 0.
K—+o0o
We let K > 0 be such that poAQEi/I? < 1. For A > K,
/ g ? ~2Fy(ui)?dv, < K2 Vv, (2.22)
1

K

where V; is the volume of M with respect to g. Similarly, by ([IX), and since
u; € L¥" (M), there exists Cy > 0, independent of A, such that

/M(U%,Afdvg <Oy (2.23)

for all i. Inserting (ZZI)-EZ2Z3) into [ZZ), and since K is such that poAQE%" <1,
we get that

/M [Vui\[*dvy < Cs., (2.24)

where C5 > 0 is independent of A. In particular, by [Z23), (Z24), and the Sobolev
inequality, there exists Cy > 0 independent of A such that

/M(uz{/\)?dvg <y

for all i. Letting A — 400, it clearly follows that the u;’s are all in L2"7°(M). Since
po > 1, we then get that the u;’s are all in LY(M) for some ¢ > 2*. By standard
elliptic theory, the w;’s are in C%%(M), 0 < 6 < 1, for all i. This holds for U
minimizing or not. If we assume that —A is cooperative, see Lemma [[Tlin Section
0 the maximum principle for functions applies. In particular, if i/ is minimizing, it
can be chosen weakly positive since, as mentionned above, up to replacing U by |U],
it can be chosen nonnegative. If the system is also fully coupled, see again Lemma
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[CTin Section [ U is necessarily strongly positive when it is weakly positive. This
ends the proof of Theorem 11 O

In what follows we say that the operator Al 4 A is coercive if there exists K > 0
such that

L) = KUl

for allif € pr(M), where the norm in the right hand side is the norm of Hfﬁp(M).
Define A4(g) to be the infimum of the Iy (U)’s for U € H? (M), U = (uy, ..., up),
such that Y-, [, uZdvy = 1. If A4(g) > 0, we can write that

IaUu) > gIA(u)+(1—5)AA(g)Z/Mu§dug
i=1

elldll;

Y%

for all U € HY (M), where £ > 0 is such that (1 —e)A\a(g)ld, + A > eld, in the
sense of bilinear forms, and Id,, is the p x p-identity matrix. In particular, AL + A
is coercive. Conversely, since the L?-norm is controlled by the HZ-norm, we easily
get that Aa(g) > 0 if AP + A is coercive. This proves that Al + A is coercive if
and only if A4(g) > 0. Noting that pf) (M) > 0 if and only if Aa(g) > 0, it follows
that p% (M) > 0 if and only if Ab 4 A is coercive.

When iy (M) < 0, the existence of a minimizing solution for @) directly
follows from Theorem 20l When 4y (M) > 0, and thus A + A is coercive, there
are several situations where Theorem ZT] can be applied. For instance, we get with
the developments in Aubin [ that if n > 4 and

n—2

Aii ($) < m

Sg(z)

for some 7 and some x, where S is the scalar curvature of g, then p% (M) < K.
We also get that 1!y (M) < K 2if [, Ajdog < K;2V92/2* for some i, where V; is
the volume of M with respect to g, or, by Schoen [H6], if A; = 4(’;—:21)Sg for some 1,
and the manifold is conformally distinct to the unit sphere. By Theorem X1l 1)
with A = 1 possesses a minimizing solution in such cases.

Remark 2.1: The above examples involve test maps with no coupling. Namely test
maps like U = (uq,...,up) where, given some ¢ = 1, ..., p, we ask that u; = 0 for
all j # i. There are of course several examples where coupling will help decreasing
the value of I4. Let for instance (S™, go) be the unit n-sphere, p = 2, and A4, be

the matrix
n(n—2) o )
A, = 4
o n(n—2) ’
< « 1

where a : S — R is a smooth function. If @ = 0, then, with the notations at the
beginning of the section, 49 = Ay, and we get that uiom (S™) = K,;2. On the
other hand, it is easily seen that uimgo (S") < K2 if a # 0. Indeed, if we let
up > 0 be a minimizer for the Yamabe invariant on the sphere with |lug|l2+ = 1,
there is an entire family of such minimizers (including one constant function), and
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if we let U. = (ug, —ea), where £ > 0 is small, then, for 14 as in [Zd)), and ® as in
the definition of H%, in ([Z3),

Ia, (U) < (an’ - 25/

n

oz2u0dvgo + Ygn (04)52) fIJ(z,{E)2/2* 7

where
-2
Yon(a) = / <|Voz|2 + %oﬂ) dvg, .

Taking ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such that Y (a)e < 2 [ gn a?ugdvy,, this proves the
above claim that p% , (S™) < K, ? when a # 0.

Remark 2.2: When p = 1, minimizers are always positive or negative (since if u is
a minimizer, then |u| is also a minimizer and we can apply the maximum principle).
When p > 1, this is not true anymore. However, in several situations, we are still
dealing with positive solutions of systems like ([Z7). Suppose for instance that
p=2, and let A, A’ be the matrix

A= (g 5) and A’ = (_aﬁ _f> : (2.25)

where «, 3,7 are smooth functions in M, and A is supposed to be such that AP + A
is coercive so that pu(A) = p% (M) > 0. For U = (u,v) in Hf o(M) we let U’
be given by U’ = (u,—v). We suppose that 3 > 0, § # 0, is nontrivial and
nonnegative. If Uy = (ug, vo) is a minimizer for u(A), then I4(Up) < I4(U]) and
we get that fM Buovodvg < 0. In particular, since 8 > 0 and 8 # 0, Uy cannot
be strongly positive. Pushing further the analysis, noting that I4(U) = Ia/(U') for
all U € HE,, we easily get that Uy is a minimizer for p(A) if and only if I is a
minimizer for u(A’) = p%, ,(M). But A" is such that —A’ is cooperative, so that
U} = (Juol, |vol) is also a minimizer for u(A’). Since we assumed that 8 # 0, the
system is fully coupled. It follows that both |ug| and |vg| are positive functions.
Summarizing, if 8 < 0, and 8 # 0, —A is cooperative and the system is fully
coupled. Minimizers for u% (M) are like Uy = (uo,vo) or Uy = (—uo, —vo), where
up and vy are positive functions in M. Then, up to a positive constant scale factor,
U = (ug, vp) is a strongly positive solution of the original system

Agug + aug + Py = ug*fl
Agvg + Bug + yvg = w2 L

Conversely, if 8 > 0, and 8 # 0, minimizers for M,qug(M) are like Uy = (ug, —vp) or
Uy = (—ug,v0), where ug and vy are positive functions in M. They are not positive
(neither negative). However we are still dealing with strongly positive solutions of
2-systems. In this case, up to a positive constant scale factor, U = (ug,vp) is a
strongly positive solution of the modified system

2% —1

Agug + aug + flug = ug*fl
Agvg + Blug +yvo = vy

where 8/ = —f. As one can check, the above discussion, and the arguments we
developed, extend to higher order systems.
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3. HIGH ENERGY SOLUTIONS

Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold, n > 3. A preliminary
remark is that there are several ways to construct positive solutions of p-systems
from positive solutions of g-systems when ¢ < p. Suppose for instance that we have
two positive solutions of scalar equations like ((I3). Namely, Ayu + hu = u? ~!
and Ayv+ kv =02 "1 in M, where h and k are two smooth functions in M. Then
U = (u,v) is a strongly positive solution of the 2-system

{Agu +au+ v =u? "1

x 3.1
Ao+ Bu+yv =01 (8-1)

as soon as «, (3, and v are such that

(h(z) = ale)) 5y = (@) = @) (32)

= B(z)

for all z € M. In other words, two positive solutions of scalar equations like (3]
provide several examples (e.g like a one parameter family w.r.t ) of 2-systems
with strongly positive solutions. These solutions, see Remark 2.2 in Section [ are
certainly not minimizing if 5 > 0.

In what follows we discuss particular examples where we do get solutions with
arbitrarily large energies (Proposition Bl), and multiple solutions with distinct
energies (Proposition B2). For M a smooth compact Riemannian (n — 1)-manifold,
n > 3, and S! the circle in R? of radius 1 centered at 0, we let M = S* x M and
§ be the standard product metric on M. For p > 1, and 4 : M — M;(R), we
consider the system

p
Ag’ui + ZA” (IE)’U,J e |ui|2*72ui (33)

j=1
in M, for all i = 1,...p, where (t,z), t € S, x € M, is the variable in M. For
U = (u1,...,up) a solution of BF), we let E(U) be the energy of U given by
EMU) =3P luil|l3. We let also Ay = K", where K, is as in @), and let
Id,, be the p x p-identity matrix. If & = (u1,...,u,) is a minimizer for u (M),
and pfy (M) > 0, where pfy (M) is defined in Z3), then U= (i,...,10,) is a
solution of B3) when we let @; = uiyg(M)("_m/‘lui for all 7. Its energy E(U) is

such that E(U) < Apin. We prove here that the following result holds.

Proposition 3.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian (n — 1)-manifold,
n > 3. For any A > 0 there exist positive real numbers K1(A) < Ka(A) such that
if A M — Mj(R) satisfies that

Ki(A)Id, < A(z) < K»(A)Id, (3.4)

for all x, in the sense of bilinear forms, then (Z3) in M=S'xM POSSeSses a
solution U of energy A < E(U) < A+ Apin. The solution can be chosen weakly
positive if —A is cooperative, and strongly positive if the system is also fully coupled.

Proof. For m > 1, we let S'(1/m) be the circle in R? of radius 1/m centered at
0. We let M,, = S1(1/m) x M and g,, be the standard product metric on M,,.
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We denote by (t,x) the variable in S*(1/m) x M, and G,, be the subgroup of
O(2) generated by z — e2™/™z We regard Gy, as acting on M = S x M by
(t,z) = (o(t),z) for o € Gy,. Then M /G, = M,,. We define B,, = By(gm) to be
the smallest B such that

lull. < KxIVull3 + Bllul3

for all u € HY(M,y,). For t € (0, By), and t' = K%, we let Ay = py , (M) with

the notations in Section It can be proved (see for instance Druet, Hebey and
Robert [20]) that By, exists, that By, > Vg_z/n, where Vj, is the volume of M,
with respect to g,,, that s is nondecreasing in 7', and that \; — K;2 ast — Bpn,.

For A > 0 we let m = mp be given by m = [A_1 A] + 1, where, for X > 0, [X] is

min

the greatest integer not exceeding X. We let also T'(A) € (0, B,;,) be such that

m

n
2

A< ([A 5 A+ 1) A (3.5)

for all T(A) < t < By,. Then we define
Ki(A) = K, ?2T(A) and Ko(A) = K, 2B,, .

Let A: M — M (R) be such that (4] holds for all z € M, in the sense of bilinear
forms. Since A does not depend on the variable ¢, we may regard A as defined in
M,,. Moreover, since M is compact, there exist tmin < tmaz in (K1(A), K2(A))
such that t,inld, < A(z) < tmaezldp for all z, in the sense of bilinear forms. In
particular, by [0]), we can write that

N%mm,gm (Mm) < /’Li,gm (Mm) < M%mw,gm (Mm) . (3-6)

Since tpmar < Ka2(A), coming back to the very first definition of B,,, we do get
that pf o (M) < K, 2. Then, by Theorem BTl there exist U = (u,...,up) a
solution in M, of the system

p
Agui+ > Ay =iy o (M) u,
j=1

for all 4, and such that 3°7_, ||u;]|3. = 1. The solution can be chosen weakly positive
if —A is cooperative, and strongly positive if the system is also fully coupled. We
let u; be given by

~ _ p n—2

Uy = py g (Mp) 5 u
and 4; be the function in M such that 1;/Gm = ;. Then U= (G1,...,0p) is a
solution of B3), and by [BH) and B4, its energy

EU) = mly , (M)

is such that A < E(U) < A+ Apin. This proves the proposition. O

Following ideas in Hebey and Vaugon [27] we may also prove existence of several
solutions of distinct energies in particular cases. For T' > 0, and n > 3, let Mr be
the manifold M7 = SY(T) x S*~! and gr be the standard product metric on Mrp.
For p>1,and A: 8"~ ! — M$(R), we consider the system

p
AgTU/i + ZAU (LL')U] = |’U,i|2 _2’(1,1' (37)

Jj=1
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in My, for all i = 1,...p, where (¢,7), t € SYT), x € S"~!, is the variable in Mrp.
We claim that the following multiplicity result holds. Such a result goes back to
Schoen [A8] (see also Hebey and Vaugon [27]) where it was proved when p = 1 for
the Yamabe equation.

Proposition 3.2. For any integer k > 1, and any q¢ > n/2, there exists T'(k,q) > 0
with the property that if T > T(k,q) and A : "~ — M35(R) is such that

(n—2)% 1 (n—2)2
(T ~ Tq Id, < A(z) < Tldp (3.8)
for all z, in the sense of bilinear forms, then ([34) possesses k solutions of distinct
energies in My = SY(T) x S"~1. Moreover, these solutions can be chosen weakly
positive if —A is cooperative, and strongly positive if the system is also fully coupled.

Proof. Let t > 0. We know from Hebey and Vaugon [27] that

2

ol < ivalg+ (S22 4 ) g (3.9
for all u € HZ(M;). We fix k > 1 integer, and let G4, o = 1,...,k, be k groups of
order « like the Gy,’s in the proof of Proposition Bl We let G, act on My, T > 0,
by (t,x) — (o(t),x) for 0 € Go. Then Mr/Go = Mr,,. Noting that A depends
only on the variable in $”~!, we can regard A as defined on all the Mro’s. We
assume that A satisfies @) with 7= ¢, t > 0, and let 6,, = (n — 2)?/4. Then
0, = 4(’;—7_21)5@ for all ¢ > 0, where Sy, is the scalar curvature of g;, and it follows
from the right inequality in [X), Theorem ZIl and the resolution of the Yamabe
problem, that there exists a minimizer U, for /Li, o (My). Moreover, still by Theorem
211 U; can be chosen weakly positive if —A is cooperative, and strongly positive if
the system is also fully coupled. For u € L?" (M), of norm 1 in L2 (M), we can
write with Holder’s inequality that |jul|z < (27tw,_1)*/", where w,_; is the volume
of the unit (n — 1)-sphere. By [ZH), B3), and B3) we then get that

(1—Fy(t) K, < ply (M) < K%, where

1 1 (3.10)
o 2/n 12 2/n
Fq(t) = (27rwn_1) / Kn (t_q + E) t / .
Given T > 0, we let Uy o be the minimizer U, for ¢ = T//a. Then we let Zfl;na be
the map on My such that Z/A{Tya/Ga =Ur,q, and

n=2 -~
WT,a = uiqu/a (MT/Q) 4 uT,a .
It is easily checked that Wy, is a solution of B1) in My for all «, and that the
energy E(Wr,o) is such that
EWra)*/" = a®"uly 0 (Mryq) - (3.11)

In particular, it follows from I0) and II) that EWr.a—1)%" < EWr.0)?/"
for all @ = 2,...,k if Fy(T/a) < (a¥™ — (a—1)>/")a=2/" for all a = 2,...,k.
Since ¢ > 2/n, such inequalities are satisfied for T' > T'(k, ¢) sufficiently large, and
we get k solutions Wr o of BI) in My with distinct energies. This proves the
proposition. ([l
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4. THE H?-THEORY FOR BLOW-UP

In what follows we let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, p > 1 integer, and (A(«)),,, @ € N, be a sequence of smooth maps
A(a) : M — My(R). We let A(a) = (Af};), and consider systems like

P
Agui + 37 AL @)y = il 2, (4.1)
j=1

in M, for all i = 1,...p. We assume in what follows that the A(a)’s satisfy that
there exists C' > 0, independent of a, and a continuous map A : M — M} (R),
A = (A;j), such that

1> A% (@)X, X5 < C) (X:)?, and
ij i (4.2)
Ay — Aijin L*(M) as a — +o0,

where the first equation in 2) should hold for all &, x € M, and X = (X1,..., X))
in RP, and the second equation in (2) should hold for all 7, j. We denote by I, ,
the functional defined for ¢ = (u, ..., up) in Hf ,(M) by

1« 1
Ia,p(U) = 5 Z /M |V’U,i|2d’Ug + 5 Z /M A%uiujdvg
i=1

i5=1
12
— _*Z/ |Ui|2*d’Ug
2 i=17M

We say that a sequence (U)o in Hi (M) is a Palais-Smale sequence for @), or
for I, p, if the I, ,(Uy)’s are bounded with respect to a, and DI, ,(Us) — 0 in
H fp(M ) as o = 400. The Palais-Smale sequence is said to be nonnegative if the
components of U, are nonnegative functions. For (z,). a converging sequence of
points in M, and (uq)q a sequence of positive real numbers converging to zero, we
define a 1-bubble as a sequence (B, ), of functions in M given by

n—2

2
fha
Ba((E) = W . (44)

'ug + n(n—2)

(4.3)

The x,’s are referred to as the centers and the u,’s as the weights of the 1-bubble
(Ba)a- We define a p-bubble as a sequence (B,)q of p-maps such that, if we write
that B, = (BL,..., BP), then (B), is a 1-bubble for exactly one 4, and for j # i,
(BJ)4 is the trivial zero sequence. In other words, a p-bubble is a sequence of p-
maps such that one of the components of the sequence is a 1-bubble, and the other
components are trivial zero sequences. One remark with respect to the definition
E3) is that if v : R™ — R is given by

u(z) = (1+ #'_22))__ , (4.5)

then w is a positive solution of the critical Euclidean equation Au = u2 ~!, where
A = —>70%/9z%. More precisely, u is the only positive solution of the equation
in R™ which is such that 4(0) = 1 and w is maximum at 0. All the other positive

solutions of the equation Au = u? ~! in R", see Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck [§]
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and Obata [A3], are then given by @(z) = A\"~2/2y (A\(x — a)), where A > 0 and
a € R™. Another remark with respect to the definition () is that the B,’s in
() live on balls centered at z,, and radii of the order of |/fio. Indeed, an equation
like B, (z) > C' is equivalent to dy(zq,2) < C'\/fia, where C,C’ > 0, and we can
write that for any R > 0,

— 2 2
- (52)™ 1 o
TEDBg,, Mo
2 71;2 (46)
Sup Ba(x) = (Mni;)) +¢a,
M\ Bz, (R\/Ita) R

where the sequence (g4) is such that e, — 0 as & — +o0. In particular, the B,’s
converge to 0 in M\ B, (Ray/lia) if Ra — 400 as o — 400. On the other hand
(see, for instance Druet and Hebey [I8]), the B,’s in (2] consume their HZ-norm
on balls centered at x, and radii of the order of j1,. We sometimes refer to //ta

as the C%-range of interaction of (Ba)a, and to . as the Hi-range of interaction
of (Ba)a-

Since we assumed that ([2) holds, there is a limit system for @II). The limit
system writes as

P
Agu; + ZAU (x)u; = |ui|2*72ui (4.7)
j=1
in M, for all ¢ = 1,...p, where the A;;’s are as in @Z). We let I, be the
functional defined for U = (uy, ..., up) in HY (M) by

1< 1<
Ioo,p(u) = 5 Z/M |Vui|2dvg + 5 Z /M Aijuiujdvg
=1

ij=1
1 &

__*Z/ |ui|2*dvg-
2 i=17M

We prove in this section that the following result holds. The case p = 1 goes
back to Struwe [2], with related references by Brézis and Coron [6], Lions [38],
Sacks-Uhlenbeck [45], Schoen 8], and Wente [53]. Theorem ETI fully answers the
question of describing the asymptotic behaviour of Palais-Smale sequences for [{])
in terms of Sobolev spaces.

(4.8)

Theorem 4.1 (H?-Theory). Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold
of dimensionn > 3, p > 1, and (A(«)),,, A(a) : M — MJ(R) , a sequence of smooth
maps satisfying [{3). Let also (Uy)a be a nonnegative Palais-Smale sequence for
#). Then there exists a nonnegative solution U° of the limit system {-1), there
exists k € N, and there exist p-bubbles (Bja)a, 7 = 1,...,k, such that, up to a
subsequence,
k
Uo =U+ Bja+Ra (4.9)
j=1

for all o, where (Ra)q is a sequence in HY ,(M) converging strongly to 0 in HY (M)
as o — +00.
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Let Uy = (ug,...,ub), U = (u},...,u)), and Ry = (R}, ..., RE). Another way
we can write the H?-decomposition @) is that for any 4,

ki
ul, =ul+> Bi,+R., (4.10)
j=1

where the k;’s are nonnegative integers such that Y -_, k; = k, possibly k; = 0 for
some i = 1,...,p, and the (B;'-ﬁa)a’s are the 1-bubbles from which the p-bubbles
(Bj,a)a’s in @) are defined.

In addition to (), we also have that the energy of the U, ’s split. Namely we
can write that for any «,

k
I pUs) = Tno ,(U°) + EK;" +0o(1), (4.11)

where K, is as in 1)), I, is as in @3), 1w, is as in @), and o(1) — 0
as a« — +o00. Note that for (B,)s a p-bubble, I, ,(Bs) = n™'K;™ + o(1). An
independent remark is that if —A is cooperative, then I/° is weakly positive, and
if —A is cooperative and the limit system (E1) is fully coupled, then either 4° is
zero, or it is strongly positive.

Let n : R" — R, 0 < n < 1, be a smooth cutoff function such that = 1 in
By (), and n = 0 in R™\By(29), for § > 0 small. In what follows we say that a
sequence of functions (Ea)a, By : M — R, is a generalized 1-bubble if we can write
that

Ba(#) = (Ra) ™™ na()u (Ro exp; 1 () (4.12)
where u # 0 is a solution in R™ of the critical Euclidean equation Au = |u|*" ~2u,
(Ra)a is a sequence of positive real numbers such that R, — +00 as @ — 400,
(Za)a is a converging sequence of points in M, and 7, = noexp,'. The z,’s are
referred to as the centers and the R,’s as the weights of (EQ)Q. If w is positive,
see for instance Druet and Hebey [I8], generalized 1-bubbles are like 1-bubbles in
the sense that for any (Ba)a there exists (Bg)q such that By = Ba + R, for all a,
where R, — 0 in HZ(M) as a — +oo.

Proof. We prove Theorem ET] by coming back to the well understood p = 1 case.
Let (Un)o be a nonnegative Palais-Smale sequence for {l). As above, we write
that U, = (ul,...,ub). First we claim that

the sequence (Uy)q is bounded in Hip(M) . (4.13)
In order to prove [EI3), we start noting that the equation
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By the definition of a Palais-Smale sequence, |In pUs)| < C, where C' > 0 is
independent of o. Hence,

p
Z/M(u;>z*dvg <Cto(ltallz,) - (4.14)
=1

where C' > 0 is independent of «, and by Holder’s inequality, we can also write that

P
S [ s, <c o (lUal3f) (4.15)
i=17M 4 P
where C' > 0 is independent of «. By @14,
p . p . .
|Vl [2dv, + / A ug,ul, dv
X vefe 30 | A
2 ¢ iy 4.16
= 2[a7p(Z/{a) + ? Z/M(ua)z dvg ( )
i=1

< C+o(|Uallmz,) -

where C' > 0 is independent of a. By [Z2) we can write that
p ) p )
allt, = > [ Vel Pdny+ Y [ izan,
v i=1 /M i=1/M
|Vl [2dv, + / A%l vl dvg + C / (ul,)?dv
X v 3 f A 03 |

IN

and we easily get that the U,’s are bounded in Hf ,(M) by combining the above
equation with ([E1H) and (TH). This proves @I3). Now we let I, be the decoupled
functional defined for U = (uy, ..., up) in HY (M) by

1 ”/ ) 1 ”/ -
I,(U) == Vu;|“dv, — — u;|“ dvug . 4.17
W) =53 [ IFuldny =53 [ ol dey (117)

By ([ET3), up to passing to a subsequence, we may assume that U, — U° weakly in

H? (M), that Uy, — U° strongly in L2(M), and that U, — U° almost everywhere,

where U° = (uf,...,u)) is some map in H{ (M), the convergences have to be

understood as a — +00, and the convergence in L2(M) means that u}, — u) in
L?(M) for all i. In particular, U° is a nonnegative p-map. We let Uy = Uy — u°,
and 4}, = u?, —uY for i = 1,...,p. Now we claim that

U° is a nonnegative solution of the limit system (@) ,

(Ua)o is a Palais-Smale sequence for I, , and (4.18)
Iy(Us) = In pUs) = I p(U°) + 0(1) for all a
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where o(1) — 0 as & — +o0. In order to prove [IX), we first observe that if
® = (¢1,...,9p), then

Z/ (Vul,Vi)dv, + Z / ASsulpjdug

7,j=1

- (4.19)
3 [

= 0(1) )
where o(1) — 0 as a — +oo. By @2), A — A;; in LIY(M) for all ¢ > 1 and all
i,j, as a = +oo. Then, by Holder’s inequality, and EI3)), we can write that
[ 145 - sl lshduy < o
M
= 0(1) )

where o(1) = 0 as & = 400. Combining 1) and [{20), passing to the limit as
a — 400, it easily follows that

Z/ (VudV;)dv, + Z/ Ajjudpidv, = Z/ 2* “Loidvg

1,j=1

(e

Ajj j
il sl (4.20)

Since @ is arbitrary, this proves that ¢° is a nonnegative solution of the limit system
ED). Now we compute the energy of U,. We write that

/Af;u’au]advq /Auu dvq
:/ (A — Ayj) ubul dog + / Aj(ul, — ud)ud du, (4.21)

/ Aijug (ul, — u)dvg

for all o, and all i, j. By ([2), as already mentionned, Ag; — A;; in LI(M) for all
q > 1 and all i,j. In particular, A%, — A;; in L2(M), and by E2) and EI3),
we get with [EZT]) that

Z/ AL ul vl dv, = Z/ Aiudu dvg—l—o(l), (4.22)

17=1 17=1

where o(1) — 0 as & — +o0. Since uf, — u in Hf,

/ |Vl |2dv, = / |Vl 2dv, + / |Vl |2dvg + o(1) (4.23)
for all  and ¢. By [EZ2) and [23)), we then get that

Top(Ua) = To p(U°) + I, ({U) — 2i /M Kadvg +0(1) (4.24)

for all o, where o(1) — 0 as @ — 400, and

=3 (jat + P - b - )

=1
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Noting that there exists C' > 0, independent of «, such that

p
[ altny <3 [ (a4 bl + 8 )
=1

for all «, and that, by basic integration theory,

J 1 adlde, = o1) and [l = of)
M M
for all o and ¢, we get with ([@24) that
Lap(Ua) = Toop(U°) + I, Ua) + 0(1)
for all o, where o(1) — 0 as & — +o00. This proves the third assertion in EIF). It

remains to prove the second assertion, namely that (L?a)a is a Palais-Smale sequence
for I,,. Let ® = (¢1,...,¢p) be given in HY ,(M). With similar arguments to those

used above, and thanks to the Sobolev inequality, we can write that
P ‘ P

> [ Aguierde, = 3 [ Al o0, )

ij=1"M ij=1"M

for all a. In particular, since U° is a solution of the limit system (), we can write
that

DI, ,(Us).® = DI, (Us,).® — / K2dv, + o (|\<I>|\H§p) (4.25)
u :
for all o, where
p
2 = 3 (I + > 2@k + o) — [ * 2, — [uf* ) o1
i=1

Noting that there exists C' > 0, independent of «, such that

P
[, < oY [ (P allled + 1l 2k ) do,
M =M
P
< C } ~i12% =2, 0 1 a0 -2y AT
N ([ e NN [ I [
for all «, and that, by basic integration theory,
~i (28 —2 0 ~012% 2 i
- =o0(1) and ; =o(1
bR, o) and [t R, o)

for all o and ¢, we get with ([L2H) and the Sobolev inequality that
DI p(Ua).® = DI,(Uy).® + 0 (II‘PIIH;I,) ,

Since (Ua )« is a Palais-Smale sequence for I, ,, we get that (L?a)a is a Palais-Smale
sequence for I,,. This proves @IF). For U = (u1,...,up) and & = (¢1,...,9p),
we clearly have that DI,(U).® = Y7 | DI (u;).;. Then an easy remark is that
(Ua) is a Palais-Smale sequence for I, if and only if for any 4, the sequence (@),
is a Palais-Smale sequence for I;. We may therefore apply the result in the p =1
case to the (4@)a’s (see, for instance, Druet, Hebey and Robert [20] or Druet and

Hebey [I§ for a presentation of the p = 1 case in the Riemannian setting). In
particular, we get from this result in the p = 1 case that for any 4, there exists k;



CRITICAL ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS 23

integer, and generalized 1-bubbles (B;a)a as in @I2), j = 1,..., ki, such that, up
to a subsequence,

ki ki
il => Bi,+Ra and L(i))=> Ef(ul)+o(l), (4.26)
j=1 j=1

where 0(1) = 0 as a — +oo, u} is the nontrivial solution of Au = |u[*" ~2u from

which the generalized 1-bubble (B;a)a is defined, namely

Ny . n-2 . . . _

Bjo(@) = (i) = @) (B, expy! (@)
with notations like in @I2), and Ef(u) = 3 [o. |Vul?dz—5= [5. [u[* dz . We define
&;a : By (6;12-7&) — R, § > 0 small, by

i NP ;

@ o () = () T, (exp,s  (a7))
where % , = (R} ,)~'. Then, see, for instance, Druet, Hebey and Robert [20], we
also have that, up to a subsequence, @} , — u% a.e in R™ as o — +o0. This holds
foralli=1,...,p,and all j = 1,...,k;. Let @', : By (6u§7a) — R be given by

%

. ; \n=2 ;
B () = ()l (exp,s (1)) -

Noting that ﬁ;a — 0 a.e in R™ as a — 400, and since u?, > 0 for all ¢ and all a,
it follows that u; >0foralli=1,...,p,and all j = 1,...,k;. By the maximum
principle for scalar equations, we then get that uj; > 0 for all ¢ =1,...,p, and all
j=1,...,k;. As already mentioned, this is a situation where generalized 1-bubbles
are like 1-bubbles. In particular, for any ¢ = 1,...,p, and any j = 1,...,k;, there
exists a one bubble (B} ,)q such that B;a = B!, + R, forall a, where R} , —0
in H(M) as @ — +o00. In other words, we may replace in [@Z0) the generalized
1-bubbles (E;a)a by 1-bubbles (B! ,)a, and letting k = >-7_, k;, we get that @)
follows from (E2Z4). By noting that Ef(u) = K, ™/n when u is a positive solution
of Au = |u|* ~2u, where K, is as in (), we also get [@IT) with @I8) and [EZH).
This ends the proof of the theorem and of the remark after the theorem concerning
the splitting of the energy. O

The weak limit 4° and k are clearly invariants of the decomposition () in
Theorem BTl Let k; be the number of p-bubbles (B;4)a’s which are such that
the it"-component of (Bja)a is a 1-bubble. As we easily get from the proof of
Theorem EETl k = Y% k; and the k;’s are also invariants of the decomposition
(E3). Uniqueness conditions for decompositions like ([E9) are known in the p =1
case. They can be found, for instance, in Druet and Hebey [I8]. Thanks to these
conditions, an additional result we easily get from the above proof is that if we
write two decompositions ([BEX) with respect to two families (Bj.0)a and (B 4)a of
p-bubbles, then, up to renumbering, for any ¢ =1,...,p, and any j = 1,...,k;,

Ll dg(:ti- it )
Nj’“ — 1 and #—m
Jhox Hjo

as a — +00, where the z% ,’s and /) ,’s (vesp. the &% ,’s and i} ,’s) are the centers
and weights of the 1-bubbles (B! ,)q (resp. (B:,)a) from which the (Bj)a’s (resp.
(Bj.o)a’s) are defined. We also get from the proof of Theorem Bl and structure
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conditions we know to hold in the p = 1 case, that for any ¢ = 1,...,p, and any
J1,72 = 1,..., k;, the structure equations

Hji o Hiy 0 dg(leﬁa’xjma)

i [ i 7
Hijs Hiia Hiyatis,a

— 400

hold as &« — +00 when j; # j2. An independent result we get from the proof of the
theorem is that, up to replacing p-bubbles by generalized p-bubbles, Theorem ETl
still holds if we do not assume that the U,’s are nonnegative, where, following the
definition of a p-bubble, we define a generalized p-bubble as a sequence of p-maps
such that one of the components of the sequence is a generalized 1-bubble, and the
other components are zero.

An easy consequence of Theorem Bl is the L2"-theory for blow-up (Corollary
ET below) where the blow-up phenomenon is described as a sum of Dirac masses
in the L2*-Lebesgue’s space. The Dirac masses in Corollary BTl are the limits of
the (Bji-)a)z*’s as @ — 400, i = 1,...,p, j = 1,..., ki, where the (B} ,)a’s are
the 1-bubbles in the H?-decomposition [@IM) following Theorem EZIl More direct
proofs of Corollary EZTl can be given.

Corollary 4.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
n >3, p>1, and (A(a)), a sequence of smooth maps A(a) : M — My(R)
satisfying [f24). Let also (Un)a be a nonnegative Palais-Smale sequence for {{1).

Foranyi=1,...,p, up to a subsequence,

K

i \2° . (,,0)2" i
(u?) W)+ N (4.27)

j=1
weakly in the sense of measures as o — +00, where U = (u?, ... ,ug) 18 a nonneg-
ative solul;ion of the limit system {4), ki is an integer, the ;v; ’s are points in M,
and the X;’s are positive real numbers, j =1,..., k.

Proof. By Theorem BTl up to a subsequence, we may assume that @) and EI0)
hold for the U,’s. For i = 1,...,p, we let S; be the set consisting of the limits as
o — +00 of the centers z’ , of the 1-bubbles (B ) in (EID). Then we let kj be
the number of points in 5;, and let the xé’s, j=1,...,k, be the points in S;. We
have that k] < k;, and it might be that k; < k; since distinct sequences may have
the same limits. It might also be that &, = 0, and hence that S; = {) for some 4. Let
dg > 0 be such that 2dq is less than any distance between two distinct points in .S;
(when & > 2). Since Palais-Smale sequences are bounded in H7Y (M), see [EI3)
in the proof of Theorem EZIl and by the Sobolev embedding theorem, the u’,’s are
bounded in L2"(M). In particular, up to a subsequence, we may assume that for
any i, and any j = 1,...,kj, there exists X’ such that

s Vg

lim (ul)? dv, = / W) dvg + \i . (4.28)
a—+00 Bmi. (60) I Bt" (80) J !
J J
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We fix i and j, and let (B ,)a be a 1-bubble in ([EEID) such that its centers
converge to % as a — 4-oo. With the notations in ([EIT), we can write that

k: 2
/ (ufl)?dvg = / ud + Z Bfn)a dvg + o(1)
BI; (60) Bm;'_ (60) m=1

> @ [ (B ey o)
ij_ (%0) ij_ (60)

(4.29)

where o(1) — 0 as & — 400. Combining [EZR) and [EZ), noting that the L?'-
integral of the 1-bubble (B: ), in the right hand side of [E2J) goes to K, " as

J,x

a — +oo, where K, is as in [ZI), it follows that )\j- >0foralli=1,...,pand all
j=1,..., k.. Let B;(§) be the union from j =1 to k; of the geodesic balls By (0),

0 <6 < dp. By @EID), v, — u? in L*" (M\B;(9)) for all § > 0. In particular, for
any 0 € (0,0¢), any i =1,...,p,and any j =1,..., K,

/ (ug)? dvg = / (uf) dvg +o(1) | (4.30)
312(50)\313’_(5) B (50)\313’_(5)

zt
J

where o(1) = 0 as @ — +o00. Let f € CO(M) and i = 1,...,p. Given € > 0, let
also § € (0,d0) be such that [f(z) — f(2%)| < e if dg(a},x) < 0,5 =1,...,kj. We
can write that

k;
F i) —@WhH? ) do, = / f uiaz*—u?Q* dvg+o(1), (4.31
ot (g = ) ao, 3 ! (007 =@ )t o) a0
where o(1) = 0 as @ — 400, and, by @ZR) and [{30), we can also write that

Nif(ai) — Ce < / f ((ug)Q* - (u9)2*) dvy < Nif(ah) + Ce (4.32)

B,i (6)
J
forall w and all j =1,..., k!, where C > 0 does not depend on ¢, ¢, i, and j. Since
e > 0 is arbitrary, and f € C°(M) is arbitrary, we get with 3] and ([E32) that
(EZD) is true. This proves Corollary BT O

5. POINTWISE ESTIMATES

In what follows we let (M,g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, p > 1 integer, and (A(«)),,, @ € N, be a sequence of smooth maps
Ala) : M — M3 (R). We let A(a) = (Af};), and consider systems like

P
Agui + A% (@)u; = [ug* 2w (5.1)
j=1
in M, for all ¢ = 1,...p. We assume in this section that the A(a)’s satisfy that
there exists a C%%-map A : M — M3 (R), A= (A;;) and 0 < 6 < 1, such that

A2 — Ayj in C%P(M) (5.2)

for all 4,5 as & — +oo. In particular, {2 is satisfied. A sequence (U)o is said
to be a sequence of nonnegative solutions of &1l if, for any «, U, is a nonnegative
solution of (BJI). Clearly the sequence is a Palais-Smale sequence for (BI) when
(and, actually, if and only if) it is also bounded in Hip(M ). We prove in this
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section that passing from Palais-Smale sequences to sequences of solutions we can
add pointwise estimates to the description in Theorem EEIl The main result of this
section is as follows.

Theorem 5.1 (Pointwise Estimates). Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian
manifold of dimension n > 3, p > 1, and (A(a)), a sequence of smooth maps
A(a) : M — M3 (R) satisfying {@3). Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in H ,(M)
of nonnegative solutions of (Z1l). In addition to the decomposition {£.9) in Theorem
3, there exists C' > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

(mi_n dg<x;‘-,a,x>)%2 3 (ul(#) — () < © (5.3)

i,
J i=1

or all o and all x € M, where s as in s Uy = (ugyy .oy or all a,
f ll d all M, where U° i ; U, ! P) f ll

a?

the ud’s are the components of U°, and the ;C;a ’s are the centers of the 1-bubbles
(B o)o i @I0) from which the p-bubbles (Bj.a)a’s in [Y) are defined.

Proof. Let ®, be the function such that ®,(z) is the minimum over ,j of the
dg(z% ., x)’s, where x € M, and let ¥, be the function

Jse0

(5.4)

In order to prove (E3), it suffices to prove that (¥, ), is bounded in L>®(M). We
proceed by contradiction. We let the y,’s be points in M such that the U,’s
are maximum at y, and ¥, (y,) — 400 as @« — +oo. Up to a subsequence, we
may assume that u®(y,) > ul(ys) for some ig = 1,...,p, and all i. We set
o = 1 (yo) "2 (=2 Then o — 0 as a — +oo, and by () we also have that

dg (Iz)a ? ya)
.

for all 4, j, as @« — +00. Let § > 0 be less than the injectivity radius of (M, g). For
i=1,...,p, we define the function v?, in Bo(du_t) by

— 400 (5.5)

. n—2

o(7) = pa® ug (expy, (Hat)) (5.6)
where By (dp, ") is the Euclidean ball of radius dpu, ' centered at 0, and exp, is the
exponential map at y,. Given R > 0 and & € By(R), the Euclidean ball of radius
R centered at 0, we can write with (B4]) and (&0]) that

(%

i (@) < T Lo (0, (o)) (57)

n—2
®, (expya (uax)) 2

for all 4, when « is sufficiently large. For any i, j, and « € By(R),

dg (x;au expya (NaiU)) 2 dg ($;1Q7 ya) - R/J'a

(1= gore ) @alon)

o, (ya)

when « is sufficiently large so that, by (&), the right hand side of the last equation
is positive. Coming back to (&), thanks to the definition of the y,’s, we then get

Y%
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that for any 4, and any = € By(R),

D (expy, (o)) 2 (5.8)

n—2

S VP (1 - @f@z)>_2

when « is sufficiently large. In particular, by (BH) and (&), up to passing to a
subsequence, the v},’s are uniformly bounded in any compact subset of R™ for all
i. Let Vo = (vk,...,vE). The V,’s are solutions of the system

‘]a « + ZNQ‘A%Ué = a)2*_1 ’ (59)

where

A (z) = Ay (exp,, (taz)) , and

ga(z) = (expy, 9) (Haw) -
Let £ be the Euclidean metric. Clearly, for any compact subset K of R, g, — &
in C?(K) as @ — +o00. Then, by standard elliptic theory, we get that the v¢’s
are uniformly bounded in 01203 (R™) for all i, where 0 < # < 1. In particular, up
to a subsequence, we can assume that v}, — v; in C? _(R") as a — +oo for all i,
where the v;’s are nonnegative functions in C?(R"). The v;’s are bounded in R™ by
(E3), and such that v;,(0) = 1 by construction. Without loss of generality, we may
also assume that the v;’s are in D?(R") and in L? (R™) for all i, where D} (R™) is
the Beppo-Levi space defined as the completion of C§°(R™), the space of smooth
function with compact support in R", with respect to the norm ||u|| = ||[Vu|2. We

let V = (v1,...,vp). According to the above, V # 0 is nonnegative and nonzero.
For any ¢, and any R > 0,

/ (ul)?" i, = / (vi)?" dvg,
By, (Rpta) Bo(R)

It follows that for any ¢, and any R > 0,

/ ()" dv, = / (1) dz + en(a) | (5.10)
By, (Rpa) "

where er(a) is such that limpg lim, egr(a) = 0, and the limits are as o — +o00 and
R — +00. Thanks to the decomposition ) in Theorem ETl see also EI0), we
can write that for any 7, and any R > 0,

2*
ki
/ (ug)r dvg = / u? + Z B;‘,a + fo dvg ,
By, (Rpa) By, (Rpa) j=1

where R!, — 0 in H?(M) as o — +oo. In particular, we get that for any 7, and
any R > 0,

/Byamua)( iy < CZ/ > dvg +o(1) (5.11)

yoc (Rﬂa
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where o(1) — 0 as @ — 400, and C > 0 is independent of «, i, and R. Now we
claim that, thanks to (&3,

lim (B: ) dvg =0 (5.12)
o=t Jp, (Rua) !

for all R > 0 and all 7, j. In order to prove [12), we distinguish two cases. In what
follows we fix R > 0, i, and j, and let the ,uj»)a’s be the weights of the 1-bubbles
(B§7a)a. In the first case we assume that for any R’ > 0, up to a subsequence,

Bya (R/La) ﬂ Bm;a (R/M;,a) = (Z)
for all a. Then,

/ (B]i}oz)ydvg S / (B;,a)ydvg :
By, (Rpia) M\B,i (R'wj.0)

Noting that

/ ) (B;,Q)T dvg =epr/ (O‘) )
M\B: (')

where limp lim, ep/ (o) = 0, and the limits are as & — 400 and R’ — +oo, we
get that (BI2) is true in this case. In the second case we assume that there exists
R’ > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

By, (Rpa) ﬂ Bw;,a (R//L;,a) #0
for all a. Then
dg (2} 0sYa) < Rpa + R'pl
and it follows from (B3 that e = o(u} ) and dy(zh ., ya) = O(uh ). Writing
that
By, (Rpa) € expyi (15 0Bz, (CAa))
where z, = #}1,@ exp;;a (yo) converges in R™ (up to a subsequence), C' > 1 is

independent of a and R, and A, = Rpua/p} ,, we then get that

/ (B;a)z*dvg S/ u2*dv£~,a )
Byo (Rpa) B:o (CAa)

Za

where u is given by [{H), and g, is the metric given by g, (z) = (exp;; ) g) (u;ax)

Since i = o(p% ), we have that

/ u? dvg, = o(1)
B..(CAq)

and this proves (BI2) in this case. In particular, (&I2) is true, and coming back
to (&2I0) and @I, we get that, for any ¢, and any R > 0,

/n(vi)ydﬁi =er(a), (5.13)

where er(a) is such that limpg lim, egr(a) = 0, and the limits are as o — +o00 and
R — +00. Letting @ — +00, and then R — o0, this implies that [, (v)2 dz =0
for all 4. Since V # 0, we get the desired contradiction. The theorem is proved. [
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Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY (M) of nonnegative solutions of (&)
Up to passing to a subsequence, the decomposition () in Theorem Bl and the
estimate (B3) of Theorem Bl are satisfied by the Uy’s. We let Syeom be the set
consisting of the limits of the xé-)a’s, where the :Ej—ﬁa’s, are the centers of the 1-
bubbles (B! ,)a in @ID) from which the p-bubbles (B )a’s in [EJ) are defined.
Let Uy, = (ul,...,uP). Easy consequences of Theorem Bl are that Syeom # 0 if
and only if the sequences (u!), are not all bounded in L (M), but also that the
sequences (u’,)q are all bounded in L (M\Szeom), @ = 1,...,p. From [BI), and

[e% loc

by standard elliptic theory, it easily follows that
ul, = ul in CF(M\Syeom) (5.14)

as o — 400, for all i, where the u{’s are, as in (£3), the components of &/ in ).
The points in Syeom are referred to as the geometrical blow-up points of the sequence
(U)o Needless to say, since different sequences may have the same limits, Sgeom
may consist of any number m < k of points, where k is the number of p-bubbles
involved in (). We say that the sequence (U)o blows up when Sgeom # 0.

An important complement to Theorem Bl is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
n>3,p>1, and (A(a)), a sequence of smooth maps A(a) : M — My(R) satisfy-
ing @3). Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M) of nonnegative solutions of
@3). In addition to the decomposition [{-9) in Theorem [I1], and to the estimate
@3) in Theorem ), there also holds that, up to a subsequence,

n—2
5 p

lim lim sup <mindg($§7a,x)> > (i () —ud(@)® | =0,

R—+o00 a—+o0 2€ M\ Qg (R) i, P

where U° is as in {@29), Up = (ul,...,uL) for all a, the ul’s are the components
of U°, the xéa ’s and /’L;,a ’s are the centers and weights of the 1-bubbles (B;ya)a mn
W@-IQ) from which the p-bubbles (B o)a’s in [=9) are defined, and where Q4 (R) for
R >0 is given by Qa(R) =, ; Byi (Rpf o)

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem Bl we let ®,, be the function such that @, (z)
is the minimum over i, j of the dg(x§7a, x)’s, where x € M. We proceed by con-
tradiction and assume that there exists a sequence (y4)o of points in M, and that
there exists dp > 0 such that for any 4, j,

dg (‘Tj’,a ’ ya)

: — 400 (5.15)
:uj7a
as a — 400, and such that
P
n—2 .
Pa(ya) > Z ‘Ula(ya) - u?(ya)‘ > do (5.16)
i=1

for all . By (X)), @0 (ya) — 0 as o — +o0 since, if not, u’, (ya) — ud(ya) — 0 as
a — +oo for all i. Up to a subsequence, we may assume that u% (y,) > u’, (y4) for
someig =1,...,p, and all i. We set 1o = u% (yo)~2/"=2). Since B4 (ya)u?(ya) — 0
as a — 4oo for all ¢, up to passing to another subsequence, we get with (EI6) that
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@0 (ya)

Mo
for all a, and some §; > 0. In particular, g, — 0 as @« — +o00. Let § > 0 be less
than the injectivity radius of (M, g). For i = 1,...,p, we define the function v’ in

Bo(0uy') by

> 6 (5.17)

. n—2
va(7) = o™ g (expy, (Hat)) (5.18)
where Bo(du,") is the Euclidean ball of radius dju,' centered at 0, and exp,, is

the exponential map at y,. By (I7) we can write that for any sequence (4 )q of
points in By(d1/2), and for any 1, j,

dg (7! o, expy, (Ha®a)) = dg(2)0.Ya) — dg (Yarexp,, (HaTa))
Z 51,“4& - |Ia|,ufo¢
> Cua

for all «, where C' > 0 is independent of . With the estimate (3] of Theorem
BTl we then get that there exists C' > 0 such that

vl () < C (5.19)

for all x € By(01/2), all i, and all a. In particular, we may now follow the arguments
developed in the proof of Theorem Bl We let V, = (vl,...,vE). Then the V,’s
are solutions of the system

Ay vl + Z P2 A%Vl = (vh)* 1, (5.20)

Jj=1
where Af(x) = Af; (exp, (o)), and go(z) = (exp}_ g) (pax). Let & be the
Euclidean metric. Clearly, for any compact subset K of R", g, — ¢ in C?(K) as
a — +00. By standard elliptic theory, (E19), and (E20), we then get that the v?’s
are uniformly bounded in C%? (By(8;/4)) for all i, where 0 < 6 < 1. In particular,
up to another subsequence, we can assume that the v’,’s converge in C? (By(d1/8))

for all 7. If v; is the limit of the vfl’s, it follows from the definition of p, that
03 (0) = 1. Let 02 = 61/8. For any i,

[ = ),

By, (62pa) Bo(d2)

:/ (v:)¥ dx + o(1) ,
Bo(d2)

where o(1) — 0 as & — +o00. Thanks to the decomposition ) in Theorem ET]
see also [I0), we can write that for any 4,

/ (i) dv, < CZ/ P do,+o(l),  (5.22)
Bya (62Na)

yoc (62 Hoc

Yo

(5.21)

where o(1) — 0 as a — 400, and C' > 0 is independent of « and ¢. As in the proof
of Theorem Bl see (E12), we can also write that

lim B: ) dv, =0 5.23
Jm Byawwa)( ja) dug (5.23)
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for all 4,j. We prove (BZ3)) as we prove (I2) by considering the two cases where
By, (6241a) N Bw;.’a(R:ué,o) = () for all R > 0, and By, (d2pta) N Bm;-’a(R:ué,a) # 0
for some R > 0. In the second case we recover ([H) thanks to (IH) by noting
that (BIT) and the nonempty intersection give that d1pa < dopa + R,u;-ﬂ so that

tta < Cpils . Then, combining (EZI)-(B2Z3), we get that

/ (v:)¥ dz =0
Bo(d2)

for all ¢, and taking ¢ = iy, we get a contradiction with the equation v;,(0) = 1.
Lemma BTl is proved. O

6. L?-CONCENTRATION

In what follows we let (M,g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, p > 1 integer, and (A(«)),,, @ € N, be a sequence of smooth maps
A(a) : M — M3(R). We let also A(a) = (Ag};), and consider systems like

P
Agui + Y A% (x)u; = |ui]* u; (6.1)
j=1

in M, for all ¢ = 1,...p. We assume in this section that the A(«a)’s satisfy that
there exists a C%%-map A : M — My (R), A= (A;;) and 0 < 6 < 1, such that

A¥ + A'is coercive, and

6.2
A% — A in C%(M) (6.2)

as a — 400, where the second equation in ([E2) should hold for all 4, j. The goal in
what follows is to prove L2-concentration (Theorem Bl below) for sequences (U )q
of nonnegative solutions of (G.1l).

A remark concerning the coercivity assumption in (2) is that when —A is
cooperative, the existence of strongly positive solutions to systems like ([IT]) implies
the coercivity of the operator AP 4+ A in ({LT). For such systems, like when p =1,
coercivity follows from the existence of positive solutions. Let Aa(g) be, as in
Section 2 the infimum of the functional 14 in (4 over the U = (u1, ..., u,) which
are such that ), fM u?dv, = 1. By compactness of the embedding of H? in L2
we easily get that there exists a minimizer Uy € H} (M) for Aa(g). If —A is
cooperative, then U4 can be chosen weakly positive. We let Uy = (u‘f‘, e ,u;f‘),
and let also U = (u1, ..., u,) be a solution of ({LT)). Since (AD + A)Ua = Aa(g)Ua,
we can write that

P P
Z/ uftu? “tdv, = Z/ ul | Agui +ZAijUj dv,
i=17M i JM

j=1

p
Z/ U, Aguf‘—FZAijuf dvg
i M j=1

p

= )\A(g)z wuidu, .
i=1/M
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In particular, we get that if —A is cooperative and U is a strongly positive solution
of ({1, then Aa(g) > 0 and (see Section B)) AL + A is coercive. This proves
the above claim that when —A is cooperative, the existence of a strongly positive
solution to a system like (L)) implies that the operator AP+ A in the left hand side
of ([T is coercive. In general, when no assumption is made on A, and contrary to
the scalar case p = 1, the existence of a strongly positive solution to a system like
([@T) when p > 2 does not imply the coercivity of AP + A. For instance, with the
examples [BI)-B2) of Section B, one easily constructs 2-systems like (L)) with
strongly positive solutions and such that Ajs > Aj; + Ago, and Aj7, Az > 0. In
particular, the operator A§ + A is not coercive.

Before we discuss L2-concentration, we need to prove a De Giorgi-Nash-Moser
iterative scheme for our systems. Let A : M — M} (R), A = (A;;), be a continuous
map. Let also U = (u1,...,up) be a nonnegative p-map in pr(M). We say that
U satisfies that

P
Agui + Z Aij (I)UJ S u?*fl (63)
j=1
in the sense of distributions, for all i = 1,...p, if for any ® = (¢1,...,¢,) in
H} (M), ® nonnegative, and any i, we can write that

p
/ (VUZV@Z) dUg + Z/ Aijuigajdvg < / (ui)Q*_lwid’Ug s
M = Jm M

where (Vu;V;) is the pointwise scalar product of Vu; and Vy;. In what follows,
for U = (u1,...,up), and ¢ > 0, we let [U]? = Y7, |u;|?. In particular, when
g =1, welet U] =37, |uj|. For @ C M we let also [U]|po) = >, luill Lo(o)-
The De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iterative scheme for our systems is as follows.

Lemma 6.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension
n >3, p > 1 integer, and A : M — M;(R), A = (Ai;), be a continuous map. If
Ue le)p(M) is a nonnegative p-map satisfying (E3) in the sense of distributions,
then [U| € L>(M). Moreover, for any x € M, any A >0, any § > 0, any s > 1,
and any q > 2%, if U satisfies also that [|U| e, (25)) < A, then

U < CllUl , 6.4
max [U(w)| < O oo 20 (6-4)

where C' > 0 does not depend on U.

Proof. Let U = (u1,...,up), U # 0, be a nonnegative p-map satisfying (E3) in
the sense of distributions. Applying a Trudinger type argument like in the proof
of Theorem EZIl we easily get that & € L¥(M) for some k > 2*. In particular,
the first claim in Lemma [B1] follows from the second claim. Summing the different
equations in ([E3]), we can write that

P
Agl| < O+ uf !
i=1 (6.5)
<cC (1 + |u|2**2) U

where C' > 0 does not depend on U, [U| = >"F_, u; since U is nonnegative, and the
inequality is to be understood in the sense of distributions. Namely, (G3) holds in
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the sense that
[ v, <¢ [ (1) wods, (6.6)
M M

for all nonnegative ¢ € HY(M). If ||| Lo(p, (26)) < A for some g > 2*, the function
f = [4)?" =2 is bounded independently of ¢/ in L* (B,(25)) for some s > n/2. In
particular, by (&), we can apply the standard De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iterative
scheme for functions. We get that U € L>(M) if U € L¥(M) for some k > 2*, and
that for any z € M, any A > 0, any § > 0, any s > 0, and any g > 2*, if U satisfies
that [|U||Le(B, (25)) < A, then () is true. This proves the lemma. O

Concerning the dependency of the constant C' in (G4]) with respect to A, it easily
follows from the above proof that C' can be chosen to depend only on the C%-norm of
K =3, ;4ij|. Another easy remark is that if A is cooperative, then Lju; < u? 1
for all 4, where L, = A, 4+ A;;, and the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iterative scheme for
functions can be applied directly to the u;’s.

Now that we have a De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iterative scheme for our systems, we
return to ([@1l). We assume that [@2) holds, and let (U, ) be a sequence of solutions
of @Tl). Namely, for any «, U, is a solution of (EI). By the second equation in
(@3, there exists C' > 0 such that for a > ag sufficiently large, 14(q)(U) > C1a(U)
for all i € HY (M), where I4(q) and I are as in (Z4). By 1)) and the coercivity
assumption in ([@2) we then get that for o > «g sufficiently large,

/ Ua|* dv, > CiIa(Us)
M

2/2*
@(/M@PMQ ,
M

where C1,C2 > 0 are independent of . In particular, when we assume (G2),
there exists K > 0 such that for any sequence (U)o of solutions of 1), and any
a > o, fM |L{a|2*dvg > K if U, # 0. Now L2-concentration states as follows. For
U= (uy,...,up), we write |[U|2 =D, [Jus2-

Y

Theorem 6.1 (L2-concentration). Let (M,g) be a smooth compact Riemannian

manifold of dimension n > 4, p > 1 integer, and (A(a)),, A(a) : M — My(R),

be a sequence of smooth maps satisfying (GA). Let (U)o, Us Z 0, be a bounded

sequence in Hf (M) of nonnegative solutions of @) such that U2 — 0 as

a — +00. Then, up to a subsequence, Sgeom # 0 and

fB |ua|2dvq

lim ———m—=1 6.7

amrtoo [ UalPdu, 6.7)

for all § > 0, where Bs = \J;*| By, (), and the z;’s are the geometrical blow-up
points of the Uy ’s, namely Sgeom = {T1,...,Tm}.

When n = 3, bubbles do not concentrate in the L?-norm, and L2-concentration
turns out to be false when n = 3. Dimension 4 is the smallest dimension for which
we can get L?-concentration.

Proof. Up to a subsequence, Theorem LTl and Theorem kTl apply to the U, ’s. Since
[Uall2 = 0 as o — 400, we have that U° = 0 in @T). If in addition Syeom = 0,
we would get by (I that |U,| — O uniformly in M as @ — +oo, and this is
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in contradiction with the lower bound [, |Ua|* dvy, > K we discussed above. In
other words, up to a subsequence, there is a nonempty finite set Sgeorm of geometrical
blow-up points for the U,’s. By the second equation in (2, there exists C' > 0
such that for @ > g sufficiently large, Tny(q)(U) > CIs(U) for all U € HE (M),
where I5(q) and 14 are as in (). Let f = (f1,...,fp) be a smooth map such
that f; > 0 in M for all i. For instance, f; =1 for all i. Minimizing I4(,) over the
constraint Y. [}, fiuidvy = 1, we easily get the existence of W, € H7f (M) such
that

AWo + A()Wo = f (6.8)
for all @ > ap. By the coercivity assumption and B3F), |[Wal2 < C, and by
standard regularity results, we get that W, is smooth and that there exists K > 0
such that |[W,| < K in M for all @ > ag. Then, by [E3), since f; > 0 for all ¢, and
[W.| < K, we can write that for any o > vy,

p P
;/M ufldvg < C;/M fiufldvg
=C i/ Ayl + Z A%wg ul dv,
i=17M j

p
=y /M Agul, + > A%ud, | wldu, (6.9)
=1

where C' > 0 is independent of o, and W,, = (w},...,w?). In particular, by (E3),
there exists C' > 0 such that

/M Un|dv, < C /M Un2 o, (6.10)

for all & > . We refer to [EI0) as the L'/L*> ~'-controlled balance property of
the system (GJI). Up to a subsequence, (EI0) holds for all «. Now, for § > 0, we
let Bs be as in the statement of the theorem, and let Rs(a) be the ratio
fM\Bg U |?dvy
Rs(a) = ———57— -
Jos U |?duyg
Thanks, for instance, to Theorem Bl we can apply the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser

iterative scheme in Lemma Bl to the U,’s in M\B; with s = 2. By the L'/L? -
controlled balance ([GI0), and the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iterative scheme, we then

get that
/ U 2do, (max i, |) / Un|dv,
M\Bs ) M\Bs M\Bs )

c,// |Ua|2dvg/ Ua|* Ldv,
M M

(6.11)

IN

IN
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where C' > 0 is independent of «. In particular,
Jog Ua? v,

\/ Jar Ua|dvg

for all o, where C > 0 is independent of . If we assume now that n > 6, then
2* —1 < 2, and we can write with Holder’s inequality that

Rs(a) < C (6.12)

2*—1

Cox 3—2* . 2
[ s, < v ([ i, )
M M

for all 4, where Vj is the volume of M with respect to g. In particular, there exists
C > 0 such that

*

27 —1
“ 2
[ war 1dvgs0< / |ua|2dvg) ,
M M

and since 2* > 2 and |[Uy||2 — 0, we get with (EI2) that Rs(a) — 0 as a — +o0.
This proves [@1) when n > 6. If n = 5, then 2 < 2* — 1 < 2*, and we can write

with Holder’s inequality that
1—-06
iy2* 2*
(/ (ua) dvg) )
M

< /M<ug>2*1dvg> "7 ¢ ( /M<ug>2dvg>

Since the sequence (Uy)q is bounded in HY (M), there exists

Nl

_ 3
where 0 = 3T =Ty

C > 0 such that [, [ts|* dvy < C for all a. Then we get that

3
. 1
/ Uy > tdv, < C </ |Ma|2dvg) ,
M M

where C' > 0 does not depend on «, and since % > % and ||Uy|l2 — 0, we get with

ET2) that Rs(a) — 0 as o — +o0. This proves () when n = 5. Now it remains
to prove ([B1) when n = 4. The argument when n = 4 is slightly more delicate and
requires the H?-theory in Section @l We start writing that

fM |L{a|2*_1dvg B p fM 2 _ldvq

\/ fM Ua|?dvg =1 \/ fM |ua| dvg

(6.13)
i=1 M( )2dv9
For i = 1,...,p, we let the :C;)a’s and uj»)a’s be the centers and weights of the

1-bubbles (B ), in D) from which the p-bubbles (Bjq)a’s in @) are defined,
where j =1,...,k;,and >, k; = k. For R > 0,and i =1,...,p, we let also ; o(R)
be given by

Qia(R) = | Bt (Rija) (6.14)
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and Q; o(R) = 0 if u’, — 0 in H}(M) as o« — +oo. We fix i = 1,...,p. Since
2* = 4, we can write, thanks to Holder’s inequalities, that

/ (wl)? v, < / (ul)? dv,
M Qi.o(R)

2 a
s [ i [ sz,
M\Q;,0(R) M
Then we get that
e iy2*—1
Ja(we)” vy \/ / (i) vy 4 Jntm () e
>~ [e% g ’ ’
fM(ug)deg M\Qi,a (R) fM(ul@Vdvg

where Q; (R) is as in [@I)). For ¢ € C§°(R™), where C5°(R™) is the set of smooth
functions with compact support in R™, we let <p§-1a be the function defined by the
equation

P a(@) = ()T ((uﬁ»,a)’l exp,. (x)) : (6.16)

Straightforward computations give that for any j; # jo, any ¢, and any «,

) [ (B0 e}y = o),

where o(1) = 0 as o« — +o00. Similarly, for any R > 0, any 4, any j, and any «,

(ii) /M\Qi (R)(B;',a)z*dvg = ER(a)v
(iii) /Ql (R)(Bgz-‘,a)?*“ﬂ;',advg :/ u® “oda + o(1),

) [ (B Ry = [ Rl
Qo (R) Bo(R)
where v is as in @3), Q) ,(R) = sz_a(R/L;»)a), o(1) = 0 as & = 400, and the
er(a)’s are such that
lim limsupeg(a) =0. (6.17)

R—+00 =400

By (ii) we can write that
/ (ui)? dv, = eg(a), (6.18)
M\Q;, o (R)

where §; o (R) is as in (T4, and the eg(a)’s are such that (EID) holds. From now
on, we let ¢ in ([@ET0) be such that ¢ =1 in By(R). Then,

ki
i \2*— i\ 22 i\2"—1, i
/ W) vy <3 ()T / ) g,
Q.0 (R) =

Gra(R)

Jse

while, thanks to (i) and (iii),

/ ()2 1 dv,
i L (R)

g,

C [ B+ oll)
Q% L (R)

C/ u? " lda + o(1)
Bo(R)

IN

IN
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where o(1) — 0 as @ — 00, and C > 0 does not depend on « and R. In particular,
we can write that
ki

/ (ugf*—ldvgs(o / u2*-1dx+o<1>>2(u;’-a>"72, (6.19)
Qi.a(R) Bo(R) ’

j=1
where o(1) — 0 as o — +00, u is as in @), k; is as in [@I), and C > 0 does not
depend on « and R. Independently, for any 7,

[, = [y,
M Qi L (R)
> ()" [ W) e,
QL (R)
Here, 2* — 2 = 2. As is easily checked, we can write with @I0) that

[ W) s,
% o (R)

2

ki
- [ S Biva | (9ha)* ~2dug +o(1)
QL (R) \ o1 ’ ’

> [ B iy o)
Q@ (R)
and thanks to (iv) we get that
/ (uh) (5 o) ~2dvy > / w?dz + o(1) .
QL (R) Bo(R)

Hence, for any j,

i\2 i \n—2 2
| @i, = i) ( Lo dw+o<1>>

and we can write that

n—2
/ (ul,)?dv, > ( max ué-)a) / wdz +o(1) | , (6.20)
M J=1,eki Bo(R)

where o(1) — 0 as a — 400, k; is as in [@I), and w is as in @H). Then, since
i is arbitrary, we get by combining @12), @13), EI15), EI1F), @I9), and E20)

that, for any R > 0,

u? ~ldx
limsup Rs(a) < ep + CIBO(R)—

a——+00 fBU(R) ’u,2d!E

where eg — 0 as R — +00, and C > 0 does not depend on R. It is easily seen that

. *_ *_
lim Tl = / u? ~ldx
R—+o00 B()(R) n

(6.21)

< 400
On the other hand, when n = 4,

lim wldr = +oo .
R=+400 JBo(R)
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Coming back to ([@ZI), it follows that Rs(ar) — 0 as o — +o00, and (@) when
n = 4 is true. This ends the proof of Theorem Gl O

A possible estimate we could have add to L?-concentration is the L?/VL?*-
balance stating that for any 6 > 0, and any = € M, there exists C > 0 such
that

P P

3 / IVl [Pdug < CY / (1 + (ugf*-z) (ul)2dv, (6.22)

i=1 2 (9) =1
for all «, where the u’’s are the components of the U,’s. We prove [EZZ) by
mutliplying the ith equation of (1) by n?u!,, and integrating over M, where 7 is
such that n = 0 in B,(d) and n = 1 in M\B,(26). Using that by (E2), there exists
C > 0 such that —A(«) < CId), for all « in the sense of bilinear forms, where Id,
is the p x p-identity matrix in My (R), we get (E22). In particular, it follows from
EZZ), the pointwise estimate in Section Bl and L2-concentration, that

/ VU, |*dv, = o </ |L{a|2dvg)
M\Bs M

for all a, where |VU,|? = 30 [Vl |2, U 1> = D0 (ul)?, Bs = U, Bs,:(6), and
the z;’s are the geometrical blow-up points of the U, ’s.

= (26)

7. SHARP POINTWISE ASYMPTOTICS

In what follows we let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, p > 1 integer, and (A(«)),,, @ € N, be a sequence of smooth maps
A(a) : M — M3(R). We let also A(a) = (Ag;), and consider systems like

P
Agu; + Z A ()uy = |ug|* P (7.1)
=1

in M, for all ¢ = 1,...p. We assume as in Section [l that the A(a)’s satisfy that
there exists a C%%-map A : M — M$(R), A = (A;;) and 0 < 6 < 1, such that

AP + A'is coercive, and

7.2
A% — Aij in OO’Q(M) ( )

as o — +00, where the second equation in ([[LZ) should hold for all ¢, j. The limit
system we get by combining ([[ZIl) and ([LZ2) reads as

P
Agui + ZA” (.I)’U,J = |u1|2 72u1- (73)
j=1
in M, for all ¢ = 1,...p. The goal in this section is to prove sharp pointwise
asymptotics for sequences of nonnegative solutions of [ZIl) when standing close to
one specific bubble of the HZ-decomposition of Theorem Bl

Let (Ua)a, Ua # 0, be a bounded sequence in HY (M) of nonnegative solutions
of [Tl). Then the sequence (U, ) is a Palais-Smale sequence for [Zl) and we can
apply Theorem EEJl In particular, up to a subsequence, @) and ([EIO) hold. In
what follows, we assume that the sequence blows up and let the % ,’s and i ,’s be
the centers and weights of the 1-bubbles (B} ,)q in (EI0) from which the p-bubbles
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(Bj,a)a’s in @) are defined, where i =1,...,p, j=1,...,k;, and >, k; = k. Up
to renumbering, and up to a subsequence, we may assume that

1o = MAX YL (7.4)

Then we let pq stand for uia, so that p, is the largest weight among all the possible
weights y1f ,, and we let z,, stand for zj ,, so that x, is the corresponding z% . Tn
other words, up to renumbering, and up to a subsequence, we assume ([C4l), and
then let

fia =i} o and zo = ] (7.5)

1,

for all a. We let also U, be the p-map defined in the Euclidean ball By(1) C R™

centered at 0 and of radius 1 by Uy, = (al,...,aP) and
U, (2) = g, (exp,, (Viat)) (7.6)
for all a, where exp,  is the exponential map at z,, and U, = (ul,...,uP). The

terminology harmonic in Theorem [l below refers to the Euclidean Laplacian.
Namely ¢ : Q — R is harmonic, where ) is an open subset of R™, if Ap =0 in €,
where A is the Euclidean Laplacian in R™.

Theorem 7.1 (Sharp Asymptotics). Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian
manifold of dimension n >3, p > 1 an integer, and (A(a)), a sequence of smooth
maps A(a) : M — MJ(R) satisfying (7). Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in
H? (M) of nonnegative solutions of [71]) which blows up. Then there exist § > 0,
nonnegative real numbers A;, and harmonic functions @; : Bo(6) > R, i=1,...,p,
such that, up to a subsequence, for any t,

g () = I:vlﬁ + @i(x) (7.7)

in CL . (Bo(6)\{0}) as o — +o0, where the @, ’s are given by ([7.0). If the —A(a)’s
are cooperative for all o, then at least one of the A;’s is positive. If the —A(a)’s
are cooperative for all o, the limit system ([7.3) is fully coupled, and U° # 0, where

U° is as in Theorem I}, then the p;’s are positive functions in Bo(3) for all i.

We prove Theorem [l in several steps (Steps [l to below). For p; and ps
such that 2*/2 < py < 2* < p;1, and ¢ > 0, we define the norm || - ||p, p,,c ON
L (M), the space of bounded functions in M, by

tllpy.pp. = inf {c > 0s.t. (12, ,,) holds for u} ,

where (Ig ) holds for w if there exist nonnegative functions u',u* € L>(M) such

that |u| < ul +u?, ||ull,, < C, and
a2l < Co®

For the sake of completeness, we mention the following specific (and easy) result
from elliptic theory that we will repeatedly use in the proof of Steps [l to
Namely that if u € HY(M) and f € LP(M), p > 1, are such that Aju+ A = f for
some A > 0, then [[u| gz < C|f||, where C'> 0 depends only on the manifold, p,
and A. In order to prove this we write that

[ullzzg < C (Jully + 1 Laullp) (7.8)
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where Ly = Ay + A, and C' > 0 depends only on the manifold, p, and A. Equation
[CX) follows from standard elliptic theory. Then, by [Z), it suffices to prove that
[lullp < C||Lau|, where C' > 0 depends only on the manifold, p, and A. We proceed
by contradiction and assume that there exists a sequence (uq) in HY (M) such that
[luall, = 1 for all @ and ||Lauall, — 0 as o — 4o00. By (L), the sequence (uq)
is bounded in HY(M). By compactness of the embedding of HY in HY, up to a
subsequence, we may assume that u, — u in HY. Then |jul|, = 1 while Lyu = 0.
But Lyu = 0 implies v = 0 since A > 0. A contradiction and this proves that if
u € HY(M) and f € LP(M), p > 1, are such that Aju + Au = f, for some A > 0,
then |[ullgz < C||f||, where C' > 0 depends only on the manifold, p, and .

Step [CTin the proof of Theorem [[lis as follows. In the sequel, once and for all,
the A(a)’s are assumed to satisfy ([Z2). We will also always assume, up to passing
to a subsequence, that the U,’s satisfy @) and ETI0).

Step 7.1. Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in pr(M) of nonnegative solutions of
(7)) which blows up. There exists p(n) > 2* with the property that for any p1,p2
such that

po(n) < p2 < 2% <p1 <pn), (7.9)
where po(n) = max(f—]rg, s
for any i, and any «,

), there exists C' > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

L <O, (7.10)

Hujl”m,pz,u; -
where Uy, = (ul,, ..., uR), and uq is as in [T4)-(73).

Proof of Step[7d] We fix A > 0 and let G be the Green’s function of the operator
Ag+ A By (1) and ([C2), we may write that

/ G,y (y)? ~du, ( Z / 1) G, ), (y)dvg (v)
/Gwy 1dvq —l—CZ/Gwy (y)dvg(y)

forall i =1,...,p and z € M, where C > 0 is independent of «, x, and i, and
where the notation dv,(y) emphasizes that integration is with respect to y. By the
H?-theory, Theorem Bl writing that u? (y)? ~' = u? (y)* ~2u’ (y), we then get
that

U (%)

IN

<ClZ/Gwy y)dvg(y)
+C2i/M G(x,y) B} o (y)* ~2uly(y)dvg(y) (7.11)

e /M G, )| R ()| =20l () vy (3)

foralli=1,...,pand x € M, where Cy, Cs, C5 are positive constants independent

of a, x, and 1, and where k;, the 1-bubbles B; o> and the remaining terms R}, are



CRITICAL ELLIPTIC SYSTEMS 41

as in (@) and @IW). Let w, be the function given by

wol) = g /M G, ) (y)edvg (y) (7.12)

Then Ajwa + Aw, = ?:1 J,, and since the right hand side in this equation
is bounded in L2 (M), independently of «, it follows from elliptic theory that the
sequence consisting of the w,’s is bounded in H22* (M). In particular, by the Sobolev

embedding theorem, there exists a dimensional constant p(n) > 2* such that
[wallp, <C (7.13)

for all @ and all 2* < p; < p(n), where C' > 0 is independent of a, and w, is given
by ([LIZ). Similarly, if we let w;'»)a be the function given by

whale) = [ Gl Bl ey ). (7.14)

then _ . _ _
Agw o+ Mwj o = (Bj o)* "up, . (7.15)

Let 1 < ¢ < r be such that 1/¢ = (1/r) + (1/2*). We can write that
1(B5.0)* " uglly < 1(Bj.0)* ~2llrllug 2+ (7.16)
< OB )* 2l

where C' > 0 is independent of «, 4, and j. Moreover, by the equation 4] of a
1-bubble, we can write that for § > 0 sufficiently small,

| B0, = [ (B0 o, 10 (.07
é

where Bs = B,: (6), and the b s and pf ,’s are the centers and weights of the

1-bubble (B! ,), while we also have that

| B, < i
s

ifhr > n/4, where C' > 0 is independent of «, i, and j. In particular, if r € (%, %),
then

| B i, < i

< O(ua)" ™",

where C' > 0 is independent of «, i, and j, and where p,, is as in (ZA)-(ZH). By
elliptic theory, (CI3), [CI8), and [ZIQ), we then get that the sequence consisting
of the w! ,’s is bounded in Hj (M) where 1/q = (1/r) 4+ (1/2*). By the Sobolev

nn
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(7.17)

embedding theorem, since r is arbitrary in ( ), it easily follows that

ballpe < Clugh)F 7 (7.18)

||w],o¢||172 -

for all py € (712—]:2,2*), «, i, and j, where C' > 0 is independent of «, i, and j, and

is given by (ZId). At last, we let w’, be the function given by

wh(@) = [ Gl B 2l )iy o) (7.19)

7
Wi
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Then

A+ At = (R
and by Step below, since R!, — 0 in H? as a — 400, we can write that if
2% /2 < pa < 2* < py, then

1 < OI(RL) ol

=0 (Ilublly, ozt

for all a and i, where w?, is given by [ZId). Combining (1), (1), (CIF), and

[Z20), it follows that there exists a dimensional constant p(n) > 2* such that
<C

Hujl”mmzyuc?l =

||w£¢||pl,p2,#; j34”;01,;02,#&1

(7.20)

for all o and , and all p1, p2 such that po(n) < p2 < 2* < p; < p(n), where pp(n)
is as in Step [l and C > 0 is independent of «, and 7. In particular, [(Z3) and
([TI0) are true. This proves Step [T O

Step that we used in Step [[Ilis as follows.

Step 7.2. Let u,v € H(M)NL>®(M) and K € L>(M) be nonnegative functions
such that
Agu+du < Kv

in M, where A > 0. Let p1,p2 be such that 2*/2 < py < 2* < p1. Then

||u||101,102,0 < O||K||n/2||v||p11p2,d

for all 0 > 0, where C' > 0 is independent of u, v, and o.
Proof of Step[73 Let A > ||v||p,,ps,0- Then there exist vy, ve > 0 in L>°(M) such

n

that v < vy + v, |Jv1]lp, <A, and |Jv]]p, < Ao "5z, Let uy, us be such that
Agui + Au; = Kvp , and

AgUQ + /\UQ = K’UQ . (721)

Then u; and uy are nonnegative functions in HY (M) for all p > 1, in particular
ur,ug € L®°(M), and since Ay (u— > u;) + A (u— > u;) < 0, we also have that
u < uy + uz. Let g1 and g2 be such that 1/¢; = (1/p;) + (2/n), i = 1,2. Since
p; > 2*/2, we have that ¢; > 1, and we can also write that

1K villg; < 1K |lns2llvillp: » (7.22)

for i = 1,2. By elliptic theory, ([C21l), [CZ2), and the Sobolev embedding theorem
we then get that

laillp, < Clludll g

< ClK |2l

pPi
for ¢ = 1,2, where C' > 0 depends only on the manifold, A\, and the p;’s, i = 1,2.

Since u < uy +ug, it follows that [|ul|,, p,.0 < C|K ||,/ 20, and since A > [|v||p, .0
is arbitrary, Step is proved. O

The next step in the proof of Theorem [[1lis as follows. In its statement, we let

6(n) be given by 0(n) = Z((ng
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Step 7.3. Let u,v,w € HZ(M)N L>®(M), u,v >0, be such that

Agu+ I = v w (7.23)
in M, where X > 0. Let p1,pa be such that 2* —1 < pa < 2* < p1 < 6(n), and q1, q2
be such that % =21 2, fori=1,2. Then

Pi n

2% —1
s gz.o < € (14 max (10llps oo [0l o) ) (7.24)

for all 0 > 0, where C' > 0 is independent of u, v, w, and o.

Proof of Step[7-3 Let A > max (||v]lp;.,pa,os |W]lp1.pe,o ). Then there exist nonnega-
tive functions f1, fa, f1, and f} in L°°(M) such that

n

v < fl +f2 ) ||f1||;01 < Aa ||f2||;02 < Ao? 72 ; and
lwl < fi+fo 0 1fillpy <A 1 follp, < Ao 772

We let D = D(n), D > 0 depending only on n, be such that

(7.25)

vl < Py |w]

D((h+ )" 1) +D(fa+ £

IN

and let Hy, Hy be given by Hy = D ((f1 T 1) and Hy = D (f2 + f3)2 .
We also define u; and us by
Agui + Auy = Hp , and

AgUQ + /\UQ = H2 . (726)

Then uy,us are nonnegative functions in HY for all p > 1. In particular, we have
that uy,us € L°°(M), and by elliptic theory and the Sobolev embedding theorem,
we can write that

[uillg; < Clluill yz: < CllHills, (7.27)

for i = 1,2, where 1/q; = (1/p;) — (2/n), p; = p;/(2* — 1), and C > 0 depends only
on the manifold, A and the p;’s, i = 1,2. By [LZ3),
Agu—|—/\u§H1—|—H2,

and it follows from ([ZZH) and the maximum principle that u < uj +ug. As is easily

checked,
n n n n
-1 === - —.
( )<2* pz) 2* @

It follows that || Hi ||z, < C (1 + A% 1) and || Ha|5, < CA? ~153 @ where C' > 0
is independent of u, v, w, and o. Since A > max (||v]|py ps.0» [|W|p1,ps,o) is arbitrary,
and since u < wuy + ug, we get with (CZA) that [CZ) is true. This proves Step
([ O

The next step in the proof of Theorem [l is as follows. Estimates like in Step
[C4 where the norm ||-||p, p,,o is involved, have been introduced in Devillanova and
Solimini [T4].
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Step 7.4. Let (Ua)o be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M) of nonnegative solutions
of (7)) which blows up. Let p1,ps be such that 2*/2 < py < 2 < p1. There exist
C > 0 and sequences (v} ,)a, (V5 o) of nonnegative functions in L> (M) such that,
up to a subsequence, ul, < vj , +vh ., |v] Jlp, < C, and

V3, allps < Cpé2 ™ (7.28)
for all i and o, where Uy, = (ul, ..., uPR), and po is as in (T0) (7).

Proof of Step[74 We prove Step [Z4 by induction, starting from Step [l using
Step An easy remark is that

[ullp1,p2,0 < Clltellpr a0 (7.29)

1f pl < p1, where C > 0 depends only on the manifold. We fix p;,p2 such that
2. < pg < 2% < p1. Welet p? > 2* be close to 2%, and let ky > 1 be such that the
1ncreasmg sequence (p})y given by
1 2r—-1 2
A
satisfies p¥ < (n) for all k < ko, and pi*** > 6(n), where 6(n) is as in Step
Similarly, for p9 < 2* we construct the decreasing sequence (p5)x by
1 2x-1 2
A I
We choose pJ such that pk°+2 = py. Then, since py > 2*/2, we get that p§ > 2* —1
for all k < kg + 1. The more p? > 2* is close to 2%, the more ko is large, and the
more ko is large, the more pJ < 2* has to be close to 2*. In particular, we can
assume that pJ > 2*/(2* — 1). We fix A > 0, and, by (], we write that

Agug + A\l = 2 -1y ZAU ul,

for all ¢ and «, where /10‘ = \dij — A, In particular, by ([Z2), there exists C' > 0

such that ||A Nlco < C for all 4, 7, and a. Then, by Steps [Tl and [[3 we can write
that there ex1sts C > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

||U(il||pllc0+17pk0+1 M—l S C

for all ¢ and «. In particular, by [C29), ||u’ || phott ot S C for p1 < 6(n) as close
as we want to #(n). We then apply Step [[3 once more and get that
hil, ez, < C

where p1 — 400 as p1 — 6(n). Choosing p1 sufficiently close to 6(n), we can
assume that p; > p;, and, thanks to [Z29), we get that there exist C' > 0 and
sequences (v} ,)a; (5 4)a Of nonnegative functions in L> (M) such that, up to a
subsequence, ul, < v} , 4+ v5 ,, [V} 4llp, < C, and ([CZ) holds. This proves Step

ca O

Going on with the proof of Theorem [l we now prove integral estimates for
sequences of nonnegative solutions of [ZII). Step [[H is as follows.
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Step 7.5. Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M) of nonnegative solutions
of [7Q) which blows up. There exist C1,Co > 0 such that, up to a subsequence,

n—2
1 i NT
7 ’U,adO'g <Ci+0Cy 5 (730)
r 9Bz () r
for all i, all o, and all » > 0 sufficiently small, where U, = (ul, ..., uP), the x4 s

and o ’s are as in [TQ)-(73), and doy is the measure induced on OBy, () by g.

Proof of Step[7-3 Thanks, for instance, to the Bishop-Gromov comparison theo-
rem (see Chavel [9]), there exists C' > 0 such that Vol, (B, (r)) < Cr™ for all o
and r > 0 small, where Vol, (B, (r)) is the volume of the ball B, (r). By )
and (L) we may then write that

Agul))dv :/ O e, — / A%l dv
/Bza (r)( g ) g Bza (r)( g Z za (r J g
< OZ/ )21 4 O) dv, (7.31)
Bog (1)
<Cr" —i—CZ/ ul)? ~ldv,

for all «, i, and all r > 0 small, where the above constants C' > 0 are independent
of a, i, and r. By Step [ that we apply to the U,’s with p; = (2* — 1)n and
p2 = 2 — 1, there exist C' > 0 and sequences (v} ,)a, (V5 ,)a of nonnegative
functions in L°°(M) such that, up to a subsequence, uf, < v} ,+v} ., [v] 4llp, < C,

and [|v5 , [lp, < P2 =(2) for all i and . In particular, by Hélder’s inequality,

[ se [ @) a0 [ 0407 e,
Ba,, (r) Ba, (r) Bao (1) . (7.32)

, . no1 o n\2%-1
< Cllod ol 7 Vol (B, ()T +C (™)

for all a, 7, and all » > 0 small, where the above constants C' > 0 are, here again,
independent of «, i, and 7. Combining ([Z31) and [CZ3), we get that there exists
C1,C5 > 0 such that

Au )dv, < O™t 4+ Cgu:;2 7.33
[ Rate% g
Bey (1)

for all «, 4, and all » > 0 small. Given zo € M, there exists 5, a smooth function
around zo such that for u smooth in M, and r > 0 small (less than the injectivity
radius of the manifold),

d 1 /
— | — udo,
dr (r"‘l 9By, () g)
1 / <8u) 1 /
= do —I— Bz udoy ,
rnt 9Bz (1) ov OBy, (1) ’ I

20 (

(7.34)

where 0B, () is the boundary of the geodesic ball B, (r), where do, is the volume
element on 0By, (r) induced by g, and % is the normal derivative with respect
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to the outward unit normal vector v. As is well known, see again Chavel [9],
Bzo(x) = O (dg(zo, x)) where the notation in the right hand side of this equation
stands for a C!-function such that the kth derivatives of this function, k = 0,1,
are bounded by Cd,(zo,z)'~* where C' > 0 does not depend on zg and z. For
i=1,...,p, we define ®¢ : (0,6) — R, § > 0 small, by

. 1 .
Q! (r) = / ul dvug .
=t Jop,. (v J

Then, by ([Z34), we can write that

do? . 1 i i i
0= [ ke, + HL0000) (7.35)

for all o, 4, and all 7 > 0 small, where the H{’s are uniformly bounded with respect
to @ and r. By (BId), there exists § > 0, ¢ arbitrarily small, with the property
that, for any 4, the ®? (8)’s are bounded uniformly with respect to a. Integrating
[Z33) between r and 6, 0 < r < §, we get that

L s 0 o S HL(s)ds
- [efjo Ha<s>ds¢3(t)} :/ <6T/ (Agu )dvg> dt
roJr Bao (1)

and then, it follows from ([L33)) that
(I)g(r) < Ce_foT H;(S)dsq)g(r)

4 n—2
< Qe Jo Ha(9)dsgpi (5)+C/ (01+Cgu7t1*”) dt

n—2

1 -2
S 03 + C'4 —2,U'0¢2
e
for all «, ¢, and all 0 < r < §, where C7,Cy are as in ([L33), and the constants C,

Cs5, and Cy are positive and independent of «, i, and r. This proves [Z30) and
Step [LA O

Now that we have Step [[3 we can prove the first part of Theorem [l This is
the subject of the following step.

Step 7.6. Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M) of nonnegative solutions
of (7)) which blows up. There exist & > 0, nonnegative real numbers A;, and
harmonic functions @; : Bo(6) = R, ¢ = 1,...,p, such that, up to a subsequence,
for any 1,

. A,
Tig (z) — T @i() (7.36)
in CL . (Bo(6)\{0}) as a — 400, where the u%,’s are given by (7.0).

Proof of Step[79. We let g, be given by go(z) = (expk_ g) (\/Haz), where z € R™,
and the x,’s and p,’s are as in [CA)-@H). Clearly, g, — ¢ in C?(K) for any
compact subset K of R", where £ is the Euclidean metric. We also have that

(Ja U + Ho Z‘Az;u]a = )2 ! (737)

for all ¢, where fl% (z) = A (expma( fiax)). If the a% ,’s are the centers of the

_]Ot

1-bubbles (B ,)o in D) from which the p-bubbles (Bjq)a’s in @) are defined,
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up to passing to a subsequence, we may assume that there exists C' > 0 such that
for any 4,7, either dg(z% ,,za) < C\/ia for all o, or dy(x ]a,xa)/‘/ua — +00 as
o — +o00. If Ais the finite set consisting of the 7, j’s such that dy (% ,, 2a) < C\/lla

for all a, we let S be given by

5 . 1 L o
S= {QEIEOO N exp,. (754), 1,7 € A} (7.38)

where, up to passing to another subsequence, we assume that the limits in S exist.
Clearly, 0 € S. Given 0 < § < R, we let K = By(R)\U,cg B=(9), where By(R)
stands for the closed Euclidean ball of radius R centered at 0. We let also hf, be
given by

Ml = paiit)” 2. (7.39)
Then, by ([Z37), we can write that

Ay il + fio ZA;;ug = hl @ (7.40)

for all 4, where the fl?j’s are as in ([C31), and the h'’s are given by (Z39). By the
estimate (B3)) in Theorem Bl that we apply to Z, = exp, _(y/Hat), We easily get
that there exists C' > 0 such that for any 4, and any x € K, |h%(z)| < C. We claim
that by Lemma Bl we actually have that

hi, — 0 in L>(K) (7.41)

for all i, as @« — +00. In order to prove ([ZZ]), we first note that there exists C' > 0,
C = C(K), such that

dy (25,0r XDy, (VHa®)) 2 C\/lia (7.42)

for all «, i,j,and ¢ € K. Then, since pq is the largest weight among all the possible
weights 1} ,, we get with (LZ2) that
1 ;
,ui—dg (2} or exp,, (VHaz)) — +00 (7.43)
Jhro
in L®°(K) for all 4,5, as @« — 400. We may therefore apply Lemma BTl to the
Tq = exp,, (y/Haw), and we get with this lemma and ([Z42) that !, — 0 in L*°(K)
for all ¢, as @« — +o0. This proves the above claim that (ZZ1) is true. Now that
we proved ([ZZI]), we claim that for any 0 < 01 < J2, and any p € (1, — 2) there

exists C' = C(61,2,p), C > 0, such that
/ (@t,)Pdv,, <C (7.44)
R(81,82)

for all o and ¢, where R(d1,d2) is the Euclidean annulus centered at 0 and of radii
61,02. In order to prove (), we fix 0 < &; < &2, p € (1, =25), and let A(a, 01, 52)
be the annulus in M centered at z, and of radii d1//ta, 021/fla- By the integral
estimate ([Z30) in Step [0 we can write that

1 / )
S wl dv, < C 7.45
Voly (An(@)) . o) "> (7.45)
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for all @ and ¢, where A, (o) = A(w,d1,02), Volg (A, (a)) is the volume of A, («a)
with respect to g, and C' > 0 is independent of a and i. By () and ([Z3), like in
[Z30), we can also write that

/ |Agul,|dvg < CVoly (An(a)) +C> / (uF)? ~Ld, (7.46)
Ay () =1 7 An(a)

for all @ and 4, where C > 0 is independent of « and i. By Step [[4 that we apply
to the U,’s with p; = (2* — 1)n and py = 2* — 1, there exist C' > 0 and sequences
(v} o)as (U5 o )a of nonnegative functions in L> (M) such that, up to a subsequence,
ul, < v, + 05, |05 4l < Cand [J0h l|p, < CpulMP=2) fo1 all i and a. In
particular, by Holder’s inequality,

J R e O e O M W
An (o) An (o)

< O] o2 Voly (Au(@) "7 +C (2

p1

1 n—2

< CVoly (A (@)™ + Cpa®

for all o and ¢, where the above constants C' > 0 are, here again, independent of «
and ¢. Combining ([Z46) and (A7), we get that there exists C' > 0 such that

1 / ) C
S S Agul |dvy < — 7.48
Voly (An (@) S, (o | S0l 00 < 50 (7.48)

for all @ and ¢. Then, by (ZZH) and (LX), we can write that

/ it dv,, < C and / |A,, @ |dv,, < C (7.49)
R(61,62) R(61;52)

for all @ and i, where C' > 0 is independent of o and i. We let F! be such that
F! = A, @t in R(61,02) and F¥ = 0 outside R(d1,d2). Given § > dy we let also G,

o T
be the Green’s function of Ay, in By(d) with zero Dirichlet boundary condition,

and set
@) = [ Galen)Fi0)duy, ).
Bo(9)
By standard properties of the Green’s function, there exists C' > 0 such that

Ga(z,y) <

<— (7.50)
ly — |

for all x € R(d1,02), all y € By(), and all a. Given p € (1, %), we let ¢ be such
that % + % = 1. For ¢ € L1 (R(61,02)), by (Z2), we can write that

< C/ / %dw ’F;(y)‘dy
R(31,02) R(61,62) ly — |

/ V! pdx
R(61 ,52)
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By Hélder’s inequality, since p < —"5, we then get that

/ V! pda
R(61 ,52)

1/p
dx .
< CllollLa(res: s / / T o (y)| dy
a(R(d1,62)) R(51,8) R(61,62) |y_x|p(n72) } }

< CllellLaro o)) HFf;HLl(R(él,Jg))
and, by ([CZ9), it follows that

/ vl pdx
R(81,82)

for all @ and 4, where C' > 0 does not depend on «, i, and ¢. Thus, by duality,
taking p = (v,)P~!, we get that

< CllellLars:,50))

/ (v,)Pdv,, <C, (7.51)
R(61 ,52)

for all o and i, where C' > 0 is independent of o and i. Since A, (v}, —al) =0
in R(d1,02), it follows from the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iterative scheme that if
Q CC R(d1,02), then
o 1, — 5] < € e, — 54 s -

where C' > 0 is independent of o and i. By (ZZ9) and ([ZR])), and since 61 < g are
arbitrary, this implies the above claim that ([ZZ4)) is true. In particular, combining
[CZ0), D), and ), we get with standard elliptic theory (see, for instance,
Theorem 9.11 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [22]) that the @' ’s are uniformly bounded in
HEY(Q) for all p € (1, %), all 7, and all Q CC R”\S‘ By standard bootstrap
arguments, it follows that the @!’s are uniformly bounded in HZ(Q) for all p > 1,
all i, and all Q CC R"\S’ . By the Sobolev embedding theorem we may then assume
that, up to a subsequence, and for all 4, the @%,’s converge in Clloc(R"\S) to some
nonnegative 4; as @« — +oo. By [Z0), and ([ZZI), see also [C2), the 4;’s are
harmonic in R"\S. Let us now write that & = {x1,...,&,,}, where z; = 0. By
classical results in harmonic analysis, see, for instance, Véron [54], since the ;’s
are both harmonic and nonnegative in ]R"\S‘ , we can write that for any 4, there
exists a harmonic function v; : R™ — R, and real numbers Aj» € R, such that

_ % Aj
ui(z) = ; W + ¢i() (7.52)

for all z € R"\S . Since @; > 0, the harmonic function v; is bounded from below.
By Liouville’s theorem we then get that ; is constant. Clearly, since u; > 0, we
also have that the A;’s are nonnegative. Letting ¢, be given by

pilz) =) T x;|n,2 + (7.53)

Jj=2
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the ¢;’s are harmonic in By(d) for some § > 0 small, and nonnegative. Then, since
the @,’s converge to @; in C} (R™\S), we get with (CE2) and ([Z53) that

i (r) — mﬁ + pi(z)
in CL_(Bo(6)\{0}) for all i, where A; = A% is nonnegative. In particular, [Z30)
holds true, and this proves Step [C8 O

As a remark, note we proved a slightly more general result than the one in Step
[[8 Namely that there exists a finite subset S of R”, given by (Z33), such that,
up to a subsequence, and for any i,

. Ui Al
a’ — 1 K; 7.54
) > Y (7.54)

in CL_(R™\S) as a — +00, where the A%’s and K;’s are nonnegative constants, and

where the z;’s, j = 1,...,m, are the points in S. Now, going on with the proof of
Theorem [l we claim that if the —A(«)’s are cooperative for all «, then at least
one of the A;’s in ([L3M) is positive. This is the best we can prove in the sense that
it might be that one and only one of the A;’s is positive. Easy such examples (for
instance, on the sphere) can be exhibited. Step [ states as follows.

Step 7.7. Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M) of nonnegative solutions
of (7)) which blows up. If the —A(c)’s are cooperative for all o, then at least one
of the A;’s in [7.30) is positive.

Proof of Step[T7] We prove that if the —A(«a)’s are cooperative for all «, then we
have that A; > 0, where 7 is such that z, = :C;a for some j, and the xé—)a’s are
the centers of the 1-bubbles (B} ,)q in [EID) from which the p-bubbles (Bj)a’s
in (£J) are defined. By (Z3), i = 1. We let Lg be the operator acting on functions
given by Lou = Agu+ Afyu. By ([Z2), the operators A, + A(a) are coercive for a
sufficiently large. Up to passing to a subsequence, we can assume they are coercive
for all a. Then, as is easily checked by considering p-maps like i = (u,0,...,0), Lg
is also coercive for all a. We let G, be the Green’s function of Lj. By (C2), and
standard properties of Green’s functions (see, for instance, appendix A in Druet,
Hebey and Robert [20]), we can write that there exists C' > 0 such that

Galz,y) 2 (7.55)

dg(2,y)" 2
for all o, and all x # y. Up to passing to another subsequence, we also assume in
what follows that the ratios dy(2q, % ,)/ 1o have limits (possibly 4+00) as o — 00,
for all 4, j, where the p,’s are given by () and [ZH) . We let §; < da, 01,92 > 0,
be such that [d1,d2] does not contain any such limits. Then, there exists C' > 0
such that

dy (25 0 exp,, (Ha)) > Cpa (7.56)

for all x € By(d2)\Bo(d1), all 4, j, and all « (up to passing to a subsequence so that
we only have to consider large a’s). Let v, be the function given by

n—2

o () = pa? ul (exp,, (o)) - (7.57)
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By Theorem Bl and ([Z56), there exists C' > 0 such that v} < C in By(d2)\Bo(d1)
for all a. In particular, we can write that

/ W) dv,, <C / ()2 ~Ldu,, (7.58)
Bo(62)\Bo (1) Bo(62)\Bo(d1)

where g, is the metric given by go(2) = (exp}_ g) (tta®). Clearly, go — £ in C?(K)
as a — +oo for all K cC R™. By Theorem ELTl and more precisely [I0) that we
consider for ¢ = 1, we have that

/ (0)?" vy, = / (ul)?" dv,
By (62)\Bo(d1) Baz, (0216 )\ Bz (01 fta)

Bi*dvg +o(1)

(7.59)
>

/Bxa (0210 )\Beg (01 11a)

for all o, where (B, ). is the 1-bubble of center the x,’s and weights the pu,’s, and
where o(1) — 0 as o — +o0. We also have that

/ B dv, = / u? dv,, (7.60)
Bag (020a)\Bag (014a) Bo(82)\Bo (1)

where u is given by [@H). Combining [L29) and [ZE0), it follows that

/ w)* dv,, > C (7.61)
Bo(82)\Bo (1) l

for all a, where C' > 0 is independent of «, and the v}’s are given by [E7). We
let 6 > 0 small as in Step [LA For z € By(6)\{0}, v € Bo(d2)\Bo(41), and «

sufficiently large such that = # /oy, we let also G, (z,y) be given by

Ga(,y) = Ga (exp,, (ViHa®), exp,, (Hay)) - (7.62)
By ), Loul = (ul)* ~! — 301 Afyul,. We fix x. Then,

il (z) = /M G (ex0s, (vEm)y) (uh)? " (y)dvg (1)

=3 [ G (s, (Vma).w) AL () () ()

#1

(7.63)

and since we assumed that the —A(«)’s are cooperative for all a, we can write that

al(z) > / G (30, (VEm). ) (uh)> 1 (9)dvy(v) (7.64)
M

for all « sufficiently large. By [ZG4]) we also have that

il (z) > / 5 G e, (V). ) (a0 o)
Bz (02p6)\ Bz, (0111a) (765)

> fa® éa (:E, y) (Ui)yil(y)dvga (y) )
Bo(62)\Bo(d1)
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while, by ([Z2H),
C 71;2
n_2 Lo
Ha® G (z,y) > n—2
‘ Ua® — /Lay‘ (7.66)
C
Z 3
|z — \/liay|

for all y € By(d2)\Bo(01), and all « sufficiently large. Combining ([Z5S), ([ZE1),
[ZE3), and ([ZGG), we get that there exists C' > 0 such that

U1 (:E) > ¢

- |I|n72

(7.67)

for all € By(6)\{0}, where 1 is the C} -
[£d). By (Z34),

limit of the @.’s (which exists by Step

1 (z) = + o1(z) (7.68)

|I|n 2

for all x € By(d)\{0}, where (1 is harmonic in By(d). In particular, it follows from
[CED) and ([C6Y) that A; > 0. This proves Step [0 O

The last step in the proof of Theorem [[1]is as follows.

Step 7.8. Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M) of nonnegative solutions
of (7)) which blows up. If the —A(a)’s are cooperative for all o, the limit system
(73) is fully coupled, and U° # 0, where U° is as in Theorem 1}, then the @;’s in
(7-39) are positive functions in Bo(d) for all i.

Proof of Step[7.8 By ([Z3), the limit map — A is cooperative when the —A(«a)’s are
assumed to be cooperative. Assuming that U° # 0, since the limit system ([3) is
also fully coupled and U° is a solution of ([3), we get, see Lemma [[lin Section [
that u? > 0 for all i, where the u?’s are the components of 4°. We fix i = 1,...,p.
Then we let Ly be the operator given by Lgu = Aju + Afju, and let G, be the
Green’s function of Lg. As already mentionned, see ([L34]), there exists a finite

subset S of R"”, such that, up to a subsequence,

— 1+ K; 7.69
xw+gh$_%wﬂ4- (7.69)

in Clloc(R"\S) as a« — 400, where the A;-’s and K;’s are nonnegative constants,

and the z;’s, j = 1,...,m, are the points in S. We let 2 € R™\{0}. Like in ([Z53),
we can write that

ﬁuw=/1%@m%<wmwﬂﬁﬁ*@mww
, (7.70)
- Z / (exp,. (VItaz), y) A (y)ul, (y)dug (y)

J#i
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for all o, where the z,’s and u,’s are given by () and ([[CH). Then, by (ZZ),
() = /M G (exps, (v/7m), ) (ul)* ™ (y)dvy (1)
=S /M G (expy. (VEa), ) A% (y)0d. (y)dvg(3)

X [ Ga e, (Vi) 9) A5 ) v )

for all @ and r > 0 small, where zg is the limit of the x,’s, and since the —A(«a)’s
are cooperative, we can write that

@i (z) > / G (ex0s, (VEa), ) (i)~ )y (1)
M\Beo () (7.71)
=S /M (expy. (VEaz), ) A% (). (y)dvg (1)

j#i ? M\Bao (v

for all & and r > 0 small. Letting o — +o00, it follows from ([ZZI) that

d(z) > / G (w0, y) ()2~ (y)dvy ()
M\ By (1)

- /M G (z0,y) Aij (y)u) (y)dvg (y)

g#i 7 M\Bao (1)

where ; is the C} -limit of the @’’s in R™\S, and G is the Green’s function of

Ay + Aj;. Then, letting r — 0, we get that
/ G (w0, y) (u)* ~" (y)dvg(y)
- [ Glav) Ay w)iny )

J#i
> ug(wo)

since U° is a solution of the limit system (). By ([ZBJ), letting |x| — +o0, we
then get that K; > u?(x¢), and hence that K; > 0 for all i. Since ¢; in ([Z38) is
given by
Al
pi(w) = Z s + K,

- |£L’—!E|n 2
z;€S\{0}

and since the A;-’s are nonnegative, it follows that the ;’s are positive functions in
By(9) for all 4. This proves Step O

Clearly Theorem [ZT] follows from Steps [l to The proof of Theorem [
proceeds as follows.

Proof of Theorem[7d] We let the A(c)’s be such that (Z2) is satisfied, and let
(Ua)a be a bounded sequence in Hf ,(M) of nonnegative solutions of () which
blows up. By Step [LH there exist 6 > 0, nonnegative real numbers A;, and
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harmonic functions ¢; : Bo(d) — R, i = 1,...,p, such that, up to a subsequence,
for any 1,

g () — 22 + pi(z)
in CL. (Bo(6)\{0}) as o — 400, where the @’ ’s are given by [ZH). By Step [

if we assume that the —A(a)’s are cooperative for all «, then at least one of the
A;’s is positive. By Step [[J if we also assume that the limit system [Z3) is fully
coupled, and that &% # 0, where /° is as in Theorem B, then the ;’s are positive
functions in By(d) for all 4. This ends the proof of Theorem [l O

Let R = Y% | Aipi(0). By Theorem [T, R > 0 if we assume that the —A(a)’s
are cooperative for all a, that U° # 0, and that the limit system (Z3) is fully
coupled. If we drop this assumption that the limit system ([Z3) should be fully
coupled, and assume only that the —A(a)’s are cooperative for all « and that
U° # 0, we might get that R = 0. For instance, if ug is a positive solution of
the Yamabe equation ((C2) on the unit sphere, and (uq)q is a blowing-up sequence
of positive solutions of [[Z), then U, = (uo, uq) is a solution of [ZI]) on the unit
sphere, where p = 2 and A(«) is such that A%, = n(n472), Ay =0, and AS, = #
for all . Here UY = (ug, 0) is not zero. However, R = 0.

8. STANDARD RESCALING

In what follows we let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, p > 1 integer, and (A(«)),,, @ € N, be a sequence of smooth maps
A(a) : M — My(R). We let also A(a) = (A$;), and consider systems like

p
Agui+ Y A ()uy = i ~2u; (8.1)
j=1

in M, for all i = 1,...p. We assume that the A(«a)’s satisfy that there exists a
C%%-map A: M — M$(R), A= (Aj;;) and 0 < 6 < 1, such that

A% = Ay in C%°(M) (8.2)

for all i, j as o« = +00. We let (Un)a, Us # 0, be a bounded sequence in H ,(M) of
nonnegative solutions of [&Il). In particular, the sequence (U, ), is a Palais-Smale
sequence for (Il and we can apply Theorem EEIl Up to a subsequence, Q) and
(EID) hold. In what follows, we assume that the sequence blows up and let the
x;a’s and uj»)a’s be the centers and weights of the 1-bubbles (B;)a)a in @I0) from
which the p-bubbles (B, )o’s in D) are defined, where i =1,...,p, j =1,...,k;,
and ), ki =k. Wefixio =1,...,pand jo = 1,...,k; arbitrary. Then, for zy € R",
we define Z, € R™ and ji, > 0 by

To =exp i (flawo) and fi, = ,u;‘;a , (8.3)
jo.o

for all o, where the notation exp, stands for the exponential map at z. We also
define the standard rescaled functions 4!, of the u’’s with respect to the #,’s and
ﬂa’sa i=1,.. Dy by

i

n-z .
e () = fia™ ug, (expg, (fla)) (84)
where 2 € By(1), the #,’s and fi,’s are as in &3), and U, = (ul,...,uP) for all
a. We claim here that the following convergence result holds.
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Theorem 8.1 (Standard Rescaling). Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian
manifold of dimension n > 3, p > 1, and (A(a)), a sequence of smooth maps
A(a) : M — M (R) satisfying (83). Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M)
of nonnegative solutions of (B1l) which blows up. Then there exist 6 > 0, and
xo € R™ such that, up to a subsequence, for any i,

@', — u; in C? (Bo(9)) (8.5)

as a — 400, where 4%, is given by (83A)-EF), and the u;’s are nonnegative (not
all trivial) solutions of the Euclidean equation Au = w2 "1 in R™.

The u;’s, i = 1,...,p, see the discussion at the beginning of Section Bl can be
written as
\ =
ui(r) = m (8.6)
% + n(n—2)

where x € R™, \; > 0, and x; € R™. An equivalent statement to the statement that
the u;’s are not all trivial is that at least one of the \;’s is positive.

Proof. First we claim that we can choose z¢p € R", |xg| > 0 small, such that, up to
a subsequence,

dg (:i"a, :E;a) > Rjig (8.7)
for all « and all 4,5, where R > 0 small is independent of «, ¢, and j. In order
to prove &), we let T, = x;a when ¢ = ip and j = jo. Up to passing to a
subsequence, we can assume that the ratios dy(Za, %, )/flo have limits (possibly
+00) as a — 400, for all i, 7. We write that

A=l 2o Tha)
a—+0o0 ,aa

and let H be the set consisting of the 4, j’s such that /\é > 0. Let A > 0 be such

that X < X for all i, j € H. We choose o € R" such that |zo| < A\/2. If i,j € H,
then

)

dg (jo“xj}a) > dg (jo“xj}a) _ dg (iavja)
fla - fla fa
dg (:Tca, :E;a)

= — =~ |x0

(o3

> |zo

for « large, and we get that (87) holds true for any such i, j’s. If, on the contrary,
i,j & H, then )\j- =0, and

M d!] (iau ja) . dg (jau ‘T;,a)
,aa - [La ‘aa
(e}
. ol
- 2

for « large and, here again, we get that (87 holds true. Clearly, this proves that
we can choose xg € R™, |zo| > 0 small, such that, up to a subsequence, 1) is
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true. Let dp > 0 small such that 269 < R, where R > 0 is as in (7). By &), we
can write that for any x € By(dg), any i, j, and any «,

dg (wé',au €XPz,, (ﬂax)) > dyg (‘T;,mi'a) —dg (i'aanpfca (/lax))
Z R,&a - 50,&04
R

> i .
> Sk

By Theorem B} it follows from (BF) that the 4¢,’s are uniformly bounded in By (dp).
They are solutions of the system

(8.8)

P
Ag g, + i Yy Afyad, = (a3,)* (8.9)
for all 4, where

ga(x) = (exp;a g) (ﬂax) and A%(CL') = A?j (eprca (/lax)) .

Clearly, g, — & in C?(K) for any K CC R", where ¢ is the Euclidean metric.
Then, since the 4!,’s are uniformly bounded in By(dp), it follows from [&2), 1),
and standard elliptic theory, that the @?’s are uniformly bounded in C2¢ (By(d1))
for 01 < dg, where 0 < 6 < 1. Up to a subsequence, we may then assume that
Al — u; in C% (By(8)) as a — +oo, for some § > 0 small, and all 5. By rescaling
invariance, the 4¢’s are bounded in H? (Bo(R')) for all R’ > 0. Up to passing to
another subsequence, we may therefore assume that we also have that 4!, — v;
weakly in H7 , (R"™), that 4}, — v; strongly in L}, (R"), and that a4}, — v; almost
everywhere, for all 7. We can also write that

e )

weakly in L7 (R"™) for all 4, where s = 2*/(2* — 1). Then, we get with (82) and
(3) that the v;’s are nonnegative solutions of the Euclidean equation Au = u? ~!
in R™. Clearly, we also have that v; = u; in By(d), for all 4. It follows that there

exist > 0, and zg € R™ such that, up to a subsequence, and for any i,
@', — u; in C* (By(9)) (8.10)

as a — 400, where the u;’s are nonnegative solutions of the Fuclidean equation
Au = u¥ "1 in R”. Now it remains to prove that the u;’s are not all trivial. We
prove in what follows that u;, # 0, and hence that u;, is everywhere positive in
R™. By Theorem Bl given 0 < r < §, we can write that

/ (ui0)? dv, > / (B )% dvg + o(1) (8.11)
Ba‘:a (Tﬂa) B'ia (Tﬂa)

where o(1) — 0 as & — 400, and (B;'Z,a)a is the 1-bubble of centers the Z,’s and
weights the fi,’s. By rescaling invariance, and [I0), we also have that

[ = [ (@,
B, (T/1a) Bo(r) (8.12)
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where o(1) = 0 as o — +00, since g, — £ as a — +00. Independently,

[ Bt = [ o, (5.13)
Bg, (Tfia) “ Q

where u is given by @), jq is the metric given by go(z) = (exps_ g) (fia®), and
1
Qo = — exp;| (Bs, (rjia)) -
1 o

(03

As is easily checked, there exists to > 0 such that By, (to) C Qq for all a.. Hence,

/ u2*dv§a 2/ uz*dvga
Qo By (to)

> / u? dz +o(1)
Bmo (tU)

where o(1) — 0 as o — o0, since we also have that g, — £ as o — +o0.
Combining (BTT)-@T4), letting o — 400, we get that

/ u?(:da:Z/ u2*da:>0,
Bo(r) B (to)

and it follows that u;, #Z 0. In particular, the u;’s are not all trivial. Together with
(BI0), this ends the proof of Theorem Bl O

(8.14)

An easy but important corollary to Theorem is as follows.

Corollary 8.1. Let (M,g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimen-
sionn >3, p > 1, and (A()), a sequence of smooth maps A(a) : M — My (R)
satisfying [82). Let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in H? (M) of nonnegative solu-
tions of (81) which blows up. For any § > 0 there exists C > 0 such that, up to a
subsequence,

p
/| o (U = (3.15)
i=1"Y Pra Ho

where Uy, = (ul, ...,

(73) in Section[}
Proof. Let z, and p, be given by (L) and ([ZH). By Theorem Bl there exists

x9 € R™ and & > 0 such that, up to a subsequence, for any i, 4!, — wu; in
C? (Bo(60)) as a — +00, where 4, is given by

ub) for all o, and the xo’s and pa’s are giwen by (74) and

. n—2
g () = pa” ty, (exps, (Ha))
where 2, = exp,_(HaT0), and the u;’s are nonnegative (not all trivial) solutions

of the Euclidean equation Au = u2 =1 in R”. Let § > 0 be given, and §; = dy/2.
Clearly,

Bi, (6141a) C Bz, (6y/ha)

for « large. In particular, we can write that, up to a subsequence,

Vdv, > )2d
Z/ m(aw—a) o) dvy Z/ M«wa “a) vy
= i/ Vdo,,

(8.16)
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where g, is the metric given by
ga(@) = (exp}, 9) (Ha?) -
Clearly, g, — & in C?(K) for all K CC R™ as a — +00. We also have that 4%, — u;

in C°(By(dp)) as o — +oo0, for all i. Since the u;’s are not all trivial, so that at
least one of the u;’s is a positive function, we can write that, up to a subsequence,

(al)?dvg, > / uidr >0 8.17
Z/Bo(51 ! Z Bo(61) ( :

for all @. Combining ®TIH) and BID), we get that ([BIH) holds true. This proves
Corollary 0

By changing the z,’s in the estimates [7) of Theorem [l as in [B3), we can
ask to have both the estimates ([BH) of Theorem and the estimates () of
Theorem [1l In order to see this, we assume in the sequel that [ZZ) holds. We
let also u, stand for the largest weight among all the possible weights u;'-)a, and z,
stand for the corresponding x;a Up to renumbering, and up to a subsequence, we
can assume that the x,’s and p,’s correspond to the choice i = j = 1. Then ([Z4)
and ([Z3) hold. For zo € R™, we let &, € R™ be given by the first equation in (&3
when g = jo = 1. Namely,

To = exp,, (HaTo) , (8.18)

and, as in ([&3l), we define the standard rescaled function @!, of u!, with respect to
Zo and flo = pa by

. n—2 .

b (z) = pa® ul, (expz, (fa®)) , (8.19)
where z € Bo(1),i=1,...,p, and U, = (ul,...,uP). Given R > 0, we let By(R)
be the Euclidean ball centered at 0 of radius R, and let f, : Bo(R) — R™ be given
by

falz) = ﬁ—ae’q’% (exps, (Via®)) | (.20)

where z € By(R), and &, is as in [8IF). It is easily seen that there exists C' > 0
such that

dg(fba, "ia)

C
[fal2) — 2| < NS

(o3

for all x € Byp(R) and all a. In particular,

lim ( sup |fal(z) — x|> =0. (8.21)

a—r+oo z€Bo(R)

Choosing R > 1, we then get with Theorem [Tl and [8ZI]) that there exist § > 0,
nonnegative real numbers A;, and harmonic functions ¢; : Bo(§) = R,i=1,...,p,
such that up to a subsequence, for any i,

@ () - % +eile) (8.22)

in CP . (Bo(6)\{0}) as o — +o0, where U, = (ul,...,uP), the @ s are the rescaled
functions given by

ﬂ,g‘(x) = ’U,; (expia ( ,Ufax)) )
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Zo is as in (BIF), and xg € R™ is arbitrary. Independently, by Theorem Bl we also
have that for a suitable choice of zg, and for § > 0 small, @, — u; in C? (By(6))
as a — +00, where the 4!,’s are given by ([8Id), and the u;’s are nonnegative (non
all trivial) solutions of the Euclidean equation Au = u?" =1 in R™. In particular,
by slightly changing the z,’s in the estimates of Theorem [[] as in ([BIF), we can
ask to have both the estimates ([BH) of Theorem and the estimates (82Z2) of
Theorem [Z1]

9. PSEUDO-COMPACTNESS AND COMPACTNESS

In what follows we let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of
dimension n > 3, p > 1 integer, and (A(«)),,, @ € N, be a sequence of smooth maps
Ala) : M — Mj(R). We let also A(a) = (Af;), and consider systems like

p
Agui+ Y A (@)uy = i~ 2u; (9.1)
j=1

in M, for all i = 1,...p. We assume that the A(«)’s satisfy that there exists a
C'-map A: M — M3(R), A= (Ay), such that

A¥ + A'is coercive, and

9.2
A% — Aij in Cl(M) ( )

as o — +00, where the second equation in ([@2) should hold for all ¢,j. The limit
system we get by combining (@Il and ([@2) reads as

p
Agui + ZA” (x)uj = |’UJ1|2 72’(1,1' (93)
j=1

in M, for all i = 1,...p. The goal in this section is to prove compactness results
for sequences of nonnegative nontrivial solutions of ([@Il). Compactness for second
order scalar equations goes back to the remarkable work of Schoen [@7, B8, 49| on
the Yamabe equation
n—2 o1

74(71 — 1)Sgu =u , (9.4)

where Sy is the scalar curvature of g. Compactness for scalar curvature type equa-
tions was also discussed in Devillanova and Solimini [I4], Druet [I5 [[6], Druet and
Hebey [I7], Khuri and Schoen [33], Li and Zhu [37], Li and Zhang [35, B6], and
Marques [@0]. A possible survey reference is Druet and Hebey [I8]. We refer also
to Druet, Hebey and Robert [19, 20] where the blow-up analysis used in [T5] is
developed. The dynamical viewpoint, in the sense of the terminology introduced in
Hebey [23], where we discuss sequences of equations and not only one equation, is
considered in Druet [15], Druet and Hebey [I7, [[8], and Druet, Hebey and Robert
19, 20]. With this viewpoint, that we also adopt here, several blow-up phenomena
can be made concrete in specific examples. In particular, we can construct examples
of sequences of solutions with no a priori bound on the energy, or which blow up
with an arbitrary number of bubbles in their Sobolev decomposition and an arbi-
trary number of geometrical blow-up points. In the case of systems, by combining
the examples in Druet and Hebey [I7] with the construction at the beginning of
Section Bl we get that the following result holds.

Agu +
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Proposition 9.1. Let (M, g) be a space form of positive curvature +1, and dimen-
sion n > 6. Let also s = +1. There exist sequences (ha)a, (ha)a 0of smooth func-
tions, converging in C*(M) to 4(’;—__21)89, and sequences (€q)a; (Ea)a, and (Ba)a of
smooth positive functions, converging to 0 in C1(M), such that the 2-systems ([I1),

where p =2 and

ho — SEq 504 ) (9.5)

Aler) = ( $Ba he — SEa

are fully coupled, and possess sequences of strictly positive solutions with either no
bound on their H12)2—n07’m, or which blow up with an arbitrary number of bubbles in
their Sobolev decomposition and an arbitrary number of geometrical blow-up points.

By a sequence of solutions which blows up with an arbitrary number of bubbles in
its Sobolev decomposition and an arbitrary number of geometrical blow-up points,
we mean here that the components of the solutions have an arbitrary number m;
of bubbles in their H?-decomposition @IM), and that the set of geometrical blow-
up points can be chosen with any number m < > m,; of points. In particular,
when m < > my, there are distinct bubbles which accumulate on the same point.
Refinements where we also control the number of bubbles which accumulate on a
given point are possible. Depending on whether s = —1 or s = +1, —A(a) or A(«)
in (@H) is cooperative.

Proof. (i) We prove that there are 2-systems like ([@I), where A(a) is as in (@3),
which are fully coupled, and possess sequences of strictly positive solutions which
blow up in any possible configuration. We fix my, mo, m, and s = £1. Let g1, ¢2
integers such that m = ¢ + ¢2, ¢1 < mq, and g2 < mg. By the examples in
Druet and Hebey [I7], see also [I8], there exist sequences (hq)a, (fa)a of smooth
functions, converging in C*(M) to 4(’;—121)59, and sequences (uq)o and (Uq)q of
positive solutions of the scalar equations

2*—1

o ?

1

Agua +hotia =u and

(9.6)

~ T~ ox_
Ayl + hotia = U,

such that the u,’s have m; bubbles in their H2-decomposition, and ¢; geometrical
blow-up points, and such that the i,’s have ms bubbles in their H2-decomposition,
and ¢o geometrical blow-up points. We let (3,)q be a sequence of positive functions
converging to 0 in C'(M). We choose the 3,’s sufficiently small in the C'-norm
such that B,ve — 0 and Baw, — 0 in CH(M) as a — 400, where v, = Uq/lio and
Wo = Ua/Uq. Letting the e,’s and €,’s be given by

Ca— = Eq— = Ba (9.7)

for all «, the sequences (¢4 )q and (£4)q consist of positive functions and converge
to 0 in C1(M). Moreover, by combining (LH) and (@), we get that the U, ’s given
by Uy = (uq, lie) for all a, are solutions of the 2-systems (&l), where the A(a)’s
are as in (L), and the sequences (ha)as (ha)as (Ea)a, (Ea)a, and (Ba)s are as
above. The systems are fully coupled, the components of the U,’s have m; bubbles
in their Sobolev decomposition, and the set of geometrical blow-up points consists
of m points. In particular, there are 2-systems like ([@1I), where A(«) is as in ([@3),
which are fully coupled, and possess sequences of strictly positive solutions which
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blow up with an arbitrary number of bubbles in their Sobolev decomposition and
an arbitrary number of geometrical blow-up points..

(ii) We prove that there are 2-systems like (@), where A(e) is as in (@), which
are fully coupled, and possess sequences of strictly positive solutions with no bound
on their Hf 5-norm. By the examples in Druet and Hebey [I7], see also [I8], there
are sequences (h,)a of smooth functions, converging in C*(M) to 4(nn—:21)Sg’ and
sequences (uq)q of positive solutions of the scalar equations

Agug + houa = w2 1 , (9.8)

o

such that

il = +oo

We let (¢4)a be a sequence of positive functions converging to 0 in C1(M). Letting
€a = Ba = €a, and he = hy, for all a, the U, ’s given by U, = (uq, us) for all , are
solutions of the 2-systems (@II), where the A(a)’s are as in ([@H). The systems are
fully coupled, and the components of the U,’s have no bound on their HZ-norm.
In particular, there are 2-systems like ([@1I), where A(«a) is as in ([@H), which are
fully coupled, and possess sequences of strictly positive solutions with no bound on
their H y-norm. Together with (i), this ends the proof of the Proposition. O

There are several notions of compactness in the literature. We distinguish two
notions in this paper: pseudo-compactness, and compactness. The family (@)
is said to be pseudo-compact if for any bounded sequence (Us)o in Hf (M) of
nontrivial nonnegative solutions of (I]) which converges weakly in Hf (M), the
weak limit U° of the U, s is not zero, and thus is a nonnegative nontrivial solution
of the limit system ([@3)). In contrast, we say that the family @) is compact if any
bounded sequence Uy ) in Hi (M) of nonnegative solutions of {LT]) is actually
bounded in C??(M), 0 < # < 1, and thus converges, up to a subsequence, in
C%(M) to some p-map U°, where the bound in C??(M) and the convergence in
C?(M) have to be understood for the components of the U,’s and U°. Because of
the examples in Proposition [l we need to assume a bound on the energy in these
definitions. In terms of the Hf-decomposition

k
Uo =U°+ D Bja+Ra
j=1
of the U,’s, given by Theorem Bl pseudo-compactness reduces to 4% # 0, and,
by the pointwise estimates in Section [ and elliptic theory, compactness reduces to
k = 0. Compactness is clearly a stronger notion than pseudo-compactness. Indeed,
by ([2), we easily get that if k£ = 0, then U° # 0. In order to see this we can write,
as in Section @ that

/M Un 2 du,

Y%

Cl—[A(Z/{O[)

2/2*
@(/M@PMQ ,
M

where C7,Cs > 0 are independent of «, and I4 is given by ). In particular, if
the U, ’s are nonzero, then

Y

[Uall2+ = C5
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for all o and some Cs > 0 independent of «, so that 4° # 0 if k¥ = 0. Pseudo-
compactness provides the existence of a nontrivial solution of the limit system
@3). Compactness is closely related to the a priori estimates one needs to prove
to develop a Morse theory for systems like (@]). For minimal energy sequences, as
studied in Hebey [25], pseudo-compactness and compactness are one and only one
notion. Compactness and a priori estimates for nonlinear (in general subcritical)
systems in bounded domains of the Euclidean space, or for the critical Toda system
on Riemann surfaces, are discussed in Angenent and Van der Vorst [2, B], Clément,
Mandsevich and Mitidieri [I0)], De Figueiredo [I1], Jost, Lin and Wang [32], Jost
and Wang [B1], Montenegro [E2], and Qing [44].

We know from the work of Schoen [A7, B8 E9] that the Yamabe equation on
manifolds conformally distinct to the sphere is compact. Related references are
Druet [I6], Khuri and Schoen [B3], Li and Zhu [B7], Li and Zhang [35, B6], and
Marques [0]. A very elegant proof of this compactness result is in Schoen [49)]
when the manifold is assumed to be conformally flat. In particular, it follows from
this result that for manifolds distinct to the sphere, the trivially coupled system
consisting of p-copies of the Yamabe equation is compact. We prove here that
our systems (@) are also compact when their coupling stands far from this trivial
coupling. By far we mean here that one of the three following situations occur:

(A1) A — 4”%25’ Id, has a sign, or

(A2) A;; < =D 21)5’ for all 4, or

(A?)) A > 4(7:1 21)8 for all 7,

where A is the limit map in [@2), S, is the scalar curvature of g, Id, is the p x p-
identity matrix, and, for B : M — Mj;(R), we say that B has a sign if either
B(z).(X,X) < 0 for any x € M and any X € RP\{0}, or B(x).(X,X) > 0 for
any © € M and any X € RP\{0}. Because of the dynamical viewpoint we adopted
here, and the examples in Proposition @1l we need to assume conditions like (A1),
(A2), or (A3) in order to get pseudo-compactness or compactness. Actually, it is
easily seen that we also need to assume more than (A2) or (A3), as indicated in
the remark below.

Remark 9.1: Conditions like (A2) or (A3) alone are not sufficient to guarantee
compactness (or pseudo-compactness). Let, for instance, (uq). be a blowing-up
sequence of solutions of the Yamabe equation on the sphere, and U, = (tq, uq) for
all a. Let also a, b, ¢ be real numbers such that

nin —2)

— 1

and a,c > 0. Then (U, )q is a blowing-up sequence of solutions of the 2-system

a+b=b+c=

Agou+ au +bo = u* 7!

Agv+bu+cv= 0¥t

and we can choose a, b, and ¢ such that the matrix in the system is coercive and
either a,c < #, or a,c > #. In the first case b > 0, and A is cooperative.

In the second case, b < 0 and —A is cooperative.

Our compactness result states as follows. With respect to the examples we just
discussed in Remark 9.1, the assertions in Theorem @] that the —A(«)’s should be
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cooperative when we assume (A2), or that the A(«)’s should be cooperative when
we assume (A3), are sharp.

Theorem 9.1 (Compactness). Let (M,g) be a smooth compact conformally flat
Riemannian manifold of dimension n > 4, p > 1, and (A(a)), a sequence of
smooth maps A(a) : M — M (R) satisfying (Z2). If (A1) holds, then the family
@) is pseudo-compact when n > 4, and compact when n > 7. If (A2) holds,
and the —A(«)’s are cooperative for all o, then the family (@1) is pseudo-compact
when n > 4, and compact when n > 7. It is also compact when n > 4 if we assume
in addition that the limit system (@3) is fully coupled. At last, if (A8) holds, and
the A(a)’s are cooperative for all «, then the family [@1) is pseudo-compact when
n >4, and compact when n > 7.

We prove Theorem [l by proving first the pseudo-compactness part, and then
the compactness part of the theorem. For both these parts, the proof is by con-
tradiction. We use in the process the blow-up theory developed in Sections H to
We also use conformal invariance, and an independent relation given by the Eu-
clidean Pohozaev identity (@) below. The key estimate for pseudo-compactness
is L?-concentration in Section Bl The key estimate for compactness is the sharp
asymptotic in Section [d For Q a smooth bounded domain in the Euclidean space,
and u a smooth function in ©, the Pohozaev identity we use in the sequel reads as

/(:Ek(?ku)Aud;v—i— n_—2/ u(Au)dz
Q 2 Ja

1
= — ‘/(rm(xkaku)ayuda + > ‘/g)Q(xj V)|Vu|2do (9.9)

-2
L / udy,udo
2 Joa

where A is the Fuclidean Laplacian, v is the outward unit normal to 0f), do is the
Euclidean volume element on 052, and there is a sum over k from 1 to n. We easily
get (@) by integrating by parts the first term in the left hand side of [@3). As one
can check from the proof of the theorem, see below, the pseudo-compactness part
in Theorem 1 and the compactness part when n > 7, are also true if we assume
that (A2) holds and —A is cooperative, or that (A3) holds and A is cooperative,
where A is the limit of the A(a)’s in (@2).

Proof of Theorem[@dl. We prove Theorem Bl by contradiction, and, as already
mentionned, we proceed in two steps by proving first the pseudo-compactness part
of the theorem, and then the compactness part of the theorem. In what follows, we
let (Ua)a be a bounded sequence in HY ,(M) of nontrivial nonnegative solutions of
@I). We assume that the U,’s blow up. Up to a subsequence, we may then write

that
k

U =U+ Bja+Ra (9.10)

j=1
where U is a weak nonnegative solution of the limit system [@3), the (Bj.a)a’s
are p-bubbles, and the R,’s converge strongly to 0 in H%)p(M) as o — +oo. First
we prove that, under the assumptions concerning pseudo-compactness in Theorem
@1 we have that ¢#4° # 0 in (II0). Then we prove that, under the assumptions
concerning compactness in Theorem [l we also get that k¥ = 0 in (@I0). We



64 EMMANUEL HEBEY

let Sgeom be the set consisting of the geometrical blow-up points of the sequence
(Ua) - We let also the ufl’s be the components of the U, ’s. In the first case, when
proving pseudo-compactness, we apply (@) to the u’’s on balls B,,(d), § > 0,
where z; € Sgeom- In the second case, when proving compactness, we apply (@3)
on the smaller balls B, (6y/fta), > 0, where p,, stand for the largest weight among
all the possible weights of the bubbles in ([@I), and z, stand for the corresponding

center in ([@T0).

Proof of pseudo-compactness. We assume that Y% = 0 in @I0). Let 2o € Syeom-
Since g is conformally flat, there exist § > 0 and a conformal metric § to g such
that g is flat in By, (40). Let g = ©* ("=2) g where ¢ is smooth and positive, and
a?, = ul ¢~ for all @ and i. By conformal invariance of the conformal Laplacian,
see, for instance, Lee and Parker [34], and by @), U, = (4}, ...,42) is a solution
of the system

OH"

AR ZAng = (@8)¥ ! (9.11)
in By, (46) for all 7 and all a, where A = A; is the Euclidean Laplacian,

ra 1 o n —
Ajj = T2 (Aij =1 1)5 513) ; (9.12)

and S, is the scalar curvature of g. We choose § > 0 sufficiently small such that
Sgeom N By (46) = {xo}. We regard the @’’s, ¢, and the A%’s as defined in the
Euclidean space. Also we assimilate 2o with 0. The u!’s, see Section B are uni-
formly bounded in CP, (M \Sgeom). By the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iterative scheme
in Section B it follows that the C°-norm of the 4!’s in small neighbourhood of
9By () are controlled by the L2-norm of the [ty |’s in annuli like By(26)\Bo(5/2).
By standard elliptic theory, as developed in Gilbarg and Trudinger [22], we then
get that for Ty a sufficiently small neighbourhood of 9Bg(4),

<C U, | da (9.13)
Bo(28)\Bo(6/2)

for all & and 4, where C' > 0 does not depend on a, [Us |*> = 32, (4%,)?, and 8 € (0,1).
Let

RS = / U |2 da . (9.14)
Bo(26)\Bo(58/2)

By [@I3), plugging the @!’s in the Pohozaev identity (L), with Q = By(J), we
can write that

) ) ) ) )
/ (2Ot ) At da + ——= al (Adl)de = O (RY) (9.15)
Bo (9) Bo(9)
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for all a and 4, where R? is as in (IId)). Combining (IT) and (1), summing
over i = 1,...,p, we then get that

k k «
ol / Ol ) A% 0l da
> [ ”zl B )
n—2 p/ -
+ ufl
2 ; 30(5)( 2

=0 (RY)

(9.16)

AZ AJ
z] Uy adw

1,j=1

for all a, where the AO‘ s are as in ((IIJ), and R? is as in (LId). Integrating by
parts, we can write w1th @13) that

P

/ (x kakua)A%ufld:E
Bo(3)

ij=1

- Z/ Al il de (9.17)
Bg

1] 1
——Z/ (2" Op AL )itk ol da + O (RD)
1,7=1 Bo

for all a, where R, is as in (ZId). We can also write that

p
O IR R
Bo(6)

) ? (9.18)
n- (i 2* 5

=— ay,)? dr + O (R,

. 5,3/30@( ) (RS)

for all o, where R? is as in ([@I4). In particular, plugging @I7) and (IIX) in
@18), it follows that

A% 4l ad do + = / ("0, AL )k, 4 da
> A z [

i,j=1

=0 (R3)

(9.19)

for all o, where R? is as in ([@I4). By the C'-convergence in ([I3), the 8kﬁ%’s are
uniformly bounded. Coming back to the manifold, noting that dvy = 0% dvg, and
summing over the zg in Syeom, we get with (@2), (I9), and L3-concentration in

Section @ that
P
n—2 o
I R < U I
E‘ /Bg (Au (n = 1)59513) ugul dvg

1,j=1

=250 (Z/ dvq> +o <Z/ dvq>

for all v, where e5 — 0 as § — 0, the first term in the right hand side of (@20)
depends on § only by €5, the A;;’s are the components of the limit map A given by

(9.20)
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(£2), and
Bs= |J B.(9)

TESgeom

If we assume that (A1) holds, then either A;; > ; pTew=y e 75905 or Aij < 300y 21)5' dij
in the sense of bilinear forms. In both cases, 1t follows from (EZ(]) and L2—

concentration that there exists C' > 0, independent of o and 4, such that

CZ/ )2dvy < 50 (Z/ dvq> +o <Z/ dvq> (9.21)

for all v, where g5 — 0 as § — 0. If we assume that the A(a)’s are cooperative,
then, by (@2), A is also cooperative. In particular, A;;u’ul, > 0 for i # j, and
if we assume in addition that (A3) holds, then we get here again that there exists
C > 0, independent of o and §, such that [I21]) holds for all a. The same conclusion
([@Z0) holds if we assume (A2) and that — A is, or that the — A(«)’s are, cooperative.
Taking § > 0 sufficiently small, the contradiction follows from ([@21I). In particular,
U° # 0 in ([IId), and this ends the proof of the pseudo-compactness part of Theorem
gn O

Proof of compactness. We let the z,’s and p,’s be given by [Cd) and ([ZH) in
Section [l We let also § > 0 small be less than the § given by Theorem [[Jl Since
g is conformally flat, there exists a conformal metric § to ¢ such that ¢ is flat
in B,,(40), where zq is the limit of the z,’s. We let § = %/ ("2 g, where ¢ is
smooth, positive, and such that ¢(zo) = 1, and let 4!, = u’,p~! for all a and i.
By conformal invariance of the conformal Laplacian, and by ([@1l), equation (@I
holds in By, (40) for all o and all i. Namely,

+ZA13 Uy = 2_1

in By, (49) for all ¢ and all o, where A = A is the Euclidean Laplacian, and the
AO‘ ’s are given by ([@I2). In what follows we assimilate =, with 0 € R™ (thanks to
the exponential map at x,). We also regard the 4%,’s, ¢, and the AO‘ 's in (@) as

defined in the Euclidean space. Plugging the 4!,’s in the Pohozaev 1dent1ty @9,
with = Bo(0p ), we get that

. . _9 . _
/ (2* Ol ) At do + 2= @ (AL dw
Bo(8+/ia) 2 JBo(syEa)
. , 1
(%00 )0, 0l do + =

(z,v)| Vg [*do (9.22)

/630(5\/@) /630(5\/@)

n—2/
2 JoBo(syrm)

NN
a0yt do
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for all & and 4. Combining ([@I1l) and ([@ZZ), summing over i = 1,...,p, it follows
that

P P
Z/ (zFopal)(a)? ~de — Z/ (z*Opail, )Af;uad:v
i=1 Y Bo(8y/Fix) i,j=1" Bo(6v/Iia)

9P } 9 2
Dl U e [ Ay

2 i—1 7 Bo(6\/Tta) 2 i,j=1" Bo(6v/ha) (9.23)
= _Z/ (z*0p0)0, 4l do + = Z/ (z, )| Vil |*do

0Bo( 5\/;Ta 9Bo(5 /i)
n—2

Qg ai
a0yt do

P
2 i=1 /830(5\/%)
for all . Integrating by parts,

p
S [ et
i=1 Y Bo(6v/Ha)

; ) (9.24)
n—2 o n—2 i o
e 3 U R 3 (o, () do
2 i=1 Bo(6y/1ta) 2n i=1 9Bo(0+/1ta)
and
p
Z/ (z*Opal,) A il d
i,j=1 BO(‘S\/#T)
n < A 1 &
=—— / Al il de — - Z/ (2 Op AT )l tdde  (9.25)
2 i,j=1" Bo(6v/pa) 21)]:1 Bo(5\/Fia)

+ = Z/ (x,v A%u;uflda

z] 1 BU(‘S\/E
for all a. By [@2), we can write that

/ (z,v)(@})* do = o / Uy|* do |, and
8By (5 /i) 8By (5/liw)

/ (z, V)Auuauédx =0 / U, |>do
dBo(5/Ti) 8By (5+/lim)

for all a, i, and j, where |U,|? = 3, |44 |9. By Theorem [l and the change of
variables x = /iy, we also have that

/ Uy|9do = O (,uaT)
0Bo(6y/Ia)
for all «, and all ¢ = 2,2*. Hence,

n—1

(z,v)(a}))> da—o(ua2 ) , and

/830(5\/H_a)
et (9.26)
(z, I/)A% @' 0l dr = o (,ua2 )

/330(5\/#_a)
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for all a, i, and j. By the C'-convergence in (),

/ (%0, AS )ik il dw = o ( / |L?a|2dx> (9.27)
Bo (8 /Fi) Bo(8+/ix)

for all «, 4, and j. By [@23)-(@217), we then get that

¢ a n-1
> / A2l il dr + o </ |Z,{a|2d3:> —|—0(‘ua2 )
521 Bo(6yia) Bo (6 /Fix)
:_Z/ («* Oy tt},) 0, do + Z/ (,v)|Viil,[*do (9.28)
dBo( W,TQ dBo(5\/lia)
p

n—2 /
2 I Jeno(yia)

~ig ai
a0y, do

for all @. In what follows we let Rpys(a) be the right hand side in ([I2J).
the change of variables * = /fiqy, by Theorem [[Jl and since we assumed that
o(xo) = 1, we can write that

n—2

2 —
aglfoo pa 2 Rus(a) =R, (9.29)
where
P
R:—Z/ (x Ok ;)0 t;do + = Z/ IV|VUZ| do
"1/ 8Bo(5) B0 (8 (9.30)
n—2 / o '
— 1;0,U;do
2 ; 9By (%)
and where, for i = 1,...,p, the @;’s are the limits of the @!’s given by Theorem
[Tl In particular,
A;
(x) = —— + pi(x) (9.31)

|$|n72

for all 4, where A; > 0, and ; is harmonic in an open ball By(d’), &' > 6. We
clearly have that At; = 0 in Bo(6')\{0}. Applying the Pohozaev identity (@) to
the @;’s in annuli like By(d)\Bo(r), where 0 < r < d, and letting r — 0, it follows
that

p p
1
R =lim |— / 2F0411;)0, Uydo + = / (z,v)|Va; 2do
HO[ Z: aBo<>( ) 2; 9By (r) vl
”‘22/ Byitad
- u;0puido|
Bo(’r’

and by (@I31)), we can write with [I32) that R = (n52)2wn_1 Y LA (9), where
Wp—1 is the volume of the unit (n — 1)-sphere. We have that dvy; = ¢* dv,. By
E23)-@29), and also by ([@2), we then get, by coming back to the manifold, that

(9.32)
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P

n—2 o
A — ——8 5i-) utul dv
Z /Bza(5\/lTa) ( J 4(n_1) grv g

ij=1

2 (n—2)* (< 2
+o Us|?dvg | = —— Z Aipi(0) +0(1) | wn—1/a?
Bag (6y/Ba) 2 i=1

for all &, where the A;’s and ¢;’s are given by Theorem [l the A;;’s are the
components of the limit map A given by [@2), o(1) — 0 as @« — 400, and wy—1
is the volume of the unit (n — 1)-sphere. Now, if we assume that (A1) holds, then
either A;; > 4(’:1_ 7 Sgbij or Ay < 4(’:1;15‘ 5” in the sense of bilinear forms. In
both cases, it follows from ([@33)) that there exists C' > 0, independent of a, such

that
CZ/IQ ot vy = 0 (™) (9.34)

for alla. Whenn > 7, "T*Q > 2 so that uaT =0 (ug), and the contradiction follows
from (@34 and Corollary Bl If we assume that the A(a)’s are cooperative, then,
by [@3), A is also cooperative. In particular, A;;u’ul, > 0 for i # j, and if we
assume in addition that (A3) holds, then we get here again that there exists C' > 0,
independent of o and §, such that (@34) holds for all @. The same conclusion
@3 holds if we assume (A2) and that the —A(a)’s are cooperative. Here again,
the contradiction follows from (@34]) and Corollary Bl when the dimension n > 7.
In particular, #° # 0 and k = 0 in ([II0). Now we assume that n > 4, that
(A2) holds, that the —A(«a)’s are cooperative for all a, and that the limit system
@3) is fully coupled. By ([@34), since we assumed (A2) and that the —A(a)’s are
cooperative for all o, there exists C' > 0, independent of «, such that

—9)2 p n—2
C U |2dvg + (-2 <§ Aipi (0) + o(1)> Wn1fta® <0 (9.35)
By (6y/Tra) 2 i=1

for all a. By the pseudo-compactness we proved above, we also have that ¢/° in
(@10) is nonzero when n > 4. Then, by Theorem [T} since we assumed that the
—A(a)’s are cooperative for all & and that the limit system (@3)) is fully coupled,
we can write that Y 7 A;p;(0) > 0, and the contradiction follows from (E3H).
This proves the compactness part of Theorem Bl (I

Summarizing, we let (Uq)a be a bounded sequence in Hf ,(M) of nontrivial
nonnegative solutions of ([@Il). We assume that the U,’s blow up and, up to a
subsequence, that the decomposition [@I0) is true. By the first part of the proof,
the pseudo-compactness part, if (A1) holds, or (A2) holds and the —A(a)’s are
cooperative for all i, or (A3) holds and the A(«)’s are cooperative for all v, then ¢°
in (@I0) is nonzero when n > 4. By the second part of the proof, the compactness
part, we also get that k = 0 when the dimension n > 7 if (A1) holds, or (A2)
holds and the —A(«)’s are cooperative for all a, or (A3) holds and the A(a)’s are
cooperative for all . Moreover, when n > 4, still by the second part of the proof,
if we assume that (A2) holds, that the —A(«)’s are cooperative for all «, and that
the limit system (@3]) is fully coupled, then, we again get that & = 0 in (@I0).
Since (Uy )q is arbitrary, this ends the proof of Theorem Bl O



70 EMMANUEL HEBEY

One more remark with respect to Theorem [l is as follows.

Remark 9.2: We have already mentionned, in Remark 9.1 just before stating
Theorem [T, that we cannot get compactness or pseudo-compactness for systems
like @) if we only assume (A2) or (A3). In the same spirit, we mention that,
without further assumptions, we cannot hope as well to get compactness or pseudo-
compactness with a mix of conditions like (A2) and (A3) on the diagonal of the
limit matrix A. Let, for instance, (uqs)o be a blowing-up sequence of solutions of
the Yamabe equation on the sphere, and U, = (uq, ta, uq) for all a. Let also A be
the matrix

a b 0
A=1[b ¢ —-d]| , (9.36)
0 —d e
where a, b, ¢, d, e are positive real numbers. If \,, = @, hence A\, = 4(’;—_721)590,

we choose a, b, ¢, d, e such that a+b=\,,, b+c=d+ \,, and e = d + \,. For
any «, the map U,, is a positive solution of the 3-system

P
Agoui + ZAijuj — (ui)z*,l
j=1

in 8™, for all ¢ = 1,2,3, where the A;;’s are the components of the matrix A in
@34). The uy’s blow up with a zero (pointwise) limit. It follows that the system
is not pseudo-compact (and thus, not compact as well). However, by choosing
d < b sufficiently small, the operator Ago + A is coercive, A;; < A\, for i = 1,2, and
Aszz > \,. Compactness when we mix conditions like (A2) and (A3) on the diagonal
is false in general. We get compactness type behaviour under such assumptions
when the energy of the sequence is of minimal type, see Hebey [25], or, of course,
if we assume that A, =0 for all ¢ # j and all a.

The following easy corollary of Theorem [@1] shows that the theorem is sharp
when regarded on the unit sphere. Corollary [I] below states that the trivially
coupled system on the sphere, consisting of p copies of the Yamabe equation, is,
in some sense, the only system on the sphere which is not compact. Concerning
notations, we let (S™, go) be the unit n-sphere, and A : S™ — M (S™) be a smooth
map. We assume that A(z) is positive in the sense of bilinear forms for all € S™,
and for t € R, we define

nin —2)

A= == Id, 1A, (9.37)

where Id), is the p x p-identity matrix in My (R). We let A be the maximum over
i=1,...,pand z € S" of the eigenvalues \;(x) of A(z). The operator AP + A,
is coercive for all ¢ in the interval Iy = (—A, +00), where 4AgA = —n(n — 2). For
t €Iy =(—A,+00), where 4AgA = —n(n — 2), we consider the systems

p
Agu; + Z Aﬁj (x)u; = |ui|2*72ui (9.38)
j=1

in M, foralli =1,...p, where the Afj ’s are the components of A;, and A; is given by
@3M). Corollary BTl isolates the trivially coupled system on the sphere as the only
system for which pseudo-compactness or compactness fails in families of systems
like ([@38), providing an illustration that blow-up phenomena and noncompactness
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occur only with the geometric equation (in the case of the sphere), or perturbations
of the geometric equation (by Proposition @.T]).

Corollary 9.1. Let (S™,go) be the unit n-sphere, and A : S™ — MJ(S™) be a
smooth map such that A(x) is positive in the sense of bilinear forms for all x € S™.
For any t € Ip\{0}, where Iy = (—A,+00) is as above, the system (T33) is pseudo-
compact when n > 4, and compact when n > 7. On the other hand, when t = 0,
(@Z3) is neither compact nor pseudo-compact. In particular, the trivially coupled
system (ZFH) when t = 0, corresponding to p-copies of the Yamabe equation on
the sphere, is the only system in the family (@T38), t > —A, which is not compact,
respectively not pseudo-compact (depending on whether n >4 orn >17).

Pseudo-compactness and compactness in the corollary follow from Theorem Bl
Since we assumed that A(z) is positive in the sense of bilinear forms for all z € S™,
(A1) holds for the A;’s when ¢ # 0 and we can apply the theorem. On the other
hand, that ([@38) is neither compact nor pseudo-compact when ¢t = 0 follows from
the observation that ([@L38) when ¢ = 0 consists of p-copies of the Yamabe equation
on the sphere which, as is well known, possesses sequences of solutions which blow
up with one bubble and a zero (pointwise) limit in their Sobolev decomposition.

Acknowledgements: The author is indebted to Olivier Druet and Frédéric Robert
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