arXiv:2501.18234v1 [math.AP] 30 Jan 2025

EXISTENCE AND UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO LIOUVILLE EQUATION

ALIREZA ATAEI

Abstract. We prove some general results on the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the Liouville equation. Then, we discuss the sharpness and possible generalizations. Finally, we give several applications, arising in both mathematics and physics.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 1.1. Existence 2 1.2. Uniqueness 7 1.3. Open problems and discussions 9 2. Preliminaries 10 3. Proof of existence of solutions to Liouville equation 14 4. Proof of uniqueness of solutions to Liouville equation 30 5. Applications 35 5.1. Berger-Nirenberg problem 35 5.2. Blow-up analysis 36 5.3. Statistical mechanics 39 5.4. Quantum mechanics 43 References 45

1. Introduction

In this work, we study the existence and uniqueness of the solutions ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) to

− Δψ = 4πβV e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , � R^2

V e^ψ = 1,

(1.1)

where β ∈ R \ 0, V is a locally integrable function, and V e^ψ ∈ L^1(R^2 ). Note that (1.1) is defined in the sense of distributions. The equation in (1.1) is known as the Liouville equation, and it has been considered in the literature due to its application in both mathematics and physics. We briefly mention some of the motivations here.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47J10, 35J20, 35Q82, 81V27, 81V70. Key words and phrases. Liouville equation, Nirenberg’s problem, mean field equation, Chern–Simons- Schrödinger model. 1

In differential geometry, the Liouville equation provides the conformally flat metrics on R^2 with the Gaussian curvature V and the total curvature 2πβ; see [A38, ALN24, A86, CK94, CK00, CL91, CL93, CL97, CL98, CL99, CL00, CYZ20, CN91, CN91(2), HY98, Li24, Lio53, PT01, M84, M85, N82(2), P898, S73, WuZ24]. If β = 2, by stereographic projection, one obtains all the possible metrics on the two dimensional unit sphere being conformally equivalent to the Euclidean unit sphere, which is known as the Nirenberg’s problem; see [A21, CY87, CY88, CD87, CL95, CL95(2), H86, KW74, S05, XY93]. Moreover, the problem is also generalized to metrics with conic singularities, where the metrics can vanish at finite points; see [BDM11, B71, BT02, B71, CL02, CL03, CL10, CL15, E04, E20, E21, P905, T08, T89, T91, WZ18]. Initiated by a problem of Brezis and Merle; see [BM91], the question of the blow-up property of solutions to the Liouville equation is considered in the analysis to understand the regularity properties of the solutions; see [BM07, BT02, BT07, BYZ24, G12, Li99, LS94, Wu24, WZ21, WZ22, WZ24, Z06, Z09]. In statistical mechanics, (1.1) is referred to as the mean field equation and has played a key role in understanding the two-dimensional turbulent flows; see [BD15, BJLY18, CLMP92, CLMP95, CK94, ES93, ES78, K93, KL97, Lin00, O49, PD93, SO90, TY04, W92]. Finally, (1.1) is used to study the ground states of the Chern-Simons-Schrödinger model used for the effective theory of many body anyons, which are two-dimensional quasi-particles, and the fractional quantum hall effect; see [ALN24, Dun95, Dun99, EHI91, EHI91(2), HY98, HZ09, IL92, JW90, JP92, RS20, SY92, Z92, T08, ZHK89].

1.1. Existence. Our first two results show the existence of solutions to (1.1). To bring the results, for a function V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ), we define V^+ := max(V, 0), V^− = V^+ −V, D(x, r) ⊂ R^2 is the disk of radius r > 0 centered at x ∈ R^2 , and ψ_0 ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) is a fixed radially symmetric function, satisfying ψ_0(x) = 2β log |x| for x ∈ R^2 \ D(0, 1). Moreover, define

α(V ) := sup { α : � R^2\D(0,1) |V (x)| |x|^{2α} dx < ∞ } .

Theorem 1.1. Let V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) be a radially symmetric function which satisfies V ≥ C a.e. in D(0, R_2) \ D(0, R_1) for some constants C > 0, R_2 > R_1 > 0 and β ≥ −α(V ). (1.2) Then, the following holds:

(1) If β > 0 and � R^2 \D(0,1)

V^−(x)|x|^{−2β} dx < ∞, � D(0,1) V^+(x) |x|^{−β−δ} dx + � R^2\D(0,1)

V^+(x)|x|^{−β+δ} dx < ∞,

(1.3) for some δ > 0, then there exists a radially symmetric function ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) such that

− Δψ = 4πβ V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , � R^2 |V |e^ψ < ∞, � R^2

V e^ψ = 1, � R^2

|∇(ψ + ψ_0)|^2 < ∞,

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. Moreover, there exists an upper bound for � R^2

|V |e^ψ + ‖∇(ψ + ψ_0)‖_L2_{(R}2_), (1.4)

which depends continuously on β, R_1, R_2, C, δ, and � D(0,1) V^+(x) |x|^{−β−δ} dx + � R^2 \D(0,1)

V^+(x) |x|^{−β+δ} dx + � R^2 \D(0,1)

V^−(x) |x|^{−2β} dx.

(2) If −α(V ) ≤ β < 0 and V is non-negative, then there exists a radially symmetric function ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) such that

− Δψ = 4πβ V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , � R^2

V e^ψ = 1,

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. (1.5)

To compare our result with the literature, we mention the following remarks.

Remark 1.1. As far as we know, in the literature, it is assumed that V is at least locally bounded to obtain a solution; see [ALN24, A86, CK94, CK00, CL91, CL97, CL98, CL99, CL00, CN91, CN91(2), CYZ20, Li24, Lio53, Lin00, M84, M85, N82(2), S05]. However, we have only the local integrability condition to derive a solution. The only exception we found is V (x) = |x|^{−n} for n < 2, which has been studied separately in [PT01].

Remark 1.2. If ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 )∩C^1(R^2 \0) is a radially symmetric solution to (1.1), satisfying V e^ψ ∈ L^1(R^2 ), then by regularization and taking the integral of both sides of the equation in (1.1), we derive that r∂_rψ(r) = −2β � D(0,r) V e^ψ, r > 0. Since � R^2 V e

ψ = 1 and � R^2 |V |e ψ < ∞, we conclude that

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. Hence, for every δ > 0, we have ψ(r) ≥ −2(β + δ) log r, for r > 0 large enough, which depends on δ. In conclusion, by the assumption � R^2 |V |e ψ < ∞, we conclude that � R^2 \D(0,1)

|V (x)| |x|^{−2(β+δ)} dx < ∞, (1.6)

for every δ > 0. Hence, the condition (1.2) is necessary for the existence of radially symmetric solutions. For the case of β > 0, one can weaken the condition � R^2\D(0,1)

V^−(x)|x|^{−2β} dx < ∞,

to (1.6) if there exists a function φ ∈ C^∞([0, ∞)) such that �_∞ 1 V^−r^{−2β+1}e^φ dr +

�_∞ 1 |∂_rφ|^2r dr < ∞. (1.7) Indeed, we have used (1.7) to derive that a Moser type energy functional is uniformly bounded from above. In particular, if V^−(r) ≤ C ( r^2 + 1 )_{β−1} , for every r ≥ 0, � D(0,1) V^+(x) |x|^{−β−δ} dx + � R^2\D(0,1)

V^+(x)|x|^{−β+δ} dx < ∞,

for some positive constants C, δ, β, then, by taking φ := −2 log(log(2 + r)) in (1.7), there exists a radially symmetric solution to (1.1). This has been observed before if V is asymptotically negative; see [CL99, Thm. 1.1].

Remark 1.3. The condition (1.3) implies that for β ≥ 2, V needs to vanish fast enough at the origin and infinity for the existence of a solution to (1.1). In particular, if V is continuous and β ≥ 2, the condition (1.3) implies that V should vanish at the origin. As far as we know, this phenomenon has been previously observed in the literature only in special cases; see [CL98, CL99], and is necessary for many general equations; see Corollary 1.2. We warn the reader regarding [M85, Thm. 3] which claims that the radially symmetric solutions to (1.1) exist always if V is radially symmetric, decays fast enough, and V (0) > 0. This issue was partially pointed out in [CL93, CL98, CL98(2), CL99, W92], however, it is not well understood in the literature. By setting V (r) = e^{−r2} and using Corollary 1.2, we get the solution to (1.1) exists if and only if β < 2. Hence, even exponential decay is not sufficient to obtain a solution if β ≥ 2. As we see in Example 1, the variational argument fails as the infimum of the Moser energy functional

E_n[φ] := 1 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,n) V e^φ ) , (1.8)

over radially symmetric functions φ ∈ C^∞_0 (D(0, n)) which satisfy � D(0,n) V e φ > 0, is −∞ for any large enough n if V does not become zero fast enough at the origin.

Remark 1.4. We mention that for β < 0 in Theorem 1.1, under the extra assumption � R^2 \D(0,1)

V (x) |x|^{−2β} log |x| dx < ∞, (1.9) we can derive that �

R^2

|∇(ψ + ψ_0)|^2 < ∞;

see Remark 3.2. This has already been observed with the stronger assumption � R^2 V (x) |x|^{−2β′} dx < ∞, for some β^′ < β; see [CK00, CL97, CL99, CL00, CN91, CN91(2), M84, N82(2), WuZ24].

Remark 1.5. The regularity of the solutions in Theorem 1.1 is optimal if one does not assume any other conditions on V , see Example 3. If we assume that V is non-negative, satisfying (1.3), and ψ is a solution to (1.1), then ψ is also locally α-Hölder continuous for every α < min(β + δ, 1); see Proposition 2.2.

Remark 1.6. Our proof gives a constructive method to obtain the solutions and derives an explicit upper bound for (1.4), depending on the initial data, which, as far as we know, have not been previously studied. We use a simple variational approach that relies on the minimizers ϕ_n of the Moser energy functional E_n[φ]; see (1.8), over radially symmetric functions φ ∈ H^1_0 (D(0, n)) which satisfy � D(0,n) V e φ > 0. The key idea is to apply the condition (1.3) to prove that the functional (1.8) is coercive and bounded uniformly from above, where the bounds are independent of n. Then, we show that ϕ_n − log (� D(0,n) V e ϕ_n ) converges as n → ∞. Although the minimizer of (1.8) do not exist over C^∞_0 (D(0, n)) if β ≥ 2, restricting to only radially symmetric functions resolves this issue if (1.3) holds; see Example 2. Moreover, unlike the previous works, we do not use a weighted Sobolev inequality, the ODE approach, Perron’s method, complex analysis, or Statistical methods to derive the solutions; see [ALN24, A86, CK94, CK00, CL91, CL93, CL97, CL98, CL99, CL00, CYZ20, CN91, CN91(2), HY98, Li24, Lio53, PT01, M84, M85, N82(2), P898, S73, WuZ24].

Now, by Theorem 1.1, we obtain the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 1.1. Let β > 0, V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) be a radially symmetric function satisfying V ≥ C a.e. in D(0, R_2) \ D(0, R_1) for some constants C > 0, R_2 > R_1 > 0. Assume that

V^−(r) ≤ C_0r^{l0} , a.e. r ≥ 1,

V^+(r) ≤ C_1r^{l1} , a.e. r ≤ 1,

V^+(r) ≤ C_2r^{l2} , a.e. r ≥ 1,

(1.10)

where C_0, C_1, C_2 are positive and l_1, l_2, l_3 ∈ R. Then, there exists a radially symmetric solution ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) to (1.1) if l_0 < 2β − 2, l_1 > β − 2, l_2 < β − 2.

Remark 1.7. We remark that for β > 2, in Corollary 1.1, we can take l_2 > 0 which allows V to blow up at infinity. Moreover, if 0 < β < 2, by taking β − 2 < l_1 < 0, l_2 < β − 2 we allow V to blow up at zero. Furthermore, the bounds l_1 > β − 2, l_2 < β − 2 are sharp in the sense that there are counterexamples for l_1 ≤ β − 2, l_2 < β − 2 or l_1 > β − 2, l_2 ≥ β − 2. As an example, we can consider V (r) = r^{β−2}e^{−r2} and use Corollary 1.2 to prove that there exists no solution to (1.1). More surprisingly, there are examples of V , where l_2 = 0 and l_0 > 0, l_1 > 0 are arbitrary, for which there exist solutions to (1.1) but none are radially symmetric; see the constructed example in [CL95, Thm. 3]. The assumption l_0 < 2β − 2 can be improved to l_0 ≤ 2β − 2 by using the observation made in Remark 1.2.

By using Pokhozhaev identity and Theorem 1.1, we prove the following result. Corollary 1.2. Let β ∈ R \ 0, n > −2, and V ∈ C(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) \ 0 be a non-negative and radially decreasing function such that rV^′(r) ∈ C([0, ∞)). If n > β − 2 and �_∞ 1 r^{n+1−β+δ}V (r) dr < ∞, if β > 0, �_∞ 1 r^{n+1−2β}V (r) dr < ∞, if β < 0, (1.11)

for some δ > 0, then there exists a radially symmetric ψ ∈ C^1(R^2 \ 0) which is α−Hölder continuous in R^2 for some α > 0 and satisfies − Δψ(x) = 4πβ|x|^nV (x)e^{ψ(x)}, x ∈ R^2 , � R^2

|x|^nV (x)e^{ψ(x)} dx = 1,

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. (1.12)

Moreover, if �_∞ 1 r^{n+1−2β+δ}V (r) dr < ∞, (1.13) for some δ > 0 and there exists a function ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) (not necessarily radially symmetric) which satisfies (1.12), then n > β − 2 and β − 2 − n = � R^2

|x|^ne^{ψ(x)}x · ∇V (x) dx. (1.14)

Remark 1.8. We note that, by Remark 1.2, every radial solution of (1.1) satisfies lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. However, the other direction does not necessarily hold; see Example 4.

For the second result, for negative β and general V (not necessarily radially symmetric), we prove the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let β < 0, and V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) be a non-negative function such that V ≥ C_1 a.e. in a disk D ⊂ R^2 for C_1 > 0 and α(V ) > 0. If β ≥ −α(V ), then there exists a solution ψ_β ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) to − Δψ_β = 4πβV e^{ψβ} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2 V e^{ψβ} = 1. Moreover, ψ_{β2} + log |β_2| ≤ ψ_{β1} + log |β_1|, a.e. in R^2 , (1.15) for every β_2 ≥ β_1 ≥ −α(V ), and ψ_β (x) ≤ −2β log(|x| + 1) + log |β| + C_2, for a.e. x ∈ R^2 , (1.16) for every β ≥ −α(V ), where C_2 is a constant depending on C_1, D.

Remark 1.9. As far as we know, this is the sharpest result so far for β < 0 and generalizes the previous results in [CK00, CL97, CL98, CL99, CL00, CN91, CN91(2), CYZ20, M84, N82(2), WuZ24], where V is assumed to be at least bounded locally. Remark 1.10. The proof of Theorem 1.2 uses the existence result of [N82, Thm. 2.10], which relies on Perron’s method. This approach, unlike the proof of Theorem 1.1, is nonconstructive.

1.2. Uniqueness. For the uniqueness of the solutions to (1.1), we have two results regarding β < 0 and β > 0.

For β < 0, we prove the following generalized comparison principle whereby we derive the uniqueness of solutions to (1.1) immediately if F_1(x, r) = F_2(x, r) = −4πβ V (x) e^r. Theorem 1.3. Let F_1, F_2 ∈ C(R^2 × R) be non-negative functions such that F_2(x, r_2) ≥ F_1(x, r_1), (1.17) for every x ∈ R^n , r_1, r_2 ∈ R satisfying r_2 ≥ r_1. Assume that ψ_1, ψ_2 ∈ C^2(R^2 ) satisfy −Δψ_2(x) + F_2(x, ψ_2(x)) ≤ −Δψ_1(x) + F_1(x, ψ_1(x)), for every x ∈ R^2 , (1.18) and lim inf x→∞ ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log |x|

≥ 0. (1.19) Then, either ψ_1 ≥ ψ_2, in R^2 , or ψ_2 > ψ_1 in R^2 , ψ_2 − ψ_1 is a constant, and F_1(x, ψ_1(x)) = F_2(x, ψ_2(x)), x ∈ R^2 .

Remark 1.11. An immediate conclusion of Theorem 1.3 is the uniqueness of solutions if F_1 = F_2, (1.18) is an equality, and lim_{x→∞} ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log |x|

= 0.

Note that, for F_1 = F_2, Theorem 1.3 is a well-known result if we replace R^2 with bounded open subsets of R^2 ; see [CIL92, Thm. 3.3]. However, for unbounded domains such as R^2 , the asymptotic behavior lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x|

= −2β, (1.20) becomes essential. In fact, there might be infinitely many solutions to (1.1), which have different asymptotic behaviors if V decays fast enough; see Example 4. We mention that also if F_1(x, r) has a continuous derivative in r and lim inf x→∞ ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log |x|

> 0, (1.21) then one can use the well-known maximum principle to prove Theorem 1.3. To see this, let Ω ⊂ R^2 be a bounded open subset, satisfying ψ_1 > ψ_2 on ∂Ω, and define the functions ψ := ψ_1 − ψ_2 and ϕ(x) :=

F_1(x, ψ_1(x)) − F_1(x, ψ_2(x))

ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x)

, for every x ∈ R^2 .

Then, by (1.17) and (1.18), we have −Δψ + ϕψ ≥ 0, in Ω, and ϕ(x) ≥ 0, for every x ∈ R^2 .

Hence, we can apply the maximum principle; see [E10, Ch. 6.4.1, Thm. 2; Ch. 6.4.2, Thm. 4], to get ψ > 0 in Ω. By (1.21), we can take Ω large enough to derive that ψ_1 > ψ_2 in R^2 . Remark 1.12. Let V_1, V_2 ∈ C(R^2 )\0 such that V_2 ≤ V_1 ≤ 0. Assume that ψ_1, ψ_2 ∈ C^2(R^2 ) are solutions to −Δψ_i = V_ie^{ψi} , in R^2 , for i = 1, 2 and satisfy lim inf x→∞ ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log |x| ≥ 0. Then, by using Theorem 1.3 for F_i(x, ψ_i) = −V_i(x)e^{ψi} , we have either ψ_1 ≥ ψ_2, in R^2 , (1.22) or ψ_2 > ψ_1 in R^2 , ψ_2 − ψ_1 = C is a constant, and V_2 = V_1e^{−C} , x ∈ R^2 , where the second case is in contradiction with V_1 ≥ V_2 and V_1, V_2 ∈ C(R^2 ) \ 0. Hence, the only possibility is (1.22).

Finally, for β > 0, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let β > 0, n ≥ 0, and V ∈ C(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) be a non-negative and radially decreasing function. Assume that rV^′(r) ∈ C([0, ∞)), sup_{r≥0} r^{n+2+δ}V (r) < ∞, (1.23)

for some δ > 0, and for every constant 0 < c < n + 2 there exists r_c > 0 satisfying cV (r) + rV^′(r) ≥ 0, r ≤ r_c, cV (r) + rV^′(r) ≤ 0, r ≥ r_c. (1.24)

Then, there exists at most one radially symmetric ψ ∈ C^2(R^2 ) such that − Δψ(x) = 4πβ|x|^nV (x)e^{ψ(x)}, x ∈ R^2 , � R^2

|x|^nV (x)e^{ψ(x)} dx = 1.

(1.25)

Remark 1.13. In Theorem 1.4, if n = 0, then by [CK94] we see that all the solutions to (1.1), which satisfy (1.20), are radially symmetric. In conclusion, by Theorem 1.4, there exists a unique solution to (1.1) if β > 0, n = 0. Note that, by Corollary 1.2, if n = 0 we need β < 2 for the existence of solutions to (1.1). We could not verify whether all the solutions to (1.25) are radially symmetric if n > 0 and one assumes an asymptotic property such as (1.20).

Remark 1.14. If V = 1 in Theorem 1.4, then the uniqueness fails because of the conformal property of the equation. To see this, consider β = 2n for n > 0 and

ψ_{λ,n}(x) = log ( 1 (λ^{2n}|x|^{2n} + 1)^2 ) + log (n π ) + 2n log(λ), x ∈ R^2 ,

for every λ > 0. Then, − Δψ_{λ,n}(x) = 8πn|x|^{2(n−1)}e^{ψλ,n(x)}, x ∈ R^2 , � R^2

|x|^{2(n−1)}e^{ψλ,n(x)} dx = 1.

We refer to [CK94, PT01], where they studied the above solutions and their conformal properties.

1.3. Open problems and discussions. We present three open problems related to (1.1).

Question 1.1. Is there a general existence result for the equation (1.1) in the case of functions V which are not radially symmetric and β ≥ 2?

We mention that our approach fails as we rely on the properties of the symmetric functions for finding the minimizes of the energy functionals; see Example 2. Furthermore, there are counterexamples where V satisfies the conditions (1.2) and (1.3) for β > 0, but there are no solutions to (1.1). This can be seen as follows: Let β = 2. By stereographic projection and conformal transformations, it is sufficient to find a Gaussian curvature K on the twodimensional unit sphere (S^2, g), where K and ∇^nK vanish at two points for any i ≤ n and large enough n, with the metric g which is not conformally equivalent to the two-dimensional unit sphere with the Euclidean metric. To do so, we consider a radially symmetric K which is non-positive in the southern hemisphere, K and ∇^iK vanishes simultaneously at least at two points for any i ≤ n and large enough n, and K is increasing and non-negative in the northern hemisphere. Then, by [CL95, Thm. 1], the two-dimensional unit sphere (S^2, g) with the Gaussian curvature K is not conformally equivalent to the Euclidean unit sphere. In conclusion, understanding the behavior of the function V at the origin and infinity is insufficient to study the existence of the solutions to (1.1).

Question 1.2. What general conditions on V imply that there exists a unique solution to (1.1) for β > 0?

In Theorem 1.4, we have proved the uniqueness of radially symmetric solutions to (1.1) under the symmetry condition and asymptotic decay on V . However, it is not clear if there does not exist a non-radially symmetric solution if n > 0. We note that the uniqueness fails for β = 2 if one considers a non-radially symmetric V even if we assume (1.2) and (1.3). In fact, by [XY93, Thm. 2], [CL95, Thm. 3], and stereographic projection, there exists a bounded radially symmetric function V , which is negative around the origin, and (1.1) has a non-radially symmetric solution. Hence, by rotation and conformal transformations, we obtain different solutions to (1.1) for a bounded non-radially symmetric Gaussian curvature, which is negative around the origin and infinity. In particular, they satisfy (1.2) and (1.3).

Question 1.3. Does a small perturbation of V influence the existence or uniqueness?

The answer to this question is positive in general, but there is a question of how it is influenced by the structure of V . To give some examples, we can consider β = 2. Then, by Corollary 1.2, there exists a solution to (1.1) for V = r^δe^{−r2} if δ > 0 but there are no solutions to (1.1) for V = e^{−r2} . Moreover, by Remark 1.14, there exist infinitely many radially symmetric solutions to (1.1) for V = 1, however, there exists no solution to (1.1) if V = e^{−δr2} and δ > 0; see Corollary 1.2. The example in which the answer is unclear is V = |f|^2e^{−B|x|2}2 , where B > 0 and f is a complex polynomial. As we will see in Section 5.4, this example appears in the study of nonlinear Landau levels of the Chern- Simons-Schrödinger model with an external magnetic field of strength B. We will prove the existence of the solutions if f has only roots at the origin. To answer the general case, it is relevant to consider the perturbation of the symmetric case as follows: Let B > 0, f_0(z) = z^n, and g_λ(z) = f_0(z) + λg(z), where λ > 0, z ∈ C , n ≥ 0, where g is a complex polynomial of degree less than f_0. Then, is it possible to perturb the radially symmetric solutions to (1.1) for V = |f_0|^2e^{−B|x|2} to obtain a solution to (1.1) for V = |g_λ|^2e^{−B|x|2} if λ is small enough?

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we assume that V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) satisfies V ≥ C in D(0, R_2) \ D(0, R_1) for some constants C > 0, R_2 > R_1 > 0. For every open subset Ω ⊂ R^2 and α > 0, the space C^{0,α}(Ω) includes all the α-Hölder continuous functions on Ω, and C^{0,α}_{loc} (Ω) denotes the locally α-Hölder continuous functions on Ω. We use the notation (r, θ) as the polar coordinate on R^2 , and φ(x) = φ(|x|) for a.e. x ∈ R^2 and every radially symmetric function φ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ).

Proposition 2.1. Let R > 0 and φ ∈ H^1(D(0, R)) be a radially symmetric function. Then, φ ∈ W^{1,∞}_{loc} (D(0, R) \ 0) and |φ(r) − φ(s)|^2 ≤ log (_r s ) 2π � D(0,R) |∇φ|^2, for every 0 < s ≤ r ≤ R. Moreover, if Δφ ∈ L^1(D(0, R)), then φ ∈ C^1(D(0, R) \ 0) and satisfies |x| |∇φ(x)| ≤ 1 2π � D |Δφ|, for every x ∈ D(0, R) \ 0.

Proof. The proof is a standard application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. For the convenience of the reader, we bring it here. Since ∂_rφ ∈ L^2_{loc}(D(0, R) \ 0), by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we obtain φ ∈ C^{0,α}_{loc} (D(0, R) \ 0) for some α > 0. Moreover, by

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we imply |φ(r) − φ(s)|^2 ≤ (�_r s |∇φ(t)| dt )_2

≤ 1 2π �_r s 1 t dt � D(0,R) |∇φ|^2 ≤ log (_r s ) 2π � D(0,R) |∇φ|^2, (2.1)

for 0 < s ≤ r ≤ R. Hence, φ ∈ W^{1,∞}_{loc} (R^2 \ 0). Finally, by assuming Δφ ∈ L^1(D(0, R)), taking the integration of the regularization of Δφ, and using the radially symmetric property of φ, we arrive at φ ∈ C^1(D \ 0) and |x| |∇φ(x)| ≤ � D |Δφ| 2π , for every x ∈ D \ 0. □ Proposition 2.2. Let D ⊂ R^2 be a finite disk centered at the origin, V be a radially symmetric function such that |V (x)| |x|^{−δ} ∈ L^1(D), (2.2) for some δ > 0, and ψ ∈ H^1(D) be a radially symmetric distributional solution of −Δψ = V e^ψ, in D, (2.3) where V e^ϕ ∈ L^1(D). Then, ψ ∈ C^{0,α}_{loc} (D) for every α satisfying α = 1, if δ > 1, 0 < α < δ, if δ ≤ 1. Proof. By Proposition 2.1, we arrive at ψ ∈ C^1(D \ 0) and |x| |∇ψ(x)| ≤ � D |V | e^ψ 2π , (2.4)

for every x ∈ D \ 0. Let R be the radius of D. Then, by Proposition 2.1 and (2.4), we derive that |∇ψ(x)| ≤ � D(0,|x|) |V | e ψ 2π |x|^{−1} ≤ � D |V (y)| e^{ψ(y)} |y|^{ε−δ} dy 2π |x|^{δ−ε−1}

≤ e^{ψ(z)+} � D |∇ψ| 2 8πε � D |V (y)| e 2πε(ψ(y)−ψ(z))2 � D |∇ψ| 2 |y|^{ε−δ} dy 2π |x|^{δ−ε−1}

≤ e^{ψ(z)+} � D |∇ψ| 2 8πε � D |V (y)| |y|^{−δ} dy 2π ( 1 + ( R |z| )_{2ε}) |x|^{δ−ε−1}, for every z ∈ D \ 0 and 0 < ε < δ. Finally, by taking the integral of both sides above, we complete the proof.

□ Lemma 2.1. Let β < 0, V be radially symmetric and non-negative, and D ⊂ R^2 be a disk centered at the origin such that D(0, R_2) ⊂ D. Then, there exists a radially symmetric function ϕ ∈ H^1_0 (D) ∩ C^1(D \ 0) which satisfies −Δϕ = 4πβ V e^ϕ � D V e^ϕ , weakly in D, where � D V e^ϕ < ∞. Moreover, ϕ is a radially increasing function which satisfies |x| |∇ϕ(x)| ≤ −2β, for every x ∈ D \ 0.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to first consider the minimization of the energy functional E[φ] = 1 2 � D |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D V e^φ ) , over M which consists of radially symmetric functions φ ∈ H^1_0 (D) such that � D V e^φ < ∞. To show that there exists a minimizer for E over M, we consider λ > max ( −^β_2 , 1 ) , Ω := D(0, R_2) \ D(0, R_1), and φ = λψ, where φ ∈ M \ 0. Then, log (� D V e^φ ) ≥ log(C) + log (� Ω e^{λψ} )

≥ log ( C |Ω|^{λ−1} ) + λ log (� Ω e^ψ ) , where we used Hölder’s inequality on the last inequality. Hence, E[φ] ≥ λ^2 2 � D |∇ψ|^2 − 4πβ ( log ( C |Ω|^{λ−1} ) + λ log (� Ω e^ψ ))

= −4πβλ (( − λ 8πβ − 1 16π ) � D |∇ψ|^2 )

− 4πβλ ( 1 16π � D |∇ψ|^2 + log (� Ω e^ψ )) − 4πβ log ( C |Ω|^{λ−1} ) . (2.5)

Now, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Trudinger-Moser inequality; see [T67, M71], we have C_De(^{116π} � D |∇ψ|^2+log( � Ω e^ψ ))

≥ e(^{116π} � D |∇ψ|^2+log( � Ω e^ψ )) � D e (_{4π|ψ|2} � D |∇ψ| 2 )

≥ � D e^{−ψ} � Ω e^ψ ≥ |Ω|^2, (2.6)

for a constant C_D which depends on |D|. Hence, by (2.5) and (2.6), we obtain that E[φ] ≥ C_1 � D |∇φ|^2 − C_2, (2.7) where C_1, C_2 ∈ R are positive constants which depend on D, Ω, C, λ, β. Now, let φ_n ∈ M be a minimizing sequence for E. Then, by (2.7), we obtain that both � D |∇φ_n|^2 and | log (� D V e^{φn} )| are uniformly bounded. Hence, by Rellich-Kondrakov theorem and Fatou’s lemma, we conclude that φ_n converges pointwise and in L^p(D) to ϕ ∈ M for every p > 0, up to a subsequence, and

E[ϕ] ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} E[φ_n].

Finally, since ϕ is a critical point for E over M, we obtain −Δϕ = 4πβ V e^ϕ � D V e^ϕ , (2.8)

weakly in D. Moreover, Proposition 2.1, we arrive at ϕ ∈ C^1(D \ 0) and |x| |∇ϕ(x)| = 4πβ � D V e^ϕ � D V e^ϕ = 4πβ, for every x ∈ D \ 0, which completes the proof. □ Remark 2.1. The same proof could have been used to obtain a more general result as follows: Let β < 0, Ω ⊂ R^2 be a bounded open subset such that D(0, R_2) ⊂ Ω, and V be a non-negative function which is not necessarily radially symmetric. Then, there exists ϕ ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) such that −Δϕ = 4πβ V e^ϕ � Ω V e^ϕ , weakly in R^2 .

Lemma 2.2. Let V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ), ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) such that V e^ψ ∈ L^1 ∩ L^p(R^2 ) for some p > 1. Assume that −Δψ = V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 and either of the following conditions holds: (i). The function ψ is bounded from above and � R^2 V e ψ ≥ 0. (ii). The function ψ is bounded from below and � R^2 V e ψ ≤ 0. Then,

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = − � R^2 V e ψ 2π . Moreover, if we assume the additional condition that � R^2

|V (y)| e^{ψ(y)} log(|y| + 1) dy < ∞, (2.9)

then there is a constant C > 0 such that − � R^2 V e ψ 2π log(|x| + 1) − C ≤ ψ(x) ≤ − � R^2 V e ψ 2π log(|x| + 1) + C, for a.e. x ∈ R^2 .

Proof. We prove the case that ψ satisfies (i) and the other case follows from the same argument. The argument is similar to [CL93, Thm. 1] and [ALN24, Lem. 3.15], and for the convenience of the reader, we bring it here. Since V e^ψ ∈ L^1(R^2 ) ∩ L^p(R^2 ) for some p > 1, by [ALN24, Lem. 3.6, Lem. 3.7, Lem. 3.15], we can define

ϕ(x) := − 1 2π � R^2

(log |x − y| − log(|y| + 1)) V (y)e^{ψ(y)} dy, for every x ∈ R^2 , which satisfies ϕ ∈ W^{2,p}_{loc} (R^2 ), −Δϕ = V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 ,

lim_{x→∞} ϕ(x) log |x| = − � R^2 V e ψ 2π . Hence, ψ − ϕ is harmonic and bounded from above by C log |x| for some large enough constant C > 0. In conclusion, ψ − ϕ is a constant and

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x|

= lim_{x→∞} ϕ(x) log |x| = − � R^2 V e ψ 2π . The rest of the proof follows the same as the proof of [CL93, Thm. 1] and we avoid repetition. □ 3. Proof of existence of solutions to Liouville equation In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First, we consider the case that −α(V ) < β < 0 and V is nonnegative. Then, by definition of α(V ) and V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ), we have � R^2

V (x) ( 1 + |x|^{−2β} ) dx < ∞. (3.1) Without loss of generality, by scaling, we can assume that V ≥ C a.e. in D(0, 2)\D(0, 2−δ) for every small enough δ > 0. Define the radially symmetric regularization V_ε = φ_ε ∗ ( V 1_{D(0,1/ε)} ) ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ), for every 0 < ε < 1 small enough such that D(0, 3) \ D(0, 1) ⊂ D(0, 1/ε), where

φ_ε(x) := φ(x/ε) ε^2

, for every x ∈ R^2 , and φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) is a non-negative radially symmetric function which satisfies � R^2 φ = 1. Then, V_ε converges to V pointwise and in L^1(R^2 ), up to a subsequence, and lim_{ε→0} � R^2

|V (x) − V_ε(x)| |x|^{−2β} dx = 0, V_ε ≥ C_1, in D(0, 2) \ D(0, 2 − δ),

(3.2) for every δ > 0 small enough, which does not depend on ε. Indeed, |V (x)| ( φ_ε ∗ |y|^{−2β} ) (x) ≤ 2|V (x)| (|x|^{−2β} + ε^{−2β} ), for every x ∈ R^2 , and therefore, by (3.1) and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence, we get lim_{ε→0} � R^2

φ_ε ∗ |V |(x) |x|^{−2β} dx = lim_{ε→0} � R^2 |V (x)| ( φ_ε ∗ |y|^{−2β} ) (x) dx = � R^2 |V (x)| |x|^{−2β} dx. Hence, by using |V_ε| ≤ φ_ε ∗ |V | and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence again, we obtain lim_{ε→0} � R^2

|V (x) − V_ε(x)| |x|^{−2β} dx = 0.

Let n > 2 be an integer. Then, by (3.1) and Lemma 2.1, there exists a sequence of radially symmetric and radially increasing functions ϕ_{n,ε} ∈ H^1_0 (D(0, n)) which satisfy −Δϕ_{n,ε} = 4πβ V_εe^{ϕn,ε} � D(0,n) Vεe ϕ_{n,ε} , in D(0, n), (3.3) and |x| |∇ϕ_{n,ε}(x)| ≤ −2β, for every x ∈ R^2 . (3.4) By integrating the above inequality, we derive that |ϕ_{n,ε}(x) − ϕ_{n,ε}(y)| ≤ −2β | | |log ( |x| |y| )| | | , (3.5) for every x, y ∈ D(0, n) \ 0. Define the function ψ_{n,ε} := ϕ_{n,ε} − log (� D(0,n) V e^{ϕn,ε} ) . (3.6)

Then,

ψ_{n,ε}(x) = − log (� D(0,n) V_ε(y)e^{ϕn,ε (y)−ϕn,ε(x)} dy )

≤ −2β log |x| − log ( |x|^{−2β} � D(0,n)\D(0,|x|) V_ε(y) dy + � D(0,|x|) V_ε(y)|y|^{−2β} dy ) , (3.7) for every x ∈ D(0, n) \ 0, where we used the property that ϕ_n is radially increasing and satisfies (3.5). Likewise, we obtain

ψ_{n,ε}(x) = − log (� D(0,n) V_ε(y)e^{ϕn,ε (y)−ϕn,ε(x)} dy )

≥ − log (� D(0,|x|) V_ε(y) dy + |x|^{2β} � D(0,n)\D(0,|x|) V_ε(y)|y|^{−2β} dy )

≥ −2β log |x| − log ( |x|^{−2β} � R^2

V_ε(y) dy + � R^2

V_ε(y)|y|^{−2β} dy ) ,

(3.8) for every x ∈ D(0, n) \ 0. Hence, ‖ψ_{n,ε}‖_Lp_{(D)} is uniformly bounded for every p ≥ 1 and every disk D ⊂ D(0, n). Moreover, by (3.4), we get ‖∇ψ_{n,ε}‖_Lq_{(D)} is uniformly bounded for every 0 < q < 2 and D as before. In conclusion, by the Rellich-Kondrakov compactness theorem, we have ψ_{n,ε}, up to a subsequence, converges pointwise and in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ) to a radially symmetric function ψ_ε ∈ W^{1,q}_{loc} (R^2 ) for every 0 < q < 2. By (3.7), we have

0 ≤ V_ε(x)e^{ψn,ε (x)} ≤ V_ε(x)|x|^{−2β} � D(0,2−δ) Vε(y)|y| −2β dy , for every x ∈ D(0, n) \ D(0, 2 − δ) and 0 ≤ V_ε(x)e^{ψn,ε (x)} ≤

V_ε(x) � D(0,2)\D(0,2−δ) Vε(y) dy , for every x ∈ D(0, 2 − δ) \ 0 and δ > 0 small enough such that � D(0,2)\D(0,2−δ) Vε(y) dy > 0 and � D(0,2−δ) Vε(y)|y| −2β dy > 0. Now, by (3.1), we can apply the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence to imply that lim_{n→∞} � R^2 | |Vεe^{ψε} − Vεe^{ψn,ε} | | = 0. In conclusion, −Δψ_ε = 4πβV_εe^{ψε} , (3.9) weakly in R^2 and � R^2 V_εe^{ψε} = lim_{n→∞} � R^2

V_εe^{ψn,ε} = 1. (3.10) Moreover, by applying the same argument as above, we can let ε → 0, to obtain a radially symmetric solution ψ ∈ W^{1,q}_{loc} (R^2 ), for every 0 < q < 2, to − Δψ = 4πβ V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , � R^2

V e^ψ = 1.

(3.11)

Second, to prove that ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0), we first consider that, by (3.7) and (3.9), ψ is radially increasing and ψ(r) ≤ ψ(2 + r) ≤ −2β log(1 + r) + C, for every r > 0, where

C := − log (� D(0,2) V (y) |y|^{−2β} ) . Then, |ψ(r)|e^{ψ(r)} ≤ 1 + e^{−2β log(1+r)+C} , for every r > 0. In conclusion, by (3.4) and (3.9), we have �_R 0 |∂_rψ|^2 rdr = r(∂_rψ)ψ | | |_{r=R} − �_R 0 1 r ∂_r(r∂_rψ) ψ rdr ≤ −2β(−2β log(1 + R) + C) − 4πβ

�_R 0 V e^ψ |ψ| rdr ≤ −2β(−2β log(1 + R) + C) − 2β ( 1 + e^C ) � D(0,R) V, (3.12)

for every R > 0. Moreover, by Proposition 2.1, we get ψ ∈ C^1(R^2 \ 0). Hence, by taking the integral of the equation in (3.11), we derive that

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. Finally, we take α(V ) < ∞ and β := −α(V ). Consider −α(V ) < β_i < 0 be a strictly decreasing sequence converging to β, and ψ_i ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) be a sequence of functions satisfying − Δψ_i = 4πβ_iV e^{ψi} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2 V e^{ψi} = 1, lim_{x→∞} ψ_i(x) log |x| = −2β_i, (3.13)

for every i ∈ N. We show that

ψ_{i+1} + log |β_{i+1}| > ψ_i + log |β_i|, a.e. R^2 , (3.14)

for every i ∈ N. To see this, fix i ∈ N and by construction of ψ_i, without loss of generality, we assume that V is smooth. Then, by (3.13) and β_i being strictly decreasing sequence, we note that

ψ_{i+1} + log |β_{i+1}| > ψ_i + log |β_i|, in R^2 \ D(0, R), (3.15)

for large enough R > 0. Moreover, ρ = ψ_{i+1} + log |β_{i+1}| − (ψ_i + log |β_i|) satisfies

−Δρ + gρ = 0, in R^2 ,

where g := 4πV e^{ψi+1+log |βi+1|} − e^{ψi+log |βi|} ψ_{i+1} + log |β_{i+1}| − (ψ_i + log |β_i|) ≥ 0. Hence, by applying the maximum principle for ρ in D(0, R); see [E10, Ch. 6.4.1, Thm. 2; Ch. 6.4.2, Thm. 4], we get (3.14). Hence, by (3.7), (3.8), and (3.12), ψ_i + log |β_i| is an increasing sequence and ‖ψ_i + log |β_i| ‖_H1_{(D)} is uniformly bounded for every bounded disk D. Then, by Rellich-Kondrakov theorem, ψ_{i+1} +log |β_i| converges pointwise and in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ) to ψ + log |β| ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) and, by monotone convergence theorem and (3.13), satisfies

− Δψ = 4πβV e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , � R^2

V e^ψ = 1,

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β, which completes the proof for β < 0.

Now, assume that β > 0, V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ), V ≥ C in D(0, R_2) \ D(0, R_1) for some constants C > 0, R_2 > R_1 > 0, and � R^2 \D(0,1)

V^−(x) |x|^{−2β} dx < ∞, � D(0,1) V^+(x)|x|^{−β−δ} dx + � R^2 \D(0,1)

V^+(x) |x|^{−β+δ} dx < ∞,

(3.16)

for some δ > 0. Let us consider a fixed radially symmetric function ψ_0 ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) such that ψ_0(x) = 2β log |x| for every x ∈ R^2 \ D(0, 1). Defining

f := −Δψ_0 ∈ C^∞_c (D(0, 1)),

we have � R^2 f = − � D(0,1) Δψ_0 = −2β

�_{2π} 0 r∂_r log r | r=1 = −4πβ. (3.17)

To obtain a radially symmetric function ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0), satisfying � R^2 |V |e^ψ < ∞, � R^2

V e^ψ = 1,

− Δψ = 4πβV e^ψ, weakly in R^2 ,

by taking ψ_1 := ψ + ψ_0, it is enough to find a radially symmetric function ψ_1 ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) which satisfies � R^2 |V_1|e^{ψ1} < ∞, � R^2

V_1e^{ψ1} = 1,

− Δψ_1 = 4πβV_1e^{ψ1} + f, weakly in R^2 ,

where V_1 := V e^{−ψ0} . This approach has been introduced in [M85], and we apply it here to obtain a variational problem which is invariant under translation on the image. Note that, by (3.16), we have � R^2

V^−_1 (x) dx < ∞, � R^2

V^+_1 (x) e^{(β+δ)| log |x| |} dx < ∞.

(3.18)

Let n ∈ N be large enough such that D(0, R_2) ⊂ D(0, n). First, we find a radially symmetric function ϕ_n ∈ H^1_0 (D(0, n)) ∩ C^1(D(0, n) \ 0), satisfying ‖∇ϕ_n‖_L2_{(D(0,n))} ≤ C, � D(0,n) V_1e^{ϕn−ϕn(1)} ≥ 1 2C , � D(0,n) |V_1|e^{ϕn −ϕn(1)} ≤ 2C, (3.19)

for a constant C > 0 independent of n, and −Δϕ_n = 4πβ V_1e^{ϕn} � D(0,n) V1e ϕ_n + f, weakly in D(0, n). (3.20)

We define ϕ_n ∈ H^1_0 (D(0, n)) as a minimizer of the functional

E_n[φ] := 1 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,n) V_1e^φ ) − � D(0,n) fφ, over the set M_n which contains the radially symmetric functions φ ∈ H^1_0 (D(0, n)) satisfying � D(0,n) V1e φ > 0. To prove that a minimizer ϕ_n ∈ M_n exists and satisfies (3.19), we first note that, since V_1 ≥ C in D(0, R_2) \ D(0, R_1) for C > 0, R_2 > R_1 > 0, the set M_n is non-empty. Now, it is enough to show that E_n[φ] is coercive and bounded over φ ∈ M_n. To show the boundedness of E_n, we note that E_n[φ] = E_n[φ + C] for every constant C and φ ∈ M_n by (3.17). Now, choose a radially symmetric φ^M ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) such that φ^M = M on D ( 0,^{R1+R2}_2 ) \ D(0, R_1), where M > 0 is to be determined later, φ^M (r) = −M for every r >^{R1+R2}_2 , and φ^M (r) = 0 for every r < R_1. Then, by (3.18), ∞ > � D(0,n) V_1e^{φM} ≥ � D(0,R_1)

V_1 + e^M � D ( 0,^{R1+R2}_2 ) \D(0,R_1) V_1 − e^{−M} � R^2 \D(0,R_2) |V_1|. Now, by using (3.18) again, we can take M large enough such that � D(0,n) V1e φ^M ≥ 1 for

every n. Hence, φ^M ∈ M_n and

E_n[φ^M ] ≤ � R^2

|∇φ^M |^2 + � D(0,R_2) |f| |φ^M | ≤ � D(0,R_2) |∇φ^M |^2 + ‖f‖_L∞_{(D(0,R2))} � D(0,R_2) |φ^M | < C < ∞, (3.21)

where C > 0 is a constant independent of n, which completes the proof that the functional E_n over M_n is bounded from above. Now, define the following energy functional

E^+_n [φ] = 1 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,n) V^+_1 e^φ ) − � D(0,n) fφ, for every φ ∈ M_n. Then,

E^+_n [φ] ≥ ε 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 + θ_n, (3.22) for every φ ∈ M_n, where

θ_n :=

(1 − ε) 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,n) V^+_1 e^φ ) − � D(0,n) fφ. Next, we aim to find a bound for θ_n from below, which is independent of φ. Note that by Proposition 2.1, it is obtained that |φ(r) − φ(1)|^2 ≤ � D(0,R) |∇φ| 2 2π | log r|, for every 0 < r ≤ R ≤ n. Hence, by using (3.17), for every α > 0 and φ ∈ M_n we have

θ_n =

(1 − ε) 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,n) V^+_1 e^{φ−φ(1)} ) − � D(0,n) f(φ − φ(1))

≥ (1 − ε) 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log � D(0,n) V^+_1 e ( 2π(β+δ)^{(φ(r)−φ(1))2} � D(0,n) |∇φ| 2 + � D(0,n) |∇φ| 2 8π(β+δ) )

− α 2 � D(0,1) f^2 � D(0,1) |∇φ|^2 − 1 2α � D(0,1) (φ(r) − φ(1))^2 � D(0,1) |∇φ| 2 ≥ 1 2 ( 1 − ε − β β + δ − α � D(0,1) f^2 ) � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� R^2

V^+_1 e^{(β+δ)| log r|} )

− 1 4απ � D(0,1) | log |x| | dx. Now, since 1 − ε −^β_{β+δ} > 0, we can choose 0 < α ≤ 2 1 − ε −^β_{β+δ} � D(0,R_2) f 2 , to get θ_n ≥ −4πβ log (� R^2

V^+_1 e^{(β+δ)| log r|} ) − 1 4απ � D(0,1) | log |x| | dx. (3.23)

In conclusion, by (3.22), we derive

E_n[φ] ≥ E^+_n [φ] ≥ ε 2 � D(0,n) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� R^2

V^+_1 e^{(β+δ)| log r|} ) − 1 4απ � D(0,1) | log |x| | dx, (3.24) for every φ ∈ M_n. This concludes that E_n is coercive over M_n. Hence, there exists a minimizer ϕ_n ∈ M_n for the functional E_n over M_n. Moreover, by (3.21) and (3.24), we have

−C_1 ≤ E^+_n [ϕ_n] ≤ C_1, −2C_1 ≤ E_n[ϕ_n] ≤ 2C_1, � D(0,n) |∇ϕ_n|^2 ≤ 2C_1, (3.25) where C_1 is a constant independent of n. Now, by Proposition 2.1 and (3.25), it is obtained that ϕ_n ∈ C^1(D(0, n) \ 0) and

|ϕ_n(r) − ϕ_n(1)|^2 ≤

C_1 π | log r|, for every 0 < r < n. (3.26)

Hence, | | | � D(0,R_2)

f(ϕ_n − ϕ_n(1)) | | | ≤ √ C_1 π � D(0,R_2)

f(x) √ | log |x| | dx < ∞. Then, by (3.17) and (3.25), we obtain (3.19) for large enough C independent of n. In the next step, we derive that the functions ~ϕ_n := ϕ_n − log (� D(0,n) V1e ϕ_n ) converge pointwise and in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ) to ~ϕ ∈ Ḣ(R^2 ). To see this, we use (3.19) and (3.26) to obtain

‖~ϕ_n‖_W 1,2_{(Ω)} ≤ C_2, for every fixed bounded open subset Ω ⊂ D(0, n), where C_2 is a positive constant depending on Ω, δ, V, R_1, R_2. By using Rellich-Kondrakov theorem, we derive that, up to a subsequence, ϕ̃_n converges pointwise and strongly in L2_{loc}(R2 ) to ϕ̃ ∈ W^{1,2}_{loc} (R2 ). Moreover, using (3.19), we obtain that ~ϕ ∈ Ḣ(R^2 ) and

‖∇~ϕ‖^2_L2_{(R}2_) ≤ C.

In the next step, we prove that � R^2 |V1|e ~ϕ < ∞, � R^2 V1e

~ϕ ≥ 1, and −Δ~ϕ = 4πβ V_1e^{~ϕ} � R^2 V1e

~ϕ + f, weakly in R^2 . (3.27)

First, we use (3.16), (3.19), and (3.26) to obtain that

V^+_1 (x)e^{~ϕn (x)} = V^+_1 (x)e^{~ϕn (x)}1_{D(0,1)}(x) + V^+_1 (x)e^{~ϕn (x)}1_R2_{\D(0,1)}(x) = 1 � D(0,n) V e ϕ_n−ϕ_n(1) ( V^+_1 (x)e^{ϕn (x)−ϕn(1)}1_{D(0,1)}(x) + V^+_1 (x)e^{ϕn (x)−ϕn(1)}1_R2_{\D(0,1)}(x) )

≤ 2C ( e^{C14(β+δ)π} V^+_1 (x) |x|^{−β−δ} 1_{D(0,1)}(x) + V^+_1 (x) e √_{C1} π log |x|1 R^2 \D(0,1)(x) ) , for every x ∈ R^2 \ 0, and, by (3.18), we get e^{C14(β+δ)π} � D(0,1) V^+_1 (x) |x|^{−β−δ} + � R^2\D(0,1)

V^+_1 (x) e √_{C1} π log |x| dx < ∞. Then, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence lim_{n→∞} � R^2

V^+_1 e^{~ϕn} = � R^2

V^+_1 e^{~ϕ}.

Hence, by (3.19) and Fatou’s lemma, we obtain � R^2 |V_1| e^{~ϕ} < ∞, � R^2

V_1 e^{~ϕ} ≥ lim sup_{n→∞} � R^2

V_1 e^{~ϕn} = 1.

Define E[φ] := � R^2 |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� R^2

V_1e^φ ) − � R^2 fφ, for every φ ∈ Ḣ^1(R^2 ) which satisfies � R^2 |V1|e φ < ∞ and � R^2 V1e

φ > 0. Then, E[~ϕ] ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} E_n[~ϕ_n] ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} E_n[φ] ≤ E[φ], (3.28) for every radially symmetric φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) such that � D(0,n) V1e φ > 0 for n large enough.

Now, we can approximate ~ϕ + tφ for a radially symmetric φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) and small enough t ∈ R with radially symmetric functions ~φ_n ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) such that � D(0,n) V1e ~φ_n > 0 for n

large enough and E[~ϕ + tφ] = lim_{n→∞} E[ ~φ_n]. Note that we used �

R^2 |V_1| | |e^{~ϕ+tφ} − e^{~ϕ} | | ≤ ‖e^{tφ} − 1‖_L∞_{(R}2_) � R^2 |V_1| e^{~ϕ}, which goes to zero as t → 0. Hence, by (3.28), we conclude that E[~ϕ] ≤ E[~ϕ + tφ], for every radially symmetric φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) and small enough t, depending on φ. In particular, ~ϕ is a critical point for E and satisfies (3.27). Finally, by taking ψ_1 := ~ϕ − log (� R^2 V1e ~ϕ) and using Proposition 2.1, we complete the proof. □ Remark 3.1. In the case of β > 0, we proved in fact a stronger property of solutions as follows: Define ψ_0, V, ψ as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, V_1 = V e^{−ψ0} , and f := −Δψ_0. Then, ψ + ψ_0 is a minimizer of the energy functional E[φ] := 1 2 � R^2 |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� R^2

V_1e^φ ) − � R^2 fφ, among all the radially symmetric φ ∈ Ḣ(R^2 ) such that � R^2 |V1|e φ < ∞, � R^2 V1e φ > 0. Moreover, by (3.24), for every φ ∈ Ḣ(R^2 ), satisfying � R^2 |V1|e φ < ∞, � R^2 V1e

φ > 0, we have E[φ] ≥ E^+[φ] ≥ δ 4(β + δ) � R^2 |∇φ|^2 + C, where E^+[φ] := 1 2 � R^2 |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� R^2

V^+_1 e^φ ) − � R^2 fφ, and C := −4πβ log (� R^2

V^+_1 e^{(β+δ)| log r|} ) + β(β + δ) δ � D(0,1) log |x| dx.

Remark 3.2. Let β < 0 and V in Theorem 1.1 satisfy the extra condition � R^2 \D(0,1)

V (x) |x|^{−2β} log |x| dx < ∞. (3.29)

Then, �_∞ 0 |∂_r(ψ + ψ_0)|^2 r dr < ∞.

To prove this, we use the integral of the equation (1.1) and radial symmetric property of ψ to derive that lim_{r→∞} ψ(r) log r = −2β, ψ(r) ≥ ψ(1), for every r ≥ 1, ψ(r) ≤ ψ(1) − 2β| log r|, for every r > 0,

(3.30)

and, for every r > 1, we have |−r∂_rψ(r) − 2β| = −2β | | |− � D(0,r) V e^ψ + � R^2 V e^ψ | | | ≤ −2β log r � R^2\D(0,r) V (x)e^{ψ(x)} log |x| dx ≤ −2βe^{ψ(1)} log r � R^2

V (x) |x|^{−2β} log |x| dx < ∞.

Hence, by (1.1), (3.29), and (3.30), it is obtained that

�_∞ 1 |∂_r (ψ(r) + ψ_0(r))|^2 r dr + ψ(1)(∂_r (ψ)(1) + 2β)

≤ lim sup R→∞ �_R 1 |∂_r (ψ(r) + ψ_0(r))|^2 r dr − r (ψ(r) + ψ_0(r)) ∂_r (ψ(r) + ψ_0(r)) | |^R 1

≤ lim sup R→∞ �_R 1 − 1 r ∂_r(r∂_r (ψ(r) + ψ_0(r))) (ψ(r) + ψ_0(r)) rdr

≤ lim sup R→∞ 4πβ �_R 1 V (r)e^{ψ(r)} (ψ(r) + ψ_0(r)) r dr ≤ −4πβ �_∞ 1 V (r)e^{ψ(1)−2β log r}(|ψ(1)| − 2β log(r)) r dr < ∞, which completes the proof.

Remark 3.3. To obtain a uniform bound on |ψ + ψ_0 − ψ(1)| in Theorem 1.1, it is sufficient to assume that �

R^2 \D(0,1)

|V (x)| |x|^{−2β} | log |x| |^{1+ε} dx < ∞, (3.31)

for some ε > 0, where here β can be both positive or negative. Since the idea of the proof is the same as the previous remark, we skip it here. We note that also by proof of Theorem 1.3, |ψ(1)| ≤ lim sup_{n→∞} | | |ϕn(1) − log (� D(0,n) V_1e^{ϕn} )| | | ≤ log(2C), where C is a constant depending continuously on R_1, R_2, δ, β, � R^2 V + 1 e^{(β+δ) log r}, � R^2 V − 1 , where V_1 = V e^{−ψ0} and ψ_0 is as in Theorem 1.1.

Now, we provide a few examples to discuss the necessity of the conditions in Theorem 1.1.

Example 1. We provide an example to show that V becoming zero fast enough at the origin plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let ε, C, β be positive constants and V (r) = r^αV_0(r) for every r ≥ 0, where V_0 ∈ C(R) is non-negative, V_0 > C in D(0, ε), and 0 ≤ α < β − 2. Then,

inf E[φ] = inf 1 2 � D(0,1) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,1) V e^φ ) = −∞, where we take the infimum over the radially symmetric functions φ ∈ H^1_0 (D(0, 1)). To see this, for every 0 < δ < ε, define

φ_δ(r) := { −2β log r, for every δ ≤ r ≤ 1, −2β log δ + 4πβ log(α + 2), for every 0 ≤ r < δ.

It is easy to check that φ_δ ∈ H^1_0 (D(0, 1)). Then, by α < β − 2 and V_0 > C in D(0, ε), we have

E[φ_δ] = −4πβ log(2π) − 4πβ log ( δ^{−β} �_δ 0 r^{α+1}V_0(r) dr + δ^β

�_1 δ r^{α−2β+1}V_0(r) dr )

≤ −4πβ log(2πC) + 4πβ(β − 2 − α) log δ. Now, by letting δ → 0 and using α < β − 2, we obtain lim_{δ→0} E[φ_δ ] = −∞.

Example 2. Let β > 2 and V ∈ C(D(0, 1)) be non-negative, satisfying V (x_0) > C for some C > 0, x_0 ∈ D(0, 1). We show that

inf E[φ] = inf 1 2 � D(0,1) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,1) V e^φ ) = −∞, (3.32)

where the infimum is taken over φ ∈ C^∞_c (D(0, 1)). Without loss of generality, consider V ≥ C in D(x_0, r) ⊂ D(0, 1) for r, C > 0, x_0 ∈ D(0, 1). Then, E[φ] ≤ 1 2 � D(x_0,r) |∇φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(x_0,r) e^φ ) − 4πβ log C, for every φ ∈ C^∞_c (D(x_0, r)). Hence, by defining ~φ(x) := φ(x − x_0) for every x ∈ R^2 , we have E[φ] ≤ 1 2 � D(0,r) |∇ ~φ|^2 − 4πβ log (� D(0,r) e^{~φ} ) − 4πβ log C. Finally, by taking the infimum over radially symmetric ~φ ∈ C^∞_c (D(0, r)) and using Example (1), we get 3.32.

Example 3. The following proves that the regularity in Theorem 1.1 is sharp. Define ψ(r) = { −^1_2 log(− log r), for r ≤ α, −^1_{2 log α} log r +^1_2 −^1_2 log(− log α), for r > α,

(3.33)

for 0 < α < 1. Then, ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) and satisfies − Δψ = 4πβV e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , � R^2

V e^ψ = 1,

(3.34)

where β =^1_{4 log α} and V (r) = − 1 8πβ 1_{[0,α]} r^2(− log r)^32

, for every r > 0.

Note that V ∈ L^1(R^2 ) is non-negative and, by changing α, β can take any negative values. This gives an example where ψ blows up at the origin and is continuously differentiable in R^2 \ 0.

For the case of β > 0, let M > 0 to be chosen later. We choose a radially symmetric function ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) ∩ C^1(R^2 \ 0) such that

−Δψ(r) = −^1_{2r2(log r)2} , r ≤^1_2 , −^2_{(log 2)2} + M ( r −^1_2 ) (1 − r),^1_2 ≤ r ≤ 1, 0, r ≥ 1. (3.35)

Then, by taking M large enough, we have ψ satisfies (3.34), where β :=^1_{4π} � R^2 −Δψ > 0,

V := −^1_{4πβ} e^{−ψ}Δψ ∈ L^1(R^2 ) is positive somewhere in R^2 , and � R^2

V e^ψ = 1, � R^2 |V | e^ψ < ∞. Moreover, since −Δψ = 0 for r ≥ 1, we derive that r∂_rψ = C for r ≥ 1, where C is a constant, satisfying

C = ∂_rψ(1) = 1 2π � R^2 Δψ = −2β. Hence, by choosing ψ_0 ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) such that ψ(r) = 2β log r for r ≥ 1, we obtain that � R^2

|∇(ψ + ψ_0)|^2 < ∞.

Now, we prove Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. If n > β − 2, then r^nV (r) satisfies the conditions in Theorem 1.1 and there exists a radially symmetric ψ ∈ C^{0,α}_{loc} (R^2 ) for some α > 0, by Proposition 2.2, which satisfies (1.25). Moreover, by taking the integration of (1.25), we have lim_{r→∞} −r∂_rψ(r) = −2β.

Hence,

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. To prove the other direction, we use the Pokhozhaev identity and an argument in [CL93]. It is enough to consider that β > 0 and ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) is a function such that (1.12) holds. Then, by (1.11) for ε > 0 small enough and p = 1 + ε, we have � R^2

|x|^{np}V^p(x)e^{pψ(x)} dx ≤ C

�_∞ 1 |r|^{np+1}V^p(r)r^{p(−2β+ε)} dr < ∞, for some C > 0. Hence, by [ALN24, Lem. 3.6, Lem. 3.7, Lem. 3.15] and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

ϕ(x) := −2β � R^2

(log |x − y| − log(|y| + 1)) |y|^nV (y)e^{ψ(y)} dy,

is a well-defined function, which satisfies

ϕ ∈ W^{2,p}_{loc} (R^2 ), −Δϕ = V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 ,

lim_{x→∞} ϕ(x) log |x| = −2β. (3.36)

In conclusion, ψ − ϕ is harmonic and, by (1.12), is bounded from above by 5β log |x| + C for a constant C and |x| ≥ 1. Thus, ψ − ϕ must be a constant. In the next step, we prove that lim_{r→∞} r∂_rψ = −2β, lim_{r→∞} ∂_θψ = 0, (3.37)

where (r, θ) is the polar coordinate on R^2 . As in [CL93, Lem. 1.3], note that, since ψ − ϕ is a constant, we obtain

x · ∇ψ(x) + 2β = −2β � R^2

y · (x − y) |x − y|^2

|y|^nV (y)e^{ψ(y)} dy,

∂_θψ(x) = 2β � R^2

y^⊥ · (x − y)

|x − y|^2

|y|^nV (y)e^{ψ(y)} dy,

for every x ∈ R^2 , where y^⊥ = (−y_2, y_1) for every y = (y_1, y_2) ∈ R^2 . Hence, to prove (3.37), it is sufficient to demonstrate

lim_{x→∞} � R^2

|y|^{n+1}V (y) |x − y| e^{ψ(y)} dy = 0. (3.38)

To show this, we write � R^2

|y|^{n+1}V (y) |x − y| e^{ψ(y)} dy = � |x−y|≥^{|x|}_2 |y|^{n+1}V (y) |x − y| e^{ψ(y)} dy + � |x−y|<^{|x|}_2 |y|^{n+1}V (y) |x − y| e^{ψ(y)} dy = I_1 + I_2, for every x ∈ R^2 and prove that each term I_1, I_2 converges to zero as x goes to infinity. To estimate I_1, for a fixed M > 0, we have lim sup x→∞ I_1 = lim sup x→∞ � |x−y|≥^{|x|}_2 ,|y|≤M |y|^{n+1}V (y) |x − y| e^{ψ(y)} dy + � |x−y|≥^{|x|}_2 ,|y|>M |y|^{n+1}V (y) |x − y| e^{ψ(y)} dy ≤ 3 � |y|>M |y|^nV (y) e^{ψ(y)} dy.

Since M is arbitrary and � R^2 |y|

nV (y) e^{ψ(y)} dy = 1, we obtain lim_{x→∞} I_1 = 0. For the term I_2, we note that |x − y| <^{|x|}_2 , for x, y ∈ R^2 , implies |x| 2 < |y| < 3|x| 2 . Moreover, by ψ − ϕ being a constant and (3.36), we get e^{ψ(y)} ≤ C_1(1 + |y|)^{−2β+δ} , (3.39) for every δ > 0, y ∈ R^2 and a constant C_1 > 0 independent of y. Hence, since V is a decreasing function, we conclude I_2 ≤ C_2V ( x 2 ) |x|^{n+2−2β+δ} , for every x ∈ R^2 \ D(0, 1). Finally, by (1.13) and V being decreasing, we have lim sup r→∞ V ( r 2 ) |r|^{n+2−2β+δ} ≤ lim sup_{r→∞} � D(0,r/2)\D(0,r/4) t^{n+1−2β+δ}V (t) dt = 0, (3.40)

which completes the proof of (3.38). Now, by multiplying the equation (1.12) with x · ∇ψ and taking the integration on D(0, M), for every M > 0, we derive 1 4πβ � ∂D(0,M) r ( |∇ψ|^2 2 − |∂_rψ|^2 ) = − � D(0,M) e^{ψ(x)}x · ∇ (|x|^nV (x)) dx

− 2 + � ∂D(0,M) |x|^nV (x)e^{ψ(x)} dx.

Note that by (3.39) and (3.40), we obtain lim M→∞ � ∂D(0,M) |x|^nV (x)e^{ψ(x)} dx = 0,

and, by (3.37), we imply that lim M→∞ 1 4πβ � ∂D(0,M) r ( |∇ψ|^2 2 − |∂_rψ|^2 ) = −β. Hence, by V being radially decreasing, we arrive at β − 2 = � R^2

e^{ψ(x)}x · ∇ (|x|^nV (x)) dx

= n + � R^2

(∂_rV (r))|x|^{n+1}e^{ψ(x)} dx < n, which completes the proof. □

Now, we prove Theorem 1.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume that −β < α(V ). Define the regularization V_ε = φ_ε ∗ ( V 1_{D(0,1/ε)} ) ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ), for every 0 < ε < 1 small enough such that D ⊂ D(0, 1/ε), where φ_ε(x) =:^{φ(x/ε)}_{ε2} for every x ∈ R^2 and φ ∈ C^∞_c (R^2 ) is a non-negative radially symmetric function which satisfies � R^2 φ = 1. Then, V_ε converges to V pointwise and in L^1_{loc}(R^2 ), up to a subsequence, and lim_{ε→0} � R^2

|V (x) − V_ε(x)| |x|^{−2β} dx = 0, V_ε ≥ C_1, in D(x_0, r_0),

(3.41)

for some x_0 ∈ R^2 , r > 0. Consider ~W_1 ∈ C^∞_c (D(0, r_0/2)) \ 0 as a non-negative radially symmetric function, such that ~W_1(x) ≤ C_1 ≤ V_ε(x_0 + x), for a.e. x ∈ R^2 , 0 < ε < 1, Then, by Theorem 1.1, there exists radially symmetric function ~ψ_1 ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) such that − Δ ~ψ_1 = −4π~W_1e^{~ψ1} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2

~W_1e^{~ψ}1 = 1.

Define ψ_1(x) := ~ψ_1(x − x_0) − log |β|, W_1(x) := ~W_1(x − x_0) for every x ∈ R^2 . Then, − Δψ_1 = 4πβW_1e^{ψ1} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2

W_1e^{ψ1} = 1.

(3.42)

Hence, by Lemma 2.2, we derive

−2β log(|x| + 1) + log |β| − C_2 ≤ ψ_1(x) ≤ −2β log(|x| + 1) + log |β| + C_2, (3.43) for every x ∈ R^2 , where C_2 > 0 is a constant depending on D, C_1. Now, for every x ∈ R^2 , define

ψ_{2,ε}(x) := −2β � R^2 (log |x − y| − log(|y| + 1))Vε(y)(|y| + 1) −2β dy � R^2 Vε(y)(|y| + 1) −2β dy − C_3, where C_3 := sup_{0<ε<1} max ( − log |β| − C_2, log (� R^2

V_ε(y)(|y| + 1)^{−2β} dy )) . Note that, by [ALN24, Lem. 3.7], we have ψ_{2,ε} belongs to C^∞(R^2 ) and satisfies

−Δψ_{2,ε}(x) = 4πβ

V_ε(x)(|x| + 1)^{−2β} � R^2 Vε(y)(|y| + 1) −2β dy , for every x ∈ R^2 .

Moreover, by using the inequality |x − y| ≤ (|x| + 1)(|y| + 1) for every x, y ∈ R^2 , we have ψ_{2,ε}(x) ≤ −2β log(|x| + 1) − C_3, for every x ∈ R^2 . (3.44) Hence, by (3.43), we obtain ψ_1 ≥ ψ_{2,ε}, in R^2 , Δψ_{2,ε} + 4πβV_εe^{ψ2,ε} ≥ 0 ≥ Δψ_1 + 4πβV_εe^{ψ1} , in R^2 .

In conclusion, by [N82, Thm. 2.10], there exists a function ψ_{ε,β} ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) such that ψ_1 ≥ ψ_{ε,β} ≥ ψ_{2,ε}, in R^2 , −Δψ_{ε,β} = 4πβ V_εe^{ψε,β} , in R^2 . (3.45)

Note that, by Lemma 2.2, we have � R^2 V_εe^{ψε,β} = − 1 2β lim_{x→∞} ψ_{ε,β}(x) log |x| = − 1 2β lim_{x→∞} ψ_{2,ε}(x) log |x| = − 1 2β lim_{x→∞} ψ_1(x) log |x|

= 1.

(3.46)

Then, by the same argument as in [ALN24, Lem. 3.6], we have ‖ψ_{2,ε}‖_L1_{(Ω)} is uniformly bounded for bounded subsets Ω ⊂ R^2 . Now, by using (3.45), we have ‖ψ_{ε,β}‖_L1_{(Ω)} is uniformly bounded for every bounded subset Ω ⊂ R^2 . Then, by (3.45) and a standard L^1-elliptic regularity result; see [S65], we have ‖ψ_{ε,β}‖_W 1,p_{(Ω)} is uniformly bounded for every 1 ≤ p < 2 and bounded open subset Ω ⊂ R^2 . Hence, by Rellich-Kondrakov theorem, ψ_{ϵ,β} converges to ψ_β ∈ W^{1,p}_{loc} (R^2 ) pointwise and in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ), up to a subsequence, for every 1 ≤ p < 2 as ε converged to zero. Moreover, by (3.45), ‖e^{ψε,β} ‖_L∞_{(Ω)} is uniformly bounded on bounded subsets Ω ⊂ R^2 and V_ε converges strongly in L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) to V . In conclusion, by β > −α(V ), (3.43), (3.45), and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence, we have ψ_β ≤ −2β log(|x| + 1) + log |β| + C_2, a.e. in R^2 , − Δψ_β = 4πβ V e^{ψβ} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2 V e^{ψβ} = 1. (3.47)

Now, we claim that ψ_{β2} + log |β_2| < ψ_{β1} + log |β_1|, a.e. in R^2 , for every β_2 > β_1 > −α(V ). This is followed by an application of the strong maximum principle; see [E10, Ch. 6.4.1, Thm. 2; Ch. 6.4.2, Thm. 4]. To see this, let β_2 > β_1 > −α(V ). Now, it is sufficient to prove that ϕ_2 := ψ_{ε,β2} + log |β_2| < ϕ_1 := ψ_{ε,β1} + log |β_1|, in R^2 , for every 0 < ε < 1. To prove this, we use (3.45) and (3.46) to derive that, for R > 0 large enough and ϕ := ϕ_1 − ϕ_2, ϕ > 0, in ∂D(0, R), and −Δϕ + fϕ ≥ 0, in D(0, R), where f := 4πV_ε e^{ϕ1} − e^{ϕ2} ϕ_1 − ϕ_2

≥ 0, in R^2 .

Then, by the strong maximum principle; see [E10, Ch. 6.4.1, Thm. 2; Ch. 6.4.2, Thm. 4], we have ϕ > 0, in D(0, R). By taking R → ∞, we conclude the claim. Finally, if α(V ) < ∞, we have ψ_β + log |β| increases as β > α(V ) decreases to α(V ) and ψ_β(x) ≤ −2α(V ) log(|x| + 1) + log |α(V )| + C_2, for every x ∈ R^2 .

Then, by using (3.47) and a standard L^1-elliptic regularity result; see [S65], as before, ψ_β converges pointwise and in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ) to ψ_{α(V )} as β decrease to α(V ). In conclusion, by using (3.47) again, together with the monotone convergence theorem, we conclude that ψ_{α(V )} ≤ −2α(V ) log(|x| + 1) + log |α(V )| + C_2, a.e. in R^2 , − Δψ_{α(V )} = 4πα(V ) V e^{ψα(V )} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2 V e^{ψα(V )} = 1, which completes the proof, □ 4. Proof of uniqueness of solutions to Liouville equation In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let inf_{R2} ψ_1 − ψ_2 < 0.

We try to drive a contradiction. First, assume that ψ_1(0) > ψ_2(0). Then, by continuity of ψ_1, ψ_2, there exists ε > 0 such that ψ_1 > ψ_2 on D(0, ε). By scaling the equations of ψ_1, ψ_2, we can assume that ε > 2. Then, by the asymptotic properties of ψ_1, ψ_2; see (1.19), there exists x_m ∈ R^2 \ D(0, ε) such that ψ_1(x_m) − ψ_2(x_m) log(|x_m| − 1)

= inf

x∈R^2 \D(0,2)

ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log(|x| − 1)

< 0. (4.1)

Hence, (i). ψ_1(x_m) − ψ_2(x_m) < 0, (ii). ∇ ( ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log(|x| − 1) ) | | |_{x=xm} = 0, (iii). Δ ( ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log(|x| − 1) ) | | |_{x=xm} ≥ 0.

By (ii), we obtain

∇(ψ_1 − ψ_2)(x_m) = −(ψ_1 − ψ_2)(x_m) log(|x_m| − 1)∇ ( 1 log(|x| − 1) ) | | |_{x=xm} .

Hence, by using (i), (iii), we derive that

0 ≤ Δ ( ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log(|x| − 1) ) | | x=x_m = Δ(ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x))

log(|x| − 1) | | x=x_m

+ (ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x)) Δ ( 1 log(|x| − 1) ) | | x=x_m

+ 2∇(ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x)) · ∇ ( 1 log(|x| − 1) ) | | |_{x=xm} ≤ F_1(x_m, ψ_1(x_m)) − F_2(x_m, ψ_2(x_m)) log(|x_m| − 1) + (ψ_1 − ψ_2)(x_m) |x_m|(|x_m| − 1)^2(log(|x_m| − 1))^2 < 0, which is a contradiction. Note that, we used (1.17) on the last inequality above. Now, assume that ψ_1(0) = ψ_2(0). Then, ψ_ε := ψ_1 + ε for every ε > 0 satisfies

−Δψ_ε(x) + F_ε(x, ψ_ε(x)) ≥ −Δψ_2(x) + F_2(x, ψ_2(x)),

for x ∈ R^2 , where F_ε(x, r) = F_1(x, r − ε) for x ∈ R^n , r ∈ R. Moreover, ψ_ε(0) > ψ_2(0),

F_2(x, r_2) ≥ F_ε(x, r_1),

for every x ∈ R^2 , r_2 ≥ r_1, and

lim inf x→∞ ψ_ε(x) − ψ_2(x) log |x| ≥ 0. In conclusion, by the previous case, we deduce that ψ_ε ≥ ψ_2 in R^2 . Now, letting ε converge to zero, we derive that ψ_1 ≥ ψ_2 in R^2 . The final case is that ψ_1(0) < ψ_2(0). Now, let x_0 ∈ R^2 be a fixed point. Define the functions ϕ_1(x) := ψ_1(x + x_0) and ϕ_2(x) := ψ_2(x + x_0) for x ∈ R^2 . Then,

−Δϕ_2(x) + ~F_2(x, ϕ_2(x)) ≤ −Δϕ_1(x) + ~F_1(x, ϕ_1(x)),

for every x ∈ R^2 , where ~F_i(x, r) = F_i(x + x_0, r) for x ∈ R^2 , r ∈ R, i = 1, 2. Since ~F_2(x, r_2) ≥ ~F_1(x, r_1),

for every x ∈ R^2 , r_1, r_2 ∈ R satisfying r_2 ≥ r_1, and

lim inf x→∞ ϕ_1(x) − ϕ_2(x) log |x| ≥ 0, by the previous steps, we conclude that either ϕ_1 ≥ ϕ_2 in R^2 or ϕ_1(0) < ϕ_2(0). Hence, by ϕ_1(−x_0) = ψ_1(0) < ψ_2(0) = ϕ_2(−x_0), we obtain that

ψ_1(x_0) = ϕ_1(0) < ϕ_2(0) = ψ_2(x_0).

Since x_0 is arbitrary, we conclude that ψ_1 < ψ_2, in R^2 , Δ(ψ_2 − ψ_1) ≥ 0, in R^2 , lim_{x→∞} ψ_1(x) − ψ_2(x) log |x|

= 0.

(4.2)

Now, take arbitrary δ > 0, ε > 0, and x_0 ∈ R^2 . Then, by (4.2), we have Δ(ψ_2 − ψ_1 − ε log(|x − x_0| − δ)) ≥ δε |x − x_0|(|x − x_0| − δ)^2 > 0, for every x ∈ R^2 \ D(x_0, 2δ). Note that by (4.2), we get lim_{x→∞} ψ_2(x) − ψ_1(x) − ε log(|x| − δ) = −∞.

Hence, by the maximum principle, we derive that sup R^2\D(x_0,2δ)

ψ_2 − ψ_1 − ε log(|x − x_0| − δ) = sup_{∂D(x} 0,2δ) ψ_2 − ψ_1 − ε log(|x − x_0| − δ).

In conclusion, by letting first ε → 0 and then δ → 0, we arrive at sup_{R2} ψ_2 − ψ_1 = ψ_2(x_0) − ψ_1(x_0).

Since x_0 is arbitrary, ψ_2 − ψ_1 is a constant. Moreover, by (1.17) and (4.2), we obtain F_1(x, ψ_1(x)) = F_2(x, ψ_2(x)), for every x ∈ R^2 . □ Example 4. We consider the case that V (x) := e^{−|x|2} , V_θ(x) := e^{−|x|2+θx1} for x = (x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 and θ ∈ R. Then, by the exponential decay of V_θ, Lemma 2.2, and Corollary 1.2, there exists ψ_θ ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) which satisfies − Δψ_θ = −4πV_θ e^{ψθ} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2

V_θ e^{ψθ} = 1,

lim_{x→∞} ψ_θ(x) log |x|

= 2.

(4.3)

Then, ~ψ_θ = ψ_θ + θx_1 is a solution to − Δ ~ψ_θ = −4πV e^{~ψθ} , in R^2 , � R^2 V e^{~ψθ} = 1. (4.4)

Moreover, ~ψ_θ(x) = θx_1 + 2 log |x| + o(log |x|), x ∈ R^2 \ D(0, 1).

Hence, by changing θ, we get a parameter of different solutions to (4.4).

Finally, we bring the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Similar to [Lin00], we define ψ(r, s) for every r ≥ 0, s ∈ R as the unique solution of the ODE ∂^2_r ψ(r, s) + 1 r ∂_rψ(r, s) + r^nV (r)e^{ψ(r,s)} = 0, (4.5) with the initial data ψ(0, s) = s, ∂_rψ(0, s) = 0. Then, by integrating the equation for ψ(r, s), we derive that ψ(r, s) is decreasing in r and lim_{r→∞} −r∂_rψ(r, s) = 2β(s) := �_∞ 0 r^{n+1}V (r)e^{ψ(r,s)} dr. Note that since ψ(r, s) is decreasing in r and (1.23), (1.25) hold, we obtain that β(s) is positive and finite. Moreover, by Corollary 1.2, we have n > β(s) − 2. (4.6) Now, by taking ϕ(r, s) = ∂_sψ(r, s), we derive the linear equation ∂^2_r ϕ(r, s) + 1 r ∂_rϕ(r, s) + r^nV (r)e^{ψ(r,s)}ϕ(r, s) = 0, (4.7) with the initial data ϕ(0, s) = 1, ∂_rϕ(0, s) = 0. (4.8) We first prove that for a constant C, we have |ϕ(r, s)| ≤ C log(r + 2), (4.9) for every r ≥ 0 and s being at a fixed neighbourhood of a fixed point s_0 ≥ 0. To prove this, for r_0 > 1, we use the integral of the equation for ϕ, (4.7), to obtain sup 0≤t≤r |t ∂_tϕ(t, s)| ≤ �_r 0 t^{n+1}V (t)e^{ψ(t,s)}|ϕ(t, s)| dt ≤ �_r

r_0 t^{n+1}V (t)e^{ψ(t,s)}|ϕ(t, s) − ϕ(0, s)| dt + |ϕ(0, s)| �_r

r_0 t^{n+1}V (t)e^{ψ(t,s)} dt + �_{r0} 0 t^{n+1}V (t)e^{ψ(t,s)}|ϕ(t, s)| dt ≤ e^s sup_{0≤t≤r} |t ∂_tϕ(t, s)| �_r

r_0

t^{n+1}V (t) dt + e^s

�_r

r_0

t^{n+1}V (t) dt + e^s �_{r0} 0 t^{n+1}V (t)|ϕ(t, s)| dt, where on the last inequality we used that ψ(t, s) is decreasing in t and (4.7). Since (1.23) holds, by taking r_0 large enough, we obtain that sup 0≤t≤r |t ∂_tϕ(t, s)| ≤ C, (4.10) for r ≥ 0 and s in a fixed neighbourhood of s_0 ≥ 0, where C is a constant independent of r. This completes the proof of (4.9). Hence, by (1.23), (4.9), and ψ being decreasing, we imply β(s) ∈ C^1(R). Now, to prove the uniqueness, it is sufficient to show that there exists no point s_0 ∈ R such that β^′(s_0) = 0. Assume that β^′(s_0) = 0 for some s_0 ∈ R. Let us define ϕ(r) := ϕ(r, s_0), ψ(r) := ψ(r, s_0), β := β(s_0) for every r ≥ 0. We claim that ϕ is a bounded function. To see this, for r ≥ 1, we use the equation for ϕ, (4.7), and β^′(s_0) = 0 to obtain that r|ϕ^′(r)| = �_∞ r t^{n+1}V (t)e^{ψ(t)}|ϕ(t)| ≤ C �_∞ r t^{n+1}V (t)e^{ψ(t)} log(t + 2) ≤ Ce^{s0} r^{δ/2} sup_{t≥0} t^{n+2+δ}V (t)

�_∞ r log(t + 2) t^{1+δ/2} dt ≤ C^′ r^{δ/2} , where C, C^′ are constants independent of r. Here, we used (4.9) on the first inequality and (1.23) on the last inequality. Hence, |ϕ(r) − ϕ(1)| ≤ �_r 1 |ϕ^′(t)| dt ≤ �_∞ 1 C^′ t^{1+δ/2} dt = 2C^′ δ , which completes the proof of the claim. Now, similar to [Lin00], we define the functions P (ψ)(r, s) := r∂_rψ(r, s) ( 1 2 r∂_rψ(r, s) + β(s) ) + r^{n+2}V (r)e^ψ, P (ϕ)(r, s) := ∂_sP (ψ)(r, s) = r∂_rϕ(r, s)(r∂_rψ(r, s) + β(s)) + β^′(s) r ∂_rψ(r, s) + r^{n+2}V e^{ψ(r,s)}ϕ(r, s). (4.11)

Then, by (4.5), we have ∂_rP (ψ)(r, s) = ∂_r(r∂_rψ(r, s))(r∂_r ψ(r, s) + β(s)) + ∂_r ( r^{n+2}V (r)e^{ψ(r,s)} )

= −r^{n+1}V (r)e^{ψ(r,s)}(r∂_rψ(r, s) + β(s)) + ∂_r ( r^{n+2}V (r)e^{ψ(r,s)} ) = (rV^′(r) + (n + 2 − β)V (r))r^{n+1}e^{ψ(r,s)}.

Hence, P (ψ)(r, s) = �_r 0 (rV^′(r) + (n + 2 − β(s))V (r))r^{n+1}e^{ψ(r,s)} dr. (4.12) Now, we prove that P (ψ)(r, s) ≥ 0, r ≥ 0. (4.13) Note that, since lim_{r→∞} r∂_rψ(r, s) = −2β(s) and (1.23), we obtain lim_{r→∞} P (ψ)(r, s) = 0. (4.14) Moreover, by (1.24) and (4.6), there exists r_0 > 0 such that (n + 2 − β(s))V (r) + rV^′(r) ≥ 0, r ≤ r_0, (n + 2 − β(s))V (r) + rV^′(r) ≤ 0, r ≥ r_0.

Hence, by (4.12), we derive that P (ψ)(r, s) ≥ 0 for every r ≤ r_0 and P (ψ)(r, s) ≥ �_∞ 0 (rV^′(r) + (n + 2 − β(s))V (r))r^{n+1}e^{ψ(r,s)} dr = lim_{r→∞} P (ψ)(r, s) = 0, for every r ≥ r_0, which concludes the proof of (4.13). Now, differentiating (4.12) with respect to s at s = s_0, we derive that P (ϕ)(r, s_0) =

�_r 0 (rV^′(r) + (n + 2 − βV (r))r^{n+1}ϕ(r)e^{ψ(r)} = �_r 0 ϕ(r)∂_rP (ψ)(r, s_0) = ϕ(r)P (ψ)(r, s_0) − �_r 0 P (ψ)(r, s_0) ∂_rϕ(r). (4.15)

Now, if ϕ(r) has at least two zeros, then, by (4.7) and (4.8), there exists a point r_1 > 0 such that ϕ^′(r) ≤ 0 for r ≤ r_1, ϕ(r_1) < 0, ϕ^′(r_1) = 0. Hence, by using (4.13), we obtain P (ϕ)(r_1, s_0) ≥ ϕ(r_1)P (ψ)(r_1, s_0).

In conclusion, by (4.11), we arrive at r_1ψ^′(r_1) ( 1 2 r_1ψ^′(r_1) + β ) ≥ 0. This is a contradiction as −2β = − �_∞ 0 r^{n+1}V (r)e^{ψ(r)} dr < r_1ψ^′(r_1) = −

�_{r1} 0 r^{n+1}V (r)e^{ψ(r)} dr < 0. Now, if ϕ is positive, we obtain the following contradiction 0 = −2β^′(s_0) = lim_{r→∞} rϕ^′(r) = −

�_∞ 0 r^{n+1}V (r)e^{ψ(r)}ϕ(r). (4.16) Finally, if ϕ changes sign only once, then �_r 0 t^{n+1}V (t)e^{ψ(t)}ϕ(t) dt > 0, by (4.16), for all r > 0. Hence, ϕ^′(r) ≤ 0 for every r ≥ 0 and 0 = lim_{r→∞} P (ϕ)(r, s_0)

= lim_{r→∞} ϕ(r)P (ψ)(r, s_0) −

�_∞ 0 P (ψ)(r, s_0)∂_rϕ(r) dr = − �_∞ 0 P (ψ)(r, s_0)∂_rϕ(r) dr. Here, we used (4.10) and (4.11) on the first equality, (4.15) on the second equality, and (4.16) and the boundedness of ϕ, together with (4.14), on the last equality. However, by (4.13) and ϕ^′(r) ≤ 0 for every r ≥ 0, we conclude ϕ must be constant which is a contradiction. □ 5. Applications 5.1. Berger-Nirenberg problem. The problem of finding Gaussian curvatures K on twodimensional unit sphere (S^2, g) with metric g which is pointwise conformally equivalent to the Euclidean metric is equivalent to the existence of solutions to the equation −Δu = Ke^{2u} − 2, in S^2. By applying the stereographic projection map ϕ : S^2 → R^2 , we need to find solutions to −Δψ = 8π V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 ,

where ψ = 2u ∘ ϕ^{−1}, V =^1_{4π} K ∘ ϕ^{−1} and satisfies � R^2 |V |e ψ < ∞ and � R^2 V e

ψ = 1. Theorem 1.1 confirms the existence of such solutions if V is radially symmetric and satisfies (1.3). This condition is equivalent with [H86, Thm. 2] if K is a smooth function. Note that in the case that K is Hölder continuous, K being zero around the origin (around the infinity) implies that |V (x)| ≤ C|x|^δ (|V (x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^{−δ}) for some positive constants C, δ. Hence, we derive the following result:

Corollary 5.1. Let S, N be the south and north pole of the two-dimensional unit sphere (S^2, g) where its Gaussian curvature K is Hölder continuous and radially symmetric around S. Then, (S^2, g) is conformally equivalent with the Euclidean sphere if K is positive somewhere in S^2 and max(K(S), K(N)) ≤ 0. We can generalize this result to the case in which we allow for conical singularities. We remind the reader that a point p on (S^2, g) is a conical singularity of order β for the metric g if there exists a conformal map z : U → C defined on a neighborhood U of p, which satisfies z(p) = 0 and g = ψ(z)|z|^{2β} |dz|^2 on U for some continuous positive function ψ. If the metric g has conical singularities at the points p_1, p_2, ···, p_n ∈ S^2 of order β_1, β_2, ···, β_n, we say that g represents the divisor β = β_1p_1 + · · · + β_np_n. Now, by using stereographic projection as before and Theorem 1.1 (or Corollary 1.1), we derive the following generalization of [T91, Thm. 5].

Corollary 5.2. Let (S^2, g) be with the divisor β = β_1S + β_2N, where S, N are the south and north pole, respectively, and β_1, β_2 ∈ R. Assume that the Gaussian curvature K of S^2 is Hölder continuous and radially symmetric around S, which is positive somewhere in S^2 and satisfies

K^+(z_1) ≤ C|z_1 − z_1(0)|^{l1} ,

K^−(z_2) ≤ C|z_2 − z_2(0)|^{l2} ,

where C is a constant and z_1 : C → S^2, z_2 : C → S^2 are coordinates with with z_1(0) = S, z_2(0) = N. Then, there exists a conformal metric on (S^2, g) if

−1 < β_2 < β_1, l_1 > −(β_1 + β_2), l_2 > −2(β_1 + β_2) − 2.

5.2. Blow-up analysis. Motivated by the question of Brezis and Merle in [BM91], we prove the following results for β < 0 and β > 0, respectively.

Corollary 5.3. Let β < 0, V_n ∈ C^{0,α}(R^2 ) be a sequence of non-negative functions and ψ_n ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ) be a sequence of solutions to

−Δψ_n = 4πβV_ne^{ψn} , weakly in R^2 ,

which satisfies

lim_{x→∞} ψ_n(x) log |x| = −2β.

Assume that V_n converges to V locally uniformly and there exist W_1, W_2 ∈ C^{0,α}(R^2 ), ϕ_1, ϕ_2 ∈ C^{2,α}(R^2 ) such that 0 ≤ W_1 ≤ V_n ≤ W_2, in R^2 , −Δϕ_i = 4πβ W_ie^{ϕi} , in R^2 , lim_{x→∞} ϕ_i(x) log |x| = −2β, for every i = 1, 2. Then, ψ_n converges to ψ locally uniformly such that − Δψ = 4πβ V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. Proof. By Theorem 1.3, we get ϕ_2 ≤ ψ_n ≤ ϕ_1, uniformly in R^2 .

Hence, by a standard elliptic regularity result; [GT01, Ch. 9], ‖ψ_n‖_C2,α_{(Ω)} is bounded for every bounded subset Ω ⊂ R^2 . In conclusion, by Rellich-Kondrakov theorem, ψ_n converges to ψ pointwise and in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ), up to a subsequence. Moreover, −Δψ = 4πβV e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , ϕ_2 ≤ ψ ≤ ϕ_1, in R^2 .

(5.1)

In conclusion,

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x|

= lim_{x→∞} ϕ_1(x) log |x|

= lim_{x→∞} ϕ_2(x) log |x| = −2β, which completes the proof. □ Corollary 5.4. Let β_k > 0 converge to β > 0, δ_k > 0 converge to δ > 0, and V_k ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) be a sequence of radially symmetric functions that converge to V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ) pointwise and in L^1_{loc}(R^2 ). Assume that, for some ε > 0, we have � D(0,1) |V (x)| |x|^{−ε} dx + � R^2 \D(0,1) |V (x)| |x|^{−2β+ε} dx < ∞, lim_{k→∞} � D(0,1) |V_k(x) − V (x)| |x|^{−ε} dx + � R^2\D(0,1) | |Vk(x)|x|^{−2βk +ε} − V (x)|x|^{−2β+ε} | | dx = 0,

sup_k � D(0,1) V^+_k (x) |x|^{−βk −δk} dx + � R^2 \D(0,1) V^+_k (x)|x|^{−βk +δk} dx < ∞. (5.2) and ψ_k ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) is the radially symmetric solutions constructed in Theorem 1.1 which satisfies − Δψ_k = 4πβ_kV_ke^{ψk} , weakly in R^2 , � R^2 |V_k|e^{ψk} < ∞, � R^2 V_ke^{ψk} = 1. (5.3)

Then, ψ_k converges to ψ ∈ H^1_{loc}(R^2 ) pointwise and in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ), up to a subsequence, which satisfies

− Δψ = 4πβV e^ψ, weakly in R^2 , � R^2 |V |e^ψ < ∞, � R^2

V e^ψ = 1.

(5.4)

Proof. We use Theorem 1.1 to obtain

C_0 := sup_{k>0} � R^2 |∇(ψ_k + ϕ_k)|^2 < ∞, where ϕ_k ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) are fixed functions, satisfying ϕ_k(r) = 2β_k log r for r ≥ 1. Hence, by Proposition 2.1, we have

|ψ_k + ϕ_k(r) − ψ_k + ϕ_k(1)|^2 ≤

C_0 2π | log r|, for every r > 0.

In conclusion,

|ψ_k + ϕ_k(r)| = | | |ψ^k + ϕ^k(r) − log (� R^2 V_k e^{−ϕk} e^{ψk+ϕk} )| | | ≤ |ψ_k + ϕ_k(r) − ψ_k + ϕ_k(1)| + | |log (� R^2 V_k e^{−ϕk} e^{ψk+ϕk−ψk+ϕk(1)} )| |

≤ ε| log r| + C_0 2πε + | | | � R^2 V_k e^{−ϕk} e^{ε| log r|+ C02πε} | | | ,

(5.5)

for every ε > 0 and r > 0, where we used (5.3) in the first equality. Notice that, by (5.2), the last term satisfies

sup_k | | | � R^2 V_ke^{−ϕk} e^{ε| log r|+ C02πε} | | | < ∞. In particular, ψ_k is uniformly bounded in H^1(D) for every finite disk D ⊂ R^2 and, by Rellich- Kondrakov theorem, converges to ψ pointwise and locally in L^2_{loc}(R^2 ), up to a subsequence. Hence,

−Δψ = 4πβ V e^ψ, weakly in R^2 .

Moreover, by (5.2), (5.3), (5.5), and the Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we obtain � R^2

V e^ψ = lim_{k→∞} � R^2 V_ke^{−ϕk} e^{ψk +ϕk} = 1, which completes the proof. □

5.3. Statistical mechanics. The statistical mechanics of the point vortex system in the mean field limit has been used as a model to understand the behavior of the 2-dimensional turbulent flows; see [BD15, BJLY18, CLMP92, CLMP95, CK94, ES93, ES78, K93, KL97, Lin00, O49, PD93, SO90, TY04, W92]. In the presence of external fields with a point vortex at the origin, the mean filed equation is as follows:

−ΔΨ(x) = |x|^ne^{−βΨ−γ|x|α} � R^2 |y| ne^{−βΨ(y)−γ|y|α} dy , for every x ∈ R^2 ,

where Ψ is the stream function of the flow, γ, α are positive, n is non-negative, and β = −^1_{κTstat} for statistical temperature T_{stat} and Boltzmann constant κ. We note that

Ψ(x) = − 1 2π � R^2

(log |x − y| − log(|y| + 1)) ρ(y) dy, for every x ∈ R^2 ,

where

ρ(x) := |x|^ne^{−βΨ(x)−γ|x|α} � R^2 |y| ne^{−βΨ(y)−γ|y|α} dy for every x ∈ R^2 , (5.6)

is the density of the flow, which satisfies � R^2 ρ = 1. By defining a new functions ψ := −βΨ,

it is enough to solve −Δψ(x) = −β |x|^ne^{−γ|x|α} e^{ψ(x)} � R^2 |y| ne^{−γ|y|α} e^{ψ(y)} dy , for every x ∈ R^2 . (5.7)

Now, by taking the equation for ψ − log (� R^2 |y| ne^{−γ|y|α} e^{ψ(y)} dy ) and using Corollary 1.2, Lemma 2.2, and Theorem 1.4, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 5.5. The equation (5.7) has a unique radially symmetric solution with bounded density ρ, defined in (5.6), if n >^{−β−8π}_{4π} . Moreover, if there exists a solution (not necessarily radially symmetric) to (5.7) with bounded density ρ, then n >^{−β−8π}_{4π} must hold.

The physical meaning is that, for positive statistical temperatures, if the temperature gets closer to zero, then the strength of the vortex at the origin must increase to obtain a solution.

The next result derives the concentration properties of the measures in [CLMP92, CLMP95, BT02, BT07, T08].

Corollary 5.6. Let γ_k > 0, α_k > 0, n_k ≥ 0, β_k < 0, and ψ_k be the sequence of radially symmetric functions, satisfying

−Δψ_k(x) = −β_k |x|^{nk} e^{−γk |x|αk} e^{ψk(x)} � R^2 |x| n_k e−γ_k |x|^αk eψ_k (x) , for every x ∈ R 2 . Assume that lim_{k→∞} α_k = α > 0, lim_{k→∞} γ_k = γ ≥ 0, lim_{k→∞} n_k = n ≥ 0, lim_{k→∞} β_k = β < 0. Then, up to a subsequence, we have the following possibilities:

(i). If n >^{−β−8π}_{4π} , then

ϕ_k(r) := ψ_k ( γ^− 1 αk k r ) − n_k + 2 α_k log(γ_k) − log (� R^2 |x|^{nk} e^{−γk |x|αk} e^{ψk (x)} ) , (5.8) defined for every r ≥ 0, converge to ϕ ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) in L^∞_{loc}(R^2 ) such that − Δϕ(x) = −β|x|^ne^{−|x|α} e^{ϕ(x)}, for every x ∈ R^2 , � R^2

|x|^ne^{−|x|α} e^{ϕ(x)} dx = 1.

(ii). If n =^{−β−8π}_{4π} , then ϕ_k converges locally uniformly to −∞ on compact subsets of R^2 \ 0, ϕ_k(0) = ψ_k(0) converges to ∞, and |x|^{nk} e^{−|x|αk} e^{ϕk(x)} → δ_0, in the sense of measures, where δ_0 is the Dirac mass centered at the origin. Proof. The part (i) is an immediate conclusion of Theorem 1.4, Corollary 5.4, and a standard elliptic regularity argument; see [GT01, Chapter 9]. Now, assume that n =^{−β−8π}_{4π} . We first notice that ϕ_k(r) is radially decreasing, and ~ϕ_k(r) := ϕ_k(r) + n_k log r, satisfies −Δ~ϕ_k = f_k := −β_ke^{−|x|αk} e^{~ϕk} − 2πn_kδ_0, weakly in R^2 .

Hence, r |∂_r ~ϕ_k(r)| ≤ −β_k 2π + n_k, r > 0. (5.9) Assume that −∞ < lim sup k→∞ ~ϕ_k(1) < ∞. Then, by (5.9), ~ϕ_k converges to ~ϕ uniformly on compact subsets of R^2 \ 0, up to a subsequence. Since 0 < α = lim_{k→∞} α_k, we can use Prokhorov’s theorem to derive a positive measure ν such that lim_{k→∞} −β_ke^{−|x|αk} e^{~ϕk (x)} − 2πn_kδ_0 = ν. Hence, −Δ~ϕ = ν, (5.10) in the sense of distributions. Now, if ν(0) ≥ 4π, then by the maximum principle ~ϕ(x) ≥ C − 2 log |x|, (5.11) for every x in a disk D centered at the origin, where C is a constant. Moreover, by Fatou’s lemma, � D e^{−|x|α} e^{~ϕ(x)} dx ≤ lim inf_{k→∞} � R^2 e^{−|x|αk} e^{~ϕk(x)} dx = 1. However, the left-hand side blows up by (5.11). The contradiction implies that ν(0) < 4π. Then, we derive that f_k satisfies � D f_k < 4π for large enough k and small enough disk D ⊂ R^2 centered at the origin. Now, let C_0 := sup_k |~ϕ_k(1)|.

By the maximum principle, we have |~ϕ_k| ≤ g_k + C_0, where g_k ∈ H^1_0 (D) satisfies −Δg_k = f_k, in D. Now, by [BM91, Thm. 1] and the fact that � D f_k < 4π, we have � D e^{(1+δ)|gk |} ≤ C_1, for some positive constants C_1, δ. Since |ϕ_k| ≤ g_k + C_0, we derive that � D |f_k|^{1+δ} ≤ C_2. (5.12)

Hence, by [BM91, Cor. 4] and Fatou’s lemma, we derive that (~ϕ_k)^+ is uniformly bounded in D. Hence, ϕ_k(x) ≤ C_3 − n_k log |x|, for x ∈ D and a constant C_3. Moreover, since ϕ_k is radially decreasing, we get ϕ_k(x) ≤ C_4, (5.13) for x ∈ R^2 \ D and a constant C_4. Then, we can apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence to imply that � R^2

e^{−|x|α} e^{~ϕ(x)} dx = 1.

By defining ϕ(r) := ~ϕ(r) − n log r for every r > 0 and using (5.10), we obtain − Δϕ(x) = −β|x|^ne^{−|x|α} e^{ϕ(x)}, for every x ∈ R^2 , � R^2

|x|^ne^{−|x|α} e^{ϕ(x)} dx = 1.

Then, by Corollary 1.2, n > −^β_{4π} − 2 which is a contradiction. Now, if lim sup k→∞ ~ϕ_k(1) = ∞, then lim sup k→∞ ϕ_k(1) = ∞.

Since ϕ_k(r) is radially decreasing, we conclude 1 = lim sup k→∞ � R^2 |x|^{nk} e^{−|x|αk} e^{ϕk (x)} dx ≥ lim sup k→∞ e^{ϕk (1)} � R^2\D(0,1) |x|^{nk} e^{−|x|αk} dx = ∞, which again gives a contradiction. In conclusion, lim_{k→∞} ~ϕ_k(1) = −∞, (5.14) or equivalently, by (5.9), we have lim_{k→∞} ϕ_k = −∞, uniformly on the compact subsets of R^2 \ 0. Since ϕ_k is radially decreasing, we conclude |x|^{nk} e^{−|x|αk} e^{ϕk(x)} → δ_0, (5.15) in the sense of measures. Finally, if lim inf_{k→∞} ϕ_k(0) < ∞, then � D |x|^{nk} e^{−|x|αk} e^{ϕk(x)} dx ≤ C_0e^{ϕk (0)} � D |x|^{nk} e^{−|x|αk} dx, for every disk D. However, � D |x|^{nk} e^{−|x|αk} e^{ϕk (x)} dx becomes small uniformly as D shrinks to the origin. This is a contradiction with (5.15). Therefore, lim_{k→∞} ϕ_k(0) = ∞, which completes the proof. □ There exists also an interest in considering the mean field equation on the sphere, which is known as the spherical Onsager equation. We refer to [CK94, Lin00, PD93] for motivations and partial results in this direction. Let n ≥ 0, β > 0, l < 0, γ ≥ 0. If there exists a vortex of density at the south pole (or equivalently north pole), by stereographic transformation, we derive the equation Δu + Ke^{2u} = πnδ_0, in R^2 in the sense of distributions, where

K(x) = (1 + |x|^2)^le^{2γ1+|x|2} , x ∈ R^2 , and 1 2π � R^2 Ke^{2u} = β. Now, define ψ(x) := 2u(x) − log(2πβ) − n log |x|, x ∈ R^2 .

Then, ψ satisfies − Δψ(x) = 4πβ |x|^nK(x)e^{ψ(x)}, x ∈ R^2 , � R^2

|x|^nK(x)e^{ψ(x)} dx = 1.

(5.16)

Now, by Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.4, we have Corollary 5.7. There exists a unique radially symmetric solution ψ ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) to equation (5.16) if n + 2 + 2l < β < n + 2.

Remark 5.1. Regarding the necessity of the condition on β, we have the following. Since K is radially decreasing, by Corollary 1.2, we must have β < n + 2 if ψ ∈ C^∞(R^2 ) is a solutions to (5.16), which satisfies

lim_{x→∞} ψ(x) log |x| = −2β. Note that, by the condition � R^2 |x|

nK(x)e^{ψ(x)} dx = 1, we have 2β ≥ n+2+2l. Now, assume that 2β > n + 2 + 2l. Then, by (1.14), we get β − 2 − n = � R^2

|x|^ne^{ψ(x)}x · ∇K(x) dx

= 2l � R^2

|x|^{n+2}(1 + |x|^2)^{l−1}e^{2γ1+|x|2} K(x)e^{ψ(x)} dx

− 4γ � R^2

|x|^{n+2}(1 + |x|^2)^{l−2}e^{2γ1+|x|2} K(x)e^{ψ(x)} dx

= 2l + � R^2

|x|^n(−2l(1 + |x|^2) − 4γ|x|^2)(1 + |x|^2)^{l−2}e^{2γ1+|x|2} K(x)e^{ψ(x)} dx.

Hence, for γ ≤ −^l_2 , we obtain β > n + 2 + 2l. For the cases of γ > −^l_2 , 2β > n+2+2l and 2β = n+2+2l, we do not know if the condition β > n + 2 + 2l is necessary for the existence.

5.4. Quantum mechanics. In Quantum mechanics, the 2 dimensional trapped particles may have exotic statistical behavior which is neither symmetric like bosons nor antisymmetric like fermions; see [LM77, GMS80, GMS81, W82a, W82b, L24]. These quasiparticles are called anyons and have been detected in experiments; see [Betall20, NLGM20]. The proposed effective model for a large number of anyons whose statistical behavior is close to bosons and their exchanges commute with each other, named almost bosonic abelian anyons, is the Chern-Simons-Schrödinger-Ginzburg-Landau model, which relies on the minimizers of the energy functional E_{β,γ,B,V} [u] = � R^2 | | | ( ∇ + i ( βA[|u|^2] + Bx^⊥ 2 )) u | | | 2 − γ � R^2

|u|^4 + � R^2 V |u|^2, over u ∈ H^1(R^2 ; C ) with the constraints that � R^2 |u| 2 = 1, � R^2 |V | |u| 2 < ∞, where we assume V ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^2 ), B, γ ∈ R, and

A[|u|^2](x) = � R^2

(x − y)^⊥ |x − y|^2

|u|^2(y) dy,

for every x ∈ R^2 . Here, we use the notation x^⊥ := (−x_2, x_1) for x = (x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 . To explain each parameter, V is the external potential often V (x) = |x|^2 in the experiments, B is the external magnetic field, γ is the strength of attraction, where γ < 0 for repulsive case and γ > 0 for the attractive case, and β is the total flux of the exchange factor of particles, which determines the exchange statistics of the particles. This model is used in the effective field theory of anyons and the fractional quantum hall effect; see [ALN24, Dun95, Dun99, EHI91, EHI91(2), HY98, HZ09, IL92, JW90, JP92, CLR17, CLR18, RS20, Z92, T08, ZHK89]. Now, the ground states (the minimizes) u of the functional E_{β,γ,B,V} gives the collective probability density |u|^2 of a large number of anyons with the statistical parameter close to the bosons. To approximate the ground states, we consider V = 0 and, since E_{β,γ,B,V} [u] = E_{−β,γ,−B,V} [u], it is sufficient to focus only on the case of B ≥ 0. We call the minimizers the nonlinear Landau levels of the energy functional. The case B = 0 has been studied in detail in [ALN24]. We mention briefly that for γ = 2πβ and V = 0, there exists a minimizer to E_{β,γ,B=0} if and only if β ∈ 2N, and there is an explicit formula for all minimizers in [ALN24, Thm. 2]. Hence, we focus only on B > 0. Define the superpotential functional Φ, in the principal value sense, by

Φ[ρ](x) := � R^2

(log |x − y| − log(|y| + 1)) ρ(y) dy, for every x ∈ R^2 and ρ ∈ L^1(R^2 ). By Aharanov-Casher factorization; see [AC79] and [ALN24, Lem. 3.12], we derive that E_{β,2πβ,B,V =0}[u] − B � R^2

|u|^2 = � R^2 | | | | (∂_1 − i∂_2) ( e ( βΦ[|u|^2]+^{B|x|2}_4 ) u )| | | 2 e^{−2} ( βΦ[|u|^2]+^{B|x|2}_4 ) , for every u ∈ H^1(R^2 ; C ), where we used the notation ∇ = (∂_1, ∂_2) and

curl ( βA[|u|^2] + Bx^⊥ 2 ) = 2πβ|u|^2 + B. Hence, u is a minimizer of E_{β,2πβ,B}[u] if � R^2 |u| 2 = 1 and u(z) = f(z)e ( −βΦ[|u|^2]−^{B|z|2}_4 ) , for z ∈ C , where f is a complex analytic function. Letting ψ := −2βΦ[|u|^2], we derive that −Δψ = 4πβ|f|^2e ( −^{B|z|2}_4 ) e^ψ, and � R^2 |f|^2e ( −^{B|z|2}_4 ) e^ψ = � R^2

|u|^2 = 1.

Now, if f(z) = z^n for non-negative integer n then, setting ψ_B as ψ, we get

− Δψ_B (x) = 4πβ|x|^{2n}e ( −^{B|x|2}_2 ) e^{ψB (x)}, x ∈ R^2 , � R^2 |x|^{2n}e ( −^{B|x|2}_4 ) e^{ψB (x)} dx = 1,

(5.17)

where n is a non-negative integer. Note that, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we have u ∈ L^p(R^2 ) for every p ≥ 2. Hence, by [ALN24, Lem. 3.15], we obtain

lim_{x→∞} ψ_B (x) log |x|

= −2β. (5.18)

By Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.4, we derive the following immediate result. Corollary 5.8. If 2n > β − 2, then there exists a unique radially symmetric solution to (5.17). Moreover, it is necessary that 2n > β − 2 holds to obtain a solution to (5.17), which satisfies (5.18).

As far as the author knows, the existence for (5.17) has only been proved for β < 2; see [SY92, Thm. 2.6].

Now, it is interesting to consider the behavior of solutions as B converges to 0 and ∞, which, correspond to weak and strong external magnetic fields, respectively. Let ψ be the radially symmetric solution of (5.17) for B = 1. Then, by Theorem 1.4, we derive that

ψ_B (x) = ψ (√ B x ) + (n + 1) log(B), −2β log(|x| + 1) − C ≤ ψ(x) ≤ −2β log(|x| + 1) + C,

(5.19) for every x ∈ R^2 , where C is a constant depending on β, n. Hence, lim_{B→0} ψ_B (x) = −∞, for every x ∈ R^2 ,

and, for every bounded open subset Ω ⊂ R^2 , we have

lim_{B→0} � Ω |u_B |^2 = lim_{B→0} � Ω |x|^{2n}e ( ψ_B (x)−^{B|x|2}_2 ) dx = 0. (5.20)

This implies that the local density of nonlinear Landau levels of the Chern-Simons- Schrödinger model converges to zero as B → 0. In particular, we do not converge to the nonlinear Landau level of the Chern-Simons-Schrödinger model for B = 0, even if β ∈ 2N. On the other hand, if B → ∞, then, by (5.19), there are three cases:

(i) If n + 1 > β, then lim_{B→∞} ψ_B(x) = ∞, for every x ∈ R^2 , lim_{B→∞} |x|^{2n}e ( −^{B|x|2}_4 ) e^{ψB} = δ_0, in the sense of measures.

(ii) If n + 1 = β, then lim_{B→∞} ψ_B(x) = −2β log |x|, for every x ∈ R^2 \ 0,

lim_{B→∞} ψ_B(0) = ∞, lim_{B→∞} |x|^{2n}e ( −^{B|x|2}_4 ) e^{ψB} = δ_0, in the sense of measures.

(iii) If n + 1 < β, then lim_{B→∞} ψ_B(x) = −∞, for every x ∈ R^2 \ 0,

lim_{B→∞} ψ_B(0) = ∞, lim_{B→∞} |x|^{2n}e ( −^{B|x|2}_4 ) e^{ψB} = δ_0, in the sense of measures.

References

[AC79] Y. Aharonov and A. Casher, Ground state of a spin-1/2 charged particle in a two-dimensional magnetic field, Physical Review A 19 (1979), no. 6, 2461.

[A38] L. Ahlfor, An extension of Schwarz’s lemma. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 43 (1938), no. 3, 359–364. [A21] M. T. Anderson, The Nirenberg problem of prescribed Gauss curvature on S^2. Comment. Math. Helv.

96, 2 (2021), 215–274.

[ALN24] A. Ataei, D. Lundholm, and D. Thi. Nguyen, A generalized Liouville equation and magnetic stability, (2024), arXiv:2404.09332.

[A86] P. Aviles, Conformal complete metrics with prescribed nonnegative Gaussian curvature in R^2 . Invent.

Math. 83 (1986), no. 3, 519–544.

[Betall20] H. Bartolomei et al, Fractional statistics in anyon collisions. Science 368 (2020). 173–177. [BDM11] D. Bartolucci, F. De Marchis, A. Malchiodi, Supercritical conformal metrics on surfaces with conical singularities, Int. Math. Res. Not. (24) (2011), 5625–5643.

[BD15] D. Bartolucci and F. De Marchis, Supercritical mean field equations on convex domains and the Onsager’s statistical description of two-dimensional turbulence. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 217 (2) (2015), 525–570.

[BJLY18] D. Bartolucci, A. Jevnikar, Y. Lee, and W. Yang, Non degeneracy, Mean Field Equations and the Onsager theory of 2D turbulence, Arch. Ration. Mech. An. 230 (2018), 397–426.

[BM07] D. Bartolucci and E. Montefusco, Blow-up analysis, existence and qualitative properties of solutions for the two dimensional Emden-Fowler equation with singular potential, Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 30 (2007), 2309–2327.

[BT02] D. Bartolucci and G. Tarantello, Liouville type equations with singular data and their applications to periodic multivortices for the electroweak theory. Comm. Math. Phys. 229 (2002), 3–47.

[BT07] D. Bartolucci and G. Tarantello, Asymptotic blow-up analysis for singular Liouville type equations with applications. J. Differential Equations, 262 (2017), 3887–3931.

[BYZ24] D. Bartolucci, W. Yang, and L. Zhang, Asymptotic Analysis and Uniqueness of blow-up solutions of non-quantized singular mean field equations, (2024), arXiv:2401.12057.

[B71] M. S. Berger, Riemannian structure of prescribed Gaussian curvature for compact 2-manifolds, J.

Differential Geom. 5 (1971), 325–332.

[BM91] H. Brezis and F. Merle, Uniform estimates and blow-up behavior for solutions of −Δu = V (x)e^u in two dimensions, Communications in Partial Differential Equations 16 (1991), no. 8-9, 1223–1253.

[CLMP92] E. Caglioti, P.-L. Lions, C. Marchioro, and M. Pulvirenti, A special class of stationary flows for two-dimensional Euler equations: a statistical mechanics description. Comm. Math. Phys. 143 (1992), no. 3, 501–525.

[CLMP95] E. Caglioti, P.-L. Lions, C. Marchioro, and M. Pulvirenti, A special class of stationary flows for two-dimensional Euler equations: a statistical mechanics description. II. Comm. Math. Phys. 174 (1995), no. 2, 229–260.

[CY87] S.-Y. A. Chang and P. C. Yang, Prescribing Gaussian curvature on S^2, Acta Math. 159 (1987), 215–259.

[CY88] A. S.-Y. Chang and P. C. Yang, Conformal deformation of metrics on S^2. J. Differential Geom. 27 (1988), no. 2, 259–296.

[CK94] S. Chanillo and M. Kiessling, Rotational symmetry of solutions of some nonlinear problems in statistical mechanics and in geometry, Commun. Math. Phys. 160 (1994), no. 2, 217–238.

[CK00] S. Chanillo, M. Kiessling, Surfaces with prescribed Gauss curvature, Duke Math. J. 105 (2) (2000) 309–353.

[CD87] W. X. Chen and W. Ding, Scalar curvature on S^2, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 303 (1987) 365–382. [CL91] W. Chen and C. Li, Classification of solutions of some nonlinear elliptic equations, Duke Math. J.

63 (1991), no. 3, 615–622.

[CL93] W. Chen and C. Li, Qualitative properties of solutions to some nonlinear elliptic equations in R^2 , Duke Math. J. 71 (1993), no. 2, 427–439.

[CL95] W. Chen, C. Li, A necessary and sufficient condition for the Nirenberg problem, Comm. Pure Appl.

Math. 48 (1995) 657–667.

[CL95(2)] W. Chen, C. Li, A note on Kazdan-Warner conditions, J. Differential Geom. 41 (1995) 259–268. [CL02] C.C. Chen, C.S. Lin, Sharp estimates for solutions of multi-bubbles in compact Riemann surface.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 55 (2002), 728–771.

[CL03] C.C. Chen, C.S. Lin, Topological degree for a mean field equation on Riemann surfaces. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 56 (2003), 1667–1727.

[CL10] C.C. Chen, C.S. Lin, Mean field equation of Liouville type with singularity data: Sharper estimates, Discrete and Continuous Dynamic Systems-A, 28 (2010), 1237–1272 [CL15] C.C. Chen, C.S. Lin, Mean field equation of Liouville type with singular data: topological degree.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 68 (2015), 6, 887–947.

[CLW04] C.C. Chen, C.S. Lin, G. Wang, Concentration phenomena of two-vortex solutions in a Chern- Simons model. Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (5) 3 (2004), 2, 367397.

[CYZ20] H. Chen, D. Ye, and F. Zhou, On Gaussian curvature equation in R^2 with prescribed nonpositive curvature, Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 40 (2020), 3201–3214.

[CL97] K.-S. Cheng and C.-S. Lin, On the asymptotic behavior of solutions of the conformal Gaussian curvature equations in R^2 . Math. Ann. 308 (1997), no. 1, 119–139.

[CL98] K.-S. Cheng and C.-S. Lin, On the conformal Gaussian curvature equations in R^2 . J. Differential Equations 146 (1998), no. 1, 226–250.

[CL98(2)] K.-S. Cheng and C.-S. Lin, Compactness of conformal metrics with positive Gaussian curvature in R^2 . Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 26 (1998), no. 1, 31–45.

[CL99] K.-S. Cheng and C.-S. Lin, Conformal metrics in R^2 with prescribed Gaussian curvature with positive total curvature. Nonlinear Anal. 38 (1999), no. 6, 775–783.

[CL00] K.-S. Cheng and C.-S. Lin, Conformal metrics with prescribed nonpositive Gaussian curvature on R^2 , Calc. Var. 11 (2000) 203–231.

[CN91] K.-S. Cheng and W.-M. Ni, On the structure of the conformal Gaussian curvature equation on R^2 .

Duke Math. J. 62 (1991), no. 3, 721–737.

[CN91(2)] K.-S. Cheng and W.-M. Ni. On the structure of the conformal Gaussian curvature on R^2 . II.

Math. Ann. 290 (1991), 671–680.

[CLR17] M. Correggi, D. Lundholm, and N. Rougerie, Local density approximation for the almost-bosonic anyon gas, Analysis & PDE 10 (2017), no. 5, 1169–1200.

[CLR18] M. Correggi, D. Lundholm, and N. Rougerie, Local density approximation for almost-bosonic anyons, Mathematical Problems in Quantum Physics 117 (2018), 77.

[CIL92] M.G. Crandall, H. Ishii, and P.-L. Lions, User’s Guide to Viscosity Solutions of Second Order Partial Differential Equations, Amer. Math. Soc. Bull. 27 (1992), 1–67.

[Dun95] G. Dunne, Self-dual Chern-Simons theories, vol. 36, Springer Science & Business Media, (1995). [Dun99] G. V. Dunne, Aspects of Chern-Simons theory, Aspects topologiques de la physique en basse dimension. Topological aspects of low dimensional systems (Berlin, Heidelberg) (A. Comtet, T. Jolicœur, S. Ouvry, and F. David, eds.), Springer Berlin Heidelberg, (1999), pp. 177–263.

[E04] A. Eremenko, Metrics of positive curvature with conic singularities on the sphere. Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc. 132 (2004), no. 11, 3349–3355.

[E20] A. Eremenko, Metrics of constant positive curvature with four conic singularities on the sphere. Proc.

Am. Math. Soc. 148 (9), (2020), 3957–3965 [E21] A. Eremenko, Metrics of constant positive curvature with conic singularities. A survey.

arXiv:2103.13364, (2021).

[E10] L. C. Evans. Partial differential equations. American Mathematical Society, (2010). [ES93] G.L. Eyink, H. Spohn, Negative temperature states and large-scale, long-lived vortices in two dimensional turbulence, J. Stat. Phys. 70 (1993), no. 3–4, 87–135.

[ES78] G.L. Eyink, K.R. Sreenivasan, Onsager and the theory of hydrodynamic turbulence, Rev. Mod. Phys.

78 (2006), 833–886.

[EHI91] Z. F. Ezawa, M. Hotta, and A. Iwazaki, Breathing vortex solitons in nonrelativistic Chern-Simons gauge theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991), 411–414 [EHI91(2)] Z.F. Ezawa, M. Hotta, A. Iwazaki, Nonrelativistic Chern-Simons vortex solitons in external magnetic field, Phys. Rev. 44 (1991) 453–463.

[GT01] D. Gilbarg and N. Trüdinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, 2nd ed., Classics in Mathematics, Springer, 2001.

[G12] M. Gluck, Asymptotic behavior of blow-up solutions to a class of prescribing Gauss curvature equations.

Nonlinear Anal. 75 (2012), 5787–5796.

[GMS80] G. Goldin, R. Menikoff, and D. H. Sharp, Particle statistics from induced representations of a local current group, J. Math. Phys. 21 (1980), no. 4, 650–664.

[GMS81] G. A. Goldin, R. Menikoff, and D. H. Sharp, Representations of a local current algebra in nonsimply connected space and the Aharonov-Bohm effect, J. Math. Phys. 22 (1981), no. 8, 1664–1668.

[GMS85] G. A. Goldin, R. Menikoff, and D. H. Sharp, Comments on “General Theory for Quantum Statistics in Two Dimensions”’, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54 (1985), 603–603.

[HS93] Z. Hlousek and D. Spector, Bogomol’nyi explained, Nuclear Physics B 397 (1993), no. 1-2, 173–194. [H86] C. W. Hong, A best constant and the Gaussian curvature, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 97 (1986), 737–747. [HY98] P. A. Horváthy and J.-C. Yéra, Vortex solutions of the Liouville equation, Lett. Math. Phys. 46 (1998), no. 2, 111–120 (English).

[HZ09] P. A. Horvathy and P. Zhang, Vortices in (abelian) Chern–Simons gauge theory, Physics Reports 481 (2009), no. 5-6, 83–142.

[IL92] R. Iengo and K. Lechner, Anyon quantum mechanics and Chern-Simons theory, Physics Reports 213 (1992), no. 4, 179–269.

[JP92] R. W. Jackiw and S.-Y. Pi, Self-dual Chern-Simons solitons, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 107 (1992), no. BU-HEP-91-19, 1.

[JW90] R. Jackiw and E. J. Weinberg, Self-dual Chern-Simons vortices, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64 (1990), 2234– 2237.

[KW74] J. L. Kazdan and F. W. Warner, Curvature functions for compact 2-manifolds, Ann. Math. 99 (1974), 14–74.

[K93] M. Kiessling, Statistical mechanics of classical particles with logarithmic interactions. Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 46 (1993), no. 1, 27–56.

[KL97] M. Kiessling and J.L. Lebowitz, The micro-canonical point vortex ensemble: beyond equivalence.

Lett. Math. Phys. 42 (1997), no. 1, 43–58.

[LM77] J. M. Leinaas and J. Myrheim, On the theory of identical particles, Nuovo Cimento B Serie 37 (1977), 1–23.

[Li99] Y.Y. Li, Harnack type inequality: the method of moving planes, Comm. Math. Phys. 200 (1999), 421–444.

[Li24] M. Li, A Liouville-type theorem in conformally invariant equations. Math. Ann. 389, 3 (2024), 2499– 2517.

[LS94] Y.Y. Li and I. Shafrir, Blow-up analysis for Solutions of −Δu = V (x)e^u in dimension two, Ind.

Univ. Math. J. 43 (1994), 1255–1270.

[Lin00] C. Lin, Uniqueness of solutions to the mean field equations for the spherical Onsager vortex. Arch.

Ration. Mech. Anal. 153 (2000), no. 2, 153–176.

[Lio53] J. Liouville, Sur lequation aux differences partielles^{∂2 λ}_{∂z∂z̄} ±^λ_{2a2} = 0, Journal de mathématiques pures et appliquées 18 (1853), 71–72.

[L24] D. Lundholm, Properties of 2d anyon gas, Encyclopedia of Condensed Matter Physics (Second Edition) (T. Chakraborty, ed.), Academic Press, Oxford, second edition ed., 2024, 450–484.

[M84] R.C. McOwen, On the equation Δu + Ke^{2u} = f and prescribed negative curvature in R^2 , J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 103 (2) (1984), 365–370.

[M85] R. McOwen, Conformal metrics in R^2 with prescribed Gaussian curvature and positive total curvature.

Indiana Univ. Math. J. 34 (1985), no. 1, 97–104.

[M71] J. Moser, A sharp form of an inequality by N. Trudinger, Indiana University Mathematics Journal 20 (1971), no. 11, 1077–1092.

[NLGM20] J. Nakamura, S. Liang, G. C. Gardner, and M. J. Manfra, Direct observation of anyonic braiding statistics, Nature Phys. 16 (2020), 931–936.

[N82] W.-M. Ni, On the elliptic equation Δu + K(x)u^{n+2n−2} = 0, its generalizations and applications to geometry, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 31 (1982), 493–529.

[N82(2)] W.-M. Ni, On the elliptic equation Δu + K(x)e^{2u} = 0 and conformal metrics with prescribed Gaussian curvatures. Invent. Math. 66 (1982), no. 2, 343–352 [O49] L. Onsager, Statistical hydrodynamics, Nuovo Cimento 6(2) (1949), 279–287. [P898] E. Picard, De lequation Δu = e^u, J. Math Pures Appl. 4 (1898) 313– 316. [P905] E. Picard, De lintegration de alequation Δu = e^u sur une surface de Riemann fermee, J. reine angew.

Math. 130 (1905) 243–258.

[PD93] L. Polvani and D. Dritschel, Wave and vortex dynamics on the surface of a sphere, J. Fluid Mech.

255 (1993), 35–64 [PT01] J. Prajapat and G. Tarantello, On a class of Elliptic problems in R^2 : Symmetry and Uniqueness Results. Proc. Royal Soc. of Edimb. 131 (2001) (4), 967–985 [RS20] K. Rajaratnam and I. M. Sigal, Vortex lattice solutions of the ZHK Chern–Simons equations, Nonlinearity 33 (2020), no. 10, 5246.

[S73] D.H. Sattinger, Conformal metrics in R^2 with prescribed curvature, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 22 (1972/1973) 1–4.

[SV93] F. Schulz and V. Vera de Serio, Symmetrization with respect to a measure. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

337 (1) (1993), 195–210.

[SO90] R. A. Smith and T. M. O’Neil, Nonaxisymmetric thermal equilibria of cylindrically bounded guidingcenter plasmas or discrete vortex system, Phys. Fluids B, 2 (1990), 2961–2975.

[SY92] J. Spruck and Y. S. Yang, On multivortices in the electroweak theory II. Existence of Bogomol’nyi solutions in R^2 . Comm. Math. Phys. 144 (1992), no. 2, 215–234.

[S65] G. Stampacchia, Le problème de Dirichlet pour les équations elliptiques du second ordre à coefficients discontinus, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), Université de Grenoble. Annales de l’Institut Fourier, 15 (1965), 189–258.

[S05] M. Struwe, A flow approach to Nirenberg’s problem. Duke Math. J. 128 (2005), no. 1, 19–64. [T08] G. Tarantello, Selfdual gauge field vortices: an analytical approach, vol. 72, Springer Science & Business Media, (2008).

[T89] M. Troyanov, Metrics of constant curvature on a sphere with two conical singularities, Lecture Notes in Math. 1410, Springer, Berlin, (1989), p. 296–306.

[T91] M. Troyanov, Prescribing curvature on compact surfaces with conical singularities, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 324 (1991), 793–821.

[T67] N. S. Trudinger, On imbeddings into Orlicz spaces and some applications, Journal of Mathematics and Mechanics 17 (1967), no. 5, 473–483.

[TY04] A. Tur and V. Yanovsky, Point vortices with a rational necklace: New exact stationary solutions of the two-dimensional Euler equation, Phys. Fluids, 16 (2004), 2877–2885.

[WZ18] J. Wei and L. Zhang, Nondegeneracy of the Gauss curvature equation with negative conic singularity, Pacific J. Math. 297 (2018), no. 2, 455–475.

[WZ21] J. Wei, L. Zhang, Estimates for Liouville equation with quantized singularities, Adv. Math. 380 (2021), 107606.

[WZ22] J. Wei, L. Zhang, Vanishing estimates for Liouville equation with quantized singularities, Proc.

Lond. Math. Soc. 3 (2022), 1–26 [WZ24] J. Wei, L. Zhang, Laplacian Vanishing Theorem for Quantized Singular Liouville Equation. J. Eur.

Math. Soc. (2024).

[W82a] F. Wilczek, Magnetic flux, angular momentum, and statistics, Physical Review Letters 48 (1982), 1144.

[W82b] F. Wilczek, Quantum mechanics of fractional-spin particles, Physical Review Letters 49 (1982), 957–959.

[W92] G. Wolansky, On steady distributions of self-attracting clusters under friction and fluctuations, Arch.

Rational Mech. An. 119 (1992), 355–391.

[Wu24] L. Wu, Simple blow-up solutions of singular Liouville equations, Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society 152 (2024), no. 01, 345–356.

[WuZ24] D. Wu and X. Zhang, Prescribing Chern scalar curvatures on noncompact manifolds. J. Differential Equations. 387 (2024), 448–470.

[XY93] X. Xu and P. C. Yang, Remarks on prescribing Gauss curvature. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 336 (1993), no. 2, 831–840.

[Z92] S. C. Zhang, The Chern-Simons-Landau-Ginzburg Theory of the Fractional Quantum Hall Effect, Int.

J. Mod. Phys. B 6 (1992) 25.

[Z06] L. Zhang, Blow-up solutions of some nonlinear elliptic equations involving exponential nonlinearities, Comm. Math. Phys, 268 (2006), 105–133.

[Z09] L. Zhang, Asymptotic behavior of blowup solutions for elliptic equations with exponential nonlinearity and singular data. Commun. Contemp. Math. 11 (2009), no. 3, 395–411.

[ZHK89] S. C. Zhang, T. H. Hansson, and S. Kivelson, Effective-Field-Theory Model for the Fractional Quantum Hall Effect, Physical Review Letters 62 (1989), 82–85.

Alireza Ataei, Department of Mathematics, Uppsala University, Box 480, SE-751 06, Uppsala, Sweden

Email address: alireza.ataei@math.uu.se