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Abstract

For m > 1 we prove an existence result for the equation

2mu
e
—Ag)™ A= A—7F——
(=Ag)"u+ fM i
on a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension 2m for certain values

of \.

1 Introduction and statement of the main result

Let T? ~ 8! x 8! be the 2-dimensional flat torus of volume one. Motivated
by the study of vortices in the Chern-Simons Gauge theory, M. Struwe and G.
Tarantello [I7] showed that for A €]4m,27?[, the following equation admits a
non-trivial solutior[l
e2u 9
—Aut+A=A7—5— onT". (1)
fTZ e2udy

In this paper we generalize this result by considering an arbitrary closed
Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension 2m, and studying the equation

e2mu

fM e?mud‘ug

where A, is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. The main theorem we shall prove
is the following.

(—Ay)Mu+ A=A on M, (2)

Theorem 1 Let Ay = A (M) be the smallest eigenvalue of (—Ay)™ and Ay =
(2m — 1)!vol(S?™). Assume that A1/ vol(M) < Ai/(2m). Then for every \ €

JA1/ vol(M), A1 /(2m)], A & v(ﬁ%ﬁ), @) has a non-constant solution.

*The first author was partially supported by the ETH Research Grant no. ETH-02 08-2
and by the Italian FIRB Ideas “Analysis and Beyond”.

LActually [I7] deals with the equation —Au + \ = )\f;i:udz, but upon defining @ := 2u,
T

X = 2 one can pass from one equation to the other.
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It is easy to see that in the case when M = T?™ is the flat torus of dimension
2m, one has Ay /vol(M) < A1/(2m) for every m > 1, hence the theorem applies.

Notice that given a solution u to (2)), u+ « is also a solution for any constant
a € R, hence it is not restrictive to assume that fM udpg = 0. Moreover, by a
simple scaling argument we can assume that vol(M) = 1.

Equation (2]) is a model for the intensively studied problems of existence and
compactness properties of elliptic equations of order 4 and higher with critical
non-linearity. In fact, other than the result of Theorem []itself, also the proof is
interesting, as it rests on some recent compactness results for equations arising
in conformal geometry. For this reason we shall now briefly describe its strategy,
which is inspired to [I7].

Let us consider the space

E .= {u e H™(M): / udpiy = 0},
M

with the norm )

m 3

fuli= ([ 1aF upan, )

M
K Bl

where AZwu := V4Ay? w if k is odd. Then weak solutions of (2] are critical

points of the functional

1 m A
I(u) = 3 /M |AG uldpg — 2 log (/M e2m“dug)

on F. By the Adams-Moser-Trudinger inequality (see [I] and Fontana [§]), we
have )
sup / "M gy < oo, ()
ueE JM
where A; = (2m — 1)!vol(S§%™) is the total Q-curvature of the round sphere of
dimension 2m, see e.g. [12]. Then writing 2mu < mAlﬁ + Aﬂ1||u||2, we find

B = (5 - 53 ) Il - ¢ ()

Therefore I, is bounded from below and coercive on E for A < Aj.

We shall see (Lemma [2) that v = 0, which is a trivial solution to (@), is a
strict local minimum of I if A < A1/2m. Moreover for A > A; there always
exists a function v € E such that Iy(u) < I5(0) = 0 (Lemma [3). This suggests
that a mountain-pass technique might be used. In fact, as in [I7], one can use
a technique of M. Struwe [I6] to construct a converging Palais-Smale sequence
for the functional Iy for almost all A €]A1, A\1/2m)|[.

In order to pass from the existence for almost every A €]A1, A1/2m] to the
existence for all A €]A1, A1/2m[\A1N, we need a compactness argument. Given
Ag for which a non-trivial solution uy exists, and assuming that A\ — A, can we
say that u, converges (up to a subsequence) in a good norm (C? for instanceg)?

In dimension 2 this question was addressed by Brezis-Merle [3] and Li-Shafrir
[9); their result implies that if the sequence (uy) is not precompact, then Ay —

2By elliptic estimates, convergence in C° implies convergence in C¥ for every k > 0.



NA; for some N € N, contrary to our assumption on A. As shown in [2], things
are more subtle in higher dimension, and we cannot work locally as in [17].
Instead, we can rely on a recent result by the first author [13] specific for closed
manifolds (see also [7], [11] and [I5]) to obtain compactness for the sequence
(ug), unless A\, — NA; for some N € N.

Roughly speaking, the geometric constant A; enters our problems as fol-
lows: if the sequence (uy) is not precompact, then up to a subsequence, wuy
concentrates at finitely many points. A blow-up argument at such points shows
that the concentration profile is precisely that of a round sphere with total
Q-curvature Aq.

Related to the work of Struwe and Tarantello, several other results have
been proven about the existence theory for (). For instance Ding, Jost, Li

and Wang proved existence for the mean-field equation —Au = )\e% on an
er dx

annulus 2, with boundary datum u = 0 on 99 for A € (47, 87). Z. Djadli [6]
proved the existence of solutions to (1)) for every A € R\4xN. F. De Marchis [4]
proved the existence of at least 2 non-trivial solutions when \ € (4, 47?), also
in the case of a torus with nonflat metric. We refer to this last work for a more
comprehensive survey of 2-dimensional results.

These and other works usually rest on topological arguments, sometimes
much more subtle than a mountain-pass principle. But a common feature is the
presence of a compactness argument, which is the reason why the values A € 47N
cannot be treated. It is reasonable to believe that using the compactness result
from [13] as we did here, also these more general works can be generalized to
higher dimensional manifolds and to more general semilinear equations with
asymptotically exponential non-linearity. Also in this sense our Theorem [I] can
be seen as a model situation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section ] we show that for A €
JA1, A1/2m][ the constant function v = 0 is a strict local minimum of I, and
that I, is unbounded from below. In Section [3] we prove the existence of a
non-trivial solution to (2) for almost every A €]A;, A1/2m[. In Section [ we
complete the proof of Theorem [l Finally, in Section [B] we show that, similarly
to the 2-dimensional case, for A > 0 small enough the only solution to () is
u=0.

In the following, the letter C' denotes a generic positive constant, which may
change from line to line and even within the same line.
2 Two fundamental lemmas

We now show that for A €]A1, \1/(2m)[ the functional I is unbounded from
below on E and 0 is a strict local minimum for Iy.

Recall that there exists an optimal constant Cy > 0 such that for all v € E

there holds
/ v2dpg < Co/ |Vol2dpg.
M M

In fact Cp is the inverse of the smallest eigenvalue of —A,.



Lemma 2 Let \ < )‘12(75\14), where \y (M) = CL,,I is the smallest eigenvalue of
0

(—Ag)™. Then the function u =0 is a strict local minimum for Iy.

Proof. Since I is smooth on E, it suffices to show that I} (0) is positive definite
on E. We know that —A, is injective on E and has an L?-orthonormal basis
of eigenfunctions. Moreover, for k¥ > 0 and if v; € E is the eigenfunction
corresponding to the eigenvalue A; of —A, we have

(=) v; = (X)) vy,

hence {v;} is also an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions for (—A,)™, whose
smallest eigenvalue is therefore C§j*. Moreover

Cy" = sup / v2dpg, (5)
M

lloll=1

so that C{" is the best constant such that for v € E there holds

2mA
Y0 v,v:UQ—Qm)\/ v2d >(1— )’1}2, 6
£(0)(,0) = o] [ty > (1= 5 ) (6)
and the result of the lemma easily follows. (I

According to (@) I is bounded from below for A < A;. The following lemma
shows that this result is sharp.

Lemma 3 There is a one-parameter family of functions (uy)es>0 C ENC® (M)
such that for every A > 0

[usll = (2A1 +o(1))logo, (7)
I(us) = (A1 —=X+o0(1))logo (8)

with error o(1) = 0 as ¢ — co. In particular, if X > Ay then I is not bounded
from below.

Proof. We divide the proof into steps.

Step 1: Construction of us and proof of ([@). Let ¢ € C°(B1) be a radially
symmetric function such that 0 < ¢ <1 on By, ¢ =1 on By/y and ¢ =0 on
Bl\Bl/Q. Set

20

v (7) := p(z) log (W

) + (1 —¢(x))log (142r—002)’ x € By,

so that v, € C°°(By) and, since 7 — log(20/(1+02r?)) is decreasing and ¢ > 0,
there holds

10g< 20 )gvg(x)§10g<27a>, z€B. (9)

1+ 02 1+ 02|z)?

Set we(r) := log(#) and (with an abuse of notation) write p(z) = ¢(r),
with r := |z|, so that

Vo (1) = p(r)wy (r) + (1 = ¢(r))wy (1).



For two radial functions f(r), g(r) we have

A(fg) = fAg+gAf+2f'g, V(fg)=fVg+gV/, (10)

and
2m

|jj—|f’<|w|>,

hence, up to identifying V f(z) with f’(|z|), we may repeatedly use (I0) to get

A=+ 2y i) =

0 (wo — wo ()05

rt

A%vy, =A% we+ Y Cirem

jt+k+l=m
Ji:£>0, k>1

; (11)

for some dimensional constants Cjrem. Observe that 8fgp is supported in B; /2\
By 4 for k> 1, and ||0%¢|| L~ < C(k) for every k > 0. We now claim that

) . 1 1
107.(wo (r) —we (1)) = O(r™7) forj=0, ; <r<g, (12)
aso%oo.Indeedforj:Oandigrgéwehave
20 1+ o2
o — 01 = 0'_1 SCl _01,
e w0 = o 1o (272 )| < o (5,75 | = 0
as 0 — 00, and for j =1
0y (w0 — wo(1)] = || = | —227 | —0G~1) as o — oo
e 7 e 14 02r2| '

For j > 2, observe that dJw, = UJS ((M)) for some polynomials P; and Q;. In

fact we have

4 Plor)  Por)Q;(or) — Q4(or)Py(or)  Pyi(ov)

=g =

dr Q;(ov) Q3 (or) Qjsa(or)
Then clearly
P (o) C'| Pj(or)
Qrator)| = 7 Qytom)| 77

and (I2) follows by induction.
Since in the sum in () there is no term with more than m — 1 derivatives
of w,, and by the bounds on ¢, we then have for o large

01 (we — wy(1))]?
/Bmwg pATw,Pdr < C Y /B | r%(md:c

0<j+e<m+17 B1/2\B1/a

<C E / 272t gy
0<j+e<m+1" B1/2\Bi/a

1

§C/27’dr:C.

1



Also 07 ™ A% w, is the quotient of two polynomials in or. In fact
’ "™ 4 plor)
A2 w,| =2"(m —1)! , 14
A%, = 27 (m = 110" Tl E T (14)

where degp < m — 1. Then (I3), (I4) and the change of variable s =1+ o

yield

Am .dm—1

1
m m (o T
/B |AZ v, |2de = wapm—1(2 (m—l)!)Q/O Wdr—i—O(l)

1402 [ 1)2m—1 15
= 2/\1/ %ds—i—O(l) ( )
1

=2A1logo 4+ O(1),

with error |O(1)] < C as 0 — o
Fix now p € M and take « > 0 smaller than the injectivity radius of (M, g)
Consider the map f, : By — M given by f,(x) := exp,(ar), where exp,, is the

exponential map at p. Then we define
{ vy o fil on K, := fo(B1)

Vo, += log 1_?_‘22 on M\ K,,
and
Us, = Vo, —/ Ug,adpg € I.
M

We also consider the metric hy, := a~2f%g on B;. We claim that

[ 188 wnalzdny = [ 187 oo £ Edny = [ 187 volf .
M Ko By

The first identity in (I0) is clear. In order to prove the second one, consider

(16)

first the case when m is even. Then, writing

hasij = ha (aiz 6?03) :0729(835“89&

det(hq,ij) = o~ \/det(gij) =: of2m\/§,

and using the summation convention, we compute

/K (AF (v 0 £21) dpy

~f Gt am)
0
* Qi

A (G () R

:/ (Aivg)2duha.
B

This proves ([I6) for m even. When m is odd the argument is similar, addition-

s 0oy _, ooz,

vy o it (z))}Q\/gdx

ally using the formula

| Wutdng = [ 4@ el Ve




for any ¢ € C*°(K,). Since the metric g is smooth, we have that h, — |dz|?
as a — 0 in C*(By) for every ¢, where |dz|?> denotes the Euclidean metric. In
particular, using (I3]), we see that there exists a function € = e(«) defined for
a small with lim,_,o+ () = 0 such that

(1 —e(a))2A1logo —C < / |Ah%ava|;2mduha < (1+e(a))2Ailogo + C. (17)
B1

For each o > 1 choose a = (o) such that

lim a(c) =0, lim ca(o) = oco. (18)

g—r00 T —00

Then setting uy := Uy o(o) and taking into account (I8)), (I7) and (I8), we infer
@.

Step 2: Proof of (8). It remains to estimate

1 mu 1 mo ~
%bg </M e? "dug) = %log (/M e? "’“dug) - /M Vo,alptg =1 1 —11.

We claim that

I = loga+0(1), (19)
IT = —(1+o0(1))logo, (20)

with errors |O(1)] < C and o(1) — 0 as 0 — oco. As for (20) we have

20
I = o f-1d 1 — \du, = [T +1
/K v 0 fa ung/\ Og<1+02) Ho B

Since vol(M\K,) — 1 as ¢ — 0o, we have
IV = —(14 0o(1)) log o,
with error o(1) — 0 as ¢ — oo. Defining ho, /g and /h, as above, with

o = a(o), using that ha(y) — |dz|? as ¢ — oo in C*(By) for every £ > 0, (@)
and (X)), we also get

11 = / Vor/gdr = a2m/ VoV hadr = o®™ (1 + 0(1))/ vodz
By B, B
=a* (1 +0(1))(~1logo) = o(1) log o,

with error o(1) — 0 as 0 — oco. Therefore ([20)) is proved.
We shall now prove ([I3). We have

} 2% 2m ~
A ::/ e?m’lja,adu :/ <—> dﬂ +/ e?mva,adﬂ = Al +A2.
o g M\KQ 1 + 0.2 g K g

o

We clearly have A; — 0 as 0 — oo, and

Ay = a2m/ eQmU"duhQ = a2m(1 + 0(1))/ e2MVe dy.
B, By



Therefore
1 1 )
I=—logA=1loga+ —log e“™dx | 4 o(1),
2m 2m B

with error o(1) — 0 as 0 — oo and we complete the proof of ([I9) by showing

that .
— §/ e dy < C. (21)
C B

Observe that for |z| < 1 we have

1 20 n (2)1 20
og | —— z)log | ————
XBi\By 208 | 9 o2 ) TXBs &\1 + o2|x|?

< vy () < log (27”)

1+ o0?|z)?

2% 2m - 2% 2m
Bya \1+0?z] B B, \1+0?|z|

Now (ZI)) follows observing that for any fixed R > 0 one has

[ () = [ () w=coo)
€T = = o )
5 \1+ 02|22 s 1+ YT

with error o(1) — 0 as o — oo, where Cy = [go.. (2/(1 + |y|2))2mdy < 0.
Together with Step 1, we have shown that

hence

I(uy) = (A1 — A+ 0(1))logo — Alog(a), as o — 0.

Observing that (I8) implies loga = o(1)logo as ¢ — oo, we infer (g). O

3 [Existence for almost every A\ €|Ay, \;/2m]

Fix A €]A1, M\ /2m[. By Lemma [3 there exists ¢ = o(\) > 0 such that for
Uy := Uy We have
I(up) <0 and |ugl > 1.

Consider the set of paths
P = {y € C°([0,1]; E) : 7(0) = 0,%(1) = uo,y(t) € C*(M) for 0 <t <1},
which is clearly non-empty since ug € ENC*(M), and for p €], A1 /2m] set

eu = inf, max 1u(7(t)).

Since by Jensen’s inequality 1og(fM e?™udy,) > 0, the function p ¢, is non-
increasing, hence differentiable for almost every u €]A, A;/2m[. Then we will
show that for any p such that ¢, := dc,,/du exists, the functional I, admits a
converging Palais-Smale sequence at level c,.



Lemma 4 1. For any u,v € E, u > 0 there holds
1
Iu(u+v) < Tu(u) + (1, (u), v) + 5 [lv])%,

where J
(I,(u),v) := EI#(qutv) —

2. For any Cy > 0 there exists a constant Cy such that for any w,v € R there

holds R
11, (w) = I,(w)|| < Cilp —vl,

uniformly in v € E with |lu||* < Cy, where

17, ()| »= sup (I (u),v).

vl <1

Proof. 1. We have

T+ ) = Tu(w) = (T, (), ) — o

2m(u+v)d 2muv g 1 pt
= log (fM ¢ ,ug> + MfM ve P _ ,L/ / 1" (s)dsdt,
2m Jo Jo

om fM e2mudﬂg fM e2mudﬂg
where f(s) = log ( f,, €¥™ sV dp,/ [,, €™ dp,). By Holder’s inequality
f”(S) _ |:4m2 / v2e2m(u+sv)dﬂg/ e?m(qusv)dMg
M M

2 -2
_ (Qm/ ,Ue2m(u+sv)d'ug) :| > ( / e2m(u+sv)d’ug)
M M

> 0.

2. Take u,v € E with |lv|| < 1. Recalling that [;, e*™* > 1 and using (@), we
get

fM ,Ue2mudﬂg
fM e?mud‘ug

2
|MV|</ e4mud,ug/ v2dﬂg)
M M
Cg|u—1/|(/ e4m“d,ug) .
M

Applying Fontana’s inequality (B) together with 4mu < mAlﬁ + i—THuHQ,
and recalling that |ul| < Cy we find

(L (w),v) = (I (u),v) = (v—p)

IN

IN

% mA _u? 2
(/ e4m“dug) < C(/ e 1|“|2dﬂg) <C,
M M

and we conclude.



Lemma 5 Fiz p €]A, A1/(2m)[ such that the derivative c), exists. Then there
exists a sequence (u,) C ENC>®(M) such that |u,||?* < C, I,,(un) — ¢, and
I;L(un) — 0.

Proof. Suppose that the lemma is false. Then for each Cy > 0 there exists
§(Co) > 0 for which |Jul|*> < Co and |I,,(u) — ¢,| < 28 imply ||I],(u)[| > 20. We
set a 1= *CL +3 > 3, we consider a decreasing sequence pi, — ¢ and a sequence
of paths =, € P such that

Qax L (ym(t)) < e+ (4n — p1)- (22)

Take v,, = ¥, (t5) such that
Ly, (vn) 2 = 2(pn — ). (23)
Then for n sufficiently large

Cup — 2(Mn - M) < Iﬁbn (Un) < Ip(vn)

L, (1)) < = ).
max p(¥n (1) < cp+ (pn — 1)

e — oy — 1)

<
p (24)

In particular

Lu(on) = L, (0n) < et (pn = 1) = (€ = alpn = 1)) = (@ + 1) (i — p),

so that 7 7 1
#(Un) — Ay (vn) =—log </ e2m”"d‘ug> <a+l.
fin — b 2m M

This and ([22)) yield

Jonl =21, 00) + tog ([ oy ) <oty (9

By assumption we can now choose 6 = §(Cy) so that for n sufficiently large if
|1 (vn) — cu| < 26, then [|I],(vy)]| > 26. By Lemma [l we get
/ / _ / 2 / / /
(L (0n), I (0n)) = ([T (o) |7 = (L (0n) = I3, (), Ly (vn))

1 1
> S I a)ll* = I (vn) = I, (va) I
1 - (26)
> 211 (o) = Gl — puu?
1
> 715wl = 0%,

for n sufficiently large. Now choose ¢ € C*°(R) such that 0 < p < 1with p =1
on [—1,00) and ¢ =0 on (—o0,—2|. For n € N and u € E set

I, (u)—c
on(u) :50< E #>-
Hn — 1
With v, € P and v, = 7,(t,) as above we set

I (vn(t))

An(t) = o (t) — Vim — 1t wn(%(t))m

€ ENC™®(M),

10



and ¥, = 4, (tn). Then we get from Lemma [ and (26)

N R R v )

P — 1 Pn(Un 1
< (0] - —V,< (8 (00), 1, (00)) + 2 (1 — )23 0)
127, (o) 2
1
< dyun (0n) = 3V = 1 n(0n) |1 (va) | + 5 ( — )7, (vn)
)
< I ( Z VI (pn(’un < I ('Un);
(27)
for n large enough. Now we claim that for n large enough
Cu, < max I, (Fn(t)) = max 1., (An(2)). (28)

0<t<1 {tel0.1]: 1y, (vn () 2pup, — (M —p) }

The inequality is clear. As for the identity, observe that if ¢ € [0, 1] is such that

L (Y (8)) < €y = 2(pim — p1), then 7y, () = 7 (t), hence

Li (3 () = L, (Y (1)) < -
If ¢ € [0,1] is such that

L (W (1)) €len, — 2(pn — 1),y — (b — 1),
then (23)) holds for v,, = v, () and we can apply @27) with v,, = 4,,(¢) and infer

L (G (8)) < Ly, (Y () < -

Then (28)) is proven and, since for ¢ such that I, (vn(t)) > cpu, — (0 — p) we
have that @21) holds for v, = v, (t) and 0,, = 3, (t) with ©(7,(t)) = 1, recalling
22) and (24)), we infer

c < max I, (An(t
Hr T €0,y (10 () g — (i —p)} pn (1))

< max T, (u(0) ~ Vi =8 < g LOn(t) — Vi =7

0<t<1 0<t<1
5
< Cu+(un*u)*zx/unfuécun+(a*1)(un*u)*z fn —
< Cup,»

for n large enough, contradiction. (I

Lemma 6 If i — c, is differentiable at ;v then c, is a critical value of I,,.

Proof. By Lemma [l there exists a bounded sequence (u,) in E such that
I (up) — 0 and I,(u,) — c,. We may assume that u, converges weakly in
FE and almost everywhere to a function u. Moreover we can use Fontana’s
inequality together with the inequality 8mu < mAlﬁ + 11‘3—1"||u||2 as in the
proof of Lemma [ to show that e?™%» and e?™* are uniformly bounded in L*.
Observing that by dominated convergence one has for N > 0

min{e?"“" N} — min{e*™*, N} in L*(M,du,)

11



as n — oo and that

1
sup || min{e*™"", N} — *™""[|7, < — sup [[€*"*"||7a = 0 as N — o,
neN N2 nen

we infer that e2™¥n — 2™ in 2. Then we have
o(1) = (I}, (un), un — u) = [Jun — ul* + o(1),

with error o(1) — 0 as n — oo. This proves that u, — u in E, hence u is a
critical point of I, with I,,(u) = ¢,. O

4 Compactness and proof of Theorem [1I

The following theorem follows from [13, Thm. 2], compare also [3], [9], [7], [11]
and [I14].

Theorem 7 Let ui, € C*°(M) be a sequence of solutions to

eQWUk

AU e = A
(=Ag) M ur + Ay T mdpy

(29)

where N\, — X\ are positive real numbers. Then one of the following is true:
(i) Up to a subsequence uy — ug in C*™~Y(M) for some ug € C*°(M).

(i) Up to a subsequence, limy_,oc maxys u = 0o and there is a positive integer
N such that
lim Ay = NA;. (30)
k—o0

Proof. In [13] the equation
P2 1 Q, = Qe

is treated, where P?™ is the Paneitz (or GJMS) operator of the Riemannian
manifold (M, g), Q4 € C°°(M) (it is the Q-curvature of (M, g)) and Qr — Qo
in CY(M) is a given sequence. Under these assumptions it is proven that up to
a subsequence either

(i) ur — ug in C?m~1(M) for some ug € C*°(M), or

(ii) limg— 0o maxys ug, = oo and there is a positive integer N such that

lim [ Qe du, = NA;. (31)

k—oo Jar

But in fact the proof of [I3] applies to more general equations of the form
Lgug + fr = hpe®™", (32)

where

12



1. L, is any differential operator of the form Ly = (—A,)™ + A, where Ay,
is a differential operator of order 2m — 1 at most and whose coefficients
converge in C*;

2. fr = foin C' and hy, — ho in C1,

see e.g. [7]. In this case the conclusion is that if (ug) is not precompact in
C?™=1(M), then up to a subsequence

k—o0

lim [ hge*™ " dp, = NA, (33)
M

for some N € N.
Solutions to ([29]) are also solutions to B2)) with fr = A\ — A and

Ak

hy = +———
k J"M e?muk d,LLg

— hg =const >0 as k — oo,

up to a subsequence. If the sequence (uy) is not precompact in C*™~1(M), then

33) implies (30) at once. O

Proof of Theorem [l (completed). For A €]A1,A1/2m[, A € AN, consider a
sequence \p < A with A\ — X such that for every k > 0 there is a solution
up € F to 29) with Iy, (ur) = cy,. That such a sequence (\g,uy) exists was
shown in Lemma [6l Moreover Lemma [2] implies that ¢y > 0. Theorem [7] then
implies that (up to a subsequence) uy — uy in C*™~1(M), hence smoothly, for
some function uy € C°°(M), which also satisfies [2)). Moreover, since ¢y, > ca,
we have
Iy(uy) = lim Iy, (ug) > ¢y >0,
k—o0

hence showing that uy # 0, as wanted. O

5 Non-existence for small )\

We also have a non-existence result for A small enough, analogous to [I7, Thm.
5.10].

Theorem 8 There exists a constant Ag > 0 such that for X € [0, Ag[, u =10 is
the only solution to @) in E.

Proof. The Green function for (—A,)™ is of the form

2 1 1 + (2, y)
= 0g —F/—= z,Y),
Al gdg(x7y> 7 Y

where v is smooth on M x M. If u € E solves (2]), then
Jur € Gydpg
fM e2mudﬂg

< Al + ox Jarlog (dg(z,z)) e2mul®) dy, ()
< Allze + 3 [ amidn, :

Gy(z)

u(y) = /M(—Ag)muGydug =
(34)
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We now use the inequality ab < e® + b(logb — 1) which holds for b € R,a € RT,
and which follows from the identity

sup{ab — e*} = b(logb — 1),
a€R

choosing a = —log(d,(y,-)), b = €>™*, hence getting

1 1
lOg ( ) eQmu < 4 2mue2mu _ eQmu,
dg(yv ) dg(yv )

and recalling that by the Jensen inequality | M e2mudy > 1, we infer

1 mau
fM log (dg(y,‘)) ey - C 2m fM e udpg
[y €2medpy ~2m—1 Sy €2mudpy

We now use [2)) and notice that the above right-hand side does not depend on
y to show

eQmuud 2)\20
||u||2 — )\M S )\supu S
fIV[ e mudug M A1(2m —

4m
< OX? + 5l
1

d4mA
= T )2

Then for A < éx—nll we obtain

CAN?
2 < 7 < )\2
fulP < g < 0N

and ([B5) gives sup,, |u| < CX for A > 0 small enough. Therefore |e?™* — 1| <
e“*u and, recalling that fM udpg = 0, we get

Juf2 = AJar(E — Duduy
fM eQmudug

For A > 0 small enough this implies ||u|| = 0, hence u = 0, and this concludes
the proof. (I

< Ae|ullZz < CXJlul?.
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