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Abstract

Let Σ be a closed Riemann surface, h a positive smooth function on Σ, ρ and α real numbers. In this paper, we study

a generalized mean field equation

−∆u = ρ















heu

∫

Σ
heu
−

1

Area (Σ)















+ α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)

,

where∆ denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator. We first derive a uniform bound for solutions when ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k+1)π)

for some non-negative integer number k ∈ N and α < Spec (−∆) \ {0}. Then we obtain existence results for α < λ1 (Σ)

by using the Leray-Schauder degree theory and the minimax method, where λ1 (Σ) is the first positive eigenvalue for

−∆.
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1. Introduction

Let Σ be a closed Riemann surface with area one and ∆ be the Laplace-Beltrami operator. The mean field equation

is stated as follows

− ∆u = ρ















heu

∫

Σ
heu
− 1















, (1.1)

where ρ is a real number and h is a smooth function on Σ. It comes from the prescribed Gaussian curvature problem

[4, 31, 9, 10, 8, 14, 27], and also appears in various context such as the abelian Chern-Simons-Higgs models [37, 33,

36, 35, 29, 28, 6, 39, 41].

The existence of solutions of the mean field equation has been widely studied in recent decades. Recall the strong

Trudinger-Moser inequality [24, Theorem 1.7]

sup
u∈H1(Σ),

∫

Σ
|∇u|2≤1,

∫

Σ
u=0

∫

Σ

exp
(

4πu2
)

< ∞, (1.2)

which implies the Trudinger-Moser inequality

ln

?
Σ

eu ≤
1

16π

∫

Σ

|∇u|2 +

?
Σ

u + c, (1.3)
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where c is a uniform constant depends only on the geometry of Σ. Consequently, for ρ < 8π, the Trudinger-Moser

inequality (1.3) gives a minimizer to the action functional

H1 (Σ) ∋ u 7→
1

2

∫

Σ

|∇u|2 + ρ

(?
Σ

u − ln

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

heu

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

.

Many partial existence results have been obtained for noncritical cases, see for examples Struwe and Tarantello [40],

Ding, Jost, Li and Wang [21], Chen and Lin [12], Djadli [22] and the references therein. For the first critical case

ρ = 8π and h > 0, several sufficient conditions for the existence to the Nirenberg problem (i.e., ρ = 8π and the genus

is zero) were given by Moser [32], Aubin [1], Chang and Yang [9, 10], Ji [30] and others; a sufficient condition for the

minimizing solution to the mean field equation on a closed Riemann surface Σ with positive genus was given by Ding,

Jost, Li and Wang [20]; it was also independently proved by Nolasco and Tarantello [34] when Σ is a flat torus. Chen

and Lin [11] obtained an existence result for general critical cases (i.e., ρ = 8kπ) which generalized Ding, Jost, Li and

Wang’s result [20]. For sign-changing potential h, we refer the reader to [18, 19, 17, 27, 13, 14] and the references

therein. For the uniqueness to (1.1) we refer the reader to Gui and Moradifam [26], Shi, Sun, Tian and Wei [38] and

others. We refer to [42] for a nice survey on the mean field equation.

Among various improvements of (1.2), it was proved by Yang [43] that for all α < λ1(Σ), the first positive

eigenvalue of the negative Laplacian −∆, there holds

sup
u∈H1(Σ),

∫

Σ
|∇u|2−α

∫

Σ
u2≤1,

∫

Σ
u=0

∫

Σ

e4πu2

< ∞. (1.4)

This leads to an analog of (1.3), namely for any α < λ1(Σ), there exists some constant c depending only on the

geometry of Σ such that for all u ∈ H1(Σ) with
∫

Σ
u = 0,

ln

∫

Σ

eu ≤
1

16π

∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

+ c. (1.5)

In view of (1.4) and (1.5), it is natural to consider the following generalized mean field equation

− ∆u = ρ















heu

∫

Σ
heu
− 1















+ α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)

, (1.6)

where h is a smooth positive function on Σ and ρ, α ∈ R. The related functional would be written as

Jρ,α(u) = Jρ,α,h(u) =
1

2ρ

∫

Σ















|∇u|2 − α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)2














+

?
Σ

u − ln

∫

Σ

heu, u ∈ H1 (Σ) . (1.7)

As an immediately consequence of (1.5), there exists a solution to (1.6) when ρ < 8π and α < λ1 (Σ). In [44], Yang

and Zhu gave a sufficient condition such that (1.6) has a solution when ρ = 8π and α < λ1 (Σ).

Our aim is to study the existence problem for (1.6) when ρ , 8kπ with k ∈ N and α < λ1 (Σ). To achieve this

goal, we begin by studying the blow-up phenomena for the generalized mean field equation (1.6). For the classical

case (i.e., α = 0), it is well known that the blow-up phenomena only occurs if the parameter ρ is a multiple of 8π.

Therefore the set of solutions is compact when ρ ∈ R \ 8πN∗. Our first main theorem in the following can be viewed

as an analogous conclusion.

Theorem 1.1. Let I, J,K be compact subsets with I ⊂ R \ 8πN∗, J ⊂
(

R \ Spec(−∆)
)

∪ {0} and

K ⊂
{

h ∈ C1,τ (Σ) : h is a positive function
}

where 0 < τ < 1. Then there exists a constant C such that

‖u‖C1,τ(Σ) ≤ C

for all solutions u to (1.6) with

ρ ∈ I, α ∈ J, h ∈ K.
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Remark 1.2. We give an example to show that the blow-up happens for 0 < ρ < 8π and α = λ1 (Σ). Let Jρ,α be

defined as in (1.7). Set αn = λ1 (Σ) − 1/n and let un be a minimizer of Jρ,αn
by the Trudinger-Moser inequality (1.5).

Then a straightforward calculation shows

lim
n→∞

Jρ,αn
(un) = inf

u∈H1(Σ)
Jρ,λ1(Σ)(u) ≤ lim

t→+∞
Jρ,λ1(Σ) (tξ) = − lim

t→+∞
ln

∫

Σ

hetξ
= −∞,

where ξ is a nonzero function which solves

−∆ξ = λ1 (Σ) ξ.

This implies that {un} must be a blow-up sequence.

According to Theorem 1.1, one can define the Leray-Schauder degree dρ,α,h for (1.6) as follows (for more details

about Leray-Schauder degree and its various properties we refer the reader to Chang [7, Chapter 3]). Let

Xτ =

{

u ∈ C2,τ (Σ) :

∫

Σ

u = 0

}

.

Clearly Xτ, equipped with the C2,τ (Σ) norm, is a Banach space. We introduce an operator Kρ,α,h : Xτ −→ Xτ by

Kρ,α,h(u) = (−∆)−1















ρ















heu

∫

Σ
heu
− 1















+ α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)















.

The standard elliptic theory implies that Kρ,α,h is a well defined compact operator. The generalized mean field equa-

tion (1.6) is equivalent to
(

1 − Kρ,α,h

)

u = 0 in Xτ. For any bounded open set B ⊂ Xτ, the Leray-Schauder degree

deg
(

1 − Kρ,α,h, B, 0
)

is well defined provided 0 <
(

1 − Kρ,α,h

)

(∂B). Let

B
Xτ

R
=

{

u ∈ Xτ : ‖u‖Xτ
< R

}

be the ball in Xτ. Due to the compactness result in Theorem 1.1, we know that for all solutions u to (1.6)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

u − ln

∫

Σ

heu

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Xτ

≤ C,

which implies that

−C + ln

∫

Σ

heu ≤ u ≤ C + ln

∫

Σ

heu.

If
>
Σ

u = 0, then we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ln

∫

Σ

heu

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C.

Consequently, the Leray-Schauder degree deg
(

1 − Kρ,α,h, B
Xτ

R
, 0

)

is well defined for R large and, in view of the homo-

topy invariance of the Leray-Schauder degree, is independent of R as R large. Thus

dρ,α ≔ lim
R→∞

deg
(

1 − Kρ,α,h, B
Xτ

R
, 0

)

is well defined and is independent of h due to the homotopy invariance. In particular, according to Chen and Lin’s

result [12, Theorem 2], we have the following

Theorem 1.3. Let (Σ, g) be a closed Riemann surface, h a positive smooth function, λ1 (Σ) the first positive eigenvalue

of the negative Laplacian, ρ and α real numbers. Then we have for ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k + 1)π) , k ∈ N and α < λ1 (Σ),

dρ,α = dρ,0 =



















(k − χ (Σ)) · · · (1 − χ (Σ))

k!
, k ∈ N∗,

1, k = 0.
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An obvious consequence of Theorem 1.3 yields an existence result. Namely,

Corollary 1.4. If χ (Σ) ≤ 0 or χ(Σ) = 2 but 0 ≤ k ≤ 1, then there exists at least
∣

∣

∣dρ,0
∣

∣

∣ solutions to (1.6) provided that

ρ ∈ R \ 8πN∗ and α < λ1 (Σ).

We also consider the remaining cases of Corollary 1.4 and give the existence result for (1.6) on arbitrary closed

Riemann surface. For this purpose, we employ a minimax scheme. This is a standard method now, which was used

by Ding, Jost, Li and Wang [21] to study the mean field equation when ρ ∈ (8π, 16π), and by Djadli [22] to solve the

mean field equation when ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k + 1)π) with k ∈ N∗. Furthermore, Djadli and Malchiodi [23] employed it to

discuss the constant Q-curvature equation; Battaglia, Jevnikar and Malchiodi [3] adopted it to study the Toda system.

Now we state our second main result as follows.

Theorem 1.5. Let (Σ, g) be a closed Riemann surface, h a positive smooth function, ρ and α real numbers. Assume

that ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k + 1)π) for some non-negative integer number k ∈ N and λ1(Σ) is the first positive eigenvalue of the

negative Laplacian. Then there exists a solution to (1.6) provided α < λ1 (Σ).

Remark 1.6. For ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k+1)π) and α < λ1 (Σ), note that dρ,α = 0 when Σ is a 2-sphere and k ≥ 2. Consequently,

there exist at least two solutions in this case.

Additionally, an analog of Theorem 1.5 reads

Remark 1.7. Let 0 = λ0 (Σ) < λ1 (Σ) < · · · be all distinct eigenvalues of −∆, Eλk(Σ) the eigenfunction space with

respect to λk (Σ), and El = Eλ0(Σ)⊕· · ·⊕Eλl(Σ). A similar argument above gives a critical point u of Jρ,α in E⊥
l

provided

ρ ∈ R \ 8πN∗ and α < λl (Σ), i.e.,

−∆

















u −

L
∑

j=0

〈

u, φ j

〉

φ j

















= ρ

















heu

∫

Σ
heu
−

L
∑

j=0

〈

heu

∫

Σ
heu

, φ j

〉

φ j

















+ α

















u −

L
∑

j=0

〈

u, φ j

〉

φ j

















,

where {φ0, . . . , φL} is an orthonormal frame of El. This complements the results of Yang and Zhu [44].

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows: firstly we study the compactness of the generalized mean

field equation and prove Theorem 1.1 in section 2; secondly we give a new proof of a Trudinger-Moser inequality (cf.

Theorem 3.1) in section 3; finally we obtain the existence result for (1.6) by using a minimax scheme and complete

the proof of Theorem 1.5 in section 4. Hereafter we do not distinguish sequence and subsequence; moreover, we often

denote various constants by the same C.

2. Compactness

In this section, we first review some facts about the blow-up analysis for the mean field equation with positive

potential, and then we prove the compactness result for generalized mean field equation.

To study the general existence of the mean field equation (1.1) when ρ ≥ 8π, we consider the blow-up analysis of

a sequence un which solves

−∆un = ρn















hneun

∫

Σ
hneun

− 1















, (2.1)

where

ρn → ρ, hn

C1(Σ)
→ h.

Up to adding a constant, we may assume

∫

Σ

hneun = 1.

4



Since ρ > 0 and h is a positive smooth function, it yields that

∫

Σ

eun ≤ C. (2.2)

Applying the Green representation formula (cf. [2, Theorem 4.13]) and the potential estimate (cf. [25, Lemma 7.12]),

we obtain

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

un −

?
Σ

un

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

W1,p(Σ)

≤ Cp ‖∆un‖L1(Σ) ≤ Cp, ∀p ∈ (1, 2).

If
{

u+n
}

is bounded in L∞ (Σ), the standard elliptic estimate gives a uniform bound for {un} in L∞ (Σ). In this case, {un}

is compact in C2 (Σ). If {un} is a blow-up sequence, i.e.,

lim sup
n→∞

max
Σ

un = +∞,

we may assume ρnhneun dµΣ converges to a nonzero Radon measure µ. The singular set S of the blow-up sequence

{un} is defined by

S = {x ∈ Σ : µ ({x}) ≥ 4π} .

It is clear that S is a finite subset. According to Brezis-Merle’s estimate ([5, Theorem 1]), for each smooth domain

Ω ⊂ Σ and each solution u to















−∆u = f , in Ω,

u = 0, in ∂Ω,

where f ∈ L1 (Σ), we have for every δ ∈ (0, 4π)

∫

Ω

exp

(

(4π − δ) |u|

‖ f ‖L1(Σ)

)

≤ Cδ,Ω.

Consequently, for every compact subset K ⊂ Σ \ S , there is a constant C = CK such that (cf. [20, Lemma 2.8])

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

un −

?
Σ

un

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L∞(K)

≤ CK ,

which implies that S is nonempty. One can check (cf. [5, Page 1242-1243]) that limn→∞

>
Σ

un = −∞. Thus µ =
∑

x∈Σ µ ({x}) δx. Moreover, the singular set can be characteristic of the blow-up set ([5, Page 1240-1241]), i.e.,

S =

{

x ∈ Σ : ∃ {xn} ⊂ Σ, lim
n→∞

xn = x, lim
n→∞

un(xn) = +∞

}

.

For x0 ∈ S , assume S ∩ BΣ
δ
(x0) = {x0}. Choose BΣ

δ
(x0) ∋ xn → x0 such that

λn ≔ un(xn) = max
BΣ
δ
(x0)

un → +∞.

Without loss of generality, assume BΣ
δ
(x0) is a Euclidean ball. Consider a rescaling

ũn(x) = un

(

xn + e−λn/2x
)

− λn, |x| ≤ eλn/2 (δ − |xn|) .

From (2.1) and (2.2), it follows that

−∆R2 ũn(x) = ρnhn

(

xn + e−λn/2x
)

eũn(x) − ρne−λn ,

5



and that
∫

BR

eũn ≤ CR.

The above argument implies that ũn converges strongly to u∞ in H2
loc

(

R
2
)

as n→ +∞, and then Chen-Li’s classification

result ([15, Theorem 1]) leads to

u∞(x) = −2 ln

(

1 +
ρh(x0)

8
|x|2

)

.

By Fatou’s Lemma, we conclude that

µ ({x0}) ≥ 8π.

Recall the following Pohozaev identity (cf. [31, formula (8.1)]):

Assume u is a solution to

−∆u = f eu − P, in B,

where f ∈ C1 (B) and P ∈ L∞ (B). Then for each r ∈ (0, 1) and every smooth function F,

∫

Br

〈

∇2F −
1

2
∆Fg,∇u ⊗ ∇u

〉

+
1

2

∫

∂Br

|∇u|2 〈∇F, ν〉 −

∫

∂Br

〈∇F,∇u〉 〈ν,∇u〉

=

∫

∂Br

f eu 〈∇F, ν〉 −

∫

Br

eu 〈∇ f ,∇F〉 −

∫

Br

f eu
∆F −

∫

Br

P 〈∇F,∇u〉 .

(2.3)

Take F = 1
2
|x|2 in (2.3) to obtain

r

2

∫

∂Br

|∇u|2 − r

∫

∂Br

〈ν,∇u〉2 = r

∫

∂Br

f eu −

∫

Br

eu 〈∇ f , x〉 − 2

∫

Br

f eu −

∫

Br

P 〈x,∇u〉 . (2.4)

Applying the Pohozaev identity (2.4) to the blow-up sequence un, we conclude that

µ ({x0}) = lim
r→0

(

r

2

∫

∂Br

〈∇G, ν〉2 −
r

4

∫

Br

|∇G|2
)

=
µ ({x0})

2

8π
,

where G is the Green function satisfying

−∆G(·, y) =
∑

x∈S

µ ({x}) δx − ρ,

∫

Σ

G(·, y) = 0.

Therefore, if S has k points then ρ = 8kπ. In other words, if ρ ∈ R \ 8πN∗, then there is a uniform constant C such that

‖un‖L∞(Σ) ≤ C.

We are in position to give a compactness result for the generalized mean field equation as below.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We consider a sequence un ∈ C2 (Σ) satisfying

−∆un = ρn (hneun − 1) + αn

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)

,

where

ρn → ρ, αn → α, hn

C1,τ(Σ)
→ h, as n→ ∞,

6



and 0 < τ < 1. It suffices to prove that

‖un‖L∞(Σ) ≤ C.

Arguing as in (2.2), one can check that
∫

Σ

eun ≤ C.

We claim the following potential estimate:
{

un −
>
Σ

un

}

is bounded in W1,p (Σ) for every p ∈ (1, 2).

In fact, for any fixed p ∈ (0, 1), applying the classical potential estimate for Laplacian, one has

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

un −

?
Σ

un

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

W1,p(Σ)

≤ C ‖∆un‖L1(Σ) ≤C















∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∆un + αn

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1(Σ)

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

un −

?
Σ

un

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1(Σ)















.

Assume for some Cn → +∞,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

un −

?
Σ

un

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

W1,p(Σ)

≥ Cn

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∆un + αn

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1(Σ)

.

Set wn =
un−
>
Σ

un

‖un−
>
Σ

un‖W1,p (Σ)

. Thus

1 = ‖wn‖W1,p(Σ) ≥ Cn ‖∆wn + αnwn‖L1(Σ) ,

∫

Σ

wn = 0.

We may assume wn converges to w weakly in W1,p (Σ) and strongly in Lp (Σ). Then

∆w + αw = 0,

∫

Σ

w = 0.

The classical potential estimate yields that

1 = ‖wn‖W1,p(Σ) ≤ C
(

‖∆wn + αnwn‖L1(Σ) + ‖wn‖L1(Σ)

)

≤ C
(

‖∆wn + αnwn‖L1(Σ) + ‖wn‖Lp(Σ)

)

.

Letting n→ ∞, one finds

1 ≤ C ‖w‖Lp(Σ) .

In particular, α is a nonzero eigenvalue of Laplacian which is a contradiction. Consequently,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

un −

?
Σ

un

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

W1,p(Σ)

≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∆un + αn

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

L1(Σ)

≤ C. (2.5)

Let fn be the solution of

−∆ fn = αn

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)

,

∫

Σ

fn = 0. (2.6)

Thanks to (2.5), a standard elliptic estimate for (2.6) implies that

‖ fn‖W3,p(Σ) ≤ C, ∀p ∈ (1, 2).

Without loss of generality, we may assume fn converges to f in C1,τ (Σ) (0 < τ < 1). Define ũn = un − fn and

h̃n = hne fn . Then there holds

−∆ũn = ρn

(

h̃neũn − 1
)

,

and

h̃n

C1,τ(Σ)
→ h̃ ≔ he f .

Therefore, we may assume αn = 0. The blow-up analysis for the mean field equation with positive potential function

is applicable. In particular, we complete the proof. �
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3. An improved Trudinger-Moser inequality

From now on, we assume α < α1. For ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k + 1)π) (k ∈ N∗), we shall adopt minimax arguments to derive

the existence of solutions to (1.6) on arbitrary closed Riemann surface.

As an application of Theorem 1.1, we first prove the following Trudinger-Moser inequality, which was obtained

by Yang [43].

Theorem 3.1. For α < λ1, there holds

I8π,α(u) ≔
1

16π

∫

Σ















|∇u|2 − α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)2














+

?
Σ

u − ln

∫

Σ

eu ≥ −C, ∀u ∈ H1 (Σ) .

Proof. It is sufficient to consider the case α ∈ (0, λ1). We claim that for every 0 < ε < 16π, there is a positive constant

Cε such that

1

16π − ε

∫

Σ















|∇u|2 − α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)2














+

?
Σ

u − ln

∫

Σ

eu ≥ −Cε, ∀u ∈ H1 (Σ) . (3.1)

In fact, according to the classical Truding-Moser inequality (1.3), we see that

ln

∫

Σ

eu ≤

∫

Σ

eu+

≤
1

16π

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣∇u+
∣

∣

∣

2
+

?
Σ

u+ +C

≤
1

16π

∫

Σ















∣

∣

∣∇u+
∣

∣

∣

2
− α

(

u+ −

?
Σ

u+
)2















+C

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣u+
∣

∣

∣

2
+C.

(3.2)

Without loss of generality, we may assume
>
Σ

u = 0. For each η ∈ (0, 1), choose a > 0 such that

|{x ∈ Σ : u(x) ≥ a}| = η.

Then it follows from (3.2) that

ln

∫

Σ

eu
=a + ln

∫

Σ

eu−a

≤
1

16π

∫

Σ















∣

∣

∣∇ (u − a)+
∣

∣

∣

2
− α

(

(u − a)+ −

?
Σ

(u − a)+
)2















+C

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣(u − a)+
∣

∣

∣

2
+C + a

=
1

16π

∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

−
1

16π

∫

Σ















∣

∣

∣∇ (u − a)−
∣

∣

∣

2
− α

(

(u − a)− −

?
Σ

(u − a)−
)2















+
α

8π

?
Σ

(u − a)+
?
Σ

(u − a)− +C

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣(u − a)+
∣

∣

∣

2
+C + a

≤
1

16π

∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

+ ε

?
Σ

∣

∣

∣(u − a)−
∣

∣

∣

2
+Cε

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣(u − a)+
∣

∣

∣

2
+ C + a

(3.3)

On the other hand, Poincaré’s inequality and Kato’s inequality yield that

∥

∥

∥(u − a)+
∥

∥

∥

L2(Σ)
≤ Cη ‖∇u‖L2(Σ) ≤ Cη1/2

(∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

)1/2

, (3.4)

and that

∥

∥

∥(u − a)−
∥

∥

∥

L2(Σ)
≤ C

(∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

)1/2

. (3.5)
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Insert (3.4) and (3.5) into (3.3), therefore

ln

∫

Σ

eu ≤

(

1

16π
+ ε +Cεη

) ∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

+C + a.

Notice that

aη = a

∫

{u≥a}

≤

∫

{u≥a}

u ≤ η1/2 ‖u‖L2(Σ) ≤ Cη1/2

(∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

)1/2

.

As a consequence,

ln

∫

Σ

eu ≤

(

1

16π
+ ε +Cεη

)
∫

Σ

(

|∇u|2 − αu2
)

+C +
Cε

η
. (3.6)

Let η small enough. Finally (3.1) follows from (3.6) immediately.

In view of (3.1), for each ρn = 8π − 1/n, there exits a minimizer un ∈ H1 (Σ) to the functional

Iρn,α(u) ≔
1

2ρn















∫

Σ

|∇u|2 − α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)2














+

?
Σ

u − ln

∫

Σ

eu, u ∈ H1 (Σ) . (3.7)

It is obvious to see

lim
n→∞

Iρn,α (un) = inf
u∈H1(Σ)

I8π,α(u).

One can check that if un blows up, then ([44, Theorem 1.1])

inf
u∈H1(Σ)

I8π,α(u) = −1 − ln π −
1

2
max
Σ

A, (3.8)

where A is the regular part of the Green fucntion G, i.e.,

−∆G(·, y) = 8π
(

δy − 1
)

+ αG(·, y),

∫

Σ

G(·, y) = 0, (3.9)

Here G takes the form

G(x, x0) = −4 ln r(x) + A(x0) + ψ(x), (3.10)

where r denotes the geodesic distance between x and x0, ψ(x) ∈ C1(Σ) and ψ(x0) = 0. We next give a new proof of

(3.8). Without loss of generality, we may assume un satisfies

−∆un = ρn (eun − 1) + α

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)

and un −
>
Σ

un converges to the Green function G weakly in W1,p (Σ) and strongly in Lp (Σ). Let {x0} be the blow-up

point. Let fn be given by

−∆ fn = α

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)

,

∫

Σ

fn = 0.

Due to the potential estimate (2.5), we obtain that fn is compact in C1 (Σ). Set wn = un − fn and kn = e fn . We may

assume kn = e fn converges to k ≔ e f in C1 (Σ) as n→ ∞. And then, there holds

−∆ (G(·, x0) − f ) = 8π
(

δx0
− 1

)

.

9



Observe that

−∆wn = ρn (knewn − 1) .

It is easy to check that {wn} is a blow-up sequence. Since

Iρn,α(un) =

[

1

2ρn

∫

Σ

|∇wn|
2
+

?
Σ

wn − ln

∫

Σ

knewn

]

+















α

2ρn

∫

Σ

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)2

−
1

2ρn

∫

Σ

|∇ fn|
2















,

we conclude from the proof of [20, formula (1.4)] that

lim
n→∞

Iρn,α(un) = lim
n→∞

[

1

2ρn

∫

Σ

|∇wn|
2
+

?
Σ

wn − ln

∫

Σ

knewn

]

+ lim
n→∞















α

2ρn

∫

Σ

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)2

−
1

2ρn

∫

Σ

|∇ fn|
2















≥ − 1 − ln π −

(

ln k(x0) +
1

2
Ã(x0)

)

+
α

16π

∫

Σ

G(·, x0)2 −
1

16π

∫

Σ

|∇ f |2 .

(3.11)

Here Ã is the regular part of the Green function G̃, i.e.,

−∆G̃(·, y) = 8π
(

δy − 1
)

,

∫

Σ

G̃(·, y) = 0.

and in a local normal coordinates x centering at x0,

G̃(x, x0) = −4 ln |x| + Ã(x0) + ψ̃(x), (3.12)

where ψ̃ is a smooth function with ψ̃(x0) = 0. Note that G(·, x0) = G̃(·, x0) + f . Together with (3.10) and (3.12), it

leads to Ã(x0) = A(x0) − f (x0) and

1

16π

∫

Σ

|∇ f |2 = −
1

16π

∫

Σ

f∆ f =
α

16π

∫

Σ

fG =
1

16π

∫

Σ

f
(

−∆G + 8π
(

1 − δx0

))

= −
1

16π

∫

Σ

∆ fG −
f (x0)

2
. (3.13)

Combing (3.11) and (3.13), one has

lim
n→∞

Iρn,α(un) ≥ − 1 − ln π −

(

f (x0) +
1

2
Ã(x0)

)

+
f (x0)

2
= −1 − ln π −

1

2
A(x0) ≥ −1 − ln π −

1

2
max
Σ

A.

On the other hand, we construct a sequence of functions {φn} (which is in [44]) satisfying

lim
n→∞

I8π,α

(

φn −

?
Σ

φn

)

= −1 − ln π −
1

2
max
Σ

A.

Precisely, suppose that A(x0) = maxx∈Σ Ax. Let r = r(x) be the geodesic distance between x and x0. Set

φn(x) =



























c − 2 log
(

1 + r2

8r2
n

)

, x ∈ BΣ
Rrn

(x0),

G(x, x0) − η(x)ψ(x), x ∈ BΣ
2Rrn

(x0)\BΣ
Rrn

(x0),

G(x, x0), x ∈ Σ\BΣ
2Rrn

(x0),

where rn = e−λn/2, λn = maxΣ un, η ∈ C∞
0

(

BΣ
2Rrn

(x0)
)

is a cut-off function satisfying η ≡ 1 in BΣ
Rrn

(x0) and |∇η(x)| ≤ 4
Rrn

for x ∈ BΣ
2Rrn

(x0), G(·, x0) and ψ are defined in (3.9), (3.10) respectively. Moreover

c = 2 ln
(

1 + R2/8
)

− 4 ln R − 4 ln rn + A(x0).

Then we estimate the three terms of (3.7) respectively. By a straightforward calculation as in the proof of ([44],

Theorem 1.1.), we can get the desired result. Thus, we end the proof of (3.8) and complete the proof the theorem.

�
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We next prove an improved Trudinger-Moser inequality which will be used in the next section. Namely,

Lemma 3.2. Assume α < λ1 (Σ). For positive integer number k, positive numbers δ0, γ0, consider

Xk,δ0,γ0
≔

{

u ∈ H1 (Σ) : ∃ subdomains Ωi ⊂ Σ s.t. min
1≤i< j≤k

dist
(

Ωi,Ω j

)

≥ δ0 and min
1≤i≤k

∫

Ωi

eu ≥ γ0

∫

Σ

eu

}

.

For every ε ∈ (0, 16kπ), there exists a positive constant C = Ck,δ0,γ0,ε such that

ln

∫

Σ

eu ≤
1

16kπ − ε

∫

Σ















|∇u|2 − α

(

u −

?
Σ

u

)2














+

?
Σ

u +C, ∀u ∈ Xk,δ0,γ0
. (3.14)

Proof. Given u ∈ Xk,δ0,γ0
with
>
Σ

u = 0, applying an improved Trudinger-Moser inequality for α = 0 (cf. [16, Theorem

2.1]), we obtain

ln

∫

Σ

eu ≤
1

16kπ − ε

∫

Σ

|∇u|2 +

?
Σ

u + C, ∀u ∈ Xk,δ0,γ0
.

Using a similar method as in the proof of (3.1), we complete the proof. �

4. Existence

The remaining part of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5. We begin with the topological structure

for the formal set of barycenters, which is to be used in the minimax argument. Denote D (Σ) by the distributions

on Σ. We will use on D (Σ) the metric given by C1 (Σ)∗ and which will be denoted by d(·, ·). In other words, for

σ, ζ ∈ D(Σ),

d(σ, ζ) = sup
ψ∈C1(Σ):‖ψ‖

C1 (Σ)
≤1

〈σ − ζ, ψ〉 .

We consider

Σk =















k
∑

i=1

tiδxi
: ti ≥ 0, xi ∈ Σ,

k
∑

i=1

ti = 1















⊂ D (Σ)

which is known as the formal set of barycenters of Σ of order k. It is the fact that Σk is non-contractible for every k ≥ 1

(cf. [22, Lemma 4.7]).

The first step is to construct a continuous projection from low sublevels of the functional to the k-th barycenters,

precisely

Lemma 4.1. Let ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k + 1)π) , k ∈ N and α < λ1 (Σ). Then for L sufficiently large there exists a continuous

projection

Ψ : J−L
ρ,α ≔

{

u ∈ H1 (Σ) : Jρ,α(u) ≤ −L
}

−→ Σk.

Moreover, if eun
∫

Σ
eun

dµΣ converges to σ ∈ Σk, then Ψ(un)→ σ.

Proof. The proof is similar to [19, Proposition 4.1]. There exists a large L such that for every un ∈ J−L
ρ,α, the following

holds

If Jρ,α(un)→ −∞, then up to a subsequence,

σn ≔
eun

∫

Σ
eun

dµΣ → σ ∈ Σk.
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One can prove this fact by contradiction that there exists k + 1 points {x1, . . . , xk+1} ⊂ supp(σ). Take r > 0 such that

BΣ
2r

(xi) ∩ BΣ
2r

(x j) = ∅ for all i , j. There exists ε > 0 such that σ
(

BΣr (xi)
)

> 2ε for all i. Thus we may assume

∫

BΣr (xi)
eun

∫

Σ
eun

≥ ε, i = 1, . . . , k + 1.

The improved Trudinger-Moser inequality (3.14) implies that for any ε̃ ∈ (0, 16(k + 1)π), there exists a constant

C = C(ε̃, ε, r) such that

ln

∫

Σ

heun ≤ ln

∫

Σ

eun + C ≤
1

16(k + 1)π − ε̃

∫

Σ















|∇un|
2 − α

(

un −

?
Σ

un

)2














+

?
Σ

un + C. (4.1)

Taking ε̃ small, we conclude from (4.1) that

Jρ,α(un) ≥ −C,

which yields a contradiction.

Therefore, for any ε0 > 0, there exists L0 large enough such that if L > L0, then

eu

∫

Σ
eu

dµΣ ∈ {σ ∈ D(Σ) : d (σ,Σk) < ε0} , ∀u ∈ J−L
ρ,α.

Notice that for small ε0, there is a continuous retraction (cf. [3, Proposition 2.2])

ψk : {σ ∈ D(Σ) : d (σ,Σk) < ε0} −→ Σk.

Now define Ψ by

Ψ : u 7→ ψk















eu

∫

Σ
eu

dµΣ















to finish the proof. �

Next, we aim to construct a continuous map Φλ : Σk −→ J−L
ρ,α such that Ψ ◦ Φλ is homotopic to the identity map

for λ large. For this purpose, we choose a smooth non-decreasing function η : R −→ R such that

η(t) =















t, t ≤ 1,

2, t ≥ 2,

and denote ηδ(t) = δη (t/δ) for small δ > 0. Given σ =
∑k

i=1 tiδxi
∈ Σk and λ > 0, we define

φλ,σ(x) = ln





















k
∑

i=1

ti
8λ2

(

1 + λ2η2
δ

(

distΣ(x, xi)
))2





















.

Then the following lemma holds.

Lemma 4.2. Let ρ ∈ (8kπ, 8(k + 1)π) , k ∈ N and α < λ1 (Σ). We can choose a small δ and large λ such that for any

σ ∈ Σk,

Jρ,α
(

φλ,σ
)

≤ −

(

1 −
8kπ

ρ

)

ln λ,

and

eφλ,σ
∫

Σ
eφλ,σ

dµΣ → σ, as λ→ +∞.
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Proof. Assume δ≪ 1 and λ ≫ 1. Set σ =
∑k

i=1 tiδxi
, ti ≥ 0,

∑k
i=1 ti = 1. By definition

φλ,σ(x) =



























ln

(

8λ2

(1+4δ2λ2)
2

)

, x ∈ Σ \
(

∪k
i=1

BΣ
2δ

(xi)
)

,

ln

(

8λ2ti

(1+λ2η2
δ(distΣ(x,xi)))

2 +
8λ2(1−ti)

(1+4δ2λ2)
2

)

, x ∈ BΣ
2δ

(xi).

Choose local normal coordinates x around xi. It is well known that

det
(

gi j(x)
)

= 1 + O
(

|x − xi|
2
)

.

For any fixed δ > 0, and every smooth function ψ on Σ, it holds

∫

Σ

eφλ,σψ =

k
∑

i=1

ti

∫

BΣr (xi)

8λ2

(

1 + λ2
(

distΣ(x, xi)
)2
)2
+ O

(

r−4λ−2
)

=

(

1 + O
(

r2
))

k
∑

i=1

ti

∫

Br(xi)

8λ2

(

1 + λ2 |x − xi|
2
)2
ψ(x) + O

(

r−4λ−2
)

=

(

1 + O
(

r2
))

k
∑

i=1

ti

∫

Br(xi)

8λ2

(

1 + λ2 |x − xi|
2
)2

(ψ(x) − ψ(xi)) + 8π

k
∑

i=1

tiψ(xi) + O
(

r2
)

+ O
(

r−4λ−2
)

=8π

k
∑

i=1

tiψ(xi) + O (r) + O
(

r−4λ−2
)

.

(4.2)

Passing to the limit λ→ +∞ first, and then r → 0, we have by (4.2) that

lim
λ→+∞

∫

Σ

eφλ,σ = 8π

and that

lim
λ→+∞

∫

Σ

eφλ,σ
∫

Σ
eφλ,σ

ψ =

k
∑

i=1

tiψ(xi) = 〈σ, ψ〉 .

Thus we confirm the second claim.

For the first assertion, we compute

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣∇φλ,σ
∣

∣

∣

2
=

k
∑

i=1

∫

BΣ
2δ

(xi)

























8λ2ti

(1+λ2η2
δ)

2

8λ2ti

(1+λ2η2
δ)

2 +
8λ2(1−ti)

(1+4δ2λ2)
2

























2

·













4λ2ηδη
′
δ

1 + λ2η2
δ













2

≤

k
∑

i=1

∫

BΣ
δ
(xi)





















4λ2distΣ (x, xi)

1 + λ2
(

distΣ (x, xi)
)2





















2

+C

=

k
∑

i=1

(

1 + O
(

δ2
))

∫

Bδ

(

4λ2 |x|

1 + λ2 |x|2

)2

+C

≤32kπ
(

1 + O
(

δ2
))

ln λ +C.

(4.3)
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This together with Poincaré’s inequality leads to

∫

Σ

(

φλ,σ −

?
Σ

φλ,σ

)2

≤

∫

Σ













φλ,σ − ln













8λ2

(

1 + 4δ2λ2
)2

























2

=

k
∑

i=1

∫

BΣ
2δ

(xi)













φλ,σ − ln













8λ2

(

1 + 4δ2λ2
)2

























2

≤Cδ2

∫

BΣ
2δ

(xi)

∣

∣

∣∇φλ,σ
∣

∣

∣

2

=O
(

δ2
)

ln λ.

(4.4)

By (4.3) and (4.4), it follows from Jensen’s inequality that

Jρ,α
(

φλ,σ
)

≤
1

2ρ

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣∇φλ,σ
∣

∣

∣

2
+

?
Σ

φλ,σ − ln

∫

Σ

eφλ,σ +C

∫

Σ

(

φλ,σ −

?
Σ

φλ,σ

)2

+C

≤
1

2ρ

∫

Σ

∣

∣

∣∇φλ,σ
∣

∣

∣

2
+C

∫

Σ

(

φλ,σ −

?
Σ

φλ,σ

)2

+C

≤

(

16kπ

ρ
− 2 + O

(

δ2
)

)

ln λ +C.

(4.5)

Since ρ > 8kπ, choosing δ small and λ large, by (4.5), we obtain

Jρ,α
(

φλ,σ
)

≤ −

(

1 −
8kπ

ρ

)

ln λ.

This ends the proof of the lemma. �

Define Φλ(σ) = φλ,σ. According to Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we conclude that for large L and λ ≥ λL =

eL/(1−8kπ/ρ)

Σk

Φλ
−→ J

−(1−8kπ/ρ) ln λ
ρ,α

Ψ

−→ Σk

and limλ→+∞Ψ ◦ Φλ = Id. In particular,Ψ ◦ Φλ is homotopic to the identity on Σk provided λ ≥ λL.

Now we can prove the existence result by employing a minimax method.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let Σ̂k = Σk× [0, 1]/Σ×{0} denote the cone over Σk. Choose L large and consider the following

class

Γλ = Γλ,ρ =

{

γ ∈ C0
(

Σ̂k,H
1 (Σ)

)

: γ(· × {1}) = Φλ
}

, ∀λ ≥ eL/(1−8kπ/ρ).

It is clear that Γλ is nonempty. Set

Γ̄λ = Γ̄λ,ρ = inf
γ∈ΓλM

sup
z∈Σ̂k

Jρ,α (γ(z)) ≤ −

(

1 −
8kπ

ρ

)

ln λ.

Using the fact that Σk is non-contractible and Ψ ◦ Φλ is homotopic to the identity, we have

Γ̄λ > −2

(

1 −
8kπ

ρ

)

ln λ.

For otherwise, there exists γ ∈ Γλ with

sup
z∈Σ̂k

Jρ,α (γ(z)) ≤ −
3

2

(

1 −
8kπ

ρ

)

ln λ.
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Write z = (y, t) with y ∈ Σk, then the map

t 7→ Ψ ◦ γ(·, t)

gives a homotopy in Σk between Ψ ◦Φλ = Ψ ◦ γ(·, 1) and a constant map Ψ ◦ γ(·, 0). But this is impossible since Σk is

non-contractible and Ψ ◦ Φλ is homotopic to the identity.

By the monotonicity trick (cf. [3, Lemma 5.1]), there exists Λ ⊂ (1 − µ0, 1 + µ0) such that Λ is dense in
[

1 − µ0, 1 + µ0

]

. Moreover, for any µ ∈ Λ, the functional Jµρ,α posses a bounded Palais-Smale sequence {un} at

level Γ̄λ,µρ. Standard arguments show that there is a critical point un of Jµnρ,α for each µn ∈ Λ. Then applying the

compactness result in Theorem 1.1 and the denseness of Λ, we obtain a critical point of Jρ,α and hence complete the

proof. �
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