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PRESCRIBED WEBSTER SCALAR CURVATURE FLOW ON CR

MANIFOLD

PAK TUNG HO, QUÔ
´

C ANH NGÔ, AND HONG ZHANG

Abstract. Using the prescribed Webster scalar curvature flow, we prove some

existence results on the 3-dimensional compact CR manifold with nonnegative

CR Yamabe constant.

1. introduction

Let (M, θ0) be a compact strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold of real dimension

2n + 1 with a background contact form θ0. Similar to the Yamabe problem, the CR

Yamabe problem is to find a contact form θ conformal to θ0 such that its Webster

scalar curvature is constant. This was first introduced by Jerison and Lee in [10],

and was solved in [4, 5, 9, 11, 12, 20].

The CR Yamabe flow is the geometric flow introduced to solve the CR Yamabe

problem. It is defined as the evolution of θ(t):

∂

∂t
θ(t) = −(Rθ(t) − Rθ(t))θ(t), (1.1)

where Rθ(t) is the Webster scalar curvature of the contact form θ(t), and Rθ(t) is the

average of Rθ(t):

Rθ(t) =

∫

M
Rθ(t) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∫

M
θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

.

We refer the readers to [1–3,13,16,21,22,29] for results related to the CR Yamabe

flow.

Let f be a smooth function on M. As a generalization of the CR Yamabe prob-

lem, the prescribed Webster scalar curvature problem is to find a contact form θ

conformal to θ0 such that the its Webster scalar curvature Rθ is the given function

f . If we write θ = u2/nθ0, then the prescribed Webster scalar curvature problem is

equivalent to solving the semi-linear equation

− (2 + 2/n)∆θ0
u + Rθ0

u = f u1+2/n, (1.2)

where ∆θ0
and Rθ0

are, respectively, the sub-Laplacian and the Webster scalar cur-

vature of the contact form θ0. See [6, 8, 19, 24, 26–28] and references therein for

results related to the prescribed Webster scalar curvature problem.

Similar to the CR Yamabe flow, the prescribed Webster scalar curvature flow is

introduced to study the prescribed Webster scalar curvature problem, and is defined

as
∂

∂t
θ(t) = −(Rθ(t) − λ(t) f )θ(t).
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Note that when f ≡ 1, the prescribed Webster scalar curvature flow reduces to the

CR Yamabe flow. In [14, 17, 18], the first author studied the prescribed Webster

scalar curvature flow on the sphere S 2n+1, when the prescribed function f is pos-

itive. On the other hand, in [15], the first author studied the prescribed Webster

scalar curvature flow on the 3-dimensional CR manifold with negative CR Yamabe

constant, when f is assumed to be negative.

In this paper, we study the prescribing Webster scalar problem on 3-dimensional

CR manifold with nonnegative CR Yamabe constant. By using the prescribed Web-

ster scalar flow, we prove some existence results. Unlike the results mentioned

above, the prescribed function f here in our existence results is allowed to change

sign. More precisely, our main results read as

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, θ0) be a compact strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold of real

dimension 3 with positive CR Yamabe constant. Suppose that M is not conformally

equivalent to the CR sphere S3 and the CR Paneitz operator of M is nonnegative.

Also, let f be a smooth function on (M, θ0) with supM f > 0. Then there exists a

positive constant c∗ depending only on (M, θ0) such that if
{

x ∈ M : f (x) = sup
M

f

}

⊆
{

x ∈ M : f (x) > 0 and ∆θ0
f (x)/ f (x) > −c∗

}

, (1.3)

then there exist a positive solution to the prescribed Webster scalar curvature equa-

tion (1.2).

Comparing Theorem 1.1 with the result of Escobar and Schoen in [7] where f

is only assumed to be positive somewhere in the dimension 3, one can see that we

need an extra condition (1.3), which shows the difference between the Riemann-

ian case and the CR case. The reason why we need this extra condition (1.3) is

as follows: In view of Lemma 5.15 below, the dominant term is O(ε2n), and the

expansion of the prescribed function f around a blow-up point a is something like

f (a) + Aε + Bε2
+ O(ε3), where A and B involve the gradient and Laplacian of f

at a. When n = 1, we can see that the dominant term is O(ε2), but ε2 also appears

in the expansion of f . Since B is generally not small, we would lose control if we

do not impose any extra condition on f . While in the Riemannian case, the domi-

nant term is O(εn−2), and the expansion of the prescribed function f is the same as

above. When n = 3, the the dominant term becomes ε. Although ε appears in the

expansion of f , the coefficient A is o(1) as time goes to infinity, since A involves

only gradient of f at a. Therefore, in the Riemannian case, one has full control

without any extra condition.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, θ0) be a compact strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold of real

dimension 3 with vanishing CR Yamabe constant. Also, let f be a smooth function

on (M, θ0) satisfying

sup
M

f > 0 and

∫

M

f θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n < 0. (1.4)

Then there exists a positive solution to the prescribed Webster scalar curvature

equation (1.2).

We remark that Theorem 1.2 is sharp in the following sense: if (1.2) is solvable

on (M, θ0) with vanishing CR Yamabe constant, then either f ≡ 0 or f must sat-

isfies (1.4). To see this, suppose that u is a positive solution to (1.2) with f . 0.



PRESCRIBED WEBSTER SCALAR CURVATURE FLOW 3

Since (M, θ0) has vanishing CR Yamabe constant, we may assume, by a conformal

change if necessary, that Rθ0
≡ 0. Then (1.2) reduces to

− (2 + 2/n)∆θ0
u = f u1+2/n. (1.5)

Integrating (1.5) over M yields

∫

M

f u1+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= 0. Since u > 0 and f . 0,

this implies that f changes sign, and in particular, sup
M

f > 0. On the other hand,

multiplying u−1−2/n to (1.5) and integrating it over M, we obtain
∫

M

f θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= −(2 + 2/n)(1 + 2/n)

∫

M

u−2−2/n |∇θ0
u|θ0

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n < 0.

We also remark that most of the arguments in the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

are still valid in dimension 2n + 1. In fact, we wonder if Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 are

still true when the dimension is 2n + 1. We hope to come back to this in future. As

a result, we will try to write down the proof in the general case when the dimension

is 2n + 1, and point out exactly the part when the assumption n = 1 is needed.

The method in this paper is inspired by Mayer [25], in which he considered

the prescribed scalar curvature problem on a closed n-dimensional Riemannian

manifold of positive Yamabe invariant, where 3 ≤ n ≤ 5.
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2. PrescribedWebster scalar curvature flow

Let (M, θ0) be a compact strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold of real dimension

2n + 1 with a contact form θ0, f a smooth function on M. As in Theorems 1.1

and 1.2, the CR Yamabe constant of (M, θ0) is assumed to be nonnegative. There-

fore, by a conformal change if necessary, we may assume that the Webster scalar

curvature of θ0 is positive (is zero respectively) when the CR Yamabe constant is

positive (is zero respectively).

We consider the prescribed Webster scalar curvature flow, which is the evolution

equation of θ(t) satisfying














∂
∂t
θ(t) = −(Rθ(t) − λ(t) f )θ(t),

θ(0) = θ0,
(2.1)

where Rθ(t) is the Webster scalar curvature of the contact form θ(t), λ(t) is to be

determined and θ0 is an initial conformal contact form. If we write θ(t) = u(t)2/nθ0

and θ0
= u

2/n

0
θ0 for some smooth functions u(t) and u0, then we can obtain an

evolution equation for u(t) from (2.1).


















∂

∂t
u(t) = −n

2

(

Rθ(t) − λ(t) f
)

u(t),

u(0) = u0.
(2.2)
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Here, in terms of u, Rθ(t) can be written as

Rθ(t) = u−1− 2
n

(

− (

2 + 2/n
)

∆θ0
u(t) + Rθ0

u(t)

)

. (2.3)

To deal with the case where f changes sign, it is convenient to consider the energy

functional associated with the prescribed Webster scalar curvature problem

E (u) =

∫

M

(

(

2 + 2/n
)|∇θ0

u|2θ0
+ Rθ0

u2
)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n (2.4)

with the constraint condition

X f :=
{

u ∈ S2
1(M) : u > 0,

∫

M

f u2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= 1

}

. (2.5)

The constraint condition (2.5) above reminds us that we should keep the quantity
∫

M
f u(t)2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n unchanged during the evolution. That is

0 =
d

dt

∫

M

f u(t)2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

(

2 + 2/n
)

∫

M

f utu(t)1+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= −(n + 1)

∫

M

(

f Rθ(t) − λ(t) f 2
)

θ ∧ (dθ)n . (2.6)

Solving (2.6), we find that

λ(t) =

∫

M
f Rθ(t) θ ∧ (dθ)n

∫

M
f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

. (2.7)

If we let u0 ∈ X, from (2.6) we then have
∫

M

f u(t)2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n ≡ 1. (2.8)

To end this section, we collect some well-known results for later reference.

(i) Given a closed CR-manifold (M, θ), the CR-Yamabe constant, denoted by

µ(M), is defined by (see [10] for example)

µ(M) = inf
{

u>0, 0.u∈S2
1
(M)

}

∫

M
(2 + 2/n)|∇θu|2 + Rθu

2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

( ∫

M
u2+2/n θ ∧ (dθ)n

)
n

n+1

. (2.9)

Here, S2
1
(M) is the Folland-Stein space of (M, θ).

(ii) Given any ε > 0, there exist B > 0 such that for u ∈ S2
1
(M)

(

∫

M

u2+2/n θ ∧ (dθ)n
)

n
n+1

6
(

Kn + ε
)

∫

M

|∇θu|2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+B

∫

M

u2 θ ∧ (dθ)n, (2.10)

where Kn = 1/(2πn2) (see Theorem A.1 in [20]). In particular, there exists

a positive constant C such that

(

∫

M

u2+2/n θ ∧ (dθ)n
)

n
n+1

6 C

(

∫

M

(|∇θu|2 + u2) θ ∧ (dθ)n
)

. (2.11)
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3. Global existence of the flow

Lemma 3.1. For a smooth solution u(t) of the flow (2.2) there holds

d

dt
E (u(t)) = −n

∫

M

(

Rθ(t) −λ(t) f
)2
θ ∧ (dθ)n .

In particular, the energy function E is non-increasing along the flow.

Proof. By (2.2) and (2.3), we can compute

d

dt
E (u(t)) = 2

∫

M

(

2 + 2/n
)

〈∇θ0
u,∇θ0

ut〉 + Rθ0
uut θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= 2

∫

M

(

−
(

2 + 2/n
)

∆θ0
u + Rθ0

)

ut θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= −n

∫

M

Rθ(t)
(

Rθ(t) −λ(t) f
)

θ ∧ (dθ)n

= −n

∫

M

(

Rθ(t) −λ(t) f
)2
θ ∧ (dθ)n,

where we have used (2.6) in the last equality.

Lemma 3.1 implies a uniform priori bound

E (u(t)) + n

∫ t

0

∫

M

(Rθ(t) −λ(t) f )2 θ ∧ (dθ)n dt 6 E (u0), for all t > 0. (3.1)

Now, we derive the evolution equation for the Webster scalar curvature Rθ(t).

Lemma 3.2. Assume that u(t) is a smooth solution of the flow (2.2). Then one has

∂

∂t
(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) = (n + 1)∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) + (λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) Rθ(t) +λ

′(t) f ,

where λ′(t) is given by

λ′(t) = −
(

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
)−1[

(n + 1)

∫

M

f∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ n

∫

M

f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+λ(t)

∫

M

f 2(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n
]

.
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Proof. Using (2.3) and (2.2) we have

∂t Rθ(t) =
(

− 1 − 2

n

)

u−2− 2
n ut

(

− (

2 + 2/n
)

∆θ0
u + Rθ0

u

)

+ u−1− 2
n

(

− (

2 + 2/n
)

∆θ0
ut + Rθ0

ut

)

=

(

− n

2
− 1

)

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) Rθ(t) −(n + 1)u−1− 2
n∆θ0

(

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))u
)

+
n

2
u−

2
n Rθ0

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))

=

(

− n

2
− 1

)

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) Rθ(t) −(n + 1)u−1− 2
n

[

u∆θ0
(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))

+ 2〈∇θ0
(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)),∇θ0

u〉
]

+

[

− (n + 1)u−1− 2
n (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))∆θ0

u

+
n

2
u−

2
n Rθ0

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
]

=

(

− n

2
− 1

)

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) Rθ(t) −(n + 1)∆θ(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))

+
n

2
(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) Rθ(t)

= − (n + 1)∆θ(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) − (λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) Rθ(t) .

Notice that in the second last equality above we have used the identity

∆θϕ = u−1− 2
n

(

u∆θ0
ϕ + 2〈∇θ0

ϕ,∇θ0
u〉

)

for any ϕ.

As for λ′(t), we use (2.7), the evolution equation for Rθ(t) above and (2.2) to calcu-

late it as follows.

λ′(t) =
(

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
)−1[

∫

M

f∂t Rθ(t) θ ∧ (dθ)n
+

∫

M

f Rθ(t) ∂t(u
2+2/n) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

]

−
(

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
)−2

∫

M

f Rθ(t) θ ∧ (dθ)n

∫

M

f 2∂t(u
2+2/n) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

(

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
)−1[

− (n + 1)

∫

M

f∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ n

∫

M

f Rθ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n −(n + 1)λ(t)

∫

M

f 2(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n
]

= −
(

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
)−1[

(n + 1)

∫

M

f∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ n

∫

M

f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+λ(t)

∫

M

f 2(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n
]

.

Lemma 3.3. There exist two positive constant c1 and c2 such that

c1 6 vol(M, θ(t)) 6 c2,

where c1 depends only on f , M, and c2 depends only on n, f , M, u0.

Proof. First, we show the lower bound. To see this, from (2.8) it follows that

1 =

∫

M

f θ ∧ (dθ)n
6

(

sup
M

f

)

vol(M, θ(t)).
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This implies that

vol(M, θ(t)) >
1

supM f
=: c1.

Next, we prove the upper bound. We split the argument into two cases.

Case 1. Rθ0
> 0, i.e., positive case. In this case, it follows from Folland-Stein

embedding (2.11) and the energy bound (3.1) that

vol(M, θ(t)) = ‖u‖2+2/n

L2+2/n 6 c0 E (u)1+1/n
6 c0 E (u0)1+1/n,

for some positive constant c0.

Case 2. Rθ0
≡ 0, i.e., null case. In this case, we first use Poincaré type inequality

(see [23] for example) and (3.1) to obtain

‖u − ū‖L2+2/n 6 c0‖∇θ0
u‖L2 = c0

√

n E (u)

2n + 2
6 c0

√

n E (u0)

2n + 2
. (3.2)

It remains to bound ū. Noting that
∫

M
f θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n < 0, we have by (2.8) that

ū2+2/n

∫

M

− f θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= −1 +

∫

M

f
(

u2+2/n − ū2+2/n
)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 sup
M

| f |
∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣
u2+2/n − ū2+2/n

∣

∣

∣

∣
θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

(3.3)

Recall that for any a, b > 0, we have the elementary inequality
∣

∣

∣

∣

a2+2/n − b2+2/n
∣

∣

∣

∣

6

(

2 + 2/n
)

(a + b)1+2/n |a − b|

6

(

2 + 2/n
)

22/n
(

|a − b|1+2/n
+ (2b)1+2/n

)

|a − b|

6 c(n)
(

|a − b|2+2/n
+ b1+2/n |a − b|

)

,

where c(n) is a positive constant depending only on n. Applying this inequality

with a = u and b = ū we get
∣

∣

∣

∣

u2+2/n − ū2+2/n
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 c(n)
(

|u − ū|2+2/n
+ ū1+2/n|u − ū|

)

. (3.4)

Substituting (3.4) into (3.3) and using Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality,

we obtain

ū2+2/n
6

c(n) supM f
∫

M
− f θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

(

‖u − ū‖2+2/n

L2+2/n + ū1+2/nvol(M, θ0)
n+2

2(n+1) ‖u − ū‖L2+2/n

)

6
1

2
ū2+2/n

+ c(n, f , M)‖u − ū‖2+2/n

L2+2/n ,

for some positive constant c(n, f , M) depending only on n, f and M. This together

with (3.2) yields

ū 6 c(n, f , M, u0),

for some positive constant c(n, f , M, u0) depending only on n, f , M and u0. Then

from Minkowski’s inequality and (3.2), it follows that there exists a positive con-

stant c2 depending only on n, f , M and u0 such that

vol(M, θ(t)) 6 c2,

which completes the proof.

The proof of the lemma above also implies the S 2
1
-bound.
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Corollary 3.4. There exists a positive constant c3 depending only on n, M, f , u0

such that

‖u(t)‖S2
1
(M) 6 c3.

Next lemma shows that the normalized factor λ keeps bounded as long as the

flow exists.

Lemma 3.5. There exists a positive constant Λ0 depending only on n, f , M, u0 such

that

|λ(t)| 6 Λ0.

Proof. On one hand, by (2.3) and integration by parts we can write

∫

M

f Rθ(t) θ ∧ (dθ)n
=

∫

M

f u
(

− (

2 + 2/n
)

∆θ0
u + Rθ0

u
)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)〈∇θ0
( f u),∇θ0

u〉 + f Rθ0
u2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

f
[

(2 + 2/n)|∇θ0
u|2 + Rθ0

u2
]

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)u〈∇θ0
f ,∇θ0

u〉 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

Hence, from Corollary 3.4 it follows that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

f Rθ(t) θ ∧ (dθ)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 sup
M

(

| f |
(

2 + 2/n + Rθ0

))

‖u‖2
S2

1
(M)
+ (2 + 2/n) sup

M

|∇θ0
f |‖u‖2

S2
1
(M)

6 c3

[

sup
M

(

| f |
(

2 + 2/n + Rθ0

))

+ (2 + 2/n) sup
M

|∇θ0
f |
]

.

On the other hand, using Hölder’s inequality, (2.8) and Lemma 3.3 we can obtain

1 =

(

∫

M

f θ ∧ (dθ)n
)2

6 vol(M, θ(t))

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
6 c2

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n,

that is

∫

M

f 2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
> c−1

2 . (3.5)

Substituting the estimates above into (2.7) we thus find a positive constant Λ0 de-

pending only on n, f , M, u0 such that |λ(t)| 6 Λ0.

To obtain the global existence of the flow (2.2), we need to bound the derivative

of λ(t). To this end, we let

Fp(θ(t)) =

∫

M

|Rθ(t) −λ(t)|p θ ∧ (dθ)n, p > 0
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and try to show that F2(θ(t)) is bounded. We calculate the derivative of Fp(θ(t)).

By Lemma 3.2, we have

d

dt
Fp(θ(t)) =

d

dt

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p θ ∧ (dθ)n

= p

∫

M

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))t(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p−2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ (n + 1)

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

= −p(n + 1)

∫

M

∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))

|λ(t) − Rθ(t) |p−2 θ ∧ (dθ)n
+p

∫

M

Rθ(t) |λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ λ′(t)p

∫

M

f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p−2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ (n + 1)

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

= −4(p − 1)(n + 1)

p

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ(t)|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p/2
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ p

∫

M

λ(t) f |λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ λ′(t)p

∫

M

f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p−2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ (n + 1 − p)

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n . (3.6)

Lemma 3.6. There exists a positive constant c4(n, f , M, u0) such that F2(θ(t)) 6 c4.

Proof. Setting p = 2 in (3.6) and using (2.6) and Lemma 3.5 we have

d

dt
F2(θ(t)) = −2(n + 1)

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ 2

∫

M

λ(t) f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ 2λ′(t)

∫

M

f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ (n − 1)

∫

M

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
3 θ ∧ (dθ)n

= (n + 1)

∫

M

λ(t) f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

− (2 + 2/n)

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
θ ∧ (dθ)n

− (n − 1)

[

(2 + 2/n)

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣
∇θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ Rθ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))
2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

]

6 (n + 1)Λ0

(

sup
M

f

)

F2(θ(t)),
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where the term in the bracket in the second equality is non-negative due to the con-

formal invariant and the assumption of non-negative CR-Yamabe constant. Now,

integrating both sides of the above differential inequality from 0 to t and using

(3.1), we can obtain

F2(θ(t)) 6 F2(θ0) + (n + 1)Λ0

(

sup
M

f

) ∫ t

0

F2(θ(s)) ds

6 F2(θ0) + (n + 1)Λ0

(

sup
M

f

)

E (u0) =: c4.

It is clear that c4 depends only on n, f , M, and u0.

With the help of the boundedness of F2(θ(t)), we can control the derivative of λ(t).

Lemma 3.7. There exists a positive constant C depending only on n, f , M, and u0

such that |λ′(t)| 6 C
√

F2(θ(t)). In particular, there exists a positive constant Λ1

depending only on n, f , M, and u0 such that |λ′(t)| 6 Λ1.

Proof. It follows from (3.5) and Lemmas 3.2, 3.3 and 3.5 that

|λ′(t)| 6 (n + 1)c2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

f∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ nc2

(

sup
M

| f |
)

F2(θ(t))

+c
3/2
2
Λ0

(

sup
M

f 2

)

√

F2(θ(t)). (3.7)

It remains to estimate the first term on the right hand side of the inequality above.

By integration by parts, we rewrite the integral as follows:

∫

M

f∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

=

∫

M

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))∆θ(t) f θ ∧ (dθ)n

=

∫

M

(

u2
∆θ0

f + 2u〈∇θ0
f ,∇θ0

u〉
)

(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

u2
∆θ0

f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

2u〈∇θ0
f ,∇θ0

u〉(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=: I + II. (3.8)

Estimate of I: By Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 3.3 we can estimate

|I| 6 sup
M

|∆θ0
f |

∫

M

u1− 1
n |λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |u1+ 1

n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 sup
M

|∆θ0
f |
(

∫

M

u2− 2
n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

)
1
2 √

F2(θ(t))

6 sup
M

|∆θ0
f |vol(M, θ(t))

n−1
2(n+1) vol(M, θ0)

1
n+1

√

F2(θ(t))

6 sup
M

|∆θ0
f |c

n−1
2(n+1)

2
vol(M, θ0)

1
n+1

√

F2(θ(t)). (3.9)
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Estimate of II: From Hölder’s inequality we deduce that

|II| 6 2 sup
M

|∇θ0
f |

∫

M

u−1/n |∇θ0
u||λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |u1+1/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 2 sup
M

|∇θ0
f |
(

∫

M

u−2/n|∇θ0
u|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

)
1
2 √

F2(θ(t)). (3.10)

Now, we have to control the term
∫

M
u−2/n |∇θ0

u|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n. To see this, we split

the argument into two cases.

Case 1: n , 2. In this case, by integrating by parts, (2.3) and the fact that Rθ0
> 0

we have
∫

M

u−2/n |∇θ0
u|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
n

n − 2

∫

M

〈∇θ0
(u1−2/n),∇θ0

u〉 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
n2

2(n + 1)(n − 2)

∫

M

u1−2/n
[

− (2 + 2/n)∆θ0
u
]

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
n2

2(n + 1)(n − 2)

∫

M

Rθ(t) u2 − Rθ0
u2−2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6
n2

2(n + 1)|n − 2|

∫

M

|Rθ(t) −λ(t) f |u2
+ |λ(t) f |u2

+Rθ0
u2−2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n . (3.11)

In the same way as in the estimate of I, we obtain by Lemma 3.6 that
∫

M

|Rθ(t) −λ(t) f |u2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
6 c

n−1
2(n+1)

2
vol(M, θ0)

1
n+1
√

c4.

and
∫

M

Rθ0
u2−2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 c
n−1
n+1

2
vol(M, θ0)

2
n+1 sup

M

Rθ0
.

Moreover, we use Corollary 3.4 to bound
∫

M

|λ(t) f |u2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
6 Λ0

(

sup
M

| f |
)

‖u‖2
S2

1
(M)
6 Λ0

(

sup
M

| f |
)

c2
3.

Substituting these estimates into (3.11) gives
∫

M

u−2/n |∇θ0
u|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 C.

Hereafter, we use C to denote the constant depending only on n, f , M and u0 which

may vary from line to line.

Case 2: n = 2. In this case, it follows from integration by parts and (2.3) that
∫

M

u−1|∇θ0
u|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

〈∇θ0
log u,∇θ0

u〉 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
1

3

∫

M

log u
(

− 3∆θ0
u
)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
1

3

∫

M

log u
(

Rθ(t) u2 − Rθ0
u
)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6
1

3

∫

M

| log u|
(

|Rθ(t) −λ(t) f |u2
+ |λ(t) f |u2

+ Rθ0
u
)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

(3.12)
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To estimate the terms on the right hand side of the inequality above, we consider

the function

σ(s) = sα| log s|β, s > 0, α, β > 0.

It is easy to see that

0 6 σ(s) 6 sα+β, if s > 1 and 0 < σ(s) 6
(

(αe)−1β
)β
, if s ∈ (0, 1). (3.13)

Now, using Hölder’s inequality, (3.13) with α = 1, β = 2, (3.6) and Lemma 3.3, we

can obtain
∫

M

| log u||Rθ(t) −λ(t) f |u2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

u
1
2 | log u||Rθ(t) −λ(t) f |u3/2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6

(

∫

M

u| log u|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

1
2 √

F2(θ(t))

6

(

∫

M

u3
+ 4e−2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

)
1
2 √

c4

=

(

vol(M, θ(t)) + 4e−2vol(M, θ0)
)

1
2 √

c4

6

(

c2 + 4e−2vol(M, θ0)
)

1
2 √

c4.

Applying (3.13) with α = 2, β = 1 and using Lemmas 3.5 and 3.3, we have
∫

M

|λ(t) f |u2 | log u| θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
6 Λ0 sup

M

| f |
∫

M

u3
+ (2e)−1 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 Λ0 sup
M

| f |
(

c2 + (2e)−1vol(M, θ0)
)

.

Finally, by (3.13) with α = 1, β = 1 and Corollary 3.4 we get
∫

M

Rθ0
u| log u| θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 sup
M

Rθ0

∫

M

u2
+ e−1 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 sup
M

Rθ0

(

c2
3 + e−1vol(M, θ0)

)

.

Substituting the three estimates above into (3.12) yields
∫

M

u−2/n |∇θ0
u|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 C.

Plugging the estimates in Case 1 and Case 2 into (3.10), we get

|II| 6 C
√

F2(θ(t)).

This together with (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) gives the assertion.

Now, we are ready to show that the Webster scalar curvature is bounded from

the below uniformly. Before doing so, we define

γ = min

{

− Λ0 sup
M

| f |, inf
M

(Rθ0 − λ(0) f ),−

√

4

3

(

Λ
2
0
(sup

M

f )2 + Λ1 sup
M

| f |
)

}

(3.14)

Lemma 3.8. The Webster scalar curvature Rθ(t) of the contact form θ(t) satisfies

Rθ(t) −λ(t) f > γ.
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Proof. Define the differential operator

L = ∂t − (n + 1)∆θ(t) + (λ(t) f − γ).

Then it follows from Lemmas 3.2, 3.5 and 3.7 and the choice of γ in (3.14) that

L (λ(t) f − Rθ(t) +γ) = ∂t(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) − (n + 1)∆θ(t)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t))

+ (λ(t) f − γ)(λ(t) f − Rθ(t) +γ)

= (λ(t) f )2 − γ2
+ (γ − Rθ(t)) Rθ(t) +λ

′(t) f

6 Λ
2
0

(

sup
M

f
)2
− 3

4
γ2
+ Λ1 sup

M

| f | 6 0.

Since λ(t) f − γ > 0 and λ(t) f − Rθ(t) +γ|t=0 6 0 by (3.14), we can apply maximum

principle to the operator L to get the result.

With all the preparations above, we are in a position to prove the global existence

of the flow (2.2). The key step is to bound the conformal factor u(·, t).

Lemma 3.9. For any T > 0, there exists a positive constant C = C(T ) such that

C−1
6 u(·, t) 6 C, for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. From (2.2) and Lemma 3.8, it follows that

∂

∂t
log u 6 −n

2
γ.

So, for t ∈ [0, T ], we have

u(x, t) 6
(

sup
M

u0

)

exp
(

− n

2
γT

)

.

Next, we get the lower bound. To do so, we let

P := Rθ0
+ sup

t∈[0,T ]

sup
M

(

− (λ(t) f + γ)u2/n
)

.

Then by (2.3) and Lemma 3.8 we can obtain

0 6 (Rθ(t) −λ(t) f − γ)u1+2/n

= Rθ(t) u1+2/n − (λ(t) f + γ)u1+2/n

= −(2 + 2/n)∆θ0
u + Rθ0

u − (λ(t) f + γ)u1+2/n

6 −(2 + 2/n)∆θ0
u + Pu.

Thus, we can apply Proposition A.1 in [16] to conclude that

C
(

inf
M

u(t)
)(

sup
M

u(t)
)1+2/n

>

∫

M

u(t)2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

This together with Lemma 3.3 and the upper bound above implies that

inf
M

u(t) > C−1.

This proves the assertion.

Lemma 3.10. For p > n + 1, there exists a positive constant C such that

d

dt
Fp(θ(t)) 6 CFp(θ(t)) +CFp(θ(t))

p−n

p−n−1 .

Here, if Rθ0
> 0, then C is independent of time; while if Rθ0

≡ 0, then the differential

inequality above holds on [0, T ] for any given T > 0 with C depending on T.
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Proof. Case 1. Rθ0
> 0. In this case, from (2.10), (3.6) and Lemmas 3.5 and

3.7, it follows that

d

dt
Fp(θ(t)) = −2n(p − 1)

p

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ(t) |λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p/2
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

+ Rθ(t) |λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p θ ∧ (dθ)n

+

(

p +
2n(p − 1)

p

)

∫

M

Rθ(t) |λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ λ′(t)p

∫

M

f (λ(t) f − Rθ(t))|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p−2 θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ (n + 1)

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p(λ(t) f − Rθ(t)) θ ∧ (dθ)n

6 −2n(p − 1)µ(M)

p
F p(n+1)

n

(θ(t))
n

n+1 +

(

p +
2n(p − 1)

p

)

Λ0 sup
M

| f |Fp(θ(t))

+Cp
√

F2(θ(t))Fp−1(θ(t)) +

(

n + 1 + p +
2n(p − 1)

p

)

Fp+1(θ(t)).

(3.15)

By Hölder’s inequality we can estimate

√

F2(θ(t))Fp−1(θ(t)) 6 CFp(θ(t))
1
p Fp(θ)

p−1
p = CFp(θ(t)).

Furthermore, using the Hölder’s inequality and Young’s inequality we obtain

Fp+1(θ(t)) 6 F p(n+1)
n

(θ(t))
n
p Fp(θ(t))

p−n
p

6 εF p(n+1)
n

(θ(t))
n

n+1 +C(ε)Fp(θ(t))
p−n

p−n−1 .

Substituting the two estimates above with a suitable ε into (3.15), we thus complete

the proof of case 1.

Case 2. Rθ0
≡ 0. In this case, the method in case 1 does not work since the CR-

Yamabe constant µ(M) = 0. However, we may make use of the time-dependent

bound for the conformal factor u and Folland-Stein embedding theorem. Precisely

speaking, we use Lemma 3.9 and (2.11) to obtain

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ(t) |λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p/2
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
θ ∧ (dθ)n

> C(T )

∫

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇θ0
|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p/2

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= C(T )
∥

∥

∥

∥

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |p/2
∥

∥

∥

∥

2

S2
1
(M)
+C(T )Fp(θ(t))

> C(T )F p(n+1)
n

(θ(t))
n+1

n +C(T )Fp(θ(t)).

With help of the inequality above, we then follow the proof of case 1 to obtain the

assertion.

With all these, we can follow the exactly same scheme in [17] to prove the global

existence of the flow (2.2).

Proposition 3.11. Given an initial smooth function u0 ∈ X f , there exists a smooth

solution u(·, t) of the flow (2.2) on [0,+∞).
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4. Lp
convergence

In this section, we devote ourselves to proving the Lp convergence of the flow

(2.2), that is Fp(θ(t)) → 0, as t → +∞. To realize this, we first show the following

differential inequality.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a positive constant C, independent of time t, such that

d

dt
Fp(θ(t)) 6 CFp(θ(t)), 2 6 p 6 n + 1. (4.1)

Proof. Recalling (3.6) and using Lemmas 3.3, 3.5, 3.7, 3.8 and Hölder’s inequal-

ity, we obtain

d

dt
Fp(θ(t)) 6 pΛ0

(

sup
M

f
)

Fp(θ(t)) + p
(

sup
M

f
)

C
√

F2(θ(t))Fp−1(θ(t))

− γ(n + 1 − p)Fp(θ(t))

6 CFp(θ(t)).

Here, we have used the fact that γ < 0 and p 6 n + 1. In addition, it is clear that C

is independent of time t.

Lemma 4.2. If either of two conditions below holds

(i) Rθ0
> 0 and 0 < p < ∞;

(ii) Rθ0
≡ 0 and 0 < p 6 n + 1,

then Fp(θ(t))→ 0, as t → +∞.

Proof. Case 1. Rθ0
> 0. In this case, one may follow the proof of [17, Lemma

3.2]. Hence, we omit the details.

Case 2. Rθ0
≡ 0. Note that the volume of (M, θ(t)) is bounded. Hence, by the

Hölder’s inequality, it suffices to show the conclusion for any 2 6 p 6 n + 1. And

in view of (4.1), we only need to show that Fp is integrable on [0,+∞). Indeed,

if this is the case, then there would be a time sequence (t j) j ⊂ (0,+∞) such that

Fp(θ(t j))→ 0 as j→ +∞. Integrating (4.1) from t j to t with t > t j yields

Fp(θ(t)) 6 Fp(θ(t j)) +

∫ t

t j

Fp(θ(t)) dt.

Then sending j to the infinity gives that Fp(θ(t)) → 0 as t → +∞. To see the

integrability of Fp(θ(t)), we will perform mathematical induction for 2 6 p 6 n+1

with n > 2 (it is trivial when n = 1). When p = 2, the integrability on [0,+∞)

follows from (3.1). Now, we assume that Fk(θ(t)) is integrable for some 2 < k <

n + 1 and claim that Fk+1(θ(t)) is integrable. Indeed, setting p = k in (3.6), we get

the estimate
∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |k(Rθ(t) −λ(t) f ) θ ∧ (dθ)n
6 CFk(θ(t)) − d

dt
Fk(θ(t)).

This together the induction assumption and (4.1) with p = k implies that

∫ ∞

0

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |k(Rθ(t) −λ(t) f ) θ ∧ (dθ)n dt 6 C.
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By Lemma 3.8, we have
∫

M

|λ(t) f−Rθ(t) |k+1 θ ∧ (dθ)n

=

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |k(Rθ(t) −λ(t) f ) θ ∧ (dθ)n

+ 2

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |k(Rθ(t) −λ(t) f )− θ ∧ (dθ)n

6

∫

M

|λ(t) f − Rθ(t) |k(Rθ(t) −λ(t) f ) θ ∧ (dθ)n
+2(−γ)Fk(θ(t)),

where h− = max{−h, 0} for a function h. From this estimate, we conclude that

Fk+1(θ(t)) is integrable on [0,+∞).

5. Blow-up analysis

In this section, we perform the so-called blow-up analysis. To do so, let us start

with the CR version of concentration-compactness theorem.

5.1. Concentration-Compactness. Consider the semi-linear equation

− ∆θu + hu = f u1+2/n (5.1)

and the associated functional

I f [u] =
1

2

∫

M

(

|∇u|2θ + hu2
)

θ ∧ (dθ)n − n

2(n + 1)

∫

M

f u2+2/n θ ∧ (dθ)n .

It is known (c.f. [9]) that any nonnegative and nontrivial solution of the equation

on Heisenberg group

− ∆θHn u = u1+2/n (5.2)

must be of the form

U
µ

ζ
= µn

∣

∣

∣

∣

(s − s0) + i
(

|z − z0|2 + (µ/n)2
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

−n
, (5.3)

where ζ = (z0, s0) with z0 ∈ Cn, s0 ∈ R and µ > 0. Furthermore, the functions of

the form (5.3) are, up to left translations and dilations T δ : (z, s) 7→ (δz, δ2s), the

only extremals of the the sharp Sobolev inequality on Heisenberg group

(

∫

Hn

|u|2+2/n θ ∧ (dθ)n
)

n
n+1

6 Kn

∫

Hn

|∇u|2θ θ ∧ (dθ)n, (5.4)

where Kn is the same constant as in (2.10). The energy on Heisenberg group is

denoted by

E(u) =
1

2

∫

Hn

|∇u|2θHn
θHn ∧ (dθHn)n − n

2(n + 1)

∫

Hn

|u|2+2/n θHn ∧ (dθHn )n .

If we choose µ > 0 such that
∫

Hn

|U µ

ζ
|2+2/n θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

= K
−(n+1)
n , (5.5)

then by (5.2) and (5.4) we get

E
(

U
µ

ζ

)

=
K
−(n+1)
n

2(n + 1)
.
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Theorem 5.1. Let (uk)k∈N be an S2
1
(M)-bounded Palais-Smale sequence of non-

negative functions for I f , where h, f ∈ C∞(M) with supM f > 0. Then, there exist

m ∈ N and a nonnegative weak solution u∞ ∈ S2
1
(M) of (5.1), such that, up to a

subsequence, the following conclusions hold for 1 ≤ j ≤ m:

(i) there exist x
j

k
→ x j ∈ M such that f (x j) > 0 as k → +∞;

(ii) there exist ε
j

k
> 0 such that ε

j

k
→ 0 and

εi
k

ε
j

k

+
ε

j

k

εi
k

+
d(xi

k
, x

j

k
)2

εi
k
ε

j

k

→ +∞, for all i , j, as k → +∞, (5.6)

where d(·, ·) is the Carnot-Carathéodory distance on M with respect to the contact

form θ0;

(iii) with

U
j

k
(x) =

(

ε
j

k

)−n
f (x j)−n/2

U
j
(

T
(ε

j

k
)−1 exp−1

x
j

k

(x)

)

for x ∈ exp
x

j

k

(B+
2r0

(0)), there holds

∥

∥

∥

∥

uk − u∞ −
m

∑

j=1

η
j

k
U

j

k

∥

∥

∥

∥

S2
1
(M)
→ 0, as k → +∞, (5.7)

where U
j
= U

µ j

ζ j
satisfies (5.5), r0 > 0 is small, exp

x
j

k

: B2r0
(0) ⊂ Hn 7→ M are

the local charts centered at x
j

k
∈ M, T is the dilation as before, and η

j

k
are smooth

cut-off functions such that η
j

k
≡ 1 in exp

x
j

k

(Br0
(0)) and η

j

k
≡ 0 in M\ exp

x
j

k

(B2r0
).

Moreover,

I f [uk] = I f [u∞] +
K
−(n+1)
n

2(n + 1)

m
∑

j=1

f (x j)−n
+ o(1), (5.8)

where o(1) → 0 as k → +∞.

Proof. To prove Theorem 5.1, one can just follow the proof of Proposition 5.1

in [21] which is contained in Appendix B of [21]; the only difference between

Theorem 5.1 here and Proposition 5.1 in [21] is that we are considering (5.1) in

which f is a function, while in Proposition 5.1 in [21] they are considering (5.1) in

which f is a positive constant. Note that the assertion f (x j) > 0 in Theorem 5.1 (i)

follows from the fact that if

−∆θHn u = cu1+2/n

has a positive solution for some constant c, then c must be positive.

5.2. Weak solutions. A simple characterization of the asymptotic behavior of en-

ergy E (u) is given as below

Lemma 5.2. Let u(·, t) be a smooth solution of the flow (2.2). Then there hold

(i) E (u(t)) = λ(t) + o(1), where o(1)→ 0 as t → ∞;

(ii) there exists a constant λ∞ such that λ(t)→ λ∞ as t → ∞.

Proof. (i) From (2.3), (2.8) and Lemma 4.2 it follows that

E (u(t)) =

∫

M

Rθ(t) θ ∧ (dθ)n
=

∫

M

(

Rθ(t) −λ(t) f
)

θ ∧ (dθ)n
+λ(t) = λ(t) + o(1),

where o(1)→ 0, as t → ∞.
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(ii) By Lemma 3.1, we know that E (u(t)) is monotone non-increasing. In addi-

tion, (2.10) implies that E (u(t)) has a lower bound. Hence E (u(t)) converges as

t → ∞. Then the assertion in (i) concludes that λ(t) → λ∞ for some constant λ∞
as t →∞.

For a nonnegative function w ∈ S2
1
(M), we define the energy functional

J f [w] =
1

2

∫

M

(

(2 + 2/n)|∇w|2θ0
+ Rθ0

w2 − n

n + 1
λ∞ f w2+2/n

)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

Then, it is easy to compute

dJ f [w](φ) =

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)〈∇w,∇φ〉θ0
+ Rθ0

wφ − λ∞ f w1+2/nφ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n . (5.9)

Moreover, we have

Lemma 5.3. For any smooth solution u(·, t) of the flow (2.2), there hold

J f [u(t)] =
1

2
E (u(t)) − n

2(n + 1)
λ∞ and J f [u(t)] =

1

2(n + 1)
λ∞ + o(1),

where o(1) → 0 as t → +∞.

Proof. From (2.8) and definition of J f , it follows that

J f [u(t)] =

∫

M

(1 + 1/n)|∇u|2θ0
+

1

2
Rθ0

u2 − n

2(n + 1)
λ∞ f u2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
1

2
E (u(t)) − n

2(n + 1)
λ∞.

Rewriting the above equality as

J f [u(t)] =
1

2
(E (u(t)) − λ∞) +

1

2(n + 1)
λ∞.

Thanks to Lemma 5.2(i) that E (u(t)) → λ∞ as t → +∞, we thus finished the proof.

Let {tk : k ∈ N} be a time sequence such that tk → +∞ as k → +∞. Also, we set

uk := u(tk), θk := θ(tk), λk := λ(tk) and Rk := Rθk
. Then we will show the following:

Lemma 5.4. (uk)k is a Palais-Smale sequence for the energy functional J f .

Proof. We need to show that

• The sequence (J f [uk])k is bounded;

• dJ f [uk]→ 0 strongly in S2
1
(M)−1 as k → +∞.

The boundedness of (J f [uk])k is straightforward by Lemma 5.3 and (3.1). Hence,

we are left to check the strong convergence dJ f [uk] → 0 in S2
1
(M)−1 as k → +∞.

To see this, we fix any φ ∈ S2
1
(M). Then (2.3), (2.11) and Hölder’s inequality yield

dJ f [uk](φ) =

∫

M

[

(

− (2 + 2/n)∆θ0
uk + Rθ0

uk − λ∞ f u
1+2/n

k

]

φ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

(Rk − λ∞ f )u
1+2/n

k
φ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

≤ ||Rk − λk f + (λk − λ∞) f ||
L

2(n+1)
n+2 (M,θk)

||φ||
L

2(n+1)
n (M,θ0)

≤ C
(

F 2(n+1)
n+2

(θk))
n+2

2(n+1) + |λk − λ∞| sup
M

f c
n+2

2(n+1)

2

)

||φ||S2
1
(M).
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Notice that 2(n+1)/(n+2) < 2, it follows from Lemma 4.2 that F 2n
n+1

(gk) = o(1) as

k → +∞. Moreover, by Lemma 5.2, we have λk − λ∞ = o(1), as k → +∞. Hence,

the assertion follows.

Lemma 5.5. There exists u∞ ∈ S2
1
(M) such that uk converges to u∞ weakly in

S2
1
(M) as k → +∞. Moreover, if u∞ . 0, then (1.2) possess a positive solution.

Proof. Since (uk)k is bounded in S2
1
(M) by Corollary 3.4, there exists u∞ ∈ S 2

1
(M)

such that, up to a subsequence, uk ⇀ u∞ weakly in S2
1
(M) as k → +∞. By Lemma

5.4, we have dJ f [uk] = o(1) in S2
1
(M)−1. Then, it follows from (5.9) that

∫

M

(2+2/n)〈∇uk ,∇φ〉θ0
+Rθ0

ukφ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

λ∞ f u
1+2/n

k
φ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+o(1).

Letting k → +∞, we obtain that u∞ solves the Eq.(1.2) in the weak sense
∫

M

(2 + 2/n)〈∇u∞,∇φ〉θ0
+ Rθ0

u∞φ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

λ∞ f u
1+2/n
∞ φ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

Moreover, standard regularity theory (c.f. Theorem 5.15 in [10]) implies that u∞ is

smooth if f is smooth. Hence, u∞ satisfies

− (2 + 2/n)∆θ0
u∞ + Rθ0

u∞ = λ∞ f u
1+2/n
∞ . (5.10)

Now, if u∞ . 0, we can apply Proposition A.1 in [16] to conclude that u∞ > 0.

Next, we claim that λ∞ > 0. If Rθ0
> 0, it follows from (2.8), (2.10) and Lemma

3.3 that

E (u(t)) > µ(M)vol(M, θ(t))
n

n+1 > µ(M)
(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
.

Then by Lemma 5.2 we get that

λ∞ = lim
t→∞

E (u(t)) > µ(M)
(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
> 0.

If Rθ0
≡ 0, we first note that there exists a subsequence, still denoted by {tk}, such

that uk ⇀ u∞ weakly in S2
1
(M) and strongly in L2(M). Now, our argument is split

into two cases.

Case 1. u∞ ≡ 0. In this case, using (2.8), (2.11), Lemma 3.3 and the fact that

‖uk‖L2(M) → 0 as k → ∞, we obtain
∫

M

|∇θ0
uk |2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

> C
−1vol(M, θk)

n
n+1 −

∫

M

u2
k θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

> C
−1

(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
+ o(1).

This implies that

λ∞ = lim
ν→∞

E (uk) = lim
k→∞

∫

M

(

2 + 2/n
)

|∇θ0
uk |2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

>
(

2 + 2/n
)

C
−1

(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
> 0.

Case 2. u∞ . 0. In this case, if follows from (5.10) that u∞ > 0 solves

−(2 + 2/n)∆θ0
u∞ = λ∞ f u

1+2/n
∞ .
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To prove that λ∞ > 0, we suppose on contrary λ∞ = 0, which gives ∆θ0
u∞ = 0.

Hence, u∞ must be a positive constant, say c > 0. Since λ∞ = 0, it follows from

Lemma 5.2(i) that
∫

M

|∇θ0

(

uk − u∞
)|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

|∇θ0
uk |2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
n E (uk)

2n + 2
→ 0

as k →∞. This together with (2.11) implies that

(

∫

M

|uk − u∞|2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

n
n+1

6 C
−1

(

∫

M

|∇θ0

(

uk − u∞
)|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

|uk − u∞|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

→ 0

as k → ∞. This together with (2.8) implies that
∫

M
f u

2+2/n
∞ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= 1. Since

u∞ ≡ c > 0, we have
∫

M
f θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= c−2−2/n > 0, contradicting the assumption
∫

M
f θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n < 0. This proves the claim, i.e. λ∞ > 0.

Therefore, if u∞ . 0, then λ
n/2
∞ u∞ produces a positive solution to (1.2).

Lemma 5.5 shows that Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 will immediately follow provided

that we can show that there exists a time sequence (tk)k such that uk ⇀ u∞ . 0

weakly in S2
1
(M). However, this is generally hard to be proved via direct estimates.

Hence, we shall adopt a contradiction argument. To do so, we assume, from now

on, that u(t) ⇀ 0 weakly in S2
1
(M) as t → +∞. Under this assumption, it is easy

to see from (2.11) and Lemma 3.3 that uk cannot converge to 0 strongly in S2
1
(M),

and the concentration phenomenon will occur.

5.3. Single concentration point. Set

λ∗ =
2(n + 1)

n

(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
K−1

n ,

where Kn = 1/(2πn2) is the optimal constant appeared in (2.10). Then we have the

following:

Lemma 5.6. λ∞ > λ∗.

Proof. Since u ⇀ 0 weakly in S2
1
(M), u → 0 strongly in L2(M) as t → 0. This

fact together with Lemma 5.2 implies that

λ∞ = lim
t→+∞

E (u(t)) = lim
t→+∞

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)|∇u|2θ0
+ Rθ0

u2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= lim
t→+∞

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)|∇u|2θ0
θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n (5.11)

On the other hand, given ε > 0, by (2.8), (2.10), Lemma 3.3 and the fact that

‖u‖L2 = o(1) we get
∫

M

(2 + 2/n)|∇u|2θ0
θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

>
2(n + 1)

n(Kn + ε)

(

vol(M, θ(t))
)

n
n+1
+ o(1)

>
2(n + 1)

n(Kn + ε)

(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1 + o(1) (5.12)

Combining (5.11) and (5.12) yields

λ∞ >
2(n + 1)

n(Kn + ε)

(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1 .
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Letting ε to zero, we thus complete the proof.

With a suitable choice of initial data, we can guarantee the single concentration

point of the flow.

Lemma 5.7. If the initial data u0 satisfies E (u0) < 2
1

n+1λ∗, then m = 1, where m is

the positive integer in Theorem 5.1.

Proof. First, note that J f [w] = (2+2/n)I n
2(n+1)

λ∞ f [w]. Thus, we can apply Theorem

5.1 to the functional J f [u(t)] to obtain

J f [u(t)] =
K
−(n+1)
n

2(n + 1)

m
∑

j=1

(

2(n + 1)

n

)n+1
(

λ∞ f (x j)
)−n
+ o(1).

This together with Lemma 5.3 implies that

λ∞
2(n + 1)

= lim
t→+∞

J f [u(t)] =
K
−(n+1)
n

2(n + 1)

m
∑

j=1

(

2(n + 1)

n

)n+1
(

λ∞ f (x j)
)−n

(5.13)

>
mK

−(n+1)
n

2(n + 1)

(

2(n + 1)

n

)n+1

λ−n
∞

(

sup
M

f
)−n
.

Hence

λ
1

n+1
∞ > m

1
n+1

2(n + 1)

n

(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
K−1

n = m
1

n+1λ∗.

On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 5.2 and (3.1) that

λ∞ = lim
t→+∞

E (u(t)) 6 E (u0) < 2
1

n+1λ∗.

Combining the estimates above yields m < 2, i.e. m = 1.

We have the following convention: For the rest of the paper, our initial data is

chosen to satisfy
∫

M

f u
1+2/n
0

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= 1 and E (u0) < 2

1
n+1λ∗. (5.14)

With such a choice of initial data, we know by Lemma 5.7 that there would be only

one concentration point denoted by a∞. Then (5.13) can be reduced as

λ∞
2(n + 1)

=
K
−(n+1)
n

2(n + 1)

(

2(n + 1)

n

)n+1
(

λ∞ f (a∞)
)−n
.

Solving this gives

λ∞ =
2(n + 1)

n
K−1

n f (a∞)−
n

n+1 . (5.15)

Moreover, we may choose suitable cut-off function η(t), ε∗(t) > 0 with ε∗(t) → 0

and a∗(t) ∈ M with a∗(t)→ a∞ such that as t → ∞
∥

∥

∥

∥

u(t) − ϕ∗(t)
∥

∥

∥

∥

S2
1
(M)
→ 0, (5.16)

where

ϕ∗(t, x) =

(

nλ∞ f (a∞)

2(n + 1)

)−n/2

η(t)(ε∗(t))−n
U (T ε∗(t)−1 exp−1

a∗(t)(x))

and

U =
∣

∣

∣s + i
(|z|2 + (1/n)2)

∣

∣

∣

−n
.
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5.4. Bubbles.

Case 1 µ(M) > 0. Given any a ∈ M, we can find a contact form θa = ω
∗
a

2/nθ0

conformal to θ0 such that it induces CR normal coordinates (z, s) around a ∈ M.

Let G∗a be the Green’s function with pole at a. Then we have

− (2 + 2/n)∆θa
G∗a(x) + R∗θa

G∗a(x) = δa. (5.17)

where R∗
θa

is the Webster scalar curvature of θa. Moreover, the Green’s function

satisfies the estimates (see Appendix A in [21])

|G∗a(x) − ρa(x)−2n − A∗a| 6 Cρa(x) (5.18)

and

|∇(G∗a(x) − ρa(x)−2n)|θa
6 C, (5.19)

where A∗a is the CR mass satisfying infa∈M A∗a > 0 under the assumptions in Theo-

rem 1.1, and ρa(x) the distance in the CR normal coordinates at a defined as

ρa(x) = (s2
+ |z|4)1/4.

We define χ : R 7→ [0, 1] to be a smooth cut-off function satisfying χ(τ) = 1 for

τ 6 1 and χ(τ) = 0 for τ > 2. For δ > 0, we then define χδ(τ) = χ(τ/δ). And, for

ε ≪ δ we let

ϕa,ε = ω
∗
a(x)ψa,ε, (5.20)

where

ψa,ε = ε
n

[

χδ(ρa)
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2
+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

G∗a

]

. (5.21)

Case 2 µ(M) = 0. Given any a ∈ M, we consider the local charts (z, s) around

a. Motivated by [7], we let

ϕa,ε = ε
n

[

χδ(ρa)
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2
+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

(

ρ−2n
a + Λ

)

]

,

where Λ is a positive constant to be determined, χδ and ρa are the same notations

as in the Case 1.

To provide a unified proof for both cases, we hereafter let

ωa =

{

ω∗a, if µ(M) > 0,

1, if µ(M) = 0,
Rθa
=

{

R∗
θa
, if µ(M) > 0,

0, if µ(M) = 0,

and

Ga =

{

G∗a, if µ(M) > 0,

ρ−2n
a + Λ, if µ(M) = 0,

Aa =

{

A∗a, if µ(M) > 0,

Λ, if µ(M) = 0.

We have the following:

Definition 5.8. For u ∈ S2
1
(M) and sufficiently small µ > 0, we define

Du(µ) =

{

(α, ε, a) ∈
(

R+,R+, M
)

: ε,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

nλα2/n f (a)

2(n + 1)
− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

, ‖u − αϕa,ε‖ < µ
}

From (5.16), it follows that

Du(t)(µ) , ∅
for all sufficiently small µ > 0 and all sufficiently large t.
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Lemma 5.9. There holds

Lθ0
ϕa,ε = (2 + 2/n)ϕ

1+2/n
a,ε + (2 + 2/n)εnAaω

1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)

+ω
1+2/n
a εn

(

I1 + I2 + I3 + I4 + I5 + I6 + I7 + I8

)

,

where

I1 = −(2 + 2/n)χδ(ρa)

[

∆θa

( 1

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2

)

+
ε2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

]

,

I2 =
χδ(ρa)Rθa

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2
,

I3 = (2 + 2/n)∆θa
χδ(ρa)

(

Ga − ρ−2n
a − Aa

)

,

I4 = −(2 + 2/n)∆θa
χδ(ρa)

( 1

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2
− ρ−2n

a

)

,

I5 = 2(2 + 2/n)
〈

∇χδ(ρa),∇(Ga − ρ−2n
a )

〉

θa

,

I6 = −2(2 + 2/n)
〈

∇χδ(ρa),∇
( 1

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2
− ρ−2n

a

)〉

θa

,

I7 = −(2 + 2/n)ε2
[

( χδ(ρa)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2
+ (1 − χδ(ρa))Ga

)1+2/n

− χδ(ρa)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

]

,

I8 =

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)[

(2 + 2/n)∆θa
Ga − Rθa

Ga

]

.

Hereafter, Lθ0
is the conformal sub-Laplacian with respect to θ0.

Proof. See [21, Proposition A.1].

Now, we will choose some suitable parameters α, ε and a to simplify the pro-

ceeding arguments.

Proposition 5.10. For each t > 0, there exists µ0 = µ0(t) with µ0(t)→ 0 as t → +∞
such that

inf
(α̃,ε̃,ã)∈Du(t)(2µ0)

∫

M

u(t)2/n |u(t) − α̃ϕã,ε̃|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

admits a unique minimizer
(

α(t), ε(t), a(t)
) ∈ Du(t)(µ0).

Proof. Since the proof is almost identical with the one in [25, Proposition 3.10],

we omit the proof and refer the readers to [25].

For simplicity, we set

ϕ = ϕa,ε, v = u − αϕ.

Definition 5.11. For any ε > 0 and a ∈ M, we define

(i) (d1, d2, d3) = (1, ε∂ε, ε∇a);

(ii) φk = dkϕ for k = 1, 2, 3.

Here, we regard a as a point in Hn by using CR normal coordinates (z, s), and ∇a

is the usual sub-gradient in Hn.

The next lemma provides us estimates on φk, which is vital for proving the main

theorems.

Lemma 5.12. One has

(i) |dkφl| 6 Cϕ for k, l = 1, 2, 3;
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(ii)

∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2
k θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= ck + O(ε2n+2
+ ε4) for k = 1, 2, 3;

(iii)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+2) for k = 2, 3;

(iv)

∫

M

ϕ2/nφkφl θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+2

+ ε4) for all k , l.

Here ck are some positive constants.

Due to the length of the proof, Lemma 5.12 will be proved in Appendix A.

Lemma 5.13. Suppose that n = 1. For t large, one has

(i)

∫

M

Lθ0
φkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= O
(

δ6−2nε2n
+ ε6

)

+ O(‖v‖2),

(ii)

∫

M

f u1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O
(

|∇ f (a)|2
θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

.

Proof. (i) In view of Lemma 5.9, we have
∫

M

Lθ0
φkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

(

dk Lθ0
ϕ
)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

[

(2 + 2/n)dkϕ
1+2/n

+ (2 + 2/n)dk

(

εnAaω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)
)

+

8
∑

i=1

dk

(

ω
1+2/n
a εnIi

)

]

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

Case k = 1. First, notice that Rθa
= 0 and

∆θa
Ga =

[

∆θHn + O(ρ2
a)

]

ρ−2n
a = O(1),

if µ(M) = 0 and n = 1. Thus, I8 = O(1)1δ6ρa62δ if µ(M) = 0 and n = 1. On the

other hand, by (5.17), I8 = 0 if µ(M) > 0. Recalling that d1 = 1, one may follow

the proof in [21, Proposition A.1] to obtain
∫

M

Lθ0
φ1v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)ϕ1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)εnAaω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O

( ∫

M

[(

ε2

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2

)n/2

ρ2
a1{ρa62δ} + δ

−1εn1{δ6ρa62δ}

+

(

ε2

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2

)1+n/2

1{ρa>δ}

]

v θa ∧ (dθa)n

)

. (5.22)

Using Hölder’s inequality, we can estimate
∫

M

(

ε2

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2

)n/2

ρ2
a1{ρa62δ}v θa ∧ (dθa)n

= O

(

ε2n

∫

ρa62δ

ρ4
a

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n
θa ∧ (dθa)n

+‖v‖2
)

= O
(

δ6−2nε2n
+ ‖v‖2

)

, (5.23)
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whenever n ≤ 3. Similarly, we can obtain
∫

M

δ−1εn1{δ6ρa62δ}v θa ∧ (dθa)n

= O

(

δ−2ε2n

∫

δ6ρa62δ

θa ∧ (dθa)n
+‖v‖2

)

= O
(

δ2nε2n
+ ‖v‖2

)

(5.24)

and
∫

M

(

ε2

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2

)1+n/2

1{ρa>δ}v θa ∧ (dθa)n

= O

(

ε2n+4

∫

ρa>δ

1

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

+‖v‖2
)

= O
(

ε2n+4
+ ‖v‖2

)

. (5.25)

Now, by integrating by parts and Hölder’s inequality, we have
∫

M

εnAaω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

εnAaω
−1
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)v θa ∧ (dθa)n

=

∫

M

εnAa

[

〈∇ω−1
a ,∇χδ(ρa)〉θa

v + ω−1
a 〈∇v,∇χδ(ρa)〉θa

]

θa ∧ (dθa)n

= O

(

∫

δ6ρa62δ

εn|∇χδ(ρa)|
(

|v| + |∇v|θa

)

θa ∧ (dθa)n
)

= O

(

∫

δ6ρa62δ

ε2n θa ∧ (dθa)n
+‖v‖2

)

= O
(

δ2n+2ε2n
+ ‖v‖2

)

. (5.26)

Substituting (5.23)-(5.26) into (5.22) gives
∫

M

Lθ0
φ1v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)ϕ1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(δ6−2nε2n) + O(‖v‖2).

Case k = 2. Recalling that d2 = ε∂ε we have
∫

M

Lθ0
φ2v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

2(1 + 1/n)(1 + 2/n)ϕ2/nφ2v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

2(n + 1)εnAaω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

nω
1+2/n
a εn

(

8
∑

i=1

Ii

)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+E (5.27)

where

E =

∫

M

ω
1+2/n
a εn

(

7
∑

i=1

d2Ii

)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n,

thanks to the facts that I8 = 0, if µ(M) > 0 and d2I8 = 0, if µ(M) = 0. In view of

the proof of Case k = 1, we are left to estimate the term E. From Lemma 5.9, it
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follows that

E =

∫

M

ω−1
a εnd2

{

− (2 + 2/n)χδ(ρa)

(

∆θa

( 1

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2

)

+
ε2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

+
χδ(ρa)Rθa

− (2 + 2/n)∆θa
χδ(ρa)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2

−2(2 + 2/n)
〈

∇χδ(ρa),∇
( 1

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2

)〉

θa

−(2 + 2/n)nε2
[(

χδ(ρa)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2
+ (1 − χδ(ρa))Ga

)1+2/n

− χδ(ρa)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

]

}

v θa ∧ (dθa)n

=

∫

M

ω−1
a εn+2

{

4(n + 1)

n2
χδ(ρa)

[

∆θa

( (ε/n)2
+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

−
n
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2) − (1 + 2/n)ε2((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+2

]

−

(

χδ(ρa)Rθa
− (2 + 2/n)∆θa

χδ(ρa)
)

((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

}

v

−8(n + 1)

n2
εn+2

(〈

∇χδ(ρa),∇(ω−1
a v)

〉

θa

+ ∆θa
(χδ(ρa))ω−1

a v
)

×
( (ε/n)2

+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

−(2 + 2/n)ω−1
a εnd2

{

ε2
[(

χδ(ρa)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2
+ (1 − χδ(ρa))Ga

)1+2/n

− χδ(ρa)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

]}

v θa ∧ (dθa)n

=

∫

{ρa6δ}

4(n + 1)

n2
ω−1

a εn+2
[

∆θa

( (ε/n)2
+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

−
n
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2) − (1 + 2/n)ε2((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+2

]

v θa ∧ (dθa)n

+

∫

{ρa6δ}
−
ω−1

a εn+2Rθa
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1
v θa ∧ (dθa)n

+O(ε2n+4
+ ‖v‖2)

:= E1 + E2 + O(ε2n+4
+ ‖v‖2).

Observing that

∆θa

( (ε/n)2
+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

=

(

∆Hn + O(ρ2
a)
)( (ε/n)2

+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

=
n
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2) − (1 + 2/n)ε2((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+2
+

O(ρ2
a)((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1
,

we have the estimate

E1 = O

(

ε2n+4

∫

{ρa6δ}

ρ4
a((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

+‖v‖2
)
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= O(ε6
+ ‖v‖2).

Using the fact that Rθa
= O(ρ2

a) we obtain

E2 = O

(

ε2n+4

∫

{ρa6δ}

ρ4
a((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

+‖v‖2
)

= O(ε6
+ ‖v‖2).

Substituting all the estimates above into (5.27) gives
∫

M

Lθ0
φ2v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

2(1 + 1/n)(1 + 2/n)ϕ2/nφ2v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O(δ6−2nε2n) + O(ε6) + O(‖v‖2).

Case k = 3. Recalling that d3 = ε∇a where a = (z0, s0), we have
∫

M

Lθ0
φ3v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

2(1 + 1/n)(1 + 2/n)ϕ2/nφ3v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

(2 + 2/n)εn+1∇a

(

Aaω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)
)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

(1 + 2/n)ω
2/n
a ∇a(ωa)εn+1

(

8
∑

i=1

Ii

)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+E

(5.28)

where

E =

∫

M

ω
1+2/n
a εn

(

8
∑

i=1

d3Ii

)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

Following the proof of Case k = 1 we can get
∫

M

(2 + 2/n)εn+1∇a

(

Aaω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)
)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+2

+ ‖v‖2)

and
∫

M

(1 + 2/n)ω
2/n
a ∇a(ωa)εn+1

(

8
∑

i=1

Ii

)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+2

+ ‖v‖2).

Now, if µ(M) > 0, it follows from the fact I8 = 0 that

E =

∫

{ρa6δ}
ω−1

a εn
(

7
∑

i=1

d3Ii

)

v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(ε2n+2

+ ‖v‖2)

=

∫

{ρa6δ}
ω−1

a εnd3

{

− (2 + 2/n)

[

∆θa

( 1

((s − s0)2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z − z0|2)2)n/2

)

+
ε2

((s − s0)2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z − z0|2)2)n/2+1

]

+
Rθa

((s − s0)2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z − z0|2)2)n/2

}

v θa ∧ (dθa)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a=0

+ O(ε2n+2
+ ‖v‖2).

=

∫

{ρa6δ}
ω−1

a εn+1
{

− (2n + 2)

[

∆θa

( z̄((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

+
(1 + 2/n)ε2((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+2

]

+
∇aRθa

(s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2) − nRθa
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

}
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v θa ∧ (dθa)n
+O(ε2n+2

+ ‖v‖2)

= O

(

ε2n+2

∫

{ρa6δ}

ρ4
a((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2|z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

)

+O

(

ε2n+2

∫

{ρa6δ}

ρ2
a

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n
θa ∧ (dθa)n

)

+ O(ε2n+2
+ ‖v‖2)

= O(ε6
+ ε2n+2

+ ‖v‖2).

While µ(M) = 0, we notice that

d3I8 = −ε
[

(

∇a(χδ(ρa)) +
n(1 − χδ(ρa))

2

)

(

∆θHn + O(ρ2
a)
)(

ρ−2n
a + ρ−2n−4

a z̄|z|2
)

]
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a=0

= O
(

δ1−2nε
)

,

and hence Ē can be estimated as before. Substituting all the estimates above into

(5.28) yields
∫

M

Lθ0
φ3v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

2(1 + 1/n)(1 + 2/n)ϕ2/nφ3v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O(ε2n+2) + O(ε6) + O(‖v‖2).

Finally, we are going to estimate the first term on the right hand side of (5.22),

(5.27) and (5.28). To this end, we use Proposition (5.10) and expand u2/n
= (αϕ +

v)2/n to obtain

0 =

∫

M

u2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

(αϕ)2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(‖v‖2).

This implies that
∫

M

ϕ2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(‖v‖2). (5.29)

By inserting (5.29) into (5.22), (5.27) and (5.28), we thus complete the proof of (i).

(ii) By expansion as above, we have
∫

M

f u1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+(1 + 2/n)

∫

M

f (αϕ)2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(‖v‖2).

(5.30)

It remains to estimate the second term on the right hand side of (5.30). From (5.29)

and Lemma 5.12, it follows that
∫

M

fϕ2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+

∫

M

f (a)ϕ2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

Bδ(a)

( f − f (a))ϕ2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(ε2n+4

+ ‖v‖2)

= O

(

∫

Bδ(a)

| f − f (a)|ϕ1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

+ O(ε2n+4
+ ‖v‖2).
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By Hölder’s inequality, we can estimate
∫

Bδ(a)

| f − f (a)|ϕ1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

≤
[

∫

Bδ(a)

| f − f (a)|
2(n+1)

n+2 ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

n+2
2(n+1)

[

∫

M

|v|2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

n
2(n+1)

= O

(

[

∫

Bδ(a)

| f − f (a)|
2(n+1)

n+2
ε2n+2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θa ∧ (dθa)n

]
n+2

(n+1)

+ ‖v‖2
)

= O

(

[

∫

B δ
ε

(a)

| f (εz, ε2s) − f (a)|
2(n+1)

n+2

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θa ∧ (dθa)n

]
n+2

(n+1)

+ ‖v‖2
)

= O

(

[

∫

B δ
ε

(a)

(

ε|∇ f (a)|θ0
|(z, εs)|

)

2(n+1)
n+2
+ O

(

(

ε|(z, εs)|)
4(n+1)

n+2

)

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θa ∧ (dθa)n

]
n+2

(n+1)

+ ‖v‖2
)

= O
(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ε4
+ ‖v‖2

)

= O
(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

.

Plugging the two estimates above into (5.30) gives
∫

M

f u1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

.

This completes the proof of (ii).

To proceed further, we consider the so-called shadow flow, which will build the

relation between the parameters such as a, ε, α and the prescribed function f .

Lemma 5.14. Set

σk = −
∫

M

(

Lθ0
u − λ f u1+2/n

)

φk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n, k = 1, 2, 3.

For t sufficiently large, there hold

(i) α̇/α = c−1
1
α−(1+2/n)σ1

(

1 + O(ε)
)

+ R1,

(ii) ε̇/ε = c−1
2
α−(1+2/n)σ2

(

1 + O(ε)
)

+ R2,

(iii) ȧ/ε = c−1
3
α−(1+2/n)σ3

(

1 + O(ε)
)

+ R3,

where Rk = O
(

‖v‖2 + F2(θ(t))
)

k
and ck are constants appeared in Lemma 5.12 (ii).

Proof. Let (ζ̇1, ζ̇2, ζ̇3) = (α̇, αε̇ε−1, αȧε−1). Using the flow ut = −(Rθ(t) − λ f )u and

the fact that
∫

M
u2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= 0 and recalling (φ1, φ2, φ3) = (ϕ, ε∂εϕ, ε∇aϕ),

we obtain

σk =

∫

M

utu
2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

∂t(αϕ + v)u2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= ζ̇ l

∫

M

u2/nφkφl θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −
∫

M

(∂tu
2/n)φkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

−
∫

M

u2/n(∂tφk)v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

:= ζ̇ lI − II − III. (5.31)

Estimate of I. It follows from expansion and Lemma 5.12 (i) and (iv) that

I =

∫

M

(

αϕ
)2/n

φkφl θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(‖v‖)k,l
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= α2/nδlk

∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2
k θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+(1 − δlk)α2/n

∫

M

ϕ2/nφkφl θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

‖v‖
)

k,l

= α2/nckδlk + O
(

ε + ‖v‖
)

k,l
.

Estimate of II. By (3.3), Hölder’s inequality and Lemma 5.12 (i), we have

|II| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

n

∫

M

(Rθ(t) − λ f )u2/nφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C

∫

M

|Rθ(t) − λ f |u2/nϕ|v| θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 C

∫

M

|Rθ(t) − λ f |u2/n |u − v||v| θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 C

∫

M

|Rθ(t) − λ f |u3|v| θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+C

∫

M

|R − λ f |u2 |v|2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 C‖v‖
(

∫

M

(Rθ(t) −λ f )2u4 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)1/2

(∫

M

u4 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

)1/4

+C‖v‖2
(

∫

M

(Rθ(t) −λ f )2u4 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)1/2

6 C
(

F2(θ(t)) + ‖v‖2
)

,

since n = 1.

Estimate of III. Using Lemma 5.12 (i) again, we get

III = ζ̇ l

∫

M

u2/ndlφkv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O

(

∫

M

u1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

k,l
ζ̇ l
= O

(

‖v‖
)

k,l
ζ̇ l.

Now, substituting the estimates for I, II, III into (5.31) gives

σk =

[

α2/nckδkl + O
(

ε + ‖v‖
)

k,l

]

ζ̇ l
+ O

(

F2(θ(t)) + ‖v‖2
)

k
.

Setting Ek,l = α
2/nckδkl + O

(

ε + ‖v‖
)

k,l
, one then has

Ek,lζ̇
l
= σk + O

(

F2(θ(t)) + ‖v‖2
)

k

Using the fact that

E−1
k,l = α

−2/nc−1
k δkl + O

(

ε + ‖v‖
)

k,l

and using the definition of σk that

σk = O(F2(θ(t))1/2),

we can obtain

ζ̇ l
= σk

[

α−2/nc−1
k δkl + O

(

ε + ‖v‖
)

k,l

]

+ O
(

F2(θ(t)) + ‖v‖2
)

l

= α−2/nc−1
l σl

(

1 + O(ε)
)

+ O
(

F2(θ(t)) + ‖v‖2
)

l
.

In view of the definition of ζ̇ l, the proof is thus complete.

To relate the parameters α, ε and a with the prescribed function f , it remains to

refine the estimate of the shadow flows σk.

Lemma 5.15. There exist positive constants d1, d2, . . . , e4 such that, for t large,

there hold
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(i) σ1 = (2 + 2/n)α

(

nλα2/n f (a)

2(n + 1)
− 1

)

∫

M

ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+αd1Aaε

2n

+α1+2/nλe1ε
2
∆θ0

f (a) + R1;

(ii) σ2 = (2 + 2/n)α

(

nλα2/n f (a)

2(n + 1)
− 1

)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφ2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+αd2Aaε

2n

+α1+2/nλe2ε
2
∆θ0

f (a) + R2;

(iii) σ3 = (2 + 2/n)α

(

nλα2/n f (a)

2(n + 1)
− 1

)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφ3 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+α1+2/nλ
(

e3ε∇θ0
f (a) + e4ε

3∇θ0
∆θ0

f (a)
)

+ R3,

where

Rk = O
(

δ4−2nε2n
+ δε2n

+ ε4
+ |∇ f (a)|2θ0

ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

k
for k = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. Recall that

σk = −
∫

M

(

Lθ0
u − λ f u1+2/n

)

φk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

Estimate of
∫

M
Lθ0

uφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n. By integrating by parts, we may write

∫

M

Lθ0
uφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

Lθ0

(

αϕ + v
)

φk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= α

∫

M

(Lθ0
ϕ)φk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

(Lθ0
φk)v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n . (5.32)

The first term on the right hand side of (5.32) can be estimated as follows. Using

Lemmas 5.9 and 5.12 and following the proof of (5.23)-(5.25), we have

α

∫

M

(Lθ0
ϕ)φk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= (2 + 2/n)α

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+(2 + 2/n)αεn

∫

M

ω
1+2/n
a Aa∆θa

χδ(ρa)φk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O

( ∫

M

[(

ε2

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2

)n/2

ρ2
a1{ρa62δ} + δ

−1εn1{δ6ρa62δ}

+

(

ε2

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2

)1+n/2

1{ρa>δ}

]

φk θa ∧ (dθa)n

)

:= (2 + 2/n)α

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+I + O

(

δ4−2nε2n
+ δε2n

+ ε2n+2
)

.

It remains to estimate the term I above. As always, we split the argument into three

cases.

Case k = 1. By denoting that ψ = ψa,ε which was defined in (5.21), we may write

I as

I = (2 + 2/n)αεnAa

∫

M

∆θa
χδ(ρa)ψ θa ∧ (dθa)n

= (2 + 2/n)αεnAa

[

∫

M

∆θa
χδ(ρa)εnρ−2n

a θa ∧ (dθa)n

+

∫

M

∆θa
χδ(ρa)

(

ψ − εnρ−2n
a

)

θa ∧ (dθa)n
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:= (2 + 2/n)αεnAa

(

I1 + I2

)

.

To estimate I1, we use integration by parts to get

I1 = −εn

∫

M

〈∇ρ−2n
a ,∇χδ(ρa)〉θa

θa ∧ (dθa)n

= 2n

∫

{δ6ρa62δ}
εn∂ρa

(

χδ(ρa)
)

ρ−2n−1
a |∇ρa|2θa

θa ∧ (dθa)n

= 2nεn|Bn|
∫ 2δ

δ

∂ρ
(

χδ(ρ)
)

dρ = −2n|S2n+1|εn,

where |Bn| is the volume of the unit ball in Hn. For I2, in view of the definition of

ψ, we can estimate

|I2| 6
Cεn

δ2

[ ∫

{δ6ρa62δ}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2
− 1

(s2 + |z|4)n/2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

θa ∧ (dθa)n

+

∫

{δ6ρa62δ}

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ga − ρ−2n
a

∣

∣

∣

∣

θa ∧ (dθa)n

]

6
Cεn

δ2

[ ∫

{δ6ρa62δ}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε2

(s2 + |z|4)n/2+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

θa ∧ (dθa)n

+

∫

{δ6ρa62δ}
Aa + O(ρa) θa ∧ (dθa)n

]

= O
(

εn+2
+ δ2nεn

)

.

Combining all the estimates yields

I = −4(n + 1)α|Bn| Aaε
2n
+ O

(

δ2nε2n
+ ε2n+2

)

.

Case k = 2. From (A.1) and the conclusion in Case k = 1, it follows that

I = (2 + 2/n)αAaε
n

∫

M

ω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)

[

nϕ − 2nωaε
n+2χδ(ρa)((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

]

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= 2(n + 1)αAaε
n

∫

M

∆θa
χδ(ρa)ψ θa ∧ (dθa)n

+O
(

ε2n+2
)

= −4n(n + 1)α|Bn| Aaε
2n
+ O

(

δ2nε2n
+ ε2n+2

)

.

Case k = 3. From (A.2), it is easy to see that

I = (2 + 2/n)αAaε
n

∫

M

ω
1+2/n
a ∆θa

χδ(ρa)φ3 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+1).

Plugging all the estimates of three cases and the estimate in Lemma 5.13 (i) into

(5.32) yields

−
∫

M

Lθ0
uφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= −(2 + 2/n)α

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+αdkAaε

2n

+O
(

δ4−2nε2n
+ δε2n

+ ε2n+1
+ ε6
+ ‖v‖2

)

,

(5.33)

where d1 = 4(n + 1)|Bn|, d2 = 4n(n + 1)|Bn| and d3 = 0.
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Estimate of
∫

M
f u1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n. By Lemma 5.13, we can get

∫

M

f u1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

= α1+2/n

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+ α1+2/n f (a)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

:= α1+2/nI + α1+2/n f (a)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

.

(5.34)

To estimate I in (5.34), we expand f (εz, ε2s) − f (a) in Bδ/ε(a) to obtain

f (εz, ε2s) − f (a) = ∇θ0
f (a) · (εz, ε2s) +

1

2
(∇d)θ0

f (a) · (εz, ε2s)2

+
1

6
(∇2d)θ0

f (a) · (εz, ε2s)3
+ O(|(εz, ε2s)|4).

Case k = 1. Using the expansion above and symmetry, we have

I =

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

Bδ(a)

( f − f (a))
ε2n+2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

+O
(

ε2n+2
)

=

∫

B δ
ε

(a)

( f (εx, ε2s) − f (a))

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

+O
(

ε2n+2
)

= e1∆θ0
f (a)ε2

+ O
(

ε4
+ ε2n+2

)

,

where

e1 =
1

2n

∫

Hn

|z|2

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n .

Case k = 2. By (A.1), the expansion above and symmetry, we obtain

I =

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ1+2/nφ2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ1+2/n
(

nϕ − 2ωaε
n+2χδ(ρa)((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)

n(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= n

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

−
∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ1+2/n 2ωaε
n+2χδ(ρa)((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)

n(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1
θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= n

∫

Bδ(a)

( f − f (a))
ε2n+2(s2

+ |z|4 − (ε/n)4)

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

+O
(

ε2n+2
)

= n

∫

B δ
ε

(a)

( f (εz, ε2s) − f (a))(s2
+ |z|4 − (1/n)4)

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

+O
(

ε2n+2
)
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= e2∆θ0
f (a)ε2

+ O
(

ε4
+ ε2n+2

)

,

where

e2 =
1

2n

∫

Hn

|z|2(s2
+ |z|4 − (1/n)4)

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n .

Case k = 3. Recalling that φ3 = d3ϕ = ε∇aϕ|a=0 and applying the conclusion in

Case k = 1, we have

I =

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ1+2/nφ3 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ1+2/nd3ϕ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=
n

2(n + 1)

(

∫

M

d3( f (a))ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+d3

∫

M

( f − f (a))ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

= e3∇θ0
f (a)ε + e4∇θ0

∆θ0
f (a)ε3

+ O
(

ε4
+ ε2n+2

)

,

where

e3 =
n

2(n + 1)

∫

Hn

1

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

and

e4 =
1

4(n + 1)

∫

Hn

|z|2

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+1
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n .

Substituting all the estimates above into (5.34) we obtain

λ

∫

M

f u1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= λα1+2/nDk + λα

1+2/n f (a)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O
(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ε4
+ ε2n+2

+ ‖v‖2
)

(5.35)

where

Dk =



















e1∆θ0
f (a)ε2, for k = 1,

e2∆θ0
f (a)ε2, for k = 2,

e3∇θ0
f (a)ε + e4∇θ0

∆θ0
f (a)ε3, for k = 3.

Now, plugging (5.33) and (5.35) into the expression of σk, we thus complete the

proof.

Since σ1 can be controlled by F2(θ(t)), we may simplify the estimates of σk as

follows.

Corollary 5.16. For t large, there hold

(i) σ2 = d2αAaε
2n
+ e2α

1+2/nλ∆θ0
f (a)ε2

+ R2

(ii) σ3 = α
1+2/nλ

(

e3∇θ0
f (a)ε + e4∇θ0

∆θ0
f (a)ε3

)

+ R3,

where

Rk =

(

δ4−2nε2n
+ δε2n

+ ε4
+ F2(θ(t)) + ‖v‖2

)

k
, for k = 2, 3.

Proof. Notice by (3.3) and Hölder’s inequality that

|σ1| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

(Rθ(t) −λ f )u3ϕ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C

(∫

M

(Rθ(t) −λ f )2u4 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

)1/2 (∫

M

u4 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

)1/4

6 CF2(θ(t))1/2,
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since n = 1. Hence, it follows from Lemma 5.15 (i) that

nλα2/n f (a)

2(n + 1)
= 1 + O

(

ε2n
+

[

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
+ ∆θ0

f (a)
]

ε2
+ F2(θ(t))1/2

+ ‖v‖2
)

. (5.36)

Moreover, by Lemma 5.12 (iii), we have
∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+2), for k = 2, 3.

Plugging this and (5.36) into Lemma 5.15 (ii) and (iii) yields the conclusion.

To proceed further, we consider the functional

E f (u) =
E (u)

( ∫

M
f u2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

)
n

n+1

:=
E (u)

f
n

n+1
u

,

where E (u) is defined in (2.4). Also, for each t, we set

Hu

(

µ0

)

=

{

ψ :

∫

M

ψφku2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= 0 for all k = 1, 2, 3

}

,

where µ0 is defined in Proposition 5.10. Recalling that u = αϕ + v, we then have

Lemma 5.17. For t large and for h1, h2 ∈ Hu

(

µ0

)

, one has

(i) ‖∂ E f (αϕ)|Hu(µ)‖ = O
(

δ4−3nεn
+ |∇ f (a)|θ0

ε + |∆θ0
f (a)|ε2

+ ε3
+ εn+2

+F2(θ(t))1/2
+ ‖v‖2

)

;

(ii)
1

2
∂2

E f (αϕ)h1h2 = f
− n

n+1
αϕ

[ ∫

M

(Lθ0
h1)h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

−2(n + 1)(n + 2)

n2

∫

M

ϕ2/nh1h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

]

+O(µ0)‖h1‖ ‖h2‖.

Proof. Given h ∈ Hu(µ0) with ‖h‖ = 1, a straightforward calculation then shows

that

1

2
∂ E f (αϕ)h = f

− n
n+1

αϕ

[

∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −E (αϕ)

fαϕ

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

(5.37)

and

1

2
∂2

E f (αϕ)h1h2

= f
− n

n+1
αϕ

[

∫

M

(Lθ0
h1)h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −(1 + 2/n)

E (αϕ)

fαϕ

∫

M

f (αϕ)2/nh1h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

−2 f
− 2n+1

n+1
αϕ

[

∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h1 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nh2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nh1 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

+(4 + 2/n)
E (αϕ)

f
3n+2
n+1
αϕ

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nh1 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nh2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

(5.38)
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By (2.8), we may write

E (u) =

∫

M

Rθ(t)u
2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

(Rθ(t) − λ f )u2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+λ = λ + O(F2(θ(t))1/2).

(5.39)

This together with Lemma 5.13 (i) implies that

E (αϕ) =

∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)(αϕ) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

Lθ0
(u − v)(u − v) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

uLθ0
u θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −2

∫

M

vLθ0
u θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+

∫

M

vLθ0
v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= E (u) − 2

∫

M

vLθ0
(αϕ) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −

∫

M

vLθ0
v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= λ + O
(

δ6−2nε2n
+ ε6
+ F2(θ(t))1/2

+ ‖v‖2
)

.

By Lemma 5.13 (ii) and (2.8), we can get

fαϕ =

∫

M

f (αϕ)2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nαφ1 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

f u1+2/nαϕ θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

=

∫

M

f u1+2/n(u − v) θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

= 1 −
∫

M

f u1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

= 1 + O
(

|∇ f (a)|2θ0
ε2
+ ‖v‖2

)

.

Combining the two estimates above yields

E (αϕ)

fαϕ
= λ + O

(

δ6−2nε2n
+ ε6
+ |∇ f (a)|2θ0

ε2
+ F2(θ(t))1/2

+ ‖v‖2
)

. (5.40)

Substituting this into (5.37) gives

1

2
∂ E f (αϕ)h = f

− n
n+1

αϕ

[

∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −λ

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

+O
(

δ6−2nε2n
+ ε6
+ |∇ f (a)|2θ0

ε2
+ F2(θ(t))1/2

+ ‖v‖2
)

. (5.41)

By Lemma 5.9 and following the proof of Lemma 5.13 (i), we have
∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= (2 + 2/n)α

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(δ4−3nεn).

(5.42)

By the expansion of f around a and the proof of Lemma 5.15 (i), we can obtain
∫

M

λ f (αϕ)1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= λα1+2/n f (a)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+

∫

M

λ( f − f (a))(αϕ)1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= λα1+2/n f (a)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

|∇ f (a)|θ0
ε + |∆θ0

f (a)|ε2
+ ε3
+ εn+2

)

.

(5.43)
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Plugging the estimates (5.42) and (5.43) into (5.41) gives

1

2
∂ E f (αϕ)h = f

− n
n+1

αϕ (2 + 2/n)α

(

1 − nλα2/n f (a)

2(n + 1)

)

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O
(

δ4−3nεn
+ |∇ f (a)|θ0

ε + |∆θ0
f (a)|ε2

+ ε3
+ εn+2

+ F2(θ(t))1/2
+ ‖v‖2

)

.

This together with (5.36) proves the claim (i).

To prove claim (ii), we notice that for h ∈ Hu(µ0)
∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

(Lθ0
u)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −

∫

M

(Lθ0
v)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

λ f u1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

F2(θ(t))1/2
+ ‖v‖

)

‖h‖

=

∫

M

λ( f − f (a))u1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+λ f (a)

∫

M

u1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O
(

F2(θ(t))1/2
+ ‖v‖

)

‖h‖

=

∫

M

λ( f − f (a))u1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+λ f (a)

∫

M

αu2/nϕh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+λ f (a)

∫

M

u2/nvh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O

(

F2(θ(t))1/2
+ ‖v‖

)

‖h‖

=

∫

M

λ( f − f (a))u1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+λ f (a)

∫

M

u2/nvh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O
(

F2(θ(t))1/2
+ ‖v‖

)

‖h‖.

Using the Hölder’s inequality we can estimate
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

λ( f − f (a))u1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C

∫

M

| f − f (a)|ϕ1+2/n |h| θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+C

∫

M

|v|1+2/n |h| θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6 C

(

∫

M

| f − f (a)|
2(n+1)

n+2 ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

n+2
2(n+1)

‖h‖ +C‖v‖ ‖h‖

= O(ε)‖h‖ + O(‖v‖)‖h‖

and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ f (a)

∫

M

u2/nvh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C

(

∫

M

u2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

1
n+1

‖v‖ ‖h‖ 6 C‖v‖ ‖h‖.

Combining all three estimates above yields
∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= O(µ0)‖h‖.

This together with (5.42) and (5.43) implies that

∫

M

f (αϕ)1+2/nh θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

nα2/n f (a)

2(n + 1)

∫

M

Lθ0
(αϕ)h θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+O(µ0)‖h‖ = O(µ0)‖h‖.
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Substituting this, (5.36) and (5.40) into (5.38) yields

1

2
∂2

E f (αϕ)h1h2

= f
− n

n+1
αϕ

[

∫

M

(Lθ0
h1)h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −(1 + 2/n)

E (αϕ)

fαϕ

∫

M

f (αϕ)2/nh1h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

+O(µ0)‖h1‖ ‖h2‖

= f
− n

n+1
αϕ

[

∫

M

(Lθ0
h1)h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −(1 + 2/n)

∫

M

λ f (αϕ)2/nh1h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

+O(µ0)‖h1‖ ‖h2‖

= f
− n

n+1
αϕ

[

∫

M

(Lθ0
h1)h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −(1 + 2/n)λα2/n f (a)

∫

M

ϕ2/nh1h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

−(1 + 2/n)

∫

M

λ( f − f (a))(αϕ)2/nh1h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

+ O(µ0)‖h1‖‖h2‖

= f
− n

n+1
αϕ

[

∫

M

(Lθ0
h1)h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n − (2n + 2)(n + 2)

n2

∫

M

ϕ2/nh1h2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
]

+O(µ0)‖h1‖ ‖h2‖,

which proves the claim (ii), and the proof of the lemma is complete.

With the help of Lemma 5.17, we can show that the second variation of the

functional E f , when restricted in Hu

(

µ0

)

, has a positive lower bound.

Lemma 5.18. There exist constants γ, t0 > 0 such that, for all t > t0, there holds

∂2
E f (αϕ)|Hu(µ0) > γ.

Proof. Since the proof is almost the same as that of [21, Proposition 5.5], we

provide only some necessary steps. The proof is given by contradiction. So, we

assume the contrary. Then it follows from Lemma 5.17 (ii) that there would exist

µk ց 0 and (wk) ⊂ Huk
(µk) such that

1 =

∫

M

(2+2/n)|∇wk |2θ0
+Rθ0

w2
k θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

6
2(n + 1)(n + 2)

n2
lim
k→∞

∫

M

ϕ2/nw2
k θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n .

Here, µk = µ0(tk) and uk = u(tk). To proceed, we define a sequence of function

ŵk : Tak
M 7→ R by

ŵk = µ
n
kwk

(

expak
(µkz, µ2

K s)
)

for (z, s) ∈ Tak
M. The sequence (ŵk) satisfies

lim
k→∞

∫

{(z,s)∈Hn:|(z,s)|6Nk}
(2 + 2/n)|∇ŵk |2θHn

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
6 1.

and

lim
k→∞

∫

{(z,s)∈Hn:|(z,s)|6Nk}
|ŵk |2+2/n θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

6 C.

Hence, we can take weak limit to obtain a function ŵ : Hn → R such that

∫

Hn

ŵ2

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n > 0.
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In particular, ŵ , 0. Using the orthogonality wk ∈ Huk
(µk) and following the proof

of [21, Proposition 5.5], we obtain
∫

Hn

ŵ(z, s)

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)
n+2

2

θHn ∧ (dθHn)n
= 0,

∫

Hn

(1 + |z|2)z̄ −
√
−1z̄s

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)
n+4

2

ŵ(z, s) θHn ∧ (dθHn)n
= 0,

∫

Hn

1 − |z|4 − s2

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)
n+4

2

ŵ(z, s) θHn ∧ (dθHn)n
= 0,

∫

Hn

(1 + |z|2)z +
√
−1zs

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)
n+4

2

ŵ(z, s) θHn ∧ (dθHn)n
= 0,

∫

Hn

s

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)
n+4

2

ŵ(z, s) θHn ∧ (dθHn)n
= 0,

which implies that ŵ = 0, which is a contradiction.

Now, we are ready to obtain the apriori estimate for v.

Corollary 5.19. For t large, there holds

‖v‖ = O
(

δ4−3nεn
+ |∇ f (a)|θ0

ε + |∆θ0
f (a)|ε2

+ ε3
+ εn+2

+ F2(θ(t))1/2
)

.

Proof. Since v ∈ Hu

(

µ0

)

, it follows from Lemma 5.18 and Young’s inequality that

∂ E f (u)v = ∂ E f (αϕ + v)v

= ∂ E f (αϕ)v + ∂2
E f (αϕ)v2

+ o(‖v‖2)

> ∂ E f (αϕ)v + γ‖v‖2 + o(‖v‖2).

> O
(

‖∂ E f (αϕ)|Hu(µ)‖2
)

+
γ

2
‖v‖2 + o(‖v‖2).

On the other hand, by (2.8), (5.39) and Hölder’s inequality, we can estimate

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2
∂ E f (u)v

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

(Lθ0
u)v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −E (u)

fu

∫

M

f u1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

(Lθ0
u)v θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n −

(

λ + O(F2(θ(t))1/2)
)

∫

M

f u1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

(Rθ(t) −λ f )u1+2/nv θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ O
(

F2(θ(t))1/2‖v‖
)

= O
(

F2(θ(t))1/2‖v‖
)

= O
(

F2(θ(t))1/2
)

+ o(‖v‖2).

Combining the two estimates above and using Lemma 5.17 (i), we thus prove the

assertion.

With the help of the previous results, we may simplify the shadow flow as fol-

lows.

Corollary 5.20. For t large, there hold

(i)
ε̇

ε
= λ f (a)

[ nd2

2(n + 1)c2

Aaε
2n
+

e2

c2

∆θ0
f (a)

f (a)
ε2

]

(1 + o(ε)) + R2,

(ii)
ȧ

ε
= λ f (a)

[e3

c3

∇θ0
f (a)

f (a)
ε +

e4

c3

∇θ0
∆θ0

f (a)

f (a)
ε3

]

(1 + o(ε)) + R3,
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where

R2,R3 = O
(

δ8−6nε2n
+ |∇ f (a)|2θ0

ε2
+ |∆θ0

f (a)|2ε4
+ ε6
+ ε2n+4

+ F2(θ(t))
)

.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 5.14, Corollary 5.16, Corollary 5.19 and (5.36).

6. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

In this section, we finish the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Step 1. We aim to construct an initial data u0 satisfying (5.14). Given a suffi-

ciently small ε0 > 0, we let

u0 = α0ϕa0,ε0
.

where a0 ∈ M is chosen to be such that

d
(

a0,
{

x ∈ M : f (x) = sup
M

f
})

< ε0. (6.1)

Here, d is the Carnot-Carathédory distance with respect to θ0, and ϕa0,ε0
is defined

as in (5.20), and α0 is chosen such that
∫

M

f u
2+2/n

0
θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= 1

i.e.,

α
−(2+2/n)

0
=

∫

M

fϕ
2+2/n
a0 ,ε0

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n . (6.2)

We claim that such u0 satisfies (5.14). To see this, we note by (6.1) that
∫

M

fϕ
2+2/n
a0,ε0

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= sup

M

f

∫

M

ϕ
2+2/n
a0,ε0

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(ε0)

= sup
M

f

∫

Hn

(

1

(s2 + ((1/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2

)2+2/n

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
+O(ε0)

=

(

nµ(S 2n+1)

2(n + 1)

)n+1

sup
M

f + O(ε0).

Substituting the above into (6.2) yields

α2
0 =

(

nµ(S 2n+1)

2(n + 1)

)−n
(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
+ O(ε0).

This together with Lemma 5.9 implies that

E (u0) =
2(n + 1)

n
α2

0

∫

M

ϕ
2+2/n
a0,ε0

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(ε0)

=
2(n + 1)

n
α2

0

(

nµ(S 2n+1)

2(n + 1)

)n+1

+ O(ε0)

= µ(S 2n+1)
(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
+ O(ε0)

=
2(n + 1)

n

(

sup
M

f
)− n

n+1
K−1

n + O(ε0)

= λ∗ + O(ε0).

Hence, by choosing ε0 sufficiently small, we clearly have E (u0) < 2
1

n+1λ∗. This

proves the claim.

Step 2. In view of Lemma 5.5, we assume by contradiction that u(t) ⇀ 0 weakly

in S2
1
(M) as t → +∞. Then, from the choice of u0 in Step 1 and the arguments in
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Subsection 5.3, we conclude that there is a unique concentration point a∞ ∈ M with

a(t) → a∞ as t → +∞. We claim that a∞ ∈
{

x ∈ M : f (x) = sup
M

f
}

. Otherwise, it

follows from Lemma 5.2 and (5.15) that

E (u(t)) =
2(n + 1)

n
K−1

n

[

f (a∞)
]− n

n+1
+ o(1).

Hence, by choosing ε0 suitably small and for t large, we have

E (u(t)) > λ∗ + O(ε0) = E (u0),

which contradicts that the energy E (u) is non-increasing by Lemma 3.1.

Step 3. We are now ready to derive the contradiction. To this end, we define

ζ(t) =
ln ε(t)

f
(

a(t)
) .

Then, it is easy to see that ζ → −∞, as t → +∞. On the other hand, when n = 1, it

follows from Corollary 5.20 that

ζ′(t) =
1

f (a)

(

ε̇

ε
− ε ln ε

∇θ0
f (a)

f (a)
· ȧ

ε

)

> γε2
(

Aa +
∆θ0

f (a)

f (a)
+

|∇ f (a)|2
θ0

f 2(a)
ln(1/ε)

)

(

1 + o(ε)
)

+ O(F2(θ(t)),

for some positive constant γ. Notice that we have showed in Step 2 that a(t) →
a∞ ∈

{

x ∈ M : f (x) = supM f
}

as t → +∞. Our argument is now split into two

cases.

Case µ(M) > 0. If we take c∗ = infx∈M A∗x, then it follows from the assump-

tions in Theorem 1.1 that c∗ > 0. With this c∗, it follows from assumption (1.3)

that ∆θ0
f (a∞)/ f (a∞) > − infx∈M A∗x. Hence, for t sufficiently large, it follows that

∆θ0
f (a)/ f (a) > − infx∈M A∗x. This together with the fact that Aa = A∗a implies that

with a new constant γ1 there holds

ζ′(t) > γ1ε
2
(

c∗ +
|∇ f (a)|2

θ0

f 2(a)
ln(1/ε)

)

(

1 + o(ε)
)

+ O(F2(θ(t)) > O(F2(θ(t)) (6.3)

for t sufficiently large.

Case µ(M) = 0. Notice that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

lim
t→+∞

∆θ0
f (a)

f (a)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆θ0
f (a∞)

supM f

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

<
| supM ∆θ0

f | + 1

supM f
.

In this case, recall that Aa = Λ is a positive constant to be determined. Hence, we

may choose

Λ =
| supM ∆θ0

f | + 1

supM f
,

and we can obtain (6.3) in the same way.

By (3.1), F2(θ(t)) is integrable on (0,+∞). Therefore, we can integrate (6.3) and

conclude that ζ(t) is bounded from below, which contradicts to the fact that ζ(t)→
−∞ as t → +∞. The proof of the main theorems is thus complete.
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 5.12

In this Appendix, we prove Lemma 5.12. It follows from Definition 5.11 that

φ1 = ϕ, and a straightforward computation yields

φ2 = d2ϕ = ε∂εϕ

= ε∂ε

{

ωaε
n

[

χδ(ρa)
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2
+ (1 − χδ(ρa))Ga

] }

= nϕ + ωaε
n+1χδ(ρa)∂ε

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

= nϕ − 2

n
ωaε

n+2χδ(ρa)
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

(A.1)

and

φ3 = d3ϕ = ε∇aϕ|a=0 (a = (z0, s0))

= ε∇a

{

ωaε
n

[

χδ(ρa)
(

(s − s0)2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z − z0|2)2
)n/2
+ (1 − χδ(ρa))Ga

] }
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a=0

=
ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ + ωaε
n+1

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa + nχδ(ρa)
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

]

. (A.2)

(i) Case k = 1. It is trivial for l = 1, hence we consider l = 2, 3. Since d1φl = φl,

we have by (A.1) that

|d1φ2| 6 nϕ +
2

n
ωaε

nχδ(ρa)
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

6 nϕ +
2

n
ϕ 6 Cϕ.

This gives the estimate for l = 2. As for l = 3, we first notice the facts that

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

= 0 for ρa < δ or ρa > 2δ;

and for δ 6 ρa 6 2δ, there holds
∣

∣

∣

∣

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C(δ)

and

χδ(ρa)
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

+ (1 − χδ(ρa))Ga > C(δ).

Hence
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ωaε
n+1∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C(δ)ϕ.

Moreover, |∇aGa/Ga| 6 C(δ) for ρa > δ and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)εz̄

(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6
1

2

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

.

This implies that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ωaε
n
(

ε
(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa + nχδ(ρa)
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)εz̄
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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6 C(δ)ωaε
n
(

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

Ga + χδ(ρa)
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2)−n/2
)

= C(δ)ϕ.

It is easy to see that |ε(∇aωa/ωa)ϕ| 6 C(δ)ϕ. Substituting all the estimates above

into (A.2), we arrive at

|d1φ3| 6 C(δ)ϕ.

Case k = 2. Since d2φ1 = d2ϕ = φ2, we are left to do estimates for l = 2, 3. From

(A.1) it follows that

d2φ2 = d2

(

nϕ − 2

n
ωaε

n+2χδ(ρa)
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

)

= nφ2 − 2n(n + 2)ωaε
n(ε/n)2χδ(ρa)

(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

−4nωaε
n(ε/n)4χδ(ρa)

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

+4n(n + 2)ωaε
n(ε/n)4χδ(ρa)

(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)2(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−2

.

(A.3)

Therefore

|d2φ2| 6 n|φ2| + 2n(n + 2)ωaε
nχδ(ρa)

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

+4nωaε
nχδ(ρa)

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

+4n(n + 2)ωaε
nχδ(ρa)

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

6 Cϕ.

Now, by (A.2) we can compute

d2φ3 = d2

{

ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ + ωaε
n+1

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa + nχδ(ρa)
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

] }

= −n
ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ +
ε∇aωa

ωa

φ2 + (n + 1)φ3 − 2nωaε
n+1∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(ε/n)2
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)

×
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

+ n2ωaε
nχδ(ρa)

(

2(ε/n)3 z̄
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

−(n + 2)
2(ε/n)3 z̄((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2

(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+2

)

. (A.4)

So, by using the conclusions in Case k = 1, we may estimate in a similar way as

we did for φ3:

|d2φ3| 6 Cϕ + 2nωaε
n+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

+n2(n + 3)ωaε
nχδ(ρa)

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

6 Cϕ.
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Case k = 3. Since d3φ1 = d3ϕ = φ3, it suffices to consider l = 2, 3. In view of

(A.1) we have

d3φ2 = d3

(

nϕ − 2

n
ωaε

n+2χδ(ρa)
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z − z0|2

)(

(s − s0)2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z − z0|2)2
)−n/2−1

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a=0

= nφ3 − 2n2∇a

(

ωaχδ(ρa)
)

εn(ε/n)3
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

−2n2ωaχδ(ρa)εn(ε/n)3z̄
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

−2n2(n + 2)ωaχδ(ρa)εn(ε/n)3 z̄
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)2(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−2

. (A.5)

This yields that

|d3φ2| 6 Cϕ + 2n2ωaε
n
(

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε∇a

(

ωaχδ(ρa)
)

nωa

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ (n + 3)χδ(ρa)

)

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

6 Cϕ.

To finish the proof of (i), it remains to estimate d3φ3. From (A.2) we obtain

d3φ3 = d3

{

ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ + ωaε
n+1

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

(s − s0)2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z − z0|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa + nχδ(ρa)

(

(ε/n)2
+ |z − z0|2

)(

z − z0

)

(

(s − s0)2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z − z0|2)2
)n/2+1

] }
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

a=0

= ε2
[

∇2
a(lnωa) − (∇a(lnωa)

)2
]

ϕ +
(

ε2
+ ε

)∇a

(

lnωa

)

φ3

+ωaε
n+2

[

∇2
a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

+ ∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

×
(

2nz̄
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

− 2∇aGa

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇2
aGa + nχδ(ρa)

(

− z̄2
(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−1

+(n + 2)z̄2
(

(ε/n)2
+ |z|2

)2(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2−2

)

]

(A.6)

A similar argument as before implies that

|d3φ3| 6 Cϕ.

(ii) Case k = 1. Since φ1 = ϕ, we have
∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2
1 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

ε2n+2

[

χδ(ρa)
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2
+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

Ga

]2+2/n

θa ∧ (dθa)n

=

∫

Bδ(a)

ε2n+2

(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n+1

θa ∧ (dθa)n
+O(ε2n+2)

=

∫

B nδ
ε

(0)

n2n+2

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+1

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
+O(ε2n+2)
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=

∫

Hn

n2n+2

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+1

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
+O(ε2n+2)

:= c1 + O(ε2n+2).

Case k = 2. By (A.1), we can obtain
∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2
2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= n2

∫

M

ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

−4

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nωaε
n+2χδ(ρa)((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

+
4

n2

∫

M

ϕ2/n
ω2

aε
2n+4χ2

δ
(ρa)((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2

(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n+2

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

:= I − II + III.

By the estimate in Case k = 1, one has

I = n2n+4

∫

Hn

1
(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+1

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
+O(ε2n+2).

Now, we estimate II as follows.

II = 4

∫

Bδ(a)

ε2n+4((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)

(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n+2

θa ∧ (dθa)n
+O(ε2n+4)

= 4n2n+4

∫

B nδ
ε

(0)

(1 + |z|2)
(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+2

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
+O(ε2n+4)

= 4n2n+4

∫

Hn

(1 + |z|2)
(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+2

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
+O(ε2n+4)

Similarly, we may estimate III to obtain

III =
4

n2

∫

Bδ(a)

ε2n+6((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)2

(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n+3

θa ∧ (dθa)n
+O(ε2n+6)

= 4n2n+4

∫

B δ
ε

(0)

(1 + |z|2)2

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+3

θHn ∧ (dθHn)n
+O(ε2n+6)

= 4n2n+4

∫

Hn

(1 + |z|2)2

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+3

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
+O(ε2n+6).

By setting

c2 = n2n+4

[ ∫

Hn

1
(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+1

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

−4

∫

Hn

(1 + |z|2)
(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+2

θHn ∧ (dθHn)n

+4

∫

Hn

(1 + |z|2)2

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+3

θHn ∧ (dθHn)n

]

=

∫

Hn

n2n+4

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+3

[

(

s2
+ (1 + |z|2)2

)2
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−4(1 + |z|2)
(

s2
+ (1 + |z|2)2

)

+ 4(1 + |z|2)2
]

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

=

∫

Hn

n2n+4(s2
+ |z|4 − 1

)2

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+3

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n,

we thus arrive at
∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2
2 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= c2 + O(ε2n+2).

Case k = 3. It follows from (A.2) that
∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2
3 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

ϕ2/n

{

ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ + ωaε
n+1

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa

+nχδ(ρa)
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

] }2

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= ε2

∫

M

|∇aωa|2

ω2
a

ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+2

∫

M

∇aωaϕ
1+2/n · εn+2

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa

+nχδ(ρa)
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

]

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+

∫

M

ϕ2/nω2
aε

2n+2

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)

(

(

s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2
)−n/2

−Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa

+nχδ(ρa)
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄
(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n/2+1

]2

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

:= I + II + III.

Estimate of I. Notice that ωa = 1 + O(ρ4
a) and |∇aωa| = O(ρ3

a). Hence

|I| = ε2

∫

Bδ(a)

|∇aωa|2

ω2
a

ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
+O(ε2n+4)

= ε2O

(

∫

Bδ(a)

ρ6
a ϕ

2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
)

+ O(ε2n+4)

= ε2O

(

∫

Bδ(0)

ε2n+2(s2
+ |z|4)3/2

(

s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2
)n+1

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
)

+ O(ε2n+4)

= ε8O

(

∫

B nδ
ε

(0)

(s2
+ |z|4)3/2

(

s2 + (1 + |z|2)2
)n+1

θHn ∧ (dθHn )n
)

+ O(ε2n+4)

= O(εmin(8,2n+4)).

Estimate of II. We have

|II| 6
∫

Bδ(a)

2n
|∇aωa|
ωa

ε2n+4 ((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)|z|

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

+O(ε2n+4)
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= O

(

∫

Bδ(a)

ρ3
aωaε

2n+4 ((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)|z|

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

)

+ O(ε2n+4)

= O

(

∫

Bδ(0)

ε2n+4 (s2
+ |z|2)

3
4 ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)|z|
(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2

θa ∧ (dθa)n
)

+ O(ε2n+4)

= O

(

ε4

∫

B nδ
ε

(0)

(s2
+ |z|2)

3
4 (1 + |z|2)|z|

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

)

+ O(ε2n+4)

= O(ε4).

Estimate of III. We estimate

III =

∫

Bδ(a)

n2ε2n+4 ((ε/n)2
+ |z|2)2|z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+3
θa ∧ (dθa)n

+O(ε2n+4)

=

∫

B nδ
ε

(0)

n2n+6(1 + |z|2)2|z|2

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)n+3
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

+O(ε2n+4)

=

∫

Hn

n2n+6(1 + |z|2)2|z|2

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)n+3
θHn ∧ (dθHn)n

+O(ε2n+4)

:= c3 + O(ε2n+4).

Hence
∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2
3 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

= c3 + O(ε2n+2
+ ε4).

(iii) By Definition 5.11 and (ii) above, we obtain
∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= dk

∫

M

ϕ2+2/n θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+2).

(iv) Notice that if k = 1 or l = 1, we have by (iii) above that
∫

M

ϕ2/nφkφl θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

ϕ1+2/nφk θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
= O(ε2n+2).

It remains to estimate
∫

M
ϕ2/nφ2φ3 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n. From (A.1) and (A.2) and symme-

try, it follows that
∫

M

ϕ2/nφ2φ3 θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
=

∫

M

ϕ2/n
(

nϕ − 2

n
ωaε

n+2χδ(ρa)
(ε/n)2

+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

×
{

ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ + ωaε
n+1

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)(

(s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2)−n/2 −Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa + nχδ(ρa)
((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)z̄

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

]

}

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

M

ϕ2/n
(

nϕ − 2

n
ωaε

n+2χδ(ρa)
(ε/n)2

+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

×
{

ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ + ωaε
n+1

[

∇a

(

χδ(ρa)
)(

(s2
+ ((ε/n)2

+ |z|2)2)−n/2 −Ga

)

+

(

1 − χδ(ρa)
)

∇aGa

]

}

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n

=

∫

Bδ(a)

ε∇aωa

ωa

ϕ1+2/n
(

nϕ − 2

n
ωaε

n+2 (ε/n)2
+ |z|2

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n/2+1

)

θ0 ∧ (dθ0)n
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+O(ε2n+2)

= O

(

∫

Bδ(a)

ε2n+3ρ3
a|s2
+ |z|4 − (ε/n)4|

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θa ∧ (dθa)n

)

+ O(ε2n+2)

= O

(

∫

Bδ(0)

ε2n+3(s2
+ |z|4)

3
4 |s2
+ |z|4 − (ε/n)4 |

(s2 + ((ε/n)2 + |z|2)2)n+2
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

)

+ O(ε2n+2)

= O

(

ε4

∫

B nδ
ε

(0)

(s2
+ |z|4)

3
4 |s2
+ |z|4 − 1|

(s2 + (1 + |z|2)2)n+2
θHn ∧ (dθHn )n

)

+ O(ε2n+2)

= O(ε4).

This finishes the proof of Lemma 5.12.
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