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ASYMPTOTICS FOR SLOWLY CONVERGING EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

BEOMJUN CHOI AND PEI-KEN HUNG

Abstract. We investigate slowly converging solutions for non-linear evolution equations of elliptic or para-
bolic type. These equations arise from the study of isolated singularities in geometric variational problems.
Slowly converging solutions have previously been constructed assuming the Adams-Simon positivity condi-

tion. In this study, we identify a necessary condition for slowly converging solutions to exist, which we refer
to as the Adams-Simon non-negativity condition. Additionally, we characterize the rate and direction of
convergence for these solutions. Our result partially confirms Thom’s gradient conjecture in the context of
infinite-dimensional problems.

1. Introduction

Analyzing the behavior of solutions near singularities is essential to understand geometric equations such
as minimal surfaces, harmonic maps and mean curvature flows. Many open problems reduce to questions
on the singularity formation and its asymptotics. In pioneering works of Leon Simon [Sim83, Sim85], the
idea of using  Lojasiewicz gradient inequality [ Loj63] from real algebraic geometry was introduced for the
first time, and the uniqueness of blow-ups was shown for a class of elliptic and parabolic equations. This
uniqueness shows that the solution converges to the unique tangent cone or tangent flow as it approaches a
singular point or infinity.

A natural subsequent question is to investigate the rate of convergence and the next order asymptotics
that describes the difference between the solution and the limit. This often serves as a crucial starting point
for further analysis. For example, recent progresses on the classification of ancient solutions to geometric
flows [SAS20][DH21][BCS22][CM22] and complete non-compact solutions to minimal surface [SS86] are based
on higher order asymptotics and its improvement. For the singularity formation in parabolic problem, the
higher order asymptotics at a singularity gives structural results on the singularity set in a neighborhood
[SX22][Gan21]. As the uniqueness of blow-ups implies the second differentiability of arrival time [CM15,
CM18], the higher order asymptotics and the convergence rate have a strong relation to further regularity
of arrival time [KS06][Ses08].

The convergence rate and direction (i.e., the secant at the limit) are mostly understood when the solution
converges at an exponential rate. This is because when the solution decays exponentially, the equation is
well-approximated by its linearization. However, without the integrability of the limit, it is possible to have
solutions that converge algebraically slowly. In [AS88], Adams-Simon discovered a sufficient condition (later
called the Adams-Simon positivity condition or simply ASp condition) on the limit so that they constructed
a slowly converging solution to elliptic equations of the form (1.1). Carlotto-Chodosh-Rubinstein [CCR15]
found explicit examples of critical points of normalized Yamabe functional with the ASp condition and
constructed normalized Yamabe flows converging slowly. As questioned in [CCR15, p.1533], it is of great
interest to understand the general behavior of slowly converging solutions. More precisely, one can ask
whether such a solution must satisfy the Adams-Simon positivity condition and whether the higher order
asymptotics follows the ansatz used in the construction of [AS88] and [CCR15].

We answer this question by showing that the Adams-Simon ‘non-negativity’ condition is necessary for
slowly converging solutions to exist. Moreover, when a positivity is satisfied, the convergence rate and the
higher asymptotics agree with those of previously constructed examples. (See Theorem 2.3 and 2.5 for
detailed statements.) We concern with the elliptic and parabolic equations of forms

(1.1) u′′ −mu′ + MΣu = N1(u),
1
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and

(1.2) u′ −MΣu = N2(u).

Here, MΣ is the Euler-Lagrange operator of an analytic functional FΣ as in (2.2)-(2.3), m is a nonzero
constant, and we assume N1(u) and N2(u) satisfy the structure (2.6). The presence of nonzero constant m
accounts that the equation (1.1) appears in the study of the isolated singularity or the asymptotics near the
infinity for geometric variational problems. In particular, minimal surfaces, harmonic maps [Sim83, Sim85,
AS88] and G2 manifolds [Che18] fall into this category. Equation (1.2) models a geometric flow which
converges to a stationary solution when t goes to +∞ or −∞. For instance, the (rescaled) mean curvature
flow (see Appendix B) and the harmonic map heat flow [CM22] can be described by (1.2). Our results also
apply to the normalized Yamabe flow. See Remark 2.9 (3) for more details.

The main results of the paper, Theorems 2.3-2.6, can be placed in line as a generalization of Thom’s
gradient conjecture which we discuss in this paragraph. Let x = x(t) ∈ Rn be a solution to the gradient
flow x′ = −∇f(x) with an analytic potential f : Rn → R and suppose x converges to the origin as t → ∞.
In [Tho89], Thom conjectured that the secant x/|x| should converge to a direction θ0 ∈ Sn−1 as t → ∞.
Kurdyka-Mostowski-Parusiński [KKP00] settled this conjecture by showing a stronger result that the secant
has a finite length in Sn−1. However, the precise convergence rate is not yet completed revealed. If θ0
does not belong to ker (∇2f(0)), one obtains that θ0 has to be an eigenvector of the hessian for a positive
eigenvalue λ, and the solution decays with higher order asymptotics |x(t) − ce−λtθ0| = o(e−λt) for some
c ∈ R. If θ0 belongs to the kernel of hessian, however, we merely know that the convergence takes place
between algebraic rates t−α1 . |x| . t−α2 for some 0 < α2 ≤ α1 ≤ 1. It is unknown if each solution has a
specific convergence rate |x| ∼ t−γ some γ > 0.

Let us briefly summarize the main motive and results of the paper. In the slow decaying regime, the
equation becomes well-approximated by a gradient flow on the kernel of LΣ, the linearization of MΣ at
u ≡ 0. The potential f : kerLΣ ≈ RJ → R is given by the pull-back of FΣ through Lyapunov-Schmidt
reduction (see Proposition 2.1). Near the origin, the flow dynamics shall be determined by the first non-
constant homogeneous polynomial appearing in the expansion of potential f . Let us denote this polynomial
by fp. We reserve p ≥ 3 to denote the degree of this polynomial and we call it the order of integrability.
When the gradient flow x′ = −∇fp(x) is considered, one readily finds a radial solution converging to the

origin whenever there exists a critical point of f̂p := fp|SJ−1 with positive critical value. The slowly decaying
solutions of [AS88] and [CCR15] are obtained as perturbations of such radial ansatzes.

In Theorem 2.3 and 2.5, we prove slowly decaying solution u(ω, t) has a dichotomy on its convergence rate

that either t
1

p−2 ‖u(·, t)‖L2 converges to a positive number or diverges to infinity. In the first case, we further

show u(·, t)/‖u(·, t)‖L2 converges smoothly to a critical point of f̂p, say v ∈ kerLΣ, with positive critical value.
This shows the secant u(·, t)/‖u(·, t)‖L2 has a limit and confirms Thom’s gradient conjecture for the concerned

case. Note that one may interpret the theorem as the higher order asymptotics u(t) = ct−
1

p−2 v + o(t−
1

p−2 ),
where c is a constant of p and fp(v). Next, the second alternative shows a solution possibly decays even at

a slower rate than t−
1

p−2 . As seen in the classical gradient flow of potential f = x41 + x82 on R2 (here, p = 4

but a solution may decay at rate t−
1

8−2 ), the second alternative can actually take place. We show this can

only occur if f̂p admits critical point(s) of zero critical value and the secant u(·, t)/‖u(·, t)‖L2 accumulates
on those critical point(s) as t→ ∞. It remains open whether the secant u(·, t)/‖u(·, t)‖L2 has a unique limit
in the second case, and thereby, Thom’s conjecture holds for all slowly decaying solutions. We would like
to point out that Theorem 2.5 is also novel for finite-dimensional gradient flows. For a finite-dimensional
gradient flow given by x′ = −∇f(x), the theorem states that there exists an integer p ≥ 3 which depends

only on f , such that any slowly converging solution satisfies either t
1

p−2 |x| = c(1 + o(1)) for some c ∈ (0,∞),

or t
1

p−2 |x| → ∞.

In Theorem 2.4 and 2.6, we show the higher order asymptotic behavior of fast (exponentially) decaying
solutions for elliptic and parabolic equations, respectively. This type of result has been expected among
researchers and has been obtained for specific problems such as [SS86][CM22]. Nevertheless, we could not
find proper literature covering the general forms (1.1) and (1.2), so we provide a proof in Section 4. The
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elliptic equation (1.1) can be viewed as a perturbation of the second order ODE u′′−mu′+LΣu = 0. Suppose
LΣ has an eigenvalue larger than 4−1m2, a solution might oscillate while decaying exponentially. This type
of solutions has been constructed for minimal graphs over Simons cones in R4 and R6. See [CP18, Remark
1.21] and [BDGG69] for more details. For this reason, the original form of Thom’s gradient conjecture is not
true in the elliptic problem. Moreover, if 4−1m2 is an eigenvalue of LΣ and m < 0, a resonance might occur

and result in a solution that decays at a rate te2
−1mt. Note [HS85] considered this possibility for minimal

graphs over stable (but not strictly stable) minimal cones.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the notation, condition, spectral property
of linearized operator LΣ, and main theorems. In Section 3, we set up the elliptic problem (1.1) as a
first order ODE system on function spaces. In Section 4, Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.6 for exponentially
decaying solutions to elliptic and parabolic equations are proved, respectively. In Section 5, we show in
Proposition 5.1 that slowly converging solutions to (1.1) are governed by a finite-dimensional gradient flow
with a small perturbation. The parabolic analogue, Proposition 6.1, is proved in Section 6. In Section 7, we
complete the proofs for Theorems 2.3 and 2.5 by analyzing a finite-dimensional gradient flow with a small
perturbation, using a version of the  Lojasiewicz argument motivated by [KKP00]. Appendix A contains
auxiliary tools we need in the paper. In Appendix B, we show that (rescaled) mean curvature flows can be
written in the form (1.2).

2. Preliminary

Let us introduce our setting to study (1.1) and (1.2) and state the main results. Let Σ be a closed
n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and dµ be a smooth volume form on Σ which is mutually absolutely
continuous with respect to the volume form induced by the metric. Let V → Σ be a smooth vector bundle
equipped with a smooth inner product 〈·, ·〉. For u ∈ V, we write |u|2 := 〈u, u〉. For ω ∈ Σ, we denote by
Vω the fiber over ω. Let /∇ be a connection on V which is compatible with the inner product.

We denote by L2(Σ;V) the space of L2-sections of V with respect to dµ. Namely, a section u belongs to
L2(Σ;V) provided

‖u‖2L2 :=

∫

Σ

|u|2 dµ <∞.

For ℓ ∈ N0, we denote by Hℓ(Σ;V) the collection of sections that satisfies

‖u‖2Hℓ :=
ℓ∑

i=0

∫

Σ

∣∣∣ /∇i
u
∣∣∣
2

dµ <∞.

For −∞ < a < b ≤ ∞, we define Qa,b := Σ × [a, b) and equip Qa,b with the product metric. We denote

by Ṽ the pull back bundle of V through the projection Qa,b → Σ. For u ∈ Cs(Qa,b; Ṽ) and t ∈ [a, b),
u(t) ∈ Cs(Σ;V) is defined through u(t)(ω) := u(ω, t). Its Hℓ-norm is denoted by

‖u‖Hℓ(t) := ‖u(t)‖Hℓ .

Also,

‖u‖Cs(t) := sup
ω∈Σ

sup
k+ℓ≤s

∣∣∣∣
∂k

∂tk
/∇ℓ
u(ω, t)

∣∣∣∣ .(2.1)

Here, note that the norms of time derivatives are included in the definition of ‖ · ‖Cs(t). We often use u′ as
an abbreviation of ∂u

∂t .

Our assumption on MΣ is almost identical to the one in [Sim83]. The only difference is that the volume
form, dµ, is not necessarily the one induced from the Riemannian metric. Let FΣ be a functional defined
for u ∈ C1(Σ;V) by

FΣ(u) :=

∫

Σ

F (ω, u, /∇u) dµ.(2.2)

Here the integrand F satisfies the following:

(1) F = F (ω, z, p) is a smooth function defined on an open set of V × (TΣ ⊗V) that contains the zero
section.
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(2) For each ω ∈ Σ, F (ω, ·, ·) is analytic on Vω × (TωΣ ⊗Vω).
(3) F satisfies the Legendre-Hadamard ellipticity condition

D2
pF (ω, 0, 0)[η ⊗ ξ, η ⊗ ξ] ≥ c|η|2|ξ|2,

for c > 0 independent of ω ∈ Σ, η ∈ TωΣ and ξ ∈ Vω .

MΣ is defined to be the negative Euler-Lagrange operator of FΣ. Namely, for any ζ ∈ C∞(Σ;V),
∫

Σ

〈MΣ(u), ζ〉 dµ = − d

ds
FΣ(u+ sζ)|s=0.(2.3)

We further assume 0 is a critical point of FΣ. Namely, we assume MΣ(0) = 0. We denote by LΣ the
linearization of MΣ at 0. It is clear that the difference between MΣ(u) and LΣu is a quadratic term of the
form

(2.4) MΣu− LΣu =

2∑

j=0

cj · /∇j
u,

where cj = cj(ω, u, /∇u) are smooth with cj(ω, 0, 0) = 0. The Legendre-Hadamard condition implies LΣ is
elliptic. In particular, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any u ∈ C2(Σ;V),

∫

Σ

−〈LΣu, u〉 + C|u|2 dµ ≈ ‖u‖2H1 .(2.5)

Furthermore, LΣ is self-adjoint with respect to dµ. This can be seen from
∫

Σ

〈LΣu, v〉 dµ = − ∂2

∂s1∂s2
FΣ(s1u+ s2v)

∣∣∣∣
s1=s2=0

.

We suppose N1(u) and N2(u) in (1.1) and (1.2) are of the form

N1(u) =a1 ·Du′ + a2 · u′ + a3 ·MΣ(u),

N2(u) =b1 ·MΣ(u).
(2.6)

Here ai = ai(ω, u, /∇u, u′) and b1 = b1(ω, u, /∇u) are smooth with ai(ω, 0, 0, 0) = 0 and b1(ω, 0, 0) = 0;
D =

{
∂
∂t , /∇

}
.

Let λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . be the eigenvalues of LΣ and ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . be the corresponding eigensections which form
a complete orthonormal basis of L2(Σ;V). We separate N into four parts according to the eigenvalues.

I1 :={i ∈ N : λi > 4−1m2}, I2 := {i ∈ N : λi = 4−1m2},
I3 :={i ∈ N : λi = 0}, I4 := N \ (I1 ∪ I2 ∪ I3).

(2.7)

Note that I1, I2 and I3 are (possibly empty) finite sets and kerLΣ is spanned by {ϕi}i∈I3 . Let J be the
cardinality of I3, the dimension of kerLΣ. This implies I3 = {ι+ 1, ι+ 2, . . . , ι+ J} for some ι ∈ N0.

We denote by ΠT and Π⊥ the orthogonal projection of L2(Σ;V) to kerLΣ and (kerLΣ)
⊥

respectively.
The following is a version of the implicit function theorem. See [Sim96, §3].

Proposition 2.1 (Lyapunov–Schmidt reduction). Let Bρ be the open ball of radius ρ in L2(Σ;V). There
exist ρ > 0 and a map

H : kerLΣ ∩Bρ → C∞(Σ;V) ∩ (kerLΣ)⊥

such that the following statements hold. First, for any k ≥ 2 and α ∈ (0, 1), H is an analytic map from
kerLΣ ∩Bρ to Ck,α(Σ;V). Second,

H(0) = 0, DH(0) = 0.

Lastly, {
Π⊥MΣ(v +H(v)) = 0,

ΠTMΣ(v +H(v)) = −∇f(v).

Here f : kerLΣ ∩Bρ → R is given by f(v) := FΣ(v +H(v)).
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The function f plays a crucial role in this paper and we will call it reduced functional. The reduced
functional f is real analytic with ∇f(0) = 0 and ∇2f(0) = 0. We may view f as an analytic function defined
on an open ball in RJ through the identification

(x1, x2, . . . , x
J ) 7→

J∑

j=1

xjϕι+j .(2.8)

Let us review the integrable condition. The kernel kerLΣ is called integrable if for any v ∈ kerLΣ, there
exists a family {vs}s∈(0,1) ⊂ C2(Σ;V) such that vs → 0 in C2(Σ;V), MΣ(vs) ≡ 0 and lims→0 vs/s = v in

L2(Σ;V). It is well-known [AS88, Lemma 1] that kerLΣ is integrable if and only if the reduced functional
f is a constant. Moreover, if integrable condition is satisfied, any decaying solution to (1.1) or (1.2) decays
exponentially [AS88, CCR15]. For this reason, whenever non-exponentially decaying solution is considered,
the integrable condition should necessarily fails. Namely, the reduced functional f is not a constant function.
In particular, there exists an integer p ≥ 3 such that

(2.9) f = f(0) +
∑

j≥p

fj ,

where fj are homogeneous polynomials with degree j and fp 6≡ 0. This integer p is called the order of
integrability [CCR15].

As explained in Introduction, the gradient flow of fp has a dominant role in the asymptotic behavior. Let

f̂p be the restriction of fp on {w ∈ kerLΣ : ‖w‖L2 = 1} ≈ SJ−1. Consider the critical points of f̂p:

(2.10) C :=
{
w ∈ kerLΣ : ‖w‖L2 = 1 and w is a critical point of f̂p

}
.

If w ∈ C satisfies fp(w) > 0, then one checks that

x(t) = [p(p− 2)fp(w)(t+ c)]−
1

p−2w

becomes a radial solution to the flow x′ = −∇fp(x). The higher order asymptotics in Theorem 2.3 and 2.5
will be modeled on such solutions.

Definition 2.2 (Adams-Simon conditions. c.f. (4.1) in [AS88]). We say Σ satisfies the Adams-Simon non-
negativity condition for (1.2) if there exists w ∈ C such that fp(w) ≥ 0. We say Σ satisfies the Adams-Simon
non-negativity condition for (1.1) if there exists w ∈ C such that m−1fp(w) ≥ 0.

In both equations, the Adams-Simons positivity conditions are defined similarly by requiring that the
critical values are positive.

Let us state main results concerning the asymptotic behavior and the convergence rate of decaying solu-
tions. We begin with the elliptic equation (1.1).

Theorem 2.3 (slow decay in elliptic equation). Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.1) with ‖u‖C1(t) =
o(1) that does not decay exponentially as t→ ∞. Then Σ satisfies the Adams-Simon non-negativity condition
for (1.1). Moreover, one of the following alternatives holds:

(1) We have

lim
t→∞

t1/(p−2)‖u(t)‖L2 = β ∈ (0,∞).

Moreover,

lim
t→∞

u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 = w in C∞(Σ;V),

where w ∈ C with m−1f̂p(w) = 1/(p(p− 2)βp−2) > 0 .
(2) We have

lim
t→∞

t1/(p−2)‖u(t)‖L2 = ∞.

Moreover,

lim
t→∞

distCk

(
u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 , C ∩ {w : f̂p(w) = 0}

)
= 0 for all k ∈ N.
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Theorem 2.4 (fast decay in elliptic equation). Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.1) with ‖u‖C1(t) =
O(e−εt) for some ε > 0 as t→ ∞. If u is not the zero section, then one of the following alternatives holds:

(1) There exists an eigenvalue λ < 4−1m2 of LΣ such that

γ+ < 0 and lim
t→∞

e−γ+t‖u(t)‖L2 ∈ (0,∞),

or

γ− < 0 and lim
t→∞

e−γ−t‖u(t)‖L2 ∈ (0,∞).

Here γ± = 2−1m±
√

4−1m2 − λ. Moreover, for some eigensection w with LΣw = λw,

lim
t→∞

u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 = w in C∞(Σ;V).

(2) We have

m < 0 and lim
t→∞

t−1e−2−1mt‖u(t)‖L2 ∈ (0,∞).

Moreover, for some eigensection w with LΣw = 4−1m2w,

lim
t→∞

u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 = w in C∞(Σ;V).

(3) We have

m < 0 and lim sup
t→∞

e−2−1mt‖u(t)‖L2 ∈ (0,∞).

Moreover, there exist wi ∈ C for i ∈ I1 and ci ∈ R for i ∈ I2 such that

lim
t→∞

(
e−2−1mtu(t) −

∑

i∈I1

Re
(
wie

iβit
)
ϕi −

∑

i∈I2

ciϕi

)
= 0 in C∞(Σ;V).

Here βi =
√
λi − 4−1m2 and i =

√
−1.

Next, we consider decaying solutions to the parabolic equation (1.2).

Theorem 2.5 (slow decay in parabolic equation). Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.2) with
‖u‖Hn+4(t) = o(1) that does not decay exponentially as t → ∞. Then Σ satisfies the Adams-Simon non-
negativity condition for (1.2). Moreover, one of the following alternatives holds:

(1) We have

lim
t→∞

t1/(p−2)‖u(t)‖L2 = β ∈ (0,∞).

Moreover,

lim
t→∞

u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 = w in C∞(Σ;V),

where w ∈ kerLΣ and w is a critical point of f̂p with f̂p(w) = 1/(p(p− 2)βp−2) > 0 .
(2) We have

lim
t→∞

t1/(p−2)‖u(t)‖L2 = ∞.

Moreover,

lim
t→∞

distCk

(
u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 , C ∩ {w : f̂p(w) = 0}

)
= 0 for all k ∈ N.

Theorem 2.6 (fast decay in parabolic equation). Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.2) with
‖u‖Hn+4(t) = O(e−εt) for some ε > 0 as t → ∞. Then there exists a negative eigenvalue λ of LΣ such
that

lim
t→∞

e−λt‖u(t)‖L2 ∈ (0,∞).

Moreover, for some eigensection w with LΣw = λw,

lim
t→∞

u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 = w in C∞(Σ;V).
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In fact, it is possible that no slowly converging solution exists even in the presence of non-integrable
kernel. e.g., we refer [CCK21][CS20]. Theorem 2.3 and 2.5 provide a criterion for this non-existence result.

Corollary 2.7. Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.1) with ‖u‖C1(t) = o(1) as t → ∞. Suppose the
Adams-Simon non-negative condition for (1.1) fails. Then u decays exponentially.

Corollary 2.8. Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.2) with ‖u‖Hn+4(t) = o(1) as t→ ∞. Suppose the
Adams-Simon non-negative condition for (1.2) fails. Then u decays exponentially.

Remark 2.9. We note that the main results, Theorems 2.3-2.6, can be generalized to cover other cases.

(1) We may consider ancient solutions defined on t ∈ (−∞, 0] which decay to zero when t approaches
minus infinity. For ancient solutions to the elliptic equation (1.1), we can simply perform a change of
variable t 7→ −t. For ancient solutions to the parabolic equation (1.2), simple changes in the proofs
yield Theorems 2.5 and 2.6.

(2) We may consider the hyperbolic equation of the form

−u′′ −mu′ + MΣu = N1(u).

The only difference from the elliptic equation (1.1) is that, due to the lack of elliptic regularity, we
need to assume ‖u‖Cs(t) decays to zero for all s ∈ N.

(3) Due to volume normalization, the normalized Yamabe flow (NYF) involves a non-local term, the
total scalar curvature, in its speed. Nevertheless, our proof for Theorem 2.5 can be modified to cover
the NYF. Specifically, all parts of the proof, except for Lemma 6.2, remain the same. Lemma 6.2
can be easily established with the explicit forms of the NYF.

(4) The main results apply for the gradient flow on Rn by choosing Σ a point, dµ a Dirac mass, and V
a trivial Rn bundle. Indeed, (1.1) and (1.2) cover wider class of ODE systems which evolve under
analytic potentials.

We finish this section with two lemmas related to the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction map H given in
Proposition 2.1. We decompose u as follows: let uT = ΠTu and define ũ⊥ by

u = uT +H(uT ) + ũ⊥.(2.11)

Since uT ∈ kerLΣ, uT can be written as a linear combination of {ϕι+j}1≤j≤J as

(2.12) uT =

J∑

j=1

xjϕι+j .

Lemma 2.10. Let ρ > 0 be the constant given in Proposition 2.1 and u ∈ C2,α(Σ;V) be a section with
‖uT‖L2 ≤ 2−1ρ. Let x = (x1, x2, . . . , xJ) be given by (2.12). Then for any α ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive
constant C = C(MΣ, α) such that

(2.13)
∣∣MΣ(u) + ∇f(x) − LΣũ

⊥
∣∣ ≤ C‖u‖C2,α(Σ)‖ũ⊥‖C2,α(Σ).

Proof. In the proof we use C to represent a positive constant that depends on MΣ, α, and its value may
vary from one line to another. Let L̄Σ be the linearization of MΣ at uT + H(uT ). From Proposition 2.1
(Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction) and (2.11),

∣∣MΣ(u) + ∇f(x) − LΣũ
⊥
∣∣

=
∣∣MΣ(uT +H(uT ) + ũ⊥) −MΣ(uT +H(uT )) − LΣũ

⊥
∣∣

≤|L̄Σũ
⊥ − LΣũ

⊥| + |MΣ(uT +H(uT ) + ũ⊥) −MΣ(uT +H(uT )) − L̄Σũ
⊥|.

Because MΣ is an analytic map from C2,α(Σ;V) to Cα(Σ;V), the above is bounded by

C‖uT +H(uT )‖C2,α(Σ)‖ũ⊥‖C2,α(Σ) + C‖ũ⊥‖2C2,α(Σ)

From (2.12) and the analyticity of H , there holds ‖uT + H(uT )‖C2,α(Σ) ≤ C|x| ≤ C‖u‖C2,α(Σ). Together

with (2.11), we have ‖ũ⊥‖C2,α(Σ) ≤ C‖u‖C2,α(Σ). Hence the assertion holds.
�
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Lemma 2.11 (boundedness of decomposition). Let ρ > 0 be the constant given in Proposition 2.1 and

u ∈ C∞(Qa,b; Ṽ) be a smooth section with ‖u‖Cs(t) ≤M <∞. Then when ‖uT‖L2(t) ≤ 2−1ρ,

‖uT‖Cs(t) + ‖H(uT )‖Cs(t) + ‖ũ⊥‖Cs(t) ≤ C‖u‖Cs(t),

for some constant C = C(MΣ,M, s).

Proof. In the proof we use C to represent a positive constant that depends on MΣ, M , s, and its value may
vary from one line to another. Let x(t) = (x1(t), . . . , xJ (t)) be the coefficients given by (2.12) for uT (t).
Then

‖uT‖Cs(t) ≤ C

s∑

k=0

∣∣∣∣
dk

dtk
x(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖u‖Cs(t).

Through (2.8), we may view H as a map from an open ball in RJ to C∞(Σ;V). We abuse the notation and
write H(x(t)) for H(uT ). For 1 ≤ k ≤ s,

∂k

∂tk
H(x(t)) =

k∑

i=1

∑

k1+···+ki=k
kj≥1

DiH(x(t))

[
dk1x(t)

dtk1
, . . . ,

dkix(t)

dtki

]
.

Let Bi,ℓ,α = L(
(
RJ
)⊗i

, Cℓ,α(Σ;V)) be the Banach space of bounded linear maps from
(
RJ
)⊗i

to Cℓ,α(Σ;V)

equipped with the operator norm. From Proposition 2.1, DiH is an analytic map from Bρ(0) ⊂ RJ to Bi,ℓ,α.
In particular, the operator norm of DiH is bounded in B2−1ρ(0). Therefore, provided |x(t)| ≤ 2−1ρ,

∣∣∣∣ /∇
ℓ
[
DiH(x(t))

[
dk1x(t)

dtk1
, . . . ,

dkix(t)

dtki

]]∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∣∣∣∣
dk1x(t)

dtk1

∣∣∣∣ . . .
∣∣∣∣
dkix(t)

dtki

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖u‖Cs(t).

We used the assumption ‖u‖Cs(t) ≤ M in the second inequality. This ensures ‖H(uT )‖Cs(t) ≤ C‖u‖Cs(t).
Then because of (2.11), ‖ũ⊥‖Cs(t) ≤ C‖u‖Cs(t) holds. �

3. First order ODE system

In this section, we transform (1.1) into a first order ODE system. Let u ∈ C2(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to
(1.1). By setting E1(u) = N1(u) −MΣu+ LΣu, we may rewirte (1.1) as

(3.1) u′′ −mu′ + LΣu = E1(u).

From (2.4) and (2.6), the error term E1(u) has the structure

(3.2) E1(u) = a1 ·Du′(t) + a2 · u′(t) +
2∑

j=0

a4,j · /∇j
u,

where a4,j = a4,j(ω, u, /∇u, u′) are smooth with a4,j(ω, 0, 0, 0) = 0. We aim to vectorize (3.1) and view it as
a first order ODE.

Let us begin to set up some notion.

Definition 3.1. Let L be an operator from H2(Σ;V) ×H1(Σ;V) to H1(Σ;V) × L2(Σ;V) given by

L(v, w) :=
(
2−1mv + w,−LΣv + 4−1m2v + 2−1mw

)
.

Definition 3.2. For a section u ∈ C2(Q0,∞, Ṽ), define

q(u) := (u, u′ − 2−1mu), E(u) := (0, E1(u)).

If there is no confusion, we often omit the argument and write q, E to denote q(u) and E(u), respectively.
Moreover, q(t) and E(t) denote the restriction of q(u) and E(u) on {t} × Σ, respectively.

The equation (3.1) can be rewritten as

q′ = Lq + E .(3.3)

We now identify the eigenvalues and eigensections of L. For i ∈ N, let

γ±i := 2−1m±
√

4−1m2 − λi.
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Recall that N is divided into ∪4
i=1Ii in (2.7). The eigenvalues γ±i are real and different from 2−1m if and

only if i ∈ I3 ∪ I4. For i ∈ I3 ∪ I4, let

(3.4) ψ±
i :=

(
m

m− 2γ±i
ϕi,−

m

2
ϕi

)
.

From LΣϕ = λiϕi, one can check that

(3.5) Lψ±
i = γ±i ψ

±
i .

For i ∈ I1, γ±i are not real with the imaginary part βi =
√
λi − 4−1m2 > 0. Set

ψi,1 := (0, 2−1/2mϕi), ψi,2 := (2−1/2mβ−1
i ϕi, 0).

Then

(3.6) Lψi,1 = 2−1mψi,1 + βiψi,2, Lψi,2 = 2−1mψi,2 − βiψi,1.

For i ∈ I2, let

ψi,3 := (0, 2−1/2mϕi), ψi,4 := (2−1/2mϕi, 0).

Then

(3.7) Lψi,3 = 2−1mψi,3 + ψi,4, Lψi,4 = 2−1mψi,4.

Next, we introduce a bilinear form G. Let G : (H1(Σ;V) ×H0(Σ;V))2 → R be defined by

G((v1, w1); (v2, w2)) :=2m−2

∫

Σ

(
−
〈
LΣv1 − 4−1m2v1, v2

〉
+ 〈w1, w2〉

)
dµ

+ 2m−2
∑

i∈I1

2β2
i

∫

Σ

〈v1, ϕi〉 dµ
∫

Σ

〈v2, ϕi〉 dµ+ 2m−2
∑

i∈I2

∫

Σ

〈v1, ϕi〉 dµ
∫

Σ

〈v2, ϕi〉 dµ.

We denote ‖(v, w)‖2G := G((v, w); (v, w)). The positive-definiteness of G will be justified in Lemma 3.3 below.
We write L† for the adjoint operator of L with respect to G. Namely,

G(L(v1, w1); (v2, w2)) = G((v1, w1);L†(v2, w2)).

We define the collection of vectors

(3.8) B := {ψi,1, ψi,2}i∈I1 ∪ {ψi,3, ψi,4}i∈I2 ∪ {ψ+
i , ψ

−
i }i∈I3∪I4 .

Lemma 3.3 (spectral decomposition of L).

(1) The bilinear form G is equivalent to the standard inner product. Namely,

(3.9) ‖(v, w)‖G ≈ ‖(v, w)‖H1×H0 .

(2) The collection B forms a complete G-orthonormal basis.
(3) For i ∈ I3 ∪ I4,

L†ψ±
i = γ±i ψ

±
i .(3.10)

For i ∈ I1,

L†ψi,1 = 2−1mψi,1 − βiψi,2, L†ψi,2 = 2−1mψi,2 + βiψi,1.(3.11)

For i ∈ I2,

L†ψi,3 = 2−1mψi,3, L†ψi,4 = 2−1mψi,4 + ψi,3.(3.12)

Proof. We start to prove (3.9). By expressing v as v =
∑∞

i=1 aiϕi,

G((v, 0); (v, 0)) = 2m−2




∑

i/∈I2

∣∣4−1m− λi
∣∣ a2i +

∑

i∈I2

a2i



 ≥ c
∞∑

i=1

a2i = c‖v‖2L2 ,
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for some c = c(MΣ,m) > 0. In view of (2.5), this implies (3.9). It is straightforward to check that vectors
in B are G-orthonormal. Suppose (v, w) ∈ H1(Σ;V)×H0(Σ;V) is G-orthogonal to every vector in B. Note
that for all j ∈ N, (0, ϕj) and (ϕj , 0) lie in the linear span of B. This implies that

0 = 2−1m2G((v, w); (0, ϕj)) =

∫

Σ

〈w,ϕj〉 dµ,

and that

0 = 2−1m2G((v, w); (ϕj , 0)) = Cj

∫

Σ

〈v, ϕj〉 dµ.

Here Cj = 1 for j ∈ I2 and Cj =
∣∣4−1m− λj

∣∣ for j /∈ I2. Therefore, v = w = 0 and B is complete. Lastly,
(3.10)-(3.12) follow from (3.5)-(3.7) and the G-orthogonality of B. �

The next lemma shows that L behaves like /∇.

Lemma 3.4 (equivalence of L and angular derivative). For each ℓ ∈ N0,

(3.13)
ℓ∑

j=0

‖Lj(v, w)‖G ≈ ‖(v, w)‖Hℓ+1×Hℓ .

Proof. We use an induction argument. The assertion for ℓ = 0 follows directly from (3.9). Now we assume
(3.13) holds for ℓ and prove it for ℓ+ 1. From the induction hypothesis,

ℓ+1∑

j=0

‖Lj(v, w)‖G ≈ ‖(v, w)‖H1×H0 + ‖L(v, w)‖Hℓ×Hℓ−1(3.14)

In view of Definition 3.1, ‖L(v, w)‖Hℓ×Hℓ−1 ≤ C‖(v, w)‖Hℓ+1×Hℓ . Therefore,

(3.15)

ℓ+1∑

j=0

‖Lj(v, w)‖G ≤ C‖(v, w)‖Hℓ+1×Hℓ .

To obtain the inequality in the other direction, we use

‖w‖Hℓ ≤ C‖2−1mv + w‖Hℓ + C‖v‖Hℓ ,

‖v‖Hℓ+1 ≤ C‖ − LΣv + 4−1m2v + 2−1mw‖Hℓ−1 + C‖(v, w)‖Hℓ×Hℓ−1 .

Combining Definition 3.1, (3.14) and the induction hypothesis, we obtain

(3.16) ‖(v, w)‖Hℓ+1×Hℓ ≤ C

ℓ+1∑

j=0

‖Lj(v, w)‖G.

The assertion then follows from (3.15) and (3.16). �

Definition 3.5. Fix k, ℓ ∈ N0. For a section u ∈ Ck+ℓ+1(Q0,∞, Ṽ), we define

q(k,ℓ)(u) := ∂kt L
ℓq(u), E(k,ℓ)(u) := ∂kt L

ℓE(u).

Here q(u) and E(u) are given in Definition 3.2. We often abbreviate them to q(k,ℓ), E(k,ℓ) and denote by
q(k,ℓ)(t), E(k,ℓ)(t) the restriction of q(k,ℓ)(u), E(k,ℓ)(u) on {t} × Σ, respectively.

Corollary 3.6. Fix s ∈ N0. Then for all u ∈ Cs+2(Q0,∞, Ṽ) and t ∈ (0,∞),

(3.17)
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖q(k,ℓ)(u)‖G(t) ≈
∑

k+ℓ≤s+1

‖∂kt /∇
ℓ
u‖L2(t).

Moreover, suppose u satisfies ‖u‖Cs+2(t) = o(1). Then

(3.18)
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖E(k,ℓ)(u)‖G(t) = o(1)
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖q(k,ℓ)(u)‖G(t)
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Proof. From Definition 3.2 and Lemma 3.4 (equivalence of L and angular derivative),

∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖q(k,ℓ)(u)‖G(t) ≈
s∑

k=0

‖(∂kt u, ∂
k+1
t u− 2−1m∂kt u)‖Hs−k+1×Hs−k(t)

≈
∑

k+ℓ≤s+1

‖∂kt /∇
ℓ
u‖L2(t).

This gives (3.17). Similarly, from Lemma 3.4 and Definition 3.2,

∑

k+ℓ≤m

‖E(k,ℓ)(u)‖G(t) ≈
s∑

k=0

‖∂kt E1(u)‖Hs−k(t).

From (3.2) and the assumption,

s∑

k=0

‖∂kt E1(u)‖Hs−k(t) = o(1)
∑

k+ℓ≤s+1

‖∂kt /∇
ℓ
u‖L2(t).

Then (3.18) follows from (3.17). �

Let us project the equation (3.3) onto vectors in B. Let

ξi,1(t) := G(q(t), ψi,1), ξi,2(t) := G(q(t), ψi,2) for i ∈ I1,

ξi,3(t) := G(q(t), ψi,3), ξi,4(t) := G(q(t), ψi,4) for i ∈ I2,

ξ±i (t) := G(q(t), ψ±
i ) for i ∈ I3 ∪ I4.

(3.19)

Also, let

Ei,1(t) := G(E(t), ψi,1), Ei,2(t) := G(E(t), ψi,2) for i ∈ I1,

Ei,3(t) := G(E(t), ψi,3), Ei,4(t) := G(E(t), ψi,4) for i ∈ I2,

E±
i (t) := G(E(t), ψ±

i ) for i ∈ I3 ∪ I4.
(3.20)

We can then rewrite (3.3) as follows. For i ∈ I1,

d

dt
ξi,1 − 2−1mξi,1 + βiξi,2 = Ei,1,

d

dt
ξi,2 − 2−1mξi,2 − βiξi,1 = Ei,2.

(3.21)

For i ∈ I2,

d

dt
ξi,3 − 2−1mξi,3 = Ei,3,

d

dt
ξi,4 − 2−1mξi,4 − ξi,3 = Ei,4.

(3.22)

For i ∈ I3 ∪ I4,

(3.23)
d

dt
ξ±i − γ±i ξi = E±

i .

4. Fast decaying solutions

In this section, we consider solutions to (1.1) that decay exponentially and prove Theorem 2.4. The proof
for Theorem 2.6 is simpler so we will omit it. We assume throughout this section that m < 0 and I1, I2
are non-empty. The proof can be generalized easily to other cases. We begin with a unique continuation
property at infinity. Though we closely follow the argument in [Str20], we include the proof for readers’
convenience.

Proposition 4.1. Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.1) that satisfies ‖u‖C1(t) = O(eγt) as t → ∞
for all γ < 0. Then u ≡ 0.
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Proof. By the elliptic regularity, Lemma A.3, ‖u‖Cs(t) = O(eγt) for all s ∈ N and γ < 0. Let q = q(u) be
given in Definition 3.2. Take γ < 2−1m− 1. Let Πγq be the projection of q onto the eigenspace of L whose
eigenvalues are less than or equal to γ. Namely, in terms of the coefficients introduced in (3.19),

(Πγq)(t) =
∑

i:γ−

i ≤γ

ξ−i (t)ψ−
i .

We claim that for any t2 ≥ t1,

(4.1) e−γ(t2−t1)‖q(t2)‖G ≤ ‖Πγq(t1)‖G +

∫ ∞

t1

e−γ(s−t1)‖E(s)‖G ds.

Suppose (4.1) is true at the moment. From (3.2), there exists a uniform constant C < ∞ such that if
‖u‖C1(t) ≤ 1, then there holds

‖E(t)‖G ≤ C‖q(t)‖G‖u‖C2(t).

Define Mγ(t) = supτ≥t e
−γ(τ−t)‖q(τ)‖G. Suppose t1 is large enough such that ‖u‖C1(s) ≤ 1 for s ≥ t1. Then

from (4.1),

Mγ(t1) ≤ ‖Πγq(t1)‖G + C

∫ ∞

t1

‖u‖C2(s) ds ·Mγ(t1).

From the exponential decay assumption we may choose large t1 so that C
∫∞

t1
‖u‖C2(s)ds ≤ 1/2. Hence

Mγ(t1) ≤ 2‖Πγq(t1)‖G.(4.2)

It is clear that Mγ(t1) is non-increasing in γ. Therefore,

Mγ(t1) ≤ lim sup
γ′→−∞

Mγ′(t1) ≤ 2 lim sup
γ′→−∞

‖Πγ′q(t1)‖G = 0.

We conclude q(t) = 0 (and thus u(t) = 0) for t ≥ t1. Next, we show q(t) = 0 upto t = 0. Suppose on the
contrary t0 = inf{t1 : q(t) = 0 for t ≥ t1} > 0. By the smoothness of u(x, t), we may find a small ǫ > 0 such
that ‖u‖C1(t) ≤ 1 for t ∈ [t0 − ǫ, t0] and

C

∫ ∞

t0−ǫ

‖u‖C2(s) ds = C

∫ t0

t0−ǫ

‖u‖C2(s) ds ≤ 1

2
,

which implies that (4.2) holds for t1 = t0 − ǫ. This gives a contradiction and proves the statement.

It remains to show (4.1). Define non-negative functions X±(t) by

X2
+(t) =

∑

i∈I1

|ξi,1(t)|2 + |ξi,2(t)|2 +
∑

i∈I2

|ξi,3(t)|2 + |ξi,4(t)|2 +
∑

|ξ+i (t)|2 +
∑

i:γ−

i >γ

|ξ−i (t)|2,

X2
−(t) =

∑

i:γ−

i ≤γ

|ξ−i (t)|2.

From (3.21)-(3.23), X+(t)X ′
+(t) equals,

2−1m

(
∑

i∈I1

|ξi,1(t)|2 + |ξi,2(t)|2 +
∑

i∈I2

|ξi,3(t)|2 + |ξi,4(t)|2
)

+
∑

γ+i |ξ+i (t)|2 +
∑

i:γ−

i >γ

γ−i |ξ−i (t)|2

+
∑

i∈I2

ξi,3(t)ξi,4(t) +
∑

ξ+i (t)E+
i (t) +

∑

i:γ−

i >γ

ξ+−(t)E+
− (t) +

∑

i∈I1

ξi,1(t)Ei,1(t) + ξi,1(t)Ei,1(t)

+
∑

i∈I2

ξi,3(t)Ei,3(t) + ξi,4(t)Ei,4(t).

From
∣∣∑

i∈I2
ξi,3(t)ξi,4(t)

∣∣ ≤ 2−1
∑

i∈I2
|ξi,3(t)|2 + |ξi,4(t)|2 and γ < 2−1m− 1,

X ′
+(t) ≥ γX ′

+(t) + Y+(t).(4.3)
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Here Y+(t) is given by

X+(t)Y+(t) =
∑

ξ+i (t)E+
i (t) +

∑

i:γ−

i >γ

ξ+−(t)E+
− (t) +

∑

i∈I1

ξi,1(t)Ei,1(t) + ξi,1(t)Ei,1(t)

+
∑

i∈I2

ξi,3(t)Ei,3(t) + ξi,4(t)Ei,4(t).

Similarly, we have

X ′
−(t) ≤ γX ′

−(t) + Y−(t),(4.4)

where Y−(t) is given by X−(t)Y−(t) =
∑

i:γ−

i ≤γ ξ
−
i (t)E−

i (t). Fix t2 ≥ t1. By integrating (4.4) from t1 to t2,

we obtain

e−γ(t2−t1)X−(t2) ≤X−(t1) +

∫ t2

t1

e−γ(s−t1)Y−(s) ds

≤X−(t1) +

∫ ∞

t1

e−γ(s−t1)|Y−(s)| ds.
(4.5)

Take any t3 ≥ t2. By integrating (4.3) from t2 to t3, we obtain

e−γ(t2−t1)X+(t2) ≤e−γ(t3−t1)X+(t3) −
∫ t3

t2

e−γ(s−t1)Y+(s) ds

≤e−γ(t3−t1)X+(t3) +

∫ ∞

t1

e−γ(s−t1)|Y+(s)| ds

By the decay assumption, e−γ(t3−t1)X+(t3) goes to zero when t3 goes to infinity. Hence

e−γ(t2−t1)X+(t2) ≤
∫ ∞

t1

e−γ(s−t1)|Y+(s)| ds.(4.6)

Note that X2
+(t) + X2

−(t) = ‖q(t)‖2G, X−(t) = ‖Πγq(t)‖G and Y 2
+(t) + Y 2

−(t) ≤ ‖E(t)‖2G. Then (4.1) follows
from (4.5) and (4.6). �

Remark 4.2. A similar argument applies for the parabolic equation. The only difference is that to control
the error term E2(u) in (6.6), one needs to differentiate the equation. See Lemma 6.2.

Let u be an exponentially decaying solution to (1.1). Namely, ‖u‖C1(t) = O(e−2ε0t) for some ε0 > 0. We
further assume u is not identically zero. In view of Proposition 4.1, the set

Λ := {γ < 0 : ‖u‖C1(t) = O(eγt)}

has an infimum −∞ < γ∗ < 0. From the elliptic regularity, Lemma A.3, ‖u‖Cs(t) = O(e(γ∗+ε)t) for all s ∈ N

and ε > 0. Let {ξi,1(t), ξi,2(t)}i∈I1 , {ξi,3(t), ξi,4(t)}i∈I2 , {ξ±i (t)}i∈I3∪I4 be the coefficients defined in (3.19).

Let {Ei,1(t), Ei,2(t)}i∈I1 , {Ei,3(t), Ei,4(t)}i∈I2 , {E±
i (t)}i∈I3∪I4 be given by (3.20). The quadratic nature of

E1(u) (see (3.2)), in particular, implies

‖(0, E1(u))‖2G(t) =
∑

i∈I1

(Ei,1(t))2 + (Ei,2(t))2 +
∑

i∈I2

(Ei,3(t))2 + (Ei,4(t))2 +
∑

i∈I3∪I4

(E+
i (t))2 + (E−

i (t))2

= O(e2(γ∗−ε0)t).

(4.7)

Here we used |E1(u)| ≤ Ce−2ε0te(γ
∗+ε0)t = Ce(γ

∗−ε0)t.

Lemma 4.3. There holds γ∗ ∈ {γ+i , γ−i }i∈I3∪I4 ∪ {2−1m}.
Proof. Suppose the assertion fails. This implies there exists ε1 ∈ (0, ε0) such that there is no element of
{γ+i , γ−i }i∈I3∪I4 ∪ {2−1m} in the interval [γ∗ − 2ε1, γ∗ + 2ε1]. We show this leads to a contradiction for the
case 2−1m < γ∗. The argument for the case γ∗ < 2−1m is similar. Define an non-negative function X+(t)
by

X2
+(t) =

∑

i:γ+

i >γ∗

|ξ+i (t)|2 +
∑

i:γ−

i >γ∗

|ξ−i (t)|2.
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From (3.23),

X+(t)X ′
+(t) =

∑

i:γ+

i >γ∗

γ+i |ξ+i (t)|2 +
∑

i:γ−

i >γ∗

γ−i |ξ−i (t)|2 +
∑

i:γ+

i >γ∗

ξ+i (t)E+
i (t) +

∑

i:γ−

i >γ∗

ξ−i (t)E−
i (t)

≥(γ∗ + ε1)X2
+(t) +X+(t)Y+(t).

Here Y+(t) is given by

X+(t)Y+(t) =
∑

i:γ+

i >γ∗

ξ+i (t)E+
i (t) +

∑

i:γ−

i >γ∗

ξ−i (t)E−
i (t).

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.7), |Y+(t)| = O(e(γ∗−ε0)t). Using

lim
t→∞

e−(γ∗+ε1)tX+(t) = 0,

we can integrate
d

dt

(
e−(γ∗+ε1)tX+(t)

)
≥ e−(γ∗+ε1)tY+(t)

from t to ∞ to obtain

X+(t) ≤ e(γ∗+ε1)t

∫ ∞

t

e−(γ∗+ε1)τ |Y+(τ)| dτ = O(e(γ∗−ε0)t).(4.8)

Let

X2
−(t) =

∑

i:γ+

i <γ∗

|ξ+i (t)|2 +
∑

i:γ−

i <γ∗

|ξ−i (t)|2 +
∑

i∈I1

|ξi,1(t)|2 + |ξi,2(t)|2 +
∑

i∈I2

|ξi,3(t)|2 + ε21|ξi,4(t)|2.

From (3.21)-(3.23), X−(t)X ′
−(t) equals

∑

i:γ+

i <γ∗

γ+i |ξ+i (t)|2 +
∑

i:γ−

i <γ∗

γ−i |ξ−i (t)|2 + 2−1m

(
∑

i∈I1

|ξi,1(t)|2 + |ξi,2(t)|2 +
∑

i∈I2

|ξi,3(t)|2 + ε21|ξi,4(t)|2
)

+ε21
∑

i∈I2

ξi,3(t)ξi,4(t) +
∑

i:γ+

i <γ∗

ξ+i (t)E+
i (t) +

∑

i:γ−

i <γ∗

ξ−i (t)E−
i (t) +

∑

i∈I1

ξi,1(t)Ei,1(t) + ξi,2(t)Ei,2(t)

+
∑

i∈I2

ξi,3(t)Ei,3(t) + ε21ξi,4(t)Ei,4(t).

From ε21
∑

i∈I2
|ξi,3(t)ξi,4(t)| ≤ 2−1ε1

∑
i∈I2

|ξi,3(t)|2 + ε21|ξi,4(t)|2,

X−(t)X ′
−(t) ≤ (γ∗ − ε1)X2

−(t) +X−(t)Y−(t).

Here Y−(t) is given by

X−(t)Y−(t) =
∑

i:γ+

i <γ∗

ξ+i (t)E+
i (t) +

∑

i:γ−

i <γ∗

ξ−i (t)E−
i (t) +

∑

i∈I1

ξi,1(t)Ei,1(t) + ξi,2(t)Ei,2(t)

+
∑

i∈I2

ξi,3(t)Ei,3(t) + ε21ξi,4(t)Ei,4(t).

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.7), |Y−(t)| = O(e(γ∗−ε0)t). Integrating

d

dt

(
e−(γ∗−ε1)tX−(t)

)
≥ e−(γ∗−ε1)tY−(t)

from 0 to t, we obtain

X−(t) ≤ e(γ∗−ε1)t

(
X−(0) +

∫ ∞

0

e−(γ∗−ε1)τ |Y−(τ)|dτ
)

= O(e(γ∗−ε1)t).(4.9)

Combining (4.8) and (4.9), ‖q(t)‖G = O(e(γ∗−ε1)t). From the elliptic regularity, Lemma A.3, we then
have ‖u‖C1(t) = O(e(γ∗−ε1)t). This contradicts to the definition of γ∗. �
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Lemma 4.4. Suppose γ∗ = 2−1m. Then there exists wi ∈ C for i ∈ I1 and ci,3, ci,4 ∈ R for i ∈ I2 such that
the following holds. For

q̂(t) := q(t) − eγ∗t

(∑

i∈I1

Re
(
wie

iβit
)
ψi,1 + Im

(
wie

iβit
)
ψi,2 +

∑

i∈I2

ci,3ψi,3 + (tci,3 + ci,4)ψi,4

)

there exists ε > 0 such that ‖q̂(t)‖G = O(e(γ∗−ε)t).

Proof. Define non-negative functions X±(t) by

X2
+(t) =

∑

i:γ+

i >γ∗

(ξ+i (t))2 +
∑

i:γ−

i >γ∗

(ξ−i (t))2,

X2
−(t) =

∑

i:γ+

i <γ∗

(ξ+i (t))2 +
∑

i:γ−

i <γ∗

(ξ−i (t))2.

By shrinking the value of ε0 if necessary, we may assume ε0 < |2−1m− γ±i | for all i ∈ I3 ∪ I4. An argument

similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 4.3 shows X±(t) = O(e(γ∗−ε0)t). From (3.21), we derive for i ∈ I1

d

dt

(
e−(γ∗+iβi)t (ξi,1(t) + iξi,2(t))

)
= e−(γ∗+iβi)t (Ei,1(t) + iEi,2(t)) .

Integrating the above from 0 to t and using (4.7) yield

ξi,1(t) + iξi,2(t) = wie
(γ∗+iβi)t +O(e(γ∗−ε0)t)

for some wi ∈ C. A similar argument applying to d
dt (e−γ∗tξi,3(t)) = e−γ∗tEi,3(t) gives

ξi,3(t) = ci,3e
γ∗t +O(e(γ∗−ε0)t)

for some ci,3 ∈ R. Lastly, from

d

dt

(
e−γ∗tξi,4(t)

)
=e−γ∗tξ3,i(t) + e−γ∗tEi,4(t) = ci,3 +O(e−ε0t),

we derive ξ4,i = (tci,3 + ci,4)eγ∗t +O(e(γ∗−ε0)t) for some ci,4 ∈ R. �

For γ∗ = γ+i or γ−i , an analogous result holds. We omit the proof because it is similar to and simpler
than the one for Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose γ∗ = γ+i for some i ∈ I3 ∪ I4 and let N be the multiplicity of λi. We may assume
λi = λi+1 = · · · = λi+N−1. Then there exists a1, a2, . . . , aN ∈ R and ε > 0 such that

‖q(t) − eγ∗t
N∑

j=1

ajψ
+
i+j−1‖G = O(e(γ∗−ε)t).

Similar result holds when γ∗ = γ−i for some i ∈ I3 ∪ I4
We are ready to prove Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Suppose γ∗ = γ+i or γ−i . From Lemma 4.5 and Corollary 3.6, there exists v with

LΣv = λiv and ε > 0 such that ‖u(t) − eγ∗tv‖H1 = O(e(γ∗−ε)t). Let w = v/‖v‖L2. Then

lim
t→∞

u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 = w in H1(Σ,V).

We may upgrade the convergence to C∞(Σ,V) by taking L derivatives to (3.3). As a result, case (1) in
Theorem 2.4 holds.

Suppose γ∗ = 2−1m. From Lemma 4.4 and Corollary 3.6, there exists wi ∈ C for i ∈ I1 and ci,3, ci,4 ∈ I2
such that ∥∥∥∥∥u(t) − eγ∗t

∑

i∈I1

Re
(
wie

iβit
)
ϕi − eγ∗t

∑

i∈I2

(tci,3 + ci,4)ϕi

∥∥∥∥∥
H1

= O(e(γ∗−ε)t).

Then case (2) or case (3) in Theorem 2.4 holds depending on whether ci,3 ≡ 0 or not. �
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5. Slowly decaying solutions to elliptic equation

In this section, we show that if a solution to (1.1) decays slowly, then the neutral mode, the projection of
q(u) onto the 0-eigenspace of L, dominates the solution. Moreover, the neutral mode evolves by a gradient
flow up to a small error. That is the content of Proposition 5.1.

Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.1) with ‖u‖C1(t) = o(1) as t→ ∞. From the elliptic regularity,
Lemma A.3, ‖u‖Cs(t) = o(1) for all s ∈ N. We further assume that u does not decay exponentially. Namely,
for any ε > 0,

(5.1) lim sup
t→∞

eεt‖u‖C1(t) = ∞.

Recall that we rewrote (1.1) as an ODE system (3.21)-(3.23). For brevity, we assume throughout this
section that I2 = ∅. With notational changes, the proof can be readily extended to cover the case where
I2 6= ∅. Since I2 = ∅, the ODE system consists of (3.21) and (3.23). It is convenient to relabel the
coefficients {ξ±i }i∈I3∪I4 in (3.23). For {ψ±

i }i∈I4 , we set

{Ψi}i∈N = {ψ+
i | i ∈ I4 and γ+i > 0} ∪ {ψ−

i | i ∈ I4 and γ−i > 0},
{Ψi}i∈−N = {ψ+

i | i ∈ I4 and γ+i < 0} ∪ {ψ−
i | i ∈ I4 and γ−i < 0},

and define Γi, a relabelling of γ±i for i ∈ I4, by

LΨi = L†Ψi = ΓiΨi.(5.2)

Recall that I3 = {ι+ 1, . . . , ι+ J}. If m > 0, we set for 1 ≤ j ≤ J Υj = ψ−
ι+j and Υj = ψ+

ι+j. If m < 0, we

set Υj = ψ+
ι+j and Υj = ψ−

ι+j. This arrangement ensures that

LΥj = L†Υj = 0, LΥj = L†Υj = mΥj .(5.3)

Let

ξi(t) := G(q(t),Ψi) for i ∈ Z \ {0},
zj(t) := G(q(t),Υj), z̄j(t) := G(q(t),Υj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ J,

(5.4)

and

Ei(t) := G(E(t),Ψi) for i ∈ Z \ {0},
Wj(t) := G(E(t),Υj), Wj(t) := G(E(t),Υj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ J.

(5.5)

We rewrite (3.23) as (5.6) and (5.7) below. For i ∈ Z \ {0},

(5.6)
d

dt
ξi − Γiξi = Ei,

and for 1 ≤ j ≤ J ,

d

dt
zj = Wj ,

d

dt
z̄j −mz̄j = Wj .(5.7)

We denote z(t) := (z1(t), . . . zJ(t)) and z̄(t) := (z̄1(t), . . . z̄J(t)), and use |z(t)| and |z̄(t)| to denote their
Euclidean norms respectively. Recall the reduced functional f is introduced in Proposition 2.1. The goal of
this section is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. For a slowly decaying solution u to (1.1) as described above, there holds

|z̄(t)|2 +
∑

i∈I1

(
|ξi,1(t)|2 + |ξi,2(t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξi(t)|2 = o(1)|z(t)|2.(5.8)

Moreover, for all ε > 0 there exists a positive constant C = C(u,m,MΣ, N1, ε) such that

|z′(t) +m−1∇f(z(t))| ≤ C|z(t)|p−ε/2.(5.9)

The remainder of this section is dedicated to proving Proposition 5.1, which involves two main parts.
In Subsection 5.1, we demonstrate (as shown in Corollary 5.3) that any Cs norm of u can be bounded by
|z(t)|. In Subsection 5.2, we obtain an enhanced decay rate in Lemma 5.11 through the decomposition (2.11).
Proposition 5.1 is then a simple consequence of Lemma 5.11.
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5.1. Bounding ‖u‖Cs. To estimate Cs norms of u, we need higher-derivative versions of the ODE system.
Fix k, ℓ ∈ N0. Recall that q(k,ℓ) and E(k,ℓ) are given in Definition 3.5. Let

ξ
(k,ℓ)
i,1 (t) := G(q(k,ℓ)(t), ψi,1), ξ

(k,ℓ)
i,2 (t) := G(q(k,ℓ)(t), ψi,2) for i ∈ I1,

ξ
(k,ℓ)
i (t) := G(q(k,ℓ)(t),Ψi) for i ∈ Z \ {0},
z
(k,ℓ)
j (t) := G(q(k,ℓ)(t),Υj), z̄

(k,ℓ)
j (t) := G(q(k,ℓ)(t),Υj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ J.

(5.10)

Also, let

E(k,ℓ)
i,1 (t) := G(E(k,ℓ)(t), ψi,1), E(k,ℓ)

i,2 (t) := G(E(k,ℓ)(t), ψi,2) for i ∈ I1,

E(k,ℓ)
i (t) := G(E(k,ℓ)(t),Ψi) for i ∈ Z \ {0},

W(k,ℓ)
j (t) := G(E(k,ℓ)(t),Υj), W

(k,ℓ)

j (t) := G(E(k,ℓ)(t),Υj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ J.

(5.11)

Then for i ∈ I1,

d

dt
ξ
(k,ℓ)
i,1 − 2−1mξ

(k,ℓ)
i,1 + βiξ

(k,ℓ)
i,2 = E(k,ℓ)

i,1 ,

d

dt
ξ
(k,ℓ)
i,2 − 2−1mξ

(k,ℓ)
i,2 − βiξ

(k,ℓ)
i,1 = E(k,ℓ)

i,2 ,

(5.12)

for i ∈ Z \ {0},

(5.13)
d

dt
ξ
(k,ℓ)
i − Γiξ

(k,ℓ)
i = E(k,ℓ)

i ,

and for 1 ≤ j ≤ J ,

d

dt
z
(k,ℓ)
j = W(k,ℓ)

j ,
d

dt
z̄
(k,ℓ)
j −mz̄

(k,ℓ)
j = W(k,ℓ)

j .(5.14)

In the next lemma, we use the Merle-Zaag ODE lemma [MZ98] (see Lemma A.1) to show that |z(t)|
dominates the other coefficients, thereby obtaining a stronger version of (5.8).

Lemma 5.2 (dominance of neutral mode). For any s ∈ N0,

∑

k+ℓ≤s

[
|z(k,ℓ)(t)|2 + |z̄(k,ℓ)(t)|2 +

∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ(k,ℓ)i,1 (t)|2 + |ξ(k,ℓ)i,2 (t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξ(k,ℓ)i (t)|2



= (1 + o(1))|z(t)|2.

Proof. Fix s ∈ N0. We give the proof for the case m > 0. The argument for m < 0 is similar. Define three
non-negative functions X+(t), X0(t) and X−(t) by

X2
0 (t) =

∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

1≤j≤J

|z(k,ℓ)j (t)|2, X2
−(t) =

∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

i∈−N

|ξ(k,ℓ)i (t)|2,

and

X2
+(t) =

∑

k+ℓ≤s



∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ(k,ℓ)i,1 (t)|2 + |ξ(k,ℓ)i,2 (t)|2

)
+
∑

i∈N

|ξ(k,ℓ)i (t)|2 +
∑

1≤j≤J

|z̄(k,ℓ)j (t)|2

 .

From (5.12), (5.13) and (5.14), we compute

X+X
′
+ =

∑

k+ℓ≤s



2−1m
∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ(k,ℓ)i,1 |2 + |ξ(k,ℓ)i,2 |2

)
+
∑

i∈N

Γi|ξ(k,ℓ)i |2 +m
∑

1≤j≤J

|z̄(k,ℓ)j |2




+
∑

k+ℓ≤s




∑

i∈I1

(
ξ
(k,ℓ)
i,1 E(k,ℓ)

i,1 + ξ
(k,ℓ)
i,2 E(k,ℓ)

i,2

)
+
∑

i∈N

ξ
(k,ℓ)
i E(k,ℓ)

i +
∑

1≤j≤J

z̄
(k,ℓ)
j W(k,ℓ)

j



 .
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Denote the terms on the second line by X+(t)Y+(t) and let b be the minimum among 2−1m and |Γi|, i ∈
Z \ {0}. We have

X ′
+ − bX+ ≥ Y+.

Similarly, define Y0(t) and Y−(t) by

X0(t)Y0(t) =
∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

1≤j≤J

z
(k,ℓ)
j (t)W(k,ℓ)

j (t),

and

X−(t)Y−(t) =
∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

i∈−N

ξ
(k,ℓ)
i (t)E(k,ℓ)

i (t).

It holds that

X ′
0 = Y0, X ′

− + bX− ≤ Y−.(5.15)

We now compare |X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2 and |Y+(t)|2 + |Y0(t)|2 + |Y−(t)|2.

|X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2

=
∑

k+ℓ≤s

[
|z(k,ℓ)(t)|2 + |z̄(k,ℓ)(t)|2 +

∑

i∈I1

(
|ξi,1(t)|2 + |ξi,2(t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξi(t)|2



=
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖q(k,ℓ)(t)‖2G.

From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.11),

|Y+(t)|2 + |Y0(t)|2 + |Y−(t)|2

≤
∑

k+ℓ≤s



∑

i∈I1

(
|E(k,ℓ)

i,1 (t)|2 + |E(k,ℓ)
i,2 (t)|2

)
+

∑

i∈Z\{0}

|E(k,ℓ)
i (t)|2 +

∑

1≤j≤J

(
|Wj(t)|2 + |Wj(t)|2

)



=
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖E(k,ℓ)(t)‖2G.

From (3.18) in Corollary 3.6, |Y+(t)|2 + |Y0(t)|2 + |Y−(t)|2 = o(1)
(
|X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2

)
. We can

then apply the ODE lemma, Lemma A.1. In view of (A.4), the slow decay assumption (5.1) rules out the
possibility that X−(t) dominates. Hence

(5.16) |X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2 = (1 + o(1))|X0(t)|2.
It remains to show that

(5.17) |X0(t)|2 = (1 + o(1))|z(t)|2.
For ℓ ≥ 1,

z
(k,ℓ)
j = G(Lqk,ℓ−1,Υj) = G(qk,ℓ−1,L†Υj) = 0.

For k ≥ 1,

z
(k,ℓ)
j =

d

dt
z
(k−1,ℓ)
j = W(k−1,ℓ)

j .

These imply

|X0(t)|2 ≤ |z(t)|2 +
∑

k≤s−1

|W(k,0)(t)|2

≤ |z(t)|2 + o(1)
(
|X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2

)

≤ |z(t)|2 + o(1)|X0(t)|2.
We used (5.16) in the last inequality. Therefore (5.17) holds and the proof is finished. �
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In view of Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 5.2, for any s ∈ N0,
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖∂kt /∇
ℓ
u‖L2(t) = O(1)|z(t)|.

Applying the Sobolev embedding on Σ, we can bound any Cs norm of u.

Corollary 5.3 (control on higher derivatives). For any s ∈ N, there exists a positive constant C = C(u, s)
such that ‖u‖Cs(t) ≤ C|z(t)|.
Lemma 5.4. There hold the following statements:

(1) |z(t)| ≥ C−1t−1 for t ≥ 1, where C = C(u).
(2) For any ε > 0 there exists t0 = t0(u, ε), such that on [t0,∞), e−εt|z(t)| non-increasing and eεt|z(t)|

non-decreasing.

Proof. The proof directly follows from |z′(t)| ≤ C|z(t)|2 and limt→∞ |z(t)| = 0. �

5.2. Enhanced decay rate. Recall that the decomposition of u in (2.11)

(5.18) u = uT +H(uT ) + ũ⊥.

Let us introduce an auxiliary quantity

Q(t) := |z(t)|p + |z(t)||z̄(t)| + |z(t)| ‖u′‖C2 (t) + |z(t)|‖ũ⊥‖C3(t).(5.19)

Lemma 5.5. There exists a positive constant C = C(u,MΣ, N1) such that

(5.20)
∣∣MΣ(u) + ∇f(z(t)) − LΣũ

⊥
∣∣ ≤ CQ(t),

and

(5.21) |N1(u)| ≤ CQ(t).

Proof. In the proof we use C to represent a positive constant that depends on u, MΣ, N1 in (2.6), and its
value may vary from one line to another. Note that the coefficients of uT ∈ kerLΣ are given by zj(t)− z̄j(t).

uT (t) =

J∑

j=1

(zj(t) − z̄j(t))ϕι+j .

Fix α = 1/2. From Lemma 2.10,
∣∣MΣ(u) + ∇f(z(t)) − LΣũ

⊥
∣∣ ≤ C‖u(t)‖C2,α(Σ)‖ũ⊥(t)‖C2,α(Σ) + C|∇f(z(t) − z̄(t)) −∇f(z(t))|.

Clearly ‖u(t)‖C2,α(Σ) ≤ C‖u‖C3(t) and ‖ũ⊥(t)‖C2,α(Σ) ≤ C‖ũ⊥‖C3(t). From Corollary 5.3, ‖u‖C3(t) ≤
C|z(t)|. Therefore,

‖u(t)‖C2,α(Σ)‖ũ⊥(t)‖C2,α(Σ) ≤ CQ(t).

Because f − f(0) vanishes at the origin of degree p, |∇2f(x)| ≤ C|x|p−2 near the origin. Together with
|z̄(t)| ≤ C|z(t)|,

|∇f(z(t) − z̄(t)) −∇f(z(t))| ≤ CQ(t).

Hence (5.20) holds. To show (5.21), recall that N1(u) = a1 · Du′ + a2 · u′ + a3 · MΣ(u), where ai =
ai(ω, u, /∇u, u′) are smooth with ai(ω, 0, 0, 0) = 0. From Corollary 5.3, |ai| ≤ C|z(t)|. Hence

|a1 ·Du′ + a2 · u′| ≤ C|z(t)|(|Du′| + |u′|) ≤ C|z(t)|‖u′‖C1(t) ≤ CQ(t).

Together with (5.20), (5.21) follows. �

Lemma 5.6. There exists a positive constant C = C(u,m,MΣ, N1) such that

|z′(t) +m−1∇f(z(t))| ≤ CQ(t),(5.22)

and

|z̄′(t) −mz̄(t) +m−1∇f(z(t))| ≤ CQ(t).(5.23)
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Proof. In view of (5.7), it suffices to show
∣∣∣∣Wj(t) +m−1 ∂f

∂xj
(z(t))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CQ(t) and

∣∣∣∣Wj(t) +m−1 ∂f

∂xj
(z(t))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CQ(t).

From (5.5) and E(u) = (0, E1(u)), we actually have Wj(t) = Wj(t). Recall that

Wj = G(E(u); Υj) = G((0, E1(u)); (ϕι+j ,−2−1mϕι+j)) = −m−1

∫

Σ

E1(u)ϕι+j dµ,

where E1(u) = N1(u) −MΣ(u) + LΣu. Because ϕι+j ∈ kerLΣ,

Wj = −m−1

∫

Σ

(N1(u) −MΣ(u))ϕι+j dµ,

Then the assertion follows from (5.20) and (5.21). �

Corollary 5.7. Suppose |Q(t)| ≤ M |z(t)|q for some M, q > 0. Then there exists a positive constant
C = C(u,m,MΣ, N1,M, q) such that

|z′(t)| ≤ C|z(t)|min(q,p−1) and |z̄(t)| ≤ C|z(t)|min(q,p−1).

Proof. Because f − f(0) vanishes at the origin of degree p, |∇f(z(t))| ≤ C|z(t)|p−1. Hence the bound for
z′(t) follows from (5.22). The the bound for z̄(t) can be obtained by integrating (5.23). �

We vectorize ũ⊥ and perform the projection. Set q̃ := q(ũ⊥) and

ξ̃i,1(t) := G(q̃(t), ψi,1), ξ̃i,2(t) := G(q̃(t), ψi,2) for i ∈ I1,

ξ̃i(t) := G(q̃(t),Ψi) for i ∈ Z \ {0},

Note that because ũ⊥ is orthogonal to kerLΣ, those coefficients completely characterize q̃. The projections
of higher order derivatives of q̃, namely q̃(k,ℓ) = ∂kt L

ℓq̃, are defined similarly. In the lemma below, we show

that {ξ̃i,1, ξ̃i,2}i∈I1 , {ξ̃i}i∈Z\{0} and the higher order coefficients are bounded by |z(t)|.

Lemma 5.8 (control on higher derivatives of q̃). For any k, ℓ ∈ N0, there exists a positive constant C =
C(u,m, ℓ+ k) such that

∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ̃(k,ℓ)i,1 (t)|2 + |ξ̃(k,ℓ)i,2 (t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξ̃(k,ℓ)i (t)|2 ≤ C|z(t)|2.

Proof. Let s = ℓ + k.
∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ̃(k,ℓ)i,1 (t)|2 + |ξ̃(k,ℓ)i,2 (t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξ̃(k,ℓ)i (t)|2 = ‖q̃(k,ℓ)‖2G(t) ≤ C‖ũ⊥‖2Cs+1(t).

The assertion then follows from Lemma 2.11 (boundedness of decomposition) and Corollary 5.3 (control on
higher derivatives). �

Let us define

Ẽ(u) :=
(
ũ⊥
)′′ −m

(
ũ⊥
)′

+ LΣũ
⊥, and Ẽ := (0, Ẽ(u)).(5.24)

Set {Ẽi,1, Ẽi,2}i∈I1 and {Ẽi}i∈Z\{0} be the coefficients of Ẽ . Namely,

Ẽi,1(t) := G(Ẽ(t), ψi,1), Ẽi,2(t) := G(Ẽ(t), ψi,2) for i ∈ I1,

Ẽi(t) := G(Ẽ(t),Ψi) for i ∈ Z \ {0}.
(5.25)

Then we have, for i ∈ I1,

d

dt
ξ̃i,1 − 2−1mξ̃i,1 + βiξ̃i,2 = Ẽi,1,

d

dt
ξ̃i,2 − 2−1mξ̃i,2 − βiξ̃i,1 = Ẽi,2,

(5.26)
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for i ∈ Z \ {0},

(5.27)
d

dt
ξ̃i − Γiξ̃i = Ẽi.

Lemma 5.9. There exists a positive constant C = C(u,m,MΣ, N1) such that

‖Ẽ(u)‖L2(t) ≤ CQ(t).

Proof. In the proof we use C to represent a positive constant that depends on u, m, MΣ, N1 in (2.6), and
its value may vary from one line to another.

We compute

Ẽ(u) = Π⊥

[
E(u) −

(
H(uT )

)′′
+m

(
H(uT )

)′ − LΣH(uT )

]

= Π⊥

[
−MΣ(u) + LΣu+N1(u) −

(
H(uT )

)′′
+m

(
H(uT )

)′ − LΣH(uT )

]

=: I+II,

where

I = −Π⊥MΣ(u) + LΣũ
⊥ + Π⊥N1(u), II = −

(
H(uT )

)′′
+m

(
H(uT )

)′
.

From (5.20) and (5.21), we have ‖I‖L2(t) ≤ CQ(t). From a direct computation,

II = −D2H(z − z̄)[(z − z̄)′, (z − z̄)′] −DH(z − z̄)[(z − z̄)′′] +mDH(z − z̄)[(z − z̄)′].

Since DH(0) = 0, the above is bounded by

C|(z − z̄)′|2 + C|z − z̄||(z − z̄)′′| + C|z − z̄||(z − z̄)′| ≤ C‖uT‖C2(t)‖∂tuT ‖C1(t).

Together with Corollary 5.3, we get

‖II‖L2(t) ≤ C|z(t)|‖u′‖C1(t) ≤ CQ(t).

�

Corollary 5.10. Suppose Q(t) ≤ M |z(t)|q for some M, q > 0. Then there exists a positive constant
C = C(u,m,MΣ, N1,M, q) such that

∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ̃i,1(t)|2 + |ξ̃i,2(t)|2

)
+

∑

i∈Z\{0}

|ξ̃i(t)|2 ≤ C|z(t)|2q.

Proof. In the proof we use C to represent a positive constant that depends on u, m, MΣ, N1 in (2.6), M ,
q, and its value may vary from one line to another. We shall prove

∑

i∈−N

|ξ̃i(t)|2 ≤ C|z(t)|2q,(5.28)

by directly solving evolution equations. The other terms can be treated similarly. For i ∈ −N, from (5.27),

ξ̃i(t) = eΓitξ̃(0) +

∫ t

0

eΓi(t−τ)Ẽi(τ) dτ.

For any sequence {ai}i∈−N with
∑

i∈−N
|ai|2 = 1, we compute

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

i∈−N

ξ̃i(t)ai

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∑

i∈−N

∣∣∣eΓitξ̃i(0)ai

∣∣∣+
∑

i∈−N

∫ t

0

eΓi(t−τ)
∣∣∣Ẽi(τ)ai

∣∣∣ dτ

≤e−bt
∑

i∈−N

∣∣∣ξ̃i(0)ai

∣∣∣+
∑

i∈−N

∫ t

0

e−b(t−τ)
∣∣∣Ẽi(τ)ai

∣∣∣ dτ.

From (1) in Lemma 5.4, e−bt
∑

i∈−N

∣∣∣ξ̃i(0)ai

∣∣∣ ≤ C|z(t)|q. From (5.24), (5.25), Lemma 5.9 and the assumption,

∑

i∈I1

(
|Ẽi,1(t)|2 + |Ẽi,2(t)|2

)
+

∑

i∈Z\{0}

|Ẽi(t)|2 = ‖Ẽ‖2G = 2m−2‖Ẽ(u)‖2L2(t) ≤ C|z(t)|q.
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

∑

i∈−N

∫ t

0

e−b(t−τ)
∣∣∣Ẽi(τ)ai

∣∣∣ dτ ≤ C

∫ t

0

e−b(t−τ)|z(τ)|q dτ.

Let t0 = t0(u, 2−1q−1b) be the constant given in (2) of Lemma 5.4. Then
∫ t

0

e−b(t−τ)|z(τ)|q dτ =

∫ t0

0

e−b(t−τ)|z(τ)|q dτ +

∫ t

t0

e−2−1b(t−τ)
(
e−2−1q−1b(t−τ)|z(τ)|

)q
dτ

≤ Ce−bt max
τ∈[0,∞)

|z(τ)|q + C|z(t)|q ≤ C|z(t)|q.

In short, we deduce
∣∣∣
∑

i∈−N
ξ̃i(t)ai

∣∣∣ ≤ C|z(t)|q for all sequence {ai} with
∑

i∈−N
|ai|2 = 1. This implies

(5.28).
�

Lemma 5.11 (improvement in decay). For 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, suppose the following holds.

|z′(t)|2 + |z̄(t)|2 +
∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ̃i,1(t)|2 + |ξ̃i,2(t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξ̃i(t)|2 ≤M |z(t)|2r.(5.29)

Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive constant C = C(u,m,MΣ, N1,M, r, ε) such that

|z′(t)|2 + |z̄(t)|2 +
∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ̃i,1(t)|2 + |ξ̃i,2(t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξ̃i(t)|2 ≤ C|z(t)|min{2r+2−ε,2p−2}.(5.30)

Moreover,
∣∣z′(t) +m−1∇f(z(t))

∣∣ ≤ C|z(t)|r+1−ε/2.(5.31)

Proof. Fix ε ∈ (0, 1). In the proof we use C to represent a positive constant that depends on u, m, MΣ, N1

in (2.6), M , r, ε, and its value may vary from one line to another. Using the assumption (5.29), Lemma 5.2

(dominance of neutral mode) and Lemma A.2 (interpolation), we have for all k, ℓ ∈ N0,
∣∣ d
dtz

(k,ℓ)(t)
∣∣2 +

|z̄(k,ℓ)(t)|2 ≤ Ck,ℓ|z(t)|2r−ε. Similarly, applying Lemma A.2 with Lemma 5.8,
∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ̃(k,ℓ)i,1 (t)|2 + |ξ̃(k,ℓ)i,2 (t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξ̃(k,ℓ)i (t)|2 ≤ Ck,ℓ|z(t)|2r−ε.(5.32)

By the Sobolev embedding, ‖(uT )′‖Cs(t) + ‖ũ⊥‖Cs(t) ≤ Cs|z(t)|r−ε/2. From (5.18) and (5.32), we also have
‖u′‖Cs(t) ≤ Cs|z(t)|r−ε/2. In view of the definition of Q(t) in (5.19),

Q(t) ≤ C|z(t)|min(p,r+1−ε/2) = C|z(t)|r+1−ε/2.

From Corollary 5.10,
∑

i∈I1

(
|ξ̃i,1(t)|2 + |ξ̃i,2(t)|2

)
+
∑

i6=0

|ξ̃i(t)|2 ≤ C|z(t)|2r+2−ε.(5.33)

From Corollary 5.7, (5.31) and

(5.34) |z̄(t)|2 ≤ C|z(t)|min{2r+2−ε,2p−2}.

Note that (5.31) implies

|z′(t)|2 ≤ C|z(t)|min{2r+2−ε,2p−2}.(5.35)

Combining (5.33), (5.35) and (5.34) yields (5.30). �

Proof of Proposition 5.1. The bound (5.8) is a weaker form of Lemma 5.2 (dominance of neutral mode).
From Lemma 5.2 (dominance of neutral mode) and Lemma 5.8 (control on higher derivatives of q̃), the
assumption (5.29) in Lemma 5.11 (improvement in decay) holds for r = 1. By iterating Lemma 5.11, (5.29)
holds for r = p− 1. Then the (5.9) follows from (5.31). �
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6. Slowly decaying solutions to parabolic equation

In this section, we consider the slowly decaying solutions to the parabolic equation (1.2). The main goal
is to prove Proposition 6.1, which is analogous to Proposition 5.1.

Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.2) with ‖u‖Hn+4(t) = o(1) as t → ∞. From Lemma A.4
(parabolic regularity), ‖u‖Cs(t) = o(1) for all s ∈ N. We further assume that u does not decay exponentially.
Namely, for any ε > 0,

(6.1) lim sup
t→∞

eεt‖u‖C1(t) = ∞.

We project u onto the eigensections ϕi. Set

ξi(t) :=

∫

Σ

〈u, ϕi〉 dµ.(6.2)

Recall that {i ∈ N : λi = 0} = {ι + 1, ι + 2, . . . , ι + J}. The neutral mode will play a special role and we
denote it by

xj(t) := ξι+j(t).(6.3)

Proposition 6.1. For a slowly decaying solution u to (1.2) as described above, there holds
∑

i:λi 6=0

|ξi(t)|2 = o(1)|x(t)|2.(6.4)

Moreover, for all ε > 0, there exists a positive constant C = C(u,MΣ, N2, ε) such that

|x′(t) + ∇f(x(t))| ≤ C|x(t)|p−ε/2.(6.5)

The proof of Proposition 6.1 follows a similar structure to the one of Proposition 5.1. The first part is to
show (in Corollary 6.4) that |x(t)| dominates any Cs norm of u.

Let E2(u) = N2(u) + MΣ(u) − LΣu. Then (1.2) becomes

(6.6) u′ − LΣu = E2(u).

From (2.4) and (2.6), the error term E2(u) has the structure

E2(u) =

2∑

j=0

b2,j · /∇j
u,(6.7)

where b2,j = b2,j(ω, u, /∇u) are smooth with b2,j(ω, 0, 0) = 0. With ‖u‖Cs(t) = o(1), the quadratic nature of
E2 allows us to bound higher derivatives of E2 in terms of higher derivatives of u.

Lemma 6.2. For any s ≥ 2,
∑

2k+ℓ≤2s

‖∂kt /∇
ℓ
E2(u)‖L2(t) = o(1)

∑

2k+ℓ≤2s

‖∂kt /∇
ℓ
u‖L2(t).

Proof. We present the proof for
∑

2k+ℓ≤2s

∥∥∥∂kt /∇
ℓ
(
b2,2 · /∇2

u
)∥∥∥

L2
(t) = o(1)

∑

2k+ℓ≤2s

‖∂kt /∇
ℓ
u‖L2(t).

The other terms can be treated similarly. For simplicity, we write b(ω, u, /∇u) for b2,2(ω, u, /∇u). For

m0,m1,m2 ∈ N0, we write b(m0,m1,m2) for the partial derivative of b of order (m0,m1,m2). Fix k0, ℓ0

with 2k0 + ℓ0 ≤ 2s. Then the terms in the expansion of ∂k0

t /∇ℓ0
(
b · /∇2

u
)

are of the form

b(m0,m1,m2) ·
(
∂k1

t /∇ℓ1
u ∗ ∂k2

t /∇ℓ2
u ∗ . . . ∂kN

t /∇ℓN
u
)
,

where N = m1 +m2 + 1,
∑N

i=1 ki = k0 and
∑N

i=1 ℓi = ℓ0 +m2 + 2. It suffices to show the pointwise bound

b(m0,m1,m2) ·
((
∂k1

t /∇ℓ1u
)
·
(
∂k2

t /∇ℓ2u
)
· . . . ·

(
∂kN

t /∇ℓNu
))

= o(1)
∑

2k+ℓ≤2s

|∂kt /∇
ℓ
u|.
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We first discuss the case m1 = m2 = 0. The above becomes b(m0,0,0) · ∂k0

t /∇ℓ0−m0+2
u. From

|b(m0,0,0)| ≤ C(|u| + | /∇u|) and |∂k0

t /∇ℓ0−m0+2
u| = o(1),

the assertion holds.
Next, we consider the case m1 + m2 ≥ 1. It suffices to show mini(2ki + ℓi) ≤ 2s as the other terms can

be bounded by o(1). Suppose this fails. In other words, 2ki + ℓi ≥ 2s+ 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Then

2Ns+N ≤
N∑

i=1

(2ki + ℓi) = 2k0 + ℓ0 +m2 + 2 ≤ 2s+ 2N.

In view of N ≥ 2 and s ≥ 2, this is a contradiction. �

Now we project (6.6) onto the eigensections ϕi. Let

ξ
(k,ℓ)
i (t) :=

∫

Σ

〈
Lℓ
Σ∂

k
t u, ϕi

〉
dµ, E(k,ℓ)

i (t) :=

∫

Σ

〈
Lℓ
Σ∂

k
t E2(u), ϕi

〉
dµ

Then (6.6) becomes

d

dt
ξ
(k,ℓ)
i (t) − λiξ

(k,ℓ)
i (t) = E(k,ℓ)

i (t).(6.8)

For the neutral mode, we denote

x
(k,ℓ)
j (t) := ξ

(k,ℓ)
ι+j (t), W(k,ℓ)

j (t) := E(k,ℓ)
ι+j (t)

Lemma 6.3. For any s ≥ 2,

∑

k+ℓ≤s

∞∑

i=1

|ξ(k,ℓ)i (t)|2 = (1 + o(1))|x(t)|2.

Proof. Fix s ≥ 2. Define three non-negative functions X+(t), X0(t) and X−(t) by

X2
0 (t) =

∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

1≤j≤J

|x(k,ℓ)j (t)|2, X2
±(t) =

∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

i:±λi>0

|ξ(k,ℓ)i (t)|2.

We note that these coefficients are grouped together according to the sign of the eigenvalues. From (6.8),
we compute

X+X
′
+ =

∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

i:λi>0

(
λi|ξ(k,ℓ)i (t)|2 + ξ

(k,ℓ)
i (t)E(k,ℓ)

i (t)
)

=
∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

i:λi>0

(
λi|ξ(k,ℓ)i (t)|2

)
+X+Y+,

here X+(t)Y+(t) is defined by the last equality. Let b = min{|λi| : λi 6= 0}. We have

X ′
+ − bX+ ≥ Y+.

Similarly, define Y0(t) and Y−(t) by

X0(t)Y0(t) =
∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

1≤j≤J

x
(k,ℓ)
j (t)W(k,ℓ)

j (t),

and

X−(t)Y−(t) =
∑

k+ℓ≤s

∑

i:λi<0

ξ
(k,ℓ)
i (t)E(k,ℓ)

i (t).

It holds that

X ′
0 = Y0, X ′

− + bX− ≤ Y−.

We now compare |X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2 and |Y+(t)|2 + |Y0(t)|2 + |Y−(t)|2.

|X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2 =
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖Lℓ
Σ∂

k
t u‖2L2(t).
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From the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

|Y+(t)|2 + |Y0(t)|2 + |Y−(t)|2 ≤
∑

k+ℓ≤s

∞∑

i=1

|Ek,ℓ
i (t)|2 =

∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖Lℓ
Σ∂

k
t E2(u)‖2L2(t).

From Lemma 6.2,
∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖Lℓ
Σ∂

k
t E2(u)‖2L2(t) = o(1)

∑

k+ℓ≤s

‖Lℓ
Σ∂

k
t u‖2L2(t).

Therefore, |Y+(t)|2 + |Y0(t)|2 + |Y−(t)|2 = o(1)
(
|X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2

)
. We can then apply the ODE

lemma, Lemma A.1. The slow decay assumption (6.1) rules out the possibility that X−(t) dominates. Hence

(6.9) |X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2 = (1 + o(1))|X0(t)|2.
It remains to show that

(6.10) |X0(t)|2 = (1 + o(1))|x(t)|2.
For ℓ ≥ 1,

x
(k,ℓ)
j =

∫

Σ

〈
Lℓ
Σ∂

k
t u, ϕι+j

〉
dµ =

∫

Σ

〈
∂kt u,Lℓ

Σϕι+j

〉
dµ = 0.

For k ≥ 1,

x
(k,ℓ)
j =

d

dt
z
(k−1,ℓ)
j = W(k−1,ℓ)

j .

These imply

|X0(t)|2 ≤ |x(t)|2 +
∑

k≤s−1

|W(k,0)(t)|2

≤ |x(t)|2 + o(1)
(
|X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2

)

≤ |x(t)|2 + o(1)|X0(t)|2.
We used (6.9) in the last inequality. Therefore (6.10) holds and the proof is finished. �

Corollary 6.4. For any s ∈ N, there exists a positive constant C = C(u, s) such that ‖u‖Cs(t) ≤ C|x(t)|.
The rest of the arguments are simpler than ones in the elliptic case. We omit the details and only provide

the main steps. Their elliptic counterparts can be found in Subsection 5.2. Let

Q(t) = |x(t)|p + |x(t)|‖u′‖C2(t) + |x(t)|‖ũ⊥‖C3(t).

Lemma 6.5 (c.f. Lemma 5.5). There exists a positive constant C = C(u,MΣ, N2) such that

|MΣ(u) + ∇f(x(t)) − LΣũ
⊥| + |N2(u)| ≤ CQ(t).

Lemma 6.6 (c.f. Lemmas 5.6 and 5.9). There exists a positive constant C = C(u,MΣ, N2) such that

|x′(t) + ∇f(x(t))| +
∥∥∥
(
ũ⊥
)′ − LΣũ

⊥
∥∥∥
L2

(t) ≤ CQ(t).

Corollary 6.7 (c.f. Corollaries 5.7 and 5.10). Suppose Q(t) ≤M |x(t)|q for someM, q > 0. Then there exists
a positive constant C = C(u,MΣ, N2,M, q) such that |x′(t)| ≤ C|x(t)|min(q,p−1) and ‖ũ⊥‖L2(t) ≤ C|x(t)|q.
Lemma 6.8 (c.f. Lemma 5.11). For 1 ≤ r ≤ p− 1, suppose the following holds.

|x′(t)| + ‖ũ⊥‖L2(t) ≤M |x(t)|r.
Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a positive constant C = C(u,MΣ, N2,M, r, ε) such that

|x′(t)| + ‖ũ⊥‖L2(t) ≤ C|x(t)|min{r+1−ε/2,p−1}.

Moreover,

|x′(t) + ∇f(x(t))| ≤ C|x(t)|r+1−ε/2.

With Lemma 6.8, Proposition 6.1 holds through a simple iteration argument.
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7. Gradient flow

In this section, we study the gradient flow on Euclidean space with a perturbative vector field: let z(t) be
a curve on RJ which satisfies

(7.1) z′(t) + ∇f(z(t)) = G(t),

where f : RJ → R is an analytic potential function and G(t) is a smooth vector field. Let f satisfy the
assumptions:

(7.2) f(0) = 0, ∇f(0) = 0, ∇2f(0) = 0.

For some positive integer p ≥ 3, f has an expansion at zero

f =
∑

j≥p

fj,

where fj is homogeneous polynomial of degree j and fp 6≡ 0. The restriction of fp on SJ−1 is denoted by f̂p.

We write /∇ for the standard connection on SJ−1. Consider the critical points and critical values of f̂p as

C :=
{
θ ∈ S

J−1 : /∇f̂p(θ) = 0
}
, D :=

{
f̂p(θ) : θ ∈ C

}
.

We further assume the perturbative vector field G has a bound

(7.3) |G(t)| ≤ C|z(t)|p−ε,

for some uniform constants ε ∈ (0, 2−1) and C < ∞. The main theorem of this section concerns the secant
direction when the solution converges to the origin.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose limt→∞ z(t) = 0. Then |z(t)|−pf(z(t)) converges to a non-negative critical value
α0 ∈ D. Moreover, one of the following alternatives holds:

(1) Suppose α0 > 0. Then the secant z(t)/|z(t)| converges to a critical point θ∗ ∈ C with f̂p(θ∗) = α0.

Moreover, limt→∞ t1/(p−2)|z(t)| = (α0p(p− 2))−1/(p−2).
(2) Suppose α0 = 0. Then limt→∞ dist(z(t)/|z(t)|,C0) = 0. Here C0 is some connected component of

C ∩
{
θ : f̂p(θ) = 0

}
. Moreover, limt→∞ t1/(p−2)|z(t)| = ∞.

Remark 7.2. The existence of non-negative critical value of SJ−1 is a necessary condition for the flow z(t) to
converge the the origin. Moreover, if the points in C0 are isolated, then (2) implies the unique secant limit
direction as well.

We are ready to prove Theorems 2.3 and 2.5.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. From Proposition 5.1, Theorem 7.1 applies with the potential function being m−1f .

Suppose case (1) in Theorem 7.1 occurs. This ensures z(t)/|z(t)| converges to θ∗, a critical point of f̂p with

m−1f̂p(θ∗) = α0 > 0. Moreover,

lim
t→∞

t1/(p−2)|z(t)| =
(
α0p(p− 2)

)−1/(p−2)
.

This implies

lim
t→∞

t1/(p−2)‖u(t)‖L2 =
(
α0p(p− 2)

)−1/(p−2)
.

Let w ∈ kerLΣ be the section corresponding to θ∗ through (2.8). Clearly u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 converges to w in
L2(Σ;V). From Corollary 5.3, for any k ∈ N, u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 is uniformly bounded in Ck(Σ;V). Therefore
u(t)/‖u(t)‖L2 converges to w in C∞(Σ;V). We then obtain case (1) in Theorem 2.3. The other possibility,
case (2) in Theorem 7.1, leads to case (2) in Theorem 2.4. �

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Theorem 2.5 can be obtained through replacing Proposition 5.1 in the above proof
by Proposition 6.1. �
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The rest of the section is devoted to proving Theorem 7.1. Let us write the problem in terms of the
polar coordinates z = rθ where r = |z| and θ = z/|z| ∈ SJ−1. Because fp is homogeneous of degree p,

fp(z) = rpf̂p(θ). We compute the gradient ∇fp = prp−1f̂p
∂
∂r + rp−2 /∇f̂p. Let G⊥(t) and GT (t) be the radial

and tangential parts of G(t). Then equation (7.1) can be decomposed into the radial and tangential parts:

(7.4)





r′(t) = −rp−1(t)

(
pf̂p(θ(t)) +R⊥(t)

)
,

θ′(t) = −rp−2(t)
(
/∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (t)

)
.

Here

R⊥(t) =r−p+1(t)G⊥(t) +
∑

j≥p+1

jrj−p(t)f̂j ,

RT (t) =r−p+1(t)GT (t) +
∑

j≥p+1

rj−p(t) /∇f̂j .

From (7.3), there exists a constant A > 0 such that

|R⊥(t)| + |RT (t)| ≤ Ar1−ε(t).(7.5)

Lemma 7.3. lim inft→∞ | /∇f̂p(θ(t))| = 0.

Proof. It is convenient to work with σ(t) = r2−p(t). The equation (7.4) becomes

(7.6)





σ′(t) = (p− 2)

(
pf̂p(θ(t)) −R⊥(t)

)

θ′(t) = −σ−1(t)
(
/∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (t)

)
.

The assumption limt→∞ r(t) = 0 becomes limt→∞ σ(t) = ∞. Suppose lim inft→∞ | /∇f̂p(θ(t))| = c0 > 0.

From (7.5), there exists t0 > 0 such that |RT (t)| ≤ 4−1c0 and | /∇f̂p(θ(t))| ≥ 2−1c0 for all t ≥ t0. This implies
for all t ≥ t0,

d

dt
f̂p(θ(t)) = /∇f̂p(θ(t)) · θ′(t) ≤ − c20

4σ(t)
.

From the first equation in (7.6), we infer that σ grows at most linearly. As a result,

f̂p(θ(t)) ≤ f̂p(θ(t0)) +

∫ t

t0

− c20
4σ(τ)

dτ → −∞ as t→ ∞,

which is a contradiction. �

By Lemma 7.3, there exists a sequence ti goes to infinity such that | /∇f̂p(θ(ti))| goes to zero. Since S
J−1 is

compact, there exists a subsequence (still denoted by ti) such that θ(ti) converges to a critical point θ∗ ∈ C.

Let α0 = f̂p(θ∗).

Lemma 7.4. We have α0 ≥ 0 and limt→∞ f̂p(θ(t)) = α0.

Proof. Suppose α0 < 0. From (7.5) and the first equation of (7.4), r(t) is strictly increasing for t large. This
contradicts the assumption limt→∞ z(t) = 0.

To show the second assertion, let us assume f̂p is not a constant as otherwise the assertion is trivial. By
the  Lojasiewicz gradient inequality [ Loj63], for each critical point θ0 ∈ C, there exists a neighborhood U

such that for all θ ∈ C∩U , f̂p(θ) = f̂p(θ0). Therefore, D is a finite set. Because f̂p is not a constant, D has
at least two distinct elements. Fix small ǫ0 > 0 such that the critical values are separated at least by 6ε0.
That is,

inf
α1,α2∈D, α1 6=α2

|α1 − α2| ≥ 6ǫ0.

For every ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0), let

δ(ε) := inf
{
| /∇f̂p(θ)| : |f(θ) − α| ≥ ε for all α ∈ D

}
.
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It is clear that δ(ε) > 0. Now assume limt→∞ f̂p(θ(t)) 6= α0. There exist ǫ ∈ (0, ǫ0) and ti → ∞ such that

|f̂p(θ(ti)) − α0| ≥ 2ε. Since f̂p(θ(t)) is a continuous and differentiable function of t, there exist t̃i → ∞ such
that

|f̂p(θ(t̃i)) − α0| = ε and
d

dt
f̂p(θ(t̃i)) ≥ 0.

From (7.5), for i large enough, |RT (t̃i)| ≤ 2−1δ(ε). Then we compute from (7.6)

(7.7)

d

dt
f̂p(θ(t̃i)) = −σ−1(t̃i) /∇f̂p(θ(t̃i)) ·

(
/∇f̂p(θ(t̃i)) +RT (t̃i)

)

≤ −2−1σ−1(t̃i)δ
2(ε) < 0.

This is a contradiction. �

Lemma 7.5. Let C0 be the component of C containing θ∗. Then

lim
t→∞

dist(θ(t),C0) = 0.

Proof. Let Nδ denote the (open) δ-neighborhood of C0. If the assertion is false, there is a small δ > 0 such
that for any t0 ≥ 0, there exists t1 ≥ t0 such that θ(t1) /∈ N2δ. By taking δ > 0 small enough, we may
assume N3δ ∩C = C0. Set A = cl(N2δ \Nδ). Because θ∗ is a limit point of θ(t), there exist a sequence of
strictly increasing times t1 < t2 < . . . such that θ(t) ∈ A for t ∈ [t2k−1, t2k], dist(θ(t2k−1),C0) = 2δ, and
dist(θ(t2k),C0) = δ for all positive integers k. Since A is a closed set with A ∩ C = ∅, there exists c > 0

such that | /∇f̂p(θ)| ≥ c for all θ ∈ A. From (7.5), |RT (t)| ≤ 2−1c for t ≥ t̄ some large t̄. This implies for any
t ∈ [t2k−1, t2k] with t2k−1 ≥ t̄,

− d

dt
f̂p(θ(t)) =σ−1(t) /∇f̂p(θ(t)) ·

(
/∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (t)

)
≥ 2−1σ−1(t)| /∇f̂p(θ(t))|2

≥3−1| /∇f̂p(θ(t))||θ′(t)| ≥ 3−1c|θ′(t)|.
Therefore,

f̂p(θ(t2k)) − f̂p(θ(t2k−1)) ≤ −3−1c

∫ t2k

t2k−1

|θ′(t)| dt ≤ −3−1cδ.

In particular, f̂p(θ(t)) does not converge. This contradicts to Lemma 7.4.
�

Proposition 7.6. If α0 > 0, then limt→∞ θ(t) = θ∗. Moreover, the length of curve θ(t) on SJ−1 is finite.

Proof. Recall α0 = f̂p(θ∗). Consider the control function

g(t) := r(t) + (f̂p(θ(t)) − f̂p(θ∗)).

Our goal is to show the following. There exist t0 ≥ 0, c0 > 0, ρ0 ∈ (0, 1) and a neighborhood U0 of θ∗ such
that g′(t) ≤ 0, for t ≥ t0, and moreover,

(7.8) g′(t) ≤ −c0|g(t)|ρ0 |θ′(t)| if t ≥ t0 and θ(t) ∈ U0.

Let us first show this implies the proposition. First, since g(t) decreases monotonically to zero, g(t) ≥ 0
for t ≥ t0. Suppose θ(t) ∈ U0 for t ∈ [t1, t2] with t1 ≥ t0. By integrating (7.8),

∫ t2

t1

|θ′(t)|dt ≤ |g(t1)|1−ρ0 − |g(t2)|1−ρ0

c0(1 − ρ0)
≤ |g(t1)|1−ρ0

c0(1 − ρ0)
.

This shows that if t1 ≥ t0, g(t1) is sufficiently small and θ(t1) is sufficiently close to θ∗ (we may find such
t1 by Lemma 7.4 and limi→∞ θ(ti) = θ∗), then θ(t) remains inside of U0 for all t ≥ t1 and the length of the
curve θ(t) for t ∈ [t1,∞) is finite. In particular, θ(t) converges as t→ ∞ and this proves the proposition.

It remains to prove g′(t) ≤ 0 and (7.8). Let A be the constant in (7.5). Fix t0 ≥ 0 large so that for t ≥ t0,

pf̂p(θ(t)) +R⊥(t) ≥ 2−1pf̂p(θ∗),(7.9)

r1−2ε(t) ≤ (160)−1A−2pf̂p(θ∗).(7.10)
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This is possible because of Lemma 7.4 and f̂p(θ∗) > 0. Observe from (7.4),

(7.11) g′(t) = −rp−1(t)
(
pf̂p(θ∗) +R⊥

)
− rp−2(t) /∇f̂p(θ(t)) ·

(
/∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (t)

)
.

For t ≥ t0,

g′(t) ≤− 2−1prp−1(t)f̂p(θ∗) − rp−2(t) /∇f̂p(θ(t)) ·
(
/∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (t)

)
by (7.9)

≤− 2−1prp−1(t)f̂p(θ∗) + 4−1rp−2(t)|RT (t)|2 by Cauchy-Schwarz

≤− 2−1prp−1(t)f̂p(θ∗) + 4−1A2rp−2ε(t) ≤ 0 by (7.5).

This shows g′(t) ≤ 0.

Next, applying the  Lojasiewicz gradient inequality [ Loj63] to f̂p by viewing it as an analytic function
|x|−pfp(x) on RJ \{0}, we obtain a neighborhood U0 of θ∗ in SJ−1, ρ1 ∈ (0, 1) and c1 > 0 such that if θ ∈ U0

then

(7.12) | /∇f̂p(θ)| ≥ c1|f̂p(θ) − f̂p(θ∗)|ρ1 .

Now we suppose θ(t) ∈ U0 for some t ≥ t0 and show that (7.8) holds. We divide the discussion into two
cases depending on the term we utilize from the right hand side of (7.11).

Case 1. Suppose | /∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (t)| ≥ 4Ar1−ǫ(t). This implies

(7.13) | /∇f̂p(θ(t))| ≥ 3Ar1−ǫ(t)

and

| /∇f̂p(θ(t))| − |RT (t)| ≥ 2−1| /∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (t)| = 2−1r2−p(t)|θ′(t)|.(7.14)

From (7.12) and (7.13),

| /∇f̂p(θ(t))| ≥ 2−1
(
c1|f̂p(θ(t)) − f̂p(θ∗)|ρ1 + 3Ar1−ǫ(t)

)
.(7.15)

Combining (7.14) and (7.15), we derive

g′(t) ≤− rp−2(t)| /∇f̂p(θ(t))|
(
| /∇f̂p(θ(t))| − |RT (t)|

)

≤− 4−1
(
c1|f̂p(θ(t)) − f̂p(θ∗)|ρ1 + 3Ar1−ǫ(t)

)
|θ′(t)|.

As a result, for ρ2 = max(ρ1, 1 − ε) ∈ (0, 1) and some c2 > 0,

g′(t) ≤ −c2|g(t)|ρ2 |θ′(t)|.
Case 2. Suppose | /∇f̂p(θ(t)) +RT (θ(t))| < 4Ar1−ε(t). Then |θ′(t)| ≤ 4Arp−1−ε(t). This implies

−2−1prp−1(t)f̂p(θ∗) ≤ −8−1A−1pf̂p(θ∗)rε(t)|θ′(t)| = −4c3r
ε(t)|θ′(t)|.

Here c3 = (32)−1A−1pf̂p(θ∗) is defined by the last equality. From (7.10),

(7.16) | /∇f̂p(θ(t))| ≤ 5Ar1−ǫ(t) ≤ c3r
ǫ(t).

Hence

g′(t) ≤ −2−1prp−1(t)f̂p(θ∗) + /∇f̂p(θ(t)) · θ′(t) ≤ −3c3r
ε(t)|θ′(t)|.

Moreover, from (7.16) and (7.12),

3c3r
ε(t) ≥ 2c3r

ε(t) + | /∇f̂p(θ(t))| ≥ 2c3r
ε(t) + c1|f̂p(θ(t)) − f̂p(θ∗)|ρ1 ≥ c4|g(t)|ρ3

for some c4 > 0 and ρ3 = max(ε, ρ1) ∈ (0, 1). The inequality (7.8) is obtained and this finishes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 7.1. By Lemma 7.4, there exists a critical point θ∗ ∈ C such that

lim
t→∞

|z|−pf(z) = f̂p(θ∗) ≥ 0.

As previously, we denote α0 = f̂p(θ∗). If α0 > 0, then the convergence of z(t)/|z(t)| is an immediate
consequence of Proposition 7.6. Moreover, by solving the first line in (7.4) with known asymptotics, we
obtain

lim
t→∞

t1/(p−2)|z(t)| = (α0p(p− 2))1/(p−2).
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Suppose α0 = 0. Let C0 be the connected component of C which contains θ∗. Since there are finitely many

critical values (see the proof of Lemma 7.4) and f̂p(C0) is connected, f̂p(C0) = {0}. In particular, C0 is a

connected component of C∩{θ : f̂p(θ) = 0}. The convergence of dist(z(t)/|z(t)|,C0) follows by Lemma 7.5

and the limit of t1/(p−2)|z(t)| follows by a similar argument.
�

Appendix A. Tools

The following ODE lemma was proved in [MZ98].

Lemma A.1 (Merle-Zaag ODE lemma). Let X+, X0, X− : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be absolutely continuous
functions such that X+(t) +X0(t) +X−(t) > 0 for all t ≥ 0 and lim inft→∞X+(t) = 0. Suppose there exist
b > 0 and functions Y+, Y0, Y− with

|Y+(t)|2 + |Y0(t)|2 + |Y−(t)|2 = o(1)(|X+(t)|2 + |X0(t)|2 + |X−(t)|2)

such that

(A.1)
X ′

+(t) − bX+(t) ≥ Y+(t),
|X ′

0(t)| ≤ Y0(t),
X ′

−(t) + bX−(t) ≤ Y−(t).

Then one of the following holds: either

X+(t) +X−(t) = o(1)X0(t),(A.2)

or

X+(t) +X0(t) = o(1)X−(t).(A.3)

Moreover, suppose (A.3) holds true. Then for all ε > 0,

lim sup
t→∞

e(b−ε)t(X+(t) +X0(t) +X−(t)) = 0.(A.4)

Lemma A.2 (interpolation). Suppose a function of single variable g(t) has bounds

sup
t∈[−1,1]

∣∣∣∣
dj

dtj
g(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ck

for j = 0, 1, . . . , k and

sup
t∈[−1,1]

|g(t)| ≤ C0.

Then, for every 0 ≤ ℓ < k, there holds a bound
∣∣∣∣
dℓ

dtℓ
g(0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ β · Cα
0 C

1−α
k

for some α = α(ℓ, k) > 0 and β = β(ℓ, k) > 0. Moreover, α(ℓ, k) converges to 1 as k → ∞ while ℓ is fixed.

Proof. We prove the inequality with β ≡ 1 for functions which are compactly supported in the interior of
(−1, 1). This is sufficient as one may multiply a general function by a cut-off and then apply the result.

By an argument which uses an induction and the integration by parts, we obtain for every ℓ < k

‖∂ℓtg‖L2 ≤ ‖g‖1−
ℓ
k

L2 ‖∂kt g‖
ℓ
k

L2.

sup
t∈[−1,1]

|∂ℓt g| ≤ ‖∂ℓ+1
t g‖L1 ≤ ‖∂ℓ+1

t g‖L2 ≤ ‖g‖1−
ℓ+1

k

L2 ‖∂kt g‖
ℓ+1

k

L2 ≤ Cα
0 C

1−α
k ,

where α = 1 − ℓ+1
k . �

In the next lemma, we record the elliptic regularity in [Sim83, (1.13)].
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Lemma A.3 (elliptic regularity). There exists ρ0 > 0 small depending on MΣ such that the following holds.
Let u be a solution to (1.1) for t ∈ [T − 2, T + 2]. Assume ‖u‖C1(t) ≤ ρ0 for t ∈ [T − 2, T + 2]. Then for
any s ∈ N, there exists a positive constant C = C(m,MΣ, N1, s) such that

sup
t∈[T−1,T+1]

‖u‖2Cs(t) ≤ C

∫ T+2

T−2

‖u‖2L2(t) dt.

The parabolic regularity below is a minor extension of the one presented in [Sim83]. We include the proof
for readers’ convenience.

Lemma A.4 (parabolic regularity). Let u ∈ C∞(Q0,∞, Ṽ) be a solution to (1.2). Assume limt→∞ ‖u‖Hn+4(t) =
0. Then for all s ∈ N, limt→∞ ‖u‖Cs(t) = 0.

Proof. We claim that that for ℓ ≥ n+ 4,

(A.5) lim
t→∞

‖u‖Hℓ(t) = 0 implies lim
t→∞

‖u‖Hℓ+1(t) = 0.

Suppose for a moment (A.5) holds true. Applying the Sobolev embedding on Σ, u(t), as functions on Σ,
converges smoothly to zero. In view of (6.6), u′(t) and higher order time derivatives also converge smoothly
to zero.

We then turn to proving (A.5). From (6.6) and (2.5), we have the following energy estimate. For any
ℓ ∈ N, there exists δℓ > 0 such that for t2 > t1 > 0 with t2 − t1 ≤ δℓ, there holds that

sup
t∈[t1,t2]

‖u‖Hℓ(t) +

∫ t2

t1

‖u‖Hℓ+1(t) dt ≤ Cℓ‖u‖Hℓ(t1) + Cℓ

∫ t2

t1

‖E2(u)‖Hℓ−1(t) dt.(A.6)

We omit the derivation and instead refer readers to equation (4.3) in [Sim83]. Assume limt→∞ ‖u‖Hℓ(t) = 0.
We claim that

(A.7) ‖E2(u)‖Hℓ−1(t) = o(1)‖u‖Hℓ+1(t) and ‖E2(u)‖Hℓ(t) = o(1)‖u‖Hℓ+2(t).

Suppose for a moment (A.7) holds true. Fix δ = min(δℓ, 2
−1δℓ+1). Applying (A.6) and absorbing the E2(u)

terms using (A.7), for t1 large enough,

∫ t1+δ

t1

‖u‖Hℓ+1(t) dt ≤ Cℓ‖u‖Hℓ(t1), sup
t∈[t1,t1+2δ]

‖u‖Hℓ+1(t) ≤ Cℓ+1‖u‖Hℓ+1(t1).

Then (A.5) follows.

It remains to prove (A.7). Recall that (6.7) E2(u) =
∑2

j=0 b2,j · /∇
j
u, where b2,j = b2,j(ω, u, /∇u) are

smooth with b2,j(ω, 0, 0) = 0. We present the proof for
∥∥∥b2,2 · /∇2

u
∥∥∥
Hℓ

(t) = o(1)‖u‖Hℓ+2(t).(A.8)

The other terms can be treated similarly. For simplicity, we write b(ω, u, /∇u) for b2,2(ω, u, /∇u). For

m0,m1,m2 ∈ N0, we write b(m0,m1,m2) for the partial derivative of b of order (m0,m1,m2). Fix ℓ0 ≤ ℓ.

Then the terms in the expansion of /∇ℓ0
(
b · /∇2

u
)

are of the form

b(m0,m1,m2) ·
(
/∇ℓ1

u ∗ /∇ℓ2
u ∗ . . . /∇ℓN

u
)
,

where N = m1 +m2 + 1 and m0 +
∑N

i=1 ℓi = ℓ0 +m2 + 2. Furthermore, ℓi ≥ 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and there
exist at least m2 + 1 values of i for which ℓi ≥ 2. We first discuss the case m1 = m2 = 0. Then the above

becomes b(m0,0,0) · /∇ℓ0−m0+2
u. From the Sobolev embedding,

|b(m0,0,0)| ≤ C(|u| + | /∇u|) ≤ C‖u‖Hn+4(t) = o(1).

Hence ∥∥∥b(m0,0,0) · /∇ℓ0−m0+2
u
∥∥∥
L2

(t) = o(1) ‖u‖Hℓ+2 (t).
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Next, we consider the case m1 + m2 ≥ 1. It is then straightforward to check that the maximum of
{ℓi}1≤i≤N is at most ℓ + 2 and other elements are at most ⌊ ℓ+3

2 ⌋ = ℓ∗. From ℓ ≥ n + 4 and the Sobolev

embedding,
∥∥∥ /∇ℓ∗u(t)

∥∥∥
L∞(Σ)

≤ C ‖u‖Hℓ (t) = o(1). This implies

∥∥∥b(m0,m1,m2) ·
(
/∇ℓ1

u ∗ /∇ℓ2
u ∗ . . . /∇ℓN

u
)∥∥∥

L2
(t) = o(1) ‖u‖Hℓ+2 (t),

and finishes the proof of (A.8). �

Appendix B. Mean curvature flow

In this section, we show that (rescaled) mean curvature flows close to a stationary solution can be described
by (1.2).

We begin with the mean curvature flow (MCF). Let Σ be an embedded closed n-dimensional submanifold
in an n+ k-dimensional analytic ambient space (M, ḡ). Let dµ be the volume form induced from the metric
on Σ. Let V be the normal bundle of Σ equipped with the inner product and the connection induced from
M . For ε > 0, let Uε = {u ∈ V : |u| < ε} and let Nε(Σ) be the ε-tubular neighborhood of Σ in M . For ε
small enough, Uε and Nε(Σ) can be identified through the exponential map:

exp : Uε → Nε(Σ).(B.1)

Consider a local coordinate chart of V as {xi, yA}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ A ≤ k, where xi are coordinates of Σ
and yA are fiber coordinates. We write (g0)ij and (h0)AB for the metric on Σ and the inner product on V,
respectively. Under the identification (B.1), the ambient metric ḡ is of the form

ḡ = gijdx
idxj + hABdy

AdyB + ciA(dxidyA + dyAdxi).

When yA = 0, gij = (g0)ij , hAB = (h0)AB and ciA = 0. In particular, the induced volume form of Σ is given
by

dµ =
√

det g0dx
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn.

Let u be a section of V which is contained in Uε. From (B.1), u can be identified as a submanifold in
Nε(Σ) and we denote this submanifold by graph(u). The induced metric on graph(u) is

(gu)ij = gij +
∂uA

∂xi
∂uB

∂xj
hAB +

∂uA

∂xi
cjA +

∂uB

∂xj
ciB .

Let (gu)ij be the inverse metric of (gu)ij . It is straightforward to check that

eA :=
∂

∂yA
− (gu)ij

(
ciA +

∂uB

∂xi
hBA

)(
∂

∂xj
+
∂uC

∂xj
∂

∂yC

)
, 1 ≤ A ≤ k

form a basis for the normal space of graph(u). Let (hu)AB = ḡ(eA, eB) and (hu)AB be its inverse metric.
Now we compare the mean curvature vector and the Euler-Lagrange operator of the area functional. The

(local) area functional FΣ(u) is given by

FΣ(u) =

∫ √
det gu dx

1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn.

Denote by ~H the mean curvature vector of graph(u). Let ξ be a smooth section of V. From the first
variational formula,

d

ds
FΣ(u + sξ)

∣∣
s=0

= −
∫
ḡ

(
~H, ξA

∂

∂yA

)√
det gu dx

1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn.

Comparing the above with

d

ds
FΣ(u + sξ)

∣∣
s=0

= −
∫
h0 (MΣ(u), ξ)

√
det g0 dx

1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn,

we have

(B.2) MΣ(u)A = ḡ

(
~H,

∂

∂yB

)
(h0)BA

√
det gu
det g0

.
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In particular, MΣ(0) = 0 if Σ is a minimal submanifold.

Next, we compute the non-parametric form of the MCF. In this case, the speed ηA = ∂uA

∂t is determined

by ηAḡ( ∂
∂yA , eB) = ḡ( ~H, eB) for all 1 ≤ B ≤ k. From ḡ( ∂

∂yA , eB) = (hu)AB and ḡ( ~H, eB) = ḡ( ~H, ∂
∂yB ), we

have ηA = ḡ
(
~H, ∂

∂yB

)
(hu)BA. Hence the non-parametric form of the MCF is given by

∂uA

∂t
= ḡ

(
~H,

∂

∂yB

)
(hu)BA.(B.3)

Using (B.2), (B.3) is equivalent to

∂uA

∂t
−MΣ(u)A =

(√
det g0
det gu

(hu)AB(h0)BC − δAC

)
· MΣ(u)C .(B.4)

In view of (2.6), (B.4) is of the form (1.2).

Next, we consider the rescaled MCF close to a shrinker. Let Σ be an n-dimensional embedded closed
submanifold in Rn+k. We continue to use notation introduced above. For a section u of the normal bundle
V, we write X(u) for the position vector. In particular, X(0) stands for the position vector of Σ. Let dµ be
the volume form with a Gaussian weight. Namely,

dµ = e−|X(0)|2/4
√

det g0dx
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn.

For a general section u, the (local) Gaussian area functional is

FΣ(u) =

∫
e−|X(u)|2/4

√
det gudx

1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn.

Let ξ be a smooth section of V. From the first variational formula,

d

ds
FΣ(u+ sξ)

∣∣
s=0

= −
∫ 〈

~H +
X⊥(u)

2
, ξA

∂

∂yA

〉
e−|X(u)|2/4

√
det gu dx

1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn,

where X⊥(u) stands for the normal part of X(u). A similar argument as above yields

MΣ(u)A =

〈
~H +

X⊥(u)

2
,
∂

∂yB

〉
(h0)BAe−|X(u)|2/4+|X(0)|2/4

√
det gu
det g0

.

Moreover, the non-parametric form the the rescaled MCF is given by

∂uA

∂t
−MΣ(u)A =

(
e|X(u)|2/4−|X(0)|2/4

√
det g0
det gu

(hu)AB(h0)BC − δAC

)
· MΣ(u)C .

It is then clear that the above is of the form (1.2).
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