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Abstract. For given functions f and j on the disc B and its boundary B = S', we study
the existence of conformal metrics g = e* gp. with prescribed Gauss curvature Kg = f and
boundary geodesic curvature kg = j. Using the variational characterization of such metrics
obtained by Cruz-Blazquez and Ruiz [9], we show that there is a canonical negative gradient
flow of such metrics, either converging to a solution of the prescribed curvature problem, or
blowing up to a spherical cap. In the latter case, similar to our work [19] on the prescribed
curvature problem on the sphere, we are able to exhibit a 2-dimensional shadow flow for
the center of mass of the evolving metrics from which we obtain existence results comple-
menting the results recently obtained by Ruiz [17] by degree-theory.
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1. BACKGROUND AND RESULTS

1.1. Prescribed curvature. Beginning with the work of Berger [3] and Kazdan-Warner [13]
the problem of finding conformal metrics g on a surface M having prescribed Gauss cur-
vature K, = f for a given function f has attracted geometric analysts. In particular, Niren-
berg’s problem, that is, the study of the case when M = S2 has given rise to sophisticated
analytic approaches and deep insights into the interplay of analysis and geometry.

A variation of this famous problem is the case when M has non-empty boundary, in
particular, the case when M is the unit disc B = B;(0) c R?, where in addition to the Gauss
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curvature K of the metric we also would like to prescribe the geodesic curvature kg of the
boundary.

Writing g = e?“ g for the conformal metric, where g is the Euclidean background met-
ric, we have

(1.1) Kg=e?"(-Au) inB

and

(1.2) k :e_”(a—u+1) on 0B
' § aV() ’

respectively. Here and in the following, v( denotes the outward unit normal in the Eu-
clidean metric. For given functions f and j, prescribing Ky = f and kg = j then is equiva-
lent to solving the nonlinear equation

(1.3) —Au=fe’"*in B
with the nonlinear Neumann boundary condition
ou
(1.4) —+1=je"ondB=S".
61/0

Note that the Gauss-Bonnet theorem moreover gives the geometric constraint

(1.5) /Kgdﬂg+/ kgdsg:/fezudz"‘/ je'dsy=2m,
B 0B B 0B

as can also be seen by integrating equations (1.3), (1.4). Here, ds, and d sy denote the line
elements in the metrics g and gy, respectively. Thus, it is natural to assume that f and j
are non-negative and that at least one of these functions is positive somewhere. In fact, in
our results below we will suppose that both f and j are strictly positive.

1.2. Variational problem. Cruz-Blazquez and Ruiz [9] observed that the problem is varia-
tional, and that solutions to (1.3), (1.4) with the help of an auxiliary variable 0 < p < 7 may
be characterized as critical points of the functional

1
E(u,p):Ef,j(u,p):—/IVulzdz+/ udsy
2 /B 0B

(1.6) —plog(/er”dZ)—Z(ﬂ—p)log(/ je"dso)
B 0B

+2(m—p)log(2(m— p)) + p + plog(2p).

Indeed, if (1, p) with u € C?(B), 0 < p < 7 is a critical point of E, for the partial differential
in direction ¢ € C?(B) there holds

0:(6uE(u,p),(p):/VuV<pdz+/ pdso

(1.7) mp)

2u u
etpdz e“pdsy,
f erudZ/f 4 f@B]eudSO ] paso
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while for the partial differential with respect to p we have

0=0,E(u,p)
:zlog(/ je”dso)—log(/fezudz)—210g(2(n—p))+log(2p)
(1.8) OB B
2p 2(m—p)
—log(—P ) 210g(-Z2FP ),
Og(foeZ”dz) © (faBje“dso)

Thus, considering only variations ¢ € C°(B) vanishing near 0B, from (1.7) we obtain the
identity

2p
[p fe*tdz
Using this, and now considering arbitrary smooth variations in (1.7), we then also find the
equation

(1.9) ~Au= e’ in B.

0 2(m—
u+1 —(” p)

1.10 -— =
( ) Gvo faBje“dso

je*ondB=S".

Finally, yields

2p _( 2(m—-p) )2
[z fettdz  \ [ jetdsy’
Therefore, if we set 8 = % > (), we have
0B

—Au=p*fe’"in B
and

0
O—Z+1:ﬁje“onaB:Sl.

The function i = u +log  then solves (1.3), (1.4).

As shown in [9], Proposition 2.7, the functional E is uniformly bounded from below.
Indeed, letting fa gPdsy= % f a5 P dso denote the average of a function ¢ on 0B, from the
Lebedev-Milin inequality

1
(1.11) —/IVulzdz+][ udsoalog(][ e“dsy)
4m Jp 0B 0B

(see for instance [16], formula (4’)) and the Moser-Trudinger type estimate

1
—/IVuIzdz+2][ udsozlog(][ e*'dz)
21 JB 0B B

proved in [9], Corollary 2.5, we obtain the uniform lower bound

inf E(u,p)=C o, || jll foo) > —o0.
(1.12) weH (B).0<p<n (u,0) = CUl fll oo, Il jll o) > —00

1.3. Flow approach. For constant functions f and j, with one of them vanishing, flow
approaches to the solution of (1.3), (I1.4) were developed by Osgood et al. [16] and Brendle
[4]. In fact, for f = 0 one can consider families of harmonic functions on the disc with
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traces evolving in time. For non-constant functions j >0 and f =0, such a flow approach
was devised by Gehrig [10], modeled on our work [19] on a flow approach to the Nirenberg
problem for conformal metrics of prescribed Gauss curvature on the sphere S2.

If neither f nor j vanishes, however, it is not possible to either solve for each time
or to impose as boundary constraint. Instead we use the negative gradient flow of
E (in the evolving metric g = e*“g) to define the prescribed curvature flow in this case.
Thus, we seek to solve the equations

du

(1.13) —-=af-K= af+e *"Auin B x [0,00[
and
(1.14) %:ﬁj—k:ﬁj—e_”(g—;;+l)on63x[O,oo[
as well as
dp 2

(1.15) T log(p*/a) = =0, E(u, p) on [0,00]
for given initial condition
(1.16) (w, )| ,_o = (40, P0),
where we let
(1.17) a=alt) = B=py= 2P

' [, fe? dz f Zud Jypietdso’

for all £ > 0. For brevity, in the following we let u; = % and so on.

Then, if (u(t), p(t)) = (v,0) is a rest point of the flow - (1.15), we may rescale u =
v +log B to obtain a solution of (1.3), (1.4).

For constant functions f > 0 and j > 0, equations similar to and were al-
ready proposed by Brendle [5], who proved global existence and exponential convergence
of the flow towards a conformal metric having both constant Gauss curvature and con-
stant geodesic boundary curvature. Note that the coupling of equation with the
boundary condition involves a Neumann type boundary condition of second order,
and its treatment requires special care. Fortunately, Brendle’s analysis may be carried over
to the case of non-constant functions f and j and non-vanishing initial data in standard
manner. Thus, analogous to Brendle’s [5] result, Theorem 2.5, for any smooth data there
is T > 0 such that there exists a unique solution to the initial value problem for -
on [0, T], which is continuos on B x [0, T], smooth for ¢ > 0, and which continuously
depends on the data. However, as we shall see, the behavior of the flow - for
large time may be quite subtle, and also equation plays an important role.

Observe that the equations and give the identity

(1.18) (K-af)=-u;=(k—-pj) onoB

for any ¢ > 0. At time ¢ = 0 this equation gives a compatibility condition on the data uy, f,
and j for smoothness of the flow up to the initial time.
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1.4. Energy identity and conservation of volume. Integrating (1.13), (1.14) with respect
to the evolving metric g = eZ”go, we see that for smooth solutions of (1.13), (1.14) there

holds
d (1
—(—/e2”d2+/ e”dso)
dar\2 Jp dB

:a/fezudz+ﬁ je”dso—/ dsy=2p+2(m—p)—21=0;
B 0B dB

that is, the sum

1
(1.20) mO::—/ezudz+/ etdsy
2 /g 0B

of the area of B and length of the boundary 0B is conserved for all ¢ > 0.
Moreover, multiplying both (1.13), with u; = % and integrating with respect to g,
and multiplying with p;, we find the identity

(1.19)

d
(1.21) /ezuufdz+/ e“uldsy+ p7+ —E(u) = 0.
B 0B dat

In particular, the energy E is non-increasing in time. Integrating also in time, and using
that E is bounded from below, for a global smooth solution (u, p) of (1.13) - (1I.15) we thus
infer

o0 o0 o0
/ /Iaf—Klzd,ugdt+/ / |ﬁj—k|2dsgdt+/ prdt
(1.22) 0 JB 0 JoB 0

= E(uo, po) - TIEIFOIOE(M(T),p(T)) <00,

and there exists a sequence t; — oo such that

(1.23) / Iaf—Klzdug+/ 1Bj — kI*dsg + p%(t;) — 0 (I — 00).
Bx{t;} 0B x{t;}

1.5. Main results. Even though condition is somewhat weaker than the conditions
required by Jevnikar et al. in [12], in Corollary 4.4 below we will show that similar to the
conclusion of their Theorem 1.1 a dychotomy holds: Either a subsequence of the con-
formal metrics g; = e*“(") g, converges in H>?(B) n H'(B) and uniformly to a metric
8o = €%U» g, inducing a solution of (I.3), (I.4), or the metrics g; subsequentially con-
centrate at a boundary point zy € 0B in the sense of measures, exhibiting blow-up in a
spherical cap.

In the latter case, moreover, in Lemmas and 5.8/ below we are able to show that the
motion of the center of mass of the evolving metrics g(t) is essentially driven by a combi-
nation of the gradients of the functions f and j, where we extend j as a harmonic function
on the disc. Quite miraculously, in Lemmawe are able to relate this combination to the
gradient of the function

(1.24) J=j+\/j2+f
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introduced in [12]. Our Proposition then shows that, similar to our analysis of the
prescribed curvature flow on S2 in [19], if the flow concentrates at a point zg € 0B where
0J(zp)/0vy # 0 the flow dynamics may be reduced to the 2-dimensional “shadow flow” for
the center of mass in terms of the components of V] stated in .

This analysis yields existence results that complement recent results of Ruiz [17] ob-
tained by degree theory; in fact, the assertions in parts i) and ii) of the following theorem
also follow from his work. In contrast, a degree-theoretic argument does not seem to be
available for the result stated in part iii), which extends the result of Gehrig [10] for the
case f =0 to the case of arbitrary smooth functions f > 0.

Theorem 1.1. Let ] be given by (1.24) above, where we extend j harmonically to the disc. If
i)0J/0vo>0o0noB, orifii)0J/0vy <0 on 0B, there exists a solution to problem (1.3), (1.4).
iii) Suppose that there exist points zl?—L =e'% €0B,1<i<2, with

0<¢f <dy <¢j <¢; <27

such that

0l(z;) 0]z
<0<
6v0 6\/0

Then there exists a solution to problem (1.3), (1.4).

1<is<2

M

1.6. Outline. In Section 2 we collect some standard results about the conformal group
on the disc. For a solution (u, p) to - these results allow to define a family of
normalized companion flows satisfying uniform H'-bounds in terms of the energy. These
estimates in Section 3 are used to show that the flow equations - admit a so-
lution for all time ¢ > 0, whose long-time behavior we analyze in Section 4. In Section 5,
finally, we focus on the regime when the flow concentrates and derive the key equation
for the 2-dimensional shadow flow of the center of mass of the evolving metrics,
from which we deduce Theorem[1.1]

1.7. Acknowledgement. I thank David Ruiz for helpful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES

As in our earlier work [19] on the prescribed curvature flow on S2, for the asymptotic
analysis of the flow u(z) it will be convenient to work with companion flows v(¢) that are
suitably normalized with respect to the action of the Mébius group.

2.1. Mébius group. Identifying R?> = C, we denote as M the 3-dimensional Mébius group
of conformal transformations of the unit disc, given by
p 2+a o
M={®(2) = e “——eC®(B;B): lal<1, O eR}.
1+az

Letting
z+a

l1+az

D,(2) = forany |a| <1,
we have

2.1 q)eiﬂa(eiHZ) = eie(Da(z) forany|al <1, O €R.
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We therefore may assume 0 < a € R, whenever convenient.
Note that, letting a = a; + ia, € C, from the functions

D, |
d ay
together with the generator of pure rotations

dd
po@=1-2%, {2(2) = —|

(1(2): d_6l2

aco(@ =11 +2%),

(o=iz, z:x+iy€CEIR22,

we obtain a basis for the tangent space T;;M. We also may observe that for z € 0B with
1 = |z|?> = zZ we can easily express

((2)=2P -2 =2(2—2) = =27, ((2)=i(z]*+2%) = iz(Z+2) =2xT

in terms of the tangent vector field 7 = iz along 0B.

2.2. Normalization. For u€ H'(B), g = e*“gy, ® € M we define
1
(2.2) v=uo®+log(detd®d) in B, h=0*g=e""g.

Note that since @ is conformal, if we denote as @' the derivative of the restriction ®: 0B —
0B of ® to the boundary, there holds log|®'| = %log(det d®) on 0B. Thus, for any function
w with dpg = e?ldz, dsg = edsy, etc., we have the identities

(2.3) /wd,ug:/wocbduh,/ wdsg:/ woddsy,.
B B 0B 0B

The normalization that we choose will depend on a number 0 < R < 1. Indeed, for any
zo € Bwe let

(2.4) Rizo) = \/ 1+ j(20)?1 f (20) — j(20) \/ f (20)
and we set
(2.5) 0 < Ry := inf R(zp) < sup R(zp) = R;.
Zo€EB 20€B
For any Ry < R < Ry, we let
2Rz
YRr(2):= m =¥ R(2),

where Wr(z) = W(Rz) is the scaled inverse ¥: R> — S? of stereographic projection, and
where g2 : R — R? is the orthogonal projection. Then given any u € H*(B), following the
proof of Chang-Liu [6], Theorem 3.1, Onofri [15], p.324, or Chang-Yang [8], Appendix, for
any Ry < R < R; we can find ® € M such that for v as given in above there holds

(2.6) 1/u/R(z)eZ“dH/ wr(2)eldsy=0.
2/B OB

We interpret this condition as fixing the center of mass of the normalized metric h = eV g,
lifted to the sphere S?> by means of Wp.
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For reasons that will become clear in (4.5) in the proof of Propositionwe call R(zp)
the scaling radius at a point zy € 0B. Note that computing

J(20) R(z0) \/f(z()) = (\/f(ZO) + j(20)% + j(20))(\/ f(z0) + j(20)% — j(20)) = f (20)

we can interpret J(zp) = v/ f(20)/R(zp) at any zp € 0B.

Given any solution u = u(t) of the flow equations (L.13)-(1.15) we associate with u the
family of flows vr = vg(%), Ry < R < R, normalized in this way. For each such v = vg the
following considerations apply.

Note that condition is conserved if we rotate our system of coordinates. Suitably
normalizing with respect to rotations, however, the map ® achieving smoothly de-
pends on u, and for any family u = u(t) € C'(I, H'(B)) for the corresponding families
v = vr(t) of normalized functions as in [19], formulas (17) and (18), there holds

a(c"e")
——0

1
vt:ut0®+§e_2”div(5ez”) onB, vi=u;o®+e? noB,

where ¢ = (d®)"'®, € T;yM and ¢ = 7-¢ on AB. Differentiating, observing that & - vy =0,

0;//_: = lzfgz on 0B, from (2.6) we obtain

OZ/Wthdﬂth/ UJRthSh=/U/RutO‘Pth+/ Wrusoddsy
B oB B OB

1 2R
-—|d duy — Tdsy,.
2/3 WRSA U 1+R2/0BT€ Sh

Since T;4M is finite-dimensional, with a uniform constant C > 0 for any & near a positive
scalar multiple of the Euclidean metric gy there holds

1 2R
«<C|= [ d duy, + Tdsp|.
€1 ‘2/3 WrEdpn+ 3 /aBré S
Thus, from (2.3) with Holder’s inequality and (I.19) we obtain the bound

||5||L°°<C|/1VRut0<Dduh+/ Wru o Ddsy|
B B

sC/quldug+C/ Iutldsgsc(/ ufd,ug+/ ufdsg)”z_
B 0B B OB

(2.7)

2.3. Improved bounds. With the help of arguments by Aubin [1], for the normalized func-
tions v the Lebedev-Milin inequality may be improved. In fact, we have the follow-
ing result similar to Osgood et al. [16], formula (5).

Lemma 2.1. With a constant C = C(Ry,R;) =20, foranyv e HY(B) satisfying condition (2.6)
for some R € [Ry, Ry] there holds

i/IVUIzdz+][ vdsozmax{log(][ e"dso),llog(][ e*’dz)}-C
67 JB 0B 0B 2 B
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Proof. i) The divergence theorem and Holder’s inequality give

1
][ e“ds():][ e”z-vodso:—/div(ze”)dz
B B 2m JB

1
:][ e“dz+—/z-we”dzs (1+||Vv||L2(B))(][ e?dz)"”.
B 21 /g B

Similarly we have

1 1
][ vdsoz—/div(zv)dz:][ vdz+—/z-Vvdz,
0B 2n Jp B 2n /g

and letting 7 = f; vdz we find

(2.8)

(2.9) |][ vdsy— 0| < Vvl 2.
0B

Also splitting e?¥ = €7 e?=? to obtain

llog(][ e?Vdz) = D+llog(][ e’ "dgz),
2 B 2 B

and bounding log (1 + Vvl ;2)) <1+ IVl 2, from (2.8) we then conclude

1 i
(2.10) log(][ e’dsy) —][ vdsy < 1+2||VUIIL2(B)+—log(][ ez(”_v)dz).
OB OB B

ii) Following Aubin [1], proof of Theorem 6, we let Q— ={z€B; +z; =
B; +z; 20}, 1 <i <2, and set Qg = B3,4(0). We then also let 0 < (p“-L 1//. <1,0< <p0
smooth cut-off functions such that

@7 =1inQ7, y; =1in K, @9 =1in Qy,
and satisfying the conditions
supp(po) € B, supp(@;)nsuppyl) =9, 1<i<2.
Noting that V2 = 4/3, we see that
0B c Ulsisz(Q;L uQ;), Bc Ulsisz(Q;L uQ;)uQ.

/e”_”dsos Z/ e’ Vdsy+ Z/ e’ Vdso,
0B 1<i<2J0BNQf 1<i<2J 0BNQ;
as well as

/ A dz< Y | U Paze Y [ U Pazy / A0 dz,
B Qi_ Qo

1<i<2/Qf 1<i<2

Thus we have
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First suppose that there holds

/ eZ(U—D)dZ
Qo

> supf ez(”_f’)dz+2/ e’ Vdsy; 1<i<2}=: A.
o dBNQF

/ Pz <5 / 20D
B Qo

_p 1 .
< 5/ Q2000 7, < Cexp(EIIV((U— 2)90) 1725,
B

We then have

where we have used Moser’s sharp form of the critical Sobolev space embedding as in [2],
Corollary 2.49, in the last estimate. With (2.10) it thus also follows that

1
log][ e’dsy —][ vdsy < C+2||Vulleg + —IIV((v—1)po 12, .
( B ) 4B L#(B) 877: ( ) LZ(B)

Arguing as Aubin [1], proof of Theorem 6, we then obtain the claim.
Similarly, if for some 1 < i < 2 there holds

A:/ ez(”_’j)dz+2/ e”_pdsoz/ ! dy,
;. 9BNQ} Q

we can bound

(2.11) /ez‘”—'”dzssA:5(/ eZ(U-Wde/ ev-ﬁdso)
B Q 9BNQ;

Continuing to argue as Aubin [1], now suppose that
V(=23 ) 1705 < 1(V@ = D)) 1525
so that for arbitrarily small € > 0 we obtain
20V((w = D)7 ) 1725 < IV (0 = D)7 )72 5 + IV (@ = DY )72 5

<SA+IV@W =Dz + CENNY =Dl 5.

+
i

Extending v by letting v(z) = v(z/|z|?) for |z| > 1, and similarly for (p;;, we then have

- =yt s
/ ez(”_“)dzs/ez(v U)(piodzs/ V% d
Q B RZ

1 1
< Cexp (EHV((U— 17)90;:))”%2(@2)) = Cexp(EHV((v— ﬁ)(p%)lliz(B)))

.
io

1+e¢ _ _
< Cexp (—IV(W =Dl ) + CONV =Dl p)-
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Moreover, using (1.11) and (2.9), we can estimate
_ _ 1
/ ev_vdS()S/ ev_vdsosCexp(—"Vl}Hiz(B)+||VV||L2(B))
0BNO; 0B 4

and with the help of (2.10), the proof again may be completed as in Aubin [I], proof
of Theorem 6.
On the other hand, if

IV(W = D)3 )75 > IV (@ = D)) 1725,
in view of (2.6) we may estimate

A< E(/ ﬂez(”"})dz+2/ ﬂe“_ﬁdso)
R Ki() 1+R2|Z|2 KiomaB 1+R2|Z|2

:_E( _ 2Rz, PV gz42 2Rz, e”_ﬁdso)
R\ [Jx- 1+ R?|z|? k-nop 1+ R?|z|?

0 o

<4(/e2(v_v)w;>dz+2/ e(v—v)u/;,ds()),
B 0B

21V (= D)y )72 < IV (0= D)7 ) 17205 + 1V (0 = D)W ) 1725,
<A+IV@W = D)7z +C@llv -0l

where now

2 2
L?(B) L?(B)’

As above we then can bound
z(y_l‘/)wi— 1 + £ _ 2 -2
/Be 0odz < Cexp(?IIV(v— D) 725 +CENNV - V”LZ(B))
as well as

w-Dy; v—p 1 2
e odsy < e" Ydsg<Cexp(—|Vv| +IVV;2m),
/63 ’ /63 ’ p(47T B zw)

and the proof may be completed as before.
The same arguments may be applied if A is attained on some Q- U

As a consequence, for functions normalized by (2.6) the H 1_norm is bounded by the
energy.

Lemma 2.2. For any v € H'(B) satisfying the condition 2.6) for some R € [Ry, R,] and any
0 < p < 7, with a constant C = C(Ry, Ry, || f |l 1o, | jll o) > O there holds

1
E(v,p);—/lelzdz—C.
6 /5

Since, as we next observe, the energy is invariant under conformal transformations, for
any u € H'(B) the H!-norm of any normalized representative v of u € H!(B), given by
(2.2), is in fact bounded by the energy of u.

Lemma 2.3. Foranyue€ H(B), any0< p <m, and any ® € M there holds
E¢,j(u,p) = Efoa, jon (U, 0)
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for v as given in [2.2).
Proof. Let
1
Eo(u) = —/ \Vul’dz +][ e'dsy, ue H'(B).
2J/p dB

It suffices to show that Ey(u) = Ey(v), where v is as above. But this is precisely the assertion
of Chang-Yang [8], Proposition 2.1, or Chang-Liu [6], Theorem 2.1. L]

Combining Lemmas[2.2Jand 2.3|with (I.12), we have the following useful bound.

Corollary 2.4. Forany u€ H'(B), any0 < p < «, with a constant C > 0 depending only on
Ro, Ry, I fllze, and || jli 1o there holds

1
Ef,j(u,p)z—/wmzdz—c
6.8

for v as given in [2.2), satisfying [2.6) for some R € [Ry, R,], and v as well as e" are bounded
in L?>(0B) and in L*(B) for any p € R in terms of Er,j(u, p) and the number my defined in
(1.20).

Proof. It remains to prove the assertions about integrability of v and e”. In fact, once
we achieve to bound the averages 7 = faB vdsp and v = fB vdz, these will follow from
Poincaré’s inequality, or the Lebedev-Milin inequality and the Moser-Trudinger in-
equality, respectively, applied to multiples w = pv of v.

Note that by a variant of the Poincaré inequality with a uniform constant C > 0 we have

|v—0|2d30+/ |v—z7|2dz<c/ IVv|?dz,
0B B B

and then also |17 - Dl < C”VU”LZ(B)
Writing V := e’, on the other hand from (T.20) we then infer the equation

2m0:/62”dz+2/ e’dsy
B 0B

:e”/ezw‘”)duzeﬁ/ e’ "dsy= AV?+2BV
B 0B

A:/ez(”_wdz, Bze(ﬁ_m/ e’ Pdsy>0,
B 0B

bounded uniformly from above and away from zero in terms of [|Vv| 2. The desired
bounds follow. O

with coefficients

3. GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF THE FLOW

Given smooth data (1, pg), the analysis of Brendle [5] guarantees the existence of a
unique solution u = u(t) to the flow - on a time interval [0, T'] for some T > 0,
which is continuous on [0, 7] and smooth for ¢ > 0. Our aim in this section is to show that
u may be extended for all time 0 < t < co. In a first step we will show that the function
p = p(t) stays strictly bounded away from the values p = 0 and p = 7, and we establish
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analogous bounds for the functions a sand . Constants appearing below may tacitly de-
pend on the data (ug, pg) as well as || f ||z and || j|l zco.

3.1. Bounds for p, a, and B. The results in the previous section will help us establish the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. There are numbers 0 < py < p» < 7w independent of T such that for any
0< t< T thereholds p; < p(t) < p>.

For the proof we need the following auxiliary result, complementing (1.20).

Lemma 3.2. There are constants c,d > 0 independent of T > 0 such that for any t < T there

holds
/ezudzzc,/ etdsy=d.
B 0B

Proof. As in Corollary[2.4} for any 0 < ¢ < T and some fixed R € [Ry, R;] consider the nor-
malized function v = v(f) = uo® + %1og(det d®) related to u = u(t). By Corollaryand
the energy identity (1.21) we have the uniform bound

1 2
E |VU| dZ_CSEfoCI)y]O(D(V)p)
B

=Ey j(u,p) < Ey,j(up, p(0)) =: Cp < oo.

(3.1

Let 0 < #; < T be such that

/ezu(tl)dz:/ez”(mdz—> inf /ezumdz.
B B 0<t<T B

By (3.1) and Corollarywe may assume that v; = v(f;) — v weakly in H'(B) as [ — co.
Compactness of the map H'(B) 3 u — e* € L'(B) then gives convergence

/ez”’dz—>/ez”dz,
B B

and it follows that ¢ := info<;<7 [ €*“”?dz > 0, with a constant depending only on C, but
independent of T
Similarly, we find the uniform lower bound d := info< ;<7 f OB e“Ddsy> 0. O

Proof of Proposition|3.1, Arguing indirectly, suppose by contradiction that there is a se-
quence of times 0 < #; < T such that as [ — co we have p(f;) | 0, while p;(#;) < 0. But by
Lemma[3.2then

2p
—log(m) — o0 at 77 as | — oo,
and for sufficiently large [ € N at ¢ = t; by there holds
dp 2(m—p) 2p
— =2log| ——— | -log| ————| >0,
dt g(faBjeudso) g(foezudz)
contrary to assumption. The bound p(t) < p» < 7 is obtained similarly. 0

Proposition (1.20), and Lemma then also imply the following bounds.
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Proposition 3.3. There are numbers 0 < ap < a; < 00, 0 < fp < f1 < oo independent of T
such that for any0 < t < T there holds ay < a(t) < ay, Po < B(1) < f;.

3.2. Bounds for u, Kg, and kg. Upper bounds for u can easily be obtained with the help
of the maximum principle.

Proposition 3.4. Foranyt < T there holds

sup u(t) < sup up+ t(arll fllzeo + Brll jllzoo) =2 ur (1).
B B

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that supg, o, 7((#(£) — u1(#)) > 0 and let (zo, fo) € Bx]0,T|
be a point such that
sup (u(t) — (1) = (u(zo, to) — 1 (%)) > 0.
Bx[0,10]

Note that we necessarily have ¢y > 0. If zy € B, clearly Au(zy, tp) <0, and by at (zo, tp)
there holds

urs arll flize <
contradicting the choice of (z, fp). Similarly, if zy € 0B, using and the fact that
g—;‘o(zo, tp) = 0 we find

ur < Prlljlizee <y,

at (zo, tp), and again we obtain a contradiction. L]

Similarly, bounds for K = K¢ and k = kg follow from the evolution equations for cur-
vature. For convenience, for each ¢t < T we extend the function k = k(¢) as a harmonic
function in B.

From (I.I) and (I.I3) we obtain

(3.2) Ky=-2u;K—- e_zuAut =2(K-af)K+ e‘zuA(K —af) in B,
and from (1.2) and equations (1.13) and (1.14) we have
- aut . _ G(K —af)
u u
. = — — = — - - B.
(3.3) k; uk+e vo (k—Bjk—e Ve onod

Moreover, the definitions (1.17) and (1.19) give
a_pr 2 [gfetudz  pitafpfe(K-af)dz

3.4 _
. a p  [yfettdz P

and

(3.5) Br_ —pe _ Jopie"mdsy _=2pi+B [opje" (k= pidso

B m-p [gjetdsy 2(r—p)
respectively. Lower bounds for K and k now can again be obtained with the help of the
maximum principle.
Let
C1 := max{sup(@p;0 ) fll 1o, sup(@®p D f 15w} < 00,
t t
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and set
Cz :=max{sup2lp| (= )"l jll o, sup(B” (7 — p) Dl jlI 7eo} < 00
t t

By Propositions[3.1Jand [3.3|and (I.15) the constants C;, C, > 0 are independent of T > 0.

Proposition 3.5. Foranyt < T there holds
inf(lk—gj)zinf(K-af) =«
] (k—=pJj) n ( D

wherex < 0 is any constant independent of T > 0 such that

K < _2(”Kg0 oo + @1l fll oo + Brll jll 2oo)
and such that, in addition, there holdsx* — C; +2myC;x >0,i=1,2.

Proof. Fixany k < 0 as above. Suppose by contradiction that for some 0 < ¢ < T there holds

i%f(K(t)—a(t)f) <K,

and let (zo, o) € B x [0, T be a point such that

inf (K(1) —a(?) f) = (K(zo, to) — a(t) f(20)) <x <0.
Bx10,7]

Note that we necessarily have #, > 0 as well as
K(zp, to) < —a(ty) f(z9) < 0.
Thus, from and with C; as above we deduce the lower bound
(K-—af);=2(K-af)K+e 2“AK—af)
ap f+a*f [ fe“(K—af)dz
Iy

>(K-af)’+e?“AK-af)-C / UK —-af),dz—C
B

at (zo, fp), where s, = max{+s,0} for s e R.
But by (1.5) and (1.17) at any time ¢ > 0 we have

/eZ”(K—af)dz+/ e'(k—Bj)dsy =0,
B

0B
so that
/eZ“(K—af)+dz</ezu(K—af)+dz+/ e(k—pBj)+dso
B B 0B
(3.6) :/ezu(K—af)_dz+/ e(k—pBj)-dso
B 0B

s/egu(K—af)_dz+2/ el(k—Bj)_dsy
B 0B
Recalling we next observe that we have
. inf(k — Bj) = inf(K — = inf(K -
3.7 lal};(k B Ia%( af)>1%( af)
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for each r > 0. Thus, with (1.20) from (3.6) we can bound

/ezu(K—af)+dzs/ezu(K—af)_dz+2/ e (k—Bj)_dso
(3.8) B B 0B

< (/ eZ”dz+2/ e“dsy)sup(K—af)-=2mgosup(K —af)_.
B 4B B B

Hence, if zp € B, in view of A(K — a f)(zo, ty) = 0, by definition of x we have

(K-af);=(K-af)>?-Ci+2myC1(K—af)>0

at (zy, fp), contradicting the choice of (zy, ).
On the other hand, if zy € 0B, we use and to write
. ; 40K —-af)
(K—af)=(k-pj)e=k—ppk—ev2ELD
aV()
L 2PPii =P Jop et tk—B)dso
2(m—p) '

where now a(lg;vng) (2o, tp) < 0. With and by definition of x we also have

. . 1
(k=Bpk=(K-af)(K-—af+pBj) = 5(K—ocf)2
at (zo, tp). Thus, and recalling the definition of C, > 0, we can bound
1 .
(K-af);= 5((1(— af)?—Cy - Cz/ e“(k—Bj)+dso)
0B
at (zo, tp). But by (3.6) and (3.8) we have

/ e“(k—ﬁj)+dsos/ezu(K—af)_dz+2/ e'(k—Bj)_dso
0B B

0B
<2mosup(K—af)-.
B

Hence at (zg, tp) there results the bound
1
(K—af)i> (K- af)? = Cy+2myCa(K - af)),

where the term on the right again is positive by definition of x. Thus, we obtain a con-
tradiction as before, and the bound for K follows. With (3.7), finally, we also obtain the
asserted bound for k. OJ

Corollary 3.6. Foranyt < T there holds the bound K, k = x, wherex < 0 is as in Proposition
3.9

Following [18], from the preceding lower curvature bounds and the bound for u from
above we are able to also deduce a uniform lower bound for u = u(t).

Proposition 3.7. Forany T > 0 there exists a constant ¢ > —oo such that for any t < T there
holds
il;f u(t) = ¥y.
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Proof. As in [18], Theorem A.2, we use Moser iteration on the equations (1.1) and (1.2) to
prove this claim. Multiplying (I.I) with the testing function e?*u?P~! > 0 and integrating

by parts, observing that VuVu_ = —|Vu_ 12 <0, for any p =1 we obtain
ou
(219—1)/IVu_Izugp_zdz:/Auug”_ldz—/ —u?Plds,
B B aB 0V0

ou
- [rieaa [ (2 rtasns [ @ras
B OB 61/0 4B

:—/Kuf’”_lezudz—/ kuf”_le”dso+/ u*Pds,
B oB oB

2M 2p-1 M 2p-1
< —Ke"lu-ll oy + (A=Kxe D u-l5p0 5

where M = supzep <7u(z,t) < ui(T) with u; as defined in Proposition Thus, with
constants L', L = 2 independent of p, for any p = 1 we have

2
/ V()P Pdz< L (=2, )+ A =xeu 2 )
B

2’9 -1 L?P-1(B) L?P-1(0B)
/ 2p-1 2p-1
<L'p(lu-h5  + -l o)

2 2
< Lpmax{(llu-175, o + 1u-175, 55), 10

where we used Hoélder’s and Young’s inequalities in the last step, and there results the
bound
2 2 2

< (Lp + D max{(Il(w-)P 17 g + 1 @)P 172 ), -

(3.9

By the divergence theorem, and using Young’s inequality, for any v € H!(B) and any
0 <& < 1 we have v e L?(0B) with

/ vzdsoz/ vzz-vodsoz/div(vzz)dz:Z/ vzdz+2/ vz-Vvdz
0B 0B B B B

-1 2 2
$38 ||U||L2(B)+€||VU”L2(B)'

Applying this inequality with v = (u_)P € H'(B) and € = (2Lp +2)~!, we can absorb the
boundary integral on the right of in the left hand side at the expense of increasing
the constant on the right. With the help of Sobolev’s embedding H 1(B) — L[*(B), with
constants C > 1 independent of p we then obtain the bound

2p

2
ooy = WP gy < CH@)P I ) < C2p® maxtllu-ll 5, ) 1D-

llze—|l 12pP(B)’
Taking the 2p*" root and iterating, for p; = 2! we then inductively find the estimate
1/p; 1/
1 papy gy < CV'P'p, P maxdllu_|l j2p, 5), 1}

<...<Cexp(log2- Y j/2/ymax{llu_| ;2 1}
j<l
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for any / € N. Passing to the limit / — co we obtain the bound
lu—Ilzeo(p) < Cmax{||u—|l;2(p), 1} < Cmax{llull;2(p), 1}.

But by (2.7) and the energy inequality (1.22) for any Ry < R < R; and the corresponding
normalised function v = vy we have & € L?([0, T], L*(B)) and thus || ullp2gy < Cllvllpzgy +C
for some C = C(T) > 0. From Corollarywe then obtain the claim. O

In view of Propositions [3.4] and [3.7] the flow equations (I.13) and (1.14) are uniformly
parabolic. Global existence of the flow thus follows from the work of Brendle [5].

4. CONCENTRATION-CONVERGENCE

4.1. Alternative scenarios. Recall that by (1.23) for a sequence #; — oo there holds

(4.1) / Iaf—Klzd/Jg+/ 1Bj — klPdsg + p7(t) — 0 (I — 00).
Bx{t}} B x{t;}

Similar to [19], for any Ry < R < R; we may replace u = u(f) by its normalized represen-
tative v = vg(t) given by (2.2) with suitable ® = ®(¢) € M. By geometric invariance of the
curvature integrals from (4.1) then we have

/ |l fo — Kol*dup +/ |Bjo — koldsy, + p2 (1) — 0 (I — o),
Bx{t;} 0Bx{1t;}

where fp = fo®, h = ®*g = eV gge, Kp = Kj, = Ko ®, and so on. By Propositionand
(I.15), in addition we may assume that a; = a(f;) — a >0, f; = f(t;)) = f>0as [ — oo,
where a = 2.

Proposition 4.1. Let t; — oo be a sequence satisfying above and for any fixed Ry < R <
Ry also let v; = v(t;) with the normalized representative v of u given by for suitable
®; = d(t;) € M, | € N. Then a subsequence v; — v in H'?(B) n H' (0B) n C°(B), and either
i) ®; — @ for some ® € M and u; = u(t;) — u in H*?(B)n H' (0B) n C°(B), where u solves
(L3), (T.4), or ii) ®; — ®g = z¢ weakly in H' (B) for some z, € 0B independent of the choice
of Ry < R < Ry, and for R = R(zy) we have convergence

2R/\/af(z0))
1+|Rz|2 /

Proof. Fixing any Ry < R < R, with the help of and (1.2) for the corresponding v,
with errors §; — 0 in L?(B, h(¢;)) and &; — 0 in L?(dB, h(t;)) as [ — oo, from (@.1) we obtain

v — v="v(z2) :log(

0
4.2) —-Av; = (a; fo, +6)¢e*" in B, 6_51 +1=(Bjo, +€)e”" ondB.
0

Note that by Corollary and the sequence (v;) is bounded in H!(B), and we may
assume that v; — v weakly in H'(B) with e?! — ¢V in L”(B), e”! — e" in L”(dB) for any
p < oco. Thus, §;e*”' — 0in L9(B), £;e”' — 0in L9(AB) as | — oo for any g < 2.

Since M is a bounded subset of H'(B;R?), in addition we may assume that ®; — ®
weakly in H 1(B;R?) and almost everywhere, where ® € H 1(B;R?) either belongs to M or
is constant; in particular, as | — oo we also have fo, — fo almost everywhere and therefore
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in LP(B) for any p < co by boundedness of f. Likewise we have jp, — jo almost every-
where on 0B, and, since j is bounded, jo, — jo in L”(0B) for any p < oo as | — oo.

Testing equation with v; we then obtain strong convergence v; — v in H'(B) as
| — oo, where

ov
(4.3) —Av=afpe?’ inB, a—+1:,6jq>e” on 0B.
Vo

Similarly, now testing equation with e??!, we also find strong convergence h; = h(t;) —
hin H'(B) as | — oo.

If ® € M, in view of the identity & = 2, when replacing v with the function w = v +log 8
we find that there holds

ow
(4.4) —Aw = fpe?" in B, 6_+1 = jpe" ondB.
Vo

Thus, if ® € M, the function u = wo®~! + 1logdet(d®™") is a solution of (I.3

On the other hand, if ® = z; € 0B so that fp = f(2), ]cp Jj(z0), the metric h af(zo)h =
a f(z9)e*’ gge by (@3) has constant Gauss curvature K = Kj, =1 and constant boundary
geodesic curvature

k=kj,=pjz0)/\/af(z) = j(z0)/\/ f(z0) > 0.

By Mindig’s theorem, the surface (B, h) is isometric to a coordinate ball B on S?. Centering
B around the North pole, we may represent B = W 3(B) for some R >0, and 7 = ¥* 7852 =
(ﬁ) gre2, Where we recall that W 3(z) = W (Rz) with the inverse ¥ of stereographic pro-
jection from the South pole.

In addition, k£ > 0 implies that 0 < R = R < 1. In fact, we can precisely determine R in

terms of k. Indeed, from (@.3) and the Gauss-Bonnet identity (I.5) we obtain the equation

) 2R
2 ~
= /d,uh+/ kids; = / l+|RZ|2) dz+kh/aBl+|R|2dSO

2R
:2n/ (—)Zrdr+2nk,~l—.
o 1+|Rr|? 1+|R|?

Changing variables s =1+ (R r)?, we find

1L 2R LR g 1 2R?
(——=)"rdr=2 —=2(1- ) = ,
o ‘1+|Rr|? . §2 1+R2°" 1+|R)2

and we conclude that there holds

2R? 2R
= + kfz .
1+|R|? 1+|R|?

That is, we have
1= R*+2Rk;j,
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and with kj, = j(zo)// f (z0) we obtain

1-R?
(4.5) R=\/1+k} - kj, = R(z0), kj = on = ke
2RI\/af(zg)

and v(z) =log( ) with R = R(zp), as claimed.

1+|Rz[?

Note that for any other choice Ry < R < R; of normalisation parameter with correspond-
ing ®; we also have ®; — z, and implies that also v4(f) — v.

To finish the proof we now only need to show convergence v; — v in the stated norm.
Recall from the above that we may assume that v; — v in H!(B) with e?! — ¢?" in L”(B),
e’! — eV in L”(dB) for any p < oo, while §;e*”* — 0 in L9(B), £;e”' — 0in L9(0B) as [ — co
forany g < 2.

Our claim will follow easily once we can show that v; € L*°(B) with a uniform bound

lvillro) < C < co. In order to obtain this bound, we decompose v; = U;l) + UEZ) + vf’),

where the functions vgl), UEZ) are solutions of

(4.6) —-A UED = (afo, + 5)e?V +4c; =: sgl) in B, ngl)/avo =0onodB.
and
4.7 —AUEZ) =0 in B, 01)52)/01/0 = (Brjo, +epe" —1-2¢; = 552) on 0B,

respectively, normalized so that f B vgl)dz = f B VEZ)dz = 0, and with constants c; € R such

that
/sgl)dz:/ sEZ)dSo=0.
B 0B

Note that this choice is possible since by (1.5) we have

/(alfq>l+5l)ez’”dz+/ ((Brjo, +epe” —1)dsy=0
B 4B
so that we can set

401712:—/(alfq>,+5z)82”’dz:/ ((B1jo, +€e" —1)dsp.
B OB

Our assumptions then imply that |¢;| < C < oo, uniformly in / € N.
Also letting vf’) (2) = ¢;|z|? + d; for z € B, with d; € R determined so that

/vzdz:/(v§1)+v§2)+v§3))dz=/ vPdz,
B B B

1) 2 3)
l

1ty

the remainder w; = v + v;”’ — v; then satisfies

. ow;
—Aw;=0inB, —— =00nodB;B,
OVO

and thus w; = fB w;dz = 0. Again note that there holds |d;| < C < oo, uniformly in / € N.
With elliptic regularity theory, as explained in Lemma below, from (4.6) and our
above assumptions for any 1 < g < 2 we first obtain the uniform bound

1 0@ (5 < C < oo, forall LeN.
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Thus, by Sobolev’s embedding W?9(B) — L*®(B) there also holds the uniform bound
I UED lzoBy S C <00, L EN.

Similarly, for any 1 < g <2 < p < 2g we find that V;z) € WHP(B) — L*®(B) with
I V;Z) I o8y < Cl| U;Z) lwirp) < C < oo, uniformlyin jeN.
Since the uniform bounds for the constants ¢; and d; also imply that
10l () < C < 00, uniformlyin j €N,

it then follows that v; € L°°(B) with sup;cy Il V1l zoo(8) < 00, as claimed.

Thus, we now have L?-convergence sgl) — s for some s € [2(B), as well as sg
for some s € [2(AB), and the Lz—theory for (4.6), yields convergence vgl) — vWin
H?(B) for some vV € H?(B) as well as convergence v’ — v@ in H3'2(B) for some v® €
H3'2(B) as | — oo. Since clearly we also have Hz—convergence v;3) — v¥(2) = c|z|? + d for
¢ =lim;_q ¢, d = lim;_ d;, convergence v; — v in H?(B) — H'(0B) n L*°(B) follows,
as claimed.

Finally, if & = ®e M in H 1(B) and hence smoothly, since M is finite-dimensional, we
also have u; = v; 0 ®;' + 3logdet(d® ™) — u in H3'?n H'(0B) n L*(B), and the proof is
complete. 0

2 _, @

The regularity results used above do not seem standard. In the next lemma we therefore
give a detailed proof.

Lemma 4.2. i) For any 1 < q < 2 and any sV € L9(B) with fB sWdz =0 there is a unique
solution vV € W24 (B) of problem (&.6) with I3 vWdz=0, and

1 1
1PN wza < CllsllLa).

ii) For any 1 < q < 2 and any s'¥ € L1(0B) with [, s® dsy = 0 there is a unique solution
v@ € HY(B) of problem with [, v® dz =0, and there holds Vv® € LP(B) for any p <
2q, with

102N wip) < Clls®lLaen)-

Proof. i) Problem (4.6) has a unique weak solution

vWe H:={ve H (B); / vdz =0},
B

characterized variationally as minimizer of the energy
1
EW(p) = 5/ (IVUI2 —25(1)v)dz, veH.
B

Note that, by Sobolev’s embedding H'(B) — LP(B) for 1 < p < oo, the functional E is
well-defined on H. Thus, from EV(v®) < EV(0) = 0 and Poincaré’s inequality we con-
clude [|[ VP 5) < CllsP |l La ().

Extending v (x) := v™W (x/|x|?) for x ¢ B, by conformal invariance of the Laplace oper-
ator and in view of the Neumann boundary condition 61}}1)/ 0vo = 0 on 0B the extended
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function vV € H}OC(RZ) satsifies
1 <1 2\ 1 =1 1
—Av =50 e L (®%) with [V ] g1, + 15 e B0 < CllsW I Las.

Letting ¢ € CP(R?) with 0 < ¢ < 1 satisfy ¢(x) = 1 for |x| < 3/2, ¢(x) = 0 for |x| = 2, the
function w® = vWe € H} (B,(0)) solves the equation

—Aw = s - 2VpVvV - Apv® € L9(B,(0))

Thus, by the L9-estimates for the Dirichlet problem, proved for instance in [11], we have
w e W29(B,(0)), and vV € W>9(B) with

1 1 1 1
1P Nyeai < 1w lweam,o) < CIAWD a0 < ClsP il L),

as claimed.
ii) Also problem (&.7) for any s'» € L9(4B) with vanishing average has a unique weak
solution v® € H, which may be characterized variationally as minimizer of the energy

1
E(Z)(v):—/IVvlzdz—/ s(z)vdso, ve H,
2 /B OB

where we now use the trace embedding H!(B) — L”(dB) for any 1 < p < co.
Letting I' be the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator satisfying
—Ar(',Zo) = ﬂ5{z=zO} —1inB

with boundary condition

or'(, z
. 20) =0onodB
aV()
for every z, € B, we can represent v® as
b U(Z))

nv(z)(zo):/VU(Z)VF(-,zo)dZ:/
B 0

Differentiating in zj, hence we find

I(-, z0)dso = / s@T(, z9)dso.
B 0OV 0B

1
Vo (z9) = = / sV, T, 20)dso

T JoB

for every zj € B.
On a half-space R2 = {(x, y); y > 0} the corresponding fundamental solution is given by

1 _
g2 (2,20) = z(log(lz— zol) +1og(lz —Zol),

where (x, y) = (x,—y). Similarly, there holds
IV2T'(2,20)| < Clz— 20! € L**(B) = LP(B)

for every 1 < p < 2, where L®°(B) is the space of functions weakly in L?. Thus, for s €
L'(0B) the function ® given by

t9 (z) := / s@V,T(, z0)dso
0B
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belongs to L”(B) for every 1 < p <2, and

IIt(Z)IIQ’,,(B)z/l/ (s@(2)/PV 4 T (2,20) (P (2))' P dso(2) | d 2
B JoB

< / / 152 @)1V, T (2, 20) 1P d 5o (2)d 2o I s2 1y o
BJoB

2
p ”S()”P

s sup ”szr(zy ZO) Ile(B,dZ(]) L1(0B)

zZ€eB
by Hoélder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem. (In fact, we conjecture that 1@ e [ (B,
but we will not need this here.)

Moreover, for s € [2(B), by estimates of Lions-Magenes [14] and Sobolev’s embed-
ding, there holds v® e H32(B) — WbY4(B). To see this directly, let w® be a conjugate
harmonic function, so that u® := v® + jw@ is analytic. In complex coordinates z = re'?
then the Cauchy-Riemann equations give

w1 =102 =15? € L*(@B).

Expanding w'@ in a Fourier series, moreover, we see that w® € H3/2(B) with

(2) ”2 2

lw= W gsr2 ) 12(3B)’

<Clwy |

where H%?(B) is the homogeneous Sobolev space. Hence, again by the Cauchy-Riemann
equations, there also holds v® € H3?(B) with

)12 2) 2
”U ||H3/2(B) SC”S ”LZ(aB)'

Interpolating, then forany 1 < g <2 and s@ e L9(0B) we have Vv® € LP(B) for any p < 2q,
and the estimate holds, as claimed. L]

We next show that (1.23) holds true unconditionally for every sequence t; — oo.

4.2. Evolution of curvature integrals. Similar to the analysis in [19], we derive evolution
equations for the curvature integrals appearing in (1.23). First from (1.13) and (1.14) we
compute

1d .
5E(/3|af—l(|2dug+/63|,5]—k|2d3g+p%)
:/((K—af)(K—af)t+(“f_K)S)dﬂg

B

1
+/0 ((k=pike=Pe+ 5B~ ky’)dsg+p:pir.
B
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From the evolution equations (3.2) - (3.5) for Gaussian and boundary geodesic curvature
we obtain the identities

/ (K-af)(K-af)+(af -K*)dug
B

(K —af)?

d
0V0 %0

:/(2(K—af)21<+(af—1<)3)dpg+1/
B 2 JoB

2 2
- [ wac-appaz- ([ puc-andpg) - 22 [ suc-apang
B B
and

1
/ (k=B Uc=B)e+= (B~ 0)dsg
0B 2

=/a ((k—=Bj)*k+ %(ﬁj—k)?’)ng—/ qR-ap)
B

o8 0vo
132 / . . 2 Pp: / . .

- (k—=Bj)dss| + (k—Bj)dsg,

2(”—10)( aB] Pl g) T—p aB] PDdsg
respectively. Moreover, from we have p;; =28,/ — a;/a, and with equations
and we obtain
~2p7 4 Bp:
T—-p TW—p
Adding, then we have

1d
—E(/Iaf—Klzdug+/ |ﬁj—k|2dsg+p§)
B 0B

_ 2
0K—-af) J
aVO

(k—pBj)dso

D= | - ﬁj)dsg—&—— | r=apdp

So

1
:/(2(K—af)2K+(af—K)3)dug+—/
B 0B

/IV(K af)l® dz—— /f(K af)dug
(K
+/ ((k—ﬁj)2k+—(ﬁj—k)3)dsg—/ (—“f)(k—ﬁj)dso
0B 2 0B

61/0
p’ / a2 2Bpe / o 202 p?
- (k—Bjdsg| + (k—Bj)dsg — -—.
2(7I—p)( Jjk—pj g) P Bidsg =p b
Recalling (L.1I8), we observe that the boundary integrals involving a(K “f ) miraculously

cancel. Moreover, writing
2
az(/f(K—af)dug) +2aPt/f(K—a:f)dug+p§
B B
2
= (pt+a/f(K—af)d,ug)
B
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as well as

2
B( [ jtk—pids) —app. | jk—pidse+ap?
0B 0B
2
=(MH—ﬂ/)ﬂk—ﬁDd%),
0B

and expanding K=K —-af + af, etc., we find the equation

1d .
5E(/|ocf—1r<|26mg+/ |ﬁ]—k|2dsg+p§)+/|V(1<—af)|2dz
B 0B B

(pr+a [y fK—afidug)
0

2

1 (200 B Jyp 7= Bdsg)
i(k—Bj)*+=(k—pj)°)dsg— :

+/aB(ﬁJ(C Bp7+5( Bj)’)dsg 20— p)

Similar to [19], proof of Lemma 3.4, we may replace u by a normalized representative v
given by (2.2) and use geometric invariance of the curvature integrals to express the latter
in the form

1d .
—_(/|“f®_Kd>|2dﬂh+/ |,3]<I>—k®|2d3h+P%)
2dt B 0B

:/B(Zaf(K—af)2+(K—af)g)d.ug_

= —/B|V(af¢,—K@)|2dz+/B(2afq)(af®—1<®)2+(Kq,—afq,ﬁ)dph
o + /63 (Bjo (ko — Bjo)* + %(kq> — Bjo))dsn
(Pt +a [, fo(Ko - af@)dﬂh)z (zpt ~B Jop Jolko — ﬁJQ)dSh]Z
p B 2(m-p)
where fp = fo®, h = ®*g = *’ gz, Ko = Ko+g = Kj = Ko @, and so on.

)

4.3. Unconditional convergence. From Proposition[4.Ijwe can show that (4.1) holds true
for every sequence t; — oo. For convenience, we let

F:F(t)::/laf—Klzdug+/ I,Bj—klzdsg+p%
B 0B

=/|6¥f<1>—K<1>|2leh+/ \Bjo — kol*dsy+ p3
B 0B
and we set
G:G(r)::/w(K—af)Fdz:/|V(af®—1<¢)|2dz.
B B
Lemma 4.3. There holds F(t) — 0 as t — oo.

Proof. We argue as in [19], proof of Lemma 3.4. Given 0 < ¢y < 1, by (1.23) there exist
arbitrarily large times £y such that F(fy) < €. For any such #j, we choose a maximal time
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h = ty, I < oo, such that
sup F(1) <2¢y.

fost<t
By Proposition[4.1} if 0 < &g < 1 is sufficiently small, the metrics h = h(t) = ®* g for fy< t <
t; will be uniformly equivalent to the Euclidean metric. In particular, the standard Sobolev
embeddings hold with uniform constants in the metrics # for 7y < t < f;, and with uniform
constants C > 0 we can bound

3 3
| / (Ko — & fp) dpn| < Cll Ko — @ foll g,
B
2
< CllKo = @ foll125,g,5) |1 Ko — @ fo ||L“(B,g[.qez)

< V&Ko - afollfp g, ) < CVEF +G).

Similarly, again using that k¢ —  jo = Ko — @ f¢ on 0B, we can bound
| /a B(k@ = Bjo) dsn| < Cllko = Bjol 20,5, 1Ko — afolljsop 4 )

< CVeollKo —afollfn g, ) < CVE(F+G).

For sufficiently small £y > 0 from we then obtain the differential inequality

dF<CF forfpst<t
FTHR 0S 1

with a uniform constant C > 0, and there results the bound

sup F(t)<F(t0)+C/ F(vdzt.
fo

fh<t<t
But by the energy bound (L.22), the right hand side is smaller than 2¢q for sufficiently

large fp, and we have #; = co. Since 0 < £y < 1 may be chosen arbitrarily small, the claim
follows. 0J

4.4. Concentration. Now assume that there is no solution of (1.3), (I1.4), which we will do
from now on. Then as #; — oo, necessarily for a suitable subsequence | — oo the metrics
evolving under the flow - concentrate at a point zy € B, whereas the normal-
ized metrics h; = h(t;) as well as the normalized functions v; = v(#;) nicely converge to a
spherical limit metric, as shown in Proposition 4.1

For convenience we recall the details in the following result.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that there is no solution of (1.3), (1.4). Then for any sequence t; —
oo there is a subsequence | — oo such that for any Ry < R < Ry there holds ®; = ®(¢;) —
D, = z9 weakly in H! for some zy € dB. In addition, we may assume that a; = a(t;) — a,
B1 = B(t;) — P for some a € [ay, 1], B € [Bo, B1] such that a = B2. Finally, fixing R = R(z)
as given by (2.4), we have v; = V(t]) — Voo, Iy = h(t]) — hoo = €2V~ gz in H?(B) N
H'(0B) N L™(B), where af(z) hoo = ¥} gs2.
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It is then natural to lift the flow to the sphere S2 c R3. Denote as e;, X;, 1 < i < 3, the
standard basis and the restrictions of the ambient coordinate functions in R® to S2, re-
spectively. For X = (X1, X», X3) we also let Z = mpe (X) = (X1, X»). Let Si = Wr(B) be the
spherical cap corresponding to the limit metric /i, in Corollary[4.4] With the help of scaled
stereographic projection ng = \P}_?l we lift the metrics g = g(¢) and h = h(t) to S2, as fol-
lows. Set

g=npg=my(e*gr) = ¥ gg
and define the normalized companion metric
h=njh=mn}(e* gre) = e*"gg — (af(20)) ' gs2
with a family of functions v = ¥(f) converging to the constant vy, = —%10g(a f(zp)) in
H¥?%(S2) N H'(0S%) N L*°(S%) as ¢ = t; — oo suitably. Note that with the conformal dif-
feomorphism ® = ®(¢) = Wro ®(t) omz: $3 — S% we have

h=o*g

-1 — - 0D
D=iod+ Elog(\/det(dfbfdfb)) in §%, = io®+log(I—— on 0S5
for each ¢ > 0, where 7 again is the oriented unit tangent vector along 08%. Moreover, with

our short hand notation K¢ = Kj, = Kg*g = Kg o ®@, and letting ®r = ® o g, we have
Kh = KgO(DR = Kq)R.

and thus

By Corollary [4.4] then for #; — oo, with error o(1) — 0 as [ — oo, for suitable [ — oo at
t = t; we can write

/ a fo(Ko — a fo)*duy = / Koy —afo)*dpg, +o(DF
B s2

and

a/ Jo(Ko —afo)dpp = /2 (Ko — a for)dpigy +o(DF'2.
B s
Recalling from that Bj(z0)/\/af(zo0) = j(z0)/+/ f(z0) = kr we likewise see that
/ Bjo (ko — Bjo)dsy = kR/ (ko — ﬁj@R)zdsgsz +o()F
0B 085

as well as
ﬁ/ jo(ko — B joldsy = kR/ (Ko, — Bjog)dsg, + o(1)F*2.
0B as?

Moreover, both cubic terms from (4.8) can be bounded

| / (Ko — afo)’dpn| +| /a (ko — Bjo)’dsp| = 0(1)(F + G).
B B
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In view of (4.8) hence we have

1dF (pe+ [ (Ko~ afo,)dig,)”
——+G+
2dt p
(4 9) (zpt - kR fas% (kCDR - ﬁchR)ngSZ)Z
. " T +o(1)(F+G)

- 2/2 (Ko = af‘DR)Zd“gsz + kR/ 2 (Ko, = ’Bj(DR)zdsgsZ'
s 082

R
For clarity, in the following we also use indices to distinguish the outward normal v 52
along OS% from the outward normal v = vy along 0B.

5. FINITE-DIMENSIONAL DYNAMICS

Similar to [19] we can show that the flow equations - are shadowed by a sys-
tem of ordinary differential equations moving the center of mass of the evolving metrics in
direction of a suitable combination of the gradients of the prescribed curvature functions
f and j. Assuming that the metrics g(t) for ¢t = f; — oo concentrate at a point zy € 0B in
the sense described in Corollary[4.4} for any sufficiently large / € N we first establish the
relevant equations and estimates only for times ¢ > #; where the center of mass is at a dis-
tance from zy comparable to the distance at the time ;. As we summarise our results in
Lemma however, we are able to assert that under the assumptions of Theorem
this condition will hold true for all times ¢ > t; when [ is sufficiently large. In particular,
we have unconditional convergence a(t) — zg as t — oo,

Before entering into details we recall that the concentration point z, determines the
parameter R = R(zy) and thatwe have | Z]| = % =:r,X3= % =:00n 68% with boundary
curvature kp = 15—52 = 2 given by (4.5). Moreover, the outer normal along OSf? is given by
stz =(oz,—71).

The number R also determines p =lim;_, p(#;). Indeed, with error o(1) — 0 as [ — oo,

from (1.17) we have

1
U2 [ =2 [ foetaz=2 [ gettaz=2
P s2 pJB PJB

j +o(1
Bj(z) +0) ,Uh:—ﬁ joe'dsy = b jeldsy=2.
n=p 082 T—pJoB n—pJoB
Thus, in particular, with error o(1) — 0 as t — oco there holds

2p+0(1):af(zo)/ d,u;l+0(1):/ dpigg
Sk Sk

Lo 2R 2 47 R?
=27 (—) rdr=——s,
o ‘1+|Rr|? 1+ R?

and
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and
27 R? 2R?

+o(1), 1-
e oW e =nl oo

p= )+o0(l) =70 + o(1).

5.1. Expansion in terms of Steklov eigenfunctions. Let w = K¢ —a fp and set wr = womng.
We expand wp in terms of a sequence ¢;, i € Ny, of Steklov eigenfunctions of the Laplacean
on Si, satisfying the equations

o O
(5.1) —Agsz(/)i =2A;p; in s2, ai

V2
Sk

= Aikrp; on 08%,,

with eigenvalues 0 < A; < 141, i € Ny, and orthonormal with respect to the measure fig

defined by
/32 @dfir :2/52 (,od,ugs2 +kR/OSZ (pdsgsz.

R R R

Note that 1; — oo as i — oo, and that there holds

/82 V(Pi'V(Pj d:ugsz = /li((piy(Pj)LZ(S%yﬂR)» i,J €No.

R
Recall that we have the mini-max characterization

IVv|?
L2(S2)
(5.2) Ai= inf R

ZENo,
XcHl(SZ) dimX=i+1 peX\{0} ”V”

I2(S%,0R)

of the eigenvalues 1;, where L*(S%) = L*(S, itg,,) In particular, we have Ao = 0 with @g =
const; moreover, below we shall see that the coordinate functions Xj » both are Steklov
eigenfunctions with eigenvalues 1; = A, = 1 and that we have the spectral gap 1; > 1 for
i = 3. However, we first focus on the constant component

LT/R:][ wRdﬂR:(Z/ wRd,ug2+kR/ wRngz)// d,aR,
sz sz ¥ 982 0 sz

R
with
/ dﬂRZZ/ d.“gsz +kR/ dsgs2 =4p+2n0+0(1) =2(r+p)+o(1).
s sz N

R R
Also denote as

wR :f wRdugsz, II/R :f WR ngSz

s% 285

the averages of wg on Sf? and OS‘%, respectively, satisfying with error o(1) — 0 as ¢t = t; — oo
4p Wg+ 270 Wg

(5.3) = wp+o0(1)F'2.
4p+2n0

Lemma 5.1. With error o(1) — 0 as t = t; — oo there holds
1dF -
1dF .. _7w+p ( p( p)

1)(F
2dt 7 pm-p) Taap (RS wR) /le Wal dpr+ oL(F + G
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Proof. The right hand side of may be written as

[ et din= [ von-wntapns [ vt dg
S S2 S2

2
R R R
Moreover, we have

(o: + [ wrdpg,,)” 20Wr)?
SRp B (oo + ppr) +0(1)F

2
= % +4p ;1R +4p|Wgl> + 0(1)F

as well as

(Zpt—ka 2 WRdS )2 2 _ 7 )2
382 82) (pr—moig) + (L)
2(m—p) T—p
2

2
_ pjo —4p, g+ 20| Wr1: + 0o(DE,

so that
(o + fs§ wRdﬂgsz)z (200~ kg fasﬁ “’Rdsgsz)z

+
p 2(m~-p)
2 2

2
= &+4p[u‘/R+4p|ﬁ/R|2+ Py
p T—p

I:=

—4p ;g + 210| WR|* + 0(1)F(1)
P
) p(m—p)
Recalling that 7o = 7 — p + 0(1), and letting A = %pp, 1-A= % + o(1) for brevity, using
we can bound
(4p + 2]‘[0’)_1(4p| Wr|* +2n0|Wgl* — (4p + 2n0)|LDR|2) +0o(1)F
= Mtvgl* + (1 = DIWgl* - AWk + (1 = D Wgl* + o()F

= A1 = D) (|ig|* + | Wr|* - 2R WR) = M1 — A) |10k — Wrl* + o(1)F.

P2 +4p, (g — Wg) +4p|Wr|* + 2mo|Wg|* + 0(1)F(2).

But

+o(1);

2pmo pT—p)
+

(4p +270)A(1 - A) = (4p + 270) +0(1) =4
(T + p)? T+

thus, we obtain

1—/ \wr|*dfig = I — (4p + 210) | wWg|* + o(1)F
Sk

+ . - (t—p), . -
= p p%+4pt(wR—wR)+4p P IwR—wR|2+o(1)F
p(m—p) +
- 2
= 0P (py+ 22720 () o),
p(r—p) T+

and the claim follows from (4.9). O
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Note that for 1 < i <2 there holds
. 2 OXi
(5.4) —Ag X; =2X; in S, v

2
SR

= Vg2 = oX;/r on 68%.

Lemma5.2. The coordinate functions X » both are Steklov eigenfunctions with eigenvalues
A1 = A2 =1 and we have the spectral gap A; > 1 fori = 3.

Proof. The first assertion is immediate from (5.4). To see the second part of the claim,
suppose by contradiction that for some 0 < R < 1 with corresponding 0 < o < 1 there holds
A1 < 1 with a corresponding normalized eigenfunction ¢; satisfying

0:/ <P1dﬂR=/ Xl(PldﬂR=/ Xop1dfig.
S2 §2 sz

R R R
In view of the mini-max characterization of A, the latter depends continuously on R
or 0. Thus we may assume that 0 < o < 1 is minimal with this property.

We claim that o > 0. Indeed, suppose that 0 = 0. Then R = 1 and $% = $3 is the up-
per half-sphere with kg = 0. In view of we can extend ¢, by even reflection in 452
to a solution of the equation with 0 < A; < 1 on all of $2. But any such solution is
a linear combination of the functions X;, 1 < i < 3. In addition, even symmetry gives
f @1 Xsdpc, = 0. Hence ¢, is a linear combination only of the functions X; and Xo,
which is impossible by orthogonality.

Thus, 0 <o <1 and A; =1 (by minimality of o). The 1-homogeneous extension of ¢,
to the cone over S% in R3, given by ¢1(sX) = s¢1(X) for s > 0, X € S, then is harmonic.
But expanding ¢; in terms of spherical harmonics (the eigenfunctions of Ag) we see that
only the contributions from X;, 1 < i < 3, have a 1-homogeneous harmonic extension,
and ¢; =y X3 for some y # 0. But 0X3/0v 2 ==r= —C—r,Xg on 08%. A contradiction follows,

proving our claim. O
Expand wg — wg =) ;51 Vipi, with ¢; = X; /|| X; ”LZ(S%,ﬁR) for i =1,2, and split
F:= / \wg — wrl*dfig = Fy + E,
Sk
where 131 =112+ |vs|?, By = Y is3 lv;|2. Also splitting
Az —1 4 As+1 .

Gy + Go,
20 2 243 ¢

G= / |VwR|2dpgsz = ZMWHZ = Gl + Gz = Gl +
5% i=1

where G; = A1 (V1|2 + [v2]|?) = F; and G» = Yi=3 Ailvil? = /1313"2, from Lemmawe obtain
the differential inequality

LdF As-le As-lp +c‘1( +2¢,(lvg — 1 ))2<0(1)F
—_ wr—W = »
2dr 20y 2T T g PTG PTG iR T WR

p(T—p)
T+p0

(5.5)

where we set ¢, = for brevity.



32 M. Struwe

5.2. Equivalent norms. For the following analysis we also need to expand wg with respect
to the measure pr defined by

/<pduze=/ wduw/ @ dsj,
s2 s2 082

R R R

Observe that the L?-norms defined by pg and [ir are equivalent in the sense that with a
constant Cg > 1 for every ¢ € H'(S%) there holds
-1
Cr ”(p”LZ(S%,,pR) < ”(p”LZ(Si,ﬂR) < Cp ||(P||L2(s§?,uR)-
Next note that by (1.5) similar to (I.19) we have

/ wRd,uR:/ wRd,u;l+/ wRds;l:/wd,uh+/ wdsy,
N sz as? B 0B

(5.6) R R
:/(af—K)eZ”dz+/ (Bj—kye'dsy = 0.
B 0B

Moreover, let = = (£, Z,) be given by

Ei:/ XinduR:/ Xind/vL]'1+ Xindez’ i=1,2.
s2 s2

2
R R asR

Observe that with error o(1) — 0 as t = ; — co we have

(5.7) / Xl-d,u,-lzo(l), / Xidsﬁzo(l).
s as?
In addition, for 1 < i, k < 2 with a constant cg > 0 there holds
(5.8) / Xi<pkdu,-l+/ Xi(pkdsh:CRéik-l-O(l);
3 2S5
hence

Z;=cpvi+o()F?+ O E}?, i=1,2.
Set Y1 = span{l, X;, X>} and let Y> be its L%(S? , Lgr)- orthogonal complement. Also let
-1/ .
Yo = (fslgq d,uR) 1 2, Vi = Xi/”Xi”LZ(S%,pR)’ i =1,2, and let v, k = 3, be an LZ(SZ,MR)—
orthonormal basis for Y,. Expand wg =} ;50 x;¥;. Then with Fy = p% we can write

F=Fy+ ) Ixi*+0()F

i=1
where the error o(1) — 0 as ¢ = f; — oo results from (5.7), (5.8). Split
F=Fy+F+FE+oF Fi= ) Ik F=) kP

1<i<2 i=3

Equivalence of the L?-norms gives the following result.

Lemma 5.3. With error o(1) — 0 as t = t; — oo there holds

C}_EZFZ < ﬁ'z < C}Z?FZ
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Proof. Since for k = 3 there holds ¢ L 12(8%,ip) Y1 we can write

Vk:/z <pkadﬂR=/ $r Y Kiyidfg, k=3.
§2

Sk ri=3

Hence by Holder’s inequality there holds

B=Y vlf=Y (Vk/2 @rwrdfR) :/s (D viwr Y xiwi)dir

pe >3 SR 2 k=3 i=3
<UL kWil | L Viepklisg o
i>

A 1 1.
< Crll ¥ xivillizqsg i B2 = CrBy By * < SCiFa + S o

i=3

Similarly, since y/; L2 ) Y1 for i >3 we likewise have

K 2/2 1/11'11/1%1,“}?:/2 Vi ka(PdeR» 123,
S5 S

k=3

and thus
E=) Ixil*= / Wiwrdugr) = | Y KiW; Y Vi@rdlr
i=3 z>3 SR i=3 k=3
<| Z Kz'Wz”LZ(SZ HR)” Z Vk(Pk”LZ(SZ R
i=3
N 1 1 o
< CrE2I Y xiWillppsz g = CrE, 2 F5'2 < SFa+ ECf?FZ.
i=3

Our claim follows. O

The components of = evolve as a gradient flow. To see this, as in [19] an important in-
gredient is a Kazdan-Warner type set of constraints for the curvature that reflect the action
of conformal changes of the metric.

5.3. The conformal group of Sﬁ. Recall that the gradient vector fields VX;, 1 < i < 3,
together with the generators of rotations around the coordinate axes in R® generate the
Moébius group M of the sphere. Via the map W and scaled stereographic projection g =
‘I’I_{l we can lift the Mobius group M of the ball B to the subgroup Mg = {V go®omng; ® € M}
of M preserving the circle OS%. As an important consequence of this correspondence we
observe that, in particular, for any ¢ € T;; M there holds (dWg-¢) ong € T;3Mp, and con-
versely. This will be crucial in the following section.

Convenient representations can be obtained, as follows. Let ® € M. After a rotation in
the plane, by we may assume that with some 0 < a < 1 there holds ®(z) = ®,(z) = f:a“z
forz=(x,y)=x+iye€ R? = C. Thus, ® maps the origin to the point P = (a,0) € R? and
preserves the points (—1,0) and (1,0). We call P = ®(0) the center of mass of ®.
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Conformally mapping the ball to the half plane Ri ={(x,y) € R?; x > 0} via the map

1-z

y(2) =175 with yz =7yoy = id, taking the circle to the line {(0, y); y € R} and such that

¥(1,0)) =(0,0), y(0,0)) = (1,0), ¥ (2) = (0, Fo0),

lim
z=(x,y)€B,(x,y)—(-1,£0)
we may represent ® as ® =y o ® oy where ®: R?> — R? satisfies ®(1,0) = (¢,0) with 0 < £ =
i;—g < 1and ®(0,0) = (0,0), ®(0, y) — (0, +00) as y — +oo. Thus, ® = §, with §.(z) = £z, and
we have

Doy =7y0d, =Y.
Next, now also allowing general a € C as in (2.1), for any v we have ® iy ,(e'¥ 2) = eV ® 4 (2);
that is, there holds
Dy, =eVodjoe Y,
where we identify the number e’¥ with the rotation e'¥ (z) = e'¥ z. Factoring this map via
Y, and setting
l1-eW+(1+e )z
l+e Wt(l-eW)z

yoe_iwo)/::pu,: Ri 3z~
we find the representation
D iy, 0) = eVod oyoyoe Voy= ei‘//oygopu,,
Since the maps W and ¥ g = 2 o ¥ commute with rotations, there thus also holds
WroDyivg0r = eV oyroyeopy.

Finally, for a, z € B and any ¢ € R we also let
ip 2ta

1+az

The above formulas allow to easily compute the differential of the map @ o®,, in stere-
ographic coordinates with respect to both z and a in B.

Dup(2)=e

5.4. A Kazdan-Warner identity. Similar to the case of the prescribed curvature problem
on S2, the conformal invariance of the Liouville energy

1 2

R
where kg is the boundary geodesic curvature in the standard metric, gives rise to anumber
of constraints that the curvatures

(5.9) Kg=e " (-Ag,u+1)
and

_u, ou
(5.10) kg=e""( +kg)

of any conformal metric g = e? §s2 on Sf? naturally satisfy. Our approach to these results

is modelled on the derivation of the corresponding Kazdan-Warner type constraints on S?
in [8], Corollary 2.1.
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To see conformal invariance of the Liouville energy Ej, we first observe that for any
metric g as above the function u is a critical point of the energy

_ 1 2u u
Ex k(u) = Eo(u) — E/Sz Ke ™ dug, _/682 ke“dsg,,
R R
where K = Kg, k = kg. We then have the following result.
Lemma 5.4. Forany ue€ H! (S%) and any ® € My, there holds
Eo(u) = Ep(v),

where
1
(5.11) v= u0®+§10g(\/det(dq)fdtl>)) in S,

similar to (2.2). Again we note that since ® is conformal, on 68% we have v = uo®+log(| % )
with the positively oriented unit tangent vector T along OS%.

Proof. i) First consider the case u = 0. Observe that by naturality of the curvature and (5.9),
(5.10) for v = %log(\/ det(d®!d®)) with any ® € My in view of e’ g = ®* g¢» we have

e 2 (~Ag,v+1) =Ky, 00 =1,

and v also solves the equation 61//61/% =kr(eV-1) on 68%.
Thus, v is a critical point of the functional Ej ,, where

1

Ey k(1) = 51, (IVul? +2u- ezu)oiugs2 + kR/ ) (u—-e" dsg,
s2 382

for any u € H'(S%), and for any ¢ € H'(S%) we find

ov
<dE1,kR(V);(P>H1xH1:/ @
osz Ovg

+kr(1—e")dsg, =0.

It follows that for any ® € My and a C'-family of Mébius transformations ®(t) € My with
®(0) = id and ®(1) = @, letting v(7) = 3log(\/det(dD(1)dD())) we have

d dv
EEl,kR(v(t)) = <dEl,kR(U)) E>H_1xH1 = 0)

whence
Ey iy (0(1)) = Ep 1 (v(0)) = E1, 1 (0).
Since clearly for any ® € Mg and v = %log(\/ det(dd!d®d)) as above we also have

L[ o v L[ Vderaotan
2/812?(3 dug, + kR/aS%e dsg, = > /s% det(d®'dd)dug,

0o 1
+kR/68%|g|dsgsz = E/S% dpg +kR/682 dsge,,

R

we conclude

(5.12) Ey(v) = Eo(v(1)) = Ep(v(0)) = Ep(0) = 0.
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ii) Expanding the quadratic term and integrating by parts, for the general case with v =
uo®+ %log( vV det(d®!d®)) by part i) and conformal invariance of the Dirichlet integral
we have

1
EO(U):—/ (IV(uo®)*+2uo® dug,
2 S% s

1
+—/ V(uo(I))Vlog(\/det(d@tdCD))d,ug2+kR/ uoddsg,
2 2 S 552 S

Sk

= Ey(u) +/ (o ®)\/ det(dPtdd) — u) d,ugs2
S

)

N » )(1 Olog(v/ det(dd!d®d))

2
asR 0'\/82

R

+kr)dsg, — kr /632 udsg,,
R

where we also used (5.12) and the fact that w = %log(\/ det(d®!d®)) solves (5.9) with K =
1, as noted in part i) above. Since w also solves (5.10) with kg = kg, and since we have

log(v/det(d®'dd)) = 210g(| |) on 082, a change ofvarlables gives

o (ue®)Vdet(d®'d®) —wdug, =0
R

as well as
10log(\/det(d®'d®))
/ (o ®)(z—2 + k) dsg,
asz aVSZ
0o
=kp (uoCD)I Iclsgs2 = kR/ udsgsz,
as% 085,
proving our claim. O

Next let g = e? g be any conformal metric on S% with Gauss curvature and boundary
geodesic curvature given by (5.9), (5.10). From the conformal invariance of E, established
in Lemma we obtain the following Kazdan-Warner type condition for the curvature
functions K = Kg and k = kg. For clarity we use the directional derivative dK instead of
the gradient VK, as the latter also depends on the metric whereas the former does not.

Lemma 5.5. For anyé € T;yMp there holds

1 -
/ dK-Edpg+ / dk-& dsg =0.
2/s 082,

Proof. Let &e T;uMpg and let ®(¢) € Mz be a C! -family of Mobius transformations defined
in a neighbourhood of ¢ = 0, with ®(0) = id and such that 22 !t 0 6 Invariance Eyp(u) =
Ey(u(1)) of the Liouville energy of

u(t) = uo®(t) + %log(\/det(dd)t(t)dd)(t)))



Prescribed curvature on the disc 37

gives

1
EK,k(u(t)):Eo(u)—g/zKoq)(t)_lezudﬂgsz —/682 ko®(n e dsg,.

SR R

Criticality of Eg r(u) then yields the equation

d 1 _ _
0= E|t:0EK,k(u(t)) = E/S% dK'fdﬂg"'/aS%dk'fdsg,
as claimed. O

5.5. The motion of the center of mass. We now return to the setting of Corollary[4.4/and
again denote as u = u(t) a solution of the flow - concentrating as t = t; — oo
at a point zp € 0B and as v = v(t) its normalized companion given by with R = R(zgp)
and a family of conformal diffeomorphisms ® = ®(¢) of the disc B.

Recall that we defined ® = ®(1) = Ygo ®(1) og: S5 — S% and set

g=nhg=e""ge, h=njh=0"g=e""gg,
where ~
- - . ]- = = . 2 - - = a@ 2
V=uo®d+ Elog(\/ det(d®'d®)) in Sy, V= uoCI>+log(|a—T|) on 0S5y

for each t > 0, and where 7 is the oriented unit tangent vector along 68%.
Let

N L)
(5.13) &= (dcb)‘la =(d¥R-&omp

be the vector field generating the flow (®(#)) >0, where ¢ = (d®) ' ®, as before. Similar to
[19], formulas (17) and (18), we then have

_ .Ee?
p9Tce) on 0S3.
T

_ 1 _ - - _
U=l 0D+ Ee_zydivsz({ezv) in S%, Dp=b;oD+e”
Using that our normalization (2.6) implies

1 1
—/ Zd,u}‘l+/ ZdS}‘l:—/’WRezde+/ 'WReVdSo:O,
2Js 382 2 /B oB

and observing that we have dZ = 72 in S% and0Z/0t=71-dZ =71 aswell as Vs2 .{=0and

2
R

hence ¢ = 77-¢ on 85%, we then compute
0= d(l Zdup+ | Zdsp)= | Zvduj+ | Zuds;,
_dt 2 52 llh 082 h) = s2 t ﬂh 552 t h
R R R R
:/ ZthO(i)duh‘l‘/ Zﬂtoq_)ds;l
s 284
(5.14) 1 e
. £ 20 T-¢ge
+5/52 Zdivg (e ”)(,i,lvtg52+/0s2 ZTngsz

R R

- - 1 - -
:/ leth)dll]fl'i'/ Zﬁtoq)dsh_é/ ER2€duh_/ édS]jl
sz as2 s2 as2

R
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The vector

(1]

::1/ e dpj + Eds;l:/ ZutOQ_)du,-ﬁ/ Zigoddsj,
2/s 083 2 083
uniquely determines ¢. Note that we have ii;0® = u;o® oy = wp; hence Z = E.

Now, given a time f, := #; > 0 we choose coordinates such that ®(fy) = @, for some
0 < ap <1 and we express = = Z; + iZp. At times ¢ near ) we then have ®(¢) = ® iy, =
ePod, o0e ™ for 0 < a=a(t) <1, ¢ = ¢(1) satisfying a(ty) = ao, ¢p(t) = 0, and, with 0 <

£ = } +z° < 1, for the motion of the center of mass P = P(t) = e’? a the following holds.

Lemma 5.6. With real coefficients A; = A;(zg) > 0 and complex erroro(1) - 0inC asl — oo
there holds

((Ar+ 0(1))— +i(Ax + o(1))—¢)|t 5 = ~€0Z.

Proof. i) From (5.13) we have

1
E:_/(dwR-é)oanunw/ (Y-S omr dsuy
2 Si 68%

1
= —/(dlllR'f) dup+ | (dygr-$)dsy.
2/ 0B
Given ty = t;, for ¢ close to ty as in [19], p. 39, by slight abuse of notation we set

Dy, (1) = D(19) "' D(1) = D) D yigin oy

SO thatf— andwelete=¢€(t) = 1+a 2 with e(tp) = €.
In stereographlc coordinates we can represent @, oy = y,. Thus, and with y ! o CI);O1 =
(@gy0p) 1= ygo , for £ we obtain the representation

d _ _ . .
foy=—(®yoy) = a(YOY lodg oeod 070y

_ .do .do _ ad da
= dy(dye, oYeo)i Yoy —i— -y +dy(dyey oYeo) (oY)
. L, d¢ .do _,dye de da
= idy(dye,) ' —=Ye, — i——y +dy(d
tdyldye) =g Yeo m U Y AY@Ye) 2
where all terms are evaluated at ¢ = £;. With
-2 dye(z) de 2
= , = d , —_— =,
WA= “ae L WED T T ar
and writing € = € for brevity, at ¢ = £, we thus have
_((+e2)? d¢ 4z da
f(y(z))—z(su eYe@- ”Z))dt TR dr
1-(e2)? \d¢ 4zy(z) da
1 —_ -
W(Z)( e(1— 22) )dt+8(1—z2)(l+a)2 dt
, 1-¢? d¢ 4zy(z) da
_ZY(Z)(e(l 2 1" ))dt -2 (1+a)? dt
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Now interpreting each z as a vector z € R? with dual co-vector z?, satisfying z'z = |z|2,

z'iz =0, we also have
2R(1 + R?|z|> —2R%zz")

dygr(z) =

(1+R?|z]?)?
at each z € B. Thus, and computing
1 1-z2  1-x*+y*+2ixy
1-22 [1-2%212 (1-x2+y»)2+4x2y?
as well as
z _z(l—Zz)_(x+iy)(1—x2+y2+2ixy)
1-22  |1-2z2)2 1 - z2[2
x1-x*-y")  y0+x*+y*) x(-1z")  .yQ+lzl)
TTe2r U ie2r 2P -2p
we have
. da 90 d¢
edyr(y(2)-&(y(2) = mY(z)E +(1-¢ )ny(Z)E

with 1 = My + i, L = Ay + i1 given by
8R(1-R%|ly(z)Hx(1—|z1*) . 8Ry(1+|z|?)

N Ry @2 -2P0+a? U+ RIy@ P - 2P0+ a)?

and, with error |O(e)| < Ce as € — 0,
4R(1-R?ly(2)|>)xy . 2RA-x*+y?)

PRyl 22 T i eyepn 22 T 0
With
1-z (1-201+2) 1-|z]*>-2iy
L e B P g
this gives
(5.15) edyp(y(2)-E(y(2) = m% +1-A(n+ O(e))%

where now m = my + i my with
_ BRI-Rly(@)")x(1—|z*)?
L+ Ry (2221 - 22211 + 212 (1 + @)
16RY*(1 +|z|?)
+
(1+R?ly(2)12)11 — 22?1 + z|>(1 + a)?
3 8R((1-R*Iy(@P)x(1—1219)%*+2(1 + R*y (@)1 y*(1 + |21))

= >0
(1+ R?ly(2)12)211 - 221?11 + zI?(1 + a)?

ny
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and
16R(1 - R*ly(2)[)xy(1 - zl*)
T+ R2y (21221 - 2212[1 + z[2(1 + @)2
8Ry(1+zI*)(1 -1zl
4
1+ R2|y(2)|2)I1 - 2221+ 212 (1 + a)?
_ 8Ry(1-1zP)((1+ R?ly(2)))(1 + |21*) = 2(1 - R®|y (2)|*) x)
- 1+ R2[y(2)|2)211 - 22121 + 22 (1 + a)? ’
moreover, n = ny + i n, with
4Ry(1-x*+y?) 4R(1- R?|y(2)|®)xy(1 —|zl?)

nmy =

GG +R2ly(2)D)1 - 2221 +212  (1+R2y(2)12)2]1 - 2221 + 2|2
4Ry((L+R*ly(2)A) (1 - x* + y*) — 1 - Ry (2)|)x(1 - |2[*)
B 1+ Ry (@211 - 2221+ 2P
and
" 8R(1 - R?|y(2)$)xy? 2R(1-1z12)(1 - x*+ y?)

T W R @PRL- 2RI+ 22 (L+ R @)L 22FIL + 27
2R(401- R?ly (@M xy* + 1+ R*|y (2| (1 - 219 (1 - %% + 7))
) 1+ Ry (@ P21 - 2|1 + 22
ii) Observe that with |1 — z%| = |1 - z||1 + z|, |1 — z|> = (1 — x)? + y?, and also estimating
|1-1z|| < [1- zl, we readily see that m, is bounded, uniformly in £. Moreover, simplifying
the expressions for m, and n derived above, we can see that also these terms are uniformly

bounded.
Indeed, using that |y(z)| =

[1-z|
|1+z|

we first compute
(L+R%ly (@) (1 +12l") - 2(1 - R’y (2) ) x
=1+ x*-2x+y)+ Ry 1P A+ x* +2x+ %)
=1-zl*+R*|y(2) |1 + zI> = (1 + R*)|1 - z|.
Splitting |1 — z%1%2 = |1 - z|?|1 + z|? and also noting that for x > 0 there holds
1+ R?|y(2)H)1 + z|* = |1 + z|* + R*|1 — z|?
=(1+x)*+R*(1-x)*+(1+RHy* =1,
we then see that
_ 8R(1+R?)y(1-1zl%)
1+ R?ly(@2?1 +z* A+ a)?’
and m; is uniformly bounded, as claimed.

mp
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Similarly, with |y(2)[|1 + z| = |1 — z| we compute
A+R*ly (@) (1 - x* +y*) - 1 - Ry (2)[)x(1 - x* - y°)
=(1-001-x+A+x)y*) + Ry @ ((1+x)1 - x*) + (1 - x)y*)
=1+0((1-x%+y*) + 1 -0R*ly (@) ((1+x)*+y?)
=1+ 01—z + 1 -0)Ry @1 +z* = (1+x) + Q- x)R?)[1 - 2|
to obtain
o = ARy(1+R*ly(@)H) (1 - x* + y*) = (1 - R*ly(2)|A)x(1 - |z]%))
(1+R2|y(2)12)2[1 - 22|21 + z|?
_4Ry(A+x+(0-x)R?)
1+ R2ly (2?21 +2|*

and also |n;| < C < 0o, uniformly in €.
Finally, with

1-x*-y)0-x*+yH=1-xH* -y =1 -0*A+x)?*-y*
= (1 -2+ y*) (1 +x)*F y*) Faxy?

and
I1-Z22 =1+ 21 -2 = (1L + 0%+ y*) (1 - 0)* + y?)

we can write
(41 - Ry (2 xy* + 1+ Ry (2)1) (1 — x* — y*) A — x* + y?))
I1— 22|21 + z|?
_(1+x)2—y2 (l—x)z—y2
 1+z4 11— z[2|1+ z|?
A+ -y +R((1-x°-y*)  (1+x02+R*(1-x%-(1+R)y?
B 11+ z|4 a 11+ z[4 '

+R%|y(2)?

to find
2R(1+x0)?*+R*(1-x)?- 1+ RH)y?)

1+ R?ly (22?1 + z|*

and again we see that 7, is uniformly bounded on R?, uniformly in €.
iii) With (5.15) we can write

nyp =

d d
25::5/(dwR-5)e2“dz+2s/ (dyg-Oe'dsy = 422 + 4P
B OB dt dt
with
. 2voy voy
A= Rime Apyg, +2 mime dsyg.,
and

- 2voy voy
B:= /2 ne " dpyrg, +2/ neldsyg, +0(),
R2 oR2
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where m = m; + imy, n = n; + iny as above. Since by part ii) the terms m, and n,; are both
bounded uniformly in € > 0, with error o(1) — 0 as [ — oo there holds

2
M2 e dpty g, + 2/ , m2e"T dsy g
R2 oR2

= | mye?"™Vdpyg, + 2/ mpe" dsy+g , +0(1) = 0(1)
R2 oR2

by symmetry, observing that v, = lim;_., v(#;) given by Corollary[4.4)is even in y, where
z=x=* iy € B, whereas my is odd; similarly

2vo0 vo
[ome T auygo vz [ mer sy,

+ +

= /[R2 m e2”°°°7dpy*gR2 +2/a ,m e’V dsyg , +0(1) = 0(1).

+

With boundedness of m; and n, it likewise follows that
A+o(l) = / my e?V=°Y dply+g., +2/ m; e”"ooyafs,,*g[Rz >0,
R2 oR2

and

B+o(l) = i/ np €' diiys g, +2i/ ng e dsyrg ,.
RS or2

iv) Finally, we also determine the sign of the latter integrals. Note that

2R

2 2 VooOY — -1 2

Uy g2 (2) = (Il + z|?

Thus on R? we obtain the expression
2R}((1+x)*+R*(1-x)?-(1+R*y*)dz
af(zo)(1+R?|y(2)[2)*1 + 23

Moreover, on 0R? with x = 0 and |y(z)| = 1 on dR? we find

8R?((1+x)*+ R*(1-x)*— (1+R»)y*)dy
Vaf(z0) 1+ Ry (2)|%)31 + 2/

B 8R2(1-y*)dy

 Vaf () (1+R22(1+ y2)3

Now, with the recursion formula

2V,
nae™ >y g, =

n2 evooode'y* gIRz =

dy 1 Y 2n-3 dy
(5.16) — = — + —, n=2,
1+y21" 2n-=-2[1+y?|1"1 2n-2) |1+y?"!
we obtain
1-y° 2 1 1y 1 dy
— T _dy= - dy=-—"->+- [ ——.
1+ 2 /(|1+y2|3 TESE L R TTES ALY Arpeer:
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It then follows that

. 8R? 1-y?
/ np e’ dsy g, = 2)2 / 234V
or? Vaf(zg)(1+R2)2 Jr 11+ y

4R? d
= / y2 sdy>0.
Vaf(@)(1+R2)? Jg1+y?]
Similarly we have
a f(zo) /2 nzeszoyd“?’*ng
[R+

_/ 32R3((1+ %)%+ R2(1- 02— (1 + R y?)dz
Jr (L+ Ry (2?1 +2[® '

2
But writing )
(1+x)*+R?(1 - x)* - (1 + RH)y?
=2(1+x)*+R*(1-0%) - (11 + 2> + R*1 - z|*),
and recalling that we have

(1+R%ly (@)1 + zI*> = |1 + z1* + R*|1 - 2/,

we find
(Xf(Z()) 2 U000
2R 20 e
(1+x)?+R*(1-x%dz / dz
g2 (11+z[>+R?|1-2zH)* g2 (I1+2z12+ R?[1- 233

We can compute the latter integrals, as follows. Let s > 0 such that

1+R>)s*>=(0+x)%+R*(1-x°

Then we have
11+ 2z +R*11-z|> =1+ R?)(s* + y?)
and
(1+x)?+R*(1-x)%dz dz
g (L+z2+R2[1-z])* _/Ri (11+zI2 + R2]1 - z|2)3
_ 2(1+R?»)s*dxdy dxdy
- /[Ri (1 +R2)4(82 _|_y2)4 _/[Rgr (1 +R2)3(82 _|_y2)3

3 1 (/ 2s%dxdy / dxdy )
T (1+ R2)3 R? (s2 + y2)4 R2 (s2+y2)3)

But with (5.16) we have

/ 2s%dy :/ 2s%dy :55_5/ dy :§/ dy
R(32+y2)4 R(1+y2)4 3 R(1+y2)3 3 R(32+y2)3’
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and
af(zp) 20000y 2/ dxdy
oV d L+ =— > 0.
2R Jpe nze Hy gee = 3 g2 (1+ R (2 + 23
The proof is complete. O

5.6. Expressing = in terms of VJ. Using the Kazdan-Warner type identity derived in Lemma
5.5 we now show that = is related to the gradient of the functions J at zy. To set up the
proof, recall that we have = = (£, Z,) with

Ei:/ Xi(afq,R—Kq)R)du;ﬁ/ Xl'(:Bj@R_kQR)der
s as3
Moreover, with error o(1) — 0 as ¢t = t; — oo for 1 < i < 2 there holds

/2 Xi(afop, — Kog)dujp =
s

R
as well as

/ Xi(ﬁjq)R_k(DR)dSh:
as%

1/2
af(Zo) si Xi(af(I)R —chR)d/Jgs2 +o(1)F(p)

Xi(Bjoy — kap)dsg, + o) F(1)"2.

1
vaf(zy) /asg

Using the spherical metric as background, we now seek to find more convenient expres-
sions for these integrals.
Recall from (5.4) that for 1 < i <2 there holds the equation

(5.17) ~Ag X; =2X;.

Integrating by parts, for 1 < i <2 we then obtain

2/32 X,-(a:fch —Kq:.R)d[,tgsz = _/82 ASin(afq)R —Kq)R)d[.tgsz

(5.18) 8 :
- /2 VX;- @V fo, — VKo,)dpg, —/
S 0

R

0X;
s Vs

(anDR - K(DR)ngSZ ’

where the gradient VX; has the expression
VX;=e¢;—X;X on Si.

We would like to use Lemmato deal with the term involving VKo, (and a similar one
involving Vko, appearing later). Unfortunately, we cannot assert V.X; € T; 4 Mg; this would
only be true if R = 1, which we exclude. However, we can compensate the infinitesimal
rotation induced by VX; to obtain some ¢; € T;;Mp, as follows. First, consider the case
i = 1. The vector field X A e induces rotations around the X,-axis. Recalling that X3 =

p2
ng = ¢ on 053, we see that

e3- (VX1 +0X Aep) = (0—X3)X; =0 0n aS5.
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Thus, the conformal deformation generated by ¢; := VX; + 0 X A e, preserves OS%, and
¢1 € TjqMp. Similarly, we have ¢, := VX, —0X A e € T;;Mpg. Hence, splitting

/S2 VXl . (anq)R - VK@R)dugsz = /SZ fl . (CZVf(DR - VKq)R)d/,lgsz
R

R

- 0/2 (XA eZ) : ((XVf(I)R - VK(I)R)dligsg,
SR
and similarly for i = 2, we can use Lemmal5.5|to eliminate the curvature. The error terms
thus arising, as well as the boundary term in (5.18) and similar terms involving § jo, — ko,
can be dealt with by means of the following lemma. As before we represent Z = yr(z) =

2, — 1z € 0S5 with z € 0B, and we extend j as well as kg harmonically onto B.

Lemma 5.7. We have the identities

0X;
(5.19) / —l(afch - K@R)dsgsz = I’(T/ Zi (ﬁ]qy - qu)dSo
osz 0Vg2 0B
and
(5.20) / X (B jog — kog)dsg, =1° / zi(Bjo — ka)dso,
N 0B
as well as the equations
(5.21) /2 (X/\ eg) . (anq)R — VKCDR)d,ugsz = —r/ 21 (ﬁ]q) — kq:.)dSo
s2 OB
and
(5.22) / , (XNep) (BVjo, — qu)R)dsgS2 =-(1 +0)/ 21 (Bjo — ko)dsp.
s 0B

Moreover, there holds

/ 0X; 0(Bjog — ko)
as% 0t ot

dsg, =/ zZi(Bjo — ka)d sy
oB

(5.23) :l/ 0X; 0(Bjoy — koy)

- dsg,.

Proof. With vz = (0z,—r) there holds
SR

0X;

= Vg VX; =0z, along 0S5

Also recalling (1.18), with d Sge = rd Sr* g ON OS% we then obtain

0X; .
/ 3 = (@ fo, — Koy)dsg, = Ur/ zi(B jo — ko)dso;
as3 0Vs2 B
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moreover, we have

/ Xi(Bjor — kogdsg, = rz/ zi(Bjo — ko) dso,
055 0B

as claimed in (5.19) and (5.20).
The latter integral may also be interpreted differently. Using the equation
0°z;

—Aspzi = _Wﬂl =z;0ono0B,

for 1 < i <2 we obtain

; . 0z; 0(Bjp — ko)
/aBZi(ﬁ]fD_ch)dSo:—/GBAaBZi(,B]q)—k(D)dsO:/636_(;'6];;;(!)@d50

With 3—(7) = (=2, 21) for z = €'? on 0B, we can express the unit tangent 7 along ‘35%: in scaled
stereographic coordinates as 7 = (-2, 21,0) = (3—5),0), and % =7-VX; = g—fg. Also observ-

ing that 6” =102 54 that

T ro¢g’
0Bjo, — k 10(Bjop—k
(5.24) (ﬁ]q’gT o) _ - (ﬁ]g’(p ®) o 715 on 952,
we can write . .
0z; 0 Bjo—ko) , [ 0X;0(Bjo, — koy)
——dSo = ng 2
B 0 0 osz 07 ot ’

and the first part of (5.23) follows.
With vp(2z) = z, and thus with gvi; = vp-e; = z; along 0B, upon integrating by parts we

also find
/ Zi(,ijb_kd))dsO:/
OB
_/ 0(Bjo— kq)) _/ 0z; 0(P jo — kcp)
OB

0vp BaVB 0vp

(5.25)

On the other hand, with 7z (X) = £ R

=vg -dng =1vp ondS%, and there
R r

holds
0B jor — koy) . 0(Bjo — ko)
(5.26) r#:rv%ﬂ((ﬂ]@—k@)on}y) ZTOHR-
Similarly, with 5 0Xi 0 z; we have ; a@Xz =z;= az, , and from (5.25) there results
SR Sk
. 1 0X; 0(Bjoy — kay)
/ Zi(ﬁjrb — k(I))dS() = _/ a 1 ﬁ]qa)}? Op ngsz,
0B 0 Jos3 OVs2 Vs2

which completes the proof of (5.23).
With the identities div(X Aey) =0, X AV 2 =T and observing that there holds

(XNe) v =V AX)-er=-T-e=-2 OHOS%,
R R
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with (1.18) we see that

/ (XAe) (aVfe, — VI(q>R)al/,LgS2 = / v - (X ANed)(afo, — Kq>R)dsg52
2 asz f

R

= _/ 21 (ﬁj(DR - kq)R)ngSZ = _r/ 21 (,B](I) - kq))d807
as3 0B

proving (5.21).
Similarly, with (5.24)), (5.25), and observing that
(5.27) (X/\€2)'T=(T/\X)'egzl/si'eg:O’Zz on 68%,

as well as recalling (5.26), we obtain

5 (XA 62) ' (ﬁv](DR - Vk(DR)ngsg
a5y

3 0Bjor —kogp)  0(Bjoy — koy)
- 083 (ne) (VS%* ovg i ot )dsgsz

0Bjo, —k o —
:_/ . (Bjog q)R)ng52+/ Uzza(ﬁjcp k@)dso
052 0vg OB d¢o

0Bjo—k
=—/ Zlmdso—/ 0z1(Bjo— ka)dso
OB 0vp oB

=—(1+ U)/ z1(Bjo — ko)d so,
0B
showing (5.22). O

Lemma 5.8. With error o(1) — 0 as t = t; — oo there holds

25,~:a/ g‘,--dfq)Rdu;l+2/3/ &i-djogdsy +o(DF(OY?, i=1,2.
s% as2

Proof. With the Kazdan-Warner type identity established in Lemma letting 2 = a f (zo)
we find

L=« (fl-dfchd,u;l+2ﬁ/ fydjq;RdSh
as2 as3
:/ fl'(adfq)R—qu)R)d[Jfl-FZ/ fl'(ﬁdj(pR—qu)R)dS}‘l
s2 255,
=y / &1 @V fo, — VKo, )dpg,,
Sk

+2y—1/ 261-(ﬁqu>R—chpR)dsgsz+0(1)F(t)1/2.
082,
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But using that

_ aXl _ a 2 d- _ . 2
(5.28) 61.‘/5%2_6 +0(X/\e2)-v5§—00n Sz div(X Aep) =0in Sy

VS%
so that also

dl'V(,tl = divVX1 = AXl = —2X1,
we have

/32 fl . (anch _VKfDR)d:ugsz = 2/32 Xl(afch —Kq)R)d,ugsz.
R

R

Similarly, successively using (5.23), (5.22), and (5.20) of Lemmal5.7|we obtain

1 (BV jor — Vkaoy)dsg, =/ ) VX1 (BV jor — Vkog)dsg,,
oS

2
Sy 2

+0 2()(/\eg)-(,BVj(pR—V]Cch)ngs2
0S5

:((1+U)—U(1+0))/ z1(Bjo — ko)dsy
OB

=(1—02)/ Zl(ﬁjq>—kq>)d80=r2/ z1(Bjo — ko)dso
0B 0B

- / X1 (B — kg dsg .
052

R

It follows that

I =2y72 /2 X (@ foog — Kaog)dhigg,
S

R

+2)/_1/ X1 (B — kop)dsg, + o()F(n'?

R

:2/2 Xl(anR—KQR)du;l—t-Z/ 2Xl(,Bjch—kch)ds,-l+0(1)F(t)”2
s G

=25, +o()F(0)'2.

With a similar computation for =5, the claim follows.

O

For the following key result, as in Lemma [5.6|for some #; — oo as in Corollary[4.4]at a
given time fp = f; we again rotate coordinates so that ®(z) = ®,is, with 0 < a = a(f) < 1
and ¢ = ¢ (1) satistying a(ty) = ap and ¢(fp) =0, and we set 0 < € = L:—Z < 1 with €(1p) =: €.

Since time will be fixed, for convenience we again simply write ¢ instead of &.

Lemma 5.9. With R given by 4.5) and with error o(1) — 0 as | — oo at time &

holds
B 16meR3/ f(z0) + j2(z0)

(1+ R?)?f(20)

[1]

VJ(zo) + o(DE(D)Y? + o(e).

= 1 there
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Proof. i) Recall that with )/2 = a f(zp) from Lemmawe have

25y = a')/_z /2 ¢1 'Vﬁdeﬂgsz
Sk

+2py”" /682 &1+ Vijopdsg, +o(F ().
R

Again using (5.28), we can achieve a first reduction by integrating by parts at the time 7
and using symmetry to obtain, with a = ay as above,

/52 61 'qu)Rd,ngsz :2/52 le%dUgsz = 2/52 Xl (fq)R —f(d))d[,l,gsz 21211.
R

R R
The second term may be split

61-qu>Rdsgsz :/ ZVXl'Vjchngsz+0'/ 2(X/\eg)-Vjchdsgs2
as 082

as% 2
0X; 0j 80X, 0j
:/ 1 ]cDRdsgser/ 0X1 0jop dsg,
osz Ovg2 OV osz 0T 07
ajq)R 6j®R
e an?(X/\eZ).(vsiavsﬁe T 0t )dsgsz
= 6X1 ajq>R aXl Ojch
_/03%((61/5%+U(XA62)'VS§?)6VS§+(¥+U(XA62)'T) o )ngsz-

: : . : 0Z _
But with (5.28) the first of the latter terms vanishes; moreover, recalling (5.27) and 3% =

(— 25, z1) we see that
0X; 2
—+0(XAe) T=(0"-1)z0=-T1

0t
Hence, after integration by parts with r% = rz; = X there results

2Z2 = —I‘XZ.

. ajCDR

2
952,

:/ X1 jopdsgg, :/ X1(jor — j@))dsg, =:11.
as2, Ny

R

Arguing similarly for i = 2, thus we find
Zi=ay 2L+ By UL +o)F()Y?, i=1,2.

ii) The integrals I = (I3, I»), II = (I1;,11,) may be expanded similar to [19], Lemma 4.5.
We have

I= /SZ Z(fq)R _f(a))d:u'gsz = /BWR(foq)a_f(a))dﬂ‘P;gsz
R
with dpy: e, (2) = (ﬁ)zg[mz. In stereographic coordinates we can express @0y = vy,

Yroy(2) = %, Aty g, (2) = (ﬁ)zng, and we have a = y.(1) = y(¢). Thus we can
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write the above in the form

I_/ 32R%y(2)(f(y(e2) - f(y(e))dz
Tl A+ Ry @PPI+ 2

_ / 32R%*y(2)(f(y(e2) — f(y(e))dz
{zeRZ; e|z|<1/|loge|

2log?(1/¢).
A+ Ry@Piezt o los /e

Expanding f oy, around z = 1, with y(¢) = a, dy.(1) = edy(e) we obtain
fy(e2) - f(y(€) =edf(a)dy(e))(z— 1) + OE*(1 +|z%),
and with dy(g)) = ——25 we find

1+¢€2
-2 (0f(a) of(a)
d d -1 = -1+ .
fadyente=n =5 (=5 =00+ =55y
In complex coordinates, writing y(z) = %, I = 1) + il,, by symmetry it follows that

up to errors R; of size |R;| < Ce? logz(lls), 1 <i<?2,there holds
-2 0 0 32R3(1-|z1%)d
I = s/ (f(a)(x_1)+ fla) ) (1-lzI%)dz N
1+e? Jp2 \ Ox oy ) (1+R?|y(2)1?)31 + z[®
2¢ df(a) [ 32R*(1-zIH)(1-x)dz

1

= R
1+e2 ox Jgz Q+R2Ay(@PBIL+25
whereas
2¢ of(a) of(a) 64R3ydz
= -D+ +R
2 1+52/Rz+( ox 7V oy )(1+R2|y(z)|2)3|1+z|‘5 2
2¢ 0f(a) 64R3y2dz

= + Ro.
1+&% ay R2 (1+ R?|y(2)|?)3]1 + 2|8 2

Similarly, we expand the term II. This task can be considerably simplified if we observe
that by harmonicity of the function j and conformal invariance also the composed func-
tion jo®, is harmonic. Since on each circle 0B;(0) < B the pull-back measure W7, gs is
a constant multiple of Euclidean measure, by the mean value property of harmonic func-
tions then we have

1= / Z(jop — j(@))dsg, = / Yr(jo®q—jl@)dsy: g,
085 0B

:/ ('l,UR+'WR(1))(jO(I)a_j(a))ds“ljfggsr
0B

In stereographic coordinates, with x =0 and |y(z)| =1 on 6IR§L and with
2 20+2 _2(1-iy)
l+z [1+2z2  1+y?

v(2)+1=
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forz=iye OIR_%, we thus obtain
= / 8R%(y(2) + 1) (j(y(ez)) — j(y(e))dso
oR? (1+R%[y(2)|4)?(1 + 2|2

_ 16R? / 1-iy)(jy(ea) — jly(e))dso
T (1+R?)? [y (1+y2)?2 '

Again expanding
jy(e2) - jye) =edj(a)dy(€)(z—1) + O(*(1 +|z|*)
2 (Gj(a) _Oj(a)

C1+e2\ ay Y™ oy

)+ 0% + %),

we find
_ 16R? 1—iy)(jly(ez)) — jlye))dso
T (L+R?? Jzeom2; elz1<n) (1+y4)?
_ 32R%e /(aj(a) _dj(@ )(l—iy)dy
(1+&3)(1+R?)? Jp\ ox oy 1+ y?)?
and we have

+0(?)

+0(e?log(1/¢)),

32R%c 0j(a) dy

— 2
T (1+R%)2 ox Jp(1+y?)? +OeTlog/e))

1

as well as

_ 32R% 0j(a) y*dy

T (1+R?)Z 9y Jp(1+y?)?
iii) Next we show that the expression for I; may be simplified and that the coefficient of

df(a)/0x is positive. As in the proof of Lemmal5.6/we let

(1+R%ly(2)*) 1+ 2> = |1+ z|* + R*|1 - 2|
=(1+0*+R°(1-x*+1+R)y* =1 +R(s*+y?)

L +O(e? log(1/¢)).

with s> 0 such that (1 + R?)s? = (1 + x)® + R*(1 — x)?. Hence we find
/ (1-1z1>1-x)dz / /(l—lzlz)(l—x)dxdy
II1:= -
2 1+ Ry (@12 +2zl° g, Jp (11+2*+R?[1-2]?)?

/ (1-x%+s* = (s> +y>) (1 - x)dxdy
R, /R

- (1+R23(s2 + y2)°
But using that by we have

/ dy _§/ dy
rR(1+¥23 4 Jp1+y2)2
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when substituting y’ = y/s, and again writing y instead of y’, we obtain
(14 RO IIT = / / 1—x2+s%—(s*+ yz))(l —x)dxdy
R, (s2+y2)3
(1-x*+s)1-x)dxdy (1-x)dxdy
:/[R+ R S +y2)? _/R+ n SS(L+ 22
:(3 (l—x)2(1+x)dx+l (x—l)dx)/ dy
R

4 Jq, $5 1+ y2)?

Next let
(1+R*)s*=(1+x)*+R*(1-x)* = (1+R*) (1 + x* +2gx)
with0< g = (1-R?)/(1+R?) < 1. Then we have s* = 1 + x*> + 2gx with sds/dx = x+ g, and
we can compute

V= (x—i)dx: (x+q)dx )/
R, N R,
=/oo@—(1+q) dax =1-(1+q)
1 82 R, $ R, 3
But with
i( X ): 1 B x(x+q)
dx\(1+x2+2gx)V%)  (1+x2+2gx)"?  (1+x%+2qx)3?
B gx+1 _qx+1
C(A+x2+2gx)32 0§
and p p g
(qx+31) X (x+q) x )/ —g+(-gD _x
Ry S R, 3
we obtain
1:/ i( al )dx g+01-qg% dx
R, dX\(1+x?+2gx)'/? A
It follows that
dx 1-¢q 1
(5.29) = =

i Pl
and we conclude that IV = 0. Thus 11 > 0, and our claim follows.

iv) Finally, we relate the leading terms in the above expressions for = to the gradient of
the function J = j++/f + j? defined in (I.24). Oberve that we have

iVj_, _Vf
VIt 2+

V f(20) + j(20)? — j(z0)
V f(z0)

Vi=Vj+

so that with

R=
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given by with k = j(z0)/1/f (20), at the point zy we have

2RVJ\/f+j?=2R(j+\/f+j)Vj+RVf=2\/fVj+RVS,

all terms being evaluated at z;.
Recalling that y? = a f(z), @ = 2, we have

E=ay 2+ By I+ oMFWY? =1/ f(z0) + I1/\/ f(20) + 01)F(2)'2.

For the first component our computations in part iii) give
48eR® 0f(z9) [ (1-x)?%(1+x)dz
A+R%)3 dx Jgz  $(1+yH)?
.\ 32R%e+\/f(20) 0j(z0) dy
(1+R22  dx Jp(1+y?)?
where we have replaced 0 f (a)/dx by 0 f (z9)/0x and likewise for j. Expanding
1-x20+x)=0-2x+x))1+x) = (s*-2(1+ @)x)(1 +x)

L+ f(z9)I]; =

+ o(¢€),

=@+ +1-q) 221+ q)x(1+x)
and writing
xA+x)=x*+x=5°-1+(1-2q)(x+q) - q+2q°
we obtain
(1-x%0+x) =s%(g+x) —(1+3g)s*
—20+ A =2q)(g+x)+20+ @)1+ g —24°).
Thus with we can write

(1-x21+x)dx (g+x)dx dx
= T (143 =
o s e P (1+3q) e
(q+x)dx 2 dx
-2(1+q)(1-2q) —5+2(1+q)(1+q—2q) —
R, N R, S
—/w@—1+3q—2(1+ w29 _sq0+qv
i 2 1+g q Cl+gq DY

where

Vi=(1-2 )/m@—(pr —2q%) dx
c T q 0 34 q q R, 55

172 ghaga- )/ dx
- 3 q q R, 85'
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But with

i( x )_l 3x(x+q):(1+x2+2qx)—3x(x+q)
dx\(1+x%2+2qx)3/2

_1-2x*—qgx 3-28+3q(x+q)-

B o B $°
and again using (5.29), we obtain

s3 s s

3(1-q?) F_2 ——3

+ Ry

2
- __3 7
1+q q/l st 1+q 9

2
Thus, with —— oo + 7= 2R there results

dx / (q+x)dx

1-x20+xdx -2q

—g((1+q)(1—2q)—(1+2q)(i—q))
3 1+gqg

R, 85 _1+6]
_2(Z4 _ Cog)— o _2
_3(1+q 1+q)(1-29)—q +(1+q)(1+q q))

- §[1—$) = %(1 +R?).

With (5.16), moreover, we can compute

/ dy _1/ day _=%
rR(1+y22 2 Jgl+y2 2’

hence we find

8meR® f(z) s 16eR?\/ f(z0) 0] (20)

= = 1/2
T @)= = Ry " ox Q+r?  ox ToWEBTTrol
_ 8meR* [ 0f(20) 5]( Z0) 1/2
- (1+R2)2(R 2/ f@) )+o(1)F(z‘) +o(e)
16n£R3\/f(zo) + j?(z0) 0]( Z0) 1/2
(11 R2)2 +o(1)F(t)"“+ o(e).
Similarly, we argue for the second component of =. Indeed, we have
128R3¢ 0f (z0) y?dz

I 1L =
2+ f(ZO) 2 (1 R2)3 ay [Ri_%_ (s2+y2)3
32R2€\/ f(z20)0j(z0) [ y*dy

21002
(1+ R2)? 3y Ju (4722 + O(elog”(1/¢)).
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With (5.16) and (5.29), and computing 1 + g = ﬁ, when substituting y' = y/s we find

/ _ydz 2dz / / 2dy
R2 (s2+y2)3 R, $ Jr(1+y?)3

1 (/ / dy )_1+R2/ dy  1+R?
1+q r(1+y22 Jo+y?)3 8 JpQ+y»)?2 16 &

Since likewise there holds

/yzdy _/ dy / dy =n
R(A+y22  Jopl+y?  Jp(l+y2)2 2’

we obtain
a)Z = (fZZR;;z aj;(yz(,) IGH(ﬁZI\e/zQ—ZO afa(jw +o(F(D"?+0(e)
167151{3(W6]( ) L o MFO2 4 o(e)
as claimed. 0J

The combination of Lemmas[5.6|and 5.9 gives the following result.

Lemma 5.10. If 9 (ZO) # 0, there holds zy = lim;_., a(t), and for sufficiently large l € N the
equations in Lemmas and[5.9 hold for all t = 1.

Proof. In the setting of Lemmawith constants C; = C;(z9) >0, 1 < i <2, independent

of € > 0 for any 1 = fp = t; such that sup, <, 1D a(t) — zg| — 0 as | — oo with error

0(1) — 0 as | — oo there holds
da d¢

(4a | 0J(zp) ., 0]J(zp)
(5.30) dat’ dt =lo

+€2(C1 ox ,Co ay )

=o0M)eF(H)'? + 0% < 0(1)(e® + F).

Thus, if % # 0, that is, if # 0, upon integrating over fy = t; < t < f; with a constant
Cp > 0, also using Corollary|4.4, we find

51 151

0(1)>C0|a(t0)—a(t1)|>/ e2(ndt+o(1) F(t)dt
to to

and from for any such #; = t; it follows that ftl e(t)dt < o(1) — 0 as | — oco. Thus,

for sufficiently large / € N from (5.30) we conclude that the condition sup, <, le'?Wa(r)—

zo| — 0 holds for any t; = ty = t; and f tooo £2(t)dt < oo, which then also gives the claimed

convergence a(t) — zp as t — oo. 0

5.7. Dominance of =. In the setting of Lemma the previously defined expansions
thus hold for all sufficiently large ¢ > 0. Similar to [19] we then also can show that for large
t >0 the terms Z;, i = 1,2, in the expansion of wg dominate.
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Proposition 5.11. Suppose that ag(—vzo") # 0. Then with error o(1) — 0 as t — oo and a con-
stant C > 0 we have

F(t)=F +o(1)F < C|E%.
In fact, Fy and F, both decay exponentially fast.

Similar to [19], we deduce this key proposition from the following result.
Lemma 5.12. With error o(1) — 0 as t — oo there holds % =o(1)FY2.

Proof. With the equations

ov

Koy =Kj = e *"(~Agq ¥+ 1) on S3, ko, = e‘ﬂ(a

+kg) on 0S%
VSZ
R

analogous to (1.1), (1.2), and using (5.4), upon integrating by parts we find

/52 Xin)Rdﬂfl +/@52 Xikoy dS;l

R R

_ ov
= /52 Xl'(—A52U+ 1) d[,l,gsz +/as%? Xi(0—+kR) ngSZ

Vg2
R Sk

0X;
=2 | Xipdu,,+ | “Zigd
/52 1V Hes /as; 0vg: v

R

:2/:92 Xﬂ)d,ugsz +kR/6v52 XiﬁngSZ'

R R
Thus, we have

== / X; (20— afo,e’) dug, +/ Xi(kpi — Bjoye”) dsq,
sz  Jos? 5
and the proof may be completed exactly as in [19], Lemma 4.1. 0

Proof of Proposition[5.11, We now argue similar to [19], Lemma 4.2.

Let § = 8(2) = 0 such that F> + G + (p; + 2¢, (tog — LDR))Z = 8F, where we recall the
defintion ¢, = ‘)(;T_pp). Note that since span{py; k = 3} includes all non-constant func-
tions which are radially symmetric, by a variant of Poincaré’s inequality we can bound
|tvg — Wr|*> < C(E, + G,). Thus, for suitable ¢y > 0, whenever F, + G, < coFy = cop? we also
have (o +2c,(ig — Wr))’ = 1 Fy > 16F.

Suppose that for some ¢ > 0, 7y = 0 there holds 6 = 6y > 0 for ¢ = ty. Then from we
obtain that % < -0 F for some §; > 0 and all ¢ = ¢, and we thus have exponential decay
F(r) < Cle_‘slt for some C; > 0. Using the argument from [19], Lemma 4.2, we then derive

a contradiction, as follows.
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In view of (1.20), with constants C,, C3 > 0 for any fixed ry > 0 we have

d
_(/ e2ud2)|s2/|ut|62udz
At J By (z0) B
Sz(/|u[|262udZ/ezudZ)I/ZSC2F1/2<C3e_61t/2.
B

For any t; = ty with a constant C > 0 independent of ry and #; we then obtain

1imsup/ ezu(t)dzg/ AU g7 4 Cpe 0112,
t=o0 J Bry(20) By, (20)

Similarly, we find the estimate

limsup/ e“Ds, s/ e 5o+ Coe 01172,
[—o0 BI’O (ZO)maB BrO (,Zo)ﬂaB

Choosing #; = fy such that 2Coe %112 < 1 and then also fixing ro > 0 suitably, we can
achieve that
1

—/ ezu(“)dz+/ "W g0 +2Coe 0112 < my,
2 J Bry(z0) By (20N0B

which contradicts Proposition[4.I]and (I.20).
Thus, there are times t; — oo such that with error o(1) — 0 as i — oo at t = ¢; there holds

min{cy?,1/2}Fy < Fo+ Go + (01 + 2¢,(iWg — wg))* = o()F.

Let F = (1+¢)F; forsome € = ¢(t), and then also Fy+ F», = eF; = 1+£F By Lemmaﬂthls
gives
Cr’eF) = Cx*(Fo + F2) < Fy + B> < C&(Fy + F>) = CieFy.
Near any time #; by Lemma5.12|and (5.5) we have

de +o(1)F—@F +(1+e)@
dt ! Tdr ! dt
_dF _ A3-1

d l' 213

But now either there holds £, + G, = ¢y F,, or

(Ey + Go) — (0 +2¢,Wr — wg))* + 0()F.

N | P
(pt+2cp(wR—wR))2> F()?ECOl(F2+G2).

DN =~

It follows that with constants c; 2 > 0 for ¢ near ¢; we have

de .
EFI <—(Fo+F)+0(1)F<-2ceF+0(1)F < —cyeF)
when i € N is suitably large. We conclude that
de
—<
dt
and €(#) — 0 as ¢ — oo, which gives the claim. O

—C2E,
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5.8. Conclusion. From Proposition and Lemma we deduce that under the as-
sumptions of Lemma for sufficiently large ¢ > 0 with uniform constants C > 0 there
holds F'/2 < C|Z| < Ce. Thus in this case we can also simplify the equation (5.30) to read

da d¢ 2~ 0J(20)  0J(z0)y
7L dt)|t o0 TE (G ax dy ) =oe),

with constants C; = C;(zp) >0, 1 < i <2. Moreover, we can give a more precise quantitative
bound for the convergence a(t) — zo as t — oo.
Indeed, computing % 2 we conclude thati

T (1+a)? dt
for sufficiently large ¢ > 0 we have

(5.31) (—

faj(z(’) < 0with constants 0 < ¢ < C

2 de

ce? < —— < Ce°.
dt

Thus, there holds ¢ < de™!/dt < C, and for sufficiently large £y > 0 we have

1
e(t) < élto) forall £ = 1.
1+ ce(ty)(t— ty)
It then follows that
h, 2 i dat
lb(t) — (t)lsC/ e“()dt < Ce“(ty)
pla) =l " " Ji A+ celto)(t - 1))?
1+ce(tp) (t1—1p) ds ) tl _ tO
< Ce(t, — < Ce“(t, )
el 0)/1 2 ST = o)

and for sufficiently large ty = t; we have |a(t) — a()| < Ce(tp) for all £ > t.
Moreover, we can now give the proof of our main result.

Proof of Theorem[1.1] i) If 0](zo)/0vo > 0 for all zy € B, assuming that the flow always
concentrates, from for any initial data up we have da/dt < 0 for sufficiently large
t > 0, which contradicts our assumption.

ii) On the other hand, if there holds 0/(zp)/dv¢ < 0 for all zy € 0B, similar to an argument
of Gehrig [10], Section 8.3, for a € B we consider the flow (1.13)-(I.15) with initial data
gao = €*® given by

8a0= (a0 f(@) '®* ¥hee,
where R = R(a), and with data 0 < p,4o < 7 determined such that for @,y and B, given by
there holds a4y = ,3(2). Note that the normalised metric h o = @} g40 then satisfies

Tphao = T3P 8a0 = (@ao f (@) ™' g2,

and the corresponding F,(0) — 0 as |a| — 1. From and Lemma which in particu-
lar bounds the =Z-component of F = F,, in terms of ¢, together with (5.5), which gives con-
trol of the “high frequency” components of F, we conclude that the corresponding evolv-
ing metrics g,(f) as t — oo concentrate at a boundary point z, € B, where |a— z,| — 0 as
lal — 1.

Thus, if we again assume that the flow always concentrates, the flow induces aretraction
of B to 0B, which is impossible.
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iii) Similarly, in the case of the assumptions in part iii) of the Theorem, when consider-
ing the flow with data (x40, pa0) for any a € B as in part ii) above, we find that if the flow
always concentrates it induces a retraction of B to a subset of 0B which is not connected,
and a topological contradiction results. U
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