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The prescribed curvature flow on the disc
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Abstract. For given functions f and j on the disc B and its boundary ∂B = S1, we study
the existence of conformal metrics g = e2u gR2 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.

Keywords. Conformal geometry, geometric evolution equations.

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 Kg = 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 = B1(0) ⊂R2, where in addition to the Gauss
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2 M. Struwe

curvature Kg of the metric we also would like to prescribe the geodesic curvature kg of the
boundary.

Writing g = e2u g0 for the conformal metric, where g0 is the Euclidean background met-
ric, we have

(1.1) Kg = e−2u(−∆u) in B

and

(1.2) kg = e−u( ∂u

∂ν0
+1

)
on ∂B ,

respectively. Here and in the following, ν0 denotes the outward unit normal in the Eu-
clidean metric. For given functions f and j , prescribing Kg = f and kg = j then is equiva-
lent to solving the nonlinear equation

(1.3) −∆u = f e2u in B

with the nonlinear Neumann boundary condition

(1.4)
∂u

∂ν0
+1 = j eu on ∂B = S1.

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

(1.5)

ˆ
B

Kg dµg +
ˆ
∂B

kg d sg =
ˆ

B
f e2ud z +

ˆ
∂B

j eud s0 = 2π,

as can also be seen by integrating equations (1.3), (1.4). Here, d sg and d s0 denote the line
elements in the metrics g and g0, 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 < ρ <π may
be characterized as critical points of the functional

E(u,ρ) = E f , j (u,ρ) = 1

2

ˆ
B
|∇u|2d z +

ˆ
∂B

ud s0

−ρ log
(ˆ

B
f e2ud z

)−2(π−ρ) log
(ˆ

∂B
j eud s0

)
+2(π−ρ) log

(
2(π−ρ)

)+ρ+ρ log(2ρ).

(1.6)

Indeed, if (u,ρ) with u ∈C 2(B̄), 0 < ρ <π is a critical point of E , for the partial differential
in direction ϕ ∈C 2(B̄) there holds

0 = 〈∂uE(u,ρ),ϕ〉 =
ˆ

B
∇u∇ϕd z +

ˆ
∂B
ϕd s0

− 2ρ´
B f e2ud z

ˆ
B

f e2uϕd z − 2(π−ρ)´
∂B j eud s0

ˆ
∂B

j euϕd s0,
(1.7)
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while for the partial differential with respect to ρ we have

0 = ∂ρE(u,ρ)

= 2log
(ˆ

∂B
j eud s0

)− log
(ˆ

B
f e2ud z

)−2log
(
2(π−ρ)

)+ log(2ρ)

= log
( 2ρ´

B f e2ud z

)
−2log

( 2(π−ρ)´
∂B j eud s0

)
.

(1.8)

Thus, considering only variations ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B) vanishing near ∂B , from (1.7) we obtain the

identity

(1.9) −∆u = 2ρ´
B f e2ud z

f e2u in B.

Using this, and now considering arbitrary smooth variations in (1.7), we then also find the
equation

(1.10)
∂u

∂ν0
+1 = 2(π−ρ)´

∂B j eud s0
j eu on ∂B = S1.

Finally, (1.8) yields

2ρ´
B f e2ud z

=
( 2(π−ρ)´

∂B j eud s0

)2
.

Therefore, if we set β= 2(π−ρ)´
∂B j eu d s0

> 0, we have

−∆u =β2 f e2u in B

and
∂u

∂ν0
+1 =β j eu on ∂B = S1.

The function ũ = u + logβ then solves (1.3), (1.4).
As shown in [9], Proposition 2.7, the functional E is uniformly bounded from below.

Indeed, letting −́
∂B ϕd s0 = 1

2π

´
∂B ϕd s0 denote the average of a function ϕ on ∂B , from the

Lebedev-Milin inequality

1

4π

ˆ
B
|∇u|2d z +−

ˆ
∂B

ud s0 Ê log
(−ˆ
∂B

eud s0
)

(1.11)

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

1

2π

ˆ
B
|∇u|2d z +2−

ˆ
∂B

ud s0 Ê log
(−ˆ

B
e2ud z

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

inf
u∈H 1(B),0<ρ<π

E(u,ρ) ÊC (∥ f ∥L∞ ,∥ j∥L∞) >−∞.(1.12)

1.3. Flow approach. For constant functions f and j , with one of them vanishing, flow
approaches to the solution of (1.3), (1.4) 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 (1.3) for each time
or to impose (1.4) as boundary constraint. Instead we use the negative gradient flow of
E (in the evolving metric g = e2u g0) to define the prescribed curvature flow in this case.
Thus, we seek to solve the equations

(1.13)
du

d t
=α f −K =α f +e−2u∆u in B × [0,∞[

and

(1.14)
du

d t
=β j −k =β j −e−u( ∂u

∂ν0
+1

)
on ∂B × [0,∞[

as well as

(1.15)
dρ

d t
= log(β2/α) =−∂ρE(u,ρ) on [0,∞[

for given initial condition

(1.16) (u,ρ)
∣∣

t=0 = (u0,ρ0),

where we let

(1.17) α=α(t ) = 2ρ´
B f e2ud z

, β=β(t ) = 2(π−ρ)´
∂B j eud s0

,

for all t > 0. For brevity, in the following we let ut = du
d t and so on.

Then, if (u(t ),ρ(t )) ≡ (v,σ) is a rest point of the flow (1.13) - (1.15), we may rescale u =
v + logβ to obtain a solution of (1.3), (1.4).

For constant functions f > 0 and j > 0, equations similar to (1.13) and (1.14) 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 (1.13) with the
boundary condition (1.14) 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 (1.13) -
(1.15) on [0,T ], which is continuos on B̄ × [0,T ], smooth for t > 0, and which continuously
depends on the data. However, as we shall see, the behavior of the flow (1.13) - (1.15) for
large time may be quite subtle, and also equation (1.15) plays an important role.

Observe that the equations (1.13) and (1.14) give the identity

(1.18) (K −α f ) =−ut = (k −β j ) on ∂B

for any t > 0. At time t = 0 this equation gives a compatibility condition on the data u0, 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 = e2u g0, we see that for smooth solutions of (1.13), (1.14) there
holds

d

d t

(1

2

ˆ
B

e2ud z +
ˆ
∂B

eud s0

)
=α
ˆ

B
f e2ud z +β

ˆ
∂B

j eud s0 −
ˆ
∂B

d s0 = 2ρ+2(π−ρ)−2π= 0;
(1.19)

that is, the sum

(1.20) m0 := 1

2

ˆ
B

e2ud z +
ˆ
∂B

eud s0

of the area of B and length of the boundary ∂B is conserved for all t > 0.
Moreover, multiplying both (1.13), (1.14) with ut = du

d t and integrating with respect to g ,
and multiplying (1.15) with ρt , we find the identity

(1.21)

ˆ
B

e2uu2
t d z +

ˆ
∂B

euu2
t d s0 +ρ2

t +
d

d t
E(u) = 0.

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,ρ) of (1.13) - (1.15) we thus
infer ˆ ∞

0

ˆ
B
|α f −K |2dµg d t +

ˆ ∞

0

ˆ
∂B

|β j −k|2d sg d t +
ˆ ∞

0
ρ2

t d t

= E(u0,ρ0)− lim
T→∞

E(u(T ),ρ(T )) <∞,
(1.22)

and there exists a sequence tl →∞ such thatˆ
B×{tl }

|α f −K |2dµg +
ˆ
∂B×{tl }

|β j −k|2d sg +ρ2
t (tl ) → 0 (l →∞).(1.23)

1.5. Main results. Even though condition (1.23) 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 gl = e2u(tl )g0 converges in H 3/2(B) ∩ H 1(∂B) and uniformly to a metric
g∞ = e2u∞g0 inducing a solution of (1.3), (1.4), or the metrics gl subsequentially con-
centrate at a boundary point z0 ∈ ∂B in the sense of measures, exhibiting blow-up in a
spherical cap.

In the latter case, moreover, in Lemmas 5.6 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 Lemma 5.9 we are able to relate this combination to the
gradient of the function

(1.24) J = j +
√

j 2 + f
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introduced in [12]. Our Proposition 5.11 then shows that, similar to our analysis of the
prescribed curvature flow on S2 in [19], if the flow concentrates at a point z0 ∈ ∂B where
∂J (z0)/∂ν0 ̸= 0 the flow dynamics may be reduced to the 2-dimensional “shadow flow” for
the center of mass in terms of the components of ∇J stated in (5.31) .

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 J be given by (1.24) above, where we extend j harmonically to the disc. If
i) ∂J/∂ν0 > 0 on ∂B, or if ii) ∂J/∂ν0 < 0 on ∂B, there exists a solution to problem (1.3), (1.4).

iii) Suppose that there exist points z±
i = e iφ±

i ∈ ∂B, 1 É i É 2, with

0 Éφ+
1 <φ−

1 <φ+
2 <φ−

2 < 2π

such that
∂J (z−

i )

∂ν0
< 0 < ∂J (z+

i )

∂ν0
, 1 É i É 2.

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

1.6. Outline. In Section 2 we collect some standard results about the conformal group
on the disc. For a solution (u,ρ) to (1.13) - (1.15) these results allow to define a family of
normalized companion flows satisfying uniform H 1-bounds in terms of the energy. These
estimates in Section 3 are used to show that the flow equations (1.13) - (1.15) admit a so-
lution for all time t > 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
(5.31) 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(t ) it will be convenient to work with companion flows v(t ) that are
suitably normalized with respect to the action of the Möbius group.

2.1. Möbius group. Identifying R2 ∼=C, we denote as M the 3-dimensional Möbius group
of conformal transformations of the unit disc, given by

M = {Φ(z) = e iθ z +a

1+ āz
∈C∞(B̄ ; B̄) : |a| < 1, θ ∈R}.

Letting

Φa(z) = z +a

1+ āz
for any |a| < 1,

we have

(2.1) Φeiθa(e iθz) = e iθΦa(z) for any |a| < 1, θ ∈R.
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We therefore may assume 0 É a ∈R, whenever convenient.
Note that, letting a = a1 + i a2 ∈C, from the functions

ζ1(z) = dΦa

d a1

∣∣
a=0(z) = 1− z2, ζ2(z) = dΦa

d a2

∣∣
a=0(z) = i (1+ z2),

together with the generator of pure rotations

ζ0 = i z, z = x + i y ∈C∼=R2,

we obtain a basis for the tangent space Ti d M . We also may observe that for z ∈ ∂B with
1 = |z|2 = zz̄ we can easily express

ζ1(z) = |z|2 − z2 = z(z̄ − z) =−2yτ, ζ2(z) = i (|z|2 + z2) = i z(z̄ + z) = 2xτ

in terms of the tangent vector field τ= i z along ∂B .

2.2. Normalization. For u ∈ H 1(B), g = e2u g0, Φ ∈ M we define

(2.2) v = u ◦Φ+ 1

2
log(detdΦ) in B , h =Φ∗g = e2v g0.

Note that sinceΦ is conformal, if we denote asΦ′ the derivative of the restrictionΦ : ∂B →
∂B of Φ to the boundary, there holds log |Φ′| = 1

2 log(detdΦ) on ∂B . Thus, for any function
w with dµg = e2ud z, d sg = eud s0, etc., we have the identities

(2.3)

ˆ
B

w dµg =
ˆ

B
w ◦Φdµh ,

ˆ
∂B

w d sg =
ˆ
∂B

w ◦Φd sh .

The normalization that we choose will depend on a number 0 < R < 1. Indeed, for any
z0 ∈ B̄ we let

(2.4) R(z0) =
√

1+ j (z0)2/ f (z0)− j (z0)/
√

f (z0)

and we set

(2.5) 0 < R0 := inf
z0∈B

R(z0) É sup
z0∈B

R(z0) = R1.

For any R0 É R É R1, we let

ψR (z) := 2Rz

1+|Rz|2 =πR2ΨR (z),

where ΨR (z) = Ψ(Rz) is the scaled inverse Ψ : R2 → S2 of stereographic projection, and
where πR2 : R3 →R2 is the orthogonal projection. Then given any u ∈ H 1(B), following the
proof of Chang-Liu [6], Theorem 3.1, Onofri [15], p.324, or Chang-Yang [8], Appendix, for
any R0 É R É R1 we can find Φ ∈ M such that for v as given in (2.2) above there holds

1

2

ˆ
B
ψR (z)e2v d z +

ˆ
∂B
ψR (z)ev d s0 = 0.(2.6)

We interpret this condition as fixing the center of mass of the normalized metric h = e2v g0

lifted to the sphere S2 by means of ΨR .
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For reasons that will become clear in (4.5) in the proof of Proposition 4.1 we call R(z0)
the scaling radius at a point z0 ∈ ∂B . Note that computing

J (z0)R(z0)
√

f (z0) = (√
f (z0)+ j (z0)2 + j (z0)

)(√
f (z0)+ j (z0)2 − j (z0)

)= f (z0)

we can interpret J (z0) =√
f (z0)/R(z0) at any z0 ∈ ∂B .

Given any solution u = u(t ) of the flow equations (1.13)-(1.15) we associate with u the
family of flows vR = vR (t ), R0 É R É R1, normalized in this way. For each such v = vR the
following considerations apply.

Note that condition (2.6) is conserved if we rotate our system of coordinates. Suitably
normalizing with respect to rotations, however, the map Φ achieving (2.6) smoothly de-
pends on u, and for any family u = u(t ) ∈ C 1(I , H 1(B)) for the corresponding families
v = vR (t ) of normalized functions as in [19], formulas (17) and (18), there holds

vt = ut ◦Φ+ 1

2
e−2v di v(ξe2v ) on B , vt = ut ◦Φ+e−v ∂(ξτev )

∂τ
on ∂B ,

where ξ= (dΦ)−1Φt ∈ Ti d M and ξτ = τ ·ξ on ∂B . Differentiating, observing that ξ ·ν0 = 0,
∂ψR
∂τ = 2Rτ

1+R2 on ∂B , from (2.6) we obtain

0 =
ˆ

B
ψR vt dµh +

ˆ
∂B
ψR vt d sh =

ˆ
B
ψR ut ◦Φdµh +

ˆ
∂B
ψR ut ◦Φd sh

− 1

2

ˆ
B

dψR ξdµh − 2R

1+R2

ˆ
∂B
τξτd sh .

Since Ti d M is finite-dimensional, with a uniform constant C > 0 for any h near a positive
scalar multiple of the Euclidean metric g0 there holds

∥ξ∥L∞ ÉC
∣∣1

2

ˆ
B

dψR ξdµh + 2R

1+R2

ˆ
∂B
τξτd sh

∣∣.
Thus, from (2.3) with Hölder’s inequality and (1.19) we obtain the bound

∥ξ∥L∞ ÉC
∣∣ˆ

B
ψR ut ◦Φdµh +

ˆ
∂B
ψR ut ◦Φd sh

∣∣
ÉC

ˆ
B
|ut |dµg +C

ˆ
∂B

|ut |d sg ÉC
(ˆ

B
u2

t dµg +
ˆ
∂B

u2
t d sg

)1/2.
(2.7)

2.3. Improved bounds. With the help of arguments by Aubin [1], for the normalized func-
tions v the Lebedev-Milin inequality (1.11) 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 (R0,R1) Ê 0, for any v ∈ H 1(B) satisfying condition (2.6)
for some R ∈ [R0,R1] there holds

1

6π

ˆ
B
|∇v |2d z +−

ˆ
∂B

vd s0 Ê max
{

log
(−ˆ
∂B

ev d s0
)
,

1

2
log

(−ˆ
B

e2v d z
)}−C
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Proof. i) The divergence theorem and Hölder’s inequality give

−
ˆ
∂B

ev d s0 =−
ˆ
∂B

ev z ·ν0d s0 = 1

2π

ˆ
B

di v(zev )d z

=−
ˆ

B
ev d z + 1

2π

ˆ
B

z ·∇vev d z É (
1+∥∇v∥L2(B)

)(−ˆ
B

e2v d z
)1/2.

(2.8)

Similarly we have

−
ˆ
∂B

vd s0 = 1

2π

ˆ
B

di v(zv)d z =−
ˆ

B
vd z + 1

2π

ˆ
B

z ·∇vd z,

and letting v̄ = −́
B vd z we find

(2.9)
∣∣−ˆ
∂B

vd s0 − v̄
∣∣É ∥∇v∥L2(B).

Also splitting e2v = e2v̄ e2(v−v̄) to obtain

1

2
log

(−ˆ
B

e2v d z
)= v̄ + 1

2
log

(−ˆ
B

e2(v−v̄)d z
)
,

and bounding l og
(
1+∥∇v∥L2(B)

)É 1+∥∇v∥L2(B), from (2.8) we then conclude

(2.10) log
(−ˆ
∂B

ev d s0
)−−
ˆ
∂B

vd s0 É 1+2∥∇v∥L2(B) +
1

2
log

(−ˆ
B

e2(v−v̄)d z
)
.

ii) Following Aubin [1], proof of Theorem 6, we let Ω±
i = {z ∈ B̄ ; ±zi Ê 1/2}, K ±

i = {z ∈
B̄ ; ±zi Ê 0}, 1 É i É 2, and set Ω0 = B3/4(0). We then also let 0 É ϕ±

i ,ψ±
i É 1, 0 É ϕ0 É 1 be

smooth cut-off functions such that

ϕ±
i = 1 in Ω±

i , ψ±
i = 1 in K ±

i , ϕ0 = 1 in Ω0,

and satisfying the conditions

supp(ϕ0) ⊂ B , supp(ϕ±
i )∩ supp(ψ∓

i ) =;, 1 É i É 2.

Noting that
p

2 Ê 4/3, we see that

∂B ⊂∪1ÉiÉ2(Ω+
i ∪Ω−

i ), B̄ ⊂∪1ÉiÉ2(Ω+
i ∪Ω−

i )∪Ω0.

Thus we have ˆ
∂B

ev−v̄ d s0 É
∑

1ÉiÉ2

ˆ
∂B∩Ω+

i

ev−v̄ d s0 +
∑

1ÉiÉ2

ˆ
∂B∩Ω−

i

ev−v̄ d s0,

as well asˆ
B

e2(v−v̄)d z É ∑
1ÉiÉ2

ˆ
Ω+

i

e2(v−v̄)d z + ∑
1ÉiÉ2

ˆ
Ω−

i

e2(v−v̄)d z +
ˆ
Ω0

e2(v−v̄)d z.
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First suppose that there holdsˆ
Ω0

e2(v−v̄)d z

Ê sup{

ˆ
Ω±

i

e2(v−v̄)d z +2

ˆ
∂B∩Ω±

i

ev−v̄ d s0; 1 É i É 2} =: A.

We then have ˆ
B

e2(v−v̄)d z É 5

ˆ
Ω0

e2(v−v̄)d z

É 5

ˆ
B

e2(v−v̄)ϕ0 d z ÉCexp(
1

4π
∥∇(

(v − v̄)ϕ0
)∥2

L2(B)),

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

log
(−ˆ
∂B

ev d s0
)−−
ˆ
∂B

vd s0 ÉC +2∥∇v∥L2(B) +
1

8π
∥∇(

(v − v̄)ϕ0
)∥2

L2(B).

Arguing as Aubin [1], proof of Theorem 6, we then obtain the claim.
Similarly, if for some 1 É i0 É 2 there holds

A =
ˆ
Ω+

i0

e2(v−v̄)d z +2

ˆ
∂B∩Ω+

i0

ev−v̄ d s0 Ê
ˆ
Ω0

e2(v−v̄)d z,

we can bound ˆ
B

e2(v−v̄)d z É 5A = 5
(ˆ

Ω+
i0

e2(v−v̄)d z +2

ˆ
∂B∩Ω+

i0

ev−v̄ d s0

)
(2.11)

Continuing to argue as Aubin [1], now suppose that

∥∇(
(v − v̄)ϕ+

i0

)∥2
L2(B) É ∥(∇(v − v̄)ψ−

i0

)∥2
L2(B)

so that for arbitrarily small ε> 0 we obtain

2∥∇(
(v − v̄)ϕ+

i0

)∥2
L2(B) É ∥∇(

(v − v̄)ϕ+
i0

)∥2
L2(B) +∥∇(

(v − v̄)ψ−
i0

)∥2
L2(B)

É (1+ε)∥∇(v − v̄)∥2
L2(B) +C (ε))∥v − v̄∥2

L2(B).

Extending v by letting v(z) = v(z/|z|2) for |z| > 1, and similarly for ϕ+
i0

, we then haveˆ
Ω+

i0

e2(v−v̄)d z É
ˆ

B
e

2(v−v̄)ϕ+
i0 d z É

ˆ
R2

e
2(v−v̄)ϕ+

i0 d z

ÉC exp
( 1

4π
∥∇(

(v − v̄)ϕ+
i0

)∥2
L2(R2)

)=C exp
( 1

2π
∥∇(

(v − v̄)ϕ+
i0

)∥2
L2(B))

)
ÉC exp

(1+ε
4π

∥∇(v − v̄)∥2
L2(B) +C (ε)∥v − v̄∥2

L2(B)

)
.
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Moreover, using (1.11) and (2.9), we can estimateˆ
∂B∩Ω+

i0

ev−v̄ d s0 É
ˆ
∂B

ev−v̄ d s0 ÉC exp
( 1

4π
∥∇v∥2

L2(B) +∥∇v∥L2(B)

)
and with the help of (2.10), (2.11) the proof again may be completed as in Aubin [1], proof
of Theorem 6.

On the other hand, if

∥∇(
(v − v̄)ϕ+

i0

)∥2
L2(B) > ∥∇(

(v − v̄)ψ−
i0

)∥2
L2(B),

in view of (2.6) we may estimate

A É 2

R

(ˆ
K +

i0

2Rzi0

1+R2|z|2 e2(v−v̄)d z +2

ˆ
K +

i0
∩∂B

2Rzi0

1+R2|z|2 ev−v̄ d s0

)
=− 2

R

(ˆ
K −

i0

2Rzi0

1+R2|z|2 e2(v−v̄)d z +2

ˆ
K −

i0
∩∂B

2Rzi0

1+R2|z|2 ev−v̄ d s0

)
É 4

(ˆ
B

e
2(v−v̄)ψ−

i0 d z +2

ˆ
∂B

e
(v−v̄)ψ−

i0 d s0

)
,

where now

2∥∇(
(v − v̄)ψ−

i0

)∥2
L2(B) É ∥∇(

(v − v̄)ϕ+
i0

)∥2
L2(B) +∥∇(

(v − v̄)ψ−
i0

)∥2
L2(B)

É (1+ε)∥∇(v − v̄)∥2
L2(B) +C (ε)∥v − v̄∥2

L2(B).

As above we then can boundˆ
B

e
2(v−v̄)ψ−

i0 d z ÉC exp
(1+ε

4π
∥∇(v − v̄)∥2

L2(B) +C (ε))∥v − v̄∥2
L2(B)

)
as well as ˆ

∂B
e

(v−v̄)ψ−
i0 d s0 É

ˆ
∂B

ev−v̄ d s0 ÉC exp
( 1

4π
∥∇v∥2

L2(B) +∥∇v∥L2(B)

)
,

and the proof may be completed as before.
The same arguments may be applied if A is attained on some Ω−

i0
. □

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 1(B) satisfying the condition (2.6) for some R ∈ [R0,R1] and any
0 < ρ <π, with a constant C =C (R0,R1,∥ f ∥L∞ ,∥ j∥L∞) > 0 there holds

E(v,ρ) Ê 1

6

ˆ
B
|∇v |2d z −C .

Since, as we next observe, the energy is invariant under conformal transformations, for
any u ∈ H 1(B) the H 1-norm of any normalized representative v of u ∈ H 1(B), given by
(2.2), is in fact bounded by the energy of u.

Lemma 2.3. For any u ∈ H 1(B), any 0 < ρ <π, and any Φ ∈ M there holds

E f , j (u,ρ) = E f ◦Φ, j◦Φ(v,ρ)
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for v as given in (2.2).

Proof. Let

E0(u) = 1

2

ˆ
B
|∇u|2d z +−

ˆ
∂B

eud s0, u ∈ H 1(B).

It suffices to show that E0(u) = E0(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. □

Combining Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 with (1.12), we have the following useful bound.

Corollary 2.4. For any u ∈ H 1(B), any 0 < ρ < π, with a constant C > 0 depending only on
R0, R1, ∥ f ∥L∞ , and ∥ j∥L∞ there holds

E f , j (u,ρ) Ê 1

6

ˆ
B
|∇v |2d z −C

for v as given in (2.2), satisfying (2.6) for some R ∈ [R0,R1], and v as well as epv are bounded
in L2(∂B) and in L2(B) for any p ∈ R in terms of E f , j (u,ρ) and the number m0 defined in
(1.20).

Proof. It remains to prove the assertions about integrability of v and ev . In fact, once
we achieve to bound the averages v̂ = −́

∂B vd s0 and v̄ = −́
B vd z, these will follow from

Poincaré’s inequality, or the Lebedev-Milin inequality (1.11) 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 haveˆ
∂B

|v − v̂ |2d s0 +
ˆ

B
|v − v̄ |2d z ÉC

ˆ
B
|∇v |2d z,

and then also |v̄ − v̄ | ÉC∥∇v∥L2(B).
Writing V := e v̄ , on the other hand from (1.20) we then infer the equation

2m0 =
ˆ

B
e2v d z +2

ˆ
∂B

ev d s0

= e2v̄
ˆ

B
e2(v−v̄)d z +2e v̂

ˆ
∂B

ev−v̂ d s0 = AV 2 +2BV

with coefficients

A =
ˆ

B
e2(v−v̄)d z, B = e(v̂−v̄)

ˆ
∂B

ev−v̂ d s0 > 0,

bounded uniformly from above and away from zero in terms of ∥∇v∥L2(B). The desired
bounds follow. □

3. GLOBAL EXISTENCE OF THE FLOW

Given smooth data (u0,ρ0), the analysis of Brendle [5] guarantees the existence of a
unique solution u = u(t ) to the flow (1.13) - (1.15) on a time interval [0,T ] for some T > 0,
which is continuous on [0,T ] and smooth for t > 0. Our aim in this section is to show that
u may be extended for all time 0 < t < ∞. In a first step we will show that the function
ρ = ρ(t ) stays strictly bounded away from the values ρ = 0 and ρ = π, and we establish
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analogous bounds for the functions α sand β. Constants appearing below may tacitly de-
pend on the data (u0,ρ0) as well as ∥ f ∥L∞ and ∥ j∥L∞ .

3.1. Bounds for ρ, α, and β. The results in the previous section will help us establish the
following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. There are numbers 0 < ρ1 É ρ2 < π independent of T such that for any
0 < t < T there holds ρ1 É ρ(t ) É ρ2.

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 ˆ

B
e2ud z Ê c,

ˆ
∂B

eud s0 Ê d .

Proof. As in Corollary 2.4, for any 0 < t < T and some fixed R ∈ [R0,R1] consider the nor-
malized function v = v(t ) = u ◦Φ+ 1

2 log(detdΦ) related to u = u(t ). By Corollary 2.4 and
the energy identity (1.21) we have the uniform bound

1

6

ˆ
B
|∇v |2d z −C É E f ◦Φ, j◦Φ(v,ρ)

= E f , j (u,ρ) É E f , j (u0,ρ(0)) =: C0 <∞.
(3.1)

Let 0 < tl < T be such thatˆ
B

e2u(tl )d z =
ˆ

B
e2v(tl )d z → inf

0<t<T

ˆ
B

e2u(t )d z.

By (3.1) and Corollary 2.4 we may assume that vl = v(tl ) + v weakly in H 1(B) as l →∞.
Compactness of the map H 1(B) ∋ u → e2u ∈ L1(B) then gives convergenceˆ

B
e2vl d z →

ˆ
B

e2v d z,

and it follows that c := inf0<t<T
´

B e2u(t )d z > 0, with a constant depending only on C0 but
independent of T .

Similarly, we find the uniform lower bound d := inf0<t<T
´
∂B eu(t )d s0 > 0. □

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Arguing indirectly, suppose by contradiction that there is a se-
quence of times 0 < tl < T such that as l →∞ we have ρ(tl ) ↓ 0, while ρt (tl ) É 0. But by
Lemma 3.2 then

− log
( 2ρ´

B f e2ud z

)
→∞ at tl as l →∞,

and for sufficiently large l ∈N at t = tl by (1.15) there holds

dρ

d t
= 2log

( 2(π−ρ)´
∂B j eud s0

)
− log

( 2ρ´
B f e2ud z

)
> 0,

contrary to assumption. The bound ρ(t ) É ρ2 <π is obtained similarly. □

Proposition 3.1, (1.20), and Lemma 3.2 then also imply the following bounds.
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Proposition 3.3. There are numbers 0 < α0 É α1 <∞, 0 < β0 É β1 <∞ independent of T
such that for any 0 < t < T there holds α0 Éα(t ) Éα1, β0 Éβ(t ) Éβ1.

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. For any t < T there holds

sup
B

u(t ) É sup
B

u0 + t
(
α1∥ f ∥L∞ +β1∥ j∥L∞

)=: u1(t ).

Proof. Suppose by contradiction that supB×[0,T [(u(t )−u1(t )) > 0 and let (z0, t0) ∈ B̄×]0,T [
be a point such that

sup
B×[0,t0]

(u(t )−u1(t )) = (u(z0, t0)−u1(t0)) > 0.

Note that we necessarily have t0 > 0. If z0 ∈ B , clearly ∆u(z0, t0) É 0, and by (1.13) at (z0, t0)
there holds

ut Éα1∥ f ∥L∞ < u1,t ,

contradicting the choice of (z0, t0). Similarly, if z0 ∈ ∂B , using (1.14) and the fact that
∂u
∂ν0

(z0, t0) Ê 0 we find
ut Éβ1∥ j∥L∞ < u1,t ,

at (z0, t0), and again we obtain a contradiction. □

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

From (1.1) and (1.13) we obtain

(3.2) Kt =−2ut K −e−2u∆ut = 2(K −α f )K +e−2u∆(K −α f ) in B ,

and from (1.2) and equations (1.13) and (1.14) we have

(3.3) kt =−ut k +e−u ∂ut

∂ν0
= (k −β j )k −e−u ∂(K −α f )

∂ν0
on ∂B.

Moreover, the definitions (1.17) and (1.19) give

(3.4)
αt

α
= ρt

ρ
− 2
´

B f e2uut d z´
B f e2ud z

= ρt +α
´

B f e2u(K −α f )d z

ρ

and

(3.5)
βt

β
= −ρt

π−ρ −
´
∂B j euut d s0´
∂B j eud s0

= −2ρt +β
´
∂B j eu(k −β j )d s0

2(π−ρ)
,

respectively. Lower bounds for K and k now can again be obtained with the help of the
maximum principle.

Let
C1 := max{sup

t
(αρtρ

−1)∥ f ∥L∞ , sup
t

(α2ρ−1)∥ f ∥2
L∞} <∞,
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and set
C2 := max{sup

t
(2β|ρt |(π−ρ)−1)∥ j∥L∞ , sup

t
(β2(π−ρ)−1)∥ j∥2

L∞} <∞.

By Propositions 3.1 and 3.3 and (1.15) the constants C1,C2 > 0 are independent of T > 0.

Proposition 3.5. For any t < T there holds

inf
∂B

(k −β j ) Ê inf
B

(K −α f ) Ê κ
where κ< 0 is any constant independent of T > 0 such that

κ<−2
(∥Kg0∥L∞ +α1∥ f ∥L∞ +β1∥ j∥L∞

)
and such that, in addition, there holds κ2 −Ci +2m0Ciκ> 0, i = 1,2.

Proof. Fix any κ< 0 as above. Suppose by contradiction that for some 0 < t < T there holds

inf
B

(K (t )−α(t ) f ) < κ,

and let (z0, t0) ∈ B̄ × [0,T [ be a point such that

inf
B×[0,t0]

(K (t )−α(t ) f ) = (K (z0, t0)−α(t0) f (z0)) < κ< 0.

Note that we necessarily have t0 > 0 as well as

K (z0, t0) <−α(t0) f (z0) < 0.

Thus, from (3.2) and (3.4) with C1 as above we deduce the lower bound

(K −α f )t = 2(K −α f )K +e−2u∆(K −α f )

− αρt f +α2 f
´

B f e2u(K −α f )d z

ρ

Ê (K −α f )2 +e−2u∆(K −α f )−C1

ˆ
B

e2u(K −α f )+d z −C1

at (z0, t0), where s± = max{±s,0} for s ∈R.
But by (1.5) and (1.17) at any time t > 0 we haveˆ

B
e2u(K −α f )d z +

ˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )d s0 = 0,

so that ˆ
B

e2u(K −α f )+d z É
ˆ

B
e2u(K −α f )+d z +

ˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )+d s0

=
ˆ

B
e2u(K −α f )−d z +

ˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )−d s0

É
ˆ

B
e2u(K −α f )−d z +2

ˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )−d s0

(3.6)

Recalling (1.18) we next observe that we have

(3.7) inf
∂B

(k −β j ) = inf
∂B

(K −α f ) Ê inf
B

(K −α f )
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for each t > 0. Thus, with (1.20) from (3.6) we can boundˆ
B

e2u(K −α f )+d z É
ˆ

B
e2u(K −α f )−d z +2

ˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )−d s0

É (ˆ
B

e2ud z +2

ˆ
∂B

eud s0
)

sup
B

(K −α f )− = 2m0 sup
B

(K −α f )−.
(3.8)

Hence, if z0 ∈ B , in view of ∆(K −α f )(z0, t0) Ê 0, by definition of κ we have

(K −α f )t Ê (K −α f )2 −C1 +2m0C1(K −α f ) > 0

at (z0, t0), contradicting the choice of (z0, t0).
On the other hand, if z0 ∈ ∂B , we use (3.3) and (3.5) to write

(K −α f )t = (k −β j )t = (k −β j )k −e−u ∂(K −α f )

∂ν0

+ 2βρt j −β2 j
´
∂B j eu(k −β j )d s0

2(π−ρ)
.

where now ∂(K−α f )
∂ν0

(z0, t0) É 0. With (1.18) and by definition of κ we also have

(k −β j )k = (K −α f )(K −α f +β j ) Ê 1

2
(K −α f )2

at (z0, t0). Thus, and recalling the definition of C2 > 0, we can bound

(K −α f )t Ê 1

2

(
(K −α f )2 −C2 −C2

ˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )+d s0
)

at (z0, t0). But by (3.6) and (3.8) we haveˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )+d s0 É
ˆ

B
e2u(K −α f )−d z +2

ˆ
∂B

eu(k −β j )−d s0

É 2m0 sup
B

(K −α f )−.

Hence at (z0, t0) there results the bound

(K −α f )t Ê 1

2

(
(K −α f )2 −C2 +2m0C2(K −α f )

)
,

where the term on the right again is positive by definition of κ. 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. □

Corollary 3.6. For any t < T there holds the bound K ,k Ê κ, where κ< 0 is as in Proposition
3.5.

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. For any T > 0 there exists a constant ℓ0 >−∞ such that for any t < T there
holds

inf
B

u(t ) Ê ℓ0.
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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 (1.1) with the testing function e2uu2p−1− Ê 0 and integrating
by parts, observing that ∇u∇u− =−|∇u−|2 É 0, for any p Ê 1 we obtain

(2p −1)

ˆ
B
|∇u−|2u2p−2

− d z =
ˆ

B
∆uu2p−1

− d z −
ˆ
∂B

∂u

∂ν0
u2p−1
− d s0

=−
ˆ

B
K u2p−1

− e2ud z −
ˆ
∂B

( ∂u

∂ν0
+1

)
u2p−1
− d s0 +

ˆ
∂B

u2p−1
− d s0

=−
ˆ

B
K u2p−1

− e2ud z −
ˆ
∂B

ku2p−1
− eud s0 +

ˆ
∂B

u2p−1
− d s0

É−κe2M∥u−∥2p−1
L2p−1(B)

+ (1−κeM )∥u−∥2p−1
L2p−1(∂B)

,

where M = supz∈B ,t<T u(z, t ) É u1(T ) with u1 as defined in Proposition 3.4. Thus, with
constants L′,L Ê 2 independent of p, for any p Ê 1 we haveˆ

B
|∇(u−)p |2d z É p2

2p −1

(
−κe2M∥u−∥2p−1

L2p−1(B)
+ (1−κeM )∥u−∥2p−1

L2p−1(∂B)

)
É L′p

(∥u−∥2p−1
L2p−1(B)

+∥u−∥2p−1
L2p−1(∂B)

)
É Lp max{

(∥u−∥2p
L2p (B)

+∥u−∥2p
L2p (∂B)

)
,1},

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

∥(u−)p∥2
H 1(B) = ∥∇(u−)p∥2

L2(B) +∥(u−)p∥2
L2(B)

É (Lp +1)max{
(∥(u−)p∥2

L2(B) +∥(u−)p∥2
L2(∂B)

)
,1}.

(3.9)

By the divergence theorem, and using Young’s inequality, for any v ∈ H 1(B) and any
0 < ε< 1 we have v ∈ L2(∂B) withˆ

∂B
v2d s0 =

ˆ
∂B

v2z ·ν0d s0 =
ˆ

B
di v(v2z)d z = 2

ˆ
B

v2d z +2

ˆ
B

v z ·∇vd z

É 3ε−1∥v∥2
L2(B) +ε∥∇v∥2

L2(B).

Applying this inequality with v = (u−)p ∈ H 1(B) and ε = (2Lp + 2)−1, we can absorb the
boundary integral on the right of (3.9) 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) ,→ L4(B), with
constants C > 1 independent of p we then obtain the bound

∥u−∥2p
L4p (B)

= ∥(u−)p∥2
L4(B) ÉC∥(u−)p∥2

H 1(B) ÉC 2p2 max{∥u−∥2p
L2p (B)

,1}.

Taking the 2p th root and iterating, for pl = 2l we then inductively find the estimate

∥u−∥L4pl (B) ÉC 1/pl p1/pl
l max{∥u−∥L2pl (B),1}

É . . . ÉC exp(log2 · ∑
jÉl

j /2 j )max{∥u−∥L2(B),1}
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for any l ∈N. Passing to the limit l →∞ we obtain the bound

∥u−∥L∞(B) ÉC max{∥u−∥L2(B),1} ÉC max{∥u∥L2(B),1}.

But by (2.7) and the energy inequality (1.22) for any R0 É R É R1 and the corresponding
normalised function v = vR we have ξ ∈ L2([0,T ],L∞(B)) and thus ∥u∥L2(B) ÉC∥v∥L2(B)+C
for some C =C (T ) > 0. From Corollary 2.4 we then obtain the claim. □

In view of Propositions 3.4 and 3.7 the flow equations (1.13) 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 tl →∞ there holdsˆ
B×{tl }

|α f −K |2dµg +
ˆ
∂B×{tl }

|β j −k|2d sg +ρ2
t (tl ) → 0 (l →∞).(4.1)

Similar to [19], for any R0 É R É R1 we may replace u = u(t ) by its normalized represen-
tative v = vR (t ) given by (2.2) with suitable Φ =Φ(t ) ∈ M . By geometric invariance of the
curvature integrals from (4.1) then we haveˆ

B×{tl }
|α fΦ−KΦ|2dµh +

ˆ
∂B×{tl }

|β jΦ−kΦ|2d sh +ρ2
t (tl ) → 0 (l →∞),

where fΦ = f ◦Φ, h = Φ∗g = e2v gR2 , KΦ = Kh = K ◦Φ, and so on. By Proposition 3.3 and
(1.15), in addition we may assume that αl = α(tl ) → α > 0, βl = β(tl ) → β > 0 as l → ∞,
where α=β2.

Proposition 4.1. Let tl →∞ be a sequence satisfying (4.1) above and for any fixed R0 É R É
R1 also let vl = v(tl ) with the normalized representative v of u given by (2.2) for suitable
Φl =Φ(tl ) ∈ M, l ∈N. Then a subsequence vl → v in H 3/2(B)∩H 1(∂B)∩C 0(B̄), and either
i) Φl →Φ for some Φ ∈ M and ul = u(tl ) → u in H 3/2(B)∩H 1(∂B)∩C 0(B̄), where u solves
(1.3), (1.4), or ii) Φl →Φ0 ≡ z0 weakly in H 1(B) for some z0 ∈ ∂B independent of the choice
of R0 É R É R1, and for R = R(z0) we have convergence

vl → v = v(z) = log
(2R/

√
α f (z0)

1+|Rz|2
)
.

Proof. Fixing any R0 É R É R1, with the help of (1.1) and (1.2) for the corresponding vl ,
with errors δl → 0 in L2(B ,h(tl )) and εl → 0 in L2(∂B ,h(tl )) as l →∞, from (4.1) we obtain

−∆vl = (αl fΦl +δl )e2vl in B ,
∂vl

∂ν0
+1 = (βl jΦl +εl )evl on ∂B.(4.2)

Note that by Corollary 2.4 and (1.21) the sequence (vl ) is bounded in H 1(B), and we may
assume that vl + v weakly in H 1(B) with e2vl → e2v in Lp (B), evl → ev in Lp (∂B) for any
p <∞. Thus, δl e2vl → 0 in Lq (B), εl evl → 0 in Lq (∂B) as l →∞ for any q < 2.

Since M is a bounded subset of H 1(B ;R2), in addition we may assume that Φl → Φ

weakly in H 1(B ;R2) and almost everywhere, where Φ ∈ H 1(B ;R2) either belongs to M or
is constant; in particular, as l →∞ we also have fΦl → fΦ almost everywhere and therefore
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in Lp (B) for any p < ∞ by boundedness of f . Likewise we have jΦl → jΦ almost every-
where on ∂B , and, since j is bounded, jΦl → jΦ in Lp (∂B) for any p <∞ as l →∞.

Testing equation (4.2) with vl we then obtain strong convergence vl → v in H 1(B) as
l →∞, where

(4.3) −∆v =α fΦe2v in B ,
∂v

∂ν0
+1 =β jΦev on ∂B.

Similarly, now testing equation (4.2) with e4vl , we also find strong convergence hl = h(tl ) →
h in H 1(B) as l →∞.

IfΦ ∈ M , in view of the identity α=β2, when replacing v with the function w = v + logβ
we find that there holds

(4.4) −∆w = fΦe2w in B ,
∂w

∂ν0
+1 = jΦew on ∂B.

Thus, if Φ ∈ M , the function u = w ◦Φ−1 + 1
2 logdet(dΦ−1) is a solution of (1.3), (1.4).

On the other hand, ifΦ≡ z0 ∈ ∂B so that fΦ ≡ f (z0), jΦ ≡ j (z0), the metric h̃ =α f (z0)h =
α f (z0)e2v gR2 by (4.3) has constant Gauss curvature K̃ = Kh̃ ≡ 1 and constant boundary
geodesic curvature

k̃ = kh̃ =β j (z0)/
√
α f (z0) = j (z0)/

√
f (z0) > 0.

By Mindig’s theorem, the surface (B , h̃) is isometric to a coordinate ball B̃ on S2. Centering
B̃ around the North pole, we may represent B̃ =ΨR̃ (B) for some R̃ > 0, and h̃ =Ψ∗

R̃
gS2 =( 2R̃

1+|R̃z|2
)2gR2 , where we recall that ΨR̃ (z) =Ψ(R̃z) with the inverse Ψ of stereographic pro-

jection from the South pole.
In addition, k̃ > 0 implies that 0 < R = R̃ < 1. In fact, we can precisely determine R in

terms of k̃. Indeed, from (4.3) and the Gauss-Bonnet identity (1.5) we obtain the equation

2π=
ˆ

B
dµh̃ +

ˆ
∂B

kh̃d sh̃ =
ˆ

B

( 2R

1+|Rz|2
)2d z +kh̃

ˆ
∂B

2R

1+|R|2 d s0

= 2π

ˆ 1

0

( 2R

1+|Rr |2
)2r dr +2πkh̃

2R

1+|R|2 .

Changing variables s = 1+ (Rr )2, we findˆ 1

0

( 2R

1+|Rr |2
)2r dr = 2

ˆ 1+R2

1

d s

s2
= 2(1− 1

1+R2
) = 2R2

1+|R|2 ,

and we conclude that there holds

1 = 2R2

1+|R|2 +kh̃
2R

1+|R|2 .

That is, we have
1 = R2 +2Rkh̃ ,
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and with kh̃ = j (z0)/
√

f (z0) we obtain

(4.5) R =
√

1+k2
h̃
−kh̃ = R(z0), kh̃ = 1−R2

2R
=: kR ,

and v(z) = log(
2R/

p
α f (z0)

1+|Rz|2 ) with R = R(z0), as claimed.

Note that for any other choice R0 É R̂ É R1 of normalisation parameter with correspond-
ing Φ̂l we also have Φ̂l → z0, and (2.6) implies that also vR̂ (tl ) → v .

To finish the proof we now only need to show convergence vl → v in the stated norm.
Recall from the above that we may assume that vl → v in H 1(B) with e2vl → e2v in Lp (B),
evl → ev in Lp (∂B) for any p <∞, while δl e2vl → 0 in Lq (B), εl evl → 0 in Lq (∂B) as l →∞
for any q < 2.

Our claim will follow easily once we can show that vl ∈ L∞(B) with a uniform bound
∥vl∥L∞(B) É C < ∞. In order to obtain this bound, we decompose vl = v (1)

l + v (2)
l + v (3)

l ,

where the functions v (1)
l , v (2)

l are solutions of

−∆v (1)
l = (αl fΦl +δl )e2vl +4cl =: s(1)

l in B , ∂v (1)
l /∂ν0 = 0 on ∂B.(4.6)

and

−∆v (2)
l = 0 in B , ∂v (2)

l /∂ν0 = (βl jΦl +εl )evl −1−2cl =: s(2)
l on ∂B ,(4.7)

respectively, normalized so that
´

B v (1)
l d z = ´B v (2)

l d z = 0, and with constants cl ∈ R such
that ˆ

B
s(1)

l d z =
ˆ
∂B

s(2)
l d s0 = 0.

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

(αl fΦl +δl )e2vl d z +
ˆ
∂B

(
(βl jΦl +εl )evl −1

)
d s0 = 0

so that we can set

4clπ :=−
ˆ

B
(αl fΦl +δl )e2vl d z =

ˆ
∂B

(
(βl jΦl +εl )evl −1

)
d s0.

Our assumptions then imply that |cl | ÉC <∞, uniformly in l ∈N.
Also letting v (3)

l (z) = cl |z|2 +dl for z ∈ B , with dl ∈R determined so thatˆ
B

vl d z =
ˆ

B
(v (1)

l + v (2)
l + v (3)

l )d z =
ˆ

B
v (3)

l d z,

the remainder wl = v (1)
l + v (2)

l + v (3)
l − vl then satisfies

−∆wl = 0 in B ,
∂wl

∂ν0
= 0 on ∂B ,

and thus wl ≡ −́
B wl d z = 0. Again note that there holds |dl | ÉC <∞, uniformly in l ∈N.

With elliptic regularity theory, as explained in Lemma 4.2 below, from (4.6) and our
above assumptions for any 1 < q < 2 we first obtain the uniform bound

∥v (1)
l ∥W 2,q (B) ÉC <∞, for all l ∈N.
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Thus, by Sobolev’s embedding W 2,q (B) ,→ L∞(B) there also holds the uniform bound
∥v (1)

l ∥L∞(B) ÉC <∞, l ∈N.

Similarly, for any 1 < q < 2 < p < 2q we find that v (2)
l ∈W 1,p (B) ,→ L∞(B) with

∥v (2)
l ∥L∞(B) ÉC∥v (2)

l ∥W 1,p (B) ÉC <∞, uniformly in j ∈N.

Since the uniform bounds for the constants cl and dl also imply that

∥v (3)
l ∥L∞(B) ÉC <∞, uniformly in j ∈N,

it then follows that vl ∈ L∞(B) with supl∈N ∥vl∥L∞(B) <∞, as claimed.
Thus, we now have L2-convergence s(1)

l → s(1) for some s(1) ∈ L2(B), as well as s(2)
l → s(2)

for some s(2) ∈ L2(∂B), and the L2-theory for (4.6), (4.7) yields convergence v (1)
l → v (1) in

H 2(B) for some v (1) ∈ H 2(B) as well as convergence v (2)
l → v (2) in H 3/2(B) for some v (2) ∈

H 3/2(B) as l →∞. Since clearly we also have H 2-convergence v (3)
l → v (3)(z) = c|z|2 +d for

c = liml→∞ cl , d = liml→∞ dl , convergence vl → v in H 3/2(B) ,→ H 1(∂B)∩L∞(B) follows,
as claimed.

Finally, if Φl →Φ ∈ M in H 1(B) and hence smoothly, since M is finite-dimensional, we
also have ul = vl ◦Φ−1

l + 1
2 logdet(dΦ−1) → u in H 3/2 ∩ H 1(∂B)∩L∞(B), and the proof is

complete. □

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 s(1) ∈ Lq (B) with
´

B s(1)d z = 0 there is a unique
solution v (1) ∈W 2,q (B) of problem (4.6) with

´
B v (1) d z = 0, and

∥v (1)∥W 2,q (B) ÉC∥s(1)∥Lq (B).

ii) For any 1 < q < 2 and any s(2) ∈ Lq (∂B) with
´
∂B s(2)d s0 = 0 there is a unique solution

v (2) ∈ H 1(B) of problem (4.7) with
´

B v (2) d z = 0, and there holds ∇v (2) ∈ Lp (B) for any p <
2q, with

∥v (2)∥W 1,p (B) ÉC∥s(2)∥Lq (∂B).

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

v (1) ∈ H := {v ∈ H 1(B);

ˆ
B

v d z = 0},

characterized variationally as minimizer of the energy

E (1)(v) = 1

2

ˆ
B

(|∇v |2 −2s(1)v
)
d z, v ∈ H .

Note that, by Sobolev’s embedding H 1(B) ,→ Lp (B) for 1 É p < ∞, the functional E (1) is
well-defined on H . Thus, from E (1)(v (1)) É E (1)(0) = 0 and Poincaré’s inequality we con-
clude ∥v (1)∥H 1(B) ÉC∥s(1)∥Lq (B).

Extending v (1)(x) := v (1)(x/|x|2) for x ̸∈ B , by conformal invariance of the Laplace oper-
ator and in view of the Neumann boundary condition ∂v (1)

j /∂ν0 = 0 on ∂B the extended



22 M. Struwe

function v (1) ∈ H 1
loc (R2) satsifies

−∆v (1) =: s̃(1) ∈ Lq
l oc (R2) with ∥v (1)∥H 1(B2(0)) +∥s̃(1)∥Lq (B2(0) ÉC∥s(1)∥Lq (B .

Letting ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R2) with 0 É ϕ É 1 satisfy ϕ(x) = 1 for |x| É 3/2, ϕ(x) = 0 for |x| Ê 2, the

function w (1) = v (1)ϕ ∈ H 1
0 (B2(0)) solves the equation

−∆w (1) =ϕs̃(1) −2∇ϕ∇v (1) −∆ϕv (1) ∈ Lq (B2(0))

Thus, by the Lq -estimates for the Dirichlet problem, proved for instance in [11], we have
w (1) ∈W 2,q (B2(0)), and v (1) ∈W 2,q (B) with

∥v (1)∥W 2,q (B) É ∥w (1)∥W 2,q (B2(0)) ÉC∥∆w (1)∥Lq (B2(0)) ÉC∥s(1)∥Lq (B),

as claimed.
ii) Also problem (4.7) for any s(2) ∈ Lq (∂B) with vanishing average has a unique weak

solution v (2) ∈ H , which may be characterized variationally as minimizer of the energy

E (2)(v) = 1

2

ˆ
B
|∇v |2d z −

ˆ
∂B

s(2)v d s0, v ∈ H ,

where we now use the trace embedding H 1(B) ,→ Lp (∂B) for any 1 É p <∞.
Letting Γ be the fundamental solution of the Laplace operator satisfying

−∆Γ(·, z0) =πδ{z=z0} −1 in B

with boundary condition
∂Γ(·, z0)

∂ν0
= 0 on ∂B

for every z0 ∈ B , we can represent v (2) as

πv (2)(z0) =
ˆ

B
∇v (2)∇Γ(·, z0)d z =

ˆ
∂B

∂v (2))

∂ν0
Γ(·, z0)d s0 =

ˆ
∂B

s(2)Γ(·, z0)d s0.

Differentiating in z0, hence we find

∇v (2)(z0) = 1

π

ˆ
∂B

s(2)∇z0Γ(·, z0)d s0

for every z0 ∈ B .
On a half-space R2+ = {(x, y); y > 0} the corresponding fundamental solution is given by

ΓR2+(z, z0) = 1

2

(
log(|z − z0|)+ log(|z − z0|

)
,

where (x, y) = (x,−y). Similarly, there holds

|∇z0Γ(z, z0)| ÉC |z − z0|−1 ∈ L(2,∞)(B) ⊂ Lp (B)

for every 1 É p < 2, where L(2,∞)(B) is the space of functions weakly in L2. Thus, for s(2) ∈
L1(∂B) the function t (2) given by

t (2)(z0) :=
ˆ
∂B

s(2)∇z0Γ(·, z0)d s0
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belongs to Lp (B) for every 1 É p < 2, and

∥t (2)∥p
Lp (B) =

ˆ
B

∣∣ˆ
∂B

(s(2)(z))1/p∇z0Γ(z, z0)(s(2)(z))1−1/p d s0(z)
∣∣p d z0

É
ˆ

B

ˆ
∂B

|s(2)(z)||∇z0Γ(z, z0)|p d s0(z)d z0 ∥s(2)∥p−1
L1(∂B)

É sup
z∈B

∥∇z0Γ(z, z0)∥p
Lp (B ,d z0)∥s(2)∥p

L1(∂B)

by Hölder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem. (In fact, we conjecture that t (2) ∈ L(2,∞)(B);
but we will not need this here.)

Moreover, for s(2) ∈ L2(∂B), by estimates of Lions-Magenes [14] and Sobolev’s embed-
ding, there holds v (2) ∈ H 3/2(B) ,→ W 1,4(B). To see this directly, let w (2) be a conjugate
harmonic function, so that u(2) := v (2) + i w (2) is analytic. In complex coordinates z = r e iφ

then the Cauchy-Riemann equations give

|w (2)
φ | = |v (2)

r | = |s(2)| ∈ L2(∂B).

Expanding w (2) in a Fourier series, moreover, we see that w (2) ∈ Ḣ 3/2(B) with

∥w (2)∥2
Ḣ 3/2(B)

ÉC∥w (2)
φ ∥2

L2(∂B),

where Ḣ 3/2(B) is the homogeneous Sobolev space. Hence, again by the Cauchy-Riemann
equations, there also holds v (2) ∈ H 3/2(B) with

∥v (2)∥2
H 3/2(B)

ÉC∥s(2)∥2
L2(∂B).

Interpolating, then for any 1 < q < 2 and s(2) ∈ Lq (∂B) we have ∇v (2) ∈ Lp (B) for any p < 2q ,
and the estimate holds, as claimed. □

We next show that (1.23) holds true unconditionally for every sequence tl →∞.

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

1

2

d

d t

(ˆ
B
|α f −K |2dµg +

ˆ
∂B

|β j −k|2d sg +ρ2
t

)
=
ˆ

B

(
(K −α f )(K −α f )t + (α f −K )3)dµg

+
ˆ
∂B

(
(k −β j )(k −β j )t + 1

2
(β j −k)3)d sg +ρtρt t .
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From the evolution equations (3.2) - (3.5) for Gaussian and boundary geodesic curvature
we obtain the identitiesˆ

B

(
(K −α f )(K −α f )t + (α f −K )3)dµg

=
ˆ

B

(
2(K −α f )2K + (α f −K )3)dµg + 1

2

ˆ
∂B

∂(K −α f )2

∂ν0
d s0

−
ˆ

B
|∇(K −α f )|2d z − α2

ρ

(ˆ
B

f (K −α f )dµg

)2 − αρt

ρ

ˆ
B

f (K −α f )dµg

and ˆ
∂B

(
(k −β j )(k −β j )t + 1

2
(β j −k)3)d sg

=
ˆ
∂B

(
(k −β j )2k + 1

2
(β j −k)3)d sg −

ˆ
∂B

∂(K −α f )

∂ν0
(k −β j )d s0

− β2

2(π−ρ)

(ˆ
∂B

j (k −β j )d sg

)2 + βρt

π−ρ
ˆ
∂B

j (k −β j )d sg ,

respectively. Moreover, from (1.15) we have ρt t = 2βt /β−αt /α, and with equations (3.4)
and (3.5) we obtain

ρt tρt =
−2ρ2

t

π−ρ + βρt

π−ρ
ˆ
∂B

j (k −β j )d sg −
ρ2

t

ρ
− ρtα

ρ

ˆ
B

f (K −α f )dµg .

Adding, then we have

1

2

d

d t

(ˆ
B
|α f −K |2dµg +

ˆ
∂B

|β j −k|2d sg +ρ2
t

)
=
ˆ

B

(
2(K −α f )2K + (α f −K )3)dµg + 1

2

ˆ
∂B

∂(K −α f )2

∂ν0
d s0

−
ˆ

B
|∇(K −α f )|2d z − α2

ρ

(ˆ
B

f (K −α f )dµg

)2 − 2αρt

ρ

ˆ
B

f (K −α f )dµg

+
ˆ
∂B

(
(k −β j )2k + 1

2
(β j −k)3)d sg −

ˆ
∂B

∂(K −α f )

∂ν0
(k −β j )d s0

− β2

2(π−ρ)

(ˆ
∂B

j (k −β j )d sg

)2 + 2βρt

π−ρ
ˆ
∂B

j (k −β j )d sg −
2ρ2

t

π−ρ − ρ2
t

ρ
.

Recalling (1.18), we observe that the boundary integrals involving ∂(K−α f )
∂ν0

miraculously
cancel. Moreover, writing

α2
(ˆ

B
f (K −α f )dµg

)2 +2αρt

ˆ
B

f (K −α f )dµg +ρ2
t

=
(
ρt +α

ˆ
B

f (K −α f )dµg

)2
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as well as

β2
(ˆ

∂B
j (k −β j )d s

)2 −4βρt

ˆ
∂B

j (k −β j )d sg +4ρ2
t

=
(
2ρt −β

ˆ
∂B

j (k −β j )d sg

)2
,

and expanding K = K −α f +α f , etc., we find the equation

1

2

d

d t

(ˆ
B
|α f −K |2dµg +

ˆ
∂B

|β j −k|2d sg +ρ2
t

)
+
ˆ

B
|∇(K −α f )|2d z

=
ˆ

B

(
2α f (K −α f )2 + (K −α f )3)dµg −

(
ρt +α

´
B f (K −α f )dµg

)2

ρ

+
ˆ
∂B

(
β j (k −β j )2 + 1

2
(k −β j )3)d sg −

(
2ρt −β

´
∂B j (k −β j )d sg

)2

2(π−ρ)
.

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

1

2

d

d t

(ˆ
B
|α fΦ−KΦ|2dµh +

ˆ
∂B

|β jΦ−kΦ|2d sh +ρ2
t

)
=−
ˆ

B
|∇(α fΦ̄−KΦ̄)|2d z +

ˆ
B

(
2α fΦ(α fΦ̄−KΦ̄)2 + (KΦ̄−α fΦ̄)3)dµh

+
ˆ
∂B

(
β jΦ(kΦ−β jΦ)2 + 1

2
(kΦ−β jΦ)3)d sh

−
(
ρt +α

´
B fΦ(KΦ−α fΦ)dµh

)2

ρ
−

(
2ρt −β

´
∂B jΦ(kΦ−β jΦ)d sh

)2

2(π−ρ)
,

(4.8)

where fΦ = f ◦Φ, h =Φ∗g = e2v gR2 , KΦ = KΦ∗g = Kh = K ◦Φ, and so on.

4.3. Unconditional convergence. From Proposition 4.1 we can show that (4.1) holds true
for every sequence tl →∞. For convenience, we let

F = F (t ) :=
ˆ

B
|α f −K |2dµg +

ˆ
∂B

|β j −k|2d sg +ρ2
t

=
ˆ

B
|α fΦ−KΦ|2dµh +

ˆ
∂B

|β jΦ−kΦ|2d sh +ρ2
t

and we set

G =G(t ) :=
ˆ

B
|∇(K −α f )|2d z =

ˆ
B
|∇(α fΦ̄−KΦ̄)|2d z.

Lemma 4.3. There holds F (t ) → 0 as t →∞.

Proof. We argue as in [19], proof of Lemma 3.4. Given 0 < ε0 < 1, by (1.23) there exist
arbitrarily large times t0 such that F (t0) < ε0. For any such t0, we choose a maximal time
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t1 Ê t0, t1 É∞, such that
sup

t0Ét<t1

F (t ) < 2ε0.

By Proposition 4.1, if 0 < ε0 < 1 is sufficiently small, the metrics h = h(t ) =Φ∗g for t0 É t <
t1 will be uniformly equivalent to the Euclidean metric. In particular, the standard Sobolev
embeddings hold with uniform constants in the metrics h for t0 É t < t1, and with uniform
constants C > 0 we can bound∣∣ˆ

B
(KΦ−α fΦ)3dµh

∣∣ÉC∥KΦ−α fΦ∥3
L3(B ,g

R2 )

ÉC∥KΦ−α fΦ∥L2(B ,g
R2 )∥KΦ−α fΦ∥2

L4(B ,g
R2 )

ÉC
p
ε0∥KΦ−α fΦ∥2

H 1(B ,g
R2 ) ÉC

p
ε0(F +G).

Similarly, again using that kΦ−β jΦ = KΦ−α fΦ on ∂B , we can bound∣∣ˆ
∂B

(kΦ−β jΦ)3d sh
∣∣ÉC∥kΦ−β jΦ∥L2(∂B ,g

R2 )∥KΦ−α fΦ∥2
L4(∂B ,g

R2 )

ÉC
p
ε0∥KΦ−α fΦ∥2

H 1(B ,g
R2 ) ÉC

p
ε0(F +G).

For sufficiently small ε0 > 0 from (4.8) we then obtain the differential inequality

d

d t
F ÉC F for t0 É t < t1

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

sup
t0Ét<t1

F (t ) < F (t0)+C

ˆ ∞

t0

F (t )d t .

But by the energy bound (1.22), the right hand side is smaller than 2ε0 for sufficiently
large t0, and we have t1 =∞. Since 0 < ε0 < 1 may be chosen arbitrarily small, the claim
follows. □

4.4. Concentration. Now assume that there is no solution of (1.3), (1.4), which we will do
from now on. Then as tl →∞, necessarily for a suitable subsequence l →∞ the metrics
evolving under the flow (1.13) - (1.15) concentrate at a point z0 ∈ ∂B , whereas the normal-
ized metrics hl = h(tl ) as well as the normalized functions vl = v(tl ) 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 tl →
∞ there is a subsequence l → ∞ such that for any R0 É R É R1 there holds Φl = Φ(tl ) →
Φ∞ ≡ z0 weakly in H 1 for some z0 ∈ ∂B. In addition, we may assume that αl = α(tl ) → α,
βl = β(tl ) → β for some α ∈ [α0,α1], β ∈ [β0,β1] such that α = β2. Finally, fixing R = R(z0)
as given by (2.4), (4.5) we have vl = v(tl ) → v∞, hl = h(tl ) → h∞ = e2v∞gR2 in H 3/2(B)∩
H 1(∂B)∩L∞(B), where α f (z0)h∞ =Ψ∗

R gS2 .
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It is then natural to lift the flow to the sphere S2 ⊂ R3. Denote as ei , Xi , 1 É i É 3, the
standard basis and the restrictions of the ambient coordinate functions in R3 to S2, re-
spectively. For X = (X1, X2, X3) we also let Z = πR2 (X ) = (X1, X2). Let S2

R =ΨR (B) be the
spherical cap corresponding to the limit metric h∞ in Corollary 4.4. With the help of scaled
stereographic projection πR =Ψ−1

R we lift the metrics g = g (t ) and h = h(t ) to S2
R , as fol-

lows. Set
ḡ =π∗

R g =π∗
R

(
e2u gR2

)= e2ū gS2

and define the normalized companion metric

h̄ =π∗
R h =π∗

R

(
e2v gR2

)= e2v̄ gS2 → (α f (z0))−1gS2

with a family of functions v̄ = v̄(t ) converging to the constant v̄∞ = −1
2 log(α f (z0)) in

H 3/2(S2
R )∩ H 1(∂S2

R )∩ L∞(S2
R ) as t = tl → ∞ suitably. Note that with the conformal dif-

feomorphism Φ̄= Φ̄(t ) =ΨR ◦Φ(t )◦πR : S2
R → S2

R we have

h̄ = Φ̄∗ḡ

and thus

v̄ = ū ◦ Φ̄+ 1

2
log(

√
det (dΦ̄t dΦ̄)) in S2

R , v̄ = ū ◦ Φ̄+ log(|∂Φ̄
∂τ

|) on ∂S2
R

for each t > 0, where τ again is the oriented unit tangent vector along ∂S2
R . Moreover, with

our short hand notation KΦ = Kh = KΦ∗g = Kg ◦Φ, and letting ΦR =Φ◦πR , we have

Kh̄ = Kg ◦ΦR = KΦR .

By Corollary 4.4 then for tl → ∞, with error o(1) → 0 as l → ∞, for suitable l → ∞ at
t = tl we can writeˆ

B
α fΦ(KΦ−α fΦ)2dµh =

ˆ
S2

R

(KΦR −α fΦR )2dµgS2 +o(1)F

and

α

ˆ
B

fΦ(KΦ−α fΦ)dµh =
ˆ

S2
R

(KΦR −α fΦR )dµgS2 +o(1)F 1/2.

Recalling from (4.5) that β j (z0)/
√
α f (z0) = j (z0)/

√
f (z0) = kR we likewise see thatˆ

∂B
β jΦ(kΦ−β jΦ)2d sh = kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

(kΦR −β jΦR )2d sgS2 +o(1)F

as well as

β

ˆ
∂B

jΦ(kΦ−β jΦ)d sh = kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

(kΦR −β jΦR )d sgS2 +o(1)F 1/2.

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

(KΦ−α fΦ)3dµh
∣∣+ ∣∣ˆ

∂B
(kΦ−β jΦ)3d sh

∣∣= o(1)(F +G).
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In view of (4.8) hence we have

1

2

dF

d t
+G +

(
ρt +
´

S2
R

(KΦR −α fΦR )dµgS2

)2

ρ

+
(
2ρt −kR

´
∂S2

R
(kΦR −β jΦR )d sgS2

)2

2(π−ρ)
+o(1)(F +G)

= 2

ˆ
S2

R

(KΦR −α fΦR )2dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

(kΦR −β jΦR )2d sgS2 .

(4.9)

For clarity, in the following we also use indices to distinguish the outward normal νS2
R

along ∂S2
R from the outward normal νB = ν0 along ∂B .

5. FINITE-DIMENSIONAL DYNAMICS

Similar to [19] we can show that the flow equations (1.13) - (1.15) 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 = tl →∞ concentrate at a point z0 ∈ ∂B in
the sense described in Corollary 4.4, for any sufficiently large l ∈ N we first establish the
relevant equations and estimates only for times t Ê tl where the center of mass is at a dis-
tance from z0 comparable to the distance at the time tl . As we summarise our results in
Lemma 5.10, however, we are able to assert that under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1
this condition will hold true for all times t > tl when l is sufficiently large. In particular,
we have unconditional convergence a(t ) → z0 as t →∞,

Before entering into details we recall that the concentration point z0 determines the

parameter R = R(z0) and that we have |Z | ≡ 2R
1+R2 =: r , X3 ≡ 1−R2

1+R2 =:σon ∂S2
R with boundary

curvature kR = 1−R2

2R = σ
r given by (4.5). Moreover, the outer normal along ∂S2

R is given by
νS2

R
= (σz,−r ).

The number R also determines ρ = liml→∞ρ(tl ). Indeed, with error o(1) → 0 as l →∞,
from (1.17) we have

α f (z0)+o(1)

ρ

ˆ
S2

R

dµh̄ = α

ρ

ˆ
B

fΦe2v d z = α

ρ

ˆ
B

f e2ud z = 2

and
β j (z0)+o(1)

π−ρ
ˆ
∂S2

R

dµh̄ = β

π−ρ
ˆ
∂B

jΦev d s0 = β

π−ρ
ˆ
∂B

j eud s0 = 2.

Thus, in particular, with error o(1) → 0 as t →∞ there holds

2ρ+o(1) =α f (z0)

ˆ
S2

R

dµh̄ +o(1) =
ˆ

S2
R

dµgS2

= 2π

ˆ 1

0

( 2R

1+|Rr |2
)2

r dr = 4πR2

1+R2
,
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and

ρ = 2πR2

1+R2
+o(1), π−ρ =π(1− 2R2

1+R2
)+o(1) =πσ+o(1).

5.1. Expansion in terms of Steklov eigenfunctions. Let w = KΦ−α fΦ and set wR = w◦πR .
We expand wR in terms of a sequenceϕi , i ∈N0, of Steklov eigenfunctions of the Laplacean
on S2

R , satisfying the equations

(5.1) −∆gS2ϕi = 2λiϕi in S2
R ,

∂ϕi

∂νS2
R

=λi kRϕi on ∂S2
R ,

with eigenvalues 0 É λi É λi+1, i ∈ N0, and orthonormal with respect to the measure µ̂R

defined by ˆ
S2

R

ϕd µ̂R = 2

ˆ
S2

R

ϕdµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

ϕd sgS2 .

Note that λi →∞ as i →∞, and that there holdsˆ
S2

R

∇ϕi ·∇ϕ j dµgS2 =λi (ϕi ,ϕ j )L2(S2
R ,µ̂R ), i , j ∈N0.

Recall that we have the mini-max characterization

(5.2) λi = inf
X⊂H 1(S2

R );di mXÊi+1
sup

v∈X \{0}

∥∇v∥2
L2(S2

R )

∥v∥2
L2(S2

R ,µ̂R )

, i ∈N0,

of the eigenvalues λi , where L2(S2
R ) = L2(S2

R ,µgS2 ) In particular, we have λ0 = 0 with ϕ0 =
const ; moreover, below we shall see that the coordinate functions X1,2 both are Steklov
eigenfunctions with eigenvalues λ1 = λ2 = 1 and that we have the spectral gap λi > 1 for
i Ê 3. However, we first focus on the constant component

w̄R =−
ˆ

S2
R

wR d µ̂R =
(
2

ˆ
S2

R

wR dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

wR d sgS2

)
/

ˆ
S2

R

d µ̂R ,

with ˆ
S2

R

d µ̂R = 2

ˆ
S2

R

dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

d sgS2 = 4ρ+2πσ+o(1) = 2(π+ρ)+o(1).

Also denote as

ŵR =−
ˆ

S2
R

wR dµgS2 , w̃R =−
ˆ
∂S2

R

wR d sgS2

the averages of wR on S2
R and ∂S2

R , respectively, satisfying with error o(1) → 0 as t = tl →∞

(5.3)
4ρŵR +2πσw̃R

4ρ+2πσ
= w̄R +o(1)F 1/2.

Lemma 5.1. With error o(1) → 0 as t = tl →∞ there holds

1

2

dF

d t
+G + π+ρ

ρ(π−ρ)

(
ρt +2

ρ(π−ρ)

π+ρ (ŵR − w̃R )
)2 =
ˆ

S2
R

|wR − w̄R |2d µ̂R +o(1)(F +G).
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Proof. The right hand side of (4.9) may be written asˆ
S2

R

|wR |2d µ̂R =
ˆ

S2
R

|wR − w̄R |2d µ̂R +
ˆ

S2
R

|w̄R |2d µ̂R .

Moreover, we have (
ρt +
´

S2
R

wR dµgS2

)2

ρ
=

(
ρt +2ρŵR

)2

ρ
+o(1)F

= ρ2
t

ρ
+4ρt ŵR +4ρ|ŵR |2 +o(1)F

as well as (
2ρt −kR

´
∂S2

R
wR d sgS2

)2

2(π−ρ)
= 2

(
ρt −πσw̃R

)2

π−ρ +o(1)F )

= 2ρ2
t

π−ρ −4ρt w̃R +2πσ|w̃R |2 +o(1)F,

so that

I : =
(
ρt +
´

S2
R

wR dµgS2

)2

ρ
+

(
2ρt −kR

´
∂S2

R
wR d sgS2

)2

2(π−ρ)

= ρ2
t

ρ
+4ρt ŵR +4ρ|ŵR |2 +

2ρ2
t

π−ρ −4ρt w̃R +2πσ|w̃R |2 +o(1)F (t )

= π+ρ
ρ(π−ρ)

ρ2
t +4ρt (ŵR − w̃R )+4ρ|ŵR |2 +2πσ|w̃R |2 +o(1)F (t ).

Recalling that πσ=π−ρ+o(1), and letting λ= 2ρ
π+ρ , 1−λ= πσ

π+ρ +o(1) for brevity, using
(5.3) we can bound

(4ρ+2πσ)−1(4ρ|ŵR |2 +2πσ|w̃R |2 − (4ρ+2πσ)|w̄R |2
)+o(1)F

=λ|ŵR |2 + (1−λ)|w̃R |2 −|λŵR + (1−λ)w̃R |2 +o(1)F

=λ(1−λ)(|ŵR |2 +|w̃R |2 −2ŵR w̃R ) =λ(1−λ)|ŵR − w̃R |2 +o(1)F.

But

(4ρ+2πσ)λ(1−λ) = (4ρ+2πσ)
2ρπσ

(π+ρ)2
+o(1) = 4

ρ(π−ρ)

π+ρ +o(1);

thus, we obtain

I −
ˆ

S2
R

|w̄R |2d µ̂R = I − (4ρ+2πσ)|w̄R |2 +o(1)F

= π+ρ
ρ(π−ρ)

ρ2
t +4ρt (ŵR − w̃R )+4

ρ(π−ρ)

π+ρ |ŵR − w̃R |2 +o(1)F

= π+ρ
ρ(π−ρ)

(
ρt +2

ρ(π−ρ)

π+ρ (ŵR − w̃R )
)2 +o(1)F,

and the claim follows from (4.9). □
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Note that for 1 É i É 2 there holds

(5.4) −∆S2 Xi = 2Xi in S2
R ,

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

= νS2
R
·ei =σXi /r on ∂S2

R .

Lemma 5.2. The coordinate functions X1,2 both are Steklov eigenfunctions with eigenvalues
λ1 =λ2 = 1 and we have the spectral gap λi > 1 for i Ê 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 É 1 with corresponding 0 Éσ< 1 there holds
λ1 É 1 with a corresponding normalized eigenfunction ϕ1 satisfying

0 =
ˆ

S2
R

ϕ1d µ̂R =
ˆ

S2
R

X1ϕ1d µ̂R =
ˆ

S2
R

X2ϕ1d µ̂R .

In view of the mini-max characterization (5.2) of λ1 the latter depends continuously on R
or σ. Thus we may assume that 0 Éσ< 1 is minimal with this property.

We claim that σ > 0. Indeed, suppose that σ = 0. Then R = 1 and S2
R = S2+ is the up-

per half-sphere with kR = 0. In view of (5.1) we can extend ϕ1 by even reflection in ∂S2+
to a solution of the equation (5.1) with 0 < λ1 É 1 on all of S2. But any such solution is
a linear combination of the functions Xi , 1 É i É 3. In addition, even symmetry gives´

S2 ϕ1X3 dµGS2 = 0. Hence ϕ1 is a linear combination only of the functions X1 and X2,
which is impossible by orthogonality.

Thus, 0 < σ < 1 and λ1 = 1 (by minimality of σ). The 1-homogeneous extension of ϕ1

to the cone over S2
R in R3, given by ϕ̄1(sX ) = sϕ1(X ) for s > 0, X ∈ S2

R , then is harmonic.
But expanding ϕ1 in terms of spherical harmonics (the eigenfunctions of ∆S2 ) we see that
only the contributions from Xi , 1 É i É 3, have a 1-homogeneous harmonic extension,
and ϕ1 = γX3 for some γ ̸= 0. But ∂X3/∂νS2

R
=−r =− r

σ
X3 on ∂S2

R . A contradiction follows,

proving our claim. □

Expand wR − w̄R =∑
iÊ1νiϕi , with ϕi = Xi /∥Xi∥L2(S2

R ,µ̂R ) for i = 1,2, and split

F̂ :=
ˆ

S2
R

|wR − w̄R |2d µ̂R = F̂1 + F̂2,

where F̂1 = |ν1|2 +|ν2|2, F̂2 =∑
iÊ3 |νi |2. Also splitting

G =
ˆ

S2
R

|∇wR |2dµgS2 =
∑
iÊ1

λi |νi |2 = Ĝ1 +Ĝ2 = Ĝ1 + λ3 −1

2λ3
Ĝ2 + λ3 +1

2λ3
Ĝ2,

where Ĝ1 = λ1(|ν1|2 +|ν2|2) = F̂1 and Ĝ2 = ∑
iÊ3λi |νi |2 Ê λ3F̂2, from Lemma 5.1 we obtain

the differential inequality

(5.5)
1

2

dF

d t
+ λ3 −1

2λ3
Ĝ2 + λ3 −1

2
F̂2 + c−1

ρ

(
ρt +2cρ(ŵR − w̃R )

)2 É o(1)F,

where we set cρ = ρ(π−ρ)
π+ρ for brevity.
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5.2. Equivalent norms. For the following analysis we also need to expand wR with respect
to the measure µR defined byˆ

S2
R

ϕdµR =
ˆ

S2
R

ϕdµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

ϕd sh̄ .

Observe that the L2-norms defined by µR and µ̂R are equivalent in the sense that with a
constant CR Ê 1 for every ϕ ∈ H 1(S2

R ) there holds

C−1
R ∥ϕ∥L2(S2

R ,µR ) É ∥ϕ∥L2(S2
R ,µ̂R ) ÉCR∥ϕ∥L2(S2

R ,µR ).

Next note that by (1.5) similar to (1.19) we haveˆ
S2

R

wR dµR =
ˆ

S2
R

wR dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

wR d sh̄ =
ˆ

B
w dµh +

ˆ
∂B

wd sh

=
ˆ

B
(α f −K )e2ud z +

ˆ
∂B

(β j −k)eud s0 = 0.

(5.6)

Moreover, let Ξ= (Ξ1,Ξ2) be given by

Ξi =
ˆ

S2
R

Xi wR dµR =
ˆ

S2
R

Xi wR dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi wR d sh̄ , i = 1,2.

Observe that with error o(1) → 0 as t = tl →∞ we have

(5.7)

ˆ
S2

R

Xi dµh̄ = o(1),

ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi d sh̄ = o(1).

In addition, for 1 É i ,k É 2 with a constant cR > 0 there holds

(5.8)

ˆ
S2

R

Xiϕk dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Xiϕk d sh̄ = cRδi k +o(1);

hence
Ξi = cRνi +o(1)F 1/2 +O(1)F̂ 1/2

2 , i = 1,2.

Set Y1 = span{1, X1, X2} and let Y2 be its L2(S2
R ,µR )- orthogonal complement. Also let

ψ0 = (´
S2

R
dµR

)−1/2, ψi = Xi /∥Xi∥L2(S2
R ,µR ), i = 1,2, and let ψk , k Ê 3, be an L2(S2

R ,µR )-

orthonormal basis for Y2. Expand wR =∑
iÊ0κiψi . Then with F0 = ρ2

t we can write

F = F0 +
∑
iÊ1

|κi |2 +o(1)F,

where the error o(1) → 0 as t = tl →∞ results from (5.7), (5.8). Split

F = F0 +F1 +F2 +o(1)F, F1 =
∑

1ÉiÉ2
|κi |2, F2 =

∑
iÊ3

|κi |2.

Equivalence of the L2-norms gives the following result.

Lemma 5.3. With error o(1) → 0 as t = tl →∞ there holds

C−2
R F2 É F̂2 ÉC 2

R F2.
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Proof. Since for k Ê 3 there holds ϕk ⊥L2(S2
R ,µ̂R ) Y1 we can write

νk =
ˆ

S2
R

ϕk wR d µ̂R =
ˆ

S2
R

ϕk

∑
iÊ3

κiψi d µ̂R , k Ê 3.

Hence by Hölder’s inequality there holds

F̂2 =
∑
kÊ3

|νk |2 =
∑
kÊ3

(
νk

ˆ
S2

R

ϕk wR d µ̂R
)= ˆ

S2
R

( ∑
kÊ3

νkϕk

∑
iÊ3

κiψi
)
d µ̂R

É ∥∑
iÊ3

κiψi∥L2(S2
R ,µ̂R )∥

∑
kÊ3

νkϕk∥L2(S2
R ,µ̂R )

ÉCR∥
∑
iÊ3

κiψi∥L2(S2
R ,µR )F̂

1/2
2 =CR F 1/2

2 F̂ 1/2
2 É 1

2
C 2

R F2 + 1

2
F̂2.

Similarly, since ψi ⊥L2(S2
R ,µR ) Y1 for i Ê 3 we likewise have

κi =
ˆ

S2
R

ψi wR dµR =
ˆ

S2
R

ψi
∑
kÊ3

νkϕk dµR , i Ê 3,

and thus

F2 =
∑
iÊ3

|κi |2 =
∑
iÊ3

(
κi

ˆ
S2

R

ψi wR dµR
)= ˆ

S2
R

∑
iÊ3

κiψi
∑
kÊ3

νkϕk dµR

É ∥∑
iÊ3

κiψi∥L2(S2
R ,µR )∥

∑
kÊ3

νkϕk∥L2(S2
R ,µR )

ÉCR F 1/2
2 ∥∑

iÊ3
κiψi∥L2(S2

R ,µ̂R ) =CR F 1/2
2 F̂ 1/2

2 É 1

2
F2 + 1

2
C 2

R F̂2.

Our claim follows. □

The components of Ξ 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 S2
R . Recall that the gradient vector fields ∇Xi , 1 É i É 3,

together with the generators of rotations around the coordinate axes in R3 generate the
Möbius group M̃ of the sphere. Via the map ΨR and scaled stereographic projection πR =
Ψ−1

R we can lift the Möbius group M of the ball B to the subgroup MR = {ΨR◦Φ◦πR ; Φ ∈ M }
of M̃ preserving the circle ∂S2

R . As an important consequence of this correspondence we
observe that, in particular, for any ξ ∈ Ti d M there holds (dΨR ·ξ)◦πR ∈ Ti d MR , and con-
versely. This will be crucial in the following section.

Convenient representations can be obtained, as follows. Let Φ ∈ M . After a rotation in
the plane, by (2.1) we may assume that with some 0 < a < 1 there holdsΦ(z) =Φa(z) = z+a

1+az
for z = (x, y) = x + i y ∈ R2 ∼= C. Thus, Φ maps the origin to the point P = (a,0) ∈ R2 and
preserves the points (−1,0) and (1,0). We call P =Φ(0) the center of mass of Φ.
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Conformally mapping the ball to the half plane R2+ = {(x, y) ∈ R2; x > 0} via the map
γ(z) = 1−z

1+z with γ2 = γ◦γ= i d , taking the circle to the line {(0, y); y ∈R} and such that

γ(1,0)) = (0,0), γ(0,0)) = (1,0), lim
z=(x,y)∈B ,(x,y)→(−1,±0)

γ(z) = (0,∓∞),

we may represent Φ as Φ= γ◦ Φ̃◦γ where Φ̃ : R2 → R2 satisfies Φ̃(1,0) = (ε,0) with 0 < ε=
1−a
1+a < 1 and Φ̃(0,0) = (0,0), Φ̃(0, y) → (0,±∞) as y →±∞. Thus, Φ̃= δε with δε(z) = εz, and
we have

Φ◦γ= γ◦δε =: γε.

Next, now also allowing general a ∈C as in (2.1), for anyψwe haveΦeiψa(e iψz) = e iψΦa(z);
that is, there holds

Φeiψa = e iψ ◦Φa ◦e−iψ,

where we identify the number e iψ with the rotation e iψ(z) = e iψz. Factoring this map via
γ, and setting

γ◦e−iψ ◦γ=: ρψ : R2
+ ∋ z 7→ 1−e−iψ+ (1+e−iψ)z

1+e−iψ+ (1−e−iψ)z
→R2

+,

we find the representation

Φeiψa ◦γ= e iψ ◦Φa ◦γ◦γ◦e−iψ ◦γ= e iψ ◦γε ◦ρψ.

Since the maps ΨR and ψR =πR2 ◦ΨR commute with rotations, there thus also holds

ψR ◦Φeiψa ◦γ= e iψ ◦ψR ◦γε ◦ρψ.

Finally, for a, z ∈ B and any φ ∈R we also let

Φa,φ(z) = e iφ z +a

1+ āz
.

The above formulas allow to easily compute the differential of the mapψR ◦Φa in stere-
ographic coordinates with respect to both z and a in B .

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

E0(u) = 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

(|∇u|2 +2u)dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

u d sgS2 ,

where kR is the boundary geodesic curvature in the standard metric, gives rise to a number
of constraints that the curvatures

(5.9) Kg = e−2u(−∆gS2 u +1)

and

(5.10) kg = e−u(
∂u

∂νS2
R

+kR )

of any conformal metric g = e2u gS2
R

on S2
R naturally satisfy. Our approach to these results

is modelled on the derivation of the corresponding Kazdan-Warner type constraints on S2

in [8], Corollary 2.1.
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To see conformal invariance of the Liouville energy E0, we first observe that for any
metric g as above the function u is a critical point of the energy

EK ,k (u) = E0(u)− 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

K e2u dµgS2 −
ˆ
∂S2

R

keu d sgS2 ,

where K = Kg , k = kg . We then have the following result.

Lemma 5.4. For any u ∈ H 1(S2
R ) and any Φ ∈ MR there holds

E0(u) = E0(v),

where

(5.11) v = u ◦Φ+ 1

2
log(

√
det (dΦt dΦ)) in S2

R ,

similar to (2.2). Again we note that sinceΦ is conformal, on ∂S2
R we have v = u◦Φ+log(|∂Φ∂τ |)

with the positively oriented unit tangent vector τ along ∂S2
R .

Proof. i) First consider the case u = 0. Observe that by naturality of the curvature and (5.9),
(5.10) for v = 1

2 log(
√

det (dΦt dΦ)) with any Φ ∈ MR in view of e2v gS2 =Φ∗gS2 we have

e−2v (−∆gS2 v +1) = KgS2 ◦Φ= 1,

and v also solves the equation ∂v/∂νS2
R
= kR (ev −1) on ∂S2

R .

Thus, v is a critical point of the functional E1,kR , where

E1,kR (u) = 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

(|∇u|2 +2u −e2u)dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

(u −eu)d sgS2

for any u ∈ H 1(S2
R ), and for any ϕ ∈ H 1(S2

R ) we find

〈dE1,kR (v),ϕ〉H−1×H 1 =
ˆ
∂S2

R

ϕ(
∂v

∂νS2
R

+kR (1−ev ))d sgS2 = 0.

It follows that for any Φ ∈ MR and a C 1-family of Möbius transformations Φ(t ) ∈ MR with
Φ(0) = i d and Φ(1) =Φ, letting v(t ) = 1

2 log(
√

det (dΦt (t )dΦ(t ))) we have

d

d t
E1,kR (v(t )) = 〈dE1,kR (v),

d v

d t
〉H−1×H 1 = 0,

whence
E1,kR (v(1)) = E1,kR (v(0)) = E1,kR (0).

Since clearly for any Φ ∈ MR and v = 1
2 log(

√
det (dΦt dΦ)) as above we also have

1

2

ˆ
S2

R

e2v dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

ev d sgS2 =
1

2

ˆ
S2

R

√
det (dΦt dΦ)dµgS2

+kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

|∂Φ
∂τ

|d sgS2 =
1

2

ˆ
S2

R

dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

d sgS2 ,

we conclude

(5.12) E0(v) = E0(v(1)) = E0(v(0)) = E0(0) = 0.
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ii) Expanding the quadratic term and integrating by parts, for the general case with v =
u ◦Φ+ 1

2 log(
√

det (dΦt dΦ)) by part i) and conformal invariance of the Dirichlet integral
we have

E0(v) = 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

(|∇(u ◦Φ)|2 +2u ◦Φ)dµgS2

+ 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

∇(u ◦Φ)∇ log(
√

det (dΦt dΦ))dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

u ◦Φd sgS2

= E0(u)+
ˆ

S2
R

((u ◦Φ)
√

det (dΦt dΦ)−u)dµgS2

+
ˆ
∂S2

R

(u ◦Φ)
(1

2

∂ log(
√

det (dΦt dΦ))

∂νS2
R

+kR
)
d sgS2 −kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

u d sgS2 ,

where we also used (5.12) and the fact that w = 1
2 log(

√
det (dΦt dΦ)) solves (5.9) with Kg =

1, as noted in part i) above. Since w also solves (5.10) with kg = kR , and since we have

log(
√

det (dΦt dΦ)) = 2log(|∂Φ
∂τ

|) on ∂S2
R , a change of variables givesˆ

S2
R

((u ◦Φ)
√

det (dΦt dΦ)−u)dµgS2 = 0

as well as ˆ
∂S2

R

(u ◦Φ)(
1

2

∂ log(
√

det (dΦt dΦ))

∂νS2
R

+kR )d sgS2

= kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

(u ◦Φ)|∂Φ
∂τ

|d sgS2 = kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

u d sgS2 ,

proving our claim. □

Next let g = e2u gS2 be any conformal metric on S2
R with Gauss curvature and boundary

geodesic curvature given by (5.9), (5.10). From the conformal invariance of E0 established
in Lemma 5.4 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 ∇K , as the latter also depends on the metric whereas the former does not.

Lemma 5.5. For any ξ̄ ∈ Ti d MR there holds

1

2

ˆ
S2

R

dK · ξ̄dµg +
ˆ
∂S2

R

dk · ξ̄,d sg = 0.

Proof. Let ξ̄ ∈ Ti d MR and let Φ(t ) ∈ MR be a C 1-family of Möbius transformations defined
in a neighbourhood of t = 0, with Φ(0) = i d and such that ∂Φ

∂t

∣∣
t=0 = ξ̄. Invariance E0(u) =

E0(u(t )) of the Liouville energy of

u(t ) = u ◦Φ(t )+ 1

2
log

(√
det (dΦt (t )dΦ(t ))

)
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gives

EK ,k (u(t )) = E0(u)− 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

K ◦Φ(t )−1e2u dµgS2 −
ˆ
∂S2

R

k ◦Φ(t )−1eu d sgS2 .

Criticality of EK ,k (u) then yields the equation

0 = d

d t

∣∣
t=0EK ,k (u(t )) = 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

dK · ξ̄dµg +
ˆ
∂S2

R

dk · ξ̄d sg ,

as claimed. □

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 (1.13) - (1.15) concentrating as t = tl →∞
at a point z0 ∈ ∂B and as v = v(t ) its normalized companion given by (2.2) with R = R(z0)
and a family of conformal diffeomorphisms Φ=Φ(t ) of the disc B .

Recall that we defined Φ̄= Φ̄(t ) =ΨR ◦Φ(t )◦πR : S2
R → S2

R and set

ḡ =π∗
R g = e2ū gS2 , h̄ =π∗

R h = Φ̄∗ḡ = e2v̄ gS2 ,

where

v̄ = ū ◦ Φ̄+ 1

2
log(

√
det (dΦ̄t dΦ̄)) in S2

R , v̄ = ū ◦ Φ̄+ log(|∂Φ̄
∂τ

|) on ∂S2
R

for each t > 0, and where τ is the oriented unit tangent vector along ∂S2
R .

Let

(5.13) ξ̄= (dΦ̄)−1∂Φ̄

∂t
= (dΨR ·ξ)◦πR

be the vector field generating the flow (Φ̄(t ))t>0, where ξ= (dΦ)−1Φt as before. Similar to
[19], formulas (17) and (18), we then have

v̄t = ūt ◦ Φ̄+ 1

2
e−2v̄ di vS2 (ξ̄e2v̄ ) in S2

R , v̄t = ūt ◦ Φ̄+e−v̄ ∂(τ · ξ̄e v̄ )

∂τ
on ∂S2

R .

Using that our normalization (2.6) implies

1

2

ˆ
S2

R

Z dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z d sh̄ = 1

2

ˆ
B
ψR e2v d z +

ˆ
∂B
ψR ev d s0 = 0,

and observing that we have d Z =πR2 in S2
R and ∂Z /∂τ= τ ·d Z = τ as well as νS2

R
· ξ̄= 0 and

hence ξ̄= ττ · ξ̄ on ∂S2
R , we then compute

0 = d

d t

(1

2

ˆ
S2

R

Z dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z d sh̄

)= ˆ
S2

R

Z v̄t dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z v̄t d sh̄

=
ˆ

S2
R

Z ūt ◦ Φ̄dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z ūt ◦ Φ̄d sh̄

+ 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

Z di vS2 (ξ̄e2v̄ )dµgS2 +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z
∂(τ · ξ̄e v̄ )

∂τ
d sgS2

=
ˆ

S2
R

Z ūt ◦ Φ̄dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z ūt ◦ Φ̄d sh̄ − 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

πR2 ξ̄dµh̄ −
ˆ
∂S2

R

ξ̄d sh̄ .

(5.14)
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The vector

Ξ̄ := 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

πR2 ξ̄dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

ξ̄d sh̄ =
ˆ

S2
R

Z ūt ◦ Φ̄dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z ūt ◦ Φ̄d sh̄

uniquely determines ξ̄. Note that we have ūt ◦ Φ̄= ut ◦Φ◦πR = wR ; hence Ξ̄=Ξ.
Now, given a time t0 := tl > 0 we choose coordinates such that Φ(t0) = Φa0 for some

0 < a0 < 1 and we express Ξ = Ξ1 + iΞ2. At times t near t0 we then have Φ(t ) = Φeiφa =
e iφ ◦Φa ◦ e−iφ for 0 < a = a(t ) < 1, φ = φ(t ) satisfying a(t0) = a0, φ(t0) = 0, and, with 0 <
ε0 = 1−a0

1+a0
< 1, for the motion of the center of mass P = P (t ) = e iφa the following holds.

Lemma 5.6. With real coefficients Ai = Ai (z0) > 0 and complex error o(1) → 0 inC as l →∞
there holds (

(A1 +o(1))
d a

d t
+ i (A2 +o(1))

dφ

d t

)∣∣
t=t0

=−ε0Ξ.

Proof. i) From (5.13) we have

Ξ= 1

2

ˆ
S2

R

(dψR ·ξ)◦πR dµπ∗
R h +
ˆ
∂S2

R

(dψR ·ξ)◦πR d sπ∗
R h

= 1

2

ˆ
B

(dψR ·ξ)dµh +
ˆ
∂B

(dψR ·ξ)d sh .

Given t0 = tl , for t close to t0 as in [19], p. 39, by slight abuse of notation we set

Φt0 (t ) =Φ(t0)−1Φ(t ) =Φ−1
a0
Φeiφ(t )a(t )

so that ξ= dΦt0
d t (t0), and we let ε= ε(t ) = 1−a

1+a with ε(t0) = ε0.
In stereographic coordinates we can represent Φa0 ◦γ= γε0 . Thus, and with γ−1 ◦Φ−1

a0
=

(Φa0 ◦γ)−1 = γ−1
ε0

, for ξ we obtain the representation

ξ◦γ= d

d t
(Φt0 ◦γ) = d

d t
(γ◦γ−1 ◦Φ−1

a0
◦e iφ ◦Φa ◦e−iφ ◦γ)

= dγ(dγ−1
ε0

◦γε0 )i
dφ

d t
γε0 − i

dφ

d t
γ+dγ(dγ−1

ε0
◦γε0 )

(dΦa

d a
◦γ)d a

d t

= i dγ(dγε0 )−1 dφ

d t
γε0 − i

dφ

d t
γ+dγ(dγε0 )−1 dγε

dε

dε

d a

d a

d t
,

where all terms are evaluated at t = t0. With

dγ(z) = −2

(1+ z)2
,

dγε(z)

dε
= z ·dγ(εz),

dε

d a
=− 2

(1+a)2
,

and writing ε= ε0 for brevity, at t = t0 we thus have

ξ(γ(z)) = i
( (1+εz)2

ε(1+ z)2
γε(z)−γ(z)

)dφ

d t
+ 4z

ε(1+ z)2(1+a)2

d a

d t

= iγ(z)
(1− (εz)2

ε(1− z2)
−1

)dφ

d t
+ 4zγ(z)

ε(1− z2)(1+a)2

d a

d t

= iγ(z)
( 1−ε2

ε(1− z2)
− (1−ε)

)dφ

d t
+ 4zγ(z)

ε(1− z2)(1+a)2

d a

d t
.
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Now interpreting each z as a vector z ∈ R2 with dual co-vector z t , satisfying z t z = |z|2,
z t i z = 0, we also have

dψR (z) = 2R(1+R2|z|2 −2R2zz t )

(1+R2|z|2)2

at each z ∈ B . Thus, and computing

1

1− z2
= 1− z̄2

|1− z2|2 = 1−x2 + y2 +2i x y

(1−x2 + y2)2 +4x2 y2

as well as

z

1− z2
= z(1− z̄2)

|1− z2|2 = (x + i y)(1−x2 + y2 +2i x y)

|1− z2|2

= x(1−x2 − y2)

|1− z2|2 + i
y(1+x2 + y2)

|1− z2|2 = x(1−|z|2)

|1− z2|2 + i
y(1+|z|2)

|1− z2|2 ,

we have

εdψR (γ(z)) ·ξ(γ(z)) = m̂γ(z)
d a

d t
+ (1−ε2)n̂γ(z)

dφ

d t
with m̂ = m̂1 + i m̂2, n̂ = n̂1 + i n̂2 given by

m̂ = 8R(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x(1−|z|2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2(1+a)2
+ i

8R y(1+|z|2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1− z2|2(1+a)2

and, with error |O(ε)| ÉCε as ε→ 0,

n̂ =− 4R(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x y

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2 + i
2R(1−x2 + y2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1− z2|2 +O(ε).

With

γ(z) = 1− z

1+ z
= (1− z)(1+ z̄)

|1+ z|2 = 1−|z|2 −2i y

|1+ z|2
this gives

(5.15) εdψR (γ(z)) ·ξ(γ(z)) = m
d a

d t
+ (1−ε2)(n +O(ε))

dφ

d t
where now m = m1 + i m2 with

m1 = 8R(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x(1−|z|2)2

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2(1+a)2

+ 16R y2(1+|z|2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1− z2|2|1+ z|2(1+a)2

= 8R
(
(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x(1−|z|2)2 +2(1+R2|γ(z)|2)y2(1+|z|2)

)
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2(1+a)2

> 0
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and

m2 =− 16R(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x y(1−|z|2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2(1+a)2

+ 8R y(1+|z|2)(1−|z|2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1− z2|2|1+ z|2(1+a)2

= 8R y(1−|z|2)
(
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)(1+|z|2)−2(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x

)
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2(1+a)2

;

moreover, n = n1 + i n2 with

n1 = 4R y(1−x2 + y2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1− z2|2|1+ z|2 − 4R(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x y(1−|z|2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2

= 4R y
(
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)(1−x2 + y2)− (1−R2|γ(z)|2)x(1−|z|2)

)
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2

and

n2 = 8R(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x y2

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2 + 2R(1−|z|2)(1−x2 + y2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1− z2|2|1+ z|2

= 2R
(
4(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x y2 + (1+R2|γ(z)|2)(1−|z|2)(1−x2 + y2)

)
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2 .

ii) Observe that with |1− z2| = |1− z||1+ z|, |1− z|2 = (1− x)2 + y2, and also estimating∣∣1−|z|∣∣É |1− z|, we readily see that m1 is bounded, uniformly in ε. Moreover, simplifying
the expressions for m2 and n derived above, we can see that also these terms are uniformly
bounded.

Indeed, using that |γ(z)| = |1−z|
|1+z| we first compute

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)(1+|z|2)−2(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x

= (1+x2 −2x + y2)+R2|γ(z)|2(1+x2 +2x + y2)

= |1− z|2 +R2|γ(z)|2|1+ z|2 = (1+R2)|1− z|2.

Splitting |1− z2|2 = |1− z|2|1+ z|2 and also noting that for x > 0 there holds

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1+ z|2 = |1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2

= (1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 + (1+R2)y2 Ê 1,

we then see that

m2 = 8R(1+R2)y(1−|z|2)

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1+ z|4(1+a)2
,

and m2 is uniformly bounded, as claimed.
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Similarly, with |γ(z)||1+ z| = |1− z| we compute

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)(1−x2 + y2)− (1−R2|γ(z)|2)x(1−x2 − y2)

= (
(1−x)(1−x2)+ (1+x)y2)+R2|γ(z)|2((1+x)(1−x2)+ (1−x)y2)

= (1+x)
(
(1−x)2 + y2)+ (1−x)R2|γ(z)|2((1+x)2 + y2)

= (1+x)|1− z|2 + (1−x)R2|γ(z)|2|1+ z|2 = (
(1+x)+ (1−x)R2)|1− z|2

to obtain

n1 =
4R y

(
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)(1−x2 + y2)− (1−R2|γ(z)|2)x(1−|z|2)

)
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1− z2|2|1+ z|2

= 4R y
(
(1+x)+ (1−x)R2

)
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1+ z|4 ,

and also |n1| ÉC <∞, uniformly in ε.
Finally, with

(1−x2 − y2)(1−x2 + y2) = (1−x2)2 − y4 = (1−x)2(1+x)2 − y4

= (
(1−x)2 ± y2)((1+x)2 ∓ y2)∓4x y2

and

|1− z2|2 = |1+ z|2|1− z|2 = (
(1+x)2 + y2)((1−x)2 + y2)

we can write(
4(1−R2|γ(z)|2)x y2 + (1+R2|γ(z)|2)(1−x2 − y2)(1−x2 + y2)

)
|1− z2|2|1+ z|2

= (1+x)2 − y2

|1+ z|4 +R2|γ(z)|2 (1−x)2 − y2

|1− z|2|1+ z|2

= (1+x)2 − y2 +R2
(
(1−x)2 − y2

)
|1+ z|4 = (1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 − (1+R2)y2

|1+ z|4 .

to find

n2 =
2R

(
(1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 − (1+R2)y2

)
(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1+ z|4

and again we see that n2 is uniformly bounded on R2+, uniformly in ε.
iii) With (5.15) we can write

2εΞ= ε
ˆ

B
(dψR ·ξ)e2v d z +2ε

ˆ
∂B

(dψR ·ξ)ev d s0 = A
d a

d t
+B

dφ

d t

with

A :=
ˆ
R2+

m e2v◦γdµγ∗g
R2 +2

ˆ
∂R2+

m ev◦γd sγ∗g
R2

and

B :=
ˆ
R2+

n e2v◦γdµγ∗g
R2 +2

ˆ
∂R2+

n ev◦γd sγ∗g
R2 +O(ε),
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where m = m1 + i m2, n = n1 + i n2 as above. Since by part ii) the terms m2 and n1 are both
bounded uniformly in ε> 0, with error o(1) → 0 as l →∞ there holdsˆ

R2+
m2 e2v◦γdµγ∗g

R2 +2

ˆ
∂R2+

m2 ev◦γd sγ∗g
R2

=
ˆ
R2+

m2 e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2 +2

ˆ
∂R2+

m2 ev∞◦γd sγ∗g
R2 +o(1) = o(1)

by symmetry, observing that v∞ = liml→∞ v(tl ) given by Corollary 4.4 is even in y , where
z = x ± i y ∈ B , whereas m2 is odd; similarlyˆ

R2+
n1 e2v◦γdµγ∗g

R2 +2

ˆ
∂R2+

n1 ev◦γd sγ∗g
R2

=
ˆ
R2+

n1 e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2 +2

ˆ
∂R2+

n1 ev∞◦γd sγ∗g
R2 +o(1) = o(1).

With boundedness of m1 and n2 it likewise follows that

A+o(1) =
ˆ
R2+

m1 e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2 +2

ˆ
∂R2+

m1 ev∞◦γd sγ∗g
R2 > 0,

and

B +o(1) = i

ˆ
R2+

n2 e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2 +2i

ˆ
∂R2+

n2 ev∞◦γd sγ∗g
R2 .

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

dµγ∗g
R2 (z) = ( 2

|1+ z|2
)2d z, e2v∞◦γ = (

α f (z0)
)−1( 2R

1+R2|γ(z)|2
)2.

Thus on R2+ we obtain the expression

n2e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2 =

32R3
(
(1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 − (1+R2)y2

)
d z

α f (z0)(1+R2|γ(z)|2)4|1+ z|8 .

Moreover, on ∂R2+ with x = 0 and |γ(z)| = 1 on ∂R2+ we find

n2ev∞◦γd sγ∗g
R2 =

8R2
(
(1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 − (1+R2)y2

)
d y√

α f (z0)(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|6

= 8R2(1− y2)d y√
α f (z0)(1+R2)2(1+ y2)3

.

Now, with the recursion formulaˆ
d y

|1+ y2|n = 1

2n −2

y

|1+ y2|n−1
+ 2n −3

2n −2

ˆ
d y

|1+ y2|n−1
, n Ê 2,(5.16)

we obtainˆ
1− y2

|1+ y2|3 d y =
ˆ ( 2

|1+ y2|3 − 1

|1+ y2|2
)
d y = 1

2

y

|1+ y2|2 + 1

2

ˆ
d y

|1+ y2|2 .
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It then follows thatˆ
∂R2+

n2 ev∞◦γd sγ∗g
R2 =

8R2√
α f (z0)(1+R2)2

ˆ
R

1− y2

|1+ y2|3 d y

= 4R2√
α f (z0)(1+R2)2

ˆ
R

d y

|1+ y2|2 d y > 0.

Similarly we have

α f (z0)

ˆ
R2+

n2e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2

=
ˆ
R2+

32R3
(
(1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 − (1+R2)y2

)
d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)4|1+ z|8 .

But writing

(1+x)2+R2(1−x)2 − (1+R2)y2

= 2
(
(1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2)− (|1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2),

and recalling that we have

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1+ z|2 = |1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2,

we find
α f (z0)

32R3

ˆ
R2+

n2e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2

= 2

ˆ
R2+

((1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2)d z

(|1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2)4
−
ˆ
R2+

d z

(|1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2)3
.

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

(1+R2)s2 = (1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2.

Then we have
|1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2 = (1+R2)(s2 + y2)

and

2

ˆ
R2+

((1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2)d z

(|1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2)4
−
ˆ
R2+

d z

(|1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2)3

=
ˆ
R2+

2(1+R2)s2d xd y

(1+R2)4(s2 + y2)4
−
ˆ
R2+

d xd y

(1+R2)3(s2 + y2)3

= 1

(1+R2)3

(ˆ
R2+

2s2d xd y

(s2 + y2)4
−
ˆ
R2+

d xd y

(s2 + y2)3

)
.

But with (5.16) we haveˆ
R

2s2d y

(s2 + y2)4
=
ˆ
R

2s−5d y

(1+ y2)4
= 5s−5

3

ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)3
= 5

3

ˆ
R

d y

(s2 + y2)3
,
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and
α f (z0)

32R3

ˆ
R2+

n2e2v∞◦γdµγ∗g
R2 =

2

3

ˆ
R2+

d xd y

(1+R2)3(s2 + y2)3
> 0.

The proof is complete. □

5.6. ExpressingΞ in terms of∇J . Using the Kazdan-Warner type identity derived in Lemma
5.5 we now show that Ξ is related to the gradient of the functions J at z0. To set up the
proof, recall that we have Ξ= (Ξ1,Ξ2) with

Ξi =
ˆ

S2
R

Xi (α fΦR −KΦR )dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi (β jΦR −kΦR )d sh̄ .

Moreover, with error o(1) → 0 as t = tl →∞ for 1 É i É 2 there holdsˆ
S2

R

Xi (α fΦR −KΦR )dµh̄ = 1

α f (z0)

ˆ
S2

R

Xi (α fΦR −KΦR )dµgS2 +o(1)F (t )1/2

as well asˆ
∂S2

R

Xi (β jΦR −kΦR )d sh̄ = 1√
α f (z0)

ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi (β jΦR −kΦR )d sgS2 +o(1)F (t )1/2.

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 É i É 2 there holds the equation

(5.17) −∆S2 Xi = 2Xi .

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

2

ˆ
S2

R

Xi (α fΦR −KΦR )dµgS2 =−
ˆ

S2
R

∆S2 Xi (α fΦR −KΦR )dµgS2

=
ˆ

S2
R

∇Xi · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2 −
ˆ
∂S2

R

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

(α fΦR −KΦR )d sgS2 ,
(5.18)

where the gradient ∇Xi has the expression

∇Xi = ei −Xi X on S2
R .

We would like to use Lemma 5.5 to deal with the term involving ∇KΦR (and a similar one
involving ∇kΦR appearing later). Unfortunately, we cannot assert ∇Xi ∈ Ti d MR ; this would
only be true if R = 1, which we exclude. However, we can compensate the infinitesimal
rotation induced by ∇Xi to obtain some ξi ∈ Ti d MR , as follows. First, consider the case
i = 1. The vector field X ∧ e2 induces rotations around the X2-axis. Recalling that X3 ≡
1−R2

1+R2 =σ on ∂S2
R , we see that

e3 · (∇X1 +σX ∧e2) = (σ−X3)X1 = 0 on ∂S2
R .
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Thus, the conformal deformation generated by ξ1 := ∇X1 +σX ∧ e2 preserves ∂S2
R , and

ξ1 ∈ Ti d MR . Similarly, we have ξ2 :=∇X2 −σX ∧e1 ∈ Ti d MR . Hence, splittingˆ
S2

R

∇X1 · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2 =
ˆ

S2
R

ξ1 · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2

−σ
ˆ

S2
R

(X ∧e2) · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2 ,

and similarly for i = 2, we can use Lemma 5.5 to eliminate the curvature. The error terms
thus arising, as well as the boundary term in (5.18) and similar terms involving β jΦR −kΦR ,
can be dealt with by means of the following lemma. As before we represent Z =ψR (z) =

2Rz
1+R2 = r z ∈ ∂S2

R with z ∈ ∂B , and we extend j as well as kg harmonically onto B .

Lemma 5.7. We have the identities

(5.19)

ˆ
∂S2

R

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

(α fΦR −KΦR )d sgS2 = rσ

ˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0

and

(5.20)

ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi (β jΦR −kΦR )d sgS2 = r 2
ˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0,

as well as the equations

(5.21)

ˆ
S2

R

(X ∧e2) · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2 =−r

ˆ
∂B

z1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0

and

(5.22)

ˆ
∂S2

R

(X ∧e2) · (β∇ jΦR −∇kΦR )d sgS2 =−(1+σ)

ˆ
∂B

z1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0.

Moreover, there holdsˆ
∂S2

R

∂Xi

∂τ

∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂τ
d sgS2 =

ˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0

= 1

σ

ˆ
∂S2

R

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂νS2
R

d sgS2 .
(5.23)

Proof. With νS2
R
= (σz,−r ) there holds

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

= νS2
R
·∇Xi =σzi along ∂S2

R .

Also recalling (1.18), with d sgS2 = r d sπ∗
R g

R2 on ∂S2
R we then obtainˆ

∂S2
R

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

(α fΦR −KΦR )d sgS2 =σr

ˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0;
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moreover, we have ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi (β jΦR −kΦR )d sgS2 = r 2
ˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0,

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

−∆∂B zi =−∂
2zi

∂φ2
= zi on ∂B ,

for 1 É i É 2 we obtainˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0 =−
ˆ
∂B
∆∂B zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0 =

ˆ
∂B

∂zi

∂φ

∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

∂φ
d s0.

With ∂z
∂φ

= (−z2, z1) for z = e iφ on ∂B , we can express the unit tangent τ along ∂S2
R in scaled

stereographic coordinates as τ= (−z2, z1,0) = ( ∂z
∂φ

,0), and ∂Xi
∂τ

= τ ·∇Xi = ∂zi
∂φ

. Also observ-

ing that ∂πR
∂τ

= 1
r
∂z
∂φ

, so that

(5.24)
∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂τ
= 1

r

∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

∂φ
◦πR on ∂S2

R ,

we can write ˆ
∂B

∂zi

∂φ

∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

∂φ
d s0 =

ˆ
∂S2

R

∂Xi

∂τ

∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂τ
d sgS2 ,

and the first part of (5.23) follows.
With νB (z) = z, and thus with ∂zi

∂νB
= νB · ei = zi along ∂B , upon integrating by parts we

also find ˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0 =
ˆ
∂B

∂zi

∂νB
(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0

=
ˆ
∂B

zi
∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

∂νB
d s0 =

ˆ
∂B

∂zi

∂νB

∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

∂νB
d s0.

(5.25)

On the other hand, with πR (X ) = Z /R
1+X3

we have ∂πR
∂νS2

R

= νS2
R
·dπR = 1

r νB on ∂S2
R , and there

holds

r
∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂νS2
R

= rνS2
R
·∇(

(β jΦ−kΦ)◦πR
)= ∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

∂νB
◦πR .(5.26)

Similarly, with ∂Xi
∂νS2

R

=σzi we have 1
σ
∂Xi
∂νS2

R

= zi = ∂zi
∂νB

, and from (5.25) there results

ˆ
∂B

zi (β jΦ−kΦ)d s0 = 1

σ

ˆ
∂S2

R

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂νS2
R

d sgS2 ,

which completes the proof of (5.23).
With the identities di v(X ∧e2) = 0, X ∧νS2

R
= τ, and observing that there holds

(X ∧e2) ·νS2
R
= (νS2

R
∧X ) ·e2 =−τ ·e2 =−z1 on ∂S2

R ,
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with (1.18) we see thatˆ
S2

R

(X ∧e2) · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2 =
ˆ
∂S2

R

νS2
R
· (X ∧e2)(α fΦR −KΦR )d sgS2

=−
ˆ
∂S2

R

z1(β jΦR −kΦR )d sgS2 =−r

ˆ
∂B

z1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0,

proving (5.21).
Similarly, with (5.24), (5.25), and observing that

(5.27) (X ∧e2) ·τ= (τ∧X ) ·e2 = νS2
R
·e2 =σz2 on ∂S2

R ,

as well as recalling (5.26), we obtainˆ
∂S2

R

(X ∧e2) · (β∇ jΦR −∇kΦR )d sgS2

=
ˆ
∂S2

R

(X ∧e2) ·
(
νS2

R

∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂νS2
R

+τ∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂τ

)
d sgS2

=−
ˆ
∂S2

R

z1
∂(β jΦR −kΦR )

∂νS2
R

d sgS2 +
ˆ
∂B
σz2

∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

dφ
d s0

=−
ˆ
∂B

z1
∂(β jΦ−kΦ)

∂νB
d s0 −

ˆ
∂B
σz1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0

=−(1+σ)

ˆ
∂B

z1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0,

showing (5.22). □

Lemma 5.8. With error o(1) → 0 as t = tl →∞ there holds

2Ξi =α
ˆ

S2
R

ξi ·d fΦR dµh̄ +2β

ˆ
∂S2

R

ξi ·d jΦR d sh̄ +o(1)F (t )1/2, i = 1,2.

Proof. With the Kazdan-Warner type identity established in Lemma 5.5, lettingγ2 =α f (z0)
we find

I1 :=α
ˆ
∂S2

R

ξ1 ·d fΦR dµh̄ +2β

ˆ
∂S2

R

ξ1 ·d jΦR d sh̄

=
ˆ

S2
R

ξ1 · (αd fΦR −dKΦR )dµh̄ +2

ˆ
∂S2

R

ξ1 · (βd jΦR −dkΦR )d sh̄

= γ−2
ˆ

S2
R

ξ1 · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2

+2γ−1
ˆ
∂S2

R

ξ1 · (β∇ jΦR −∇kΦR )d sgS2 +o(1)F (t )1/2.
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But using that

(5.28) ξ1 ·νS2
R
= ∂X1

∂νS2
R

+σ(X ∧e2) ·νS2
R
= 0 on ∂S2

R , di v(X ∧e2) = 0 in S2
R

so that also
di v ξ1 = di v ∇X1 =∆X1 =−2X1,

we have ˆ
S2

R

ξ1 · (α∇ fΦR −∇KΦR )dµgS2 = 2

ˆ
S2

R

X1(α fΦR −KΦR )dµgS2 .

Similarly, successively using (5.23), (5.22), and (5.20) of Lemma 5.7 we obtainˆ
∂S2

R

ξ1 · (β∇ jΦR −∇kΦR )d sgS2 =
ˆ
∂S2

R

∇X1 · (β∇ jΦR −∇kΦR )d sgS2

+σ
ˆ
∂S2

R

(X ∧e2) · (β∇ jΦR −∇kΦR )d sgS2

= (
(1+σ)−σ(1+σ)

)ˆ
∂B

z1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0

= (1−σ2)

ˆ
∂B

z1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0 = r 2
ˆ
∂B

z1(β jΦ−kΦ)d s0

=
ˆ
∂S2

R

X1(β jΦR −kΦR )d sgS2 .

It follows that

I1 = 2γ−2
ˆ

S2
R

X1(α fΦR −KΦR )dµgS2

+2γ−1
ˆ
∂S2

R

X1(β jΦR −kΦR )d sgS2 +o(1)F (t )1/2

= 2

ˆ
S2

R

X1(α fΦR −KΦR )dµh̄ +2

ˆ
∂S2

R

X1(β jΦR −kΦR )d sh̄ +o(1)F (t )1/2

= 2Ξ1 +o(1)F (t )1/2.

With a similar computation for Ξ2, the claim follows. □

For the following key result, as in Lemma 5.6 for some tl → ∞ as in Corollary 4.4 at a
given time t0 = tl we again rotate coordinates so that Φ(t ) = Φeiφa with 0 < a = a(t ) < 1
and φ=φ(t ) satisfying a(t0) = a0 and φ(t0) = 0, and we set 0 < ε= 1−a

1+a < 1 with ε(t0) =: ε0.
Since time will be fixed, for convenience we again simply write ε instead of ε0.

Lemma 5.9. With R given by (4.5) and with error o(1) → 0 as l → ∞ at time t0 = tl there
holds

Ξ= 16πεR3
√

f (z0)+ j 2(z0)

(1+R2)2 f (z0)
∇J (z0)+o(1)F (t )1/2 +o(ε).
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Proof. i) Recall that with γ2 =α f (z0) from Lemma 5.8 we have

2Ξ1 =αγ−2
ˆ

S2
R

ξ1 ·∇ fΦR dµgS2

+2βγ−1
ˆ
∂S2

R

ξ1 ·∇ jΦR d sgS2 +o(1)F (t )1/2.

Again using (5.28), we can achieve a first reduction by integrating by parts at the time t0

and using symmetry to obtain, with a = a0 as above,ˆ
S2

R

ξ1 ·∇ fΦR dµgS2 = 2

ˆ
S2

R

X1 fΦR dµgS2 = 2

ˆ
S2

R

X1( fΦR − f (a))dµgS2 =: 2I1.

The second term may be splitˆ
∂S2

R

ξ1 ·∇ jΦR d sgS2 =
ˆ
∂S2

R

∇X1 ·∇ jΦR d sgS2 +σ
ˆ
∂S2

R

(X ∧e2) ·∇ jΦR d sgS2

=
ˆ
∂S2

R

∂X1

∂νS2
R

∂ jΦR

∂νS2
R

d sgS2 +
ˆ
∂S2

R

∂X1

∂τ

∂ jΦR

∂τ
d sgS2

+σ
ˆ
∂S2

R

(X ∧e2) · (νS2
R

∂ jΦR

∂νS2
R

+τ∂ jΦR

∂τ

)
d sgS2

=
ˆ
∂S2

R

(( ∂X1

∂νS2
R

+σ(X ∧e2) ·νS2
R

)∂ jΦR

∂νS2
R

+ (∂X1

∂τ
+σ(X ∧e2) ·τ)∂ jΦR

∂τ

)
d sgS2 .

But with (5.28) the first of the latter terms vanishes; moreover, recalling (5.27) and ∂Z
∂τ

=
(−z2, z1) we see that

∂X1

∂τ
+σ(X ∧e2) ·τ= (σ2 −1)z2 =−r 2z2 =−r X2.

Hence, after integration by parts with r ∂X2
∂τ = r z1 = X1 there resultsˆ

∂S2
R

ξ1 ·∇ jΦR d sgS2 =−r

ˆ
∂S2

R

X2
∂ jΦR

∂τ
d sgS2

=
ˆ
∂S2

R

X1 jΦR d sgS2 =
ˆ
∂S2

R

X1( jΦR − j (a)))d sgS2 =: I I1.

Arguing similarly for i = 2, thus we find

Ξi =αγ−2Ii +βγ−1I Ii +o(1)F (t )1/2, i = 1,2.

ii) The integrals I = (I1, I2), I I = (I I1, I I2) may be expanded similar to [19], Lemma 4.5.
We have

I =
ˆ

S2
R

Z ( fΦR − f (a))dµgS2 =
ˆ

B
ψR ( f ◦Φa − f (a))dµΨ∗

R gS2

with dµΨ∗
R gS2 (z) = ( 2R

1+R2|z|2
)2gR2 . In stereographic coordinates we can express Φa ◦γ= γε,

ψR ◦γ(z) = 2Rγ(z)
1+R2|γ(z)|2 , dµγ∗g

R2 (z) = ( 2
|1+z|2

)2gR2 , and we have a = γε(1) = γ(ε). Thus we can
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write the above in the form

I =
ˆ
R2+

32R3γ(z)( f (γ(εz))− f (γ(ε)))d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|4

=
ˆ

{z∈R2+; ε|z|<1/| logε|

32R3γ(z)( f (γ(εz))− f (γ(ε)))d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|4 +O(ε2 log2(1/ε).

Expanding f ◦γε around z = 1, with γ(ε) = a, dγε(1) = εdγ(ε) we obtain

f (γ(εz))− f (γ(ε)) = εd f (a)dγ(ε))(z −1)+O(ε2(1+|z|2)),

and with dγ(ε)) =− 2
1+ε2 we find

d f (a)dγ(ε))(z −1) = −2

1+ε2

(∂ f (a)

∂x
(x −1)+ ∂ f (a)

∂y
y
)
.

In complex coordinates, writing γ(z) = 1−|z|2−2i y
|1+z|2 , I = I1 + i I2, by symmetry it follows that

up to errors Ri of size |Ri | ÉCε2 log2(1/ε), 1 É i É 2, there holds

I1 = −2ε

1+ε2

ˆ
R2+

(∂ f (a)

∂x
(x −1)+ ∂ f (a)

∂y
y
) 32R3(1−|z|2)d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|6 +R1

= 2ε

1+ε2

∂ f (a)

∂x

ˆ
R2+

32R3(1−|z|2)(1−x)d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|6 +R1

whereas

I2 = 2ε

1+ε2

ˆ
R2+

(∂ f (a)

∂x
(x −1)+ ∂ f (a)

∂y
y
) 64R3 y d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|6 +R2

= 2ε

1+ε2

∂ f (a)

∂y

ˆ
R2+

64R3 y2 d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|6 +R2.

Similarly, we expand the term I I . This task can be considerably simplified if we observe
that by harmonicity of the function j and conformal invariance also the composed func-
tion j ◦Φa is harmonic. Since on each circle ∂Bs(0) ⊂ B the pull-back measure Ψ∗

R gS2 is
a constant multiple of Euclidean measure, by the mean value property of harmonic func-
tions then we have

I I =
ˆ
∂S2

R

Z ( jΦR − j (a)))d sgS2 =
ˆ
∂B
ψR ( j ◦Φa − j (a))d sΨ∗

R gS2

=
ˆ
∂B

(ψR +ψR (1))( j ◦Φa − j (a))d sΨ∗
R gS2 .

In stereographic coordinates, with x = 0 and |γ(z)| = 1 on ∂R2+ and with

γ(z)+1 = 2

1+ z
= 2(1+ z̄)

|1+ z|2 = 2(1− i y)

1+ y2
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for z = i y ∈ ∂R2+, we thus obtain

I I =
ˆ
∂R2+

8R2(γ(z)+1)( j (γ(εz))− j (γ(ε)))d s0

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)2|1+ z|2

= 16R2

(1+R2)2

ˆ
∂R2+

(1− i y)( j (γ(εz))− j (γ(ε)))d s0

(1+ y2)2
.

Again expanding

j (γ(εz))− j (γ(ε)) = εd j (a)dγ(ε))(z −1)+O(ε2(1+|z|2))

= −2ε

1+ε2

(∂ j (a)

∂y
y − ∂ j (a)

∂x

)
+O(ε2(1+ y2)),

we find

I I = 16R2

(1+R2)2

ˆ
{z∈∂R2+; ε|z|<1}

(1− i y)( j (γ(εz))− j (γ(ε)))d s0

(1+ y2)2
+O(ε2)

= 32R2ε

(1+ε2)(1+R2)2

ˆ
R

(∂ j (a)

∂x
− ∂ j (a)

∂y
y
) (1− i y)d y

(1+ y2)2
+O(ε2 log(1/ε)),

and we have

I I1 = 32R2ε

(1+R2)2

∂ j (a)

∂x

ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
+O(ε2 log(1/ε))

as well as

I I2 = 32R2ε

(1+R2)2

∂ j (a)

∂y

ˆ
R

y2d y

(1+ y2)2
+O(ε2 log(1/ε)).

iii) Next we show that the expression for I1 may be simplified and that the coefficient of
∂ f (a)/∂x is positive. As in the proof of Lemma 5.6 we let

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)|1+ z|2 = |1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2

= (1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 + (1+R2)y2 = (1+R2)(s2 + y2)

with s > 0 such that (1+R2)s2 = (1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2. Hence we find

I I I : =
ˆ
R2+

(1−|z|2)(1−x)d z

(1+R2|γ(z)|2)3|1+ z|6 =
ˆ
R+

ˆ
R

(1−|z|2)(1−x)d xd y

(|1+ z|2 +R2|1− z|2)3

=
ˆ
R+

ˆ
R

(1−x2 + s2 − (s2 + y2))(1−x)d xd y

(1+R2)3(s2 + y2)3
.

But using that by (5.16) we haveˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)3
= 3

4

ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
,
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when substituting y ′ = y/s, and again writing y instead of y ′, we obtain

(1+R2)3I I I =
ˆ
R+

ˆ
R

(1−x2 + s2 − (s2 + y2))(1−x)d xd y

(s2 + y2)3

=
ˆ
R+

ˆ
R

(1−x2 + s2)(1−x)d xd y

s5(1+ y2)3
−
ˆ
R+

ˆ
R

(1−x)d xd y

s3(1+ y2)2

=
(3

4

ˆ
R+

(1−x)2(1+x)d x

s5
+ 1

4

ˆ
R+

(x −1)d x

s3

)ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
.

Next let
(1+R2)s2 = (1+x)2 +R2(1−x)2 = (1+R2)(1+x2 +2qx)

with 0 < q = (1−R2)/(1+R2) < 1. Then we have s2 = 1+x2+2qx with s d s/d x = x +q , and
we can compute

IV :=
ˆ
R+

(x −1)d x

s3
=
ˆ
R+

(x +q)d x

s3
− (1+q)

ˆ
R+

d x

s3

=
ˆ ∞

1

d s

s2
− (1+q)

ˆ
R+

d x

s3
= 1− (1+q)

ˆ
R+

d x

s3
.

But with
d

d x

( x

(1+x2 +2qx)1/2

)
= 1

(1+x2 +2qx)1/2
− x(x +q)

(1+x2 +2qx)3/2

= qx +1

(1+x2 +2qx)3/2
= qx +1

s3

and ˆ
R+

(qx +1)d x

s3
= q

ˆ
R+

(x +q)d x

s3
+ (1−q2)

ˆ
R+

d x

s3
= q + (1−q2)

ˆ
R+

d x

s3

we obtain

1 =
ˆ
R+

d

d x

( x

(1+x2 +2qx)1/2

)
d x = q + (1−q2)

ˆ
R+

d x

s3
.

It follows that ˆ
R+

d x

s3
= 1−q

1−q2
= 1

1+q
,(5.29)

and we conclude that IV = 0. Thus I I I > 0, and our claim follows.
iv) Finally, we relate the leading terms in the above expressions for Ξ to the gradient of

the function J = j +√
f + j 2 defined in (1.24). Oberve that we have

∇J =∇ j + j∇ j√
f + j 2

+ ∇ f

2
√

f + j 2
,

so that with

R =
√

f (z0)+ j (z0)2 − j (z0)√
f (z0)
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given by (4.5) with k̃ = j (z0)/
√

f (z0), at the point z0 we have

2R∇J
√

f + j 2 = 2R( j +
√

f + j 2)∇ j +R∇ f = 2
√

f ∇ j +R∇ f ,

all terms being evaluated at z0.
Recalling that γ2 =α f (z0), α=β2, we have

Ξ=αγ−2I +βγ−1I I +o(1)F (t )1/2 = I / f (z0)+ I I /
√

f (z0)+o(1)F (t )1/2.

For the first component our computations in part iii) give

I1 +
√

f (z0)I I1 = 48εR3

(1+R2)3

∂ f (z0)

∂x

ˆ
R2+

(1−x)2(1+x)d z

s5(1+ y2)2

+ 32R2ε
√

f (z0)

(1+R2)2

∂ j (z0)

∂x

ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
+o(ε),

where we have replaced ∂ f (a)/∂x by ∂ f (z0)/∂x and likewise for j . Expanding

(1−x)2(1+x) = (1−2x +x2)(1+x) = (
s2 −2(1+q)x

)
(1+x)

= s2(q +x)+ (1−q)s2 −2(1+q)x(1+x)

and writing

x(1+x) = x2 +x = s2 −1+ (1−2q)(x +q)−q +2q2

we obtain

(1−x)2(1+x) = s2(q +x)− (1+3q)s2

−2(1+q)(1−2q)(q +x)+2(1+q)(1+q −2q2).

Thus with (5.29) we can writeˆ
R+

(1−x)2(1+x)d x

s5
=
ˆ
R+

(q +x)d x

s3
− (1+3q)

ˆ
R+

d x

s3

−2(1+q)(1−2q)

ˆ
R+

(q +x)d x

s5
+2(1+q)(1+q −2q2)

ˆ
R+

d x

s5

=
ˆ ∞

1

d s

s2
− 1+3q

1+q
−2(1+q)V = −2q

1+q
−2(1+q)V ,

where

V : = (1−2q)

ˆ ∞

0

d s

s4
− (1+q −2q2)

ˆ
R+

d x

s5

= 1−2q

3
− (1+2q)(1−q)

ˆ
R+

d x

s5
.



54 M. Struwe

But with

d

d x

( x

(1+x2 +2qx)3/2

)
= 1

s3
− 3x(x +q)

s5
= (1+x2 +2qx)−3x(x +q)

s5

= 1−2x2 −qx

s5
= 3−2s2 +3q(x +q)−3q2

s5
,

and again using (5.29), we obtain

3(1−q2)

ˆ
R+

d x

s5
= 2

ˆ
R+

d x

s3
−3q

ˆ
R+

(q +x)d x

s5

= 2

1+q
−3q

ˆ ∞

1

d s

s4
= 2

1+q
−q.

Thus, with q
1+q = 1−R2

2 there results
ˆ
R+

(1−x)2(1+x)d x

s5
= −2q

1+q
− 2

3

(
(1+q)(1−2q)− (1+2q)

( 2

1+q
−q

))
= 2

3

( −q

1+q
− (1+q)(1−2q)−q2 + (1+q)

( 2

1+q
−q

))
= 2

3

(
1− q

1+q

)
= 1

3
(1+R2).

With (5.16), moreover, we can computeˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
= 1

2

ˆ
R

d y

1+ y2
= π

2
;

hence we find

f (z0)Ξ1 = 8πεR3

(1+R2)2

∂ f (z0)

∂x
+ 16πεR2

√
f (z0)

(1+R2)2

∂ j (z0)

∂x
+o(1)F (t )1/2 +o(ε)

= 8πεR2

(1+R2)2

(
R
∂ f (z0)

∂x
+2

√
f (z0)

∂ j (z0)

∂x

)
+o(1)F (t )1/2 +o(ε)

= 16πεR3
√

f (z0)+ j 2(z0)

(1+R2)2

∂J (z0)

∂x
+o(1)F (t )1/2 +o(ε).

Similarly, we argue for the second component of Ξ. Indeed, we have

I2 +
√

f (z0)I I2 = 128R3ε

(1+R2)3

∂ f (z0)

∂y

ˆ
R2+

y2 d z

(s2 + y2)3

+ 32R2ε
√

f (z0)

(1+R2)2

∂ j (z0)

∂y

ˆ
R

y2d y

(1+ y2)2
+O(ε2 log2(1/ε)).
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With (5.16) and (5.29), and computing 1+q = 2
1+R2 , when substituting y ′ = y/s we findˆ

R2+

y2 d z

(s2 + y2)3
=
ˆ
R+

d x

s3

ˆ
R

y2d y

(1+ y2)3

= 1

1+q

(ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
−
ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)3

)= 1+R2

8

ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
= 1+R2

16
π.

Since likewise there holdsˆ
R

y2d y

(1+ y2)2
=
ˆ
R

d y

1+ y2
−
ˆ
R

d y

(1+ y2)2
= π

2
,

we obtain

f (z0)Ξ2 = 8πεR3

(1+R2)2

∂ f (z0)

∂y
+ 16πεR2

√
f (z0)

(1+R2)2

∂ j (z0)

∂y
+o(1)F (t )1/2 +o(ε)

= 8πεR2

(1+R2)2

(
R
∂ f (z0)

∂y
+2

√
f (z0)

∂ j (z0)

∂y

)
+o(1)F (t )1/2 +o(ε)

= 16πεR3
√

f (z0)+ j 2(z0)

(1+R2)2

∂J (z0)

∂y
+o(1)F (t )1/2 +o(ε),

as claimed. □

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

Lemma 5.10. If ∂J (z0)
∂ν0

̸= 0, there holds z0 = limt→∞ a(t ), and for sufficiently large l ∈N the
equations in Lemmas 5.6 and 5.9 hold for all t Ê tl .

Proof. In the setting of Lemma 5.6 with constants Ci = Ci (z0) > 0, 1 É i É 2, independent
of ε > 0 for any t1 Ê t0 = tl such that supt0ÉtÉt1

|e iφ(t )a(t )− z0| → 0 as l → ∞ with error
o(1) → 0 as l →∞ there holds(d a

d t
,

dφ

d t

)∣∣
t=t0

+ε2(C1
∂J (z0)

∂x
,C2

∂J (z0)

∂y

)
= o(1)εF (t )1/2 +o(ε2) É o(1)(ε2 +F ).

(5.30)

Thus, if ∂J (z0)
∂x ̸= 0, that is, if ∂J (z0)

∂ν0
̸= 0, upon integrating over t0 = tl É t É t1 with a constant

C0 > 0, also using Corollary 4.4, we find

o(1) ÊC0|a(t0)−a(t1)| Ê
ˆ t1

t0

ε2(t )d t +o(1)

ˆ t1

t0

F (t )d t

and from (1.22) for any such t1 Ê tl it follows that
´ t1

t0
ε2(t )d t É o(1) → 0 as l →∞. Thus,

for sufficiently large l ∈N from (5.30) we conclude that the condition supt0ÉtÉt1
|e iφ(t )a(t )−

z0| → 0 holds for any t1 Ê t0 = tl and
´∞

t0
ε2(t )d t <∞, which then also gives the claimed

convergence a(t ) → z0 as t →∞. □

5.7. Dominance of Ξ. In the setting of Lemma 5.10 the previously defined expansions
thus hold for all sufficiently large t > 0. Similar to [19] we then also can show that for large
t > 0 the terms Ξi , i = 1,2, in the expansion of wR dominate.
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Proposition 5.11. Suppose that ∂J (z0)
∂ν0

̸= 0. Then with error o(1) → 0 as t →∞ and a con-
stant C > 0 we have

F (t ) = F1 +o(1)F ÉC |Ξ|2.

In fact, F0 and F2 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 →∞ there holds dΞ
d t = o(1)F 1/2.

Proof. With the equations

KΦR = Kh̄ = e−2v̄ (−∆S2 v̄ +1) on S2
R , kΦR = e−v̄ (

∂v̄

∂νS2
R

+kR ) on ∂S2
R

analogous to (1.1), (1.2), and using (5.4), upon integrating by parts we findˆ
S2

R

Xi KΦR dµh̄ +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi kΦR d sh̄

=
ˆ

S2
R

Xi (−∆S2 v̄ +1)dµgS2 +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi (
∂v̄

∂νS2
R

+kR )d sgS2

= 2

ˆ
S2

R

Xi v̄ dµgS2 +
ˆ
∂S2

R

∂Xi

∂νS2
R

v̄ d sgS2

= 2

ˆ
S2

R

Xi v̄ dµgS2 +kR

ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi v̄ d sgS2 .

Thus, we have

Ξi =
ˆ

S2
R

Xi (2v̄ −α fΦR e2v̄ )dµgS2 +
ˆ
∂S2

R

Xi (kR v̄ −β jΦR e v̄ )d sgS2

and the proof may be completed exactly as in [19], Lemma 4.1. □

Proof of Proposition 5.11. We now argue similar to [19], Lemma 4.2.
Let δ = δ(t ) Ê 0 such that F̂2 + Ĝ2 +

(
ρt + 2cρ(ŵR − w̃R )

)2 = δF , where we recall the

defintion cρ = ρ(π−ρ)
π+ρ . Note that since span{ϕk ; k Ê 3} includes all non-constant func-

tions which are radially symmetric, by a variant of Poincaré’s inequality we can bound
|ŵR − w̃R |2 ÉC (F̂2 + Ĝ2). Thus, for suitable c0 > 0, whenever F̂2 + Ĝ2 É c0F0 = c0ρ

2
t we also

have
(
ρt +2cρ(ŵR − w̃R )

)2 Ê 1
2 F0 Ê 1

4δF .
Suppose that for some δ0 > 0, t0 Ê 0 there holds δÊ δ0 > 0 for t Ê t0. Then from (5.5) we

obtain that dF
d t É −δ1F for some δ1 > 0 and all t Ê t0 and we thus have exponential decay

F (t ) ÉC1e−δ1t for some C1 > 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 C2,C3 > 0 for any fixed r0 > 0 we have∣∣ d

d t

(ˆ
Br0 (z0)

e2ud z
)∣∣É 2

ˆ
B
|ut |e2ud z

É 2
(ˆ

B
|ut |2e2ud z

ˆ
B

e2ud z
)1/2 ÉC2F 1/2 ÉC3e−δ1t/2.

For any t1 Ê t0 with a constant C0 > 0 independent of r0 and t1 we then obtain

limsup
t→∞

ˆ
Br0 (z0)

e2u(t )d z É
ˆ

Br0 (z0)
e2u(t1)d z +C0e−δ1t1/2.

Similarly, we find the estimate

limsup
t→∞

ˆ
Br0 (z0)∩∂B

eu(t )d s0 É
ˆ

Br0 (z0)∩∂B
eu(t1)d s0 +C0e−δ1t1/2.

Choosing t1 Ê t0 such that 2C0e−δ1t1/2 < m0 and then also fixing r0 > 0 suitably, we can
achieve that

1

2

ˆ
Br0 (z0)

e2u(t1)d z +
ˆ

Br0 (z0)∩∂B
eu(t1)d s0 +2C0e−δ1t1/2 < m0,

which contradicts Proposition 4.1 and (1.20).
Thus, there are times ti →∞ such that with error o(1) → 0 as i →∞ at t = ti there holds

min{c−1
0 ,1/2}F0 É F̂2 +Ĝ2 +

(
ρt +2cρ(ŵR − w̃R )

)2 = o(1)F.

Let F = (1+ε)F1 for some ε= ε(t ), and then also F0+F2 = εF1 = ε
1+εF . By Lemma 5.3 this

gives
C−2

R εF1 =C−2
R (F0 +F2) É F0 + F̂2 ÉC 2

R (F0 +F2) =C 2
RεF1.

Near any time ti by Lemma 5.12 and (5.5) we have

dε

d t
F1 +o(1)F = dε

d t
F1 + (1+ε)

dF1

d t

= dF

d t
É−λ3 −1

2λ3
(F̂2 +Ĝ2)− (

ρt +2cρ(ŵR − w̃R )
)2 +o(1)F.

But now either there holds F̂2 +Ĝ2 Ê c0F0, or(
ρt +2cρ(ŵR − w̃R )

)2 Ê 1

2
F0 Ê 1

2
c−1

0 (F̂2 +Ĝ2).

It follows that with constants c1,2 > 0 for t near ti we have

dε

d t
F1 É−c1(F0 + F̂2)+o(1)F É−2c2εF1 +o(1)F É−c2εF1

when i ∈N is suitably large. We conclude that

dε

d t
É−c2ε,

and ε(t ) → 0 as t →∞, which gives the claim. □
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5.8. Conclusion. From Proposition 5.11 and Lemma 5.9 we deduce that under the as-
sumptions of Lemma 5.10 for sufficiently large t > 0 with uniform constants C > 0 there
holds F 1/2 ÉC |Ξ| ÉCε. Thus in this case we can also simplify the equation (5.30) to read

(5.31)
(d a

d t
,

dφ

d t

)∣∣
t=t0

+ε2(C1
∂J (z0)

∂x
,C2

∂J (z0)

∂y

)= o(ε2),

with constants Ci =Ci (z0) > 0, 1 É i É 2. Moreover, we can give a more precise quantitative
bound for the convergence a(t ) → z0 as t →∞.

Indeed, computing dε
d t =− 2

(1+a)2
d a
d t we conclude that if ∂J (z0)

∂x < 0 with constants 0 < c <C
for sufficiently large t > 0 we have

cε2 É−dε

d t
ÉCε2.

Thus, there holds c É dε−1/d t ÉC , and for sufficiently large t0 > 0 we have

ε(t ) É ε(t0)

1+ cε(t0)(t − t0)
for all t Ê t0.

It then follows that

|φ(t1)−φ(t0)| ÉC

ˆ t1

t0

ε2(t )d t ÉCε2(t0)

ˆ t1

t0

d t

(1+ cε(t0)(t − t0))2

ÉCε(t0)

ˆ 1+cε(t0)(t1−t0)

1

d s

s2
ÉCε2(t0)

t1 − t0

1+ cε(t0)(t1 − t0)
,

and for sufficiently large t0 = tl we have |a(t )−a(t0)| ÉCε(t0) for all t > t0.
Moreover, we can now give the proof of our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. i) If ∂J (z0)/∂ν0 > 0 for all z0 ∈ ∂B , assuming that the flow always
concentrates, from (5.31) for any initial data u0 we have d a/d t < 0 for sufficiently large
t > 0, which contradicts our assumption.

ii) On the other hand, if there holds ∂J (z0)/∂ν0 < 0 for all z0 ∈ ∂B , similar to an argument
of Gehrig [10], Section 8.3, for a ∈ B we consider the flow (1.13)-(1.15) with initial data
ga0 = e2ua0 given by

ga0 = (αa0 f (a))−1Φ∗
−aΨ

∗
R gS2 ,

where R = R(a), and with data 0 < ρa0 < π determined such that for αa0 and βa0 given by
(1.17) there holds αa0 =β2

0. Note that the normalised metric ha0 =Φ∗
a ga0 then satisfies

π∗
R ha0 =π∗

RΦ
∗
a ga0 = (αa0 f (a))−1gS2 ,

and the corresponding Fa(0) → 0 as |a|→ 1. From (5.30) and Lemma 5.9, which in particu-
lar bounds the Ξ-component of F = Fa in terms of ε, together with (5.5), which gives con-
trol of the “high frequency” components of F , we conclude that the corresponding evolv-
ing metrics ga(t ) as t →∞ concentrate at a boundary point za ∈ ∂B , where |a − za | → 0 as
|a|→ 1.

Thus, if we again assume that the flow always concentrates, the flow induces a retraction
of B to ∂B , 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 (ua0,ρa0) 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 ∂B which is not connected,
and a topological contradiction results. □
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