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Extinction profiles for the Sobolev critical fast diffusion
equation in bounded domains. I. One bubble dynamics
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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the extinction behavior of nonnegative solutions to the Sobolev
critical fast diffusion equation in bounded smooth domains with the Dirichlet zero boundary
condition. Under the two-bubble energy threshold assumption on the initial data, we prove the
dichotomy that every solution converges uniformly, in terms of relative error, to either a steady
state or a blowing-up bubble.

1 Introduction

Let €2 be a bounded domain in R", n > 1, with smooth boundary 02, and let m € (0, 1). Consider
the fast diffusion equation
Op = Ap™  inQ x (0,00) (1)

with the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary condition
p‘t:():po >0, p=0 ondQx(0,00), ()

where A is the Laplace operator in the spatial variables = = (z!,...,2") € R", and py € CL(Q)
does not vanish identically. The equation is singular near the zero set p. Since the work of Sabinina
[34], it has been known that the Cauchy-Dirichlet problem has a unique bounded nonnegative weak
solution, and the solution will be extinct after a finite time 7% > 0. Namely, p > 0in © x (0,7)
but p = 0in  x [T™, 00). Therefore, the equation is parabolic, and thus, smooth, in @ x (0,7%).
Since p = 0 on 992 x (0,7*), the equation is singular there. Chen-DiBenedetto [14] proved that the
solution is Holder continuous on Q x (0, T*). DiBenedetto-Kwong-Vespri [22] obtained a global
Harnack inequality for its solutions, and showed the spatial Lipschitz continuity of p™ in Q. In
[26, 28], we established the optimal regularity

Ao e {C2+71n(§ x (0,7%)) if L is not an integer ¥i>0, 3)

C>®(Q x (0,T*)) if L is an integer

m
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which in particular solved the first problem listed in Berryman-Holland [5]. Throughout this paper,
the solutions of (1) and (2) are the classical ones before the extinction time and satisfy the above
regularity (3).

The extinction behavior near 7 has been thoroughly characterized in the Sobolev subcritical
regime (?n_f%)* < m < 1. Under the assumption that p” € C?(Q x (0,T*)), Berryman-Holland [5]
proved that the function p™ converges to a separable solution along a sequence of times in H&(Q)
Feireisl-Simondon [23] proved the uniform convergence without the regularity assumption. Later,
Bonforte-Grillo-Vazquez [8] proved the uniform convergence of the relative error, and Bonforte-
Figalli [6] quantified the convergence rate of the relative error and obtained a sharp exponential
rate in generic domains. Akagi [1] provided a different proof of this sharp exponential convergence
result. Such convergence of the relative error in the C? topology then follows from the regularity (3).
We also showed the polynomial convergence rate for all smooth domains in [27]. More recently,
Choi-McCann-Seis [15] proved that the relative error either decays exponentially with the sharp
rate, or else decays algebraically at a rate 1/t or slower. Furthermore, they obtained higher order
asymptotics. See also the recent papers Choi-Seis [16] and Bonforte-Figalli [7] for more references.
Asymptotics of (1) and (2) in the context of porous medium (where m > 1) have also been well
studied; see Aronson-Peletier [2], Jin-Ros-Oton-Xiong [29] and references cited therein.

However, the critical and supercritical regimes 0 < m < ("7:2%+ remain largely unexplored.
The difficulty can be inferred from the associated elliptic problem. In [32], Pohozaev proved that
the equation

—AS=57 inQQ, S>0 inQ2, S=0 ond ()

has no solution if € is star-shaped, where p = % > Z—J_rg and n > 3. This is entirely distinct from

the situation for m in the Sobolev subcritical regime.

In this paper, we focus on the Sobolev critical regime: m = % = Z—jrg and n > 3. In contrast
to the nonexistence result of Pohozaev in star-shaped domains, existence of solutions to (4) was
obtained by Kazdan-Warner [30] if €2 is an annulus, and by Bahri-Coron [4] if €2 has a nontrivial
homology with Z,-coefficients. In another direction, Brézis-Nirenberg [13] proved existence of (4)
in dimension n > 4 when A replaced by A + b, where b is a positive constant smaller than the first
Dirichlet eigenvalue of —A in 2. Thus, we may analyze the extinction behavior when

n+2

(i). €2 is star-shaped, or more generally, there is no solution of (4) in Q with p = =5,

(ii). Brézis-Nirenberg’s perturbation is imposed;

(iii). Bahri-Coron’s topological condition is imposed.

In the first case, Galaktionov-King [24] derived a sharp extinction profile when 2 is a ball and
p is radially symmetric without bubble towers. However, the full characterization of the dynamics
of the solutions remains unresolved for general domains, and is the main topic of the current paper.
Nonetheless, Sire-Wei-Zheng [37] constructed a solution with an explicit extinction rate, and the
normalized energy concentrates at a finite number of points. They used the parabolic gluing meth-
ods which aligns with those used by Cortazar-del Pino-Musso [19] and Davila-del Pino-Wei [21].
Recently, the second case was fully addressed by the authors in [27]. We established compactness
and proved that the extinction phenomenon is parallel to that in the subcritical regime. The third
case is more challenging.



Let K (n) be the best constant of the Sobolev inequality in R"™. That is,

Jw =z VNECTRY), n#£0,.
(Jgn In7=2 d2) ™=

It is well-known that K (n) is achieved by

K(n) := inf{

n—2
n—2

by 2
Uiy = [n(n—2)"7 [ — 2 ) | R, A > 0,
A=In(n—2) <1+)\2]w—a]2> @< -

which satisfies the equation
n+2

~AU,\=U? inR"
Furthermore, V f € H}(Q), f #0,

Yo(f) == fQ’ZLJCPdwn,Q > K(n),

T o 17 )

and inf{Yq(u) : f € H}(Q), f # 0} = K(n) but is never achieved.
Let PU,_ be the projection of U, into H, 3(£2) defined by

PUa,)\ = Ua)\ - ha,)n
where

Ahga(xz) =0 inQ,

hax = Ugx on OS2

We will refer to both U, \ and PU,, ) as bubbles centered at a.
Our main theorem is as follows.

®)

(6)

(7

®)

(€))

Theorem 1.1. Let p be a nonnegative solution of (1) and (2) with m = Z—jrg and n > 3, and let
T* > 0 be its extinction time. Let 6 € (0,T%). Assume Yo(p(') < 20 K (n). Then the following

dichotomy holds:
(i). There exist a solution S of (4) with p = Z—J_rg and positive constants C and 1 such that
(T* _ t)_ n—2

4 pm('vt) _ 4 nT72
S n -+ 2

(ii). There exist positive constants Co and 7o such that

c2(Q)

(T* . t)_n22 pm(7 t) - ( 4 > nZQ
PUa(t),)\(t) n+ 2

Leo(9Q)

where a : (0,7%) — Qand X\ : (0,T*) — [1, 00) are smooth functions satisfying

1
li In(T* — t)| 72 |a(t) — ap-
H(I;I})J n( )|"=2la(t) — ar

lim |In(T" — t)|_ﬁ/\(t) exists and is positive.
t—(T*)~

< Cy|In(T* — )™ Vte (5,T).

= 0 for some ap- € ), and

(10)

< Co|In(T* — )72 Yt e (6,T), (11)

(12)



The constants C and Co depend only on n,€),§ and py. The constants vy, and ~y» depend only on
n, 2 and po.

= Z—J_rg, such as when 2 is star-shaped, then we
2

know that the normalized solution (7 —¢)~ 7 p™(-,t) must blow up. Indeed, in Proposition 2.1

If there is no solution of (4) with p =

1
m
n—

we showed the sharp blow-up criterion in Lebesgue norms: (7% — t)_n%2 6™ (s )l p2nsn-2) (@)

converges to a positive real number, but (7 — 75)_71772 1" (s t)||ag) — oo ast — (1)~ for
every q > % By using the concentration compactness arguments in Struwe [38], Brézis-Coron
[11] and Bahri-Coron [4], we showed earlier in [27] that the blow up must be in the form of the
bubbles in (8), and consequently, there must be exactly one bubble present under the assumption
Yao(py') < 22/" K (n). This assumption is not perturbative in the sense that it does not necessarily
imply that the initial data is close to a steady state or a bubble.

To obtain the one bubble dynamics of the solution delineated in part (ii) of Theorem 1.1, we
make a change of variables, which transforms the fast diffusion equation (1) into the normalized
Yamabe flow (20) on the smooth bounded domain {2 with the Dirichlet zero boundary condition.
The Yamabe flow was introduced by Hamilton in 1980s on closed manifolds and its convergence
has been established by Chow [18], Ye [40], Schwetlick-Struwe [35] and Brendle [9, 10]. Compared
to these results, there are two significant differences in the context of our equation (20) as follows.

The first one is the zero boundary condition © = 0 on 92 in (20), which causes the conformal
4

metric ¢ = un-2gp, associated with the flat metric gy, to become degenerate at the boundary.
Nonetheless, this concern can be addressed by the regularity (3) that we established earlier.

The second one is that the solution « of the normalized Yamabe flow (20) in our situation blows
up, rather than converges. We investigate the dynamics of the bubble in the time-evolving weighted

space L2(, u% dx), which accommodates the linearization of the flow. This weighted L? spaces
can be decomposed as a direct sum of three subspaces: the one dimensional quasi-unstable space,
the (n + 1) dimensional quasi-central space, and the quasi-stable space, which correspond to the
eigen-space of the negative eigenvalue, the zero eigenvalue, and the positive eigenvalues of the lin-
earized elliptic operator, respectively. Then we study the projections of the flow into these three
spaces. We choose an optimal bubble approximation under the weighted L? norm, which results
in that the projection of the flow onto the quasi-stable space is small. The project onto the quasi-
unstable space is also small because the normalized Yamabe flow preserves the volume. The projec-
tion of the flow onto the (n+ 1) dimensional quasi-central space is the leading part, and its dynamics
is detected by the (n + 1) Pohozaev identities. In those calculations, since the bubble U, y does not
satisfy the Dirichlet zero boundary condition on 0f2, we need to apply the projection defined in (8),
which introduces additional difficulties due to the error between U, ) and PU, ).

If the normalized Yamabe flow does not blow up along a sequence of times, then it converges to
a solution of (4) along this sequence of times, and the uniform relative error convergence in part (i)
of Theorem 1.1 can be proved using f.ojasiewicz-Simon’s inequality and the regularity (3).

Such classification results for the dynamics of solutions, as stated in Theorem 1, also occur in
other parabolic equations. For example, this kind of results for the semilinear heat equation in high
dimensional Euclidean spaces has been obtained by Collot-Merle-Raphaél [20] if the initial data is
close to a bubble.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide some preliminaries for the fast
diffusion equation and show the the sharp blow-up criterion in Lebesgue norms in Proposition 2.1.



In Section 3, we transform the fast diffusion equation (1) into the normalized Yamabe flow (20), and
obtain some properties of the Yamabe flow, including the scalar curvature equation, the concentra-
tion compactness, the dichotomy phenomenon in Theorem 1.1, and the relative error convergence
if there is no blow up. Section 4 is the main part of this paper, where we investigate the one bubble
dynamics of the normalized Yamabe flow, and prove Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgments: We dedicate this paper to the memory of Professor Haim Brezis, whose pro-
found insights greatly influenced us. We are deeply grateful for the generous support he provided
to us.

2 Preliminaries

Let p be a nonnegative solution of (1) and (2) with m = Z—jrg and n > 3, and let 7" > 0 be its
extinction time. It was proved in Berryman-Holland [5] that, for every 0 < ¢t < T,

1 n n £\ 2 "
o -0t s [ s (1o £)7 [ me .
C Q T+ Q

where C' > 0 depends only on n. As in [27], by the change of variables

n—2
n-+2 4 n—2 n+2 T*
t)y=—— nt2 t:= | 13
ot = () e, =) o
we obtain
ath? = Av —i—’un+g in Q2 x (0, 00), (14)
v=0 ondQ x (0,00),
and )
2n
— < / v(z,t)n2de < C, te(0,00). (15)
¢~ Ja
Denote 5
— 2n
F(t) = / (\Vv(x,t)P U v(x,t)m) dz.
QO n
By the regularity in (3), we differentiate F' in ¢ and find
d 2 2
S r() = _M/ vz Bl dz < 0,
dt n—2 Q
and
d n 2
- fvn27 n / at fUn 2
dt Jq
— 2 n— 2
n+2/( Vo2 +vis) de
2’1’L 4 2n
=— F(t n=2 dzx. 16
PO+ oo (16)



By Proposition 3.3 of [27],

t—o00
It follows that
i e_niﬁ / 1)n21l2 dx| = — 2n e ”4_$2F(t),
and hence,
o a [ s 20 on [t _ s
/ v(x,t)n-2 dx = ent2" [ nt2 / v(z,1)n—2dz — / e nt2 F(s)ds| .
Q Q n + 2 1

Since [, v(z, t)% dz is uniformly bounded and F'(t) is positive, it forces that

_ 4 2n_ 2n o0 as
e nt2 / v(z, )2 dz — / e "2 F(s)ds=0.
Q 1

n+2
Consequently,
n 2 o0 4 oy 2 o0 P
/ ,U(:L'vt)"{Q dz = " / B"iQ(t S)F(S) ds = i / e n4+2F(t + T) dr.
9] n+2 t n—|—2 0
Plugging this into (16), we obtain
d 2n 2n 4 o0 AT
— t)yn—2dr = — a2z |F(t) — F(t dr <0. 17
a Jo Ut de n+2n+2/0 e TR - Ft+m)ldr < (17

This, together with (15), leads to the first part of the following sharp blow-up criterion in Lebesgue
norms.

Proposition 2.1. Let p be a nonnegative solution of (1) and (2) with m = Z—jrg and n > 3, and let
T* > 0 be its extinction time. Then we have

n+2

i (=07 oGO 2 ) =

for some constant c; > 0. Furthermore, if there is no solution of (4) with p = Z—J_rg then

. * _nt2
lim (" —¢)7 1 [|p(,t)||La@) =00, V¢ >2n/(n+2).
t—(T™*)

To prove the second part, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. [If there exist ¢ > % and a sequence tj — oo as j — oo such that

lim sup [|v(-, )| La() < o0,
tj—o00

then there exists a subsequence, which is still denoted by {t;}, such that v(t;) — veo in W2 for
any 0 € [1,00), where vy is a solution of (4).



Proof. First, we claim that for any 6 € [1, 00),

sup [[v(:, ) [lwo () < oo
J

Indeed, by Corollary 2.7 of [27],

||RU — 1||L°°(Q) —0 ast— o0, (18)

_nt2 . . . 4 .
where R, := —v »=2 Awv. Using the assumption of the proposition, V; := R, - vn=2| satisfies
t

|Vill a2y < C for some C' > 0 independent of j. Since Z ( 2 > 5, applying the De Giorgi-
=}
Nash Moser estimate (see Theorem 8.17 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [25]) to

—Av(z,tj) =V;-v(z,t;) inQ, ov(,t;)=0 on0dQ,

we obtain
ol < Cllot )l 2y g < C-
This implies that ||V} || (o) < C. The claim then follows from the W29 regularity theory of the
linear elliptic equations (see Theorem 9.13 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [25]).
By the above claim, we can find a subsequence, which is still denoted by ¢;, such that v(-,¢;) —

n42 n+2
Uso uniformly on €2, where v, > 0. Together with (18), we have R, - vn_t2 — 03 ? uniformly
t .
on §2. This implies that ’
V() = Voo InW2Y(Q) ast; — oo,
and thus,
n+2 n+2
—Avso(z) = — lim Av(z,t;) = hm Ry-vn2| =v5?%(z) ae. in Q.
tj—o00 t;
By (15) and the strong maximum principle, v, must be positive. The proposition is proved. O

Proof of Proposition 2.1. The first part follows from ( 15) and (17). To prove the second part, we
argue by contradiction. Suppose that there exist ¢ > =5 and a sequence ¢; — oo such that

limsup [[v(-, ;)| La(q) < oo
tj—)OO

By Proposition 2.2, we find a solution of (4). This contradicts to the nonexistence assumption.
Therefore,

2n
Jim ffo( )l a) =00 Vg > .
The conclusion follows from the definition of v in (13). O



3 Dirichlet problem for the Yamabe flow

We may further normalize v as

() B oy A =
u(z,s) == W, t=pB(s) with 3'(s) = Eﬁ(s) = |lv( ,5(5))HL%7 (19)

where we dropped {2 in Lv%l2 (). By a direct computation, we obtain the normalized Yamabe flow

9053 Z Autr(ut3 inQ x (0,00),

ot (20)

u=0 on 9 x (0,00),

where
- fQ |Vou|? dx B fQ |Vul|? dz

T(S) - 2 - 2n

v n—2
|| ||L”L2%Z f Q U 2 dﬂl‘
Conversely, one can also transform this normalized Yamabe flow to the fast diffusion equation (1).
From now on we consider the Yamabe flow with the homogenous boundary condition. We may

always assume that v is normalized from v in (19) so that we can directly use the results in [26, 27]
for v. In fact, one can still prove all the results below without using v.

21

4
Let g = un-2gg and R, be the scalar curvature of g, where gy is the flat metric. Set
2n
M,(t) = / R — rltuiz da| |
Q t

where
n+2 n—2

R:=—-u »2Au=——<R,.
" YT A1)
Hence, the conformal transformation law of the conformal Laplacian leads to
(B —R)g =u "2 A(ug), ¥ e CHQ), 22)
where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator with respect to g. By (20), we also have

n+ 2uy
n—2u

R =r(t)
Using the regularity in (3), one has
Blu € CZFiE (0 x (0,00)), V1> 0.

This implies that R(-,t) € C = (Q) for all t > 0. Moreover, it follows from DiBenedetto-
Kwong-Vespri [22] that for any 0 < ¢; < t5 < oo one can find C' > 0 depending on t1,t5 and u
such that

1/C <u/d < C onQ x [ty,ts],
where d(x) := dist(x,082). As a result, we have the integration by parts formula (Lemma 2.2 of
[271)

/ hA, f dvoly = — / (Vof,Vgh)gdvol,, Y feW>2(Q), he WH(Q), (23)
Q Q

where V, the gradient vector field with respect to g. Note that there is no boundary term appeared
in (23).



Lemma 3.1. We have the following facts.

(i) There holds

2n_ 2n 2n
n—2 — — — n—2
O ) (R —r)un-2.

2n

Consequently, the volume Voly(S)) := fQ un=2 dx is preserved. Without loss of generality,
we assume Volg(2) = 1.

(ii) There holds

R(R—r)—r,

OR=r) =g Re(R =) o

where #(t) = $r(t).
(iii) For the functional Yo (u) defined in (7), there holds

d ) 2(n—2)
= r=—-—"7 <0.
thQ(u) T 5 M; <0

Hence, the limit roo := limy_, o, 7(t) exists and ro > K(n).

Proof. The first item follows immediately from the definition of R that

du n—2
— = -R . 24
U n+2( +r) 24)
The second item follows from the computations that
2 _nt2 0 _n 10)
et = B LN = A 2
n—2 U U
atu
=-R(-R+r)—(Ag - R)(T)
n—2
= Ay(R — R(R —
n + 2 g( T) + n + 2 ( T)?

where we used the conformal transformation law (22) in the second equality.
The third item follows from the calculations that

ng(u) = 2/ VuVoude
Q

d¢
:—2/Au'%-udx
Q u

_2n=2) / R(-R + r)u% dz
n+2 QO

The lemma is proved.

Proposition 3.2. We further have



(i) limg-so0 [R = 7oo]| oo () = 0.

(ii) For anyt, — oo, v — 00, u, = u(-,t,) is a Palais-Smale sequence of the functional Yq in
H ().

(iii) There exist two positive constants &y and C, depending on u(-, 1), such that,

u<Cd in{yeQ:d(y) <dp} x[1,00).

Proof. Using the change of variables (19), the proposition follows from Corollary 2.7, Proposition
3.1 and Proposition 3.2 of [27] for v satisfying (14) and (15). ]

Recall the functions U, ) defined in (5) which satisfies (6), and PU, y = U, — hg», the
projection of U, ) into H&(Q), defined in (8). By the maximum principle, PU, \ and h, ) are
positive in €.

Proposition 3.3. For any t, — oo, v — o0, dafter passing to a subsequence if necessary, u, :=

u(-,t,) weakly converges to un, in HE(Q), where uy, is nonnegative and satisfies —Auy, =
n+2

Toolds? in .
Moreover, we can find a non-negative integer ¢ and a sequence of (-tuplets (az’y, Az,y)lgkg
with (a, ,, A ) € & x (0,00) satisfying lim, o0 A, = 00, d(aj,,) > d0/2, and for each pair

k41,

* *

k,v L,y 2

\* + \* + )‘Z,V)‘?:sz,u - azk,l/| — 0, (25)
L,y k,v

where 0y > 0 is the constant in Proposition 3.2, such that

¢
_n=2
Im ||uy, — Uso — Too g PU. »»
V—00 k,v "k, v
k=1

=0. (26)
Hg (Q)

Consequently,

[SIE]
S

oo = (Ya(use)? 4 €K (n)

where we set Yo (uso) = 0 if use = 0.

)

Proof. Given Proposition 3.2, this compactness statement is standard by now; see Struwe [38],
Brézis-Coron [11] and Bahri-Coron [4]. Due to item (iii) of Proposition 3.2, the bubbles’ centers
must uniformly stay away from the boundary, i.e, d(a,’; ) > 00/2,

It remains to quantify r,. By the strong maximum principle, we have that either v, > 0 in 2
or us, = 0. By using (25), (26) and the inequality

2n 2n

(a+b)n—2 —an—2 By < Can=2b+ Cabz Va,b>0,

we have

_2n_ 2n _n ¢ 2n
lim upy 2 de = lim (u;i;2 + Too? Z(PUCLZ )n*2> dz.
Q N2

ty—00 ty—00
& v k=1

10



Hence,

() ()

where we used the equation of u, and the definition of Yq(uq) to obtain

2
2n_\ n
Q

and used
. 27 n
uh—>Holo Q(PU,I;;V)H*2 = K(n)z.
It follows that rop = (Yo (uso) 2 + (K (n)%)% The proposition is proved. O

Proposition 3.4. If there exists a sequence t, — oo, v — o0, such that u(-,t,) converges to U in
n+2

2n .. . . e 5 .
L7=2(Q) for some positive C? function un. satisfying —Atse = rootids > in Q and us, = 0 on 05,

then
u('7 t)

Uoo

—1 <Ct™7 Vi1,

c2(Q)

where C' and y are positive constants.

Proof. The idea of the proof is due to Simon [36].
We note that, for any 1 < a < b < o0,

1/2 . . 1/2
Q
b 2 1/2

:< /&gu(:n,t)"?dt daz)

QlJa

b no 12 1/2
g/ (/ ‘atu(x,t)ﬁ da:) dt

1/2
= +2/ </\th—r )\un2da:> dt
n

_ 1/2
= / Ma(t)V/2 at. 27)

Hence, our goal is to prove Mo (t)'/2 € L1(1, 00).
Step 1. Set up the framework.
(1.a) Let Cy > 0 be a constant such that

1 Uso
— < —<C Q
Co = a =70 |
and then set
1
iy :{wEW@’n+1(Q):J—Cb<E<UCO IHQ}, oc>1



(1.b) By Feireisl-Simondon [23], Yy, is analytic in =4. Moreover, there exist £g > 0, 6 € (0,1)
and C7 > 0 such that

Yo (w) — Ya(us)| < Cil| DYa(w)| g (28)

for all w € =y satisfying ||w — uOOH £ ) < €9, where DY (w) is the Frechét differential of Yo

at w.
(1.c) Since limy_,, [|R — 'I"OOHLOO(Q) = (), there exist e7 > 0 and Ty > 1 such that whenever
lu(-,t) — uOOHLz—fz(Q) < gy with t > Tp, then u(-, t) € L*°(Q), and thus, u(-,t) € Z5 and

||u(-,t) — uOo||W2,7L+1(Q) S 60/2.

This can be proved by using Moser’s iteration with incorporating ideas of Brézis-Kato [12], together
with higher order regularity theory for linear elliptic equations. See page 1321-1322 of [27] for more
details.

(1.d) Without loss of generality, we may assume ¢, is an increasing sequence. Since M2/ <
IR = Tooll oo (@) and limy, o0 [lu(-,t,) — u‘X’HLm = 0, by using (27), there exists vy > 1 with

ty, > Tp such that

iy = sup {,u >ty |ul,t) — uooHanan <e1/2, Vte [t,,,,u)}

is well defined for all v > v and
lim fi, = oo. (29)

V—00
Step 2. We claim that zi,, = oo for some vy > vyp.
Let L > 0 be a large number to be fixed. By (29) and arguing as in (/.d), we can find v1 > vy
such that ¢, + 23L < fi,, and

1) = tool 20, < 1/10 V€ [ty by, +2°L]. (30)

We may assume ji,,, < 0o, otherwise we are done. Let .Jy be the largest number so that ¢, +L2% <
fip,- Leta; =t,, + L2 forl = 1,...,Jp and ajy+1 = [i, -
For t € (ty,, fi,, ), by Step 1, (28) and the monotonicity of Yo (u(-,¢)) we have

1+6

0 < Yo(u( 1)) = Yo(ux) < Cil|DYa(ul- 1))l q) < K(n)~'2Ci My (t) .

By item (iii) of Lemma 3.1,

& a(u(- 1) — Vo) = - 20~ D
‘2(:; 2 (K (n) 2007 (Yol ) — Yolus)) 7
That is
0l 1) — Yol = 2D (120 1Y o
It follows that forany [ = 2,...,Jy + 1,
Yo(u(,ar)) = Yo(uee) < ¢ 10y — 1) 10,

12



Using Holder’s inequality and item (iii) of Lemma 3.1 again, for [ > 3,

a; 2
(/ My (s)'/? ds)

IN

a
(a; — al_l)/ Ms(s)ds
aj—1

< 2(71n7+—22)(a1 —a-1)(Ya(u(, a-1)) = Yo(ul(, a)))

< gy (o = o) (Yo (u,11)) = Yauo)

n—+ 2 _140 140

< m(az —a—1)c (a1 —aj_p) 10

<CrL e,

where C' > 0 depends only on n, C'; and 6. Hence,

Hv C’
/ L My(s)Pds<pT.
vi+1L22 210 — 1
Choose L sufficiently large such that
D R
ot —1 10

It is clear that L depends only on n,C4, 6 and £;. By (30) and (27), we have for any t € [t, +
22L,t, + [i,,] that

2 2
||u('7t) - uOOHLnZ—fQ < ||u(7t) - u('vtu + 2 L)Han—fz(Q) + ||u('7tl/ +2 L) - uooHL 27,

@ n=2(Q)
€1 €1 &1
< 4= =
— 10 + 10 5
In particular, |[u(-,t, + fiy,) — uOOHanfQ @ < e1/5 < £1/2. Since |u(-,t) — uooHL%(Q) is

continuous in ¢, we obtained a contradiction to the defintion of fi,,,. Hence, fi,, = oo and the above
argument still leads to

00 v1+L22 o)
/ My (s)/?ds = / My (s)'/? ds+/ My(s)"/%ds
1 1 v

1+ L22
I/1—|—L22 _n_
< / My(s)2 ds + ()"
1 10
< 0.

Therefore, limy_, o ||u(-,t) — UOOHLf—fz(Q)
The proof of the convergence in the C? topology with a polynomial rate is identical to the proof

in Section 5 of [27]. We omit the details here. The proposition is proved. U

=0and u(-,t) € Eyfort > t,,.

Corollary 3.5. Let us, and ¢ be those obtained in Proposition 3.3. If Yo (u(-,0)) < 2n K (n), then
either

13



(i) Uso > 0inQandl =0, or
(ii) Uso =0in Qand £ = 1.
Furthermore, if item (i) happens, then there exist positive constants v and C such that

ut)

Uoso

<O, Yi>1. 31)
c2(@)

Proof. By item (iii) of Lemma 3.1, Yo (u(-,t)) = r(t) > K (n) is non-increasing, and hence,
(Yo(use)? + (K (n)2)n < 20 K(n).

If uso > 0, then Yo (us) > K(n) as the best constant of the Sobolev inequality can never be
achieved in bounded domains. This forces that £ = 0.
If uso =0, then £ € {1,2}. If { = 2, then

Yo(u(-t)) = 27 K (n)

for all ¢ > 0. Hence,
2(n —2)

Yo(u) = —= =5 M.

Therefore, R = Q%K (n) and thus w is independent of ¢, which contradicts to u, = 0. Therefore,
(=1

If the item (i) happens, by Proposition 3.3 there exists a sequence ¢; — 0o, © — 00, such that
u(+,t;) strongly converge to u in Hy. The conclusion follows from Proposition 3.4. The corollary
is proved. U

4 One bubble dynamics
In the rest of the paper, we study the one bubble dynamics, that is, we assume that
U =0 and (=1

for any sequence of times in Proposition 3.3. By Corollary 3.5, this assumption is fulfilled if
Yo(u(-,0)) < 20 K (n) and there is no solution of (4) with p = 2. Then, it follows that

Too = K(n).

4.1 Choice of an optimal bubble approximation

Let us recall the neighborhood of critical points at infinity of Bahri [3]. For ¢ > 0, define a tuplets
(a, A\, ) witha € Q and A\, € (0,00) as
<o),

n—2

dp 1 _
0 u(-,t) —roo * aPU,

202

Ay (e) = {(a,)\,a) . d(a) > <e la—1|<e,

HE(Q)

14



where d is the constant in Proposition 3.2. It follows from Proposition 3.3 that for any € > 0, there
exists a constant T'g(¢) > 1 such that

Aypy(e) #0, forallt > Toe).

To accommodate the linearized operator g—jgat _uTEEA Z—J_rgr, we introduce the weighted
space L7 := L?(1, u? dz) with the inner product
4
(f,9)c2 = / fgun=2 du. (32)
Q

By adapting the proof of Proposition 0.7 of Bahri [3] or Proposition 3.10 of Mayer [31] to our
context, one can show

Proposition 4.1. There exists a small ey > 0 such that for every ¢ € (0,2¢), one can find T1(g) >
To(e) such that, for t > T1(¢), the variational problem

n—2

U—Too © Q*PUpgs y» (33)

inf
(a‘*7>‘*7a*)€Au(t) (6) E?

has a unique minimizer (a,\, ) € Ay ) (€) that smoothly depends on t € [T1(g),00). Moveover,
dist(a, 02) > 0o /2, where 0 is the constant in Proposition 3.2.

Let

n—2

W=1U—Too * aPU, x.

4.2 Spectrum analysis for the linearized operator

Note that

n-2 n-2 1 nz2
N Unala) = 0 =21 (5 =)

S —2)]"T la—2/*™ inC2 (R"\ {a}) as\ — oco.
For a € Q, we let H(a, ) be the solution of

—AH(a,z) =0, x€Q,

H(a,2) = [n(n — 2)]" T |a — 22, x €.

Proposition 4.2 (Proposition 1 of Rey [33]). Suppose a € Q with dist(a,0) > § > 0and X > 1.
Let H(a,-) be defined as above and h,_ y satisfy (9). Then

n—2 —
fa7>\($) = ha,)\(l') —)\_TH((I,:E), x €
is a smooth function on Q, also smooth in parameters a and \. Moreover, there hold

n+2 n+4

[far] SCAX 2, |04 fan] < o3, |Orfar| SCX 2
OpiOnfar] S CN"T (00 far]l SCAN "2, |92 fan] < CA "2,
y a s AJa,

forevery j,k = 1,...,n, where C depends only on n,<) and 9.
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Proof. The first order derivative estimates are in Proposition 1 of Rey [33]. The second order
derivative estimates can be obtained similarly, using standard elliptic estimates for the Laplace equa-
tion. O

It was also proved in Rey [33] that
Nzj —a?)
A+ X2z — af?’
(n—2) 1— Az —al?
2 M4 A2z —af?

is a basis of the kernel of the Jacobi operator

0uUan(w) = (0 — 2T,

/\8)\ Ua,)\ (:E) =

n+2 -4
—A— p— 2Ua)\2 in R™.
This inspires us to introduce
_n—2
Xo =7’ PUa,)m
_n—-21
Xj:T‘oo 4 X&HPU@,A, jZl,...,TL,
_n—2
Xn+1 = Too 4 A(‘)APU,L,\.
Then
w=u— aXg.
For brevity, we let
— _n=2
XO =T 4 Ua’)\.
Then by Proposition 4.2, we have
. _n+2
—AXyg=-AXy= TOOX6L72,
n+2_-2 (34)

~AX; = rmmxgﬁ(xj +ONZ"Y), j=1,....n+1
Proposition 4.3. One has
9 _4_ 4 2-n .
/ | Xi[“un—2 = a2k + ON"" 4+ ||w||), i=1,...,n+1,
Q

(35)
Q/Xﬂwf3=ou*mﬂmm forj=0,...n+1,j#i,
Q

where ||w]| := ||w|| H} () and K; are positive constants depending only on n.

Proof. 1t follows from Proposition 4.2 and elementary calculations that are similar to the proof of
(B.6) — (B.9) in Rey [33]. In fact, one can calculate that

" 2n_ |z|?
= ... = — K(n)"2(n — 2)? pr2__ 9
K1 Kn (n)~2(n ) /Rn 0,1 n(1 + |z[?)2 T,
_um—2ﬁ/' o (1= []?)?
= K 2 U7L d 5
where we used 7o, = K (n). O
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Set

E* = Sp(l’l’L{Xo},
E¢=span{X;:j=1,...,n+1},
ES = (E" @ B9t N HL(Q),

where L is with respect to (-, -) £2- We call E“ the quasi-unstable space, E° the quasi-central space,
and E£° the quasi-stable space, respectively. By the minimality of (33),

w=u—aXyec E°.

4.3 Estimates of the errors

There are five small quantities as follows:
2—n
hoy~A72, My, w, 7r(t)—170, o-—1
In this subsection, we shall use the first two to bound the last three.

Proposition 4.4. There exist c € (0,1) and to > 1 such that for all t > to, we have

(1-0) [ 19f@)P da > et 2) | 1@ axe) s d,

1—C/|Vf )|? dz >T°On+2 /f :L't”2d$
forany f € E°.

Proof. Once we choose a sufficiently small € in Proposition 4.1, it follows immediately from (3.14)
of Rey [33]. O

Lemma 4.5. We have

/uZ—*iwdx— () Xo” *wda = O([w]?).
Q

Proof. Since u = w + aXp and w € E°, we have

nt2 _4 4 o 4_ o
ur—2wdr =« | un2Xgwde + [ ur2w*der = [ ur—2w*de.
Q Q Q Q

Then the first estimate follows from Proposition 4.4. Making use of the inequality

n+2 n+2 4 4
’an72 _bn72‘ S C(a”*Q —i—bn*?)‘a—b‘ Va,b > 07
we have

/(aXO)Z_%wdw—/uz_%wdw §C</ uﬁuﬂdx—i—/(aXo)ﬁuﬂdx).
Q Q Q Q

Then the second one follows from Proposition 4.4 as well. The lemma is proved. O
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Lemma 4.6. We have
|w|? = O(Ma + A1).

Proof. Making use of the inequality

P T zb%(a —b)| < Cbaz M |q — p1H) 4 Oq — b|itE
n J—
for all a,b > 0, where §(n) = min{1, —25}, we have
n+2 _n_+2
un=? —aX;j?
n n n n+2 n+2 _ n+2
= (aXo + w)"%g - (04X0)"%g + (ozXo)n%g —aXg P taX]P —aX)?
2 4 __5 n n n+2
= 20X T+ Ol 00 4l ) + (a3 — )X
4 2—n
+O(Xi72A72),

and thus,

—Aw = —A(u — aXp)
nt2 _ nt2
=Rur2 —are X, ?

= (R —roo)un—2 + rog(un—2 —aXj™?)

n42 nt2 n -+ 2 4 nt2 n+2

= (R —r)Jun=2 + (r — roo)un—2 + oo

2—n

7). (36)

4 _sn n 4
+O(Xg M ) 4 ] 53 + O0(X g7 A

Multiplying the above identity by w and integrating by parts, we obtain

2 4
c|jw]|? §/ |Vwl|? dz — nt roo/(aXo)n42w2d:E
0 n—2"Jo

n+2
/ un—2wdx
Q

T
4+ Cw|2+) +C/76L2)\2T\w\dx
Q

n+2
§/ IR — r||lwlur—2 dz + |r — ro
Q

4 n+2
+ roott|an—2 — 1| /Xonzwdx
Q

< OMyJul| + Clr = roc| 0] + Calam=2 — 1] o]
+ Ol 4 2 fw]? + CX1

< Sl + OO + M),

where in the first inequality we used Proposition 4.4, in the second inequality we used (36), in the

18



third inequality we used Lemma 4.5 and
2-n —%2 2-n %2 _24n
A7z X7 wlde < 16A72 Xo 7wl dz 4+ 161" 72 lw| da
0 Q Q
S
< C)\2‘"/ X2 da+ §|]w|]2 +OoNTEn
Q

< ON "+ L, (37)

and in the fourth inequality we used

2

M21/2||w|| < gHwH2 + —My by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
c

Clr — roo| + Ca|aﬁ 1]+ \|w\|5(") < Z for large t.

By cancelling the first term on the right-hand side, the lemma follows. O

Remark 4.7. The above estimate is not sharp if n > 4, since
4
A\ / X572 <CATMIn MG ifn >4,
Q

Lemma 4.8. There holds

1+8(n) 1+6(n)
2 2

1—al=0(My, 2 +X "5 4+ X2, and r—re=0(M, 2 +A "5 + 27,

where §(n) = min{1, -%51.

Proof. Multiplying u to both sides of

n+2 _7L+2
—Aw = Rur—2 — are X ?

and integrating over {2, we obtain
n42 __4 - \nt2
wRu2 =r —a "2ry [ (aXg)"2u,
Q Q

where we used fQ uv%}2 = 1. For the left-hand side, by using Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, and also

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
n n+42
/(R — r)umwu% + 7’/ un_+2w‘
Q Q

nt2
wRun—2
Q
2n_ 4 n+2
/(R—T‘)2u"2 /w2un2 r/ unZw'
Q Q Q

= O(My + \7m).

+

< +

For the last term on the right-hand side,
/(ayo)%u— / u% :/[(ayo)z_+g — (04X0)Z_+§]u+/[(ozXo)Z_+g —uz_tg]u
Q Q Q Q
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n 2
o0 ) = B [ it o] 0)
n— 2 Q
+ —-n n
= O( + AP 4 O(|fw ]|

—O(M, * +A7"2 4227,
where we used
X0 — (@x0) < OA/X” :
“ n+2
< C)\ /X(n 2)(7L+2) 2n
<O 4 AT,

. 2n_ .
Since [, un-2 = 1, we obtain

4 14+6(n) nt2

r—a n2ree = O0(My 2 AT 2 +/\2_n)- (38)

On the other hand, since

Q
nt2 2
_TOO/XSZ(X()—XQ)—I-TOO/ X2
R7\Q
= O\
and
_n+2
VXoVw = roo/ X5
Q Q
n+2 2—n —i
=T | Xg Pw+O <)\T / X2 w dac)
Q Q
% 1-n 2
= Too QX07 w4+ ON "+ |w|?)  (by (37))
= O\ 4 ||w||?) (by Lemma 4.5),
we have

Ogr—roo:/\Vulz—/ VX
Q Rn

:/(a2|VX0|2+2aVX0Vw+|Vw|2)—/ VX2 + O(A2™)
Q Q
—(a? 1) / VXof> + 02" 1 M)

Q

= (a? — 1)/ VX2 + ON" 4 My)
Rn
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= (a® = 1)1 + ON" + My),
where we used Lemma 4.6 in the third equality. Hence,
r—a’re = ON*7" + My). (39)

Subtracting (39) from (38), we obtain

4 1+6(n)

2—a"mr=0(M, > +A T AT,

Since |« — 1] is very small,

1+6(n)

a—1=0(M, > +X\"F +A2"),

Substituting it into (39), we obtain

14+6(n)

T — Too = (a2 — Dreo + O()\2_" + M) =O(M, *

FATIE AT,
The lemma is proved. O
A related estimate of |« — 1] in the whole space has been proved in Ciraolo-Figalli-Maggi [17].

Proposition 4.9. We have

u 2 2
— -1 < C(Mg™? + X" ni2).
Xo =@
Proof. Let
uA(yt) = AT ula+ Ay, Z=27"7 Xola+ ATYy),
— N2 — _n-2
R)\(y7t) = R(CL + )‘_lyat)a Z = )‘_TQXO(CL + A_ly) =Teo . UO,l

withy € Q(t) == {y € R" : a + A1y € Q}. Then

n+2 _ n+2
—Auy =Ryu]™? inQt), —AZ=rZ"2 inQt), uyx=2Z=0 ondQt),
lim |u>\—Z|% dy = lim/ |u—X0|%d$:0, (40)

and ||Rx — Teollo(uy) — 0 ast — oo. Forany R > 2 with Bop C €Q(2), it is clear that

ﬁ < Z < Cin Bg, where C(R) > 0 depends only on n and R. By applying the Moser
iterations, one also obtains )

—— <uy<C inB

C ( R) S Uy S mobpRr

with possibly different constants. Define the Kelvin transform:

- 1 Y ~ 1 Y
Dt) = —uy <—,t>, Zt :—_Z<—,t>.
w0 = =z e w0 =2 e
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Then

y n+2 ~ __n+2
—Auy =R\ <W,t> ﬂ;72 and —AZ =r,Z"?

inQt) := {y: # € Qt)}.
Since

n+42 n+2 n+2 _ n+42

—Aluy = 2) = (Ra =) 277 +R(u} © = Z02) + Ry(Z772 = Z77),
by applying the Moser iteration to this equation with the help of (40), we obtain
lux = Z| oo,y < Ce(t), (41)

where

= R n+zZ 2 d "12 A YA
e(t) = — Tool| 2 " + - n + — oo
(t) /Q(t) IR — Tool x [|ux Hanfz @) | | oo (8

2
([ 1R E2X 7 d2) T = X A X — X
=/, i~ 5 oll 22 o) 0 — Xollze @)

and C depends only on n. Applying the same argument to the equation of uy — Z, with noticing
that uy = Z = 0 on 9€2(t) and with the help of (40), we have

H% B ZHLoo(ﬁ(t)mBl) < Celt),

which implies that
119" (ux = Z2) (0, )| oo e,y < Ce()- (42)

Scaling the estimates (41) and (42) back to u, we have

u
Sl
Xo

< Ce(t), 43)
Lo°(By/x(a))

lu(z, ) — Xo(w, 1) < Ce(AT | —a|>™", V€ Q\By(a).
If x € Q\ By/x(a), then A2 |z — a|* ™ < CX, and thus
[ua,1) — Xo(a, 1] < Ce(t)Xo < Ce(t)(Xo + A7),
Let dp be the one in Proposition 3.2. Let §; > 0 be the uniform radius of interior balls tangent to
each point on 952. Let Jo = min(d, do/8). Then Xy > CX*%" in Qs,/8 = {z € Q : dist(z,00Q) >
J2/8}. Hence,

lu(x,t) — Xo(z,t)| < Ce(t)Xo(z,t), Vax€Qs,s\ Bia)
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Combining (43), we obtain

u

5o < Ce(t). (44)

Lo (Qs,/8)

On one hand, by the Hopf lemma and elliptic estimates for the equation of X, one has
Xo > CTIN T dist(2,09) in Q\ Qs

On the other hand, by applying the W?22"*2 estimate (Theorem 9.13 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [25]) to

n+42 n+2 n+2 n+2

A - Xg) = (R —10) X5 + Rub2 — X§ )+ R(Xg > — X 2) inQ\ Q)
u—Xog=0 ond,

and using the Sobolev embeddings, we obtain

24n

2-n _24n
|lu — XO”C’l(Q\Q(;zM) < Cllu— X()HW2,2TL+2(Q\Q(;2/2) <Ce()A 2 +CX 2.

Hence,
u -2
f_l < Ce(t)+ O~
0 Loo(Q\Q5,/8)
Together with (44), it follows that
U
lim ||— —1 = 0.
t=oo H Xo L(Q)

Consequently, Xo < C(u + 22" ), and thus,

_2 _2
e(t) < OMGF? + ON 752 + O — roo| + Jwl| + C|1 — af + CAZ™ < OM™? + CA iz,

Therefore,

Sl

2
= < Ce(t) + CN"2 < CMG*2 + O\ iz,
0

L>(9)

Lemma 4.10. We have for every j = 1,...,n + 1 that

X)) < Clu+ A7),

(3

Proof. By Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 4.9, we have for¢ = 1, ... n that

0,X;] < C (u+ A7T%).

2

1
),

_n—2 n —n
X = o0 * A N0 Uar — Opihan] < C(Uar +A75) < C(Xo+ A7) < Clu+ A
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and

Xi] = 1 T AOUar — Orhian]| < CUar + AF) < O(Xo + M) < Cu+ A552).

Similar calculations show that
1 2-n
X|Van| +AVLAX;| < Clu+A772)

forall j =1,...,n + 1. Therefore,

’ath‘ = ’VQX]' -a 4+ 8,\Xj : )\‘ <C ‘ ()\CL, %) (u+ )\277”)

Lemma 4.11. We have

[ 1V = (1 o) el Koy,
Ly
n+2
/ VX = (14 o(1))rae |1 2
foreveryj=1,....n+ 1, and
[ 9%5 9 50 = o)1 1 + 1Xel)

foreveryk=0,1,... ,n+ 1,k # j.

Proof. For j > 1, we have

2
/Q\VXJ-P:—/QAXJ--XJ:%”+ /X (X; + O\ 2"))X;.

Since
- -4 9
(aXo)”*sz
Q
— 4 A4, 4 A4, 4,
= [(OZXO)"72 —_ (aX0)7L72]Xj _|_ [(CVXO)”72 —_ un72]Xj _|_ un72Xj
Q Q Q
= o(1)[IX; 1172 + (1 + o(1))1X;]1 72
= o117 + (1 + o(W)IIX; 17
and

20 [0t R R 2
AT XX <A | X AT | X
Q Q Q

= o(1) + oW1 X; 17 + o)1 X172,

by using (35) and Lemma 4.8, we obtained (45) for 7 > 1. The estimate for j = 0 is similar.
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For k > 1,k # j, we have

n+2 [ %5 2-n
VXj'VXk:— AXj'Xk:'r'oo Xg (Xj—I—O(/\ 2 ))Xk
0 Q n—2Jq
Since
/(QYO)ﬁXij
Q
— 4 4 4 4 4
:/[(@Xo)"2 - (aXo)"2]Xij+/[(OéXo)"2 —U"Q]Xij+/u”2Xij
Q Q Q
= o(1)(IX; 172 + 1XklI72) + o(1)(IX; 122 + 1X51122) + 0(1)
= o) (1117 + IXkll7) + o) (1X5 172 + Xkl Z2),
together with (47) and (45), we obtain (46) for &£ > 1. The estimate for k£ = 0 is similar. ]

The following quantity will play as the leading term in the end.

Proposition 4.12. There holds

/ |VPU, 5> (x — a,v) dS = Cy(n)H(a,a)N\*"™ + O(A'™™), (48)
o0
where

Catm) = Z2EE D " [ (o) ol d

Proof. Multiplying both sides of

n+42

—APU,»=UM? inQ, PU,\=0 ondf,
by (x — a) - VPU, ), we obtain
n+2
/ (¢ —a) - VPUUS da
Q b

=— / ((x —a) - VPUL\)APU, ) dx
Q

-2 1
== / [V PU|* da — —/ IVPU, \|*(x —a,v)dS
2 Jo 2 Joo
n—2 nt? 1 )
=— PU, U de — - |VPU, A |*(x — a,v)dS.
2 Ja ’ 2 Joo

On the other hand,

n+2
/ (z —a) - VPUU? da
Q b

nis n+2 w3
:—@/PmAIde$_ L/P%MW—GWV%MQB“U
Q ’ Q 7

n —
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and

PUa,)x((x - CL) : VUa,)\)
= (Ua’)\ — ha)\)[(x — CL) . V(PU[L)\ + ha’)\)]
= ((x — a) . VPU[L)\)UCL,)\ + ((33 — CL) . Vha)\)Ua,)\ — ((a: — a) . VUm)\)ha,)\.

Hence,
=
((x —a) - VPU, U dz
Q 9
n—2 ni2
T2 /QPU“’/\ Uyt da
2 nt2 4
i /Q [((m Q) Vha UL — (@ — a)VUa,A)haAUa’ff} dz.
Since
n+2 n+2 2 m n+2
/((x —a)Vhe U2 dz = Vhga(a) / (x—a)UM*dz+ 0N 2 / |z — al?U 3 da)
=0\ "In\),
and by Proposition 4.2,

ﬁ Z_irg )‘2‘%’2 1-n
Q((ﬂ? — a) . VUa,)\)ha,)\Ua)\ dx = (2 — n)h[m(a) o Ua,)\ m dz + O()\ )

= —C(n)H(a,a)X* " + O(\'™™),

where
€)= (n=2nln = 2% [ (14 jo)~H ol do,
RTL
we have
n+2
/((x —a) - VPU,\)U? da
Q b
— n+2
__n-2 / PU,, U2 do— = i 2C(n)H(a, )X+ O(AT).
2 Q ’ ’ 2n
Therefore,
2 n+2 2-n 1-n
|VPU "z —a,v)dS = - C(n)H(a,a) ™" +O0\N").
o0

This proves (48).

Lemma 4.13. We have

@) < COTT + M)
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Proof. Since

nt2 n+2 n+2 n+2 __nt2

n+42 —
—Aw = Rur? — Ao X2 = (R —r)un—2 + (1 — rog)un—2 4+ roo(un—2 — aXj?),

it suffices to estimate the L2 norm of the right hand side, as the lemma then follows from the W22
estimates for the Poisson equation.
By using Proposition 4.9, we obtain

n+2 _n_ 1/2
(R =rjur=2|[p2 < CA(R = r)un-2||2 = CAM,"".
By using Proposition 4.9 and Lemma 4.8, we obtain
1 = roe)ur2 |12 < CAlr — rog] < CAMY/? + X727 4 X277,

Since
n+2 _ n42 n+2
|un 2 — aX” 2| = |un 2 — (OZXO)" 2 _|_ (OZXO)" 2 — (CVXO)" 2 _|_ (OZX(])" 2 — aX” 2|

7L+2

< C(aXO)n 2lw| + ONZ" X{; >+ Cla—11X577, (49)

by using Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.6, we obtain

n __n+2
U2 — aX 5 2 < CAlw] + COP ™™ +A75) + Cla — 1A < C(A 2" + My/?)A.
The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 4.14. We have
IVw|[Z2(a0) < C(Mz + A7),

Proof. Let & be the one in Proposition 3.2, and Q;, := {x € Q : dist(z, Q) > Jp}. We have

n+42 n+2 n+2

—Aw = (R—T)un+2 +(r = roo)un—2 + roo(un—2 —aXj?) inQ,
w=0 ondf.
Since |u| + | Xo| + | Xo| < CA T in Q \ Q5,, we have

n+2

(R = r)un= HL2 () = CMs,

n+2 -n
10 — rogyun-2 Iz @\05) < Cllr = roollFoe gy + Cllun2 ||2Lo<>(Q\Q§O) < O(Mp+ A1),
nt2 242 o
HToo(unfz — OéXO 2)”%2(9\960) S C(MQ + )\1 ),

where we used Lemma 4.8 in the second inequality, and Lemma 4.8 and (49) in the last inequality.
Therefore, by the W22 estimate (Theorem 9.13 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [25]) and the trace embedding,
we obtain

IVwl7290) < ”w”%/vzﬂ(ﬂ\ﬂéom) < C(My+ AT,
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4.4 Finite dimensional reduction

We shall project the L? gradient flow

p— 28tu =—(R—-r)u

into £, E¢ and E*, and single out the leading term in the total L? quantity Ms. Let

bj:_<(R_T)u7Xj>Ef7 J=0,....,n+1,
B - (bo,. . ,bn+1).

Using Holder’s inequality and (35), we have the general upper bound
b| < Oy,
But the projection in the unstable direction is actually much smaller.

Lemma 4.15. We have
lbo| < CA™ + My)Y/2 . M2,

Proof. Using Lemma 4.6, we have

labg| = /(R—r)uz_gaXo
Q

n+42

—| [t w)

n+2

- /Q(R - r)un2w'

L\ 1/2
< M21/2 </ w2uﬁ>
Q

< C()\l—n +M2)1/2 'M21/2,

where we used Lemma 4.6 in the last inequality. The lemma is proved.
Remark 4.16. It is Lemma 4.15 in which we used the volume preservation crucially.
Next, we derive a finite dimensional flow.

Lemma 4.17. There holds

(g,Aa, 3) = (”_2 +0(1)> <b—° y b"“) +O(My? + X3%)|B| + O(Ma + A7),

A n 4+ 2 I{(]’ 'lin+1

where Ko, . . . knt1 are the positive constants in (35).
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Proof. The proof is the same as that of Lemma 4.1 in Mayer [31]. First of all,

Z?tu = 8t(aX()) + Z?tw

= <d,a)\d, oz_/\/\> - X + Oww,

where X = (Xo,...,X,+1). Differentiating 0 = (w, Xj>£§ in ¢, and using (24) and Lemma 3.1,
we see that

4
0= (Qw, Xj) 2 + /Q wX;Oun=? + (w, 0 Xj) 3

. L aA n—2 4
:—<(oz,oz)\a,7.)-X+n+2(R—T)U+n+2(R r)w,Xj>£%—|—(w,8th>£§

. . aA 4
= —<(O£,Oé)\(l,7) Xij>£% + 7’L—|—2 ] < ) ’UJ X; > t + <wvatXJ>£?

By Lemma 4.10, we have

/y(n—r)wxi\uﬁ g/ R — rl|uwl s +0A22"/ R - r|fwlus
Q Q Q
4

< My

< My + Cllw|* + CA
= O(My+ A7),

where we used the fact that w € E*, Proposition 4.4, (37) and Lemma 4.6. By using the estimate

. Lal
<a,a)\a, T)
a\

Loy, A
(a,a a, /\>

By using (35), that is, X, ..., X, 1 is almost an orthogonal basis of E“ @& E°, the lemma then
follows by solving a system of linear equations. O

0. X| < C (u+ A7)

in Lemma 4.10 and (37), we have

[(w, 01 X;) 2| < C(lfw]| + A7) 3

< C(MY? 4 N5 ‘ (d,a)\a, O‘—A> .

Next, we shall show that the projection onto the quasi-central space is the leading term of Mo.
We start from a lemma.

Lemma 4.18. Forevery j =1,...,n+ 1, there holds

% = o(1)M,"* + O\,

where o(1) — 0 as t — oc.
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Proof. Forj =1,...,n+ 1, by Lemma 3.1,

db; d nt2
0 J - _ n— X
T - @ /Q(R ryun—2X; dx

:/Q[”_%g(n—r)jt -

4 n+2

n+2r(7€—7“) —r|lur2X;de

n-+2 n+2
—/Q(R—r)zuz_%dex—i—/ﬂ(R—T)u%ﬁthdw

and

7"/ u:ing dz = O(Ma).
Q

Using the integrating by parts free formula (23) and the conformal transformation law (22), we have

n+2
/ ur—2 X;Ag(R —r)dx
Q

- / (A, = R)(R = )] 22 dvol, + / R(R — r)ui3 X, da
Q u Q

Xj 9 nt2 n+2
= [ (R-r)(A;—TR) o dvolg+ [ (R =) un2dex+/r(R—r)un2dex
Q Q Q
:/(R—T)UAde:n—l—/(R—r)2uz+§de3:+/T(R—T)uijdx.
Q Q Q

By Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.17,

/|(R—T)u3+§8th|d:E§ C/|(R—r)|uz+§(u+/\27n)d:n-|(d,o¢)\d,a7)\)|
< oMy 4 2.

Therefore,

dbj n—2 n42
E__n+2/Q(R_T)UAX]dw_/QT(R_T)u 2 X;dx + O(Ms).

By (34),

4

—92 S —n
_n / (R = 1JuAX; dz = roc / (R = r)uX] ? (X, + O0T")) du.

The right-hand side can be estimated as follows. We have

i _i i3
/(R—T)uYO"ZXj dgn:/(R—r)u(XO"2 —u%)Xj dw+/(R—r)un_+§Xj dx.
Q Q Q

Since

4
/Q(R —ru(X§? — uﬁ)Xj dz
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4

_4 _4
< / (R — (X5 — X)X, de| +
Q

4
/Q(R —ru(Xy? — uﬁ)Xj dz

_4
<C/ IR —r|(h aAX” p2 +uh;?)|X;|dz + o(1)

/Q(R - T)U%Xj dz

< C/ R = r|(A° 7" w2 4 A2u)(u+ A3 ) da + o(ML?)
Q
) 2 2—n 4 _nt2 1/2
< CA /|R—7‘|u dz +CA /|R—7‘|un2 dz +CA\ 2 /|R—r|udaz—|—0(M2 )
Q

<COM 2M +C‘>\2 "M” +CA” (M%)

< CA2M, T 4 ONPMG + ON M, +0(M21/2)
< CA™" 4 CM; + o( M%),

where we used Proposition 4.9 in the second inequality and Proposition 4.2 in the third inequality,
and

2-n —%2 2-n 4 )
A2 /|R—r|uX§ der < CA 2 /|R—r|u(un2 + A7) dx
Q

(Mé/2 + —rludz

<o(My/*)+CA ™" + CM2,

we obtain
% = Too /Q(R — r)uz_thj do — T/Q(R — r)uz_thj dx + 0(M21/2) +0(\™")
—(r ) /Q(R — B X da 4 o(MY2) + O™
= o(My?) + O(A™™).
The lemma is proved. O

Proposition 4.19. With o(1) — 0 as t — oo,

n+1 b2 n+1l 72
My=> L =o() | > L+ X7,
j=1 1 j=1 %

where K1, . .. kn41 are the positive constants in (35).

Proof. The proof is inspired by that of Lemma 4.2 in Struwe [39]. Since Xy, ..., X, 41 is a basis
of E* @ E°, let us write

n+1
~(R—ryu=>Y_ B;i(t)X;+n, withn, € E*. (50)
7=0
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By using (35), |b;| < C’M21/2 and Lemma 4.6, we obtain |3;| < C’M21/2,

1-—n

BlIX;12 = by + Ol + NM5/) = b + O(My + 23" 1y %)

and
n+1 nt1 72
Mz = (1+0(1)) [ D BH1X117: + InalZe | = (1+0(1)) ZH—JJ_JFHTMH%% , (D
j=0 Jj=1

where we used b3 = o(1) My by Lemma 4.15.
Forj=1,...,n 41, we have

n+ 2 — 3 2-n
/Q@»Vvanu: —/Qﬁg'AXjnu zroom/ﬂﬁon (X + 02 )0
Since n,, € F?,
4 4 4
/XéwﬁjXﬂu = /(X52 —un2) B X,
Q Q
4
- n% X() n—2 4

= o(V)(UIB; X122 + Inullz2) + o) 1B X511 Z2 + Il Z2)
o(1) (185 X115y + llnullzry) + (1) (185 X117 + llmallZ2),

where we used Proposition 4.9 in the third equality. Also,
2-n ~nes 2-n 2TEE |\ 25n P 2, \n 2D
A2 18X ¢ "l < A2 BiXg™ +Az MuX 0 :0(1)53' + A2 X0
Q Q Q Q
and
2—n -4
)\2/775)(52
Q
_ 9 —s 4 2-n 9, s 4 2-n 9 _4_
= [N X T RO ) £ [
Q Q Q

= o)z + o(W)lInullZ2-

Together with (35) and (45), we obtained

/Q B VX,V = o(1)(118; X; 22 + mall3s + ImullZ2)-

Similarly, one can show

[ B0V XaTn, = o080 Kol + Il + )
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Therefore, by taking the L? norm of the gradient of (50) and using Lemma 4.11, we have

/ IV[(R — r)u])? dz
Q

> (1+0(1))Z+2

n+1
o 2L I + (1400 ) [ 190 de -+ oD 2

n+2 e 1 n+2
> (1+0(1)—— 5o D BNl + 75 Tan —— reollmullzs, (52)
j=1

where we used Proposition 4.4 in the last inequality that gives the constant ¢ > 0.
By Lemma 3.1 and the conformal transform law (22), we have

1d n
st = /(R — 1) (R — ) dvol, — — /Q(R —7)? dvol,,
2 |V R —1)]| da:—l—? (R —r)? dvoly + rM>s(t)
_ )P
_ n+2/\v PP di + oo Ma (£) + o(1) Ma,
where we used r — 75 = 0(1) and [(R — r)® dvoly = o(1)M, by item (i) of Proposition 3.2.
Using (51) and (52), we immediately obtain
1d
53 Me(t) < =Collnmullzz + o(1)Mo, (53)

where Cy = (02 5 > 0.
Let

B ().

We claim that if [B(t1)|2 + A2~2" > ||77u(t1)||%% for some large ¢;, then

(14 oD)(|B> +A272") = My + \>2"  ast — .
Indeed, by (51), we have

My + X272 = (14 o(1)) (1B + X272 + [l ). (54)
Then for ¢ near ¢1, we may write

My + 2272 = (1 4+ 4(0)) (B> + A272")  with —1/2 < 4(t) < 2.

By Lemma 4.17, we know A = o(1)\. The using Lemma 4.18, we have

—2n d —2n
~Collnullzs + o(1)(Ms + A*72") > —= (M + A*7*")

~ d ~ d -~
= (|B* + A2‘2”)d—z +2(14+7)B - d—B + o(A272)

~ d

= (|BJ2 + 272 d” +OMY2A™) + o(1) (M + \22)
~ d

= (IBP +X*7") = 4 o(1)(My + X*7").
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Making use of (54), we have
/5] —2n d n —2n
(1B +X72") 2 < —(Cor(t) + o(W)(IB> + 37",
Canceling the factor | B|? + A\2~2", we find

— < —(Coy(t) +o(1)).

Then ~(t) — 0 as t — oo, and the claim follows.
It remains to show that |B(t1)]? + A(t1)?72" > ||n.(, 751)||%2 for some arbitrarily large ¢;. If
31

not, then (53) and (54) yield that

%(MQ + A2 < (Cy + 0(1))(My + X2727).

o

It follows that My (t) + A(¢)>72" < Ce™ 2 ! for large ¢, which particularly implies

M(t) € LM1, 00).
By (27), u(+,t) is a Cauchy sequence in H, 6 and thus converges to a steady solution. We obtained a
contradiction. The proposition is proved. U
4.5 Estimate of the projection to the quasi-central space

In this subsection, we shall estimate
b17 R bn—i—l

via the (n + 1) identities in the proof of the Pohozaev identity.

Proposition 4.20. We have

My = O(A23=),
b =o(\*"), j=1,...,n,
bnt1 = U(TL)H((I, a))\2—n + 0(A2_n)7

where C(n) > 0 is a constant depending only on n, and H > 0 is as in Proposition 4.2.
Proof. By the definition of R, we have
nt2
—Au=Rur=2 in€), u=0 ondf. (55)

By Proposition 4.9, and local estimates of the Poisson equation, we have

do

lu|(z) + |Vu(z)| < A" Vd(z) < o

where dg is the constant in Proposition 3.2.
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First, multlplylng j =1,...,n,to (55) and integrating by parts, we have

n_2/R un2dx—/7€uz+§%dx
Ox;

= —5/69(8 u)? - v;dS
= O(\*™).

Hence,

= /UWVI(R—T)dw
Q
n+2
= —2/ (R —r)ur—2(aV,Xo + Vyw)de
Q
= —2aA(by,...,by) — 2 / (R — r)u%ng dz 4+ O(My + A7),
Q

where we used V, PU, » = —VoPUy \ + O(A™ ) thanks to Proposition 4.2, and

S / IR — r\uz_tg de < /(R — T)Zu% de + )\2_"/ w2 dz = My + OA'™).
Q Q

Q

Using Lemma 4.13, we can find

< OMy P Jul] 5, 11wl o, = 0(1) M5

Ln—2

/(R— r)un SV dz
Q

Therefore,
b = o()My* + OA™™), j=1,...,n.

Second, taking (z — a) - V,u as a test function against (55) we obtain

/(R—r)u%(x —a)-Vudz
Q

n

:—/(w—a)-VuAudw—rn_2/(x—a)-Vun2n2dw
Q 2n Jo

1 -2 n
da:——/ |Vu|2<(:n—a),1/>d5—|—7‘n /uvf? dz
2 Joq 2 Ja
1
= ——/ |Vul*((z — a),v)dS,
2 Joq
where we used the definition of r in the last equality. Note that

(:L' - (1) : VPUa,)\ = (:L' - (1) ’ V(Ua,)\ - ha,)x)
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(57)



Nz — al?
M+ X2z — af?
n—2 1-Mz—a?® 2-n

- a a,\ — - . ha
2 U’)‘1+)\2\x—a\2+ 2 Uar = (@ =) Vhax

=(2—-n)U, —(x —a)-Vhg

2 _
= A\ PUgr + Ashar + ——Uyr — (z — a) - Vhax
n—2 2 2 _
=rod (Xn+1 + 5 nXo) + (Aaxha)\ + nha,)\ — (w — a) . th)\)
n-2 9~
= rod (X1 + =5 Xo) + ON'T),

where we used Proposition 4.2 in the last inequality. It follows that

B 2 —n
(w—a)‘Vu:a(XnH— n2 X0)+(x—a).vw+0()\22 )
Hence,

n+2

/(R —r)yur—2(x —a)-Vudr

Q
= —abpy1 + @bo + / (R — 7‘)uztg (x —a)-Vwdzr + O()\%Tn) / (R — r)uliii dx.
@ Q

4
Since uﬁ\x —a>? < CXy 7’|z —al* < C, we have

2(n+2)

/(R—T)uz_%(a:—a) Vwdz| < /(R—T)2u n=2 (a:—a)2 dz + HwH2 < CM; + Hw”2
0 Q

Thus, by Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.15 and (56), we have
/(R — 7‘)uz_tg (x —a)-Vudz = —abyy1 + O(My + X7,
Q
Therefore,
1
bust = — / Vul{(z — a), 1) dS + O(Mj + A1),
2 o0
By Lemma 4.14, we have
/ |Vw|?((z — a),v)dS = O(My + A17™).
o0
Thus, we have
| IV - a).v)as
0N

:a2/ IV Xo[2((z — a), ) dS+2a/ VXo - Val(z — a), v) dS + O(Ms + A=)
o0 o0
2

= Cy(n)alre ® H(a,a)A>™ + O(A%(MQW + A%)) + O(My + A7), (58)
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where we used (48) in the last inequality, and

(n—2)(n+2)

Ca(n) = n(n — 2]+ /R (1) o e

This in particular implies that
bpi1 = O(M2 + )\2—n).
Together with (57) and Proposition 4.19, we have

My = (1+0(1)) Z /-;_] + o()\2—2") = o(1) M, + O(M22 + )\2(2—n)).
j=1 "

Since My — 0, we obtain
My = O(N\237),

Then the conclusion of this lemma follows from plugging this estimate of M5 to (57) and (58), with
the help of the estimate |« — 1| in Lemma 4.8. O

Proposition 4.21. There exist ao, € Q2 with d(a~,) > 00/2, and C3(n) > 0 depending only on n,
such that

la(t) — ax| = o(t_ﬁ), and

_ 1 (59)
lim ¢™»2\(t) = C3(n)H (a0, Goo)-
t—o0
Proof. By Lemma 4.17 and Proposition 4.20, we have
AN (n42 b _ _
— = < + 0(1)> ol o(A*™™) = (Cs(n)H (a,a) + o(1))\*™™, (60)
A n—2 Kn+1
where C3(n) = % It follows that
L <A< ot
—ftn-2 n—2
e SAS
Using Lemma 4.17 again,
@ = oA = o(1)t 572 € LY([1, 00).
Hence, there exists ao, € {2 such that
la(t) — aoo| = o(1)t =2 = o(1)A"L.
Applying this fact into (60), we obtain
).‘ 2—n
= (C5(n)H (a00, o) + 0(1))A*7".
The proposition follows. O
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Finally, we prove the main theorem of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall the change of variables in (19). It follows from (15) that

1 _ B(s)
C < e <C.
From (16) and (21), we have
d . 2n 1 n-2 2n
I = ——=r (B ) + =51 0)

where

and B! is the inverse function of 3. Hence,

d __4 4 2 4
- n+2 t”l — —
gl ) =

This implies that

4y, 2 Y o 4, 00
n+2 n — — Tso n+2 d
e f(@t) /t (r(B7 (o)) —reo)e 0+/t

_ 4,
Teo€ nt2° do

n -+ 2

o0 4 -1 4 4 __4,
= n 2(7“(ﬁ (0)) —roo)e” n27do + €™ 2.
t n

By Lemma 4.8, Proposition 4.20 and and Proposition 4.21, we obtain

) - Tt = [T 057 0) - e T
e e Too = A T o Too )€ o

< OB Y1)~ V2? * 4 —iad

n+2

R OR T

< C’t_l/ze_ﬁt.
Hence, 0 < f(t)% — e < Ct~1/2, That is,

n—2
0= ol Dl 2m, = < CETE. (61)

Since Yo (u(-,0)) = Ya(pg") < 2%K(n) then we have the dichotomy in Corollary 3.5.
If part (i) in Corollary 3.5 happens, then it follows from (31), (19) and (61) that

v(;t)

-1
S

S Clt—’Yl
c2(Q)

n—2
for some C7,v; > 0, where S = 7o' Uqo satisfying (4). Then, the estimate (10) follows from the
change of variable in (13).

If part (ii) in Corollary 3.5 happens, then it follows from Proposition 4.9, Proposition 4.20 and
Proposition 4.21, as well as (61) and the change of variables in (19), that
-1 < Oyt~ ™,
L ()
for some Co,v2 > 0, where a : (0,7%) — Qand A : (0,7*) — [1,00) are smooth functions
satisfying (59). Then the estimates (11) and (12) follow from the change of variables in (13). ]

H v('at)
PUa)ax)
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