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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 Ω be a bounded domain in R
n, n ≥ 1, with smooth boundary ∂Ω, and let m ∈ (0, 1). Consider

the fast diffusion equation

∂tρ = ∆ρm in Ω× (0,∞) (1)

with the Cauchy-Dirichlet boundary condition

ρ
∣∣
t=0

= ρ0 ≥ 0, ρ = 0 on ∂Ω× (0,∞), (2)

where ∆ is the Laplace operator in the spatial variables x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n, and ρ0 ∈ C1

0 (Ω)
does not vanish identically. The equation is singular near the zero set ρ. 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 T ∗ > 0. Namely, ρ > 0 in Ω × (0, T ∗)
but ρ ≡ 0 in Ω × [T ∗,∞). Therefore, the equation is parabolic, and thus, smooth, in Ω × (0, T ∗).
Since ρ = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ∗), the equation is singular there. Chen-DiBenedetto [14] proved that the

solution is Hölder continuous on Ω × (0, T ∗). DiBenedetto-Kwong-Vespri [22] obtained a global

Harnack inequality for its solutions, and showed the spatial Lipschitz continuity of ρm in Ω. In

[26, 28], we established the optimal regularity

∂l
tρ

m ∈
{
C2+ 1

m (Ω× (0, T ∗)) if 1
m is not an integer

C∞(Ω× (0, T ∗)) if 1
m is an integer

∀ l ≥ 0, (3)
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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 T ∗ has been thoroughly characterized in the Sobolev subcritical

regime
(n−2)+
(n+2) < m < 1. Under the assumption that ρm ∈ C2(Ω× (0, T ∗)), Berryman-Holland [5]

proved that the function ρm converges to a separable solution along a sequence of times in H1
0 (Ω).

Feireisl-Simondon [23] proved the uniform convergence without the regularity assumption. Later,

Bonforte-Grillo-Vázquez [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 C2 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 ≤ (n−2)+
(n+2) remain largely unexplored.

The difficulty can be inferred from the associated elliptic problem. In [32], Pohozaev proved that

the equation

−∆S = Sp in Ω, S > 0 in Ω, S = 0 on ∂Ω (4)

has no solution if Ω is star-shaped, where p = 1
m ≥ n+2

n−2 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 = 1
p = n−2

n+2 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 Ω is an annulus, and by Bahri-Coron [4] if Ω has a nontrivial

homology with Z2-coefficients. In another direction, Brézis-Nirenberg [13] proved existence of (4)

in dimension n ≥ 4 when ∆ replaced by ∆+ b, where b is a positive constant smaller than the first

Dirichlet eigenvalue of −∆ in Ω. Thus, we may analyze the extinction behavior when

(i). Ω is star-shaped, or more generally, there is no solution of (4) in Ω with p = n+2
n−2 ;

(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 Ω is a ball and

ρ 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 Cortázar-del Pino-Musso [19] and Dávila-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.
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Let K(n) be the best constant of the Sobolev inequality in R
n. That is,

K(n) := inf

{ ∫
Rn |∇η|2dx

(
∫
Rn |η|

2n
n−2 dx)

n−2
n

, ∀ η ∈ C∞
c (Rn), η 6≡ 0

}
.

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

Ua,λ = [n(n− 2)]
n−2
4

(
λ

1 + λ2|x− a|2
)n−2

2

, a ∈ R
n, λ > 0, (5)

which satisfies the equation

−∆Ua,λ = U
n+2
n−2

a,λ in R
n. (6)

Furthermore, ∀ f ∈ H1
0 (Ω), f 6≡ 0,

YΩ(f) :=

∫
Ω |∇f |2dx

(
∫
Ω |f | 2n

n−2 dx)
n−2
n

≥ K(n), (7)

and inf{YΩ(u) : f ∈ H1
0 (Ω), f 6≡ 0} = K(n) but is never achieved.

Let PUa,λ be the projection of Ua,λ into H1
0 (Ω) defined by

PUa,λ = Ua,λ − ha,λ, (8)

where {
∆ha,λ(x) = 0 in Ω,

ha,λ = Ua,λ on ∂Ω.
(9)

We will refer to both Ua,λ and PUa,λ as bubbles centered at a.

Our main theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let ρ be a nonnegative solution of (1) and (2) with m = n−2
n+2 and n ≥ 3, and let

T ∗ > 0 be its extinction time. Let δ ∈ (0, T ∗). Assume YΩ(ρ
m
0 ) ≤ 2

2
nK(n). Then the following

dichotomy holds:

(i). There exist a solution S of (4) with p = n+2
n−2 , and positive constants C1 and γ1 such that

∥∥∥∥∥
(T ∗ − t)−

n−2
4 ρm(·, t)

S
−
(

4

n+ 2

)n−2
4

∥∥∥∥∥
C2(Ω)

≤ C1| ln(T ∗ − t)|−γ1 ∀ t ∈ (δ, T ∗). (10)

(ii). There exist positive constants C2 and γ2 such that
∥∥∥∥∥
(T ∗ − t)−

n−2
4 ρm(·, t)

PUa(t),λ(t)
−
(

4

n+ 2

)n−2
4

∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

≤ C2| ln(T ∗ − t)|−γ2 ∀ t ∈ (δ, T ∗), (11)

where a : (0, T ∗) → Ω and λ : (0, T ∗) → [1,∞) are smooth functions satisfying

lim
t→(T ∗)−

| ln(T ∗ − t)| 1
n−2 |a(t)− aT ∗ | = 0 for some aT ∗ ∈ Ω, and

lim
t→(T ∗)−

| ln(T ∗ − t)|− 1
n−2λ(t) exists and is positive.

(12)
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The constants C1 and C2 depend only on n,Ω, δ and ρ0. The constants γ1 and γ2 depend only on

n,Ω and ρ0.

If there is no solution of (4) with p = 1
m = n+2

n−2 , such as when Ω is star-shaped, then we

know that the normalized solution (T ∗ − t)−
n−2
4 ρm(·, t) must blow up. Indeed, in Proposition 2.1

we showed the sharp blow-up criterion in Lebesgue norms: (T ∗ − t)−
n−2
4 ‖ρm(·, t)‖L2n/(n−2)(Ω)

converges to a positive real number, but (T ∗ − t)−
n−2
4 ‖ρm(·, t)‖Lq(Ω) → ∞ as t → (T ∗)− for

every q > 2n
n−2 . 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

YΩ(ρ
m
0 ) ≤ 22/nK(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 Ω 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 u = 0 on ∂Ω in (20), which causes the conformal

metric g = u
4

n−2 g0, associated with the flat metric g0, 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 u 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(Ω, u
4

n−2 dx), which accommodates the linearization of the flow. This weighted L2 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 L2 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 Ua,λ does not

satisfy the Dirichlet zero boundary condition on ∂Ω, we need to apply the projection defined in (8),

which introduces additional difficulties due to the error between Ua,λ and PUa,λ.

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 Łojasiewicz-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-Raphaël [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.

4



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 Haı̈m Brezis, whose pro-

found insights greatly influenced us. We are deeply grateful for the generous support he provided

to us.

2 Preliminaries

Let ρ be a nonnegative solution of (1) and (2) with m = n−2
n+2 and n ≥ 3, and let T ∗ > 0 be its

extinction time. It was proved in Berryman-Holland [5] that, for every 0 < t < T ∗,

1

C
(T ∗ − t)

n
2 ≤

∫

Ω
ρ(x, t)

2n
n+2 dx ≤

(
1− t

T ∗

)n
2
∫

Ω
ρ0(x)

2n
n+2 dx,

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

v(x, t) :=

(
n+ 2

4(T ∗ − τ)

)n−2
4

ρ
n−2
n+2 (x, τ), t :=

n+ 2

4
ln

(
T ∗

T ∗ − τ

)
, (13)

we obtain

∂

∂t
v

n+2
n−2 = ∆v + v

n+2
n−2 in Ω× (0,∞),

v = 0 on ∂Ω× (0,∞),
(14)

and
1

C
≤
∫

Ω
v(x, t)

2n
n−2 dx ≤ C, t ∈ (0,∞). (15)

Denote

F (t) :=

∫

Ω

(
|∇v(x, t)|2 − n− 2

n
v(x, t)

2n
n−2

)
dx.

By the regularity in (3), we differentiate F in t and find

d

dt
F (t) = −2(n+ 2)

n− 2

∫

Ω
v

4
n−2 |∂tv|2 dx ≤ 0,

and

d

dt

∫

Ω
v

2n
n−2 dx =

2n

n+ 2

∫

Ω
v∂t(v

n+2
n−2 ) dx

=
2n

n+ 2

∫

Ω
(−|∇v|2 + v

2n
n−2 ) dx

= − 2n

n+ 2
F (t) +

4

n+ 2

∫

Ω
v

2n
n−2 dx. (16)

5



By Proposition 3.3 of [27],

lim
t→∞

F (t) = F∞ > 0.

It follows that
d

dt

[
e−

4
n+2

t
∫

Ω
v

2n
n−2 dx

]
= − 2n

n+ 2
e−

4t
n+2F (t),

and hence,

∫

Ω
v(x, t)

2n
n−2 dx = e

4
n+2

t

[
e−

4
n+2

∫

Ω
v(x, 1)

2n
n−2 dx− 2n

n+ 2

∫ t

1
e−

4s
n+2F (s) ds

]
.

Since
∫
Ω v(x, t)

2n
n−2 dx is uniformly bounded and F (t) is positive, it forces that

e−
4

n+2

∫

Ω
v(x, 1)

2n
n−2 dx− 2n

n+ 2

∫ ∞

1
e−

4s
n+2F (s) ds = 0.

Consequently,

∫

Ω
v(x, t)

2n
n−2 dx =

2n

n+ 2

∫ ∞

t
e

4
n+2

(t−s)F (s) ds =
2n

n+ 2

∫ ∞

0
e−

4τ
n+2F (t+ τ) dτ.

Plugging this into (16), we obtain

d

dt

∫

Ω
v(x, t)

2n
n−2 dx = − 2n

n+ 2

4

n+ 2

∫ ∞

0
e−

4τ
n+2 [F (t)− F (t+ τ)] dτ ≤ 0. (17)

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

norms.

Proposition 2.1. Let ρ be a nonnegative solution of (1) and (2) with m = n−2
n+2 and n ≥ 3, and let

T ∗ > 0 be its extinction time. Then we have

lim
t→(T ∗)−

(T ∗ − t)−
n+2
4 ‖ρ(·, t)‖

L
2n
n+2 (Ω)

= c1

for some constant c1 > 0. Furthermore, if there is no solution of (4) with p = n+2
n−2 , then

lim
t→(T ∗)−

(T ∗ − t)−
n+2
4 ‖ρ(·, t)‖Lq (Ω) = ∞, ∀ q > 2n/(n + 2).

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

Proposition 2.2. If there exist q > 2n
n−2 and a sequence tj → ∞ as j → ∞ such that

lim sup
tj→∞

‖v(·, tj)‖Lq(Ω) < ∞,

then there exists a subsequence, which is still denoted by {tj}, such that v(tj) → v∞ in W 2,θ for

any θ ∈ [1,∞), where v∞ is a solution of (4).
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Proof. First, we claim that for any θ ∈ [1,∞),

sup
tj

‖v(·, tj)‖W 2,θ(Ω) < ∞.

Indeed, by Corollary 2.7 of [27],

‖Rv − 1‖L∞(Ω) → 0 as t → ∞, (18)

where Rv := −v−
n+2
n−2∆v. Using the assumption of the proposition, Vj := Rv · v

4
n−2

∣∣∣
tj

satisfies

‖Vj‖
L

q(n−2)
4

≤ C for some C > 0 independent of j. Since
q(n−2)

4 > n
2 , applying the De Giorgi-

Nash-Moser estimate (see Theorem 8.17 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [25]) to

−∆v(x, tj) = Vj · v(x, tj) in Ω, v(·, tj) = 0 on ∂Ω,

we obtain

‖v(·, tj)‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C‖v(·, tj)‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

≤ C.

This implies that ‖Vj‖L∞(Ω) ≤ C . The claim then follows from the W 2,θ 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 tj , such that v(·, tj) →
v∞ uniformly on Ω, where v∞ ≥ 0. Together with (18), we have Rv · v

n+2
n−2

∣∣∣
tj
→ v

n+2
n−2
∞ uniformly

on Ω. This implies that

v(·, tj) → v∞ in W 2,θ(Ω) as tj → ∞,

and thus,

−∆v∞(x) = − lim
tj→∞

∆v(x, tj) = lim
tj→∞

Rv · v
n+2
n−2

∣∣∣
tj
= v

n+2
n−2
∞ (x) a.e. in Ω.

By (15) and the strong maximum principle, v∞ must be positive. The proposition is proved.

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 q > 2n
n−2 and a sequence tj → ∞ such that

lim sup
tj→∞

‖v(·, tj)‖Lq(Ω) < ∞.

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

Therefore,

lim
t→∞

‖v(·, t)‖Lq (Ω) = ∞ ∀ q >
2n

n− 2
.

The conclusion follows from the definition of v in (13).
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3 Dirichlet problem for the Yamabe flow

We may further normalize v as

u(x, s) :=
v(x, t)

‖v(·, t)‖
L

2n
n−2

, t = β(s) with β′(s) =
d

ds
β(s) = ‖v(·, β(s))‖

4
n−2

L
2n
n−2

, (19)

where we dropped Ω in L
2n
n−2 (Ω). By a direct computation, we obtain the normalized Yamabe flow

∂

∂t
u

n+2
n−2 = ∆u+ r(t)u

n+2
n−2 in Ω× (0,∞),

u = 0 on ∂Ω × (0,∞),
(20)

where

r(s) =

∫
Ω |∇v|2 dx
‖v‖2

L
2n
n−2

=

∫
Ω |∇u|2 dx
∫
Ω u

2n
n−2 dx

. (21)

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 u 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.

Let g = u
4

n−2 g0 and Rg be the scalar curvature of g, where g0 is the flat metric. Set

Mq(t) =

∫

Ω
|R − r|qu 2n

n−2 dx

∣∣∣∣
t

,

where

R := −u−
n+2
n−2∆u =

n− 2

4(n− 1)
Rg.

Hence, the conformal transformation law of the conformal Laplacian leads to

(∆g −R)φ = u−
n+2
n−2∆(uφ), ∀ φ ∈ C2(Ω), (22)

where ∆g is the Laplace-Beltrami operator with respect to g. By (20), we also have

R = r(t)− n+ 2

n− 2

ut
u
.

Using the regularity in (3), one has

∂l
tu ∈ C2+n+2

n−2 (Ω × (0,∞)), ∀ l ≥ 0.

This implies that R(·, t) ∈ C1+n+2
n−2 (Ω) for all t > 0. Moreover, it follows from DiBenedetto-

Kwong-Vespri [22] that for any 0 < t1 < t2 < ∞ one can find C > 0 depending on t1, t2 and u
such that

1/C ≤ u/d ≤ C on Ω× [t1, t2],

where d(x) := dist(x, ∂Ω). As a result, we have the integration by parts formula (Lemma 2.2 of

[27]) ∫

Ω
h∆gf dvolg = −

∫

Ω
〈∇gf,∇gh〉g dvolg, ∀ f ∈ W 2,2(Ω), h ∈ W 1,2(Ω), (23)

where ∇g the gradient vector field with respect to g. Note that there is no boundary term appeared

in (23).
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Lemma 3.1. We have the following facts.

(i) There holds

∂tu
2n
n−2 = − 2n

n+ 2
(R− r)u

2n
n−2 .

Consequently, the volume V olg(Ω) :=
∫
Ω u

2n
n−2 dx is preserved. Without loss of generality,

we assume V olg(Ω) = 1.

(ii) There holds

∂t(R− r) =
n− 2

n+ 2
∆g(R− r) +

4

n+ 2
R(R− r)− ṙ,

where ṙ(t) = d
dtr(t).

(iii) For the functional YΩ(u) defined in (7), there holds

d

dt
YΩ(u) = ṙ = −2(n− 2)

n+ 2
M2 ≤ 0.

Hence, the limit r∞ := limt→∞ r(t) exists and r∞ ≥ K(n).

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

∂tu

u
=

n− 2

n+ 2
(−R+ r). (24)

The second item follows from the computations that

∂tR =
n+ 2

n− 2
u−

n+2
n−2 · ∂tu

u
·∆u− u−

n+2
n−2 ·∆(u · ∂tu

u
)

= −R(−R+ r)− (∆g −R)(
∂tu

u
)

=
n− 2

n+ 2
∆g(R− r) +

4

n+ 2
R(R− r),

where we used the conformal transformation law (22) in the second equality.

The third item follows from the calculations that

d

dt
YΩ(u) = 2

∫

Ω
∇u∇∂tudx

= −2

∫

Ω
∆u · ∂tu

u
· udx

=
2(n− 2)

n+ 2

∫

Ω
R(−R+ r)u

2n
n−2 dx

= −2(n− 2)

n+ 2

∫

Ω
(R− r)2u

2n
n−2 dx.

The lemma is proved.

Proposition 3.2. We further have

9



(i) limt→∞ ‖R − r∞‖L∞(Ω) = 0.

(ii) For any tν → ∞, ν → ∞, uν = u(·, tν) is a Palais-Smale sequence of the functional YΩ in

H1
0 (Ω).

(iii) There exist two positive constants δ0 and C , depending on u(·, 1), such that,

u ≤ Cd in {y ∈ Ω : d(y) < δ0} × [1,∞).

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 Ua,λ defined in (5) which satisfies (6), and PUa,λ = Ua,λ − ha,λ, the

projection of Ua,λ into H1
0 (Ω), defined in (8). By the maximum principle, PUa,λ and ha,λ are

positive in Ω.

Proposition 3.3. For any tν → ∞, ν → ∞, after passing to a subsequence if necessary, uν :=
u(·, tν) weakly converges to u∞ in H1

0 (Ω), where u∞ is nonnegative and satisfies −∆u∞ =

r∞u
n+2
n−2
∞ in Ω.

Moreover, we can find a non-negative integer ℓ and a sequence of ℓ-tuplets (a∗k,ν, λ
∗
k,ν)1≤k≤ℓ

with (a∗k,ν , λ
∗
k,ν) ∈ Ω × (0,∞) satisfying limν→∞ λ∗

k,ν = ∞, d(a∗k,ν) > δ0/2, and for each pair

k 6= l,
λ∗
k,ν

λ∗
l,ν

+
λ∗
l,ν

λ∗
k,ν

+ λ∗
k,νλ

∗
l,ν |a∗k,ν − a∗l,ν|2 → ∞, (25)

where δ0 > 0 is the constant in Proposition 3.2, such that

lim
ν→∞

∥∥∥∥∥uν − u∞ − r
−n−2

4
∞

ℓ∑

k=1

PUa∗k,ν ,λ
∗

k,ν

∥∥∥∥∥
H1

0 (Ω)

= 0. (26)

Consequently,

r∞ = (YΩ(u∞)
n
2 + ℓK(n)

n
2 )

2
n ,

where we set YΩ(u∞) = 0 if u∞ ≡ 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∗k,ν) > δ0/2,

It remains to quantify r∞. By the strong maximum principle, we have that either u∞ > 0 in Ω
or u∞ ≡ 0. By using (25), (26) and the inequality

(a+ b)
2n
n−2 − a

2n
n−2 − b

2n
n−2 ≤ Ca

n−2
n−2 b+ Cab

2n
n−2 ∀ a, b ≥ 0,

we have

lim
tν→∞

∫

Ω
u

2n
n−2
ν dx = lim

tν→∞

∫

Ω

(
u

2n
n−2
∞ + r

−n
2

∞

ℓ∑

k=1

(PUa∗k,ν
)

2n
n−2

)
dx.

10



Hence,

1 =

(
YΩ(u∞)

r∞

)n
2

+ ℓ

(
K(n)

r∞

)n
2

,

where we used the equation of u∞ and the definition of YΩ(u∞) to obtain

r∞

(∫

Ω
u

2n
n−2
∞

) 2
n

= YΩ(u∞)

and used

lim
ν→∞

∫

Ω
(PUa∗k,ν

)
2n
n−2 = K(n)

n
2 .

It follows that r∞ = (YΩ(u∞)
n
2 + ℓK(n)

n
2 )

2
n . The proposition is proved.

Proposition 3.4. If there exists a sequence tν → ∞, ν → ∞, such that u(·, tν) converges to u∞ in

L
2n
n−2 (Ω) for some positive C2 function u∞ satisfying −∆u∞ = r∞u

n+2
n−2
∞ in Ω and u∞ = 0 on ∂Ω,

then ∥∥∥∥
u(·, t)
u∞

− 1

∥∥∥∥
C2(Ω)

≤ Ct−γ ∀ t > 1,

where C and γ are positive constants.

Proof. The idea of the proof is due to Simon [36].

We note that, for any 1 < a < b < ∞,

(∫

Ω
|u(x, b)− u(x, a)| 2n

n−2 dx

)1/2

≤
(∫

Ω
|u(x, b) n

n−2 − u(x, a)
n

n−2 |2 dx
)1/2

=

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣∣
∫ b

a
∂tu(x, t)

n
n−2 dt

∣∣∣∣
2

dx

)1/2

≤
∫ b

a

(∫

Ω

∣∣∣∂tu(x, t)
n

n−2

∣∣∣
2
dx

)1/2

dt

=
n

n+ 2

∫ b

a

(∫

Ω
|R(x, t)− r(t)|2u 2n

n−2 dx

)1/2

dt

=
n

n+ 2

∫ b

a
M2(t)

1/2 dt. (27)

Hence, our goal is to prove M2(t)
1/2 ∈ L1(1,∞).

Step 1. Set up the framework.

(1.a) Let C0 > 0 be a constant such that

1

C0
≤ u∞

d
≤ C0 in Ω

and then set

Ξσ :=

{
w ∈ W 2,n+1

0 (Ω) :
1

σC0
<

w

d
< σC0 in Ω

}
, σ ≥ 1.

11



(1.b) By Feireisl-Simondon [23], YΩ is analytic in Ξ4. Moreover, there exist ε0 > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1)
and C1 > 0 such that

|YΩ(w)− YΩ(u∞)| ≤ C1‖DYΩ(w)‖1+θ
H−1(Ω)

(28)

for all w ∈ Ξ4 satisfying ‖w − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

≤ ε0, where DYΩ(w) is the Frechét differential of YΩ

at w.

(1.c) Since limt→∞ ‖R − r∞‖L∞(Ω) = 0, there exist ε1 > 0 and T0 > 1 such that whenever

‖u(·, t) − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

≤ ε1 with t ≥ T0, then u(·, t) ∈ L∞(Ω), and thus, u(·, t) ∈ Ξ2 and

‖u(·, t) − u∞‖W 2,n+1(Ω) ≤ ε0/2.

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 tν is an increasing sequence. Since M
1/2
2 ≤

‖R − r∞‖L∞(Ω) and limν→∞ ‖u(·, tν) − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2

= 0, by using (27), there exists ν0 > 1 with

tν0 > T0 such that

µ̄ν := sup
{
µ > tν0 : ‖u(·, t) − u∞‖

L
2n
n−2

< ε1/2, ∀ t ∈ [tν , µ)
}

is well defined for all ν ≥ ν0 and

lim
ν→∞

µ̄ν = ∞. (29)

Step 2. We claim that µ̄ν1 = ∞ for some ν1 ≥ ν0.

Let L > 0 be a large number to be fixed. By (29) and arguing as in (1.d), we can find ν1 ≥ ν0
such that tν1 + 23L < µ̄ν1 and

‖u(·, t) − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2

< ε1/10 ∀ t ∈ [tν1 , tν1 + 23L]. (30)

We may assume µ̄ν1 < ∞, otherwise we are done. Let J0 be the largest number so that tν1+L2J0 <
µ̄ν1 . Let al = tν1 + L2l for l = 1, . . . , J0 and aJ0+1 = µ̄ν1 .

For t ∈ (tν1 , µ̄ν1), by Step 1, (28) and the monotonicity of YΩ(u(·, t)) we have

0 ≤ YΩ(u(·, t)) − YΩ(u∞) ≤ C1‖DYΩ(u(·, t))‖1+θ
H−1(Ω)

≤ K(n)−1/2C1M2(t)
1+θ
2 .

By item (iii) of Lemma 3.1,

d

dt
(YΩ(u(·, t)) − YΩ(u∞)) = −2(n− 2)

n+ 2
M2(t)

≤ −2(n− 2)

n+ 2
(K(n)−1/2C1)

− 2
1+θ (YΩ(u(·, t)) − YΩ(u∞))

2
1+θ .

That is

d

dt
(YΩ(u(·, t)) − YΩ(u∞))

θ−1
θ+1 ≥ 2(n − 2)

n+ 2
(K(n)−1/2C1)

− 2
1+θ

1− θ

1 + θ
=: c > 0.

It follows that for any l = 2, . . . , J0 + 1,

YΩ(u(·, al))− YΩ(u∞) ≤ c−
1+θ
1−θ (al − al−1)

− 1+θ
1−θ .

12



Using Hölder’s inequality and item (iii) of Lemma 3.1 again, for l ≥ 3,

(∫ al

al−1

M2(s)
1/2 ds

)2

≤ (al − al−1)

∫ al

al−1

M2(s) ds

≤ n+ 2

2(n − 2)
(al − al−1)(YΩ(u(·, al−1))− YΩ(u(·, al)))

≤ n+ 2

2(n − 2)
(al − al−1)(YΩ(u(·, al−1))− YΩ(u∞))

≤ n+ 2

2(n − 2)
(al − al−1)c

− 1+θ
1−θ (al−1 − al−2)

− 1+θ
1−θ

≤ CL− 2θ
1−θ (2−

2θ
1−θ )l−1,

where C > 0 depends only on n,C1 and θ. Hence,

∫ µ̄ν1

ν1+L22
M2(s)

1/2 ds ≤ L− θ
1−θ · C

2
θ

1−θ − 1
.

Choose L sufficiently large such that

L− θ
1−θ · C

2
θ

1−θ − 1
<
( ε1
10

) n
n−2

.

It is clear that L depends only on n,C1, θ and ε1. By (30) and (27), we have for any t ∈ [tν +
22L, tν + µ̄ν1 ] that

‖u(·, t) − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

≤ ‖u(·, t) − u(·, tν + 22L)‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

+ ‖u(·, tν + 22L)− u∞‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

≤ ε1
10

+
ε1
10

=
ε1
5
.

In particular, ‖u(·, tν + µ̄ν1) − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

≤ ε1/5 < ε1/2. Since ‖u(·, t) − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

is

continuous in t, we obtained a contradiction to the defintion of µ̄ν1 . Hence, µ̄ν1 = ∞ and the above

argument still leads to

∫ ∞

1
M2(s)

1/2 ds =

∫ ν1+L22

1
M2(s)

1/2 ds+

∫ ∞

ν1+L22
M2(s)

1/2 ds

<

∫ ν1+L22

1
M2(s)

1/2 ds+
( ε1
10

) n
n−2

< ∞.

Therefore, limt→∞ ‖u(·, t) − u∞‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω)

= 0 and u(·, t) ∈ Ξ2 for t ≥ tν1 .

The proof of the convergence in the C2 topology with a polynomial rate is identical to the proof

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

Corollary 3.5. Let u∞ and ℓ be those obtained in Proposition 3.3. If YΩ(u(·, 0)) ≤ 2
2
nK(n), then

either

13



(i) u∞ > 0 in Ω and ℓ = 0, or

(ii) u∞ ≡ 0 in Ω and ℓ = 1.

Furthermore, if item (i) happens, then there exist positive constants γ and C such that

∥∥∥∥
u(·, t)
u∞

− 1

∥∥∥∥
C2(Ω)

≤ Ct−γ , ∀ t > 1. (31)

Proof. By item (iii) of Lemma 3.1, YΩ(u(·, t)) = r(t) > K(n) is non-increasing, and hence,

(YΩ(u∞)
n
2 + ℓK(n)

n
2 )

2
n ≤ 2

2
nK(n).

If u∞ > 0, then YΩ(u∞) > K(n) as the best constant of the Sobolev inequality can never be

achieved in bounded domains. This forces that ℓ = 0.

If u∞ ≡ 0, then ℓ ∈ {1, 2}. If ℓ = 2, then

YΩ(u(·, t)) = 2
2
nK(n)

for all t ≥ 0. Hence,

0 ≡ d

dt
YΩ(u) = −2(n − 2)

n+ 2
M2.

Therefore, R ≡ 2
2
nK(n) and thus u is independent of t, which contradicts to u∞ ≡ 0. Therefore,

ℓ = 1.

If the item (i) happens, by Proposition 3.3 there exists a sequence ti → ∞, i → ∞, such that

u(·, ti) strongly converge to u∞ in H1
0 . The conclusion follows from Proposition 3.4. The corollary

is proved.

4 One bubble dynamics

In the rest of the paper, we study the one bubble dynamics, that is, we assume that

u∞ ≡ 0 and ℓ = 1

for any sequence of times in Proposition 3.3. By Corollary 3.5, this assumption is fulfilled if

YΩ(u(·, 0)) ≤ 2
2
nK(n) and there is no solution of (4) with p = n+2

n−2 . Then, it follows that

r∞ = K(n).

4.1 Choice of an optimal bubble approximation

Let us recall the neighborhood of critical points at infinity of Bahri [3]. For ε > 0, define a tuplets

(a, λ, α) with a ∈ Ω and λ, α ∈ (0,∞) as

Au(t)(ε) =
{
(a, λ, α) : d(a) >

δ0
2
,
1

λ
< ε, |α− 1| < ε,

∥∥∥∥u(·, t) − r
−n−2

4
∞ αPUa,λ

∥∥∥∥
H1

0 (Ω)

< ε
}
,
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where δ0 is the constant in Proposition 3.2. It follows from Proposition 3.3 that for any ε > 0, there

exists a constant T 0(ε) > 1 such that

Au(t)(ε) 6= ∅, for all t ≥ T 0(ε).

To accommodate the linearized operator n+2
n−2∂t − u−

4
n−2∆− n+2

n−2r, we introduce the weighted

space L2
t := L2(Ω, u

4
n−2 dx) with the inner product

〈f, g〉L2
t
=

∫

Ω
fgu

4
n−2 dx. (32)

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 ε0 > 0 such that for every ε ∈ (0, ε0), one can find T 1(ε) >
T 0(ε) such that, for t ≥ T 1(ε), the variational problem

inf
(a∗, λ∗, α∗)∈Au(t)(ε)

∥∥∥∥u− r
−n−2

4
∞ α∗PUa∗,λ∗

∥∥∥∥
L2
t

(33)

has a unique minimizer (a, λ, α) ∈ Au(t)(ε) that smoothly depends on t ∈ [T1(ε),∞). Moveover,

dist(a, ∂Ω) > δ0/2, where δ0 is the constant in Proposition 3.2.

Let

w = u− r
−n−2

4
∞ αPUa,λ.

4.2 Spectrum analysis for the linearized operator

Note that

λ
n−2
2 Ua,λ(x) = [n(n− 2)]

n−2
4

( 1

λ−2 + |x− a|2
)n−2

2

→ [n(n− 2)]
n−2
4 |a− x|2−n in C2

loc(R
n \ {a}) as λ → ∞.

For a ∈ Ω, we let H(a, x) be the solution of



−∆H(a, x) = 0, x ∈ Ω,

H(a, x) = [n(n− 2)]
n−2
4 |a− x|2−n, x ∈ ∂Ω.

Proposition 4.2 (Proposition 1 of Rey [33]). Suppose a ∈ Ω with dist(a, ∂Ω) ≥ δ > 0 and λ > 1.

Let H(a, ·) be defined as above and ha,λ satisfy (9). Then

fa,λ(x) := ha,λ(x)− λ−n−2
2 H(a, x), x ∈ Ω

is a smooth function on Ω, also smooth in parameters a and λ. Moreover, there hold

|fa,λ| ≤ Cλ−n+2
2 , |∂ajfa,λ| ≤ Cλ−n+2

2 , |∂λfa,λ| ≤ Cλ−n+4
2

|∂aj∂λfa,λ| ≤ Cλ−n+4
2 , |∂aj∂akfa,λ| ≤ Cλ−n+4

2 , |∂2
λfa,λ| ≤ Cλ−n+6

2 ,

for every j, k = 1, . . . , n, where C depends only on n,Ω and δ.
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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.

It was also proved in Rey [33] that

1

λ
∂ajUa,λ(x) = (n − 2)Ua,λ

λ(xj − aj)

1 + λ2|x− a|2 , j = 1, . . . , n,

λ∂λUa,λ(x) =
(n − 2)

2
Ua,λ

1− λ2|x− a|2
1 + λ2|x− a|2 ,

is a basis of the kernel of the Jacobi operator

−∆− n+ 2

n− 2
U

4
n−2

a,λ in R
n.

This inspires us to introduce

X0 = r
−n−2

4
∞ PUa,λ,

Xj = r
−n−2

4
∞

1

λ
∂ajPUa,λ, j = 1, . . . , n,

Xn+1 = r
−n−2

4
∞ λ∂λPUa,λ.

Then

w = u− αX0.

For brevity, we let

X0 = r
−n−2

4
∞ Ua,λ.

Then by Proposition 4.2, we have

−∆X0 = −∆X0 = r∞X
n+2
n−2

0 ,

−∆Xj = r∞
n+ 2

n− 2
X

4
n−2

0 (Xj +O(λ
2−n
2 )), j = 1, . . . , n+ 1.

(34)

Proposition 4.3. One has
∫

Ω
|Xi|2u

4
n−2 = α

4
n−2κi +O(λ2−n + ‖w‖), i = 1, . . . , n+ 1,

∫

Ω
XiXju

4
n−2 = O(λ2−n + ‖w‖) for j = 0, . . . , n+ 1, j 6= i,

(35)

where ‖w‖ := ‖w‖H1
0 (Ω), and κi are positive constants depending only on n.

Proof. It 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

κ1 = · · · = κn = K(n)−
n
2 (n− 2)2

∫

Rn

U
2n
n−2

0,1

|x|2
n(1 + |x|2)2 dx,

κn+1 = K(n)−
n
2
(n− 2)2

4

∫

Rn

U
2n
n−2

0,1

(1− |x|2)2
(1 + |x|2)2 dx,

where we used r∞ = K(n).
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Set

Eut = span{X0},
Ec = span{Xj : j = 1, . . . , n + 1},
Es = (Eut ⊕ Ec)⊥ ∩H1

0 (Ω),

where ⊥ is with respect to 〈·, ·〉L2
t
. We call Eut the quasi-unstable space, Ec the quasi-central space,

and Es the quasi-stable space, respectively. By the minimality of (33),

w = u− αX0 ∈ Es.

4.3 Estimates of the errors

There are five small quantities as follows:

ha,λ ∼ λ
2−n
2 , M2, w, r(t)− r∞, α− 1.

In this subsection, we shall use the first two to bound the last three.

Proposition 4.4. There exist c ∈ (0, 1) and t0 ≫ 1 such that for all t ≥ t0, we have

(1− c)

∫

Ω
|∇f(x)|2 dx ≥ r∞(n+ 2)

n− 2

∫

Ω
f(x)2(αX0)

4
n−2 dx,

(1− c)

∫

Ω
|∇f(x)|2 dx ≥ r∞(n+ 2)

n− 2

∫

Ω
f(x)2u(x, t)

4
n−2 dx,

for any f ∈ Es.

Proof. Once we choose a sufficiently small ε in Proposition 4.1, it follows immediately from (3.14)

of Rey [33].

Lemma 4.5. We have
∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2w dx = O(‖w‖2),

∫

Ω
X

n+2
n−2

0 w dx = O(‖w‖2).

Proof. Since u = w + αX0 and w ∈ Es, we have

∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2w dx = α

∫

Ω
u

4
n−2X0w dx+

∫

Ω
u

4
n−2w2 dx =

∫

Ω
u

4
n−2w2 dx.

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

|a
n+2
n−2 − b

n+2
n−2 | ≤ C(a

4
n−2 + b

4
n−2 )|a− b| ∀ a, b > 0,

we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(αX0)

n+2
n−2w dx−

∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2w dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

(∫

Ω
u

4
n−2w2 dx+

∫

Ω
(αX0)

4
n−2w2 dx

)
.

Then the second one follows from Proposition 4.4 as well. The lemma is proved.
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Lemma 4.6. We have

‖w‖2 = O(M2 + λ1−n).

Proof. Making use of the inequality

∣∣∣∣a
n+2
n−2 − b

n+2
n−2 − n+ 2

n− 2
b

4
n−2 (a− b)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cb
4

n−2
−δ(n)|a− b|1+δ(n) + C|a− b|

n+2
n−2

for all a, b > 0, where δ(n) = min{1, 4
n−2}, we have

u
n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0

= (αX0 + w)
n+2
n−2 − (αX0)

n+2
n−2 + (αX0)

n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 + αX
n+2
n−2

0 − αX
n+2
n−2

0

=
n+ 2

n− 2
(αX0)

4
n−2w +O(X

4
n−2

−δ(n)

0 |w|1+δ(n) + |w|
n+2
n−2 ) + (α

n+2
n−2 − α)X

n+2
n−2

0

+O(X
4

n−2

0 λ
2−n
2 ),

and thus,

−∆w = −∆(u− αX0)

= Ru
n+2
n−2 − αr∞X

n+2
n−2

0

= (R− r∞)u
n+2
n−2 + r∞(u

n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 )

= (R− r)u
n+2
n−2 + (r − r∞)u

n+2
n−2 + r∞

n+ 2

n− 2
(αX0)

4
n−2w + r∞(α

n+2
n−2 − α)X

n+2
n−2

0

+O(X
4

n−2
−δ(n)

0 |w|1+δ(n) + |w|
n+2
n−2 ) +O(X

4
n−2

0 λ
2−n
2 ). (36)

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

c‖w‖2 ≤
∫

Ω
|∇w|2 dx− n+ 2

n− 2
r∞

∫

Ω
(αX0)

4
n−2w2 dx

≤
∫

Ω
|R − r||w|u

n+2
n−2 dx+ |r − r∞|

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2w dx

∣∣∣∣+ r∞α|α 4
n−2 − 1|

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
X

n+2
n−2

0 w dx

∣∣∣∣

+ C‖w‖2+δ(n) +C

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 λ
2−n
2 |w|dx

≤ CM
1/2
2 ‖w‖ + C|r − r∞|‖w‖2 + Cα|α 4

n−2 − 1|‖w‖2

+ C‖w‖2+δ(n) +
c

8
‖w‖2 + Cλ1−n

≤ c

2
‖w‖2 + C(λ1−n +M2),

where in the first inequality we used Proposition 4.4, in the second inequality we used (36), in the
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third inequality we used Lemma 4.5 and

λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 |w|dx ≤ 16λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 |w|dx+ 16λ− 2+n
2

∫

Ω
|w|dx

≤ Cλ2−n

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 dx+
c

8
‖w‖2 + Cλ−2−n

≤ Cλ1−n +
c

8
‖w‖2, (37)

and in the fourth inequality we used

M
1/2
2 ‖w‖ ≤ c

8
‖w‖2 + 2

c
M2 by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

C|r − r∞|+ Cα|α 4
n−2 − 1|+ ‖w‖δ(n) ≤ c

4
for large t.

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

Remark 4.7. The above estimate is not sharp if n ≥ 4, since

λ2−n

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 ≤ Cλ−n| lnλ|(5−n)+ , if n ≥ 4.

Lemma 4.8. There holds

|1− α| = O(M
1+δ(n)

2
2 + λ−n+2

2 + λ2−n), and r − r∞ = O(M
1+δ(n)

2
2 + λ−n+2

2 + λ2−n),

where δ(n) = min{1, 4
n−2}.

Proof. Multiplying u to both sides of

−∆w = Ru
n+2
n−2 − αr∞X

n+2
n−2

0

and integrating over Ω, we obtain

∫

Ω
wRu

n+2
n−2 = r − α− 4

n−2 r∞

∫

Ω
(αX0)

n+2
n−2u,

where we used
∫
Ω u

2n
n−2 = 1. For the left-hand side, by using Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, and also

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
wRu

n+2
n−2

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n
n−2wu

2
n−2 + r

∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2w

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)2u

2n
n−2

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
w2u

4
n−2

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣r
∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2w

∣∣∣∣

= O(M2 + λ1−n).

For the last term on the right-hand side,

∫

Ω
(αX0)

n+2
n−2u−

∫

Ω
u

2n
n−2 =

∫

Ω
[(αX0)

n+2
n−2 − (αX0)

n+2
n−2 ]u+

∫

Ω
[(αX0)

n+2
n−2 − u

n+2
n−2 ]u
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= O(λ−n+2
2 + λ2−n)− n+ 2

n− 2

∫

Ω
u

4
n−2wu+O(‖w‖1+δ(n))

= O(λ−n+2
2 + λ2−n) +O(‖w‖1+δ(n))

= O(M
1+δ(n)

2
2 + λ−n+2

2 + λ2−n),

where we used
∫

Ω
[(αX0)

n+2
n−2 − (αX0)

n+2
n−2 ]u ≤ Cλ

2−n
2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 u

≤ Cλ
2−n
2

(∫

Ω
X

8n
(n−2)(n+2)

0

)n+2
2n

≤ C(λ−n+2
2 + λ2−n).

Since
∫
Ω u

2n
n−2 = 1, we obtain

r − α− 4
n−2 r∞ = O(M

1+δ(n)
2

2 + λ−n+2
2 + λ2−n). (38)

On the other hand, since

∫

Rn

|∇X0|2 −
∫

Ω
|∇X0|2 =

∫

Ω
(−∆X0)X0 +

∫

Rn\Ω
(−∆X0)X0 −

∫

Ω
(−∆X0)X0

= r∞

∫

Ω
X

n+2
n−2

0 (X0 −X0) + r∞

∫

Rn\Ω
X

2n
n−2

0

= O(λ2−n)

and
∫

Ω
∇X0∇w = r∞

∫

Ω
X

n+2
n−2

0 w

= r∞

∫

Ω
X

n+2
n−2

0 w +O

(
λ

2−n
2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 |w|dx
)

= r∞

∫

Ω
X

n+2
n−2

0 w +O(λ1−n + ‖w‖2) (by (37))

= O(λ1−n + ‖w‖2) (by Lemma 4.5),

we have

0 ≤ r − r∞ =

∫

Ω
|∇u|2 −

∫

Rn

|∇X0|2

=

∫

Ω
(α2|∇X0|2 + 2α∇X0∇w + |∇w|2)−

∫

Ω
|∇X0|2 +O(λ2−n)

= (α2 − 1)

∫

Ω
|∇X0|2 +O(λ2−n +M2)

= (α2 − 1)

∫

Rn

|∇X0|2 +O(λ2−n +M2)

20



= (α2 − 1)r∞ +O(λ2−n +M2),

where we used Lemma 4.6 in the third equality. Hence,

r − α2r∞ = O(λ2−n +M2). (39)

Subtracting (39) from (38), we obtain

α2 − α− 4
n−2 = O(M

1+δ(n)
2

2 + λ−n+2
2 + λ2−n).

Since |α− 1| is very small,

α− 1 = O(M
1+δ(n)

2
2 + λ−n+2

2 + λ2−n).

Substituting it into (39), we obtain

r − r∞ = (α2 − 1)r∞ +O(λ2−n +M2) = O(M
1+δ(n)

2
2 + λ−n+2

2 + λ2−n).

The lemma is proved.

A related estimate of |α− 1| in the whole space has been proved in Ciraolo-Figalli-Maggi [17].

Proposition 4.9. We have

∥∥∥∥
u

X0
− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

≤ C(M
2

n+2

2 + λ− 2
n+2 ).

Proof. Let

uλ(y, t) = λ−n−2
2 u(a+ λ−1y, t), Z = λ−n−2

2 X0(a+ λ−1y),

Rλ(y, t) = R(a+ λ−1y, t), Z = λ−n−2
2 X0(a+ λ−1y) = r

−n−2
4

∞ U0,1

with y ∈ Ω(t) := {y ∈ R
n : a+ λ−1y ∈ Ω}. Then

−∆uλ = Rλu
n+2
n−2

λ in Ω(t), −∆Z = r∞Z
n+2
n−2 in Ω(t), uλ = Z = 0 on ∂Ω(t),

lim
t→∞

∫

Ω(t)
|uλ − Z| 2n

n−2 dy = lim
t→∞

∫

Ω
|u−X0|

2n
n−2 dx = 0, (40)

and ‖Rλ − r∞‖L∞(Ω(t)) → 0 as t → ∞. For any R > 2 with B2R ⊂ Ω(t), it is clear that
1

C(R) ≤ Z ≤ C in BR, where C(R) > 0 depends only on n and R. By applying the Moser

iterations, one also obtains
1

C(R)
≤ uλ ≤ C in BR

with possibly different constants. Define the Kelvin transform:

ũλ(y, t) =
1

|y|n−2
uλ

(
y

|y|2 , t
)
, Z̃(y, t) =

1

|y|n−2
Z

(
y

|y|2 , t
)
.
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Then

−∆ũλ = Rλ

(
y

|y|2 , t
)
ũ

n+2
n−2

λ and −∆Z̃ = r∞Z
n+2
n−2

in Ω̃(t) := {y : y
|y|2 ∈ Ω(t)}.

Since

−∆(uλ − Z) = (Rλ − r∞)Z
n+2
n−2 +Rλ(u

n+2
n−2

λ − Z
n+2
n−2 ) +Rλ(Z

n+2
n−2 − Z

n+2
n−2 ),

by applying the Moser iteration to this equation with the help of (40), we obtain

‖uλ − Z‖L∞(B1)
≤ Cε(t), (41)

where

ε(t) =

(∫

Ω(t)
|Rλ − r∞|n+2

2 Z
2n
n−2 dx

) 2
n+2

+ ‖uλ − Z‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω(t))

+ ‖Z − Z‖L∞(Ω(t))

=

(∫

Ω
|R − r∞|n+2

2 X
2n
n−2

0 dx

) 2
n+2

+ ‖u−X0‖
L

2n
n−2 (Ω(t))

+ λ−n−2
2 ‖X0 −X0‖L∞(Ω(t))

and C depends only on n. Applying the same argument to the equation of ũλ − Z̃, with noticing

that uλ = Z = 0 on ∂Ω(t) and with the help of (40), we have

∥∥∥ũλ − Z̃
∥∥∥
L∞(Ω̃(t)∩B1)

≤ Cε(t),

which implies that

∥∥|y|n−2(uλ − Z)(y, t)
∥∥
L∞(Ω(t)\B1)

≤ Cε(t). (42)

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

∥∥∥∥
u

X0
− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(B1/λ(a))

≤ Cε(t), (43)

|u(x, t)−X0(x, t)| ≤ Cε(t)λ
2−n
2 |x− a|2−n, ∀ x ∈ Ω \B1/λ(a).

If x ∈ Ω \B1/λ(a), then λ
2−n
2 |x− a|2−n ≤ CX0, and thus

|u(x, t)−X0(x, t)| ≤ Cε(t)X0 ≤ Cε(t)(X0 + λ
2−n
2 ).

Let δ0 be the one in Proposition 3.2. Let δ1 > 0 be the uniform radius of interior balls tangent to

each point on ∂Ω. Let δ2 = min(δ1, δ0/8). Then X0 ≥ Cλ
2−n
a in Ωδ2/8 := {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) >

δ2/8}. Hence,

|u(x, t)−X0(x, t)| ≤ Cε(t)X0(x, t), ∀ x ∈ Ωδ2/8 \B1/λ(a).
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Combining (43), we obtain

∥∥∥∥
u

X0
− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ωδ2/8

)

≤ Cε(t). (44)

On one hand, by the Hopf lemma and elliptic estimates for the equation of X0, one has

X0 ≥ C−1λ
2−n
2 dist(x, ∂Ω) in Ω \ Ωδ2/8.

On the other hand, by applying the W 2,2n+2 estimate (Theorem 9.13 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [25]) to

−∆(u−X0) = (R− r∞)X
n+2
n−2

0 +R(u
n+2
n−2 −X

n+2
n−2

0 ) +R(X
n+2
n−2

0 −X
n+2
n−2

0 ) in Ω \ Ωδ2/2,

u−X0 = 0 on ∂Ω,

and using the Sobolev embeddings, we obtain

‖u−X0‖C1(Ω\Ωδ2/4
) ≤ C‖u−X0‖W 2,2n+2(Ω\Ωδ2/2

) ≤ Cε(t)λ
2−n
2 + Cλ− 2+n

2 .

Hence,

∥∥∥∥
u

X0
− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω\Ωδ2/8

)

≤ Cε(t) + Cλ−2.

Together with (44), it follows that

lim
t→∞

∥∥∥∥
u

X0
− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

= 0.

Consequently, X0 ≤ C(u+ λ
2−n
2 ), and thus,

ε(t) ≤ CM
2

n+2

2 + Cλ− 2
n+2 +C|r − r∞|+ ‖w‖ + C|1− α|+ Cλ2−n ≤ CM

2
n+2

2 + Cλ− 2
n+2 .

Therefore, ∥∥∥∥
u

X0
− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

≤ Cε(t) + Cλ−2 ≤ CM
2

n+2

2 + Cλ− 2
n+2 .

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

|Xj | ≤ C(u+ λ
2−n
2 ),

|∂tXj| ≤ C

∣∣∣∣∣

(
λȧ,

λ̇

λ

)∣∣∣∣∣ (u+ λ
2−n
2 ).

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

|Xi| = r
−n−2

4
∞ λ−1|∂aiUa,λ − ∂aiha,λ| ≤ C(Ua,λ + λ−n

2 ) ≤ C(X0 + λ
2−n
2 ) ≤ C(u+ λ

2−n
2 ),
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and

|Xn+1| = r
−n−2

4
∞ λ|∂λUa,λ − ∂λha,λ| ≤ C(Ua,λ + λ−n−2

2 ) ≤ C(X0 + λ
2−n
2 ) ≤ C(u+ λ

2−n
2 ).

Similar calculations show that

1

λ
|∇aXj |+ λ|∇λXj | ≤ C(u+ λ

2−n
2 )

for all j = 1, . . . , n+ 1. Therefore,

|∂tXj| = |∇aXj · ȧ+ ∂λXj · λ̇| ≤ C

∣∣∣∣∣

(
λȧ,

λ̇

λ

)∣∣∣∣∣ (u+ λ
2−n
2 ).

Lemma 4.11. We have
∫

Ω
|∇X0|2 = (1 + o(1))r∞‖X0‖2L2

t
,

∫

Ω
|∇Xj |2 = (1 + o(1))r∞

n+ 2

n− 2
‖Xj‖2L2

t

(45)

for every j = 1, . . . , n+ 1, and

∫

Ω
∇Xj · ∇Xk = o(1)(‖Xj‖2L2

t
+ ‖Xk‖2L2

t
) (46)

for every k = 0, 1, . . . , n+ 1, k 6= j.

Proof. For j ≥ 1, we have

∫

Ω
|∇Xj |2 = −

∫

Ω
∆Xj ·Xj = r∞

n+ 2

n− 2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 (Xj +O(λ
2−n
2 ))Xj .

Since
∫

Ω
(αX0)

4
n−2X2

j

=

∫

Ω
[(αX0)

4
n−2 − (αX0)

4
n−2 ]X2

j +

∫

Ω
[(αX0)

4
n−2 − u

4
n−2 ]X2

j +

∫

Ω
u

4
n−2X2

j

= o(1)‖Xj‖2L2 + (1 + o(1))‖Xj‖2L2
t

= o(1)‖Xj‖2H1
0
+ (1 + o(1))‖Xj‖2L2

t

and

λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 |Xj | ≤ λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 + λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 |Xj |2

= o(1) + o(1)‖Xj‖2H1
0
+ o(1)‖Xj‖2L2

t
, (47)

by using (35) and Lemma 4.8, we obtained (45) for j ≥ 1. The estimate for j = 0 is similar.
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For k ≥ 1, k 6= j, we have

∫

Ω
∇Xj · ∇Xk = −

∫

Ω
∆Xj ·Xk = r∞

n+ 2

n− 2

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 (Xj +O(λ
2−n
2 ))Xk.

Since
∫

Ω
(αX0)

4
n−2XjXk

=

∫

Ω
[(αX0)

4
n−2 − (αX0)

4
n−2 ]XjXk +

∫

Ω
[(αX0)

4
n−2 − u

4
n−2 ]XjXk +

∫

Ω
u

4
n−2XjXk

= o(1)(‖Xj‖2L2 + ‖Xk‖2L2) + o(1)(‖Xj‖2L2
t
+ ‖Xj‖2L2

t
) + o(1)

= o(1)(‖Xj‖2H1
0
+ ‖Xk‖2H1

0
) + o(1)(‖Xj‖2L2

t
+ ‖Xk‖2L2

t
),

together with (47) and (45), we obtain (46) for k ≥ 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

∫

∂Ω
|∇PUa,λ|2〈x− a, ν〉dS = C2(n)H(a, a)λ2−n +O(λ1−n), (48)

where

C2(n) =
(n− 2)(n + 2)

n
[n(n− 2)]

n+2
4

∫

Rn

(1 + |x|2)−n+4
2 |x|2 dx.

Proof. Multiplying both sides of

−∆PUa,λ = U
n+2
n−2

a,λ in Ω, PUa,λ = 0 on ∂Ω,

by (x− a) · ∇PUa,λ, we obtain

∫

Ω
((x− a) · ∇PUa,λ)U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx

= −
∫

Ω
((x− a) · ∇PUa,λ)∆PUa,λ dx

= −n− 2

2

∫

Ω
|∇PUa,λ|2 dx− 1

2

∫

∂Ω
|∇PUa,λ|2〈x− a, ν〉dS

= −n− 2

2

∫

Ω
PUa,λ · U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx− 1

2

∫

∂Ω
|∇PUa,λ|2〈x− a, ν〉dS.

On the other hand,

∫

Ω
((x− a) · ∇PUa,λ)U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx

= −n

∫

Ω
PUa,λ · U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx− n+ 2

n− 2

∫

Ω
PUa,λ((x− a) · ∇Ua,λ)U

4
n−2

a,λ dx
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and

PUa,λ((x− a) · ∇Ua,λ)

= (Ua,λ − ha,λ)[(x − a) · ∇(PUa,λ + ha,λ)]

= ((x− a) · ∇PUa,λ)Ua,λ + ((x− a) · ∇ha,λ)Ua,λ − ((x− a) · ∇Ua,λ)ha,λ.

Hence,

∫

Ω
((x− a) · ∇PUa,λ)U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx

= −n− 2

2

∫

Ω
PUa,λ · U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx

− n+ 2

2n

∫

Ω

[
((x− a)∇ha,λ)U

n+2
n−2

a,λ − ((x− a)∇Ua,λ)ha,λU
4

n−2

a,λ

]
dx.

Since
∫

Ω
((x− a)∇ha,λ)U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx = ∇ha,λ(a)

∫

Ω
(x− a)U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx+O(λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
|x− a|2U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx)

= O(λ−n lnλ),

and by Proposition 4.2,

∫

Ω
((x− a) · ∇Ua,λ)ha,λU

4
n−2

a,λ dx = (2− n)ha,λ(a)

∫

Ω
U

n+2
n−2

a,λ

λ2|x|2
1 + λ2|x|2 dx+O(λ1−n)

= −C(n)H(a, a)λ2−n +O(λ1−n),

where

C(n) = (n− 2)[n(n− 2)]
n+2
4

∫

Rn

(1 + |x|2)−n+4
2 |x|2 dx,

we have
∫

Ω
((x− a) · ∇PUa,λ)U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx

= −n− 2

2

∫

Ω
PUa,λ · U

n+2
n−2

a,λ dx− n+ 2

2n
C(n)H(a, a)λ2−n +O(λ1−n).

Therefore,

∫

∂Ω
|∇PUa,λ|2〈x− a, ν〉dS =

n+ 2

n
C(n)H(a, a)λ2−n +O(λ1−n).

This proves (48).

Lemma 4.13. We have

‖w‖W 2,2
0 (Ω) ≤ C(λ

1−n
2 +M

1/2
2 )λ.
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Proof. Since

−∆w = Ru
n+2
n−2 − αr∞X

n+2
n−2

0 = (R− r)u
n+2
n−2 + (r − r∞)u

n+2
n−2 + r∞(u

n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 ),

it suffices to estimate the L2 norm of the right hand side, as the lemma then follows from the W 2,2

estimates for the Poisson equation.

By using Proposition 4.9, we obtain

‖(R− r)u
n+2
n−2‖L2 ≤ Cλ‖(R− r)u

n
n−2 ‖L2 = CλM

1/2
2 .

By using Proposition 4.9 and Lemma 4.8, we obtain

‖(r − r∞)u
n+2
n−2 ‖L2 ≤ Cλ|r − r∞| ≤ Cλ(M

1/2
2 + λ−n+2

2 + λ2−n).

Since

|u
n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 | = |u
n+2
n−2 − (αX0)

n+2
n−2 + (αX0)

n+2
n−2 − (αX0)

n+2
n−2 + (αX0)

n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 |

≤ C(αX0)
4

n−2 |w|+ Cλ
2−n
2 X

4
n−2

0 + C|α− 1|X
n+2
n−2

0 , (49)

by using Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.6, we obtain

‖un+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 ‖L2(Ω) ≤ Cλ‖w‖+ C(λ3−n + λ−n
2 ) + C|α− 1|λ ≤ C(λ

1−n
2 +M

1/2
2 )λ.

The lemma is proved.

Lemma 4.14. We have

‖∇w‖2L2(∂Ω) ≤ C(M2 + λ1−n).

Proof. Let δ0 be the one in Proposition 3.2, and Ωδ0 := {x ∈ Ω : dist(x, ∂Ω) > δ0}. We have

−∆w = (R− r)u
n+2
n−2 + (r − r∞)u

n+2
n−2 + r∞(u

n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 ) in Ω,

w = 0 on ∂Ω.

Since |u|+ |X0|+ |X0| ≤ Cλ
2−n
2 in Ω \Ωδ0 , we have

‖(R− r)u
n+2
n−2 ‖2L2(Ω\Ωδ0

) ≤ CM2,

‖(r − r∞)u
n+2
n−2 ‖L∞(Ω\Ωδ0

) ≤ C‖r − r∞‖2L∞(Ω) + C‖u
n+2
n−2 ‖2L∞(Ω\Ωδ0

) ≤ C(M2 + λ1−n),

‖r∞(u
n+2
n−2 − αX

n+2
n−2

0 )‖2L2(Ω\Ωδ0
) ≤ C(M2 + λ1−n),

where we used Lemma 4.8 in the second inequality, and Lemma 4.8 and (49) in the last inequality.

Therefore, by the W 2,2 estimate (Theorem 9.13 in Gilbarg-Trudinger [25]) and the trace embedding,

we obtain

‖∇w‖2L2(∂Ω) ≤ ‖w‖2W 2,2(Ω\Ωδ0/2
) ≤ C(M2 + λ1−n).

27



4.4 Finite dimensional reduction

We shall project the L2 gradient flow

n+ 2

n− 2
∂tu = −(R− r)u

into Eut, Ec and Es, and single out the leading term in the total L2 quantity M2. Let

bj = −〈(R− r)u,Xj〉L2
t
, j = 0, . . . , n+ 1,

B = (b0, . . . , bn+1).

Using Hölder’s inequality and (35), we have the general upper bound

|bj | ≤ CM
1/2
2 .

But the projection in the unstable direction is actually much smaller.

Lemma 4.15. We have

|b0| ≤ C(λ1−n +M2)
1/2 ·M1/2

2 .

Proof. Using Lemma 4.6, we have

|αb0| =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2αX0

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 (u− w)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2w

∣∣∣∣

≤ M
1/2
2

(∫

Ω
w2u

4
n−2

)1/2

≤ C(λ1−n +M2)
1/2 ·M1/2

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

(
α̇

α
, λȧ,

λ̇

λ

)
=

(
n− 2

n+ 2
+ o(1)

)(
b0
κ0

, . . .
bn+1

κn+1

)
+O(M

1/2
2 + λ

1−n
2 )|B|+O(M2 + λ1−n),

where κ0, . . . κn+1 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,

∂tu = ∂t(αX0) + ∂tw

=

(
α̇, αλȧ,

αλ̇

λ

)
·X + ∂tw,

where X = (X0, . . . ,Xn+1). Differentiating 0 = 〈w,Xj〉L2
t

in t, and using (24) and Lemma 3.1,

we see that

0 = 〈∂tw,Xj〉L2
t
+

∫

Ω
wXj∂tu

4
n−2 + 〈w, ∂tXj〉L2

t

= −
〈(

α̇, αλȧ,
αλ̇

λ

)
·X +

n− 2

n+ 2
(R− r)u+

4

n+ 2
(R− r)w,Xj

〉
L2
t

+ 〈w, ∂tXj〉L2
t

= −
〈(

α̇, αλȧ,
αλ̇

λ

)
·X,Xj

〉
L2
t

+
n− 2

n+ 2
bj −

〈 4

n+ 2
(R− r)w,Xj

〉
L2
t

+ 〈w, ∂tXj〉L2
t
.

By Lemma 4.10, we have

∫

Ω
|(R− r)wXi|u

4
n−2 ≤

∫

Ω
|R − r||w||u

n+2
n−2 + Cλ

2−n
2

∫

Ω
|R − r||w|u 4

n−2

≤ M
1/2
2 ‖w‖L2

t
+ Cλ

2−n
2

∫

Ω
|w|X

4
n−2

0

≤ M2 + C‖w‖2 + Cλ1−n

= O(M2 + λ1−n),

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

|∂tX| ≤ C

∣∣∣∣∣

(
α̇, αλȧ,

αλ̇

λ

)∣∣∣∣∣ (u+ λ
2−n
2 )

in Lemma 4.10 and (37), we have

|〈w, ∂tXj〉L2
t
| ≤ C(‖w‖ + λ1−n)

∣∣∣∣∣

(
α̇, αλȧ,

αλ̇

λ

)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(M
1/2
2 + λ

1−n
2 )

∣∣∣∣∣

(
α̇, αλȧ,

αλ̇

λ

)∣∣∣∣∣ .

By using (35), that is, X0, . . . ,Xn+1 is almost an orthogonal basis of Eut ⊕ Ec, the lemma then

follows by solving a system of linear equations.

Next, we shall show that the projection onto the quasi-central space is the leading term of M2.

We start from a lemma.

Lemma 4.18. For every j = 1, . . . , n+ 1, there holds

dbj
dt

= o(1)M
1/2
2 +O(λ−n),

where o(1) → 0 as t → ∞.
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Proof. For j = 1, . . . , n+ 1, by Lemma 3.1,

−dbj
dt

=
d

dt

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx

=

∫

Ω

[
n− 2

n+ 2
∆g(R− r) +

4

n+ 2
(R− r)2 +

4

n+ 2
r(R− r)− ṙ

]
u

n+2
n−2Xj dx

−
∫

Ω
(R− r)2u

n+2
n−2Xj dx+

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2∂tXj dx

and

ṙ

∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2Xj dx = O(M2).

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

∫

Ω
u

n+2
n−2Xj∆g(R− r) dx

=

∫

Ω
[(∆g −R)(R− r)]

Xj

u
dvolg +

∫

Ω
R(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx

=

∫

Ω
(R− r)(∆g −R)

(
Xj

u

)
dvolg +

∫

Ω
(R− r)2u

n+2
n−2Xj dx+

∫

Ω
r(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx

=

∫

Ω
(R− r)u∆Xj dx+

∫

Ω
(R− r)2u

n+2
n−2Xj dx+

∫

Ω
r(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx.

By Lemma 4.10 and Lemma 4.17,

∫
|(R− r)u

n+2
n−2∂tXj |dx ≤ C

∫
|(R− r)|u

n+2
n−2 (u+ λ

2−n
2 )dx · |(α̇, αλȧ, αλ̇

λ
)|

≤ CM
1/2
2 (M

1/2
2 + λ

1−n
2 ).

Therefore,

dbj
dt

= −n− 2

n+ 2

∫

Ω
(R− r)u∆Xj dx−

∫

Ω
r(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx+O(M2).

By (34),

−n− 2

n+ 2

∫

Ω
(R− r)u∆Xj dx = r∞

∫

Ω
(R− r)uX

4
n−2

0 (Xj +O(λ
2−n
2 )) dx.

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

∫

Ω
(R− r)uX

4
n−2

0 Xj dx =

∫

Ω
(R− r)u(X

4
n−2

0 − u
4

n−2 )Xj dx+

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx.

Since
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u(X

4
n−2

0 − u
4

n−2 )Xj dx

∣∣∣∣
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≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u(X

4
n−2

0 −X
4

n−2

0 )Xj dx

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u(X

4
n−2

0 − u
4

n−2 )Xj dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∫

Ω
|R − r|(ha,λX

4
n−2

0 + uh
4

n−2

a,λ )|Xj |dx+ o(1)

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx

∣∣∣∣

≤ C

∫

Ω
|R − r|(λ 2−n

2 u
4

n−2 + λ−2u)(u+ λ
2−n
2 ) dx+ o(M

1/2
2 )

≤ Cλ−2

∫

Ω
|R − r|u2 dx+ Cλ2−n

∫

Ω
|R − r|u 4

n−2 dx+ Cλ−n+2
2

∫

Ω
|R − r|udx+ o(M

1/2
2 )

≤ Cλ−2M
n−2
n
n

n−2
+ Cλ2−nM

2
n
n
2
+ Cλ−n+2

2 M
n−2
2n
2n
n−2

+ o(M
1/2
2 )

≤ Cλ−2M
n−2
n

2 + Cλ2−nM
2
n
2 + Cλ−n+2

2 M
n−2
2n

2 + o(M
1/2
2 )

≤ Cλ−n + CM2 + o(M
1/2
2 ),

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

and

λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
|R − r|uX

4
n−2

0 dx ≤ Cλ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
|R − r|u(u 4

n−2 + λ−2) dx

= o(M
1/2
2 ) + λ−n+2

2

∫

Ω
|R − r|udx

≤ o(M
1/2
2 ) +Cλ−n + CM2,

we obtain

dbj
dt

= r∞

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx− r

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx+ o(M

1/2
2 ) +O(λ−n)

= (r − r∞)

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2Xj dx+ o(M

1/2
2 ) +O(λ−n)

= o(M
1/2
2 ) +O(λ−n).

The lemma is proved.

Proposition 4.19. With o(1) → 0 as t → ∞,

M2 −
n+1∑

j=1

b2j
κj

= o(1)




n+1∑

j=1

b2j
κj

+ λ2−2n


 ,

where κ1, . . . κn+1 are the positive constants in (35).

Proof. The proof is inspired by that of Lemma 4.2 in Struwe [39]. Since X0, . . . ,Xn+1 is a basis

of Eut ⊕ Ec, let us write

−(R− r)u =
n+1∑

j=0

βj(t)Xj + ηu with ηu ∈ Es. (50)
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By using (35), |bj | ≤ CM
1/2
2 and Lemma 4.6, we obtain |βj | ≤ CM

1/2
2 ,

βj‖Xj‖2L2
t
= bj +O

(
(‖w‖ + λ2−n)M

1/2
2

)
= bj +O(M2 + λ

1−n
2 M

1/2
2 )

and

M2 = (1 + o(1))




n+1∑

j=0

β2
j ‖Xj‖2L2

t
+ ‖ηu‖2L2

t


 = (1 + o(1))




n+1∑

j=1

b2j
κj

+ ‖ηu‖2L2
t


 , (51)

where we used b20 = o(1)M2 by Lemma 4.15.

For j = 1, . . . , n+ 1, we have

∫

Ω
βj∇Xj∇ηu = −

∫

Ω
βj∆Xjηu = r∞

n+ 2

n− 2

∫

Ω
βjX

4
n−2

0 (Xj +O(λ
2−n
2 ))ηu.

Since ηu ∈ Es,

∫

Ω
X

4
n−2

0 βjXjηu =

∫

Ω
(X

4
n−2

0 − u
4

n−2 )βjXjηu

=

∫

Ω
(X

4
n−2

0 −X
4

n−2

0 )βjXjηu +

∫

Ω

[(
X0

u

) 4
n−2

− 1

]
u

4
n−2βjXjηu

= o(1)(‖βjXj‖2L2 + ‖ηu‖2L2) + o(1)(‖βjXj‖2L2
t
+ ‖ηu‖2L2

t
)

= o(1)(‖βjXj‖2H1
0
+ ‖ηu‖2H1

0
) + o(1)(‖βjXj‖2L2

t
+ ‖ηu‖2L2

t
),

where we used Proposition 4.9 in the third equality. Also,

λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
|βjX

4
n−2

0 ηu| ≤ λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
β2
jX

4
n−2

0 + λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
η2uX

4
n−2

0 = o(1)β2
j + λ

2−n
2

∫

Ω
η2uX

4
n−2

0

and

λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
η2uX

4
n−2

0

= λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
η2u(X

4
n−2

0 −X
4

n−2

0 ) + λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
η2u(X

4
n−2

0 − u
4

n−2 ) + λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
η2uu

4
n−2

= o(1)‖ηu‖2H1
0
+ o(1)‖ηu‖2L2

t
.

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

∫

Ω
βj∇Xj∇ηu = o(1)(‖βjXj‖2L2

t
+ ‖ηu‖2H1

0
+ ‖ηu‖2L2

t
).

Similarly, one can show

∫

Ω
β0∇X0∇ηu = o(1)(‖β0X0‖2L2

t
+ ‖ηu‖2H1

0
+ ‖ηu‖2L2

t
).

32



Therefore, by taking the L2 norm of the gradient of (50) and using Lemma 4.11, we have
∫

Ω
|∇[(R− r)u]|2 dx

≥ (1 + o(1))
n + 2

n − 2
r∞

n+1∑

j=1

β2
j ‖Xj‖2L2

t
+ (1 + o(1))

∫

Ω
|∇ηu|2 dx+ o(1)‖ηu‖2L2

t

≥ (1 + o(1))
n + 2

n − 2
r∞

n+1∑

j=1

β2
j ‖Xj‖2L2

t
+

1

1− c/2

n+ 2

n− 2
r∞‖ηu‖2L2

t
, (52)

where we used Proposition 4.4 in the last inequality that gives the constant c > 0.

By Lemma 3.1 and the conformal transform law (22), we have

1

2

d

dt
M2(t) =

∫

Ω
(R− r)∂t(R− r) dvolg −

n

n+ 2

∫

Ω
(R− r)3 dvolg

= −n− 2

n+ 2

∫

Ω
|∇[u(R− r)]|2 dx+

2

n+ 2

∫

Ω
(R− r)3 dvolg + rM2(t)

= −n− 2

n+ 2

∫

Ω
|∇[u(R− r)]|2 dx+ r∞M2(t) + o(1)M2,

where we used r − r∞ = o(1) and
∫
Ω(R − r)3 dvolg = o(1)M2 by item (i) of Proposition 3.2.

Using (51) and (52), we immediately obtain

1

2

d

dt
M2(t) ≤ −C0‖ηu‖2L2

t
+ o(1)M2, (53)

where C0 =
cr∞

2(2−c) > 0.

Let

B̃ =

(
b1√
κ1

, . . . ,
bn+1√
κn+1

)
.

We claim that if |B̃(t1)|2 + λ2−2n ≥ ‖ηu(t1)‖2L2
t

for some large t1, then

(1 + o(1))(|B̃|2 + λ2−2n) = M2 + λ2−2n as t → ∞.

Indeed, by (51), we have

M2 + λ2−2n = (1 + o(1))
(
|B̃|2 + λ2−2n + ‖ηu‖2L2

t

)
. (54)

Then for t near t1, we may write

M2 + λ2−2n = (1 + γ(t))(|B̃|2 + λ2−2n) with − 1/2 < γ(t) < 2.

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

−C0‖ηu‖2L2
t
+ o(1)(M2 + λ2−2n) ≥ d

dt
(M2 + λ2−2n)

= (|B̃|2 + λ2−2n)
dγ

dt
+ 2(1 + γ)B̃ · d

dt
B̃ + o(λ2−2n)

= (|B̃|2 + λ2−2n)
dγ

dt
+O(M

1/2
2 λ−n) + o(1)(M2 + λ2−2n)

= (|B̃|2 + λ2−2n)
dγ

dt
+ o(1)(M2 + λ2−2n).
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Making use of (54), we have

(|B̃|2 + λ2−2n)
dγ

dt
≤ −(C0γ(t) + o(1))(|B̃|2 + λ2−2n).

Canceling the factor |B̃|2 + λ2−2n, we find

dγ

dt
≤ −(C0γ(t) + o(1)).

Then γ(t) → 0 as t → ∞, and the claim follows.

It remains to show that |B̃(t1)|2 + λ(t1)
2−2n ≥ ‖ηu(·, t1)‖2L2

t1

for some arbitrarily large t1. If

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

d

dt
(M2 + λ2−2n) ≤ −(C0 + o(1))(M2 + λ2−2n).

It follows that M2(t) + λ(t)2−2n ≤ Ce−
C0
2
t for large t, which particularly implies

M
1/2
2 (t) ∈ L1[1,∞).

By (27), u(·, t) is a Cauchy sequence in H1
0 and thus converges to a steady solution. We obtained a

contradiction. The proposition is proved.

4.5 Estimate of the projection to the quasi-central space

In this subsection, we shall estimate

b1, . . . , bn+1

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

Proposition 4.20. We have

M2 = O(λ2(2−n)),

bj = o(λ2−n), j = 1, . . . , n,

bn+1 = C(n)H(a, a)λ2−n + o(λ2−n),

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

−∆u = Ru
n+2
n−2 in Ω, u = 0 on ∂Ω. (55)

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

|u|(x) + |∇u(x)| ≤ Cλ
2−n
2 ∀ d(x) <

δ0
10

,

where δ0 is the constant in Proposition 3.2.
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First, multiplying ∂u
∂xj

, j = 1, . . . , n, to (55) and integrating by parts, we have

n− 2

2n

∫

Ω
R ∂

∂xj
u

2n
n−2 dx =

∫

Ω
Ru

n+2
n−2

∂u

∂xj
dx

= −
∫

Ω
∆u · ∂u

∂xj
dx

= −1

2

∫

∂Ω
(∂νu)

2 · νj dS

= O(λ2−n).

Hence,

O(λ2−n) =
n− 2

n

∫

Ω
u

2n
n−2∇xRdx

=
n− 2

n

∫

Ω
u

2n
n−2∇x(R− r) dx

= −2

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 (α∇xX0 +∇xw) dx

= −2αλ(b1, . . . , bn)− 2

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2∇w dx+O(M2 + λ1−n),

where we used ∇xPUa,λ = −∇aPUa,λ +O(λ−n−2
2 ) thanks to Proposition 4.2, and

λ
2−n
2

∫

Ω
|R − r|u

n+2
n−2 dx ≤

∫

Ω
(R− r)2u

2n
n−2 dx+ λ2−n

∫

Ω
u

4
n−2 dx = M2 +O(λ1−n). (56)

Using Lemma 4.13, we can find

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2∇w dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CM
1/2
2 ‖u‖1/n

L
2n
n−2

‖∇w‖
L

2n
n−2

= o(1)M
1/2
2 λ.

Therefore,

bj = o(1)M
1/2
2 +O(λ1−n), j = 1, . . . , n. (57)

Second, taking (x− a) · ∇xu as a test function against (55) we obtain

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 (x− a) · ∇udx

= −
∫

Ω
(x− a) · ∇u∆udx− r

n− 2

2n

∫

Ω
(x− a) · ∇u

2n
n−2 dx

= −n− 2

2

∫

Ω
|∇u|2 dx− 1

2

∫

∂Ω
|∇u|2〈(x− a), ν〉dS + r

n− 2

2

∫

Ω
u

2n
n−2 dx

= −1

2

∫

∂Ω
|∇u|2〈(x− a), ν〉dS,

where we used the definition of r in the last equality. Note that

(x− a) · ∇PUa,λ = (x− a) · ∇(Ua,λ − ha,λ)
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= (2− n)Ua,λ
λ2|x− a|2

1 + λ2|x− a|2 − (x− a) · ∇ha,λ

=
n− 2

2
Ua,λ

1− λ2|x− a|2
1 + λ2|x− a|2 +

2− n

2
Ua,λ − (x− a) · ∇ha,λ

= λ∂λPUa,λ + λ∂λha,λ +
2− n

2
Ua,λ − (x− a) · ∇ha,λ

= r
n−2
4

∞ (Xn+1 +
2− n

2
X0) + (λ∂λha,λ +

2− n

2
ha,λ − (x− a) · ∇ha,λ)

= r
n−2
4

∞ (Xn+1 +
2− n

2
X0) +O(λ

2−n
2 ),

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

(x− a) · ∇u = α(Xn+1 −
n− 2

2
X0) + (x− a) · ∇w +O(λ

2−n
2 ).

Hence,
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 (x− a) · ∇udx

= −αbn+1 +
(n− 2)α

2
b0 +

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 (x− a) · ∇w dx+O(λ

2−n
2 )

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 dx.

Since u
4

n−2 |x− a|2 ≤ CX
4

n−2

0 |x− a|2 ≤ C , we have

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 (x− a) · ∇w dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∫

Ω
(R− r)2u

2(n+2)
n−2 (x− a)2 dx+ ‖w‖2 ≤ CM2 + ‖w‖2.

Thus, by Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.15 and (56), we have

∫

Ω
(R− r)u

n+2
n−2 (x− a) · ∇udx = −αbn+1 +O(M2 + λ1−n).

Therefore,

bn+1 =
1

2α

∫

∂Ω
|∇u|2〈(x− a), ν〉dS +O(M2 + λ1−n).

By Lemma 4.14, we have

∫

∂Ω
|∇w|2〈(x− a), ν〉dS = O(M2 + λ1−n).

Thus, we have
∫

∂Ω
|∇u|2〈(x− a), ν〉dS

= α2

∫

∂Ω
|∇X0|2〈(x− a), ν〉dS + 2α

∫

∂Ω
∇X0 · ∇w〈(x − a), ν〉dS +O(M2 + λ1−n)

= C2(n)α
2r

−n−2
2

∞ H(a, a)λ2−n +O
(
λ

2−n
2 (M

1/2
2 + λ

1−n
2 )
)
+O(M2 + λ1−n), (58)
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where we used (48) in the last inequality, and

C2(n) =
(n− 2)(n + 2)

n
[n(n− 2)]

n+2
4

∫

Rn

(1 + |x|2)−n+4
2 |x|2 dx.

This in particular implies that

bn+1 = O(M2 + λ2−n).

Together with (57) and Proposition 4.19, we have

M2 = (1 + o(1))
n+1∑

j=1

b2j
κj

+ o(λ2−2n) = o(1)M2 +O(M2
2 + λ2(2−n)).

Since M2 → 0, we obtain

M2 = O(λ2(2−n)).

Then the conclusion of this lemma follows from plugging this estimate of M2 to (57) and (58), with

the help of the estimate |α− 1| in Lemma 4.8.

Proposition 4.21. There exist a∞ ∈ Ω with d(a∞) > δ0/2, and C3(n) > 0 depending only on n,

such that

|a(t)− a∞| = o(t−
1

n−2 ), and

lim
t→∞

t−
1

n−2λ(t) = C3(n)H(a∞, a∞).
(59)

Proof. By Lemma 4.17 and Proposition 4.20, we have

λ̇

λ
=

(
n+ 2

n− 2
+ o(1)

)
bn+1

κn+1
+ o(λ2−n) = (C3(n)H(a, a) + o(1))λ2−n, (60)

where C3(n) =
(n+2)C(n)
(n−2)κn+1

. It follows that

1

C
t

1
n−2 ≤ λ ≤ Ct

1
n−2 .

Using Lemma 4.17 again,

ȧ = o(1)λ1−n = o(1)t−
n−1
n−2 ∈ L1([1,∞).

Hence, there exists a∞ ∈ Ω such that

|a(t)− a∞| = o(1)t−
1

n−2 = o(1)λ−1.

Applying this fact into (60), we obtain

λ̇

λ
= (C3(n)H(a∞, a∞) + o(1))λ2−n.

The proposition follows.
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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

C
≤ β(s)

s
≤ C.

From (16) and (21), we have

d

dt
f(t) = − 2n

n+ 2
r(β−1(t))f(t)

n−2
n +

2n

n+ 2
f(t),

where

f(t) =

∫

Ω
v(x, t)

2n
n−2 dx,

and β−1 is the inverse function of β. Hence,

d

dt
(e−

4
n+2

tf(t)
2
n ) = − 4

n+ 2
r(β−1(t))e−

4
n+2

t.

This implies that

e−
4

n+2
tf(t)

2
n =

∫ ∞

t

4

n+ 2
(r(β−1(σ))− r∞)e−

4
n+2

σ dσ +

∫ ∞

t

4

n+ 2
r∞e−

4
n+2

σ dσ

=

∫ ∞

t

4

n+ 2
(r(β−1(σ))− r∞)e−

4
n+2

σ dσ + e−
4

n+2
tr∞.

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

e−
4

n+2
tf(t)

2
n − e−

4
n+2

tr∞ =

∫ ∞

t

4

n+ 2
(r(β−1(σ))− r∞)e−

4
n+2

σ dσ

≤ C(β−1(t))−1/2

∫ ∞

t

4

n+ 2
e−

4
n+2

σ dσ

≤ Ct−1/2e−
4

n+2
t.

Hence, 0 ≤ f(t)
2
n − r∞ ≤ Ct−1/2. That is,

0 ≤ ‖v(·, t)‖
L

2n
n−2

− r
n−2
4

∞ ≤ Ct−1/2. (61)

Since YΩ(u(·, 0)) = YΩ(ρ
m
0 ) ≤ 2

2
nK(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)
S

− 1

∥∥∥∥
C2(Ω)

≤ C1t
−γ1

for some C1, γ1 > 0, where S = r
n−2
4

∞ u∞ 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
∥∥∥∥

v(·, t)
PUa(t),λ(t)

− 1

∥∥∥∥
L∞(Ω)

≤ C2t
−γ2 ,

for some C2, γ2 > 0, where a : (0, T ∗) → Ω and λ : (0, T ∗) → [1,∞) are smooth functions

satisfying (59). Then the estimates (11) and (12) follow from the change of variables in (13).
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