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F-STABILITY, ENTROPY AND ENERGY GAP FOR
SUPERCRITICAL FUJITA EQUATION

KELEI WANGT, JUNCHENG WEI*, AND KE WU*

ABSTRACT. We study some problems on self similar solutions to the Fujita equa-
tion when p > (n+2)/(n—2), especially, the characterization of constant solutions
by the energy. Motivated by recent advances in mean curvature flows, we introduce
the notion of F—functional, F-stability and entropy for solutions of supercritical
Fujita equation. Using these tools, we prove that among bounded positive self sim-
ilar solutions, the constant solution has the lowest entropy. Furthermore, there
is also a gap between the entropy of constant and non-constant solutions. As an
application of these results, we prove that if p > (n 4 2)/(n — 2), then the blow
up set of type I blow up solutions is the union of a (n — 1)— rectifiable set and a
set of Hausdorff dimension at most n — 3.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the Cauchy problem

Ou = Au+ JulP~lu, in R" x (0,7), (1.1)
u(-,0) = uy, '

where p > 1 and uy € L®(R"). It is well known (see [11]) that solutions of (1.1)
may blow up in a finite time. Here a solution wu(z,t) is said to blow up in a finite
time T if u(x,t) satisfies (1.1) and

lim sup [|u(-, £) 0 = o0.
t—T

A point zg is called a blow-up point if there exist sequences {x;} and {t;} such that

lim zp = 29, lim ¢, =7, lim |u(ag, yp)| = +o00.
k—o00 k—o0 k—00

The set X consisting of all the blow-up points is termed the blow-up set. For any
xog € X, T (u,xq) is the set of blow-up limits of u at zo. In the setting of geometric
measure theory, T (u, (zo, 7)) is usually called the set of tangent functions.

The finite time blow up is said to be of type I if

limsup(T — )71 |u(-,£)|| o < oo,
t—T

and of type II if
lim sup(T — )77 (-, £) ]| oo = 400,
t—=T
where T is the maximal existence time of the L* solution wu.
In a series of papers, Giga and Kohn [13, 14, 15] studied the asymptotic behavior
of blow-up solutions to (1.1) when 1 < p < ps(n), where

| Hoo, if1<n <2,
P =\ m2 i >3
In order to analyzing (1.1), Giga and Kohn consided the self similar transform

1

w(y.7) = (T )7 Tu(e,t), o= (T—)iy, T—t=c".
If w satisfies (1.1), then w satisfies

1 1
0w — Aw + J- Vw + % lwP~lw = 0. (1.2)
p —_—
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In particular, if w is a stationary solution of (1.2), then w satisfies

1 1
It is clear that (1.3) has three constant solutions 0, +r, where
11
= p—1 .

Giga and Kohn [13] proved that if 1 < p < ps(n) and u is a finite blow up solution
of (1.1) satisfying

sup (T — )7 7|u(z, )| < 0o. (1.4)
R” x (0,T)
Then for any zy € R,
lim (T — )7 u(zo + (T —t)y,t) = 0 or +k (1.5)

t—T

uniformly for y bounded. Their proof relies on two ingredients: first there is the
generalized Pohozaev identity for bounded solutions of (1.3)

n 2—n 1/1 1
+ Vuwlpdy + = | = — —— 2IVw|*pdy = 0 1.6
(2 +257) [vutotr+ g (5 - ) [ bewuksi =0 o)

where p = (4m)™/ 2¢=1v*/4 is the Gaussian. Second the following Giga-Kohn energy
functional
1 2 1 2 p+1
Blul(r) = 5 [ Vulody+ 5 [ ulody— = [ oy
is monotonically decreasing for bounded solutions of (1.2).

In [14], Giga and Kohn proved that if 1 < p < ps(n),uo > 0, then (1.1) has only
type I finite blow up solutions. In [15], Giga and Kohn proved the nondegeneracy
of the blow ups: we can tell whether or not a point a is a blow up point by studying
the asymptotic behavior of the solution in a backward spacetime parabola based
at (a,T). In [18], Merle and Zaag classified all the bounded global nonnegative
solutions to (1.2) defined on R" x R.

Due to the above mentioned results, the blow up phenomenon of (1.1) when
1 < p < ps(n) has been well understood. In the remaining part of the paper, we
assume that n > 3,p > (n+2)/(n — 2).

1

1.1. Setting and main results. For any bounded smooth function, let

1 1 1
E = %pd — 2ody — —— P 1.
) =5 [ IVuloty+ s [ty = — [ et o)

be the weighted energy of w. For any constant m such that m > x, we denote
By = {w : w is a positive solution of (1.3) such that ||w||pe@ny < m}.
Since k € By, then B, ,, is not empty. The first main result is the following.
Theorem 1.1. Assume n > 3,p > (n+2)/(n —2). Then for any w € By, n,
E(w) > E(k).
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In Theorem 1.1, the constant m is not important. Therefore, what we essentially
proved is that the positive constant solution has the lowest energy among bounded
positive self similar solutions.

Remark 1.2. Let
E = {the set of bounded radially symmetric solutions of (1.3)}.
It has been proved by Matano and Merle [17, Theorem 1.4] that
E(w) > E(k), for any w € E\{0}.

Furthermore, the equality holds if and only if w = +k. Their proof is “parabolic”
and is based on the zero-number argument.

Next, we prove that not only the constant solution has the lowest energy among
functions in B,, ,,, but there is a gap to the second lowest.

Theorem 1.3. Assume n > 3,p > (n+ 2)/(n — 2). Then there exists a positive
constant € depends on n, p, m such that if w € B, ,, and w is not the positive constant
solution of (1.3), then

E(w) > E(k) + €.

After Giga-Kohn’s pioneering paper [13], it is known that the analysis of blow up
phenomena of (1.1) is closely related to properties of solutions of (1.3). For finite
time blow up solutions of (1.1), we can apply Theorem 1.3 to prove the following
result.

Proposition 1.4. Letn > 3,p > (n+2)/(n —2),uy > 0 and let
u(x,t) # k(T —t) »1

be a solution of the equation (1.1) that blows up at T. Assume there is a positive
constant m > k such that

w(z,t) <m(T —1) 71, nR"x(0,T). (1.8)

For any R > 0, we set ¥ = XN Br(0). Then

( ) Yp=Yn1UXp 35

(2) X, is relatively open in X2, and it is countably (n — 1)-rectifiable;

(3) dzmH( 3)<n-—3;

(4) o € Xy—1 if and only if T(u,x) = {k}.

If p > ps(n), it is known that (1.1) can have type II blow up solutions. We refer

o [7] and [8] for some interesting examples. Therefore, it is plausible to extend

Theorem 1.1 to unbounded solutions of (1.3). In order to clarify this problem, we
first give the definition of suitable weak solutions.

Definition 1.5 (Suitable weak solutions). A function w € H}

loc(Rn) N Lp+1(Rn) .
a suitable weak solution of (1.3), if

loc

2
/ [Vwl? + w? + w5 dy < oo

and
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(1) w is a weak solution of (1.3), that is, for any n € C(R™),
_l? 1 _l? 1l
0= Vw-Vne 1T dy+ | wneTd dy — |w[P~ wne™ "4 dy.

(2) w satisfies the stationary condition, that is , for any Y € C§°(R™, R"),

1 Y.
0=— DY(Vw,Vw)pdy+§/ |Vwl|?(div ——2y)pdy
Rn n
+ d — = Nody — —— p+1 d — N pdw.
w5 [ty ==y = [Pty = Sy

It is easy to check that bounded smooth solutions are suitable weak solutions.
However, a suitable weak solution need not to be smooth everywhere. Indeed, it is
easy to check that if n > 3,p > (n+ 2)/(n — 2), then

w(y) = L% <n— 2 — %)} w1 ly| 7T

is a suitable weak solution of (1.3) which is not smooth at the origin. For any
suitable weak solution w, let Reg(w) be the regular part of w, then Reg(w) is an
open subset of R". We set

B, = {w : w is a suitable weak solution of (1.3) and w > 0 on Reg(w)}.
Theorem 1.6. Ifn <3 orn>4,(n+2)/(n—2)<p<(n+1)/(n—23), then
E(w) = E(k)
for any w € B,.

1.2. Idea of the proof: F-functional and entropy. For a hypersurface 3 of
Euclidean space R"*!, the entropy is defined by

|z —xq[?

AX) = sup(4nty)~2 / e o dx.
b

Here the supremum is taking over all t, > 0 and xz, € R™*!. This quantity was
introduced by Colding -Minicozzi [4]. As a consequence of Huisken’s monotonicity
formula, it is non-increasing along the mean curvature flow, thus giving a Lyapunov
functional. In [5], Colding— Ilmanen-Minicozzi-White proved that within the closed
smooth self-shrinking solutions of the mean curvature flow in R"*! not only does
the round sphere have the lowest entropy, but also there is a gap to the second
lowest. Based on this result, they conjectured that, for 2 < n < 6, the round sphere
minimizes the entropy among all closed hypersurfaces. Using a cleverly constructed
weak mean curvature flow that ensured the extinction time singularity was of a
special type, this conjecture was verified by Bernstein and Wang [1].

As pointed by Velazquez in [20], the structure of singularities which arise in mean
curvature flow is strikingly similar to those appearing in (1.1). Because of this
reason, we will borrow some ideas from [4] and [5] to consider bounded solutions of
(1.3). Inspired by the program developed by Colding and Minicozzi [4, 5], we will
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introduce the notation of F'— functional and entropy. In the setting of (1.1), for a
bounded C! function w, the F'— functional is defined by

1 ptl
Froao(w) =5 (1) [ V0l Gly — an,tody
Rn
1 P 1
- m(—tO)”’l [wPG(y — w0, t0)dy (1.9)
1 2
+ m(—to)p’l / w?G(y — wo, to)dy,

where for any (y,t) € R" x (—00,0),

G(y,t) = (—4mt) " Zeir,
In particular,

Gy, —1) = ply) = (4m)"2e” 1,
The motivation of defining F'— functional in this way comes from Giga-Kohn’s mono-
tonicity formula (see [13, Proposition 3]). The main property of these functionals is
that a bounded function is a critical point of F}, ,, if and only if it is the time ¢ = ¢,
slice of a self similar solution of (1.1). Using the F'—functionals, we can also define
the entropy A(w) of a bounded smooth function to be the supremum of the F,
functionals

0,to

Mw) = sup Fopto(w). (1.10)
zoERM toE(—00,0)

Similarly we can define F'—stable and entropy-stable solutions. Under some con-
ditions, we show that these two definitions are equivalent. Using this fact, we can
perturb a bounded non-constant positive solution of (1.3), while reducing the en-
tropy and making the solution of (1.2) starting at this perturbed function blows up
at a finite time. Finally, we use an induction argument to show that the minimizer
of A(w) among B, ,, is attained by the constant. An entropy gap (or energy gap) is
also obtained.

Finally, we point out even though Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3 suggest that
the positive constant solution of (1.3) serve the same role as the round sphere in
mean curvature flow. There are still some striking differences. For instance, if a
mean curvature flow in R"*! starting at a closed smooth embedded hypersurface
has only generic singularities, then the round sphere is included in the lowest strata
So ! consists of isolated points (see [6, Lemma 4.2]). However, for finite blow up
solutions of (1.1), the constant solution & is included in the top strata S,,. This will
lead to some essential difficulties in our analysis.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall several results which will be used later.

'Here we have adopted the notations in [6, Section 4]
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Lemma 2.1. Let w be a bounded solution of the equation

1
Aw — % -Vw — Ew + |w|p—1w - O> in R™. (21)

There exists a positive constant M’ depending only on n,p and |(w|| peomn) such that
V| + |[Viw| + |Viw| < M, in R"
Proof. This is proved in [13, Proposition 1’]. O
Next, we prove a regularity result for solutions of (2.1) which decay at infinity.

Lemma 2.2. Assume w is a bounded solution of (2.1) satisfying, for some positive
constant C,

w| < C(L+y) 77, inR" (2.2)
Then there exists a positive constant Cy such that
(L+ lg) 7 [ V| + (L4 [y)* 7 V2w < G, in R™ (2:3)
Proof. Let
u(z,t) = (—t) 7w (%) . (2.4)
Then u satisfies
Ou = Au+ |ulP"'u, in R" x (—o0,0). (2.5)

By (2.2), u is bounded on (B(0)\B1,4(0)) x [-~1,0). Thus we get from parabolic
regularity estimates (see the proof of [13, Proposition 1]) that

: 1
[Vl + V20 < 1, in (Byy2(0)\B2(0))  [=3.0)
for some positive constant ¢;. By scaling back, we can get (2.3). n

For any bounded solution w of (2.1), let u be the function defined by (2.4). Next,
we recall the following monotonicity formula.

Lemma 2.3 (Monotonicity formula). Fiz (x,t) € R"x(—00,0), then for any T > t,
the function

1 ptl
E(sia, T,u) =5(=s)7 [ |Vuly, T+ )’Gly — 2, 5)dy
R”

1 p+1
- / WPy T+ )Gy — 2, s)dy  (2.6)
Rn
1 2
+m(—8)p1/ w?(y, T+ 5)G(y — x,5)dy

is nonincreasing with respect to s in (—oo, —(T' —t)). If T > t, then E(s;x,T,u) is
nonincreasing with respect to s in (—oo, —(T — t)].

Proof. This is a reformulation of [13, Proposition 3]. O
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For any (z,t) € R" x (—o00,0], we take 7" =t into (2.6). The monotonicity of £
allows us to define the density function

Oz, t;u) = liII(l)E(S;l’,t,u). (2.7)

The density function defined in (2.7) satisfies the following two properties, whose
proof are standard.

Lemma 2.4. The density function © is upper semi-continuous in the sense that if
(x5, t;) s a sequence of points converging to (Tuo,ts), then

O(Too, too; u) > limsup O(z;, t; u).

1—00

Proof. For any € > 0, choose an s < 0 such that
E(8; Tooy too, 1) < O(Xoo, toos u) + €.
Because (x;,t;) = (Too, t) and w is a bounded solution of (2.1), we get from Lemma
2.1 that
E(s;xi ti,u) = E(8; Too, too, 1)
as ¢ — oo. Hence
E(s;xiti,u) < O(Too, too; u) + 26
provided that 7 is large enough. Let s — 0 and ¢ — 0, we get the desired claim. [
Lemma 2.5. For any (zo,ty) € R" x (—00,0], we have O(xq,to;u) < O(0,0;u).
If ©(z,to; u) = O(0,0;u), then u is backward self similar with respect to (xg,to).
Moreover, for any a € R and (z,t) € R" x (—00,0),
u(axg + x, a’ty +t) = u(x, t).
Proof. Define the blow down sequence of u at (xg,tg) by
un(z,t) = Ao Tu(zo + Az, t + A2),

where A — +o00. Since w is a bounded solution of (2.1) and w is backward self
similar with respect to (0,0), then

up(z,t) = u( A" oo + 2, A2 + 1) — ula,t)
locally uniformly in R™ x (—o0,0). This uniform convergence implies that for s < 0,
0(0,0;u) = E(s;0,0,u) = lim E(s;0,0,uy) = lim E(A\%s;xg,to,u) (2.8)
A—4o00 A—+o00

= lim E(7;x0,t,u) > O(xg,t0;u).

T——00

Here in the last inequality we have used the monotonicity formula at (xq, to).
Assume that ©O(xg, to; u) = O(0,0;u). For any a > 0, we have

@(azo,aQto;u) = O(z,to;u) = 0(0,0;u).

Thus u is backward self similar with respect to (axg, a*ty). Since u is also backward
self similar with respect to (0,0), for any A > 0, we have

u(azg + x,a’ty +1) = )\ﬁu(azzo + Az, a’ty + N*t) = u(A taxzy + 2, A 2aPty + 1).
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Since u is smooth, for any (z,t) € R" x (—o00,0),

lim u(A tazg + z, (aX) *tg + 1) = u(x, t).

A——+o00

Thus
u(axg + x, a’ty +t) = u(x,t).

The case a < 0 can be obtained similarly, hence we have finished the proof. O
Finally, for bounded solutions of (1.3), we recall the following Liouville type result.

Theorem 2.6. Ifn <2 orn>3,1<p<(n+2)/(n—2), then the only bounded
solutions of (2.1) are the trivial ones w =0 and w = +k.

Proof. As mentioned in the introduction, Giga and Kohn [13, Theorem 1] obtained
the Pohozaev type identity

n 2—n Ly 1.1 1 Ly
0= + Vuwl’e " Tdy+ = (5 — —— 2|Vw|?e™ T dy.
25 [P G - ) [ P
Then Theorem 2.6 follows directly from this identity. O

3. A VARIATIONAL CHARACTERIZATION OF SELF SIMILAR SOLUTIONS

3.1. The general first variation formula. Assume ¢ € C§°(R"), z(s) and ¢(s)
are variations such that

l’(O) = Zo, t(O) = tp, zl(o) = Yo, t/(O) =h.
Consider the F'— functional defined in (1.9), then

p+

Futoo(w-+56) =5 (=) F [ 19w+ 50) PGl = a(), t(s))dy

1 p+1

= St [t so G = a(s). )iy

p+1
ST [ (w0 0P Gy — a(9). ).

2(p—1)

Notice that

- ((—m(s))—%e% )

n la)oul® {_nt’(S) (z(s) —y)-a'(s) _ t'(s)]a(s) —yP

=(—4mi(s)) 2 e 7O + - :

2t(s) 2t(s) 4t2(s)
thus
2 (Fuosco o+ 50)
p+1 2, )
T3 =1) (=t(s))7=T'(s) = [Vw + sVo["Gy — 2(s), t(s))dy

() FEG) [ ot s6PGly = a(s), )y
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(—t(s)7T 1 (s) / (w + 56)°Gly — o(s). 1(s))dy

n

(p—1)
+ () B [ (Tu+50)- VoGl — o). 1(5))dy

(s P / w+ 5P (w + s6)6G(y — 2(s), t(s))dy

N %1(_,5(8»;1 / (w+ 56)6G(y — a(s), t(s))dy

b
b1t /n|w+sv¢| Gy — 2(s), 1(s))
X[_Ziés)ux(s) ;tzn)-x’(s) (s (2<)3> o,
~ ]ﬁ< / [w + e[ Gy — x(s), t(s))
< + SR - e e
. 2(p1_ St /n(w + 590Gy — (s),1(5))

Take s = 0 into the above formula, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.1 (The first variation formula). Let w be a bounded smooth function.
Assume ¢ € CP(R™), x(s) and t(s) are variations such that

x(0) =z, t(0)=tyg, 2'(0)=1wo, t(0)=h.
Then

0
&(Fx(s)ﬂf(s) (w + 50))]s=0

p+1 L 9 B
s ) [ VPG = an to)dy

1
b (—t)7Th [ [P Gy — z0, to)dy
1

R Y 2G(y —
(p_ 1)2( tO) h/Rnw G(y antO)dy

+ (- to) /R(Vw V¢)G(y — xo, to)dy

pl _
— (—tg)r T lwP M we Gy — 0, to)dy
Rn

1

+@—D

()7 [ w06y = zo,to)dy
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+ %(—to)z_+i - [Vwl*G(y — 2o, t0) (3.1)
» [_;I_Z I (2o —251) Yo h|x21t_(2) y|2]d
g [ G )
o [_721_:) n (w0 —Qt?j)) Yo h|5”(:1t_(2) y|2]dy
+ gm0 [ G =t
—_ ) . —yl?
" [_;_Z n (2o 251) Yo h|$(;t(2) yl Id

Definition 3.2. Let w be a bounded smooth function. If for all variations x(s),t(s)
and ¢ € Cg°(R™), we have

0

&(Fw(S),t(S)(w + 5¢))]s=0 = 0,
then we say that w is a critical point for the functional F, 4, .

3.2. Critical points of F— functional are self similar solutions. In this sec-
tion, we will prove that w is a critical point of F}, ;, if and only if it is the time —t,
slice of a self similar solution of

Ou = Au+ |ul'u, inR" x (—o0,0)
that becomes extinct at the point zy and time 0.

Proposition 3.3. A bounded smooth function w is a critical point of Fy, 4, if and
only if w is a solution to the equation

Y — o 1 —1 .
Aw+—— - Vuo+ ——w—+ |wP"w=0, inR" 3.2
2t (p — Do el (3.2)
Proof. Obviously, it is sufficient to prove this for xg = 0 and t; = —1.
First assume w is a critical point of Fy ;. Taking yo = 0 and h = 0 into (3.1), we

see that for any ¢ € C5°(R"),

1
0= / Vw - Vopdy + —— wopdy — / lw[P~twepdy. (3.3)
n p - ]- R"'L R"'L
Thus . .
0= / {—div(pr) - ——w+ |w\p_1w] opdy.
It follows that w satisfies (3.2).
Next, assume w is a solution of (3.2) with xy = 0,ty = —1. We need to show that
for any yo, h and ¢ € C5°(R"),

0

g(Fx(s),t(s) (w + 59))]s=0 = 0.
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This is equivalent to the requirement that

p+1
2(p—1)

h
_gjﬁéﬂ%@+/ﬁMWWMy

1
L wipdy - / P~ lwgdy (3.4)
p—1 R7 R™
1 o [nh yoyo  hlyl?
- LA NN LI Y
T3 Rn|vw|{2+ 2 g |

1 h : hly|?
|w\p+1 {n_ + Y- Y _ M] pdy

Cp+1 e 2 2 4

1 o [nh yoyo Ryl
S o . dy.
+2(p—1)/Rnw{2+ 2 I

Multiplying both sides of (1.3) by pw and integrating by parts, we get

h
h / Velody + —— [ |wp*pdy

1
0= |Vw|?pdy — lwPpdy + —— [ w?pdy. (3.5)
R R™ P — 1 R™

By [13, Formula (3,17)], we have

2—n
0=
2

2 _ n 2
-~ V| pdy 25— 1) /nw pdy

n 1
+—— | JwPedy + = [ |y |Vw|*pdy (3.6)
p + ]. Rn 4 Rn

1 1
- y e
=1 Ju 2051 Ja

For i = 1,2, ---n, multiplying both sides of (3.2) by pw; and integrating by parts,
we get

+ 2w pdy — ly|*|w[" pdy.

1
0=-— / Vw - Vw;pdy — —— w;wpdy + lw [P~ ww; pdy

1 ) 1 ) 1
=—z pdy — ———— pdy + —— P od
2/n(\Vw\)py 2(p_1)/n(w)p vt Rn(lw\ )ipdy

1 , 1 1
== i dy + —— w?pdy — ———— ifwlP* pdy.
4/ny|Vw|py+4(p_1)/nywpy 2(p+1)/ny|w| pdy

It follows that for any yo € R",

1 2 1 p+1
— : S o) pd 3.7
0 =5 . \Vw|*(y - yo) pdy o Rn|w| (v - yo)pdy (3.7)
1 / )
| w(y- ) pdy.
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Combining (3.3), (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7) in the way

h h 1
(3.3) — ]T(B b) — 5(3.6) + 5(3.7),
we see that (3.4) holds. Hence the proof of Proposition 3.3 is accomplished. U

4. THE SECOND VARIATION

In this section, we will calculate the second variation formula of the F'— functional
for simultaneous variations in all three parameters w, xy and ty. In particular, when
w is a bounded solution of the equation

1
Aw—y~Vw——w+\w|p_1w:O, in R",
2 p—1

we will use our calculation to formulate a notion of stability.

4.1. The general second variation formula.

Lemma 4.1. Let w be a bounded smooth function. Assume x(s) and t(s) are vari-
ations such that

z(0) = z9, t(0)=ty, 2'(0)=vyo, '(0)=h
and z"(0) =y, t"(0) = h', then

82
Ds 2( x(s),t(s) (w+5¢) |s=

)
2 2
= (—to)_H—P*l |:t()h/ + —h2:| |Vw|2G(y — X, to)dy
p Rn
{ —hz}/ \w[PT G (y — w0, to)dy

9y 2 3
— ——(~to) 24521 {—toh' + 2= h2} / w?G(y — xo,t)dy
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nh (o —y)-yo  hlrg — ?/|2
X — d
{ T e 4

(p— 1)2<—t0)ﬁ_ h/n sz(y—l’O,to)

nh ($0 - y) “Yo h‘xo - y|2
_na - d
% { o T 2t At 4

p+1
+ (—to) 1 VoI’ G(y — o, to)dy
Rn
pt1 _
— p(—to)»7 lw[P~ 9> Gy — o, to)dy
Rn

1 2

+ ——(—tg) T / ®*G(y — x0,t0)dy
p—1 R™

(1) E / (Vu- V)Gly — w0,1)

nh  (vo—y)-yo hlwg— y|2
_na - d
8 { o 2t A2 Y

P+l pe1
— 2(—tp)r? |w|PweG(y — 0, o)
R?’L

nh  (xo—y) -y hlro—y|
X |-t - d
{ ST TS A2 J
2 2
+ ———(—to)? T / woG(y — 20, o)
p - 1 n
nh ($0 - y) “Yo h‘xo - y|2
- - d
8 { 2% T 24 422 Y
1 ptl
+ 5(—150)”’1 \Vw*G(y — xo, to)
R?’L
" { nh N (o —y)-yo  hlzo —y/|? 2 nh'ty — nh?
2%, 2%, A2 212
n [yol? + (zo — ) - yolto — h(zo — y) - Yo
2t2
(W )zo — y|* + 2h(z0 — y) - yolto — 2h°|xo — yl?
At
1 pt1
— ——(—to)r ! PGy — wo,t
p—i—l( 0) o |w\ (y 0 0)
" { _n_h+ (xo —Y) - Yo B h|lzg — y|? 2_ nh'ty — nh?
210 210 482 212

lyol” + (2o — y) - yolto — h(zo — y) - Yo

[
_|_
2t3
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 [W[wo — yI* + 2h(wo — y) - yolto — 2h*|xo — y/?
4t3 dy
0

( )( 0)? 1/nw2G(y—x0,t0)

{ (xo—y)-yo hlzo—yl| > nh'ty —nh?
zu] 2% 12 22
n Yol + (2o — ) - yolto — h(zo — ) - Yo
2t2
(W |z — y|* + 2h(zo — y) - yolto — 2h*|zo — y/?
— 8 dy.
0

Proof. After some computations, we get

82
Ds 2( x(s),t(s) (w + 5¢))

_p“'l_s—l—i—ﬁ i/82
e )+ )

x / [V sVOPGy — (s), 1(5))dy

- ) ) 4 )
[+ 561Gl — a(s). 19y
1 —2+%p;3/82_8us
- Gt P — o)

x / (- 59)°Gly — 2(5), 1(5))dy

_ 22?:11) (_t(s))ﬁt/(s) /n(Vw +5V) - VoG (y — x(s), t(s))dy
2§f)_+11) (—t(s)) 7 (s) . w + s¢P~H(w + 5¢)dG(y — x(s), t(s))dy
4 2 __1,
RETEE (—t(s))r1t'(s) /Rn (w+ s¢)pG (y — x(s),t(s))dy
p+1

- ﬁ(—t(S))ﬁt'(S) . [Vw + sVoG(y — (s). t(s))

nt'(s)  (z(s) —y)-2'(s) t'(s)|z(s) —y[?
X [_ 2(s) " 2(s) T
o HNTI ) [t soP Gy - a(s).1(5)

15
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" [ nt'(s) | (x(s) —y) - 2'(s) t’(8)|x(8)—y|2] dy

+ —

2t(s) 2t(5s) 4t%(s)
2 2
S ~(—t(s)) 7T (s )/n(w+s¢) Gy — x(s),1(s))
nt'(s) | (x(s) —y)-2'(s)  t'(s)|x(s) —y|
s [ us) T s Ae(s) ]dy

+ (~t(s)) [ IVOPGy — a(s),(5))dy

—p<—t<s>>ﬁf w596y — a(s), 1(5)dy

+ L (i) [ RGy - als), t(s)dy

p—1 R™
= /R (Vw + sVo) - VOG(y — z(s), (s))

nt'(s) | (x(s) —y)-2'(s) t'(s)|x(s) —y]?
2t(s) 2t(s) T 4g2(s) ]dy

)
—2(=t(s)) 1/R [w + 36"~ (w + 56)¢G(y — x(s), t(s))
[_nt’(S) L (als) —y) -a's)  Hs)]als )—ylz] dy

”d’ﬁ

7 20(s) 2(s) 412(s)
42 (NPT [ (k50166 - 2(5),8(5)
nt(s) (o) = 9)2'(s) _ E(s)lals) — P
. {_ 21(s) 2(s) T 4%(s) ]dy
5t [ [T sToPGy — o). 1(5)
([0 )90 _ et ] ) e
2(s) 2(s) 42(s) 22(5)
L IR+ ((s) = 9) - 2 (5))s) — ¢)(as) — ) - ()
2t2(s)
[ ()]e(s) — yl? + 20(5)(als) ) - (S)H(s) = 2 (5} (lr(s) — oI
- 465(s) iy
1 ptl Pt
— ) [ sol 6l = a().49)
[0 90 _ ot ] ) e
2t(s) 2t(s) 4% (s 2t2(s)

( 2()
[2'(s)* + (2(s) — y) - "(s)]E(s) — ¥'(s)(x(s) — y) - '(s)

* 262(s)
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C[(s)|a(s) =yl + 2t (s)(w(s) — y) - ' (s)]t(s) — 2t (s)t'(s)|2(s) — yl2}
A13(s)

+ 2(p _ 1) (—t(S))E /n(w + S¢)2G(y - 1’(3)’ t(s))

dy

nt'(s) | (2(s) —y)-@'(s)  t(s)|a(s) —yl*]”  nt"(s)t(s) — nt'(s)t(s)
| {_ 2(s) T 2(s) () 2¢2(s)
L [P+ (2(s) —y) - 2"(s)]t(s) = '(s)(2(s) —y) - 2'(s)
2t2(s)
[t"(s)]ax(s) — yl* + 2t'(s) (2(s) — y) - 2 (s)]E(s) — 2t'(s)t'(s)|(s) — y/?
- 15(s) Jelv
The proof is finished by substituting s = 0 into the above formula. O
In particular, if 2(0) = 0,¢(0) = —1, then the second variation formula is given

by the following result.

Lemma 4.2. Let w be a bounded smooth function. Assume z(s),t(s) are variations
such that

z(0) =0, (0)=-1, 2'(0)=yo, (0)=h
and 2"(0) =y}, t"(0) = 1/, then

82
Ds 2( z(s),t(s) (w+5¢))|

p+1 I 2 2
= —h —|——h Vw|*pd

1 ! 2 2 p+1
o =) [ ey

1 p—3 3
_2(pp+1)
p—1
2(p+1 _ 4
+%1)h/ lw[P~twepdy — mh/ waopdy

+1 nh : hly|?
_p h |v |2[ y yO_ |y| ]dy

n n(Vw Vo) pdy

p— 2 4

2 nh y-yo hly
_Z R _ D9 g 4.1
+p_ Rn\wl g+ L (4.1)

2 o mh y-yo  hlyl?

1
+ | |VolPpdy —p \wlp 'o?pdy + —— | ¢*pdy
Rn p—1Jgn
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) 2
o [ (Vu oy + 0 - g,

2 4
h y-yo  hly]?
-9 p—1 n Z I
e
2 nh y-yo hlyP
+ — wqbp[ 5 1 |dy
nh y-yo hly*, nh +nh?
Vuwl? -
2Rn|w|{[2+2 o
—lyol> + vy - yh + hy - yo h’|y|2—2hy~yo+2h2\y\2}d
2 - A y
1 [ g y~yo_h|y|2]2+nh’+nh2
Cp+1 9 9 1 2
— |y +y Yo +hy-yo  Rlyl> —2hy - yo + 2h%[y)?
+|o| 20 o Myl 40 II}dy
1 o mh y-yo  hlyl*,  nh'+nh?
+2(p—1)/n M5+ 7
2 / / 2 2 2
—|yol*+y-yo+hy-yo Nyl —2hy-yo+ 2h%y
N |90l 20 o Myl 40 H}dy_

4.2. The second variation of self similar solutions. In this section, we will spe-
cialize our calculations from the previous section to the case where w satisfies (2.1).
In this case, by using (2.1), the second order variation formula can be simplified.

Theorem 4.3. Let x(s),t(s) are variations of 0,—1 with 2'(0) = yo,t'(0) = h and
z"(0) =y, t"(0) = h'. Ifw is a bounded solution of (2.1), then for any ¢ € C§°(R™),

92
@(Fx(s),t(s)(w + 50))|s=0
1
2
" h/ ( B V“’) dpdy — | d(Vw - yo)pdy (4.2)
n Rn
1 1
a 5/ (Vw - yo)(Vw - yo) pdy — hz/ (jw+ Z . Vw)?pdy.
In particular, we have
92
Os 2( z(s),t(s) (w—l— 50))|s=
1
|V¢| pdy + = | &y —p lep‘1¢2pdy (4.3)
Rn

2
+ h/ (Fw +y- Vw) ppdy — | ¢(Vw - yo)pdy.
n Rn
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Proof. This is proved by combining several identies together. We will postpone the
proof of this result to Appendix A. O

The second variation formula above allows us to formulate a notion of stability.

Definition 4.4. Let w be a bounded solution of (2.1). If for every ¢ € C{°(R™),
there exists variations x(s),t(s) with

z(0) =0, t(0) = —1, 2'(0) = yo, t'(0) = h, 2"(0) =y, t"(0) = A’
such that
92
@(Fx(s),t(s) ('LU + s¢))|s:0 2 Oa
then we say that w s F'—stable.

Roughly speaking, a bounded solution of (2.1) is F'—stable if modulo translations
and dilations, the second derivative of the F— functional is non-negative for all
variations at the given solution.

Remark 4.5. From [13], we know that the energy functional of (1.3) is

1 1 1
(w) 5 /n |Vw|*pdy + 20— 1) /nw pdy Pl |w[P™ pdy

Thus we can also define a notion of stability as follows: w is stable if for any
¢ € Cg°(R™), the quadratic form

Q60) = [ 19efpdy+

1 B
¢*pdy — p / [w|P~ ¢ pdly
(P - 1) Rn R™

is nonnegative definite. However, it is easy to check that if we use this notation,

then any nonzero self similar solution is unstable. Therefore, this kind of stability
can not provide any useful information.

5. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE CONSTANT SOLUTION

Our next objective is to classify F'—stable self similar solutions. Before doing this,
we first prove a result concerning the constant solutions of (2.1).

Proposition 5.1. Let w be a bounded solution of (2.1), then w is the constant
solution of (2.1) if and only if the function

2
Aw)(y) = ﬁw(y) +y - Vw(y) (5.1)
does not change sign in R".
Remark 5.2. In a recent paper [3|, Choi and Huang proved a similar result for
smooth linearly stable self-similar solutions * of the equation (1.1) under an integral
condition for all p > 1.

2The precise definition of linearly stable self similar solution can be found in [3, Definition 2.1].
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In order to give the proof of Proposition 5.1, we first recall the weighted spaces

loc

n n _M
LERY) = {g € L (R") = [ |g(y)|%e” " dy < oo}
Rn

and
H,(R") = {g € LL(R") : [Vg| +|g| € L (R™)}.
The inner product on L? (R") is defined by

2
|y

(U1, ¥2)w = - PYripge” 4 dy. (5.2)

Then both L?(R™) and H'(R™) are Hilbert spaces.
For any bounded solution of (2.1), we define the linear operator

Lp=y-2.9y - p%lw + pluwfP1y. (5.3)

Recall that A € R is an eigenvalue of L if there is a non-zero function f € H!(R")
such that Lf + A\f = 0. The operator L is not self adjoint with respect to the
usual L? inner product because of the first order term. However, using integration
by parts, we easily see that L is a self adjoint operator in L?(R™) with domain
D(L) := H!(R™). Since the natural embedding ¢ : H!(R") < L2 (R") is compact,
standard spectral theory gives the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. Assume w is a bounded solution of (2.1) and L is defined by (5.3).
Then

(1) L has a sequence of eigenvalues \y < Ag < -+ - .
(2) There is an orthogonal basis { fy} for L2 (R"™) with Lfy, + M\.fr = 0.
(3) The smallest eigenvalue Ay is simiple and can be characterized by
Mo inf Jer IVUPpdy + 55 [on ©2pdy = p [5n IWI”‘I@DQ,Ody‘
weH}, (R Jgn V2 pdy

(4) Any eigenfunction associated to Ny does not change sign.

(5.4)

The next lemma shows that the operator L has two explicit eigenfunctions which
are induced by scaling and translations.

Lemma 5.4. If w is a bounded solution of the equation (2.1), then

1
Lw; SWir 1= 1,2,--- . n, (5.5)
2 2
L{—w+y -Vw)|=——w+y-Vuw. (5.6)
p—1 p—1
Proof. Since w satisfies (1.3), fori =1,2,---  n,
Y 1 1 —1
Aw; — = - S — =W — ——W; P~ = 0.
wi = Vw; 5 Wi - 1wﬁ—p|w| w; =0

Hence we get (5.5).
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To show (5.6), consider the variation wy(y) = A¥®~Dw(\y). Since w satisfies
(1.3), wy satisfies

2 2
Awy — 2y - Vwy —
S L A Sl

Taking derivative with respect to A at A = 1, we obtain

2 2
O:A<—w+y Vw)—y~v<—w+y Vw)
p 2 p

Wy + |’LU>\|p_1’LU)\ =0. (5.7)

1 1

1 2 2
- ——w+y -V | +plwf [ —w+y-Vw (5.8)
p—1\p—1 p—1

2
— (—1w+y Vw)

which is (5.6). O

With Corollary 5.3 and Lemma 5.4 in hand, we now have all of the tools that we
need to prove Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. If w is the constant solution of (1.3), then it is clear that
either A(w) =0 or

Afw)(y) = £2(=)7

Thus A(w) does not change sign in R”.

Next, we need to prove that if A(w) does not change sign, then w is the constant
solution of (2.1).

Assume that A(w) does not change sign. By Lemma 5.4 and the strong maximum
principle, either A(w) = 0 or up to a sign, A(w) is positive in R"™. If the first case
holds (A(w) = 0), then w is a 2/(p — 1)— homogeneous solution of

Aw + |w|P'w =0, in R™\{0}.

Since we have assumed that w is bounded, then w is smooth in R™. The homogeneity
then implies that w = 0.

If the second case holds, then we know from Lemma 5.4 and the last statement in
Corollary 5.3 that —1 is the smallest eigenvalue of the operator L defined in (5.3).
Therefore, for any ¢ € H} (R"),

1 B
0< [ [Vol|*pdy + o1 Opdy—p [ JwlP'¢?*pdy + [ &Ppdy. (5.9)
n Rn Rn Rn

By taking ¢ = w into (5.9), we get

1
0 </ \Vw|?pdy + —] w?pdy — p |w|P* pdy +/ w?pdy. (5.10)
n Rn

n

RTL
Multiplying both sides of (1.3) by wp and integrating by parts, we get
1
0 :/ Vulpdy + —— | wPpdy - / P pdy. (5.11)
R" p— n

RTL
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Combining (5.10) and (5.11), we have

(1=p) [ Julpdy+ [ wtpdy =0 (512)
On the other hand, we get from (5.11) that
=p) [ Jul oty [ atpdy=—-1) [ Vel <o (513
Hence
(1—p) |w[PT pdy + / w?pdy = 0. (5.14)
Plugging (5.14) into (5.11), weRg?et "
/Rn |Vw|*pdy = 0. (5.15)
Thus w is a constant function. U

Remark 5.5. The proof of Proposition 5.1 indicates that a much more suitable

choice to define “Morse index” of solutions of (2.1) is the number of eigenvalues of
L less than 1.

Remark 5.6. If we do not assume w is a bounded solution of (2.1), then
1

2 2 p—1 2
ly| "1

w(y) = E(R—Q—E)

is a solution of (2.1) with A(w)(y) =0 on R"\{0}.

6. CLASSIFICATION OF F'-STABLE SELF SIMILAR SOLUTIONS

In this section, we will combine the second variation formula and the charac-
terization of the constant solution to prove that the constant solution is the only
candidate for a bounded solution of (2.1) to be F'— stable.

Theorem 6.1. Ifw is a bounded solution of (2.1) and w is not the constant solution,
then w is not F'-stable.

Proof. If w is not the constant solution of (2.1), then the function A(w) defined in
(5.1) can not vanish identically. Moreover, we know from Lemma 5.4 that A(w) is
an eigenfunction for .
Ao p—1
L=A 5 \% p_l—l—p|w|

associated with eigenvalue —1. By Proposition 5.1, A(w) changes sign. Since A(w)
changes sign, then the last statement in Corollary 5.3 yields —1 is not the smallest
eigenvalue for L. Thus, we can get a positive function f with Lf + \f = 0, where
A1 < —1 is the smallest eigenvalue for L. Since L is self-adjoint in the weighted
space H!(R"), f is orthogonal to the eigenfunctions with different eigenvalues. In

particular, we have
2
/ (ijLy-Vw) fpdy =0 (6.1)
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and for any 1y, € R"
[ (- fpdy = (6.2
Substituting (6.1) and (6.2) into (4.3) gives

82
@(Fx(s),t(s)(w +5f))|s=0

1
=/ IV fPpdy + —— fzpdy—p/ lw|P~! 2 pdy
Rn p—= R™ Rn

1
2
+ h/ (Fw +y- Vw) fedy— | f(Vw-yo)pdy (6.3)
n Rn
1 1
- 5/ (Vw - yo)(Vw - yo) pdy — h2/ (jw + 2 Vw)?pdy

<-\ f2pdy.
R?’L

It follows that

82
552 (P16 (@ + 5))|s=0 < 0

for any choice of h and y,. By the definition, w is not F-stable, thus the proof is
completed. O

Remark 6.2. In the proof of Theorem 6.1, the variation we can choose is not
unique. Indeed, assume f is the first positive eigenfunction of L and & is a small
positive constant which will be determined later. Let us take ¢ = f + & into the
second variation formula. Without loss of generality, we may normalize f so that

Jan fPody = 1. Then

82
a2 L)) (W + s(f +€)))ls=0

1
=/ IVf|2pdy—p/ Jw|P~ 1f2pdy+— f?pdy

1 R

2
+—€ f/)y+5 /npdy

R p 1

ot / ol fody —pe? [l pdy (6.4)
n Rn

n

¢ [ (Vwempdy =5 [ (V- w)(Tw- oy
R”

1 1 1 1
+ 2h& (jw—l—Qy Vw)pdy — hz/ (jw+ —y - Vw)?pdy

<\ [ [Ppdy +3; )(£2+5)

R
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If we choose & so that

WD«

then .
Os 2( w(s),t(s) (W + 8(f +£)))|s=0 <0

for any choice of h and yq.

In view of Theorem 6.1, it will be natural to ask whether the constant solution is
F— stable. By the second variation formula, it is clear that 0 is F'—stable. Next,
we will show if w is the positive solution of (2.1), then the only way to decrease the
Fy 1 functional is to translate in space; this will not be used elsewhere.

Proposition 6.3. If w is the positive constant solution of (2.1), then for any func-
tion ¢ such that

/ yiopdy =0, 1=1,2,---n,

there exist yo, h such that

52
Js 2( w(s),4(s) (W + 50))|s=0 > 0.

=
w=K=|—0 .
p—1

Plugging this into (4.2), we have

Proof. By the assumption,

82
@(Fx(s),t(s) (w + 59))|s=0
2 2 2hw h2u2 (6.5)
= | |Volipdy — ¢pdy+— | ondy = [ oy
R™ .

Let Ly be the operator deﬁned by
1
Loy = Ay — §y V.

For the operator Ly, we have the following classical result on its eigenvalues.

Lemma 6.4. The eigenvalues of the operator Ly are given by
)‘k:_|a|/2> Q= (Oél,Oég,-'- >an)>
where a; is a nonnegative integer for 1 <i <mn.

Let a be a constant such that

/n(¢ —a)pdy =0 (6.6)
and let ¢o(y) = ¢(y) — a. Then

82
52 (P16 (w + 50))]s=0
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= [ |[Vool’pdy — [ gpdy
R Rn

h 1 1 h? 1 2
2 (—— Vo 1q — T 42
" p—l(p—l) ! (p—1)2(p—1) ¢
h 1 o
= OG- a)® + g Vol *pdy — : dypdy.
If we choose h so that
()P -0 =0
p—1p-1 -
then Lemma 6.4 implies
82
a 2( z(s),t(s) (’UJ + S¢))|s:0 Z 0.
Hence the proof of Proposition 6.3 is complete. U

Remark 6.5. A similar result holds for —k.

7. ENTROPY

The entropy A(w) of a bounded smooth function w is defined to be
AMw) = sup Foyto(w).

zoER™ toE€(—00,0)
Remark 7.1. The notion of entropy is used by Colding and Minicozzi (see [4]) in
mean curvature flow to classify generic singularities. This quantity can be used to
measure the complexity of self shrinkers. As discussed in [4], the advantage of the
entropy functional is that it is invariant under dilations, rotations, or translations
of w. The main disadvantage of the entropy is that for a variation ws, it need not
depend smoothly on s.

Definition 7.2. We will say that a bounded function w is entropy stable if it is a
local minimum for the entropy functional.

7.1. The entropy is achieved for bounded self similar solutions. Although
in the definition of entropy, the supremum is over a noncompact space-time domain,
the next lemma shows that for a bounded solution of (2.1), the function (xg,ty) —
Fyo1,(w) has a global maximum at xy = 0,ty = —1.

Lemma 7.3. If w is a bounded solution of (2.1), then A(w) is achieved at (0, —1).

Proof. For any bounded solution of (2.1), set u(z,t) = (—t)"Y/®" Dw(x//—1). It
follows from Lemma 2.3 that for any (z,t) € R" x (—00,0) and T' > ¢,

Bls;a,Tu) =3 (~5)55 [ [Vu(y, T+ 5)PCly — o, 5)dy
R
7 0F [ T+ )Gy )y
1 2 / 9
4= (—s)p1 u(y, T+ s)*G(y — x, s)dy.
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is nonincreasing with respect to s in (—oo, —(7'—t)]. By the definition of u, we have

p+1

) T Ve e
Rn

S
T+ s

1
E(s;x,T,u) =3 (

B x K J
YT STt T+s)"”
ptl

_L< : ) w(y)PH'G
p+1 T+S R 4

<y‘¢m"ﬂs)@

" 2(pl—l) <Tis>p21/nw(y)2G (y— \/ﬁ’_TiJ dy
(w).

— e T
We take
1 1
T—t=1 z=x04/——, T=1+4+—.
to to

Since E(s;z,t,u) is nonincreasing with respect to s in (—oo, —1], then

E(-Liz,T,u) = Fy4(w) < lim E(s;z,T,u) = Fy_1(w).
5——00

Since (xg,tg) € R™ x (—00,0) can be arbitrary, we conclude that A(w) achieves its
maximum at (0, —1). O

By the definition of the weighted energy E(w) and the F'— functional, it is easy
to see that F(w) = Fy_1(w). As a direct consequence of Lemma 7.3, we have the
following.

Corollary 7.4. If w is a bounded solution of (2.1), then A\(w) = E(w).

Lemma 7.3 only tells us the location where the F'— functional achieves the maxi-
mum. For our application later, we also need to show that if w is a bounded solution
of (2.1) and

Vw -yy # 0, forany yo € R"\{0},

then (o, to) — Fyyt(w) has a strict global maximum at xy = 0,%) = —1.
Lemma 7.5. Suppose w is a bounded solution of (2.1) and for any yo € R™"\{0},

w is not translation invariant in the yo direction. Then for every € > 0 sufficiently
small, there exists 6 > 0 such that

sup{ Fuy.1o(w) : |zo| + |logto| > €} < A(w) — 0. (7.1)

Proof. Since w satisfies (2.1), (0,1) is a critical point of the F-functional. More-
over, the second variation formula with ¢ = 0 gives that the second derivative of
Fo(o)4(s)(w) at s = 0 along the paths

x(s) = syo, t(s)=—(1+ sh)
is given by
82

5z (P19 (w + 59)) =0
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— 1 2 1 y 2
= §/n(vw Yo)(Vw - yo)pdy — h /n (ijti Vw) pdy.

This expression is clear non-positive. Moreover, the last line vanishes only when
h=0, Vw-yg=0

or

1
Vuw - yy =0, —w+g-VwEO.
p—1 2
If yo # 0,h = 0, then in both cases w is indeed a function in R"~!. By our
assumption, this can not happen. If yg = 0, h # 0, then
92
@(Fx(s),t(s) ('LU + S¢))|s=0 =0

implies
1 Y

- TV + 5 Vw = 0.
This is equivalent to w is 2/(p — 1)—homogeneous. Since we have assumed w is
a bounded solution of (2.1), then w = 0, which contradicts our assumption that
w is not translation invariant in any direction again. Therefore, we have shown
that the second derivative at (0,1) is strictly negative. In particular, the function
(x0,t0) — Fryto(w) has a strict local maximum at (0,1). Hence for every € > 0
sufficiently small there exists 9 > 0 such that

max F.,(w) < Mw) — .
(zt)€{|z|+|log t|=c} +(w) (w)

For every (zo,to) such that |zo| + |logty| > ¢, it follows from the proof of Lemma
7.3 that for every s < —1,

FJ?OJO ('UJ) S F zQ _ st ('UJ) (72)
Vitot+1+tgs’ totltigs
Since
lim ——0  —

§—>—00 to + 1 + tOS

and
t
lim —— 20—,

§——00 _to + 1+ t()S

Then there exists § such that

Zo Sto
,— € {|z| + |logt| = €}.
<wm+rﬁ@ m+1+w) ol logt] =€}

By (7.2), we know that F,,;, (w) < A(w) — 6. Hence (7.1) holds. O
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7.2. The equivalence of F-stability and entropy-stability. Our next objective
is to prove that if w is a bounded non-constant solution of (2.1) and there exists a
positive constant ¢ such that

w| < e(1+]y)) 71, inR", (7.3)

then F'— stability and entropy stability are equivalent for w. In the course of the
proof, we need a result concerning the first eigenfunction of the operator
1 1 _
L = Ay — 3Y Vip — ]:w + plwlP .

Lemma 7.6. Assume w is a bounded non-constant solution of (2.1). Let \; be the
first eigenvalue of the eigenvalue problem

1 1
Ay — Y- Vip — m@b +plwf~lY + =0, nR" (7.4)

If f is a positive eigenfunction associated to N1, then there exists a positive constant
C such that . .
(L+[y)7rf + (L + )7V <O, inR™ (7.5)

Proof. Let A1 be the smallest eigenvalue of (7.4) and let f be a positive eigenfunction
associated to A;. Then f satisfies

1
Af_g-Vf—5t7f+mww4f+Mf=0,inR? (7.6)

Since w is a bounded non-constant solution of (2.1), \; < 1. Hence (7.3) implies
there exists a positive constant R such that that

—%(n 9 %)|y|_2 Fltplwlt 4 A <0, in RMBg(0).  (7.7)

By taking R large enough, we may also assume that
—]% +plwPt + XA <0, in|y| > Bg. (7.8)
By standard elliptic regularity theory, there exists a positive constant M such that
|f| < MR™%%, in By (7.9)

For any k > 1, consider the Dirichlet problem
Agy — 4 - Vgr — -2y gk + plwlP gk + Mg =0, in Bryx\Br,
g = [, on 0Bg, (7.10)
_2p_
gk = M|y| Pl on aBR—i—ka

Since we have assumed that (7.8) holds, the zeroth order term of the second order
elliptic equation in (7.10) has a negative sign. Notice that

_2p 2p 2p _ _ _2p
(L)Yl 7 == =2 = =)y + L+ plwf~ + Ayl 7.
p—1 p—1
Thus, it follows from (7.7), [16, Theorem 8.3] and the maximum principle that for
any k > 1, (7.10) has a unique smooth solution g, which is bounded above by
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M|y|~p)/(>+1) " By using the maximum principle again, g is bounded below by 0.
Letting k — oo, we get from the Arzeld-Ascoli theorem that {g;} converges to some
function g., in C?_(R™\ Bg), where

9o = [, on 0Bgp. ’
Moreover,
(gl < Mly| ™+, in R™\Bp. (7.12)
Multiplying both sides of (7.11) and integrating over R™\ Br, we get
plymg g g ) g
/ IV g |2pdy < oo (7.13)
Rn\BR
We claim that g, = f.
Indeed, by denoting h := f — g, then h satisfies
Ah — %-Vh—p%lh—i-p\w|p_1h+)\1h:0, in Rn\BR, (7 14)
h =0, on 0Bpg. )

Let ¢ be a smooth cutoff function such that ¢ = 1 in By, ¢ = 0 outsider By, and
|Vor| < C/k. Multiplying both sides of (7.14) by h¢?p and integrating by parts,
we get

1
0=- / IV h|*¢ipdy — —— h* @i pdy
R™\ Bp p—1 R”\ Bp

+p / w[P~ W2 @fpdy + M / h?¢ppdy (7.15)
Rn\BR R"\BR

— 2/ hoiVh - N orpdy.
R™\Bpr

Recall that we have assumes that (7.8) holds, so

/ IV ¢ipdy < —2 / horVh -V ppdy.
R"”\Br

R™\Br

Letting k — oo, we conclude that

/ |Vh|?pdy = 0.
Rn\BR

Hence h = 0 and the claim is proved.
By (7.9) and (7.12), there exists a positive constant C' such that

2p

[l <CA+y[)" >, inR" (7.16)

Let
T

) F@t) = (0" f(o=),

1 Xz

u(x,t) = (—t)_ﬁw(\/__t

Then f satisfies
Of = Af +plulP~tf, inR" x (—00,0).
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Combining (7.3) and (7.16), we see there exists a positive constant C' depending
only on n,p, w and f such that

IV f(z,t)] + |[V2f(z,t)] < C(=t)™, in By x (=2,0). (7.17)

This is equivalent to
L+ )P VA + (U + )72 (V2F < C inR\B.  (T.18)
By (7.16) and (7.18), we see (7.5) holds. O

Now we can prove the main result in this section.

Theorem 7.7. Assume w is a bounded non-constant solution of (2.1). If there
exists a positive constant C' such that

w| <C(L+y)7 T, iR,
then there is a variation w, with wg = w such that
Mws) < AM(w)
for all s # 0. In particular, w is not entropy stable.

Proof. Let us take a one-parameter variation ws = w + sf for s € [—2¢, 2¢], where
f is the first eigenfunction of the operator

Y 1 -
Lip = Ap — = - Vi) — ——) + plw[P~ 4,
2 p—1
Without loss of generality, we may assume f > 0 in R". By the proof of Theorem
6.1, we know that for any z(s) and t(s) with z(0) = 0 and #(0) = —1,

82
Os 2( z(s) t(s)( s))|s:0 < 0. (719)

We will use this to prove that w is also not entropy stable. In order to get this, we
define a function G : R" x R~ x [—2¢,2¢] — R by

G(zo,to, s) = Fryto(ws). (7.20)
We will show that there exists some €; > 0 such that if s # 0 and |s| < €;, then
Mwg) = sup G(zo, o, s) < G(0,—1,0) = A(w). (7.21)

2oER™ Lo E(—00,0)

This will give the theorem with w; for any s # 0 in (—ey, €1).

The proof of (7.21) will be divided into the following six steps.
Step 1: G has a strict local maximum at (0, —1,0).

Since w is a solution of the equation (1.3), it follows from Proposition 3.3 that VG
vanishes at (0,—1,0). Given yop € R",a € R and b € R\{0}, the second derivative
of G(syo, —(1 + as),bs) at s =0 is just

0 0
a—G(syo, (1+ as),bs)|s=0 = an 5 (Fas),t(s) (ws)) ] s=0
with a
(s) = s%, t(s) = — (1 + gs> .
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Thus the second derivative of G(sy, 1+ as,0) at s = 0 is given by

0
8—G(sy0, —(1+ as),bs)|s=o

L (Y 10) (Ve - yo)pd a2/ Lo Vv pd
=—— w - w - - = ——w+ = - Vw :
202 Jen Yo Yorty =5 [ A\p—1" "2 pay
Similar to the reasoning used in the proof of Lemma 7.5, it is negative. Thus we
conclude that the Hessian of G at (0, 1,0) is negative definite. It follows that G has
a strict local maximum at (0, 1,0). In particular, there exists €5 € (0, €) such that

G(l’o,to,s) < G(O,—l,O) (722)

provided that 0 < 23 + (logto)* + s* < €3.
Step 2: G(xg,to,0) has a strict global maximum at (0, —1). Moreover, there
exists a positive constant § > 0 such that

G(Sl?(],to, 0) < G(O, -1, 0) -9 (723)

for all zg, ty with €3/4 < 22 + (log to)>.
Indeed, we get from the definition of G(zo, to, s) that G(xzg,t9,0) = Fy, 4, (w) and
G(0,—1,0) = Fy_1(w) = A(w). Thus (7.23) is a direct consequence of Lemma 7.5.
Step 3: |0;G| is bounded on compact sets of R" x R™ x [—2¢, 2¢].
By the definition of G' and the first variation formula, we have

p+1

8SG(:L’0, to, S) :(—to)pTl /n(Vw : Vf)G(y - l’o,to)dy

- (—to)% |’UJ + 8f|p_1(w + 8f)fG(y — Xg, to)dy (724)

R

L)1 [ fuGly - zo.to)dy.
(p—1) R™
It is clear that 0,G is continuous in all three variables x, ¢y and s. We conclude
that |0sG| is bounded on compact subsets.
Step 4: Given M > 1, there exists a positive constant C' depending only on
n,p, w, M such that if |xo| > M, then

G(l’o,to, 8) S G(xo,to,()) + Cs.

+

By the definition, we have

p+1

1 p+l
G(l’o,to,S) = 5(—t0>7’*1 \Vw+sf\2G(y—x0,t0)dy
Rn

1 pt+1
T (4T p+1 _
p—l— 1( t()) . |1U+Sf| G(y l’o,to)dy
1 2 2

1 p+l
5t [ Vel Gly - an,tody
Rn
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- ]ﬁ(—to)% B (WP Gy — @0, to)dy
i 2(p1_ 5 (—tg)7 1 /n w?G(y — zo, to)dy
+ s(—to)% . Vw - VfG(y — xg, to)dy
— s(—to) T Nl fGly = o, to)dy
i i 1(—t0)% /n wfG(y — o, to)dy

s? il 2
+ 5(—750)’)’1 IV fI°G(y — zo,to)dy
Rn

2

S ptl _
=B ()P |l PGy — o, to)dy
RTL
b [ Pe -t
200 — 1) 0 o Y — Zo, o)y

— (—to)F T / F(s,w, )Gy — a0, to)dy.

where

1 2
Fs,w. ) = gl s = 1) = sl g = 212

(7.25)

We fix a positive constant M such that M > 1. For any x¢ with |z > M, consider

the changing of variable y = z¢y + v/—toz. Then

(—tg)g_tl / Vw - VfG(y — o, to)dy
=(~to)r1 | V- Vf(xo+ vV —oz)p(z)dz
Rn
<L+ 1+ 1

with

I :(_to)%/ . }|Vw||Vf|(xo+\/——toz)p(z)dz,

ﬁﬂz\gm}
Iy =(—to)54 /{>} V||V f| (20 + v To2)pl2)dz.

First, we estimate the term 5. If |z| > (3|x¢|)/(2v/—t0), then

2 1
2o 4+ vV —toz| > vV—to|z| — |zo| > V—1o|2| — g\/—to\z| > g\/ —to|2].

\Vwl||V f|(zo + vV —toz)p(2)dz,

(7.26)

(7.27)

(7.28)
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Therefore,
M
|0 + vV —toz| > |”T2—°| > =

By (7.3), Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 7.6, there exists a positive constant C' such that

Bt [ IVulV i+ VR
{Isz 2}

<C-t)# [l Rl ()
(I el

Taking (7.28) into account, we see there exists a positive constant C' depending only
on n,p and w such that

I, <C / 12|71 2p(2)dz
{|Z|2 3lzg| }
2./—1o

<C [ |o| 7 2p(2)dz < C.
Rn

(7.29)

Here we have applied the fact that p > (n +2)/(n — 2).
For the term I, we divide the estimate into two cases. If |zo|/\/—to > M, then

pt+l _4 9
I < C(—to)l’*l |[L’0| p—1 < C. (730)
On the other hand, if |zo|//—to < M, then

I < C(—to)é’—ﬂ|x0|—ﬁ—2 (\\/x_o_l) <C. (7.31)
— Lo

Finally, we estimate I, as follows,

p+1
I =(—t) 54 / V[Vl + Vo) p(2)d
{2‘””3‘ <Jz| <2l }

In conclusion, there exist M > 1 and C' depending only on n,p,wy such that if
|xo| > M or [to| > M, then

p+1

(=to)r=1 [ [Vw|[VF|G(y = w0, t0)dy < C.
Rn
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Other terms can be estimated similarly. Therefore, we conclude that there exists
M > 1 and C depending only on n,p, w such that if |zq| > M or |tg| > M, then

Fxo,to(w + Sf) < Fxmto (w) + Cs.

Step 5: Given M > 1, there exists a positive constant C' depending only on
n,p,w, M such that if |z¢| < M and |ty| > M, then

G(l’o,to, 8) S G(xo,to,()) + Cs.

Similar to the proof of Step 4, we only show that there exists a positive constant
C' depending only on n, p,w, M such that

p+1
(—tg)r—1 IVw||Vf|IG(y — xo, to)dy < C. (7.32)
Rn
There are three cases:
Case I: n—5—4/(p—1) > —1.
Then (7.3) and Lemma 7.6 imply

(—to)s 1 [ |Vw||VFIG(y — o, to)dy

Rn
<O(—t) 83 / (1+ )7 dy

<O(—to) 175,

Since we have assumed that p > (n +2)/(n — 2), it is clear that (7.32) holds.
Case 2: n—5—4/(p—1) < —1.
In this case, we have

(—to)> 1 [ |Vw||VFIG(y — o, to)dy

<c(-t)#tt | (1 + lyl) 5y
{lyl<(=to)>®}

n - ‘2
+ C(—tg)r1 / (—4mty) " 2e Fiig dy < C,
{ly[>(=to)~(®)}

where
n—2— ﬁ
)= gn = - oy

p—1

Case 3: n—5—-4/(p—1)=—1.

This case can be proved in the same way as in Case2.

In conclusion, we have shown that both (7.32) and Step 5 hold.

Step 6: There exists ¢; such that if t; < ¢ty < 0, then G(xg, to, s) is strictly less
than G(0,—1,0).

Indeed, since |Vw|, |V f], f are bounded in R™ and w satisfies (7.3), there exists
two constant C7, Cy independent of zy such that

p+1 2

G(ZEQ, tO) S) - FSL‘()JO (ws) S Cl(_t())p71 + CQ(_tO)E
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By Corollary 7.4, we have

1 1
Mw)=Ew)=|5—— P pdy > 0.
()= Bw) = (5= 517) [ 1ol oy
Therefore, if —t( is small enough, then G(xg,to, s) < A(w) = G(0,—1,0).
Step 7: There exists some ¢; > 0 such that if s # 0 and |s| < ¢, then

Aws) = sup G(zo, to, s) < G(0,—1,0) = A(w). (7.33)

xo,to

Let us consider three separate regions depending on the size of |zo|?+ (log t)?. First,
it follows from Step 4, Step 5 and Step 6 that there is some R > 0 such that (7.33)
holds for every s whenever

|£L’0|2 + (logt0)2 > R2.

Secondly, as long as s is small, Step 1 implies that (7.33) holds whenever |zo|* +
(log to)? is sufficiently small.

Finally, in the intermediate region where |z¢|? 4+ (logty)? is bounded from above
and bounded uniformly away from zero, Step 2 implies that G is strictly less than
AMw) at s = 0. Moreover, it follows from Step 3 that the s derivative of G is
uniformly bounded. Hence there exists some €3 > 0 such that G(zo, to, s) is strictly
less than A(w) whenever (zg, o) is in the intermediate region as long as |s| < e;. O

8. THE ENERGY OF SELF SIMILAR SOLUTIONS

Results obtained in the previous sections hold for all bounded solutions of (2.1).
In this section, we will turn our attention to functions in B, ,,. We will prove that
if w € B,,,, and there exists a positive constant C' such that (7.3) holds, then E(w)
is strictly larger than the weighted energy of the positive constant solution of (1.3).

Lemma 8.1 (Blow up criteria). Let w be a positive solution of

1
8Tw:Aw—%~Vw——1w+wp, in R™ x (0, 4+00). (8.1)
p_

Assume for any M > 0, there exists a positive constant C(M) such that
w< C(M) inR" x [0, M].
Then for any T € [0, 400),

(4m) "2 /n w(y,7)e” 1 dy < K. (8.2)

Proof. This is exactly [18, Proposition 3.8]. O

Lemma 8.2. Ifw is a bounded positive solution of the equation (1.3) such that (7.3)
holds. Assume f is the first eigenfunction of the operator

Db = &b = Vo = v+ pur Ty, (53)
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Without loss of generality, we may assume f is positive in R™. Consider the Cauchy
problem

2
121(,0) :w+8f>
where s is a small positive constant, then w blows up in finite time.

D=AD—-Y. .V — L P
{ o, w = Aw Vw W+ WP, (8.4)

Proof. Assume it is false, then w exists in R™ x (0, 4+00). Consider the function

w(y,7) =w(y) + se M f(y),

where \; is the first eigenvalue of the operator defined in (8.3). Since w satisfies
(1.3), w satisfies

O0-w=Aw—% -V — p%lw + wP + spwPle M7 f,
’(IJ(,O) :w—i—sf
Notice that for any a > 0,b > 0, we have (a + b)? > aP + pa’~'b. Thus w satisfies
0y < Aw — % - Vi — Ly + @?,
w(-,0) =w+ sf.

By the maximum principle, we have

In particular, for any 7 > 0,

(47r)_% /n w(y,T)e” 4 dy
>am) [ alyr)e dy (85

—am)t [ wle Vay+ (am)yte N [ p)eTay

Since A\; < —1, we get from (8.5) that
_lu?

(4#)_3/ w(y,T)e” 1 dy > kK

provided that 7 is large enough. By Lemma 8.1, this is a contradiction. O

Lemma 8.3. Let 7 be the first blow up time of w, then there exist R > 0 and ¢ > 0
such that

w<c¢, in (R"\Bg(0)) x (0,7).
In particular, if we use X to denote the blow up set of w, then X is a compact subset
of R™.

Proof. Since w satisfies (7.3), it follows from Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 7.6 that there
exists a positive constant C' such that

(1+ Jy)r 1w+ (14 y) 51 |Vuw| < C,  in R

and ) .
(L+ |y |fl+ A+ [y)' etV < C, inR™
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Thus given 09 > 0,e > 0, there exists R such that if |yg|] > R and (zp,70) €
By (y0) x (11 — 8,71 + ), then
S(ZO,TO)(UJ + Sf) < €,

where

ly—

1 2 _n _ 20\2
Eomy (W + 8f) =5 (1) 7 2 V(w + sf)Pe” T dy

Rn
1 _n _ly==®
_p+1(70)ﬂ21 ! . w+ sflPtle wo dy
1 2 _n 2 _‘y720‘2
+m(’7‘0)1’*1 2 (w+sf) e dy

Following the arguments in the proof of [10, Theorem 3.1] (starting from formula
(3.12)), we obtain

2
w < 0*50 pil, in 350/2(?/0) X (7-1 - 58>7—1)>

where C, is a universal positive constant. Then Lemma 8.3 follows from this and
the definition of 7. O

Proposition 8.4. If w € B, ,, and (7.3) holds, then
E(w) > E(k).
Proof. The proof of Proposition 8.4 will be divided into several steps.
Step 1: Let w be the solution of (8.4) and let 7; be the first blow up time. Then
O >0, inR"x (0,7). (8.6)

Since w satisfies (8.4),

2
=(w 4+ sf)P —wP — spwP~f — s\ f > 0.
We also have the equation for 0,w,
0:0;0 = Adw — § - VO — ]ﬁaﬂb + pwP 0w, in R™ x (0,7),
0.4(-,0) > 0.
By the maximum principle, we get (8.6).
Step 2: Let w be the solution of (8.4) and let 7; be the first blow up time. Then
there exists a positive constant C' such that
W< CO(m—7)77, inR"x(0,7). (8.7)

By Lemma 8.3, the singular set Y is a compact subset of R™. Fix R > 0 such that
¥ C Bpgs(0). By Step 1, there exist 0 < 79 < 7; and a positive constant c, such
that

Orw(-,0) =A(w + sf) — y~V(w+sf) —p%l(w—l—sf)jL(ijsf)p

0 > ¢y, on Bgr(0) x {1 =1} UIBg(0) x |19, 71]. (8.8)
Moreover, by the choice of R, there exists a positive constant C; such that
w? < Cy, on Br(0) x {7 =7} UJIBr(0) X [0, 71]. (8.9)
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Combining (8.8) and (8.9), we know that there exists a small positive constant e
such that

O,w > ew?, on Br(0) x {7 =1} UIBg(0) x [19, 7] (8.10)
Because w satisfies (8.4), we have
1
0,0, = Adrii — % A U PP L0 (8.11)
and
D = AP — % VP + piP i — [p(p — 1) 2|V + 7).

Let w(y,7) = 0-w(y, ) — ewP(y, T), where € is a small positive constant satisfying
(8.10). Then w satisfies

Orw — Aw+ Y- Vw+ 1w —piP"'w >0, in Bg x (15, 71),
2 =1 (8.12)
w>0 on Br(0) x {1 =710} UIBR(0) x |10, 71].
By the maximum principle,
O,w > ew?, in Br X (19,71). (8.13)

For any 70 < 7 < 1 — 0, integrating (8.13) from 7 to 73 — § gives
w(r — )P —w(r) P < —(p—De(r — 6 — 7).
Hence
w < M(n —5—7’)_ﬁ, in Br x (1,71 — 0),
where M = ((p — 1)e)~Y®=Y. Taking § — 0, we conclude that

w S M(Tl - T)_p+17 iIl BR X (T07T1>7

Combining this with Lemma 8.3, we get (8.7).
Step 3: There exists a smooth solution w, of (1.3) such that E(w,) < E(w).
We set

W(z,6) = (1 — &™) Tw(y + eFyo, 7)

where

where ¥ = y + .

Let {¢} be a sequence such that limy_,., ¢z = oo and let wi(z,¢) = w(z,¢ + ).
Similar to the proof of (see [13, Proposiiton 4]), limy_,o, Wy = W, for some solution
of (1.3) uniformly on compact subsets. By applying the monotonicity formula (see
[13, Proposiiton 3]), we have

E(i(z, —In(1 — e=™))) > E(d,). (8.14)
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We compute
E(w(z,—In(1 —e™™)))
1 1

25/ [V (-, —In(1 —e7™))[*pdz — 1 WP, = In(1 —e7™))pdz
n Rn
1

4+ — w(-, —In(1 — e %)) pd=z

= / @~ In( Do

=50 =™ [ [Vu - sYFPG, e 1)
Rn

1

e [ ks PG e - 1)dg

1 —7 ﬁ -0 __ ~
+ m(l —e ) /n(w + Sf)2G(y’ € 1)dy
:Fyo,e*"o—l(w + Sf)

Since w satisfies (7.3), we get from Theorem 6.1 that w is not F'—stable. Then
Theorem 7.7 implies that w is not entropy stable. Moreover, we know from the

proof of Theorem 7.7 that
Fyo,e*TO—l(w + Sf) < E('LU)

provided that s is small enough. Combining this with (8.14), we conclude the proof
of this step.

Step 4: The function w, in Step 3 is the positive constant solution of (1.3).
By the definition of w, it is easy to see that

(1= ™) 7T (2,<) = w(y + eTyo, 7).
Taking derivative with respect to 7 on both sides, we have

% e%Vw(y + e%yo, T)+ O w(y + 6%?/0, 7)

1 1 -
Tt (1= e e e T ;1= ) TETITET T (yed o+ yo) Vi
LY ey 1 ) Ve 4 gl — ey ().
20 e—T — e~T0

Taking derivative with respect to y on both sides, we have
Vw(y +e2yo,7) = (1 — eT_TO)_P%l(l O AV
Since w satisfies (8.6), we have

1 1
—11D + 3% Vi + 0ab > e >0, inR" x (—In(l—e7™),00).
p—
By Step 2, we know that there exists a positive constant C5 such that

w<ec3, MR"Xx(=In(l—e"7), 00).
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Let {wy} be the functions defined in Step 3. Then 0. converges to 0 uniformly
on compact subsets. By the above analysis, we conclude that w, is a nonnegative
solution of (1.3) satisfying
’U~J* S Cg, in R
and
1 . 1 _ .
—— W, + =z-Vw, >0, inR".
p—1 2

By Proposition 5.1, w, is the constant solution of (1.3).

Combining Step 2, Step 3 and Step 4, we finish the proof of Proposition 8.4. [

9. CONSTANT SOLUTIONS HAVE THE LOWEST ENERGY

In this section, we will combine the Federer type dimension reduction arguments
with the results obtained in the previous sections to prove that the positive constant
solution of (1.3) has the lowest energy among functions in By, ,.

Lemma 9.1. There exists a positive constant C' depends only on n,p, m such that
if w € By, , then
C'<EBw)<C.

Proof. 1t follows from (3.5) and (1.7) that

B = (3-537) [ v 0.1)

For any w € B, ,, it is clear that there exists a point yy € R™ such that w(y) = k.
Since w € B, ,, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that there exists a constant 7, > 0
depending only on n, p and m such that

vz (i)

Therefore, there exists a positive constant C' depending only on n,p and m such
that

/ w pdy > / wPpdy > C. (9.2)
n Brl(yO)

By (9.1) and (9.2), we have

E(w) < G - L) c (9.3)

p+1

Next, since w € B,, ,,, then

1 1 1 1
E(w) = (5 - m) / w”t pdy < (5 - m) mP (9.4)

Combining (9.3) and (9.4), we finish the proof. O

Lemma 9.2. There exists wy € B, such that
E(wo) = inf FE(w).

’wEBn,m
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Proof. Let {w;} be a sequence such that
lim E(w;) = inf E(w).

1—00 WEBn,m

It follows from Lemma 2.1 that |w;|+|Vw;|+|V?w;|+|V3w;| are uniformly bounded.
By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, we know that there exists a function wy such that
lim;_, o w; = wq. Since the functions w; converge to wy uniformly on compact subsets
of R", then wy € B,,,,. The convergence also implies that

12— 00
so wy attains the minima in B, ,,. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 9.2, there exists wy € B, ,,, such that
E(wy) = inf E(w). (9.5)

wEBn,m

Since Kk € By, ., it is clear that

E(w@g(%— #)( Loy (9.6)

We will prove by induction that
1 1 1 et
E =|(=—— p1, 9.7
wo = (3- 7)) (0.7
Ifn = 1,2, we get from Theorem 2.6 that wy is the constant solution. In particular,
(9.7) holds.
Let us assume that Theorem 1.1 holds for n — 1 with n > 3. That is to say,
1 1 1 pte
E >=—— p=1 9.8
2= (5-) G (9.8
for any w € B,—1,,. We want to show that Theorem 1.1 holds for dimension n. If
wp is the constant solution of (1.3), then we are done. Therefore, we assume wy
is not the constant solution of (1.3). Set ug(x,t) = (=)@ Dwy(x/\/—1). Since
wo € Bym, Yo is a solution of

Ou=Au+uP, inR" x (—o0,0)

-

satisfying
u(x,t) < m(—t)_ﬁ, in R" x (—o00,0).
Assume ug blows up at some point xy # 0 and O(xg, 0; ug) = O(0,0;up). Lemma 2.5

implies that wy is translation invariant in the z, direction. Therefore, wy € By,—1 .
By the induction assumption,

]_ ]_ 1 p+1
E(w)) > (= — —— 1

and the proof is complete.
If O(xg,0;ug) < ©(0,0;u), we can also apply the Federer dimension reduction
to get a function w; € B, ,, which is translation invariant in the z, direction. In
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particular, w; € B,_1,,. By the induction assumption and the properties of the
density function, we have

Blun) = 000, 05) > B(un) > (5 - ) (L5,

In view of (9.6), this is a contradiction.
Next, assume that u does not blow up at any xg # 0. Then there exist C, dy such
that
uy < cp, in{l/4 < |z| <1/2} x (=dy,0).

This is equivalent to
1

e

__2 .
wo < Chly| 71, in |y| >

Thus wy € B, satisfies (7.3). By Proposition 8.4,

p—1) p—1
which contradicts (9.6) again. O

10. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3 AND PROPOSITION 1.4
In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 1.4.

10.1. Energy gap. First, we prove that not only does the positive constant solution
achieve the lowest weighted energy among functions in B, ,,, but there is a gap to
the second lowest.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose instead that there is a sequence of self-similar solu-
tions {w;} C By, ,, which is not equal to the positive constant solution with

E(w;) < E(k) +27" (10.1)
Since {w;} C B,, s, regularity theories imply there exists a positive constant C'(n, p, m)
such that for any ¢

By the Ascoli-Arzela theorem, there exists a function w., € C?(R") such that w; —
Weo uniformly on compact subset of R™. Moreover, wy, is a solution of (1.3) such
that
E(ws) < E(kK).
Because Theorem 1.1 says that  is the unique least energy solution, up to a subse-
quence, w; — K as i — oo uniformly on compact subset of R" and E(w.,) = E(k).
Let A1, be the first eigenfunction of

1 _
L= A= 2 Vi — ——¢+pul ™'y
p—1
and let f; be a positive solution of the equation

1
Afi— % -Vfi— Efi +pwl T fi+ Aif; =0, in R™. (10.2)
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that fRn fZpdy = 1. Since {w;} € B m,
it follows easily from (5.4) that the eigenvalues \;; are uniformly bounded. By
choosing a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that

AMi— Moo, aS 17— 00.

Multiplying both sides of (10.2) by f;p and integrating by parts, we see {f;} are
uniformly bounded in H}(R"™). Then standard elliptic regularity theory implies that
{f:} are uniformly bounded in C*(R"). Using the Ascoli-Arzela theorem again,
we know that there exists a function f., such that f; — f. uniformly on compact
subsets of R™. Taking limit in (10.2), we deduce that f., is a C? solution of the
equation

Afse =5 Ve foot Moofu =0, IR (10.3)

Since we have assumed that f; is positive and [, fZpdy = 1, fs is positive and
Jan f2pdy = 1. Hence A is the first eigenvalue of the linear operator

szm—%-vwﬂmw

and f is the associated eigenfunction. By Lemma 6.4, \; .o = —1 and fo = 1. By
Lemma 5.4 and Proposition 5.1, we have

2
/ fi <—wi +y- sz’) pdy = 0.

Letting ¢ tend to oo gives

2
/ foo < ~—Weo T Y - Vwoo> pdy = 0.
R™ p—1

Since foo = 1 and ws, = K, this is a contradiction. O

10.2. Proof of Proposition 1.4. In this section, we will combine Theorem 1.1 and
Theorem 1.3 to prove Proposition 1.4.

Proof of Proposition 1.4. We know that the blow up set can be stratified into subsets
SO CSlSn:Z

The set S, consists of all blow up points where the tangent flows are at most transla-
tion invariant in k directions. Moreover, if for any R > 0, we set Sp(R) = SN Bgr(0),
then dimy, (Sk(R)) < k. We set

Eno1 = (BN Br(0)\Sp-3(R), Zp—2 = (2N Br(0))\En-1,

then ¥ = XN BR(0) = X, 1UX,_» and dimy/(2,_2) < n—3. Thus we have proved
both (1) and (3).

If (x9,T") € ¥,_1, then the tangent flows are at least translation invariant in n — 2
directions. Hence any tangent flow can be regarded as a bounded solution of (1.3) in
R2. By Theorem 2.6 and [10, Theorem 3.1], any tangent flow is the positive constant
solution of (1.3). Hence we have proved (4).

In order to finish the proof of Proposition 1.4, it still remains to prove (2). First,
we prove that X, 1 is relative open in Xg. Assume it is false, then there exists a
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point (zo,7T) € 3,1 and a sequence {(z;,T)} C 3, o such that lim; ,., z; = xo.
Since {(z;, T)} C ¥, , we get from Theorem 1.3 that
O(z;, T;u) > E(k) + €.
Since (x,T') € ¥,_1, then
O(zo, T;u) = E(k).
Applying Lemma 2.4, we have
O(z9, T;u) = E(k) > limsup O(x;, T;u) > E(k) + ¢,
i—»00
which is a contradiction. Thus we have shown that >,,_; is relative open in Xp.
Once this is established, the proof of main theorem in [19] yields ¥, is n — 1

rectifiable.
O

11. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. First, we study the case when 1 < n <
3,1<p<ocorn>3and1<p<(n+1)/(n—3). If we view any homogeneous
positive solution w of (12.1) as a suitable weak solution of (1.3), then w is not the
lowest energy solution among self-similar solutions. The proof of this fact is based
on the following classification result.

Proposition 11.1. Assume 1 < n < 3,1 < p < oocorn >3 and 1 < p <
(n+1)/(n—3). If ® is a bounded positive solution of the equation (11.3), then

® = BN with
2 2
- (pn-—2-—=2_).
& p—1<n p—l)

Proof. The proof of this rigidity result can be found in [2, Theorem 6.1], [12, Theo-
rem B.2] and [9, Theorem 1]. O

Lemma 11.2. Assume n > 3 and 1 < p < (n+1)/(n —3). If w is a positive
homogeneous of the equation

Aw+w? =0, in R"\{0}, (11.1)
then

p+1

s (1 L) (1) s

Proof. Let ® be a positive function defined on S"~! such that w(r, §) = r=2/@=Dd(h).
Then & satisfies

Agn1® — & + PP = 0, (11.3)

where S"~! is the unit sphere in R"~! and
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By Proposition 11.1, ® = gY/®=1 Tt follows that w = 51/(”_1)7"_%. In particular,
we have

1 1
Bw)=|(=—- — Pl
(w) (2 p+1) /Rnw Py

p+1
G o (2] Lo
2 pt+1)|p_1 b1 an pay

Thus in order to get (11.2), it sufficies to show that

p+1

2 2 p-1 —2(p+1) 1 et

- ) S — p—1 p—1
{p—l (n 2 p—l)] - ly| pdy>(p_1) ) (11.4)
This has been essentially proved by Matano and Merle in [17]. In [17], Matano
and Merle gave a “parabolic proof” without using the explicit formula. To be self
contained, we will give a more direct proof in Appendix B. U

Lemma 11.3. Assumen < 2 orn > 3,1 <p < (n+2)/(n—2), w is a suitable
weak solution of (1.3), then w =0 or w = £k.

Proof. In [13], the proof of Theorem 1 is obtained by choosing three test functions
and then combining the three identities in a suitable way. By approximation, we
are still able to do the same computation for suitable weak solutions to derive the
Pohozaev identity. U

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1, we will prove by induc-
tion. If n = 1,2, we get from Lemma 11.3 that B,, consists only of the constant
solutions, so Theorem 1.3 holds.

Assume that Theorem 1.3 holds for n — 1 with n > 3. We want to show that
Theorem 1.3 holds for dimension n.

Let u(z,t) := (—t)"Y® Yw(x/y/—t), which is a suitable weak solution of (2.5).

Assume u blows up at some point g # 0, then we can apply the Federer dimension
reduction to get a solution w; of (1.3) such that w; is translation invariant in the
xo direction. Moreover,

E(wy) = O(x0,0;u) < 6(0,0;u) < E(w).
By the inductive assumption,

Bz (3- 57 ) GEIpH

p+1) p—1

and the proof is complete.
Next, assume u(zg,0) # 0 for any xg # 0. By standard parabolic regularity
theory, there exist C1, dy such that

u<Cp, in{l/4<|z| <1/2} x[=00,0].
This is equivalent to

1
w< Clyl 7T, infy > ——.
4+/d¢

There are two cases.
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e Case 1: There exists a constant c¢Cj such that
w< Cy, inR"Y
e Case 2: There exists a point yg € R™ such that wy blows up at .
In Case 1, wy satisfies (7.3). Then we can apply Lemma 8.4 to obtain
1 1 1 pn
Ew)>|-——— p-1,
(w) (2 p—i—l) =7

In Case 2, we choose a sequence {\;} such that limy_,. Ay = +oo. For any k,

define wy(y) = A,;z/(p_l)w()\,;l(y —1o)). Then wy, satisfies the equation
)\—2 -2
Aw, — 2k -V, — —Fk
Wk = = (y + o) - Vg, b1
By the convergence theories obtained in [22], there exists a function w,, such that
limg_ oo wp = We. Moreover, ws, is a homogeneous suitable weak solution of the
equation

wy + wj, = 0. (11.5)

Awe + w2 =0, in R".
Therefore, there exists a function ® defined on S™~! such that we (7, 0) = r_%q)(e),
where (r,0) is the polar coordinate. If ® is not smooth on S*~!, we can apply the

Federer dimension procedure (see [21, Section 4]) once again to reduce to the case
that @ is smooth on S"2. By Lemma 11.2,

1 1 1 o1
EFw)> Flwy) > = — —— pT,
)2 Bluw) > (5= 1) 1)
Hence the proof of Theorem 1.3 is completed. O

12. SOME OPEN QUESTIONS

The results above also suggest several closely related questions. The first one is
about the energy of functions in B,,.

Open question 1: Does Theorem 1.6 hold for allm > 4,p > (n+1)/(n—3) and
w e B,?

As mentioned before, if n > 3, p > (n+ 2)/(n — 2), then B,, contains “elliptic
solutions”. That is, 2/(p — 1) homogeneous solutions of the elliptic equation

Aw+w” =0, inR"\{0}. (12.1)

Let
Bn.={weB,:wisa2/(p—1) homogeneous solution of (12.1)}.

It turns out that functions in B, are the main obstructions to prove the first open
problem. If w € B, ., then there exists a positive function ® defined on S~ such
that w(r,0) = r=2/P=D®(), where (r,6) is the polar coordinate. Since w satisfies
(12.1), then ® is a positive solution of the equation (11.3).

Let ® be a bounded positive solution of (11.3), we define

1 1 1
E(P) == Vo|’do + — P2 df — —— drHLdg.
( ) 2 /Snl | ‘ 25 gnfl p + ]. gnfl
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Open question 2: If n>4,p > (n+1)/(n — 3), does
E(®) = E(B7T)
for any bounded positive solution of (11.3)?
Finally, for finite time blow up solutions of (1.1), we propose the following.

Open question 3: Without condition 1.8, does Proposition 1.4 hold for all n > 3
and p = (m +2)/(m — 2) with 3 <m <n?

Remark 12.1. Ifn > 7 and p = (n + 2)/(n — 2), it is proved by Wang-Wei [22]
that any finite time blow up solution of (1.1) must be of type I. Combing this fact
with [13, Theorem 1] and main theorem in [19], we know that the blow up set ¥ is
n — 1 rectifiable. Moreover, any tangent flow is the constant solution of (1.3).

APPENDIX A
In this appendix, we prove Theorem 4.3.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Because w is a bounded solution of (2.1), for any ¢ € C5°(R"™),
0
g(Fx(s),t(s)(w + 8¢))]s=0 = 0.
Substituting (3.3), (3.4) and (3.7) into (4.1), we have
82
@(Fm(s),t(s) (w + 5¢))|s=0
2p—1)p—1
o ——h2 w p+1pdy
p—1p—1" Ja [w
1 2

— — 1)h? 2nd
e Ra e

2
+—h/ wopdy
p_l n

[Vw|®pdy
RTL

p+1 o nh Y-y hly?
Py L A UL LR
) RnIlep[va 5 L
2 nh y-yo hlyP
) R — d 12.2
M Rnlwl Pl + 75 11y (12.2)
2 o mh Y-y hlyf?
(p—1)2h/n7’”p[7+ 2 1 M
- 1
+ [ |VéPPpdy—p | |w]? 1¢2pdy+—1 ¢ pdy
R™ R™ p—= R™

. Blul2
o [ (- vot -y,

_ y-yo  hly?
~2 [ Jultusl o MoEg,
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2 Y- yo hly|?
_Z _ d
o) wepl 11y
1 nhy-yo Ry, ok wl? h2|y|2
= Vw2 pf 2 _ — dy
+2/RJW‘P“2+2 Wp 2w )
1 nh y-yo hlyl,  nk® |yl h2|y|2
o p+1 e o 2 . d
P+l Rn‘“" g+ A 2 }
Lt / o2 {[n_h+y-yo_h\y\2]2+nh2_Iyo|2 hQ\yP}d
20— 1) Jo U PV 4 2 2
Notice that
p+1 o mh Y-y hlyl?
—Sh | [Vl _ d
e s T
2 nh y-yo hly]?
- p+1 7% J JO Il
2o [ qupsglly o - M,
2 nh y-yo hlyP
_ 2,100 - d
(p— 1)2 /nwp[2+ 2 i
11 nh y-yo hly]
—op( Ly 2 _ 12.
Loy [ velaly + S-Sy (29)
p 1 » nh y-yo hly]?
2h p+ B LA MR B
R o e 1>p+1 el 5+ 1
p 1 1 o mh Y-y hlyl?
_p MLY% d
<p—1+p—1>2(p—1)/Rnwp[2+ 2 il
h nh y-yo hlyP
+p—1 wp[2 + 5 1 |dy

Thus

62
5 (Pt (w + 59) o=

1 2
=— (p—1)2h2/ w pdy—i——lh/ wopdy

2ph 1 nh  hly|?
S 2L g Mg,
p R™
2ph 1 nh  hly?
ol R,
p—1p+1 2 4
2ph 1 o nh  hly|?
_ nh My
p—12<p—1>/ wely =
h nh  y-yo  hly?
+ p— wp[2 + 5 4 |dy

1
+/ \V¢|2pdy—p/ w[P~t¢? piy + ¢* pdy (12.4)
RTL

Rn
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. Blul?
2 [ (o - Mo,

_ y-yo  hlyl?
2 [ upugp L - Mg,
Rn
y-yo hly
g0 d
5 1 Jdy

nh y-yo h|y|2]2 IR 7 S

1
| VwPe{[ % d
T3 [, Velrlls + 4 2 2 5

1 nhoy-yo byl nh® o fwlt PPy
S p+1 77 _ 2 _ _ d
prral LA 7 y ty

1 o nh Yy RlyPP,  nk? o jyl? Ryl
2(p—1)/n7””'0{[7+ 2 7o s e 3 -

Multiplying both sides of (2.1) by (y - yo)¢p and integrating by parts, we have

2
+— wop

+

1. 1 _
0= [ div(p¥w) =t oty w)ondy

__ / V(- w)o)dy + |l wly - oy
1

1) w(y - yo)ppdy (12.5)

—— [ Fwwondy— [ (Vu- o)y wpdy
n Rn
_ 1
+ | wlTrwly - yo)épdy — —— [ w(y - yo)dpdy.
Multiplying both sides of (2.1) by |y|*¢p and integrating by parts, we have
L. 1 -1 2
0= [;le(va) PR + |wP~ wlly["ppdy

= —/ pVwV (|y|2e)dy + jwP~ wly|*ppdy
n Rn
1

2
- w|y|“ppdy 12.6

=—2/ (Vw~y)¢pdy—/ (Vw - Vo) ly|*pdy
n Rn
- 1
+ ol wlyPepdy — — | wlyPépdy.
Rn p - Rn
Substituting (12.5) and (12.6) into (12.4), we get

82
gz (o (@ + 50))|s=o
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1
Vo pdy — p Iw\p L¢?pdy + "] ¢ pdy
R» Rn

2
th / (2wt V- y)opdy - / (V- yo)pdy

2ph 1 ol nh  hlyP?
U d
2ph 1 nh  hly|?
P el - Mo
2ph 1 , nh  hly|?
S n d 12.7
h o mh Y-y hlyl? h? / 2
e it _ DI _r d
o L eyt 114y — TSI
o b Yy hlyln,  nh? oyl h2|y|2
- nh - - dy
_ 1 |w|p+1p{[n_h Y-Yo h‘y‘2]2 nh? _ |yol® h2|y|2}d
p+1 2 T2 4 2 2
1 o qh Yy by, mh? o fwl? Ryl
+2(p—1)/n M5+ 7o s e ) -

To continue the proof, we need several more identities. Multiplying both sides of

(2.1) by (5 |y‘ )(Vw - yo)p and integrating by parts, we get

1 - )y

1
= —div(pVw) — —— p=1
0 /n[pdlv(p w) - T + |wP"w 1

! 2 1 Pl
T M/n“’ (y'yo)pdy+m/[Rn [wP™ (Y - yo) pdy (12.8)

- 4(p1_ 1 /n(g - %)Uﬂ(y o) pdy

1 nlyl p+1
+ oo [ = sy

1 1
3 [ To)Fu ety - 1 [ TP wody
n R

1 n 2
2 -y
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Multiplying both sides of (1.3) by (Vw - yo)(y - yo)p and integrating by parts, we
obtain

1 1 B
! :/ [;dw(pr) oYt w|P~ ] (Vaw - yo) (y - yo) pdy

T / pVw - V[(Vw - yo)(y - yo)ldy + - w[P~ w(Vw - yo) (y - yo) pdy
1

] w(Vw - yo)(y - yo)pdy
p— Rn

1 1
= m/R (¥ - yo)(y - yo)w pdy + 20 — 1)/ w?|yo|*pdy (12.9)
1 p+1 1 pH1y,, |2
1 L. (- 50)(y - yo) lw] pdy == | |w[P™ yol"pdy

1
— / (Vw - yo)(Vw - yo) pdy — 1 IVwl*(y - yo)(y - yo)pdy

R

1
+5 [ [VwPlyolpdy.
Rn

Multiplying both sides of (1.3) by (5 — %)(Vw - Vp) and integrating by parts, we
get

! L@;g-n@LwawsmMy

S 2(p—1) 4
T O T

p+1 Jgn 2 4

1 / 2 2 1 +1 2
= wyl"pdy — ——— [ [w["" |y["pdy
So-1 ). ly|*p D) Rnl P yl*p

1 no|yl?on

— =y B2 12.10

1 n o lylP.on |y]?

L T

i 2 T a9 T

n 1
+ - Ilezpdy——/ (Vw - y)(Vw - y)pdy

- 4

L on WlRon e
S G L v, dy.
2452 ) — 0 9ulpdy
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Combining (12.8), (12.9) and (12.10), we have

1 o (Mh Y- yo h|y|2 2
- — — g
2R7L|Vw|,0[2+ 5 W
1 nh y-yo  hlyf
S | P A A LA PP
P Rn|w| Pl 5 Ty
1 o mh gy hlyl?,
+2(p—1)/nwp[7+ 2 1 Ty
h2 / ) ) h2
= WA lyPpdy — ——— | |[w|P|y|2pd
So=1) Jun ly|*pdy D) Rn\ "y pdy
nh? h?
+ —/ Vwl*pdy — — | (Vw - y)(Vw - y)pdy
4 n 4 Rn
+— dy — Py pd 12.11
=1 /nw lyol“pdy T D) Rn\wl |yol“pdy (12.11)

1 1
— 5/ (Ve - yo) (V- yo)pdy + 5 IVwl*|yo|* pdy
n Rn

h ) h
S o) pdy + ——— Py o) pd
2 =1) /Rnw (¥ - yo)pdy el W[ (y - yo) pdy

h
b [ (o p(Twewpdy— 5 [ V0l sy
n Rn
1 2
=— 5/ (Vw-yo)(Vw-yo)pdy — == | (Vw-y)(Vw - y)pdy
n Rn
h? n 2
[ w5 [ vl - L
n Rn

1 lol® | [yl? 1 / lol® | [yl?
- Vuwl [ + ==]pd 1+ 2 pd

2 4
_ ]ﬁ . |w|p+1[@ N %] i,
where we have applied (3.7).
Then
R
+ ﬁ/n WZP{[%}L + Y '2y0 _ h|i|2]2 + n;ﬂ _ ‘ySP B h2|2y|2}dy
b [y g M R,

2 B2 no |yl
—p2 v 2@_@ du — / e UL IR B
L IVelG = ledy =2 Tl = T ledy
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h? n 2 h2
/ w’[= — M]pdy —— | (Vw-y)(Vw - y)pdy

- 2 4 -
1
~5 | (T (V- wpdy b [ (T ) (T )y
Plugging this into (12.7), we have
82

D5 =5 (Fu(s) 1) (W + 50)) 5=

1
IVo|Ppdy —p | |wP'¢*pdy + ] ¢ pdy
R?’L

R R

+ h/n(]%w +Vw - y)dpdy — /n(Vw *Yo)ppdy

1)h1 h h 2
(pptll)h]ﬁ . le”“p[%h - h‘i‘Q]dy

oy [l = R g [

o [ vty =ty -1 [ (T

— % /n(Vw ~yo)(Vw - yo) pdy + h/n(vw -y)(Vw - yo) pdy.
Multiplying both sides of (3.2) by (5 — %)wp and integrating by parts, we get

0= [ Baiv(ovu) - L+ upul(E - gy

_ nlyl? _;/ on yl
_ /npv Vi~ Eoul = —— | wt g — ey

2
p+1ﬁ_|y| d
+Rn|w\ o

n 2 1
= [Vwl® (5 |y| =-)pdy + 2/ w(Vw - y)pdy

R

1 9, Iyl2 / n|y|?
S — — Y \\sd ptl 2 Ly
p_anw(2 1 Pdy + nlwl (5 =3 )rdy
2
noly
V(s - 2o+ [ (70 oy
Rn n
1 2 |yl? / n|y|?
N — — )y Y G L R |
A WG = )pedy + Rn\wl (5 == )pdy
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2 2
n Y 1 n Y
VG~ oty — 5 [~ 0

S 2 4 2 2 4
1 2 |yl? n o |yl?
- - pd P2 — 2L oy,
P Rnw(2 = )Pdy + Iw\ (5 == )pdy
Therefore
1 n |yl 1 / nlyl
0=— —— 2(= dy — 2(= d 12.13
| RnIVwI( 3 )rdy 2= 1) WG = )edy (12.13)
1 n |y
- p+1” I d
ol w5 = = )edy.
By (3.6) and (12 13), we have
1 CyP
[Vl pdy— — | |[Vw]? ( =Py (12.14)
n Rn

Substituting (12 14) and (3.6) into (12 12) gives
o2
Js 2( z(s),t(s) (w+ $P))|s=

1
IVo|*pdy — p |w\” 'o?pdy + —— | ¢°pdy
R™ p—1 Jgn

2
n [ <ﬁw+w-y>¢pdy— [ (S wody (12.15)
h o b y-yo by h? / )
+p—_ T ]ow p[7 +— 1 |dy TEE Rnw pdy
® 1
7 [ (Vw-y)(Vw-y)pdy =5 | (Vw-y0)(Vw - yo)pdy
Rn n

+h / (V- y)(Vu- yo)py

Let L be the linear operator defined by
1
L =AY = 2 Vi — —— o 4 pluf 'y,
p—1

We know from Lemma 5.4 that 2/(p—1)w+y-Vw is an eigenfunction of L associated

to the eigenvalue —1 and w;,7 = 1,2,--- ,n are eigenfunctions of L associated to
the eigenvalue —1/2. Since L is self-adjoint, for any yo € R",
2
/ <jw +y- Vw) (Vw - yo)pdy = 0. (12.16)

By (12.16), we have

/ (V- 3)(Ve - yo)pdy

2
=——— [ w(Vw-yy)pdy (12.17)
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1 2
= — — . d
p—1 Rn(vw Yo)pdy
1 / )
== 50— | wrly-yo)dy.
2(p— 1) Jgn Pl 0)
Finally, we have
h? 2 1 ly|?
— — —]d
h? )
= A
p—1 /n p
h2
= Vw? - Vpdy
p - 1 Rn
h2
= w(Vw - y)pdy.
[ wvay
Substituting (12.17) and (12.18) into (12.15) gives
92
@(Fx(s),t(s) (w + 59))|s=0

- 1
= [ |VoPpdy—p | |w]P'¢*pdy + —— [ ¢*pdy
R™ Rn p—1 Jgn

+ h/n(iw + Vw - y)ppdy — /R(Vw “Yo)ppdy

55

(12.18)

(12.19)

p—1
h2 ) h2 /
- w’pdy — w(Vw - d
(p_l)Q/n ply =" | ( y)pdy
h2 1
7 | Vw-y)(Vw-y)pdy — 5 | (Vw-yo)(Vew - yo)pdy.
Rn n
Since
h2 ) h2 h2
- w’pdy — /wVw- dy — — Vw-y)(Vw - d
(p—l)z/w pdy =5 | (Vw - y)pdy — - Rn( y)(Vw - y)pdy
S h2/ (——w+ Y. V) pdy,
np—1 2

we get (4.2) with the help of (12.19).

APPENDIX B

In this appendix, our main objective is to prove (11.4).

Proof of (11.4). By the definition of p, we have

_ 2(p+1)
ly|~ > pdy
Rn

2p4+1)  yl?

=(m)7E [ |yl T e Tdy

(12.20)
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o oo 2D .2
=(4m)" 2w, r =T e 1dr,
0

where w,_; is the area of the unit sphere S"~! in R™. Recall that we have assumed
p > (n+ 2)/(n — 2), so the above integral is well defined. Let r = 2y/s. Then
dr = s7'/?ds and

_2(p+1) r2

+oo
E(w) :c(n,p)/ P e T dr
0

2(p+1)

+00 1
:c(n,p)/ $72(2y/5)" T T e 4ds
0

where

o= (15t s o2 ot

and

AN (1221
e I =
:2—2—zf‘1<1_ 1 )[p2 <n_2_i)} ( )

2 p+1 -1

T n—2—%1
pt P
2—2_4{ 2 ( 2 )}F 2 1 )ﬁ—ﬂ

p—1
p—1

This is equivalent to

r (n—2—i>

p+l p_1

-2 1 p=1 2

(n ) — > 1. (12.22)
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To obtain (12.22), we set o = 2/(p — 1). Using p > (n+2)/(n — 2) again, we have
a € (0,(n—2)/2). Let

n Iz -1-a) a) e
=5 SO == (x_ _5)
and
gb(x):logf(x):logF(x—1—a)—logF(m)+(1+a)log<:c—1—%).
Then
o Mz —-1—-a) I'(x) 1+a
¢(I)_F(SL’—1—Q)_F($)+x—1—% (12.23)
and
"py = Drz-1-a)\" (@)  1+a
@ = (1) - (7)) 1 a)
S a-1-—at) =Yt
1=0 1=0 (z-1-%)

1 1 1 [ 1 1]
lta|(r—1-2)° (r+2)°*] -1 7
1 (1+a)2r-1) 2r — 1

R e e e A

1 1
=27 —-1) [(T 1o ae(r e %)2 - 2(r — 1)2]
>0.

Take 7 = 2 + | — «/2 in the above inequality, which gives

) = 1 1 l+a
¢(x)2(1+a);{(x—l+l—a/2)2_(:L’+l—oz/2)2}_( oy =0

Thus ¢ is convex. By the mean value theorem, we have

o0

(z+1)2

o0

(1+a) < ¢ (z) < (1+a) (x—1—a+1)7?].

a_ a_
:L'l2 x12

l l

Hence lim,_,, ¢'(z) = 0; and for any a € (0, (n—2)/2), ¢ is decreasing in [3/2, +00).
Moreover, we see from (12.23) that ¢'(x) = O(]z|™?) as # — oo. Thus there exists
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a constant ¢y such that lim, ,. ¢(z) = ¢p. By the Stirling’s formula (see [23]), we
have for m =1,2,-- -,

— 1 1 - Ba —2l+1 —2m-—1
logT'(z) = (m — 5) logx —x + 3 log(2m) + ; mx +O(x )

where By are the Bernoulli numbers. Therefore, as x — o0,

¢(z) =logT'(z =1 —a) —log'(z) + (1 + a)log (:):—1—%)

:(x—l—oz—%)log(:c—l—a)—(:c—l—a)

1
—(x—i)logx+x+(1+a)10g (if—l_%) +0(Jz[ ™)

—(z — %)log (1 - 1;“) 4 (1+a) {log (1 + M) + 1] +O(|z|™Y).

Because
. 1 1+«
xh_)rgo (SL’—§> log (1— ” ) =—(1+ o),
we get
o(z) = O(|lz|™"), asz — +oo.
This then implies that for any o € (0, (n — 2)/2), if x > 1, then ¢(z) > 0. O
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