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Abstract

This work is a follow-up on the work of the second author with P. Daskalopoulos
and J.L. Vazquez ] In this latter work, we introduced the Yamabe flow
associated to the so-called fractional curvature and prove some existence result
of mild (semi-group) solutions. In the present work, we continue this study by
proving that for some class of data one can prove actually convergence of the
flow in a more general context. We build on the approach in B] as simplified
in the book of M. Struwe @]
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1. Introduction

The resolution of the Yamabe problem, i.e. finding a metric in a given con-
formal of a closed manifold with constant scalar curvature has been a landmark
in geometric analysis after the series of works [33, 131, |5, [25]. Later a parabolic
proof of the previous elliptic results, was somehow desirable and in his seminal
paper Hamilton [18] introduced the so-called Yamabe flow. Given a compact
Riemannian manifold (M, go) of dimension n > 2, Hamilton introduced in [18§]

the following evolution for a metric g(t)

Org(t) = — (Scalg(t) — scalg(t))g(t)
9(0) = go,

where Scaly ;) is the scalar curvature of g(t) and

scalg(t) = VOlg(t) (M)_l / Scalg(t) dVOlg(t).
M

This gave rise to an extensive literature, see e.g. |11, 134, 127, 6, [7].

On the other hand, in a seminal paper |16] Graham and Zworski constructed
for every v € (0,n/2) a conformally covariant operator P on the conformal
infinity of a Poincaré-Finstein manifold. These operators appear to be the
higher-order generalizations of the conformal Laplacian. They coincide with
the GJMS operators of [15] for suitable integer values of . This paved the way
to define an interpolated quantity R for each v € (0,7/2), which is just the
scalar curvature for v = 1, and the Q-curvature for v = 2. This new notion of
curvature has been investigated in |24, 14, 19, 13, 121] and is called the fractional
curvature. Unfortunately, this notion of curvature (except in the case v = %
(see [9])), at the present knowledge, does not carry any clear geometric meaning.
Nonetheless, from the analytical point of view, it interpolates between several
well-known geometric quantities and one can hope that their investigations will
shed some light on these matters.

In the aforementioned series of papers, all the technqiues used in studying
the so-called fractional Yamabe problem are of elliptic nature. The aim of the

present article is to develop a parabolic theory. The paper is twofold. We first



collect all the necessary tools to deal with this new fractional flow. Then we
prove convergence for certain class of initial data.
We now introduce the flow under study. On a compact Poincaré-Einstein

manifold (M, go) let P9

9, where v € (0,1) C (0, %) be the conformal fractional

Laplacian satisfying

n+2~y

PP (uf) =ur=—=PI(f) forall feC*(M), (2)
under the conformal change
g =uT% gy, (3)
In particular on (R",|dz|?) we have PJflz‘z = (—Agn)7.

The volume element on (M, gg) is denoted by dug. By replacing go by its
constant multiple we may assume the (M, go) has unit volume, po(M) = 1.

With a conformal metric [B) we write
2n
dp = dpg = w27 duyg.

Let R = Ry = PJ(1) = u~ e P9 (u) be the fractional curvature. As
previously mentioned, this is the scalar curvature when v = 1 and the Q-

curvature when v = 2. Its average is denoted by

s:sf’yz/ RS dp.
M

Consider the volume-preserving fractional (note the suppressed v) Yamabe flow

20,9 = (s — R)g,

9(0) = go,
Ou = (s — R)u,
( ) n
u(0) = 1.

This new geometrical problem has been firstly introduced by Jin and Xiong in
[20] where the authors investigate the flow on the sphere M = S™ with the round
metric, the conformally flat case. Only in this context was the flow actually in-

troduced, but the generalization on any compact manifold M is straightforward



and has been done in [12]. That the flow preserves the volume in time is a
rather important property for the global existence.
Depending on the need, the flow () is sometimes alternatively expressed as

a fast diffusion fractional equation, namely

n — 2 n n
— 23& (u"tQ) = —P%(u) + sgyu"jgz.

It is convenient define the Yamabe functional

/ uPYudpo
E(u) = M s (5)

()
M

as it appears naturally in the variational formulation throughout the paper.

Then the Yamabe constant for the class [g] containing go is given by

YOG = nf B (6)

A feature in all the proofs of the convergence of the Yamabe flow is the use at
some point the so-called Positive Mass Theorem, as has already been present in
[24,16,7]. This is associated to the Green’s function. Suppose M is the conformal
infinity of a Poincaré-Einstein manifold (X" *1, g, ). Assume Y, (M, [g]) > 0 and
Ai(g4) > "72 —~2. Then for each y € M, there exists a Green’s function G(z,y)
on X\{y} (see [21, Prosposition 1.5]). In the fractional case, the Positive Mass

Conjecture can be formulated in terms of the expansion of Green’s function.

Conjecture 1.1. Assume that v € (0,1), n > 2y and (M, [g]) is a Poincaré-
FEinstein manifold with Y, (M, [g]) > 0. Fiz any y € M. Then there exists a
small neighborhood of y in (X, g), which is diffeomorphic to a small neighborhood
N C Riﬂ of 0, such that

G(2,0) = g lz| ") L At op(x) forze N
Here gp o = w‘"/22_271"(7)_11"(% —7) and ¢ is a function in N satisfying
()| < Cla™ 2 and  |Vi(2)| < Olafm 0201

for some constant C > 0.



The Positive Mass Theorem for the operators P¢ even for v € (0,1) is out
of reach at the moment, for several reasons due to the non-locality assumption
of the operator and the lack of tools to treat this case. So we naturally assume

that Positive Mass holds in our main theorem as follows.

Theorem 1.2. For v € (0,1), assume that Y, (M, [g]) > 0, Ai(g4+) > "72 -2
and, in the case v € (%, 1), H = 0, where H denotes the mean curvature of
O0soX = M. Assume also the Positive Mass Conjecture holds with A > 0. If E

is initially small in the sense tha

3|y

n

s0 < (V5 (M, [g))F + Y, (8% ] 7, (7)
then the flow (@) converges.

Remark 1.3. For v = %, [1] has proved the convergence of flow under more
general assumptions. As previously mentioned, the operators P, hence the
fractional curvatures, are defined for every number (up to resonances) between
0 and n/2. However, several major difficulties arise when one considers v > 1.
First the maximum principle fails at the elliptic level and second the parabolic
theory is completely open in this range. We leave as an open problem the
investigation of these higher order curvatures. However, we will mention in the

present paper the argument working in the larger range v > 1.

Remark 1.4. In our main theorem, we didn’t specify in which sense the flow
converges. Following previous works, the flow is globally defined and Holder
continuous. It is an open question to prove that this is actually smooth, though
such a result is expected. Implicitly, we assume the flow to be smooth in order
to use Simon’s inequality. The only proof of smoothness of the flow is in the
Euclidean setting (see [32]) and the proof does not adapt straightforwardly to

the manifold case. We postpone such result to future work.

ndeed, since u(0) = 1, the initial energy is given by

_ [M R(O) duo _
=t =

E(u(0)) =
po(M) =




Let us also remark that, on the other hand, singular solutions do exist, at
least for the elliptic problem. For the classical Yamabe problem, solutions with
a prescribed singular set have been constructed by Mazzeo and Pacard [22] in
1996. This is recently extended by Ao, DelaTorre, Fontelos, Gonzalez, Wei and
the first author 3] to the fractional case v € (0,1). By a result of Gonzilez,
Mazzeo and the second author [13], the dimension & of the singularity satisfies
an inequality that includes in particular k£ < (n — 2v)/2. When v = 1, such
dimension restriction is sharp according to the celebrated result of Schoen and
Yau [26]. This is also known to Chang, Hang and Yang [10] when ~ = 2.

Our strategy follows the one in the book of M. Struwe [30] simplifying his
original argument in virtue of the works of Brendle |6, [7]. This is based on a
series of curvature bounds which allow compactness and a recent global com-
pactness result [23] in the spirit of Struwe’s original one, developed by Palatucci
and Pisante (holding actually for all powers of v € (0,m/2)). The nonlocal-
ity of the flow induces several difficulties that one has to overcome using new

inequalities which will be described over the paper.

2. Preliminaries and technical tools

In this section, we provide several tools to deal with our conformally covari-
ant operators of fractional orders.

We will always assume that (M, go) is the conformal infinity of (X, go), both
equipped with appropriate metrics, and p is the associated defining function.

Details can be found in [9].

Proposition 2.1 (Integration by parts). Assume H =0 when v € (3,1). For

any v,w € C*° (M), we have

/M PI(v)wdp = /M P (w)v dp.

Proof. We recall the “improved” extension [|9] for PY° — R, without the zeroth



order term, namely

- diV(p1727VW) =0 in (X7 go)a
W=w on (M, go), (8)

(P§o — Ry )w = —cy ,1;13% pIm9,W  on (M, go).

where ¢, is a positive constant (which can be found [9]).

First we prove that

/ P2 (v)w dug = / P (w)v dpq.
M M
Indeed, denoting V and W to be the extension of v and w respectively, we have
/M (Pg0 (v)w — P (w)v) duo = /M ((P$° - R)(v)w — (PY* — R)(w)v) dpuqo
=cy lim p' T (WO,V —Vo,W) diig
p—0 M,
= c,y/ div (p1*27 (WVV — VVW)) dio
X

=0.

Here M, denotes the level set at level p. For a conformal metric g = T 9o,

we have

/ Pi(v)w dp = / u P (uwv)wu o dpo = / P (uv)uw dpg.
M M M
Hence the result follows. O

We now compute crucial quantities involving the time-derivatives of R and
s. These computations can be justified by a standard approximation argument.

Hereafter we also write R(t) = Rg(t), etc.

Lemma 2.2. We have

1. OR(t) = "+§§R(R —s)— PI(R—s)=—(P¢—R)(R) +

n—

2. Oys(t) = =2 [, IR — s]*dp.

O-R(R — s).

n—



Proof. 1. Using the definition of the flow, we have

O R(t) = _nt 27%R—|— u e oo (Eu)
n—2yu T \u
n—+ 2y
:n_27R(R—s)—P$(R—s).
2. Similarly we compute, using additionally Lemma 2.1}
M
2n Uy
:/ Ry dp + /R—du
M n—22v )y U
n+ 2y
= R(R — s)du — PI(R—s)d
[ R [ Prr= s
2n
- R(R—-5s)d
o [ R
n+ 2y 2n 9
—-1- R— d
(n—2’y n—2”y)/M( s)” dp

This completes the proof.

O

Next we show that R(¢) > 0 for all ¢ provided that R(0) > 0. Quantitatively

we have

Lemma 2.3. For any t > 0, we have

4y
n

R(t) > e~ 75750 min R(0) > 0.

Proof. The extension problem for Lemma [Z2]1) reads, for U|y = = R(t),

div(p'=2U) = 0 in (X,g)

dry

_ 3 1-2y —
c,yll)l_r}%p 0,U oU + —

QWU(R —s+s(0)) in (M,go).

Testing this with V such that V|p; = min {U — miny, U(0), 0}, we have, as long



as R(t) > 0,
0 :/ —div(p""PU)V d
X

:/ p1*27VU-VVdﬂ—/ (P9 — R)(U)V dp
X M

1 4
:/ p1*27|VV|2dﬁ+—at/ Vi — — /U(R—s+s(0))Vdu
X 2 M n—=2v J/yu

1 4
2/p1—2V|VV|2dﬁ+—at/ V2dp+ —2 /U|V|Rdu
X 2 M n—2v Ju
1

—at/ VZidu
2 M

where we have used the facts that V' < 0 and s < s(0). Integrating in ¢, we

>

obtain V' = 0 up to the time where miny; U > 0, so that
R(t) > e~ w70t min R(0),
as desired. O

Proposition 2.4. Given any T > 0, we can find positive constants C(T) such
that
C(T)~! <wu(t) <C(T)

forall0<t<T.
Proof. The function u(t) satisfies
Ou=—(R— s)u < s(0)u 9)
then u(t) < e*(O7T for 0 <t < T. Since R(t) >0 for 0 < t < T, then
P%u = R(t)u"5 > 0. (10)
It follows from [8, Lemma 4.9] that u satisfies a Harnack inequality such that
i >
1]{1; u > C(T)supu,

M

for some C(T') > 0. Then the proposition is proved. O



For ¢ > 1 consider the functionals
Si9) = [ (rytdny Filo)= [ 1R st dny.

M M
In particular sg = S1(g).
Lemma 2.5. For1<q< %, we have

Fq+1(g(t)) < O(Ta q, go)a
for all 0 <t < T. If the flow exists for all t > 0, then
tymnf F, 1 (9(t)) =0,

Proof. We compute, for g € [1, %),

9:54(9)

2
=/ gRT 'Ry dp + —— /Rqﬂdu
M n—=2vJ/u u

4
= —q/ (P9 —R)(R—s)R" "du+q 2 / R(R —s)RT dp
M n—2v/y

2n
- RY(R—s)d
o [ R =)
2(2vq —
:—q/ (P RYR) R dp 1+ 22" ")/ RY(R — s)dp
M n—2y M
S_M/ Rq(R_S)dM§O7
n—=2v Ju

the last inequality following from the extension problem (). Indeed, if U is the

extension for R, then
/ (P% — R)(R)R" " du = —c, lim plfzv/ 0,U R dp
M p—0 M
= C'y/ P IVU -V (U dp
X

4(qg—1 _ a?
= (q2 )Cv/Xpl 27‘V(U2) dp

> 0.

10



Integrating (Id]), we have

| Fertatnar= [ [ 1R s dae
0 0 M

<[ N | (= st =)

n— 2y
< ———— .
>~ 2(7’L — 27q) SQ(QO)

In particular,

liminf Fy 41 (g(1)) = 0.

3. Long time existence and convergence

The short time and long time existence of u has been studied by [12]. One
can use the method in [4] to show that for any T' > 0, u € C*((0,T] x M) for

some «. Here we are providing a proof follows from Brendle’s approach [6].

Proposition 3.1. For any fived 3= <p < ";27, let =2y —2>0. Then for

any T > 0, there exists a constant C(T) such that

|’U,(£L‘1,t1) — u(xg,t2)| S C(T)((tl — tg)% + d(xl,:vg)o‘).

Proof. Using Lemma, and Proposition 2.4] for 75 <p< ";ﬂf",

[ 1pratoprdn < cr) (15)
M
forall 0 <t <T and
| 1oupdu < ca), (16)
M
By |17, Theorem 4], the inequality (3] implies that

u(z, t) —uly, )] < C(T)d(x,y)"

11



where o = 2y — 2 and ¢ € [0, T]. Using (I0), we obtain

P

|u(z,t1) — u(z, t2)|

—_n

<C(th —ta)” 2 lu(z,t1) — u(w, ta)| dpo(y)
Bm(i)

<C(ty —t2)"2 / lu(y, t1) — u(y, t2)| dpo(y) + C(T)(t1 — t2)*
Bm(m)

<t -t s [ Orul dpaoly) + C(T) (k1 — t2) %
t€fts ] Bm(m)

1

<C(ty —t2)' "% sup ] (/ |Opul? duo(y)) T o)t 1) E
M

tE[t1,t2

<C(T)(t1 — 1) %

for all z € M and t1,t5 € [0, T satisfying 0 < t; — t2 < 1. Thus the assertion is
proved. O

Now we show that the convergence is uniform.

Lemma 3.2. For any p € [1, %), Fy(g(t)) = 0 as t = 4o0.

Proof. We use the notation 2P = |z|P~1z. Using the Stroock—Varopoulos in-
equality
_ 4 p— 1 D I3
[ortprran = M2 [y (1512) a
M p M
together with the Sobolev inequality
Ju P2 di

om n—2y
o 5 )

0<V,(0Llg) = it (

n

we compute

_ +2
6,5Fp(g)=—p/ (R—s)P 1P,$(R—s)du—|—pn 7/ |R — s|P du
M n—=2yJ/u

2
+2pst/ (R—s)P1du+ r / |R—s|p&du
M M u

n — 2y
4(p—1) n=2y  p(n+2y)—2n
_ T\ ) 7 - F
- pYAMJﬂ)p(m R—— et

p(n +2y)
+ WSFp + 2pFa(g) Fp-1(g)

12



np
n—2y"

exponents § = "2_7? and 1 — 0 = % such that p +1 = 0p* + (1 — 9)p,

where we denote p* = Using Holder’s inequality with the conjugate

and Young’s inequality with o = % < 1, we have

Fy(g)Fp-1(9) < Fpy1(9)
2y(p+1)—n

n—2~
Fpr1(g) < Fp(g) 77 Fp(g)
n—2y

<OF,." +C(6)F,(g) t7r

— p

for any § > 0. Combining with the above estimates, we have

atFp(g) < CFP(Q) + CFP(Q)HBa

with 5 = ﬁzﬁﬁ > 0. Recalling (I2)), standard ODE analysis implies that

lim F,(g(t)) = 0.

t—o0

O

Now we have proved u(t) exists for (0,00) and it is holder in space and time
for any finite time interval. We want to study the convergence of wu(t).

Let 79 > 0 denote a lower bound for the injectivity radius on (M, go). Fix
¢ € C&(By,(0)) such that ¢ = 1 on B, /, C R". For x,y € M, let p,(z) =
go(exp; L(z)), where exp is the exponential map in the metric go. Let us also

denote, for functions u and @ defined on M and R”™ respectively,
vol(u) = p(M) = / uTE dpg, vol(a) = / am 5 da.
M n
For any sequence of time, we have the profile decomposition by [23].

Lemma 3.3. For any sequence t, — oo, there exists an integer L and sequences

Tk, €kl L =1...L such that, passing to a subsequence if necessary,

L
u(ty) — Zu(mk,hak,n — Uoo  tn HY(M, go), (17)
=1

where us, > 0 solves

n42y

Pouy, = Sooltos 2T on (M, go), (18)

13



and

u(wk,l,ak,z)(‘r) = ¢Ik,z($)ﬁ (6];} exp;kl’l(x)) )

n—2y

with @ = G (1+ |x]?) 2, the standard bubble solving

Moreover,
vol(u(ty)) = vol(uwss) + L - vol(a). (19)

Proof. By |23], such profile decomposition holds as long as the Palais—Smale
condition is VeriﬁecQ. Indeed, from Lemma [3.2]

/ |P;g°u—suzt§3|"2+27duo :/ |R—s|"2+757du—>0.
M M
Hence the result follows. O

Actually (I9) means

which is
2y

n

Soo = {E(uoo)% + LYW(S")%}

Obviously E(ux) > Y, (M, [g]). By Lemma 22 and the assumption (),

2y

n

So0 < 50 < | (Y5 (M, [g)) 7 + ¥, (8™ 5 ]
By the Aubin inequality (see [14])
Y, (M, [g]) < Y,(S"), (20)

we conclude that either

1. L =0 and uy > 0; or

2. L =1 and us = 0.

2The authors proved the result in R™. In the manifold setting, the proof is almost identical.

14



Remark 3.4. The Aubin inequality (20) can be proved using concentration-

compactness (as opposed to test functions) for any v € (0,n/2).

Using the version of strong maximum principle, again proved in [14], one has
Lemma 3.5. Fither use > 0 or use = 0.

Thus the above cases are a dichotomy and are to be referred to as the compact
case and the noncompact case respectively.
The following proposition is crucial in proving the convergence, and its proof

is the content of Sections 45l

Proposition 3.6. For any sequence t, — oo there exist constants § € (0,1)

such that for a subsequence there holds

S(tk) — Soo < CF% (g(tk))n;rf’v(l-i-é)'
n+2y
One consequence of this proposition is

Lemma 3.7. There exist constants 6 € (0,1) and T such that for all t > T
there holds

1446

s(t) = 800 < CF(g(t)) 7.

Proof. Suppose this is not true. One can find a sequence t; — oo such that

14+1/k

5(tk) = Soo > Fa(g(tr)) 2

However, Proposition can be applied to this sequence

n+2y 146
2n

) < CR(g(tr) =,

s(tk) = S0o < CF_2n_(g(tr))

the last inequality following from Holder’s inequality. Putting the two inequal-

ities together, we obtain

5—1/k
1< Chy(g(tk)) >,

which contradicts Lemma, when k is sufficiently large. O

Lemma 3.8. We have
/,H@@ﬁﬁ<m
0

15



Proof. Recall the relation
d 2
77 (5(t) = s00) = —2F2(g(t)) < —C(s(t) = 500) T

where 6 € (0,1). This differential inequality implies

5(t) — 800 < Ct T

for some constant C' > 0 and ¢ sufficiently large. Using Holder’s inequality, we
obtain

2T . 2T 5 T%
dt < T / Fy(g(t))dt
T

-Z@au—qmw%gCTlh
if T sufficently large. Since ¢ € (0,1), we conclude that

[SIES

g Fy(g(t))

i

| Flatontar < gj /

Fa(g(t)2dt < C

O
Proposition 3.9. Given any ¢y > 0, there exists a real number r > 0 and
q> % such that

[, 1Rl dnt) < e
forallx € M andt > 0.

Proof. We can find a real number 7' > 0 such that

L7 (] w05 oo - stePano

> S 6_0 .
n
Choosing a real number r > 0 such that

/ w(t) P dpg < 2
B, (x)
forallz € M and 0 <t <T. Then for any t > T, we have

R
B, (x)

g/ wnfﬁmm+ﬁ/ (/ =
o (z) 2Jr \Ju
SEQ.

u(t) ™5 (R(g(t) - S(t))2duo>

16



From Lemma B.2] we can find p,q € (%, % + 1) such that ¢ < p and

/U%Nm%%@gc
M

for some constant C' independent of t. By the previous part of this proof, one

can find r > 0 independent of ¢ such that

/ du(t) < eo.
B, (z)
Using Hélder’s inequality, then
1—4a
| im@)pdne < oqF.
B, (z)
Since €y can be chosen arbitrarily small, the proposition is proved. o

Proposition 3.10. Suppose the assumption of Thm[L2 are satisfied, then we

have the uniform upper and lower bound of u(t), that is

supu(t) < C, infu(t) >C*
M M

here C is a positive constant independent of t.

Proof. We will need Proposition and verify its assumption is

satisfied. Since our flow is volume preserving, then

/ dpgy =1
M

and Lemma implies that

/ R(g(t))dpg :/ u(t) Pu(t)duo < so.
M M

Now Proposition means that we can find a uniform radius for any point

x € M and t > 0. Therefore we can arrive at an uniform upper bound of u by

Proposition For the lower bound of u, it is just a consequence
of the Harnack inequality of [g].

O

Our next goal is to prove Proposition for the two cases.

17



4. The compact case

In this case we have uy, > 0. We first need a spectral decomposition with

respect to weighted eigenfunctions of PJ°.

Proposition 4.1. There exist sequences {ta}aen C C®(M) and {\o}aen C R,
with A\ > 0, satisfying:
(i) For all a € N,

_4y
P»‘?“% = AU 27wau in M.
(it) For all a,b € N,
1, ifa=0,
0, ifa#b.

(iii) The span of {1q}aen is dense in L2(M).

4y
/ Yapuds 7 dpoy =
M

(iv) We have limg_y00 A\ = 00.

Proof. Since we are assuming R, > 0, for each f € L?(M) we can define

T(f) = u, where u € HY(M) is the unique solution of
=
Pé’ou:fuoo "in M,

It has been proved in |14] that the first eigenvalue of the operator is positive,

hence

/ uPudpg
M

defines an (equivalent) norm in H7 (M) which is compactly embedded in L?(M),
and the operator T : L?(M) — L?(M) is compact. Integrating by parts, we see

that T is symmetric with respect to the inner product

4y
(Y1, 12) '—>/ Yrbouds ™ duo. (21)
M
Then the result follows from the spectral theorem for compact operators. O

Corollary 4.2. For any u,v € HY(M), we have

[ wProdin < ully ol

18



Proof. This follows directly from the eigenfunction expansion. If u = 3" pq%q
and v = ), vy, then

4y
/ uPvdpo = / Z PaWa - VbApuds >y dpag
M M
= Z AbhaVblab
a,b
< \/Z Aaug\/z Aav2

= [l g 0l g -

O

Our next goal is show the coercivity in H7(M, go) of the second variation
operator of the Yamabe functional at certain error wy, (defined below in (24))).
This is the content of Proposition and requires a projection onto a finite
dimensional subspace that we now introduce.

Let A C N be a finite set such that A\, > Zigz Seo for all a ¢ A, and define

the projection
4y e A
)= ( / wafduo) Yauds = f=Y < / wafduo> Yauds o .
a¢A M a€EA M
Note that this definition facilitates the computations for the lemma below

and is not the canonical projection with respect to the inner product defined in

1)), which would read

- Ay
=3 ( / bafuZ T d/m) o
agA M
We are going to construct functions @,, which are perturbations of us in a

finite dimensional subspace, and whose derivatives satisfy nice orthogonality

conditions.

Lemma 4.3. There exists ¢ > 0 with the following significance: for all z =

(21, .., 214]) € RIA with |z| < ¢, there exists a smooth function 4. satisfying,

4y
/ s 7 (thy — Uoo)Va dto = 24 for all a€ A, (22)
M
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and

9 n+§w
0457 —n—2v | _
II (PV Uy — Soolls ) =0. (23)

Moreover, the mapping z — ., is real analytic.

As a result,

Proof. This is just an application of the implicit function theorem and a stan-

dard argument to reach real analyticity. O

Lemma 4.4. There exists 0 < § < 1 such that
n+2~y 1+5
[ v (P - s i ) g
M

E(u,) — E(us) < ngg

)

if |z| is sufficiently small.

Proof. Observe that the function z — FE(@.) is real analytic. According to
results of Lojasiewicz (see equation (2.4) in [28, p.538]), there exists 0 < § < 1

such that
1+6

9 pa)

Za

|E(ti2) — E(uco)| < sup
a€A

)

if |z| is sufficiently small. Now we can follow the lines in [6, Lemma 6.5] to

calculate the partial derivative of the function z — E(,),

n+2~y -
9 / (P;;]Duz - Soouzn27> "/]a,z dMO
— M
Bz ) =2 N e
(/ T d/m)
M
n+2y
/ ﬁzpf;]oﬂz d,UO / ﬂgizw 1Z)a,z d,UJO
2 M M -
n—2v

2n - SOO
—n—27 d 7712—71 n
[z du ( [ o duo)

where z/;a,z = %az for a € A. According to (22)) and ([23)), we know that z/;a,z

satisfies

L 1 a=2b,
/ UE T Gty ditg =
M 0 a #b,
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4y

forbe A and II (Pg“l/;a,z — Seolis 1/~Ja,z) = 0. Moreover, (23] implies

n+2v n+2v 4~
P94, — seouif ™" = / PP, — sootiy ™ ) thyuss *" dpio | .
M
beA

‘We therefore obtain

n+2y
9 B /M (Pgouz - Soouzn?y) wa dﬂO
E(uz) = 2 n—2vy

0zq 2n n
(/ ay> duo)
M
n42y 4~
/ <P$°az - sooa;“> e [ Wi abn dp
+2) =M M

2n
beA / ’(74;727 d/LO
M

n+2y
—n—2
/ uy wa,z dﬂO
M

n—2y

2n n
()
M

for all a € A. Then the bounds for us and @, yield

o n+2v
sup E(’U’z) < C'sup / Ya (P»‘;]Dﬁz - Sooﬂ;h) d,UO .
acA|0Zq a€A|J M
From this, the lemma follows. O

For any k € N, we consider the best approximation in HY (M) of ug = u(ty)

among the family {u,}. More precisely, we choose zj with |z;| < ¢ such that

/ (2, — up)PY (s, — ug)dpo = min / (U — ug) P (U, — uk) dpo
M [21<¢J v

By ([1), we have up — uoo in HY(M). As %y = ueo, this implies that z; — 0

as k — oo. One can decompose
U = Uz, + Wk, (24)

such that

|lwi|l gy =0 as k — oo.

It also follows from the variational properties of @, that

/ Pgo (wk)i)ayzk d,U‘O = 07
M
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for any a € A. Again noticing the fact that z; — 0 as k — co one can deduce,
via Corollary [£2] that

e
ho [ a2 v wndi = [ wnPvs du
M M
= / (wa - J)a,zk)P»gowk d,UO
M (25)
S Hwa - "La,zk
H~

”wk”Hv
= o(D)[[wk |
for any a € A.

Proposition 4.5. There exists ¢ > 0 such that

n+ 2y
s
n— 2y

_ay
Oo/ = wk dpo < (1 - c)/ wy, PY wy; dpo,
M M
for all k sufficiently large.

Proof. Suppose this were not true. Then there would be a subsequence, still

denoted wy, such that we may rescale them to wy satisfying

90 7 n+ 2y n4 5
1= wy PO wy, dpg < liminf Soo wk dug.
M k—oo M — 27 M

Then wy, is bounded in H” and consequently w, — @ weakly in H” for some

w. The above inequality implies in particular that

2
1_n—i— 7s / ugosz duo,
n—2y M

so that @ # 0. On the other hand,

2 _A4y
/ TP G dpg < 2 7soo/ Wl T a2 dpo,
M n— 2y M

or

4~ 2 2 4~ 2

Z Aa (/ U > P du0> < Z nt 7500 </ US> YW d,u0> .
n— 2y M
aeN aeN
However, (28] shows that
_4y
Aa / ude > Yat dpig = 0,
M

for any a € A, from which we arrive at a contradiction by the choice of A. [
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We now estimate wy, quantitatively.

Lemma 4.6. There exist constants C > 0 and ko such that for k > ko there
holds

n+4+2~y
2n

lwkllmr < C (/M [R(tr) = 5|75 dug(tw)
We need some elementary inequalities, see also [6, (137), (156)].
Lemma 4.7. Let a,b > 0. For p > 0, we have
laP — 7| < Cla —b|P + CaP~ta —b).
Forp>1,
laP — b7 — paP~Y(a — b)| < Ca™{P=2.0} g — p|miniP:2} L O|g — b|P.
Moreover, for p > 2,

-1
a? — P —paP~(a —b) + Z%177"72@ —b)?

< Camodp=3.0} g — p|min{p3} 4 C|q — plP.

Proof. Let h = a — b. The first one follows directly from

CaP~t|h|  for |h| < &,
|a? = (a = h)P| <
C|h|P for |h| >

N

The second estimate is similar when p > 2, where we expand to the second

order,

CaP~2|h|*  for |h| < &,

0% = (a— B — pa?1h] <
ClhlP for |h| > 2.

When p < 2, in the regime |h| < & we simply bound a?~2 < C|h[P~2.

The same argument applied to the last estimate reads

— 1 CaP*B h 3 fOI' h S Q,

aP — (a_h)p—pap71h+%(a—h)pfzfﬁ < | | | | 3
Claf - for|h] > §,
hence the result. -
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Proof of Lemma[{.6. Denote Wy, to be the projection of wy onto the subspace

{Ya | a & A},
Wy, = Z (/M m5 YW duo) Ya,

agA
so that

/ n— Q’Y'(Z)a?.de‘LLO—O
M

for any a € A. Moreover, (28) shows that

dny 2
/ (ﬁ)k — wk)P,‘;,]O (ﬁ)k — wk)d,uo = E /\a (/ ” no wawkdu())
M M

acA
= o(1)|Jwi |-
In other words, ||wr — wg|lgr = o(1)||wg||g+. With the decomposition uj =

Uy, + wg, we calculate the linearization

n42y

(R(tk) = soc)uy ™"

n+§w
= Pq" Uk — SoolUyp

n+§w n+§w n+§w (26)
= Pgoﬂzk — Seollz, |+ Pg“ Wk — Soolly, |+ Scollzy

nt2y n -+ 2,7

4~
Seollde 2wy + I,

= P, — seoliz, 4 Pw
n — 2y

where

n+42y n+2y 4y
n 4+ 2
2 -2 -2
Ik—soo<u§k T —uy ”+n Uss W

2y
n+2 el =
- Fysoo (ﬁz"kz” — ugoh) Wy,
n— 2y
B n+2y n+2y n + 2 e
+ Soo <u§k 7y +o 2; Zn k)

Using Lemma [£.7],

4
|| < Cun oo Uz, — Uool[wk| + Cltiz, — u<>0|"j2AY |wi|

n42y

= 1}| |m1n{n > }+C|wk|"*2”

n Cfmax{o

By the Sobolev embedding H"Y — L7% and the smallness of Uy, — Uoo and

wg, we conclude
[ il di < [ (1] o < o(1)
M M
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as k — oo. (Note that we need uo, > ¢ > 0 in case 6y < n.) Notice that the

projection wy, satisfies

n+2~y

/ (P;‘f‘)uzk — soou;‘k2”> Wy dptg = 0
M

because of ([23). Now, using Proposition [L.35]

4y

n -+ 2 -
c|lwe /% < /M (Pg“wk — ’Ysoouoo > wk) wy dpo

n— 2y
2 4y
= [ (P = ST )+ oD
n+§w . R 2
-/ (<R<tk> s ur - Ikwk) duo -+ o) [wk 2+
M
n+2~y

2n 2n
<0 ([ 1RG0 = 5ol 5 dgny) T unllas + oDl
M

and the claim follows by making k large enough. O

A related computation completes the estimate in Lemma [£.4]

Lemma 4.8. There exist C > 0 and ko such that for k > ko there holds
2 (145)

(i)~ Blu) < € ([ 1700 =5l 5 i)
M

Proof. Recalling (26)),

n+2y n+2y n+2y n+2y
90 —n—2v __ n—2vy J —n—2v n—2vy
P, — seolizy ' = (R(tr) — Soo0) uy, — PYowg — oo | Uz 7 — uy ,

it suffices to bound the projection of each term on the right hand side onto

the finite dimensional subspace spanned by 1),, where a € A. We have

[ P duo < Clusl
M
by Corollary 2 Also,
n42y n42y 4y
/ Soo (ﬂﬁk“ - u;‘”) q dpg < C/ (ur + |wi|) ™= |wral dpo
M M

< Cllwgll -
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Using Lemma 4.6 we get

nt2y
- 2
/ (P;;,]Ouzk Scollzy, w) Ya dpio
M

sup
a€A
n+2v
_2n 2n
<0 ([ 1R = 5wl dugen)
M
Our claim follows from Lemma [£.4] O

We can finally turn to the proof of Proposition in the compact case.
Proof of Proposition [7.8. By the conformal relation (2]), we compute

B = [ (in,+ w00) P i+ 10

n+2~y
= / QZkPﬁ(/]OQZk dMO + 2/ R(tk) g Wi dMO - / ’LU]CP,;JOU}]C dﬂO
M M M

n+2'y

= 500 + 2/ (R(tr) — Soc) up " wy dpo
M

n+t2y s
— /M <ka$°wk - o Soollzy " ,%) dpo + Jx

where

2y

n—2y n—2y
Te = (E(s,) — 500) (/ ars duo) + 50 ((/ i duo) _ 1)
M M

nisy n+ 2y 2
+ S0 /M <2uk 2wy — n——ZYUZk > wi) dug.

. n-2y . .
Since x +— x = is a concave function,

n—2y
2n n _ 2
(/ u.é}%d/io) 1<t 7(/ Uz, 27dﬂ0—1>
M M
n— 2’7/ (un 2y l:zgw) dMO
2k
M

Then we can estimate the error term as

n—2y

T < (Blitsy) — 500) ( [ wn duo>
M

n—2y w¥m N 27 5t
— Soo Uy, — Uz,
M n n

nt2y n+2
— 2u]:72w Wk + — 21—% 27 i)dﬂo-
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Recalling ui = @, + wg, the last integrand is a multiple of

B n—2~ _ 27; on _ 2n 1 2n n + 27 _ 4,’Y2 2
U wg) " —uz, U W) Wt o ———— Uy, W
(Uz, +wk) 2 n_2,y(zk+ k) L S sl
hence the pointwise estimate in Lemma A7 applies to yield
-2 2n -2 n+2y 2 4~
/ n ”Yu;;,h _ n ’Y—;Lk 2y 2’(1,]:7% wg + n+ Fyﬁ;];h w}% d,u()
M n n n — 2y

0,8-n : n n
< C/ arznkax{ n72w}|wk|m1n{ n2—2773} dpg + C/ |wk| ni2w dpg
M M

2 37;7’3}
<C (/ |wg|*=27 duo)

,3
<C||wk||“““{" 53}

n;27 min{
™ n

Now the results of Lemma and imply

—24

27 " ming = 27 ,3
Ji < (E(ts,) — 8c0) (/ Uz dN0> + Cllwg |l g~ {7553}
M

2n n;?‘y (1+5)
<0 ([ 1R = 5wl dugen)
M

+2w
< CF 2y (g(tr) 5 U7 4+ C(s(tr) — 500)' .

It follows from Hélder’s inequality, Proposition and Lemma that the

remaining terms are also bounded by

n42y

2/ (R(tr) — Soo) up " wy dpo
M

n+2y X
_ PYo _ ooln” n—=2v,.2 d
/M(wk T T Ty e k) .
n+2'y
2n
o ([ 1t sl )
M

n+4+2~y
2n "
<C (/ |R(tk) = Soo|™F5 d#g(tk))
M

< CF 3 (9(t))"F 3 (40 4 O(s(ty) — S00) .

IN

. _C”wk”%{w

Combining our expansion of E(ux) and the previous estimates, we get

$(th) = o0 = Blu) = s00 < CF_2g_(g(t4)) T 149 4+ C(s(tr) — 500)"+*

Since s(tx) — Soo a8 k — 00 and § € (0,1), then

5(tk) — 800 < CF% (g(tk))";fv(lﬂ)
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as desired. O

5. The noncompact case

In this case we have us, = 0. Following [21] with the assumption of Positive

Mass Theorem for our operators, there is a test function u such that

/ uP{*u dpo
M

n—22vy

()
M

Such u is found through the rescaling and relocation of standard bubble u,

BEu) = <Y, (SM).

possibly truncated or perturbed. By specifying the relocation and rescaling
parameters (29, ¢) of such test function, we use the notation g, for a more
precise purpose. Near g, U(g,,¢)(2) is comparable to

n—2y

_n—2y _

OnySoc 7 €2 (e texpy) (2)),

where @,, 4 can be found at |21, 1-23].

From the profile decomposition, we know that uy = u(tx) approaches some

U(zy,,e,) in HY. We prefer to use the best approximation in the following sense,
/ (uk - O‘ku(zkﬁsk)) Pvgo (ur — aku(ﬂﬁkﬁsk)) dpo
M
= i — pgo — dg.
o in /M (e — @ty o)) PY° (ur — atige o)) dpio
Then

Uk = QU (g, ) + W =: Vg + Wi

with some suitable zj, e and ap — const > 0. Then we have the following

lemma from the variation of three parameters «, e, and = respectively:

Lemma 5.1. As k — oo, there hold

n+§w
1. / 0T wp dptg = o()||will -
M

nt2y 2 d(z, xp)?
2. v Ik TR dpg = o(1)||wi || o ;
[ A e dun = o)
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iy ey exp,,!(x)
3. vl k wy dpg = o(1)||w .
[ e i = o)
Proof. By the choice of ay, we get
/ ka,gou(wk’Ek) d,uo =0.
M

Moreover, one can expand
n+2y n+2y
g0 — p9Yo — n—2y 9o — n—2vy g0
OékP,Y U(zp,en) = PV (uk — wk) = R(tk)uk — PV Wk = SeoVy, + 1 — P’Y Wi
where
n42y n42y n42y om

Iy = (R(t) — Soa) U] + 500 (U7 =0/ | 50 in L5

Then

n+2y 9
+ lwiller = o) [wi]| -,

s [ 0P dpo = oV
M

establishing Claim (1). Claim (2) and Claim (3) can be proved similarly.

2n
“2y

O

Lemma 5.2. There exist constants ¢ > 0 and ko such that for k > ko there

holds
2 i
nt 2y / v Wi dpg < (1 —c)/ wy, PY wy; dpuo.
M M

s
n—2vy >
Proof. Suppose it were not true. Then one would be able to extract a sequence

of rescaled W, = ajw such that

2 iy
1:/ By, PL 3 dprg < liminf 7" 7500/ v 02 dpg
M k—oo N — M

Define
n—2y
Wi(x) =€, 2 u?k(expzk(sk{)) : Bre, (0) C Ty, M — R
for some R < 19, the injectivity radius of (M,go). Then @y is bounded in
H! (R™) for some w satis-

H"Y(Bg/e,(0)) and consequently wy — w weakly in

fying
(e)?
/Rn v epm “ =0
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and

9 n m 2
[ a@caeya@de< a0 [ 8 ae e

n—2y 1+ [¢2)2
However, it follows from Lemma [5.1] that
n+2y
1 2
[ () oo
SR S
2 —
[ (o) @0 )
n42v

1 2 ¢ ) -
[ (5e)  Taeee-o

We want to prove the above three equalities and [27)) together imply w(§) = 0,
which will clearly give us a contradiction. To this end, it is better to work on
sphere S™. Denote by ¥ the stereographic projection of the sphere S™ onto R™
with respect to the north pole. More precisely,

Ve=(z1,...,2n41) €S, X(x)=¢&=(&,...,&) €R
where & = L
1- Tn41

It is known that the standard metric of S™ and R™ are related by

n—2vy

4

_ 2 _ e 2 _ 2
oo = g P = O TP, 06 = (157 )

For any w(£) € HY(R"), we define a function v on S™ by v(z) = (p~*w0)(£),
¢ = X(x). The conformal property reads

oA 22V gen
(—Agn)710 = pr=27 PE" (v).
Consequently,

/ B~ A )Vide = | 0P (0) dpse, (29)
R~ sn

/n pni—%@f (&) d¢ = 02 () djtgen - (30)

S'n.

The spectrum of P%" is known; for example, see [20]. Namely, for any k > 0

- Tk+2+7)
P (Y M) = Wi_wwk
2
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where Y (*) are spherical harmonics of degree k > 0 and T is the Gamma func-
tion. The three equalities in (Z8) mean exactly that v is orthogonal to any Y (%)
and Y1), Therefore

F2+%+7)
PgSn n>72 2 an .
| opp @i > ot [ ) de,

2

Combining the above fact with (1), (29) and (30), we shall obtain

LC840) [ et o) g < a2t 2 [ 020
T g o) T 0l I [ o e

_Ay 2
—ai Ty [t de

Retrieving a,, 4 from [21] gives

(679 v = 271722“Y P(Z i 7) "
’ (3 =)

It is not difficult to see

re+%+7) A+ 2y

7711727 2—27
[e+3-7 " n-n
for v € (0,1) and n > 2. Thus we conclude
4y 9
| it e o,
implying that @w(§) = 0, a contradiction. O

With the above estimate we now give the proof of Proposition in the

noncompact case.

Proof of Proposition [3.0.

E(uy) = / (v + wi ) PY° (vg + wy) dpo
M

n42y

_/ v PY vy dpio + 2/ R(tx)u, " wy dpo —/ wy P wy, dpio
M M M

n42y

= Soo + 2/ (R(tk) — Soo) up " wy dpio
M

n + 2y 5 o
—/M (ka$°wk—m8mvk wy | dpo + i,
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where

n—2y n—2y
2n n 2n n
Jk = (E(’Uk) — Soo) (/ UI:72’Y d/LO) + Soo <(/ U]:*YY dMO) — 1)
M M

n+2~y 2 4~
+ soo/ (21;,:2w wy, — mvn*w w,%) duo.
M n—

27’“

Since E(vg) < Sco, we have

ni2y 2 4y
+2u] " wy, — Zt211},:’2” w,%) dpg.

Similar to the case when u., > 0, one can get the estimate

B 2n 13
T < Offug [ te555%

Lemma yields that

2 4
nt Wsoov,:’” wi) dug.

w7 < C/M (wkpé")wk -

n — 2y
for £ > kg. The rest of proof follows from almost same lines as the compact

case Ug, > 0. O

Appendix A. Some elliptic estimates

Here we prove a Moser Harnack inequality; similar results can be found at |2,
Appendix A] and [14, Theorem 3.4]. For a fixed boundary point (pg,0) € 90X,

we consider local coordinates (z, p) € R™ x R and use the notation
Bj = {(Iap) € X P> 05 dg((xvp)vpo) < T}v
Fg = {(ZE,O) eM: dgo (Iap()) < T}a

F;j— = {(I,p) eX: p =0, dg((il?,p),po) = T}'
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Proposition Appendix A.l. Let U be a nonnegative weak solution to

div(p'=VU) + E(p)U =0 in B3,

-l 00 = fle) o T,

where |E(p)| < Cp'=27. Then for each p > 1 and q > 2=

27
supU + supU
B ro
< G [ Ul oiag iy + 77 F W00 aey,y + 7" 1 oy
= “D,q LP(Bj,,p1=27) LP(TY,) La(T3,)

or some Cj,4 > 0 depending on p and q.
pyq g

Proof. The Moser iteration process is by now a very standard approach. We
will just sketch the main steps. Details can be found in [2] and [14]. Since we
are just using the local information, we will prove the Harnack inequality in the
Euclidean case and use y > 0 as the extension variable.

After scaling we can assume r = 1. Let £ = || f[|zo(rg) and 0 < n € CHBY).
We will work with the case ¢ > 0, for otherwise we may let an arbitrary positive
¢ tend to zero. Set U = U + ¢ and, for simplicity, a = 1 — 2v. Firstly by
multiplying the equation by 72U# for some 5 > 0 and integrating by parts, we
have

2/ y“nUBVnVl7d:rdy+ﬂ/ y“n2U6_1|VU|2dxdy+/ " UP f(z) da
Bf Bf ry

2

:/ E(y)n?UP*tt dxdy.
By

Using Holder’s inequality to handle the cross term, we simplify it using Young’s
inequality as
_ _ C _ C _
/ Yy UP~YVU | dedy < —2/ Y| Vn|UPH dedy + — nszﬁ‘H dx
Bf B Bf B 9 t

C _
+ —/ Y n?UPH da.
B Je:

2
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1+8
2

Define w = U and insert it to the above equation. One gets

[ vV )P dedy

By

2 2
SCLZQD /+y“(|V17|2+172)w2d;vdy+07(6—;1) Agn%ﬁ%dw (A1)

=: Il + IQ.

B;

For the left hand side above, one uses the trace Sobolev and weighted Sobolev
embedding (see [14, Corollary 5.3 and Proposition 3.3]) to obtain

n—22vy

c / YV ()2 dady > / ()= de |+ /
Bf g Bf

2

B[N

y* (nw)"* dwdy) :
(A.2)
where C' > 0 is some constant and k € (1,2(n + 1)/n).

Next we estimate I in (AJ). We have
||77w||2qu/(q,1)(F3)

foretne |4
g & kllary) (A.3)

S EHTIUJH%?”/("*}Y)(FQ) + 6_ 2vq—n ||’)’]U]||%2(Fg)

Choosing € small enough, the first term of the right hand side can be absorbed
in to left hand side of (A.2). Plugging (A.3) and (A-2) back into (A]]), one gets

n—22vy

o)1

2

y* (nw)* dxdy)
(A.4)

< O(1+ )7 [ / (VP 4w dady + /
B

(nw)*dx| .

2 rg

For any 1 < r; <19 <2, we choose 7 as a cut-off function satisfying 0 < n <1,
n<2/(ry—r1) and n=1in B, and n =0 on By \B;,. With this n in (A4),
we obtain, in terms of U,

n—2vy

1
n 3
/ UFdr| o+ / y TPk dady
ro, B
/ UB+1CZ$+/
ro B,

4vq
g (

(A.5)
Y UPst! dxdy) .
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If we set

D(p,r) = </F$Updx>%+</B

and 0 = min{—"—,k} > 1, then (AX) becomes

n—27y’

yoUP dwdy)
+

"

C(1+ BT

T2 —T1

POB+1),r) < ( ) h (B +1,r3).

Now we can iterate the above inequality by setting R,, = 1+ 1/2™ and 6,,, =
0™p. Then

DO, 1) < B0, Rin) < (c10)°2 270 /9 (p,2) < C(p, 2)
for some constant C, because the series Y .o i/6" is convergent. Finally, since

lim ®(p,1) =supU +supU,

—r OO0 0
p Fl Bl+

we have

SUpU +51pU < C (015057 0 + 10 sy + 1 Lncry |
1 Bl

Rescaling back to B;’T, we conclude the proof of theorem. O

Proposition Appendix A.2. Suppose (M™, go) is the comformal infinity of
a Poincaré-Finstein manifold with n > 2. For each q > % we can find posi-
tive constants ng = no(M, go,q,C1) and C = C(M, go, q, C1) with the following

significance: if g = T go is a conformal metric and R = P,-?(l) satisfying
/ wnes dpg +/ uP¥udpg < Cy and / |R|dug <mo  (A.6)
M M 1, (=)

for x € M, then we have
u(z) < C.

Before we prove this proposition, we collect some useful estimates.

Lemma Appendix A.3. Let x € M. Under the same assumptions as in

Proposition there hold

7"72/ prTU? dug, < Cs (A7)
B, .(2)
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and

T*”/ dpg < Cs,
g, (z)

where Cy depends only on Cf.

Proof. For the first assertion, using Holder’s inequality,

J.

2r

n—22v

nt2—2~
2(n+2—2v)
p1727U2 d/lz_(?o < CT2 (/+ /’172’)1[]"7727’Y dﬂgo) :
By,

It follows from the weighted Sobolev embedding in [19, Theorem 2| and the
weighted Poincaré—Hardy inequalities (see [29]) that

n—22vy

2(n+2—2v) Ty
1—2v %
/ pr U dpg,
B3,

< C/ p' THVUS, dug, +C/ p~ U dpg,
55, 55,

< C/ p" VU2, dpg,
< [

SC/ ’U,P;;]D’U,d,U()—FC/ u2d,u0§CC'1,
M M

where C' is large enough constant that depends only on (X, go).

The second estimate is immediate. O

Proof of Proposition [Appendiz_A.3, The proof is similar to |1, Proposition A.3]
where the author deals with the v = J case. The key step is to obtain [6, (187)]

in our setting. This is the consequence of Proposition which,
we stress again, holds on the manifold (M™, gg). Let U be the extension of u to

X, which satisfies

—div(p!"?'VU) + Eg (p)U =0 in (X, o),
U=u on (M, go), (A.8)

S ) _
—Cy gll)%p 70,U = P$u on (M, go).

It follows from Proposition that for any center on M and any
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small radius r > 0,

1
2

n4+2—2~
supU +supU < Cr 2 (/
B

P! U dpg,
ro Bt 5,

2r

n—22vy

2n
+Cor = / U dpo (A9)
s,
1
+Crh T (/ | Pyoul? d/m) :
7o

2r

Notice that Lemma [Appendix A3 and our assumption (AL6]) imply

n—22vy

1
q
P sup U < Cor™—2 +Crn+227_% </ |ngOU|qduo> . (A.10)
B (z) 9, (z)

Now let us suppose rg is a real number such that rg < r and

(r—s) = gup U < (r— ro)ngh

sup U
B ()

B}, (x)

for all s < 7. Moreover, we can find 29 € B; () such that

sup U = U(xp).
B, (2)

We can assume r is small that d(zo, M) is achieved by a unique point = on M.
By the definition of r¢ and zy, we have

sup U< sup U§2n;27U($0).
BL_;Q(ES) B@(I)

We want to show that (AJQ) implies the existence of a fixed constant K =
K (C3) such that for all s < 5,

s"th(;vo)SK—i—K(sn?MU(fco))%fgv%(/ |Rg|qdug> - (A1)
B (x)

To that end we distinguish two cases according to the size of s. If 0 < s <

min{2d(zo, M), 5™}, then the interior Harnack inequality yields

Q=

n—22vy

1
2
= Ulzp) < Cs™* (/ p””UQdugo> <K,
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for a ball By C X, using estimates similar to (A7). On the other hand, if
min{2d(zo, M), 52} < s < 50

2
We get from (AI0) that

1/q
s"7 Ul(xo) < Cys™ 2" +Cs™ 7% </ |P;3°u|qduo>
g, (=)

1/q
n—2y n+2y _n nt2y _ _2n
<Ksz +Ks 2z "« / un=2 1" n=27 | R|? dp, ,
g, (z)

(A.12)

, then zg € B} (x}) and I'Y (z§) C 'Y, ().

so again we get (A.II). Therefore (A1) holds for any s < 'S,

Now we choose 19 > 0 such that

nt2y _2n 1

(K)FE -y

[S=JEY

<

N~

We claim that

n—2y
— 2
(r QTO) Ulzo) < 2K.

n—2y

Indeed, if, on the contrary, 2K < (*52) 2 U(xo), then we let s = (U2(i<0) )rzﬁ <
£5r in (ATT), which yields

2K < K + K(2K)w 5 w5 (/ IR, dug>
g, (z)

nt2y __2n 1 1
n—2y n72'yq770q'

< K + K(2K)

Clearly this contradicts the choice of 79. Thus we must have

n—2y
— 2
(r QTO) Ulzo) < 2K.

Using (A.12) with s replaced by 5™, we obtain

n;2'y
() " ve
A
<K (r—ro)
- 2

+ K(2K) 7w ( / IRglqdug>
s, (x)
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n+2y 2n 1

1 1 1
Since (fl‘“ @) |Rg|‘1d,ug) " <n¢ and (2K)n-2 T a-mand < %, then
2r

n—22vy

n—2vy
_ 2 _ 2 e
(T 2”)) Ulzo) < 2K <T 2T0> < oK,

Thus we conclude that

n—22vy

roz U(:C)g(r—ro)%U(:vo)

n42-2y n—2y

9 Kt

IN

as desired. O
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