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Bubbling and extinction for some fast diffusion equations
in bounded domains

Tianling Jin; Jingang Xiong'

January 30, 2023

Abstract

We study a Sobolev critical fast diffusion equation in bounded domains with the Brezis-
Nirenberg effect. We obtain extinction profiles of its positive solutions, and show that the
convergence rates of the relative error in regular norms are at least polynomial. Exponential
decay rates are proved for generic domains. Our proof makes use of its regularity estimates, a
curvature type evolution equation, as well as blow up analysis. Results for Sobolev subcritical
fast diffusion equations are also obtained.
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1 Introduction

Let 2 be a bounded domain in R™, n > 3, with smooth boundary 9€2. We consider the Cauchy-
Dirichlet problem for the fast diffusion equation with the Sobolev critical exponent

0 n+2 .
U= Au+bu inQ x (0,00),
u=0 on 99 x (0,00), @
u(-,0) =up >0 inQ,
where A = Y"1 88—;2 is the Laplace operator, g is not identically zero, and

b € [0, A1) is a constant 2)

with \; being the first eigenvalue of —A in € with zero Dirichlet boundary condition. Hence, the
operator —A — b is coercive on the Sobolev space H}(€2). The fast diffusion equations arise in the
modelling of gas-kinetics, plasmas, thin liquid film dynamics driven by Van der Waals forces, and
etc. If b = 0, this Sobolev critical equation (1) can be viewed a unnormalized Yamabe flow with
metrics degenerate on the boundary.
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The theory of existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1) is well understood, see Vazquez
[41, 42]. If ug € L(Q2) for some g > %, then the solution will become instantaneously positive
in 2 and globally bounded. Moreover, the solution will vanish in a finite time 7 > 0. If we assume
that ug € H}(€2) N L9(<2) for some g > -2 then it follows from the work of Chen-DiBenedetto
[15], DiBenedetto-Kwong-Vespri [23] and Jin-Xiong [29] that the solution is of C’i’? (Q x (0, 7%)).
In particular, the solutions are classical. Therefore, when we investigate the asymptotic behavior of
nonnegative solutions to (1) as ¢ approaching to the extinction time 7™, there is no loss of generality
to consider classical (up to the boundary) solutions to (1).

When Z—J_rg is replaced by p € (1, Z—*_’S) ifn>3,0rp e (1,00) if n = 1,2, which is a Sobolev

subcritical exponent, the extinction behavior of solutions to the fast diffusion equation

2up =Au inQ x (0,00),

ot 3)
u=0 on 092 x (0,00)

has been well-studied. By the scaling

vz t) = <(p - 1)€T* - T))pju(:pﬂ—)’ b= P f 1 n <T*Ti T)’ “)

where 7™ is the extinction time, the equation (3) becomes

D= Dute? inQx (0,00),

v=0 ondQx (0,00).

®)

Berryman-Holland [5] proved that the solution of (5) converges to a stationary solution v, in H, 6 Q)
along a sequence of times. Feireisl-Simondon [26] proved the full convergence in the C°(€2) topol-
ogy. Bonforte-Grillo-Vézquez [8] proved that the relative error v(-, t) /v, converges to 1 in L ().
Recently, Bonforte-Figalli [7] proved the sharp exponential convergence of the relative error for
generic domains {2, which means that the domains €2 satisfy

For every nonnegative Hol solution v of — Av — v” = 0 in €2, the linearized

6
operator at v, that is L, := —A — pvP~ !, has a trivial kernel in H} (). ©
See Akagi [1] for another proof. The set of smooth domains satisfying (6) has generic properties,
see Saut-Temam [35].
The main advantage of the subcritical regime is the upper bound of solutions u to (3) proved in
DiBenedetto-Kwong-Vespri [23]

u(z,t) < Cd(x)(T* — t)ril fort <T7, (7)

where d(z) = dist(z,0). The estimate (7) implies that the function v defined by (4), which
satisfies (5), is uniformly bounded as ¢ — oo, and consequently, has uniform regularity estimates
up to the boundary 052 by the work of [15, 23, 29].

However, this uniform bound in general does not hold for (5) if p = Z—J_rg For instance, it is
the case if () is star-shaped, since there is no stationary solution of (5) due to the Pohozaev identity.
In this paper, we will show that the uniform boundedness still holds for the equation (1) assuming



b > 0andn > 4. The role of the positivity of b when n > 4 was first discovered in the seminal paper
Brezis-Nirenberg [12], and is similar to the role that the non-vanishing Weyl tensor and the positive
mass theorem play in the resolution of the Yamabe problem on compact manifolds by Aubin [2]
and Schoen [36].

Under the scaling

n+ 2 N n+2 T*
v(x,t) <4(T*—7‘)> u(z, 1), 1 n(T*_T>, 8
the equation (1) becomes
0 i — Avt b+ 053 inQ x (0,00)
—pn—2 — n— mn X
5" v+bv+v ,00), ©)
v=0 ondQ x (0,00).
We will show that every solution of (9) converges to a stationary solution, that is a solution of
Av+bo+vis =0 inQ, v=0 ond, (10)

with at least polynomial rates. Moreover, the convergence rate will be exponential if the domain 2
satisfies the following condition:

For every nonnegative Hol solution v of — Av — bv — v»=2 = 0 in {2, the linearized

2
nt 21)%, has a trivial kernel in H_ ().

(11)

operator at v, thatis L, :== —A — b —
n—

The set of smooth domains satisfying (11) also has generic properties, see Saut-Temam [35].

Theorem 1.1. Let n > 4, and b > 0 satisfy (2). Let u be a classical nonnegative solution of (1)
with extinction time T* > (0. Let v be defined by (8). Then there is a nonzero stationary solution v
of (9), and two positive constants 6 and C' such that

v(-,t)

Voo

<Ct % forallt>1.
Cc2(Q)

-1

If Q satisfies (11), then there exist two positive constants v and C' such that

' v(-, 1)

Voo

— 1‘ < Ce " forallt >1.
c2(Q)

All the constants 0,7 and C' depend only on n, b, Q) and uy.

When n = 3, it was shown in Brezis-Nirenberg [12] that the situation for the stationary equation
(10) changes drastically from dimensions n > 4. The positivity of b is not sufficient to give a
minimal energy solution of (10). Druet [24] showed that the necessary and sufficient condition is
the positivity of the regular part of the Green’s function of —A — b at a diagonal point. There should
be similar changes for the parabolic equation (9) as well.

When b = 0, Sire-Wei-Zheng [38] recently proved the existence of some initial data such that
the solution of (9) blows up at finitely many points with an explicit blow up rate as ¢ — oo, using the



gluing method for parabolic equations in the spirit of Cortazar-del Pino-Musso [18] and Davila-del
Pino-Wei [20]. This generalizes and provides rigorous proof of a result of Galaktionov-King [27]
for the radially symmetric case, where the solution blows up at one point. A class of type II ancient
solutions to the Yamabe flow, which are rotationally symmetric and converge to a tower of spheres
as t — —oo, was constructed by Daskalopoulos-del Pino-Sesum [19]. Bubble tower solutions for
the energy critical heat equation were constructed in del Pino-Musso-Wei [21]. It is conjectured in
Sire-Wei-Zheng [38] that bubble tower solutions to (9) with b = 0 also exist. Nevertheless, if it is
the global case (€2 replaced by R™), then it has been proved by del Pino-Séez [22] that the solution
of (9) for b = 0 with fast decay initial data will converge to a nontrivial stationary solution, which
is in fact a standard bubble.

To prove Theorem 1.1, we will adapt the blow up analysis of Struwe [39], Bahri-Coron [3],
Schwetlick-Struwe [37] and Brendle [9]. See also Chen-Xu [16] and Mayer [32] for similar analysis
of scalar curvature flows. Here, we define a curvature type quantity R, and derive its equation along
the parabolic equation (9). Due to the lack of information of R on the boundary 0f2, extra work
is needed to obtain estimates for /R. Here the optimal boundary regularity proved in our previous
paper [29] is crucial. Part of the blow up analysis in this paper remains valid when b = 0 or
n = 3. The condition n > 4 and b > 0 is used in the final step (i.e., Corollaries 4.6 and 4.17) to
rule out bubbles, which is in the same spirit of Brezis-Nirenberg [12] in obtaining compactness of
minimizing sequences.

Our proof of the polynomial decay rates in Theorem 1.1 can be applied to prove the polynomial
rate of the convergence of the relative error for the Sobolev subcritical fast diffusion equation (5)
in all smooth domains. We also provide an alternative proof the exponential convergence result of
Bonforte-Figalli [7] for €2 satisfying (6).

Theorem 1.2. Suppose p € (1, Z—J_rg) ifn >3 andp € (1,00) if n = 1,2. Let u be a classical

nonnegative solution of (3) with extinction time T* > 0. Let v be defined by (4). Then there is a
stationary solution v of (5), and two positive constants 6 and C' such that

ot

Voo

<Ct % forallt>1.
Cc2(Q)

If Q satisfies (6), then there exist two positive constants v and C' such that

Lt
‘M—1‘ <Ce ™ forallt>1.
Voo Cc2(@)

All the constants 0, ~ and C depend only on n,p, ) and uy.

All the rates 6 and ~ in both Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are not explicit. As mentioned
earlier, the sharp exponential convergence rate of the relative error for (5) under the condition (6)
was obtained by Bonforte-Figalli [7] (see also Akagi [1] for a different method). We do not pursuit
the sharpness of -y in this paper.

We know from the work of Carlotto-Chodosh-Rubinstein [14] that there exists a Yamabe flow
on S'(1/y/n —2) x S*~1(1) such that it converges exactly at a polynomial rate. Recently, Choi-
McCann-Seis [17] proved that for the solutions of the fast diffusion equation (5), the relative error
either decays exponentially with the sharp rate or else decays algebraically at a rate 1/t or slower.

This paper is organized as follows. Sections 2-5 deal with the critical equation (9). We first
obtain certain integral bounds for solutions of this critical equation in Section 2. Sections 3 is for
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the possible concentration phenomenon for its solutions. In Section 4, we use blow up analysis to
rule out such possible concentration phenomenon. Section 5 is devoted to the proof of the uniform
boundedness and convergence results in Theorem 1.1. In Section 6, we consider the subcritical
equation (5) and prove Theorem 1.2.

Acknowledgement: Part of this work was completed while the second named author was visiting
the Hong Kong University of Science and Technology and Rutgers University, to which he is grate-

ful for providing very stimulating research environments and supports. Both authors would like to
thank Professors Haim Brezis and YanYan Li for their interests and useful comments.

2 Integral bounds

For an open set €, let HZ () be the closure of C2°(2) under the norm

1/2
ol 3y o= ( / |Vu|2dx> |
1/2
] = (/(|Vu|2 —bu2)d:n> (12)
Q

(u,v) = /(Vqu — buv) dx (13)
Q

For convenience, we define

and

be the associated inner product. Since

(1——)/\vuy2dx</(\vuy2 u?) da

and we assumed b < A1, by the Sobolev inequality, there exists a constant K} > 0 such that

lull, . 2% @) K}?|lu| forany u € HY(Q). (14)

Recall that from [29], we know that the solution u(z, t) of (1) is smooth in ¢ € (0,T™*) for every
— 3n—2
x € Q,and dlu(-,t) € C»==2 (Q) forall I > 0 and all t € (0,T™).

Lemma 2.1. Let u be a solution of (1), and T be the extinction time of u. Then for every 0 < t <
T,

1 n n n
Z(TF—t)% < / u(a,t)n=2 dz < C(T* — )%,
c Q

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n, b, Q) and .

Proof. If b = 0, the lemma was proved by [5] (noting that by our regularity result in [29], the
regularity assumptions in [5] are satisfied, and thus the calculations in [4] are justified). The same
proof applies if b € (0, A1) by using (14). We sketch it in the below for reader’s convenience.



Let

o

([ wenac)” wma s = MGOP
(0= ([ ras)” st [Cen.

Then q A A
—{(t)=———=5() < — Kt

at n+2()_ n+2 07

where we used (14) in the last inequality. Then the first inequality of this lemma follows by inte-

grating the above inequality from ¢ to 1.

Making use of the equation (1) and the same arguments in [5], we have

d ) d
- . < — < 0.
Sl )P <0 and ZS() <0

Hence, both ||u(-,t)|| and S(t) are non-increasing in ¢. Since

d 2n 2n
I t)n— d — -t 2
G | w0 ar = 2t

then by integrating the above inequality from ¢ to 7 and using the monotonicity of ||u(-,t)|| and
S(t), we have

2n 27’L 2n
t)a-z de < T —t)|lul-,t)| T —t)S)[[u(- t)|* 20 -
[ w0 ar < 2 = Ol < 2 = 0SOCIE 2,
This leads to the second inequality of this lemma. O
Let v be as in (8). By Lemma 2.1, we have
Z < [ (e, t)yirde < C (15)
¢~ Ja
for all ¢ > 0, where C'is a positive constant depending only on n, b, {2 and ug. Define
Fu(t)) = <|Vv(3:, HI2 - bu(z, t)? — o(z,t) ) da. (16)
Q n

It follows that F'(v(t)) is bounded from below for all ¢ > 0. By the equation of v and integrating by
parts,

L pn)) = —2/ (Av + bv + v de = —
dt o

2(n+2)
n—2

/vﬁyatvﬁdx <0. (17
Q

Hence, F'(v(t)) is non-increasing in ¢, and thus, together with (15), we have ||v(, t)||Hé () 18 uni-
formly bounded. Moreover, there exists some constant I, such that

Jim F(u(t)) = Fre (18)
Define io
R=v n2(—Av— bv) (19)



and
M,(t) = / IR — 1wz de, ¢>1. (20)
Q

In [29], we proved that R = 1 — Z—J_rg % is C? up to the boundary 9. However, all the estimates
there for solutions of (9) are only locally uniform in ¢ € (0,00). We shall prove some uniform
estimates for all £ € [1,00) and M,(t) — 0 as t — oo.

To do this, we will first use Moser’s iteration to obtain a uniform lower bound of R as an inter-

mediate step. So we need the following evolution equation of R and integration by parts formula.

Lemma 2.2, Let g = vﬁ 9fiat- Then

(). )
2n n 2n_
Opvn—2 = e (R —1)vn-—2. (21)
(ii). ) A A
(R 1)—n+2Ag(R 1)+n+2(R 1) +n+2(R 1), (22)
where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator of g.
(iii). Forany f € H?(Q2) and h € H'(Q),
/ hAgf dvoly = — / (Vg f,Vgh)gdvol,. (23)
Q Q

Proof. The equation (21) follows immediately from (9) and (19). We also have 0;v = Z—jrgv(l —-R).
By the definition of R, we have

n+2 _ 2

KR ~1)= —v T2 0(A 4 b)Y — v 2 (A + b))y

e
=R+ - e FE A (1 - R))

T2 (A +b)(0(1 = R)).

n—2
v
n+ 2

— (R-1)R -

Let Ly = Ay — n_2 R, be the conformal Laplacian of g, where A, is the Laplace—Beltrami

4(n—1
operator of the metric g and R, is the the scalar curvature of g. By the conformal transformation

law
n+2

Ly(vro) =v n2Ap, Yy e C*(Q),

we have )
n — o L
e~ L) = —vrrAv =R bome
and
v s (A+b)(v(1 —R))=Ly(1 —R) + bv_ﬁ(l ~R)
n—2 4
_Ag(l—R)—ng(l—R)+bv n 2(1—R)

Ag(1—R)—R(1-R).



Then, (22) follows.
Finally,

/hAgdeOlg = / hv_%ai(?)%v_ﬁaif)v% dx
Q Q
= / hai(v2aif) de = _/ U2aifaih doe = — / <ng7 Vgh>g dvoly,
Q Q Q

where we used v = 0 on 02 in the third equality.

We have the following Sobolev inequality regarding the metric g = vﬁ 9flat:

Lemma 2.3. There holds

n—2

(/Qm% dvolg> ! gKb/Q(\vgf\g+Rf2)dvozg

forany f € HY(Q), where K is the constant in (14).

Proof. Note that
IV(fo)l? = |V + £V + 20f Vo -V,

/(fﬂwﬁ + 20V fVf)de = /(f2yw2 +vVoV f2)de
Q Q

= —/ vf?Avdz
Q
- / (Rf2wisz + b f2) de
Q
Hence,
[ (Vas+ R dvoly = [ @PIVIP + R0 do = [ (V0P ~ b(f0) do
Q Q Q
Therefore, the lemma follows from (14).
Forany tg > 0and 7" > 0, let
VHQ x (to, to +T)) = CO((to, to + T); L2()) N L2 ((to, to + T); H(R)),
equipped with the norm
to+T 5 5
11 etorrry = s [ padooly+ [ [ (9,054 R dvolyat
to<t<to+T to Q
We have the following parabolic version of Sobolev inequality.

Lemma 2.4. Forany f € VY(Q x (to,to + T)), we have

n

to+T 2( L+ 2(n+2) n+2 ) 2
/ / If] dvol,dt <K, HfHVl(Qx(to,toJrT))'

8



Proof. By Hélder’s inequality and Lemma 2.3, we have

2(n+2) 4
/Ifl ; dvolgz/ F21£]% dwvol,
Q Q

ﬁ 2
/|f|"2n?dvolg " /|f|2dvolg
2
<Kb/(\vgf!g+7zf2 dvol /]f]2dvol )

Hence, by Young’s inequality

n

to+T' 2(n+2) n+2
</ /|f| n dvolgdt>
to Q
_n_ -2

nL+2 2 2 n+2 9 n+t2
<K, (IVgfly + Rf?) dvol, sup f(z,t)* dvol,
Q to<t<to+T JO

n 2
< K, - HfHVl(Qx(toio-i'T))'

Therefore, the proof is completed. U
With the Sobolev inequality in Lemma 2.4, we will apply Moser’s iterations to the equation (22)

to obtain a uniform lower bound of R.

Lemma 2.5. Fort > 1, we have
R—-1>-C,

where C' is a constant depending only on 2, n, b and vy.

Proof. LetT > 2,1 < Ty < Ty < 1, n(t) be a smooth cut-off function so that n(t) = 0 for all
t < T 0<n(t) <lfort e [Ty,T1], n(t) = 1forall ¢t > Ty, and |/(t)| < ﬁ Denote
¢ =(1-"R)". By (22), we have

n—2 4 4
a1 R) — s (R 5 (- R).

Let k > 5 — 1 be a real number. Multiplying both sides of the inequality by n?¢™* and integrating
by parts, we see that, for any 0 < s < 7T,

)k+1)
29 12+k lydt A(n — // 2 2
2+/<;// [o%0) dvod—l-( +2 k+2 |Vg¢2|dvoldt

- 8412 Quol.dt // 24k, 2 "
< n+2/0/9¢ n” dvol,d +n+2 ; ng 0~ dvol,d

Note that using (21), we have

2 2+k
2+k/ / Orp™ " dvol zdt

1 s 2n
2+k 2+k 9 1— 2 l t
2+k/¢ ndvog‘ . —2+k//¢ <778t77+—+2( R)n)dvogd
1
+

(1 —R) =

1

24_—]<; ¢2+k dwlg .73 k:/ / <2¢2+k77877+ ¢3+k 2) dvolydt.



Note that the term 22 (1 — R)n? in the above comes from the derivative of the volume form dwvol,

n+2
in t. Since k >3 2_1, < —. Furthermore,

2n_
n+2 n+2

/ Rp*Hrp? dvoly, = — / (1 —R)p> En? dvol, —I—/ P> k2 dvol, < / p*Hhp? dwoly,.
Q Q Q Q

It follows that

L
+k

T
M
Im6™%" 131 0x (0,1 < C(2+k)/0 /Q¢2+k(772+\3t77’77) dvolydt,

where C' > 0 depends only on n. Making use of Lemma 2.4, we have forall v := k+2 > "TH that

T n EIeE=) LT &
( / / o2 dfuozgdty §< &y ) ( / / & dvolgdt> ,
7 Ja T =Ty 1, Ja

By the standard Moser’s iteration argument, we have

sup ¢ < C(n, Kp) / /(;5 dvol, dt
1/2

Qx[1,7T]

where C'(n, K3) > 0 depending only on n and Kj. Thus,

T 2
sup ¢ < C(n, Kp) / / n+2 C’(n,Kb)</ / ¢n7+2 dvolgdt) e
Qx[1,7) 1/2 1 Ja

T 2
n+2 o)
gC(n,Kme—1|1Lw<gx(1/2,1>)+C<n,Kb>( /1 /Q 6"%" dvolydt) ",

By Young’s inequality, we have

T 2
(/ /¢n;2 dvolgdt) < (sup ) T / /qb dvol,, dt
1 Jo Qx[1,T]

1
<e sup ¢+ C(e / /¢2dvol dt :

Qx[1,T]

for any small constant €. Therefore, by choosing a small €, we have

T 1
sup ¢ < C(n, Kp) {||R — Ul zoo(@x(1/2,1)) + (/ My dt) ’ } (24)
Qx[1,T] 1
By (17) and the definition of R, we have
d 2(n —2)
—F = ———=M>(t).
SF(®) = == ()
It follows that
/ Ma(t)dt < 2 (F(0) = Fu) < 00 (25)
20 dt < 505 > '

Moreover, it was proved in [29] that [|R — 1|| oo (ax(1/2,1)) < C. Sending T" — oo in (24), we have

sup (1-R)T <C.
Qx[1,00)

Therefore, the proof is completed. U

10



Using this uniform lower bound of R, we can derive some useful differential inequalities for
M, defined in (20).
For ¢ > 1, using Lemma 2.2, we have

M, :/q|7z—1|q—2(7z—1)3(7z—1)dvozg—/(n—1)q3vf% dz
Q ot Q ot

-2
—q= / IR —1|97"%(R — 1)A4(R — 1) dvol,,
Q

n+2
i/\72—1ch1voz L2 —ﬁ)/ R — 1]9(R — 1) dvol
2 Q g n+2q 2 Q g

Using Lemma 2.5, we have for ¢ > 1 that

/Q IR —1|9(R — 1) dwol, — /Q IR — 1|77 dwol,

= 2/ IR — 1%(R — 1)~ dvol, < CM,.
Q

Using Lemma 2.2, we have

4(g—1 q
/ R = 17%(R = 1)Ay(R — 1) dvol, = — (qq2 ) / V4R — 1132 dvol, < 0.
Q Q
Therefore, for ¢ < % we have,
dM, 4 n
——q| M, 1 <CM, fort>1 26
ar n+2(2 q> g1 < Mg fort =1, (26)
where C' > 0 is a constant depending on q.
For ¢ > Z, we first obtain from Lemma 2.3 that
/ R — 1T 2(R — 1)A,(R — 1) dvol,
4(q 2
=— |V IR — 1|2 |5 dvoly
n=2 4
< —ﬁMﬁ + / R|R — 1|7 dvol,
n—2 9]

n=2  4(qg—1 4(g—1
S—ﬁM% (qq2 )/Q(R—l)\R—l\qdvolg—F%Mq,

where 3 > 0 is a constant depending on K and ¢. Then, we have

dM, 4 <q_ﬁ+(n—2)(Q—1)

dt q" é n+2
n+2 2 q

> Mg+ CM,.

By the interpolation inequality and Young’s inequality we have

n—2 2(g+1)—n n—2 2(g+1)—n

My S Mt My * <eMyg ), +CE)M,

By choosing a small €, we obtain

d n—2 _2
EMq(t) +BMan (t) 7+ < C(Mq(t) + Mq(t)”zqfn) fort > 1 (27)

11



for ¢ > 5, where 3 and C are positive constants depending on g.
The differential inequalities (26) and (27) will be used recursively to prove the decay of M, for
allg > 1.

Proposition 2.6. For every 1 < q < oo, we have

lim M,(t) = 0.

t—o00

Proof. By Holder’s inequality and (15), we only need to consider ¢ > 2.
The idea of the proof will go recursively as follows. Note that if the right hand sides of (26) and
(27) are integrable in [1, c0), then by integrating both sides, and noticing that - +2 ( — q) Myq

with ¢ < n/2and M _an (t ) w are nonnegative and thus can be dropped, we will have M, (t) — 0

as t — oo. Integrating again including these two nonnegative terms will in return show that they
are integrable. This iteration shows the integrability and the limit of M, or M _an_ from M,. The

starting point of this iteration is ¢ = 2, because of (25). This gives us a desired sequence {gy} for
which the proposition holds. The conclusion for all ¢ is then followed by Hoélder’s inequality and
(15). The details of the proof are given in the below.

Let us assume n > 4 first.

Case 1.2 < ¢ < 3.

Since My € Ll(O oo) we can pick ¢; — oo such that My (¢;) — 0 as j — oco. By (26) we have

S M (1) < OM(1).

Integrating the above inequality we have
My (t) < Ma(tj) + C/too Ms(s)ds fort > t;.
j
Hence, lim;_,oo Ma(t) = 0. If 2 < ¢ < Z, (26) we have
/100 Ms(t)dt < o(/loo My(t) dt + Ma(1)) < oo.

For any 2 < ¢ < min{3, %}, we have M,(t) < My(t) + Ms(t). Hence, [ My(t)dt < co. We
can repeat the argument for M to show that M,(t) — 0 ast — oo. If 3 < %, we can show that
floo My < oo and M, (t) — 0ast — oo forall 3 < ¢ < min{4, %}. Repeating this argument in
finite times, and using Holder’s inequality with (15), we then have M, € L!(1,00) and M, (t) — 0
ast —ooforall2 < ¢ < %

Case 2. ¢ > max{2, 5 }.

By (26) with ¢ = n/2, we have

/ M e 52 dt < oo. (28)
2(n— 2)
Using (27) to have
d n— 2, 2
3 Ma(t) < CMy(1) - (Mq(t)% + Mq(t)5+2q3n) fort > 1

12



Hence,

© a2
H(Mq(t))<H(Mq(T))—|—C/ M," dt forl <T <t<oo
T

where

L 1

H(p) = / =2z ds

0 sn + sn ' 2¢g—n

Let
__ - k=1,2
qo = 2(77,—2)7 dr = _2Qk—17 — L4 .

Note that 2 =+ = 1and 2 =+ < 1 for all £ > 1. Hence, starting with (28) that

2q0 n 2q -n

/ My, (t )T dt < oo, using similar arguments to those in Case 1, we can recursively prove in
2
the order of £k = 0,1,2,--- that M, (t) — 0 as t — oo, / ax () + Mg, (1) +m> < 00,

ausr (1) — 0as t — oo. Hence, using Holder’s inequality with

/ Mg, ., (t) = *dt < oo, and M,

(15), My(t) — 0 for any q > 5.
Finally, let us consider n = 3. By (27), we have

S Ma(t) < CMa(1)(1+ Ma(1)?).

Using (25), we can pick t; — oo such that Ms(t;) — 0. Hence,

arctan M (t) < arctan My(t;) + C/ M>(t) dt.
ti

o0

It follows that lim;_,~, arctan Ms(t) = 0 and thus lim;_,~, M2(t) = 0. Hence, / Mg (tﬁ dt <

1
oo. Since 6 > gop when n = 3, we can use the argument of those in Case 2 to show that M, (t) — 0
for all ¢ > 6. By Holder inequality, we conclude that M, (t) — 0 for all ¢ > 1. U

Corollary 2.7. We have
Jm R =1 e @) = 0.
o0

Proof. Consider the equation of 1 — R as in the proof of Lemma 2.5:

n—2 4
1-— =——A,(1- t)(1 — — (1 —
01 - R) = T A (1= R) +ele, (1 - R) + ——(1 - R),
where c(z,t) = —%Jrz(l — R). This is a linear equation of 1 — R. We know from the proof of

Proposition 2.6 that there exists a sufficiently large ¢ > 1 such that

/ M, (t)dt < .
1

This means that ¢(z, ) has very high integrability against dvol, in space-time. Then we can apply
the Moser’s iteration as in the proof of Lemma 2.5 to obtain

M,(t) dt> !

for all large T'. Hence, the corollary follows. U

[e.e]

IR = 1| Lo (@x(T,00)) < C <
T-1

13



3 Concentration compactness

The solution of (9) may blow up as ¢ — oo because of the critical exponent Z—J_rg Nevertheless, we
also know how the solutions may blow up.

Proposition 3.1. Let v be a solution of (9). For any t, — oo, v — o0, v, = v(-,t,) is a Palais-
Smale sequence of the functional F given by (16) in HZ(Q).

Proof. We have already proved that v, is bounded in HZ(Q) and F(v,) — Fy as v — oo. It
remains to show the derivative of F at v, tends to zero. Indeed, for any p € H{ (), we have
n+42

(dF(vy),p) =2 / (—Av, — b, — ’L)P)(pdl’
Q

nt2
= 2/(R — vy pdr
Q
n—2

2n _2n_ nQ_tLQ 2n 2n
<2 </ IR — 1|n+20, 2 dac) </ = dac)
Q Q

n+2

< C)M 2n (1) 20 [l 11y ()

where we used Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality. It follows from Proposition 2.6 that
dF(v,) strongly converges to 0 in H~1().
Therefore, the proof is completed. O

The next proposition shows that the blow up points, if exist, will stay uniformly away from the
boundary 0f2.

Proposition 3.2. There exist two positive constants 6y and C, depending on v(-, 1), such that for
all z € Qwith d(z) := dist(x,00) < dp and t > 1,

v(z,t) < Cd(x).

Proof. We are going to use the moving plane method as Han [28] did for the elliptic case. By the
Hopf Lemma, there exist pg > 0 and oy > 0 such that v(z — pe, 1) is nondecreasing for 0 < p < py,
where z € 99, e € R" with |e| = 1, and (e, v(2)) > ap with v(z) the unit out normal to 9 at
z. If € is strictly convex, using the moving plane method we can conclude that v(z — pe,t) is
nondecreasing for 0 < p < pg, and for all ¢ > 1. Therefore, we can find v > 0 and § > 0 such that
for any fixed ¢t > 1, and any x € () satisfying 0 < d(x) < J, there exists a measurable set I';, with
(i) meas(I'y) >, (i) 'y C {2 : d(z) > 6/2}, and (iii) v(y, t) > v(x,t) for any y € I';. Actually,
', can be taken to a piece of cone with vertex at z. It follows that for any € {2 : 0 < d(z) < d},

we have
1

vl t) < meas(Ty)

/ v(y,t)dy < 9,
¥

where we used (15) and Holder’s inequality. Namely, v(z,t) < C for (x,t) € {z: 0 < d(z) <
d} x [1,00). By the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [23], we have v(x,t) < Cd(z) for (z,t) € {z: 0 <
d(z) < 6} x [1,00).

For a general domain, one can first use a Kelvin transform near each boundary point, and then
apply the moving plane method. Pick any point P € 0f) for instance. Since we assume the boundary

14



of the domain §2 is smooth, we may assume, without loss of generality, that the unit ball By contacts
P from the exterior of Q (i.e., By C Q¢and P € 0By). Let w(x,t) be the Kelvin transform of v:

_ x
w(z,t) = |z* " <W,t> .

n+2 n+42
atwm :Aw—i-b]w\_‘lw—kwm in QP X (0700)
w=0 ondQp x (0,00),

Then

where Qp is the image of {2 under the Kelvin transform. Since b > 0, b|zz|~* is nondecreasing along
the — P direction. Applying the moving plane method we have that w(-,t) is nondecreasing along
the — P direction in a neighborhood (uniform in ¢) of P. Since the Lv%l2 norm is invariant under
the Kelvin transform, using the above argument in the case of strictly convex domains, we conclude
that w(+,¢) is bounded in a neighborhood of P independent of ¢ and so is v(-,¢). It follows that
v(z,t) < Cd(z) for (z,t) € {z: 0 < d(z) <} x [1,00) for some § > 0.

Therefore, the proof is completed. O

Fora € R™ and \ € (0, 00), let

n—2

_ Y o
5a,>\(33) =0 (m) (29)

n—

with ¢g = (n(n — 2))T2 Then we have

_ _n+2
—Agy=E/57 inR"

and
2

gnf2
a,\

=Y (8",
R

where S™ is the standard unit sphere in R"*1,

fS" |Vul? + wﬁdvol%n

-2
ven =" "Dt =
i wHIE (o |l v0ly)
and |S™| is the area of S”. Define
Sa,)\(x) - ga,)\(x) - ha,)\(x)a (30)

where Ahg x(xz) = 0in Q and h, \ = ga)\ on 0f2. By the maximum principle, , » > 0 in 2 and
ha,)\ > 0in Q.

Proposition 3.3. Let v be a solution of (9). For any t, — oo, v — 00, dfter passing to a subse-
quence if necessary, v, weakly converges to vV, in H&(Q) and we can find a non-negative integer
m and a sequence of m-tuplets (3:};7”, Az,y)lgkgm» (3:};7”, /\Zﬁ,) € Q x (0,00), with the following
properities.

n42
1. The function v, € H&(Q) satisfies the equation —Avs — bvs = v35 > in Q.
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2. There hold, for all i # j,

* *
L,V J,V * * * * |2
+ 2\ + )‘i,u)‘j,z/’wi,u - wj,u’ — 00,
7,V

*
A]7V

and for all k, d(zj, ) > 60/2 with the constant o > 0 in Proposition 3.2,

A () = 00

as v — oo.
3. We have
m
UV_UOO_ZSEZV’)‘ZV _>O
k=1
as v — oo.
4. We have

F(uy) = F(vs) + 22¥ (§")"/2 + o(1),
n
where o(1) — 0 as v — oc.

Proof. This proposition follows from Propositions 3.1, and the compactness result of Brezis-Coron
[10] and Struwe [39]. More precisely, the proposition except item 2 follows from Proposition 2.1
in Struwe [39]. By Proposition 3.2, d(z}, ) > do/2 with the same do/2 > 0. Namely, the energy
can not concentrate at a fixed neighborhood of the boundary. By Theorem 2 in Brezis-Coron [10]
or Proposition 4 in Bahri-Coron [3], we have, for all i # 7,

* *

i,V 7,V )k * * 2

\* + \* + )‘i,l/)‘j,u|$i,l/ - :L'j,u| — 00,
J,V i,V

and for all k and A}, , — oo as v — oo. This is item 2. O

A similar result for the harmonic map heat flow was proved by Qing-Tian [34]. The correction
term h,_y in (30) is small and can be controlled.

Lemma 3.4. Let &, 5 and h, ) be defined as in (30). Suppose a € Q with d(a) > 6 > 0and X > 1.
Then we have, for x € ),

ax (2)] + [ Vahar(@)] + AV ahaa(2)] < C(n, Q0N "7,

N(z —a) n—2
ao&a =n—-2)u 55 T2),
Vi€ 7)\(:E) (n )f ,)\1 —I—)\2|33 — a|2 —l—O()\ 2 )
e (n-2), 1-Nf—a?
n—2 1— T —a _n
V)\Sa,)\(x) D) Sa’)\l _’_)\2"%_ — CL’2 + O()‘ 2)7

where |O(/\_n772)| < o\ for some C depending only on n,$) and §.
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Proof. Since Ahg \(z) = 0in Q and hy ) = ga)\ on 0f), the estimate of h, ) follows from the
Poisson formula for the Laplace equation. Then,

Vaga,A(w) - vaga,)\(x) - Vaha,)\

- N(z —a) n-2
=n—-2)——mm =+ 0N 2z
(n—2)¢§ ,A1+)\2|$_a|2+ (A7)
N(z —a) n—2
=n—-2)——"— AT 2
(TL )5 ’)\14-)\2‘.%'—01‘2 +O( )
The estimate V&, (x) can be obtained similarly. O

4 Refined blow up analysis

We continue from Proposition 3.3. By the strong maximum principle, the nonnegative limit v,
either is positive in €2 or identically equals to zero. We will treat these two cases separably in two
subsections. We will adapt the refined blow up analysis in Brendle [9] to the equation (9).

4.1 The case v, =0

First, we shall project v, to an m(n + 2)-dimensional surface in H}({2) generated by m-bubbles.

For every v, let A, be the closed set of all m-tuplets (x, Ai, ok )1<k<m satisfying (xj, Ap, ai) €
_ AL, 3MLL
B%(ajzy) X [, 2] x [%, %] Choose an m-tuplet (zx ,, Ak v, Qv )1<k<m € A, such that

k,v

= inf
(kA k0 ) 1< k<m €AY

€1y

m m
UI/ - E ak,ufmk’u,)\k’u UI/ - E akfmk,)\k
k=1 k=1

By Proposition 3.3, Proposition 3.2 and the definition of (xy ., Ak, Ok, )1<k<m, We have, for all
i # 7,

)\i,l/ + )\j,l/
Ajw i

+ )\,-7,,)\j,,,]ac,-7u — I'jW’z — 00, (32)

and for all k
Ak,yd(%k#}) — 0 (33)

as v — oo. In addition, d(x, ) > dy/2 with same 6y in Proposition 3.2, and

— 0 (34)

m
UI/ - § aké.wk,Lu)\k,u
k=1

as v — oo.
By the triangle inequality,

m m
E akfmk,uy)‘k,u - : : ng U’Az v
k=1 k=1

m
UV o Z gxz u’)\lz v
k=1

< + = o(1).

m
Uy — Z akéxkﬁ,,)\kﬁ,
k=1

17



It follows that, for all 1 < k < m,

1 A
thy —2h | = o(1)=—, X =140(1), ap,=1+o(l). (35)
7 /\k,z/ /\k v

In particular, (2 ., Ak, Q%) 1<k<m 1S an interior point of A,,.
In the sequel, we assume

/\1,1/ > )\2,1/ > 2 Am’y. (36)

Let -
Uy = Z akvV&l’k,u,)\k,w w, =v, — U,. (37)

k=1

Next, we shall estimate the orthogonal part w, of the above projection.

Lemma 4.1. We have for 1 < k < m,

n+2 n+2 )\23:_1, 2
‘/{;kak w,,d:n‘—l—‘/& | kvl wy, dzn‘

Tk, V7>\k:u 1+ )\2|ﬂj _ $ku|2

(& = 2hy) on N\

Proof. By the finite dimensional variational problem (31) and (35), taking derivatives in A,, we
have

/ [V(va,)\fmk’u,)\k’u)ku - bva,)\gxkyy,)\k’uwu} dz =0
Q

and

/Q [vixk,y,Ak,Vwa - bsmk,u,Ak,uw,,} dz — 0,

where Vi 28z, e, = Varéan @M= o) Integrating by parts, using the equation of fa»\,
’ ’ AN )=\Tk vy Ak,v

Holder’s inequality and Lemma 3.4, the lemma follows. O

Note that the bubbles are non-degenerate, since we have the following well known lemma (see
(3.14) in Rey [33)).

Lemma 4.2. Let {a, A be defined in (29). Then there exists a constant ¢y > 0 depending only on n

such that 49
n
N ey R

for any ¢ € H (R™) satisfying

4 B
/R £01° (Vapéo1)pdz = 0.

We have the following non-degeneracy estimates of the second variation of F' for w,,.

18



Lemma 4.3. For large v, we have

2
=y Zs;;j,% <(1-0) [ (Vunf - bud)a,

where ¢ > 0 is independent of v.

Proof. We assume w,, is not zero, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Define w, = ﬁ Suppose
the lemma is not true. Then we can find a subsequence of {w, } (still denoted by {w, }) satisfying

. n+2 n—2 ~2
i S Sz )
By (14),
o n_ n_
/|wy|nz < K72 ||dy)| = K. (39)
Q

By (32) and (36), we can find R, — oo, R,,/\j_i — Oforall1 < j < m,and

/\zu
R,

(/\ + |@iy — xj,|) = 00 (40)

forall 7 < j. Set
Q= By, (750) \UBRV H@iw).

By (38) and ||w, || = 1, we can find 1 < j < m such that

. 2
n—2 ~,
w

T Aju Y

lim >0

V—00 Q

and

2 _4
lim (Vi |> — biw?) < lim nt /5"2 .

V—00 ) vsoom — 2 Zj 05N,
Qjw

Let w,(z) = )\ T w,,(x] v+ A_lw) Under this scaling, by using (40), we know that either
B

every 1 <7 < j — 1. By passing to a weak hnnt in H llo .(R™), and using the above two inequalities
and Lemma 4.1, we then obtain a contradiction to Lemma 4.2.

Therefore, Lemma 4.3 is proved. O

R (:EJ v) w111 be disjoint with (J]_} B, A (:1:Z v), OF BRVA,;Ul (x;,,) will shrink to a point for

Corollary 4.4. For large v, we have

n -+ 2
n—2

4
/ S22 < (1—¢) / (|Vw, |> — bw?) dz,
Q Q

where ¢ > 0 is independent of v.
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Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 4.3, Holder’s inequality, the Sobolev inequality (14) and the fact that

7L

= o(1)

n—2 _
/ ‘ gZ‘k: u7>\k: v :
U

Now we can have an expansion of the Hamitonian F’ defined in (16)

Proposition 4.5. When n > 4 and v is sufficiently large, we have

m m
< Flenn )t [+ OY A
k=1 k=1

Proof. We shall need the following inequality

2n
n—2 2n 2n n+2 4
-2 E ap ta;+ cnm E (ar V a;)"—2 (ag, A ar)?

m m
a > a;” " +
(o) = S 2
k=1 k=1 k<l k<l

amy > 0, where ¢, ,,, > 0 is a constant, and a; V a; = max(ay,a;) and a; A q

(41)

for any aq, ..., >
min(ag, a;). This inequality can be proved using Lemma A.1 and induction

Using the inequality (41), we have

/ (|VU, > = bU?) —
2n 2n
2 2 atgh — 2 -3
< Z ak z// |V£Z‘k U7>\k u| - bgwk,u)‘k,u) - k,yz n / -'Ek,fy)\k,u
k
n+2
+ 2 Z a.? v |:Oé2 v / véxz 1/7)\2 vax] 1/7 bgl‘i,uv)\i,ung,uvA] v) / éxz 1/7 i l,ng,lu)\j,u:|
1<J
—Can/ éx“,, Ai, \/ngl,, Ju) (éxzy, Ai, /\ngl,, J,,)2- (42)
1<J

By the equation of ka e, and the definition of §;, | , ,, we have

2 2 2 e — 2 s
ak),l//ﬂ(|V£xk,u7>\k,u| _bgl‘k’,,)\k,u) _Oékﬂj T/grlgl‘k’u,Ak,u

2n n — 2 _2n 9 9 9
2 -2 —n
oo / gn B bak:” / gwk V7>\k v + C)\k) v
n Q ’ ’ k)

9 _
S ak,lj /R’!L lvfmk,u,)‘k,u’ - ak v n xk,uv)‘k,l/

— n—2 _2n 4 n
< / VEny a2 - / 1T (g, — 1Y (S)
R

" Th,v s Ak,v n—2
- bak 1// gxk v Ak + C)\i;n
(00 = 1PV (EE +0(1) [ &, + OO

(43)

(S-'Ek 1/7)‘k u) - n — 2
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where we used o, = 1+ 0(1), 2, — =20y > < 2 — (g, — 1)? and
— 27L n
/ |V£xk:,uv)\k:,u| = gg:k v Y (S")=.
Rn
In addition,
7L+2
1 / (Vgxi,u7>\i,uv£xj,y7>\jyy - bfxiyy,)\iyyng,u,% v) fxl u7>\1 ung,V7)‘j,V
Q

4 n+2
= Oéi,l//;)(_Agl‘i,,j,Ai,,j - béxiyl,)\i, - an nozgns )gZ‘J VsA

T, viA

n+2 7L+2 n+2
< O|Olz v 1| fxl v\, ,jéxj,uv)\j, / <£n i g >£Z‘J Ui

T, T, VA
n+2
< C|all/_ 1| gl‘@ u7)\1 uéxﬂ u7 +O(A2 77/_1_)\2 n)
2 n n+2 2 2—n 2—n
é n — 2(ak)7lj o ) S 2 + C gxl l/v)\l ung”/7)\jvl’> + O(Alyu + )\j,V )7

where C' > 0 is independent of v/, and in the second inequality we used

_n+2 n+2 _
— n—2 n—2
/S; <£x1 Ui - g;l o \i V)ng v J L C/ 55:2 sA i |hxiyy7)\i,,j |£xj,,,7)\jyl,
n—

4
2—n 7L+2 nt2 7n+§ i)
< i 2 n n—
- C)\Zﬂ/ sz v, /Q é.xjylﬂ)‘j,”

7n2n4 2—nn—2

<C)\ 2 )\ 2 n+2)\ 2 n+2

[NIIN)

< cxf 2+ Ajj)
2—n 2—n
< C’()\W +/\j7,/ ).
Combining (42), (43) and (44), we have
F(Uy)

m

Z (gkau)\ku +O Z/gwku7>\ku+cz)\

k=1

1<j

Meanwhile, we have

n+2 2 4
nt2 4 2
C(/Q ‘;i,u,)\i,ufmjvl”Aj’V) ~ Gm /Q(Smiw%,v V&) "2 (Cain i AN ajun)

n+2

(44)

n+2 2 4
— 2
Z |: / 5";2 ,i)\hugwj,u,)\j,u) - cnvm /Q(é-mi,uy)\i,u v é.wj,m)‘j,u) ne2 (gwi,uy)\i,u A Smj,u)‘j,u)

_ 2 _ _ 4 _
— 2
S C( Rn ;z . ufml v, V> - cnvm /]Rn (Smi,m)\i,u v é.wj,m)\j,u) ne2 (Smi,m)\i,u N gwj,u,)‘j,u)

+ OO + 25,7
<O+ A?;") for all large v,
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where we used (77) in the last inequality.
Therefore, the proof is completed. O

Corollary 4.6. If n > 4 and b > 0 satisfying (2), we have, for large v,
F(U,) < 2_my(s")
Proof. By Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.4,
Fléanon) = [ (196 = " 25"2 D) de=b [,

2 n
Q 5 5

n

where C' > 0 is independent of v. Note that

4
1y n—2 :
/fi N> {?/\jﬂé ' if n # 4,
PR 2 — .
Q oA A, if n =4.

Hence, if n > 4 and b > 0, for any large constant /N we can find jy > 0 such that for all j > jy
there holds b fQ fgj v A >N )\?l_jn. The corollary follows immediately from Proposition 4.5. [

4.2 The case v, > 0

In this case, we shall also project v, to a finite-dimensional surface in H&(Q) generated by v, and
m-bubbles. In order to understand the new contribution from v, we need to perform spectral anal-
ysis of the linearized operator at v, as Brendle [9] did for the Yamabe flow on compact manifolds.
Our current H¢ () setting is more close to that in Section 2.1 of Bonforte-Figalli [7]. Indeed, the
analysis of [7] applies here with little change and the election of L below is the same as k), in [7].

4

Let £2(Q) == { [ : [o [Pv&% n < oo} with the inner product (f, g) = |, fgvd > dz. Then the

operator
4

-1
fro [ amy)|
is a bounded linear compact symmetric operator mapping £2((2) into itself. Using the spectral

theorem, there exists a sequence of H3(€2) functions {¢; : | € N} and a sequence of positive real
numbers {y; : [ € N} suchthat 0 < pq < pg < g < -+ — 00,

—Ag; — bpy = mvoo “P¢r inQ, ¢ =0 ond,

and {¢; : | € N} forms an orthonormal basis of £2(£2). In particular,

. 1 fori=j
v n—2 4 1. — )
/Q it { 0 forij.
By the regularity theory of linear elliptic equations, ¢; € C2+ﬁ (2) N C>°(Q) for every I. By the

2n_
equation of v, and the positivity of v, we know that 1 = 1 and ¢1 = veo( fQ vy ? )_1/ 2 Itis
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easy to check that {\/%gbl} is also an orthonormal basis of H}(£2) with respect to the inner product
(13).
Let L be the largest number such that

n-+ 2
n_

< forall [ < L.

For f € LP(Q2), p > 1, we denote by II the projection operator

nf=f- Z(/ftbzdw)v“aﬁz

It is clear that II(LP(Q)) = {f € LP(R™) : [ f¢; =0, i = 1,2,--- , L}. Hence, II(LF(Q)) is a
closed subspace of LP(f), and thus, is a Banach space with the inherited L norm.
We have several estimates regarding this projection.

Lemma 4.7. For every 1 < p < oo, we can find a constant C' depending only on n,b, 2, p and v
such that

1f1lze ()

305 1]y +C s | [ 020

Lr () 1<I<L
forall f € W2P(Q) N W,yP(Q).

Proof. Suppose that this is not true. Then there exists a sequence of functions f; € W27P(Q) N
W()LP(Q) such that kaHLP(Q) =1 for all k, and

+24

2fk‘

+ lim sup ‘/ 2¢lfk‘—0

hm ‘
Lr () k—m 1<I<L

If p > 1, then by the W*? estimates, we have || f¢|w2r@q) < C. If p = 1, by the estimates of
Brezis-Strauss [13], || fx|lw1.a(q) < C for some ¢ > 1. Therefore, by the compactness, we obtain

4
an f such that || || zr(o) = 1, Jovis i fiy =0foralll <1< L,and

_4
Af+bf+ 2= 0
n—2

in the distribution sense. Multiplying ¢; and integrating by parts, we have

n+2 4
(m— >/voo2¢lfk=0-
Tl—2 Q
4

Hence, fQ vo”? O1fr = 0 for all [ > L. Meanwhile, from the elliptic regularity, we know that
f € L>®(Q). Hence, f € £2(Q), and thus, f = 0, which is a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.8. There exists a constant C' depending only on n, b, 2, p and v, such that
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(i)

n—|—2 -
191,553 gy < CAS 457+ 720270 | sgen +C s | [ 2760s]
2 () L nZ+1 (Q) 1<I<L
) n(n+2) 17 7L75/;L:::z)
forall f € W2 (Q)Nnw, ().
(ii)
nt2 ot =
1711220y 50570 gy +C s | [ 0270
1<I<L

forall f € W2H(Q) N W, (Q).

Proof. Given Lemma 4.7, the proof is the same as that of Lemma 6.3 in [9]. We include it for
reader’s convenience. By the definition of II, we have for f € W?2P(Q) N I/VO1 P(Q) that

2 _4
Af4bf4+ 2 =ymoy
n—2

"*2—uz></f¢>, 2dw> 576

. L
(Af+bf+n+2 7 +Z<
i=1

Hence,
nt2 o= + 2 =
20 ey < I & Dl +€ swp | [ v27ous]
The assertion (ii) follows from the above inequality with p = 1 and Lemma 4.7.
For the assertion (i), by choosing p = %Z—jj) in the above inequality and using Lemma 4.7, we
have
n+2 -4
5050 [l o
- L n%+4 (Q)
n—+2 nf
< ITHAS +bf + 50 D] sty +C s | oz ]
L nZia 1<I<L
and
n + 2 niQ 2
HfH n(n+2) < CHAf + bf + — Vo f n(n+2) + C sup ‘ (blf‘
L n2+4 Q) n—2 L 7L2+4 1<i<L
n(n+2)
By the W?P regularity theory for the Laplace equation and the Sobolev embedding W2 i
n+ 2
L»=2, we have
f n+2 S C f n(n 2) VS 2f‘ n(n+2) +0Hf‘ n(n+2) .
| HLH@) 171 721_4(9 L nZ+a 14 L nZ1a 14 Q)
Then the assertion (i) is followed by combining these three inequalities. U
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Lemma 4.9. There exists 61 > 0 such that for every z = (z1,...,21) € RE with |z| < 6y, there
Bn-2 _
exists £, € Cy" 7 (Q) satisfying 1/2 < &, Jvee < 2in
4

/Ug?(gz_voo)qbldx:zlv l=1,...,L,
Q

and
n+2

H(Agz + 08, + 5;_2) =0. (45)

Furthermore, the map z — &, is real analytic and 8%152(0) = Vso, (%Q(O) =¢for2 <l < L.
Proof. Let&, = (1 + 21)ve0 + Zszz z1¢1 + h, where

heH :=span{pr,...,¢p}"

and the “_1” is with respect to the inner product (13). By a direct computation,

(AL +bE. + € 2)
L 4 nt2 L nt2 4
= (A0 -3 ( /Q (A + D) JoX T + €277 — > ( /Q &)k 0
(A4 bDher - EL: ( i = ¢l)v§¢l G2 h).
=1

For any p > n, we claim that there exists a small constant § > 0 such that

G {]z] <0} x {”hHW2,p(Q)nWOLP(Q) <&} — TI(LP(S))
is analytic. Indeed, let ®(z,h) = &, Lu = Au + bu + wi~2. Then we have G = I o £ o ®.
Obviously, the linear maps ¢ and II are analytic. By Lemma 5.3 of Feireisl-Simondon [26], L is
also analytic in some small neighborhood of v, in W2P(2) N I/VO1 P(Q).
Note that G(0,0) = 0 and

L
_ nt2f 5 = =
Gh(070)90—(A+b)(P+n_2<Uoo ® ;(/QUOO 90<Z5l>voo o -

Since G, (0, 0) is coercive on H} (2) N, then G,(0,0) : W2’p(Q)ﬂW01’p(Q) NH — II(LP()) is
invertible, and both G (0,0) and (G,(0,0))~! are continuous. By the Implicit Function Theorem
we can find h(z) € W?2P(Q) N Wol’p(Q) N #H such that G(z,h(z)) = 0 and h is analytic in z,
see, e.g., Section 3.3B of Berger [4]. The regularity of h(z)(-) follows from elliptic regularity
theory for the linear elliptic equation G(z,h) = 0in Q and h = 0 on 9. Since h(0) = 0,
and 0 = G.(0,0) + G,(0,0)0,h(0) = G1(0,0)9,h(0), we have 9,h(0) = 0. It follows that
9_¢.(0) = voo and (%ﬁz (0) = ¢ for 2 < [ < L. Therefore, the proof is completed. O

9z1

The difference of the energy at £, and v, can be controlled as follows.
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Lemma 4.10. There exists a real number ~ € (0, 1) depending only on n,b,Q and v, such that
14

P&~ Plo) <2 s | [ (a6 06 +65 )ondo

1<l<L
if z is sufficiently small.

Proof. Since z +— &, is real analytic by Lemma 4.9, and F'(-) is also real analytic by Lemma 5.3 of
[26], then the function z — F'(&,) is real analytic. Using the Lojasiewicz inequality (see Théoréme
4 of [30] or Proposition 1 of [31] on page 92), we have

14y

F(E) ~ Fluno)] < sup | 5 F()
l 2l

if z is sufficiently small, where v € (0, 1) depends only on 7, b, Q2 and v, but is not explicit. By a
direct computation, we have

0 - nt2
a_le(SZ) = _2/ (Afz + bfz +§ ) 5 - / (Afz + bfz + fn 2)¢l dz.
Therefore, the proof is completed. U

For every v, as in the beginning of Section 4.1, let A, be the closed set of all m-tuplets
. . * AL v 3% v
(Tky Moy Ok )1 <k<m satisfying (zg, A\, ) € B kl (azky) X [, —52] x [%,%] Let 6 > 0

. =L . . S .
be the constant in Lemma 4.9 and Bg, is the open ball in R% centered at origin with radius d;.

—L
Choose an element (2, (Tx, A\kvs Ok )1<k<m) € Bs, % A, such that

m m
UI/ - SZV - Z ak,lif{ﬂk’u,)\k’u lnf —r - §Z - Z aké.wk,)\k (46)
k=0 (2,(Tr Ay ) 1<k <m ) EB s X Av k=0
Similar to (32) - (34), we have
Ai Aj
T R Mgl — 2l o 00, @7)
)V (214
and for all k
)\k,yd(ﬂjkﬂ,) — OO (48)
as v — oo. In addition, d(xy ) > ¢/2, and
m
— & =) || 2 0 (49)
k=1

as v — oo.
By the triangle inequality,

m m
R DL NSED DL

k=1 k=1

m m
Uy — gZu - Z akgxk,u)\k,u + Uy — Voo — Z gxz,wAZ
k=1 k=1
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It follows that, for all 1 < k < m,

. 1 New
|Zl/| = 0(1)7 |xk,u - $k7u| = 0(1)/\77 N =1+ 0(1) Ay = 1+ 0(1) (50)
k,v k,v
In particular, (2, (Zk,, Mevs Ok )i<k<m) € §5L1 x A, is an interior point.
In the sequel, we assume
/\1,11 > )\2,1/ > 2 /\m,u- (51)
Let
m
UI/ = é.Zu + Z ak,ukayl,,Akw Wy = Vy — UV- (52)
k=1
Lemma 4.11. We have for 1 <1 < L,
‘ / 02w, dzn‘ < of / |w, | dz, (53)
and for1 < k <m,
nt2 n+2 1— Nz —ap,|?
n—2 )V
‘ / ﬁxk y Aea) Wy dx‘ + ‘ /Qg(xk,uv)‘k,u)l A2z — wk’ylgwy d:n‘
V(@ = 2,) =
T — Thy 2n_ o
+ ‘ / gl’k v kew) 1 + )\2|33' _ :kaV|2wy dlL" < 0(1)</Q |wu|n—2 dZE)
Proof. Let gz~5l = 88 £.. By (50), we have | ¢; — Voollc2() = o(1) and b — billc2(q) = o(1) for
l=2,...,L. By the definition of (z,, (T, Akv, Ok ,,)1<k<m) we have
/V(JNSZVw,, — bdyw, = 0.
Hence,
[ o8 o, do = [ (= Ao bor)uw, da
Q Q
— [ (861 00+ b6 - 60w o
Q
Since p; > 0, then we can conclude (53). The proof of (54) is the same as that of Lemma 4.1. [

Now we can show the non-degeneracy estimates of the second variation of F' for w,,.

Lemma 4.12. For large v, we have

n+2 7L n
| oz +stk P i < (1=0) [ (9w = bud) o

n—2

where ¢ > 0 is independent of v.
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Proof. We assume w,, is not zero, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Define w, = ﬁ Suppose
the lemma is not true. Then we can find a subsequence of {w, } (still denoted by {w, }) satisfying

. on+2 o N
lim 2 /Q (UC7>O P+ Smk,f)\k,u)w’% > 1.

vV—0o0 N, — 1

By (14),
o 2n n_ _n_
/\wu\w < K| = K7
Q

By (47) and (51), we can find R,, — o0, R,,/\j_i — Oforall1 < j < m,and

Niw o\~
%(Aj,i + @iy — j0]) = 00
v
forall 7 < j. Set
j—1
Q= BRUAJ.j (acj,,,) \ U BR,,)\;} (wzu)
: et ,
By (55) and ||, || = 1, there are two cases:
(1). We can find 1 < 5 < m such that
4 )
. n—2 ~
Vlglolo Q xj’w)‘j,uw'/ >0
and 49 ,
. ~ 2 3 =2 n 73 ~2
N Oy K
(i).
4
lim [ v 2d? >0
V—r00 QO
and 9 .
lim (Va2 — bi2) < 2T / v P2
V=00 Jo\U; Q. n—=2Jq

In the first case, we can obtain a contradiction similar to that in the proof of Lemma 4.3.

(55)

(56)

(57)

In the latter case, after passing to subsequence we suppose 1, — w in Hg as v — oo. It follows

that

and

By (53), we further have
4
/ v 2wg, =0 forl=1,...,L.
Q

Combining (59) and (60), w has to be identically zero, which contradicts (58).
Therefore, Lemma 4.12 is proved.
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Corollary 4.13. For large v, we have

n -+ 2
n—2

4
/ U,,"’2w3 <(1- c)/(\Vw,,\2 — bw?,) dux,
0 Q

where ¢ > 0 is independent of v.

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 4.12, Holder’s inequality, the Sobolev inequality (14) and the fact
that

Uﬁ n 2 Zgn 2 % (1)
v Tk u7>‘ku :

Q
U
The following two lemmas are estimates of v, — &, in L (2) and L (), respectively.
Lemma 4.14. For large v, we have
nt2 n+2 nt2 M o2on
n—2 < C n—2 R t _ 1 n—2 C A 2
o = &7k ) S O™ (RED =D+ O3 NS
where C' > 0 is independent of v.
Proof. From (19), we have
nt2 nt2
Av, +bv, + 0772 = (1= R(t,))vs .
Combining with (45), we obtain
n+2 2
I%Awy—@»+wwy—@»+—¢3wm< -¢.)
=H01—RGJWﬁ” (€57 — vk~ ) (61)
ntZ 42 otz

re M2, e, i),
Apply (i) of Lemma 4.8 to v, — &£, we obtain

oy = €] 23

2 ()
n+2 4 4
S C H (1 - R(tu))’lﬁ?iQ n(n+2) + C H( Z/ UOO )( gzl’) n(n+2)
L n2+1 (Q) L n?+4 (Q)
nt? 49 ni2 e
+C|le + T (0, = £,) — 0 *|| wgem  +C sup / v di(vy = &2,)| -
n—2" L %+ (Q) 1<I<L|JQ

Using the estimates for all a,b > 0 that

nt2 N4 2
n—2

a2 (b—a) — bz | < Ca™¥ Otz D _ minGEE2) 4 oy gz, (62)
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we obtain
Z—fz n+2 ntl
‘ é.Zu : 2 ( gzl,) UI/ n(n+2)
n - L %+ (Q)
n42
<0 H’v” — & ] L |
L n?+4 (Q)
H 2 n+2
< Cllvw = &™) 4 o, = 6,173 | s
L n2+ 4 (UEL By, (T5,0)
+2
9

n(n+2)
L 7L2+4 (Q\Uz.nleN/kk’u(xk,u))

in(nt2
+0C H’UV - fzu‘mm(szm + vy, — &, |22

where NV is a large real number to be chosen later. Using Holder’s inequality, we have

n+2
’n 2

n(n+2)
L n2+4 (U;cnleN/Ak,y (Slfkyl,))

in( 2
H‘UV - fzw’mm(niwz) + ‘UV - é‘ZV

m (n— 22 . n+2 n+2
2(7 +2) mln(j 72) 2
SOk e ¥ ]
Uk (n—2)2
<O (N/Apy) 5D
k=1
and
nt2
’” 2 a2
L n?+4 (UL By, (@h,0))

in(2t2
H’UV - fzw‘mm(niz,m + ‘UV - é‘ZV
Ny — gzuHLri_f%

Vy — £ZV | n—2 n
L7(Q\U?:13N/)\k’u($k,u))

(4
< H|UV - £ZV|m1n(n72,1

Since
v
” v é‘ZVHLn Q(Q\U BN/kk’u(xk,V))
m
Z ak,yéxkﬁ,,)\kﬁ, + wy
k=1 (Q\Um 1B/, (@6,0))
m
kZ_l ko ngkv”’)‘kv” L"2*2(Q\BN/Akyy(xk,u)) | VHL'?” Q)
<CON~"2 + o(1),
we have
B ont2 ot .=
£ZV : + Zv : (UV - £Zu) Uy : n(n+2)
n—2 L nZ+d ()
m (n—2) 2 2 9
<O (N/Aky) )20tD 4 C(N~"7% + N2 4 o(1)) ||vy — 52“”Lﬂ<m :
k=1
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Also,

sup
1<I<L

= sup
1<I<L

/Q (v, — &)

/Q o Q(bl(Zakvgwky)\ku—’_wV)
< CZ/\,:T; +o(D)]lwy |1 ()

moo,, m
<C Z )\k,?/ + 0(1) Uy — gzl, - Z O‘k,l/&xk,,,,)\k,,,
k= k=1

1 L1(Q)
M o2on
<CY N Fo() e — &l L - (63)
k=1
Putting these facts together, we have
v = €l 33,
n+2 m (n—2)2
<C H(l — R(ty))v 2 . + CZ(N/)\,W) 2(nt2)
Ln+2(Q) k=1
2 m 2—n
_n—=z -2 Z—n
+C(N~" T + N2+ 01)) ||v, — SZVHL%(Q) + CZ_: A2
By choosing N sufficiently large, we obtain
s Stn f;
n—2 n
oo €l gy S € 0 R L cZA ,
from which the conclusion follows. O
Lemma 4.15. For large v, we have
nt2 n_+2 m  opn
low = & llziiy < Clloi > (R(t) = D", +C Y N2,

L2 (0)
where C' > 0 is independent of v.

Proof. Using (61), and applying (ii) of Lemma 4.8 to v, — &, we obtain

oy = &2l £ @)

n+2 4 4
<c H(l R +c H( B0, — )
Ll(Q) LY(Q)
n+2 n + n+2 4
+olen + 2 (0, — ) —vf +C sup /v:owl(vy—szu).
n—2" LY(Q) 1<i<L|Jqo
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It follows from (62) that

n+2 n + 2 n+2
27272 + 2 n 2( Szl,) _ ,UI;L72
e LY Q)
s 42 n+2
¢ Hh}u - £ZV|mm(n7272) + |UV - 621/|n ? L(2)
max(0,1— nt2 ||min(1, %=
<Clo =l o=l
0, 1—— n 2 min(1, =
<Ol =&l T o= ,;12
1 "*3
— 2C HUV SZVHLl +CHUV SZV|’”TL+2 )7

2) n+2
+C”UV SZVH”Lni2
) n+2
+C vy — &, I n+2

where we used Holder’s inequality in the second inequality and the Young inequality in the last

inequality. Combining (63), we have

[ow = & ll L1
n+2
<C H(l —R(ty))vs? +0o(1) ||lvy
LH(Q)
n+2
+ B} vy — gzunLl(Q) +C vy = &, || nn+2

Then the conclusion follows from Lemma 4.14.

Using the above two lemmas, we can continue to estimate F'(£,,) —

Proposition 4.16. For all large v, we have

3

F(£,,) — Flis) < C ( [ R0 = 1120

where v € (0, 1) is the one in Lemma 4.10.

Proof. 1t follows from integration by parts that

/ (A&, + b6, + €0 )prda

n+2

:/(Avy+bvy+v52)¢zdx+m/ %2 du(vy

Q

= [a =R
Q

Foide i [ oE o,
Q
Using the pointwise estimate

n+2 n+2
o™ =& < Ciz” 5% o, —

32

2\ BE2(4Y) m
2) +CY

—&,)

gzu‘ + C’UV

=&l

M. 2-n
+ C’Z A2
k=1
O

F(vs) from Lemma 4.10.

7L+2
dw—/qﬁl — Z”VQ)dx

n+2

&) de— /Q (v — €2°0) da.

n+t2
_ fzy ’ =



we have

sup | [ (A& + b6+ €506

1<I<L
n+2 n+2
<Ol =RE)w | + Clvy — SZVHLl +Clow = &, | nni2
L2 (Q)
n+2
n+2 n+2 n—2 2—n
<Cla-RE) |, +C|wTERB)-D||,, +C ZA
L7+ (Q) Ln+2(Q)
n+2 m 2—n
<O|A-RENW| L, +CD N,
Ln¥2(Q) k=1

where we used Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.15 in the second inequality, and Proposition 2.6 in the

last inequality.
Then the conclusion follows from Lemma 4.10.

Corollary 4.17. Ifn > 4 and b > 0 satisfying (2), we have
FU,)) < F(veo) + Y(S")"/2 +C </ IR(t,) — 1’n+21)” 2) ]
n

Proof. LetU, = >y Uy N

—9 — om
/ (6 +T)5
n+2 __

= F(SZV) + F(ﬁu) + 2/9(V§ZUVI7V - bSZV v 627; 2U )

_2 — n 2 n+2 __ 27L ~ 2n
! <<szu+Uu>f2 R A >
Q

n

F(U,) = /Q Ve, +T,)2 — b(Esy + )% —

‘We have

n+2 __

‘/ (véz,,Vﬁy - bézuﬁl/ - 52’752 UI/)
Q

= | [ (A~ v+ bles, v+ €57 = T

1)5),?".

k=1

By Lemma A.1, there exists ¢ > 0, depending only on n such that

2 n+2 2n o "2 (77 \2
(ézu —|— U )n 2 — —négl 2U o U"?j > Cé.zy A(/UV”)
n —
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Since v /2 < &, < 204, and

A = 1 =
2 n— 2 n—
/ <ﬁ> > AT <72> >\,
z)<vA T \ 1+ A2|z] yl<1 \1+ [y
we have .
~ | 2n 2n 2 2n. o~ 2 2on
/Q<(§zu+Uu)”2—mzu2 v ZUQ—U”2>ZC]§Ak2 :
Then, the conclusion follows from Proposition 4.16 and Corollary 4.6. O

5 Convergence

Using the estimates in Corollaries 4.4 and 4.13, we have the following estimate of F'(v, ) — F, for
any sequence of times {t, : v € N}.

Proposition 5.1. Let n > 4, and b > 0 satisfy (2). Let {t, : v € N} be a sequence of times such
that t, — oo as v — oco. Then, we can find a real number v € (0,1) and a constant C > 0 such
that, after passing to a subsequence, we have

2n 2n n2_<1:2(1+7)
F(Uu) - Foo S C </Q |R(ty) — 1|n+2,U,;L2>

for all integers v in that subsequence, where F, is the one defined in (18). Note that v and C' may
depend on the sequence {t, : v € N}.

Proof. Tt follows from (18) that F'(vy,) = Fi. Recall that U, = v, — w,,. We have

_ 2n 2n
F(v,)—-F(U,) = i - 2 /Q(U,,”2 —v, ) + 2/9(Vv,,Vw,, — bu,w,) — /Q(|Vw,,|2 - bwg)

n—2 2n_ 2n n+2
_ /(U,,”Q i F) 4o RUSQwV—/(|VwV|2—bw3)
n Q Q Q

_ / Vn72 _ 'U1772 + U;72 wy, — ( 2) Vn72 wl%
n [¢) )

n+2 9 4
+ 2/ (R —1v) *w, — / <]Vw,,\2 — bw? — nt U, w?,)
0 9] n—2

Using the pointwise estimate

2n_ 2n 2n  nE2 n(n+2) -4
‘ Vn2_Uy2+n_2UV2 V_(£—2)2) v 2w3
2n 2n_ 2n nt2 nn+2) -4
:‘Uu 2_(wu+Uu)"2+m(wu+Uu)"2wu_ﬁ v ? 1%
0, o —1 inf 2N 2N
S CU;naX{ N-2 }’wV’mln{]\%72’3} +C‘w[/’ 2727
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it follows that

2n. 2 2n o2 n(n + 2
Uy—? — ) 2+n_2v,, ‘w, — 7((_2))

x{0,— ind 2n_ 2n_
<o/ pr 0T, V|mm{nzv3}+c/|wy|nz
Q

—mln{ =
<C </ \w,,] >

By Holder inequality and Cauchy inequality, we have

7L+2 n2_4;2 2n n2_:z2
Jr=eiu) <o [R-am) ([ o)
Q Q
2n n
()
Q

Finally, by Corollaries 4.4 and 4.13, we have

Un2

2’2}

n+2

2n 2n n
‘) (/ - 1yn—+2v;2>
Q

n—2
2 1 mn n
/]VwV\Q—b 2 Z+ U~ Ty >5</ \wy\n%)
Q

2n
Since / |w,|"=2 — 0, we have, by choosing ¢ being small, that
Q

n—2 . n 3
on Tmln{m,2}
Fu,) — F(U,) < o(/ |wy|n2> (/ R — 1702 )
1 2Tn2 n;2
2 ([ 1
2 2n nt2
<C (/ IR — 1|nfzv:2>

By Corollary 4.17, the proof is completed. O

Then we can show the estimate for all large time.
Corollary 5.2. There exist real numbers vy € (0,1) and ty > 0 such that
2n 2n QL”Z(I—FPY)
F(v(t)) — Fx < </ R — 1|»+2v(x, t)n—2 dac)
0
forallt > t.

Proof. Suppose this is not true. Then, there exists a sequence of times {¢, : ¥ € N} such that
t, > v and

2n 2n SE43)
F(u(ty)) — Foo 2 (/ IR(t,) — 1|72 v(x, t,) 72 dac)
Q
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for all v € N. By applying Proposition 5.1 to this sequence {t, : v € N}, there exists an infinite
subset I C N, a real number o € (0,1) and C' > 0 such that

”2—;2(1-',-04)

ﬂwmw4%§0</mmyﬂﬁ%@nﬁ%m>
Q
for all v € I. Thus, we have

n_+2(a_l)
2n 2n 2n v
1<C </ IR(t,) — 1|2 v(z, t, )2 dx)

Q

for all v € I. However, from Proposition 2.6, we have

2n 2n %(a_%)
lim </ |R(t,) — 1|7 2v(x, t,) "2 dac) = 0.
V—00 Q
‘We have reached a contradiction. O

Now we can use a differential inequality of F' to obtain a decay estimate.

Proposition 5.3. There exist 0 > 0 and C' > 0 such that for all T' > 1, there holds
[e.9]
/ My(t)Y?dt < CT7Y,
T

where Ms is defined in (20).
Proof. It follows from Corollary 5.2, Holder’s inequality, and (15) that

2n 2n ”2:2 (1+PY) 1+~
0 < F(u(t) = Fa < </ m—un—wv(x,t)mdx) < CMy(1)E"
Q
It follows that
sl _ 2(n—-2) 2
SFQ) - Foo) = =22 M(t) < ~C(P(0(t) - Foo) ™
Hence, 4
=1 1—7
- ¥ > -
FEE) — ) = 051 >0

It follows that

for sufficiently large ¢. Then we have

2T 2 2T
< My(s)'/? ds) <T My(s)ds

T T
< BEST(RW(T) - FeeD)
< "2 (P(T) - Fuo)
<CT 7T,



where we used the monotonicity of F. It follows that

2k:+1

/ M(t 1/2dt Z/ 1/2dt<C'T 1’y22 = <CT™ =3 (64)
2kT

k=1

This finishes the proof. O
We are ready to show the uniform boundedness, and uniform higher order estimates.

Proposition 5.4. For any € > 0, there exists Ty > 0 such that

||U('7 ) - U( ) O)H 72((2) <e fOF all't > TO- (65)

Consequently, there exists C' > 0 depending only n, b, Q) and ug such that

v(z,t) < C in Qforallt > 1. (66)

Proof. For b > a > 1, using the pointwise estimate

[o(2,b) — v(z, a)|72 < |o(z,b)72 —v(z,a)7"2],

1/2 . . 1/2
</ lo(z,b) — v(z, a)| 72 da:) < (/ [v(x,b) =2 —v(ﬂc,a)“Fdw)
Q

we have

b N 1/2 (67)
g/ </ yat(v(x,t)m)ﬁdx) dt
a Q

where we used Minkowski’s integral inequality in the third inequality, and Proposition 5.3 in the
last inequality. Hence, for any € > 0, there exists 7y > 0 such that (65) holds.

To show the L°° bound in (66), we need to use the following Brezis-Kato [11] estimate (see also
Lemma B.3 in Appendix B of Struwe [40]): there exists d > 0 depending only on n and €2 such that
if v € H} () is a weak solution of

—Av=civ+cov in{,

< §and ¢ € LP() for some p > %, then there exist C > 0 and ¢ > -2

where ||c1|| 5

L% (Q)
depending only on 7, d, p, 2 and ||c2 || £» () such that

[v]lza@) < Cllvllp2)-
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Let Ty > 0 be the one in (65) with some € < §/2 that (2¢) = < /2. By Proposition 2.6, there
exists 77 > 0 such that M (¢)n < 6/2 forall t > Ty. Let T = max(T0, T1),

U={zeQ:|v(z,t) —v(x,T2)| > mng(-,Tg)}

and xr be the characteristic function of U. Then for ¢ > T5, we have

4 4
lor=xull 3 @) = (vl 22y ()2
4
< (G Ty I8 = 0 Ty )72
n— 4
< (maxo(, To)| - U5+ o 1) = o To)ll 2, )72
4
< . 1) — - " n—2
< (o &) = T g g + 08 =0T g )7
< (25)ﬁ
<4/2.

where we used Chebyshev’s inequality in the third inequality, and (67) in the fourth inequality.
From the definition of R in (19), we have

CAv=bv+Ruis = Vio+Vev inQ, v=0 ondQ, (68)
where V; = (R — 1)1)% + 'UﬁXU and Vo = (1 — XU)vﬁ +b. Then V3 € L*°(Q) and
am <mﬂw+mnxwﬁ@swwwm=5
for all £ > T5. Then by the Brezis-Kato estimate, there exist ¢ > =5 and C' > 0 such that

[0][La@) < Cllvllrz@) < C,

where we used Holder’s inequality and (15) in the last inequality. Now V; belongs to LP for some
p > % and then the standard Moser’s iteration will lead to (66). O

Theorem 5.5. There exists C' > 0 depending only n, b, ) and ug such that

[v(, 8 o+ 2 <C forallt>1. (69)

Proof. By using (66), it follows from Proposition 6.2 in [23] (more precisely, its proof) that

%d(l’) <wo(,t) <Cd(x) forallz € Q, t>1,

where d(z) := dist(x, 0Q2). Then (69) follows from Theorem 5.1 in [29]. O

Let us conclude this section with the proof of Theorem 1.1.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. 1t follows from Proposition 5.4, Theorem 5.5 and (15) that there exists a
nonzero stationary solution v, of (9) such that

Hm [v(-,) = vosllga@y = O-
From (67), we know that there exist C' > 0 and # > 0 such that

) — . <ct? .
lo(-,t) UOOHLnQTz(Q) <Ct forall ¢ > 1

Using (69) and Gagliardo interpolation inequalities (see, e.g., (12)—(13) in Blanchet-Bonforte-
Dolbeault-Grillo-Vazquez [6]), we have

HU('7t) - UooHCl(ﬁ) < Ct_e forallt > 1
with a possibly different 6. Since v(-,t) = voo = 0 on 952, we have for all = € 2 that

v(x,t) — voo(T) [v(-t) — ’Uoo”cl(ﬁ) d(z)

< C|lv(-,t) — vooHCl@) <Ct™% forallt > 1.

Voo () - d(x)/C
That is,
b
G <Ct™? forallt>1.
Yoo L=(9)
Using (69) again, we have
ot
v(,?) ., <C foralt>1.
Voo [lcM =2 @)
Then by interpolation inequalities, we have
b
LICL) <Ct™? forallt > 1. (70)
Voo C2(Q)

Now let us assume that 2 satisfies the condition (11). Then there exists C' > 0 such that for all
pE H& satisfying

9 _4_
—Ap —bp — n+2v§52<p =/f inQ,
there holds
el @) < Cllfllz@)- (71)

Here, the C depends only on n, b, €2 and v... This estimate can be proved as follows. First, it follows
Theorem 6 in Section 6.2.3 of Evans [25] that there exists C' > 0 such that ||¢[|2(q) < C| f][22(0)-
Secondly, multiplying ¢ to its equation and integrating by part, it leads to (71).

On one hand, using the equation of v, we have

Flo(t) — P
= [ (9ot tF —bo 2 = 2o 2) = [ (190 = b - 0 )

n
n+2

- 2/Q (woowv(-,t) — Vo) — bUso (V(+, 1) — Vo) — 035 (v(+, 1) — voo))

:/WWW—%W—muww@“”_%wwﬂ =
Q

< COllo(-,t) — UOOH?'—[&(Q)'




On the other hand, using the equation of v,, we have

n+2
[Av(-,t) +bo(-,t) + v(-,t) =2 || 12
n+2 Hg
= |Aw(-t) — voo) + b(v(+,t) — Vo) + v (-, )n 2l ”L2(Q
n+2 i
H — Uso) + b(v(+,t) — Vo) + vk Z(0(-,t) — vag)
L*(Q)
nt2 4
ol HE v - PE20EE () — )
n—2 12(0)
1 max (0, —— —1) min(2,2:£2)
> — .7t_OO _C o n—2 '7t—oo ot
=z C”U( ) v ”H&(Q) v ’1)( ) v ‘ .
1
= 6”U(Wt) - Uoo”Hg(Q) —o(D)fjv(-,t) — UOO”H&(Q) for large ¢
1
= 5” (1) = Vool 1y for large ¢,

where we used (71) in the second inequality. The constant C' depends only on n,b, 2 and ug.
Combining these two inequalities together, we have

F(0(t)) = Foo < [A0() 4 bU(-,8) +0(, 1) 72 [F2( = CMa().

It follows that

SE) ~ P = -2 D (0) < ~C(P() - B,

and thus,
F(v(t)) — Fx < Ce

for some C' > 0, > 0. Hence, the proof of (64) will give
/ My ()2 dt < Ce™ ",
T

From (67), we obtain that

. _ < =t
[0 8) = vl 22, < Ce
Then the proof of (70) gives
1
vi:t) 1 < Ce " forallt>1. (72)
Voo C2(@)
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

6 Subcritical case

In this last section, we consider the Sobolev subcritical case (5), and prove Theorem 1.2. The proof
is similar to that of Theorem 1.1.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. First, we know from Proposition 6.2 in [23] that

%d(l’) <wo(,t) <Cd(x) forallz € Q, t>1,

Secondly, it follows from Theorem 1.1 in [26] and Theorem 5.1 in [29] that there exists a nonzero
stationary solution v, of (5) such that

Jim [[o(-, 1) = veollgs @) = 0-

Let

Foo) = [ (1vete.0P - -2

o)
R=—-v"P Av= 1—M,
v

v(a:,t)p+1> dz,

Mq(t)z/Q\R—l\%PH dz,

where ¢ > 1. Note that

d

4 Py = —2/(Av + o) = —2p/ Ot = — 2 M(8).
dt Q 0 p

Hence F'(v(-,t)) deceases to F'(vs) as t — oo. Furthermore,
dF(v) = —2Av — 20P = 2(R — 1)v*.

Hence,
[AF (1)) 12 () < CMa(t)'/2.

Then it follows from Proposition 6.1 in [26] that there exist C' > 0,7y > 0,y > 0 such that for all
t > Ty, we have

F(u(t)) = Fvs) < CIF (1)l < CMa(t) 7.

Therefore, similar to the proof of Proposition 5.3, there exist # € (0,1) and C' > 0 such that for all
T > 1, there holds

/OO My(t)/2dt < cT7?,
Then it follows from the proof of (67;Fthat
o0~ wellsrerey < C [ M) 2ds < 01, (73)
Using Theorem 5.1 in [29] (which is the regularity estimate) and interpolation inequalities, we have
[v(,t) = vooller @y < Ct=% forallt > 1.

Since v(+,t) = v = 0 on 02, we have for all z € (2 that

v(x,t) — Voo ()
Voo ()

< Cllo(41) = vsllon gy < Ct=% forallt > 1.
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That is,
U(’ ) t) 1

Voo

< Ct=? forallt > 1.

L(Q)

Using Theorem 5.1 in [29] again, we have

v(-,t)

Voo

< (C forallt > 1.
Cle(Q)

Then by interpolation inequalities, we have

ot

Voo

<Ct™% forallt>1, (74)
Cc2(Q)

with a possibly different 6.
Now let us assume that (2 satisfies the condition (6). Similar to (71), there exists C' > 0 such
that for all ¢ € H& satisfying
—Ap—pillo=f inQ,

there holds
ez @) < Clifliz2 - (75)

As before, on one hand, using the equation of v, we have
F(o(t)) ~ Foo < Cllo() — v |2 -
On the other hand, using the equation of v,, we have
[Av(,t) + (-, t)"|[2()
> HA(U(v t) - UOO) + p’l)go_l(’l)(', t) - Uoo)HLQ(Q)
- HU('v t)p - Ugo - p’l)go_l(’l)(', t) - Uoo)HLQ(Q)

1 max(0,p—2 min(2,
> =0+ 8) = vaollgy(@) = C [0 P Dfu(-, £) — e )|

L2(Q)
1

= Allv(s 1) = veollmg ) — o(W)llv(t) = Vool () - for large ¢
1

2 EH’U('J) - UOOHH&(Q) for large ¢,

where we used (75) in the second inequality. The constant C' depends only on n,p, 2 and wug.
Combining these two inequalities together, we have

F(u(t)) = Foo < ClAU(-, ) +0(-, )| 721y < CMa(t).

It follows that

and thus,
F(v(t)) — Fx < Ce "t
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for some C' > 0, > 0. Hence, the proof of (64) will give
/ My ()2 dt < Ce™ ",
T

From (73), we obtain that
HU('7t) - UooHLPH(Q) < Ce_ﬁft.

Then the proof of (74) gives

ot
v(:t) 1 < Ce " forallt > 1. (76)
Voo Cc2(Q)
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

A Bubbles interactions

In the end of our proof of Proposition 4.5, we need to calculate and compare the following two
quantities:

n+42 n—2

; / ALy ’ Aoy 7 1
= x7
! n\ 14 )\iulw — z1,]? 1+ )\%W\x — x9,|?
A A ?
I _ < 1,v ) Vi ( 2,v >
’ / " { T+ X Je— 21,2/ " \T403 [0 — s,

n—2
/\171, >\2,1/
i e |2)A(1+>\2 == ) 4
1,v 1Ly 2,01% $27V|

We want to show that under (32), there holds

L/\I =0(1) asv— oco. (77)

Recall that Ay, > A ,.
If 21, = x3,, then using the change of variables: y = Ay ,x and A = A1, /A2, we have
n+2 n—2
2

A 1 2
I = 2 S d
' /Rn<1+A2!y\2> <1+\y!2> Y
vt fot L) )™ ()™
= + + e — —
pl<a-t Jasigy< 1) N1+ A2jy)? L+ Jyf? i

< COANT"

2—n n-—2

<CMN2 AL,
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and

A 1 ? A 1 n—2
Izz/Rn{(1+A2\y!2>v(1+\y!2>} {(1+A2\y!2>A(1+\y!2>} v
> [ o (me) () ¢
~ iV \1+ A%[y? 1+ |yl Yy

2
222‘"A2‘"/ <71 2) dy
zl<vA \ 1+ 7]

> cA? " log A (sincen >4and A > 1)
> A AP In( A/ Aa).-

Since A1, /A2, — 0o, we have (77).
If 1, # x2,, then we use the following change of variables:

3 3 2y — Tlv
My = Mpl|T2y — 1], Aow = Aopl2o, — 21,4, 6 = ————.
2y — Tlw
Then

n+2 n—2

I _/ :\1,1/ N :\2,11 ?
" Jen 1+5\%7V\x]2 1+ A3 |z — e, |2

|

By (32), we know that

)\Z,I/ 1v

Recall that A\;, > Ao, forall v = 1,2,.... Hence, if {:\17,,} is bounded, then :\27,, — 0 and

5\l,u
5\271/ — OQ.

Case A: 5\27,, > 1. Then 5\17,, — 00, and thus

n+2 n—2

I = / 7:\1”' : 5\2"/ 2 dz
Bl/4 1 + )‘%,V"TP 1 + )‘%,V’w - 6,/’2

n+2 n—2

+ / 5\1,1/ ? 5\2,1/ N dz
R™\By 4 1+/\%,1/|5L’|2 1—|—/\%7V|:L'—ey|2

n<iz / ALy D areonTi
1> I —— T < .
2,v - 1 +)\%7V’1"2 1,v "2v
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For I, we have

i B 2
Mo A2y
IF/Rn{(W)v(HX% 2x—€v‘2>}

|

~ ~ n—2
A 14 14
(VAN
1+)\%7V]w\2 1+)\%7V\x—e,,\2

Let e > 0 be sufficiently small. The constant ¢ in the below will be independent of e.
Case A: )\QJ,, > 1. Then A1, — 00. We split it into two cases:
Case Al: Ay, > €A1 ,. Then for v large,

X 2 x n—2
<b 2(/1 D) 2 5 . __—T%K——E dz
By (ev) 1"")‘2,y|3j — e 1 +)‘1,u|33|

I 1 2
2—ny2—
> c)\Q,V")\LV"/B {TW} dz
>‘2,u/2

> A3 AL (Ingy,) ifn >4

> CS\%Z”S\%Z” In(eX;,) ifn >4

Case A2: 1 < :\27,, < 6;\17,,. Then for v large,

X 2 x n—2
I, > / { = 2y 2} : { ~12’V 2} dz
Bio\Byz |1+ )‘2,11‘“ — ey 1+ Al,u‘x’

> Ay AL / [+ da
B1/2\Baz
> 05\37/"5\%;"] Ine| ifn>4.

Case B: 5\2,,, < 1. Then ?1’” — 00. We split it into two cases.

2,v

Case B1: 5\17,,5\27,, > ¢~ 1. Then 5\1,,, — o0. We have

x 2 x n—2
I > / { = 2 2} : { ~12’V 2} dx
B1/2\By /2 1+ >‘2,y|3j — e 1+ )‘1,u|33|

> 05\31/5\%_”"/ |42 d
B1/2\By, /=
Yn—23Y2—n :
> Ay SAT [ Ine|ifn >4
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The

Case B2: 5\17,,5\27,, < e~!. Then for large v,

3 N n—2
I > C/ )‘1,1/ )\27,/ da
s (AL ] LA e —ef?
;\1,1/

2 1+ A2, |2

2
{ } dz (since 5\3,,,|x —e)? <3)
B\/ 1/(25‘1,11;2,1/)

> AN (A /Aey) ifn >4

refore, (77) holds.
The following calculus lemma was used.

Lemma A.1. Forp > 2,0 < e < 1, we have

and

(14 )P > 14 €P + pe + cpe?

(I+ef > 1+l +peP~t 4 cpe

for some c, > 0 independent of e.
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