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INFINITE-TIME BLOWING-UP SOLUTIONS
TO SMALL PERTURBATIONS OF THE YAMABE FLOW

SEUNGHYEOK KIM AND MONICA MUSSO

ABSTRACT. Under the validity of the positive mass theorem, the Yamabe flow on a smooth compact
Riemannian manifold of dimension N > 3 is known to exist for all time ¢ and converges to a solution
to the Yamabe problem as ¢ — co. We prove that if a suitable perturbation, which may be smooth
and arbitrarily small, is imposed on the Yamabe flow on any given Riemannian manifold M of
dimension N > 5, the resulting flow may blow up at multiple points on M in the infinite time.
Our proof is constructive, and indeed we construct such a flow by using solutions of the Yamabe
problem on the unit sphere SV as blow-up profiles. We also examine the stability of the blow-up
phenomena under a negativity condition on the Ricci curvature at blow-up points.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. History. Let (M, gp) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N > 3. The
Yamabe flow on (M, go) is defined as

9 9(t) =~ (S1g(t)) - Slg(t)) g(t) for t € (0,7),

9(0) = go

(1.1)

where T is the maximal time, S [g(t)] is the scalar curvature of the metric g(t), and S[g(t)] is the

average value of S [g(t)]. If we set g(t) = u(t)ﬁgo where u(t) is a positive function on M for each
t € (0,7T), then (1.1) is reduced to the quasi-linear parabolic equation

N +2 _
(1.2) puPlu, = 2_ (knAgou — S [go]u+ S [g(t)]u?)  on M x (0,T)
where ky = 4%\7__21) and p := %

Let Eg4, be the energy corresponding to equation (1.2),
_ S (x| Vgoulg, + S g

<fM|u|%dvgo)

where duvy, is the volume form on (M, go), and Y (M, go) is the Yamabe constant on (M, go) defined
by

u?) dug,
—

Egy(u) :

A

Y(M, go) = inf { Eyq(u) : w € C=(M) \ {0}}.
If Y(M,go) < 0, a relatively simple argument based on the maximum principle shows that the
flow (1.1) exists globally (T" = oo) and converges to a metric of constant scalar curvature as t — oo.
However, treating (1.1) in the case Y(M,go) > 0 is challenging, because one has to exclude
the possibility of blowing-up phenomena. Thanks to the series of works by Chow [12], Ye [19],
Schwetlick and Struwe [44], and Brendle [0, 7], it is now known that (1.1) is always globally well-
defined in time and converges to a metric of constant scalar curvature as t — oo, under the validity
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of the positive mass theorem; see also [9] in which Carlotto, Chodosh, and Rubinstein showed the
existence of a Yamabe flow on a certain manifold converging at a polynomial rate.

One of the main ingredients of the proof by Brendle in [0, 7] is to construct a suitable family
{tse € C°(M): z€ M, e>0small} of test functions satisfying

(1.3) lim e¥ﬂz,e(expz(ex)) =Wio(z) forze M,z eT,M

e—0

{sup {Ey(iize) : 2 € M, e > 0small} < Y(SY, ggn),

where (SV, gsv) is the N-dimensional unit-sphere in R¥*+! with the canonical metric ggn, exp is
the exponential map, and W1 ¢ is the standard bubble in RN, that is,

(14) Wig(z) = — N forz eRY, ay:i=(N(N-2)"7 .

N—-2

A+ o) T

Given a smooth function h on M such that maxys h > 0, let Ey j, be a perturbed energy of Egy
given as

kN|Vgoul? + (S [go] + h)u?| dv
Egon(u) = fM [ £ o ’ ) ] =,

2N N
(fM |u|mdvgo) N
If h(z) > 0 at some z € M, then there is no test function u, . satisfying (1.3). For instance, if

N > 7, M is non-locally conformally flat, and %, . is a ‘bubble-like’ function satisfying the second
condition in (1.3), then

Ego n(iiz.e) = Y (S, gsn) + E1h(2)e — ol |[Weyl[go] ()| 5,¢*
as € — 0, so
Egon(tize) > Y (SN, ggn) provided e > 0 small enough.

Here, ¢, ¢ > 0, Weyl[go] is the Weyl tensor on (M, go), and || - ||, is the tensor norm in the metric

go-
Now setting

(1.5) Lgopu = nAgy — (S [go] + h)
so that Lg, := Lg, 5 is the conformal Laplacian on (M, go), we consider a perturbed Yamabe flow
_ N+2
puP = T(Lgo,hu"' kyuP) on M x (0,00), p= N—J_rg,
(1.6) u>0 on M x (0,00),
u(-,0) =ug >0 on M,

corresponding to the energy Ey, . Observe that we replaced the function S [g(¢)] in (1.1) with the
constant ky > 0, recalling that it tends to a positive constant as t — oo provided Y (M, go) > 0.

A natural question is what is the asymptotic behavior of a solution to (1.6) as t — T. As we
will prove in this paper, (1.6) may exhibit infinite-time blow-up phenomena driven by the bubbles
(also known as the Talenti-Aubin instantons)

(1.7) Wie(@) =% Wip(n ™z —€), zeRY, u>0,¢eRY;
see (1.4). It is a classical result that the solution set of the Yamabe problem in RY
(1.8) — AW =WP, W>0 inRY

is precisely {W,¢ :p > 0,¢ € RY}, which corresponds to a family of standard metrics on N-
dimensional spheres in RN¥*! via the stereographic projection.
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1.2. Main theorems. We now list the main theorems of this paper and some remarks on them.

The following theorem precisely describes the infinite-time blow-up phenomena of the perturbed
Yamabe flow (1.6) driven by the bubbles.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, go) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N > 5 such
that

(1.9) Yi(M, go) :=inf{Ey p(u) : u e C°(M)\ {0}} > 0.

Assume that h is a C?-function on M such that maxyr h > 0. Given a point zo € M such that
h(z9) > 0, there exists an initial datum o such that (1.6) has a solution u,, blowing-up at zy as
t — oo. More precisely, there is a constant C' > 0 depending only on (M, go), N, h, and zy such
that

(1.10) {uzO z,t) ( —|]—V ( expz_()l(z)\2)) W) (expz_ol(z)) if dgy (2, 20) < do,
) =

Uz (2, 1) < ( )G (2, z0) if dgy (2, 20) > 6o
for t > 0 large enough, where

- exp is the exponential map on (M, go), and dg,(z, z0) is the geodesic distance between z and
205
- 0o > 0 is a sufficiently small number;
1
- p: [0,00) = (0,00) and & : [0,00) — RY are parameters such that u(t) ~ t~2 and
1€(t)| S 71 for all t > 0 large and some ¢ € (0,1) small;
G is the Green’s function of the perturbed conformal Laplacian Ly, defined in (2.2).

In fact, equation (1.6) also possesses solutions which blow-up at multiple points as t — oo.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, gy) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension N > 5 such
that Y,(M,go) > 0. Assume that h is a C*-function on M such that maxy h > 0. Given any

k € N, choose a k-tuple zy = {z(()l),...,z(()k)} of distinct points on M such that h(z((]l)) > 0 for
l=1,...,k. Then there exists an initial datum u,, o such that (1.6) has a solution u,, blowing-up

at each point 2(1) ...,zék) as t — oo. More precisely, there is a constant C > 0 depending only on
(M,g0), N, h, k and zg such that

Ugy (2, 1) = (1 + O(‘ eXp_(})(Z)F))Wu(l)(t),g(”(t) <exp;()ll)(z)> if dg, (z, Z(()l)) <&, l=1,...,k,

Ugy (2,8) < C ZG <z 2 ) otherwise

for t > 0 large enough, where p® : [0,00) — (0,00) and £V : [0,00) — RN are parameters such
that p\W (t) ~ 7% and 1EO @) <t for all t > 0 large and some € € (0,1) small.

Regarding the stability of the solution found above, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.3. In the setting of Theorem 1.2, we further assume that the largest eigenvalue of the
()

Ricci curvature tensor at zy’ 1s less than or equal to _ﬂh(zo ) for each l =1,.... k. Let o €
(0,1). There is a k-codimensional manifold My, in C*° (M) containing ug, such that z'f uy € My,
is sufficiently close to ug, o, then (1.6) has a solution w blowing-up at each point z(()l), .. .,z(()k) as
t — 00.

In the above corollary, the technical condition on the Ricci curvature comes from the ODE system
(5.43) that each €@ solves.
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Remark 1.4. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 show that the Yamabe flow is an equation at the border-
line guaranteeing the global existence and uniform boundness of solutions. A couple of remarks
regarding them are in order.

(1) IfY/(M, go) > 0 and h is a function such that [|k[|;~/2(p) < Y (M, go), then a simple application
of Holder’s inequality yields that Y, (M, gg) > 0. Therefore, if (M, go) is a smooth compact Rie-
mannian manifold of dimension N > 5 such that Y (M, gg) > 0, (1.6) exhibits infinite-time blow-up
phenomena (with an arbitrary number of blow-up points) provided h € C?(M) is a sufficiently
small and maxy; h > 0.

(2) Our results can be regarded as parabolic analogues of the theorems of Micheletti, Pistoia, and
Vétois [30], and of Esposito, Pistoia, and Vétois [21] which assert the existence of blow-up solutions
to slightly perturbed (elliptic) Yamabe problems. Their results are related to C2(M)-compactness
property of the solution set of the Yamabe problem on (M, go); see [30, 8] and references therein.

In the elliptic case, the blow-up points must be a critical point of some function involving the
function h and a geometric quantity on (M, go); either the Weyl curvature or the O(1)-order term
of the Green’s function of the conformal Laplacian on (M, gg). In our evolutionary setting, we only
require that h is positive at each blow-up point.

We wonder if there exist non-isolated positive blowing-up solutions (namely, clustering solutions)
or isolated non-simple positive blowing-up solutions (namely, bubble-tower solutions) to (1.6) as in
the elliptic case [11, 37, 47, 11, 38]. Also, we may ask if (1.6) has a finite-time blowing-up solution.
We hope to examine these problems elsewhere.

(3) Our results are in spirit close to the work of Daskalopoulos, del Pino, and Sesum [15] which
constructed type II ancient compact solutions to the Yamabe flow on SV, and that of Sire, Wei,
and Zheng [16] which built finite-time extinguishing solutions to fast diffusion equations with the
critical exponent in smooth bounded domains in RYV.

To handle the degeneracy of the equation (uP~! in (1.6) for our setting), the authors in [46] lifted
the spatial domain to a subset of S via the stereographic projection so that the equation becomes
uniformly parabolic. However, there are limitations in employing their idea directly, because our
spatial domain is a general Riemannian manifold M and so it may not be embedded into S. We
will overcome this technical difficulty with the help of a maximum principle adapted to our setting;
see Lemma 4.5.

(4) Suppose that miny; h < 0. In this case, our approach suggests that given a k-tuple of points

7 = {z(()l), - ,z((]k)} on M such that h(z(()l)) <0forl =1,...,k, there exist ancient solutions to
(1.6) which blow-up at each point z(()l), cee z(()k) ast — —oo. We also suspect the existence of ancient

solutions to (1.6) which look like towers of spheres similar to ones found in [15].

There have been extensive studies on type II blow-up solutions to various time-dependent energy-
critical equations; e.g. the critical nonlinear heat equations [22, 45, 13, 14, 17, 23, 18], the harmonic
map heat flows and the nematic liquid crystal flows [10, 2, 48, 10, 16, 32], the critical wave equations
[29, 31, 24, 19, 20, 25, 20], the wave maps equations and the Yang-Mills equations [39, 42], the
critical Schrédinger equations and map equations [34, 35], and so on. Our contribution towards
this direction is to build solutions to energy-critical degenerate parabolic equations on general
Riemannian manifolds, blowing up at an arbitrary number of points. We believe that our method
may help construct bubbling solutions to related problems on manifolds, such as the harmonic
map heat flow from a smooth closed two-dimensional Riemannian manifold to another provided
the target manifold satisfies a certain geometric assumption.

Furthermore, several results on the optimal regularity and sharp extinction rates for fast diffusion
equations in bounded domains in RY were proved recently; refer to [27, 28, 5, 4] among others. In
their proofs, Aronson-Bénilan type inequalities (namely, bounds for u~!|u|; see [1]) appear as one
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of the key tools. In our analysis of (1.6), such an inequality is derived in a very specific manner;
see (4.4) below and its proof.

1.3. Structure of the paper and comment on the proof. In order to establish Theorems
1.1 and 1.2 as well as Corollary 1.3, we will apply the modulation argument combined with the
inner-outer gluing procedure. Our presentation is largely influenced by the paper [14] which studied
the existence of infinite-time type II multiple blowing-up solutions to the critical nonlinear heat
equations in smooth bounded domains in R¥.

From Section 2 to 5, we only concern the proof of Theorem 1.1. Necessary modifications to prove
Theorem 1.2 and the proof of Corollary 1.3 will be provided in Section 6.

In Section 2, we construct approximate solutions which behave as in (1.10). This is one of the
most tricky parts of the proof, because approximate solutions must be sufficiently regular and very
close to true solutions for every point on M regardless of its distance from the blow-up point. In
particular, the approximate solutions used for the elliptic analogues do not work well in our setting.
At points away from the blow-up point, we depict the approximate solution in terms of the Green’s
function G of the perturbed conformal Laplacian Lg, p; cf. [43, 21]. At points near the blow-up
point, we deform the bubble by multiplying it by G and then combining the result and a solution
to the linear equation (2.30) together. During the refinement, we also determine the main order
term of the dilation parameter by solving the ODE (2.36).

In Section 3, we decompose equation (1.6) into the outer problem (3.2) and the inner problem
(3.6).

In Section 4, we prove the unique solvability of the outer problem and establish a priori estimates
of the solution, by examining the associated inhomogeneous problem (4.1) with the maximum
principle for degenerate parabolic equations. A delicate issue is to choose suitable norms to work
with. While the authors in [14] worked successfully in a weighted L setting, we cannot do for
(1.6) because of its degeneracy uP~!. To control the terms resulting from the degeneracy such as
(Yue)e in (3.4) in a pointwise sense, we will devise various Holder-type norms; refer to Subsection
1.5. In defining them, we must reflect that the scaling properties in the spatial variable and in the
time variable are different from each other, which makes the analysis considerably complicated.

In Section 5, we develop the existence theory for an associated inhomogeneous problem (5.1) to
the inner problem. By lifting its spatial domain to SV, we prove that it is solvable whenever the
orthogonality condition (5.2) holds. Also, from (5.2), we find a system of ODEs that the dilation
and translation parameters satisfy, and solve it. Finally, collecting all the information obtained so
far, we find a solution to the inner problem and derive a priori estimate on it, thereby completing
the proof of Theorem 1.1.

1.4. Notations. We collect some notations used throughout the paper.

- The Einstein convention is used throughout the paper. Unless otherwise stated, the indices i, 7,
q, v, and s take values from 1 to the dimension N of the underlying manifold M, and [ and m
range over values from 1 to the number k& of blowing-up points of solutions.

- For a tensor field T" on (M, g), a notation such as T, stands for a covariant derivative of T

- SV is the standard unit sphere in RVN*! gov is its canonical metric, and |SN ‘ is its surface
measure.

- vga Ag7 <'7 '>g7
the norm on (M, g), respectively. On (SV, gsv), we write Ven = Vv, etc. In the Euclidean space
RN, we write V = V,, A = A,, etc, where the subscript « denotes the variable in R¥.

and | - |4 are the gradient, the Laplace-Beltrami operator, the inner product, and

- (M, go) is the injectivity radius of (M, go).

- For a surface integral, dS denotes the volume form on the domain of integration.
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- Given a number § > 0 and a metric g on M, let BN (z,0) = {y € RY : |y — 2| < 6} for z € RY
and By(z,0) ={{ € M : dy(z,&) < o} for z € M.
- For a function f and ¢ € N, we set &-f:g—gi fori=1,...,N, f:ft:(‘)tf:%—{, and

/—1 'y
(1.11) fo@) = f@) - Y %c%f(m = O(Jz]")

y=0 "
for |z| small, where v is a multi-index.

-For £ € NU{0}, o € (0,1), T > 0, and a set Q, we write C*+7(Q) = C47(Q) and C*Fo¢+7/2(Q x
[0,T]) to refer the Holder space and the parabolic Holder space, respectively.

- supp(f) is the support of a function f.
- Let n € C*°(R) be a function such that

(1.12)

n(r) =0, n'(r) <0 for r € R,
n(r) =1 for r € (—o0,1] and 0 for r € [2, 00),

and ns(r) = n(6~1r) for r € R and § > 0. By abuse of notation, we often write ns(x) = ns(|z|) for
r € RV,

- C, ¢ > 0 are universal constants that may vary from line to line.
1.5. Norms. We introduce all the norms that will be used throughout the paper. Let §y > 0 be

the small number in the statement of Theorem 1.1, for which we impose that 45y < i(M, gg). Let
also tg > 0 be a large number, and p = u(t) > 0 and & = £(t) € RY be small functions on [tg, 00)

tending to 0 as t — oo. The functions py = po(t) and u,e = uf%(z,t) are defined in (2.5) and
(2.39) below, respectively.

Definition 1.5 (Local Hélder semi-norms). Assume that o € (0,1). For a function A : [ty,00) — R,

we set
[A(t1) — Alta)]
oa(t) = o2
Alegra(®) = sup { B0
For a function 9 : M X [tg,00) — R, we set
|T,Z)(Zl, t) — ¢(22, t)|

dgo (Zl’ 22)0

:t1,tg € (HlaX{to,t — 1},t), t1 75 tg} .

[WYlog (2,t) = sup{ D 21,22 € By (2,10(2, 1)), 21 # 2:2}

and
(6o (z:t) = sup { Wzl’til)__t;f”(/zz’ L b1t € maxfto,t = 13,00, 1 £ t2}
where
,u02(t) for z € BgO(Zm,UO(t))a
ro(z,t) = M for z € Byy(20,0) \ Byo (20, 10(1)),
%0 for z € M\ By, (20, 0),

and t € [tg, 00).
Let © be a smooth domain in RY. For a function v : Q x [ty, 00) — R, we set

Wlog (y, ) = sup { ‘”‘ﬁ(yl’;)_—yj(gz’ ]

cy1,y2 € BN (y,m1 () N Q, y1 # yz}
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where
in QN {Jy[ <1},

ol

ri(y) = |
o man{lyl =1}
Definition 1.6 (A Hélder norm for functions on [tg,00)). For numbers v > 0 and o € (0,1) and
functions X : [tg,00) — R and & = (&1,...,&N) : [to,00) — RY, we define
Mo = sup 15" (2) [[A®)] + ] or2(0)]
te(to,00) t
(1.13) N
l€lo = sup pg () [16(0)] + (& gera(8)] -
t€[to,00) i=1 t

Definition 1.7 (Weighted integral norms for functions on M or M X [tg, 00)). Let M, = M x |7, 7+1]
for 7 > tg.

- Local in time weighted L%, H' and H? norms: We set

ool = | | (Fuwtoll, + i)
for a function 1y on M, and

1
2

ot Dlon = | [ (0P) G|

[¥llz2(ar,) = [//MT (‘¢’2u/€7—£1> (z,t)dvgodt} : ,

_p1
[l ey = |[ue® Voot + 19l 22(ar)

’LQ(MT)

Illaz 0ty = Ielzqann + [ Zoont| Ly, )+ Il o

for a function 1) on M X [tg, 00).

- Global in time weighted L?, H' and H? norms: Given two positive numbers ¢y and sq such that
to < sg — 1, we set

lllzz . = e 191 2 (a1,
[Dllay = Te[i)l}spo_l 1| (ar, )
Iz = sup  [[¥llg2r)-

Hto,so TG[to,So—l] ( T)

In the case that sy = oo, we omit the subscript sg so that H¢||L307 = ||1[)HL%O, etc.

oo

Observe that [|9[|g2(as,) is @ norm if Y;,(M, go) > 0 holds; see (1.9).

Definition 1.8 (Weighted Holder norms for functions on M X [tg,o0)). Given o € R and v > 0,
we define

(1.14) Wa,y(2,t) = p*(t) - max

{ M50 (dgo (2, 20)) 93(a+7) 50_((1.4.«,)}
Pt (t) + |expz (2) — ()]
on M X [tg,00). Here, 55, is the cut-off function defined after (1.12).
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- The weighted L*° norms: Given o > 0 and p > —%, we define

7l = [[ e e - ol = | t0)wa0) ]

Lo (M x [tg,00))
and
[ll+.0,0 = H g W) wHLoo(Mx [to,00))

- The weighted Holder norms: Given a > 0, p > —%, and o € (0,1), we define

(1.15) [1fllesapio = H%wa,z)*

p—1
Upe f

—1 — -1 —1
+ (hwazsa) ™[], + Ghwaea) 7 U]

)
Lo (M x[tg,00))

2
(L16)  [Wollewacor = D || lt0)wae) ™ | Wiy th0| + (1 (to)weve) ™ [Vl :
= 2l Lo (m)
and
”d’”*’,a,ﬂ;a
(117) (ugwa72)71 ’Vgo'l/) + (MSIUQ,Z+0')71 [Vf;od)] oo + (Mgwafa,e)fl [ngﬂ/’] 03/2 Lo (M [to.00))

|| a0 el + (fwa—2.0) ™ Wiler + (hwa—2—o0) " [l e :
t IILee (M x[to,00))

Definition 1.9 (Weighted Hélder norms for functions on €2 X [tg,00)). Let Q be a smooth domain
in RN, a e (0,N—2),b>0, and80>3%>>1.

- The weighted L* norms: We set

||H||ﬁ7a+2,b;t0780 = H”ab (1 + |g|a+2) (W{GIH) (g’t)HLOO(RNX[to,SO))

and

b _ia _
o - 1 t H .
[l asansoer = [ O+ a 6@,
In the case that so = oo, we write || H||s.a126 = [[Hltat2,65t0,50 a0d [[V]l47.a.62) = 1V l,a,6520,50(2)-

- The weighted Hoélder norms: Given o € (0,1), we set

(118)  [Hlsarzia = |0 {(1+151°72) [WEG ] (5.1)

17 V5 ] g 5000+ (1 101°77) W2 W] 5.0

Lo (RN x[tg,00))

and

1118 .50 (22)

=5 [l { (1+19) [Viv@ 0|+ (1+191°7) [Viv] . @)
(1.19) *=° ¢

+ (L+15177) [Vie] ooz (5:1)}

HL"O(QX[to o0))

et {15172 e, O+ (4 1) Bl 0+ (1) Wil @0}
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2. CONSTRUCTION OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS

From Section 2 to Section 5, we will concern the proof of Theorem 1.1, which asserts the existence
of solutions to (1.6) blowing-up at a single point zgp € M as t — oo. During the proof, we will
consider the equation

N +2

puP "ty = T(Lgo,hu + kyuP) on M x (tg,00),
(2.1) u>0 on M x (tg,00),
u(-,t0) =up >0 on M

for ty > 0 large enough. Clearly, a time translation u(- — o) of a solution u to (2.1) solves (1.6).

In this section, we construct approximate solutions through two stages.

In Subsection 2.1, we define the first approximate solution which resembles to a bubble near zg
and to the Green’s function G of the perturbed conformal Laplacian L, , away from 2.

In Subsection 2.2, we refine the first approximate solutions in a small neighborhood of zj, by
attaching solutions of certain linearized equations to the approximate solutions. In order to make
the linearized equations solvable, we choose the main order of the dilation factor u(t) > 0 suitably.

2.1. First approximate solutions. Throughout the paper, we always assume that N > 5.
Let G be the Green’s function of Ly 3, i.e.,
(2.2) — Lo 1nG(2,20) = 65,(2) on M

where J,, is the Dirac measure supported at zy € M.
Given a pair of parameters (u,&) = (u(t),£(t)), we are going to define the first approximate

. 1 .
solution uLé to (1.6).

EXPRESSION OF pu(t): Let

23 Zvaly) =y TWisl) + 25 Wial) = an

N -2 1—|y|?
2 (

and positive numbers

(2.4) c1 = p/ WfalZ?VH and Cy = —/ Wl,OZN+1-
RN RN
Reminding the hypothesis that h(zy) > 0, we set

1 2¢q
and t) = —
h(z0) Ho(t) (N + 2)cat

(2.5) do = for t € [to, 00)

where to > 0 is a sufficiently large number. Then we assume that p(¢) has the form
(2.6) p(t) = dopo(t) + A(t) =: u(t) + A(t) for t € [tg, 00)
where \(t) is a higher-order term.

EXPRESSION OF A(t) AND &(t): The parameters A(t) € R as well as £(t) = (£1,...,&6n)(t) € RY
will be determined in Subsection 5.2. Until then, we assume that

(2.7) IMrion + Mo +2i00 + [Elluzson + €llvat+200 < C

where 11 = 19 = 2 — g( for some small numbers ¢y € (0,1) and oy € (0,1); refer to (1.13) for the
definition of the norms.
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EXPRESSION OF APPROXIMATE SOLUTIONS: From now on, we will often identify points z €
By, (20,280) and z = exp;'(z) € BY(0,200) via go-normal coordinates centered at zp. Given a
pair (p, &) satisfying (2.5)—(2.7), we define

(2.8) uf}%(z,t) = ’y;,lffNG(z,zo)ULl’%(z,t) on M x [tg,0)
where
()
(2 ¥ 2T Wap(u” ! (@~ 9) if 2] = dyy (2, 20) < o,
(2.9) N2 || N2 .
= ozN,uN22 [1 + 15, () { ET ) 1}] if 0p < |x| = dgy(2, 20) < 260,
anp 2 if dg, (2, z0) > 20p.

Here, ki, ay > 0 are the numbers appearing in (1.2) and (1.4), and vy := [(N — 2)[S¥=1[]~L

Lemma 2.1. The function u/(jé is of class C?to01+00/2( N[ [tg,00)). Moreover, it is positive on
M x [tg,00) provided ty > 0 large enough.

Proof. Since Y, (M, go) > 0, the principal L?(M )-eigenvalue of the operator L, 1 is positive, and so

L, j, satisfies the maximum principle on M. Therefore, the Green’s function G of Ly 5 is uniquely
determined and positive on M. From this fact and (2.5)—(2.7), we deduce the assertion. O

We remark that the definition of uilé

is motivated by Schoen [13].
By slightly modifying the proof of [33, Lemma 6.4] and taking dy smaller if needed, we see

N-3
YNNG (2, 20) = 1+ Z Py(x) + clz[N " log x| + O (Jz|V2)
=2

for z = exp, (z) € Byy(20,d0) where P is a homogeneous polynomial of degree ¢, and ¢ is a number
that is zero for IV odd.

Lemma 2.2. It holds that

(2.10) Pg(x) = élRij(zo)xixj + 625(20)‘1"2 + égh(Z())‘xP
where
1 1 N -2
211 C = — C [ - =
(2.11) AT TT TN o1y T 3N —4)

R;i(z0) is a component of the Ricci curvature tensor at zy on (M,go), and S(zp) is the scalar
curvature at zg on (M, go).

Proof. We continue to identify two points z € By, (20,280) and z = exp;'(z) € BN (0,20p). It is
well-known that

Viaol(e) = 1= 2 Rig()i; + v/ Tool g ),

(2.12) y 1 i
90 (x) = 0ij + 3 Rigjr(20)742r + (g5 )3) ()

where
- Rigjr(20) is a component of the Riemannian curvature tensor at zy on (M, go);
- \/m 3] and (géj )i3) are the remainder terms in the Taylor expansions of \/m and géj ,
respectively, defined by (1.11).
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We set
(2.13) P(z) = vy kn|z[N T2G(x, 20) — 1 for 2 € BN(0,260)
and write Po(x) = ¢;jz;2; for some ¢;; € R so that
(2.14) P($) = Ci;Tix; + P[g} (:E) = CijTiT; + O(|l‘|3)

Since YnA|z|>™N = Ly, 1G(z, 20) = 85, (2), it holds that
(2.15) [z[PAP —2(N = 2)2;0,P + |z|N (Agy — A) {1 + P)|2* N} — sy |2|*(S + h)(1 + P) = 0.
Putting (2.12) and (2.14) into (2.15), we obtain

N
N -2 _
—4(N — 2)cijzixj + 22 ciilz|* + TRij(Zo)ﬂfﬂfj — HNl(S(Z()) + h(z20))|z|? = O(|z|?).
i=1
Solving this identity, we deduce (2.10). d

Define the error S(u) of a positive function u on M x [tg,c0) as

_ N +2
S(u) = —puP Ly + — (Lgo,nu + rnuP)

where p = % In the next lemmas, we compute the error of the first approximate solution u%‘

Lemma 2.3. For z = exp, () = exp,, (uy + &) € Bg,(20,00) and t € [ty,00),

(2.16) S (ullh) (5.) = Solul (9,6) + Eali )y, ).
Here,

(2.17) Eolul(yt) =1 (WD Zn ) (4) + W2 Fo(y)
and

(218) &l el(y,t) = p7E - (pWE VWi ) () + Fi [ E) (v 1)

+Bat £ 200 4 () 4 é L al-l

where
Foly) := W [{(2¢1 +2Néy — ki) S(20) + (2Nés — k') h(z0)} Wio(y)
(2.19) +4{¢25(20) + e3h(20)} y;0;W1,0(y)
b e Ry o)y + 22 (0)lul? + éshz0)lul?} ol

Fulp, €y, t) == (N + 2)rnp [{€25(20) + E3h(20)} £;0;Wi0(y)

(2.20) + {é1Rij(20)yi&j + 25 (20)iki + ésh(z0)vii} Wio(v) |

2
N —2 |
and ¢1, ¢o, and ¢ are constants defined in (2.11). Furthermore, att € R and al"t € RN are C1
functions of (y, u, u=1€) such that

(2.21) 21: <1 + |y|N_”+Z) (‘Vga{y}‘ + ‘Vga{v}‘) + g2 (L +[yN ) <‘8ta{7}‘ + ‘&ah}D

18 uniformly bounded.
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Proof. We recall the functions P, W), ¢, and P, given in (2.13), (1.7), and (2.10), respectively.
Let us write uf}é = (14 P)W,¢ on Byy(20,00) X [to,00). Then

(2.22) S <uf}§) N+2

= —p(1+ P)POW ¢ + i [KNAgy (14 P)Wye)
+oN(L+ PYPWY . — (S+h)(1+ P)W,¢

in the (z,t)-variable. Also, thanks to (2.6)—(2.7), we see

(2.23) —p(1+P)POW, ¢

= T W () [2n 1 (9) + € VWo(y)] + p Fipa® 4 pmFEalo),
Setting
R = |knDgy (1+ P)Wye) +rn(1+ PYPWP, — (S +h)(1 + P)WM}
— KN (AP)We + 268V Py - VW, e — (S + h)(20) W

K
—?NRz'j(Zo)xiaqu,ﬁ +rn(p— 1)P§)Wi£} ’
we claim that
594 PR = wda 4 pet2ai2)
(2.24) u y,t) = p 7

By (1.8), it holds that
R = kN (BgyP = AP)We + 26y (Voo P, Vo W)y, — VP2 - VW)

9o
—[(S+h) (1 +P) — (S +h)(20)] Wy
(2.25) 1
+aN [((1+P)(Agy = A)Wpe + ng'j(Zo)xiaij]

+/€N [(1+P)p—(1+P)— (p— 1)P2] Wiﬁ'

From this, we readily deduce that (2.24) holds for |y| < 1. Suppose that |y| > 1. Putting (1.4),
(1.7), and the estimate

(L+ PP = (1+P) = (p= D WP =7 alV
into (2.25) yields
N2\ 1 2-N 2-N
<ozN,u 2 ) R = kn(Ag P — APy)|x| + 26N <<Vg0P, Volz ™)
—[(S+ 1)1+ P) = (S +h)(=0)] |

2—N
o~ VP2 Val )

_ 1 _
+ KN [(1 + P)(Agy — AN + gRij(Zo)xiaj!l’\z N}
N9 (V=2 (2}
Then (2.15) and (2.10)—(2.11) imply

N+2

p 2 Ry,t) = —pNay [RNAPQMQ_N + 26NV Py - V|22 — (S + h)(2)|z]*N
N -2
+%Rij(zo)xixj\$’2_ﬂ + plalld 4 2 +2q ()
= —,uNozN/{N [261 + 2N62 — 4(N — 2)62 — /{]_Vl] S(Z0)|$|2_N

=0




INFINITE-TIME BLOWING-UP SOLUTIONS TO PERTURBATIONS OF THE YAMABE FLOW 13

— /LNCMNHN [2N63 — 4(N 2)¢s — lﬁNl] h(zo)‘xyz_N +u 3q{13 4 Iul/2+2 {2}

=0

=1 (1{1} +MV2+2 {2}

We note that the term involving R;;(z)x;x ;|| ™" vanished here, because its coefficient is a multiple
of 42 — 1 = 0. Therefore, the assertion (2.24) is true.
Now, by applying (2.10) once more, we derive

(AP)W, ¢ = p [(2¢1 + 2N é) S(20) + 2N ésh(z0)] Wio(y)
and

VP - VW, ¢ = 2w~ % [e1R;j(20) (ys + &) + (€25(20) + E3h(20)) (py; + &) 0jW10(y)-

Accordingly,
(2.26)
Dgo (L4+PYWpe) + (1 + PYPWE o = kg (S + h) (1 + P)W,¢

_ 1

= (APQ)W £+ 2V Py - VWué — IQNI(S + h)(ZO)WMg — gRij(Zo)l‘iajWMf + (p — 1)P2VV57§
4 alld 4 e T 2

N A ~ —_ A —
= ,u_T [(261 +2Néy — /le) S(z0) + (2N03 — /le) h(zo)] Wio(y)
[4 (€25(20) + ¢3h(20)) (ny; + &)1 ;Wi 0(y)

_Nt2 4 R R R
+pum 2 <N—> {e1Rij(20) (uyi + &) (s + &) + (€25 (20) + 3h(20)) [y + €} WYy ()
+ a4 TR )
Plugging (2.23) and (2.26) into (2.22), we establish the desired estimate (2.16). O

Lemma 2.4. Let e; € (0,1) be a small number. It holds that

1
(2.27) [1 — e (dgy (2, 20))} S (ui%) (z,1)
— 2 Oy (2, ) 4 Oy (2 t) 2 T (2, )
for (z,t) € M x [tg,00). Here,
- e = no(pg <'+) is the cut-off function introduced after (1.12);

- (1 > 0 is a number depending only on N, and vo = 2 — g¢;
- b1, ba, and b3 are functions on M X [tg,00) such that

(2.28) Z H

for b= b1, b2 and bz, where C, ¢ > 0 are constants depending only on (M, go), N, h, and
Z0-

+ sup “2(D)[b] g s2(2,t SC(TC
Lo (M x [tg,00)) (Z:t)EMX[t07oo)MO ()[]CtO/Z( ) 0

Proof. The proof is split into two steps.

STEP 1. We assume that dy,(z, z0) > 269. Because Lg, ,G(z, 20) = 0, we simply obtain

N-2

S< L%) S (’yN knanG(z,zo)p 2 >

N +2 _ N, N +2
(2:29) =- <T> (’Yle‘iNaNG(Z7ZO))pM]2VM + %

N+2

(’y]}l/ﬁNaNG(z, 20))pu 2
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— N%_Clelﬂbl + M¥_C161b2-
By taking b3 = 0, we get (2.27) for this case.

STEP 2. We assume that pg' < dg(z, 20) < 2dp. Let by, bs, ... be functions satisfying (2.28) for
b= by,bg,.... Arguing as in (2.29), we find

N+ 2)k
S (u;(}%) = %Lgmh <G(z 20) 0" %) b gt G,

Also, applying Ly, ,G(2,29) = 0 once more, we see

Lans (G2 20) 0) = o [2 (Voollz.20). Voord) -+ G(z,zo)AgOvﬁg] |
On the other hand, we infer from (2.9) and the mean value theorem that
8w$2(m,t) = aNN¥ [(,u2 +?$(7760|( )))N — {‘x’N—2 (2o — 5‘2)¥}
(N = 2)ns, (2)
(,UZ + |z — &
= 1T b Ty

)N/2 {lex\N—‘l (N2 —2x- &+ ]5‘2) + \x]N—zg}}

and
1 Ni2;

oM t) = p % by 4T T 2hyy.
Consequently, by setting

b= [1 =51 (dao (- 20))] b,

) 3 9/ ) N .
bs + kN {298]31'0('720) + < \/#) 7+ 0 ”) G(, ZO)} bsj + kngg G- 20)bsij |
0

and so on, we deduce (2.27). Note that supp(bs) C By, (20, 200) X [to, 00). O

bo= 1= 1,1 (doo (-, 20)) |

2.2. Second approximation solutions. In this subsection, we refine the approximate solutions
to reduce their errors in the ball By, (z, zp) significantly. To this end, we introduce a linear equation

4
(N + 2)/1 N
for each ¢ € [tg, 00), where i and &[f] are given in (2.6) and (2.17), respectively.
By virtue of the definition of i, we have
(N + 2)62
461
Hence the function i=2&[f] is independent of ¢, and a solution ¥ to (2.30) is decomposed into
U(y,t) = @2(t)Q(y) on RN x [tg,00) where @ satisfies
4
(N + 2)/4: N
From (2.17) and (2.19), we immediately see that (z=2&[])(y) = O(|y|>~Y) for |y| large. In fact,
as we shall see in the next lemma, a remarkable cancellation among the terms of Fy occurs, so we

actually have a better decay estimate for i=2&[jz]. This observation turns out to be essential in
constructing the refined approximate solution with sufficiently small error.

(2.30) AT (- t) + pW (- t) = — Slal(t) RN, w(,t) e WH(RY)

(2.31) poln=—

h(z0)i?  on [tg, o0).

(2.32) AQ+pWE'Q = - (R2&(Al) (y) RN, Qe WA(RN).

Lemma 2.5. There exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on (M, go), N, h, and zy such that

(2.33) (€0l (4 |_1+f X for (1) €RY x [t 00).
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Proof. A direct computation shows that

1
— [(2¢; +2Né; — /11?;1) Wio(y) + 4é2y;0;W10(y)]

A NCY
1 _ 4(N —2)
= ——[(2Né3 — i) W + 4ézy;0,W =— .
anés [( 3 N ) 1,0(y) 3Y;50; 1,0(y)] (1 n |y|2)%
In light of (2.17), (2.19), (2.31), and the above identity, we obtain (2.33). O

Lemma 2.6. Equation (2.32) has a solution.
Proof. 1t is well-known that the space of all bounded solutions to

Lo[¥] i= WGP (AW + pW5'w) =0 in RY
is spanned by the function Zy41 in (2.3) and

(2.34) Zi(y) == 0iWipo(y) = —(N — 2)an fory e RN andi=1,...,N.

N
2

(1+|y*)
This fact, (2.33), the dimensional assumption N > 5, and the Fredholm alternative imply that
(2.32) is solvable if and only if

(23) |, 26la) )2,y = 0

forn=1,...,N +1.
By parity, (2.35) holds automatically for n = 1,..., N. Besides, setting

c3 =/ (v VWio(y)Zn+1(y)dy and ¢4 =/ lyl? (Wf,oZNH) (y)dy,
RN RN
we deduce from (2.17), (2.19), (2.4), (2.11), and (2.31) that

| Bl Zn sy

= Clﬂil/j, =+ M |:—(2N63 — Fi;\,l)Cz + 4é3ce3 + 6364:| h(zo)ﬂz
4 N -2

(2.36) = e A

_A'_W |:— (261 + QNéQ — ,‘ﬁ);\rl) ce + (4% + 462 — 3LN> c3 + ﬁ (% + é2> C4:| S(Zo)ﬂz

=0

— et S22 ) —o,
Thus (2.32) is solvable. U
Lemma 2.7. There is a constant C > 0 depending on Q) such that

Clog(2 + [yl)
Proof. By employing the rescaling argument with the condition Q € W12 (RN), we obtain
C
Q)| < ———= fory e RY.
L+ yl =

Then, having (2.33) in hand, we apply the comparison principle to (2.32) repeatedly, which produces

(2.38) 1Q(y)| < <

———— for S RN
S hpEe Y
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where € > 0 is any small number. By (2.32), (2.33), and (2.38),
4

1
A = (%25 —pWPlQ =0 —= f > 1.
Qy) R (B2&lnl) (y) —pWiy @ <|y|N> or |y| >
Consequently, from the Green’s representation formula for ), we get
AQY)| - 1 dy Clog(2 + |y)
Qy) <C ———dy < C — —— < for |y| > 1
QUISC o Ty—av e AT S i

where we estimate the second integral by decomposing the domain R” into

BN (0, Ro) U BN (y, Rg) U (RN \ (BY(0, Ro) U BN (y, Ry))) for Ry := %

Therefore, (2.37) for £ = 0 holds. The gradient estimate for @, that is, (2.37) for £ = 1,2, 3 follows
from elliptic regularity. O

Let U = 1?Qo be the unique solution to (2.30) such that

/ (QoZy) (y)dy=0 forn=1,...,N+1.
RN

We now define the second (or, refined) approximate solution

(2.39) ufj%(z,t) = 5 NGz, zo)vff%(z,t) on M X [tg,00)
where
ezt
N-—2
2N 2T Wao(y) + Woly, t)] if dgy (2, 20) < do,

‘N—2

(2.40) Mt [a + 716, (2 {a ( i - 1)
w N+ 15 () § an (12 + |z — £2)(N-2)/2 if g < dg,(2, 20) < 20,

DV w(y, ) ) |

k/¢¥04N if dg, (2, 2z0) > 20p.

Here, z = exp, (z) = exp, (uy +§) for z € By,(20,200). By taking o large, we see from (2.37) that
2)

u,, ¢ is of class C?o01490/2(M x [tg, 00)) and positive on M x [tg,00). The next lemmas measure
its error.

Lemma 2.8. It holds that

N+2

(2.41) WS () () = Ealp )y, 1)
fory € BN(—p~'¢, u™160) and t € [ty,00). Here,

Elp, E)(y,t) = ! (X - ﬂ‘lfw> (pr,BlZNH) (y) +p'¢- (pr,ElVWLo) (y) + 2BAFo(y)
(2.42) + Filp 8y, ) + pPal + 210t 4 pnat®™ 42Xt 4 gl ettt
where

- Fo, F1, and P are the functions in (2.19), (2.20), and (2.13), respectively, and vy and vy
are numbers in (2.7);
- o e R and a1 € RY are C' functions of (y, p, p= &, '\ satisfying (2.21).
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Proof. We see from (2.8)—(2.9), (2.39)—(2.40), (2.16), and (2.30) that

;A%S (ufé) = ,u¥5< f}% +(1 —I-P),u_¥\lfo)

N +2 )
@49 = LD (5 b+ oW ) 5 (1) + A
N+2 )
- % (Ago(z) — A) Yo + (Eou] — Eola]) + Eilp, €] + A(Wo)

in the (y,t)-variable. Here,

N +2)k _
A(\Ifo) = % [(WI,O + \I’())p — Wﬁo — pWioquo]
. _ N —2 _
+pu [(WLO + Wo)P {y V(Wi + ¥o) + — (Wi + ‘I’o)} - W£OIZN+1]

+pu e [(WI,O + Wo)? ' V(Wi + W) — WﬁEIVWLo] + ptlog(2 + [y[)at®).

By Taylor’s theorem and (2.37),

Also, in view of (2.7), (2.12), (2.37), it holds that
(2.45) (Ago(ac) — A) Uy = /L4 log(2 + ]y\)a{Q}
and

(246) ol — &li) = i~ (A= 7' ix) (T Zn 1) (9) + 26 Fo ()
+ p?1al 23678,

Inserting (2.44)—(2.46) and (2.18) into (2.43), and then arranging the resulting terms, we deduce
the desired equality (2.41). O

Lemma 2.9. It holds that
(2.47) [1 — 1 (dgy (2, 20))} S <U£2§> (z )
u by (2 ) + 2 = TS (2,t) F T R C2€1hg (2, 1)
for (z,t) € M x [tp,00). Here,
- e1 € (0,1) is the small number in Lemma 2.4, and Mgt 1s the cut-off function introduced
after (1.12);

- (2 > 0 s a number depending only on N, and vo =2 — €p;
- by, bs, and bg are functions on M X [tg,00) such that (2.28) holds for b = by, bs, and bg.

Proof. If dg, (2, z9) > 259, then by (2.8), (2.39), and (2.29), we have

§ (u?) = () = p¥0iby 4 p 2 o0m,,

Suppose that pg' < dg,(z, 2z0) < 20. Setting

~ _N—-2 _ _
1% = 3 NGz 20) - T B () |21V 2 Qoly),

we write

@ 8(42) =5 (2) + 2005
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M, @ WYL, NN +2)6ny f0q) | ~@\P (. 1)
o (i) o (wia) h o+ () - ()
Let 135, 36, and 137 be functions satisfying (2.28). Applying (2.37), we argue as in Step 2 of the proof
of Lemma 2.4. Then we obtain

(2.49) Loy llh = p %" ~=162y,

Also, we compute
(2.50) 0, <u(lé +

— M, ~@)P? @ \P~! (1) W @\ @] N
= p |:{ <u}h€ + u/lﬂf) - (uu,ﬁ) }atuu7§ + (u/"/vf + uué—) atup/f — Iu P} €1 Q/I/bﬁ
and

(2.51) (ul+al)" = ()" = 5520

By substituting (2.49)—(2.51), and (2.27) into (2.48), and then defining b4, bs, and bg suitably, we
obtain (2.47). O

3. INNER-OUTER GLUING PROCEDURE
2)

For the sake of brevity, we write u, ¢ = U, ¢ in the sequel.
In the rest of the paper, we construct a remainder term v, ¢ such that u = wu,¢ + ¢ ¢ is a

solution to (2.1). To this end, we apply the inner-outer gluing procedure as in [14]. It amounts to
decomposing v, ¢ into two parts

. .
(3.1) Yue = Eug + 1, 1(dg, (2, 20)) ;ng (epoO (z),t) on M X [tg,o0)

and determining 1/10“ and 1/1 by solving so-called outer and inner problems.

OUTER PROBLEM: Let 1/12“5 be a function on M X [tg,00) solving

_ N +2
1
(3.2) puii ( Zuﬁt) 1 go,fﬂ/)out + W, €¢Out

+ (1 - ’I’}ugl) S(’meg) + |:72),f§:| + 72 |: out ¢ :|
Here, Ly, j is the differential operator defined in (1.5),

(N 4+ 2)knp n\P-1
Wag = i =na (we) |

4 Upe
gy L0 = S () g i () e (),
# DN () 2 (e Vi) |
and
(3.4) [wout O ] W [(“%5 T Pue)” — e — p“ﬁ,_swﬂf]

-p [(uuf + wuvf)p_l - Uﬁjgl] [(1 T et /2) (uué)t + (wﬂvf)t] :
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INNER PROBLEM: As before, we identify points z € By, (20,00) and @ € BY(0,8) via go-normal
coordinates at zp € M. Let w;ng be a function on BN (0,2u5') x [to, 00) satisfying

() (520, = 2 i mnn (42)” (i)

_N+t2 _
2 Sl E(p (- €),1)
7in out p—1 p—1

=P |\ U + Ve + e T U | Mugt /2 (Upe)y -

We write x = iy + £ and define g by the relation

T/Jug(l’ t) fY]:[l’%N"T‘N_2G(‘T720) [ 2 1/} (7 (‘T_g)?t)

(3.5) N-2
=1 +P@)p" 7 e (5,t)

for (g,t) € BN(—p~1¢, 2 tug') where P is the function in (2.13). Then 1/12?5 solves
1 (N+2)’{N -1 /in
PWio (Tl)u e, = -4 (Awu ¢ +pWig wuvf)

N—-2

(3.6) NS
T (“) (4 P) P (@)l €y, 1) + K [017] + Ko [0in, ]

in the (7, t)-variable, where y = =iy,
in N 2 _ —1/— in in
i [wine] = B2 fyn i)~ ws @) wite —p [WEa' () — WEa' )] (i),
- —1= in N — in S in
W0 () {ﬂ i (17 Ve + Tzzm) + e V1/)u,§]
(3.7) N+92 2 ) ) N L2 )
N B +4 o [ ) L+ P) 7P (@) A gy () Yie — Aw;‘fg] Z 12 (1+ P(@))(S + h) (z)))

(14 P)7" (@) |25 (@) (0a, P) @)00}0e + B (Do P) @)1

=l 2
~ TIIE

+(N—|—2)/<N (

4
and
Ko [uizevint)im CEEDEE (B) 7 (o by owg ™ wit o
o N-2 N-2 p—1
(3.8) . <§) [{(W1,o+ﬂ2Qo) (y>+(g) Yo+ (14 P) (2)u"T 21/»2,“5(1:71:)}
{M T W10+MQ0)()}t'

— (W1,0 + ﬂon)ZF (y )] Mgt /2

If °“t and 1/)”2 solve (3.2) and (3.6), respectively, then u = u, ¢ +1,, ¢ will satisfy (2.1) provided
it is posmve on M x [tg,00). In Sections 4 and 5, we will look for solutions to (3.2) and (3.6)
with appropriate choices of parameters (u,£) and initial conditions ug, and verify that v is indeed

positive.
4. OUTER PROBLEM

This section is devoted to the analysis of the outer problem (3.2).
In Subsections 4.1 and 4.2, we develop existence theory and a priori estimates on a solution to

an associated inhomogeneous problem (4.1). The main technical point is to control the degenerate

p—1
factor Uy, -
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In Subsections 4.3 and 4.4, we apply the results for (4.1) and the contraction mapping theorem
to derive the unique solvability of (3.2) as well as several a priori estimates on the solution.

4.1. Inhomogeneous problem associated to (3.2): Weighted H? estimate. In this subsec-
tion, we will prove the unique existence of a solution to the inhomogeneous problem

_ N +2 -
1 1
(4.1) P ¢t = = Loo it + Wgth +u ' [ on M x (t, 00),

Y(-5to) = o on M

in a weighted H? space by deriving a priori estimate for solutions. Here and after, we mean by a
solution to (4.1) and other related equations a function that satisfies them in a weak sense.

We first establish the following version of a priori weighted H? estimate. Refer to Definition 1.7
for the definition of the norms.
Lemma 4.1. Suppose that Yy (M, go) > 0, to < so — 1, [[fllzz  + [[thollan < o0 and (2.5)~(2.7)
0-50

hold. Then there is a constant C > 0 depending only on (M, go), N, h, and zy such that every
solution v to

N+2

(4.2) puzglzpt = TLQO’hw + W, et + uﬁ}lf on M x (tg, so),
Y(-,to) = 1o on M

satisfies

(4.3) Wellaz < C (el + 1l + ol )

provided tg > 0 is large enough.

Proof. The proof is inspired by that of [15, Lemma 3.2]. We will divide it into four steps.
Throughout the proof, we assume that C' depends only on (M, gg), N, h, and zg, and in particular,
is independent of sg.

STEP 1. We claim that
(4.4) w (el < Crid

If z € By, (20, 60), we infer from (2.39)-(2.40), (2.37), and (2.5)—(2.7) that
-1

) N-2 _,. .
u“é(uué)t = T'u Yt W " MQQO(y)
y [(N —2u (€ L) 03 Q0(w) + Oho) (i —¢€) 'VQO(@/)]
(14 1yl?)2
—1¢
~0 <u‘1ﬂ + 1M+ é,) = O(up)

in the (y,t)-variable.
If z € By (20,200) \ Bg,(20,00), then
—_ N - 2 1. — 1%
U (et = == it O (4 (15 log po + 05 iy?)) = O ).
If z€ M\ By,(20,20), then
N -2

U;é(uu,s)t = T,U—l/l = O(13).-

Consequently, the claim follows.
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STEP 2. Fixing any ¢ € [tg, So], we multiply (4.1) by ¢ and integrate the resultant equality over
M. Then we obtain

p N +2
@) §or [ wtuitv, -2 | wlgdu,

- 2 p—1 pp—1) -1 2 p—1
— /M Wy dvg, + /M fou, ¢ dug, + 5 y {uﬂé(uu,g)t} YUy, ¢ dug,.

On the other hand, Holder’s inequality yields

2 2
/1/}2 - 1dvg0<c</ p“dng) </ [P+ du, >"+ §C</ \zb!”*ldvgo)H :
M M

Hence, together with the condition Y, (M, gg) > 0 and the Sobolev inequality, we deduce

(4.6 [ v, <€ [ Vol + 00 duy < ~C [ 0l duy,

Owing to (4.4), (4.6), the bound W, ¢| < C’up Lon M x [to, S0, and Holder’s inequality, we see
from (4.5) that

o / R dvg, + / (Vo 2, + %) dug,
M M

(4.7) <C ( /M Wet?dvg, + /M f?/)uz’_sld’ugo + g (t) /M ¢2u2’—51dv90>
< C (I D32 + 15D ) -
Given any T € (tg, o — 1], we set a function x(t) =t — 7 € [0,1] for t € [r,7 + 1]. For such ¢,
o (x(®) | WP dvgy | +x(®) | (Vanblyy + %) dvgy < C (02 ary + 1501
t | X ¢ “Vg0 X 90¥1go 90 = U L2 (M) »YIN L2 (M)

by (4.7). Integratlng it over t € [7,7 + 1], we arrive at
(4.8) /M <¢2ui—§1> (z,7 +1)dvg, + // |Vg0¢| + %) dvg, dt
< C (IWBaar,y + 1713 ar) ) -
From (4.7), we also derive
(4.9) /M <¢2u‘37_§1> (z,t0 + 1) dvg, + //Mtoﬂvgowgo + %) dvg, dt

< C (102 qan) + 1 1B2arg) + ol )

To get this inequality, we use the initial datum vy in (4.1) instead of introducing the cut-off function
x(t), and (4.6).

STEP 3. Fixing t € [tg, So] again, we multiply (4.1) by 1, integrate the result over M, and then
apply Hélder’s inequality and [0V, ¢| < C ,uguz_fl on M X [tg, so]. Then we observe

N+2
o[22 [ wgutdu,— [ Waetdoy] + ol

<C ( /M 0l dvg, + ufu%2<M>) < C (O IIZ2n) + 1 B2y -
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Using x2(t) as a cut-off function and employing (4.8), we find

// T %2 p— 1dvgodt <C [/ Waeh?) (2,7 + 1) dvg, + // \Vgolﬂ\go +9?) dug, dt

(4.10) g O 2 ary + 1720

< € (IWl22 s,y + 1/ 12001,

for all 7 € (to, so — 1]. Furthermore, we have

(4.11) lelZaang) < C (18132 a0) + 113200y + 011
as in (4.9).

STEP 4. Combining (4.8)—(4.11), using (4.6), and performing algebraic manipulations, we conclude
that

loelze  +l1lmy <O (Il +Iflle .+ ol ) -
By (4.1) and the previous estimate,

1—
”u pLgoJﬂ/}”L2

<0 (Iwdlig,, + s, + 1505, )

S0 ,S

<C (Il , +I1Flzz .+ ol ) -
Adding the above two estimates, we immediately obtain (4.3). d

»S0

Next, we improve Lemma 4.1 by dropping the norm of ¢ in the right-hand side of (4.3). We
need some preliminary definitions.

Definition 4.2. Let II be the inverse of the stereographic projection

2
H(y):< 2y 1=l >GSN::SN\{(O,...,O,l)}CRN“
L+y" 14 [yl? "

for y € RN, and II. f : S& — R be a weighted push-forward of a function f : RN — R given by

(IL.1)5) = (“j”ﬁ fo) for 5= Ti(y) € 5.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that all the conditions of Lemma 4.1 hold, and sy > 3t0. Then there is a

constant C' > 0 depending only on (M, go), N, h, and zy such that every solutzon Y to (4.2) satisfies
(4.12) Wl <€ (Il .+ Ivolln)
provided tg > 0 is large enough.

Proof. Thanks to (4.3), it suffices to show that

(4.13) lellz <€ (Iflzz  +lollan ) -
Throughout the proof, we assume that C' > 0 depends only on (M, g9), N, h, and zj.

STEP 1. To establish (4.13), we argue by contradiction. Suppose that there are increasing sequences
{te}oen, {se}teen of positive numbers such that

3t
(4.14) S¢ > 7[ and tp, s — o0 as f — oo,
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sequences {1y }reny and {& }oen of parameters satisfying (2.5)—(2.7), and sequences {1y }ren, { fe}een,
{1oe}een of functions which satisfy

(4.15) pub e, (0 = #Lgmhw + Woggtbe +ub e foon M x (tg, s0),
Ve te) = Yo on M

and

(4.16) Wellzz =1 Wfellzz , + IWocllaa 0 as €= oo

There exists 74 € [tg, sg — 1] such that

1
(4.17) / ”L/JZU,M £, Augedt <1 and |||l <

ty,sp
where the latter inequality is vahd by virtue of Lemma 4.1. By passing to a subsequence if necessary,
we may assume that {7y}scy is increasing.
The main assertion of this step is
(4.18) liminf(7y — ty) = oo.

f—00

Let us prove it. We define
Wy(r) = / (¢2 Ze ég) (+,7)dvg, for T € [tg, s, — 1].

If we integrate (4.7) over s € [ty, 7], we find
v <€ | [wdos+ -+ 0 (115 + ol )|
17 »8
By Gronwall’s inequality and (4.16), it follows that
Uy(1) < o(1) - (1 — tg + 1)),
This and (4.17) yield the assertion (4.18).
STEP 2. Set
Ge(z,t) = Yo(z,t +70),  we(z,t) = up, g, (2, + 70),
Wg(Z,t) :Wul7fe(zvt+7—€)7 ﬁ(z7t) :ff(zat"i'TZ)'
We infer from (4.15), (4.17) and (4.18) that

N 42 ~
pul (o) = —Lgo,h¢z FWege+ub " fo on M x (tg —74,1)
where ty — 7y — —o0 as £ — 00, and
1 _
(4.19) L / Gl dvgdt <1 and el < C.
2 Mo te—7:1

Moreover, by (2.39), (4.17) and the Sobolev inequality, there exists a large number R; > 0 such

that
1
/ / p2ul ™ duyg, dt
0/ M\Bgq (z0,Ru i)
1
(4.20) 30/

< C (65 pd(me) + RT?) <

2

/ 85 2N ud) () dvg, —I—/ i Wﬁ{l(y)dy dt
M\Bgq (20,00) {R1<|ly—&|<doii, '}

N
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for all large ¢ € N. Here, fig := p(- + 74) and &= Eo(-+ 7).
STEP 3. According to (4.19) and (4.20),

1
_ 1
(4.21) / / p2ul ™ dugydt > =
0 J Byy (20, Rajie) 4
Identifying z € By, (2o, %0) and & = figy + & € BN(0, %0) as before, we define
N-—-2

wo(y,t) = fi, ° delfiey + &, t) for (y,t) € By x (tg — 74,1)
where By :== BV (_ﬂg_l &, %ﬂf). It solves
J— =~ _1
p(1+ Py~ Hz) (Wio+ [i7Q0)" " (o)

N +2 ] L . 1
= = [V Ago(wypr = FE(S + Wpe] + iWepe + (1+ Py~ @) (Wao + Q)" fo

+p(1 4 PP~ Y(a) (Wi + i2Q0)" [ﬂzlﬁe <y Vy +

2
in By x (t; — 74,1), where P is the function in (2.13), iz := fie(- + 70),

Wiy, t) == Wiy + & t) and  foly, t) = fo(fuey + &, ).
Also, in light of (4.19) and (4.21),

W) + i Vw]

1 T+1
/ / @%Wlpaldydt >C and sup / V| ?dydt < C.
0 JBN(0,2R;) ’ T By

TE[te—Te,O]
Hence, there exists a function (., in RY x (—o0, 1) such that for each 7 € [t, — 74, 0],
weakly in WH2(RN x (1,7 + 1))
Ve — Yoo { strongly in LIQOC(RN X (r,7+1)) asl— oo,
ae. in RN x (1,7 +1)

up to a subsequence. In particular, exploiting (4.16) and (2.5)—(2.7), we see that

(1.22) P75 o) = BN A i B (00,1)
as well as
1 T+1
(4.23) / / @éWﬁaldydt >C and sup / / |V oo |*dydt < C.
0 JBN(0,2R1) T7€(—00,0] JT RN

In the next step, we will deduce that
(4.24) Yoo =0 in RY x (—o0,1),
a contradiction to the first inequality in (4.23). Therefore, (4.13) is valid.

STEP 4. Referring to Definition 4.2, we write @0 = I, on SY. From (4.22), the second
inequality in (4.23), and the conformal covariance of conformal Laplacians, we observe

K N(N —2 .
(4.25) (Poo)t = WN [ASN(,ZOO — %@m in SnN X (—o00,1)
and
T+1
(4.26) sup / / (Ve Gocl2w + @2 dSjdt < C.
7€(—00,0] J T SN
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Parabolic regularity theory and (4.26) imply that (0,...,0,1) € SV is a removable singularity of
Poo A [[Poo || oo (58 x (—00,1)) < C-

Let us apply a well-known argument to prove that @, = 0 on SV x (—o0,1). By using (4.25)
and Bochner’s formula, we obtain

_ o 2K _ _ N(N -2 _
(IVoP), =2(Vp, Vo) = =~ [(W,VA@ - %\WP]
K _ _2 . o N(N -2 _ K _
= 5% |AIveP - 2|Vl - 2Ric(Ve, Vi) - T D ver| < S AP

where Ric = (N —1)ggn is the Ricci curvature on SV, and we wrote ¢ = @0, V = Vgn, etc. Hence,
for any 79 € (—o0, 1) fixed and ¢t > 79,

_ 2K _ 2K _ ~ N(N-2) _ _ K _
<<p2 + =t - To)\VsO’2> = [(p {A(p - %w} Vel + e - TO)AWW}

N = N
KN o 2KN _2

<N N — .
< A [cp + N (t—710)|Vp] ]

By the maximum principle,
26N -
=2 ~12 ~2
4+ —( —7)|Vp|” < max ,70) < C.
P+t =m0)Vel < max &(y 0) <
Thus
for all (7,t) € SV x [0, 1).

C
Vo(y,t)| <
V(6] < =
Taking 79 — —oo shows that ¢, depends only on ¢. In view of (4.25),

_ o _ kN (N=2) t _ . o
o(t) = cre 1 + ¢ in (—oo,1) for some ¢1,¢2 € R.

Since it must be bounded in (—o0, 1), we have that ¢; = 0. From (4.25) again, we conclude that
coy = 0.
Now, (4.24) follows at once. 0
Using a priori estimate (4.12), we deduce the unique existence of a solution to (4.1).

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that Yy, (M, go) > 0, |[fllz2 + ||[Yollyr < oo and (2.5)—(2.7) hold. Then
to

there exists a unique solution v to (4.1) satisfying

(4.27) Il < C (112 + Ioll ) -

Proof. Pick an increasing sequence {sy}sen such that 3% < sy — o0 as £ — oo, and let ¢y be a

unique solution to a uniformly parabolic equation (4.2) with sy = sy. Then a priori estimate (4.12)
with sg = sy is true for ¢y, and the constant C' > 0 in (4.12) is independent of ¢ € N. Thus, passing
to a subsequence, ¥y converges weakly to a function 1, in a Banach space equipped with the norm

| - HHfo , for each ¢ > 3l As a result, 1o is the only function satisfying (4.1) and (4.27). Setting

1) = 1o, we conclude the proof. O
4.2. Inhomogeneous problem associated to (3.2): Pointwise estimate. We next derive a
pointwise estimate for a solution to the inhomogeneous problem (4.1). A main tool is a version of
the maximum principle presented in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that v satisfies

4, _N+2
Pl b = == Lot + Wt on M x (to, o0),

Y(-,t0) >0 on M
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in a weak sense. Then v >0 on M X [tg, 00).
Proof. Fix sg > to and let M (sg) = M x (tg, s0). We set
d(z,t) = e~ lah(2,t)  for (2,t) € M x [tg, o0)

where
Co=p! ( min o ) [? (|5 + A]) + masx Wuel + 1}
Then
N +2
0> _Are KN // (Voo Vgow>go + // (S+h)pw| + // Wgdw
4 (s0) M (s0) M(so0)

(4.28) p—1) / / L(uge)epwril s — Cop / /M . guul ' +p / /M " dwity ¢
—p /Mwwuz;l)(-,s()) 0 [ o t0)

for any nonnegative regular function w on M(sg), and

N +2
fo = 1
by (4.4).
Fix a function wy € C°°(M) such that wy > 0 on M. By standard parabolic theory, the backward
uniformly parabolic equation

——(S+h) =W, +pp— 1)u;2(uu7§)t : uigl + C’opuzgl >0 on M(sg)

_ 2
puﬁélwt + 1 KNAgyw — fow =0 on M(sp),

w(+, 80) = wo on M

has a unique solution w > 0 on M(sg). Taking it as a test function for (4.28) and employing
#(-,t9) > 0 on M, we find

0> —p /M<¢uﬁ,gl><-, s0)wodvgy.

Since wp and sy were chosen arbitrarily, we must have that ¢(-,%9) > 0, namely, ¥(-,¢5) > 0 on
M x [to, OO) ]

In the rest of this subsection, we will deduce a priori pointwise estimates for (4.1) by means of
barrier and rescaling arguments. For the definition of the associated norms, refer to Definition 1.8.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that Y,(M,g0) > 0, |[fllz2 + |[Yollzn < oo, and (2.5)—(2.7) hold so that
to

equation (4.1) admits the unique solution 1; refer to Corollary 4.4. Assume further that || f||«.a,p +

Y0 45,0 < 00 for some o € (0, N —2) and p > —%. Then there ezist constants C' > 0 large and
01 > 0 small depending only on (M, go), N, h, 20, o, and p such that

(4.29) [P(z,)] < C [562Hf\|*,a,plt8(t) + {190 e attf (o) 7100 g o (2, 1)
for (z,t) € M X [tg,0).

Proof. Throughout the proof, we assume that C' > 0 depends only on (M, go), N, h, zy, o, and p.
Moreover, we write ¥ = ¥[f, 1], emphasizing the dependence of 1) on f and 1. Let ¢ = 1[0, 1]
and 9 = Y[f,0] so that ¥ = 1 + 1s.



INFINITE-TIME BLOWING-UP SOLUTIONS TO PERTURBATIONS OF THE YAMABE FLOW 27

STEP 1: A BOUND FOR ;. First of all, we assume that dg,(z,20) < %0 so that u(z,t) = (1 +
P(x))p" % [Wio(y) + i2Qo(y)] for = = exp2}(2) = py + € € BN(0,%) and t € [to, 00). Given a
small number §; > 0, we set

2 -yl forly <1,

P11 (2,) = [[Qollsxaptf(to)e 170D x 0
’ Y| for |y| > 1.

If ly| <1, then
pul () = pp WG () (1+ O(d)) 1ol ssar (o)™ 710 [=61(2 — [y|?) + O(u3)]
> —4pali 81 |90 || es i (to)e 0110 =2

(t to -0 (t—to) —2

3N
go,hwll = WOH** aﬂo(to) 907h’y‘2 > 7”¢0”**,aﬂg(t0)e 22

and
‘Wﬂvﬁwll‘ - O(N62)“wo“**,aﬂg(to)e_(Sl (t_to)’

Thus we obtain

N+2 - - _ N(N+2)

-1, 7
(4.30)  pul o (d11) — —1 Loonthn = Wetn 2 1

for sufficiently small §; > 0.
If ly| > 1, then

puz’_gl("‘[}ll)t = P 2W10 (W) (14 O(82)) |0l wwttl (to)e ™ 1) [—6y + O(u2)] Jy|~
2 2pa 51”1)[)0”** a/JO(to) _él(t_to)’u_2|y|_(a+4)

”¢0”** aﬂo(t()) a(t- to)ﬂ_2 >0

and
N+ 2 ~ _ _
—— Lot — Weth > [04- O ( 2 10gu0>] 1[40 | s bty (to) e 0 (17100 1y =2y = (02

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on N and «. Therefore,
N+2 7 7 —01(t—t0)

(4.31) pui?(z]zll)t — TLgo,h”L/Jn — Whethr > Cllvbolex,artg (to)e

for small &g, 61 > 0. On the other hand, there exists a large constant ¢ > 0 depending only on
(M, go), N, and a such that

(4.32) (CTZJll + 1/11)(2,150) = (61;11)(2,150) + 1/10(2’) Z 0

for z € By (20, %0).

(a+2)

p 3y~ > 0

Next, we handle the case that dg,(z, z9) > %0. Let v be a solution to —Lg, ,v =1 on M. Owing
to the condition Y, (M, go) > 0, the strong maximum principle holds for the elliptic operator Lg .
Hence, such v exists uniquely in C?(M) and is positive on M. Let us set

-1
bra(z,t) = 2% (?éi]&v(z)> 85 [0l (to)e ™ 1) u(t)u(2)  on M x [tg, 00).

A simple calculation shows that if %0 < dgy(2,20) < %0 and t € [tg,00), then hia(z,t) > 911(2, 1).
Besides,

Pl (@ra)e = —C0105 T [0l i (o )e 0 710 ot

and
N+2 o i o o
g Leontiz = Weethz = [C + O (85 18) ] 6 b0 hee,apif (to)e ™10
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Consequently, we have

N +2 - . » o
———Lgy nh12 — Wy eth12 > Cy o] ws,a ke (to)e Bilt=to) o ()

1,7

@33 W)

taking 61 > 0 smaller if needed. In addition, it holds that
(434) (61[)12 + Tﬂl)(z,to) >0 on M

for some large ¢ > 0.

Now, letting 911 (z,t) = 0 for z € M \ By, (2, %0) and t € [tp, 00), we define a function
¢ = max {1;11,?;12} on M X [tg,00).

By applying Lemma 4.5 for functions ¢t) + v, and using (4.30)—(4.34), we deduce
(4.35) [1(2,8)] < Cllthollss.afih(to)e 1 10wy (2, 8)  on M x [tg, 00).

STEP 2: A BOUND FOR 5. For z € By, (2o, %0), we redefine

) ) 2y for [yl <1
Zyt == 5 2 * P t X ’
P1(2,8) = 05 [ fl+,0,p1” (%) {‘yy—a for |y| > 1

where x = exp~!(z) = py + £ € BN (0, %0) and t € [tg, 00).

To treat the case that dg,(z, 2z0) > %0, we also set

-1
wmw=ﬂ%%w@)5$MWMwwwm@ on M x [to, o0).

Then, arguing as in Step 1, we arrive at

(4.36) 2z, 0)] < O8I bty (B00(z: 1) om M x [fo, 00).

Summing (4.35) and (4.36) up, we get (4.29). O

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that all the conditions of Lemma 4.6 hold, and || f||+.a,p;00+ |10 45,0500 < 00
where og € (0,1) is the number appearing in (2.7). There exist constants C > 0 large and 6; > 0
small depending only on (M, go), N, h, 20, «, p, and oq such that

V40 (z.0)| < C 165711 f llsapsoo () + 1180]|wsason ttf (F)e ™1 000wy (2, 1),
(4.37)  [Vao¥] coo (2:8) < C [05°11f s,aupion 6 () + 190l ex,ai00 16 (o) e 7100 ] i g (2, 1),
[Vf}o¢] Cf0/2 (z,t) <C [50_2“fH*,a7p;aoNg(t) + ”wO|’**,a;ooﬂg(t0)e_61(t_to)] wa—oo,ﬁ(zvt)v

and

|¢t(zvt)| <C [50_2||f||*7a,f>;00/‘8(t) + ||7/)0H**,a;UO/LS(tO)e_(Sl(t_to)] wa—2,0(zat)v
(4.38) [T/Jt]cjo (z,t) <C [60_2”f”*7a,p;0'0/1/8(t) + HT/JOH**a;%ﬂg(to)e_él(t_to)] Wo—2,00 (2, 1),
Wt]cfo/? (2,8) < C [65°11f ls,cpio0 45 (E) 4 1100l 1 (t0) e =21 100 w5 0(2, 1)

for (z,t) € M x [tg,00) and £ € {0,1,2}. In particular, we have that

(4-39) H¢H*’,a,p;ao < C’150_2 (Hf”*,a,p;Uo + ||¢0||**,a;cro)
where C1 > 0 is a constant depending only on (M, go), N, h, z9, «, p, and og.
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Proof. The proof is decomposed into two steps.

: [
STEP 1. We examine the case that dg,(z,20) < 13-

We set
Oy1) = $(=1) fory e BN (—s,j—o) and t € [to, 00).
1
It solves
N-2 _ o
(440) ¢y = ———p " u, (@ DDy 0y + 17 (uy+§) Vo

N +2
4

For a number ¢t >ty + 2 and a set Q C RVt we define
Qu ={lyl <6} x[t—1,¢], Q2= {lyl <8} x[t -2,

and a standard parabolic Holder norm

+p 1Ui§p(x t) [ (S +h)(x) + Wyelz, t)| ¢ +p ' fla,t).

|p(y1,t1) — P(y2, t2)|
18]l con.m0r2(y = 18]l (@ sup .
croe (yhtl)?é(y%tz )EQ ly1 — y2|70 + |t1 — t2’00/2

A straightforward computation shows that the C70:70/2(5)-norms of the coefficients in (4.40) are
uniformly bounded in ¢t. Therefore, the interior parabolic Schauder estimate is applicable, which
gives

w3 [vl
£=0

Given any (y1,%1), (y2,t2) € Q12, we have
|f(x1,t1) — f(x2,t2)]
ly1 — ya|70 + [t — ta|@0/2 ~

where

C70:00/2(011) + ||¢t”cvo,ao/2(gu) <C <H¢||L°°(le) + Hf(:n,t)||cao,ao/2(912)> .

|f(z1,t1) — f(z12,11)] n |f(z12,t1) — f(22,12)]

1+ 0(65))p°(t
( ( 0)) ( 1) dgo(xlnyZ)oo |t1 _t2|0'()/2

zy = p(t)y +€(0), w2 = plta)y2 +&(t2) and  z19 = pu(t1)yz + €(t).
Moreover, if |y; — y2| < ¢ for a number § > 0 small enough, then dg,(x1,z2) < po(t1) and so

[f@r,t1) = f(@rz,tn)] <, (@, 1) [Uﬁ_glf} o (@15 t1) dgo (21, 212) 7

+ sup V ( ,u§ )(a:1+0(a:12—a:1 tl H Hf f)(xlg,tl)‘
0e(0,1)

<C [M_UO (tl)HfH*,mp;ao + dgo (55173312)1_00”f”*7a,p] N(p)(tl)dgo (5517%12)00.
If |t — ta2] < 1, then
|12 — wa| < Cpg(tr)(ly2| + o(1) [t — to| < Cpgta)[tr — tal,
which implies
[f(z12,t1) = f(@2,t2)| < [f(z12,t1) — f(@2, t1)| + [f (22, 1) — f(z2,12)]

<C [ 670 (t1)[tr = tal 7?1 f v pi0 + ||f||*,a,p] ph(t1) |1 — to| 7/

< C|If lleapion (1) [t — t2| 772,
It follows that
(4.42) 1f (@, )l cooror2(ara) < ClF lapiookth(t)-
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Substituting (4.29) and (4.42) into (4.41) gives us that

Ve, 6)| = 1 [ V0, £)| < C [85201f mapiontth + 0] n il (f0)e =110 g,
(az) {8 (V] oy ) [V grorz (@1

< C (0521 s apiontt + [0 lhnatif(to)e™ 07100 15
and
[ele, )] < lonly, )1 + 1 (ily] + €) IV (a, 1)

(444) < C [5521f learpioatth + 1ol arif (t0)e™ =]
1" el ozo (@) + [Wn] poorz (@, 1) < C 052l piontth + 180l anatiy(to)e = ¢=10)]
for £ € {0,1,2}, |z — §| < 4p, and t > to + 2.

Let ng be a natural number such that 2"° < g—iu_l(t) < 2™FL Tn the rest of this step, we will
estimate ¢ on each set

Qn1 = {2" <|y| < 2"+1} x [t — 2_2",25] forn=1,...,ng.

With this aim, we introduce
~ ~ 1 )
in = {1 < |Y| < 2} X [—1,0], Qng = {5 < |Y| < 5} X [—2,0]

and
e(Y,7) =9 (2"Y,t + 2_2"7') for (Y, 7) € Qpo.
By (4.40), it is a solution to

N—=2__4, 51— _ —om —1 (- :
pr=—1 274y, 2ui’gp (z,t+2 2"7') Ago@)p + 2 =t <My+5> -V

N 42

+p—12—2nu1—p ($, t + 2—2117_) 4

783

+27 27 f (2t +27%"7)

(S +h)(x) + Wye (z,t + 2‘2"7)} ©

in Q. A direct computation gives that the above equation is uniformly parabolic and all the
C70:90/2(Q,,5)-norms of the coefficients in it are uniformly bounded in n and t. Hence

(4.45) 22: HV%‘

(=0

C"O’UO/Q(ﬁnl) + H(pTHCUOVUO/Q(ﬁnl)

-2 -2
é C (H(’DHLoo(ﬁnz) + H2 TLf (:E)t + 2 nT) Hco-o,o'o/2(§n2)) Y
which can be interpreted as

[[v(@,0)| = (127 |9y, 0)|

- 6y (t— 7
< C |00 ot + W llenap(to)e™ 1| b,

(4.46) (olol)™ [V g, @0+ o170 [90] a1

- —51 (t— K
< C [0 gt + ol asto)e™ 0]
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and
[, t)] < CU*|Ve(Y, )| + 227 (Y, 7)|
1
< O 65 W lecngroob - IWollnapflto)e™ =] py,
(4.47) (nolyD)™ [l oo (2,1 + [y~ (] goor (2,1)
B e 1
< C |:50 2||f||*,a,ﬁ;oo:u8 + ||1/)0||**,a,u8(t0)e ne tO):| ‘y’a—2

for ¢ € {0,1,2}, 2u < |z — & < %, and ¢ > to + 2. To get the estimates for the C{°-norms in
(4.46)—(4.47), we need (4.45) with t replaced by any number in the interval [t — 1 4 22" ¢].

To treat the case that ¢ € [tg,to + 2|, we repeat the above argument with the interior Schauder
estimate for Cauchy problems. For example, instead of (4.41), we use

2
> [v's
=0

000,00/2(9’11) t ”étHCUO'UO/Q(QIH)

2
<C <||¢||L°°(Q’12) + 1@ 8) ooz, + D HV%O‘ cvo({y|<8}>)
£=0 B

where ¢g(y) := 1po(z) for y € BV (—{, g—g),
L= Iyl <6} X torto+2] and Dy = {Jy| < 8} X [to, o + 2]
Then, the corresponding estimate to (4.43) is
V(a0 4157 [V Ly o)+ [V50] oo (2. < € [0S espiont + 80l 0)] 15
and we can deduce an analogous estimate to (4.44), (4.46), and (4.47).

STEP 2. We examine the case that dg,(z,20) > %.
Define a function ¢ on M X [ty, 00) by

Y(z,t) = (2, s(t)) where s(t) := dpt2.

It solves

(S +H) 4 Wag| 9+ o )

P _N=2 4, 1 N +2
Vs = g5ar e Bt + 55 oat" ﬂf[

If dgy(2,20) > g—i, a coefficient function (53¢ )—1ui;p is bounded from above, bounded away from

0 (because (5§t)_1ui_§p ~ t~'yg? ~ 1), and uniformly Lipschitz. Therefore, we conclude from the

parabolic Schauder estimate (for Cauchy problems) that
Vi (2, )] = \V%u, s)\ < O [05 211 lscupsontt + [0 ]l s cttfy(to)e =01 10)] 6 g
0l l -1 o l
(aa8) {98 [TY] Ly (0) + (65 o)™ [V L, )
< C (5520 Moot + 0l atif(to)e™ =100 57
for ¢ € {0,1,2} and

[e(2,0)] < 205t1s(2, 8)| < C (8621 f sty + 190llswartf (to)e ™ E=10)] 657 g =2
(4.49) {00 [Wrlozo (2,1) + (85 10) ™ [rl oo (1)

< C 07211f aapioatth + 1t llenatif (to)e™ )| 636 =2
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provided dgy, (2, 29) > ‘f—%.
Combining (4.43)—(4.49), we find the desired gradient estimates (4.37) and (4.38). O

4.3. Unique solvability of (3.2) and a priori estimate of the solution. Denote B¢ :=
BN (=€, 207 ug'). Let ™ be a function on BN (—0,2u5') x [to,00) and ¥™ be a function on
By x [to, 00) such that

~ _N=2 4y
(4.50) P (a,t) = (L4 Pe)p 2 " (5,1);

cf. (3.5). We remark that 1™ needs not to be a solution to (3.6) at this moment. Letting also 1
be a function on M, we assume that

(451) HwinHﬁ’,mb;ag(Bﬁ’g) <Oy and ”wOH**#X;UO < C22:u’gz (t())

for some Cy1, Co2 >0, a € (09, N —2), b~ 3, a € (0,a) to be determined later, and an arbitrarily
chosen dy > 0; the f'- and *x-norms are given in (1.19) and (1.16), respectively, and oo € (0,1) is
the number appearing in (2.7). By employing the existence theory and a priori estimates for the
inhomogeneous problem (4.1), we shall prove the unique solvability of the outer problem (3.2), i.e

ou —N+2 ou ou ou ou in
(452) puug (¢ t) 4 go,hﬂ) t+WM§¢ t+ t|:¢ t,?[) :| OHMX(t(],OO),

wout(_j 0) — 1/}0 on M

where
am g i) o [ ) S+ 8 [3] -5 [ ]

Proposition 4.8. Assume that (4.51) and (2.5)—(2.7) hold, and ty > 0 is sufficiently large. Suppose

also that o € (0,a) and B € (0,b] satisfy a+ =N —2, and set p = N 248= —2 — . Choose
any
(454) 53 € (07min{27 /87 /B(p_ 1)7 a+b— (N - 2)7 (p_ 1)(& +b— (N - 2))}] .

Then (4.52) possesses a unique solution 1°" = ™[\ € X, €, 1[31“,1[)0] such that
(4.55) | < 06y 15 (to)

' a,pi00 —
where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on (M, go), N, h, zo, o, and o,

(4.56) 94 € (0, min {ve — Cae1, 2(p — 1),03}) N (0, min{(1 — e1)(a — «), d2 }],
and the *'-norm is defined in (1.17).

The proof of Proposition 4.8 consists of several lemmas. Let 15—-5 be a quantity equal to 1if N =5
and 0 if N > 6.

Lemma 4.9. We have
(4.57) H Uy (1 - mq) S(upg)

where

< 03150—431 Mgz—(zm (to)

*,Q,P0500

- Cs1, (31 > 0 are constants depending only on (M, g9), N, h, 29, , and oy;

- e1 € (0,1) is the small number in Lemma 2./, (2 > 0 is the number depending only on N
in Lemma 2.9, and vy = 2 — gq is the number in (2.7);

- the x-norm is defined in (1.15).
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Proof. Write S = (1 - 77#31) S(upe). Applying (2.47) and (2.5)—(2.7), we observe

1

> ‘Vﬁg(zvt) + [(1 — ”uél) §]CUO/Q (z,t) < C8,° <uém e +u0_+”2 <2€1> .
(=0 t

Hence

[mswa,z)—l 8] + (ha2e00) ™" [S(2t)] gy + (hr00m02) " [S(z:1)] Cfo/z] (1)

N-—2
< 050C —a— PMO 5 Tr2—(2e1 _ 05(]_C/‘62_C2617
which reads (4.57). O
Lemma 4.10. We have
out ,7in d. in
@ Akl e 001

where Csy > 0 depends only on (M, go), N, h, 29, o, and o9, and d4 > 0 is a number satisfying
(4.56).

Proof. Tt suffices to consider only points in the set {z € RY : |z| < 2u5'} D Supp(nﬂq)
In view of (2.8)—(2. ) (2.39)—(2.40), (2.13), and (2.37), we have

= ()"

(2.8) = (1+ P()) " | (W + o) = WIG (5.1)

< Oy [11\7:5 i (WﬁngO) () + (‘_‘QQO(y))p_l}

-2+ <55 _ 1
< C L og(2 + )+ g™ T o2+ )|
Besides, by (4.50),
7 in S N=2 i _¥ in ,ug
(4.59) 9] < O 0] < Oy 1 g ase,0) T o
and )
i0.0] < Oy T " T =
0 #,a,6(Bae) 1 + |g|e=2
where x = py + £ = iy + £. Accordingly,
1-p p—1 (1) (N + 2 KN n n
Py g Mgt [uu,i _< uﬁ) ] [7 ‘T/) W cap
b—p

(4.60) ud

) ) sup P
FoatBr) (g et exito.oe) L+ 171
< C [1n=s pg|log ol + (ug|log ol)P~ ] (to) ||o™ #,a,b(Bs.e)

where the second inequality comes from the assumption that « € (0,a) and g € (0, b].
On the other hand, we see

(3 6+

< Clua% H¢m

< C [1n=5 | log po| + (15| log pro )P 1] [|™

vg()'lzj in

(2.0) + || Vo | @1

2er 1§ i
—2e1 —617
.a,b(Bg,e) <“0 THjge T |z7|“+1>

1
SC,UO !WIHHﬁ/ab By ¢ W
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Therefore,
1-p (N+2)’%N 2 in 7 in
‘“ﬂvf S [(Bamg ) 6 2 (Vo Vb ™)
,ub 0
in 0
(4.61) <Clly |ﬁ’,a,b( ) sup

(@0 <|ga—tel<2m—pet eza0) L 19177°

<C’,u(1 e1)(a—a) HT/)m|

t.a, b )
Combining (4.60) and (4.61) gives

H U;Tfp 7 |:¢0ut7 zﬁin]

< Cft(to) WnHuca,b(Bﬁ ¢)

L,a,p
Further computations yield a weighted Holder bound of 7; and so (4.58). We omit the details. [
Lemma 4.11. We have

u:;&p&% [¢out71/;in] d)in

|

< Cs3d, 3 {11\7:5 { (Hil)out a0
t
1 (G

out[|P—1
+{ (e WO+\ (o)

out ||P P S
* <H¢ H*/’a’p“’“ * ’ §,a,b500 (B¢ ) o' (t0)> }]

where Cs3, (33 > 0 depends only on (M, qg9), N, h, z9, o, and oo, and d3 > 0 is the number
satisfying (4.54).

Proof. By (3.4), (3.1), and (4.4),
To [U*, 6] = Ay + Az on M x [to, )

4—3eq
to
renatsn)

2 o)) |
rabioo(Be)
p—1 N

)ué (V=221 (1)

*,0,P3500

d)in

(4.62) .
1/}11’1

d)in

where ,
- ~ P
A <C [lN:w};g {Womf + ﬁigl ‘ﬂlm } + {Wom‘p + nigl P }}
and
as p—1
A < C [1N:5uzj{|w°ut\ o)} + {\wut!” Lt [ H
N+2
|::u(] —(N—-2)e + |¢?ut‘ _'_,’7#51 1n:| )

Let us estimate the term A;. We have
_ _ 2
(1Lwan) 1 [1N:5Up £2 ‘wout| I ‘wout‘p]
2( -1 2 P (p—1) -1
<c |:1N_ qu */ ap'uo ﬁ{ <wa72wa70) + qu * a,p 'ugp (wa,2wg,0):|
_ -1
< Cog® [twas w5, (6 + i) + 0|2, (1770 + i3]
on M x [tg,00). In addition, for z = uy + £ € supp(nugl ), it holds that
p
@

b (5a) H8EOT (L 11720 4 [l

~. |2 ~s
,l)[)ln ¢1n

p -1 p—2_2 P
(:u(]waﬂ) |:1N:5’UJ“7§ 77#81 + 77M61

<C [11\7:5 (||

bp—p +2—
#,a,6(B; )“op (1+1yl” ap)]
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g/’avb( )<Mp B+N(a+b)p Nﬂ

<c [1N=5 [ j/,a,b(BM) (No g gt ) + [y

where we applied (4.59) for the first inequality.
Arguing as above, we can also estimate

(owa,2) " |Az]

)~
< 085 [tvms { (107 sy 19" s, o) 167+ ([l
_'_{(Hd)out *’ap+‘|¢m|‘jj’ab )) M4 (N=2)e1 (Hwout

o I e, o #00)}
*/ap+‘|wln”ﬁ’ab8 5)“0 Pt ))}]

on M X [tg,00). To deduce the inequality, we repeatedly use the relations a+ = N -2, a € (0,a),
and 3 € (0,0].

Combining all the computations together, we establish a weighted L*-estimate for Js, that is,
(4.62) where the weighted Holder norms are replaced with the associated weighted L*°-norms.

Further computations yield a weighted Holder bound of 75 and so (4.62). We omit the details. [

Completion of the proof of Proposition J.8. For the parameters (u,§) satisfying (2.5)—(2.7) and the
function vy satisfying (4.51), let Out ¢ [f: o] be a unique solution to (4.1) obtained in Corollary 4.4.

A function ¥°" is a solution to (4 52) if and only if it satisfies
(463) ¢out out [ /(j}ét [T/)out ¢1n:| ¢0]

where fo‘lt is the map given in (4.53). We shall prove the existence of a fixed point of the operator

TOUt[ Out[ 1), 109] by applying the contraction mapping theorem on the set

(4.64) DM = {T/Jout [ |t iy < 2C1 (Ca1Cz + Caz) 3y > i) (750)}

where C, Ca1, Cag, C32, C33 > 0 are the numbers appearing in (4.39), (4.51), (4.58), and (4.62).
By employing (4.39), (3.3), (3.4), (4.57), (4.58), (4.62), (4.51), and (4.56), and taking a larger
to > 0 if required, we obtain

H out { o’ut [wout wm] ,¢0}

*,7‘17,0500
+ ||¢0||**,a;oo>

< 01652 [03155<31N62_C2€1 (to) 4 Ca1Caapilt (o) + Caapul? (o)

out |:¢out b 1n:|

< C167? (‘
*,Q,,0500

+ O30, {1N 5 (2021M4 1 (tg) + ||y
+ (2057 e + |

< 2C1(CCs2 + C2)dy 2#84( to)

é
MM+%W%D

o Ol () ]
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for any ¢ € D°". Furthermore,
ngt [fﬁ,%t [ out’wln] ,TZJO} 7-07ut [ out [ out’¢1n] ,TZJO}
< 0150—2 Hj2 [ out’¢1n:| _ [onut ¢1n]

/ .
*,Q,0;00

*,0,0500

<C [H Upe + TZJOUt) — (upg + wout) puuﬁ ( T - s) #,04,0500
[ e 08 = (g )T H{ (1 m) e+ (98), )
n H{ Upe + wout) — (uy ) } (wout ¢gut)t

SC%_ [1N 5No (t0)+M64(p 1 :|H1/}out 1/1(2)Ut|

for any 11,19 € D°". Therefore, the operator ’77?‘5“[ ﬁ}%t[',i/;in],zbo] is a contraction map on D%,

and it has a fixed point in D°", namely, a point satisfying (4.63). Finally, (4.55) follows directly
from (4.64). O

(4.65)

*,00,0500

*7047P500:|

! .
*,0,0,00

4.4. Derivatives of the solution to (3.2) with respect to parameters. In the following propo-
sition, we provide quantitative estimates on the derivatives of ¥°"* with respect to its parameters.

Proposition 4.12. Suppose that all the conditions of Proposition 4.8 hold. There exists a constant
C, ¢ > 0 depending only on (M, go), N, h, z9, a, and oq such that

0807 D], < %0 b AL,
Haﬁwom [ﬂ *o,pi00 — C(SOC (to M02 ' HSHVZ )
. /out < ¢, r1+3—Cer ||y
(4.66) Ha v [)\] ‘ #opi00 C(SOC Ho e A vi+2’
out —C  vet+d—Cer
H 1/} [ * o, p;00 = C(SO Ho 1/2-|—27
out [,/ —C 04 _¥ /)
Hannlb [¥] < Oy pg' (to) HNO wH
*' o, p;00 t’,a,b;00

and
(4.67) [ [o1] = ¥ [Woal [l o pioy < C07 1001 = Y02l 4s 010

Here, we write
8)\1)[)0ut [5‘] = 8s¢out |:>\ + 85‘7 67 }\7 é) 12) in’ 1[)0} ‘s:O ) ¢out [¢0] = wout [)‘7 67 }\7 év 1& in, 1)[)0]7
and so on. Also, the v- and ' -norms were defined in (1.13) and (1.19), respectively.

Proof. The implicit function theorem implies that the functions 0)y°% [5\]7---781&in/l/}OUt [¢] are

well-defined in a neighborhood of given data (A, ¢&, )\, § , 1[11“, ). Examining the equations that the
functions solve, we can deduce (4.66). We skip the details, because the necessary computations are
similar to those in the proof of Proposition 4.8; refer to [14, Proposition 4.2] where an analogous
result was obtained for critical nonlinear heat equation.

Furthermore, by (4.39) and (4.65),

(| [¢po1] — ¥ [ho2] i
< oy (HJQ [0 o], 6] = T2 [ [oal,

+ [[1bo1 — woz\\**,a;(;O)

‘*704,[)500
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< 05y <0(1) | [01] — " [thoq] apon T Y01 = ¢02H**,a;ao> ;
which yields (4.67). O

5. INNER PROBLEM AND THE COMPLETION OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

This section is devoted to the analysis of the inner problem (3.6), which will allow us to complete
the proof of the main theorem.

In Subsection 5.1, we establish the unique solvability and a priori estimate of the non-uniform
inhomogeneous parabolic equation

_ N+ 2)k _ _ .
(5.1) pWhy gy = % (m +pW{jOl¢) + WP in RY x (tg, 00),
Y(-,to) = eo(to)Zo in RN
under the assumption that
(5.2) (g, 1) (W{jglzn) (§)dg =0 forte [to,00)andn=1,...,N + 1.

RN
Here,
- ep(tp) is a real number to be determined by #;

- Zy,...,Zn+1 are the functions in (2.3) and (2.34);
- Zp is the unique positive radial function in RV such that

Lo[Zo) = Wi " (AZO + pWﬁBIZO) =mpZy inRY,

mg > 0, / WPz = 1.
RN

It is clear that mg = p — 1 and Zj is a constant multiple of W o; refer to [3, Appendix].

Given parameters (), €), and functions '™ and g satisfying (2.5)—(2.7) and (4.51), respectively,

let 9p°ut = qpout [A,g,}\,é,zﬁin,wo] be the unique solution to (4.52) found in Proposition 4.8. In
Subsection 5.2, we reduce

N—-2
i\ 7 : :

63 [ ma) [(g) (14 P) (@)l ),t) + K [07] + Kz [, 0] | Z,(5)dg = 0
form=1,...,N+1and t € [tg,o0) into a system of nonlinear ODEs (5.30) and (5.39) of (\,§)

and solve it; refer to (1.12), (2.42), (3.1), (3.5), (3.7), (3.8), and Subsection 2.1 for the definition of
the notations.

In Subsection 5.3, we solve (3.6) by applying (5.3), the unique solvability of (5.1) under (5.2),
and the contraction mapping theorem.

In Subsection 5.4, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

5.1. Linear theory. In this subsection, we examine (5.1) provided a € (o9, N — 2) and b ~ 3.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that |[H|4 q+2,b:00 < 00 and (5.2) holds. Then one can find 1 = [H]
and eg = eg[H] € R satisfying (5.1). These 1 and eq are linear in H, and

(5:4) 191l aps00 ) + l€0llbion < CallHl|gav2.b:00

for a constant Cy > 0 depending only on N, a, b and og. Here, the norms of v, ey, and H are
given in Definitions 1.9 and 1.0.
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As an intermediate step to proving the proposition, we will analyze a uniformly parabolic equation
on SV

(5.5) per = %(Agmp—kl\hp)—i-ﬁ—éo(t) on SV x (tg, s0),
' ©(y,to) =0 on SV

for sg > 3% large enough. Here, H is a function satisfying

T P .
H t,a,b;to,s0 /’LO [ s (y)] (y ) LOO(SNX[tO,SO))
where dgn () := arccos(fn 1) is the geodesic distance on S between Juoren := (0,...,0,1) and ¢,
and
(5.6) H(G,t)GndSy =0 for t € [tg,s0) and n=1,...,N + 1.
SN

Also, ¢y is defined as

(5.7) o(t) =

~ SN Jew

By integrating the equation in (5.5) over SV, and applying (5.7) and the initial condition on ¢, we
find

(5.8) / (,D(g,t)ng =0 fort € [ty,so).
SN

Moreover, testing ¢, on (5.5) for n =1,..., N + 1, and exploiting (5.6) and the fact that N is the
second eigenvalue of —Agny with eigenfunctions g, ..., Jn+1, We obtain

ﬁ(g],t)ng for t € [to, S0).

(5.9) / o(7,t)yndSy =0 for t € [tg,s0) and n=1,..., N + 1.
SN

Lemma 5.2. Assume that Hﬁ‘

_ < oo for sy > 3% large, and (5.6) holds. If ¢ is a solution
ﬁ7a7b;t0750

to (5.5) such that ¢, Dy, Dggp, @r € L2(SN x (to, 80)), then there exists a constant C > 0 depending
only on N, a and b such that

(5.10) 19 0m = S0 #5"(O0(8)] < C||H]
tE[to,so)

ﬁya7b§t0780

Proof. To deduce the lemma, we will argue as in the proof of [10, Lemma 4.1]; see Remark 1.4 (3).
The proof is divided into two steps.
Throughout the proof, C' denotes a universal constant independent of sg.

STEP 1. We insist that
(5.11) sup pg(leo(t)] < C |[H]

tE[to,so)

and < 0.

” ® ‘ ‘E7a+2,b;t0 ,50

ﬁvCL’b;tO:sO

The first inequality in (5.11) is obvious. Let us consider the second one. If § > 0 is any small

number, parabolic regularity theory ensures the existence of K; > 0 depending on ¢ and H such
that
||(’D||CO((SN\B§N (gnorthv(s))x[tovso)) S Kl'

Also, the geodesic distance dgn () = arccos(fn41) on SV between fnoren and § satisfies
Agn[dgn ()] N2 = (N = 2) —a) (—a + O(6%)) [ds (§))*™  in Bsn (fnorth; 6)-
Therefore, if we set

0(1) = Kz |7 ph(®)lden )7~ N2 in Box (Fuorin: 9) X (to, s0):

ﬁ7a7b;t0730
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then
(U + ()0) [ ( ) (U + (:0)] in BSN (gnorthy 5) X (t07 30)7
(U + 90)(% tO) - ’U(:Ij 13 ) >0 in BSN (gnorth, 5)7
(== 2 >0 on aBSN (:’jnorthv 5) X (to, 30)

provided Ky > K. The parabolic maximum principle implies the second inequality in (5.11).
STEP 2. We assert that

(5.12) H‘pHH,a—ier;to,So =C Hﬁ‘ ¥,

ﬁvavb;t()ys()

To the contrary, suppose that there exist increasing sequences {t;}sen, {S¢}een of positive numbers
for which (4.14) holds, and sequences {¢y}ren, {He}een of functions which satisfy

K =~ ~
5.13) plped = 37 (Bowor + Noog) +He —u(t) o 8Y x (11, 4),
' wu(F,te) =0 on SV,
5.14 Ho(§,8)§ndS; =0 fort € [tg,sg) andn=1,...,N+1,
SN Y
and
. SR A | o oo
(5.15) |’<P5”ma+27b;th Hy o bites —0 asl— o0

Here, ¢, is defined as

1 _
(5.16) Eg(t) = — Hg(gj,t)dsg for t € [tg,Sg).
ISN] Jsn
By (5.8), (5.9) and (5.15), we have
(5.17) / wu(g,t)dSy = / 0e(§,t)yndSy =0 fort € [ty,s0) andn=1,...,N+1,
SN SN

and there is a sequence { (g, 7¢) }ren such that {7/}sen is increasing and

5.15) Jo = (o1, Jonen)) €SV, Jim g = goo € SN, T € (te, se),
5.18 1 o
3 = 1 (7o) [dsn (50)]N 2 lpe (e, 7o) <1 for all £ € N.

Let us check that oo = Jnorth- If not, we would have a small number ¢ > 0 such that dgn (g¢) > ¢
for all large ¢ € N. Let x : SV — [0, 1] be a smooth function such that X( ) =1if dgn(g) > %,
X(@) = 0if dgv () < &, and |Vx| < 4 on SV. We test (5.13) against x2p, for each 7 € (¢4, s¢),
integrate the result over (¢, 7), and apply (5.11), the initial condition on ¢y, (5.15), and Gronwall’s
inequality. Then we obtain

[{d V@) } ¢ (9, 7)dSy < o(1) [/t: M%b(t)dt] eCU=t) for T € [tg, s¢).

Combining this with parabolic estimates yields that liminf,_,..(7y — ) = 0o, as otherwise

115" (¢) [ellco({dy @)>8) x [re—1.7)

< Ciy (1) [”W”L?({dsN @ i1xin—2my + [P + 1@l o (fre—2.m0)

1
{/ / T" (7= 'Wdtdr}2 +1
To—2 Jtp

L ({dgn (§)>§}x[re—2,7])

= o(1),
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contradicting (5.18). It follows that the limit equation of the sequence {ug " (t +7¢) we(7,t +7¢) been
is

(5.19) {(9500)15 N (ASN‘:EOO + Ngo) on SN x (—00,0),
|Poo ()] < [dgv ()N for (§,1) € SV x (—o0,0),

and it holds that @0 (Yoo, 0) # 0 and

(5.20) / o (i1, £)dSy = / oo (i )indSy = 0 for t € (=00,0) and n=1,...,N + 1.
SN SN

By the growth condition on @, in (5.19) and parabolic regularity, @ is in fact smooth on SV x
(—00,0) and |[@ool oo (58 x (—00,0)) < C- Also, (5.20) gives

B(Ga(-11)) > 0 for t € (—00,0) where B(3) ;:/ (IVen @2 — N&%) dS;.
SN

Testing (Poo ) on (5.19) and the equation of (P )¢, respectively, we get

/ /SN Poo)i [%(%o( s =1)) = B(Poo (5 0))] < Cllcoller(n x(-os,0))) < C

and
- N2 ~
0 [ (6ot = ~Blpn(0) <0

for all t € (—00,0]. Hence ($o0): = 0 on S x (—00,0]. By plugging it into (5.19) and employing
(5.20) again, we conclude that @, = 0 on SV x (—o0,0]. This is a contradiction, and we must have
that Joo = Jnorth. Especially, vy := dgn (§¢) — 0 and (Fey, ..., 9en) — 0 € RV as £ — .

Now, we regard ¢y as the function in BV (0, %) X (tg, s¢), abusing the notation

for (y,t) € BN (0,2) x (t¢, s¢)

= ((5:VT-TF) 1)
ey t) = e ( (v, V1 -yl so that (3, T=[9P) ,t) €Y x (10, 5),
and define
Be(Y,7) = pp " (r)v) "2 %p (G + veYa, - - Ten + veYn, 7o+ ViT)

1 ty —
forY:(Yl,...,YN)GBN<0,—> and7’6<é 27—670]-
4vy v

As ¢ — 0o, @y tends to a function Pu, in RY x (—o0, 0] which satsifies
(5 21) (9500)7' = K/WNA@OO in RN X (_0070)7
' |Goo (Y, 7)| < |V = Yp|* V=2 for (V,7) € RN x (—00,0] and some Yy € SV,

and % < |Peo(0,0)| < 1. However, a standard comparison argument shows that the only solution
o (5.21) is the trivial one. This is a contradiction, and (5.12) must hold.

Inequality (5.10) is an immediate consequence of (5.11) and (5.12). O

Corollary 5.3. Assume that H?—[‘

= H ‘ < 00, and (5.6) and (5.7) hold for sy = 0o
ﬁ,a b ﬂ,CL b; ;0,00
Then one can find a solution ¢ to the equation

{peot = 2 (Agvp + Ng) + H—ao(t) onSY x (tg,00),

(5.22)
@(gvt()) =0 on SN7
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which automatically satisfies (5.8) and (5.9) for so = co. Also, ¢ = o[H] and &y = &[H] are linear
in H, and

(5'23) ”‘p”&m_g,b"i_ sup No_b(t)‘éo(t)
te(to,00)

for a constant C' > 0 depending only on N, a and b.

Proof. Given an increasing sequence {sy}sen such that 3% < 8p — 00 as £ — 00, let us consider the
problem

(5.24) p (o)t = T P (Mg + Noog) + Hy — é(t)  on SN x (o, 50),
e(F,t0) =0 on SV.
Here,
. N+1
He(51) = min {H(F. 1), (] - > )i € (SN x (. 50),
doo(t) = % min {7(7.0),0} GudSy for t € (f0,50) andn = 1. N +1

and ¢ is the quantity defined by (5.16) in which ¢, is replaced with ¢o. Clearly, (5.14) holds provided
ty = to, anddng()—>0and7-[g—>7-[ae as £ — oo.

By applying the Galerkin method, we can construct a solution ¢, to (5.24) such that ¢g, Dy,
D%(pg, (o) € L2(SN x (tg,5¢)). Lemma 5.2 tells us that such ¢y is unique and

<CHH‘

(5.25) ”W”H,aJrlb;to@e + sup pgl(t)|E&(t)] < C HHE‘

te€(to,se) ﬁ,a b

ﬁva b; ito,se

for a constant C' > 0 independent of ¢ € N. By (5.14), we also have (5.17) provided t, = tg.
Fix € € (0, y%;). Given any s > tg, parabolic regularity and (5.25) yield that

H’(Pd + [ Dyee] + ‘D wel + |(0e) ’HL1+E (SN x(t0,5)) <C
for some C' > 0 independent of £ € N. Therefore, we have a function ¢, on SV x (tg, 00) such that

weakly in chlJrE(SN X (tg,0)),
1 — Yoo 4 strongly in LITE(SN x (¢, 00)), as £ — oo,

loc
a.e. on SV x (tg,00)

along a subsequence. In particular, ¢, satisfies (5.22) with ¢y (t) = limy_,o ¢¢(t). Setting ¢ = @oo,
we also infer from (5.17) and (5.25) that (5.8)—(5.9) for so = co and (5.23) are valid.

The linear dependence of ¢ and & in H is obvious. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 5.4. Assume that |[H|s.qt26 < 00 and (5.2) holds. Then one can find a solution ¢ to
the equation

ppyte = DN (ng i)

(5.26) + WLE M- CO(t)WﬁalZo
é(y,to) =0 in RN

for a suitable ¢y, which also satisfies

in RNV x (tg, 00),

(5.27) &(7, 1) (W{’glzn) (@)dg =0 fort€ [to,00) andn=0,...,N + 1.
RN ’
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Also, ¢ = ¢[H] and co = co[H] are linear in H, and

(5.28) [@lly q,pry +  suUp 115 () ]eo(t)] < ClH|lg.as2.

t€[to,00)
for a constant C > 0 depending only on N, a and b.

Proof. Let I1: RY — SN and II.f : S& — R be the inverse of the stereographic projection and the
weighted push-forward of f : RN — R in Definition 4.2, respectively.

We set H = II,H for each fixed t € [tg,00). If dgn(§) is the geodesic distance on SV between
Tnorth = (0,...,0,1) and § = II(g) for 7 € RY, then

de~(y) = arccos <7 =—|1+0— for |y| large.
v (9) +1) =i 7P o

< 00. Besides, each II,Z; being a constant multiple

Hence, ||H||g,a+2,6 < 00 is reduced to ‘ ﬁ‘ b
7[17

of gg, (5.2) is transformed into (5.6) with sg = co.
Given the solution (p, ) to (5.22) deduced from Corollary 5.3, we set (¢, cg) by

e =1II,¢ and éy(t) :=co(t)(I1Zy) for t € [tg,0),

noting that I, Zj is a positive constant. By virtue of conformality of the map II, it satisfies (5.26)—
(5.28). O

Corollary 5.5. Suppose that all the assumptions on Proposition 5.1 hold. Let ¢ be a solution to
(5.26) satisfying (5.28). Then there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on N, a, b and o such
that

(5.29) 161l 0,6:00 @) + 0l < ClIHz 042,000

Proof. From the relation
wlt)= [ WIT 2 (5.0 for t € ft0.50)
RN

it is easy to see that [co] ,oo/2 is controlled by ||H||s.qa+2,0;0, Provided a > og. Using this fact and

Ct
(5.28), one can estimate [|¢[|y qp00®n) as in Step 1 in the proof of Corollary 4.7. We skip the
details. O

6) satisfying (5.27) and (5.29) found in Corol-

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let ¢ be the solution to (5.2
) provided eq satisfies

lary 5.4. If we set 1» = ¢ + eg(t)Zo, it satisfies (5.1
éo — kNeg =p 'cg on [tg,00),

which is explicitly given by

b

The function eq is linear in H. Moreover, by (5.29),

leollisry < € sup 15" (8)leo(t)] < ClHllg.at20,
tE[to,00)

eo(t) = ! /too exp (kn(t — 7)) co(T)dr  for t € [tg, 00).

which together with the condition a < N — 2 yields

H¢Hﬁ’,a,b;ao(RN) < ||¢Hti’,a,b;ao(]RN) + ||eOZOHti’,a,b;Uo(]RN) < C||H||ﬁ,a+2,b;ao
as desired. ]
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5.2. Choice of parameters. As mentioned at the beginning of this section, we reduce (5.3) into
a system of nonlinear ODEs of (X, &1,...,&n). Recall v and s in (2.7), d4 in (4.56), and a, b, «,
B, p, 00, and PO = U\ € N € " 9] in Proposition 4.8.

Lemma 5.6. Assume that (4.51) and (2.5)—(2.7) hold. Forn=1,...,N, (5.3) is equivalent to
(5.30)

& N4 Ri1(20) -+ Rin(20) & O11 O12 O13
e | 2 vl I R B RO
én Rni(z0) -+ Rnn(20) én On1 On2 OnNs

on [tg,00). Here, ©, = ©p1,0,2,0,3 is a function on [tg,o0) such that

- 1©nll0:00 < C550_<5 for some Cs, (5 > 0 where the norm is defined in (1.13);

- It depends on the parameters \, X, €, & and the functions '™, 1y. Besides, it satisfies
(10[M1] = ©nlXa]llo,p, < CO5 A1 = Ao llricy.
[©n61] = Onléallgip, < C “lIér — E2llunson:

(5.31) H@n[Xﬂ - @n[xg]\ - C85 1A = Aalls 200,
H@n[él] - 9"[52]”0;00 < C8; Y€1 = &lluyt2:00,
101 = ©nl03 .0y < €05 [ = Ly 0 (5,
and
(5.32) 1©n[¥01] — Onlto2]lo.ey < CO g™ (to) 01 — Yol sy aio

for C, ¢ > 0 large depending only on (M, go), N, h, zo, a, b, o, and og.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we will use the notation ©,, to refer functions which behave as in the
statement of the lemma. They may vary from line to line and even in the same line.

Fixingn=1,..., N, we will examine
B (8) 7 [y @)1+ PY @l 02051
(5.33) K RN

Byo = /RN Tyt (2)K1 [¥™] Zn(§)dy,  Bns = /RN Mgt (2)ICo [™, "] Z,(y)dy

for t € [ty,00), respectively. Here, z = puy + & = gy + &.

ESTIMATE ON Bj;: To estimate By, we treat the quantity Es[u, &](y,t) in (2.42) term by term.
First, we have

i (=) (2) N [ @0+ P (58 2) (02 )

= 0 (14 ' 0n) [ /R (g @) = 1) (PWE" Zn122) (g
+ [ i @ { (W85 ) ) = (W15 Zn) )} 2
[ @+ PY 7@ = 1} (W5 2) ()29

N+1)(1— —
— Iugl-l—l@n <N(() +1)( 81)@n +N81 1@n +N(2)@n> — ,U(%Vl@na
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and similarly,

N-2
o 2 1y —p p—1 N - =1 vi+ve
=~ oS | mye (@) (1 + P)P() (pWg VW0 ) (9)Zn(§)dy = csi™ &n + pg' ™ *On
M RN O
where
(5.34) cs ::p/ Witz > 0.
RN

Second, we infer from (2.19) and the parity that
2ﬂ>\ <g> /RN "72,uf)1 (ZE)(l + P)_p(:v)]:o(y)Zn(g)dg = 2/])\ . (fOZn)(ﬂ)dg + ngl@n _ M3V1®n.

Third, (2.20) and the identity

2
N 3 2/ (y- VWio(y)WH(y)dy = —/ VWi 0|2
RN RN

imply

| N-2

2
<ﬁ> / Mgt (2)(1+ P)7P(2) Fa[p, €l(y) Zn (9)dy
K RN PO
1 AV v1tv N+ 2)K _ .
:/ (Falm 9205 + w700 =~ N ey ) / VWil + 20,
RN -

Lastly,

. N=2
<ﬁ> 2 / My (2)(1+ P) P () a4 p2al?

RN 70

+upal® + 2N a2 gt 2, () dy = 13Oy

From the above calculations, (2.5), and (5.34), we conclude that

N -4

e O
(5.35) Bu1 = csi [sn S

Rjn(Zo)Sj} + 11Oy

ESTIMATE ON Byo: To estimate B2, we handle the quantity KC1[¢™] in (3.7) term by term.
As an illustration, we consider the integrals involving the first and third terms of ICq[¢)™]: The
mean value theorem, (1.19), (4.51), and the assumption a > og lead to

/RN Moyt (@) WG @) = WIG ()] (0), Za(@)dy = ™0
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and
2
[y @ [(ﬁ) (14 PP @) (Ao ™) (5:6) — A6 (5, 8)| Za(g)dy
w)’ -
—(2) [ i @10+ P 1] (800”) (5101 Zu(
2
30y [(g) —1] [ @) (Rapit™) (52051

b [ @ [Bangaere = A) 7] () Zu0)
© 00 0+ (10, £ 0, = e
In a similar manner, one can compute the integrals involving the remaining terms of Ky [¢™],
deriving
(5.37) B = p™ 710,

ESTIMATE ON B,3: We consider two terms of o[y, °"] in (3.8) separately.
First, by (1.17) and (4.55),

<%> 3 /RN Tyt (x)(1+ P)_l(x)Wigl(y)M¥¢°“t(:p,t)Zn(g)dg _ Mg4(to)/t€@n.

Second, the mean value theorem yields

N-2

(5) 7 Lomaw {(WL0 Q) W+ (5) T P e t)}p_l

N—-2

7

N—-2

~ (Wao+ Q)" @) muzr o™ {07 (Wao+12Q0) W)}, Za(5)dy

= 2O + ) (to) g O
Consequently,
(5.38) By = 1§20 + 1) (to) 1 O
Notice that (5.3) is equivalent to the equation Bj1 + B2+ Brs = 0. By combining (5.35), (5.37),
and (5.38), we establish (5.30).

A closer look at the above computations with (4.66)—(4.67) gives (5.31)—(5.32). The details are
omitted. O

Lemma 5.7. Assume that (4.51) and (2.5)—(2.7) hold. For n = N + 1, (5.3) is equivalent to

\ 3 v a —0
(5.39)  A(t) + ﬂ)\(t) = 1O+ 1)1 + 10 Oy + 0O vy + g (o)1 T O 1y

on [to,00). Here, Ony1 = O(nt1)15-- > O(n41)4 88 a function on [tg, o0) that behaves as the function
©,, described in the statement of Lemma 5.0.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of the previous lemma. Let Bny1)1, Bn41)2, and B(ny1)3
be the quantities obtained by taking n = N 4 1 in (5.33). It suffices to estimate each of them.
ESTIMATE ON B(y1)1: In view of (2.4) and (2.5)-(2.6) (see also (2.31)), we know

N+2 3

772}1(20)02 — ﬂ_lﬁcl = ﬂcl.
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By (2.42), (2.36), and the above identity, the dominating term of B(y1); turns out to be
LI (e ) a8 ) + 2000 ()] Zovss ()
. . N+2 ‘
=nt <>\ — ﬂ_lﬂ)\) c1 + TJrﬂAh(zo)cQ =0 e <>\ + %A) .
Treating the other parts of B(y,1);, we obtain
——1 U 3
B(N+1)1 =U "C1 A+ ﬂ)\ + M0@N+1.

ESTIMATE ON B(y11)2 AND By 1)3: Arguing as in the derivation of (5.37) and (5.38), we deduce

Bny1)2 = pe T ON 4t 0N
and
B(n+1y3 = 18 2O N1 + 1! (to) g O 41
Observe that the above estimate on B(y1)2 has one more term than that on Bpg in (5.37). It is

because the integrand of B(y1)2 decays slower than that of B2 as |§| — oo; compare (2.3) and
(2.34). 0

We next solve the system (5.30) and (5.39) of nonlinear ODEs, thereby determining the param-
eters (A, §).

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that (4.51) holds and tg > 0 is large enough. Given v = vy =2 —¢q in
(2.7), 64 in (4.56), and a, b, a, B8, 0¢, and Y°" in Proposition 4.8, we further assume that §; < &g,
a € log+eo,N—2), and b= 3 =3 —eq. Then there exists a solution (A\[}p™, o], E[Y ™, o)) to the
system (5.30) and (5.39) of ODEs which satisfies

. ) s
(5~40) H)‘Hm;ao + ”)‘HV1+2;00 + Hf”vz;rfo + Hf”m-ﬂ;o’o <Cé <N04(t0)

where C, ( > 0 are constants depending only on (M, go), N, h, z0, a, b, a, 0g, and €yg; compare
with (2.7). Additionally,

(5.41) | A[BP] — A[9]
and
(5.42) X [oa] = Aozl + 1€ [vor] — € (W02 ll,, < C5 101 — %02l s sy -

Proof. The proof is decomposed into three steps.

STEP 1. Let M be an N x N symmetric matrix and h(t) := (h1(¢),...,bhn(t)) a function on [ty, o0)

t b(t
such that ||h]|,.; < oo for some numbers v > 2 and o € (0,1). We assert that there exists a solution
&(t) = (&1(t), ..., &N (1)) to the ODE system

b - el

< Ca ) i

ﬁ, 7a7b;0—0 (Bﬁ,f)

(543) £+ T MEW =F(1) on lfo,00), EH) 0 ast oo and [l co < OBl

where ¢ and b are regarded as column vectors, € > 0 is any small number, and C' > 0 is a constant
depending only on N, M, v, ¢, and o.

Indeed, since M is symmetric, there exist an orthogonal matrix @ and a diagonal matrix D =
diag(c1, ... ,sn) such that M = QTDQ. If we set £(t) by

~ ~ 1~ /t §Si (QE)Z (S)dS if Gi > % - 17
(5.44) £(t) = QTE(t) where &(t) := 0 o0
—t_gi/t 5% (Qh), (s)ds if g < § —1,
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then it satisfies (5.43). Note that one can select € = 0 unless ¢; = § — 1 for some i = 1,..., N.
STEP 2. Let h(t) = (h1(t),...,bn+1(t)) be a function on [ty, 00) and
Ri1(~ o Rin(&
N4 11‘( 0) 1N‘( 0)
0
Rni1(20) -+ Rnn(20)
By adjusting eg suitably, we may assume that ¢; # 4 = 2 for all i = 1,..., N, and so we may
take € = 0. Let & be the solution to (5.43) chosen in the previous step,
¢
(5.46) A(t) = 3 / sgf)NH(s)ds so that A(t) + %)\(t) = bn+1(t) on [ty 00),
to
and
(5.47) TP] = (2, A) == (€, N).
By (5.43) and (5.46),
(5.48) [T [0 va42, 142500 = [1(Es Mla+2, 4200 = [Ellvat2:00 + [[All1 42500
< Cﬁ(”(hla R hn)”l/2+2;00 + HhN-I—luu1+2;ao) = Cﬁ”h”V2+2,V1+2;00

for some Cg > 0.
STEP 3. Parameters (), ) solve the system (5.30) and (5.39) of nonlinear ODEs if and only if

(5.49) (2,8) = T |1 [2,A,0™, v
where
fpar [E,A,zﬁi“,wo} :: {u§9n1 + uézl@ng +N§i(§£3/j§+1@n3 ) . forn=1,...,N,
Ho©n1 + g Ona + g °On3 + 1y (to)ttg Ona forn=N+1
and
P [E,A,zﬁm,%] = < par [E,A,qj)in,wo} s R [E,A,«ﬁin,%])
on [tg,00).

We claim that there exists a point (£, A) on the set

D = {0 Bl 014200 < 405 ! (t0)CCis }

for which (5.49) holds, where C5, (5 > 0 are the numbers in the statement of Lemma 5.6.
To see this, we infer from (5.48) and the conditions a > 09 +¢p and b+ 1= 5+ 1 = vy + 2 that

[ e n s ] G [0

< 4(50_45 ,ug“ (t())Cg,Cﬁ.

vo+2,v1+2500 v2+2,v1+2500

In addition, (5.31) says
7o [ (20 A, ™, o) | = T [ (22, Mgy ™, o
< O£ (2 AL D™ o] — 7 (B, Mgy, v

v2+2,v1+2500

vo+2,v1+42;00
1
¢ § — — —_ —_
< C8y  pdt (o) (E1, A1) — (B2, A2) a2, 142500 < 5“(5171\1) — (B2, A2) o t2, 1142500

provided tg > 0 large enough. By the contraction mapping theorem, the assertion holds.
Checking (5.40) for the associated parameters (), ) is a simple task. In addition, a closer look
at the above computations with (5.31)—(5.32) gives (5.41)—(5.42). The proof is finished. O
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5.3. Unique solvability of (3.6). We are in position to solve the inner problem (3.6). We define
(5.50) fine [, v™]

— iy (WIS [(ﬁ) 0t PP @) Eal 1) + K [0 + K [, ]
cf. (5.3). If a function ¥ satisfies
(5.51)
_ ; N+2
L), = H# (A4 pWEg ) + WIGHfin [0, 2] in RN x (1, 00),

Y™ (-, to) = eo(to)Zo in RY

for some e (tp) € R, then it solves (3.6) in BV (0, By ¢) x (to, 00) where By e = BN (—p 7', 27 pgt).
Furthermore, estimate (5.52) given below clearly implies the first inequality of (4. ol)

Proposition 5.9. Suppose that the second inequality in (4.51) holds and ty > 0 is large enough.
Gien numbers a, b, a, B, and oq in Proposition 5.8, we further assume that a € [00 + €0, min{ N —
4, + 2}]. Then one can find Y™ = ™[] and ey = ep[tho] satisfying (5.51),

(552) Hwin ﬁ’,a,b;ao(RN) + :uO_b(tO)’eO(tO)’ S C7

and

(5.53)  ||™[wo1] — Y™ [oe]

#0500 (Bre) T 11" (o) eo[to1] (to) — eo[tho2] (o)

< 65 o1 — Po2les o0

for a constant C, ¢ > 0 depending only on (M, go), N, h, 20, a, b, a, and o¢. Here, (), €) and 1)
are the ones determined in Propositions 5.8 and 4.8, respectively.

As in the proof of Proposition 4.8, we start by estimating Lng Win, 1/)"‘“] in the f-norm, defined in
(1.18).

Lemma 5.10. We have

N-—2

(5.54) mi @ ()7 a4 P g

< Cn

where C71 > 0 is a constant depending only on (M, go), N, h, 29, «, and oy.
Proof. 1t follows from (2.42) that the dominating term of E[u, €] is a constant multiple of gAW; o(y).

For this term, we have
N-—-2

i (B) 7 A [ 1) [y (000 + P @)Wl

() (e 40+ PG+ W (5] @,t)]

v1+1-b

1+||N4a—
and

Iuab (1 + |g|a+2—cro) [ﬂ)\ <

N-2

>T772u§1(ﬂ'+5)(1+P) P +5)W10<%>] / (¥,t)
coo/?

==
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v1+3—b

Ho 2
T gy = CHalh)

where we employed the condition a € (0, N — 4]; see Definition 1.5 for the definition of the local
Holder semi-norms.

Handling the other terms of &[u, €] in an analogous way, we establish (5.54). O
Lemma 5.11. We have
. 1-p in 281 in
(5.55) anﬂol (@) W1o"Ks [v7] f,a+2,b;00 < Cran” (to) [ ¥.abioo(Bre)

where C79 > 0 is a constant depending only on (M, go), N, h, 29, o, and oy.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.10, we can estimate the first three terms of K[¢/'"] in
(3.7).
Let us consider the fourth term. From the inequalities

2
(g) (L4 PY (@) (Ao ™) (5 1) — AU (5,0

_b _
Ho (1 + |y|a+2) 772“81 (z)

< Cug® (1+19172) [ (Blaf + =) V26 @, 0)] + 1ol 4™ (3,0 |
< Cpig™ (to) [0

1, a, b )
we obtain its weighted L°°-bound,; cf (5.36). By further inspection, we deduce a weighted Hélder
estimate. .

Handling the remaining terms of K;[¢)'™"] in an analogous way, we establish (5.55). O

Lemma 5.12. We have
’7oc,p;o'o)

(5.56) e (@)W KCo [0, 0] |
Proof. Let us consider the first term of K3[¢']. Applying the condition a € (0, + 2], we deduce

ﬁ7a+27b;0’0 o s NO( 0) Hw

where C73 > 0 is a constant depending only on (M, go), N, h, 20, «, and oyg.

t, abag(

N-2

(ﬁ) L1+ P) T @)W ) T O )

b _
1% (1 + ’y‘a+2) Mot (r)

B—b

1%
S C “¢Out||*’7a,p;oo (g t)eBS-ug; [to W < C H¢OutH
’ a, ;OO0

from which we obtain a weighted L°°-bound. By further inspection, we deduce a weighted Holder
estimate.

Employing the mean value theorem, we can handle the second term of K;[)™]. Inequality (5.56)
then readily follows. O

Completion of the proof of Proposition 5.9. Let T [H] := ¥[H] and eg[H] be the solution to (5.1)
found in Proposition 5.1. A function ™ solves (5.51) if it satisfies

i = Tin [ in [wm ot [wm vol]]
where f;ng is the map defined in (5.50), and the notation 1)°%*[1)'"; ¢)y] emphasizes the dependence
of ¢°" on ™ and ). . .

We claim that the operator 7™ o f;ng has a fixed point on the set
D i {4 [0y g ) < 2C4C |
where Cy and C7; are the numbers appearing in (5.4) and (5.54).
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By using (5.4), (5.50), (5.54), (5.55), (5.56), and (4.55), and taking a large ¢ty > 0 if needed, we
get

17 [fe [0 " [ %0] ]y ooy
5.57) < Callfie [ 0" [ %01, 4sabi00

< Oy [071 + (072n2€1(t0) + Craul(to ) )) [
Moreover, by the linearity of 7, (5.4), (4.66), and (5.41) (see also the derivation of (5.55)),

|7 [fws o (970" (915001 = T [ 75 gy (080 [0 0]]
£IB oy [0 92 [ ]| = £I8 o | ;n,wout [w;n;wom

< Caaé“ug’l“{‘s‘*@“}(to) [

< 204C7;.

out
#,a,b;00 (B¢ ) +0Cs qu *’,am;cro]

#,a,b500(RY)

t,a+2,b;00

ti’abao( Hw

ﬁ/ 7a7b;0—0 (Bﬁ,g)

where the notation (u,§) = (u,f)[win] stresses the dependence of (i,&) in ™. By the contraction
mapping theorem, the assertion holds.

We now have a unique solution ¥™ to (5.51) with the desired #-norm bound given in (5.52).
Also, the bound on ey (tg) in (5.52) immediately follows from (5.4) and (5.57). A further inspection
based on (4.67) and (5.42) gives (5.53), concluding the proof. O

5.4. Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let 2y be a point on M such that h(zg) > 0.
In Subsection 2.1, we selected sufficiently small numbers £g, €1, ¢ € (0,1) and set v; = v = 2—¢y.
Take

a=N-—-4, b=3—-¢y, a=N-5+¢g, [f=3-—¢9, 0 =cp,
and any d4 € (0, &¢] Satisfying (4.56). Choose also 19 = 0 on M. From the discussion in Section 3

and Propositions 4.8, 5.8, and 5.9, we find a solution ., to (1.6) of the form u,, = u, ¢+ 1, ¢ on

M x [tg, 00) where u, ¢ = uL) and 1, ¢ are given in (2.39) and (3.1), respectively. Estimates (4.55),

(2.7), and (5.52) (or (4.51)) imply that u,, > 0 on M x [tg,00) and (1.10) holds. Consequently, the
proof of Theorem 1.1 is completed.

Note that we have a freedom to choose the initial value 1y = ¥°"*(-,#9) on the outer problem
(3.2) or (4.52), provided the second inequality of (4.51) holds. In Subsection 6.2, we will further
analyze this observation to establish the k-codimensional stability stated in Corollary 1.3.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2 AND COROLLARY 1.3

Throughout the section, k € N is fixed and [ can take any integer between 1 and k.

6.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. In this subsection, we provide the outline of the proof of Theorem
1.2, pointing out the changes needed with respect to the one bubble case.

By choosing the number §y > 0 sufficiently small, we may assume that zg = (z(()l), . ,zék)) is an
element of the configuration set

Ci= {0 2l) € M gy (2,207 > ey for 1 <1 #m < k)
where ¢ > 0 is a number determined by (M, go), N, h, and k. Given I =1,...,k, we write
1

h <z(()l)>

6.1) d¥ .= and  pO(t) = dOpo(t) + AXO @) = 5O @) + AD(t)  for t € [to, 00)
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where i is the function in (2.5), and A is a higher-order term. We assume that (2.7) holds for

(A, €)= (A, D).

By substituting z(()l) and i) for zy and fi, respectively, we define the analogue PY of P in (2.14),

and the analogue \I’(l) Of \Ifo in the paragraph after Lemma 2.7. In (2.39)—(2.40), we put zq, (1, £)
and g in place of z ( ),£W), respectively, to define uf(z) 0 and vf(?x - Then we set the
refined approximate solutlon

k
2 2
(6.2) upe(2,t) = UEM)S(Z’t) = g u2(2)7§(l> (z,t) on M X [tg,00)
=1

where p:= (M, ..., u®) € (0,00)% and & := (€M), ..., ")) e (RV)*. Tt holds that
N+2
S (u)) () = & [u(”,&(”] (1)

for 2 = exp_u)(z) = exp_o (uWy + W) € By, (z(()l), do) and t € [tg,00), where & is the function in
%0 %0
(2.42). Indeed, the interaction between two different bubbles is estimated by

tvcspal® N (5 1sspfal + pda®)

which is smaller than the main order terms of £&. An analogous formula to (2.47) is also true.

The norms in Subsection 1.5 must be adjusted accordingly. For instance, every u, ¢ in the norms
has to be replaced with u, ¢, and the weight w, , in (1.14) needs to be redefined as

Wa,y(2,t) = max Ek:ngo (‘x(l)‘) o T
=1 §

where z() := exp 7} (2).
%0

Let v, ¢ stand for the remainder term such that u = u,¢ + ¥, ¢ is a solution to (2.1). We
assume that it can be written as

(6.3) e = V2% + 0, on M x [tg, o0)
where 7[)2176 has the form

(6.4) ne(z,t) = Zk:%gl <‘x(z>D (1 4 pW <x(l))) (Ma))—’vz (¢iﬂe)(l) (g(z)jt)
=1

for (z,t) € M x [tp, 00) and 2 = gOg50 40 The inner-outer gluing procedure consists of finding
a solution 1/12“2 to the outer problem on M X [ty,00) and a solution (1/15’1&)(” of an inner problem

on BN (—(p®)=1e® 2(aW)=1puet) x [tg,00) for I = 1,. .., k.

Minor modifications of the arguments in Sections 4 and 5 yield a priori estimates for inhomoge-
neous equations associated to the outer and inner problems. For example, the only change required
in the proof of Lemma 4.3 is to replace (4.21) with

1
2Py, dt > —
/ / m) R “(m) +T£)) ¢£uf UQO = 4]{:
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for some m € {1,...,k}. The existence of such m is guaranteed by the pigeonhole principle. To

prove Lemma 4.6, we divide the manifold M into k + 1 subsets Bgo(z((]l), %0), ..., By, (z(()k), %0), and

M\ Ule By, (z(()l), %0), and then examine the behavior of ¢ on each subset.

By employing the a priori estimates for inhomogeneous equations and adopting the arguments
in Sections 4 and 5 once again, we establish the existence of 1/)2‘7‘2, (AD D) and (zﬁgj&)(l) for
l=1,...,k as well as estimates on their respective norms. Combining this information leads us to
complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

6.2. Proof of Corollary 1.3. By modifying the argument in the proof of [I4, Corollary 1.1]
suitably, one can prove the corollary. Here we give a sketch the proof.

As in the previous subsection, a quantity with the superscript (1) indicates that it is related to
the [-th blow-up point z(()l).

Fix [ =1,...,k and let M be the matrix in (5.45) with zg = z((]l). If ¢1,...,sn are the eigenvalues
of M, then the assumption on the Ricci curvature implies that

2
(6.5) min{gl,...,gN}21>1_€_20:V2;_ _
Set (W)(l) = (( lpar)(l), el (f}\),ar)(l)) and an orthogonal matrix Q such that M = QTDQ with
D = diag(sy, . .. ,sn). Inlight of (6.5), (5.44), (5.46), (5.47), and (5.49), we can select the parameters

(A0, D) by

1.

s " s e\
)\(l)(t) =t 2 /t 52 (f}i,ﬂ)() (s)ds
0
and
~ ~ t —_—
6.6) €0)=QTéV®) where V() =t / 55 [Q (fpar)(”] (s)ds fori=1,...,N.
to ?

They satisfy (2.7), and
(6.7) pB(to) = dDpo(to), €V(tg) =0 and £D(t) 50 ast— oo
by (6.1).1

Let 1y be the initial condition for the outer problem, and e(()l) [10]Zy the initial condition for the
inner problem of (w‘ifjg)(l). Recalling (6.2) and (6.3)—(6.4), we choose the initial datum for (2.1) of

the form

N—-2

u(z,to) = up ez, to) + Ek:%l ) <‘$(l>D (1 + pO (x(z)>> <ﬂ(l)(t0)> > eP[0)(t0) Zo(2)
=1
+ Fo)(z) for ze M

where

Flipo](2) == to(z)
k N—2
3 meran ([rO]) (14 PO (50)) (5000)) " [evultto) — e 10lk0)] Zo(c).
=1

According to (6.7), the solution u(z,t) to (2.1) blows up precisely at z(()l), ... ,z(()k) on M. Besides,
F is a C''-function on C*9°(M) (see (5.53)), F[0] = 0, and DF[¥] = Id on the subspace W :=
NF_ ker(Dy, e((]l) [0]) of C?90(M). Hence the inverse function theorem says that there is a manifold of

ISuppose that ¢ < ¥242 1 =1— 2. If we define ¢ by (6.6), then we cannot obtain the estimate [€llbas2i0 <

C||B|lvy+2:0 needed in the proof of Proposition 5.8.
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codimension codim(W) < k in a neighborhood of 0 € C%7°(M) such that each element is expressed
as F[ip] for some 1y € C*99(M) near 0. Calling such a manifold M,, and taking o = og, we
conclude the proof.
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