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CONVERGENCE RATE OF THE WEIGHTED YAMABE FLOW

PAK TUNG HO, JINWOO SHIN, AND ZETIAN YAN

Abstract. The weighted Yamabe flow was the geometric flow introduced to
study the weighted Yamabe problem on smooth metric measure spaces. Car-
lotto, Chodosh and Rubinstein have studied the convergence rate of the Yam-
abe flow. Inspired by their result, we study in this paper the convergence rate
of the weighted Yamabe flow.

1. Introduction

Given a closed (i.e. compact without boundary) Riemannian manifold (M, g0) of
dimension n ≥ 3, the Yamabe problem is to find a metric conformal to g0 such that
the scalar curvature Rg of g is constant. This was solved by Aubin [2], Trudinger
[28] and Schoen [23].

The Yamabe flow is a geometric flow introduced to study the Yamabe problem,
which is defined as

(1.1)
∂g(t)

∂t
= −(Rg(t) − rg(t))g(t),

where

rg(t) =

´

M
Rg(t)dVg(t)
´

M
dVg(t)

is the average of the scalar curvature of g(t). The existence and convergence of the
Yamabe flow has been studied in [5, 6, 13, 25, 30]. See also [3, 11, 14, 16, 17, 18,
21, 24] and references therein for results related to the Yamabe flow.

In [10], Carlotto, Chodosh and Rubinstein studied the rate of convergence of the
Yamabe flow (1.1). In particular, they proved the following:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1 in [10]). Assume g(t) is a solution of the Yamabe flow
(1.1) that converges in C2,α(M, g∞) to g∞ as t → ∞ for some α ∈ (0, 1). Then
there is a δ > 0 depending only on g∞ such that:
(i) If g∞ is an integrable critical point, then the convergence occurs at an exponential
rate, that is

‖g(t) − g∞‖C2,α(M,g∞) ≤ Ce−δt

for some constant C > 0 depending on g(0).
(ii) In general, the rate of convergence cannot be worse than polynomial, that is

‖g(t) − g∞‖C2,α(M,g∞) ≤ C(1 + t)−δ

for some constant C > 0 depending on g(0).
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Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2 in [10]). Assume that g∞ is a nonintegrable critical
point of the Yamabe energy with order of integrability p ≥ 3. If g∞ satisfies the
Adams-Simon positive condition ASp, then there exists metric g(0) conformal to
g∞ such that the solution g(t) of the Yamabe flow (1.1) starting from g(0) exists
for all time and converges in C∞(M, g∞) to g∞ as t→ ∞. The convergence occurs
“slowly” in the sense that

C−1(1 + t)−
1

p−2 ≤ ‖g(t) − g∞‖C2,α(M,g∞) ≤ C(1 + t)−
1

p−2

for some constant C > 0.

We refer the readers to [10, Definition 8] and [10, Definition 10] respectively
for the precise definitions of integrable critical points and Adams-Simon positive
condition ASp.

To explain our results requires some terminology. A smooth metric measure space
is a four-tuple (Mn, g, e−φdVg,m) of a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g), a smooth
measure e−φdVg determined by a function φ ∈ C∞(M) and the Riemannian volume
element of g, and a dimensional parameterm ∈ [0,∞]. In the casem = 0, we require
φ = 0.

The weighted scalar curvature of a smooth metric measure space (M, g, e−φdVg,m)
is defined as

(1.2) Rm
φ := Rg + 2∆gφ−

m+ 1

m
|∇gφ|

2
g,

where Rg is the scalar curvature of g, ∆g and ∇g are respectively the Laplacian
and the gradient of g.

Conformal equivalence between smooth metric measure spaces are defined as the
following, see [8] for more details.

Definition 1.3. Smooth metric measure spaces (Mn, g, e−φdVg,m)

and (Mn, ĝ, e−φ̂dVĝ ,m) are conformally equivalent if there is a smooth function
σ ∈ C∞(M) such that

(1.3) (Mn, ĝ, e−φ̂dVĝ,m) = (Mn, e
2

m+n−2σg, e
m+n

m+n−2σe−φdVg,m).

In the case m = 0, conformal equivalence is defined in the classical sense.

If we denote e
1
2σ by w, (1.3) is equivalent to

(1.4) (Mn, ĝ, e−φ̂dVĝ,m) = (Mn, w
4

m+n−2 g, w
2(m+n)
m+n−2 e−φdVg,m),

which is an alternative way to formulate the conformal equivalence of smooth metric
measure spaces.

If (M, g, e−φdVg,m) and (M, g0, e
−φ0dVg0 ,m) are conformal in the sense of (1.3),

then their weighted scalar curvatures are related by (see (2.2) in [29] for example)

(1.5) −
4(n+m− 1)

n+m− 2
∆φ0w +Rm

φ0
w = Rm

φ w
m+n+2
m+n−2 ,

where

∆φ0 := ∆ −∇φ0

is the weighted Laplacian of (M, g0, e
−φ0dVg0 ,m), i.e.

∆φ0ψ = ∆g0ψ − 〈∇g0φ0,∇g0ψ〉 for any ψ ∈ C∞(M).
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The fact that we will constantly use throughout this paper is that the weighted
Laplacian ∆φ0 is formally self-adjoint with respect to the measure e−φ0dVg0 (c.f.
[8]).

Given a compact smooth metric measure space (M, g0, e
−φ0dVg0 ,m), the weighted

Yamabe problem is to find another smooth metric measure space (M, g, e−φdVg,m)
conformal to (M, g0, e

−φ0dVg0 ,m) such that its weighted scalar curvature Rm
φ is

constant. The weighted Yamabe problem in this article is different from that in-
troduced by Case in [8]. See also [7, 9, 15, 22] for more results related to Case’s
weighted Yamabe problem.

Similar to the Yamabe flow, the weighted Yamabe flow is the geometric flow
used to study the weighted Yamabe problem. This was first introduced by Yan in
[29]. More precisely, the weighted Yamabe flow is the evolution equation defined
on (M, g(t), e−φ(t)dVg(t),m) given by







∂g

∂t
= (rmφ −Rm

φ )g,

∂φ

∂t
=
m

2
(Rm

φ − rmφ ),

(1.6)

where rmφ is the mean value of Rm
φ ; i.e.

(1.7) rmφ =

´

M
Rm

φ e
−φdVg

´

M
e−φdVg

.

In [29], Yan proved that the weighted Yamabe flow (1.6) exists for all time and
converges to a metric with constant weighted scalar curvature.

Inspired by the results of Carlotto, Chodosh and Rubinstein about the conver-
gence rate of Yamabe flow, i.e. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 mentioned above, we study
in this paper the rate of convergence of the weighted Yamabe flow (1.6).

The following theorems are the main results in this paper:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that (g(t), φ(t)) is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow
that is converging in C2,α(M, g∞) to (g∞, φ∞) as t→ ∞ for some α ∈ (0, 1). Then,
there is δ > 0 depending only on (g∞, φ∞) such that
(i) If (g∞, φ∞) is an integrable critical point, then the convergence occurs at an
exponential rate

‖(g(t), φ(t)) − (g∞, φ∞)‖C2,α(M,g∞) ≤ Ce−δt,

for some constant C > 0 depending on (g(0), φ(0)).
(ii) In general, the convergence cannot be worse than a polynomial rate

‖(g(t), φ(t)) − (g∞, φ∞)‖C2,α(M,g∞) ≤ C(1 + t)−δ,

for some constant C > 0 depending on (g(0), φ(0)), where

‖(g(t), φ(t))−(g∞, φ∞)‖C2,α(M,g∞) = ‖g(t)−g∞‖C2,α(M,g∞)+‖φ(t)−φ∞‖C2,α(M,g∞).

Theorem 1.5. Assume that (g∞, φ∞) is a non-integrable critical point of the energy
functional E with order of integrability p ≥ 3. If (g∞, φ∞) satisfies the Adam-Simon
positivity condition ASp, then there exists a metric-measure structure (g(0), φ(0))
conformal to (g∞, φ∞) such that the weighted Yamabe flow (g(t), φ(t)) starting from
(g(0), φ(0)) exists for all time and converges in C∞(M, g∞) to (g∞, φ∞) as t→ ∞.
The convergence occurs “slowly” in the sense that

C(1 + t)−
1

p−2 ≤ ‖(g(t), φ(t)) − (g∞, φ∞)‖C2(M,g∞) ≤ C(1 + t)−
1

p−2
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for some constant C > 0.

The structure of this article is the following. Section 2 is devoted to fixing
the notation and recalling some backgrounds about the normalized Yamabe func-
tional, its analyticity and the Lyapunov–Schmidt reduction near a critical point. In
particular, the precise definitions of integrable critical point and the Adam-Simon
positivity condition ASp can be found there. In Section 3, we use the  Lojasiewicz-
Simon inequality to prove Theorem 1.1. Next, in Section 4 we study polynomial
convergence phenomena for nonintegrable critical points, and in Section 5, we con-
struct example of Riemannian manifolds which satisfies the condition AS3. This
allows us to conclude that there exists a weighted Yamabe flow converging exactly
at a polynomial rate described in Theorem 1.5.

2. Definitions and Preliminaries

Definition 2.1. On a smooth metric measure space (Mn, g, e−φdVg,m), which is
conformal to (Mn, g0, e

−φ0dVg0 ,m) in the sense of Definition 1.3,

(Mn, g, e−φdVg,m) = (Mn, w
4

n+m−2 g0, w
2(m+n)
n+m−2 e−φ0dVg0 ,m),

analogous to the classical Yamabe problem, we define the normalized energy func-
tional E(w) as

(2.1) E(g0,φ0)(w) =

´

M

(
4(n+m−1)
n+m−2 Lm

φ0
w,w

)

e−φ0dVg0
(
´

M
w

2(n+m)
n+m−2 e−φ0dVg0

)n+m−2
n+m

,

where Lm
φ0

is the weighted conformal Laplacian on (Mn, g0, e
−φ0dVg0 ,m)

Lm
φ0

= −∆φ0 +
n+m− 2

4(n+m− 1)
Rm

φ0
.

Remark 2.2. The normalized total weighted scalar curvature: Under the setting
of Definition 2.1, by the transformation law of the weighted scalar curvature in
(1.5), the normalized energy E(g0,φ0)(w) is exactly the normalized total weighted

scalar curvature of (Mn, g, e−φdVg,m); i.e.

E(g0,φ0)(w) = E(g,φ)(1) =

´

M
Rm

φ e
−φdVg

(Vol (Mn, e−φdVg))
n+m−2
n+m

.

Along the flow (1.6), the volume

ˆ

M

e−φ(t)dVg(t) is preserved. Indeed, it follows

from (1.6) and (1.7) that

(2.2)
d

dt

(
ˆ

M

e−φ(t)dVg(t)

)

=
n+m

2

ˆ

M

(rmφ(t) −Rm
φ(t))dVg(t) = 0.

Since the flow (1.6) preserves the conformal structure, we can write the solution as

(2.3) (M, g(t), e−φ(t)dVg(t),m) = (M,u(t)
4

m+n−2 g∞, u(t)
2(m+n)
m+n−2 e−φ∞dVg∞ ,m).

We remark that this implies that

(2.4) φ(t) = φ∞ −
2m

m+ n− 2
lnu(t).
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Therefore, we assume that the volume of (M, g∞, e
−φ∞dVg∞ ,m) satisfying

(2.5)

ˆ

M

e−φ∞dVg∞ = 1,

then it follows from (2.2) that

(2.6)

ˆ

M

e−φ(t)dVg(t) = 1 for all t ≥ 0.

In view of (2.3) and (2.4), the weighted Yamabe flow (1.6) reduces to the following
evolution equation for the conformal factor:

(2.7)
∂

∂t
u(t) =

n+ m− 2

4
(rmφ(t) −Rm

φ(t))u(t).

Together this with (2.6), we find

(2.8)
d

dt
rmφ(t) =

d

dt
E(u(t)) = −

n+m− 2

2

ˆ

M

(Rm
φ(t) − rmφ(t))

2e−φ(t)dVg(t) 6 0

along the flow.
Consider the following unit volume conformal class associated to (g∞, φ∞):

[(g∞, φ∞)]1 =

{

(w
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞ −
2m

m+ n− 2
lnw) : 0 < w ∈ C2,α(M) ,

ˆ

M

w
2(n+m)
n+m−2 e−φ∞dVg∞ = 1

}

.

In order to avoid ambiguities, we define the following notion: for k ∈ N, we
denote the k-th differential of the energy functional E on [(g∞, φ∞)]1 at the point
w in the directions v1, ..., vk by

DkE(w)[v1, ..., vk].

As we will see below, the functional v 7→ DkE(w)[v1, ..., vk−1, v] is in the image of
L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞) under the natural embedding onto C2,α(M, g∞)′. Therefore, we
will also write

DkE(w)[v1, ..., vk−1]

for this element of L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞). When k = 1, we will drop the (second)
brackets, and thus consider DE(w) ∈ L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞).

We may write the differential of E restricted to [(g∞, φ∞)]1 as

1

2
DE(w)[v] =

1

2

d

dt
E(w + tv)

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

=

´

M

( 4(n+m−1)
n+m−2 〈∇g∞w,∇g∞v〉 +Rm

φ∞
wv
)
e−φ∞dVg∞

( ´

M
w

2(n+m)
n+m−2 e−φ∞dVg∞

)n+m−2
n+m

−
E(w)

´

M
w

2(n+m)
n+m−2 e−φ∞dVg∞

ˆ

M

w
n+m+2
n+m−2 ve−φ∞dVg∞

=

ˆ

M

(

−
4(n+m− 1)

n+m− 2
∆φ∞

w +Rm
φ∞
w − rmφ w

n+m+2
n+m−2

)

ve−φ∞dVg∞

=

ˆ

M

(
Rm

φ − rmφ
)
w

n+m+2
n+m−2 ve−φ∞dVg∞

(2.9)
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where

(M, g, e−φdVg ,m) = (M,w
4

m+n−2 g∞, w
2(m+n)
m+n−2 e−φ∞dVg∞ ,m).

Thus, a unit volume metric-measure structure (g, φ) is a critical point for the en-
ergy E restricted to [(g∞, φ∞]1 exactly when (g, φ) has constant weighted scalar
curvature.

We now fix (g∞, φ∞) such that (2.5) holds and (g∞, φ∞) has constant weighted
scalar curvature. We denote by CWSC1 the set of unit volume constant weighted
scalar curvature metric-measure structures in [(g∞, φ∞)]1. If we define the lin-
earized weighted Yamabe operator at (g∞, φ∞), L∞, by means of the formula

−
4

n+m− 2

ˆ

M

wL∞ve
−φ∞dVg∞ :=

1

2
D2E(g∞, φ∞)[v, w]

=
1

2

d

dt
(DE(1 + tw)[v])

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

for v ∈ C2(M). A direct computation (see the Appendix) shows that

L∞v = (n+m− 1)∆φ∞
v +Rm

φ∞
v.

We define Λ0 := kerL∞ ⊂ L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞).
It follows from a classical theorem of spectral theory that Λ0 is finite dimen-

sional, since it is the eigenspace of the weighted Laplacian ∆φ∞
for the eigenvalue

Rm
φ∞

n+m− 1
. We will write Λ⊥

0 for the L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞)-orthogonal complement.

It is crucial throughout this work that the functional E is an analytic map in the
sense of [31, Definition 8.8]. More precisely, one can easily prove the following by
expanding the denominator of E in a power series: fix a metric-measure structure
(g∞, φ∞) then the functional E is an analytic functional on {u ∈ C2,α(M, g∞) :
u > 0} in the sense that for each w0 ∈ C2,α(M, g∞) with w0 > 0, there is an ǫ > 0
and bounded multilinear operators

E(k) : C2,α(M, g∞)×k → R for each k ≥ 0

such that if ‖w − w0‖C2,α < ǫ, then
∑∞

k=0 ‖E
(k)‖ · ‖w − w0‖

k
C2,α <∞ and

E(w) =

∞∑

k=0

E(k)(w − w0, · · · , w − w0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k-times

) in C2,α(M, g∞).

We need the following proposition from [27, Section 3], which can be established
with the help of the implicit function theorem:

Proposition 2.3. There is ǫ > 0 and an analytic map

Φ : Λ0 ∩ {v : ‖v‖L2 < ǫ} → C2,α(M, g∞) ∩ Λ⊥
0

such that Φ(0) = 0, DΦ(0) = 0,

(2.10) sup
‖v‖L2<ǫ,

‖w‖L2≤1

‖DΦ(v)[w]‖L2 < 1,

and so that defining Ψ(v) = 1 + v + Φ(v), we have that Ψ(v) > 0,
ˆ

M

Ψ(v)
2(n+m)
n+m−2 e−φ∞dVg∞ = 1 and

projΛ⊥
0

[DE(Ψ(v))] = projΛ⊥
0

[(

Rm
φ − rmφ

)

Ψ(v)
n+m+2
n+m−2

]

= 0
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where

(g, φ) = (Ψ(v)
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞ −
2m

m+ n− 2
ln Ψ(v)).

Furthermore

projΛ0
[DE(Ψ(v))] = projΛ0

[(

Rm
φ − rmφ

)

Ψ(v)
n+m+2
n+m−2

]

= DF (v),

where F : Λ0 ∩ {v : ‖v‖L2 ≤ ǫ} → R is defined by F (v) = E(Ψ(v)). Finally, the
intersection of CWSC1 with a small C2,α(M, g∞)-neighborhood of 1 coincides with

S0 := {Ψ(v) : v ∈ Λ0, ‖v‖L2 < ǫ,DF (v) = 0},

which is a real analytic subvariety (possible singular) of the following (dim Λ0)-
dimensional real analytic submanifold of C2,α(M, g∞):

S : {Ψ(v) : v ∈ Λ0, ‖v‖L2 < ǫ}.

We will refer to S as the natural constraint for the problem.

Definition 2.4. For (g∞, φ∞) ∈ CWSC1, we say that (g∞, φ∞) is integrable if for

all v ∈ Λ0, there is a path w(t) ∈ C2((−ǫ, ǫ)×M, g∞) such that (w(t)
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞−
2m

m+n−2 lnw(t)) ∈ CWSC1 and w(0) = 1, w′(0) = v. Equivalently, (g∞, φ∞) is
integrable if and only if CWSC1 agrees with S in a small neighborhood of 1 in
C2,α(M, g∞).

We remark that the integrability defined in Definition 2.4 is equivalent to the
functional F (as defined in Proposition 2.3) being constant in a neighborhood of 0
inside Λ0 [1, Lemma 1].

Definition 2.5. If Λ0 = {0}, i.e. if L∞ is injective, then we call (g∞, φ∞) a
nondegenerate critical point. On the other hand, if Λ0 is nonempty, we call (g∞, φ∞)
degenerate.

Note that if (g∞, φ∞) is a nondegenerate critical point, then (g∞, φ∞) is auto-
matically integrable in the above sense.

Now suppose that (g∞, φ∞) is a nonintegrable critical point. Because F (v) =
E(Ψ(v)), defined in Proposition 2.3, is analytic, we may expand it in a power series

F (v) = F (0) +
∑

j≥p

Fj(v)

where Fj is a degree-j homogeneous polynomial on Λ0 and p is chosen so that Fp

is nonzero. We will call p the order of integrability of (g∞, φ∞). We will also need
a further hypothesis for nonintegrable critical points introduced in [1].

Definition 2.6. We say that (g∞, φ∞) satisfies the Adams-Simon positivity condi-
tion, ASp for short (here p is the order of integrability of g∞), if it is nonintegrable
and Fp|Sk attains a positive maximum for some v̂ ∈ Sk ⊂ Λ0. Recall that Fp is
the lowest-degree nonconstant term in the power series expansion of F (v) around
0 and Sk is the unit sphere with respect to the L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞)-norm in Λ0.

An important observation is that when the order of integrability p is odd, the
Adams-Simon positivity condition is always satisfied. Moreover the order of inte-
grability (at a critical point of E) always satisfies p ≥ 3. Furthermore, we will show
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in the Appendix that

(2.11) F3(v) = −
8(n+m+ 2)

(n+m− 2)2
Rm

φ∞

ˆ

M

v3e−φ∞dVg∞ .

3. The rate of convergence

One of the tools for controlling the rate of convergence of weighted Yamabe flow
will be the  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality stated in [10, Definition 11].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that (g∞, φ∞) satisfies (2.5) and has constant weighted
scalar curvature. There are θ ∈ (0, 12 ], ǫ > 0 and C > 0 (both depending only on n

and (g∞, φ∞)) such that for u ∈ C2,α(M, g∞) with ‖u− 1‖C2,α(M,g∞) < ǫ, then
∣
∣
∣rmφ − rmφ∞

∣
∣
∣

1−θ

≤ C‖DE(g, φ)‖L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞ )

where

(g, φ) = (u
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞ −
2m

m+ n− 2
lnu).

If (g∞, φ∞) is an integrable critical point, then θ = 1
2 . If (g∞, φ∞) is non-

integrable, then this holds for some θ ∈ (0, 1
p
], where p is the order of integrability

of (g∞, φ∞).

Proof. To verify this, we will show that hypotheses of Proposition 12 in [10]
are satisfied for the energy functional E. We work with the Banach spaces
B := C2,α(M, g∞) and W := L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞), and fix U a small enough ball
around 1 in C2,α(M, g∞) so that Proposition 2.3 is applicable in U .

Hypothesis (A) says that Λ0 = kerL∞ is complemented in C2,α(M, g∞), which is
immediate by the following argument. It’s not hard to check that the L2 projection
map projΛ0

restricts to a continuous map from C2,α(M, g∞) onto Λ0 (since, of

course, C2,α(M, g∞) →֒ L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞) is a continuous embedding); from this, it

follows that Λ
′

0 is complemented (by the map proj
′

Λ0
) in the dual space C2,α(M, g∞)

′

may be canonically identified with (Λ⊥
0 )

′

.
Hypothesis (B) is satisfied as follows: Consider the map

(3.1)

W := L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞) →֒ C2,α(M, g∞)
′

, f 7→

(

ψ 7→

ˆ

M

fψe−φ∞dVg∞

)

.

(B1) This map is continuous.

(B2) The map proj
′

Λ0
∈ B(C2,α(M, g∞)

′

) leaves L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞) invariant; here
we are considering the composition

(3.2) projΛ0
: C2,α(M, g∞) → Λ0 →֒ C2,α(M, g∞).

(B3) The fact that DE ∈ C1(U,L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞)) follows from the explicit form
of DE given above.
(B4) Finally, we have to verify that range L∞ = (Λ⊥

0 )
′

∩ L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞). The

fact that range L∞ ⊂ (Λ⊥
0 )

′

∩L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞) is obvious because L∞ is formally
self-adjoint on L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞). The other inclusion follows from the L2 spectral
decomposition of L∞.

Therefore, to prove the  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality with exponent θ ∈ (0, 12 ],
it suffices to check hypotheses (C), i.e. that the energy functional E restricted
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to the natural constraint satisfies the  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality with exponent
θ ∈ (0, 12 ]. Recall that in Proposition 2.3 we have defined F (v) = E(Ψ(v)). In
the integrable case, clearly, F (v) = F (0), so F satisfies the  Lojasiewicz-Simon
inequality with exponent 1

2 .
In general, by definition, F is an analytic function whose power series has its

first nonzero term of degree p. Similar to [10, Proposition 13], we may conclude
that F satisfies the  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality with exponent 1

p
.

The claim follows from the fact that E(u) = rmφ under the volume normalization.
�

Now we show how the  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality yields quantitative estimates
on the rate of convergence of the weghted Yamabe flow.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We consider the weighted Yamabe flow (g(t), φ(t)) =

(u(t)
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞ − 2m
m+n−2 lnu(t)) which converges to (g∞, φ∞) in C2,α(M, g∞)

as t → ∞. In Proposition 3.1, we have shown that there is a  Lojasiewicz-Simon
inequality near (g∞, φ∞) for some θ ∈ (0, 12 ]. We emphasize that if we regard

DE(u(t)) as an element of L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞), then

(3.3) DE(u(t)) = 2
(
Rm

φ(t) − rmφ(t)
)
u(t)

n+m+2
n+m−2 .

Choose t0 large enough to apply the  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality. In other words,
so that ‖u(t) − 1‖C2,α(M,g∞) ≤ ǫ for all t ≥ t0. This together with (2.8) and
Proposition 3.1 implies that

d

dt

(
rmφ(t) − rmφ∞

)
= −

n+m− 2

2

ˆ

M

(Rm
φ(t) − rmφ(t))

2u(t)
2(n+m)
n+m−2 e−φ∞dVg∞

≤ −c

ˆ

M

(Rm
φ(t) − rmφ(t))

2u(t)
2(n+m+2)
n+m−2 e−φ∞dVg∞

= −c
∥
∥DE(u(t))

∥
∥
2

L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞ )

≤ −c
(
rmφ(t) − rmφ∞

)2−2θ
,

(3.4)

where c > 0 is a constant depending only on n and (g∞, φ∞) (that we let change
from line to line). Let us first assume that the  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality is
satisfied with θ = 1

2 , i.e. we are in the integrable case. Then (3.4) yields 0 ≤

rm
φ(t) − rmφ∞

≤ Ce−2δt, for some δ > 0 depending only on n and (g∞, φ∞), and

C > 0 depending on (g(0), φ(0)) (chosen so that this actually holds for all t ≥ 0).
On the other hand, if  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality holds with θ ∈ (0, 12 ), then the

same argument shows that rmφ(t) − rmφ∞
≤ C(1 + t)

1
2θ−1 .

Exploiting the fact that the flow converges in C2, we may use the  Lojasiewicz-
Simon inequality to compute

d

dt

(
rmφ(t) − rmφ∞

)θ
= θ
(
rmφ(t) − rmφ∞

)θ−1 d

dt

(
rmφ(t) − rmφ∞

)

≤ −c θ
(
rmφ(t) − rmφ∞

)θ−1∥
∥DE(u(t))

∥
∥
2

L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞ )

≤ −c θ‖DE(u(t))
∥
∥
L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞)

≤ −c θ

∥
∥
∥
∥

∂u(t)

∂t

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞ )

,
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where we have used (2.7) and (3.3) in the last equality. Thus, if θ = 1
2 (recall

limt→∞ u(t) = 1), then

‖u(t) − 1‖L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞ ) ≤

ˆ ∞

t

∥
∥
∥
∥

∂u(s)

∂s

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞)

ds

≤ −c

ˆ ∞

t

d

ds

[(
rmφ(s) − rmφ∞

) 1
2

]

ds

= c
(
rmφ(t) − rmφ∞

) 1
2 ≤ Ce−δt.

If θ ∈ (0, 12 ), a similar computation yields ‖u(t)−1‖L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞ ) ≤ C(1+t)−
θ

1−2θ .

To obtain C2 estimates, we may interpolate between L2(M, e−φg) and
W k,2(M, e−φg) for k large enough: interpolation [4, Theorem 6.4.5] and Sobolev
embedding yields some constant η ∈ (0, 1) so that

‖u(t)−1‖C2,α(M,e−φ∞dVg∞ ) ≤ ‖u(t)−1‖η
L2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞)

‖u(t)−1‖1−η

Wk,2(M,e−φ∞dVg∞)
.

Because u(t) converges to 1 in C2,α (and thus in C∞ by parabolic Schauder esti-
mates and bootstrapping), the second term is uniformly bounded. Thus, exponen-
tial (polynomial) decay of the L2 norm gives exponential (polynomial) decay of the
C2,α norm as well.

Since (g(t), φ(t)) = (u(t)
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞ − 2m
m+n−2 lnu(t)), we immediately have

(3.5) ‖(g(t), φ(t)) − (g∞, φ∞)‖C2,α(M,g∞) ≤ Ce−δt,

for some constant C > 0 depending on (g(0), φ(0)). �

4. Slowly converging weighted Yamabe flow

In this section, we show that, given a nonintegrable critical point (g∞, φ∞) satis-
fying a particular hypothesis, there exists a weighted Yamabe flow (g(t), φ(t)) such
that (g(t), φ(t)) converges to (g∞, φ∞) exactly at a polynomial rate.

This section is organized as follows: In section 4.1, we show that the weighted
Yamabe flow can be represented by two different flows. To be more specific, we will
project the flow equation to the kernel Λ0 of L∞ and its orthogonal complement
Λ⊥
0 , respectively. In section 4.2 and section 4.3, we solve the kernel-projected flow

and the kernel-orthogonal projected flow, respectively. In section 4.4, we combine
all the previous results to prove Theorem 1.5.

4.1. Projecting the weighted Yamabe flow with estimates. Here and in the
sequel we will always use f ′(t) to denote the time derivative of a function f(t). We
will skip the proof of the following lemma, for its proof is the same as that of [10,
Lemma 15].

Lemma 4.1. Assume that (g∞, φ∞) satisfies ASp as defined in Definition 2.6, i.e.
Fp|Sk achieves a positive maximum for some point v̂ in the unit sphere Sk ⊂ Λ0.
Then, for any fixed T ≥ 0, the function

(4.1) ϕ(t) := ϕ(t, T ) = (T + t)−
1

p−2

(
8

(n+m− 2)p(p− 2)Fp(v̂)

) 1
p−2

v̂

solves 8
n+m−2ϕ

′ +DFp(ϕ) = 0.
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We define the parabolic Ck,α norm on (t, t + 1) ×M as follows: for α ∈ (0, 1),
we define the seminorm

|f(t)|C0,α := sup
(si,xi)∈(t,t+1)×M
(s1,x1) 6=(s2,x2)

|f(s1, x1) − f(s2, x2)|

(dg∞(x1, x2)2 + |t1 − t2|)
α
2

and for k ≥ 0 and α ∈ (0, 1), we define the norm

(4.2) ‖f(t)‖Ck,α :=
∑

|β|+2j≤k

sup
(t,t+1)×M

|Dβ
xD

j
tf | +

∑

|β|+2j=k

|Dβ
xD

j
tf |C0,α

where the norm and derivatives in the sum are taken with respect to g∞. When
we mean an alternative norm, we will always indicate the domain.

Lemma 4.2. For the functional E, for w such that ‖w − 1‖C2,α < 1, there holds

(4.3) ‖D3E(w)[u, v]‖C0,α ≤ C‖u‖C2,α‖v‖C2,α

for some uniform constant C > 0. Furthermore, for w1, w2 such that ‖wi−1‖C2,α <
1, we have

‖D3E(w1)[v, v] −D3E(w2)[u, u]‖C0,α ≤C(‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α)

× (‖u‖C2,α + ‖v‖C2,α)‖u− v‖C2,α

for some uniform constant C > 0.

Proof. It follows from the following computation for D3E which proved in the
Appendix:

D3E(1)[v, u, z] = −
8(n+m+ 2)

(n+m− 2)2
Rm

φ∞

ˆ

M

vuze−φ∞dVg∞ .

�

Lemma 4.3. There exists T0 > 0, ǫ0 > 0 and c > 0, all depending on (g∞, φ∞)
and v̂, such that the following holds: Fix T > T0. Then, for ϕ(t) as in Lemma
4.1 and w ∈ C2,α(M × [0,∞)), and u := 1 + ϕ + w⊤ + Φ(ϕ + w⊤) + w⊥ where
w⊤ := projΛ0

(w) and w⊥ := projΛ⊥
0

(w), the function

E⊤
0 (w) := projΛ0

[

DE(u)u−
4

n+m−2 −DE(u)
]

satisfies

∥
∥E⊤

0 (w)
∥
∥
C0,α ≤ c

{

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w⊤‖p−1

C0,α + ‖w⊥‖C2,α

}{

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

}

,
∥
∥E⊤

0 (w1) − E⊤
0 (w2)

∥
∥
C0,α

≤ c
{

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w⊤

1 ‖
p−1
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−1
C0,α + ‖w⊥

1 ‖C2,α + ‖w⊥
2 ‖C2,α

}

× ‖w1 − w2‖C2,α

+ c
{

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α

}(

‖w⊤
1 ‖

p−2
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−2
C0,α

)

× ‖w⊤
1 − w⊤

2 ‖C0,α

+ c
{

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α

}

‖w⊥
1 − w⊥

2 ‖C2,α .
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Identical estimates hold for E⊥
0 (w) := projΛ⊥

0

[

DE(u)u−
4

n+m−2 −DE(u)
]

. Here,

we are using the parabolic Hölder norms on (t, t + 1) ×M as defined above; the
bounds hold for each fixed t ≥ 0, with the constants independent of T and t.

Proof. Let η := ϕ+w⊤ + Φ(ϕ+w⊤) +w⊥. Then one can easily see that u = 1 + η
and

d

ds
(1 + sη)−

4
n+m−2 = −

4

n+m− 2
(1 + sη)−

n+m+2
n+m−2 η.

Thus we have

u−
4

n+m−2 = 1 −
4

n+m− 2

ˆ 1

0

(1 + sη)−
n+m+2
n+m−2 ηds.

So, letting E0(w) := DE(u)u−
4

n+m−2 −DE(u), we have

‖E0(w)‖C0,α =c

∥
∥
∥
∥
DE(u)

ˆ 1

0

(1 + sη)−
n+m+2
n+m−2 ηds

∥
∥
∥
∥
C0,α

≤c‖DE(u)‖C0,α

(
‖ϕ‖C0,α + ‖w⊥‖C0,α + ‖Φ(ϕ+ w⊤)‖C0,α + ‖w⊤‖C0,α

)

≤c‖DE(u)‖C0,α

(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w⊤‖C0,α + ‖w⊥‖C0,α

)

,

(4.4)

where we have used the fact that Φ(0) = 0 and Φ is an analytic map.
It follows from Taylor’s theorem and Proposition 2.3 that, for ψs,r = 1 +
r
[
ϕ+ w⊤ + Φ(ϕ+ w⊤) + sw⊥

]
,

DE(u) =DE(Ψ(ϕ+ w⊤)) +

ˆ 1

0

D2E(ψs,1)[w⊤]ds

=DF (ϕ+ w⊤) −
8

n+m− 2
L∞w

⊥

+

ˆ 1

0

ˆ s

0

D3E(ψs,s̃)[w
⊥, ϕ+ w⊤ + Φ(ϕ+ w⊤) + sw⊥]ds̃ds.

(4.5)

Now, observe that DF (0) = D2F (0) = · · ·Dp−1F (0) = 0, where p is the order of
integrability. Therefore, by Taylor’s theorem, we have

(4.6) ‖DF (ϕ+ w⊤)‖C0,α ≤ c‖ϕ+ w⊤‖p−1
C0,α ≤ c

(

(T + t)−1− 1
p−2 + ‖w⊤‖p−1

C0,α

)

.

Combining (4.3), (4.5), and (4.6), we have

(4.7) ‖DE(u)‖C0,α ≤ c
(

(T + t)−1− 1
p−2 + ‖w⊤‖p−1

C0,α + ‖w⊥‖C2,α

)

.

We define

E⊤
0 (w) := projΛ0

E0(w), E⊥
0 (w) := projΛ⊥

0
E0(w).

Now the asserted bounds for E⊤
0 (w) follow from the bound (4.4) on E0(w), the

estimate (4.7) and the continuity of the map projΛ0
: C0,α(M, g∞) → Λ0,

‖projΛ0
f‖C0,α(M,g∞) ≤ c ‖f‖C0,α(M,g∞).

Note that this is a spatial bound, so it does not include the t-Hölder norm, but
the desired space-time norm bound follows easily from it in the same spirit of [10,
Lemma 16]. The bound for E⊤

0 (w1)−E⊤
0 (w2) follows similarly. This together with

the bound (4.4) on E0(w) and the estimate (4.7) gives the estimates for E⊥
0 (w). �
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As mentioned at the beginning of this section, we will reduce the weighted Yam-
abe flow to two flows, one on Λ0 and the other on Λ⊥

0 . The following proposition
explains how to do this.

Proposition 4.4. There exists T0 > 0, ǫ0 > 0 and c > 0, all depending on (g∞, φ∞)
and v̂, such that the following holds: Fix T > T0. Then, for ϕ(t) as in Lemma
4.1 and w ∈ C2,α(M × [0,∞)), there are functions E⊤(w) and E⊥(w) such that
u := 1 + ϕ + w⊤ + Φ(ϕ + w⊤) + w⊥ is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow if
and only if

8

n+m− 2
(w⊤)′ +D2Fp(ϕ)w⊤ =E⊤(w),(4.8)

(w⊥)′ − L∞w
⊥ =E⊥(w).(4.9)

Here, as long as ‖w‖C2,α ≤ ǫ0, the error terms E⊤ and E⊥ satisfy

‖E⊤(w)‖C0,α ≤c
(

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w⊤‖p−1

C0,α + ‖w⊥‖C2,α

)(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

)

+ c(T + t)−
p

p−2 + c(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 ‖w⊤‖C0,α + c(T + t)−

p−3
p−2 ‖w⊤‖2C0,α

+ c‖w⊤‖p−1
C0,α + c

(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

)

‖w⊥‖C2,α ,

‖E⊤(w1) − E⊤(w2)‖C0,α

≤ c
(

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w⊤

1 ‖
p−1
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−1
C0,α + ‖w⊥

1 ‖C2,α + ‖w⊥
2 ‖C2,α

)

× ‖w1 − w2‖C2,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α

)

(‖w⊤
1 ‖

p−2
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−2
C0,α)

× ‖w⊤
1 − w⊤

2 ‖C0,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α

)

‖w⊥
1 − w⊥

2 ‖C2,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
p−3
p−2 (‖w⊤

1 ‖C0,α + ‖w⊤
2 ‖C0,α) + ‖w⊤

1 ‖
p−2
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−2
C0,α

)

× ‖w⊤
1 − w⊤

2 ‖C0,α

+ c(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 ‖w⊤

1 − w⊤
2 ‖C0,α ,

‖E⊥(w)‖C0,α

≤ c
(

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w⊤‖p−1

C0,α + ‖w⊥‖C2,α

)(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

)

+ c
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

)

‖w⊥‖C2,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

)(

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w′‖C0,α

)
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‖E⊥(w1) − E⊥(w2)‖C0,α

≤ c
(

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w⊤

1 ‖
p−1
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−1
C0,α + ‖w⊥

1 ‖C2,α + ‖w⊥
2 ‖C2,α

)

× ‖w1 − w2‖C2,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α

)

(‖w⊤
1 ‖

p−2
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−2
C0,α)

× ‖w⊤
1 − w⊤

2 ‖C0,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α

)

‖w⊥
1 − w⊥

2 ‖C2,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α

)

‖w′
1 − w′

2‖C0,α

+ c
(

(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 + ‖w′

1‖C0,α + ‖w′
2‖C0,α

)

‖w1 − w2‖C2,α .

Here we are using the parabolic Hölder norms on (t, t + 1) ×M as defined above;
the bounds hold for each fixed t ≥ 0, with the constants independent of T and t.

Proof. Recall that u is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow if and only if

4

n+m− 2

∂

∂t
u(t) = (rmφ(t) −Rm

φ(t))u(t)(4.10)

where (g(t), φ(t)) = (u(t)
4

m+n−2 g∞, φ∞− 2m
m+n−2 lnu(t)). Regarding DE(w) in (2.9)

as an element of L2(M, e−φ∞dVg∞), we have

(4.11)
1

2
DE(w) = −

4(n+m− 1)

n+m− 2
∆φ∞

w +Rm
φ∞
w − rmφ w

n+m+2
n+m−2

where as always in this paper, E is defined on the unit volume conformal class.
Combining (4.10) and (4.11), we have

4

n+m− 2

∂u

∂t
= −

1

2
DE(u)u−

m+n+2
m+n−2 .

We now project the weighted Yamabe flow equation onto Λ0 and Λ⊥
0 , so u solves

the weighted Yamabe flow if and only if the following two equations are satisfied:

8

n+m− 2
(ϕ+ w⊤)′

= −projΛ0

[
DE

(
1 + ϕ+ w⊤ + Φ(ϕ+ w⊤) + w⊥

)]
− E⊤

0 (w),

8

n+m− 2

(
Φ(ϕ+ w⊤) + w⊥

)′

= −projΛ⊥
0

[
DE

(
1 + ϕ+ w⊤ + Φ(ϕ + w⊤) + w⊥

)]
− E⊥

0 (w),

(4.12)

where E0(w) is defined as in Lemma 4.3. Now, by the Taylor’s theorem we claim
that

projΛ0
DE

(
1 + ϕ+ w⊤ + Φ(ϕ+ w⊤) + w⊥

)

= projΛ0
DE

(
1 + ϕ+ w⊤ + Φ(ϕ+ w⊤)

)
+ E⊤

1 (w),
(4.13)

with the bounds

‖E⊤
1 (w)‖C0,α ≤c

(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

)

‖w⊥‖C2,α ,

‖E⊤
1 (w1) − E⊤

1 (w2)‖C0,α ≤c (‖w1‖C2,α + ‖w2‖C2,α) ‖w⊥
1 − w⊥

2 ‖C2,α .
(4.14)

The claim follows from the integral form of the remainder in Taylor’s theorem (see
[10, Proposition 17] for more details) so we omit the proof here.
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Recall that F (v) := E(Ψ(v)) = E(1+v+Φ(v)), and using the Lyapunov-Schmidt
reduction (Proposition 2.3)

(4.15) projΛ0
DE

(
1 + ϕ+ w⊤ + Φ(ϕ+ w⊤)

)
= DF (ϕ+ w⊤).

Furthermore, by analyticity (Proposition 2.3), DF has a convergent power series
representation around 0 with lowest order term of order p − 1. Thus, as long as
ϕ+ w⊤ is small enough, we may write

(4.16) DF (ϕ+ w⊤) = DF (ϕ) +D2F (ϕ)(w⊤) + E⊤
2 (w⊤),

where

‖E⊤
2 (w⊤)‖C0,α ≤ c

(

(T + t)−
p−3
p−2 + ‖w⊤‖p−3

C0,α

)

‖w⊤‖2C0,α ,

‖E⊤
2 (w⊤

1 ) − E⊤
2 (w⊤

2 )‖C0,α

≤ c
(

(T + t)−
p−3
p−2 (‖w⊤

1 ‖C0,α + ‖w⊤
2 ‖C0,α) + ‖w⊤

1 ‖
p−2
C0,α + ‖w⊤

2 ‖
p−2
C0,α

)

× ‖w⊤
1 − w⊤

2 ‖C0,α .

(4.17)

By the results we have obtained so far, the Λ0-component of the weighted Yam-
abe flow may be written as

8

n+m− 2
(ϕ+ w⊤)′ = −DF (ϕ) −D2F (ϕ)(w⊤) − E⊤

2 (w⊤) − E⊤
1 (w) − E⊤

0 (w)

where we have used (4.13), (4.15) and (4.16). Now, expanding F in a power series,
F = F (0) +

∑∞
j=p Fj , we may write the above expression as

8

n+m− 2
(ϕ+ w⊤)′

= −DFp(ϕ) −D2Fp(ϕ)(w⊤) + E⊤
3 (w) − E⊤

2 (w⊤) − E⊤
1 (w) − E⊤

0 (w)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=E⊤(w)

where
E⊤

3 (w) =
∑

j≥p+1

(DFj(ϕ) +D2Fj(ϕ)w⊤).

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.1, we have that 8
n+m−2ϕ

′ = −DFp(ϕ). Therefore,

w⊤ must satisfy the equation

8

n+m− 2
(w⊤)′ +D2Fp(ϕ)w⊤ = E⊤(w).

By analyticity, E⊤
3 (w) converges in C0,α for ‖ϕ‖C2,α and ‖w‖C2,α small enough.

Because each term in the sum is a homogeneous polynomial, we get the following
error bound by using the formula for ϕ:

‖E⊤
3 (w)‖C0,α ≤ c

(

(T + t)−
p

p−2 + (T + t)−
p−1
p−2 ‖w⊤‖C0,α

)

,

‖E⊤
3 (w1) − E⊤

3 (w2)‖C0,α ≤ c(T + t)−
p−1
p−2 ‖w⊤

1 − w⊤
2 ‖C0,α .

(4.18)

Combining (4.14), (4.17) and (4.18), we can see that E⊤(w) satisfies the asserted
bounds. By the similar argument, we can prove the result for the Λ⊥

0 -portion of
the weighted Yamabe flow. �
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4.2. Solving the kernel-projected flow with polynomial decay estimates.

In this subsection we solve the kernel-projected flow (4.8). First, from the definition
of ϕ in (4.1) and the fact that D2Fp is homogeneous of degree p− 2,

D2Fp(ϕ) = (T + t)−1

(
8

(n+m− 2)p(p− 2)Fp(v̂)

)

D2Fp(v̂)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=D

.

Let µ1, · · · , µk be the eigenvalues of D and ei the corresponding orthonormal basis
in which D is diagonalized. Then the kernel-projected flow is equivalent to the
following system of ODEs for vi := w⊤ · ei,

(4.19)
8

n+m− 2
v′i +

µi

T + t
vi = E⊤

i := E⊤ · ei, i = 1, · · · , k.

Fix for the rest of this subsection a number γ with γ /∈
{

n+m−2
8 µ1, · · · ,

n+m−2
8 µk

}
.

Define the following weighted norms:

‖u‖
C

0,α
γ

:= sup
t>0

[(T + t)γ‖u(t)‖C0,α ] and ‖u‖
C

0,α
1,γ

:= ‖u‖
C

0,α
γ

+ ‖u′‖
C

0,α
1+γ

.

We recall that these Hölder norms are space-time norms on the interval (t, t+1)×M ,
as defined in (4.2).

Given γ as above, we define Π0 = Π0(γ) by

(4.20) Π0 := span

{

v ∈ Λ0 : Dv = µv, and µ >
8

n+m− 2
γ

}

.

Moreover, let projΠ0
: Λ0 → Π0 be the corresponding linear projector. The next

lemma concerns the system (4.19).

Lemma 4.5. For any T > 0 such that ‖E⊤‖C0,α
1+γ

< ∞, there is a unique u with

u(t) ∈ Λ0, t ∈ [0,∞), satisfying ‖u‖C0
γ
< ∞, projΠ0

(u(0)) = 0, and such that

vi := u · ei solves the system (4.19). Furthermore, we have the bound

‖u‖C0,α
1,γ

≤ C‖E⊤‖C0,α
1+γ

.

Here the constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. Letting

wj := (T + t)
n+m−2

8 µjvj ,

the system (4.19) is equivalent to

w′
j =

n+m− 2

8
(T + t)

n+m−2
8 µjE⊤

j , j = 1, · · · , k.

Then, we claim that we may solve the j-th ODE as

wj(t) =







αj −
n+m− 2

8

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ, if γ >

n+m− 2

8
µj ;

αj +
n+m− 2

8

ˆ t

0

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ, if γ <

n+m− 2

8
µj .

First suppose that j is such that γ > n+m−2
8 µj . Then the claim would imply

that

vj(t) = (T + t)−
n+m−2

8 µjαj −
n+m− 2

8
(T + t)−

n+m−2
8 µj

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ.
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To prove the claim, we check that the integral converges under our assumption on
E⊤:

∣
∣
∣
∣
(T + t)−

n+m−2
8 µj

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ (T + t)−
n+m−2

8 µj‖Ej‖
⊤
C0

1+γ

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µj−γ−1dτ

=

(

γ −
n+m− 2

8

)−1

(T + t)−
n+m−2

8 µj‖E⊤
j ‖C0

1+γ
(T + t)

n+m−2
8 µj−γ

= Cj(T + t)−γ‖E⊤
j ‖C0

1+γ
.

The previous estimate also shows that, since by assumption γ > n+m−2
8 µj , to have

‖u‖C0
γ
<∞, it must hold that αj = 0.

On the other hand, if γ < n+m−2
8 µj , by requiring projΠ0

u(0) = 0, we see that
αj = 0. As a result, the bounds for ‖vj‖C0

γ
follow from a similar calculation as

before. Combining these two cases proves existence, uniqueness and the ‖u‖C0
γ

bound.
It thus remains to prove the inequality ‖u‖

C
0,α
1,γ

≤ C‖E⊤‖
C

0,α
1+γ

. By finite di-

mensionality, the (spatial) C0,α(M)-Hölder norms of each basis element in Λ0 are
uniformly bounded. Thus, it remains to show that the desired inequality holds for
the Hölder norms in the time direction, along with the same thing for u′(t).

Suppose that j is such that γ > n+m−2
8 µj . Then, we have seen above that

vj(t) = −
n+m− 2

8
(T + t)−

n+m−2
8 µj

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ,

which gives

v′j(t) =
(n+m− 2)2

64
µj(T + t)−

n+m−2
8 µj−1

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ

+
n+m− 2

8
E⊤

j (t).

Thus

‖v′j‖C0,α ≤ C

∥
∥
∥
∥

(T + t)−
n+m−2

8 µj−1

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ

∥
∥
∥
∥
C1

+ C‖E⊤
j (τ)‖C0,α

≤ C

∥
∥
∥
∥

(T + t)−
n+m−2

8 µj−2

ˆ ∞

t

(T + τ)
n+m−2

8 µjE⊤
j (τ)dτ

∥
∥
∥
∥
C0

+ C‖E⊤
j (τ)‖C0,α

≤ C(T + t)−1−γ‖E⊤
j ‖C0,α

1+γ
.

On the other hand, the case of γ < n+m−2
8 µj can be easily be obtained through a

similar argument. Combining these calculations, we obtain a Hölder estimate for
vj . From this the claimed inequality follows. �

4.3. Solving the kernel-orthogonal projected flow. In this subsection, we
solve the kernel-orthogonal projected flow, which is the remaining part of the
weighted Yamabe flow. Define the weighted norms

‖u‖L2
q

= sup
t∈[0,∞)

[
(T + t)q‖u(t)‖L2(M)

]
,
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where the L2 norm is the spatial norm of u(t) on M , taken with respect to
e−φ∞dVg∞ , and

‖u‖C2,α
q

= sup
t≥0

[(T + t)q‖u(t)‖C2,α ] ,

where, as usual, the Hölder norms are the space-time norms defined in (4.2). Also,
let

Λ↓ := span{ϕ ∈ C∞(M) : L∞ϕ+ δϕ = 0, δ > 0}
L2

,

Λ↑ := span{ϕ ∈ C∞(M) : L∞ϕ+ δϕ = 0, δ < 0}.

From the spectral theory, L2(M, e−φ∞g∞) = Λ↑ ⊕ Λ0 ⊕ Λ↓ and Λ↑ and Λ0

are finite dimensional. Write the nonnegative integers as an ordered union N =
K↑ ∪ K0 ∪ K↓, where the ordering of the indices comes from an ordering of the
eigenfunctions of the L∞ and the partitioning of N corresponds to which of Λ↓, Λ0,
or Λ↑ the k-th eigenfunction of L∞ lies in.

Lemma 4.6. For any T > 0 and q <∞ such that ‖E⊥‖L2
q
<∞, there is a unique

u(t) with u(t) ∈ Λ⊥
0 , t ∈ [0,∞), satisfying ‖u‖L2

q
<∞, projΛ↓

(u(0)) = 0 and

(4.21) u′ = L∞u+ E⊥.

Furthermore, ‖u‖L2
q
≤ C‖E⊥‖L2

q
and ‖u‖C2,α

q
≤ C‖E⊥‖C0,α

q
. Here the constant C

does not depent on T .

Proof. Let ϕi be an eigenfunction of L∞ with eigenvalue −δi which is orthogonal
to the kernel Λ0. The equation (4.21) reduces to the system

(4.22) u′i + δiui = E⊥
i ,

where ui = 〈u, ϕi〉 and E⊥
i = 〈E⊥, ϕi〉. This is equivalent to

(4.23) (eδitui)
′ = eδitE⊥

i .

Thus, we may represent the components of the solution as

ui(t) =







βie
−δit + e−δit

ˆ t

0

eδiτE⊥
i (τ)dτ for i ∈ K↓,

βie
−δit − e−δit

ˆ ∞

t

eδiτE⊥
i (τ)dτ for i ∈ K↑.

In particular, we have

u(t) =
∑

j∈K↓

(

βje
−δjt + e−δjt

ˆ t

0

eδjτE⊥
j (τ)dτ

)

ϕj

+
∑

j∈K↑

(

βje
−δjt − e−δjt

ˆ ∞

t

eδjτE⊥
j (τ)dτ

)

ϕj .

This sum is in an L2 sense (but then elliptic regularity guarantees that the sum
converges uniformly on compact time intervals). We note that for i ∈ K↑, if ‖u‖L2

q
<

∞, then necessarily βi = 0. Furthermore, by requiring that projΛ↓
u(0) = 0, we also

have βi = 0 for i ∈ K↓.
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The L2-bound for the first term in u can be estimated as:
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

j∈K↓

uj(t)ϕj

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2

≤
∑

j∈K↓

(
ˆ t

0

eδj(τ−t)E⊥
j (τ)dτ

)2

≤
∑

j∈K↓

(
ˆ t

0

eδmin(τ−t)E⊥
j (τ)dτ

)2

≤

∥
∥
∥
∥

ˆ t

0

eδmin(τ−t)E⊥(τ)dτ

∥
∥
∥
∥

2

L2

where δmin = minj∈K↓
δj and the inequality follows from the Parseval identity.

Taking square roots and using the decay assumption on E⊥ gives
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

j∈K↓

uj(t)ϕj

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
L2

≤

∥
∥
∥
∥

ˆ t

0

eδmin(τ−t)E⊥(τ)dτ

∥
∥
∥
∥
L2

≤

ˆ t

0

eδmin(τ−t)
∥
∥E⊥(τ)

∥
∥
L2 dτ

≤
∥
∥E⊥

∥
∥
q

ˆ t

0

eδmin(τ−t)(T + τ)−qdτ

≤ C‖E⊥‖L2
q
(T + t)−q.

A similar argument holds for the K↑ terms. From this, the asserted bounds for
‖u‖L2

q
follow readily.

We now consider the C2,α
q bounds for u. Following the argument in [10, Lemma

19], by interior parabolic Schauder estimates [19, Theorem 4.9] and Arzelà-Ascoli
theorem, we have that for t ≥ 1,

‖u(t)‖C2,α ≤ C

(

sup
(s,x)∈(t−1,t+1)×M

‖u(s, x)‖L2(M) + ‖E⊥‖C0,α((t−1,t+1)×M)

)

+ Cǫ‖u(t)‖C0,α((t−1,t+1)×M).

Multiplying it by (T + t)q and taking the supremum over t ≥ 1 yields

sup
t≥1

[(T + t)q‖u(t)‖C2,α ] ≤ C‖E⊥‖C0,α
q

+ Cǫ‖u‖C0,α
q(4.24)

where we have used ‖u‖L2
q
≤ C‖E⊥‖L2

q
, which was proved earlier. To finish the

proof, it remains to extend the supremum up to t = 0. The global Schauder
estimates [19, Theorem 4.28] shows that

‖u(t)‖C2,α((0,1)×M) ≤ C
(

sup
s∈(0,1)

‖u(s, x)‖L2(M) + ǫ‖u‖C0,α((0,1)×M)

+ ‖E⊥‖C0,α((0,1)×M) + ‖u(0)‖C2,α(M)

)

.

(4.25)

Except for the last term ‖u(0)‖C2,α(M) on the right-hand side of the above expres-
sion, the rest of the terms can be bounded in a manner similar to the argument
used above. Note that

u(0) = −
∑

j∈K↑

(
ˆ ∞

0

eδjτE⊥
j (τ)dτ

)

ϕj .
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The space Λ↑ is finite-dimensional, so there must be a uniform constant C > 0 such
that ‖ϕj‖C2,α(M) ≤ C‖ϕj‖L2(M) for all j ∈ K↑. Using this we have that

‖u(0)‖2C2,α(M) ≤ C
∑

j∈K↑

(
ˆ ∞

0

eδjτE⊥
j (τ)dτ

)2

‖ϕj‖
2
C2,α(M)

≤ C
∑

j∈K↑

(
ˆ ∞

0

eδjτE⊥
j (τ)dτ

)2

‖ϕj‖
2
L2(M) = C‖u(0)‖2L2(M).

(4.26)

Combining (4.24), (4.25), and (4.26), we obtain that

sup
t≥0

[(T + t)q‖u(t)‖C2,α ] ≤ C‖E⊥‖
C

0,α
q

+ Cǫ‖u‖
C

0,α
q
.

By choosing ǫ small, we get the desired Hölder bounds. �

4.4. Construction of a slowly converging flow. In this subsection we will com-
bine the results from the previous two subsections to finally construct a slowly
converging flow. That is, we prove Theorem 1.5.

To proceed further, we define the norm

‖f‖∗γ := ‖projΛ0
f‖

C
0,α
1,γ

+ ‖projΛ⊥
0
f‖

C
2,α
1+γ

.

Recall that

‖u‖C0,α
1,γ

= sup
t≥0

[(T + t)γ‖u(t)‖C0,α ] + sup
t≥0

[
(T + t)1+γ‖u′(t)‖C0,α

]
,

‖u‖
C

2,α
1+γ

= sup
t≥0

[
(T + t)1+γ‖u(t)‖C2,α

]
,

where the Hölder norms are the space-time Hölder norms defined in (4.2). For γ to
be specified below, the Banach space X is defined as

(4.27) X := {w : ‖w‖∗γ <∞}.

Proposition 4.7. Assume that (g∞, φ∞) satisfies ASp. We may thus fix a point
where Fp|Sk−1 achieves a positive maximum and denote it by v̂. Define

ϕ(t) = (T + t)−
1

p−2

(
8

(n+m− 2)p(p− 2)Fp(v̂)

) 1
p−2

v̂

as in Lemma 4.1. Then, there exists C > 0, T > 0, 1
p−2 < γ < 2

p−2 and u(t) ∈

C∞(M×(0,∞)) such that u(t) > 0 for all t > 0, (g(t), φ(t)) := (u(t)
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞−
2m

n+m−2 lnu(t)) is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow and

‖w⊤(t) + Φ
(
ϕ(t) + w⊤(t)

)
+ w⊥(t)‖∗γ = ‖u(t) − ϕ(t) − 1‖∗γ ≤ C.

Proof. We fix 1
p−2 < γ < 2

p−2 so that γ /∈
{
n+m−2

8 µ1, · · · ,
n+m−2

8 µk

}
. By Proposi-

tion 4.4, the weighted Yamabe flow can be reduced to two flows, i.e. kernel projected
flow and kernel-orthogonal projected flow, so it is enough to solve

8

n+m− 2
(w⊤)′ +D2Fp(ϕ)w⊤ = E⊤(w), (w⊥)′ − L∞w

⊥ = E⊥(w),

for w(t) with ‖w‖∗γ < C. To do so, we will use the contraction mapping method.
We define a map

S : {w ∈ X : ‖w‖∗γ ≤ 1} → X
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where X is the Banach space defined in (4.27), by defining u := projΛ0
S(w) and

v := projΛ⊥
0
S(w) to be the solution of the kernel projected flow and the kernel-

orthogonal projected flow with the initial values u(0) = projΠ⊥
0
w⊥(0) and v(0) =

projΛ↑
w⊥(0) respectively, i.e.

8

n+m− 2
u′ +D2Fp(ϕ)u = E⊤(w) and v′ − L∞v = E⊥(w).

Thus, we have defined the map S(w) by its orthogonal projections onto Λ0 and
Λ⊥
0 . These solutions exist, in the right function spaces, by combining the bounds

for the error terms in Proposition 4.4 with Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6. Furthermore, we
have the explicit bound

‖projΛ0
S(w)‖C0,α

1,γ
≤ c‖E⊤(w)‖C0,α

1+γ

≤ c sup
t≥0

(T + t)1+γ
(

(T + t)−1− 1
p−2 + ‖w⊤‖p−1

C0,α + ‖w⊥‖C2,α

)

×
(

(T + t)−
1

p−2 + ‖w‖C2,α

)

+ c sup
t≥0

(

(T + t)γ−
2

p−2 + (T + t)γ−
2

p−2 ‖w⊤‖C2,α

)

+ c sup
t≥0

(

(T + t)γ+
1

p−2 ‖w⊤‖C2,α + (T + t)γ+1‖w⊤‖p−1
C2,α

)

+ c sup
t≥0

(T + t)γ+1‖w⊥‖2C2,α

≤ c
(

T γ− 2
p−2 +

(

T− 1
p−2 + T (p−2)( 1

p−2−γ)
)

‖w‖∗γ

)

.

By the same argument, using Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.6, we obtain the
similar bound for the kernel-orthogonal projected part:

‖projΛ⊥
0
S(w)‖C2,α

1+γ
≤ c

(

T γ− 2
p−2 +

(

T− 1
p−2 + T (p−2)( 1

p−2−γ)
)

‖w‖∗γ

)

.

Therefore, we have

‖S(w)‖∗γ = ‖projΛ0
S(w)‖

C
0,α
1,γ

+ ‖projΛ⊥
0
S(w)‖

C
2,α
1+γ

≤ c
{

T γ− 2
p−2 +

(

T− 1
p−2 + T (p−2)( 1

p−2−γ)
)

‖w‖∗γ

}

.

Thus, because γ ∈
(

1
p−2 ,

2
p−2

)

, by choosing T large enough we can ensure that S

maps {w : ‖w‖∗γ ≤ 1} ⊂ X into itself. And one can also show that S is a contraction
map by enlarging T if necessary. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. From Proposition 4.4, we have constructed ϕ(t) and u(t) so
that

ϕ(t) = (T + t)−
1

p−2

(
8

(n+m− 2)p(p− 2)Fp(v̂)

) 1
p−2

v̂,

(u(t)
4

n+m−2 g∞, φ∞− 2m
n+m−2 lnu(t)) is a solution to the weighted Yamabe flow, and

u(t) = 1 + ϕ(t) + w̃(t) := 1 + ϕ(t) + w⊤(t) + Φ
(
ϕ(t) + w⊤(t)

)
+ w⊥(t),
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where w̃(t) satisfies ‖w̃‖C0 ≤ C(1 + t)−γ for some C > 0 and all t ≥ 0. We have
arranged that γ > 1/(p− 2), which implies that ϕ(t) is decaying slower than w̃(t).
Thus

‖u(t) − 1‖C0 ≥ C(1 + t)−
1

p−2

as t→ ∞. From this, the assertion follows. �

5. Examples satisfying ASp

In this section, we provide a family of metrics which satisfy AS3. This allows us,
via Theorem 1.5, to conclude the existence of slowly converging weighted Yamabe
flow.

We denote the 2n2-dimensional complex projective space equipped with the
Fubini–Study metric by (Pn2 , gFS). (We normalize the Fubini–Study metric so
the map S2n+1 → Pn from the unit sphere is a submersion.) From [10, Section 5.1],
we know that RgFS

= 4n2(n2 + 1) and λ1(gFS) = 4(n2 + 1).
Suppose that (Mn1 , gM , e

−φdVg,m) is a smooth metric measure space with con-
stant weighted scalar curvature Rm

φ = λ1(gFS)(n1 + n2 +m− 1). We consider the

product smooth metric measure space (Mn1×Pn2 , g = gM⊕gFS, e
−φdVgM⊕gFS

,m).
Therefore, the weighted scalar curvature on it is given by

(5.1) Rm
g,φ = Rm

gM ,φ +RgFS
= λ1(n+m− 1),

where n = n1 + 2n2 is the dimension of the product space. So Λ0 consists of
eigenfunctions of ∆g,φ with eigenvalue Rm

g,φ/(n + m − 1) = λ1. From this, we see

that (Mn1 × Pn2 , g = gM ⊕ gFS, e
−φdVgM⊕gFS

,m) is degenerate.
Moreover, let v be an eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue λ1, i.e.

(5.2) − ∆gFS
v = λ1v.

It follows from the Courant nodal domain theorem that v does not change sign. By
replacing v with −v if necessary, we may assume that v > 0.

Since φ ∈ C∞(M), the function 1 ⊗ v on Mn1 × Pn2 will be an eigenfunction of
∆g,φ with eigenvalue λ1, i.e.

(n+m− 1)∆g,φ(1 ⊗ v) +Rm
g,φ(1 ⊗ v) = (n+m− 1)∆gFS

v + (n+m− 1)λ1v = 0.

On the other hand, it follows from [10, Section 5.1] that

(5.3)

ˆ

Pn2

v3dVgFS
6= 0.

Therefore, we have

F3(1 ⊗ v) = −2

(
n+m+ 2

n+m− 2

)(
4

n+m− 2

)

Rm
g,φ

ˆ

Mn1×Pn2

v3e−φdVgM⊕gFS

=
−8(n+m+ 2)(n+m− 1)

(n+m− 2)2
λ1

(
ˆ

Mn1

e−φdVgM

)(
ˆ

Pn2

v3dVgF S

)

6= 0

since v > 0 and λ1 > 0. Therefore, (Mn1 × Pn2 , g = gM ⊕ gFS, e
−φdVgM⊕gFS

,m)
satisfies the AS3 condition.
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6. Appendix : Computing F3

In this Appendix, we prove (2.11) by computing the term F3 at a metric-measure
structure (g∞, φ∞) with constant weighted scalar curvature. First we will show that
F1(v) = F2(v) = 0. To check this, notice that DF (w)[v] = DE(Ψ(w))[DΨ(w)[v]].
Thus DF (0) = 0 since DE(1) = 0, as 1 is a critical point of the functional E (by
assumption, (g∞, φ∞) ∈ CWSC) and Ψ(0) = 1. Therefore, F1 = 0. Similarly,
D2F (w)[v, u] = D2E(Ψ(w))[DΨ(w)[u], DΨ(w)[v]] + 〈DE(Ψ(w)), D2Ψ(w)[v, u]〉.
When setting w = 0, Ψ(0) = 1, DΨ(0) = id, and

D2F (0)[v, u] = D2E(1)[u, v] + 〈DE(1), D2Ψ(0)[v, u]〉

= −
8

n+m− 2
〈L∞u, v〉 + 〈DE(1), D2Ψ(0)[v, u]〉.

As before, the second term vanishes. The first term vanishes because u is in the
kernel of L∞ by assumption. Therefore, F2 = 0.

To compute D3F (0), we may in fact compute D3F̃ (0), where F̃ : Λ0 → R is

defined by F̃ (v) = E(1 + v). We first compute D3F :

D3F (w)[v, u, z] = D3E(Ψ(w))[DΨ(w)[v], DΨ(w)[u], DΨ(w)[z]]

+D2E(Ψ(w))[D2Ψ(w)[u, z], DΨ(w)[v]]

+D2E(Ψ(w))[DΨ(w)[u], D2Ψ(w)[v, z]]

+D2E(Ψ(w))[DΨ(w)[z], D2Ψ(w)[v, u]]

+ 〈DE(Ψ(w)), D3Ψ(w)[v, u, z]〉.

(6.1)

Setting w = 0, and using similar considerations as before (in particular noting that
D2E(1)[·] is self-adjoint), we obtain D3F (0)[v, u, z] = D3E(1)[v, u, z]. Perform-

ing the same computation for D3F̃ (0) yields the same result. Next, we compute

D3F̃ (0). In the rest of this section all integrals are taken with respect to e−φ∞dVg∞ .
First we recall that

(6.2)
1

2
DE(w)[v] =

ˆ

M

(

an,m∆φ∞
w +Rm

φ∞
w − rmφ w

n+m+2
n+m−2

)

v

where

an,m = −
4(n+m− 1)

n+m− 2
, (g, φ) = (w

4
n+m−2 g∞, φ∞ −

2m

n+m− 2
lnw).

Because rmφ = E(w), eq (6.2) can be rewritten as

1

2
DE(w)[v] =

ˆ

M

(

an,m∆φ∞
w +Rm

φ∞
w − E(w)w

n+m+2
n+m−2

)

v.

So the second differential of the functional E can be computed as follows:
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1

2
D2E(u)[v, w]

=
1

2

d

dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

DE(u + tw)[v]

=
d

dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

ˆ

M

(

an,m∆φ∞
(u+ tw) +Rm

φ∞
(u + tw) − E(u+ tw)(u + tw)

n+m+2
n+m−2

)

v

=

ˆ

M

(

an,m∆φ∞
w +Rm

φ∞
w −DE(u)[w]u

n+m+2
n+m−2 −

n+m+ 2

n+m− 2
E(u)u

4
n+m−2w

)

v.

Since DE(1) = 0 and E(1) = Rm
φ∞

, we have

1

2
D2E(g∞, φ∞)[v, w] =

ˆ

M

(

−
4(n+m− 1)

n+m− 2
∆φ∞

w −
4

n+m− 2
w

)

v.

Similarly, the third differential of the functional E can be computed as follows:

1

2
D3E(u)[v, w, z]

=
1

2

d

dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

D2E(u+ tz)[v, w]

=
d

dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
t=0

ˆ

M

(

an,m∆φ∞
w +Rm

φ∞
w −DE(u+ tz)[w](u+ tz)

n+m+2
n+m−2

−
n+m+ 2

n+m− 2
E(u+ tz)(u+ tz)

4
n+m−2w

)

v

=

ˆ

M

(

−D2E(u)[w, z]u
n+m+2
n+m−2 −

n+m+ 2

n+m− 2
DE(u)[w]u

4
n+m−2 z

−
n+m+ 2

n+m− 2
DE(u)[z]u

4
n+m−2w −

4(n+m+ 2)

(n+m− 2)2
E(u)u−

n+m−6
n+m−2 zw

)

v.

Therefore, v, w, z ∈ Λ0, we have

D3E(1)[v, w, z] = −
8(n+m+ 2)

(n+m− 2)2
Rm

φ∞

ˆ

M

vwze−φ∞dVg∞ .
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